
CORtESPON DEN CE.

cTHE SIMCOE CIIUIICII CASE."

Aq somie documents in relation to this case have airead3y appeared in the Iitlc-
~p»d(eii, and as the recent action of the Union was not favourable to tho dlaims of

Rev. S. Hlarris and his friends, w-e publish the Voilowing document. We oii,
however, tiiose portions of it whlichi are meant to showv that Dr. Clarke and M'ýr.

Yannormtan w-ere flot boind fide delegates froin the chIurchi at Simcoe, for tlîis

inuist eall forth re joinders, and w-e are not prepared to have the whole case discuss-

culfrs in thiese pagei. The writer.q of tinis coniflhiilieatiofl of course repudiate

the above parties as their representatives, and the claimi of those they did repre-

sent to lie - the church at Simec."l
We are not the org-an of the Union, nor (lo w-e undertake to explain or defend

ail its proceeding~ but sonie rernarks w-e feel called to add to different points in

this document. They are i the forni of notes, referred to by nunibers.

FOR TIIE;"CANADIAN INDI>IENDIEINT )MAGAZINE."'

At a meetin of the Congregational Chiurcli i Simec, Canada West. callcd to-
,gether l'y publie notice, hceld in the Congý,reogîtional Clhurel, o>n the l8th day of
July, 1 358, a Report of the proeedingst' of the Congregational Union, iii the
"Sinicoe Churchi Case," having ie en read, it %-as,

Moved by - scconded by - and Resolvel,-Tliat the follow-ing Stite-
ment, regarding this matter, lie addressed to the Editor of the Canadiani Independ-
ent, re.sýpectfuily requestinir its publication, in the forthicomin,, nuinher of the

Cainadian Independent iiîazu, tmnt, the Deacons sigui this J)ocuin<'nt for-
and on behialf of this Churehi, and f*.,rwa.rd the saine fur insertion.-Carried
unanunousiy.

To lte Edtiilor f"The 6'anadian Inipleitdcnt," Bozcilanriile, C. TV.
D.-ar Sir,-ln 3-our Journal of 4îth June. a communication front us w-as pub-

lishied in a mutilated form w:icli did not present a true view of aur Case and the
rea,;ons assignel by you for suda a mnutilation wve regard as inquficient to ju'stify
such a, proce'lure. Our abjeet being tci prosent to tAie country the truth, we re-
gret that the officiai evidences by whiýh the triat w-as e.stahlishied, were kept
back. WVe presuinie that tAie ex pýar1e stateient, of those expelcd 1 (n Constitution-
a! groands, from our Church, w-as published by you in fui], as it a.ppeared in the
-"C;nailian Indepentlent " of' 7th May, and sure'ly it is Du sufficient reasun for
keeping hack t.he proof of <îur statemeènt, tîmat, they gave no prouf 2 in support uf
theirs. [Loi you publizsiîed the stateint Is w-e gPive it, %witl the inforinatioa
therein contained 1hJore themn, the Uniîi at itu ate mieeting '-ould flot certainly
have recognised the party presenting iisýelf, as deputy, as having a valid Coin-

is-sion, nur could it have erased Our pastor's namie fromi the roIl of MNemberqhip. 3

In ju';tice therefore ta our pastor, our church and the country, w-e beg you to
<'jvc in thie first nuîwîîer of youir Ma:gzinre a place t4) the foîîowing rcm;îrks: Upon
the urocedure of the Union on the -Siîncoie Chuircl Case."-

1. Iu the report of the procepdingS oi tlîe Congregational Union pub'-ished in
tIme Uanadiein haid.certdcitla of une 2-5îh, w-e find that ta certificate of deîeg:îtion
ta this meeting in favaur of Dr. J. Clarke and Mr. D. D. Vannormnan signed by

(1). No) coniniunic:îtion lias apwai-cd iii the I)id'jelcti front these parties. The
minu ites of a coutici I w-crc îil h

(1>. 'rite counicil r'cciveti evicicîce, wut ikci at puhli.sh it in d]efail.
(31~). The (locunicut ri-erircdt to in- brrore tuie sp.nci:ui co-.nîimittcc of thce Uuion, as we

arc infornied.


