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read and considered. It waa moved, duly seconded, and agreed to: Where-

as Mr. McQueen was Instructed to forward these documenU to the Clerli.

and whereas. Mr. McQueen has notified the Presbytery (by extract

minute) that the Session of Ungwlck seems to regard these as the

uroperty of the Session, the Presbytery hereby orders the said Session

of Ungwlck to forward the said documenU to the Clerk of Presbytery

without delay.'" At a meeting of Session of Llngwlck. January 3rd.

1910. the foregoing extract being duly submitted, the Session finds as

follows: "The Session does not. as minute of Presbytery states, refuse

to obey the order of Prebb/tery. but will agr. e to forward minutes In

question when properly .equlred. The Session takes the ground that the

minutes In question have been before the Presbytery, and that all matters

apperulnlng thereto adjudicated upon, and no question raised requiring

the minutes on their meriu. the case Is closed so far as the Presbytery

is concerned. The question at Issue can only mean who has the right to

hold the minutes? If the Presbytery claim the right to hold possession of

the minutes In question, why does It not claim the right to possession of

all the minutes of Session? The Session save that the minutes, being the

property of the Session, must remain the roperty until properly re-

quired by the higher court. The Session. so acting. Is not disobeying

an order of Presbytery, but the Session cannot release Its own legitimate

right to hold the minutes In their possession until the higher court of the

Church decides or orders otherwise."

At a meeting of Preebytery. held In Sherbrooke. March Ist. 1909. the

Clerk being asked it the Sessl.m of Llngwlck had forwarded the docu-

menU which the Presbytery at their preceding meeting had ordered them

to send, replied that he had not yet received any of said documenU nor

any communication concerning them. Mr. McQueen, at this stage, tabled

an extract minute of the proceedings of the Session of Llngwlck, which,

on being read, was. In substance, another refusal to obey the Presbytery

m the matter, and setting up of the claim that the Presbytery had no

Jurisdiction In the matter. Much time was consumed In considering this

attltvile of the Session of Llngwlck and In endeavoring to ascertain

whether or not the elders were overriding the Moderator in withholding

documenU he had promised to send to the Presbytery. The Presbytery not

all accepting the construction put upon this matter by the Session

of Llngwlck. It was moved by Mr. H. C. Sutherland, seconded by Mr. P.

D Mulr and agreed to. "That a Commission of Presbytery be appointed,

the same to consist of the Moderator of Presbytery, the Clerk, Mr. AV. C.

Clark, and Mr. H C. Sutherland, to Interview the Session of ' Ingwick at

such a time, in such a place, and In such a manner as they think best.

In order to bring about the said Se; sion's obedience to the order of the

Presbytery In the matter of the documents in question; and In case of

failure, to cite them to appear before Presbytery at such a time and place

as the Commission may determine; and that the Session Record of Llng-

wlck be sent to the Moderator of Presbytery within ten days."

It should be noted that the Session of Llngwlck never set up the claim

that the Presbytery has no Jurisdiction In the matter. The Presbytery

can order Session to rroduce the mInuteB, the Presbytery can review the

mln-ites. and the Presbytery has the power of supervision, but the

Presbytery has not the right to possession of the minutes. When the

question was brought up at the Presbytery in March, 1907. It did not

come before the Session; it was raised suddenly and unexpectedly. At

the time I saw no objection to the motlor of Rev. Jas. A. McFarlane. I

am not, however the Session of Llngwlck, and I have no power to over-

ride the Judgment of members of Session. The Session claim the right

under the constitution to possession ot minutes and all documenU coming

before the Session and appertaining to the Session. This claim the

Session put forward with no uncerUln sound. Why should the Presby-

tery spend Ume in endeavoring to ascertain it the elders were over-


