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from what, according 10 Ins explanation, he in-
tended ; portly by Dr. Willis upparently not re-
fersing to the purpose of the jawyer n the ques-
tions to which his answers were given ; parily
by s usang terms naterally apphcable to lacts,
when he had opinions in view ; and panly by his
employing the words * penjure” and * forswear”
§1 an uncommon sense.

Dr. Willis was then asked why he delayed so
Jang nfter the pubkcation of the evidence in the
North American, to contradictat.  His answer
was—I did not see the North American, till
somelnne after 1ts publication. I failed o get a
cipy when I'sent for 1, and gewung the copy a
day or two afierwards, 1 did not allow flbpve
thiee days 10 elapse betore shapiog a letter similar
to thiat published in the Globe ; and the reason of
the delay of ns 1msertion for a few days longer
was, that parties edvisng on the one hand,
thoughtit neediess, the thing being so clep.rxe them
previously ; and others held, thot if writing were
muluplied on the subject, it would not satizfy the
prejudiced ; and also that being on oath, and
acting 1n vbedience to the call of the proper au-
thoriy, as a citizen, n did not belong to me to
guude the press in these respects, especially as I
had been accusiomed to associate with the North
American something of a disparaging ides, as a
paper not of much aathoruy, and likely to give
prejudiced  stacements where clergymen were
concerned.  (2.) My own conscious tecllku.de.
and innocence of any sinister intennion in having
performed a disagreeable, but as I thought, faith-
ful part. (3, Moreover [saw i other papers
the quahficauons which the North American
had omiued, and judged, by the general rule,
that one paper would be corrected by anothe,.
(4.) 1 was at prans to parues of influrnce in the
oty 1o explun my meaning from the earliest,
even before 1 saw the North American, or heard
of the sensation.

(Sigaed,) Joux Bavse,
Chairman,
Georce P. Youxe,
Clerk.

—

Hawmirroxn, 10tk June.

The Committee met and was constituted wath
prayer. Sederunt—Rev.Messrs Bayae (convener)
Young, Gregz, McKenzie, Duncan, Roger, Scott,
McMurray, and Inglis, with Messrs. Redpath,
Morgan, Court, Stewart, Clarke, Youog, Bresk-
enridge, Matthews, and Hay, elders.

Query from the chair:—=Why did Dr. Wil‘hs.
as soun as he understood the misapprehensi-n
that prevailed as to his meaning, and the injury
done 1o lns brother, aund the scandal caused by
his testitony, not give a more parucular, distinet,
and frendly explanation of his meaning such aa
occurs in the previous part of this record? An-
swer by Dr. Witha:—If the letter in the Globe
appears general, 3t was at least designed to be,
and scemed 1o myself to be, sufficiently explicut
t» meet and remedy the existing misapprehen-
son of my evidence, according 1o all my know-
ledge, at the date of the letter, of the mistakes
that had gone abroad. Besides, while sincerely
desirous to counteract for Dr. Buzas's sake and my
own, any unjust impression founded on an exag-
gerated construction or defective report of my
evudence, I was desirovs, at the same time, to
avoid such attenuating of my staiements made
on oath, as might prevent the effect on Dr. Burng’
nmind of thissofemn testimony I had borne, which
was unly consistent with frequeat previous deal-
ings wih Dr. Buras in pnivaie, on this very faalt
of rashness, wn asserung Or pronouncing on char-
acter.  Morcover Dr. Burns having avoided a
private conference offered by lus brethren, the
Cicrgymen aad Professors in Toronto, who had
been much hurt by s spirit and manner in con-
ductiag this business, and who had desired to ex-
press to him their sense of his grave error, and
he having pleaded, in avoiding such conference,
the advice of his lawyer, Dr. Willis naturally

otcame miore reserved in any written explana-
uon which emanated from hanself, that accorde
ing 10 all his knowledge of the crroneous ini-
pressions of his cvidence, he repeats that he
amed to be as explicit as was requited. The
Leader was the first paper in which he saw a re-
port of the Police pruceedings, and the version
given by that psper appearing to be very nearly
in accurdance wih his rememnbrance of what he
had actually said, he was naturally lessimpressed
with the possible misconceprions attending erro-
neous teports given through other channels.
Finally. it must be remembered that at the date
of lus circular as well a9 letter, he had not dis.
covered the mictake or omission jn the North
Amertcan report itself as regards ihe parenthen-
cal interpretation of the word ** lus.”* 1 delay
or supposed generahty, in short, of thel  <r and
the circulor  was not caused by any .mmus

1 What were the words actually used by De.
Willis in the evidence to which the memorial from
Kunox’s congregation related.

2. What was the meaning Dr. Willis actually
wirhied to express in giving that evidence,

3. Why Dr. Willis delayed so long 10 exphiin
lus meaning, after he found that misapprehension
regarding it prevailed.

4. Why his explanation, when given, was so
defective, and

5. What had been the action of Dr Burns
which led to the evidence given by Dr, Willis

(Al which particulars will be found fully
Lrought out in the minutes of the Committee here-
with given in.)

And having considered what seemed best fitted
to do justice to the individual parties concerned,
and to purge the Charch ol the scandal which had
been caused by the whole case, agreed to recom-

aganst Dr. Burns, If an error at all, 1t was an , Mead the following deliverance for the adoption

error in judgment, and even as such, 2o far as
Dr. Burns might be injured by it, Dr Wilhs
cordially regrets it.

Atthis stage it was reckoned desirable to con-
sider the action of Dr. Burns 1n the Lnbhn case,
which had led to the evidence of Dr. Willis being
gwven. Dr. Burng being absent, a printed state-
ment, known by the Commustee 10 have been 1s-
sued by Dr. Burns himsell, and detatling very
parucularly the grounds he had gone upon in ac-
tesung Lublin, was read, and the Comnuuee
resolved 10 hold it to be a full and correct account
of the grounds in question,

Dr. Burns being sull absent, and the Committee
hav.ng delayed a considerable ume, they pro-
ceeded 10 consider what judgments they should
come to upon the whole case, as now upon the
records of their minutes.  The parues principally
interested were requested 1o withdraw.

Ds. Burns having now entered, requesied to
make a2 remartk on the evidence of Dr. Willis
awven this day. Dr. Wills was called in.  Dr.
Barns made a statement, from which it appeared
that his reason for declining the conference to
which Dr. Willis referred was, that he was in-
formed by Dr. Pyper wha came toinvite him, that
the meeting had been called not to settle the diffi-
cult between him and Dr. Willis, but to deal
with Lublin and to advise him in his course in
teg:;rd to Dl’. Burns.

(Signed) Jonx DBavse,
Chairman,
GeorGe P. Youxe,
Clerk.

Taree O'crock, . u,

The Committee met—all the members present.
The Committee pruceeded to dehiberate oa the
Judgment to which they should come on the case
as thus brouzht before them ; and afier a full ex-
pression of the mind of each member, it appeared
that there was a substantial agreement as to the
course that ought to be recommended w0 the
Synod. It was agreed that the following mem-
bers be appointed a sub-committee to prepare a
deliverance, and to report to the Commitiee at
the next meeting—DMr. Bayae, Mr. Young, and
Mr. Court.

(Signed) Jonx Bavwe,
Chairman,
Georee P. Youxe,
Clerk.

Nixe O'crocg, ». .

The Committee met and was constituted with
religious exercises. Mr. Bayne in the Chaur.
The members of Commitiee all present. The
Reportof the sub-Committee was read and unani-
mously approved of ;—and in accordance there-
with the following was recommended as the de-
liverance of Synod.

The Comnmittee having conforred with the Pres-
bytery of Toronto and with Drs, Burns and Willis,
and ascertained definitely all the facts of the case
brought before them in the Reference, viz:

of the Synod :—

1. In the first place, the Synod rejoice to find
that Dr. Willis distincily disclaims ever having
mieaat to charge De. Burns wuh wiliul falsehood
or perjury in the sense of swearing to a kaown
untrath, as appears by the Minates of Committee,

I1. Secondly, while the Synad rejuice that the
evidence of Dr. Willis as explained by himself,
rehieves Dr. Burns from the hravy charge, under
which it mast have been so painfo! for him to ap-
pear to lie cven for a short time, of falsehood
and perjury, (in the ardinary sense of the term),
they {eel constrained to «xpress their deep regret,
that Di. Willis appears to have been not only un.
fortanate but very unguarded in the seiecuon of
the language he employed 10 express his ideas on
a suhject 8o delicate as 1he character of ab-other ;
and moreover, that without auffizient reason, he
delayed 1o make the explanation which was plainly
due both to Dr. Burns and 1o the cause of religion,
after he knew, or had reason 1o suspect the mis-
interpretation which had been put upon his testi-
mony ; and still further, that when he did profess
to explain, his explanation was not of that frank,
distinct, and friendly natnre which the circum-
stances of the case called for,

But further, the Synod in pronouncing this
opinion about the action of Dr. Willis, feel called
upon to put an record their sense of the impru-
dence of Dr. Burns in the case which led tn the evi-
dence given by Dr. Willis, viz : his binging an
individual before the Police Court on jnsufficient
legal evidence : though they cannot regard this
as furoishing an excuse for the conduct of De,
Willis.

III. Thirdly, That the Synod do not fee] called
upon to enter upon the consideration of the ques-
tion, how far Dr. Willis's charges against Dr.
Burns, as explained by himself, are well or il
founded : inasinuch as they do not charge any
particular act of moral delinquency against Dr.
Burns, and are such _that the satisfactory inves-
tigation of them is from the very nature of the
case impoasible,

IV. Fourthly, That the explanations given by
Dr. Willis having cettainly lessened the breach
wlich the naked language of Dr. Willis wasfitted
to praduce, the Synod trust that Dr. Burns and
Dr. Willis will be enabled to consider the causes
of difference still existing between them, in a
Christian spirit, and will endeavour, as far as
possible, to come to a mutual good understanding
in tegard to these.

In conclusion, the Committee looking upon
the scandal caused by the occurrences, which
have led to this investigation, 38 fitted to shake
the confilence of their people in the College, on
the efficiency of which, the prosperity of our
Church so much depends, would respectfully
recommend to the Synod, 1o have special regard
to this in all their action about the College.

(Signed) Joun Bavaxs,
Chairman,
Georex P. Yorxs,
Clerk.



