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On the third point the Synad on a division decided in the fuliowing terms
The Synod having read the memorial of Mr. Sharp find that the action of the
Presby tery of Ontario was unconstitational in so far as they refused to Mr.
Sharp certain rights and privileges duce to him as a member of that court with-
out any provess of discipline, but at the same time sustain the action of the
Presby tery in reference to the certificate granted to Mr Mitchell.

On the sulyect of the referenee to the Synod by the Prisbytery of Ontario
of the wlnle ¢ase of Ashibun three motives were subiitted. The first was
by Mr Gillespie to the effect that the Synod appoint a Commission to proceed
to Ashburn with full ponwers to guire o all the dreumstances of the case
and tnadly dispose of (. The second was by Mr. T. McPherson recommend-
inge that Mr. Sharp amd his congreg: tion be pliced under the supervision of the
PresbYtery of Toronts, and that the members of the congregation who could
not con~crentionsly yemam under Mr. Sharp's ministry might umte thewrselves
with any of the neighbourimg congregations,  The third motion, which was
carried on a division, was by Principal Wallis, It was m the following terms:

“Phat the Synod reecive the reference, approve the Preshytery’s procedure
50 far as they lunve givon supply to the dissentients, and considering from the
case now o fully befure them that there seems httle prospeet of agreement
betwoen the divuded partics, the Synod appoint Commissioners to visit the
locality, not to reopen the general question. (unless in the case of new eircum-
stances lavine energed fitted to anest the Commissioners’ procedure) but to
deal finally with the minonty on the question, —shoulid rcunion beampracticable
—of thet” separate congregational orgamization on the spot, empowering the
Comuna~ioners to sanction such organization, amd to diyoin dissentient elders
and members fiom the existing conaregation of Ashburn, or to dircet them {this
fathngy 1o apply for catticates of di-junction to the session or Preshytery with
the view of annening themselves to other congregations.”

The Cartiwright Case -—=Fhis case, hike that of Ashburn, embraced several
distinet dissents and complaints, &c.

1. Appeal by Mr. Windell fiom decision of Preshytery of Ontario, to rebuke
him for contumacy.

2, Dissent and complaint of Mr. Windell in regard to the sustaining of a
minute of Presbytery.

3. Disent and complaint of Mr. Windell against Presbytery for resolving
to grant cevtifieates to certain parties.

‘The papers in these cases were read, and parties were fully heard.  Your
different motions were proposed to the Synod for the settlement of this ease.
We do not consider it necessary to give all the motions. We may observe that
all of them were in favour of dismissing the two dissents and complaints, while
two were in favour of sustaining the appeal  The motion which caried was
proposed by Mr. J. Mitchell and was as follows:

“The Synod having heard the papers and the parties in the case, dismiss
the di~sents and appeals of Mr. Windell, and sustain the action of the Presby-
tery of Untarto” )

The Soathampton Cage —This case arose out of the resolution of the Pres-
bytery of Grey to grant a moderation i a call to a minister in the vacant con-
gregation al Southuwapton mconneswn with West Arran. Against this
resolution of Presbytay, M Dowar, Mr. Stevenson and others dissented, and
compluncd to the Synod, va ~overal grounds embracing the following, viz:
That the whole number of Presby terians iu Southamy _un were not suflicient
to forin tho congzregmtions, and (hat those forining the congregation that desire
a minster had v charge aganst the minster alicady settied in Southampton.
‘Fhe papere were read and partics fully heard.  Four wotions were proposed,
all ol thew woving to dismiss the di-~ent and complaint and to confirm the
actiun of the Piusby tery, but, in vatious terms expressing the desirabloness of



