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accordance wvîth the scriptures and ber
sattxrdinate standards, ithe Cliurei main-
tains as truli or condetans as cri-or ini tîte
atatters ohf doctr'ine referred t0; tite un'i
uor proposition citarges thte ittdividu;dl a-
£atîtst wholtn the Lihel is brouiglît Nwith

thle denial of te trtth, or lie-in:te-
nance ohf tlic. errors, referredl to--f le îlih*
feront partienlars beingt stalcîl separate-
lx' it what are <'aileil Co'tnts; and the'
Conclusioni calîs for tite inthenton of' cen-
sure corre.sp)oitlîngý wîth the niatters thiat
tuay, bc proved. T1he regn!al.r coturse of*
procceditg is tu)r flic couirt hefore wvhonn
Ille libel i., irosectv'd, to consider fiNIý oh'
ail wixat is calic'd flic reievaîtce' ot' tlte Li-

-J, tlat is, t0 dletertaite %vhehiter the
points rel*'t're l u te mtajor tpoti
oi, arc inatters on wftieh the Cltut'ch mnatît-
aius ilie vicws that are thierein staied

atîd. -41i11 farther, wl'iter the pýai'ticulIars
l,rouglît out iii the innior proposition liave
a pîrpOt'e relation fa whlat is set f'orth in
th-, tna.jor proposition, so that, if'lie tat-

tetrs citargeivc "'et ruvi?, ilwotild in-
Volv.e a departtuî' froi tlie doctrine ni.'
flic Clittîrcit, ani %wotil int"er thîe Cetîsaric
ýallvd for, li cut'd th ierîî t-
o t, ttrf t h ie Citirelt hierseli' is, as il
mîr., ion lier trial ; for, in fiitditî, the
releiinuy uft'i mia jor proposition, qlte
otnîiît, htersel îo certain doctritnal stat
iwiust*. eveit aititougît on proceedinlg 10
îts5der lte mittor proposition site igbý,It

* fid1Uîî5 to rçJicct it, eit!ît'r altogeiter
or in soutie of ils connîs, as itut bcblg re-
levant, or niot liaving any bearitîg tîpota
flic p)rittcii,îles announccd iii te tmajor
lerup)o."tiot. V.'*iteiet' ure is no judg,-
tmentt tipon flixe ruevanev, a verdict. ivlie-
tlie.r of acqutted or ot'eotîdleiînnatiouî. cati
carry no moral iveight ivti it; htecaxise
u reillais stilto lah ascerta'tned 'what are
tle pritiii(s oh' flte mien -%hîo have pro-
iîoîîîîceîl lite jutug,,ment.

Nowv, alttiglt tlie bretltren of the
P'reshyterinîxi Synout citoose 10 say. Il flic
assertion that tlrz Synoil p)ronioun"ed tlie
chare groundless wîitt..t ever coniin'g
Io a fînding on lte reiev'ancy of lte hi-E
bel is bitnpiv untrue ;" and Ilgive an ex-
phicit couttradictioti to the stateinenl"'
that justice itas itot donc to the euse by
the Syttod ; il is mevertheIcss truc that,
front the beg'inniuto t0 he close of' the

*proccedings, that býody did not declare
the reicvancy of a single point, and there-
fort eould flot by any possibility do jus-
tice to te case. Thu Iasc, it is bo be re-
ternbcrcd, itîvolvt~d not simpiy Dr.

Brown's character but te interests o!'the
trutit. It ivould occupy t00 snuch space

t0 qttnte the deliveraneres on lte five
counits of' the Lîblîc, tîtat thevý nu g1îf ble
aliowed Io spenk l'or t1icinselies ; but the
1>îesbyterian S ynod erdiŽ nvited to pro-
(lUCvýif' it/ty cati, th;ît yttlgttient upon
tlic reievaxcv whicilicy say bias heen
gîvefi. It dues nutl raCI flic case to re-
fur as ilîev do 10 whiat they eall the Sy-
nol9's I reolnition f0 consitier the relevan-
y andi the probation together." If the

IS%îîodI ever caie to 'Sîîch a resolution,
titey ev;îil d1 l ot varry it into exu-
cittion. lit ponit of* fâir, howvever, whle-
ther il wva. so itîtendevl or itot, that moti-
<i) ot'.Mri. l'eddîe's wbiieh spoke ui"'îhci in-

von i'nceS whlich, %vulid ai tend a p-
rate and p)relitîuiiary deusoîon the
relevanvy alai-t fion, fthc probation,"
m'1S (tlt h>la'it; decuivvd mminanv mbers
of the Synod int %he belief that the rele-
vara'y, aiihou2lî not in Ille usual orler of

pr %eie voildi Stili bu dibcutssed It
%vas a1 dexteros ct'asion of that question
aitogetiîer. Varioti- disseuits; were cn-
tered tiîpon the Svinodb adoption oî flic
Motion, andl soutei of' tlc reasoîts in Suit-
port of* the dissents siew eiearly ilie iii-
Ji-ztiec îloi.. tr the truath, in fling ro dIo
I*'ill.jn, îoep to, the' clii(stiofl oh' televaner.
'ihus, one hody of* disseniienits say, "1.1.
lkcatise amînil; other reas;ons,, it wvas es-
I)ec-Itl tv nevi'dhd tLit inti Iis case there
flitoiil have beitfhe strictest attention
to uisialibfrtn, injitice Io parties at the
bar of tuie hou'-se-in jiibtiee to the truffi
as lteld b)y itis Chiurch, as, in thte words
of Ille Rev. Mr. Siark, Forres, at last
flivetingr, as repnrtc iv dsss Quigiey

anllennî'îi, inii tuir ofceîns<t
Syluoî, p) 26. 'lThe inqlliry ivbichi 1would
en>tze as to the rcicvautcy of the libel,
wotidi soon fix what wvere the doctrines
ctttertained b)y Ilte Churcli, and that
there inigliT be a final and happy is>îing
of ail doctrinal discussions in titis Syiîotl."
Another body of dissentients say "& 4.
Berause in ilhe judgnent of the dissenît-
ents, the Synoci, as tue represeittatives of'
a Caiviinistic Chiurch, shouid, have been
preparcd 10 admît the reievancy, or show
reasons to the contrary ; and sucit an nil'
mission wouid Il-ve donc mnch to satisf'y
the congregations un<der the Synod's 'xnspec-
tion, as tu the 5'uptoc's soiiiiîtc-ss inii ie ýbiMh,
whcreas, thc refts.il to consider the relevan-
cy of tc libel, and givc a distinct deliiver-
nce on it, leaves roômi for suspicion clier
titat there is error aniong ns requiring to bce
sheltered, or aî rciuctance Io ftvo¶ nWaver-
ing adltercncc to the trutit ms hitherto most
surciy bchievcd anaong us.' The l>rcîhrcn,
in their Reply, quote the Synod1 s decision
on the third count in order io show %ha%î on


