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rendering into parody portions of the word of God, for the purpose of
Dlackening the character of an opponent, are offences agninst ministerial
propricty, sufficiently grave to he dealt with in the form of a el

3. The Laws of the Chureh do not sanction the trying of a minister
of the gospel for any @ave offence, when he persists in denying his auilt,
otherwise than by libel The Preshytery felt constrained to deal with
the matters eomtained in this count us they had done ; otherwise they
would ave been foreed to allow grave offences which had been matters
of public notoriety and scandal to pass wmoticed. For the alternative
they cliose, they cannot admit that theiv conduct Justly mierits the con-
demmation implied in the finding of the Commission,

IL (1) The Preshytery indieated their judgment in the circumstanees,
finding grave offences proven. The civenmstanees being unusual, they
felt embarraseed as to the precise way in which their judament conld take
effeet, tnasmneh as Mro Lawson had heen for yems in the anomalous
position o holding an office, without, dischinging the funetions of that
oftfice, or huving the churel’s sinetion to his cessation from the perforn-
ance of the funetions of said oflice,

2 While it was competent for the preshytery to have procecded a
step further, Tiad they seen their way to do so, they do not see that they
were required to do o, in the cireumstanees ino which they fonnd them-
selves placed, or that theiv vefraining from doing so necessarly renders
void the action they did take,

3. The appeals tiken wonld have prevented the Preshytery from
giving efleet toany more distinet or definite Judgment—or indeed to any
Judament whatever,

HI—ecasons of appeal cgiinst the fine  finding of the Commission.,

L Rebuke at the bar of the Commission without regard to the
character, terms, or civewmstances of said rebuke, would be o senter.co
utterly inadequate, in view of the offences of which even by the findings
of the Commission, and by Mr. Lawson’s own admissions, he has heen
found vuilty.

2 Suelorebuke would he wholly inadequate as an expression of the
churel’s disapprobation of the offenees committed—some of them havin
Been committed wnder cireumstances which add areatly to their wily,
Baving causad aseandal which so light a sentence would fail to wipe out,
3. There is no provision for a profession of repentance, or promise
of amendwent i the matters complained of, and for which he was put
o his e, one M Lawson’s part ; wnd thus no adequinte: security againsg
the conmission of like offences in the future, wherehy the peace of the
chuvelr and the Lionor of veligion would continue to be injnread through
the wnworthy conduct of a Chiistion Minister.

4 The Commission have failed to take into aceount all the facts
presented to- them, and o find proven the various offences ehareed, to
the extent which said facts would warrait, and thercfore their Judgmeut
and sentence are inadequate.

5. The Commission fail to provide for carrying out any sentence,
otherwise than by placing it on record, or by formally announcing their




