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wo viaw these procendings in a very seriows light, for theso I'resly.
torios hava not only thought ptaper to attack tho Magazine, lut alse
tho porsonal character of the Editar, amd, in a spirit wo da not now chate
actotiso, hnve ondeavored, through saveral newspapers, to do avory thing
possiblo, niteely to rain him.

In tho July nember, at tho closo of tho Editorial review of ceriain
Synudieal proceodings, (which has been tho cause of theso Proshyterial
resolwtions,) it was statod, that thore was no particwlar dosiro to say
moto on tho mbjoct, Imt that the colutans wero opon to anything that
any ono who thowght that truth and justico had not roceived thoir dee,
might chonso to write,  Hurely that was geving full soope for iscuseion,
amd for cliciting tho teath on tho righ side, if we shonld bo on the
weong. liwt a0 one winta 8 =yllablo for publication, Had the Pres.
byt <y of Inrtham, like tha 1'roshytory of Totonto, nut sont the roso.
Tutionns 10 tho Magasine, but only .o cortain nowspapars, then no more
woald have bocn maid In owr pagos on tho suljoct; hut if an answor
weta given at all, it would havo hoon in tho nowspapers whote tho
resolutions appoatod ; it ae tho roaclutions aro sont 1o ws, and we aro
bonnd on a pledgo 1o admit them, whatever may bo tho consmucncos
now, we hava surcly tho right of reply and of vindication, The very
worm will turn upon tho fuot that etushos it, and tho logitimnato defenco
of trath, and of chatactor, is ahiko the law of natire and the law of
Goul 5 and in theso clrcmnstances wa beg tho forbearanes of our rerderr,
Yon, woliog mnto ; wo hiegt thicit niost intenss and it conseientioun setu.
tiny of all tho facts, in rogand to a caso which {8 agitating the Chutch
to its contre.

Reganting the Fditorial in tha July number, that 15 &y unmitioag.
adly condemnod, along with the chaenctor of the it persenally, it
may bo sated that, in that article there is no rellection on any indic
vidual's porsonal charactor, nor any vile verbiago cplryedd.  Sirong
Ianguago, cottainly, was used, but wo submit thas tliere wag not 3 word
unbecoming tho uso of the language amoeny men who writo within the
lowndy of literary coustosy, Wo did not copy that siyle which would
hava callet tho conduct of the Synod *infamons,” * unhaliowed,”
o knavory,” or that tho members of Synod “ were a st of knaves.”
Noithor did wo attamupt tho style and imputations of motives and as.
ssults on private character, which aro to e feund i tho abwve resos
lutiona, such as * delilierate and glaring delinquoney,” * dosignedly dis-
ingonuons,” * falso and ealwmnious,” *“foul clharmes,” ** unchiristian,”
&e., &e. Wo were not educated in that mode of writing, amt hopo
never Lo learn, thuugh wo aro getting unwonted facilities, but we are
teady to admit that, weiting for the Magazine immesdiately aftor Synod,
and with tho folings not calined down, thero was some amount of
pepper in tho articlo that might have boen spared—~thia we ndmit frankly,
but as to the statemonta in it, a3 far a8 mattor-of-fact is concerned,
wo do not abato uno jot, nor cver shall. W cannot 3 for fet any man
oxanting tho Synod minutes, aml they will sustain us in cvery state-
ment.  Liet our readers scrutiniso the article amin, and examino the
Synod minutes on tho case, which wore fully and faithfully given on the
procoding pagoea, and wo shall duubly thank any onc—and in the dust
confoss our sin—wha shall show us whorcin we hiave gono contrary
to ovidcaco. [Ilore, then, is our stand puinteour language was not
composod of abusive cpithets, thouith it was strung, and it would hiave
boon better had it bocn leag so—~=but tho slatemomts_wero true, and no
condamnation, witheut the prosf, can make us yiold.

An indiguation manifosto from a Presbytery, may scom to bo very
portontous, but when tho facts aro tookod at, it Josos & Jittle of its
potoncy. What are thofacts?  Every ono knows that tho Prosbytory of
‘Totonto was divided, Iatterly, on tho casc that gavo sisc to the procecdings,
the ininisters being Aee to four; and at tho mocting on the 9th of August,
one of the four having domitted his charge, and another Leing abscit,
ouo boing proscnt, and dissonting, and anothor (wo) thrawing no
obstaclo, tho fivo, of courso, had it their own way. It is, thew, a reso-
lution ouly of the majority of tho Presbytery of Toronto.

Ta regaed to the resolutions of the Duthiam Lreabytery, thoy could
only consistontly bo tho docisiona ol thres ministors, for two ministers
of that P'rosbytery woro not at Synod, and one disscnted with tho mi-
nority, and thoso threo, of courao, auro just atempting to vindicato
themsolves for their past takon at Symod

Every onc knaws, tas, that the Synod was sorionsly divided on the
casc, fur, of thn.s who volol, the voto #tood thirtcon 10 wine, but the
ministors wero clght for, to nino against. 1t was a decision of Synod,
bocanso myjoritios carry 3 Imt whon thore ato & strong opposition, and
vory strong disegnts, it is #0 wec to gpoak of a Nynod's decisions being
hold sacrod from roviow on tho pant of one, of all of the minority.

Wao shall not discwss thoso rosolntions, but moroly maka a few remarks.

Tho P'rasbytery of Durham say that, in tho article, we professedly
gavo an aceount of tho proccedings and deoistons in tho casos of Ure
votsus tho Session of Torontn, and  of tho protest and apposl of Cam
oron and uthots sgainst tho decision of the Troshytery of Toronto” Tt
was a jiity, for thoir own sakes, whon anxions 10 charge we with * dolik.
orate dalinguoncy,” that they did not adhoro to acewescy.  In that agti-
clc, ot any othor Falitorial ariele, thero is not ¢no syliable professing
10 give an account of tho * protost and appeal of Cameron and others.”
What are peoplo to make of thoir sondomastion, when the very sbjest
of their nccasation is not acconling to fact !

Noxt, thoy say that the * Magazine is not, and never wae the offelal
and acknowlodgod organ of tho U. P, Cherch in Canada.” If oo, then
whiat lusinoss havo they with tho Magasine, say more than with any other
patiodical; for, has n public and indopondont journal not tho right 1o re-
viow tho docisions of any Church Court, and is not that right constantly
excreisod ! ‘Thero is tho one horn of the dilomma. Dt they say the
Mugazing is not and never was tho * achnewledged organ ;* ther, why
l1as tho Synod for twy years ordored (as sco miinutes) certan docinonts,
‘I'reasurcrs’ Accounts, e, v ba sont to 1l ‘Then, why did the Due-
liam Prosbytery '=—=again and again—send repurts of Prosbytery miects
ings, statistice, &c. 1 ‘Thera is tho othoer hara,

Again, thoy say * that tho atatomonts and teachings in cortain of ita
diturinds, nro dusignedly disingonuous, nnd highly porversivo of truih
We ask, whichil whorel on what? Wo demand that they spocify, that
they quote the wunls, and prere that thoy aro what thoy say they are;
and wnlil they do this, wo can use no mitdor torm than, it is a slander ;
and if thoy refuse, wao shall call it a slamder backed by cowarnlice,

‘T'ho rosolutions of the Frosbytery of Durhain, wo are cortain, will be
lickd by evory man wlio lias a soul touched by tho charitics of norality—
not to say any thing of tho highor charitics of the gospel—as appatontly
vindictive, not mercly against the Magazino, but bearing personal hatrod
1o its Edlitor.  ‘T'hat is too plain, and assurcdly will toll against them-
sclves.

Wao would remark furthor, that tho mombers of Presbytery may
fid ghat their resulntions contain libels on porsunal character, and that
any on¢ momber of Vresbytery, or all of them, are liablo to au activn of
damages in a Court of civil law.

We have writton atrongly 3 shall wo bo blaned ?

“ Wi steals my purse, steals trash ; ‘tis sumncthing, nothing ;
"'was mine, ‘tis his, and han boen slave to thousands ;

Iut ho who filches from me my good name,

Robs me of that which not onriclios him,

And nmakes me puoe indeed.”

Condomnation was passed by ail of those resolutions, on what we s~id
on thodecision of Synod ; tat why singlo out tho Magazino or the Editor ?
What was first complained of in tho Synod's act? Was it not tho
avoiding of a runtic trial of tho caso, aficr tho partics had boon swm-
moned to tho bar to have tho wAele caso procooded with, * as truth and
Justice may requirs 1 and isit not to bo found in the Synod minwtes that
tho Rovde. Dr. Wi, Taylor, Aitkon, Henderson, McClure, and Wm.
Frasor, dissentod and protosted, and cmployed the following langeage ?

* Plocawss, as tho Synod rosolved at its last Scdorunt to “ semmon tho
parties to thoir 1lar, and thero to deal with them,” it is manitestly & ro-
scinding of this revolution to appoint a Sclect Committeo now to deal

with them privatoly 3 and as this has been done i violution of the Rules
of Ocder whizh the Synod has adopted, all procoodings arisiag from it
ought to be rogarded as nuil.

“ Docauso a privato invostigation will not satisly the peblic, which
will look upon the proscnt course of tho Synod as an attompt to cvade
the cnquiry, and smother tho quostion.  Aud in consequenco of this sus-
picion, tho ultimato sentenco of this Court fn this ease will be deprived
of all moral weight in tho pablie mind, and will fail 1o bring abost an
?,micnllxl'g lcu?inniou of the strifo and heart-burning which have so jong

owed from it.”

And at tho final decision on tho toport of a sclect com:nittco, (which
the Seseion of Toronto refused 1o mecet, becawse it was private,) do we



