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action thercanent, hut do not requive or appoint him o do s,
G The va

trifline matter, as compared with the case of a minister o
churel’s active work,

For the above and other reasons the Preshvtery hold (he findings of

the Commission wnsatisfetory, and elaim that they e set aside,

Sicned on hehalt of the Preshytery of Prinee Fdward Tsland, (ns on

this and preceding proes)

K. MACLENNAN,
One of the Representalivos af the Dreshibery in the cuse,

Cinarrorrerows, P, L1
o Sprressur orm, 1881,
~—

ANSWERS TO REASONS OF APPEAL

L The following eonsiderations seem suflieiont answirs fn reasons of
appeal against the Commission’s finding on the Thivd Count of the Lihel:

() The Commission had aovicht, i they s canse, (o tail to adjndi-
eate on the particular natter hroueht wnder their review aond to lind as
they did —-See Rales and Forms, Pt 1310,

(0) The Preshtery appear to mistake the meaning of the Commis
sion’s judament, whieh s no hearing npon the relevaney of this part of
the Lihel, hut stnply upon the Preshytery's wisdom in takine this method
of dealing with Me Lawson in reference o the mafters thercin allewed
acainst hime Any oflbuee whatover may hedealt with( by way of libel,
but the wisdon of dealing with any particnlar offence op oflences in this
way is another matter. 1t is the wisdom of the Peeshviony in dealine
with Mr. Lawson tor these alleced offences by wav of Libel that the
Commission, atter full consideration of the evidencee alduecd, have ven-
tured to call in question,

() Whether in tiking this view the Commis<ion where richt or
wrong is forgthe Asembly to decide,

() The Commission” would only ohserve further that the Preshy-
tery’s allecation, as to the profune parodying of Sevipture by M Lawson,
Was not i evi lenee,

I The contention of the Commission i< that the Preshytery having
fonndearave moral offenees proven aciinst Mro Lawson, were hound to
have proceeded forthwith to the judicial infliction of . (rate censure, —
See Rules, 215 Instead of doing so; the Preshytery simply expressid
anopinion that Me. Lawson shonld be removed from the ministry of
the Chureh, Now the expressiofof an opinion that a thine <honld e
done is not doing that thine,  Besides the Assembly will ohserve that
the opinion it=clt is in the cirenmstances meaningless. For the Preshy-
tery informed the Commission (Minutes, page 9y that by removal from
the Ministry of the Chureh they did not necessarily mean deposition.

It then their sentence did not necessarily mean deposition, it is plain

findinzs, inasmuch as they merely coithorize their eonvener to take e riain

wenatnre of My Liwson’s velation to the elineh, as one
of its ministers, makes admonition, censure or rebuke to e 1 lis case g
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