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to the Presbytery, and that the desi'^n was to strangle it. The Clerk having stated

that a duplicate copy was handed hira, it was moved and carried, that in the circum-

stances the said copy should be substituted for the original." After some further delay,

"Mr. Sutherland presented the original petition. The Presbytery consideiad such
conduct on the part of Mr. Sutherland exceedingly strange and even censurable, inas-

much as he had cue petition in his possession while he trifled v^ith the court, declaring

that he knew nothing about i: and that it was laid on the table of the session of

Oabarus." See Min. of Preshy. Sept. 10, 1879. h. Mr. Sutherland at the same meeting
presented a petition as from the Session at (xabarus, to which were signed the names
of John McLean and John McCormick, eiders, who, subsequently on oath, testified that

they were at no meeting of Session at which charges against Dr. McLeod (tlie subject of

the peti ion) were mentioned, had no knowledge of. the petition, and if their names
were to it, they were not subscribed by tlieir hand or authority. The names appear
to be in Mr. Sutherland's handwriting, and are witnessed by his initials. See also

postea, sec. 14, c. d.

9 a. The examination of witnesses who appeared on behalf of and against the

complainants, upon the matter of McDonald's pew, was not " unwarrantable," as the

Synod aftirniG. The Presbytery had two petitions before it ; the one special having

reference to McDonald'." pew alone, signed by McDonald, and endorsed as truthful
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Hector McKinnon, who bougr*: hi' faviu, and intended to take his place in the sup-

port of ordinances, from whicli l\e was driven by Mr. Sutherland's conduct. Mr. S.

in depriving McDonald of the pew, deprived McKinnon of the opportunity of pur-

chasing it. McKinnon signed the general petition, and thus the Presbytery was forced

to notice the McDonald pew case in examining witnesses on the general petition.

c. The Synod's action in condemning in such strong language and so repeatedly the

conduct of the Presbyte' v, against which there was not a dissenting voice in the

lower court, even from tue parties interested, is more " unwarrantable," than that con-

demned, d. So officiously careful is the Synod to show the Presbytery the error of

their ways that it three times orders them to destroy " the whole of the minutes of the

procedure l)earing upon this case," whicl; minutes extend to the length of 59 words,

including a record of an appeal and a dissent.

10 «. The fourth complaint was that Mr. Sutherland had taken into his own hands

the management of congregational affairs to the extent of turning awav the old trus-

tees and appointing new ones. h. Exhibit of Evidcnrx : Mr. S. turned out Mr. McLean
from the trusteeship, E, F, G ; a confused vote was taken, E, F ; new trustees were

appointed (April 1879), A, D, H, K, N, O
;

(to take the place of some who died, H,)

None of the old trustees liad died. K; ^che old trustees were not consulted in the

appointment of successors, R ; Mr. Sutherland appointed said new trustees. A, C, E,

K, N, 0, (he did not, M) ; he nominated them, B, C, D, K ; there was no time between

nomination and votmg, A ; a confused vote was taken. A, K, N ; the congregation was
not aware tliey were to elect new trustees until the meeting of April 10th or 11th,

B, C. (R. McLean was never a trustee, H.)

* It will be observed that although H, I, K,M. X, sonietinie.s diaw on imagination, suoh attempt

is generally rebutted by one of themselves. None of t le oM trustees had ilied letoreeven the closing of

the ca.se before Presbvterv.

"'1 the elders but one, avA all the trustees of Gabarus congrega-

vtery several weeks before the other which was general, and
.»er'=, i)ft«'ees, communicants and adherents. The first charged

J- cD -^u,>A of his pew ; the second, with depriving mem-
Drrr^erty, viz. : pews in the church at Gabarus. Since

iJ jic't be very " reprehensible " to take evidence on
(.'.^ \ 'le two petitions are still more closely related.

. ..ad *"! r.c )oan(?<^ of the congregation, had settled tlie preliminaries

ins pes. bef^-e Mr. Sutlierland was settled at Gabarus (1875) to Mr.


