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Lt Yoeent years taere has been A movked incremase or

"

inteves®t in Mo Zealnand church history snd sectarian con-
troversy.  Resesucd iuwbo the beliefs and behaviour of

early Buvopemm misgionaries has occuided the vesesrch time
of ~n increasing wwibev of post-graduate students during
the lagt five yesvs nnd bas vesulted in such useful works

AS Judith Binvey's published snalysis of the beliefs and

1

behavicur of Thomas Kendrll nnd John Owens' doctoral

investigation of the Hokimngn Wesleyans, & Hugh Laxracy,
in his portrayal of Bishop Movan, 3 p.s. 0* Connor,

through his vacy description of Catholic -~ Protestant

conflict, “ and J. HcKry with his considevration of the
developnent within New Zcaland of a parochisl school sys-

i
tem, ° hsve votably contributed to the history of the

s Judith Binney, The Tiemacv of Guilt (Oxford, 1968).

2y John Owens, "The Coming of the Wesleyons to New
denland, 1819--1840Y, Unpublished PhD thesis, Victoria
University of Vellington, 1969.

3. Hugh Lavacy, "The Life =~nd Context of Bishop Patxrick
Movan," Unpublished iieAs Thesis , VictoriAa University
or Wellington, 1964,

4 P.S. 0'Connor, "Sectarisn Conflict i New Zealand,
1911n19%d; Politicnl Science, 19 (i), July, 1967,
PPe 31064

2« Ju Mackey, "The Catholic Schools and the Denominae
tionnl System of Bducrtion Jun _Auckland. L840=68",
Unpublished MeAs Theois, University of Auckland,

1960.




Roman Catholic Churche Research by PeF. bcKimmey © and
K.G. Geard ! into the nature of the New Zealand prohibi-

tion movement And Ian Breward's published monograph on

o
Bible~in-Schools controversies © hove made available

Analyses of socio-religious couflicts that divided New
demlanders from the late ninetecunth century until well
into the twentieth century. In the field of contempor-

aYy church history a symposium on religion in New Zealand

9

including mArticles by J. Mols, J. Harvre, and W.H. Oliver,
posed questions about present day Hew Zenland ecclesias=—
tical life thnt cammot be satisfactorily answereé without
AN awareness of the theological and sociological develop-—
ment of the lew Zcaland churches and sects.

Despite this vecently venewed interest in ecclesias-

tical history, and the broad range of the research pro=-

0] d
+ to An exemi-

jects undertaken, (from ~ study of Ratan=

nation of the history of the Church of the Latter Day
11

Saints), little interest has yet been shown in late

6o PoFo McKimmey, “The Prohibition MHovement in New
Zenlrnd, 1885-1894", unpublished M.A. Thesis; Auck-
land University, 1968,

Te K.J. Geard, "The Prohibition Movement, 1894-1914",
unpublished MsA, Thesis, Victoria University of
Wellington, In Progress.

8 Ian Breviard, Godless Schools? (Christchurch, 1967. )

9, W.H. Oliver, W. Merliin Davies, Lloyd G. Geeving &%
als Landfall, XX (1), March 1966, pp.4-59.

10, J. Henderson, Ratann New Plymouth, 1965.

1l. Ian R. Barker, "The Comnnexion. The Mormon Church
and The Maori People", unpublished B.A. Hons.
Exercise, Victoris University of Wellingtom, 1967,
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nineteenth century religious beliefs and even less in
identifying Aand explaining dissent within the major chur-
chew, In this vesenrch exercise I cannot hope to bridge
such an extensive grnp in New Zemland ccclesiastical his-
tory, yet by selecting as ny subject a religious contro-
Versy of 1897 and investignting the origins, principles,
and prejudiccs of A party within A church, I have attemp-
ted to sink » few supporting pylons Mto the viver-hed
for future bridge builders to build upon.

The councexrn of this thesis is to explain the slow
coalescing of a party of dissent within the Presbyterisn
Church of Otago and Southlande. The focus of interest is
the Church Defence Society of Otango ~nd Southland, »,
league of Presbyterian churchuaen constituted in November
1897 following »a decision by the ruling Synod of the
Otago and Southland Presbyterimn Church to commdt the
Church to union with the Presbytevian Church of New Zea—
land. An attempt is mnde to identify the "Church Defen-
ders", to outline their arguments ~nd those of theixr
opponents, to explain their motives, to nssess the impor—
tance of “non-theological Tactors" in the developuent of
their point of view, ~and to give some vemson for their
fajilure to delay or destroy union negotiations in 1897.
Use has beoen made of several documents hitherto little
used in New Zesland bistorical studies. The Gibh Papers,
the Rutherford Waddell Notebooks, and the parish archives

of St. Andrew's Presbyterinn Church, Dunedin, hnve given
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useful insight into the activities and opinions of two
leading prrticipnnts in the Otago Church struggle.

No mention of the Church Defence Society of Otago
and Southland occurs in Aany histories of the Presbyterian
Church of New Zealand. James Chisholm, an ardent "South-
ern Church" pro-unionist used eight prges in his 1898

history of tho Church of Otmgo =nd Southland, Fifty Yeaxs
12

Syne, to present m bare account of the fifty preceding
Years movement to union. He Applauded the YNovrthern
Church™ for its continuous accommodation of "Southern
Church" sensitivity, but no attemptwas made to identify
this sensitivity and eoxplain the behaviour of the anti-

unjonists, Johu Dickson, ~ Ceanterbury "Northexrn Church-

man™, in 1899 published his History of the MNew Zealand

Presbyterian Church, 13 but grve only threc pages to

discuss union queations, Lest it be thought that the
Closeness of the culmination of union may have decided
him to tred lightly on that tender spot notwithstanding
his brevity he attscked "Southern Church® anti-union sen-
timent Aand argued: “As if to show how short-sighted those
few spivits nve who oppose the Union of the Northern nnd
Southern Churches of New Zealand, » good deal of wooing
between these communions has bheen going on Across the

Wajitaki bridge. Not only have messages of love in the

12. James Chisholm, Fifty Yegrs Syne. Dunedin, 1917.
13. John Dickson, History of the New Zealand Preshyterisn
Church, Dunedin, 1899,
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form of church cevrtificates, valid on both sides, Aand
Church resolutions, move or less gushing in sentiment,
been passing between thew; but fregquent offers of marr-
inge have been nade by congregations on the one side and
accepted on the othevr, Twenty-one pastors of Otago and
Southlend, being only flesh ~nd blood like their follows,
hnve crossed the Woitnki in respomse to calls from the
Presbyterian Church of New Zoﬂlﬁnd.“l4
Ave twentieth-century New Ze~land church historisns
any morc objective in their tremtment of Southern anti-
union sentiment?  The Very Reve J.8. Murvray in 1927
submitted for his M,A. degree n thesis ontitled "The
Unjon of the Novrthern and Southern Churches of The Pres—

13 lr. Hurrny is pre-

byteriman Church of New Zenland,"
cise And painstaking in his delinention of the tortuous
movement of the two churches towards union but he Abstain-
ed from any attempt to explain the motivation of the cor-
flicting parties. Jd.Re Elder, sometime Professor of

History at Otago University, in his centenninl History

of the Presbytexi~m Church of New Zoaland A8 built on

Mutrny's work, ngain with no Attempt at ihterpretation,
nd with occrmsional confusions,; n case in point being

his fnilure to mnote that ™ 1897 not all Kirk sessions

14. John Dickson,; p.330,

15, J.5. Murray, “"The Union of the Northernm and Southern
Churches of the Presbyterinn Church of New Zealand"
unpublished M«sAs Thesis,; University of Ot=ago, 1927.

16, J.R. Eldevr, The Histoxry of the Presbyterinn Church
of New Zonland, 1840-1940.
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subnitted returns in the veferendwn of sessions teaken by
the Synod. By far the most imadequate treatment of the
union issue ~nd its protagonists is in Johun Collie's,

The Stoxy of the Otago Frec Church Settlement, (1948) =

Professor Collie intruded guotations from hymans into his

text Aand concluded with = sermon full of advice and war—

ning for fultre ecumenical encounters. He pnys too much |
Attention to reminiscences and provides n disjointed pic-

ture of the movenent towmrds union. His chrnpter on

"Church Union®™ mny be excellent preaching, but it is

ScArcely good history.

This ~ssessment of previous historical accounts of

the union struggle makes cleaxr that no one has yet delved
into the crmuses and oceasions of the development of »
conservative vesistrnce to the union of the "Novrthern"
aand "Southern" churches,. To eaboxk on such a study is
of course to see the world in an oyster, with the con-
comitent visk of descending to triviality. The ~xyenn
within which the "Chuvrch defenders™ and their "foes"
fought was indced small, and issues such as marringe to
to n decersed wife's sister uny appear trivisl And even
ludicrous by pnresent day judgement, yet n study of this
winiscule neo-Disruption provides the historisan with in-
sights into the thought processes =~nd value judgements of a

significant group of New Zesland pionecrs.

16, John Collie, The Story of the Otazo Free Church
Settlement. Dunedin, 1948.
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Po nid those veaders who Are unfamilinr with those
Peculiarly ecclesinstical ~nd theologicnl terms used by
the protagonists a glossary heas been included. Whevre
the writer has the slightest doubt whether the general
historinn will be au fait with A veference from the field
of specinlised Church history he hns added a clarifying
footnote.

Three sets of documents hrve been appended to this
thesis and their inclusion is justified by the numerous
vefevences mnde to them by the protagonists. "A.C'g"
editorinl is verroduced in its cntirety to identify CGuuch
Defence Society menbership nnd to indiente the skill of
his satire. The union documents nre included to indi-
cAte the vevisiouns demmnded by the Southern Church ~nd
granted by the Northern Church betwecen 1896 amd 1901,

The conflicting Chepuon-HMacGregor ~nd Stout legal
opinjons provide n precise and gevninal presentation of
Aarguments over the legnlity or illegnlity of ~ny union
that fajiled to mrdntain the doctrine and polity of the
founding fathers; mrgunents produced nd nauseum by the
contending prrties throughout 1897.

The fourth appendix, "A Brief Discussion on Northern
Church Attitudes to Union", is designed to give n ncces-
gAYy complement to the concentration in this thesis on
the Southern Presbyterimn Church's sttitudes to union.

The writer gratefully acknowledges the help he has

received from histovians, theologimns, and librarinns,
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in making availnble mAanuscripts and records, and in sug-
gesting ~dditions or laterations to the text. Especinl

thanks ayxe extended to:
The Reve Lloyé Bibby, MeAs Minister of St. Andrew's
Church, Dunedin.

The Clerk of the Preshytevisn Synod of Otago and
Southland.

The Clerl: of the Presbytery of Dunedin,

The Genevral Secvetrpxy of the Presbyterian Church of
New Zenland,

Professor JeH. Jenisen, MNeA; Ph.D,
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lMiss Margaret Rodger, lieA; DipeNeZ.L.S; Reference
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D.Phil,
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Barrier Act

Declaxatory Act

GLOSSARY

An act of the 1697 Genernl Assembly of
the Church of Scotland vequivring that all
proposals to make any importaunt altera-
tion to the counstitufion of the Church
should first be sent to Presbyteries for
theix consjderafion, prior to A finnl de-
cigion by Assembly. In 1874, 1876 and
Again in 1878, the Presbyteri~n Chuvrch of
Otago and Southland, wnot wishing to limit
the powevrs of its Synod, refused to ndopt
A Barrier Act but agreed to submit con-
tentious uatters to inferior courts "under
the principle of the Barvier Act."

In 1879 the Scottish United Presbyterian
Church passed Aan act velieving ministers
from their obligation to subscribe to
every dtem in the Westminster Confession.
The Freoe Church of Scotland followed suit
in 1892 in remction to William Roberison
Smith's deposition from the ministry, fol-
lowing » charge of hervesy. . The present
formula signed by ministers and elders of
the Presbyterisn Chuvrch of ﬁew Zealrnd is
based on the Free Church Declaratory Act

of 18392 and states that "the Presbyterian



Disruption

VI
Church of New Zealand holds as its sub-

ordinate standard the Westminster Con-
fession of PFaith, recognising liberty of
opinion on such points as dn not enter
into the substance of the Faithee.d"s

For ~ useful sccount of the place held
by Declavatory ncts in the Scottish Res~
byterian tradition, see J.H.S. Burleigh,

A Chuych History of Scotlandes »pe366-334.

On 18 May, 1843 the Modevator of the
Genernl Asscombly of the Church of Scot-
load, the Rt.ReveDavid Welsh, refused to
constitute the General Assenbly and in-
Stend vead to ministers and elders a
Protest against state interference in
the affrivrs of the Kirk. Welsh then led
over 190 ministers and clders to Cannon~-
mills wheve they insugurated the "Frec
Church of Scotlané"™. The Disruption was
occasioned by Parlisment's vefusal to
give Presbyterics and congregations a
veto in cases where patrons nominated
unsuitable or unpopulnr ministers as
pAarish ministers. The disidents regar-
ded the state's refusal to amend the law,
ang eivil court judgoements ~gainst the

Assenmbly®s claim t0o hold the vight to



Erastianism

Evangelicals

XVII

determine such counflicts within the Church,
As infringements of the spivituml inde-
pendence of the Kirk.

The principle that the State has ascene-
dancy over the Church in ecclesiastical
netters., This concept was nemed from the
views of the sixtecnth century Swiss
theologinn, Thomns BErastus.

The EvAngelical party in the Church of
pcotland grew in popularity ~nd size as
it opposed the infringements of thel690
Te~establishnent of the authority of the
General Assesbly of the Bhurch of Scotland
by the Patronage Act of 1712; nn pct that
nllowed petrons to appoint theiy nominees
t0 vac-nt chnrges with little attention
To the will of the congregations. In the
errly nineteenth century the Evangelicals
reached the penk of theivr popularity
through leading resistance against civil
court decisions that imposed unpopulaxr
ministers on unwilling congregations,

By 1843 this party took one thivrd of Scot-
land’s Presbyterian ministers into the
Free Church of Scotland. In opposition
to Modernte teaching of the commonplaces

of natural and vational theology and of



Moderntes

XVIIL

the prudentinl virtues, the Evangelicals
1nid enphasis on the traditionsl Calvi-
nist doctrines of sin, grace, snd vedenp-
tion, pad nimed ~t nwakening in theixr
hearers n deeper personal veligious ex-
perience,

The Modevrmate party dominated the life of
the Church of Scotland in the second half
of the eightcenth century. The designne
tion "Modevrate" was given to indicate s
less vigid attitude to theology, and
church discipline thon held by theitr vi-

vals, the Evmangelicolse The Oxfoxrd Dic-

tionoxy of the Christimn Church, pe910,
he
summarises/ lioderate emphasesy "They

sought to be friends of lerrning, culturc,
nd order and emphasised morality rather
than dognne They wevre opposed to the
abolition of lay patronsge, iunsisting
that Presbyteries should induct patrons!
prescnteecs acc. (sic) to the lew of the
lnd,; whether the people called them ox
Not.se™s See Also: AR, Vidler, The

Church in an Age of Reyolution, p.56f.

Highey Criticisn This term vefers to the criticsal study

of the litermary nethods and sources used

by the suthors of the Biblical documents.



Westminster
Stendsrds

The Westminster

Confession of
Padth

IIX

The term came into curvency from its use
("Higher or Historical Criticism") hy We

Re Smith im The 01d Testament in the

Jewish Church, London, 1881l;p.105. Bib-

lical liternlists sometimes, (2lbeit
improperly), refer to scholars who use
this critical method as "Modernists".
Scottish and New Zeslend Preshytevians
Acknowledgze the scriptures of the 01d
and New Tegtaments as their supreme
standnrds for determining faith and con-
duct, The Westminster documents axe
Tegarded ns the subovrdinnte stgndnyrds

of the church.

Is n profession of Presbyterisn ovrtho-
doxy written by a commission of the
Westninster Assombly in 1643. This Symod,
Appointed by the Long Parlimment to re-
forn the English Church, approved a finsal
draft of thivrty thrce chopters. The
Scouttish General Assembly ndopted the
Confession on 27 August, 1647 snd the
Westninster Confession has since estab-
lished itself as ~ definitive statement
of Presbyterinn doctrine in the Englishe—

spenking world.



The Westminster
Catechisms

The Westminsteor
Dixectory

Northern Church

Southern Church

Sustentation Fund

XX

are the "Longer" and "Shorter" Catechians
once usecd for teaching in Presbyterinn
Parish churches and schools.

wags mdopted by the Church of Scotland in
1649 as its official formula for public
wovrship. It was originally prepared by
the Westminster Asscmbly as a veplace-
ment for the Book of Common Prayex.

The populay designation for the pre~190L
Presbytorian €hurch of New Zealmnd.

This church was constituted in 1862 and
comprised nll Presbyteries north of the
Waitaki viver.

The autonomous Presbyterisn Church of
Otngo And Southland that existed prior
to the 1901 union with the Presbyterian
Church of New Zesland.

A central fund admivisters independently
by both the Forthern and Southern Churches
to assurc ministers of A basic minimum
stipend, Parishes were mssessed on the
number of communicant members on their
volls to allow the subsidising of small-
er and struggling parishes by larger

and more consolidated charges.
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PRESBYTERIES AND PARISHES I THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF

OTAGO AND SOUTHLAND, 1897.

Presbvtery of Dunedin.
City Paxrishes

1. First Church.

2. Knox Church.,

3. St. Andrew's Church,
4, liorth Dunedin.

5¢ South Dunedin.

6., Mornington.

Te Anderson's Bay.

8. Kaikorai.

9« Green Island.

lo. Cavershan,

1l. Horth Last Valley.
12. Hosgiel.

1l3. Ravensbourne,

14, Chalmer's Churche.

Rural Parishes.

15. Blueskin and Merton.
16, lorth Esst Harbour.
17, Bast Taieri.

18, Novth Taieri.

19, West Taieri.

20, Waikouaiti.

21 Strath Tajieri.

22, Poxt Chalners.

Presbhytery of Clutha.
Poxishes.

23, Cluthea.
24, Waxeps and Kaihiku.

25+ Inchelutha and Stirling.

26, Tokomairiro.
27. Waihola.

28, Lawrence.

29 . wp'l ‘t:“-.l‘!.U.nF'..

30. Popotunos.

31, Owalka.

32, Kaitangata,

3 3 « Balclutha,

34, Lovell's Flnt,

Presbytery of Southland.
Parishes.

S5« First Church,Invercargill.
36. Longhush.
37. St.Paul's, Invercargille.
38, Queenstown.
39 Limestone Plains.
40. Riwverton,
41, Wallacetown,
42, Taringatura.
43, Waikiwi.
4 4 . WJﬂ‘l:OYL.
45. Otautau,.
46. Dipton.
47 . Bluffo

Breshytery of Osmaru.
Arishes.

43, St. Paulfes Onmaru.

49, Columbfe

50, PapsKain,

51, Waiavreks.

52, Upper Waitaki.

53+ Otepopo.

54. Palmerston.

55« Hampden,

56+ lincrres and Green Valley.

Presbytery of Dunstan.
Farishes.

BZ . Ter.Ot-

50« Alexandra =and Clyde.
59. Cromwell.

50 ° NF‘LS eby.

61. Laudex.

62, Hawea and Wanakae

Presbytexy of Mataura.
rarishes,

63. Mataurae.
64, Waikain,
65, Teprauie
66. Knnapdales
67. Gore.

6 8 . Wy'nd l'].ﬂ.m °
69, Kelsos
T0. Fovrtrose.

- Tl. Waikaka,

T2, Pulkkerau.
73« Riversdnle,
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EXPLANATORY NOTE

THE SYNOD OF OTAGO AND SOUTHLAKD

The supreme court of the Church.
et in Dunedin yenvrly.
A legislative, judicinl and executive bodye

Mrde—-up of equal nwabers of ministers and elders
elected by their Presbyteries,

Presided over by an annuslly elected non-voting
Hoderator.

THE PRESBYTERIES.

Six Presbyteries with execubtive and limited
Judicial powers

Restricted to control of their district and sub-

ordinate to the Synod.
- Met monthly.
~ Made-up of all ministers and onc elder from each
paxish,
- Presided over hy n non-voting Moderator, changed
usually every six monthse
KIRK SESSIUlS.
~ Local parisi church courts.
- Seventy-three Sessions in the Synod area.
-~ Made-up of all elders. elected for life, ~nd
Presided over by the Minister.
- Transnits overtures to Synod through Presbyterye.

Met at lemnst monthlye
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DEACON'S COURT.

~ Local Parish court.
- Confined to property smd financial matters.
- Subordinate to Kirvk Session.
~ Met At lemst nonthly.
CONGREGATIONAL MEETING.

- linde~up of Aall communicent members in pavrish.

- llet at lenst annually.

Elects new eldevrs and deacons,
- FEleets new minister.

kirkes vecommendntions to Session,




CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION: FROM UNITY TO DISSENT.

For my good hope is, that ye shall walk as the
Sons of light in the midst of this wicked gen-
eration; that ye snall be as stars in the night
Season, who yet are not changed into darkness;
that ye shall be ~s wheat Aamong the cockle, and
yet that ye shall not change your nature, whids
ye have veceived by grace through the fellow-

Ship and prrticipation which we have with the

Lord Jesus in His body =nd blood.s.. 2

John Knox 7 July, 1556.

This thesis attempts to explain the brief appearance
in 1897 of a pearty within the Presbyterian Church of Otago
and Southland., Until the last day of October 1901 therve
were two Presbyterisan churches in New Zealand.  The
Presbyterian Church of New Zernland, commonly called the
"Northern Church", was An amalgrmation of eight Presbhy-
teries situated wnorth of the Waitaki viver, that is,
north of the boundary of the formexr province of Otago,
The second Presbyterian Church was the sutonomous and
provineial Church of Otago and Southland, born with the
landing of Free Chuxch of Scotland colonists from the
Jobn dickliffe ~nd the Philip Laing in 1848, pubescent
At the formation of » Presbytery of Otago in 1854, snd
Teaching ~dulthood with the establishment of » supreme

governing Synod in 1867, ¢

1. John Knox to his friends in Scotland, Woxrks, IV.129.
Laing edition (Edinburgh, 1864),IV, 129,

24 The first Synod was constituted on 12 Januaxry, 1865
when the former Presbytery of Otago was divided into
the Presbytevries of Dunedin and Clutha. The Presbytery
of Southland came into existence on 5 Apvril, 1866.
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With the formation of the Presbytery of Otago, with
the inAuguration of the Presbytery of Aucklsand in 1856,
And again with the formntion of the Presbytery of Welling-
ton in 1857, the possibility of a national Presbyterian
Church for New Zealand was discussed and advocated by
ecclesiastical leaders as varied in their Presbyterinn
heritage ~s Thomas Burus 3 of Dunedin, who came from
the Free Church of Scotland, Wellington's John Macfar-
lane, 4 who came from the Church of Scotland, ~nd the
Cameronisan James Duncan 2 of Foxbton. The 1847 Insti-~
tutes of the Otmgo Loy Association had set aside endow-—
ments to provide for the establishment of ~additianal
parishes in Otago, ~nd expressed the hope that there
would be "a Preshytery or Presbyteries in New Zenlrnd At
the earliest possible date, to be composed of ministers
in comnection with the Free Church of Scotland in Otsgo

~and the other settlements in New Zenlnnd".6 Seven

3. Thomas Buruns, first minister to the Otago settlement,
Arrvived in the Philip Lejung in April 1848. He was a
founding father of the Free Church of Scotland having
left his living ~t the Disrvuption.

4 John Macfarlane, » Church of Scotland miunister
arvived off the Hutt river mouth in Februavy lé40.

He became first minister of St. Andrew's Church,
Wellington.

De JeRe Elder mistalkenly suggested that Jomes Duncean was
"sent out by Relief Church of Scotl~nd" (p.407.)
Duncan was sent out by the Reformed Presbyterian
Church, a church constituted in 1743 from those who
rYejected an Erastimn settlemeat for Scotland nnd who
claimed to be the true Kirk of the Covenants. The
term “Cramevonian'” was applied to extreme Covenanters
becruse of the lendership of this group by Richard
Cameron in the 17th century. The Reformed Presby-
terians united with the Free Church in 1876,

6o  James Chisholm, Fifty Years Syme, p.222.




years later, on the occnsion of the formation of the
Presbytery of Otngo, the Moderator of the Free Church of
Scotland Generml Assembly, the Rt., Rev. Dr. James Hender-
son, forwarded his Church's felicitations Aand expressed
his Church's hope "soon, we trust to be renrlised, of the
constituting of two other Presbyteries in cther settle-
ments on the Islands, which, if formed into ~ Synod, may
do much to strengthen and concentate the Presbyterian
cause, and thereby, ~s we believe, the cruse of vital
Christimnity toroughout the Colony™ [

The fivst serious attempt to trauslate these drerms
of A nationAal Presbyterian Church into practicrl negotine-
tions occurvred in 1861. On 4 Janunxy the Presbytery of
Auckland instructed its clerk to invite the severnl Pres-
byterisn ministers of the Colony to a conference that
would confine its agendn to » discussion of the fensibil-
ity of 2 genernal union of all oxisting Presbyteries in
New Zenland. After severnl exchmuges of letters between
the Aucklnnd ~nd Otago Presbyteries this conference was
finally held in Dunedin on 20 liovember, 1861, The
naterial difficulties in the way of corporate union viere
guickly identified -~ scattered settlement; irvegular me~ns
of tramsport, ~And absence of roading. The conference
Speedily concluded that the long distances that would need
to be trravelled smd the expenses of such travel, together
with the length of time during which ministers would be

Absent from their pulpits, would neutr-lise ~ny advantnge



that might come from establishing a Genersal Assembly as
the central legislative, cxecutive, and judicial
ecclesinsticnl court for nll Neww Zenlnnd Presbytevians.
As »n alterunative the conference proposed that three
Synods should be crented ~nd that all existing Presby-
teries should be subordinate to one of these regionnl
Courts. The conference planned that s Southern Synod
should have the superintendence of the Church in Otago,
Southland; =and Stewsxrt Island; » Northern Synod would
embrace Auckland, Taranski, »nd Heswkes Bay; while a Cen-
tral Synod would govern Breshytorians in Ganterbury,
Wellington, Nelson ~nd Morlborough. It was intended

that these Synods meet nmuually and that they excrcisc

final jurisdiction over the affairs of the Church within
their domains, being subject in matters of national
policy, 1o the decisions of = Gener~l Assembly that would
neet every second year.

The findings of this coufevence were transmitted to
Presbyteries nnd Kirk sessions for their consideration.
On 21 Novomber, 1862, oxactly one yest later, n convocation
of mivdsters and elders met in Auckland to nssess the
vegsponses made by Presbyteries mnd Sessions to the union
Plan, There was unanimous support for the basis of
union and the convocation vecouwnend the immediate consti-~
tution of A General Assembly of the Presbyterian Chuvch
of New Zerland, at the same time mrking one fateful Amend-

ment to the mgrced basis, Article II of the conference



ngreement had asserted "that the Westminster Confession
of Fnjth, the Larger and Shorter Catechisms, the Directory
of Public Worship, the fovm of the Presbyterinn Church
government, and the Second Book of Discipline, Aare ~dop-
ted by this Church ng her subordinate standard."  For
rensons discussed in detnil in chapter two General Assem—
bly amended this article by adding the words "in so fax
A5 these latter are applicable to the circumstrnces of
the Churech", A.Bs Todd snd Willinm Will, commissioners
irom the Otmgo Presbytery, concurred with the chnnge

made Aand returmed o Dunedin_expecting to be congratula-

ted by their Otngo brethren on » task well done. Theixr

expectation was not fulfilled ~nd insterd of =~ veception
fit for heroes they were villified as traitors to Free
Church orthodoxy. When the Presbytery of Otmgo met on
23 Decembexr, 1862, to hear their report, consexrvative
Presbyters were quick to waxn that a Church that allowed
hymns in place of wmetrical psalms and musical instruments
instead of precentors was quite likely to be planning to
subvert the doctrinnl orthodoxy of the Otago and South-
lAand faithful. A motion of protest that included within
its text an ~bstention from vecognition of the united
Church until the original basis for union was vestored,
wag carried by fourteen votes to six. The Otngo Presby-
tery had opted in and out of the Preshytevrien Church of

New Zenmland in » little under oune month.



A second attempt was made to unite nll New Zealand
Preshyterians in one Church in September 1864 when D.
Bruce nnd Jdrames Dunern of the Northern Church approached
the Otmngo Presbytery ~nd attempted to alleviate southern
ferrs of heterodoxy ~nd liturgical innovntion. The
Presbytery vresponded favourably to this embassy snd re-
solved “that o Union be consimnted on the basis that the
Supreme juvisdiction in all mmtters of worship, govern-
nent and discipline, ~nd the tenporslities of the Church,

8

be vested in the sevoral Synods®. This resolution was
veceived by the Genernl Assembly on 17 October, 1864 and
despite the fact that its adoption meant curtailing
Assembly’s authovrity it was agreed to. The General
Assembly's accommodation, geneveus though it was, accom-
plished nothing. On 13 Jdanuaxy, 1865 the Presbytery of
Otago wet to receive Session veturns on the Bruce - Duncan
PYOPOSALS,. Only four of the Presbhytery's thirteen Ses-
Sions nccepted the proposals without sumiendment And faced
with this lack of unanimity the Preshytery informed the
General Assenbly thnt "instead of seeking in the meantime
A union of incorporatism, they would be satisfied with a
union of co-operation®. 9

Six years later, in 1871, the Southern Church, since

Januacy 1365 governed by » Synod, received a thivd overture

8. ibidy(Meeting: 21 September, 1364) 1.48.
9. Assemhl!' 18640 {1.22.



from the Presbhyterian Church of New Gealand

iaviting her to find some basis for union. The policy of
co-operation that the Southern Church proposed in the
resolution of 13 Janurry 1865 hnad by this time resulted
in combined missionary endeavour, exchanges of ministers,
and A demand for comhined theological training facilities.
Voices wevre mow vaised to ask why co-opevration could not
become corporation? A new union committee was formed by
the Southern Church; =md in December 1874 A bagis was
brought forward that attempted to obviate doctrinal dif-
ferences that might exist by ~llowing = place for "the

10 This plan proposed that for

vights of counscience",
the first five years the three Synods should have complete
control within their districts ~nd that they should decide
questions of liturgical change and interpretation of the
westminster stand~rxds. The Assenbly ~greed with these
proposals but strongly ~dvocated that cases of hevesy

and ministerial discipline should be rveserved to the de-
cisions of Genernl Assembly. The Southern Church Synod
demurred and an impassce was veached. Faced with A dead-
lock some ecumenists bhegan to lower their sights. In
late 1874 Canterbury Presbyterinons moved away from support
for nationrl Presbyterian union to an altern~tive plan for
union of the Presbyterian commundties of Canterbury snd

Otago, to crveate = Presbyterian Church of the South Island.

10, Syned, 1875. Appendix. pelle



The advantages that would accrue from such A merger weve
easily stated. The two provinces bordered oun one Another
Aand problems of travelling and communication were compara=
tively insignificant. Howevetr, it was now the General
Assembly's turn to apoly the veto. By an overwhelming
mAjority the Assembly decreed that either the Southernm
Church entered the Presbyterian Church of New Zealand ov
there would be no union at all, +1
Between 1881 and 1885 A fourth attempt was mode to
incorporate the Presbyterisn Chucrch of Otago and South-
1and within the Presbyterian Chuvch of New Zesland. In
1881 the Southern Church Synod was petitioned by the
Presbytery of Oamaru to appoint -~ union committee to re-
commence negotiations with the Horthern Church. The
prayer of the petitioners was supported by the influen-

12

tisl Dr. D.lM. Stuart of Knox Church, Dunedin, and

following Synod’s adoption of the petition Dr. W.Salmond 13
was appointed convenor of the committee, By 1882 Salmond’s
committee had prepared a hesis for Synod to counsider.

The committee proposed that the government of the proposed
united Church should be centramlised in a General Assemnbly

that would meet in Dunedin, that to prevent hasty Chuvrch

11. Assembly, 1875. p.1l0.

12, The Rev.’D.M. Stuart was inducted as the first mini-
ster of Kunox Church, Dunedin, in 1860. In 1872 he
Yeceived a DeDe from the University of St. Andrew's.
He was minister of Knox until his denth in 1894.

13, The Rev. Dr., William Selmond wrs Professor of Theol-
ogy in Dunedin from 1876-1886. In 1886 he vesigned
his chsir to accept the chaivr of Philosophy At the
Univerd.ty of Otago.



legislation by General Assembly a Bayrrier Act should be
enforced, and that there be no Synods. When this plan
was submitted to the Otago Church courts for their con-
sideration less than bhalf the Kirk sessions veplied, aﬁd
of these ounly seven gave ungualified approval to the
PToposal, while four found the plan unacceptablee. Dis=
Appointed by this lack of support, Salmond in 1883 warned
the Synod that unioh would he move difficult to complete
with every year that passed. In his veport to the 1884
Synod he despanived of success and lamented that the
“"collapse of the present effort may be accepted as final
Abandonment of the ides; adding, as is inevitable, moral

14 Salmond .

to ever—growing administrative difficulties®.
made A last bid for success in 1885, proposing to the
Synod that negotiations with he Northexrm Church should be
at orice venewed. His motion secured fourty-six votes,
hut with thirty-seven votes .1’5 Against him he knew that
if he proceeded he would rvisk schism in his Church. .

A fifth sevries of negotiations began in 1891, follow-
ing An overvture to the Southern Church Synod from the
Presbytery of Clutha, and although = motion that a com-

mittee "nositively consider the matter of union® was car-

ried by only thirty-six votes to thirty-one, 1 A new

14. Sy_nod, 1884n Anpe'ﬂdl}{. Po25-
13, ibid, 1885, Pedls
16. Jh:d) 1.891- Pe c2a
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committee was formed under the convenorship of A.H.Stobo.:
Stobo commenced his new task with vigour and initiative.
Acting entively on his own authority he posted a question=
naive to all ministers within the Synod of Otago and
Southland asking them to ascertain the attitudes of their
elders to the principle of union., Armed with the vesult=-
ing information,; snd ignoring suggestions that he should
lay his returns on the table of the house, Stobo announced
that the officebearers of the Southern Church were over=-
whelmingly ian favour of union. Stobo informed the 1892
Synod; that becruse of this unexpected demand for actionhe
had felt obliged to anticipnte Synod's instructions and
was novw tverdy to place A new plan for union before the
house.

Stobo's plen was a nasterpiece of compromise. He
dealt with the difficulties of costly ministerial access
to meetings of General Assembly by allowing Presbyteries
to appoint as their Assenbly vepresentatives those mini-
sters they considered bhest able to be set free for the
Several weeks involved, He nppensed those who were in—
sistent that there should no abolition of the Synod of
Otago Aand Southland by providing that “the Synod of Otago

and Southland be continued as » Synod, leaving the Northexru

17. The Rev. Andvew H, Stobo, a PFree Church of Scotland
Minister, was ovrdained in Invercargill in 1860.
I11 health demanded periodic withdrvawals from his
parish responsibilities Aand rvecuivred him to leave
the active ministry from 1879-1882.
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Church to meke such arvrangements as to subordinate courts
within its own bounds as it should see fit"ils The General
Assembly was to decide its meeting places to suit the
exizencies of its business and the Theological Hall was
to be under the general control of the General Assembly,
but under the financi=l control of the Synod of Ctago
and Southland, the ecclesiastical court that had endowed
the Hall's chairs,

Stobo haulked 2t the suggestion that his plan should
At once be submitted to Presbyteries and Kirk sessions |
" under the principle of the Barvrier Act, preferring in-

stead to hold » prelinminary couference with the Northern

Church to ascertain the acceptability of his proposals.
When this meeting was held in 1894 Stobo engaged in some
straight ecclesiasticnl horse-trading. Well awaxre that
A powerful wminority in his Church suspected the orthodoxy
of the Novthern Church, because of its seemingly undefined
limits to the doctrinal latiitude allowed its office
bearers; Stobo nersunded the MNorthexm Church to agree to
implement a Declaratory Act, an act that would elavify
Where in the Confession of Faith private interpretation
wWas allowed, And the limits of this freedom. In veturn
he promised to ~attempt to persunde the Synod to accept
liverty of opinion over Marviage to a Deceased Wife's

19

Sj.St@r.

18, Synod, 1893. p.68.
19, This controversy is fully discussed in chapter two.
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Sfobo's politicnal acumen turned the tide for the
pPro-union supporters in the Southern Church. The
Colony had venounced provincial government and Stobo
judged that the Church was veady to do likewise.. Trans-
portation was yearly becoming speedier, safer, and more
comfortnble, thus meking invalid the old arguments that
centralised Church goverument was vendered undesivable in
A New Zemland that consisted of several colonies vather
than one. Stobo presented his plan At the rizht psy-
chologicnl moment to turn defeat intothe beginning of »a
victory, And baving turned the tide he chose the vight
moment to vesign in favour of James Gibb - the young and
dynamic minister of First Church, Dunedin, who in 1894
was elected comvenor of the Synod uniom committee.?o
Yet there was a price to pay for Stobo's brilliant and
speedy turning of the tables on those who believed that
the union issue was dead and buried. A strong and voeal
minority saw the vesurvection of the union issue ns Aan
attempt by dangerous liberals, both within and without
the Southern Church, to erode the Church's orthodoxy and
destroy her Autonony. Goldminers, squatters, ~nd dis-
satisfied workmen hnd already disfigured the Free Church
Zion that the founding fathers had planted in Otago and

Southland. Now it seemed that the integrity and future

20. James Gibb was minister of Fivst Church, Dunedin,
from 1886-1903, He was elected the First Modevrator
of the united Presbyterian Church of New Zealand in
1901, Aand received A D«Ds for his work in uniting
the two Churches,
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of Otago's Church was at stake. The union issue acted
as 2 magunet to attract to itself the fears and prejudices
of mem who felt their dream was being destroyed. At
last conservative Presbyterians in the Southerm Church
had found an identifiable enemy that might be blamed

for all they believed to be wrong with their Church and
with a godless society. The forces of dissent coalesced
Against union snd the unionists, and from this union of
dissent was bhorn the Church Defence Society of Otago

and Southlande.



CHAPTER TWO.

FROI DISSENT INTO PARTY.,

"Nothing is more abhorrent to a veasonable man
than an appeal to a majority, for it counsists
of A few strong men who lead, of knaves who
temporise, of the feeble who are hangers om,
Aand of the multitudes who follow without the
slightest idea what they want". ., . 1

On the afternoon of Tuesday, October 26th, 1897,
about thirty Presbyterisn ministers and elderé, all from
south of the Waitaki River, and 211l opposed to the mooted
union of the Presbyterian Church of Otsgo And Southland
with the Preshyteriman Chuxrch of New Zesland, met in the
Y.W.CoAe vooms in Dunedin. Although opposition from |
powerful and vocal Southern Church minorities had sabo-
tAged all previous union attempts, this wes the first
occasion that Southern Church defenders of ecclesiastical
Autonomy and ovthodoxy had organised themselves into A
formally structured defence bloc. The press was not ad-
mitted to this inaugural meeting Aand it was not until
Honday 29th November, 1897, that the Church Defence
Society wes formally constituted, its officers appointed,
its basis for membership adopted, and A stateunent released
to the provincisal unewspapers.

The joint = convenors of the newly formed society

Were both o0ld opponents of church union Aand respected

Ls Goethe: Quoted by Rutherford Waddell, Notebooks,
13; P90,
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leaders in the Southern Church. Alex, C, 'Sheepshead’

2

Begg, elder of First Church, Dunedin, since 1875, mem-

ber of the Otago Church 3oard of Property, and fierce
opponent of ~ll attempts to replace metrical psalms and
precentors with hymn books Aand iunstrumeatal music,
had introduced an anti-union petition on the opening day
of the 1897 Synod. Begg's co-caavenor, the Rev. R.R.lM.
Sutherland, a former Scottish Free Church minister who
had ministered to the Kaikorai Porish, Dunedin, since
1879, was a keen Synod debater snd committeeman, an eager
correspondent in Church and Provincial newspapers, and A
vecognised church leader, having in 1894 been Modevrator
of Synod.

Despite the election of Sutherland ¥ and Begg as
Co-convenors, the veal tactician and spokesman for the

Church Defence Society was the Clerk of Synod, the Rev.

2 A.C. Begg was born in 1839 at Liberton near Edinburgh.
He arrived in Otagoc in 1859 on the Alpine to be in
turn farmer, stock ~nd station agent, mand business-—
man, A Justice of the Peace, a member of the Otago
Harbour Bo~ard, of the Dunedin Charitable Aid Board,
Dunedin Licensing Committee, and of the Otago Accli-
mitisation Counittee, Begg wns defeated in the 1896
parlismentary election when he stood for Dunedin City.
He esxned the name "Sheepshend Begg" because in his
political campaigning he was forever maintaining that
the poor of Otago had orly » “sheepshead" to dive on.

3 Je.R., Elder, The History of the Presbyterisan Church of
New Zenland, p.227.

4. H.R.M. Sutherland, a Free Church of Scotland minister,
was in 1879 inducted as minister of the Kaikorai
parish., In 1894 he was elected Moderator of the Syuod
of Otmago »nd Southlsnd. He was a member of the Public
Questions Committee and Theologienl College Commi t-
tee At the 1897 Synod.
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William Brnnermen, who by virtue of his arvival in

Otago in 1853, was with William Will (the latter, para-
doxicnlly to become 2 major "Foe"™ of the Church Defence
Society) a 'Father® of the Synod. Since 1876 Bannerman
had been able to use his office as Clerk to delay union
by questioning and attacking the constitutional propriety
of the proposals brought before the Synod. The formation
of the new society was to zive him a "party"™ that could
e briefed in teactics and velied upon to support his
Drotests,

The Constitution adopted by the meeting of 29° Novem-
ber, 1897, made clear that the "Defenders" were against
any depsaxy tures from provincial church autonomy and doc-
trinal rectitude. The text is as followss

Nomes The Presbyterian Church of Otago and Southland
Defence Society.

Objects: 1. To instruct and interest the office~bearers
and people of the Chuvrch in the principles
of Presbytevrisnism, snd as to their rights
Aand privileges As Presbyterians.

2. To set forth both the bearing on the orga~
nigations and work of the Church of Otago
and Southland of union with the Presbyterian
Church of New alsand on the Basis adopted
by 1nst Synod.

5 Willisam Brnnermsan was clerk of Synod from 1866 to
1901, Born in Kirvkcaldy, Fifeshire, in 1822 he was
A student at the time of the Disvruption and offevred
himself as A theological student for the ministry
of the Free Church, After training At the Free
Church Theological College, Edinburgh, he furthered
his studies in Geneva under the Calvinist Church
historian Merle d' Aubigne. Bannerman reached Otago
on the Stately in 1854 snd reuwsined a parish mini-
Ster until in 1885 he was forced to vesign following
A serious buggy accident in the previous year.

6, See below, Appendix B (i).
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3« To secure, in the event of union, the re-
tention of the Otago Synod as an ecclesiAas-
tiecal court; suborxdinate t0 A representa-
tive assembly of the United Church.

4, To secure that union on any basis shall not
be completed until such basis, in its final
form, has been submitted to and accepted
with substential unanimity by Presbyteries
and Sessions representing the membership of
the Church,

Membership: The Association shall counsist of all office-~
bearers and members of the Church who approve
of the above objects and enrol themselves as
members.

Mansagement: The affairs of the association shall be man-
aged by A central committee in Dunedin in
conjunction with district committees through-
out the bounds of the Church. 7

What factors led to the formation of the Church De-
fence Society?

The erratic fortunes of the union cause within the
Church of Otago and Southlend have alveady been outlined
in chapter one where it was suggested that the sudden
revival of the union coause in the 1890's, and its speedy
progress toward success, triggered off a strong reaction
from the dissatisfied and disaffected in the Southerm
Church. They saw the new plans to unite the Northern
and Qouthern Churches as a conspiracy bent on the de-
struction of the Free Church ethos in the South. Church
Union became theixr arch-villain; the focus for their
pent-up antagonism against central government, theolo-

g8ical vevision, And gsagsenach ways, Obviously their dis-

Affection did not spring up overunight, but over fifty years.

T ODT, 1 December, 1897, pPs3s



The fovmation of the Church Defence Society ih October

1897 cane as = climax Ho yesxs of growing apprehension

aad ferxy of chirnges thet had teliown place within the
Otezo Shurck amd Zrovineces 4 winovity thet visks ex-

communieation, and the division ¢f their Chureh, by or=
ganising & »acly 0 cppoze an Aagieement slready confivmed
by ~ majovrity of office~vearers in their Church, is clear-
ly determined as desperate To explain their determinm-—
tion and despovation it is necessary to understand the
development of their femrs, =a.d to isolate those changes
in Otrgo nad Southland life that they believed were dele-
terious to true veligion =nd movdAl order.
Penx of +theological vevigion pnlnyed an important

art in the clashes that eventunlly led to the formation
of » defensive loague. Suspicion that » less than or-
thodox theology, believed to be asresent in the lNorthern
Churech, mizght be forced on the nov numerieally iaferior 8
Southern Chureh, h~@ growr vridly -mongst Southern Chureh
conservatives from 1862, The ocecasion for this explo-
sion of suspicion has alvenady “een jdentified -~ the ua-
Wisg decision on the part of the Otago rnd Southland
Church representatives at the union discussions that took

place orior o the formation of the Preshyterisn Church

-

of Wew Zenland, The Bynad ¢f Oteyo And Southland had

£,

Statintics of Church membhership as =t April 1896,

Morthern Church 86,712 comanunicont members.
Southevn Church 73,231 comnmunicant nenbers.
¥
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agreed that the theological and ovrgsnisational basis for
the future united Church should bhe the Westminster Con-
fession of Faith, ‘the Longer and Shorter Catechisms, thé
Dirvectory for Public Worship, the form of Presbyterian
Church Govermment, and the Fist and Second Books of Discie
Pline, the traditionnl standards of Scottish and English
Presbytevians,

The Southern Church vrepresentatives, Willism Will and
A.B. Todd, agreed to add to this formula the words "“as
far as these latter are applicable to the circumstances
of the Church", By so doing Will and Todd gave occasion
for a dvramatic release of suspicion amongst even some of
the moderates in the Southera Church. This addition,
intended to mssuve A self-governing church the vight to
make minor changes in its orders of wovrship and polity,
became a focal point for southern opposition 2nd vesulted
in the Presbytery of Otago demanding the vrestoration of
the original formuls.

The moral scruples of Southern Prestyterisans provi-
ded the next occasion for the development of partisan
feeling in the Church of Otago And Southl,nd. The issue
was that of A most unlikely situntion of marital affinity,
marriage to A deceased wife's sister.

Until 1835 marriage to A deceased wife's sister vias
voidable in Civil Law within the United Kingdom. In 1835

Lord Lyndhurst's Marviage Act 9 expressly invalided such

9., 5H5and 6, Will IV c,.54
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marriages., Before 1335 the civil courts bhad paid mo
wexre
heed to such unions. Prom 1835 they/expressly prohibi-
ted samd the offspring of any such union weve illegitims te.
The situmtion was complicated for New Zealanders by the
fact thet the liew Zenlrnd legislature had in 1880 mnde
warriage with a decensed wife's sister valid within the
colony, This decision was made (against the wishes of
Maori members of the House of Representatives) ! 0 sn
order to make New Zenland lew conformable with that of
the colonies of Victoris, South Australia and Queensland.
In the third veading debnate on the Decensed Wife's Sister
Marrisge Bill Downie Stewaxrt adwmitted that there were
“"Derhaps mot more tham a dozen® such marriages in
New Zealand}J' However, the heavy trans-Tasman traffic
in job hunters that marked the Vogelite era made consis-
tency of law on this matter desirable.

Frontier life demanded quick ve-mArviage to allow
for adequate crre of children and the vetention of the
Working efficiency of the bremd wiunner. Despite the
advantage to society that mizht accrue from allowing
10, DMaori members saw the proposed enactment as a threat

to the vreplacement of HMaovi marvisge customs by

“UToweqn. They condemned the bill bechuse it mnde

ossible A return to the former Mrori custom of inter-

ﬂ Yriage within degrees forbidden by European relig-

ion and law, See: N4PD, Vol,.37, 1880, pp.l138ff.,

Committee and Third Re Repd:n debates.

1l VZPD Vole«37, 1880; p.303, Henry Huth, in a pam-

Ehlet of 1874, ont:tled The Marrisge of Neaxr of Kin

onsidered with Respect To The Laws of Nations, the

Results of Experieunce, »nd the Teachings of Biology

notes that in that yesxr one in thirty-three widowers
in England marrvied their deceased wife's sister.p.356.
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husbsnds to mArry in this degree, for conscientious Pres-
byterians the prohihition of this degree of mArriage in
the Westminster Confession and in the Larger Catechism A
made for A dilemma of conscience; should they obey the
Church or the colonial law?

Despite the British Pavlirment's comsistent refusal
to allow this degree of marviage and notwithstanding the
Biblical snd Confeszional prohibitions, the General Assem-
bly of the Notherm Church decided in 1883, "That as the
law of the land does not ﬁontrnvene 'anytoing expressly
lajd down in Scripture', and there is diversity of
0pinioNe..» it shall ve left to the individual conscience
of ministers and members to determine what course they
shall pursue as t0 celebrating and entering upon such
mayviages 28 they hove to give account to God". 3

This decision caused deep concern amongst many south-
exn churchmen. They quickly realised that their belief
in An ecclesisstical authority, ome that was standardised
upon an agreed confessional interpretation of the canon-~
ical scriptures, was being challenged by the assertion
that the Church of their own time must assume the respon-
Sibility for wmaking ethical And theological decisions, and
12, Westminster Confession of Faith, XXIV.4. Larger Cate-

chism. Question 139, In the Confession, Leviticus,

chapter eighteen, is cited in support of the prohi-
bition of this marital degree. It should be noted
that the Biblical citations in support of the doc-
trine of the Confession were inserted at the last
moment at the commsnd of the Long Paxliament and

agrinst the wishes of the Westminster divines.
13. Assembly, 1883. p.l57.
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these decisions should be based upon the Church's own
interpretation of scripture. Moreover, this interpre-
tation might conflict with the Confession's understand-
ing of the same scripture. The fears of the morvre vrigid
confessionmalists seemed to be justified by the tone of
A petition presented t0 the Synod of Otago and Southland
by the Presbytery of Dunedin in 1888.

The Presbytery petitioned:

Whereas doubts and difficulties have arisen re-
grrding the merning of some part of the *Confession',
and regarding the nature And extent of the obligr-
tion under which office~bearers srxre placed by dis-
charging it at their ordinations; and wheveas the
'Confession does not clnim to be A divinely-inspired
document but acknowledges that 'all Synods or Coun~-
Clls since the Apostles time - whether general ox
particular - may err, and may have erved; thevefore
they are not to be made the vule of faith or prac-
tice, but Aare to be used ag a help in both's. (See
Confession; Chapter XXI: 4) It is therefore hereby
overtured... to declare the view which Synod takes
of difficult »md disputed passages in the Confession,
and to define the sense in which... ministers ox
other office~besvers may be permitted to vegard su.cf:4
passages in consistence with their ordination vow,
Not all Southern Chuvchmeun thougbt this way. Th.e

conservatives amongst the Otago Presbyterisans saw the

issue as black Aand white. Maxyy of them weve the child-
Ten of Scots who in the Disruption of 1843 had vebelled
against civil interference in the nffairs of the Kirk and
in defisnce of the establishment formed a "Free Church".
They had vefused to allow the civil authority to dictate

to them in matters of veligion in Scotlend and were equslly

determined to allow no irnsuvpetion by the state of the

S g Syl’lOd, 18488, Uolo4c
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Church's vight to determine matters of frith and movrality
in New Zesaland. The Northern Church appeared to them to
have compromised standards by allowing the legitimsacy of
the New Zealand law, and for some conservatives union
with a church that could act with such disvegard for her
heritage was tantamount to union with a heterodox church.
They would have no union with uen who sold their bivrth-
Yights

A "Fundamentalist" versus "Modernist" countroversy
Added to the tension of Southern Church leaders during
the 1890°'s. The "Marviage with = Deceased Wife's Sistex"
issue was vaised At a time when the litevlist interpreta-
tion of the Bible was challenged by the newly emergent
"Higher Criticism®™ and the mssociation of the lemnders of
the pro-union and Confessional vevisionist group with
this approach added to the distrust of the anti-unionm
faction, Michael Watt L_ o, tutor at the Theological
Hall, Dunedin, from its foundation in 1874 - gave a cleaxy
account of the form of this new technique in Bikhlical
internretation, which was then (by colonisl standards)
"radical" teaching. In an ~rticle written in 1901, he
gave an explanation of a "Modernist" view of scripture

that he had obviously accepted and taught for some time.

15. Michael Watt, M.A., was ordained Minister of Green
Island in 1864. He was lioderator of the Synod in
1880 »nd was Moderator of the General Assembly of
the United Church in 1903, He died in 1922.
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The eaxrly veformers had no vigid, hard and fast
teaching on the subject of what constituted inspired
Setiptureses The early Reformers acknowledged
that there was A hunan element accompanying inspi—
ration and that men, sperking under the influence
of the Spirit of God in the main countext of their
message, were not preserved from the effects of
defective knowledge, ov prevented from falling into
little mistakes in the mere accessories of the
message, 16
To the "Marviage with A Decemased Wife's Sister"

question and the development of "higher critical" tech-
niques in Biblical interpretation a further issue that
brought vigorous counter attack from anti-unionist Con-
fessionalists must be added - a growing dissatisfaction
amongst the move thoughtful Presbytervians with the West-
minster Confession's statement on Predestin~tion. 17

In 1888, » memorial was presented to Synod, over the
name of fifteen ministers and elders, including R.R.l.
Sutherland and Alex C., Bess, against the alleged ervon-
eous teaching in A pamphlet entitled *The Reign of Grace!
Written by the Rev. Professor William Salmond, who was
convenor of the Synod Union Comnittee in the mid ~nd late
1880°s, At the 1890 Synod, Alex C. Begg brought a
charge of hevresy against the Rev. James Gibhb, Aan ardent
pro-unionist and convenor of the Synod Union Committee
from 1894 to the consummation of Uniom, The complaint

centred on Gibb's statement that "My very soul revolts

against the statement of the Doctrine of Election ag set

16, Outlook, 2 November, 1901l. pp.4=5.
17. The Westminster Confessioun of Faith, III. "Of God's
Etern»l Decree."
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forth in the Standeards of the Church, the Confession of
Faith, and the Shorter Catechisn". 18

As the debates on these doctrinsl matters grew in
acrimony, rvevisionist Presbyterisns made vepented attempts
to gain some libevration from what they felt to be the
derd hand of the Westminster Confession. The revision-
ists looked to Scotland wheve a "Declaratory Act", grant-
ing liberty of opinion on certain matters that did not
enter into the substance of the Reformed Faith, had Al-
reAdy heen granted by the General Assembly of the United
Presbyterian Church in 1879. In 1890 Synod received
from the Rev., Professor dohn Dunlop the report of a
Committee on the Confession of Faith 19 that led to
proposed legislation for the adoption of a “Declaratory
Act" being sent down to Presbyteries and Kirk Sessioms,
for their comment and decision, "under the principle D_f
the Barrier Act™. When veturns were counted in 1893,
twenty-three Kirk Sessions were found to approve the
proposed Act (two with suggested amendments), and four
Sessions disapproved. When the Rev. JoM. Fraser, of
Chalmers Pnrish, Dunedin, a0 moved, with Banner-
nan As secondevr, "That Synod 4o not adopt the proposed
Declaxratory Act in the view of some of its statements
being not in accovdance with the doctrinal comnstitution

of this Church" the motion was defented by ninety votes

18. Sgnoé} 1890. po74c

190 321‘10(1}1890, p-l5o

20, dJames Murdock Fraser served in Northern Church pari-
Shes uatil 1877, whereafter he remained south of the
Waitaki. Chalmers Church, Dunedin, required that its
minister conduct public worship in Gaelic.
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to fifteen, 2%

The Declaratory Act passed in 1893 made the Church,
through its assembled vepresentatives in Synod, the ar-
biter in any clash of opinion on what uatters wevre ov
Were not to be left to the private judgement of indivi-
duval churchuen, It is vot surprising that this deci-
sion was followed by prompt mction on the part of both
the vevisionists and the pro-unionists to attempt a once
and for all settlenent of the "Marviage with = Deceased
Wife's Sister" issue. An overture presented befovre the
1894 Synod veveals how closely the Union and Marriage
issues hag@ become euntwined.

"Wherens, a very large majovrity of the office-bearers
Aand members of this Chuvrch are desivrous of
Unjon with the Preshyterian Church of New
Zenland.

Whereag, the opinion and practice of the Church of
the Novrth vegsrdiag marriage with a de—
cenged wife's sister ave atwrisnce with
the opinion =2nd practice of this Church as
to present an insuperable barrier to the
comsumaAation of the Union so much desired:

Whereas, marringe with the sister of a decenmsed
Wile 318 sanctioned by the civil law oif this
country:

Aad Wheress, some mewbers of our own Church have con-
tracted such marrvisges: It is Hereby Humbly
& Y
Overtured by the Presbhytery of Dunedites.
to take these premises into its very serious
consideration, and to vremove the foresaid
barvier to Union". 22

In 1895, on the motion of William Will, the Synod
vesolved "in accordance with the last article of the
Declaratory Act 1893, without in any way commending ox

21, Synod, 1893, p.22.
22. Synod, 1894, p.2.
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authorizing such marviages, 'that it shall be left to the
individurl comscience',™ 23 A spate of violent news-
Paper corvrespondence followed this decision and several
panphlets carvied the warfare into the homes of southern
Presbyterinans. Bannerman vevenled the perdexity of the
Confessionalist anti-unionists when he described the
Synodal decision as “utterly At varisnce with the funda-
mental principle of the Presbyterian Churche. That prin-
ciple is that the Word of God is the only rule of faith
and duty®, 24 In 1897 the anti-~unionist forces, despite
incregsing majorities aganinst their protests to Synod,
TAaised this issue again Aand agrin as an exAmple of the
dangerous heterodoxy in which the Church was involving
herself in attempting to accommodate the northern Presby-

terians, The "Synod Jottings" in the Christian Outlook

of November, 1897, called Bsmnerman “the Nestor of the
anti~unionists" and quoted him as stating at Synod
"Maryiage to » Decemsed Wife's Sister was an integral

part of the confessional doctrine... No Church has the

25

power to legislate away its comstitution". Alex C.

-

Begg geve A fascinating turn of phrase to the same theme:
"A Decersed Wife's Sister's petticonts were being used as
A screen to hide the battering vam that was to destroy

the Synod®, 26 mpis issue, the theme of A Gilbertisn

23« Syunod, 1894, 1«20,
24, Willi~m Bannerman, Resolution of Synod 2und Pamphlet
by 'Laicus'. Relative to Maxxiage with a Deceased
ife's Sister, Pel3s
25, Outlook. 6 November 1897, p.483.
26, ibidy p.483.
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comedy,27 was for some southern churchmen A test-case
by which they decided the orthodoxy and movality of theixr
acquaintances., Because most Otago pro-urnionists were
also liberals in Biblical interpretation and in ethics,
they failed the test and were suspected of planning to
subvert the integrity of the Southerm Church.

The adoption of the Declaratory Act and the subse—
quent 1894 decision in favour of libevrty of conscience
in the "Deceased Wife'’s Sister™ marviage issue; were
bitter pills for the anti-vevisionists to swallow. The
passing of the Declaratory Act cut the groumd from be-
neath the feet of those counservatives who argued that
the Confession was an unalterable foundmation constitu-
tion to which the Church must give unqualified agreement.
The Sywnod had asserted its vright to ~mend its statements
of belief and by this assertion h~ad declared that a
mAjority of anineteenth century Otsgo Presbyterians
would decide the affairs of the Chuvch i1n Otago and

Southland. Yet, despite defeat on the floor of the

27. In Iolanthe, written in 1882, W.3. Gilbert has the
Fajry Queen wmeke Strephon decide on a Parliamentary
CATEeT. She promises the Peers assemblﬁd.

‘You shall sit if he sees vemson,
Through the grouse Aand s,Almon SeASONs
He shall end the chevrished rights
You enjoy on Friday Nights

He shall prick that ammunl blister
Hayrisage with decensed wife's sister,

From 1835 until 1907 acts intended to legalize
maycviage with » decersed wife's sister weve de-
fented At nenrly every session of the British
Parlisament.
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Synod And in voting veturns from Presbyteries and Sessions
on both crucial questions, the anti-revisionists were in
1894 ~nd 1895 a powerful snd vocal minority, who by
Appeals to the constitution of theix forefathers could
expect to incremse their following and could hope that
some future Synod wight rescind the vecent objectionable
decisions.

After these clear defeats the anti~vevisionists
needed time to build up theivr forces fovr a counter-
Attack but time wag the one thing that they were not
given, In 1895 the Synod Union Comnittee, under the
determined leadership of James Gibb, pressed ou to find
~ basis of Union acceptable to A majority of Southern
Church members, In the 1896 Synod A basis was accepted
by a majority of seventy-seven votes to twenty-six 28
nd was sent down to Presbyteries and Sessions for
Approval or vejection, under the "principle of the
Bayvier Act®. From this point the vosition of the
anti—-revisionist and Aanti-~unionist member became in-
creasingly despevate. The likelihood of Approval for
the basis by subordinsate Church courts gave birth to the
realisation that unless they acted quickly and force-
fully theixr Provincisl Church would be swallowed up
within the Presbyterisn Chuxch of New Zesland, theix
theologicrl veservations would be treated with scant

respect hy A united church built upon a foundation much

20. Synod, 1896. pp.22-27.
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broader than their Free Church basis, snd that their pro-
testations over such matters as orgsns and hymn books
Would caxry little weight against the overwhelmingly
Yevisionist temper of the Northern Church.

Presbytery vepresentatives at the Synod that met in
October = November 1897 were well warmed in advance by a
prolific and strong-worded corrvespondence in both the
provincinl and ecclesiasticrl press that “Union" would
be the burning issue at that session of Synod. In eaxrly
Harxch "VWeritas™, writing to the editor of Outlook, had
supported Union with the claims that greater solidarity,
deepened enthusinsug, Presbyterian prestige, grenmter
theological stability, incremsed missionary opportuni-
ties, and improved theological education, would result.29
In answer "Fidelity to Principle" accused "Veritas" of
seeking union on "sordid grounds... for the sake of filthy
lucre® and objected that the prepared basis gave "an en-
tively new constitution to the Church, setting aside
certain standards that belong to the Church of Otago".
This correspondent went on to predict: "In the United
Church the teaching of our Ministers is not to be divect-
ed and tested by the Confession of Paith ms the Church's
Accepted interpretation of Scripture, but, by the opin-
ions, it may be, of a wnjority of three, or maybe one,

Who like the Modewtes of the Chuvrch of Scotland, may have

29, Outlook March 6, p.7le
30, QOutlook March 20, p.94ff.
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adopted Socinian 3L or other erroneous views of Scripture.”
The claim that the constitution of the Church of

Otago and Southland could not te altered, the demand
32

that the "Westminster Confession' interpret Scripture,
and the jduendo that the profunionists were betrayers of
the Free Church heritage, were the bases of the anti-
Yevisionist Aand anti-unionist attacks before and after
the 1897 Synod, The vevisionist and pro~-unionist reply
is typified by the answer of "Veritas™ to "Fidelity to
Principle" where "Veritas®™ maintanined the right of »
Church in the Reformed trmndition to ever veform hevrself
in the light of » better knowledge of Scripture.
"Veritas"™ retorted; "“Of course, no Church teaching that
the Scriptures Are the only rule of faith and practice
can have » creed or confession as anything else than a
subordinate standard®,.

In mid 1897 the aati-vevisionists obtained legrl
33

opinions from Messvrs. FeRe Chapmen and WeCe lincGregor,

3l. "Sociniavism" grew from the doctrine of Lelio Sozzini
(Socinus) snd his nephew Fausto Sozzini, 16th cen~
tury "hevetics". “Fidelity to Priunciple" used the
term (o suggest that his opponents intevrpreted scrip-
ture in such 2 way as to denude it of its wmivaculous
contents In nineteenth century sectarisn countrover-
sy the term "Socinisn™ was used to brand opponents
Ag upholders of Unitarian views.

32, The westminster Confession of Faithe le ie

33. W.C. HacGregor was a member of the Dunedin legel fiym
of Smith, MrcGregor and Hinclair. MacGregor, a brill-
iant young lawyer, was an intevested party in this
dispute. His father was the Rev. Dr, James lacGregox,
A Professor of Divinity in New College, Edinburgh,
prior to the Disruption. F.Re Chapmorn was a senior
member of the legnl firm and » fregquent opponent of
Sir Robert Stout. BSee Cyclopedir of New Zenlsand.
Vol.4d; pe241, and An Encyclopedin of New Zenlandes
Vol.l. DpPe333~334, For a fuller account of theixr
opinion see Appendix C (i)
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who argued that doctrinal vevision and church union wervre
violations of the original counstitution of the Southern
Church and ~ breach of contract with the foundationm
donors of property now used by the Southern Church.

The momentary adventage gained by the anti-unionists
through the publication of the Chapman-MacGregor opinion
was quickly cancelled by the astuteness of the revision-
ist And pro—union leaders who sought snd galned » con-

trary opinion from Sir Robert Stout. 34

With cutting
clarity Sir Robert exposed several basic fallacies in
the argument presented by his learmed opponents. Stout
pointed out that the Church of Otago and Southland, as
such, held@ no property whntsoever, for all Presbyterisn
Synod holdings weve held by a corporation, n~mely the
Otnago Presbytarian Church Boaxrd of Property.

He went on to announce thmt there i.s nothing in the
Presbyterian Church of Otago Lands Act, 1866, to declare
what creed the Presbyterism Church of Otago is to profess.
Stout then posed A guegtion that had as its premise the
fact that the Westminster Confession of Faith, the basic
confessional standard appenled to by the anti-unionists,
itself declared that Synods had the vright to deal with
35

ecclesinstical matters. Six Robert, who delighted

in playing the part of the cat amongst the e#clesiastical

34, W.P. Mg;ﬁil notes that Stout's association with
Vogel Was particularly unpopular in Dunedin. See
An Inmeyelopedin of New Zealand, Vol.3, pp.321-333,

35. The Westminster Confession of Faith, (L. 443

i
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then asked the rhetorical question: "If this

court is not competent to deml with ecclesiastical mat-

ters, then can it be called A Chuvrch in the memning of

Chapter 31 of the 'Confession of Faith'2?"

Sir Robert Stout concluded his opinion with » de-

vasting summary:

I have shown thens

le

2e

3e

4.

The property is held by A corporation and not
by the Church.,

That the Church is mot bound to teach any
specinl creed, or as ~ punishment to lose the
Tight to regulate the disposal of the income
of the property if it fails to do So.

That assuming the Chuvrch is bound by »all the
stAndards framed by the Westminster Assembly,
it bas the power to vary and amend the stan-
daxrds, and to pass such a rvesolution as has
been quoted, 36 and agree to such a basis of
union As is proposed.

That if it must be governed by the Free Church
doctrines, polity amd discipline, that there
can be no nappenl against the decisions of its
highest courts, in such watters to the law
courts, and if any of its members should so
~ppeal they could be deposeds 37

Despite the sarcasm by "Civis® in his criticsl colum

in the Otsgo Daily Times, that “it is vather hard on the

Rev. Mr. Sutherland that they should be instructed and

rebuked by a member of the Devil's Brigrde" 38 (Stout

being a vationalist), Stout's opinion was a crushing

36, Stout refers to the Chapman-Maclregor opiunion that
the Synod's decision to give liberty of conscience
in the "Msarviage with o Deceased Wife's Sister"
issue constituted » decision at variance with the
Synod's constitutione

37. Legal Opinion by Siv Robert Stout. Issued 21 August
1897. ODT, 24 October 1897; pe3e For a fuller account
of Stout's opinion see Aappendix C (ii)

38, ODT, 28 August 1897, pe.Ze
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blow to the anti-revisionist and anti-unionist case.
In the correspoundence column of the Otngo Dajly
Times, "A Goldfield Presbyterian™ had previously given
AS his opindon that "The whole question is that of ad-
hering or not to a contract with the donators of property
given to the Church on holding a certain defined doctri-

" 39

nal constitution. Sir Robert's assertion that the
Southern Church could free itself from past dogma and
archalc discipline cut sway the main premise from the
Anti—~union and Aanti-vevision case.

When Synod was opened in late October, 1897, =n
Ardent pro-unionist, Willism Will,was inducted as Moder-
AtoT. Synod was at ounce bombarded with »a series of
petitions Aand protests on doctrinal matters and on the
night beifore Will's celebrated but partisan Moderatorial
address, a "Meeting of ministers and elders opposed to
the movement for the union of the Presbyteriman Church of
Otago 2nd Southland" was held. 40

The report of Will's modevatorial address given in

the Otago Daily Times suggests that he hrnd forgotten the

Presbyterian tradition of Moderatorial impartiality.
The vreporter commented:

I Am specinlly impressed with the astuteness of
the Venerable Moderator. It is written somewhere
in the classics 'Thrice is he armed that hath his
quarrel just, but four times he who gets his blow
in fust'e. He smashed up the anti~-unionists in an
officinl Address or sermon on being inducted to the

ODT, 21 Auvgust 18979 Pe2a
TDT, 27 October 1897, pe3s

R
O\Ww
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Chair, when opportunity to veply therve was none...
Clever old gentlemsn! Messrs Bannerman, Begg and
Suthevrland, and the other trueblues, must have
found the opening exevcises of Synod » very specinl
means of Grace. 41
In the course of his address, eutitled "The Church in
Relation to its Creed", e Hoderator Will quoted numer—
ous Scottish Church precedents for doctrinal vevision
Aand made a point of using the Stout opinion to give an
edge to his sword.
| When the returns from Preshytery snd Session vefer-
endum on the bhasis for union were vead to Synod, the
anti-revisionists learned that the worst that they had
ferred had happened. An overwhelming majority of Pres-
byteries and Kirk Sessions had voted in favour of the
hasis. 43
ATter a debate that ranged intermittently over three
drys, the convenor, Gibb, finmlly moved: "Ihnat the Synod
Teappoint the committee sand instruct it to forward the
bagis of union as amended by this Synod to the Assembly
of the Novrthern Church to meet a2t Auckland, and veport

44

to the meeting of Synod in March next". This motion

wag carried by sixty-five to thirty-six against a countex
motion by Begg who tried to buy time by requesting Synod

to wait until the Church wags of one mind and had found
45

A move satisfactory basis.

41, ODI, 30 October, 1897, v.2.

42, Outlook, 30 October, 1897, p.40.
43, BSynod, 1897. p.T72.

44. D P 3 Nove‘!mbe‘f, 1897; "Qoﬂrn

45, T0ODT, 3 November, 1897, Pk
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With the passing of Gibb's motion, the Church of
Otago and Southland committed itself to Union. Unless
the Novrtherun Church General Assembly refused to accept
the serious amendment to article three of the Basis,
an amendment that made the Synod's endowments ™its own

46 the movement to union was now

exclusive property™,
irreversible. The position of the santi-unionists was
desperate. The pro-urionists had defented them in
three vital refervals under the principle of the Barrier
Act, Pnd in every vital vote in Synod. The impact of
Stout's stern warning that apneal to the civil courts
could result in excommunication forced them to keep the
fight in an ecclesiastical arens wheve they had already
tasted defent.

The "Defenders™ were caught between the devil and
the deep blue sen. They claimed to be the 'true blue
Preshyterisns' yet if they took their protests against
the majority decisions of their Synod into the civil
courts they denied their much acclaimed Westminster
Confession which expressly forbad mppeals to the civil
courts against an ecclesinstical court's decisions.

Had they decided to be inconsistent Aand appealedto the
civil courts for protection from doctrinal innovation
the Synod could by wgjority rule have deposed them from

all office and from membership in the Church of Otago

46, Elder, p.l72.
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and Southland.

In the light of this sevies of defeats, it is haxd
to escape the couviction that the Church Defence Society
came into being too lmnte to have any veal hope of block-
ing the union of the two Churches, and too late to re-
verse the tide of doctrinal vevision. When, after the
completion of the Union debate, Begg handed in A protest
signed by forty ministers and elders, announcing their
intention “to teke all legitimate means under the con-
stitution of this Church to prevent its extinction, un-
less on a basis genevrally satisfactory to this Church“,47
his action, like that of the formation of the "Church
Defence Society"™ on 26 October, 1897 could be little
moYe than ~ gesture of defiance. Events were yet 1o
Show how dengerous the defisnce of disnppointed men could
be. In the next chapter the "Defenders" will be identified,

and exrmined to see how far they countributed to their own

defeat.

47. ODT, 3 November 1897, Dede



CHAPTER THREE

"IHE DEFENDERS™

"There is a good desl of wholesome human nature in the
Presbyterian parson. Don'*t judge him merely by what you
See when he wags his pour (sic) in the poopit (sic). Wait
till e gets to synod mnd lifts up his testimony on the
union questiones. The clerical scrimmaging in First
Church ov Thursday night could have given points to the
no-confidence debate going on during the same hours in
Wellingtoneo. e hear of caucuses 2nd cabals, of double
voting, of stuffing the voll, and of cramming the synod
With men of the ‘right colour's... the venerable court had

: i 1
A tenl good time".

CIVIS

This chapter concerns itself with the identification
of the Chuvch of Otago and Southland Defence Society
mémbership, with an analysis of the society's leadership
and support, and with an attempt to isolate those factors
that coalesced to make A powerful minority of Southern
Churchmen supporters of the Defence Society.

On 11 December, 1897, twelve days after the constitu-—
tion of the Church Defence Society, an editorial appeared

in the Christimn Outlook © lampooning the new "Defenders"

of Southern Church orthodoxy snd iundependence. Choosing

; ODT 30 October, 1897. p2.
D OQutlook, 11 December, 1897. p.l.
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3 4 guest editov

to write Above the pseudonymn "A.C."”

dismissed by xeductio adsurdum the society's charge “that

the Fathers of the Church..., who have spent half » life-
time in building up the Church are now ready to destroy
it"™ and vefuted the suggestion "that almost ~ll the sons
of the Chuvrch, who have been nurtured at her breasst, and
trained by her to serve as her ministers, must now he

branded as enemies, who are rveady to turn and smite to the

dust the mother who bore them". 4

With mock horror "A.C." identified for his readers
those pro-union "Foes" whose intrigues threntened the
existence of the Southern Church snd Ironically listed the
few "defenders™ whose integrity might be velied upon. i%
is well for historians concerned with the Church Defence
Society that "A.C." indulged his satirical ability, for
no other identification of the leadership of this unine-
teenth century association is extant. No committee minutes,
apart from a brief coverage of the inauvgurml meeting, no
newspaper covernge of meetings, and no Kirk session refer-

ences to corvespondence from officers of the society, have

3 "A.C." was not identified in the correspondence that
flared-up following his editoriale "A.Ce's"™ bumility
betrays him. His list of leading "PFoes™ omitted the

. name of A prominent wmember of the union committee.
Andrew Cameron, Waddell's friend a~nd minister of
Anderson's Bay parish, was well suited by temperament
and devotion to the union cause for the part of agent
provocateur. Cameron received his B.A. from Otago in
1879 and studied for the ministry under Drs. Stuart
and Watt prior to completing his theological traiuning
in Europe. He was inducted into the Anderson’s Bay
charge in 1884. Camevon was =a founding father of Knox
College and of the Presbyterian Soecial Service AsSso=
ciation, A one-time Chancellor of the University of
Otago and senator of the University of New Zealand,
and a MNoderator of the Preshyterian Church of New
Zenland.

4 Qutlook’ loc,cite
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been uncovered. Because "A.C.'s" identification is then
basic to any discussion of the strength and motivation of
Church Defence Society membership his listing is included

in the body of this text.

Foes of the Church Defenders
Reve Wm Will, Enst Taiervi. Rev. R.R.M.Sutherland,
Reve J« Gibh, First Church, Kaikovai, Dunedin.
Dunedin, Rev. Wm. Bannerman, Clerk of
Rev., Wm., Hewitson, Knox Synod, Dunedin.
Church, Dunedin, Rev. J. Christie, Wakmaitix.
Reve Dr M.Watt, Green Island, Rev. J.M. Davidson, Mataura.
Dunedin, Rev, J.B. Smellie, Wyndham.
Rev. Dro.Jd.Dunlop, Professor Reve JeM. M°Cosh Smith, Naseby.
of Theology, Dunedin. Reve J. Lothisn, Alexandra.
Rev. D. Borrvrie, North-East Rev. P.B. Fraser, Lovell's
Valley, Dunedin. Ml at.

Reve Jo Kirvkland, West Tnieri. Rev. W. Wright, Oamaru.
Rev. A. Stobo, Invercargill.

Rev., R. Bwen,; Limestone Plains.

Rev. J. Baird, Winton.

Rev, G. Lindsay, Invercargill.

Rey, James Chisholm, Milton.

Rev, J.M. Allen, Stivling.

Rev, A.B. Todd, Oamaru. 5

Not ome of those nrmed in "A.C.'s"™ columns disputed
the party-tag attached to them although every opportunity
to do so was given to them by Rutherford Waddell,. editorx

0f the Chxigiisn Outlook 6 before he closed his correspon-

dence columns to any further discussion of "A.C's" embaras—
sing bombshell. Exercising his right of veply "A.C."

Jubilantly noted the coincidence to his listing of the

De ibid.

6. Rutherford Waddell, minister of St. Andrew's paxrish,
Dunedin, arrived in New Zealand in 1877 as an immi-
grant minister sponsored hy the Canterbury Presbyterian
Kssocintion. From 18 April, 1879 until 1919 he mini~
stered to St. Andrew's parish, Dunedin, where he became
involved in bhumanitarian work and took part in the
1888 protest agrinst the sweating of tailovesses.

An Ii. A. fxom Queen’s University, Belfast; Waddell was
appointed by the 1893 Synod as cditor of the newly
formed Christisn Outlook.
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Sides taken by protagonists, Yet the owmission of
Andrew Cameron'’s nrme from the list of “Foes" rvaises &
question concerning the completeness of "A.C's™ liste.
He was appavently correct in the delineation of party
loynalties held by the names he included but how many

nanes has he thought fit to miss from his 1list?

Because the Dunedin Evening Star published voting

lists for the Church union division in the Synod session |
of 29 October, 1897 it is possible to check "A.C's" list-

ing for notable omissions. A lomg debate preceeded this

division and lesders from both sides made clear in their

Appeals to Synod that this was a crucial debate. In

his opening address Union committee convenor Gibb warned

that for the Southern Church to withdraw from the present

unjon would be "unbrotherly, nearsighted, and selfish"

8

conduct.™ The Stax reporter said of his summing-up:
"He made an earnest and eloquent appeal for members to |
vote on the question with A due consciousness of the vre-
sponsibility which attached to their decision." 9
Willism Baunerman was equally determined that synods-
men should choose whom they would serve Aand snid of the
unionists that they had ~Attempted to build » house with-
out a foundation. Bannerman accused the unionist party
of hrrming the well-being of the church by the constant
irritaion occasioned by their obsession with union and he
held "that the quashing ounce agnin of this union proposal
. Outlook 8 Janurry, 1898. pp 598-599

q
9. Star 29 October, 1897. pl.
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would be the best and quickest way of leading to a better
state of things smongst them,™ ;O

The urgency of the 29 October debate And division
is proven. Oa this critical occasion what forces otherx
than those listed as "Defendevs" by "MA.C." vrallied to the
side of the Church Defence Society?

Two motions wevre plraced before the house. Convenor
Gibb moved "That the Synod receive the report of the Com-
mittee on Union And proceed to consider gerintim the

nrticles on the basis of union.” 1

Gibb veceived eighty-
three votes in support of his motion to secure a majority
of thivty-six over A contra-motion by Defence Society
leader R.R.l. Sutherland who called the Synod to "de-
clare its counviction that it is not expedient to prose-
cute the present entevrprise any further, and thevefore

12
pagss from the proposal.™ .

Beside "4.C.'s" nine stal-
wWarts the Defence Society commanded the allegisnce of
Another eight ministers, including the influentinl JeU.
Spence.la‘ Fax more important, and completely ignored
in "A.C.'s" aneplysis, is the fact that twenty nine elders
voted for Sutherland's wmotion, A number not wuuch smaller
than the thirty-seven vho voted for Gibb.

By careful use of Synod voting figures and with atten—

tion to the Presbyteries vepresented by these elders, it

10, Staxr, loc.cit.

11, d.hid,
B G ibid,
13, « Urwin Spence was inducted in 18380 as minister of

Popotunoa parish in the Clutha Presbytery having
formerly ministered to the Waipawa pavrish in the
Hawke's Bay. In 1897 he was a lending member of the
Syaod Temperance Committee.



43
is possible to clarify the degree to which anti-uniounism,
and support for the nims of the Defence Society, permen-
ted Otago mnd Southland.

It must not be assumed that Ministers and Elders

representing the smme prrishes at Synod agreed over the

union guestion. Table I comprres aAand contrasts the

voting of ministers And elders for all parishes whervre
the elder voted agajust the 1897 union basis by voting
for Sutherland‘s motion. A definite divergence of

viewpoint between mivisters and elders emevges from these

figures.

TABLE T.

A COMPARISON OF MINISTERIAL AND LAY VOTING ON SUTHERLAND'S
ANTI-UNION MOTION OF 29 OCTOUSLR, 1897,

Presbytery Paxish Eldexr Elder's Minister Minister's
Vote Vote
Dunedin Strath Taieri Harvie  For Kirkland ainst
Waitati Reid For Finlayson Against
Mataura Riversdnle Stewart Fox vacant ———
Kelso HMeKay Fox Kyd Against
Gore Copland For Asher Against
Pukerau Pullar  For vacAant e
Waiknka, Ayson For Miller Agninst
OamAxu Lower Waitaki Goodnll For Johnston  Against
Palmerston Steel For Clatrke Against
Otepopo Robertsonloxr Thompson  For
Hampden Angus Rosslor Nicoll Yor
Columbn Feaser  For Wright For
5t. Paul's Rose For Milune Apninst
Clutha Clutha Pnterson For Dalvymple AsAinst
Popotunoa Taylor  For Spence For
Knitangata Johnson For Faiemeid  Aghinst
Lovells Flat N.Begg For Fraser For
Southlrnd Wallacetown  Blackie For White hgrinst
3t. Prul's,
Invercargill Shaw For Lindsay Ahsent
(known
unj.onist)
Woodlands Dawson.  For Bissett For
Dunstan Al exandra~ A.Ce3Begg For Lothian Absent
Clyde (known anti-
unionist)
Peubroke Bruce For Grant Against
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It is obvious from an mu~lysis of Table I that twelve
ninisters of the twenty-two porishes where the elders
Voted for Sutherland's anti-union motion were not in
Aaccord with their elders on this issue.

Only in the Presbytery of O~maru wns there a solid
coincidence of ministerinrl And elder votes against union,.
Where the elder vepresenting n smaller parish voted for
Sutherlsnd’s motion it must not be Assumed that his vote
Yeflected an Anti-union opinion in the parish vepresented.
Some parishes with few elders, nnd these busy in October
and November with seasonnl farming responsibilities, asked
for Dunedin elders to be nppointed ms their vrepresentntives
to Synod. Under Presbyterion Polity an elder elected to
a Presbytery or Synod is not regrrded as a delegnte bound
to the opinions of the body that hns elected him their
Yepresentative but may vote ns his couscience dictntes,
A.C. Begg, who appenys in the Synod lists as elder for
Alexandra ~ Clyde, nccuratcly veflected the views of that
pArish's Kirk Session when he voted for Sutherland's motion,
but elder McKry of Kelso; who voted against his session's
acceptance of the bLasis, represented A sm~nll band of con-
serxvative elders who accepted office as synodsmen nnd voted
congistently agninst union with disvegard for the convic—
tions of the pnrrishes they rvevresented. These represen-
tatives were selected by Presbyteries nnd not by Kirk Ses-
sions ~nd wheve the Presbytery was snti-union it is hardly
surprising that » Dunedin elder of like viewpoint vreceived

an appointment as synodsmnn,
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Table I indicates that fewer ministers than laymen
wevre willing to support Sutherland's attempt to sabotnge
the 1897 union basis n~nd that of his 22 elder supporters
12 hnd their votes cancelled hy opposing votes by their
ministers. This table further suggests that support for
the "Defender®s"™ cruse ecrme nainly from rural pArishes.

The apparently rtur~ml concentration of the prrty and its
1nack of large scale support in the towns will now be dis-
CusSses.

Prior to the 1897 Synod all paxishes within the Synod
bounds were given the opportunity to vote on A bnsis of
unjon gsent down to them under the principle of the “Barvier
Act." Gibb tabled the veturns frowm this veferendum of
Preshyterjes and Kirk sessiouns on 27 October, 1897 and
repovrted that 57 of the 65 sesgions thont had submitted -
returns were in favour of the basis. Giob then noted
with satisfaction; that Yit is ownly vight to point out
that these figures, though showing a decided mnjority for
Union, do not At first glance give m correct impression of
the number of office~benrers who have endorsed the vemite
The majority is very much larger than it seems, If the
lists are ex~mined carefully it will be seen that,; with one
or two exceptions, the Sessions frvoursble to Union ~re the
largest Sessions of the Church, In the Dunstan Presbytery,
nll the Sessions either reject the Basis altogether, or
disapprove of the Synod being shorn of its ecclesiastical
functions; but the entire wembership in full communion of
the congregnations of this Presbytery is omly 477, or less
thnn half of, say, Knox Church, Dunedin,” 14

14.  Syuod. 1897. p77.
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Gibb further informed the Synod that the total elder-

ship of the six Kirk sessions of Dunstrn were about equnl

in strength to that of Knox Church snd that ~t lenst two

of the Anti-union veturns were cases of duplicate voting

Where Kirk sassions npzointed as interim - sessions for

newly established vural parishes voted in theivr own right

and then agnin as the sessions of the new chnaxges. Thus

the snti~union Cromwell elders voted ~s Wannkna session snd

the Otepopo elders as the session at Hrampden.

Table IT

indicates the accuracy of Gibb's conten—

tion that the sati=unionists veceived the bulk of theixr

Support from numericnally wesk yural parishes.

THE LOCATION AND MEMBERSHIP OF PARISHES REJECTING THE

1897 UNION BASIS.

Membership

Presbytexry Paxish
Dunedin Kaikorai. 231
Chnlmers 138
Portobello 162
Waikouati, AT
Blueskin and
Merton 124
Oamaxu Hroapd en 80
Columba. 240
Prlnerston 187
Papsakaio 124
Clutha Clutha 184
Lovell®s Flat Ti
Popotunoa 218
Southland Oteramika 74
Longbush 12X
Dunstan Naseby 150
Roxburgh 90
Alexnndra~-Clyde 100
Cromwell 70
Louder 65
Hawen and Wanak~. 20
Mataura Goxe 242
Vinikaks 130
Riversdnrle L

722 menbers from
A Presbytery total

of 5,634

531 members from
a Presbytery total
of 1,523

472 wmembers from
a Presbytery total
of 2;372

195 memhers from
A Presbytery total
of 2,308

A1l 495 uwembers
499 members fxom

a Presbytery total
of 1;533
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Of the 13,865 communicant wembers of the Church of

Otngo and Southland only 2,915 wevre committed by their
Kirk sessions agninst the 1897 basis nad of this number
2,135 belonged to rurnl parishes. Only the Dunstan
Presbytery un~nimously opposed the bmsis; with all six
sessions voting ngninst it. Of the five remaining
Presbyteries Osmaru gave the grentest support to the
anti-unionist cruse with four out of nine sessions against
the vasis. Three out of eleven Mataurn sessions opposed
it Aas did three out of twelve sessions from the Presbytery -
of Cluthn. Significantly, in the two largest Preshyteries
the basis veceived fivm support with only two of South-
1and's thirteen sessions opposing it and five of Dunedin's
twenty two sessions offevring opposition.

Further evidence of the rural concentration of anti-
unionism in Otago ~nd Southland is provided by an AanAalysis
of the type of pnrish, from whence "“A4.C's" lending
"Defenders™ and "Foes™ were drawn. Table IIlvevenls
thnt only three of the nine le~ding “Defenders™ were
Ministers to town parishes while nine of the fifteen

"Foes" came from town charges.
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TABLE III,

SHOWING THE RURAL CONCENTRATION OF AKNTI-UNION LEADERSIIP.
(nfter "A.Ce's" listing).

"Defcenders”
Minister Paxish Classification
Sutherland Kaikorai. Town g
Bannerman Roslyn Town
Christic Hawksbury Country )
Dayidson Mataurn Country Six country
Smellie Wyndhnam Country pnrishes.
M'Cosh Smith DNaseby Country - Three town
Lothinn Alexprdra-~Clyde Country parishes.
P.B.Fraser Lovell's Flat Country
We Wright Ste Columba ;
Onmaru Town
W FO as W
Will Enst Trieri Country )
Gibb First, Dunedin Town g
Hewitson Knox, Dunedin Town
Watt Green Islmnd Town Six -country
Dunlop Theological lmll  Town parishes,
Borrie Rorth Enst Eight town
Valley Town ) prrishes,
Kirkland West Taieri Country )
Stobo Invcrcn,rgj,ll Town )
R. Ewen Limestone Plnins Country )
J., Baird Winton Country
Lingsnay Sts Prul's
Invercargill. Town
Chisholm Milton Country
Allan Stirling Country
Toda Ormaru Lown )

In the cight lending "Defender®s" parishes the

Aaverage membership was 170.5 communicants while in the

fifteen "Foe's" chrrges the avernge size of congregation

wWAas 355 commuvd.cants,

over twice that number,..

What explavation can be given of the anti-union

sentiment foumented in Dunsten ~nd OmmAru Presbyteries?

Isolation, And suspicion of their apparently move

confortable town bretbren,

of Dunstrn Presbyters.

CaSaW,

in prrt account for the remaction

lipore indicntes in his
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rogionnl historyL? that At this time the inhabitants
of Central Otago viere frustrated by governmental slowness
in constructing the railway ~uthorised by the Railway
Construction Act oi 1879. By 1837 the rril-hend hnd
veached Ranfurly but bad ronds and long winters made
journeys to Dunedin o long ~nd nrduous bhusiness, economic
depression, ~nd uanstable veturms for primary products
Joined with isolation to hreed'envy, distrust; ~nd oppo-
sition to town lendership. Without any historical
justification for so doing the people of Central Otngo
looked back to the period of Provincial govermmnent as to
A golden Age sand persunded themselves that had this form
of goverrment been vetanined that the region's problems
would be fav less pressinge. It was but ~ short step o
transfer this line of thought into the ecclesinstical
woxld ~nd nrgue thnt mag A central government had not
given Dunstan its due so A centrrlised church would
similarly neglect the Otago heartland. With this emo-
tional undergirding it is wnot surprising that the Dunstan
Presbytery fought for the retention of the provincial
church structure with crusading zenl.

Oamaru's support for the cause of the "Defenders™ to
some extent veflected similary wmotivation to that of Dunston

Ld

but ndded to this was the jmpact of James IincGregor,

15, Ca.B.We Moore, The Dunstrn: A History of the Alexandra~
Clyde District. p46.

16, Dr MacGregor was to show his colours in 1899 when his
nme was to appear above that of Sutherland, Banunerman
mmd Begg, in A protest ngainst Aany ~lterntion by =
uajority vote in the doctrinnl stendards of the Churche
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former Edinburgh professor of Theology, who since 1881
had ministered in snd about OamAtru. MacGregor, a writer
of theologicnl text books and » psmphleteer, fiercely
Opposed Any doctrinnl vevision away from foundation Free
Church dogmns, ~nd associated Gibh, Dunlop, msnd Chisholm
with heterodoxy. As the three lnst named were ardent
pro-unjonists this was sufficient to blight the movement
and made MacGregor a strong anti-unionist.

In determining what factors beside rural isolation
led to the ndoption of snti-unionist views in 1897 Otago,
an jmnedinte problem of the un~rvalability of source material
emerges. Probably data is extsnt reverling the nntional
Oovrigin, educational standnrd, time of arrival in the
province, and political interests of those elders who
supported the Defence Society. Hdowever, to research
this material would eutail a study of private correspon-
dence ~nd diaries; would requixe n careful perusal of
local press obitunry columnz, ~nd would demnnd an inves-
tigation thnat could not be expected for this research
exercise. Becruse this wmaterinl is not emsily svailable

the review of the nationnl ovigins, eaucntional qualifi-
cations, date or arvival in the province, finAncial posi-
tion, and theological opinion of the "Defenders®, is con-
fined to the clerical wmembers of the Defence Society.
The assembled information concerning the ministerinl
"Defenders" nnd “Foes" was gnined from n collation or data
in Elder's ministerinal register, an ~ppendix to his

History of the Prosbvtevrian Church of llew Zealand.
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- Help hns been ziven by Synod, Presbytery and Kirk
Session ninutes, obituary columms in the tlook =nd
Seculsar press; ~nd in vesnonse to ingquiries wmnde wWith
the descendrutsof the wministers concerned.

No divergence in nationnl origins explains the pro-
clivity of the "Defenders"™ for in the main they and theix
foes were Scots. Only W. wWright and D. Borrie, of all
listed by "&.Ce™, were native born New Zenlanders, the
rvest were Scotsmen.

Again no easy explmnation is ~ttainnble by contrast-
ing the academic twining of the two groups of leaders.
Both groups were cducated to the high standard of univer-
sity amd theological education denanded by 19th ceuntury

Scottish Preshyterianisn, Table W lists the almae matres

and the degreces of "A.C.'s" "Dofenders™ and “Foes",

TABLE IV.

UNIVERSITIES AND THEOLOGICAL COLLEGES ATTENDED AND DEGRELS
ATTATNED BY WA, G, 's" VDEFENDERSY AiD "RO".

Defendexs Foes
Sutherland. New College, Will.. New College, Edinburgh
Edinburgh. Gibb. United Preshyterian
Bammermnn, Pree Church College, Edinburgh.
College, Orriond College,
Edinburgh. Ielbournes.
Christie. Edinburgh "nd Hewitson. Melbourne University
Glasgow. and Ormond e
Dayidson. Il A-%dinburgh. Watt, Mehey DeDehbevdeen And
Smelli.c. Glasgow and German Universities,
Edinburgh. Dunlop. Mooy DeDeGlasgow and
M*Cosh,.Saithe Abevrdeen. Glasgow Theological Hall
Lothiman, Glnsgowe. Borrie. University of Otmgoa
Praser. M. AehAberdeon  Kirklnnd. Aberdcen.
and Otngoe. Stobo. Glasgow nnd New
Wright. Otngoe College. Edinburgh.
Baird. Glnsgow mand Free Church
College, Edinburgh.
Ben. M.n. aAberdeens

Lindsay. Glasgow and United
Presbytevrian Hnl.

Smith. Edinburgh ~nd United
Presbyterian HealLl,



Chisholm. Edinburgh and Otago.

Allan. . M.he Glasgow and Free
Church Hnll, Edinburgh.

Todd. Bede 9%, Andrew's and
Free Church Hall,
Edinburgh.

The absence of degrees after some names in no way
indiecates an ianferior ecducation. The Disyuption resulted
in the withdvrawnal of Free Church students fyom the Ancient
Scottish universities whose theologicnl faculties weve
Administered by the estnblished Church of Scotlande The
creation of nlternative colleges and holls guickly followed
yet slthough these new cventions weve taught by some of
the best scholars in Scotland it was sowme time before they
gained the vright to submit candidntes for degrees ovr grant .
theixr own degrees.

I'o variations in nge separates the two groups. At
the time of the 1897 Synod Bannermunn was seventy-five and
Will but threc yenrs his junior while the rverage nge of
the "Defenders® was fifty-two »md the ~wevrage age of the
"Foes" fifty-one.

On Boxing Dny 1897 "Nisi Dominus Frustral in a

T

counter-attack agrinst “4.C.'s® editorial, lnbelled union
supporters "new chums." 17 How true was his assumption
that the “Defenders™ were old identities with a greater
investuent in the development of the proviuncisl church?
Table V indicnates the yenxr of arvival in Otago and South-
land of the lemding protagonists or, in the case of those
either born in New Zenland or entering the ministry safter

New Zemland trnining, the date of ordinatione

17 Outlook, 25 December, 1897. p.570
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TABLE V.

TO SHO# THE DATE OF ARRIVAL OF "FOES™ AND "DEPENDERSY
IN NEW Z8ALAND AuD THE DATES OF ORDINATIUN O NaTIVE
BORN OR TRAINED MINISTERS.

1] D gﬁ e.t: Q o1 S_“ “'F_‘-—Q-%“
Sutherlang 1879 Will 1854
Bannerman 1854 Gibb 1886
Christie 1863 Hewitson 1895
Davidson 1866 Wntt 1864
Smellie 1891 Dunlop 1887
M'Cosh Smi.th 1871 Borrie 1884
Lothian 1879 Kitklond 1863
Froser 1897 Stobo 1860
Wrizht 1883 Baird 1870

Bven 1872
Lindsay 1889
Smith 1887
Chisholn 1870
Allnn 1863

The avernge length of pastorate within the Synod's
bounds for both “"Defenderg® =nd "Foes"™ wos twenty three
yenxs. Each group claimed the alleginnce of a member
who had been over forty yemrs in the Otago Church. The
"Defenders™ owned the loyrlty of two ministers who hnd
been between thivty to forty years in the Church, ns
agninst the “Foes" five; nnd one minister who had been
between twenty and thirty yenrs ms ngainct the “"Foes"
three. Those who had winistered » lescser span of time
balanced ench other exnctly.

It is appAreat that "Hisi Dominus Frustra"™ had no
just cruse for declaring his opponents to be "hew chums".
Both "Foes" And “Defenders" hnd on the level of tenure of
sexvice equnl rvights to spesk for their Church.

A Minister of the Church does mot live by words alone

for even he must ent. An nppraisal of the stipends paid
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to Otago Aand Southland ministers in 1897 mrkes obvious
thnt the Presbyterimn boast that all ministere Are equal
did not cnrvy Aas A corollary equnl stipends.

Because of unequnl parish membership volls and
because parishes newly founded, or with smAll communicant
tolls, hnd the same basic overheads to pay without a
CoYresponding income to pay them, n system hnd been de-
vised that assured ~ll ainistcrs of A standard minimunm
S8tipend, "md left parishes the vight to supplement this
stipend if they wished. The intent of the “"Sustentation
Fund®” was to tax the larger and well-established congre-
gations in ovder to build up new pavrishes ~nd keep un— |
economic parishes with A minister. The Sustentation Fund
Report for 1897 shows that the basic stipend was faxy from
princely. An equrl dividend of £99.0.4. was declavred
for the hnlf-year ending 31 lkaxch, 1897 while A similar
dividend of £100.1.9. was declavred for the six months
ending 30 September, 1897. .}8

What incroment did wemlthier parishes add to this
basic stipend? Table VI attempts to show that equal
pay for equmal work did not exist within the Otago Aand
Southland Preshyterian Church in 1897 ~nd that disatis-
faction amongst hard-travelling vuvrsl ministers may have
led to reaction agninst » cAuse dear to their well-paid

city Amd town brethren.

18, Syunod 1897. p.90.
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TABLE VI,

STIPENDS PLID TC “A.C.'s" "FOES 4D "DEFENDERS" IN THE
FINANCIAL YEAR ENDING 30th SEPTHHMBER, 1897. 7

[To the nearest pound/

"Foes" Stipend "Defendexs" Stipend
Will £ 323 Sutherl nd £ 250
Gibb £ 700 Bannearman & 191
Hewitson £ 650 Christie £ 220
Watt £ 361 Davidson & 200
Dunlop £ 600 Smellie £ 200
Borrie £ 221 M*Cosh Smith £ 219
Kirkland £ 292 Lothinn £ 200
Stobo £ 200 Fraservr & 200
Bven £ 200 Wright & 250
Bajixd & 240

Lindsay & 350

Smith £ 400

Chisholm £ 350

Allan £ 200

Todd £ 95

A simple Analysis of Table VI. At once vevenls that
the pro-unionist leaders veceived for 1837 an average
income of £345.10.0. whilc their anti-union opponeﬁts
Were in veceipt of £132,0.0. per annum less, with ~n
avernge stipend of only £213.10.0.

Yet to show n lnrge discrepsney in annual between
the two groups is in no way to establish An underlying
tesentment of this inegquality on the part of the "Defenders".
All that can be suggested is that it is possible that
some Aanti-union sentiment was reinforced as "Defenders®
worked out their housechold budgets. It is equally fair
to suggest that Clerk Banmerman, prevented from exer-

19, DMicheael Watt received £100.0.0. of his stipend from
the Theologicanl Hnll in return for his lecturing,

Ae¢B. Todd, ~n emevitus minister, veceived his £95.0.0.

from the Imfivm llinisters FPund Aand Willisam Bannerman

was prid £100.0,0, for his services as Clevrk »f Synod

and rveceived in addition £91.0.0. from the nged and
Infirm llindsters Fund,
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cising his office as o parish minister by two serious
Accidents, may ~lso have countemplated that in » united
church the vesponsibilities of the clerkship of the Synod
of Otago And Southlond would be so reduced that it might
Seent An unnecessary burden on the church t2 pay him the
addjtion~l £100.0,0. clerkship fee most welcome to A
ninister who received only £91.0,0, per annum from the
Aged ~nd Infirwm Ministers' Fund,

Anongst the "Defenders" arose A femxr that Otmago's
Church endownents might be lost in any union with the
Northern Church, In its charter of 1847 the Otago Lay
Associntion pledged itsclf to devote one~-eighth of the
purchase noney received from the sale of its 144,600 ncres
to> educntional purposes, Of this money one-third was
in time invested in landed property ~nd n Church Board
of Property was set up to ~duinister its distribution.

By an Act passed by the coloninl legislature in 1866 the
Preshytcrian Church of Otago was empowercd to institute

an ecclesiastical fund ~nd ~n educ~atisn~l fund into which
Yents from these endownents were phide The ecclesinasti-
cal fund was responsible for the hwilding ~ad vepaiving

of manses ~nd churches And the endovment of theological
chairse. The educntion fund wns designed to endow literary
chnjrs at the University of Otago.

Southern churchnen fesred thnt on the oceasion of
union the govermment might find some way of seizing these
endownente and those Otrgd And Southlond parishes particu-
1arly needful of these funds for church building and vepairs

would be placed in a difficult finmncinl position. Bven



the editor of the Roman Catholic nntionnl weekly, the
New Zealand Tabled recognised this danger Aand on 13th
August, 1897, ~fter commenting omn the Southern Church's
Adoption of n Declaratory Act that "as they hove alvready
swallowed the camel... there should be no need to strain
At the decensed wife's gister", went on to inform
Catholic vreaders that the more serious hindvance to
Preshyterian union was the financial question.  The
Tablet editor observed that "the Southern Church has
aumerous and valuable endowments which the Northern Church
has not, Aand the difficulty of arviving at a satisfactory
financial basis of veunion is what has vemlly kept the
matter in abeyance for many years' & Even Gibb,
Stout's friend, but ﬁgifriend of Seddon, felt apprehen—
sion over the government's attitude to church launds.

His npprehension was revemled in the fievceness of hié
vebuttal of the possibility of = government church-land

- seigure in the Synod debate of 27 October, 1897 when he
argued: "Were they to fear that Prarlimment would take
away the property of the Otago Synod? Would the Legis-
lature do it? What would the Anglicans of Canterbury have
to say to that? What would the Wesleyans of Nelson have
to sny to it?  What would the Christimns of any denom-
ination in New Zealand have to say to it? If Six
Richard Seddon were ten times the man he is, or ten times
the autocrat he is said to be, he or any other Goverument
would be cast down the very instaant such a thing was

20, Tablet 13 Au~—ist, 1897. p.2.
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2% Gibh knew well that in Otago Seddon was

mentioned.”
an unpopular figure disliked on account of his .usurpa-
tion of a premievrship that many Proviancials regarded as
frightfully belonging to Stout who had spent twenty-nine
years in Otago, and that to jibe at A pretentious "Sir"
Richard Seddon would gain him the affection of many uncom-
mitted synodsmens Nevertheless bLetween 1893 snd 1897
Seddon's govermment had bought an aren of move than
1,500,000 scres of unused native land and his Minister of
Lands now eyed church endowments with greedy interest.
Although Banmerman was employing fear as a debating
tactic he Accurately assessed the govermment's iunterest
in church lands when he veplied to Gibb on 28 October,
pointing out "that it was not so long ago since the
Minister of Lands had expressed the desire to hand over
the church lands to the lAand boards for administration,
giving part of the revenue to the county councils, the
rvemainder evidently to be admimistered by the Land Board
for the beaefit of the church."™ °2  John McKenzie had
cast his eyes on the Synod's endowment and the Chuvrch
Defence Society was vight to massume that the occasion of
union mizht provide the government with An oppovtunity ioxr
selzure. Had not Sir Robert Stout previously opinioned

that the lands were held by a property trust and not by

2le Star 28 October, 1897. p.d.
22. S‘t-’-l'r29 OCtObE’-T, 1897- p-l.
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the church per se, Seddon might not have been content 1o
nod his head in acceptance of Robert liclab's assuraunce
that the Presbyterian Church of New Zealmnd Bill, 1901,
was not an attenpt “"to set Aside a decision of the
Supreme Court vrespecting lands which have heen granted by
the Maoris to early dencminations.® 23
Fear of 1land seizurews a drum that the "Defenders®
might well have used to vally the south about them. They
beat this dyum varely mud without gusto for the retention
of theixr property was only part of their demand. Theitr
rveal concern was for the retention of kirk; glebe, and
"bawbies" in the bands of men who held vigidly to the
doctrinal standard and 1iturgical practices of the found-
ing fathers. Their essentisl argument went much further
than propounding that urd.on with the north me~ant union
With a bastardised Presbytevianisn. They argued that
apart from themselves the salt 9f the south had lost its
SAVIUT . They had established their own nythology, that
Otago had once bheen vuled by the saints and that 2 new
generation betrayed the heritnge of the founding fathers.
This motivation to dissent, caused by both a hardening of
the doctrinal arteries and by the desire of Otago and
Southland backwoodsmen to sound A last trumpet blast
Aagainst the end of the provincisl period in the colony's
life, appeared agrin and again in the letters and speeches

of the “Defenders®,

23. NZPD5V01.15L6= House 24 July, 1901.p.588 (see above
pPpendix D
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Whoever ™A Goldfield Presbyterisan® was, he could
not have stated the case for the "Defenders" more con-
Cisely than he did in a letter of 21 August, 1897 when
he announced that "the whole question is that of ad-
hering or not to a contrnet with donators of property,
given the church on her holding a cevrtain defined doc-
trinal constitution.® 24

This claim that the Pounding Fathers had forever
fixed the doctrine and form of government of the Otago
Church was not new. In 1885, when the Synod considered
Aan earlier and abortive union proposal, conservative
opinion in the south protested that the Synod had no
power "hy vote of a majority to form a union that would
make An end... of governmentnl... independence." .25
This insistence that the church of the present was bound
to mAaintain the ecclesiastical structures Aand theological
formulationse of A former generation, even though the
needs of countemporary society might call for revised
structures and an elaborated doctrine, sprang directly
out of the Scottish Evangelicel party's fear of “"MNoderatism"
With all its compromise with the social ovder of the day,
and from a self-righteousness that came with A giviung-up
of parishes, mAnses; and stipends, in defence of "true

belief", at the Disruption. In 1885 the Otago sons of

24. ODT 21 August, 1897. pel.
25, Synod 1885. p.Z26.
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the Disvuption were very much on the defensive against
innovation and asscociation with those outgide the "true
Israel". It was this fear of corvuption that led three
later leading pro-unionists, and “foes", to support the
Above quoted pnrotest agrinst amalgemation with the sus-
pect Novtbern Church. William Will, Michael Watt, ~nd
James Kirvkland, at that point of time were, At ome with
Willism Bannermsn, R.R.M. Sutherlaund, and A.C. Begg (as
Bannerman delighted in taunting his opponents in the
1897 Synod ).

| Yet what Banneraan lampooned Aas inconsistency might |
be lauded by others ms growth ~nd maturity. The bresk
between the future "Foes®™ ~nd “"Defenders™ crme in the
first instant not over union but over demands from elders
Aand ministers for relief from the need to give Assent to
every Article in the destuinster Confession and the
Shorter snd Larger Catechisms., In 1886 when James
MacGregor, led Bannerman, Sutherlrnd, and Begg in A pro-
test "that 2 vesolution of Synod cannot alter the doc-
trinal coustitution of this Church", their short-term
Allies hnd deserted them, 20 Again, in 1888, when
Professor Salmond was sccused before the Synod of having
publicised "erroneous teaching” in his pamphlet The Reign
of Grace, 27 only A. Stobo of "A.C.'s" "Foes" appended

26. S!nOdf 1886t p.4-9-
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his name to the charge. When in 1393 the Synod adopted
a2 Declaratory Act that allowed the church to grant liberty
of opinion on any doctrines expressed in the Confession
rvegarded by Synod to be on the peviphery of the f=aith,
the conservative forces hegan to raise the cyy of "faith
betrayedd™

William Bannerman in 1895 entered into a literary

debate with one "Laicus" 28

over the issue of marviage
with A deceased wife's sister but found the idea so
strange that Synod vather than an ancient codex had he—
come the arbiter of heresy that he propounded the odd
theory that the Declaratory Act defended the theology of
the Church a2t the time of the time of the passiung of the
Declaratory Act And theve could be no depsriture from

29

that new doctrinal standard. For Bannerman and his
cohor ts theology was a static rather than a dynamic
Phenomenon.

Succegsful politicians must always have » viable
issue if they would catch the interest and gain the sup-
port of their constituents. As the 1890's progressed
the Otago Church's embryonic defenders found that fewer
and fewer synodsmen were prepared to follow them into the

Synod voting lobby, or sign their protests over unbib-

lical maxrriages Aand libertarian declavratory acts. As

28, William Bannerman, Revolution of Synod sand Pamphlet

By "Laicus®™, Relnative to Mrxrisnge with a Deceased
Wife's Sister. Wilkie, Dunedin, 1895. p.3.

29. QOutlook 25 December, 1597. P«5T0.
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New Zealand bhecame = nation ~nd citizens of Otago and
Southland became used to being movre than provincials,
interest waned in vetaining Otago as the last preserve
for unimpeachable Disruption Presbyterisnism. Railway
corét?uction, the finsncinl affairs of Joseph Ward, ~nd
Liberal land policy, evoked much greater interest. In
desperation and velief the conservative faction grasped
at the revived union issue as A new field withiun which
they micght ve-apply their charges of a church betrayed
and vAlly the faithful in defence of the dvream of an
Otago boly Zion.

In defence of the “true Isramel"™ the "Defenders"
maintained they weve even veady to threaten their oppo-
nents with such an Erastisn vemedy as the law court;

it is significant that they did not go beyond offering

the threat. The Chapman=-MacGregor opinion was favour-
able to their cause And was argued Vvigorously. This

opinion stressed that the faith of the founding fathers
was the measuring rod for deciding the possession of Synod
endowments., Chapman maintained "“thrt the law recognises
those only as interested in the property who use it in
connection with the scheme of doctrines included in the
constitution, holding that those who depart from it vre~-

30

nounce their right of property." MacGy egor quoted

Lord Eldon's judgement “that the civil coutrtes. will not

30 Stax 7 August, 1897 pels
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pervait those who choose to depart from the comstitution

of the church to share in the benefits of the endowments«Bl

Not withstanding the fierceness of the "Defenders"
charges of heterdoxy and their frightening bogey of
Otngo's Free Church hevritage destroyed by union, they
fajled to counvince their compatriots.

As Synods; Presbytervies and Parishes, gave union an
overwhelming majority the "defenders™ became move and
more desperate, In theixr desparation their arguments

became contradictory. On 25 December, 1897 “Nisi Domious

Frustra® called for a veferendum on the union issue, even
though the anti-union case depended upon maintEning that
lrrespective of contemporary opinion the intentions of the
founding fathers must determine the use made of church
buildings, lands and funds. A further departure from a
previous position was mnde by P.Be Fraser who on 1
January, 1898 demanded that the whole guestion of union
must be sent down to Presbyteries and congregations under
A Barrier Act - despite the fact that no such act existed
in the Southern Church. 32
The Presbytery of Dunstan, with remarkable disregard
Tfor the fact that Presbytevies and pavish sessions had

alrerdy voted, Arzued that a "mere casual vote of Synod"

31. ibhid

324 tlook 1 Janusry, 1898. p.587.
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had pushed through the union vote and, despite the Aanti-

Erastian Disrvruption principles of that Presbytery,

threntened to take the Synod to law. 33
Discredited by muddled arguments the "Church

Defenders® =lso lost support through their use of tedious

and Annoying procedural tactics in the Synod. Sutherland's

demand for a three-fifths majority of Kirk sessions and

Presbyteries before the union could be culminated was

as un~acceptable to Synod as was his sygument that Synod

could by A majority of one “substitute for the Holy Bile

34

the lormon Bible or the Lyceum Guide." One moment

P.B. Fraser was hot against union while the next he was
trying to convince Synod thmat he wished the united church
to hold the vight to decide whether or wot the Theological
Hall should be in Dunedin. 35 Synod®'s moment of most
utter disbelief must surely have come when Bannetman had
the temevity to-suggest that the long-suffering Northern
Church "had not signified... willingness to go into union."
Begg's final "protest” snd the birth of “The Church
Defence Society" cervied little weight with many Presby-
terians tived and annoyed by the persistancy and intoler-
Aance of the "Defenders¥.

At the eund the "Defenders" were their own worst

enemi.es. Theixr obstinancy and inflexibility brought

33. ODT 15 Decembetry; 1897« pe3e
34, Star 28 Octobery; 1897. ned.
30 A 3 November, 1897. D.l.

4
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from s frustrated Preshyterisan the nlea “"For once let us
have A Synod characterised by peace and goodwill.ee.
There was the deceased wife's sister question... then
on its very heels the union question. Not one Synod
session for a quiet breathl! 36 From the ceritical pen
of the editor of the Iablet crme An even more telling
rejection of theiv basic philosophy.

Wrote Henvy Cleaxy; "ilany of our readers have pro-
bably heaxrd of the Avgyleshive elder who, when Asked how
his local kirk was getting aloung, veplied: "Aweel, we
had four hundred memnbers. Then we had a division, and
there were only two hundred left. Next, we had A dis-
ruption, An' only teun were left. Then we had a hevesy
trial, An' noo there's only me an' ma Brither Duncan; an'

37

I hae great doots o' Duncan's orthodoxy".

36, ODT, 11 August, 1897. pede
37. DIablet , 21 January, 1898. p.l7.
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CEAPTER FOUR

“FOES": ACTIVE AND PASSIVE

"A consistent politician is a man who always
votes on our side:s a partisan is one who always
votes on the sther side., A men with the cour-
Aage of his cowvictions is one who leaves the
other side and comes over to ours; a renegade
is A man who leaves us and goes over to the other

g :
Bty Rutherford Waddell.t
"The office~bearers and members of our Church
should give earunest heed to that warning espec-
ially when they know that these same princes in
whom they are asked to trust blindly, claim the
vight and power of changing the Creed =nd the
Congtitution of the Church from top to bottom,
according to their own sweet Will, And of termi-
aating the existence of the Church as a self-
governing Church, by a wnajority vote of Synod,
or by the casting vote of a partisan Moderator".

- 2
R.R.M. Sutherland.
25 December, 1897.

In estimating the worth of their brother synodsmen

"Defenders" assumed the values expressed by Ruther-

ford Waddell's anonymous political commentator in the

guotation that heads this chapter, As they worked from

the
usn
the
who

the

Biblic~l premise "that he who is not for us is against
the anti-unionists aggregated as their foes not only
active liberal And pro-union churchmen but also all

becAuse of commitment to dher issues, or apathy over

union proposal, sat ummoved in their Synod seats

Whilst the "Defenders™ warned,; threatened, smd sppealede

15
2,

Rutherford Waddell, Notebooks. No.3,; Book 2. p.20.
Outlook 25 December, 1897. p.570.
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Any assessment of the vout of the "Defenders" must
Attend not only to the support, tactics, Aand arguments
of "A.C.'s™ "Foes"; and to the "cuuning of "“Sweet Will",
but must also explain the quiescence of those churchmen
who failed to vally to the defence of the Otago Church
Autonomy.

This apprecistion of the success and tactics of the
pro-union leadership is established on the premise that
the "Defenders" faced two enemies - their easily iden—
tified foes led by Gibb, Will, Cameron and Chisholm,

Aand ~lso A less easily identifiable but faxr more danger-
ous foe, an section of church opinion unimpressed by theix
cries of "wolf", disenchrnted by their persistency and
increasingly concerned with other priovities.

What attitudes of wmind combined to create the "Foes™
of the Chuvrch Defence Society? Whnt advantages were
held by the pro-union party ~nd how did the lending
"Foes" employ these advantages to grin sweeping mAajori-
ties in the 1897 Sessicmal and Presbytery referendum and
in the lobhies of Synod?

The active "“"Foes™ have alvready been identified and
their ability to arouse suspicion and fesr in the minds
of their more couservative brethren has been noted., This
fear Aand suspicion was born of an awareness amongst the
conservatives thet some of the brethrven who had left
Scotland with theafor New Zesland and with whom they were
united in a haxsh pioneering life had not stood otill in

their theological thinking. Scottisk theological journals



&9
of the 1880's and 1890's were increasingly concerned
with the impact of Darwinism on Christian thought; bib-
lical and historical criticism became the subjects of
innumerable articles, mand the impact of German theology
helped propagate Newmon's "anti-dogastic principle.™

McLeod Campbell, through his book The Nature of the
3

Atonement created "A brighter, clemarer, theological

. s 4 .
atmosphere, purged of Calvinistic gloom™ © aAnd Edin-

%

bBurgh Uunivewity's Robert Flint in his Theism Aand

his Anti-Theistic Theories ~ttempted to identify those

principles Christisnity held in common with other rveli-
glons, scieuncey,and vationalism. These ideas soon fil-
tered through into the sermons Aand addresses of the more
experiential m»nd less vigorously confessional of the
Otago and Southland ministers.

Theological liberalism in the Otago settlement was
by no mesns the preserve of youth. That William Will's
doctrinel arteries had not hardened with age was made
obvious in 1897 when this seveniy-two year o0ld veteran
demanded in his moderatorisl address that the Church must

Always be involved in daring ve—-stotements of her creeds

3. John McLeod Campbell was charged with heresy by the
1831 General Assembly of the Church of Scotland.

Campbell found the doctrine of election irreconcilable

with sctive evangelism snd outlined a doctrine of
atonement; wherein Christ offers pardon freely to
All men. By bne hundred and nineteen votes to six-
teen Campbell was deposed from the ministry.
4. J.HsS.Burleigh, A Church History of Scotland. p.383.
De Robert Flint, Professor of Divinity at Edinburgh
University, 1876-1903.
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and confessions. To support his demand for dectrinal
vevision Will quoted the 1886 Moderator of the Free Church
of Scotland, the Rt Reve R. Wilsom, who had declared that
the Church "must always vindicate her right to revise, to
purge, to add to". - Principal Brown of Aberdeen Free
Church Theological Hall was Aalso enlisted by Will to
Support his thesis, fthis time to attack the bastion of
conservatisiu, the Westminster Confession with the decla-
ration that "the Westminster divines had not ouly put too
many things into their Creed, but had inverted their
proper order". 7

For Bannerman, Sutherland, Begg, Fraser snd their
fellow "Defenders" these idess were more than novel,
Tthey weve evosive of the basic doctrinal standards of
Scottish Presbyterianism. The leading "Defenders® held
that the Confession snd Associate catechisms contained a
sufficient And binding interpretation of the biblical
faith. From their point of view it was permissible to
explain Aand intevrpret this body of doctrine more elabor-
ately in the face of new situations but no coubmdiction
of the dogma and scriptural interpretation posited in
these standavrds was to be permitted,. From this fixed
position advances in biblical and historical studies, and
new ventures in apologetics /Ihe discipline that velates
theology to unew seculsr learning/, wevre scholastic exer-

cises unrelated to the veal work of the church.

6« Outlook 30 October, 1897. pe.471l.
Te ibid.
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Despite the opposition of the conservative wing of
the Church the liberal pro-uniounists continued to make
use of the most vecent works from Buropean and British
Scholars. Michael Watt, lecturer in Biblical Studies
for the Synod, in 1901 published An account of views on
"higher cviticism" that he had long held. Watt wtressed
that the Bible was written by men conditioned by their
social countext and wrote of the 16th aAnd 17th century
Yeformers that they "acknowledged that thevre was a human
element accompanying inspiretion and that men, spesking
under the iufluence of the spivrit of God in the main con-
tents of their message, were not preserved from the
effects of defective knowledge, ot prevented from falling

into little mistakes in the mere accesories of the mess—

Age." 8

This attitude to the Bible, following the theotries
of the German 3Biblical scholars E. Reuss and Julius
Wellhausen, was mewly estoblished in Scottish Theological
Halls in the mid-century and@ by the 1890's had reached the
point where scholars were attempting to pass on their
new learning to the peows. A typical attempt to popule—
rise "Higher Criticism" was made by Professor Harper,
Ormond College, Melbourne, when in early 1897 he informed
Yeaders of the Outlook that "the whole Bible, as we have
it, is the vesult of Historic Criticism in former days."

Harper went on to ask, "Why is Ruth put after Judges?

8. Qutlook 2 November, 1906. pede
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Or, why does Leviticus come befove Jeremiah? Plainly
because of the conclusiouns the histovric critics of vadous
times and countries bhave come to about the periods when,
and the authors by whom, those several books wevre wTittaﬂ'g

The "“Church Defenders" were not slow to note that
the same men who had manoeuvered the Declaratory Act
through Synod, =nd had spoken in favour of liberty of
conscience over marviage with A deceased wife's sister,
and who were heeding aand popularising the ideas of German
Biblical scholars and heretic Scot theologians, were the
SAame men wno led the union movement in the Church. The |
Suspicion engendered by such a coalition of interests
together with an awareuness of the more liberal theolog-—
ical attitudes existent in the Northerun Church was suf-
ficient to awaken the feaxr that ~ conspiracy was afoot
to subvert true veligion.

Well led by An outstandihg »nd unified union com-
nittee the active "Fooes" werc able to srgue » simple and
consistent case in favour of union. "Veritas" summed-
up the pro-union case very neatly in March, 1897 under
nine headings. He avrgued:

1l Unjon is A Christian duty as Johu's gospel,

chapter 17, shows.
jide We ave committed by the vote of our Preshy-
teries and sessions.
iii. Unity is in harmony with the best Presby-
terian tradition.
iv, Unity will give solidsavrity to the Church.
V. Union will deepen enthusiasm and liberality.
vi. It will ndd to the prestige of our supreme
court,
viie. Union will give greater theological stability.

9. Outlook,13 Februnry, 1897. p.28.
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viide It will benefit our theological hall.
ix. A more suit~ble opportunity will not be
found. 10.

Otago and Southland congregations easily understood
St. John's argument that the world would Yelieve ounly if
the church could give evidence of the nature of Christ-
iAan unity by healing its own divisions. Pro-unionists
wer@ not slow to vremind their pavishioners that only ~
small and vociferous minority of the Satherun Church
opposed union end that the Westminster Confession, desig-—
nated by their opponents the foundation stone of Presby-
tevian particularity, was in its origins an eccumenical
document designed as a theological Wsis for the union
of the reformed churches of England, Scotland and Ivreland,
By 1897 twenty-one Southern Church ministers had accpeted
calls from Novthern Church pavishes mnd twenty-one Nor-
thern church ministers had been translated to parishes
in the church of Otago m»nd Southland, Pro-unionists
argued from these figures that close harmony Aand inter-
rYelationship alveady existed and that complete corvrporate
union was the logical conclusion to this interehange of
nivisters, T

The argument proposed by “Veritas",; that union would
vesult in A move effective missionayy impact, appealed

to Southern Churchmen. Both churches were immensely

missionary-minded in the late 19th century. In 1852

10, putlook)l3 March, 1897. p.80.
11, John Dickson, History of the lNew Zealand Preshy-
texian Church. p.380.
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the Rev. John Inglis of the Reformed Presbyterian Chuxrch
of Scotland left the Mmoris of the Manawatu to work for
the Presbyterisan Church ~mongst the New Hebrides. The
Northern Church Gemersl Assembly in 1862 selected the
New Hebrides ns a Foreign Mission Field. In 1867 the
Southern Church Synod vesolved to support a missiounaxy
in the New iiebrides and in 1869 the Rev. Peter Milne of
Otagy was apprinted to this ministry. = Co=-operation
in missionmry work already existed priocr to union and
pro=union leaders were quick to suggest that move effi-
cient use of missionary funds Aand menpower would certain-
1y result from union, ~nd that a united Preshyterian
Church would vaise more money for missions.

When leading "PFoes"™ claimed that union would add
prestige to the supreme court of the Church they were
Arguing that just as interuational statesmen were more
likely to heed the opinioms expressed in a nationsl
Parlimment than they would be to heed those expressed
in Provineinl Councils, so New Zealaund politicians, ed-
ucationalists, and the general public, would be more
likely to =ttend to the advice and heed the warunings of
a nationnl Genernl Assembly than those of miniscule Synod
of Otago ~nd bouthland. Unionists weve not slow to
Aaprpeal to a developing New Zealand nationalisne.

The argument propounded by “Veritas"™ that union

would bring in its weke gremter theological stability

12. ibidy p.342.



was less obviously true. To couservative Southern
Church ministers the diversity of theological traditions
existent in the Northern Church Ministry suggested that
theological wrangling might well be accentunted by union.
How would the Northern Church complement of forty~three
Free Church ministers, eleven Presbyterian Church of
Iveland ministers, eight established Church of Scotland
ministers, four English Presbyterism Church ministers,
five former Congregationalist ministers and three former
Methodist ministers, 13 conlesce with the predominantly
Free Church Ministry of Otago? YVeritas'd'answer was that
in the Northern Church this diversity of Presbyterisn
traditions blended together in harmony and that on o
larger ecclesisnstical stage Southern Church rigorists
would find that they had %o exist cheek to jowl with men
of differing opinious, snd would be such a weak minovity
that they would have no alternative but to accept their
situation,

How would uunion effect theological training? Al-
though by 1897 nearly thirty Northern Church ministers
had veceived some nart of their troining in New Zenlnnd,14

few of these had been trained ~t the colony's one
Theological Hall in Dunedin. "Veritas" anticipated a
Tapid incrense in the vyoll of this institution once

students fvom the north were trained to »~n accepted

13, John Collie, The Story of the Freec Church Settlement
P.160.
14. Dicksony; 1«379.
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national standard in ploce of the uneven standards de-
termined by their vespective Presbyteries.

The 1last argument ~dvanced by "Veritas" was that =~
moYe suitable opportunity for union will not be found.
Gibb's opening addrvess in the 1897 union debate expanded
this point with caxeful precision. Said Gibb: "Fifty
years nago the originators of the Otngo settlement aAnd
thurch indicated theiv desive that the Presbytevrians of
New Zemland should unite 'at the eavrliest possible date'.
On seven different occeasions the Synod has attempted to
fulfil this desire; snd seven times bas the Synod failed
t0 give effect to the schemes of union proposed by itself. ‘
We pre now in the eigth effort to accompligh the consum- ‘
mation which the majority of the Synod believe to be
necessary to the highest welfare of the churech of our
Fathers in this colony. Surely it is not too much to
eXpect that we shsall on this occasion go on with the
work we have taken in hand to the very end," 15 The
leading "Foeg" weve well aware that another defe~nt for a
union bagis, another agreement to delay the comsummsation
of union until conservative opinion was smtisfied, would
vesult in widespread dejection and foster A belief that
union would nevexr become A veality. They were deter—
mined that in 1837 the chuvch would irvevocably commit
itself to union. In the eyes of “Defenders" this deter—

minatiom smacked of dangevrous haste and "Veritas's" argu-

15. Stpxl28 October, 1897. pede
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ments were contvrndicted by "Fidelity to Principle" who
claimed that the pro=uniounists paid too little vegard to
theology And too much vegard to the materinl advantages
of union. "Weritas® was accused of favouring union on
"sordid groundSe... for the sake of filthy lucre™ but the
heavy majorities in favour of wion given by Sessions,
Presbyteries, and in Synod suggest that innuendo was no
answer to A reasoned cAase.

The active "Foes" were characterised by ~n intense
belief in the authovrity of the contemporary church to
decide its destiny and formulate its doctrines. Theiv
opponents claimed to bhe aAnti~Rrastain yet Rohert Stout
properly showed that theixr threst of civil court proceed-
ings against the fomentors of union was the worst kind
of Bragtianism,. In his vebuttal of the Chapman-MacGregor
opinions Stout srgued that the Church of Scotland since
the Reformation had held bhard to its spivitual indepen—
dence, and thnt it wmg in defence of this spiritual inde-
pendence that the founding fathers of Otago had left thelr
livings =t the Disruption. Presbyterian churchmanship,
especinlly Preshyterinn Free Churchmanship, allowed for
no appe~l in ecclesiastical matters against decisions of
the supreme ccclesisstical court, Stout opinioned that
"there can be no appeal agrinst the decisions of its
highest court in such mntters to the law courts; and if

any of ite members should so spperl they could be deposedf%s

16, Qgtlook‘ 20 Maxrch, 1897. 1.9%4.
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However, o few "Defenders" did note with "True Blue" that
it was the Unijion coumittee of Synod that first of All
invoked the nid of the state by plonning to place bhefore
Paxlisment a bill thAat would make union a statutory actet’
Following this move the "Defenders" warned that they might
invoke the protection of the courts to preserve theix
heritage from Northern Church corvuptione In answer
to this threat the pro-unionists affiymed the Synod's
Tight to settle the affairs of the Church. Isaac Jolly,
an unnamed "Foe",; stated his abhorrence of any aAapperl to
civic authority when he argued "“as one who grew up in
the Free Chuvrch of Scotland, and who will ever bhe atta-
ched to her principles... that it sounds passing strange
to me to hear men who boast of their adhereunce to Free
Church principles to resort at every turn to threats of
ciwvil pains and penalties to try to prevent our Church
following what it believes to be the line of duty on
purely spiritual matters,® 18

Yet how much of thiszs use of the tevm "Erastian® was
vhetoric? "Civis", in his weekly column, tired of the
Llong letters wherein churchmen 1aubasted each other with
this name-cnlling, professed himself an “Erastian" in the
hope that he might adjudicate on clerical offenders and

sentence them to seven days "for slang-whanging." 19

17. ODT 17 August, 1397. ped.
190 GDT 21 Augu.S'b, 18970 De Pl
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The active "Foes"™ were then theological liberals
who were imbued with A conviction that union was God's
will for their Church, who were able %o present theit
case logically ~nd persuasively, and were determined that
that the Church of Otago and Southlmd of 1897 should
decide its own destiny.

What adventages did these leading pro-uniounists
hold in their battles with the "Defenders"? A nost
powerful argunent in aid of the union cause was the atti-~
tude of the Mother Church, the Free Church of Scotland,
to the New Zenlrnd union venture. The publication in

Scotland of Essays on Christisn Re=Union in 1845 marked

the heginning of a change in direction, however slow |
o g -n'c: H

noving, towards pan- Presbyterisn. co-operation and

20

eventusl union. In 1845 Thomms Chaluers; the leader

of the Disvuption divines, joined with other Scottish ad

Enzlish church lenders in advocacy for an Bvangelical

23

Allisnce, In 1847 the Secession and Relief Synods =

united to form the United Presbyteriman Church and in 1852
23

a majority »f the United Oviginmsl Seceders joined

20. Ruth Rouse and S.C. Neill, A Histoxry of the FEcumene
icel Movement. p.284

2l. An intem=denominAatimal body formed in 1846 to
"asgocinte and concentrate the stength of emlightened
protestantism against the eucroschments of popery
and puseyism, and to promote the interests of a
Scriptural Christisnity." See Oxford Dictionary of
the Chyristian Church pp.477-478.

22. The Relief Church was formed from a Scottish Preshy-
tevian schism of 1761,

23, The united Secession Church was fovrmed in Scotland
in 1820 from -"md ~malgamation of the "0ld Lights®
and "New Lights", successors of the 18th Century
Burghers.!
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the Free Church. 1876 mrrked the juncture of the Re-
formed Presbyterisn Chuvch with the Free Church of Scot-
land while by 1897 negotintions for a union between the
United Presbyterisn Church snd the Free Churth of Scot-
land were well on theivr way to the successful union of
1900,

Australian union success provided the pro-unionists
with an additional arguaent. K.J. Cable contends of
Australian Presbyterimanism that "when two or three Pres-
byterians were gathered together, there was the spectre

24

of schisn in their midst®, even so it was A spectre
that hrunted them into changing theixr ways. Prior to
1901 five of the six Australisn colonies had their own
Preshyteriom Church, with the sixth,; Westeran Australin
existing as a Preshytery of the Presbyterisn Church of
Victorin. In 1879 the Victorian General Assembly had
Pressed fov the cresation of A Federal General Assembly
And in 1886 this Assenblyves established, with advisory
powevrs, Proposels were then made to unite the State
Churches into a Feder~al union on the establishment of
Commonwenlth Fedevatione In Gibb and Hewitson the
"Foes" possessed lenders who had studied ~nd lived with-
in the Australisan union negotiations.

Canagian Presbyterisan union success also made An

impact on the imagination of New Bealand Presbyterians.

244 KedJ. Cable, "Protestant Problems in Mid~19th Century

New South Walies." Journal of Religious History, 3 (2)

?
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"Weritas® used the 1875 union of =1l four straians of
Canadian Preshyterianism as sn example in his better of
13 Maxch, contending that if Canadian Presbytevisuns,
separated by greater distancesand more varied traditions;
could unite New Zerland Presbyterians could uwite,with
ever greater ease. In 1897 the active "Foes" controlled
the Synod Union committee. A caxeful examination of the
composition of Synod standing committees for 1897 shows
A balance, whether deliberate ovr not, of liberals and
consevv-otives, One committee stands out as an excep-
tion to this rule -~ the union committeec, Only ohe Antie-
unionist, William Downie Stewart, was a member of this
committee. Downie Stewart, a Legislative Councillorvr,
was Aan ill mAan with only one more of his fifty-five
years left in 1897. However, in August, 1897 he voused
himself to attack Stout's legsl opinion, holding that
Sivr Rohert had ignoved the thivrd section of the 1876 act.

Wrote Downie Stewart, "by the proposed union the
Synod as s church court is to be abolished -~ that is to

say, it is to te deprived of »ll ecclesiastical or spivi-

tual jurisdiction. The Synod thus ceasing to exist as
A church court there would he no body left within the
megning of the act to vegulnte the menagement of the

v 25

Trusts.’ Dowvmi.e Stewart ignored or misunderstoond An

esgentinal argument in Stout's cnge viz;

25, ODT 25 August, 1897. ps4.
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v that there was nothing in the
Presbyterian Church of Otago Lands Act, 1866, to limit
the Church of Otago and Southland in deciding ~ny futuve
theological or orgruisational changess Stout contended
that union “does not violate any agreement with any
nenbeys. It does not change the purpose of any trust
property.ee The union agreement can be so framed as to
leave the Synod of Otago and Southland o o o unfettered in
the passing of vegulations to guide the Church Boaxd of
Property in distributing the income". At the time of
the 1897 Synod Downie Stewart was neither in attendance

o 2
as o councillor 6

or n Synodsman, His jll-health
Allowed the Synod Union committee to speak with one
voice - Gibb's voice.

On the crucial vote on 28 October =21l cownmittee
memnbers who were in attendsnce at Synod voted for Gibb's
wnotion, with the exception of Moderator Will who was by
his office debrnrved fyrom voting. That this unity grew
out of close and tenacious committee grapplings with
both the princinle and ;asis of union and not from deli-
berate initial packing of the committee seems evidenced
by the diversity of views publicly expressed from time
to time by members. Borrie was by fay the Tiercest
pro-unionist on this committee, His Synod vemarks on

28 October rvrevealed his attitude to his opponeunts.

26, NZPD.Vol., XCIX, 1897 Downie Stewart's namy is wot
recorded amongst the councillors present. - '
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"Union would have the effect of banishing from the church
some very undesiyable elements... Union would vid them
of caucuses and cnbals?zT Firdayson, of more moderate
tempernment, felt the need to verbally chastise A.C.' for
his editorinl, and did so with the comment that "to
gpeak ironically as you have done, sneering ~t a numbexr
of the ministers of our church, is surely not the way
t0 promote either union or charity." &3 Keith Ramsay,
an elder, drew a large numher of previously luke-waxm
elders into the pro-union cemp by ~Arguing that the union
of the two churcheswws God's will and should not be held
up by scheming ecclesimstical politicisns. Ramsay
caricatured his opponents ns"would - be leading wmemhetrs
of the Synod who seemed to live and move and hnve theix
being in hair - gplitting, diving on this and that little
think, snd giving every possible attention to the letter
of a thiunW, sltogether oblivious of the spirit," 23

Thi¢ Church union committee of 1897 was obviously
overwelghted by pro-unionists but bvefore it is accepted
that "A.C,'s" "Foes" rigged sppointments to this commit-
tee, cognisance must be taken of solicitor MacGregoxr's
advice to the Defenders to withdraw from iavolvement in
union tegotiations, and then, At the point when the pro-

unionists brousht their bill before the Legislature,

27« Star, 29 October, 1897. pel.
28, Outlook 18 December, 1897. p.563.
29, Staxr 3 Novembevr, 1897. pede
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take legal action.30 Perhaps "Defenders"™ had been
aominated to this committee mand, with the exception of
Downd.e Stewsrt, had vefused nomination.

Although the "Foes™ denocunced “packing the Church
with men of the vight colouxr"™ the "Defenders"™ did not
complain either ia Synod or the press of unisir composi-
tion of the union committee. Their silence suggests
that they had no wish to he involved on this committee,
despite the opportunities membership would provide for
delaying union by protracted debate And procedursl wrang—
ling,

The success of the leading "Foes" in gaining the
Allegiance of the Synod caanot be set down to superior
debating skill, Gibbhfs vigorous ~And fluent command of
language, Will's patrisrchal sppearance and status as
senior minister of the Church, and Cameron®s penetrating
Mind provided » powerful triumvivate to lead off every
debate, yet on the other side counsel for the "Defence",
Sutherland could be equally fluent and commanding while
Banmerman was undoubtedly the most eloquent debater in
the house. Ovie vustic elder commented, in broad Scots,
of Baanermen's performence. "I goes into Dunedin to
Seenod, and I site doon thern, and Mr. Brunerman he stan's

up ~d he shust puts his thumbs in his waistcoat pooches,

30 See Above. Appendix C, Especinlly; "e«..e those who
Aadhere to the original constitution of the church
need not ~dopt any active proceedings until some
overt action is taken on the Paxrt of the majorityeeso™
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and he wheeps them a' " 31

Wihat other factors led to the success of the "Foes"
in capturing majorities om the floor of Synod? It is
untrue to suggest that they controlled the procedure of
the house mevely because Will, a notorious "Foe", was
Modevator for the year, ndeed under a Presbyterian
system of goverunment where the modevatorial office goes
by votation, and the modecrntor is debarred from moving
motions and from participatiom in debate, it might be
argued that it was fortuitous for the "Defenders" that
Will was Modevator fovr the year.  On the other hand,
Bannerman by virtue of his office as clerk, and because
of bis length of tenure as clerk, was far better able to
place the business of the house to the advantage of his
pArty had he so wished to do.

The active "Foes" had nmeny assets that geve them
advantages over their opponents. It did theixr cAuse no
harm to have that Yeclever o0ld gentlewan®™ Will, smash-up
his Aanti-unionists in an official sermon on being induc-
ted to the chair, even if it did wmake the opening exer-
cises of Synod a very specinl means of grace for some.
Well led by an outstanding and unified union committee
the active "Foes" were ~ble topesent a clear case, sup-
ported by the union successes and negotiations in process
overseas, alded by unexpected help from unchurched intel-

lectunls, those who with Stout were on the side of liberal

31. Alexa Cross, South Cluths - Full Circle pe.54e.
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and vational thought and agninst inflexibility And ob-
scurantism, »nd brought to A successiul issue ag wmuch by
the intransigence and fanaticism of their Antagonists as
by their own good monagement,

It is rvelatively ensy to identify those who feel
Strongly on Aany issue. They usually vegister theix
opinjone in the correspondence of the press, in speeches,
and at the ballot box, The active “Foes"™ of ecclesins-
tical isolation for Otago and Southlrnd dd just that.

To identify the prassive “"Foes" of such isolation, those
who were 80 sure that union would be carried thnt they
felt no pressure to fight, ~né those who vegarded the
union issue as A minor fyacas that interrupted the veal
work of the church, ov was typical of the way Christians
carvied on theix business,; is a much wmore difficult affaivr.

To the extent that Otago and Southland newspapers
Were A gauge of pudblic concerm over the union struggle,
it must be allowed that the benvy corvespondence in all
three major prowincisal papers, together with editorials,
suggests popular concevrt. It is easy to exaggevrate this
interest. The financial affaifs of J«G. Waxd, the
Horowhenua block scandal, and Britich foreign velations,
veceived much greater space nnd move vezular attention.

In November, 1897 the Southisnd Times was more intevrested

in Bluff Harbour than in the tactics of the Defence

Society, 32 although this Society's formation was marked

32, Southland Times,3 November, 1897. pe3e
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by a bhrief and objective veport. 33 Colonel Pole Pen-
ton's recommendations for improvements in New Zealand's

defences gained more space than did plans to defend the

Kirk, 34 Under the title "Faith ~nd Honesty"™ there
followed no plea for a Church free from heresy and union-
ists but an advertisement for Hondai Lanka tea. 3
lost southern Presbytevian parishes held theivr anmel
congregational meetings in November and December, occa-
siong that allowed any communicant member with a complaint
to air his views. Significantly, mone of the leading
provincinal newspapers that veported these meetings paid
attention to Any voices vaised in protest again union,
Oor Synod's decision, and it would seem from this that
in the larger congregations, who alone were veported,
theve was little concern to dispute the decision of the
Supreme ecclesisstical courte. In veports of the Pirst
Church, Dunedin, annusal meeting there is mo vecord of
A.C,s Begg crusing =ny disturbnnce. 36 Note has alrendy
been made of the pre-occupation of local papers with
Greins, voads ~nd bridges.
Union was not the only controversial issue before
the Church in 1897 and some churchmen felt that the Kixk

was unduly pre-occupied with union to the neglect of

Wejghtier issues. Tempevrnnce advocates were sure that

33« This axticle of twenty-four lines is entitled
"Southern Presbyterianson Defensive".

34. Soutbland Times 6 November, 1897. p.3.

35« Southland Times 14 December, 1897.

36 Staxr 26 November, 1897. pe.le
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this was the case. The Alcoholic Sale Control Act of
1893 3T pag given clectors an opportunity to determine
every three years whether they wished to continue; dis-
continue, or reduce nublic house licemses in their licen—
sing districts. The December 1396 veferendum gsve the
temperance cruse a 37.82% vote for ™no license" and A

38

36,38% vote for veduction. This large vote for "No
license" and "veductiofmadk the advocates of natiounal pro-
hibition confident that they would gain complete victory
in 1899 and they prepared for the 1899 vefevendum with
all the spivit that their cause denied. So great was
the interest taken by the Outlook in prohibition propa-
ganda that in August 1097 a corvespondent to the secular
press veminded the editor of the Outlook that although
his paper was subsidised by Synod funds "“you cannot give
two pages to let out Presbyterisan people kunow the opinion
of two emineunt solicitors on the issues involved in this
union question®. 33‘

At fivst sight this apperxrs to be typical of the
"defence" tgctics of victory by way of embarrasing the
opposition however, the fact that Rutherford Waddell,

editor of the Outlook, chose to give yet Aanother editor=-

inl on temperance on the date of "MA.C.'s" exercise of a

37. 57T Vaiets 1893o pn34-

38. Prohibitionist fervour was so intense in the Church
of Otago and Southland that serious cousideration
was given to meking abstinence a condition of com-
munjcant membership. Syuod 1897, p.l68.

39. ODT,14 August, 1897. p.2.
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right of reply does suggest a pre-occupation with plans
to defeant the "demon in the bottle".

Another cruse attracting adherents from the Otago
Church was thoat bardy annual “Bible-in-schools."™  Ian
Breward has established how fevociously this issue was
debated in Victorian New Zealand. %0 In 1897 the Synod
Education Committee called for a public vreferendum in
the hope that the secular basis of the 1877 act would he
vepeated, In an address to the Otﬁgo Educational Insti-
tute on 25 June, 1897 Rutherford Waddell expressed his
concern on this issue vigorously. "The State makes no
provision for moral and spiriturl trhining... In wuy
judgement it is one of the great blots on our otherwise
excellent systemes. If it is the duty of the State to
provide an educAation that gualifies for citigzenship, and
if no true citizenship is possible which omite the moyal
element, then the state fails in not providing for such
A culture.t 4t

One of those who might be termed passive "Foes",
Who voted for union without excitement and in the hope
that that union battle would soon be over, was Ruther-
ford wWaddell., Ouviously this literatus of Queen's
University, Belfast, who with George Fenwick and Silas
Spragg hnd exosed the sweating of Dunedin's semmstresses

in 1888, cannot be assumed typical of this heterogenous

40, 1Ian Breward, Godless Schools? Christchurch, 1968.
41, Leawrence Barber, "@®he Defence of Secular Education
in New Zealand, 1877-1937." Delta, 4 May, 1969.p.46.
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group, yet he does indicate the stand of those who he-
lieved they had move important work to do. In 1897

Waddell opened the Walker Street Free Reading Room to
provide the poor of the city with free access to good
literature. During August and September 1897 Waddell

lectured on Mill on the Floss, Australisn poets, and

Ruskin's nature worship. When "A.C.'s" editorial ex-
ploded on the church Waddell was immersed in Browaing's

The Ring and the Book. 42

Waddell held as his educatiounsl philosophy that
"it is as nmatural and noble = culture to know Imogen and
Cordelis, Romols or Adsm Bede, Pamphilia and Guincvere,
As to know the Coprolites of an exting brute, or the
spawn, of frogs, ov the latest formuls for sheep dip."
This christisn humanist, who attempted to place a guick
embargo on the correspondence that followed "A.C.'s"
editorial; scemed by his action to suggest that he would
like to add "to know the latest union arguments" to his
coprolites, spawning frogs, »nd sheep dip.

For Waddell, and those who thought like him,the
plight of the colony's pooxr »nd unemployed was of far
greater urgency that the culmination of church union.

Waddell »nd bhis nAmeless disciples were doctrinaire

42. Sti &%drew's Church Monthly, 4. September, 1897.

Pele (A preview of Waddell's lecturing programme).
43. Rutherford Waddell, Memories and HopesS. pe37.
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veformers, almost socinlist in their couvictions.44
They were of importeamce to the active "Foes"™ in that
rvadicals, especially Stout, saw them as allies, and per-
sunded that theve was a vemmant of rationality left in
the church, delivered an occasionnl blow against their
opponents, the "Defenders®,

In 1897 Gibb and his pro-union leadevship possessed
Advantages in Synod that geve them an overwhelming vic-
tory. Satisfactory referendun results, A theological
Temper favouring doctrinal liberalism, the obsession of
their opponents with issues no longer politically viable,
A “friendly" Moderstor, » willingness on the part of the
Northern Church to offer charitable compromises to south-
etn church prejudices, the dying of provincialist senti-
ment sand a growing MNew Zealand nAtionalism, speedier
transport facilities, Aand pro-union votes from a group
Anxious to vid the Church of a time-consuming countroversy;
These factors combined to bring about the victory of the
"Foes" and the defest of the "Defenders."
44+ Programme of Monthly Lectures on the above subject

delivered by the Rev. R. Waddell, MsAe; under the

Auspices of the St. Andvew's Church Young Mens'

Associntion, The programme for Lecture III indicates
the depth of Waddell's treatment of his subject.

"Lecture III. - Socislisn
enders of socialism and Histoxy of its Growth.
Idealistic Strnge — More's Utopin, Campanella's
City of the Sun.
Brcon's New Atlantis - St. Simon,

Criticnl Proenic stage - Fourier, Louis Blanc, Proudhon .

German Socialism: Scientific Constructive Stage.
Rudbertus - Karl Maxx and Lassale.

The 4th Lecture will fully explain the solution which

Socialism offers vegarding Indusirial Reform.

Tihe 5th Lecture if time will allow, will treat of

Christian Socialism.

St. Andrew's Church Qusrtexrly 4; llny 1888 pp.6-8.




The Prospectus for this course of lectures is
reproduced in its entivety in my srticle,
"Rutherfprd Waddells n» Prenching Politicinn
~ad A Political Parson™., Forum XXIIT, (3)
Hay 1970. pp.l3-14.
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CHAPTER FIVE

CONCLUSION: DIVERSITY IN UNITY.

"So far as I am concerned, if I can be of
Any use, I will vreadily pnss over ten seas
to effect the ohject in view... at present,
When our purpose is to unite the sentiments
of all good And learned men - and SO, ACCOW-
ing to the rule of Scripture; to bring the
separate Churches into one - neither labour
nor trouble of any kind ought to be spared".

John Calvin to Avrchbishop Cranmer. 1552.1

In 1898 James Chisholm complained that "whoever
undexrtrkes to write the history of the Union movementees
will find it A perplexing maze. He will be wepry and
ssad before he gets half way through its windings; and
unless a clear call of God keeps him persistent he will

turn away with A bruised feeling about all his enevgiest

Jdames Chisholm®s complaint over the complexity of
the New Zealand Presbyterinn Union struggle is unjusti-~
fied. The ebb And flow »f the tide against union
correspouded to the degree of success ovr failure that the
anti~unionists met with as they warned the Southermn Church
of the dangers of absorption, exposed the theological
Aand liturgicsl innovations lurking}fhe Northern Church,

1. Calvin to Cranmer. Letter 1619, J. Calvini opera
ae supersent omnia XIV, (3135.
4 Jomes Chisholm, Fifty Yesaxrs Syne p.221,
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and pointed to the danger to rveligion and property that
wWould come with loss of provincial church autonomy.
However, perhaps the history of the union contest
was " perplexing maze" to Chisholm because the protago-
nists from time to time appesred to chrnge sides. Will
Aand Dunlop, consistent pro-unionists, did vote against
the 1885 3 union bnsis but their vote was against a
particular ovasis that they believed could be bettered,
and their neghiive vote was given at a stage when A time
consuming and rvugged communication net-work scemed to
demAnd chuvrch government by three Synods, vather than
through »a coloninal General Assembly. O othex occasions
Anti-unionists appenred to embrace the union causea.
Brrmerman snd Fraser intervened in debate with suggest-

ions for the improvement of union plans, 4

yet ironi-
cally their suggestions weve always ontentious, snd if
accepted would bhave delayed union £orY yenaxrs,

In 1901 Branevunn and his agsocintes entered A united
church slongside "Foes" who had worked hard to make pos-
sible their entrye. This ability on the part of both
pArties to finally Accept that life in tensior together
Was preferable to life Aapart suggests that from the staxt
they had far more in common than their conflict might
Suggeste.

How great were the differences that existed between

3. S!no&, 1885- p.26o
4. Star, 4 lovember, 1897. p.l. 3 November, 1897. Dsis
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the "Defenders” and theixr “"Foes"? Were thevre differ~
ences in kind or in degree? The pro-unionist and anti-
unionist groupings within the Otago »nd Southland Church
shared the ssme Presbyterinn heritage, faced common pas-—
toral an¢ socinl problems, and joined together in their
®position to secularism, rationalism, and their ancient
enemies "Crtholicism™ and “Episcopalisnism". They were
All of A kind, late nineteenth century colonial Presby-
tevians, but differed, because of opposing theologies

of Aauthority and tradition,in the perspectives they
bought to problems frocing the church.

By identifying snd discusding the m~in concerns of
late nineteenth century Presbyterisn churchmen we should
be able to decide where, and to what degree, the "Defend-
eve" differed frowm the vest of the church.

The main pre—occupation of New Zenland's Preshy-
terian churches in the 1890's was with the provision of
veligious ordinances fovr new comauvdties that sprang-up
in profusion following the Liberal government's imple-
mentation of A land settlement policy. Following the
land for Settlement Acts of 1892 and 1894 up: to 31 March,
1897, thirty-three estates were sub-divided providing
ninety-five thousand, three hundred =snd forty-eight acres,
for one thousand and fifty-one new settlers. 2 The
Village-Homestead scheme, an experiment in commurdty

settlement, added one thousand, five hundred and forty-

5. YGF‘.TbOQJ.E‘lsg'?. 7,_30108.
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6 In

three workers to MNew Zerland's faruming economye.
the yerr ending 31 Merch,1398, sixty thousand,; three hundred
And nineteen acves were purchased in the Otago and South~-
land 1and districts, under its Lands for Settlement
Scheme, The New Zegland tot~l purchnse fox fhnt yeax
wag one hundved And fifty-four thousand, six hundred and
twenty-three acres Otngo ~nd Southland purchases were
over one third of the whole.T
Between 1891 »nd 1897 the number of dajry factories in
the colony had incrensed by 289% and the tramp of
the cow=-cockies gumboots rvesounded as they entered =

8

capitalist society. Both Genernl Assembly ~nd Synod

accepted responsibility fovr the provision of chuvrches,

-

ninisters, ~nd wAnses, for these new coanunities, In
the South, Lovell's Flat, Macraes and Green Valley Parish,
Hawen snd Wanska Prprish, And Riversdale, Wevre newly
formed charges, supported lnrgely by the church extension
Fuag. 2 Gibb ~nd Sutherland vubbed snoulders on the

Synod Church Extension Committee, as did Borrie and

10

M*Cosh=Smitha A.C. Begg, convenor of the Synods

Comnittee of Finence and Church Brection, gave every
help to church extension; despite the vrecurrent problem

of maintaining even A minimun ministerisl stipend.

7. AJHR, 1895, Vol.l. C-5

8. 1 am indebted to Professovr W.H. Oliver for this ex-
pression. See WeHs Oliver, "Reeves, Sinclair and the
socinl Pattern”, Munz,Peter: = od: The Feel of Truthep.l67

9. Synod, 1897.. ppeo=be

lO. é._b‘i_:_d-, p0123¢
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Southern Church "Defenders", their opponents, and
Northern Church leaders, were united in 1897 in the con-
cern to establish Presbyterian churches mnd ministers
in every sizable new community. Urban population growth
posed problems for the church in the 1890's,

New Zenland's urben populntion considerably in-
creased between the yeaw 1891 ~nd 1896. In Auckland
the incremse was 12,3%, in Wellington 22.,1%, in Christ-
church 7.3%, and in Dunedin 3.1z 1L e comparative
smplluess of Dunedin's incrense indicntes A depression
in her industrinl and commercial life and this depres-
sion gave rvise to well orgenised And vocal trade unionism, |
aad to A more doctrinaire and neo-socislist liberalism
in that city. A spokesman for this radical opinion was
JeAs Milley; elected in 1896 ~s member for Dunedin City,
who was Secretary of the Federated Semmen's Union And
Maxitime Labour Council.

Questions of labour relations and how to best assist
a dépressed working class caused both counservative and
liberal southerm church leaders to scratch their heads
in perplexity.

Most ministers thought in terms of trnditional

charity and preferrved to treat the symptoms vather than

f K ibid, p-lO2. YC—‘F\.‘C"OOOk,la‘BT. p.gl-

1891 1896
Auvckland 51,287 57,616
Wellington 34,190 41,758
Christchurch 47,846 51,330

Dunedin 45,869 47,280
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the cruses of the disensc. Many held to economic theo-
ries that saw wealth as subject to ~n inexorable law of
Supply nnd demind Aand agreed with Dr., R. White, Moderator
of the New South Wrles General Assembly, who had declared
in 1892 that "All that is needfulX, all that is desirnble,
is food Aand raiment in quantity ~nd in quality sufficient
to majntein A sound wmind in A sound body. Aunything
beyond this is not a blessing but » curse." 12

Only A few, led by Waddell, protested at this phile
Osophy of capitalist determinism. Their protest was
ignored by most of their associates who preferred to
keep religion out of politics And politics out of vreli-
gion, and who saw the Otago labour lenders ns dangevous,
vationalists and socialists who were too friendly with
that free-thinker Stout. Agrin "Defenders” and "Foes"
Agreed!

In 1897 Otago and Southland Presbyterisnism was pre-
occupied with traditional church concerns. The Synod of
Otrgo and Southland had been horrified at the news that
A Marine Board hnd dared disturb the sonctity of a Napier
sabbath, It protested ~agnivst ship snilings on the
sAbbath And was distressed as late as 1900 by the ve-
pAiving of the permanent way on Sundays, ~nd sent its
Noderator, and Clerk, together with Waddell, to inform
the Hon., J«Ge Ward, Minister of Railways, it was “out-

raged by this desecration of the Lord's Day." ;3

12, R.Ba Walker, Presbyterians in Late lajh Century New
South Wales. pe57e
13, SEHOd, 1900. pp.l O=11.
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Over questions of Sabbath observance and support
for missions, Bible-in-Schools and Tempevaunce, the Synod
knew no division into "Defenders® and "Foes". Banneviman,
Gibb And Waddell weve natural allies agaiunst the incur-
siong of seculavism and the liguor trade.

It has been nlleged that the "Defenders" were ves—
tigial Provincialists, Were the “Defenders" any more
Provincialist than their opponents? It is true that
Bannerman, Begg, Sutherland and Fraser comsistently de—
WMnded © the vretention of the Synod as a goveruning church
court, It is also true that the majority of Southern
Church Synodsmen were mot prepared to have the Syunod
totally destroyed and went some way towards meeting the
"Defenders" objection when they requested and gained
the vetention of the Synod as a body vesponsible for
the maintenance and distribution of church endowments,
south of the Waitaki.

The "Foes"™ did not rvise in ~ body to demand the
elimination of the Synod, ~nd srgue that any fovrm of
continued existeunce mizht be A threat to the sovereignty
of Genevral Assembly, ~nd »a drager to small Southernm
Presbyteries. The “Foes" obviously were as sentimental
in their regard for the Symod as were the "Defenders"
and played their paxrt in keeping aliwve the Synod's pres—
tige Aand power by allowing it to retain the right to
Appoint Theologicnal Hall professors and administer its

funds without ~ny check from General Assembly.

LIBR ARY

MASSEY UNIVERZH
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An anti~catholic bogey haunted l=te nineteenth cen-

tury New Zealand Prewbyterians. In 1896 the Reve J.

S i . -

terinn Church, published three Anti=Catholic pamphlets.,
14

This leading pro-unionist was typicel of New Zealand
Presbytevisns of his evm iu his fear of, and opposition
t0, Roman Catholicism and Anglican Episcopalisnism.
The 1880's »nd 1890's saw a growing sectarian sentiment
in New Zesland marked by A profusion of literature attack-
ing the Roman Catholic Church. Gibb and Cleaxry crossed
swords in the seculmay Press and Iablet, with Cleary sug-
gesting the Gibb might well vead the one-panny Catholic
children's catechism. ;5 The formation of the Imperial
Protestant Federation in 1896 Aand the prolifevation of
Loynl Orange Lodges throughout New Zemland furthered this
Sectrrian temper. Gibb and the Dunedin Anglican clergy
argued the mevrits Aand defects of Episcopalian and Pres-
byterian government for some time, until finally »greeing
that the veal enemy was Rome, 1e

The Church "Defenders™ nnd their "Foes"™ had in their
anti-8ntholicisn Aanother bond of unity.
There were veal diffevences, however. Chapters

three and four have clarvified that there were real dif-

l4. J. Dickson, "A Reply to Father Le Men~nt des Chesnnis"
Protestantism Versus Romanism. No.2. Protestantism
Versus Romanism. No.3. Timaru, 1896,

15. This exchange continued in the Tablet until the first
woxrld wax,

16 Gibh}éfnﬁ;7 From "Anglican Cleric®, Dunedine




101
ferences between the parties, And that these were impor-
tant enough to bring the "Defenders™ to threaten the
church with civil court action. Basicnlly these theo-
logical differences involved the question of ~ruthoity in
the church and the inspiration of scripture. The "Foes"
accepted Calvin's dictum that the church must ever veform
herself in the light of the Gospel. T/  For them this
neant that it wns the duty of each generation of church-
men to ve-express the faith and re-~orgmanise the life of
the church to best sexrve society. The "Defenders" paid
lip service to Colvin's dictum but saw the Westminster
Assenbly as a settlement of Church order and doctriune
that could not be tampered with without emnsculsting
the Faith.

One group placed its trust in the ability of the
contemporary Church to understand and recognise God's
will. The more conservative group, distrusting the
judgement of the contemprrary church, appealed to the
saints; or vather to the Westminster saints of the
seventeenth centurye.

This differamce over Authority affected their atti-
tude to scripture. Many of the "Defenders™ felt free
to interpret the Bible following the methodology of the
new histovrical cvitics. They believed that they had

better scholastic tools than Any previous generation and

17, John Calvin, Iunstitutes of the Christion Religione
T¥, ls 164
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could with God's help work out the application ofthe
Bibliecnl message to their generation, On the other
bhand the "Foes" vegesrded the Westminster Confession as
an indispenseble interpretative tool, and when modern
scholarship threatened the dogmatic presuppositions of
the Confession they attacked modern scholarship.

What eccommodation could, Aand did, the pro-unionists
offer the unwilling minoxrity? When provincialism was
in favour as the form of colonisl govermment a virtual
federation was envisaged, with separate synodicrl govern—
ments for the North Island, the South Island north of
the Waitaki, and Otago sand Southland. As the country's
mood changed in favour of centrsl govermument the major—
ities in Synod ~rnd Assembly moved in favour of the
emasculation of New Zealand's one Presbyterisn provin-
cial Synod Aand its replacement by one Genevral Assembly

for =21l New Zealand, This volte face caused bitter

vesentnent on the part of conservative end vural soutb-
exn churchmen who felt betrayed; ms was shown in the
case of Bannerman's jibe at his onponents in the 1897
Synod.

A faixr case cAan he wmade that the pro-unionists did
accommodate the "defenders™ to A high degree. On no
occagion was their vight to state their case within the
frame work of vegular church procedures denied thems.

As 1ate as the April Synod 1901 Banmerman was listened

to when he Yspoke strongly, asserting that they were
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committing themselves to »n mass of confusion, violating
the very fundamentals of the original constitution of the
churcly, defeating its policy, and endangeving its exist-
An dder hmad commented in the Outlook five
months before that Baunevman's doguatism was “sometimes

19 Yat he was sllowed to meske his

not a little tryinge.
case to the end and At the end Gibb was able to take the
di ssidents aside and persusde them to enter the union

20 a face-saving

"under the cover of their protest™;
and charitable device,

It is speculation to argue that but for Gibb call-
ing together his opponents and offering to meet theirvr
terms » schism would have occurrede. Bannerman has the
tight to be takeun at bis work ~nd his word in veply to
Gibb's challenge of October, 1897 that his party would
withdraw from the church was an emphatic “"Nol" =

Following union the leaders of both groups ~dapted
well to the new ethos. Will did not even wait until he
had signed the uniting act hefore he announced plans for
an even broader union. In n speech made hefore he
affixed his signature he announced, "There is good
reason to believe that the time will come, sooner nrob=

Ably than meny imagine, when all the so-cnlled Evangelical

Churches, all the non-sacevdotal chuvrches, will become,

18. Outlook, 20 April, 1901. p.l4.
19. Outlook, 10 November, 1900. p.23.
20. OU.thOk 2 l’fIF‘TCh 19019 p-ln

2l. Star, Star, 28 October, 1897. pede
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if not united, at least one federated body." P.B.
Fyaser nccepted membership of the union committee of the
united Presbyterinn Church of New Zegland where be had
every opportumity to cry "heresy"™ as bhe did in 1904

when he forsaw that with the next union, as he hnad pre-
dicted for the present, “the proposal to fling away the
Westminster Confession and substitute for it A short and
easy creedess 18 veceived with the same wave of popular
enthusiasm as the "masses' receive the latest political
nostrum. for their immediate socierl salvation." 22

The "Defenders"™ found a home in the United Church
basicnlly because they were churchmen who were prepared
to vemein within the chuvch unless their position was
quite untennhle, Their theological position in the
Uni.ted Chuvch wns no worse than in the Southerun Church.
No hardships were ndded.

The Declaratory Act, hymns, and mearviage with a
decensed wife's sister were no Mmove menacing than before.
Had they treally believed their theological integrity
t0 be eternally endangered by living in a church that
Accepted these "novelties™ they would have left the
Church of Otrago »md Southland well before union.

On 31 October 1901, All Saint's Day, the feuding
saints Sf Otago 2nd Southland were joined to the Presby-
terian Church of New Zenland. As a tribute to those who

had worked towards this union Edinburgh University con-

22, P.B. PFraser, The Union of the Churches and the
Coming rPreshvterisn Assemblye DeGe







105

fervred as might be expected, A DeD. on Gibb. Unexpect-
edly, Bannerman veceived his D.D. Aalso.

Of Aall the tributes that the new Presbyterian Chuxch
of New Zealand veceived on this occasion perhaps the most
realistic came from the Tablet. Using the term "mperatd
brethren" well before the ccwnenical thaw began to draw
Protestants and Roman Catholics together the editor com-—
mented: "“Catholics look with a friendly interest on the
movement towards unity which has brought to a successful
issue hexein, and which has been for some time stirring
the spirit of our separated brethren of various creeds
throughout the English-speaking world. The movement -
to which we wish God's speed - mAarks the vevolt of vight
reason and Christian feeling against the woful [/ sic_7/
multiplications and divisions which have ever been the
bane of the Reformed creeds, and which are the natural
and predicted outcome of the principle of private judge-
ment. " 23

One last nod of praise forthe "Defenders". In the
final snalysis they exercised this “principle of private
Judgment" responsibly and stayed in the church in the
hope of vreforming her to their Westminster model when they
could have added yet another schism to Presbyterianism's

unenviable cataloguce.

23e Iablet, 31 October, 1901l. p.l.
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EPILOGUE

THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATE ON THE PRESBYTERIAN
CHURCH OF NEW ZEALAND BILL, 1901

To ensure that at the signing of the union agreement
the property, endowments, and funds of uniting churches
would become the possession of the united church, with
the exceptions of certain endowments ihat were to remain
in the custody of the Synod of Otago and Southlsand, R.
McNab 1 was entrusted with the task of steering through

the legislature A bill prepared by Messrs, T.H. lMcDonnld

2

and C, Payne, solicitors, In moving the bill's second

1. Robert Mclinb M.A. LL.B, was member of the House of
Representatives for Mataura and an elder of the Church.
He later gnined fame as the compiler of Historical
Records of New Zealand and as writer of The 01d
Whaline Days, and wmade his debut into local body life
in 1891 on election to the vouthland Education Board.
In 1893 he stond in the Libverrl interest for Matauras
and defeated G+F. Richardson. Richardson vregained
the seat in 1896 but on his vetivement from politics
in 1898 Mciimh mgain becsune member. As 2 loyal Kirk
elder of pronoured pro-union views and as »a former
solicitor of the firm Chapman, Sinclair and White,
Hellab was a logical choice as the mover and advocate
of ¥The Presbhytevrisan Church of New Zealand bhill%; a
private bill,

2 TeM. McDonsld was formerly solicitor fovr the Provin-
cial Council of Southland and was senior partner in
the Invercargill firm of T.M. McDonald snd sone. Ceds
Payne was a partner in the Dunedin firm of barvisters
and solicitors, Payne and Downie Stewart, the solici-

tosto the Otago Presbyterism Chuvrch Board of Property.
It would seem that the Northern Church in its eager-
ness to accommodate those Southern Church conserva~
tives who were holdiage up the introduction of the bill,
turned over the task of final ve-drafting to the Synod.
As clexk of Synod Bannermsn may well have used his
office to instruct the solicitovrs to prepare a drgft
that would either accomodate the theological opinion

of his group ov prove so unacceptabhle to the churches
that union might be further delnyed.
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rveading on 24 July, 1901 3 lMcNab informed the House that
legislation was made necessary by an agreement between
the contracting parties to retain the Synod "for the
purpose of carrying out the trusts under which lands are
now held. After re-assuring J. Allen, 4 member for
Bruce, that bis vote for this bill would in no way jep-
Ordize the continuantion of the three church-endowed

chaijrs at the University of Otago, Mclinb then attended to

Wede Napier's 2 contention that a Royal Coimission was

needed to inquire into the titles of all native lands
granted to veligious bhodies in the first years of the
colony, Aand to Premier Seddoun’s questioning of the title

possessed by the Otago and Southlamd Church to the lands

3. NaPDy4Vol.l1l6, House. 24 July, 1901, p.586.

4o James Allen held » Caibridge B.A. and was enger to
expand tertiary education in the colony. A member
of All Baint®s Anglicean Church he very probably sus—
pected that the Presbyterinn "establishment™ in

tago might well =t some future date use the early
vYatification of Synod control over 211 Presbyterian
endowments in Otago ~nd Southland to release itself
from its present commitment to give financial sup-
port to the University of Otago and use endowments
intended for the furtherance of education for other
ourposes,

¢ W.J. Napier, an Irish - Catholic bharrister »nd soli-
citor, was a strong advocate for government tve-pur-
chase of freehold for re-division into "lease - in -
perpetuity” holdings. (See "Land for Settlements”
debate, N&PD)Vol.116, House. July 23, 1901l. pp.558-
561). The tenor of his speech in the '"Presbyterian
Church of liew Zerland' debate is that where grants
are not being used for the purposes for which they
Were originnally grounted then the state had a right to
intervenes It may be assumed that he had in mind
the seizure or purchase by the crown of Aany lands
S0 misused.
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indicated, by informing the House that the bill dealt only
with 144,600 rcres soléd by the New Zenland Land Company
to the Lay Association of the Free Church of Scotland
between 1847 and 1852, land held in trust on clear title.6
On 13 August,1901 A.R. Guiness, chajrman of commit-
tees, veported to the House that the schedule to the
bill had been struck out in committee, the preamble amen—
ded accordingly, snd the words "for all time" deleted from
line four, clause three. The deleted schedule consisted
of a summAry of the cardinal historical doctrines of the
Presbyterian ecclesinsticeal tradition, an agreed theolog~
ical basis for unione Mciinb, speaking in defence of the
deletion of the schedule, ~rgued that the Presbyterinns
of New Zealand were uniting 2t their own will Aund owned
the right to alter ~nd re-state theiv doctrines. Le
Parlisment wade the schedule law then it was imposing an
Exastian control over church affairs and interfering in
the 1life of a Christinn tradition that had always opposed
Erastianism. The solicitors who drew up the bill had
ungled and whilet the bill wns bhefore the House bhoth
uniting churches vealised the implication of the preamble
provision that ®on and after the passing of this Act the

Presbhyterinan Church of Otags and Southland and the

6o Seddon's interveuntion in the debate may well have been
occasioned by his parlisment's concern with the "land-
less natives of the middle island", A veport on the
measures taken in setting sapart land to meet the needs
of South Island liroris is found in AJHR,Vol.3, 1901.

G - I.
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Preshyterian Church of New Zenland sh~2ll be held to be
united in one Church, spiritually Aand ccclesiastically,
under the neme of 'the Proesbyterian Church of New Zealand',
Subject to this Act amd the terms and povisions set forth

7

in the Schedule to this Act™. Both churches were now
determined that the signntures of their moderators and
not the signature of the Governor should effect their
union and were determined not to make the civil courts
judges of orthodoxy and hevesy.

At this point the "Defenders" attempted a last ditch
stgud. The schedule nad been inclused in the hill to
agsure the conservation of the traditional stAndards of
Free Church Presbyterianism nnd they saw in this attempt
to remove the schedule ~n threat to » continuumn of ortho-
doxy in the united church. Ignoring Sir Robert Stout's
stern warning that deposition from the church couwld
attend any attempts to thwart the will of the chuvrch by
appeal to secul~r courts the "delenders™ lobbied the high
court of Paxlimment,

The "Defenders™ were not without friends in the
debate that followed the chairman of commiitees report on
the bill., Jewse Thomson, member for Clutha, informed
members that he had a letter from a Clergymsn in Dunedin
who wished to see the bill passed as introduced. David
Buddo, member for Kaimpoi, was less antagonistic towards

the schedule's deletion but stnted his preference for its

7.  NZPD,Vol.116. pe435.
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vetention Aas a valuable historical recovrde. Thomas

8

liacKenzie, member for Waihemo and since 1501 kayor of

Roslyn, then exploded into wrath against the bill, war-
ning the House that "Some of the oldest and most respec—
ted ministers of the Preshyterian Church of Otago declare
that if the Schedule is not made part of the Bill it will
CAuse very great trouble to the Church in Otagoe. I Have
had very strong letters upon this pointe.. I am simply
voicing the opinion of these worthy clergymen, and not

G OWlle s But the gentlemen I refer to are pevrhaps the

nost vrepresentative of the Chuvrch of Otngo..._ If this

is struck out, they state that they will b deprived of
what they hold to be the best feature in counection with
the whole measure, And a declaration of the actual cone-
stitution under which the southern Church agreed to unite

with the north.” 2

Be T,bl. MacKenzie, a chamnpion of Otagointerests after
the style of lLiacandrew and Pyke, was member for
Clutha from 1887-1896. Following an appointment as
A trade comaissioner to Britain he was in 1900 elec~-
ted as member for Waihemo ab-a-by-clection following
the resignation of Siv John Mackepmzies An indication
of MacKenzie's style and opltnk is shown in his cone
Tribution to the '"Dunedin Citysnd Suburban Tramways
bill?® debate when he congratulated a colleague on
his plea "for the preservation of the reserves which
the wise founders of this fajir Colony said should be
the hexritage of the people. He has opposed the van-
dals, and the speculators, and the Dond Street mer-
chant, and the 'fat men' of Dunedin”, (See: NZPD,
Volell7. July 30 1901; pe67.) Allen and MacKenzie
had clashed over this Dunedin hill.

9. NZPD Vol,117, House. 13 August 1901. p.437.
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"Slippery Tam", as MacKenzie was called by his oppo-
nents, had been in Britain on a produce smales commission
for the government between 1896 and 1899, and this aAb-
Sence may explain his wild statement that "the conces-
Sions granted by the honourable member for Mataura were
never contemplated by the supreme Court of the Presby-

10 Yet the very wildness of

terian Church of Otago®.
his statements sounded A fAamiliar refrain in McNab's ear
and he quickly suspected that while the voice was that

of MacKenzie the words may have bean born of a diffevent

source.ll e

Nab ventured that "without saying that the
AamAanuensis was the s~me as the writer of the letter to |
the honourable member for the Cluthase.s I can say
thisese that the great opponent of union in every shape
and form in the Southern Presbytevrisn Church of this
Colony has heen the Rev. Dr. Bannerman, ~And the reverend
gentleman, I am advised, lives in the borough of which
the honourable gentleman is the worthy mayor.” 12
Warming to bis subject McNab noted that it was pass-
ing strange that it was not until the moment that the
bill came before the House that members should be in-
formed that the union should not be concluded if the

schedule be retained, He expressed regret that it was

10. ibids p.436.
11. ibid, p.437.

12. ilmd,




“just at that psychological moment the leader of the
opposition to Unjon - Dr, Bannerman - should find the
importance of keeping the Schedule in the Bill, although
the result of keeping it in the Bill would be to prevent
Unione It was very unfortunate that the reverend
gentleman who was intevested should himself have communi-
cated with anybody at »ll in this house", 13

Tom MacKenzie intervened to make a personal explana-
tion to the House. He denied veception of any communi-
cation from Bannermen, whom he acknowledged as "th~at
grand old monument in Otago" who "does not give way to
every breath of popular opinion", 3

Whether members accepted kMacKenzie's explanation or
not they vesponded by passing the third reading without
A dissenting vote. Hembers had learnt from their in-
numerable debates over “Bible-in=-Schools" and "state aid
to Church schools™ that the vreligious tiger should not
be taken by the tail sny more than necdful,

The Church Defence Society's supporters had chosen
the wrong location and the wrong advocate for their
stande On 16 August 1901 the hill received »a first
Yeading before another “grand old monunent", the Legis-—
lative Council, On 20 August, 1901 =~ scecond veading

was moved by the Hom., George McLean, M.L.C. Otago, who

informed the council that "there is no opposition to the

13, ibid.
14, ibid.
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Bill - it is private measure", ;5 o councillor dis-
puted his judgement And on IIScptember,; 1901 the bill was
read A third time amd unanimously approvoede With the
Governor 's nsgent the Act becAme law. Resistance ended
there for no “ecclesiastical De Wet" appesred "armed and

Yerdy to caxrry on guerilla warfare in A vegion whevre the

union flag was flying®.. L6

=

15, N4PD Vol,117. Councile 20 August, 1901. pe463.
16. Outloock 2 March, 1301. p.20.

=




114

APPENDIX A

“A,C's" EDITCURIAL:; OUTLOOK 11 Decembexr, 1897. Del.

The Church Defence Associntion.

And so we have at last the Presbyterisan Chuvch of
Otago snd Southland Defeunce Association, We Aare not
told how meny miunisters and office-bearers were present
in the Y.W.C.A. Rooms when the Association was formed
on the 29th November, and therefore cannot be sure of
the strength of our defenders. However, as Mr, A.C.
Begg »nd the Reve R.R.M. Sutherland are the joiunt-
commanders of the defence forces; we may vest assured
that no foe will lay unholy hands upon our Zion without
considerable visk to limb Aand lifes That is something
for which to be thankfull The smnouncement that a
Church Defence Association has been formed has set us
thinking as to the foes from whom we Aare to be defended.
These, it appears, avre the promoters Aand supporters of
Unjon with our brethren in the Notth. Of course, the
defenders, though unnamed in the veport of the meeting
of the 23th November, will be represented by those who
have opposed Uniomn. Perhaps it mAay help the membevrs of
the Otago Church to apprecinte the danger that threatens
1f we indicate a few of the wen who are foes to be
Tenred and fought against, and some of the defenders:-

FOES OF THE CHURCH. DEFENDERS.
Rev.Wm,Will, East Teaieri. Reve.ReReMeSutherland,Kaikorai.
Reved.Gibb, First Church. ReveWm.Bannerman, Clerk of 8ynod.
Rev.Wn,Hewitson, Knox Church, Rev.J.Christie,Waikouaiti.
Rev.Dr Watt, Green Island. Reved .M. Davidson, Mataura.
Reve.Dr Dunlop, Professor. Reved.B3.0mellie, Wyndham,

Rev.Borrie, Novth-EastValleys Rev.d.li'Cosh Smith, Naseby.
Rev,J.Kirklsnd, West Taieri. Rev.d.Lothian, Alexandra.
Rev.A,Stobo, Invercargill. Reve s BeFraser,Lovell’s Flat,
Rev.R.Bwen, Limestone Plains. Rev.W.Wright, Oamaru.
Rev.d.Baird, Winton.

ReveG.Lindsay, Invercargill.

Reved «GeSmith, Invercargill.

Rev.James Chisholm, Milton.

Rev,Jdolie Allan, Stirling.

ReveA«Bs Todd, Oamaru.

In the above lists we have mentioned only the names
of ministers; similaxr lists of elders for And against
Union would be equally suggestive. Fyom the above it
seems that the fathers of the Church - lessrs., Will, Watt,
Stobo, Todd, &c. = who have spent half ~ lifetime in
bujlding up the Church, are now vendy to destroy it, and
that of the pioneer ministers llv. Bannerman stands almost
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alone in defence, We find also that the men whom the
Church has delighted to honour by putting them in its
high places - namely, Messrs. Gibb (of First Church),
Hewitson (Knox Church), Dunlop (Professor), Chisholn
(Milton), Gibson Smith (Invercargill), &c. - nre to be
distrusted, and opposed by defenders led by liessrs
Sutherland (of Kaikorai), J.M. Davidson (of Mataura),
McCosh Smith (of Naseby), and Wright (of Oamaru).
Another strange fact to be noted is that Almost all the
soms of the Church, who have been nurtured at her breast,
and trained hy her to serve as her ministers, must now
be branded »s enemies, who are vrendy to bturn and smite
to the dust the mother who bove them, ¥hat & pitiful
sight! - D. Borvie, I, Jolly, R. PFairmaid, J.A. Will,
JeA. Asher, &c., among the enemies of the Presbytevisan
Church of Otago ~nd Southland. We can scarcely believe
it possible, even though the trumpeters of this Defence
Associ~tion pyoclaim it as A fact.

_ But perhsps the defeunders do not charge the fathers
and soms, Aas well as the main body of the ministers of
the Church with malice; it may be their madness they
fear, Tot the will to hurt they ~ttribute, but the
want of wit to know what malkkes for the Church's good.

S0 bhe it. The men we have honoured in the past are
fools or kunaves, or pevhaps uLoth. The true men Aand
wWise are the members of this Defence Associatione. We
comaend these thoughts to the members and office-bearers
who may be asked to face the foe;, Aas members of the
Presbyterian Church of Otago and Southland Defence
Association.
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AP ENDIX B

A SYNOPSIS OF SYNOD UNION DOCUMENTS

(i) THE BASIS PFUR UNIOik ADOPTED BY THE

SYNOD IN 1896

That the United Church shnll include and consist of
the Presbyterian Church of New Zealand, as existing
Srevbusly to the Union, and of the Presbyterian
hurch of Otago and Southland, as existing previous-
ly to the Union, and that the name of the United
Church sh~all be the Presbyterian Church of New
Zenland.

That the doctrinal basis of the said Presbyterian
Church of New Zealand shall he the Holy Scriptures
of the 0lLd And New Testrmments as the supreme stan-
dard, and the only rule of faith and practice, and
the Westminster Confession of Faith, as interpreted
by the Declayatory Act; as subovdinate standard,
with liberty of opinion in regard to marringe with
A decermsed wife's sister.

That the United Church shall be constituted and
governed by Sessions, Presbyteries, And a General
Asseably consisting of all ministers in charge,
With an elder from emch Session, and such other
Ministers as may have seats in their vespective
Presbyteries, which shall be designated the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church of New Zealand.
But inasmuch as the Synod of Otago and Southland
owns and ~dministers trust properties mAnd funds,

hese shall vemamin its oun exclusive property, and
it shmall countinue in full possession of all the
Yights pertaining to it in this vrespect with the
power to meet from time to time for the due adwnini-
stration of its trusts.

That the first meeting of the Assembly shall be held
in Dunedin, and the Assembly shall itself determine
and fix its next place of meeting from year to year,
but ovdinarily the Assembly shall meet alternately
at Yiellington ~nd Dunedin.

That in order to secure = satisfactory attendance at
the General Assembly, each Presbytery of the United
Church shall appoint one hLalf of the number of their
ministers Aand as many elders, whose travelling expen—
Sses to Aand from the Genermnl Assembly shall be paid
from the Assembly Expenses Funds,
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That the principles of the Sustentation Fund, nrmely,
that every ovdained minister, in a charge, is A ser-
vant of the Church, snd entitled to adequate mainte-
nance from the collective Church - shall be vecog-
nised as determing all arrangements for the support
of the ministry.

That considering the difficulties attendant on the
imnediate unification of the financial methods
hitherto in use, the General Assenbly shall at first
tecognise: (1) The Sustentation Fund Scheme and
Church Extension Fund as at present in operation in
the Church of Otago and Southlsnd. (2) The Church
Extension Schene %which ig for the double purpose

of Sustentation and Extension) of the Northeru Church,
A8 now administered; it being understood that the
General Assembly shall ~ddrvess itself without delay
to gradunlly effect s unifoxm scheme for the support
of the ministry and Church Extemsion; and (3) Mean-
While these funds shall be administered separately
by Comnittees of the General Assembly of the United
Church, in terms of their respective Regulations,

That the lissionary Fuhds of the two Churches shnall
be amalgamated and devoted to the support of the
Missions which are now being carvied on by the vres-
Pective Churches,

That while ~iming At An amalgrmation of the Widows'
and Orphmns' Funds and of the Aged snd Infirm Mini-
Sters' Funds, at as eaxrly » date »as possible, yet
having respect to the duty of administering these
Funds on sound financial principles, it is Aagreed:
(1) That the vespective funds in each Church shall
be kept distinct; widows, orphans, ~md ministers
having claims only on the Fund whevrewith they wevre
connected At the date of the Union.

(2) That after the Uniom, and until further arrange-
ments ~sve mede, ministers shall connect themselves
with the Fund to which they belong territorially
and the Funds shall be aduinistered sepaxately by =
Committee of the United Church; in terms of present
Regulations.

That Dunedin shall be the seat of the Theological
Hall.

That while the appointment and removal of Theological
Professors must vemain with the Synod of Otago And
Southland in terms of the Act 1866; yet, inasuuch as
such appointunents and vemovals are of the highest
importance to the whole Church, it is necessary that
The Assembly and Synod should act harmoniously in

this matter, =md that therefore, prior to any ~ppoint-
ment or removal being made by the Synod, the mind of
the General Assembly shmall be Aascertained.

That the operation of the Barvier Act shall Aapply to
All proposals for fresh legislatiomn.
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(i4i) THE BASIS FOR UNION ADUPTED BY THE SYNOD
IN 1897

That the United Chuvch sh~1ll iunclude and cousist of
the Presbytevian Church of New Zealand as existing
previously to the Union, and of the Presbyterian
Church of Otago And Southland, as existing previous-
ly to the Union, and that the nsme of the United
Church shall be the Presbytevian Church of New
Zealand.

That the doctrinml basis of the said Presbyterian
Church of New Zealand shsll be the Holy Scriptures
of the 0ld And New Testaments, as the Supreme Stan-
dard and the only vule of faith And practice, and
the Westminster Confession of Faith and Larger and
Shorter Catechisms, as interpreted by the Declara-
tory Act, as Subordinate Standards, with liberty of
Opinion in regard to marviage with a deceased Wife's
sister, _

The United Church shnll be constituted Aand goverued
by Sessions, Presbyteries and » General Assembly,
Consisting of all winisters in charges, with an
elder from emch Session, and such other ministers as
nay have seats jia their vrespective Presbyteries,
Which shall be designated the Generml Assembly of
the Presbyterian Church of lNew Zealand. But inas-—
much as the Synod of Otago and Southland owns aAand
Administers Trust properties and funds, these shall
remain its own exclusive property, and it shall coun-
tinue in full possession of all the rights pertain-
ing to it in this vespect - retaining its separate
name and existence as a Church Courty, and hAving
Supreme Aauthority in all matters counected with its
Trust funds, And limited in its jurisdiction to the
Province of Otago exclusively, and to the adninistra—
tion of these Trusts, And with power to meet from
time to time, Aas occasion may rvrequire.

That the first meeting of the Assembly shall be held
in Dunedin, ancd the Assembly itself shall determine
And fix the next place of meeting from year to year,
but ordinarily the Assembly shall meet altermately
At Wellington and Dunedin.

That in order to secure a satisfactory attendance at
the General Assembly each Presbytery of the United
Church shall appoint one-half of the number of their
ministers; and as many elders, whose travelling ex-
penses to and from the General Assembly shall be
paid from the Assembly Expense Fund,
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That until the methods of ministerinl support At
present existing in the two Churches vespectively
can be unified, the Sustentation Fund shnll be main-
tained, wheve and to the extent to which it at
Present exists.

That considering the difficulties attendant on an
immedinte unification of the finsancial methods
hitherto in use, the General Assembly shall at first
Yecognisei-

(1) The Sustentation Fund Scheme and Church Exten-
Sion Fund, preseunt in operation in the Church
of Otago And Southland.

(2) The Church Extension Scheme (which is for the
double purpose of Sustentation and Extension)
of the Northern Church, as now administered;
it being understood that the General Assembly
shall address itself without delay to gradually
effect uniform schemes for the support of the
ministry and Church Extension; and that no vital
change be made in the Sustentation Fund of either
Church until A three-fifths majority of Kirk
vessions And Preshyteries within the vespective
branches of the United Church affected by the
change shall declare themselves in fawvour of
the change.

(3) Meanwhile these funds shall be administered
separntely by the Committees of the Genersl
Assembly of the United Church in terms of their
Yespective Regulations; and until the Sustenta-
tion Fund and Church Extension Fund of the two
Churches bve amplgammrted, the Rules and Reguls-
tions may be amended from time to time - those
of the Church of Otago and Southland by a Cone
mittee consisting of the whole membership of
Synod and those of the Church of New Zealand,
by a committee consisting of the members of
Assembly, representing congregations north of
the Waiteaki.

That the Missionary Funds of the two Churches be
amalgemated, and devoted to the support of the
Missions which are now being carvied on by the ves-
pective Chuvrches.

That while aiming At an Amalgamation of the Widows'
and Orphans' Funds at as enrly a date as possible,
Yet having vespect to the duty of administering these
Funds on Sound financial principles, it is agreed:-

(1) That the tvespective funds in each Church shall
be kept distinct widows, orphans, and ministers

having claims only on the Fund whevewith they
were connected At the date of the Union:
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That after the Union, and until further Arrange—
ments are mAde, ministers shall counnect theum-
selves with the Fund to which they belong tervi-
torially, and the Funds shall bhe administered
Separately by ~ Committee of the United Church,
in terms of present regulations; and that,

until the Widows' and Orphans' Funds ~and the
Aged Aand Infirm Ministers' Funds of the two
Churches be Aamalgamated, the Rules and Regula-
tions of the s,mid Funds mAay be srmended from time
to time by A Committee consisting of the whie
membership of the Synod of Otago And Southland,
in teyms of the present Regulations, and those
of the Preshytevrisn Church of New Zealand by A
Committee counsisting of the wmembers of the
Assembly vepresenting congregations novrth of

the Waitaki.

Dunedin shall be the seat of the Theological

the appointment and removal of Theological

Professors shall vemain with the Synod of Otago ~nd
Southland, in terms of the Act of 1866: but no
Professor shall be appointed to, or vemoved from,
or retained in his position agarinst the express
decision of the General Assembly.

That

the Barvier Act shall Apply to all proposals

for fresh legislation.
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(iij) THE 1901 AGREEMENT

This Agreement, made the thirtieth da%_of April,
one thousand nine hundrel and one between THE PRESBY-
TERIAN CHURCH OF OTAGO nnd SOUTHLAND, of the one part,
and THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH of NEW ZEALAND, of the other
part, witnesseth that the smid two Churches hereby agree
to become and be united as one Church upon the terms ex-
pressed in the following Aarticles that is to say:-

ARTICLE 1, - That the United Church shall include and
consist of the Presbyterian Church of New
Zepnland as existing previously to the
Union, and of the Presbyterian Church of
Otago »nd Southland, as existing previously
to the Union, and that the name of the
United Church shall be the Presbyterian
Church of New Zealand.

ARTICLE 11. - That the doctrinsl trsis of the said Pres-
byterian Church of New Zealand shall be the
Holy Scriptures of the 0ld sand New Testa-
ments, as the Suprveme Standaxd, and the
only rule of faith and practice, and the
Westninster Confession of Faith and Lavger
and Shorter Catechisu, =28 interpreted by
the Declrratory Act, ~s Subovdinate Stan-
dards, with libevrty of opinion in regard
to marviage with A deceased wife's sister.

ARTICLE 111, = The United Church shall bve governed by
sessions; Preshytevries, and a general
assembly, designated the General Assembly
of the Preshyterisn Church of New Zealand,
in which all the ministers of the Church
and an elder from emch Session shall have
the right to be present Aand gake full part
in the business, but the vight to vote shall
be limited to the representative ministers
and elders, who shall be Aappoiunted by the
Presbyteries in the proportion of one-half
of the number on their volls. But inaswmuch
A8 theSynod of Otago And Southland owns and
Administers trust property smd funds, these
shall remain its own exclusive property and
it shall continue in full possession of Aall
the vights pertaining to it in this vespect -
Yetaining its separate nAme and existence as
A Church Court, and having supreme authority
in all maters connected with its trust funds;
And baving also authority to exercise
ecclesiastical functions of a provincial
Synod such 2s belong to the Synods of the
Pree Church of Scotland subordinate to the
General Asseumbly.
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ARTICLE 1V. - That the first meeting of the Assembly
shall be held in Dunedin, and the Assembly
shnll itself determine and fix the next
place of meeting from year to year, but
ordinaxrily, the Assembly shall meet alter=
nately a2t Wellington and Dunedin.

THE FPRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF NEW ZBALAND ACT
1 _ED, Vii, 1901

An Act to make cevrtain Provisions in veference to
the Presbyterian Church of Otage and Southland, and the
Presbyterian Church of New Zealand, tvespectively, and to
define the Rights in respect of the Property of such
Churches, and for other Purposes. 19th September,1901.

WHEREAS "The Presbyterian Church of Otago and South-
1and, ™ referred to in "The Presbyterian Church of Otago
Lands Act,1866," and the other Acts amending the sAme,
And the several Ordinsnces of the late Provincial Council
of Otago velating to such Courch; and "The Presbyterian
Church of New Zenland," veferred to in “The Presbyterian
Church Property Act; 1885," have agreed to unite and to
form one body or denomination of Christians undexr the
name of “"The Presbytevisn Church of New Zealand": And
Whereas the Synod of the Presbybterisn Church of Otago and
Southland is the highest Church Court of Aand represents
the Church referved to in the s~id Act of the yesr one
thousand eight hundred and sixty-six =nd smending Acts,
and the said Ordinances, and the Generml Assembly of the
Preshyterian Church of New Zealand is the highest Court
of and vepresents such Church: And whevremns the said
Churches, by an agreement signed by the Moderator of the
sAid Synod And the hHodevator of the said General Assembly,
have ngreed to unite upon certain terms: And whevrecas, in
order to vemove any doubt as to the effect of such union
on the proverty or vights of such respective Churches;, Aand
for other purposes, it is desivable to meke provision in
nanner heveinafter appearing:

BE IT THEREFORE ENACWED by the General Assembly of
New Zealand in Parlisment assembled; and by the authority
of the same, As follows:-

1. The Short Title of this Act is "The Presbyterian
Church of New Zesland Act, 1901.,%

2, For the purpose of carrying out and giving effect to
the various powers,; trusts, ~nd provisions relating
to the propevrty now or which mAry hevenfter be vested
in or held by or on behali of the Otage Presbyterian
Church 3o2xrd of Property, or the Presbyterisn Church
of Otago And Southlond, exercisable undetr any Act or
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Ordinances by the said Synod of the Presbyterian
Church of Otago and Southland, such Synod shall
continue on the same basis as it existed prior to

the said union, Aand in vegard to the management or
Administration of such property shell, notwith-
standing such union, continue to hive all the powers,
rights; and privileges now or heveafter possessed by
or vested in such Synod under any Act, Ordin~nces,
regulation; or otherwige, with supreme Aauthority in
such matters,

Nejther the said union nor anything contained in
this Act shall in any wise affect the property re-
ferved to in the last preceding section, ov the
trusts affecting the same, and such property shall
continue to bhe held exclusively for the purposes and
by or on behalf of the pevsons respectively now ov
for the time being entitled thereto in the Provin-
cial District of Ctage, And all the rents And in-
come from such property, or any proceeds therefrom, |
shall be held or applied for the purposes and by or
on behalf of such parties respectively, in accordance
Wwith the trusts or provisions for the time being
Affecting the same vespectively; and for the pur-
poses aforesaid, the persons; bodies of persons cor-
porate ovr otherwise, and Chuvrch Courts for the time
being in the Provincinal District of Otage, And form-
ing part of or connected with the said united Church,
shall have, enjoy, and exercisethe same rtights,
interests; and powers; ~nd be suject to the same
duties snd vespounsibilities, in rvelation to the

said property and the income thevreof, as the per-
sons, bodies of persons, Church Courts counstituting
oY connected with the said Presbyterisn Church of
Otago and Southland, respectively hnd enjoyed, exer-
cised, Amd were subject to before the sAid union;

Aand in the comstruction of the statutory provisions
relating to the quealification and appointment of new
Trustees the name of the snid united Church, that is
to say, the Preshyterisn Church of New Zealand, shall
be substituted for that of the Presbyterian Church
of Otmngo »nd Southland.

Neither the said union nor anything contained in this
Act shnll be deemcd to nffect the law or the trusts
Telating to property belonging for the time being to
Congregations connected with either of the said uni-
ting Churches; but where, in any deed declaring the
trusts similar to those contained in A trust deed
affecting » property belonging to Any congregetion
commected with either of the said uniting Churches,
Yeference is made to such Church,; such reference
After the smid union sh~ll be vend As meaning the
Presbytevrian Church of New Zealand, united as afore-
said,
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On and after the said union trking effect, the
words "General Assembly,” or Aany similar expression
in "The Presbyterian Church Property Act, 1885,"
shall mean the s~id General Assembly of the said
United Church.
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APPENDIX G

LEGAL OPINIONS GIVEN CONCERNING THE RIGHTS OF THE SYNOD
OF OTAGO AND SOUTHLAND Ty ALTER ITS CONSTITUTIONAL BASIS
WITHOUT FORFEITING TRUST EiDOWHBNTS.

(i) The Chapman snd MacGregcor Opini.ons.

As  Chapman.

The church has no power, still less has its Synod
the power, by a majority however large, to alter its
constitution in the face of a protesting minority,
Whether large ovr small., The vight of the minority,
however small, to stand upon the counstitution as formu-
lated by the founders, despite the desire of the mAajority
to alter that constitution or modify the doctrines settled
by it; is one of the most clearly-defined rights in our
1aw,

In the event of union on the proposed basis being
resolved on by a nAajority the vemedies of the minority
AYe of » passive character, as the courts will not enter-
tAin questions of doctrine apart from vights of property
(Forbes v. Eden, supra; Baldwin v. Pascoe 7 NeZ.L.R, 759,
pexr Denniston J.) though they will freely entertain such
questions as velate t0 mixed spivitusl and temporal mat-
ters (Brown V. Curé, of Montreal.,L.R,, 6 P.C., 157). The
Yemedies, however, Aare:

() Generally to ignore the resolution And the basis
of union Aas ultxa vires of the Synod A~nd inca-
Pable of being enforced,

(b) To see that 211 ministers coming into incumben-
cies conform to the leaw Aas expressed in the
Procedure velating to induction.

(c) To oppose legislation designed to alter the
constitution ~nd doctrines of the chuvch and
to force such altered doctrines upon the church.

I think it is highly improbable that Parlisment will
so dernl with the property settled on the whole church as
to fovce upon Aan unwilling minovity doctrines which are at
variance with their opinions; seeing that colonial Parlin-
nents do not interfere in mAatters of doctrine, while the
law recognises those only as interested in the property
who use it in connection with the scheme of doctrines in-
cluded in the constitution, holding that those who depart
from it renounce their vight of property. 1

1. Stax, 7 August, 1897, p.l.
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be MacGregor.

The resolution of the Synod of 1895 leaving it to the
"individual conscience of ministers and members™ to deter-
mine their own course with vespect to marriage with a
deceased wife's sister is a violation, or attempted vio-
lation, of the constitution of the Otago Church. The
words of the Proposed Basis of union on the same point
"with liberty of opinion in vegard to marrisage with a
deceased wife's sister® are, in effect, identical with
the above resolution, and are equally 2t variance with
the constitution of the Otago Church (as also with the
form of title deeds for churches ~nd manses). Moreover,
the vesolution and basis for union above veferred to
would conflict with vows made (in Otago) by probationers
before ordination and ministers before inductioh, in which
they severally solemnly declare that they sincerely own
“nd declare "the Whole doctrine contained in the Confession
of Faith to be the truths of God," ~nd own the same as
the confession of their faith. An essential part of
that "whole doctrine" is the prohibition of mavrringe with.
A deceased wife's sister. If ministers Aare to be allowed
liverty of opinion with vespect to that doctrine,; it is |
Clegr that it becomes jmmaterial whether it be held by
them or not. In my opinion it is essentinl that such a
doctrine should be either "approbated or reprobated ™
and there can be wo middle path.

In the event of union on the proposed basis being
resolved on by A majority, those who adhere to the ovigi-
nal constitution of the church need not ~dopt any active
proceedings until some overt action is takea on the part
of the majority. Until the nature of such overt action
is known it is impossible to state with accuracy the exact
Yemedy or vemedies open to thoze who oppose such action,
Lord Eldon, quoted in the preceding answer, that the civil
court (in the present crse the Supreme Court of New Zea~
land) will not permit those who choose to depart from the
constitution of the church to share in the benefits of the
engownents., In other wovrds, if and whenever the guestion
At issue ceases to be one purely of doctrine, and becomes
Wholly or in part a conflict as to trust property, the
Supreme Court will interfere for the viundication and pro-
tection of the rights of those adhevring to the oviginal
constitution of the church. Meantime, all the parties
Opposed 1o union need to do is to vest on their legal
Tights - treating the resolution And basis of union as
ltra vires, and therefore as not binding, and opposing by
constitutional methods Any legislation by which it may be
Attempted in any way to alter the constitution of the
Otago Church.

As I Aam vequested to state Aanything which may appear
to me to be worthy of consideration, it may hot be out of
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Place to say a word otr two as to what mary be termed the
political" aspect of the matter. In theory, wno doubt
Parlisment is ommipotent, and may mske or unmake creeds
ns well as constitutions,. As to the power of the Par-
liament of New Zealsnd to interfere, there can therefore
be no question, It is difficult, however, to conceive
of any Legislature possing » measure ov measures designed

to deprive those members of a church who adhere to the
tenets of the founders of that church of the property
held in trust for the benefit of those "holding and con-
tinuing to hold™ those tenets as the standard of theix
faith,

It will be clear from the forgoing that, in my opin-
ion, by legislative action mlone can any effective step
be taken in the direction of union. In other words, it
Will be essentinl that the section of the church de-~
Sirous of union should apply to Parlisment divect on the
subject. What the vesult of that application may be it
is impossible to predict; especinslly in view of the fact
that opposition to the proposed legislation is certain to
be strenuous,. One thing, however, is clear, ~nd that is
the extreme danger of bringing under the notice of A
Paxliameat notoriously not prejudiced in favour of
ecclesiastical endowments the fact that two large sections
of a wealthy church are compelled to apperl to the Legis-—
lature to settle the ultimmate destination of their church
property. In the result it may be that the property in
dispute may be approprinted by Parlisment in a direction
not contemplnted or desired eithetr by unionists or non-
unjonists. o

(ii) Opindion by Six Robert Stout. (Stouts opinion has been
slizhtly abridged)

It will be well to state how the property which is
called the property belonging to the Church is held.s 1T
do this because, though it might have been thought that
on ~ question affecting the status Aand position of a
Church ~nd especinally of A church founded Aas a branch of
the Free Church of Scotland, the question of property
would have been a very secondary considevration, it has
been made of primary importance. The Church as a church
holds no property, And there is no trust declared concer-—
ning the property held by the Property Board that the
Church must teach any pnxticular creed. What, then, is the
position of the property talled the property of the church?
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By the Presbyterian Church of Otago Lands Act, 1866,
the 1lands descyibed in the schedule to the Act - lands
that had been set Apart by the Otago Asgociation for the
Presbyterian Church and for education — were vested in
trustees and all former trusts councerning the lands were
ended and dischAargeds.e.

There is nothing in this Act declaring what creed
the Preshyterian Church of Otago "or the Synod of Otago
and Southland" is to profeSSeee The wonder would have
been if the statute of any Parlirment had defined the
functions, powers, or privileges of a church founded as
A branch of the Free Church of Scotland...

The property thevefore is held not by the church,
but by A corporation outside the church and on the trusts
I have mentioned. /Sir Robert had previously itemised the
trusts concerned/.

So long as there is a Synod of Otago and Southland
Competent to make regul~ations for the guidmnce of the
corporation; and mAanses and churches to vepair, ov churches
requiring new manses, and theologicsl or literary chairs
to be endowed, the property will vemain with the corpora-
tion; and it cannot be interfered with by any courts of
law, There is nothing in the statute saying that the
Property will veturn to the grantor - the Crown - if, for,
example some details of the Westminster Confession are
ignored by the Synod or by the Presbyterian Church in
Otago and Southland,

Can it be said that thevre ceases to be the Synod re-
ferred to in the Act of 1866, when, for exmmple, the
following rvesolution is passed by this Synod, viz:- "The
Synod having considered the overtures relative to marriage
with A deceased wife's sister, ~nd having consulted the
Presbyteries of the church; resolves - 'That without
comitting the Church to an approval of such marviages,
it shall be left to the individual conscience of ministers
And members to determine what course they shall pursue in
celebrating or eontering upon any such marvisges, as they
Shall have to give »n account to God'."

. Or, if the church unites with another church affirm-

ing this doctrinal Ineis, does the Presbytevian Church or

its Synod cease to be the bodies rveferred to in the Act of
1866 - vizs=-

"That the doctrinal basis of the said Presbyterian
Church of New Zealand shall te the Holy Scriptures of the
01d and Jew Testaments as the supreme standard and only
tule of faith Aand practice, And the Westminster Confession
of Fnith... Aas interpreted by the Declavratory Act as sub-
ordinate standards, with liberty of opinion in regard to
asrringe with A deceased wife®s sister™.
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I have alremndy said that the statutes vefer to no
Creed or standards as the conditions on which the proper-
ty is held. I assume, however, that the Presbyterian
Church is, to quote the institutions signed by the lay
members of the associntion and vecited in the 1866 Act,
to be goveruned according to the doctrines, polity and
digcipline of the Free Church of Scotland, of which Free
Church the Confession of Faith and other standavds framed
by the Westminster Assembly of Divines form the fundamen—
tal standards.

The main point vesally is, does the statement of the
standards and polity, &c; preclude the Presbyterian Church
of Otago from vaxying in its discipline or polity or creed
from the minutest detnil of any of the Westmiunster Stan-
dards? Has the Church no power to deal with theological
questions (save with the sanction of Prrlisment) in any
way not permitted by these "fundamental standards"?

The Westminster Confession assumes the Church has
power to determine controversies of faithe.. There is
ample power in the Synod, ~s the highest court of the
Church, to deal with this question of marriage with A
decensed wife's cister; and in my opinion the resolution
pAssed by the Synod is not beyond its poers. If this
Court is not competent to desl with ecclesiastical matters
then cAan it be called = church in the meaning of chapter
thirty—-ene of the Confession of Faith?

No United Presbytevimn accepts without qurlification
chapter twenty-three of the Confession nor article two of
chapter thirty-one. I would like to know how mAny mini-
sters of the Presbyterian Church of Otago helieve that
“"the civil magistrate hath ~uthority and it is his duty
to trke order that unity and peace bhe preserved in the
church that the truth of God be kept pure Aand entire etc;"

I am agked can the law courts interfere if the pro-
posed union is carvied out, and will Aan act of Parliament
be necessary?

The cases in which courts interfere with churches may
be summarised under the following heads:-

l. If the Chuxch passes an act or 1law which violates
he provisions of an Act of Parliament, and per-
sons Aare thereby injured ia their civil vrights,
This was the famous Auchterarder Case (Kianoull v.
Auchteraxder 6 ClL and Fin.642)

2. If a contract made with a minister is violated,
such as depvriving him of his office countrary to
the 1law of the church (MacHillan v. The Free
Church) The Cardross Crse.

3. If property is used contrary to the trusts on
Which it was settled Lody Hawley's case,; for
examples (7.8im;307, Attorney - General v
Peayson, 7 $i.290).
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The courts do not ianterfere with any church that
varies its creed or basis of membership, especially if
in its standards there is power given to do so. (Forbes
V. BEden, L.R; H.ofL; 1 Sc; Div;568). Nor do the courts
interfere with the churches in the performance of purely
spiritual functions. (Baldwin v Pascoe, 7 N.Z;LeRe759),

I cannot see how the proposed union comes under Aany
of the three classes of cases I have meuntioned. It coes
not violste Aany agreement with any member. It does not
change the purpose of any trust property. An Act of
Parlisment is not required to permit the unione The
union agreement can he so framed as to leave the Synod
of Otago nnd Southlsand free and unfettered in the passing
of regulations to guide the Church Board of Property in
distributing the income.

I have dealt with this question apaxt from one con-
sideration that is to my mind of paramount importance.
I have nadvised mas if this was not a church that was founded
As a branch of the Free Church of Scotland, and was not
governed according to the doctrine, polity ~nd discipline
thereof. If this is binding on the Presbyterian Church
of Otago,and it seems to me just As binding as what are
cAlled the "fundameantal standards", what shall be said of
its members who suggest an appenl to the law courts to
decide on the validity of = vesolution of the Synod?

I am afyaid the traditiohs of the Free Church must
hayve been forgotten; and that the "ten years Conflict"
has been buried in oblivion? Whnt was it that those who
signed the protest nnd deed of demission fought for? Was
it not the spivitusl independence of the Church? Accord-
ing to them the law courts had no control over the de-
cisjion of their Synods in matters of doctrine or conscieace.
Is it forgotten thnt the PFree Church party asserted, even
After the decision of the House of Lords in the Auchter-
Aarder case, that they never admitted - "that because in
its consequences it mry infringe on patrimonial (civil)
Yights it is hence ascertained to have heen incompetent
Tor the Geneval Assembly to enforce an Act of its own".,

It would suvely be a peculinrr, if not pathetic mode
0f celebrating the jubilee of this branch of the Free
Church of Scotland if next yemr some of its members
Appealed to the Supreme Court of New Zealand agninst
decisions of the Synod - the supreme court of the chuxrch,
on spivitua)l matters.

aes LI have shown then:-

l. The property is held by A corpovation, not by
the church.,
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That the church is not bound to teach any special
creed, Aand As A punishment lose the vight to
TYegulate the diesposal of the income of the pro-
perty if it fails to do so.

That assuming the church is bound by ~ll the
standards framed by the Westminster Assembly,

it has power to vary and amnend the standards,

and to pass such A resolution Aas has been quoted,
and agree to such a2 basis of union as is pro-
posed.,

That if it must be governed by the Free Church
doctrines, polity, and discipline, then there
can be no appeal against the decisions of its
highest court in such matters to the law courts,
and if any of its members should so appeal they
could be deposed.

August 21, 1897. Robert Stout. 3

ODT 24 August, 1897, p.3.
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AFTERNDIX D

A BRIEF DISCUSSION OF NORTHERN GHURCH ATTITUDES
70 _UNION.

"The Novtherm Church has always been in favour
of unione. It was from Otago that opposition
came®™ 1

The Presbyterian Church of New Zealand, the "North-
exn Church," was constituted in 1862 in Auckland from
representntives of the Presbytevies of Auckland and
Wellington, with initial aporoval from, And then withe
drawal from, by the Synod of Otago and Southland. By
1897 the Novrthern Church was divided into eight Presby-
teries that sent vepresentative ministers and elders to
an annurl General Assembly.

The Presbyteries, in ovrder of foundation, were:

-~ Alckland (1856)
- Wellington (1857)
- Chyistchurch (1864)
- Hawkes Bay (1865)
~ Nelson (1869)
- Timaru (1873)
- Westland (1875)
- and Wansanui. (1884)

Note hns alveandy been trken in the introductory
Chapter of exchanges of correspondence tetween the Presby-
teries of Auckland, Otago, and Wellington, in the first

two decades of settlement., 2 The warmth for union ex—

1. Outlogk, 2 March, 1901. p.9. Debate on the Northern
hurch Union Committee's veport to General Assenbly.

2. See above chapter l.
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pressed by northern Presbyteries at the time continued
without diminution despite the Synod's renunciation in

the 1862 Assembly 3

and the disappointment engendered
by the failure of the 1865 negotiations; wherein the
Presbytery of Otago decided that because four of its
Kirk sessions suggested ~mendmnents to the basis it could
not proceed,4 and notwithstanding the failure of the
1870 - 75 megotiations torpedoed by Synod's demand that
provincial Synods and not General Assembly should be the
final court of Aappenl in All matters of discipline for
the first five years following union.5

Northern Church persistence is evidenced in an ovevr-
ture brought from the Presbytery of Timaru to General
Assembly in 18836 advocating an initisl union of the
Presbyterian Churches of the South Island. However, by
this time nationnl sentiment was ascendant over provine
cialist opinion in the church, and unwilling to embaxk
on a holf-measure the General Assembly dismissed the
overture, with only two veprentatives voting for it.'T

In 1893 Novrthern Church faithfulness to the union dresnm

was vewarded with An appronch from the Synod that informed

3. W, Will and A.B. Todd, the Otago Church Commissioners,
gave full assent on behalf of thejr Church, to the
union basis.

4o DNotwithstanding the agreement of nine sessions that the
basis was satisfactory and should be proceeded with,

5¢ Synod, 1875. p.ll.

6. Assembly 1883. p.l7.

7‘ Jbidl DPe 5.
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General Assembly that unofficial schemes8 for union
Were being discussed within the Southern Church and
Yequested permission for the Synod's delegates to dis—
Cuss these with Assembly officisls.

Je«B. Murvray affivms tha consistency of Northern
Church desive for union when in writing about this occa=-
~sion he states "that the attitude of the Northern Church
esy, was clearly demomnstrated by the veception which was
accorded the Otago Deputies, who Attended the Meeting of
the General Assembly at Christchurch in the following
February. Practicnlly the whole evening was allotted to
them Aand to the subject which they brought before the
Assembly. After hearing the Deputies the Assembly ex-
Pressed its great pleasure at their visit, and its un-
Altered attachment to the priunciples of union; and cor-
dially veciprocated the feelings which led the Southern
Church to re-open the question", I

A commitiee was quickly formed to meet with the
Southern commissioners but disagreement soon becsme ob-
vious over two issues. while the Synod requivred that
it continue as a judicial and executive court of the
church, with regionnl authority, the Northerm Church was
prepared to bend no further than to allow the Synod exis-—

tence as a corporate body, "for the sole purpose of cone

8e AsHe Stobo, convenor of the Southern Church Union
Committee, had on his own authority seat A question-
aire to ministers. Stobo took no part in the events
of 1897 becruse of ill-health =and died in 1898.

9. DMurvay, J.S. The Union of the Northern and Southern
Chugches of the Presbyterisun Church of New Zealand.
p.2 .
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serving its legal rvights and interests in its trust pro=

10 The HWorthern Chuvrch insisted on a national

perties".
legislative body, with Presbyteries as the executive
agents of this anational court. It was not prepared to
Aallow the continumnce of a vegional legislature that
would forever be vreserving issues of wnational concern to
its own judgment and so thwarting the basic point of
union; A unified church with instruments of goverwment
subordinate to A single General Assembly.

A second bone of contention was @ilbert's "“annual
blister" marvriage with » deceased wife's sister.ll he
Northern Church gusranteed that it would mccept the Otago
Church's Declavatory Act providing that the Southerm
Church recognised as valid the coloninl government's
Aauthorisation of the legnlity of wmarriage within this
decree. This bargain was doubly inacceptable to con-
serxvative opinion within the Southexrn Church and Stoho
vesigned his convenorshin, to he replaced by Gibb.l.2

The Northern Church's vefusal to enter any uunion
that made A united church the slave of Southern Church
regionalism and doctrinnl rigorism soon paid dividends.
In 1895, on A motion by Willism Will, Synod allowed that
marviage with a deceased wife's sister was legitimate in

God's eyes as well as in the sight of the state. Union

discussions had moved Southern Chuvrch Presbyteries and

10. Synod 1894, p.60. Report of Deputies,
}%. See above Chapter 2
. S!EEOd 18949 Pe 28;
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sessions to overture Synod to vemove impediments to both
unions., 13

That Northern Churchmen wevre from time to time ime
potent and frustrated with Southern concession to a con-
servative minovrity is true. T.F. Robertson, minister
of Ponsonby, wrote to Gibb in March, 1896: "I suppose
you find the work of Unity hard At times in Otago, and
not too many ardent souls capable of tvising mabove lesser
things to the larger national viewpoint.ses..l suppose the
chief difficulty is the position of the Syhod of Otago
in » united Church", 14 |

It is equslly true that some lNorthern Church leaders ‘
did little to assist in meetihg the scruples of "theix
weaker brethren", Apaxt from singing to organs Aand
marrying the wrong wives,; statements made publicly by
leading Northern Churchmen stank of hevesy to conservative
southerners. R. Exwin, M.A., minister of North Belt Church,
Christchurch, snd Moderator of the 1897 Northern Church
General Assembly, did little to rerssure the southern

minority in his modevntorial address, Spoke the Moderator:

13, In 1891 the Presbytery of Clutha overtured Synod in
favour of speedy action in union negotiations. The
Preamble to the overture shows a concern 1o make
Clear that A united church is A tenet of Calvin's
theology. "Whereas, in accovdance with the catho-
lic and unifying spirit of Presbyterisnism, our Church
hag almost from the beginning of her history aimed
At Aan incorporating union with the church in the nor-
thern paxrts of New Zealand...." Synod 1891 p.73.

14, Gibb;T.F. Robertson to Gibb. Personal correspondence
dated 23 March, 1896.
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"Uncousciously to many of ourselves, the faith of the
evangelical section of the Churech has been graduslly
transmuted, till very few of us would accept as his own
the statement of some of the cardinml doctrines of the
faith as made by one of the leading evangelicals, of
say, fifty years 2g0. The adoption of Declaratory Acts
by many of the Presbyterian Churches is an open confes—
sion that the sense in which they uaderstand the state-
ments of doctrine contAained in these subordinate stan-
dards has been modified. Often the use of the o0ld phrase
tends to blind us to the fact that our statements of the
truth thus indicated is different, aAnd is liable to in-
troduce confusion into the minds of bhoth preacher and
hearer, and hence our ceasing to use them would give both
freedom and power to our preachjng“.l

Wh~t motivated the perseverance of Northern church-
man over the fifty years of tortuous union negotiations?
According to an Outlook corvespondent in 1901, it was
“the spirit of John Calvin, who said that he would 'cross
seven seas to effect the union of scattered churches.” 16
Feelings of national identity snd srguments that missiom
work Aand church extension work could be more economically
undertaken by » church were also importante In StePaul's
Presbyterian Hall, Wanganui, in Merch 1901, the Northerm

Church unAanimously committed jtself to union with the

15. Outlook,20 February, 1897. ppe.38-39.
16, tlook 2 HMarch, 1901. p.l1l9.

/
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Southern Church. In seconding the motion of support,
Aged former "Camevonian® John Duncan of Foxton regaled

a stocy told him by the pioneer minister to Otago, Dr,
Stuaxt, "of A couple that had been engaged in warly years,
Aand after a lapse of forty yeArs.... were brought together
and marviage followed. On the day of the marriage the
bride said to the doctor, 'Long looked for come at
15!.8'&2"'1‘7 Duncan informed the house that he had looked
for this day and believed that the Northern Church's

long years as suitor were about to end. "A successful

issue was near at hand", 18

170 ibi!!,p.2lo
18. ibigd,
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