SUPPL

At Hamilton, the
sand eight huandied and Gfty three, the Synod of
the Presbyterian Church of Canadamet and waa
construted.  Inter alia, the Synod then took
up a Reference from the Presbytery of "Toronto,
in regard to a Memorial from members of the
Congiegtion of Knov's Church, "Poronta, rela.
ting to evidence given by Rev Dr. Wilhs before
the Police Court in “Toronto, affecting the char.
acter of their Pastor, Dr. Bums.

Il

MENT TO THE RECORD, JULY, 1853,

9 i day of June, one thou. { wauld make statements which to his(Dr. Willis's)

" cortarm knowledue were jncorrect,  Moreover,
De. Willis stated that the matters he had i view
when he spoke of De. Burns making such swute-
ments, were not matters of Lict generally, (hat as !
be hinted: ar the tim=,) judgments hasily pro-l
noweed by Dr Baras in regand to chaneter,
or reheacalz af thing «bearing onchwaster. Suall”

taether, Dr - Wolhs seated that,in vang the teqm

‘The Synwd | o« furswear? he introdace | quahfying clauses * vee, -

ngeeed, in the peculiar ciscumstances of the ! that he dil ot sappose that De Barns would at-

Church, 10 sustain the Reference, refer it to 3
Commtive to consider the whole matter, confer
with the individuals ncerested, if they shall see
cause, and report at a futnre diet—=the Com.

mttee 1o eonstst of Mr, Bayne, convener, Mr. 1 g0 —minreaver in re

te
D

r a falsehand * and alsohiathe dild not say that |
.. Burag wouhl forswear himeelf ; bat ¢ thae in
certon cizcunstaness, goaded by impulse, and
fo e~tting what he satl before, he mg'w do,
rd 1o the word forswear, |

on
on

Young, Mr. Gregg, Mr, Roges, 8ir. bicKenzie, | he stated that it might nat be the best warl, bat

Mr. Dancan, Me. Scott, Mr. MeMurray, sud Mg !
Inglis, musters 3 and Me Redpath, e Court, !
Mr. Maorgan, Mr. Siewart, s, Hay, Mr, Clirke, |
Me Young, Mr. Maithews, and Mr. Breaken.
rdge, eldees, }
Wirtiaw Rep,
Clerk of Synad.}
- i
At Hamilton, 10th June, 1853, the Synod of
the Pieshyterian Church of Canada met and |
was consututed.,  Juter alia, the Committec ap-
pomted to consider the Relerence from.the Pres.
. betery of ‘Torunto, presented a Report, wlich
was read by Mr. Young, Ou mot:en wade and
seconded, it was unanmmously agreed to suitain
the Report, and alopt the deliverance recom-
meaded by the Commsttee in their Report, as the
deliverance of Synod,
Wirtian Ren,
Clerk of Synoad.

FEPORT OF THE COMMITTEE AP-
POINTED 'TO CONSIDER 'vHE REFER- l
ENCE FROM THE PRESBY FERY OF
‘TORONTO:

Fullisked by Authority of the Synod.

A Haaihon, the 9th day of June, 1853, the Com-
mutee appointed to conader the Reference fiom
the Prestytery. of ‘Foronto met, and was con-
stinied with religaous exerc.ses,  Sederunt—
flev, Joha Bayne in-the Chair.  Rev. Messra,
Young, G egs, McKenzie of Zorea, Duncan,
Roger, Scott (London), deMurray, Inglis;
with Messrs Redpa h, Maraan, Conrt, Siewart,
Clatke, Y vung, Breakenndge, Mathews, elders

‘Phe Chauman ¢alled vpon the Mo lerator
of the Toronto Preshytery to explain the Refer-
ence ; whereupon he read the Reference and of-
fered to answer any qiestions which the Com-
nmttee might put.  On being asked as to the
ground of the Reference, he rephed that he was
not preparcd to give a defiaite answer; and on
the: members of Preshytery peesent bring appraled
to, they acqniesced-n hia reply.  The Commutiee
therefore found theinselves under the necessity
of begianng de novo, and taking up the case as
st came before the Presbytery. The document |
from Knox's Cengregation, along with the report
in the North American of Apnl 22nd, which was
given into the Presbytery and oa which the ac-
non of the Preshytery war tuken, was tead. It
was moved and seconded that Dr. Willis be
asked whether the Reportfrom the North Ameri-
can was correct. It was moved in amendment
and seconded, that the investigation be delayed
il the arrival of the Commissioners from Kaox’s
congregation, who happened not to have yet ar-
rived. ‘The former motion was carried by a ma-
jority.  Upon this Dr. Willis mentioned that the
Repoit was very iacorrect, and that he disowned
it altozetser 1a particalar, ag to s evidence ;
¢« that Dr. Barns would make statements which
w his cartain knowledge were incapable ot proof.” i
De. Willis mention~d that the pronoun “ his™ re- |
ferred not to Ir. Burne, but to himself; ¢ Dr. Baras

s intention was to express, not the case of a man |
sweaeme what he knew to be fulse, but the ease |
of a man statinz on oath rashly.that he was pociae
tive abont a thing wheel he had o hasuly made

up hismind upen, or which expericnee of a treach- -

] esouz memory shonld have prevested him from

aflirming.

Mo, MeMennics, one ol the comenistioness:
from Kuanx'« conaregation, beiig naw present,
was asked if be hal male any enqiicy aato the
correctnese of the Report in the North Aunerican,’
before-giving it in to the Presvytery H. ane:
swered inhe negar ve, and explained that the
Repart hal re naine ! fora leagrh of tim» wachal-
lenged, aad that a' nrst up o the G of the
m-eting of Pieshy ecy, he b lieved the Ropart to”
“be subataatially teue, !

Q tery —"T il the Com nissioners aay ather evis |
deace than the Narth A nericav's Report toi
geound upon in their anplcation to the Pre-bytery 14

Asoer—~S3: M. M Myaricn —Many of the
congregtion weee preseat when the eviden~e |
was giv-n, anl the geaenal Enpregaion was, that !
the R +port wig correct,

A queston was then put from the Chair,
whather the Com n ttee wmld b~ satisfi d with
D . Wiiliv's statenent as to the carrectnose of the
evitence, or whether other evidenve should be
sought 1 but the hour of a Jjonrnment having ar-
rived, it was aee | to aljanen.

(3 gwd) Joux Bavss, !
Clairman,

Gearse P Youse,
Clerk:.

G.o'crocit, r.u, SaMz Dav.

Te Committee resu ned aceording to adjoarn.
mont.  §-degant aaahove. Waea the qaiestion |
put at the close of the last Sederunt was again |
put.

Mc Young, Mr. Lviue, and M, Biyd, wha
were prese it when the evalenc® wig given, were |
asked whether Dr. Willis's statements as to the |
langa -ge he used 10 Court, at Toronto, were cor-
rect: wheq these parties confirmed substantiatly
the sta em~ats of D:. Willis and especially his |
carrections of the Reparts 1a the North Aaerie |
can Newspaper. D . Burns was then aked if he
also adinited the carerciness of Dr. Willis's }
statement, asto the worls he had emnoloyed ;— !
when he denwed that Doo Wiike accimpanied
that clause in which reference ismade to his [Ds. 1

|

Burn<} having made sta»mn:s, which he muat
have kaawn at the tun» incapable of proof, with-
ouat any him*1ation 10 mazters of apinon.

Th= Com nittec having enasidered the evidence
thus given, adeeed to recewve the siatem e ats of
Dr Willis, as fa- a3 thay relate to the te. ns em- ]
ployed by him. as sub tanially correct.

The Com nittec resolved at their next mreting, |

to take up the gu=ztion as to the charges which

s, Willis intended to bring azymst De. Burns,
on the oceasion referred to.— Adjourned.
(Signed) Joitx Bavas,

Chairnan,

Geonrse P. Youss,
Clerk.

Saxs Evevine, 9 p .

The Committee resumed aecording 1o adjonr-
mnt.

Dr Beavs requeste] permission to bring for-
ward winessea 2t a subequent peniod, to substan-
vate fus views a3 to what De. Wilhs had and.
Permisgion waa geanted.  De. Willis was a1 the
stm* ume permitted  to adluce such  lusther
evidenes as he thonght necessary.

‘The queation mentioned at the close of last
meeting wia tnken up  ‘The following extract
from the Narth Amerieat was read s

“ Mr Frernasn —In statements such as those
“ ade i thia case, do you suppose thae De, Bagns
* conld be enteely aad impheutly depended vpon
“ even on oath?

¢ D Wi =S, far asthe general subjece of
“ i1ceazacy of mmary it concerned, he hal not
“the leaxt hesitation ia sayng that he would
“ place vory linde r'iance upon lus statements,
“even made in the most solemy muner.  {la
el not prssibly credit any tinnr thit came
« from him in refereice to perzonnl character,
eoven wpon onth I+ woull b+ slow to eredit
“aaything unfavorable to awy poravn wuch
 coms through this msdivm »

0. this, D-. Wilhis explained that he 2at inten.d
to state his opinion that D Barnz wonld ke
orth toanything thar he dil ant believe 1o be
true, bat sunply that he wouald be ready w swear
ta a2 belietvery rashly ad vawarranuadly fiened,
a1l which neght be in contealichon even 1o
som.thing which b had already said, bat which

! eratralticion he [D.. Willis) was wilhag 1o -

pate to farg-tfulness, |

Another extract waz read i == In 00t D~ Burns
“in the habat of making sta‘em ‘nts nat correct,
¢ even i regud trmutess that occarred unly a
“few miaates previons? Do Widhis—~ou'd not
g1y a4 t1 minates, bt he ¢ ald speak todavs or
fweeka, for he il felt it to be the case. [l did
“helieve that sich wrz his maonner, cither from
“ lahricity or defect of mim oy, that stazenents
¢ were made by him, that, to s eertain Kooy -
“edye, wore ant oaly ¢ anely incorreer, hut which
¢ he mast have kroea at the um-~ incapalte of
*Cproat” =0 this, Dr W.lhe explained that he
emnloyed the term % luheeity” nt at all ina
moaral gence, bat simply a: equivalent to forzet-
falness.  Tokewsae, that he useld the claunce,
« which he (Do B) mast have known at the
tmr incapable of proof,” not buca-tse he thangat
De. Buras wonld uttar o deliberate unteath, but
becanse he (Dr, Wilhs) was aware that De. Burns
waa in the habit of making statem nts in regard’
to persontl character, the certainty of which,
from the nature of the case, he could not possibly
know,

Anather extract . —* He woulld say, that such
“ waz D+ Barnw's facilny for takeng up 1l reports,
 ad rashly circala’in g them,that whether through
¢ lubricay of me~mory, or the deare to curenlate
* these reporta—that siach is his fuc:liy—that he
* (witness) believed, that uader such circurnsiances
* —=he was very sorry 10 sav it—hat vader such
“ circumstancea he helieved Di. Baeas waonlil fore
« swear himself.” D, Willis stared that his inten-
tion here waa simaly to express, as strongly as
possibly, hia orenon that Dr. Burne’s hatmt of
forming rash enncludons nhout chatacter, m ght
lead hin to the beliel of ficts without duc nves-
tigation, and in circumaiances where he aught 10
have known that he could nnt substantiate them.

In answer taan eaqaity from a member of
Committee—D-. Willis stated that he did nnt go.
to the Court with any previous undersanding
with a9y party, as to the evidence he would be
called ta give,

The question wis then taken vp, whether Dr.,
Williss explanation aa ta his me1ning be in har-
mony wih, ar warranted by, the evid-nce s
carrected by himzell. The Commitce rreard: 2.
their unanimus opinien, with the exception of
Me. MeMareay, that the langiaze of De. Willia
waa fitted to convey a very diff-1ent impreesion,




