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subject, lic movcd a serics ofresolutions against
the.bill.

STRATIIBOGIE CASE-
MR. DUNLOP> thon rose and said, the subject

on wlîich they ivere about to enter ivas of a
very solemn and serious kind ; and lie desired
to procced to the consideratioîî of it in thc
epirit su wvel rccormondod by his friend bl r.
Robertson, ivhen the cause wvas last before hlie
bouse. Howvever littie credt înighit bc given
by some individuals ta the statomient, hoe be-
lieved hoe could sincer]y sayi that so fuîr froni
ontertainîng any (lesire to exorcise seveîîty
agfaiîîst the gent lemnen ut the bar, the struggle
wvas to ropress tiiose feelings of. Iindness and
tenderness wvhichi inighit induce tîxe Hlouse to
carry leniency farther than strict justice and
the interests of the Clîurchi required. rTa that
extent they -%ere boond ta carry seveiity,
whatever miglfit be their porsonal feelings;
and ho trusted that no sucli fèelings %vould iu-
duce themn to shrink froni their duty in carry-
ing out wvhat was necessary ta nutintain au-
thority in the Churcli. lie rnust commence
by recallingr ta the recollection ar the houso
tlîe circutnstances under whicli thoso rev.
gentlemen appoared at the bar of the Aseoîbly.
The eall of Mr. Edwvards, the prcEentec t0
Marnocli, wvas Figned by only onc parishiorier.
Air. Edwards hiad oficiated among thiem for
sev'eral years as assistant to their minister,
and had been removed bv him on a strong ex-
pression of disapproval'of bis services, by a
large body of the pariziliioners. After the moe-
deration of the onu, it was praposed ta the
Presbytery by the presentoe, that the declara-
tion appended to the veto act should bo ad-
rninistered to the dissentient parties. They
were accordingly cited befaro the Presbytory
to ta]<e this declaration, and !lhon the presenteo
came forwvard ivith an accusation of caballing,
and declined to put the declaration. Aiter
due timo allowed for proof, hoe came forward
(the patrons having witlidravn, their concur-
ronce) and said, I do not propose to substanti-
ate any charge ai caballincg. The Presbytery
said, wvell, we.now wvill preaýs the declaration,
and appointeid another meeting of the parish-
lonèrs. It issued ultimately ini this, that the
General Assembly of 1888 remitted to them to
rejeet the presentee. That sentence the
Presbytery obeyed, and the sentence of rejec-tion stands in record upon their books. In the
meantime the patron acquiescing ia the judg-
ment of the Churcli Courts presented Air.
Hendry. Mir. Edwards thon raised a civil ac-
tion simnilar to that raised by Mr. Young in
the case of Aucliterarder, and also applied for
an interdict against the Presbytery séttling
Mr. Iiondry. The ]?resbytery referred the
inatter to tho Synod, and the Synod directed
them to proceed to tho settieniont of Mr.
Jiendry. They declined, and resolved that
the Court af Session lhad jurisdiction in the
inatter, and that they were b ound. Io obey, itis

iîiterdict. Ti'le matter %vas broughit up uiltil
inalely last year ta, the General Assemibly,
whichi pronounced flic folloving deliveranco.
[The Iearned gentleman thon rend tho delive-
rnce.]ý That %%as the judgment not of the

Commission, but of the Assembly enjoining
tho Presbytery not to determine the niatter
themscivos, but to ref'or ià to the Commission,
thiat that Court miglit determine it. Thiis ivas
s0 far front doing nny thing of whicli tîxe
Prosbytery had reason to complain, that it %vas
a judgment. intendcd to protect themi fromt tho
injurious consequences of nny proceduiro that.
iniglit be ordored by the civil nuthority. It
%vas inteuded to relieve theni, inasmuch aF, if
they wvere called upon b.y the Civil Court tu
sotile Mr. Edwards, thcy wvero not allowved ta,
act aon their owvn responsibility, and thus sub -
ject theinsofres ta a civil suit, but woro directc'd
to report t 0 the Commission, wvhich îvould takec
upoîî itself tle rcsponsibility cif the matter. T1he
Comîmission took uip tlie case, and pronotinccd
the fullowing judgment :

[Tlcncrned gentleman boere read thie judg-
niecnt of the Comnnission.]

lli Commission took- every plan of prevent-
ingr a collision with tlîe civil power. Tliey
had a presentation from tîte legal patron ini
favor of Mr. I-Iendry ; but they did itot order
the Prcsbytery, as in case of Lethendy, to,
establishi the pastoral reaionship betwcen Air.
Il. and the parish of Mariiocli. Tlîey said,
clLeave matters as tlîoy are: it may be tlîat
the Legislature may have passed some enact-
ment bofore niext Assembly, tlîat nîiighit enable
thi to corne to a satisfactory resolution on
tlîe subjeet." They forbado the Presbytery
frotît settling Pither party. And if the Presby-
tcry were called iipon by Mr. Edvards to -pro-
coed to his settlement, tlîey could say to hîrn,
ilWe have no option in the matter ; wve arc
piohibited by tlîe strong and imparative injuîic-
tion of the Commission froin taking any steps,
under certification that Nve shall bo answerablc
fur disobedience ta tlieir interdict." A change
of circumstances, however, took place. r.
Edwards obtained a decreet in his action, siai-
lar to that wvhich Mr. Youîîg obtained in tlîe
case of Auclîterarder, finding that the Presby-
tory hiad acted illegally in rejeoîing bim, and
were bound and astricted to talie trial ai bis
qualifications, and if, tlîey found him qualiiied,
ta admit, and receive limr as minister oi the
parisli of Marnoclî. 'This sentence being inti-
matedl ta the Moderator of tlîe Presbytery, a
requisition %xas imrnediately presented ta hini
by sevoral members ai tlie Presbytery, calling
uipon hlm ta sumnmon apro re nata meeting to
tako the decreet inta consideration. The Mo-
derator rnost properly provicled himself withi
extracts ai the proceedings ai the Assemhly
and af thte Commission iii tho case, and called
a meeting ai Presbytery for the 12th ai No-
veniber, ta talce mbt consideration, nlo t only tlie
eentence of t*he civil courts, but,.also those or


