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No. 7.

HAMILTON, 12th February, 1861.

To the Congregation of the

Macnab Street Presbyterian Church, Hamilton.

The infamous conduct of the Hamilton Presbytery, at their

last meeting, on the 15th and 16th days of January last, in

Knox's Church in this city, and of the Reverend David Inglis

therein, I cannot allow to pass unnoticed. But before I describe

its proceedings, I think you should be informed, that Donald
Stewart, one of the persons who called upon you with the petition

to the Deacon's Court mentioned in my last letter to you, came
into my office the day following its issue, with a copy of it in his

hand, and m a terrible rage, standing at my desk and pointing to

the following passage therein, namely :
—

" If these creatures did

not know well that such a foul petition would meet with the appro-

bation of Inglis and his session, they would not have taken the

very great trouble they have to get you to sign it : they have used

every possible means,—flattery, dissimulation, direct falsehood,

abuse, and ruffianly treatment,"—said to me, \\ did you write

that?" I replied, yes. He answered, i;
I did not tell lies, why

did you put my name first?" I replied, " it so happened without

any intent, if you did a good act why object to the glory of being

put first on the list ? what I have said is true and you know it."

He answered, "I did not behave as you say there." I replied,
" I do not charge you any more than Henry, and if you did not
do it, yet saw Henry doing it, you are as bad as him. Yow know
it was done :" to which he mad6 no reply, but said that he did not

begin it, that Henry had been a week trying to get names to it

before he saw it, that Henry came to him and asked him to go
with him, and told him that he had spoken to several of the Elders
about it,vjho told him to get it as well signed as he could, and they

would " shove " it through the session, and that it was not to put
my sister, my brother, and myself out of the church. I said to

him, " what did the Petition say V He replied, it was asking the

Deacons not to allocate a pew to us ; but that was not putting us



out of the church. I said to him, you do not understand the Eng-
lish language, to allocate, is to set apart, and if the Deacons do not
set apart a pew for us, then we are driven out of the church ; he

seemed somewhat taken aback at this, and became much quieter,

and after some further conversation, he said that he was persuaded

that the Minister would have no peace whilst I was in the church,

and to get him peace, he went round with the Petition. I give

this conversation to prove the truth of my remark as to Inglis and

the Session's complicity hereinbefore quoted ; two other persons

were present who can prove the foregoing to be true. On the day

following such conversation, another person who was well informed

of the whole facts connected with that Petition, called upon me,
and informed me, that Henry drew a Petition and gave it to the

Session, that the Session altered it, and gave it back to him to copy,

and that this was the Petition which was signed by some of you,

and presented to the Deacon's Court. These infamous proceed-

ings require no comment. On 23rd January last, 1 wrote a letter

to Andrew Skinner, as the Secretary of the Deacon's Court, ask-

ing him for a copy of said Petition, which he answered in the

following words :
" The Deacon's Court of the Macnab street

Church meet for business next week, when I will lay your com-

munication before them." On 31st January, I wrote Mr. Skinner,

reminding him that the Deacon's Court met on the 29th, and that

T had not heard from him ; on same day he replied that the

meeting was a special meeting, and that my letter could not be

taken up at it, but that it would be taken up at the next general

meeting.

Inglis called that meeting as a general meeting, and Mr.Skinner's

first letter evidently points to it as such ; but the Deacons knew
well I would publish the filthy Petition, hence although it is not

too filthy for the consideration of Inglis, his Elders, and Deacons,

who say that they are the fit persons to celebrate the death of our

Saviour. Yet it is evidently in their judgment too filthy for " the

world," " the children of the devil," to read, else they would at

once have sent me a copy of it for publication, as I offered to pay

the expense of copying it.

The Presbytery was a very full one, and were almost unanimous

in supporting the excommunication of my sister, by the Assesors,

Inglis and your Session.

The following is a short statement of what took place thereat,

and of some of the speeches of the ministers who spoke ; which I

will give verbatim, and which are sufficient to shew plainly and

fairly their conduct in the matter, and to enable you to judge

thereof, and of the effect of the prayer of Burns' of St. Catharines,

the Moderator, at the opening of it :
—

" Lord guide us by thy uner-

ring spirit, may our deliberations this day, and during the sitting

;



of this court convened in thy name for the welfare of thy church

on earth, he just and in harmony with all the perfections of thy

most glorious character." I will simply hereon remark, that it is

written in the Bible, " The effectual fervent prayer of the righteous

man availeth muck, and that if Burns came within that definition

of character, as also his prayer, it must have availed muck, and I

leave you, after you read the conduct of the ministers (as is

hereinafter truthfully described) after such prayer, and the effect

of it, to imagine if you can—for I cannot—what their conduct

would have been without such a prayer, or had such a prayer not

been offered up. I will make a few remarks on the speeches as

same arise.

Moderator. (Burns, of St. Catharines.)—" The clerk will be
pleased to read the Minutes of last Presbytery."

Clerk. (Middlemiss, of Mora.)—Here read the Minutes, the

portion of which relating to my sister, recited the Decree of Sus-

pension by Inglis and his Session, as I have already published it,

and concluded as follows, namely :

—

" The Presbytery agreed to remit the case to the Kirk-Session,

with instructions to proceed therein according to the laws of the

church, and at the same time authorize the Kirk Session, as they

hereby do, to declare if they see came, the said Isabella Beid to be no
longer a member of the church. And the Presbytery hereby ap-

point Messrs McRuar and Gillespie, ministers, and Alexander

Mitchell, ruling elder, assessors to the Kirk Session in the case, and

hereby appoint the Kirk Session to meet with the view of consider-

ing the case in their session house, on Monday the twenty sixth

day of this current month, at seven o'clock in the evening, due
notice of said meeting to be given."

Moderator.—"Are these minutes confirmed 1
"

Doctor Irvine, of Hamilton.—I was not in the Presbytery at

the time these proceedings against Miss Reid were taken, I had

just gone out on Missionary business, and when I returned to the

court, I found same had passed, else I would have opposed such

a measure as being illegal, and would have dissented, but that

being passed I could not then do so ; and I wish to know if the

Assessors intend to report to the Court what they have done, as I

think they should, and are bound to do."

Gillespie, of Princeton, one of the Assessors.—" The Assessors
are not going to report, we are not commanded to report."

Note.—If they acted honestly and performed an honest and
christian act, why refuse to tell it ?

McRuar, of Ayr, the other Assessor.—" / did not know what
powers we had as Assessors, until I came to Hamilton; no



powers were given to the Assessors ; the powers were to the

Session; the Assessors have no right to report, and will not

report."

Note.—Can it be believed, that McRuar did not know what he

was to do until he came to Hamilton ? When the Presbytery

orders one of its ministers to do an act, they surely tell him what
he is to do, they do not say to him, go to a certain place first and
there it will be told you ; really this is intolerable, and plainly

shews that McRuar knew well that he and Gillespie—familiarly

known as the " Presbytery's Bull-dogs"—had been sent by the

Presbytery to do the work of bull-dogs ; and that they had fully

performed their work.

Smellie, of Fergus.—" Our Assessors only swell the Session,

and ought not to report."

I here asked why they should not report, but no answer was
given to this reasonable question.

Doctor Irvine.—" I move that the Assessors to the Session do
give in their Report, if they have made out such, and that all the

Minutes of the Session, bearing on this case, be read."

This motion was not seconded.

Stark, of Dundas.— c;A report must be made, the Assessors

should shew what they have done."

McRuar.—" I think it should be a Report of the Session, I had

;io power over the Session's books and papers, and I only sat as a

member of the session, and voted as such."

McLean, of Mast Puslinch.—"As no authority was given by
the Presbytery to the Assessors to report, they cannot report."

Note this very ridiculous idea.

Doctor Irvine.
—

" I insist that the Assessors report, as the

Presbytery appointed them, and the Presbytery should, injustice

to themselves, know what their Assessors did; I understand that

they excommunicated Miss Reid, and if the Assessors do not

report, and the case comes up before the Synod, the Presbytery

will be rebuked before the bar of that court, for their gross neglect

of duty."

McRuar.—" I think Doctor Irvine is remarkably obtuse, the

Assessors did not do the Act, and have no responsibility, the Session

did the Act.

If the Assessors did not " do the act" or in other words, ex"

communicate mv sister, " and have no responsibility," they could

neither have advised the Session, nor voted, hence did nothing, but

their Report subsequently given in shows that they did both these

acts. Why then this very gross falsehood of McRuar?



Doctor Irvine.
—" Surely the Assessors did something ; this

court surely did not send them to do nothing, as Mr. McRuar in

effect says."

Gillespie.—" I for one will report if the Presbytery orders me,

but our Report will not shew the facts of the case."

This shows clearly that the whole scheme was well arranged,

for if Gillespie, McRuar, and Inglis had not debated this matter

and agreed what they would do, and what course they would

pursue, how could Gillespie say, " our Report will not shew the

facts of the case," and which when given in, proved the truth of

this his remark.

Doctor Irvine.—"The Assessors should make a full report of

all they did, and are bound to do so."

Gillespie.
—" Doctor Irvine is not to prescribe to us Assessors

what we are to do."

Cheyne, of Tapleytown.—" The Assessors are merely a part of

the Session."

McRuar.—" I move that the Session report with the Assessors."

Gillespie.
—" I second that motion."

Doctor Irvine.—" I deny the right to these persons to make
such a motion, they are the Assessors."

McLean, of Cumminsville.—" I agree with Doctor Irvine, I

think it is not competent for them to make such a motion."

Smell ie.
—" 1 also deny their right to make such a motion, I

never before heard of the chief parties in a case, making and
seconding a motion respecting it ; it is unconstitutional."

McMechan, of Berlin, looking at the Assessors.—" You are ap-

pearing before us as Assessors, and you cannot divest yourselves

as members of Presbytery, you must report."

At this point some private conversation took place between
some of the ministers.

Cuthbertson,o/ Woolwich.—" I move, that the Assessors report

at the evening Session, and that it be the first business to be then

taken up."

McLean.—" I second that motion."

This motion was th-m put by the Moderator, and declared

carried ; and apparently the minutes of last Presbytery were con-

sidered as confirmed, as no further discussion took place as to same.

I have notgiven a tithe of what was said. Several members ofcourt
whom I knew not, spoke strongly against the Assessors reporting.

My object is simply to shew the thorough dishonesty of the Minis-
ters, (with two or three exceptions) and thereby the utter folly of
any appeal or complaint being made to them, by my sister ; even
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had their proceedings not placed a barrier in her way, in prevent-

ing her complaining against her suspension, and only admitting

of her complaining against her excommunication, as I shewed
clearly in my last letter to you, and as also hereinafter appears

;

and the candid reader of the foregoing notes, and of the notes and
other documents hereinafter given, will I feel assured, fully agree

with me in this opinion, sad as it is,asin volving the utter impossibility

—unless the Synod will take up the case and act more honestly

—

ofmy sister again being allowed to celebrate the death ofour Saviour
in her church, or in the United Presbyterian church, as both these

will be one shortly, and thereby driving her either from being

a Presbyterian, or compelling her to join the church of Scotland,

(even should that church receive an " excommunicated" person,)

which Doctor Burns of Toronto, declared in the pulpit of St.Andrews
church in this city, to be a " rotten branch fit to be lopped off and
cast into Hell flames" ; and which these christian ministers declared

that they had to abandon because that she had "sinned in matters

fundamental, by virtually denying the headship of Christ over her."

Yet they place my sister without any cause, without having tried

her, without having even charged her—far less—convicted her of

any immoral or heretical act, in that position, solely if possible

thereby to maintain their usurped unjust powers, by putting an end,

as they fondly yet fallaciously hope, to the action I have brought

in her name, and with her consent, to test the right of Inglis

wrongfully and dishonestly to hold a church, wherein to preach his

Millenarian heresy, contrary to the standards of our church, and
in direct violation of his oath of office to support and maintain the

same.

Bear in mind that these are not my views of the Church of

Scotland. I am only citing the public declarations of the Presby-

terian Church of Canada, and of Dr. Burns, one of her Professors

of divinity.

I was compelled during this debate to make several comments
upon such dishonest conduct, which called down the order of the

Moderator to keep silence, but which nevertheless produced the

passing of the above resolution.

If Inglis and his Session were honest in their statement in their

Reference, that the case was one of so grave a nature that they

were " not competent to deal with it in all its bearings," and on

that account referred it to the Presbytery, how could they deal

with it thereafter 1 The Presbytery gave them no instructions

what to do, so far as appears by the Minute of their proceedings

hereinbefore given, they simply gave them power to excommuni-

cate, which makes it very plainly appear, that this power to

excommunicate, was all which Inglis and his Session wanted,

and the not having of it, the reason why they could not " deal "

with the case " in all its bearings."



If McRuar and Gillespie—the Assessors—did not " do the act,"

" have no responsibility,"' and " the Session did the act," as McRuar
said, then these Assesors did nothing, and I again therefore ask, how
comes it that within 25 days after the Session so declared their

incompetency to deal with the case, they found that they were
competent to deal with it in all its bearings, unless it was that

now they had got from the Presbytery the power of excommuni-
cating my sister, which they had not before then, and which was
all they desired ? and they in their Reference cloak such desire

under general terms, leaving it to Inglis, when the Presbytery

met, to get their desired scheme carried out without same appear-

ing in writing, and in which you see he fully succeeded. That
such was their object, and that they did not honestly desire the

Presbytery to appoint a meeting, and take up the case, is abun-

dantly shown by what McLean, of East Puslinch, said in the

following debate, that he was anxious that the Presbytery should

take it up, but the moment the Reference was read, some one

rose and objected to it, alleging the expense, and suggesting asses-

sors with powers of the Presbytery. And such a weighty matter,

involving such momentous matters, namely, the Millenarian heresy,

the change of worship, and my sister's sacred rights, all appearing

on the face of the Reference, were thoroughly thrown overboard,

and justice trampled upon, by the almost immediate appointment

of Assessors with Presbyterial powers. Why this unseemly, this

unrighteous haste ? Inglis and his Session had suffered nine months
to elapse after the action was brought, and the summons therein

served on himself and three of his Elders as trustees, before he

and his Session, as a Session, took up the matter, on 1st November
last, on which night, three days before the Communion, they

suspended my sister without notice to her, or any trial, and yet

they could not wait until another regular meeting of Presbytery,

but must demand a special meeting which they did not desire, so

as to get Assessors, with Presbyterial powers, to be able to excom-
municate her. If they were acting righteously, there was no
necessity for such indecent, wrongful haste.

David Inglis came into the Presbytery about five minutes be-

fore noon, and a little after that time the Clerk rOse and said,

" I have an application from Miss Reid for extracts of the Mi-

nutes of our last meeting, respecting her case, shall I give same V 9

Several members called out, granted.

Smellie.—" I must insist that our clerk be well paid, handsomely
paid for these extracts. I hold that we are bound to see that he

is. / would charge six shillings and eight pence a page or folio.

The same as in Scotland. I would not take less."

I rose and said, that we lawyers who are considered most exhor-

bitant in our charges, get only six pence, or ten cents a folio
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for copies of our legal proceedings, but if Mr. Smellie, as an honest

minister of Christ, thinks six shillings and eight pence sterling/air,

I will pay it ; I am not fighting for money, 1 am contending for

principle, and will willingly spend five hundred pounds before I

will see my sister thus abused.

Moderator

—

looking at me—" Hold your peace."

Doctor Irvine.—" I think Mr. Smellie's charge too high, and
after what I have just heard from him, I insist that the lady's letter

be read, as I am informed she offers therein willingly to pay all

charges which may be made."

Smellie.—" I do not think it is too much, let the party pay for

it, our Clerk should be handsomely paid, there is no necessity for
reading her letter."

I called out, read it, 1 insist that it be read. I know that Inglis

and Smellie will not like it.

My sister's letter was then read, which pointed out very fully

and clearly the iniquity of Inglis and his Session and Assessors in

their said proceedings, as the grounds upon which she based her

application for the extracts, and offered, as Doctor Irvine said, to

pay whatever charges the Presbytery Clerk might make for same.

During the reading of this letter, Inglis held down his flushed

countenance, not daring with even all his audacity to confront me,
whilst his glaring iniquities were thus so clearly and publicly

exposed.

Some one then said, leave it to the clerk, there will be no diffi-

culty ; and the clerk evidently feeling ashamed of such disgraceful,

brutal conduct, and such ungodly extortion of Smellie, (being

nearly 17 times greater than lawyers' charges) said, " I am quite

satisfied I will be paid all I ask," and it was agreed that the

extracts be given, and I received the same, and paid the Clerk his

charges for same, that evening.

Fearing treachery in the Priesthood, I sat patiently until the

court adjourned for dinner, and returned to it in the afternoon, and

sat therein all the afternoon, until the adjournment for tea. Dur-

ing the afternoon, the case of a congregation over which Mr.

Hodgskin had been pastor, was brought up ; Cuthbertson, who
had been appointed moderator of their Session, complained

bitterly, that the elders and Mr. Hodgskin, who was preaching

for them, did not consult him, and that they had appointed the

Lord's supper to be celebrated by the congregation without his

consent, and therefore he thought they should be stopped, declar-

ing, that " the congregation would not suffer any wrong by being

prohibited from celebrating that ordinance." (If so, what horrid

sinners they must be.) Here mutual recriminations between several

ministers arose, and very spicy things said by these meek ensamples
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to a godless world, such as the following : McRuar, looking at

Smellie, who had just made a motion, said, "If that was done in

the political world, it would be called dodging.'''' Smellie, in great

anger, looking at McRuar, " Do you call me a dodger ? You
judge of me I suppose by what von would do yourself."

McRuar. " I did not call you a dodger , I only said your conduct
in the political world would be called dodging.'''' McLean, of
East Puslinch, " That is just a round about way of calling Mr.
Smellie a dodger, I think it would have been more straightforward

in the gentleman, if he had just called him that."

The Presbytery met about half-past 7 o'clock in the evening. I

again being present, and about eight o'clock Inglis' persecution of

my sister was taken up, but not before Smellie rose twice and
said, looking scornfully at me, and nodding his head towards me,
" we will be charged with breach offaith if we do not take up Miss
Reid's case, as we agreed." The evident desire of some of the

members being to prevent it being brought up at night, so as that

the public would not hear it.

The Presbytery clerk then asked the Assessors for their Report,

which they gave in, which he read, and which is as follows,

namely :

—

" The Assessors appointed to act with the Nacnab Street Session,

in the case of Miss Isabella Reid, referred to the Presbytery, at their

meeting in Gait, beg to report, that they met with the Kirk Session

of Macnab Street church, at the time and place appointed, aw* that

in conjunction with the said Session, they exercised the powers with

which they were entrusted, and declared the said Isabella Reid no
longer a member of the ch irch."

Doctor Irvine.—" That is no report, it should shew fully what
was done, all the facts of the case."

McRuar —" We will give no other report, you now see that

the Session are the parties to report."

Gillespie.
—" W e have done all we will do."

I said, disgracefully burked.

Doctor Irvine.—" I move, that all the minutes of the Session

bearing on this case be read."

This most important and absolutely necessary motion, so that

justice would be had, was not seconded ; and silence reigned for a

fe a minutes.

Smellie.—" As the Assessors know the grounds upon which they

proceeded, and made their report, and we do not, they are the

proper parties to move its adoption."

What horrible morality—or more properly, immorality of

Smellie. If he could not move a resolution to adopt the Assessors

B
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Report because he did not know the grounds upon which it was
based, how could he righteously vote for such a resolution simply
because the Assessors moved it, that gave him no more informa-

tion of the case, and he certainly had as much faith in the Report,

as in any motion they might make for its adoption, and could have

no more. We will see more of the thorough ungodliness of this

man, as the debate progresses. Smellie cannot plead that he is

an ignorant man.

McRuar, looking most contemptuously at Smellie, and with an
air of thorough disgust. "You are a pretty fellow for consistency ;

you refused to allow me in the forenoon, to move, that the Session

report, and now you wish me to move the adoption of my own
report ; how very inconsistent. You know as mnch about it as I
do."

Note how the one fellow pitches into the other about the

" under ground " knowledge.

Smellie, wrathfully.—" I am not inconsistent, circumstances

alter cases. 1 know nothing about the case"

McRuar.—" Humph."

Stark.—" Receive the Report, and that does not adopt it."

Note this miserable attempt of Stark to get rid of the Report

appearing in the Minutes of the Presbytery. So as thereby to

suppress every thing he could, as unless the Report was adopted,

it would not appear in the Minutes, and there would be nothing

to bring before the Synod : dodging indeed.

McLean, of Cumminsville.—" I wish to know the grounds of

this Report, this is a blind Report."

Doctor Irvine.

—

"Did the Presbytery merely order the Session

to excommunicate Miss Reid ? It appears to me that it did, and
that the Assessors so think by their Report.* I insist on the whole

Minutes of their proceedings being produced."

* Note particularly this great truth, as McRuar plainly admitted

it in the Presbytery, on the day following, as will be hereinafter

seen, and yet in the face thereof, they croak about the Assessors

being sent to try the case.

Stark.—" Nothing can be done by us, unless it c>mes before us

by appeal."

I said. " You know Mr. Stark there is no appeal ; that my
sister could not appear ; why then speak of it ; this is just an

attempt to burke the case."

Middlemiss, (the clerk).—" The Reference and its adoption by this

eourt, makes the proceedings Presbyterial, as well as Sessional,

and all must be examined into."

At this stage of the debate, some Ministers who were unknown
to me, opposed the production of the Minutes of the Session ; and

h
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one of these said, that the Minutes of the Session would be seen

when they were brought up for annual examination by the Court,

according. to custom.

Doctor Irvine.—If it is left till the session book is brought be-

fore this Court to be examined according to our practice, it will

not be done : this is burking the matter.

I called out, they only want to burke it.

Smellie.—" Some one has called this case a grave matter, and

yet the Presbytery will not enquire into it. I cannot understand

this."

Imagine Smellie very shortly after this, without making any
inquiry into the grounds of the Report, moving its adoption and
voting for it ; thereby clearly proving, that he uttered these grave

truths simply to gull the public as to his motives, else he would
have insisted upon further enquiry, and if not granted, would
neither have moved nor voted for the adoption of the Report

:

how truthful McRuar's taunt to him :
—" You are a pretty fellow

for consistency."

Stark.—" All we have to do, is simply to hear the verdict of the

Session and Assessors. We have nothing more to do with it

:

Miss Reid should have appealed."

Witness this additional attempt of Stark, to smother the case.

If the Assessors and Session did wrong, was it not the duty of the

Court to set them right 1 and this they could not do without know-
ing all the facts of the case. Neither could they in justice sustain

the " verdict " without knowing the facts upon which it was based,

as they could not tell whether it was just or unjust ; and this

Stark well knew, no matter what he might pretend to the contrary.

Doctor Irvine.—"There could be no appeal, as if Miss Reid had

appeared before the Session and the Assessors, she could only have

appeared as a person already judged and suspended, and would
thereby have admitted the regularity of her suspension, which would

have caused great injustice to her. The Reference of the Session

shows that i

N
-!iss Reid's action is grounded upon the preaching by

Mr. Inglis of the Millenarian heresy, and it is not denied in the

Reference that Mr. Inglis did preach such doctrines, and he knew
best. If we therefore approve of this Report, and thereby of Miss

Reid's excommunication, we will approve of the Millenarian

heresy, as Mr. Inglis does not deny in the Reference, that he

preached it ; and these doctrines are not in the Standards of our

Church. This I most strongly object to."

How very clearly, justly, and forcibly does Dr. Irvine here

state the case, both in its bearings as regards my sister, and as

regards the approving of the Millenarian heresy by the Presbytery.

If my sister had appeared before the Session and Assessors, she
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would have admitted her suspension to be regular and just, and

would only have been heard, as to whether or not further censure

should be inflicted upon her. If Inglis had denied in the Reference

that he had preached such doctrines, then the just inference, that

he had preached the same would not have appeared on the face of

the proceedings, on account of such denial ; but as he did not deny

that he did so, as he no doubt felt that he dared not, then it must
be justly held that he preached the same, and hence the approval

of the Assessors' Report is an approval of his heresy ; and this

the Presbytery finally did. And is what I feel assured Inglis

aimed, and much desired, that his heresy should be thus approven.

Smell ie.
—

" I move that the Session and the Assessors report."

McLean, of East Puslinch.—" When the Reference asked a

meeting of Presbytery, I was anxious that the Presbytery should

meet, and take up the case, but it was strongly objected to at once,

upon the ground, that meetings of Presbytery were expensive, and
that the Assessors could do the work equally as well, and the

Presbvtery then appointed Assessors with plenary (or full) powers

of excommunication ; there is no mention of any report being re-

quired, and I put the question to the Presbytery :
—

' To what
Court would Miss Reid appeal ?—to the Presbytery, or to whom 1

?'

and Mr. Inglis said, that the appeal must go to the Synod, as the

Assessors sat with the powers of the Presbytery.'''

David Inglis

—

bitterly interrupting McLean.—" I deny that 1

said that the appeal must go to the Synod direct. I only supposed

it would eventually go there, but I spoke of its being through the

Presbytery."

Note this Jesuitical harangue of Inglis ; he knew well that an

appeal could not be through the Presbytery. That the appeal, if

any, must either be to the Presbytery direct, and from its decision

—not the decision of the lower court—to the Synod, or to the

Synod direct without going to the Presbytery. Why all this mi-

serable shuffling except to cover up a bad cause 1 If their cause

was right, it would not stand in need of such dishone t Jesuitical

shifts.

McLean, resuming.—u
I may be mistaken as Mr. Inglis denies

it, but I believed so."

This answer of McLean strongly confirms my views above.

Doctor Irvine.—"I second Mr. Smellie's motion."

Stark.—"A most extraordinary motion. If you remit a matter

to a lower court, you have nothing to do with it afterwards, unless

it comes up by appeal."

What a dishonest attempt to ignore the Assessors. Stark knew
well that it was not simply remitted to the Session, and to it only ;

but that " extraordinary " and illegal powers were given to the
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Session and Assessors, and it was but just that the Presbytery

should enquire how these powers were exercised.

Moderator.—" I certainly think that the Presbytery dismissed

the Reference, when they appointed the Assessors, and we have

nothing more to do with it."

How can Burns (the Moderator) reconcile the appointment of

Assessors to assist the Session,—which shews that the Presbytery

entertained and adopted the Reference,—with this his statement,

that the Presbytery dismissed it 1 If the Presbytery had dismissed

(or thrown out) the Reference as being informal or unnecessary,

(see Forbes, page 105) they would not have appointed Assessors.

But the case must be burked.

Stark,—" I again object to this motion ; it is unconstitutional."

But he took good care not to explain wherein it was unconstitutional.

I here rose and said—" Why are you ashamed to let the facts

of the case be known, if you have done right V The Moderator
here coarsely ordered me to keep silence, else he would clear the

Court. I replied, clear it if you can. I will not hold my peace.

McRuar.—" Let the whole Report come up, let all the facts

come out."

McRuar here appears very honest, but he knew well that there

were no facts before the Assessors, and hence there was really

nothing to come out.

Cuthberston.—" The Assessors should withdraw their Report

and make a full one."

McRuar.—I decline doing so, as it would be bringing up the

Session by a side wind. We as Assessors did nothing, the Session

did all, we have no power over their Minutes, let them bring up
their Minutes."

Moderator.—You have all heard this motion, that the Session

report, is it your wish that they do so %

No one spoke, and the Moderator after a short pause, called out

carried.

Smellie.—" Mr. Inglis as the Moderator of the Session has a

certified copy of their Minutes, and will produce the same, if that

will do."

Moderator, (without asking the court),—" O ! I suppose so."

Inglis then rose and laid on the table, what he called a regularly

certified copy ot the minutes of the Session, at which the Assessors

were present, in the case.

Smellie and he were sitting together the whole evening, consult-

ing with each other every other few minutes, and it appeared quite

evident that Inglis feared that from the forenoon's procedure, he
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might be ordered to bring up the Session Books, with all the

citations, and documents, and hence prepared this copy of the

Minutes of the Assessors' meetings, so as to avoid producing the

Session book, which would have shewn what was done at their

meeting in June ; and also so as to avoid even the making of a

Report
;
yet he would not even produce thatcopy of these minutes

until he was driven thereto. Does such conduct shew that their

conduct towards my sister in their suspension and excommunica-

tion of her was righteous % Assuredly not, else they would have

at once produced all their books and papers.

Note also the highly improper conduct of the Moderator in thus

receiving a copy of the Minutes of the Assessors' meeting, instead

of the Report of the Session and Assessors, which was ordered to

be made ; as the latter would have had to begin with the service

of the summons in my sister's action, and narrate all the proceed-

ings since, which would have clearly brought out the whole iniquity

of Inglis and his Session.

Smellie had thus to do the dirty work for Inglis, in order to

secure the marriage of his cousin—a young girl of 19 years of

age—to Inglis—a man between 45 and 50 years of age—then on
the tapis. As to which marriage I would inform David IngJis that

there is not only a "/ama" but there are "/amoe," and not only
" overt " but " notorious" and I cite the keen relish of these famce
by some of his chief supporters, as abundant evidence (considering

their peculiar savour) of the truth of a remark made by me in

my last letter to you, that his supporters neither respect Inglis nor
themselves.

Doctor Irvine.—" Is that a minute of the proceedings of the

meetings of the Session at which the Assessors were present."

Inglis, very surlily.—" Yes, I have signed the same, as also the
Session clerk."

The clerk then read these M nutes, which were very long, reciting

that on the 15th day of November last, the Session appointed Cook
and McLellan " a deputation to wait on Isabella Reid, and to deal
with her in the matter pending, instructing them to leave a written
citation in the usual form, requiring her to compear before the
Kirk Session and the Assessors." The dealing here is simply as
Doctor Irvine during the debate said, the serving of the citation,

j

the doorkeepers work, nothing more. The said minutes further
recited that on the 26th day of November the Session and Asses-
sors met, that Cook and McLellan reported to them that my
sister was determined co go on with the action, and that they had
served the citation, and then follows :

—" The Kirk Session having
waited a considerable time, and Isabella Reid not having appeared.
The Kirk Officer was desired to call on the said Isabella Reid, at
the church door, three different times, and he having done so, and
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she failing to appear, the Session Clerk was orderrd to cite her a

second time." Then follows the adjournment, the meeting again,

and the callling of my sister three times at the church door, then

the order to cite her a third time, then adjournment, then third

meeting, the calling of my sister three times at the church door,

the consideration of her case, and finally ending with a copy of

their decree of excommunication, but not one of the citations were

given, all these were suppressed, but the calling three times at each

meeting, at the Kirk door, most carefully noted and minutely dwelt

upon.

I at once rose, and asked, " Why are the citations to my sister

suppressed 1

Moderator.—" Sit down, and hold your peace."

I again loudly repeated, " Why are the citations to my sister

suppressed? this is attrocious villainy. Inglis knows that the

citations would shew that my sister was not informed of the

charge against her, and that he and his session had suspended her

for one cause, and excommunicated her for a very different one.

Such conduct is infernally dishonest in Ministers of God."

The moderator again coarsely ordered me to sit down or he

would clear the court. I replied, " clear it if you dare, it is a

public court, and should be a court of justice, but it is a court of

iniquity, of gross vilenets."

Smellie.

—

u
I move to sist procedure, and clear the Court, ifthat

fellow—pointing to me—does not keep quiet. / will call upon

the law, I will send for the constables"

I replied, " you are going to law are you
;
you delivered my

sister over to the Devil for going to law, and as you are now
going to it, you must go to the Devil also, if she goes, you must go."

After considerable more threats against me, uproar and con-

fusion, they had to submit, as they found that they, could not get

me out, and I then again asked, wThy set out so minutely the

absurdity of calling my sister at each meeting, three times at the

church door, as if she would be standing there in a dark night, and
suppress the essential matter of the citations ; it is deeply dis-

graceful. Inglis knows that he dare not produce the citations, his

foul iniquity would be too clear.

Moderator, looking fiercely at me.—" Hold your peace."

Some one whom I did not know, said, "Mr. Reid has charged

the Session and Assessors with excommunicating his sister for a

different cause than the Session suspended her. I wish the decree

of suspension read, it is in the Reference."

I said, yes, read it.

The clerk then read the Reference, which you will find in my
letter number 6.
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Doctor Irvine.—" You see that Miss Reid was suspended for

bringing an action at law, now no one will deny that this is not

the inalienable right of every one, unless the action is ill founded,

and the Session do not say in their Reference that it is ; they say it

is founded upon the ground that Mr. Inglis preached the Millenarian

doctrines, and they do not deny that he did so, and they know best

;

but the Session and Assessors you see have excommunicated her

for bringing a vexatious action, which is a very different charge,

and shews that Mr. Reid's statement is correct, and I now ask if

there were any dealings with Miss Reid between her suspension

and the reference at the Gait presbytery 1
"

Note these grand truths so clearly and ably stated by Doctor
Irvine.

Gillespie.—" I deny Doctor Irvine's right to put such a question.S

Doctor Irvine.—" I have a right to put the question, the Refer-

ence shews that Miss Reid was suspended zoithout notice or trial,

which is contrary to the laws of our Church, and 1 wish to know
if the laws of our Church were carried out afterwards."

Smellie, very passionately and brutally.—" Miss Reid was cited

three several times, and failed to compear before the Session and
Assessors, and hence was guilty of contumacy, and contumacy of
itself cuts her off, and subjects to excommunication, I therefore

move, that the Presbytery approve of the judgment of the Ses-

sion and Assessors."

Contumacy of itself-—that is the being guilty of contumacy

—

can-

not and does not cutoff a member, an offence cannot put a man
out of Society, it only gives the right to Society to put out the man
on account of such his offence if it sees fit. Smellie endeavours

to make a difference between cutting off a member and excom-

munication, but either he knows this to be wholly false, or else

he is very ignorant of that discipline of his Church which he

swore to maintain. There are, as he knows, or ought to know,

just two censures by which a member is deprived of the sealing

ordinances—and these are, Suspension and Excommunication.

None other are known, either in our church or in any other Pres-

byterian Church. The falseness of Smellie's assertion will be seen

at once, in the fact, that when a member is " cut off" from the

Church, she has no further power over him, as he is not within her

pale, and she cannot excommunicate him, or cut him off a second

time. And see the quotations hereinafter given from the Confes-

sion of Faith,—Cook, Steuart, and Forbes, on Church Law.

Cuthbertson.—" I wish to ascertain first, if the citations to Miss

Reid were legal V
A very 'proper question.

Gillespie.
—" Yes legal, no time is specified to be allowed to
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persons after the first citation, the Session therefore are judges of

the reasonableness of the time they give."

Forbes, Cook, Steuart and Hill all declare, that forty-eight hours

shall be allowed after a person is cited, before he can be compelled

to appear, and they do not confine this time, to any particular

citation, thereby clearly embracing all citations, and no doubt

Gillespie knew this. The three meetings of the Assessors and

Session were held within twenty-four consecutive hours. But

he says nothing about the nature of the charge not being specified

in the citation ; nor yet, that the charge was departed from and

another brought in, in their decree of excommunication, as well

explained by Doctor Irvine ; not one soul, not even Inglis dared to

say aught about thi*, or try to defend this their iniquity.

Doctor Irvine.— I insist upon knowing if Miss Reid was dealt

with and cited before she was suspended. She should have had

notice of the charges against her, and a list of the witnesses

against her, given to her when she was cited ; the Reference I think

shews that none of these proceedings were taken, but if so, Mr. Inglis

can tell us plainly ; and also if she was a member of his

congregation after the Summons in her Action was served ; a.nd if

the right hand of fellowship was given to her, by Mr.Inglis and his

Session in June last.

Inglis.

—

a I object most emphatically to answer any enquiry into

any thing which occurred before the meeting of the Presbytery at

Gait, and I will not answer any such questions."

Bear in mind this answer and refusal of Inglis as it is highly

important.

Doctor Irvine, looking at Inglis.—" Why not answer my ques-

tions 1 We only want the truth ; the highest injury which can be

inflicted upon a member, is excommunication, which sentence you

bave pronounced on her. You have thereby delivered her over to

Satan for the good of the flesh, and this can only be done for gross

immorality or heresy, and your proceedings do not shew that

Miss Reid was guilty of either of these offences. I have not

kriown of such a case either in our own Church or in the Free

Church of Scotland, and I am aware that such a case has not

occurred in the Presbyterian Church of Ireland for the last 200

vears. A session cannot pass such a sentence, it must come up

before the Presbytery upon the Session's report ; the Presbytery

cannot give such a power to a Session, and before even the Pres-

bytery can pronounce such a sentence, the person must be cited

three times before it, and a meeting of Presbytery must intervene

between each citation.

Smellie very coarsely interrupting Doctor Irvine, shouted,—
" That is nonsense, there is no such law in our church, Excommui-

c
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cation is simply cutting a member off from the privileges of the

church, it is not a delivering of him over to Satan as Doctor Irvine

says."

Inglis.
—

" There is no such law in our Church. Doctor Irvine

cannot produce any authority for what he says."

Middlemiss.—"I think Doctor Irvine is wrong.

"

Doctor Irvine.—" If you will allow me Mr. Moderator, I will

go to my study and get you authority for what I have said."

Some one called out, there is no occasion for that.

Doctor Irvine.
—

" But 1 insist. May I go Mr. Moderator ?
"

Moderator.—"You may go Doctor."

Doctor Irvine then went out of the Church for a few minutes,

during which time several other ministers spoke, amongst whom
was

—

McLean, of East Puslinch.—" I am sorry that Miss Reid did

n<»t appear and appeal or complain to us, but whether she is right

or wrong Jknow not, as ive have no facts before us as a Court to

shew ; but this I will say, that the course of the Kirk-Session to her,

has been very rigorous, wost rigorous, I never heard of the like of
it before."

There. were no facts before the Presbytery to shew that my
sister's action was vexatious, but there were facts before it to shew
that it was not vexatious, namely, the statement in the Reference

of its being grounded upon Inglis' heresy and change of worship,

neither of which were denied in the Reference; hence Inglis' con-

duct was vexatious, and not my sister's. Yet in the face of these

facts admitted by the Reference, and in face of his, McLean's
assertion, that he knew not whether my sister was right or wrong,

he voted that the Session and Assessors did right in excommuni-
cating her. What a depth of vileness is this 1 A gross sinning

against light and his own declarations. A " minister of Christ

"

forsooth.

McLean, of Cumminsville.—" Excommunication cannot be

accomplished by a Session.

Doctor Irvine returned with two books in his hand, and rose,

saying, I hold in my hanh Cook's Styles and Procedures in Church

Courts, from which I will read.

Smellie, again coarsely interrupting him, shouted, " Obsolete,

obsolete."

Note.—The falsity of this assertion is manifest by the fact that

Cook's work on Church law was only written or compiled in

A.D. 1850.

Doctor Irvine, looking at Smellie.—You may cry " obsolete
"

as long as you like, but it is the law of our Church, and 1 will now
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read therefrom as follows, namely, on page 146 :
—"In cases of

obstinate contumacy, or continuance in scandalous practices, where

the communicant hath lain under the sentence of the lesser excom-

munication for some considerable time, and yet is found frequently

relapsing into the same vices for which he was censured, there is

ground for a process for the censure of the higher excommuni-
cation."

"The matter comes before the presbytery by a reference from

the kirk-session who have already brought the process to an intima-

tion of the sentence of the lesser excommunication, (or suspension)

The presbytery if they find the lesser excommunication not suffi-

cient, cause the party to be cited, and if he appear and deny the

scandal alleged, they are then to lead probation (or proof) as in

other cases."

" But if the party do not appear but contemn the citation, he

must be formally cited three times and then cited from the pulpit;

intimation being given even though he be absent, that if he do not

appear, the presbytery will notwithstanding proceed to investigate

the case ; after this the presbytery appoint the minister to acquaint

the congregation with the proceedings that have hitherto taken

place, and the contumacy of the party, and on three several sabbaths

gravely to admonish the party, if present, to repent and submit

himself to the discipline of the church; as every step in this pro-

cedure must be taken with all caution and deliberation, it is ap-

pointed that a meeting of the presbytery shall intervene between each

admonition"

" If he still remain impenitent, the Presbytery appoint public

prayer to be made for him on three several Sabbaths, a meeting of

Presbytery intervening as before between each of these Sabbaths."

" If all these steps prove ineffectual, then the Presbytery is to

appoint a Minister to intimate their intention of passing the

sentence."

Doctor Irvine continued to read the manner in which the

sentence was passed, and also the sentence which declares the

person " debarred from the privileges of the church and delivered

to satan for the destruction of the flesh" &c, thereby proving

clearly what he said, and he proceeded to say :
—" I am well aware

that none of these proceedings were taken, but that is only the

greater wrong to Miss Reid, and is what I complain of. A person

sentenced to be publicly hanged, may be strangled in his cell, and

saved the ignominy of a public execution, yet he is thereby

deprived of life. So with Miss Reid ; she may have been saved

the ignominy of being thus publicly excommunicated, but she is by
your proceedings as effectually deprived of all ecclesiastical life, as

if you had publicly excommunicated her, she is, as you all know,
ecclesiastically dead, the Session having first passed the sentence of
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the lesser excommunication or suspension, and the Session and
Assessors by the order of and under the power given to them by
the Presbytery, having passed the sentence of the greater excom-
munication.

Inglis here grossly interrupted Doctor Irvine, saying in a bold

and defiant tone of voice:—"Doctor Irvine cannot 'prove by Cook
that excommunication is defined in the ivay he says it is."

Doctor Irvine, calmly, yet firmly.—" I can and will, if you will

only give me time, and not thus interrupt me."

Inglis, ironically.—" Read it, read it."

Smellie, scornfully.—" If you can find it, Doctor, read it."

Doctor Irvine.—" I will read it, You will find that Cook at

page 24, under the head * excommuuication' says :

—

" The sentence of lesser excommunication may be inflicted by a

Kirk Session, and involves suspension of sealing ordinances."

" The sentence of greater excommunication can only be inflicted

by the Presbytery."

Doctor Irvine then read fromSteuart of Pardovan, precisely the

same definitions of these two sentences, and also the same means
to be pursued by the^Presbytery, before passing the latter, as Cook
lays down, and closed by looking at Inglis and Smellie and asking

"are you now satisfied % you see I have proved what I said."

Inglis and Smellie evidently thought they could by such their

rude and insolent conduct, bully and bluff off Doctor Irvine, and

thereby prevent this fearful exposure of their iniquitous conduct
;

but when they thus signally failed, they looked very uncomfortable

and chop-fallen. Inglis being by these last extracts from Cook
proved to have told an audacious falsehood. Verily what a vil< j

,

debased position for Inglis thus wilfully to place himself in ! a
" Minister of Christ," in a " court of Christ," how shocking ! !

Gillespie.
—" We have no lazos in our church, our Syuocl never

by any act adopted, Cook, Steuart, or any one else."

What a horrid falsehood is this, that " we have no laws in our

church," aud yet on the 27th of November last, my sister was
excommunicated by Gillespie, for what they called conduct "sub-

versive of the discipline of our church." If there was no law, there

could be no discipline.

Middlemiss.—" I think the Session could not deal wiih contu-

macy, they could not excommunicate for that offence."

Smellie.—" I rely upon the powers given to the Assessors ; these

powers show all they had to do, and they carried them out."

Here at last, Smellie is driven to shield himself under the pro-

ceedings of the Gait Presbytery ; how despicable does this really
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miserable creature now appear !
"

I rely upon the powers given

to the Assessors." He dare not even assert, far less show that

these powers were just, and that the Assessors and Session did

right in the excommunication of my sister, and rely upon that.

No. " I rely upon the powers," simply the bare powers, be they

right or be they wrong, " 1 rely " upon them. But when Dr.

Irvine—as will be hereinafter seen—dissented against these powers

as being an unconstitutional act of the Presbytery, and hence void,

Smellie voted against the reception of that dissent, and succeeded

in throwing it out, thereby clearly proving that when Doctor
Irvine desired to test the rightfulness of these powers by his ap-

peal to the Synod, " I rely upon the powers " was no longer the

war-cry of Smellie, as he knew it would not bear scrutiny ; how-
ever that dodge did its day and its work, when he succeeded by it,

in getting his resolution sustaining the excommunication passed.

Does not such conduct aptly illustrate the correctness of McRuar's
opinion of Smellie as to the " dodging " hereinbefore quoted, and

how admirably well these—" the Lord's anointed " describe each

other. And how forcibly does the said speech of Smellie bring

up into the mind, as truthfully descriptive of same, Milton's

truthful description of Satan's speech in the Stygiau council, held

at "Pandemonium ; the high capital of Satan and his Peers :"

—

-" "With high words, that bore

Semblance of worth, not substance.

I have as you will see only compared the speeches of Satan and
Smellie—not themselves. Was ] to compare these beings, as

beings, I assuredly would give to Smellie the pre-eminence, except

in intellect; as although Satan is very deceitful and wicked, yet
for him salvation has not been provided ; hence in his endeavours

to prevent the salvation of a human being, he is only working in

accordance with his nature, and to bring mankind into that state

in which he is, and from which he cannot escape ; but for Smellie

as one of the human family, salvation has been provided, and that

very salvation which he claims for himself as a man, he has thus

wilfully and without the slightest cause, endeavoured to the utmost
of his power to deprive my sister of, by casting her out of the

church, by said excommunication, and thereby from all the out-

ward and ordinary means of grace ; thereby declaring his disbelief

of that gracious invitation :
—" Ho every one that thirsteth come ye

to the waters ;" and thus fully proving my position, that except in

intellect, Smellie has the enviable or unenviable—as he likes

—

pre-eminence over Satan.

Doctor Irvine.
—"The Presbytery could not delegate a power

which it did not possess, as it could not have excommunicated
Miss Reid upon the Reference, it containing no evidence whereon
to judge. I have already shewn that from Cook and Steuart."
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Here the root of the evil in the Presbytery is laid bare, they

ordered the Assessors and Session to excommunicate, without hav-

ing any evidence ofguilt before them. What terrible injustice !

McLean, of East Puslinch.—" We have no discipline in our

church. Mr. Kemp of Montreal has been trying his hand on it,

but we have nothing to do with Cook, Steuart, or any body else."

If " we have no discipline in our church," how have the minis-

ters managed the spiritual affairs of their congregations since the

disruption in 1844? It is really melancholy to think of such an

atrocious falsehood as this is, deliberately made for the base pur-

pose of supporting the excommunication, when they found that its

iniquity had been so clearly shown by Doctor Irvine reading from
Cook and Steuart's Laws of the Church ; the deliberate falsehood,

that we have no discipline, is then most audaciously put forward.
" Any port in a storm," may be a sound nautical adage, but
should not be the ruling maxim with " Ministers of truth" as

shewn in these proceeding)?.

Gillespie.—" Doctor Irvine is not the man to find fault with his

neighbor's conduct. I know that several members ot Knox's

Church have been excommunicated by him, without even being

noticed, hence Doctor Irvine should not find fault with this case^ as

he is guilty of like conduct"

What horrible immorality of this depraved, demoralised ruffian

of a " Minister of Christ " as he calls himself. Because Doctor
Irvine was guilty (as he said, but ot which there was no proof ) of

having excommunicated some members of his congregation, there-

fore my sister should not get justice, but be condemned. Even
had Doctor Irvine been guilty of what Gillespie charged him with,

was it just and righteous, that my sister should suffer for such his

conduct ? Only such a foul blot on humanity as Gillespie is,

would have the shameless audacity thus to declare : and in which

he was greatly though indirectly assisted, by Middlemiss declaring

that he knew what Gillespie said to be true. If Doctor Irvine

had been guilty of such acts, was repentance to be denied to him %

was he never afterwards to be allowed to do right? but must al-

ways do wrong: that is the morality of Gillespie and Middlemiss.

But when we find (as will be clearly seen in the subsequent pro-

ceedings of this infamous court, this den of iniquity, on the day

following, hereinafter set forth) that Dr. Irvine was not guilty of

such conduct, and that these statements of Gillespie and Middle-

miss, were wholly false, and could only have been made for

the sole purpose of casting odium on Dr. Irvine, and thereby

if possible preventing justice to my sister, how Satanical does

such conduct become, in every aspect of the same, as well to him
as to my sister. Doctor Irvine was not defending my sister in

the bringing of the action of Ejectment, he was simply desirous

—
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as he repeatedly declared—that she should have a ttial, and there-

by protect himself from the responsibility of being a party to the

violation of the laws of the Church. Every member of the Pres-

bytery knew and felt (no matter how they acted) that my sister

had not been tried, and that she had not had even the semblance

of a trial: and because Doctor Irvine had the common honesty

so to declare, he was thus abused by these wretched creatures, to

prevent others voting with him; as lam credibly informed, and
no doubt Gillespie then knew it, that by that time, some other

ministers would have voted with Doctor Irvine, had they not been

afraid of similar abusive treatment; and the fact of eight Ministers

next day voting for Doctor Irvine's reasons of dissent is strong

proof thereof.

Middlemiss.—" I know that to be true."

Doctor Irvine.
—

" I deny this in toto (or wholly) and insist

upon the persons being named and proof of same. I never did such

an act. I insist Mr. Moderator on protection from this court,

against such false statements."

Moderator.—" Gentlemen, this is extraneous matter, and should

not have been mentioned."

See how very mildly t\iis just Chairman of this " Court of Christ"

passes over such atrocious misconduct of Gillespie and Middlemiss.

Some remarks were made by persons unknown to me, calling

in question the regularity of the proceedings, and desiring to be
informed if same were all in order-

Gillespie.
—" Forbes is the only authority I ever heard cited in

this Court, and we followed him, even in our forms of process."

This I rose and denied, but he again asserted it, and that seemed
enough. But I now give the form of a citation to a person accused,

word for word as given in Forbes' Forms, which Gillespie referred

to, at page 164. Ed. of 1856.

" To (naming the person.)

" Take notice that you will have to compear before the (name
" of the court before which the person is to appear) within their

w usual place of meeting, at , on the day of , to

" answer to the libel a copy ofivhich is prefixed,—or to answer to
" the information against you for the sin or scandal of (naming
" the sin or offence) laid to your charge."

You will see that either a copy of the charges against the ac-

cused, called a libel, must be attached to and accompany the cita-

tion, or else, that the nature of the sin or charge be set forth in the

citation, as the Session see fit ; the above form being in the alter-

native. Cook gives the same form, except the alternative of pre-

fixing the libel to the citation.
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The following is a true copy of the first citation my sister

received in this matter :

" To Isabella Reid :

" Take notice that you are hereby cited to compear before the
" Kirk-Session of the Macnab Street Presbyterian Church, who
u with Commissioners of the Reverend the Presbytery of Hamilton
" are appointed by the said Presbytery, to meet within the session
" house of the Macnab Street Church, on Monday, the twenty-sixth
" day of November, one thousand eight hundred and sixty, at

" eight o'clock in the evening, to carry out the law of the church in

" the charge now pending against you before the Kirk-Session, and
t' by them referred to the Presbytery of Hamilton,—with notifi-

«' cation that the case will then and there be brought to trial."

The second citation is :
—" You are therefore cited this second

time to compear at the Session, with certification that the case

will then and there be brought to trial."•&*

The third and only other citation is :
—" With certification that

in case of your failing to appear, the Kirk-Session and Assessors

appointed by the Presbytery, will proceed in your absence to the

final consideration of your case."

Is there one word in all < r any * n& ol the^e citati ns, of the nature

of the • ftence or sin, she was charged with 1 not the slightest, it is not

even named, these were all the citations she ever received, and no
papeis of any kind were attached to same or accompanied same,

nothing but the naked citations, as copie I above, thus clearly

showing what an audacious falsehood Gillespie thus told. Forbes
is a Free Church Minister, his worn above referred to and quoted

from is along with Steuart of Pardovan and Cook, as also Hill, the

standard authorities of the Free Church in Scotland, and by Gilles-

pie's admission, Forbes is received as authority in our church.

Yet you see, Inglis, Gillespie, and McRuar set him at defiance,

although they severally swore on their ordinations, that they would
constantly maintain and assert the discipline of our church, and

they suppressed all iniormation in these citations of the nature

of, or even the name of the offence, which they charged my sister

with. I have been thus particular in this matter, not for the mere
purpose of proving Gillespie to have told a falsehood, but for the

purpose of proving the truth of what I have said about this matter,

in my last letter to you ; as I have a high respect for what I say.

Forbes does not give a form either of suspension or excommu-
nication, or yet even of " a cutting off." I know not what these

Reverend Expounders of truth would call the last kind of a decree

or ce; sure, as they very wisely did not condescend upon a name
for it, they only spoke of it as " a cutting off."
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As it was now past 10 o'clock, at night, some one proposed an
adjournment, but the motion was lost, and the Moderator rose

and put Smellie's motion, and without calling for a show of hands,

immediately declared it carried. i

Doctor Irvine.—" I dissent from that finding, and wish my
dissent recorded, as I will go to the Synod against it."

Middlemiss.—" A member of this court cannot dissent without

having made a motion."

Note this attempt finally to get rid of Doctor Irvine's dissent,

and thereby wholly suppress the matter.

Doctor Irvine.—" I deny this, and insist on my dissent being

recorded."

There then followed considerable talk and confusion. Doctor
Irvine insisting on his right to have his dissent recorded, contending

that if he did not get a seconder to his motion, he would still be

deprived of his rights ; this Middlemiss denied, alleging, that the

mere making of a motion was sufficient. When after a hard

struggle—the evident determination being to prevent him if

possible—the Moderator evidently seeing that this last dodge would
not be submitted to by Doctor Irvine, said, " Doctor Irvine had
better make a motion in amendment ofMr. Smellie's, so as to clear

up all doubt, and his dissent can then be recorded."

Doctor Irvine.
—

" I differ from that decision, but to save further

trouble, I now move in amendment of Mr. Smellie's motion, "that

the Presbytery do not approve of the action of the Session and

Assessors."

Mr. Bethune, (an elder).—" I second Doctor Irvine's motion."

The Moderator then put the amendment, and only four persons

voted for it, namely, Doctor Irvine, Mr. Bethune, McLean of

Cumminsville, and another person whom I did not know.

The Moderator then put Smellie's motion, " that the Presbytery

approve of the action of the Assessors and Session," and declared

it carried, 16 persons voting it, of whom were Inglis and the

Assessors, voting in their own case.

Doctor Irvine.—" I dissent from that finding, and I request

that my dissent be recorded, and will give my reasons of dissent.

I desire to bring the whole matter before the Synod. Such injustice

cannot stand."

Middlemiss, in a pert flippant tone.—Hand in you Reasons

Doctor."

Doctor Irvine.—I will now state same briefly, and will within

half an hour, if the court will allow me to retire to my study, bring

the same in, fully written out."

Moderator.—It is too late, you can do it in the morning."

D
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Doctor Irvine.—" I have no objection to this, if the court will

allow me, but I do not wish to loose my right."

Moderator.—" No danger Doctor, it will be all right."

Doctor Irvine.
—

" I wish to be quite certain, ask the court."

The Moderator then asked the Presbytery, and informed Doctor
Irvine, that they allowed him to give in his Reasons in writing,

when the court would meet the next morning.

The Presbytery then adjourned at about 10.30 till the following

morning, at 9-30.

The Presbytery met next morning a few minutes before ten

o'clock, in the Session room of Knox's Church. I being present.

After the Moderator prayed for the "guidance of the Spirit," he

ordered the Clerk to read the Minutes of the previous night's

proceedings, and the clerk read as follows, namely :
—" The

Reverend David Inglis laid on the table, the Minutes of the

Session in Miss Reid's case, and the Presbytery sustained the

action of the Assessors and Session therein."

Moderator.—" Are these Minutes confirmed."

I at once rose and said, these minutes are not correct. The
Report of the Assessors and the Resolution that the Session should

report, are not mentioned. Inglis is made to appear as if he

willingly, and of his own accord laid the minutes of the Session on.

the table, whereas he did not do so until he was compelled, as you
well know.

Moderator, looking at me.—" Hold your peace, you have no

right to speak."

I replied. I will speak unless your Minutes are set right. You
know the same are false, and falsified for a base object. I will

make you set them right.

Moderator, looking wonderful fierce at me.—" Are we to have

such another scene as we had last night, I will not tolerate it, I will

clear the court."

I said, Yes, and a worse scene, unless justice is done, this falsifying

of the records evidently for a base purpose is abominable. And
I walked across the small room to where McLean of Cumminsville

was sitting, and said loudly to him, by the Lord McLean, you

must not let such iniquity pass, you know these minutes are false

get up and see that the same are made right. There was a motion

made, seconded and passed, that the Session and Assessors report.

McLean, then rose and said. " I wish to know if such a motion

as Mr. Reid speaks of was made, I am not quite sure."

Several members cried out, no, no.

I said yes, and you all know it, why this base suppression of

the truth 1
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Moderator, looking at me.—" Hold your peace."

I replied, I will not unless you act honestly. Such dishonesty

in Ministers of Christ is most damnable. You want to suppress

the Assessors report, so that it will not come before the Synod
;

and you wish to give to Inglis the appearance of an honest man,
acting uprightly in producing the Minutes of his own free will, but

you will not succeed.

After considerable further altercation of a like nature, Middle-

miss rose and said, " I now recollect that there was a motion made
by Mr. Smellie, and seconded by some one, that the Session

report, but I think it was not put, it was like a great many more
things fallen from, as it seemed to be the general wish of the

brethren, that the thing asked for should be granted ; and I would
now suggest that we add to the minutes, that at the tall of the

Presbytery Mr, Inglis laid on the table the Minutes of the Session.

I think that will do."

I said, the motion was put and carried, and yt>ur suggestion does

not bring out the truth, and you know it. Why this shuffling'?

Moderator.—" When I come to call matters up into my recollec-

tion, I think there was some motion to that effect, made and second-

ed, but it was not formally put ; the brethren seemed to wish the

thing which the motion required, and it was taken for granted. I

think Mr. Middlemiss' suggestion will do. What think you my
brethren ?"

.

,l

Several members said yes, and the Moderator called out carried,

and turning round to the clerk, said, add these words to your
minutes.

Doctor Irvine was at this moment coming into the Presbytery.

Moderator.—" Are the minutes confirmed."

Several members called out, confirmed, and the Moderator just

as Doctor Irvine was sitting down called out " confirmed."

I at once said, Doctor Irvine the Minutes are false, and the

Presbytery are determined to keep same false in spite of me.

Doctor Irvine.—" What is wrong 1
"

I replied, the Assessors' Report has been suppressed, and you
cannot go to the Synod without it.

Doctor Irvine.—" That is not right, it should be in the Minutes.

Does the Report of the Assessors, Mr. Moderator, appear in the

Minutes %

Moderator.—" You are too late Doctor, the Minutes are con-

firmed."

Doctor Irvine.
—

" I ask Mr. Moderator, did the Assessors report ?"

Moderator.—" You are too late Doctor, the Minutes are con-

firmed.'



28

Doctor Irvine.
—

" I insist on my question being answered. Did
the Assessors report 1 that is what I want to know."

Moderator, with a sneer on his sottish face.
—" You must make

a motion if you want to know."

Doctor Irvine.—" I will not make a motion."

After several altercations of a like nature, between the

Moderator and Doctor Irvine, and after I had remarked twice,

that this was a most dishonest attempt to burke the truth, the

Moderator answered, that the Assessors did report.

Doctor Irvine.—" Is their Report noticed in the Minutes 1 as if

not, the Minutes are not correct."

Moderator.—"The Presbytery have said that the Minutes are

correct, Doctor."

Doctor Irvine.—" I care not what the Presbytery have said.

If that Report is not noticed in the Minutes, the Minutes cannot

be correct. We are supposed to be honest men, keeping honest

accounts of what we do, and wou'd that be honest 1 I insist that

you inform me whether or not the Report appears there."

Moderator.—" You must make a motion Doctor."

Doctor Irvine. " I will not, answer my question. Yes or no."

Moderator, with the most unprincipled effrontery.—" The Presby-

tery have said that the Minutes are right, and they must be right."

I called out, what miserable shuffling. You know Burns that

you are abominably dishonest, answer the question. And I turn-

ing to Cuthbertson, who was sitting beside me, said to him, Cuth-

bertson you know that the Assessors' Report is not in the

Minutes, if you go on this way, so infernally dishonest, 1 will

publish you in my next pamphlet as a set of common scoundrels,

as you are really no better. Get up and support Doctor Irvine.

Cuthbertson.—" Keep quiet, Mr. Reid, we will get you justice."

I replied, " Justice ! get up at once."

Cuthbertson thereupon rose, and said, " Doctor Irvine, if you
will make a motion I will second it."

Doctor Irvine.—" I will not. My question must first be

answered."

After several more shuffling answers by the Moderator, and

after Doctor Irvine threatened to protest and appeal to the Synod,

he compelled the Moderator to tell the truth, that the Assessors'

Report was not noticed in the Minutes.

Doctor Irvine.—"Then the Minutes are not correct. I insist

upon the Minutes being made right."

Moderator, most audaciously.—" If you wish the same to be

done, you must make a motion. The Presbytery have said that

they are right."
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I said to Cuthbertson, " Now Cuthbertson, if Dr. Irvine moves,

you must second his motion, and get rid of this abominable piece

of iniquity."

Cuthbertson.—" If you will move Doctor, 1 will second your

motion."

Doctor Irvine, looking at Cuthbertson.—" Will you do so 1"

Cuthbertson.—" Yes I will, Doctor."

Doctor Irvine.—" I move then, that the Minutes be amended
by the Report of the Assessors being noticed in the same."

Cuthbertson.—" I second that motion."

Moderator.—" Is it the wish of the brethren that this motion

be adopted ?" and no one daring to say nay, he declared it carried

;

and ordered the Clerk to amend the Minutes accordingly.

What a most flagrantly dishonest attempt to falsify and keep
falsified the Minutes of the case ; they knew well, that miserably

dishonest as the Assessors' Report, and the Minutes of the Session

were, yet, that these documents appearing on the face of their pro-

ceedings, would too plainly show to the Synod, the iniquity of

the Presbytery in sustaining such gross iniquities of Inglis, his

Session, and the Assessors ; hence their great desire and thorough

determination to suppress the same,—the one, namely, the Asses-

sors' Report, wholly, and the other, namely, the Minutes of Ses-

sion virtually, as the same appeared to be only laid on the table

—not received. They also well knew that although even the

MonibN^o of Session appeared, yet that it was not on these that theY Jyuht.
Presbytery legally based their judgment the previous night—the

Session not being the officers of the Presbytery

—

but on tlie Asses-

sor's Report—the Assessors being the officers of the Presbytery
in the matter and whom they only could hear—hence their strong

fight to prevent Doctor Irvine succeeding in getting it put on the

Minutes ; for if they had thus succeeded in suppressing it, there

would not then have been any thing upon their Minutes, by which
the Synod on Doctor Irvine's appeal, could have judged whether
the Presbytery did right or wrong, in their judgment or decision »

of the previous night, in sustaining the excommunication, as the

Assessors' Report was the legal and the only legal basis or grounds
on which the Presbytery could so decide. This most vile yet very
cunningly and cleverly contrived scheme or plot to defeat justice,

(and that most effectually if it had succeeded) I thus, however,
succeeded through Doctor Irvine's strenuous efforts, in wholly de-

feating. But how melancholy to reflect, that Ministers of the

Gospel of truth and salvation, should thus exercise their utmost
ingenuity to defeat justice, and to damn, as far as they can, the

soul of my sister, solely to support priestly arrogance and unjust

power '
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Doctor Irvine.

—

u
I hold in my hand my Reasons of dissent, but

before reading same, I desire again to notice a charge made against

me in this Court, last night, that I had excommunicated persons
without notice to them, or any trial, and I insist that the persons
who made this charge do name the persons whom they say I ex-

communicated ; this is a very grave charge against me, and I can-

not pass it over. The charge is utterly false. I have never

excommunicated any one."

Gillespie who made the charge here hung down his head, look-

ing very guilty of having done a wrong act, and remained silent.

Middlemiss, who reiterated the charge, said, " I saw in the Session

Book of Knox's Church the word ''deposed'' written after some
names, that is all I know about it. I supposed that ' deposed '

meant ' excommunicated.'

"

Doctor Irvine.—" As there have been several Ministers of

Knox's Church, I am not responsible for what they did. I am not

guilty of such acts ; but supposing that I was, (which I deny) was
that any reason why Miss Reid should not get justice at our hands 1

I insist that Mr. Middlemiss say, if he saw these words in the

books, during my incumbency ?"

Middlemiss.—" I cannot say with certainty."

Doctor Irvine.—" Why then charge me with such wrongful

acts ?"

McLean, of East Puslinch.—" It was simply Doctor, to shew

the inconsistency of your conduct in condemning in Mr. Inglis

what you did yourself."

Doctor Irvine.
—" But I did not do it, and you see there is no

proof of it."

Gillespie still continued hanging down his head, and Middlemiss

looked very uneasy, but neither had the decency to say, that they

had done wrong.

Moderator.—" Go on Doctor with your Reasons of dissent

—

that is the matter now before the Court."

Doctor Irvine then read his Reasons of dissent.

I cannot give Reasons numbers 1, 2, and 8, as notwithstanding

my sister's application to the Presbytery for extracts of their

Minutes, and copies of Doctor Irvine's Reasons, answers thereto,

Reports &c, and such application being granted, the Presbytery

Clerk refuses to give Reasons 1, 2, and 8, also a portion of Reason

No. 7, as will be seen by the correspondence hereinafter given

;

but as these Reasons, 1, 2, and 8, were read twice in the Court, I

can»from memory give the tenor or substance of same, as I did

not take notes of same, depending on copies being furnished as

above mentioned. The first Reason declared, that the Presbytery
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could not delegate a power to do what they could not do them-
selves, they not having any evidence before them respecting the

matters referred to them by the Session ; and that the appointment
of Assessors with powers of excommunication, was a prejudging

of the case, and unconstitutional. The second Reason declared,

that the Reference showed that Miss Reid was never tried by the

Session for any charge made and furnished to her, but most arbi-

trarily suspended in her absence, and untried, and therefore that

the Presbytery should have set aside their proceedings on the

Reference being brought up.

The eighth Reason declared, that the Reference showed that

Miss Reid's action was brought because Mr. Inglis had preached

the Millenarian doctrines, which are not in the Standards of our

church, and therefore it not being denied by the Session in their

Reference, that Mr. Inglis did preach these doctrines, the suspend-

ing and excommunicating Miss Reid for so doing, commits the

Presbytery to the holding that these doctrines are contained in

the standards of our Church, and are the doctrines of our church,

and that Miss Reid was excommunicated because she did not be-

lieve the Millenarian doctrines.

The other Reasons with the Answers thereto will be given

hereinafter. I give the foregoing so as that the discussion which

follows will be understood.

Moderator.—" Shall we receive these reasons ?"

Gillespie.—" No."

Mc.Ruar.—" No. Some of them are too late, and should have

been tendered at last meeting of Presbytery. "We cannot receive

them now."

Doctor Irvine.—I stated when I read the same, that as I was
unavoidably absent on missionary business, at the time the matter

was disposed of at the Gait meeting, I craved the indulgence of

this Court, and asked to be allowed as an act of grace, and as

justice could not be done in the matter unless the whole case ap-

peared, to allow the first and second reasons to stand ; and I now
do so again. We ought not to adhere so strictly to mereform, as to

prevent justice, surely that would not be consistent in us as a court

of Christy

Note.—One would suppose that this just and clear view of the

case would have met with no opposition, but mark what follows,

—depravity still more fearful than aught we have yet seen in the

conduct of these " Ministers of Christ."

McRuar.—" / go for forms strictly, without such we get into con-

fusion, Doctor Irvine is too late with some of his Reasons, justice

or not we must adhere to our forms."

McLean, of East Puslinch.—The Reasons of dissent should not



32

be received, they are informal, they are not Reasons of dissent to

yesterday's proceedings, but to last Presbytery's proceedings.

We have been smothering up the proceedings, instead of going into

them fully, but it is too late now to help it, this should have been

done at the meeting at Gait. 1 am sorry that the lady did not

come before us, for I must again say, that the course of the session

against her has been the most rigorous 1 ever heard of. Mr. Kemp,
oj Montreal, called upon the Presbytery at the Gait meeting to cut

off Miss Reid, at once, but I could not agree to that"

I said, McLean, it can never be too late to do right. Our Sa-

viour pardoned the thief on the cross, at the last moment. He did

not say to him, it is too late. You admit that you have done

wrong to my sister, that yon have smothered up the case. Surely

it cannot be too late now to repair that wrong.

Moderator, looking round at me, " Hold your peace, sir, you are

not a member of this court, I will not allow you to make such

remarks."

Note the vile atrocity of Kemp, of Montreal—the man who is

41 trying his hand " on the law of the church—insisting that the

Presbytery excommunicate my Sister without trial or evidence of

any kind, we may readily imagine what " devilish " laws he will

make.

Gillespie.—" I move that Reasons numbers 1, 2 and 8 be thrown
out."

McRuar, " I second that motion."

Here the chief parties again make this motion contrary to the

constitution of the church, and were allowed to do so.

Doctor Irvine.— I was told last night, that Cook and Stuart were
no authority in this Court, but that Forbes had been received as

authority in it. I will now read from Forbes, to shew, that

unless my Reasons are disrespectful in language to the court, or

that they improperly reflect on individuals, the same must be
received. Forbes at page 107, under the head M Reasons of dissent,"

says, " If disrespectful, or if they improperly reflect on individuals,

they may be rejected." Now I contend that my reasons are

neither disrespectful, nor do they improperly reflect upon any one,

I therefore insist that the same be received as a whole, so as that

the merits of the case can be seen, and thereby justice be arrived at

by the synod ; without which the Synod cannot do thorough justice

in the case ; I again repeat, that as a Church of Christ, our great

object should be, and our bounden duty is to see, that justice is

dealt out to every one."

Here Doctor Irvine proved his position by Forbes, yet they set

Forbes at defiance, the man whom the Assessors last night asserted

they had followed.
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Cuthbertson.—" I voted in favor of the finding of the Assessors

and Session. I also voted in favor of the appointment of

Assessors. The blunder was not in the Presbytery, but in the

Session, in not citing Miss Reid before suspending her, the blunder

1 say was in the Session."

How mildly this insignificant person speaks of the iniquity of

suspending a Church member, uncited, unheard, untried, and for

no offence— he calls it a blunder only.

David Inglis, who came into the presbytery a few minutes after

Doctor Irvine did, whilst the correction of the minutes was under
discussion, here rose and said, " Doctor Irvine's Reasons which

are objected to, are not in time, and cannot be received ; this Court

must sustain its code of procedure."

I asked, what is that code 1 and where is it to be lound 1 but no
answer was given.

McRuar.—" I feel that Doctor Irvine has some ground, but not

legal ground ; I also was out at the time of the passing of last

Presbytery's proceedings in this case, and it is now too late to put

right what we did then, we should not have been out, no matter

how much we may feel, we have lost all power now, the laws of

the Church must be obeyed."

I said, what depravity of morals

!

Middlemiss.—" I think there is nothing disrespectful in the

Reasons although I think they are absurd and unreasonable, but

it is not right for the Presbytery to discuss them, they should be

referred to a committee to answer, and I will so move."

Cuthbertson.—" 1 move that Mr. Smellie and the Assessors be

a committee to answer the Reasons, as far as same refer to yes-

terday's proceedings."

Gillespie.

—

"Doctor Irvine in one of his Reasons says, that the

Books of the Kirk-session of Mr. Inglis'' Church, will show that

Miss Reid was acquitted by the Session, and the right hand of fel-

lowship given to her by Mr. Inglis, and he never saw these books, he

must have taken these statements from Colin Reid's pamphlet."

I asked, Dare you say that these statements are false 1 David

Inglis is here, he dare not say so. I paused for a moment, and

no answer being made, I looking at Gillespie, and then at Inglis

said, You dare not say
>

that these statements are false. No reply

was made.

I)avid Inglis, looking at me with a peculiar fiendish expression

of countenance.—" Doctor Irvine has not yet seen the books of my
session, and he cannot know what appears in the same."

Note this very cunning Jesuitical evasion of Inglis, he dared not

say, that what Doctor Irvine stated was false, but tries to avoid

x
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what Doctor Irvine said in his Reason, referred to by Gillespie,

by the miserable pettifogging quibble, that as the books of the

Session of his—Inglis'—Church were not before the Presbytery,

Doctor Irvine could not know what was in the same, and therefore

could not refer to same in his Reason of dissent, yet dared not

deny the truth of Doctor Irvine 's statement, that the Session Book

did shew that my sister was acquitted on Hopkin's and McKenzie's

charge, and that Inglis and his Session had given to her the right

hand offellowship in June last. If same had been false, Inglis

would not have resorted to such a miserably base quibble, but

would have openly and properly replied, that these statement-

were false. What miserable wretchei knavery. This however

clearly proves why Inglis an ' Smelle would not produce the

S ssion bocks, nor even Report, but merely produce the minutes

of the meetings of the Assessors and Session. As they knew the

Session books would have shewn the truth o' Doctor Irvine s

Reason of dissent, referred to.

Doctor Irvine.—" I have not seen the books of the Session of Mr.
Inglis' Congregation, but I believe what Mr. Reid has stated respec-

ting his sister, and I am informed she says so also. I insisted

repeatedly yesterday, that the books of the S jss on should be pro-

duced, so as to shew all that was done, and I failed in getting

same produced. Mr. Inglis would not produce them. And this

just shews the absolute necessity for my Motion, that the same e

brought before the presbytery, as we cannot deal justly with this

case without being fully informed of all that the Session did ; and
why should they refuse to produce their books if they are right ?

McRuar.—" We the Assessors understood that we had no right to

go over the case from its commencement ; we were sent to the Ses-

sion, to begin at a certain point, namely, after the Reference ; and
we just did what we were by the Presbytery ordered to do. I got

Mr. Reid's pamphlets, but except what I saw in these pamphlets.—
/ know nothing of the case.''''

What a fe ••rful and horrible sink of iniquity, does these state-

ments of McRuar's reveal, namely, that the course which the Asses-

sors and Session where to pursue was agreed upon and marked out

by the Presbytery at Gait, namely, that the Assessors were not to

go over the case from its commencement, but were to begin after the

suspension, and not one word of these instructions appears in their

Minutes, sent by their Clerk to my sister, and hereinbefore faith-

fully copied. Why this suppression of these vile proceedings'?

McRuar doubtless told the truth, to cast off some of the iniquity

from himself, and if he had told falsehoods, some one would have
contradicted him, but about 20 Ministers were present, and none

did contradict him.

How shocking to know, as a fact, that Ministers of the Gospel
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met in solemn Court to deliberate upon the best measures to pro-

mote God's cause on*3 earth, agreed upon measures so foul and
iniquitous, that they dared not put the same upon their minutes, but
were compelled to communicate th? same to their officers—the

assessors—by word of mouth ! What villainy is here laid bare !

McRuar's said statements plainly declare, that the Presbytery told

him and jGrillespie, as their Assessors, that they were not to enquire

into the cause of the suspension of my sister, nor interfere with

that suspension even in the slightest, but to begin after the suspen-

sion, and after the reference, and that they did what the Presbytery
ordered them to do ; and what did they do % they excommnni-
cated my sister as their own Report sheios (and as the minutes of
the Session produced by Ingliscorroberate) without her being cited

to answer any charge, and without hearing or having any evidence
;

thus proving that the case was not to be tried; and this he says.

that the Presbytery ordered him to do. Yet although, as I have
said, these minutes do not shew these instructions, the same do
shew, that there were matters to be done,which were " understood "

as McRuar said, though not expressed ; and these minutes further

conclusively prove, that the case was not to be tried, it was only to

be considered. (See the Minutes) Now we all know, and the

Presbytery being educated men, well acquainted with judicial

matters, well knew, that the consideration of a case, is either the

determination of the matters n dispute, after the evidence is given,

as to whether the person charged is guilty or not guilty, (as a jury

retire to consider their verdict, for until the case is tried and the

evidence heard, there can be nothing to consider) and if guilty, the

amount of punishment, or else, the simple determination of the

amount of punishment. That the latter alternative was what the

Presbytery meant to be done, is fully established by their sus-

taining the suspension, in the appointment of Assessors, thereby

holding the case as tried, and verdict of guilty rendered ; and also

by McRuar's said statements, that they were not to enquire into

the cause of the suspension, but simply to consider whether ex-

communication should be pronounced or not. Hence the citation

of my sister to appear before the Assessors and Session
" to carry out the law of the Church," or in other words,

hear the excommunication pronounced,was precisely in accordance

with what McRuar thus plainly says was " understood " should be

done, and that the words " with notification that the case will then

and there be brought to trial " was ironical mockery, worthy of

the hellish malignity of a David Inglis.

Doctor Irvine.—" So it is just what I said yesterday, the

Assessors were sent solely to excommunicate Miss Reid, and they

did so."

Macaulay.—"I moved the Resolution at the Gait meeting, and

I think I did right."
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Stark.—" I cannot see how this case comes up before the Court,

there is no appeal, we are all astray in thus proceeding, this dis-

cussion is irregular."

Note how great an evil it is in Stark's judgment, that justice

should be done by what he calls—not wrong but simply—irregu-

lar proceedings. And yet he styles himself "a Minister of Christ."

Middlemiss.—" I do think that it is the law of the church

that the Reasons be remitted to a Committee to answer, and I so

move."

I said to Cuthbertson, now Cuthbertson second that motion.

Cuthbertson.—" I second that motion."

McLean, of east Puslinch.—"I am opposed to that motion, it

is now too late. I am sorry that the Lady has not complained to

us ; I am sure she would have got juscice at my hands." (I here

said, queer justice, McLean, you voted against her last night.) /
know I voted against her last night, but we did wrong last night,

we have been smothering up the matter, instead of looking into it

;

we smothered it up at Gait." (I called out, Hear ! hear ! tell us

some more truths' McLean.) " I say we smothered it up at Gait,

we smothered it up last night, we should not have passed the Resolu-

tion we did, but it is now too late, we cannot now help it. I am
no friend of the Millenarian heresy, it is a damnatory doctrine, it

is not in the standards of our church, it is not in the word of God,

it is a most damnatory doctrine, and I am sorry that the Lady
did not come before us, but it is now too late. Doctor Irvine is

too late.

I said. If you really belive, McLean, that the Millenarian heresy-

is a damnable doctrine, why oppose Doctor Irvine's Reasons of

dissent ? You are dishonestly preventing its discussion and

settlement. But he did not reply.

What a truly lamentable confession is this of McLean, uncon-

tradicted, in the Presbytery ; and how strongly confirmatory of

McRuar's assertion, in effect, that secret instructions were given

to the Assessors by the Presbytery, which do not appear in

their Minutes,—in the words of McRuar, " we understood "

—

or in McLean's inelegant but highly expressive phrase :

—

"smother-

ed." He plainly declared that the case was " smothered" at Gait,

as well as last Presbytery ; that is, that the Presbytery dishonestly

and foully not only supported the injustice of the Session, but

ordered their Assessors to do an unjust act in the excommunica-

tion, and then in their sustaining of it. He also declared, that they

did wrong in sustaining the excommunication, and yet, in the face

of these truly lamentable confessions of gross iniquity, he solemnly

declared, that " it was too late to help it." What a horrid viola-

tion of justice ! such conduct seems almost past belief, was it not

the fact, that the unjust power of the priesthood was at stake and
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must be maintained, fas aut nefas, (right or wrong.) Yet the

conscience of this audacious knave—not being like the conscience

of Inglis wholly seared—doubtless caused him to disburthen his

mind somewhat, by these confessions, and having thus partially

relieved his mind, he immediately relapses, and becomes like "the
dog that returned to his vomit, and the sow that was washed, to

her wallowing in the mire ;
" as he voted against Doctor Irvine's

Reasons within a few minutes thereafter.

McLean, of Cumminsville.—" A most astonishing doctrine that

a man cannot exonerate his conscience by such reasons as he sees fit,

if respectful ; but that the Presbytery cut up these reasons as

they see fit ; they are not then his reasons, but the Presbyiery's

reasons. Doctor Irvine wishes to exonerate his conscience, and you
ivill not allow him. I ask is that right? Is it fair to him ? No
my brethren.

How just, clear, and forcible does Mr. McLean here place this

matter. Doctor Irvine was entitled to exonerate his conscience,

by such reasons as bis conscience dictated, so long as same were
respectful

;
yet the Presbytery refused to allow him, and by such

refusal again smothered up the case. I feel assured that every

honest man will heartily say amen to these weighty, serious, and
most just remarks of Mr. McLean.

After some further discussion, the Moderator a few minutes

before noon, rose, and put Gillespie's motion.

Middlemiss.—" I have made a motion which must be put first."

Moderator.—"No there are two distinct motions, the one is

independent of the other, and I must put Mr. Gillespie's first."

Middlemiss.—"No my motion is an amendment to Mr. Gillespie's

motion, and must be put first."

Moderator.—" Is it ? I did not know. All those in favor of

Mr. Middlemiss' amendment, that all Doctor Irvine's Reasons be

sent to a Committee, will hold up their hands."

Eight persons held up their hands.

Moderator.—"All against it will hold up their hands."

Nine persons held up their hands, amongst whom were Inglis,

McRuar, Gillespie, Smellie, and that godly man Stark, who feared

the doing of justice by an irregular proceeding ; and yet voted in

this irregular proceeding which he so much condemned. What
consistency ! But any course to prevent Doctor Irvine's Reasons

going to the Synod seems right in his eyes.

The Moderator then declared the original motion of Gillespie

carried
;
yet did not put same, and in face of the fact that Inglis,

-McRuar, and Gillespie voted illegally ; they being the parties in

the case should have been disallowed, and in that case the amend-

ment would have been carried.
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Inglis, Gillespie, and McLean of East Puslinch, were then ap.

pointed a Committee to answer Doctor Irvine's Reasons of dissent,

who were asked by the Moderator, when they would report, who
consulted together, and one of them said that they could not meet
during the Presbytery, and would not be able to meet to draw
their answers and their report until it was over.

The Clerk then said, that he had another application from Miss
Reid, for copies of all documents and minutes of the presbytery

in her case ; and asked if he would grant same.

Smellie.—" Has she paid for what she has already got f
I replied to this insulting question, " Yes, I hold the clerks

receipt,"

Smellie.—"It is not to be expected that our clerk's time is to

be taken up in granting extracts whenever asked for, if he does,

let him be well paid for it."

The Clerk.—" Mr. Smellie, I have been paid my charges. I will

have d4 difficulty with Mr. Reid about my charges."

Some one asked for what purpose extracts were wanted.

I rose and said, " my impression is that my sister will go to the

Synod for relief against these unjust acts, and she cannot go there

—

as you all know—without these extracts. Surely you will not

refuse that act of justice to her."

The clerk again asked if he might be allowed to give what was
asked, and the majority said yes.

In the firm belief that the Committee to whom were referred

Doctor Irvine's Reasons to answer, would not report at last pres-

bytery, I then left at about noon, as I had several appotntments

in business, and had spent a day and a half, and considered the

case over for that presbytery.

What a melancholy revelation do the foregoing pages give of

muffled intrigues, false asseverations, wilful suppressions of truth,

high handed outrages, gross violations of justice—yea total denial

of justice to my sister, flagitious depravity, debasement, and
demoralisation in " Ministers of Christ," in a "' Court of Christ" ! !

!

The following are Doctor Irvine's Reasons of dissent, and the

Committee's answers to same, as furnished to my sister by the

presbytery clerk : he refuses to give numbers one, two and eight,

and also a part of seven, and he has numbered the Reasons, as if

these so refused, had never been placed on the table by Doctor

Irvine. So that his reason number three, appears as number 1,

and so on.

FIRST REASON.
II First—The Session and Assessors, even had they power

—

" which they had not—should not have cited this men iber ofMacnab
" Street Church before them to be tried, without furnishing her,



39

" on the face of such citation, a copy of the charge or charges laid

" against her, the names of the responsible accusers, and a list of
" the witnesses ; and as it appears, in this instance, the laws of the
" church have been wholly disregarded, the action based on such
" proceedings cannot be sustained, and the Presbytery are bound
" to see that the irregular proceedings of the Session prior to the
" thirteenth of November, 1860, as mentioned in the Minute of
" Reference, be rescinded, and the law of the Church enforced."

THE COMMITTEE'S ANSWER THERETO.

" To the first reason it is answered :—That the Presbytery did
u empower the Kirk Session and Assessors, if they saw cause, to
" declare Isabella Reid no longer a member of the church ; that
" the said Isabella Reid had duly served upon her a copy of the
" charge—which she had in her hand prior to the citation being
" served ; that in a charge growing out of a fama there is

" no accuser; and that in this case thefama was so notorious that
" no witnesses were needed and no witnesses were examined—the
" fact on which the charge rests never having been called in

'* question."

REMARKS.

This is no answer. That my sister had served upon her a copy
of the charge prior to the citation is a wilful falsehood. The only

document served upon her was their sentence of suspension. A
judgment of a court—as their sentence of suspension is—is not a
" copy of charges" to answer, but a notice that a person is judged,

and sentence of punishment passed : and in this case, actually

executed.

lnglis, Gillespie and McLean say, that because a fama—or in

plain English a report—is notorious or wide-spread, no witnesses

are required to prove the truth of the matters thus reported. Can
there be a more unjust doctrine than this is 1 Many reports are

wholly false, and yet are widely spread, notorious ; but these per-

sons must say something to excuse if possible the fact which they

they have now to admit, that no witnesses were examined, and no

proof of any kind given, and yet they excommunicated my sister.

" The fact on which the charge rests never having been called

in question,' ' is their last refuge. Who pray was to call it in

question % My sister could not call in question that of which she

was wholly ignorant ; they never have informed her what that

fact is unless their judgment or sentence of excommunication
shows it.

SECOND REASON.

" Second.—The Session with Assessors had no power to excom-
" municate a member, excommunication being the highest ecclesi-

" astical censure which can be pronounced or inflicted by a Church
" Court, being ' to deliver such an one unto Satan for the destruc-
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'* tion of the flesh '—the Presbytery alone having this power, and
" that after three separate meetings, and at each and every interim
" the Presbytery should have dealings with the suspended mem-
" ber with a view to repentance, and even the Presbytery have no
44 power so to do unless it shall have been proven by evidence
" from the Records of the Session that suspension had followed a
" legal trial, and that the party so suspended had been duly dealt
" with, and that the Session had failed to bring such member to
11 repentance before referring the case to the Presbytery—and that

" the said member had proven herself contumacious—contumacy
" being the ground* of Reference in all such cases, and the only
" offence which, after heresy or gross immorality, has been proven
" against the suspended member, warrants this extreme penalty
" of the law. The records therefore show an entire disregard to

" the laws of the Church in this case."

THE COMMITTEE'S ANSWER.

"Second.—To the seeond reason it is answered, That the sentence
" of the greater excommunication was not passed upon Isabella Reid,
" and has never,we believe, been passed, in the history of this Church.
" Isabella Reid was declared to be no longer a member of this

" Church, but she was not, as here alleged, ' delivered over unto
" Satan,'—so that the whole reason is wholly irrelevant."

REMARKS.

The falsity of this answer, and the truth of Doctor Irvine's

Reason, are plainly shewn in the extracts from Cook and Steuart

read by Doctor Irvine, and hereinbefore cited.

See also Confession of Faith, cap. 30. sec. 4, '* The officers of

the Church are to proceed by admonition and suspension from the

Lord's Supper for a time, and by excommunication from the

Church." Steuart hereon says, " The difference then between these

two censures is : Suspension from the Lord's Supper, which im-

ports, that the person so censured is in eminent danger ofbeing ex^

communicated and cut off from the Church : but before that heavy

andfinishing stroke is inflicted, there are further means to be used,

such as prayers and admonitions in order to his reclaiming. 2nd

Thess. cap. 3. v. 6, 14, 15, Whereas when a person is cut off by that

high censure, (that is excommunication) he is to be looked upon as

an heathen man: Matt. Cap. 8, v. 17."

Hill, in his church practise at page 21, says " The lesser excom-

communication, or suspension from the privileges of the church, is

the highest censure which Kirk-Sessions usually inflict. When the

offender, instead of being reformed by the sentence of the lesser

excommunication, presumptiously persists in his former sins, the

Session proceeds, under the direction of the presbytery, and with

the utmost solemnity, to the greater excommunication.
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Forbes, the Free Church author, says, at page 50. " Church

censures are of various kinds, they are the following. (1) Admo-
nition. (2) Rebuke. (3) Suspension from privileges. (4) Sus-

pension from office, in case of an officebearer. (5) Deposition of

an office bearer. (6) Excommunication is the highest censure."

Thus you see there are only the two censures which affect the
" sealing ordinances," namely, the lesser excommunication—com-
monly called suspension, and the greater excommunication—now
commonly called excommunication. Cook says so. Stuart says

so. The Confession of Faith says so. Hill says so, and Forbes
says so. Assuredly that is sufficient to prove the falsity of the

committee's answer.

THIRD REASON.

-" Third.—The Minute of Reference shows that defence to the
" action of Miss Reid was taken by the Minister of Macnab street

" Church, and those concerned, and carried on for eight or nine
" months, unreported to this Presbytery,—therefore the charge of
" its being 'vexatious' cannot now be entertained, but if vexatious,
" contumacious, or sinful, the Defendants, instead of dealing with
" the member bringing the action and attempting to reclaim her,

" if she were in error, as the discipline of the Church demanded,

—

" by entering the said Court and taking and prosecuting defence,
" did justify, sanction, and encourage a member under their juris-

" diction, in the course pursued, thereby countenancing her in the
" sinful course for which they finally suspended her, are not now in

" a position to be her prosecutors, but must, if their reasoning be
" adopted by this Court, be adjudged accomplices in her alleged
" guilt, and their action would as a matter of necessity, require
" the Court to mete out to them the same sentence they have
u awarded to her."

THE COMMITTEE S ANSWER.

" Third.—To the third Reason it is answered, That the only
" overt act of which Isabella Reid was guilty, was committed on
" the thirty-first day of October last, and on the following day the
" Session took action in her case as shewn in the Reference."

REMARKS.

This is not an answer even in the slightest degree, Doctor Irvine

complains that David Inglis defended the action for nine months,

that he did not report it to the church courts, as he should have

done, that he did not, as a Minister of Christ, deal with my sister if

he thought she was wrong, and therefore cannot now complain
against her. .Not one word of these just and weighty facts are

denied, no reference is made to same ; but the committee attempt

to avoid these facts by another deliberate falsehood, in asserting,

that the only " overt" act of which my sister was guilty was corn-

s'
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mitted on the 31st of October last, the day on which the action

came on for trial. The word "overt," is an old Norman French
law term, very seldom used, and simply signifying, open, manifest,

as distinguished from private or concealed. Instead of quoting

from Law books to prove this, I will as more satisfactory give the

meaning of that word as found in the Imperial Dictionary, recently

published in 4 volumes by Blackie & Son, Glasgow, Scotland, and
admitted to be the best Dictionary extant. " Overt; open to view :

public: apparent. But the word is now chiefly used in law. Thus
an overt act of treason is distinguished from secret design, or inten-

tion not carried into effect." These definitions are very clear
;

now let us apply the same to rny sister's acts. The summons in

the said action of Ejectment was issued out of a public court,

—

the Court of Common Pleas—by & public officer,—its clerk—and

served by a public bailiff of the county, upon David Inglis, three

of your Elders, namely, Hopkin, Cook, and Ewen ; and all of

your Deacons, six in number, in January, A. D. 1860. Certainly

these are all public, open, and manifest acts, and not " a secret

design or intention not carried into effect."

Further, if my sister had not done any act, public, open, or

manifest to Inglis, your Elders, and Deacons, how could they—as

they did, through David Inglis, in your pulpit on a Sunday—call

a public meeting of you as a congregation, to be held in your

church, in February 1800, to consider the best course to pursue

in respect of that action'? A very large number of you met in

the church? Hopkin presided ; and you discussed the matter for

some hours. If my sister's said acts were secret, certainly Inglis,

the Elders, and Deacons thus made same public enough, and cannot

plead that same were secret or private thereafter, without

being guilty of a gross falsehood. Inglis and your Elders are

the guardians of the spiritual interests of the congregation—not

the general public—hence they were bound as Doctor Irvine says,

to deal with mi/ sister at once upon the service of the summons, if

they thought it a sin.

Further, if the matter was so notorious, as not to require wit-

nesses to prove it, surely it must have been overt, or public.

Lastly, my sister was not in the Court when the action came on

for trL-.l, and did nothing in the matter on the 31st of October

last. Thecas^ had been in the court for a week prior, twice called,

and Doctor Willis and Doctor Burns, of Toronto, and the Rev.

M. Y. Stark, of Dundas, witnesses for Inglis, attending the

Court ; and yet Inglis says that the action was so private or

secret, that it was not " overt " or public, when the whole
country was alive to it. But enough, for it is really loathsome

to see such a miserable falsehood, cloaked under a very unusual

term or word, so as thereby to impose upon, and deceive those

who might not fully know its meaning.
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FOURTH REASON.

" Fourth.—The Reference and finding of the Session and Asses*
" sors state, that the action was brought by Miss Reid against the
" congregation of Macnab street, whereas it would appear,
" it was not against the congregation, but only against parties to

" the deed by which the church is held, responsible for ,the preach-

ing of Millenarian doctrine,—and the Minute of Reference does
" not state that tne Minister denies having preached such doctrine,
" —and the action In no way includes parties not holding or
" teaching such doctrines, and was not therefore against the con-
" gregation, as is stated in the aforesaid documents, but on behalf
" of Miss Reid, and all others in lhatcongregation,who do not hold
11 Millenarian views, and regard them as not contained in the
" Standards of our Church."

THE COMMITTEE'S ANSWER.

" Fourth.—To the fourth Reason it is answered, That, in the

"ejectment summons, Isabella Reid 'claims possession' of the
" property of the congregation, and claims 'to be entitled to it

" and to eject all other persons therefrom'—thus claiming to eject

" the whole congregation, and that the objections to the doctrine
" of the Minister, instead of being brought to the Church Courts,
" were vexatiously, and in defiance of the laws of the church, taken
" into the Civil Courts."

REMARKS.

Doctor Irvine's reason is in every particular true, and the

answer of the committee is wilfully false, in that they hive sup-

pressed the greater part of the summons, and quoted only a few

words thereof, so as to give a, false appearance to the portion they

quote, which they knew the whole summons did not bear ; how
abominably infamous

!

The following is a copy of the summons.
" To (naming, David Inglis, all the Trustees, and all the

Deacons, and describing them as the Trustees and as the Deacons)
" and all persons entitled to defend the possession of all those
" parcels of land (here follows a description of the lots and church)
" to the possession whereof, Isabella Reid claims to be entitled,

" and to eject all other persons therefrom, Greeting :

''•These are to will and command you, or such of you as deny
" the alleged title, within sixteen days of the service thereof to

" appear in our Court of Common Pleas, to defend the said property
" or such part thereof as you may be advised ; in default whereof

"judgment may be signed, and you turned out of possession."

In order that the persons thus summoned should know what

the alleged title is, The law compels a notice of same to be at*
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tached to the summons, and served on each person summoned,
and that was done in this case ; and the following is a copy of
the notice of the title served on Inglis, and on each of the Trustees
and Deacons, namely :

" Take notice that Isabella Reid, the claimant named in the

"annexed summons, claims title to the possession of the lands
" and premises mentioned and described in the annexed summons,
" under and by virtue of au Indenture and Bargain and Sale, made
" by Isaac Buchanan,W.P. MacLaren, and John Fisher, to A.dam
" Cook, Robert Hopkin, Andrew F. Skinner, James Buntin, and
" Robert Ewen, as Trustees of the Presbyterian Congregation of
" Macnab Street Church, in the City of Hamilton."

You will thus clearly see, as every one must, that my sister

does not make an absolute or unqualified claim to the possession

of the Church against every one, but simply and solely against

those persons summoned, and all those who are entitled by law

to apply to the court to be allowed to defend, and who deny the

alleged title.—That is the rights which my sister claimed to have

under the said Trust deed of our church, mentioned in the said

notice. That deed declares, that the said Trustees shall hold the

land and church " in trust for the sole use benefit aiid behoof of a

congregation of Presbyterians strictly adhering to, and practically

or in practice holding and maintaining " the Westminster, Con-

fession of Faith, Shorter and Larger Catechisms, and form of

Presbvterial Church Government.
v

How abominably false then is it for Inglis to assert that my
sister claims the property for herself and to eject the congregation,

when he and the other defendants are thus as you clearly see,

distinctly informed, that she claims the property under that deed,

containing that trust, which clearly shows, that she cannot claim it

for herself individually—(as one person cannot be a congregation,

and the trust is for a " congregation") and that it is only those

who deny the alleged title, or the right of a congregation, holding the

Westminster Standards, to occupy the church, who are summoned
to appear and defend the action. Except those persons actually

named in the summons, you are neither as a congregation, nor as

individuals named in the summons, nor yet have you been sum-

moned ; and this, Inglis and you all well know ; why then this

baseness of seizing upon a portion of a Summons to give matters a

false appearance, if David Inglis was satisfied that his cause and

conduct were upright and just ?

Doctor Irvine's Reason is thus clearly proved to be the truth,

and the Committee's answer to be as clearly false, and infamously so.

The real and actual sin in the eyes of the priesthood, now comes

out, and what is it ? it is,
if that the objections to the doctrine of

the minister instead of being brought to the Church Courts, were
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vexatiously taken into the Civil Courts." The action is not here

condemned as being unjustly founded. No. The sole crime or

sin of my sister is, that instead of applying to the Church Court
for redress against David Inglis' heresy, or " doctrines " as they

mildly call the same, she applied to the Civil Courts, or a Court

of Law. Inglis and his Session suspended my sister for bringing

the action. He and the Assessors excommunicated her for bring-

ing a vexatious action, or an action vexatious or unjust in itself.

Now Inglis and the other members of the Committee abandon both

these grounds, and take a third ground, namely, that the action

was vexatiously taken into the Civil Courts. The Committee very

cunningly however so state this, as to make it appear that the

Civil Courts were thus called upon to do the work of the Church
Courts; this is not so, and they knew it was not so ; they dared

not say this plainly, but use such language so as that inference

must be drawn. The action is not for the purpose of procuring

the suspension, deposition, or excommunication of David Inglis,

for preaching heresy ; but solely to put David Inglis and those

persons named in the summons—as being responsible with him

—

out of our Church, for his and their continued violation

of the trusts of the deed of our Church, in the preaching by him
of the Millenarian heresy, and the change of our worship. We
are only entitled to the use ot the Church whilst we maintain the

trusts upon which it is held, and which are hereinbefore clearly

pointed out. This is a purely civil matter, not an ecclesiastical

matter, and a matter which an ecclesiastical court cannot do, but

which only a Court of Law or Civil Court can do. Our Trust

Deed entitles us to hold the church, whilst we as a congregation

hold certain doctrines, and a certain form of Church government

;

if a man cannot ask a Civil Court to maintain his Civil rights

under that Deed, without the consent of a Church Court, then his

civil rights are gone, lost, and he is the creature of a Church

Court.

This power claimed by the priesthood is a most dangerous and
bold stroke at the true civil and religious freedom of mankind.

The action, as already said, is neither to punish Inglis for his

heresy, nor yet to put him out of the Presbyterian church of

Canada. If that church sees fit to allow Inglis to violate most
grossly her standards, and his ordination oath, in the preaching

of the said heresy, which McLean, of East Puslinch, called a " dam-
natory doctrine," 1 as an adherent am not responsible therefor

;

but it behoves you who are Parents, to see, that your children are

not trained up in " damnatory doctrines ;" all that I insist upon,

is, that he do not use for the propagation of that foul heresy, our

church, which was built as the Trust deed declares, for the propo-

gation of doctrines diametrically opposed to same ; and that is all

the action of ejectment seeks, and no more.
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'fifth reason.

" Fifth.—There is no evidence before the Presbytery, nor does
" it appear that there was any before the Session to prove that the
" action was ' vexatious,' and this seems to have been admitted
" by the Session aforesaid, as they did not raise such a plea on
" the action being laid, nor did they come before the Fresbytery
" with such a plea."

THE COMMITTEE'S ANSWER.

" Fifth.—To the fifth reason it is answered, That the action is

" in its very nature vexatious, and as such was stated in the Re-
" ference, though not necessarily designated by that word."

REMARKS.

If the action was so clearly described—as being vexatious—in

the Reference—as they say, why were the Assessors and Session

so very particular in using the word vexatious in their decree of

excommunication?

SIXTH REASON.

" Sixth.—That in no case was Miss Reid dealt with privately
" by the Session, as the law of the church requires, from January,
" 1860, when her writ of ejectment was served and their defence
" taken thereto, until the time when she was arbitrarily suspended
" without trial or notice, on the first day of November, 1860;
"and further, there is no evinence that she was subsequently
" dealt with, unless it be that serving her with the citation to

" compear before the Session and Assessors on the twenty-eighth
" day of November, 1860—which was the duty of the Church
" Officer and not of the Elders—can be called dealing with Miss
" Reid."

THE COMMITTEE'S ANSWER.
" Sixth.—-To the sixth Reason it is answered, That Isabella

* Reid was dealt with as soon as there was any overt act of which
" the Session could take account ; that she was not then formally
" sentenced to suspension, hut suspended, according to the law
" and custom of the church, in order to bar from church privi-

" leges while the Reference to the Presbytery was pending; aud
" that the laws of the church were in all respects carefully carried
w out from the first time thai; it came before them."

REMARKS.

Enough as to the " overt " act ; but my sister never has been

dealt with, unless as Dr. Irvine justly says, the serving of a cita-

tion by McLellan and Cook—which was the duty of the door-

keeper—can be called "dealing." My last letter to you fully

explains that visit, and the baseness of these vile beings in respect

of it.
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*The most wretched and barefaced knavery, in all these answers,

is the following :
—" She was not then formally sentenced to sus-

pension, but suspended." That is—we did not formally sentence

her to be hanged, we only hanged her. What a wretched and
silly attempt to screen the baseness of their conduct in the suspen-

sion. It certainly was of no consequence to my sister, whether or

not, the Sessionformally—or in a formal manner—passed sentence

upon her, that she be suspended, when they actually did suspend

her, as their answer admits. If the Session suspended her without

formally passing the sentence of suspension upon her, it could only

be an aggravation of their sin, and the pleading of it now by
way of defence, only shews the debased state of their minds.

There can be no doubt but that the sentence of suspension could

not have been formally—or in due form.—passed, as it could only

have been formally passed in presence of my sister, and she was
was not present, because she was not cited, and was in total

ignorance of their proceedings. See this melancholy confession

of their iniquity
;
yet how dishonestly made, and dishonestly

and shamelessly pleaded, as a defence or justification of their

subsequent conduct. However, as Inglis, ' the Session, and

Assessors, excommunicated her upon the said suspension,

he and they must have held it to be valid, else they were

guilty of a further violation of the discipline of our church, in ex-

communicating without suspension having taken place ; for excom-

munication can only follow suspension.

The most dastardly and infamous part of the case yet remains

to be told, namely, the conduct of David Inglis, in the Presbytery
after I left it, as above stated, believing that nothing further was
to be done in the Presbytery, until its next meeting. However
after I so left, the Committee to whom were referred Doctor Ir-

vine's Reasons of dissent, met, drew their answers to same, and
reported such their answers (which are hereinbefore given) in the

afternoon of the 16th day of January last, to the Presbytery.

According to my recollection, (and 1 feel certain I am right, not-

withstanding Mr. Middlemiss does not agree with me as to the

number of the Reason) Doctor Irvine in his seventh Reason of

dissent—called the fifth Reason by Mr. Middlemiss—stated that

the Session books of our church would show that in May last

Hopkin and McKenzie made charges in the Session against my
sister; that my sister was cited to answer same ; that she appeared
when cited ; the case was tried ; that the charges made by these

two persons were proved to be false and unfounded ; that no
mention was then made of my sister having been guilty of any
vexatious conduct, or of having brought a vexatious action ; and
that she was then recognised as a member of the church in good
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standing therein, by receiving from David Inglis and the Elders
present, the right hand of fellowship ; and this being several

months after the action of ejectment, which they now call vexa-

tious, was brought.

I cannot give the exact words used by Doctor Irvine, but the

foregoing is the substance, and is very near his language according

to my recollection.

To these allegations that the charges of McKenzie and Hopkin
were proved to be false and unfounded, and that Inglis and your
Elders then present in the Session, had recognised my sister as in

full standing, and had given to her the right hand of fellowship,

the committee answered, that same were untrue. That answer
produced a discussion in the Presbytery. David Inglis declared

most solemnly, that these statements made by Doctor Irvine

were false, that my sister, when she appeared before the Session,

confessed that she was guilty of the charges laid against her, ex-

pressed her sorrow for same, and was thereupon pardoned ; that

neither he nor the Elders gave to her the right hand of fellowship,

but that as she was going out of the door of the session-room, he

extended his hand to her, and bade her good night in a formal

manner ; or words to the same purpose ; and further said, that

Doctor Irvine must have taken his information from Colin Reid's

pamphlets. Doctor Irvine thereupon acknowledgeH that he had

not seen the Session Books, but that he did not say that he had,

he said that the Session Book would show these statements to be true,

as he firmly believed what Mr. Colin Reid had stated in respect of

same ; to which, David Inglis replied,—" Colin Reid is a liar."

Doctor Irvine replied, that I was not so esteemed in this City

;

Inglis answered thereto, " Colin Reid is a liar, and my Congrega-

tion think he is a liar" Some of the Ministers then suggested that

the aforesaid portion of said Reason with the committee's answer

thereto be expunged ; upon this some discussion took place,and upon
Inglis again repeating his solemn asseveration, that he Inglis had

told the truth in respect of same, the Presbytery ordered the same
to be expunged.

I have given you an exact narrative of these matters, as I was
told the same, on the then following morning by several persons,

as I was wholly ignorant of same till then ; I have since made all

the inquiries I could, and I believe the statement I have given

above is essentially correct, and the language of Inglis as to my-
self, is word for word, and as he spoke same.

Whilst at my dinner on that day, I informed my sister of these

most atrocious falsehoods of David Inglis, and suggested to her

the propriety of her writing a letter to Inglis, requiring explanations

as to herself, as the charge he made against me wholly rested upon

the charges against her.



40

During the evening of that day she wrote a letter to David

inglis, of which the following is a true copy, namely :

—

" Hamilton, (Thursday evening)
" 17th January, 1861.

" To the Rev. David Inglis,

" Sir,— 1 was to-day informed, that after my brother Colin left

the meeting of the Presbytery of Hamilton, yesterday, you stated

therein to the members of that court, that when I appeared at the

meeting of the Session oftheMacnab Street Church, held on 8th June
last, at the citation ofthe Session, to answer the charges laid against

me by Robert Hopkin and Alexander McKenzie, I confessed to the

Session, ti;at 1 was guilty ot the charges laid against me by these

persons, and expressed my sorrow for same: that upon such con-

fession the Session pardoned me ; and that neither you nor the

Session gave to me the right hand of fellowship, but that you sim-

ply shook hands with me in a kind of a formal manner—as bidding

me good night—at the session-room door, as I was leaving,
" As the above statements are reported to-day through the City,

and as you did not make such statements or any statements to the

like effect or purport in the Presbytery, whilst my brother was
present, although the proceedings of yourself and Session against

me, had been long and much discussed by the Presbytery ; and
as you know that these statements are most grossly false ; I have to

request that you will do me the justice of informing me, as early

as you possibly can, whether you made these statements or not,

or any statements to the same effect, in order that I may take pro-

per measures to protect my character.

" I am, Sir, yours respectfully,

"Isabella Reid."

" P.S.—The bearer hereof is not aware of the contents of this

letter, but will wait for your answer in writing, if convenient for

you, or will return for your answer at any time you will name to

him." " I. R."

On the morning of the 18th January, about half-past 9 o'clock,

1 gave the letter, of which the foregoing is a copy, to my servant-

man, and told him to take it to Inglis' house, to give it to him-
self, and to wait for an answer. He at once took it, and gave it to

Inglis in the hall of his house. Inglis opened it, and after reading

it, put it into my servant-man's hat, (who was standing with his

hat in his hand) saying, " I know nothing about these matters, (or
" that affair ") I have no answer." My servant then lifted the

letter out of his hat, offered it back to Inglis, who not taking it, he

laid it upon a chair in the hail beside Inglis, and left his house.

David Ingiis has not replied to that letter. Is that the conduct

of an upright man, who felt that he had been aoting uprightly %

o
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My sister charges him therein with knowing that the said state-

ments in respect of her were false. If that was untrue, would he
not at once have answered her letter and avowed that my sister

was not telling the truth, when she so said 1 unquestionably he
would, as he knew full well that his silence would,justly be held as

an admission of the truth of that remark of my sister; and if he

did not make these statements in the Presbytery, was it right that

he should, by refusing to answer my sister's very reasonable re-

quest, allow the public—if they saw fit—to believe that he made
such statements ? Assuredly not. And he also knew that by such

his silence, he allowed the just inference to be drawn that he did

make such statements. David Inglis well knew that he made these

statements, and he also well knew their thorough falseness, and
that when he so made these statements,he was in the most infamous
manner foully traducing and calumniating my sister, when she

was not present, and when I had been got rid of by what I feel

was a deliberate falsehood on purpose to get rid of my further-

attendance in the Presbytery, and hence he dared not answer my
sister's letter. He dared not' say that he did not make these

statements, and he dared not state that these his statements were
true. His expression that he knew nothing of these matters, or

that affair, (my servant is not quite sure which he used, as he used

the same or a similar expression twice) shews his passion and
recklessness, when thus mildly and properly called to account.

My sister being determined to have the evidence from the books

of the Session, of the falsity of these said statements ofInglis against

her, on the evening of the 18th of January last, wrote to Mr.

Young, senior, the Session Clerk, a letter, which I gave to him the

then following morning, of which the following is a true copy :

—

" 18th January, 1861.

" To Maitland Young, Senr., Esq.

" Sir.—In consequence of a most wilfully and grossly false and

vile statement (as I was yesterday informed and believe) made
by the Rev'd. D. Inglis, on Wednesday afternoon, in the presb-
tery of Hamilton, respecting me, touching the matters hereinafter

referred to, and which he dared not make whilst my brother was

present, but did so behind his back after he had left, (he believing

that all the proceedings against me were terminated, except that

the committee to whom were referred the Rev'd Doctor Irvine's

Reasons of dissent, had to send in their answers to same at some
future time, after the tben meeting of presbytery was over, they

not having time to do so, during it, as he understood from what
was said in the presbytery.) I hereby request of you, as Session

Clerk aforesaid, as soon as you possibly can, certified extracts of

all the Minutes and proceedings of the Session, of the Macnab
Street Church aforesaid, in the case or complaint of Robert Hopk in,
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and Alexander McKenzie against me, tried at the meeting of

said Session, held on the evening of eighth day of June last

;

particularly, a certified copy of the complaint of Robert Hopkins
and Alexander McKenzie against me, the Session's citation to

me in said matter, my answer thereto, the admissions or state

ments of Hopkin, Mr. Inglis, and Mckenzie, the evidence given at

said meeting of Session touching said matters, the deliverance or

judgment of the Session in the same, and all other proceedings

and matters appearing on the books of the Session, or connected

therewith before the Session, and upon which said deliverance was
pronounced.

I hereby offer to pay you all your reasonable and usual charges

for the same.
u

I am Sir, yours respectfully,

" Isabella Reid."

On the 25th of January last, my sister received a letter or

rather a blank envelope, addressed to her, and containing her letter

to Mr. Young, and a document of which the following is a true

copy, namely :

—

" Extract Minute from MacNab Street Church, Session Record,
" at a meeting of Kirk-Session, held in the vestry, on the twenty
" fourth day of January, eighteen hundred and sixty one."

" Interalia.—The clerk read and laid on the table, a letter from
" Isabella Reid, dated Eighteenth January, Eighteen hundred and
" sixty one, addressed to him, as Session Clerk, Macnab Street
" Church Session, Hamilton."

" The Kirk-Session resolved, that from the disrespectful terms
" in which Isabella Reid's letter is couched, the clerk be instructed
" to return the said Isabella Reid's letter.

" Maitland Young, Sen'r.,

Session Clerk"

David Inglis presided at that meeting of Session—as the Session

cannot meet without him—and he had my sister's letter to him,

(copied above,) so that he knew what these statements were,

which my sister referred to in her letter to the Session Clerk,

(copied above) and I now desire to call your attention to the

answer of the Session
;
(copied above). They return to my

sister her letter as being " disrespectful" in its " terms," that is,

simply uncourteous, or not speaking in respectful language ; they

do not deny the truth of any part of that letter. " Disrespectful

terms" is not the same as " untruthful terms," many a gross

falsehood can be—and has been—told in the most respectful—yea

even fastidiously polite—" terms" or language denoting the idea :

and this Inglis well knew, and the Session clerk, I understand, says

that he—himself—is a gentleman by birth and education, so that
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we have two educated men engaged in the drawing of the above
Minute of Session, and which no doubt was cautiously read over

to, and approved of by the Session, as it could not be their Minute
unless that was done. The Christian example set by such a

method of procedure as that of the Session, I say nothing about.

I hold that my sisters said letter to Mr. Young is highly " respect-

ful" in all its terms, or language, although it charactarises Inglis'

foul conduct

—

which he had not then denied, and which he has not

yet denied—in severe yet proper " terms."'

If Inglis and your Elders did not well know that the Session books

show my sister's innocence, and Inglis' said statements to be most
infamous falsehoods, they would have been too glad to have given

to her copies of what she asked for ; their miserable and false

excuse of her letter being " disrespectful in terms " would never

have been heard of.

I advised my sister to make another application for these ex-

tracts and copies of proceedings, notwithstanding such treatment,

as it was only to be expected from them ; and accordingly she

wrote a letter to the Session, of which the following is a copy,

namely :

—

" 31st Jan'y 1861.

" To the Session of the Macnab Street

Presbyterian Church, Hamilton,

1 wrote and caused to be delivered to the Rev. D. Inglis, a letter

of which the following is a copy.

(Here followed a copy of my sister's letter to Inglis, hereinbefore

given)

As Mr. Inglis has not answered my said letter, and as the

aforesaid statements are still being circulated, as having been made

by Mr. Inglis, and as you know that these statements are utterly

false, I hereby request that you will do me the justice of giving to

me, as soon as possible,— in order that I may by same take such

steps as I deem best for the support of the rectitude of my character,

—certified extracts, &c.

(Here followed the concluding portion of her letter to the Ses-

sion Clerk, from same point, to the end of it.)

Yours respectfully,

Isabella Reid."

That letter was enclosed with a note to the Session Clerk, re-

questing him to lay it before the Session at its then first meeting,

and delivered to him.

On the 2nd of February last, my sister received the following

letter, in the Session Clerk's handwriting.
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" Hamilton, 2nd Feb'y, 1861.

" Miss Isabella Reid,

" Madam,—I laid your letter of 31st ult., addressed to the Sessi n

of the Macnab Street Church, before their meeting on Thursday

evening last, but owi> g to the small attendance of the members
present, they deferred the question of your I iter till next meeting.

I am, madam, Yours respectfully,

Maitland Young, Sen'r.

Session Clerk. li

Can such conduct be m re vile than this conduct of the Session

is 1 Inglis and some of hia Elders first make up and through

Hopkin and McKenzie lay false charges against her ; when these

were proved to be false and unfounded, and they had to acquit

her, and were only too glad to ask from her and give to her the right

hand of fellowship, for fear that she would complain against them,

they next take good care that she will not again get the opportunity

of defending herself, and therefore they suspended her as is already

well-known ; from that they proceeded to excommunication ; ;md

finally, Inglis in the most cowardly and dastardly manner infa-

mously traduces and calumniates her,—behind her back, and after

he gets rid of me—in a " Court of Christ ;" when she applies for

extracts and copies of thes proceedings of McKenzie and Hopkin,

and the Session's action thereon, so as thereby to support her char-

acter, they refuse to give same to her, upon the miserable false plea,

that her letter was disrespectful in terms
;

(even had it been a

tittle disrespectful, under all the circumstances of the case, Inglis'

refusal to answer her letter, &c. christian charity demand' d from

a minister and elders—who say they are fit to sit down and cele-

brate the death of our Saviour—very different-conduct ;) when she

—anxious that her character should not be injured in the city

—

ftg#in makes another application, they tell her that ''owing to the

small attendance of the members present," they could not grant

her request. The meeting of Session referred to, was the usual

me ting to purge their roll before the sacrament, that certainly is

a solemn duty ; and how comes it that on this particular occasion,

so very few were present % Mr. Ewen informed me, that although

he was not present, from ill health, yet, that invariably the meet-

ing of Session, before the Communion Sabbath, i- a full one ; but

whether few or many were present, it required no deliberation to

say whether they should do an act of simple justice to my
sister, in the granting of her request, but it requi ed great delibe-

ration how to do an unjust act to her, so as t > keep it from being

seen.

My sister's letter to the Session is stronger in its terms than her

letter to the Session Clerk. She points out on the face of it.

Inglis'' falsehoods, his knowledge of these falsehoods, his refusal to
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answer same, and appeals to the Session that they know, she is

telling the truth, and that they know these statements of Inglis to

be false
;
yet they do not say that this letter is " disrespectful in its

terms." No : it would have been too barefaced to repeat that

answer, and hence they foist up what I believe to be an untruth,

that there were few persons at the meeting, as if even that could

be an excuse : they not daring to deny the truth of her said letter

to them.

Do all these wretched shifts prove that David Inglis told the

truth in the Presbytery, and that "Colin Reid is a liar
1?"

On the 28th of January last, my sister received from Mr. Mid-

dlemiss, extracts of the last Presbytery's proceedings, with a copy

of the Assessors' Report, but as these were very deficient, she on

same day wrote to Mr. Middlemiss, a letter which fully explains

the defects, and of which the following is a copy, namely :

" Hamilton, 28th January, 1861.

" To the Rev. J. Middlemiss,
" Presbytery Clerk, &c,

" Rev. Sir,

" I am this morning in receipt of a letter from you enclosing

extract of minutes of last Presbytery, in the proceedings of the

Rev. D. Inglis, and his Session, against me, which are very defec-

tive, especially in not giving a copy of the Report of the Session,

and copy of Reasons, numbers I, 2, and 8, of Doctor Irvine's

Reasons of dissent, and also that another one of his Reasons, is

not given in full, all that portion of it relating to the proceedings

of the Session, on 8th June last, has been withheld. Your extract

of the minutes only shews that Reasons 1, 2, and 8, were not re-

ceived by the Presbytery, and my brother Colin informs me, that

the reference to the proceedings of the Session, in June last, and

what was done thereat, formed part of a Reason, other than Rea-

sons 1, 2, or 8. Why is this? Certified copies of all the Pro-

ceedings, Reports, Reasons of dissent, and Answers, were agreed

by the Presbytery to he given to me by you. I have therefore

to request, that you will as soon as possible furnish me in accor-

dance with such promise, a certified copy of the following docu-

ments :—1st. The Report of the Session of the MacNab Street

Church in the matter, referred to in your extract. 2nd. Numbers

1, 2, and 8, of the Rev. Doctor Irvine's Reasons of dissent as

given in by him. 3rd. That portion of another of Doctor Irvine's

Reasons which the Presbytery received, (as no mention is made
in your extracts of a disallowance of any except 1, 2, and 8) refer-

ring to the proceedings of the Session in June last, on the com-

plaint of Hopkin and McKenzie against me, and whaf: was done

thereat.
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" Your bill for your fees for extracts just received, is I see $3.50;
I enclose $4; and whatever more you require for these extracts

yet to be furnished, I will at once remit on being informed thereof.

" Your early attention to this matter will much oblige me.

" I am, Rev. Sir, yours respectfully,

" Isabella Reid. '

On 7th February, my sister received from Mr. Middlemiss a

letter dated 5th February, instant, enclosing a copy of the Minutes
of the Session, and refusing a copy of Reasons Nos. 1, 2, and 8,

assigning as a reason therefor, that the same are Doctor Irvine's

private property. The following is a true copy of all that portion

of his letter in respect of the other in part suppressed Reason,

namelv :

—

if

" I regret that there is a real defect in the Extract of Minutes

sent to you, in respect of it not being stated, that on the occa-

sion of the Replies being presented, the Presbytery, after due con-

sideration, unanimously agreed to disallow all reference both in

the fifth Reason of dissent, and in the corresponding Reply, to the

proceedings of the Session in the months of May and June, last

year."

4<
I confess that I have doubts in regard to the portion of a Rea-

son of dissent above referred to, inasmuch as the Minute bears

that the Reasons, including said portion, were received ; but I am
of opinion, that the action of the Presbytery put it in the same
category with the three rejected reasons : I shall however refer

the point to the Presbytery at its meeting at Guelph, on the 5th

of March next."

Doctor Irvine's nine Reasons were all attached together, when
numbers 1, 2 and 8, where thrown out. Middlemiss still had same

;

numbers 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 9, were not re-copied, and numbered,

1,2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 ; the Presbytery Clerk or the Committee thus

re-numbered same, by way of reference in their Answers ; hence,

if Middlemiss did wholly forget the discussion in the Presbytery

about the suppressed part of number 7, and of the violent language

and conduct of Inglis in respect of same, and did not at the time

make any entry of what the Presbytery did, can it be supposed,

that when he was copying these same Reasons for my sister, that

he could copy half of number 7, (or as he calls it No. 5) and pass

over the other half of it, and not remember anything about it?

If such had been the case, would he not have given a copy of the

whole Reason, if there was nothing in his minutes or in his books
as he says—about it? I think so, especially as he also had the

answer of the Committee thereto ; but I ask, can any one in his

senses believe that Middlemiss did not know when he sent my
sister these extracts, that this defect—as he calls it—existed ? It
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is impossible to believe that he was thus ignorant ; the whole facts

shew conclusively that he knew well that the minutes he sent my
sister did not contain all the facts of the case, that he witheld the

same, as being of too gross a nature for the public eye; and had I.

not known of the same, he would never have informed my sister

thereof, but when thus hard pressed by my sister's letter, he does

not, like an honest man, give this answer at once, but writes to her

a short note, acknowledging receipt of her letter, and informing her

that he would answer it the following week; at the end of seven

days thereafter, when he had abundant time to see Smellie, and
consult Inglis either by writing or otherwise, he then writes her

the letter of which the foregoing are extracts ; and what a dis-

honest statement does he makcof the way in which the suppres-

sed portion of the 7th Reason was thrown out, which he still refu-

ses to give without the consent of the Presbytery. If their pro-

ceedings were upright and just, why this suppression of same by

their Clerk % Their desire evidently is to deprive my sister if

possible of the proof of David Inglis' atrocious and infamous false-

hoods in the Presbytery respecting her, and myself, when he said
u Colin Reid is a liar ;" and such language I suppose being scarcely

saintly enough to appear upon the books of a " Court of Christ."

Why did Inglis refuse to answer my sister's very reasonable

and just letter to him, if he felt that he had told the truth in the

Presbytery, and that his statements were true, which my sister

therein charges him with knowing to be false %

Again, if Inglis and his Session did not well know that the

Minutes of the Session in Hopkin's and McKenzie's case, will prove,

that Inglis solemnly asseverated before God, in the presbytery,

most gross falsehoods against my sister, why refuse her these

Minutes %

Again, if the Presbytery and Middlemiss their clerk had not

been conscious that Inglis was telling falsehoods when he made the

assertions already mentioned, why should he—Middlemiss have

wholly omitted—to speak as mildly as I can—all notice of these

grave and serious charges which Inglis thus made against my sister,

and also Doctor Irvine, (for he was charged with falsehood, by the

answer—•" untrue''"'—being set to this his Reason ;) and also, all

notice of the action of the presbytery in respect of such assertions

and charges ?

Again, when Doctor Irvine in the Presbytery on the evening of

15th January during the discussion of this case, said, " But Mr.

Inglis can tell us plainly, and also if she was a member of his con-

gregation after the summons in her action was served, and if the

right hand offellowship was given to her by Mr. Inglis and his Ses-

sion in June last" why did Inglis not then answer these plain

questions, and deny that he or his Session gave the right hand of

fellowship to my sister % instead of objecting to answer any
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enquiry into any matter which occurred before the Gait meeting.

I was present, and that was his proper time, but he knew that

he dared not tell such a gross falsehood in my presence. If he

had not given to my sister the right hand of fellowship, how easy

for him to have said so, and how much better than to have made
such a shuffling answer as he did.

Again, when on the following forenoon, Gillespie tried to get

rid of that portion of Doctor Irvine's Reasons of dissent, now sup-

pressed, by the miserable quibble that as Doctor Irvine had not

seen the Session Books of Inglis' Church, he could not know what
was in the same, and hence could not refer to same, and that he

could only have obtained his intormation from my pamphlets

;

(which he took good care not to say were false, and which Inglis

did * ot dare to say were false, although I said both to him and
Gillespie, t4 dare you say that these statements are false ;") why did

Inglis rest upon the same wretched quibble in the following answer

madeby hitn, " Doctor Irvme^has not seen the books oi'my Session,

and he cannot know what appears in same ? " why did he not at

once—and that was the proper time—boldly and honestly suy,

that my sister was not acquitted, that the charges of Hopkin and
McKenzie against her were not proved to be false and unfounded,

but that mv sister confessed her guilt, and was pardoned, and that

the right hand of fellowship was not given to her by him and his

elders, if such was the case 1 Why did he wait until that I had left

the Presbytery, after having been attending on it for a day and a

half, (believing as I have said that the case was over for that

Presbytery) and then as a member of the Committee, say, that

Doctor Irvine's Reason was " untrue," and in the Presbytery

solemnly call God to witness that Doctor Irvine's said Reason
was untrue, and that " Colin Reid is a liar," for stating the fact

which Doctor Irvine stated in his said Reason, if he knew that he

was thus telling the truth? yea, even in a sense swearing to it.

I answer, simply and solely because that he knew that I had
told the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth ; and
he dared not in my presence assert the contrary.

Assassin-like, he stabs behind the back ; and in the most base,

infamous, a d cowardly manner, in a " Court of Christ," traduces

and vilifies a woman's character, when she is not present, and
when I, her brother, was not present to defend her.

The time will come,when David Inglis, and your Elders, Piummer
Dewar, Robert Hopkin, John Brown, Alexander McKenzie, Donald
McLellan, Adam Cook, and Maitland Young, Senior, will becalmed

upon oath, to prove that the charges of H« pkin and McKenzie
against my sister were proved to be false and unfounded ; that

my sister was fully, clearly, and honorably acquitted of the same,
by them as a Session ; and that each one of them gave to her

—

and was only too glad to do so—the right hand of fellowship, one
H
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after another, in the Session house, after such her acquittal ; and
that therefore David Inglis is an infamous traducer and vilifier of
my sister, and that " Colin Reid is not a liar." False swearing
seems to be a virtue in " Courts of Christ," but I am glad to say-

that " Civil Courts" do not so hold, and I would warn these chris-

tians, that such a virtue is punished by "Civil Courts " with im-
prisonment in the Penitentiary.

On Sabbath, 10th instant, McRuar preached in our church, tak-

ing as his text, the following passage from the eighth chapter of
Ezekiel :

—
" Hast thou seen this, ! son of man ? turn thee yet

again, and thou shalt see greater abominations than these," which
you will readily agree with me is rather a strange text for a ser-

mon. His often repetition of it, his peculiar emphasizing of it,

and the direction of his eye to the pew which I partially occupy,

forcibly impressed me with the peculiar suitability of it, and the

great truth enforced therein, knowing as I did, the "great abomi-
nations " hereinbefore partially stated, and which were past, and
one of the "greater abominations" yet to be seen. I admit, that

the text was ironically severe, and required not a little audacity in

McRuar thus to use it ; but I accept the threat implied therein,

and will not be surprised—as indeed I cannot—at any future pro-

ceedings of either the Presbytery or Synod. But that you and
all readers of this letter may know one of the " greater abomina-
tions" thus threatened by McRuar, I now inform you, that I am in-

formed, that David Inglis, and his present supporters in the Presby-

tery, and other Ministers not in this Presbytery, are scheming to

accomplish the appointment, at the next Synod, of McRuar and
Gillespie, or some two^or three Ministers equally as trustworthy, as

the " Synod's Committee on Bills," so as effectually to burke any
petition my sister may send to the Synod ; as all such petitions

must first pass through that Committee, and be by them laid before

the Synod ; that Committee having the power to throw out any

petition or complaint for informality, or otherwise, as they see

fit
;
precisely as a Grand Jury sit to investigate cases for the

Court of Assize—or the Assizes.

Inglis and his supporters dread the case coming before the Synod
—whatever the final result thereof may be, and hence, if they can

only succeed in this their design, they will be quite safe, as they

will have the full control over any petition my sister may send in,

and they will throw it out, and thus the matter will never be heard

of in the Synod. What an infamous scheme to defeat justice %

No wonder that McRuar could in truth say, " Hast thou seen this,

O ! son of man 1 turn thee yet again and thou shalt see greater

abominations than these."

I am, yours faithfully,

COLIN D. REID.
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14th February, 1861.

Another one of McRuarh threatened " abominations"

Last night I received from the Secretary of the Deacon's Court,

the following Resolution,passed at a meeting of the Deacon's Court'

on the 12th instant :

—

"A letter from C. D. Reid, addressed to the Secretary, in which
he requests a copy of the petition referring to him, lately presented

to the Court, also a copy of the names appended to it, and of the

Minutes o£the Deacon's Court in the matter, was read, and after

consideration, it wTas on motion, duly made and seconded, unani-

mously resolved : That, inasmuch, as Colin D. Reid has, by his

unbecoming a?id outrageous conduct, forfeited every right usually

accorded by the Deacon's Court to pew-holders, not members of

the church ; and inasmuch, as the Court believe that it is the settled

wish of the members of the congregation, that the said Reid be

not, in any way recognised as holding any church connection with

them, whatsoever, the request of Mr. Reid, in his letter to the Se-

cretary, be not complied with ; but that the Secretary be instructed

to inform Mr. Reid, that in accordance with the prayer of the con-

gregation addressed to this Court, it has been resolved, that in

future no money, either in the form of pew rent or as towards the

sustentation fund of the congregation, shall be received from him,

and that it has also been decided, that no pew or sittings, shall be

allocated to him in the church."

What an amazing depth of christian feeling is exhibited in this

Resolution ! How clearly and vividly does the christian character

shine forth in every line of it!—the refusing to allow a man to

sit in a church, wherein they say that the way of salvation to the

human family is pointed out and held forth to sinners, because—
as they allege—his conduct has been "unbecoming and outrageous!"

what a pattern of Christianity is this for you—the congregation of

Macnab Street Presbyterian Church,—to hold up to the world
through your office-bearers, as they say that they so act at your
request ; but did it not occur to these christian Deacons, that when
they thus say, that I have been guilty of so " unbecoming and

outrageous conduct," that I am not fit to sit in the church, that they

were not the sole witnesses of my conduct either in the church or

out of it ;—for they take good care neither to say, where such

conduct arose, nor yet to point it out or describe it, they wisely

deal in general terms—and that I am too well known to be a
person who would not be guilty of " unbecoming or outrageous

conduct" either in a church or out of it. I can with perfect con-

fidence appeal to you as a congregation, that these charges of the

Deacons are infamous falsehoods, that you know that I have not



60

been guilty of either unbecoming or outrageous conduct in the

ehurch, far less both ; and as for my conduct out of the church, I

am quite content to rest upon the verdict of the public in respect

thereof.

The Petition they refer to was not in respect of myself only,

but also of my sister and my brother James; Stewart so said, and
he told the truth ; but they must now suppress that if possible,

they think to turn us all out of the church, by refusing the pew
to me, pretending that I have hitherto rented it, and that if my
brother or sister should ask them for a pew, they will say, they

have not one to rent.

When I apply to them to allocate a pew to me, it will be time
enough for them to refuse it.

I would call your attention to the suppression of the names of

the mover and seconder of the fortg ung christian Resolution, they

were evidently afraid that they would be known, and hence cloak

themselves under the style of the " Deacon's Court." I wrote a

note to the Secretary asking him f<>r their- names and to point out

the " uuoecoming and outrageous conduct," but he wisely declines,

" without the consent of the Deacon's Court," and conveys to me
the following information, namely :

—" the extract (that is foregoing

Resolution) sent you in my last, I of course sent you on my
own responsibility, my instructions being, merely, to cnvey to

you certain information ;
" so that you see they were afraid to

give me this their christian Resolution ; the Secretary was only

to give me certain information, but of what nature I know not.

Any person holding or maintaining m practice the Standards

set forth in the Trust Deed of our Church, and hereinbefore speci-

fied, can under and by virtue of that Deed occupy any pew in the

Church—not previously occupied, paying all reasonable rent

therefor, in spite of Inglis, your Elders, Deacons, Trustees, or any
one else ; no one dare refuse to him that right, without incurring

the liability of being justly punished by our " Civil Courts,"—the

Trust Deed being a civil contract, although combining the religious

element. It is unon that basis—»or grounds—that the State, bv or

through its Acts of Parliament, authorises Religious Coil relations

to hold property for the performance of their worship therein,

and without such authority of the State, congregation-* cannot hold

property ; and by such authority, each congregation becomes a

public corporation—as much so as the Gore Bank, or any other

public company incorporated by Act of Parliament. You are

simply a civil corporation, formed for the purpose of holding pro-

perty for the performance of religious worship, subject to the State

in all things pertaining to that property, which it thus authorizes

you to hold. In addition to these rights an » privileges which you
derive from the State, you may become members of the Presby-

terian Church of Canada, if you see fit.
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February 16th, 1861.

I have just received " The Scotsman," newspaper of date 15th

January last, pulished at Edinburgh, Scotland, which contains a

very full report bf the Resolutions passed at a public meeting held

in the Music Hall, George Street, Edinburgh, on the evening of

14th January last, respecting the kt Cardross case," and also of the

speeches of Principal Cunningham, the Rev'd. Doctors Cairns.

Alexander, 8omerville, Gould, Guthrie, and others, thereat, and

over which the Lord Provost of the city presided : and 1 have
great pleasure in transcribing the second Resolution which was
moved by Doctor Cairns, and unanimously adopted by the said

meeting, and w7hich is as follows :

—

" That while the church renders a cheerful obedience to the

Civil Courts on questions ofproperty and civil contract
',
recognizes

their right to protect character from malicious attack ; and admits

their claim to the inspection of ecclesiastical proceedings for these

objects—it cannot submit to the review by the Civil Courts of its

discipline a» in any case, or in any plea belonging to them, to

correct or reduce."

This resolution embodies the very principles I have been most
strenuously contending for, by the said action of ejectment, as

will be seen by the explanations thereof hereinbefore given.

" Property,"—the lot and church ;
" civil contract,"—the Trust

Deed, made under and by virtue of the authority of the State,

granted by her Acts of Parliament ;
" the right of Civil Courts to

i4 the inspection of ecclesiastical proceedings for these objects"

—

the Roll of the Session, and the Books and papers of the Session

and Deacon's Court. ' an anything be more clear than this % The
action of Ejectment is for these precise objects, and is neither to
" correct"—that i-, set right—or to " reduce"—that is, set aside

—

any ^entenee or censure by way of discipline.

The Rev Doctor Begg as convener of the committee for diffus-

ing information on the Cardross Case, in his circular, says, " He
(McMillan, the late Minister of Cardross) made application to

the civil court in a most unprecedented form,— not in the way of

an action for damages for alleged wrong, which would have been

competent, or in the way of asking to be permitted to continue in

the possession of his manse, and in the enjoyment of his stipend,

which might also have been competent, although the distinction

between civil rights and mere perquisites of office must not be
overlooked—b< t in the wav of an action of ' reduction '

: in other

words a demand that the spiritual sentence itself shall be

annulled." See the February number of the Home and Foreign

Record of the Free Church of Scotland, page 165.

Enough from Doctor Begg.
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These are plain admissions by the Free Church of Scotland of

the thorough rightfulness of the said action of ejectment.

Notwithstanding the dishonest attempt of the Ministers of that

Church in its courts to suppress civil rights, in first directing its

Ministers who were sued not to appear to McMillan's action

—

claiming they were above the civil law—and when compelled to

appear, then denying that she had a constitution, (as if she could

have carried on her affairs since 1843 without a constitution) they

have now, in order to get the assistance of the other dissenting

churches, to come to sober reason and just principles of civil and

religious freedom, and admit, as they do by said Resolution, and

by said Circular of Dr. Begg, that the Civil Courts have a right to

look into and determine all matters connected with churches, except

in their mere exercise of discipline.

COLIN D. REID.

The distribution of this Utter will he the same as last one.

C. D. \i














