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the ecclesiastiresi courts. [t wns impossible
that the Presbytery could corne to a proper
.judgrnent in the inatter, wifhout, Jiavinoe the
latter before thern. The meeting accorÏn.ffy
%vas lheld and the minutes-

Captain HORrr DALRYDIPLE wislied to ask
Mr. Dunlop for %vhat date the requisitionists
de.sired the meeting to be cnlledl 1

MA. DUN-LOP said, he was not there to, an-
swver questions. He could flot lay bis hands at
the moment uipon the document, but it wvas
cither ini August or September.

The MODERATOR, calied Captaisi Dairymple
to, order.

Mr. DuyLop continuedl. This meeting %vas
surnmoned, and the MIoderator wvas ready to
lay the sentences of both Courts upon the
table. Thoy had required hlm to cai a mucet-
ing to consider only the sentence of the civil
courtand it appeared that they were unwvil1ing
to receive the sentences of the ecclesiasticat.
courts. They refused to, continue to meet, or
to receive those documents, and refused far-
ther to enter on tlicir minutes their resolution
rcfusiug to do so. The dissent and complaint
of the Moderator, they rellused to enter on

obtaining redress by the ordinary channels of

been instructed by the Generai Assembly to,
receive ail complaints, appeahj, and references
ini regard to the case of 1\arnoch ; and thiswvas
decidedly connected with it. The compiaint
and petition having been presented to the meet-
ing of Commission in December Iast, the Com-

* mission ordered it to be served, and ordered
copies of their deliverance to be aiso, served at
the meeting of tle Plresbytery of Strathbogie
on 4th December. They directed the Presby-
tory to transmit their minutes. The result
Nvas, that the Presbytery resolvedl, as follows:
"Terefore, the Presbytery resolved and boere-

by do resolve to sustain the cati in favour of
* the Reverend John Edwvards *, which wvas sub-
* scribed in presence of the Presbytery, at their

meeting on the 25th October 1857. And far-
ther the Presbytery resolved, and liereby do
lesolve to, proceed in the settiement of the said
Reverned. John Edwvards, as presentee to the
church and parish of Mvarnoch." In the first
place, the Presbytery sustained the cali ivhich,
t hey hadl formerly rejected, by the direction of
the final judgment of the General Assembly of
the Church in 1838. Instead of obeying the
injunctions of the General Assembiy of 1839,
to report any change of circumstances to the
Commission, that the Commission nigit, doter-
mine thereon, they took it upon themselves, in
defiance of' that injonction, to determîne on the
change of circumstances which had occurred ;
andin respect of the judgment of the Court of
Session, tbey resolved to proceed with the set-
iement of Mr. Edwards, hereby again violating

the express and authoritative in)junction of the
meeting of Commission in Alay, %vhiclî ordercdl
theni ixot to, proced. Mlorebver tlie judgment
Da, the Court or Session, wvas not n judguient,
ordering theni to procced at ail. Utiquestioni-
ably it wvould have been no defeîîce whatever
of their conduct, hp-d sucli been the jiidgment
of the Court; butit deserved rcmark, thutthat
judgnient only found lu general ternus thait they
;vere botind and astricted to, admit Mr Edwvards
if they fouind himi qualified, and contained no
order to them to do so. It was sirnply a de-
claration of thelaw, as in t liecase of Aticlterar-
der. They reported their proceiigs in thus
matter to the Commission on thecir meeting of
ilitli November and statedL in thecir report the
fotlowîng deliberate declaration of thieir inten-
tions ln regard to giving or irefusing obedience
to the sentence et'the supreme ecciesiasticai
courts. &The Presbytery have farther, &c."
He (MUr. Dunlop) %vould flot go back uipon the
question that had been raiscd, as to wvhether
that was a coînpetent meeting of Commission
or not. The bouse hiad alreadv decided that it
wvas conipetent, and at the saine meeting an-
other case bnci been decided (that of the miinis-
ter of Strnthifillan %vlio wvns desposed from the
holy ministry) and although the ininister of
StrathfllaWns coonsel ivas the same gentleman
as the Presbytery of Strathibogie's counsel, il.
was not nttempted to, be challenged, as an excess
of poiver on the part of the Commission.-
The Commission proceeded to taie, into consi-
donation the circomstances in which they wveie
placed:- but first of ail, being desirous to, avoid
the nccessity of a severe sentence, they unani-
mously calted upon the learned counsel for these
parties, to say if their clients were willing to,
abide by the (!ecision of the superior judicato-
ries of the Church. Mr. Dunlop hére read an
extract from the minutes of the Commission to
the above eflect. The question thon did not
depend entirely on the coxnplaint, of the Mode*-
rator, which ;vas confined to, a part icular point;
but tlîey took Up the declaration of the partieà
lhemselves. And the supreme jud.icatory of
the Church wvas toid by these parties, after
having foul time for deliberation, "9We will not
alter the statement, wve have given our repbrot,
wbich contains our resolution to aet ini defince
of the ]aws of the Church, and the special in-
jonction of the Assembly-" It bad been saîd
that the deliverance which they pronounced.
was severe. No doubt it was ; but that sen-
tence ivas absolutely necessary, not merely to
maintain the authority of the Church, but ncw-'
cessary for the protection of -thoso reverend
gentlemen themnselves. No one could antici-
pate, or did anticipate, that there was a Près-
bytery-that there were seven mninisters ini thiè
Church, who, at their ordination, had solinliy
vowed and sworn that they would obey thé ec-
clesiastical 'judicatories-ýno one did anticipàté
that those parties;~ after suspension fromi-the
fonctions of the holy ministry by thc."only pow-


