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. )kirttOD of Um 'iuTfts therein contained is, th« anchrUtiAttKoipar and di«i'

{KMition of the memorialist tire so prominently dittingniahed that the 8yi>ot
laUst barel>en justified in the soramary rejection of the whole case, and
thoB bavo saved all the perplexing difflcvlties into which the Presbytery, as
trell as the congregation, hare since beeu involved.

Bat if the Syuod was satisfied on the simple reading of Mr. Eydd'i
( short memorial, that the investigation therein prayed was one exclasively

appertaining to the duties and functions of the presbytery, if without reading

/ one sentence of the volumiaons supplementary matter, the Synod sent dowa
, Che whole enquiry to tbfs Presbytery, your n< ^morialists cuinot coueeiva

: upon what possible grounds of Justice this PreatMlery could ignore one im«
portant featum of that investigation—the personal status of tlw complainant,
"Which must necessarily follow him into whatever Church Court he may
tiiocse to present himself. Had the Synod deemed it proper to entev upoa
ibe enquiry at all—bad they even proceeded to read the whole of the memo-
rialist's case—had they proposed to themselves any consSderatioo of its

,
narits, the objections to the memorialists' competency as a compIaioaM
would undoubtedly have been ma'^e, and will any one doubt that, if they

. luid been proved, they would not have been susvainedl And because the

. tBrinister of St Andrew's Ohurch congregatitn, feeling himself to be the

iHurty principally affiscted by the charges made, voluntarily and gen«rously
.waived the objection to the non-appearance of the complainant personally,

and expresaed his readiness to meet the complainant in any competent
itribonal ; and thereupon the Synod, recognising the competency of the
ifresbytery to make the investigation, at oace sent the whole case to them.
€ac it be contended tLat cither the Synod or the minister of St. Andrew'i
Ohurch congregation waived all the other objections which Uie laws of tb^
^hurob provide againit an incompetent complainant 1 In waiving the firrt

Sreluninary objection, which might have been successMIy taken, the min«
Aft of St. Andrew's Church, in effect, said :

*' I care not in what court mf
.lelations to my congregation are investigated. I am prepared to go into that

lovestigation in Syuod or in Presbytery ; but before the investigation initiated

4 clidm the protection of those laws which the Church has ordained for the

safety of its ministers from wicked assaults. If the Synod declines the en-

quiry and requires that it shall be made by the Presbytery, in the first

.nstance, then 1 claim all the privileges from the Presbytery which would
have been readily conceded by the Synod. I claim the privilege of knowing
'{Krtrj assi^Iant, tbe right to knnw bis worthiness, his fitness to be a contest-'

jnt 2 and with these privileges, which wovid be viiuchsafed to meby the Sya-
«d, t am prepared to make my defence before the Presbjtory."

We contend that the Synod denied aone of those privileges to bur s lit*

lltar. We contend that their whole proceedings shew that the whole case
Ibr Mid against the complainant %vas k^t entire, and reserved for the in*

vestigatjon and consideration of this Presbytery ; and we respectfully submit
that Uw Presbytery of London, at their sitting in September last, committed
the first fiital dMNirture from the laws and practice of the Church, by
^poring these rights to «ur minister, which bad Men reserved by the

> Nor was the irregularity then committed confined ta the ignoring of

uose privOegee which belong to eVery minister of the Church. Tour memo*
tu^ts .as a congregation Were dinnived.of the opportunity of malntalniag
" ivjxwn positioii in tV^ proposed iDTM^'itffctton. Had the Presbyt^ wfateh

'VtkaMirKa^tftotaa siA^in Mf^ Htf

^Ury TlBttaSb, tonm tbd p^tpdtt of lui d^ttfry Into tk eenHM-m Af


