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etulties, aîîd success is certain to follow. 1 t is a
wvell directeci labo,' that succOC(15.

If our College is iiot foringii the mienî to bravely
do the work ini the uine required in our rural dis-
tricts, 'vo lad lietter adopt soînie othier plan of pre.
paring iiienîfor the iniistry iinourimission churches.
For it is ini tlîis part of ouir wvork wve liave greatiy
failed. If we contiiiue iii the saine line of action
in the future that 've have adopted in the past,
we shall not have a chu rch in this northern section
of our country, fromn Owen Sound te Toronto, in a
very fewv years.

M. S. GRAY.

THLE EX-PARTE COUNCIL.

Sib-Thie INDEJ'ENDrîNT for' MVay contains a let-
ter frein iny eld friend -Mr. IH. J. Clark, respecting
the Ex-parte Council, lately lield by sonie of the
Toronto churches, in reference to the recent trouble
in the Western Church. I arn in perfect accord
wvith wvbat Mr. Clark says in the beginniing of lis
letter, as te the undesirability of publishing ac-
counts of clîurchi squabbles or difficulties, in the
columns of secular newspapers, and further 1
think it is 'vell to keep thiern as rnuch as possible
out of the pages of religious periodicals, as their
appearance there, frequently provokes rejoinders
tbat tend to ne ultiniate good to the parties im-
plicated in thern.

Had Mrr. Clark in lis letter, confined hirnself
te the dispute between the Couacil and the 'Wes-
terni Church, 1 would not have interfered in the
niattpr, but as lie lias seen fit to bring Zion
Church, of whicli I arn an old menîber, into the
arena, I feel it inicumbent on me to say a few
words in explanation and defence of the action
sustained by Zion du ring the course of the recent
painful occurrences.

MNr. Clark lîaving stated wvhat the Council did
with respect to the dispute they undertook to in-
vestigate and seutie, proceeds to arraign and con-
dern Zion Church for its conduct in the matter,
and expresses himiself pretty f reely anent it. H-e
says that had it acted otlierwvise than it did, lie
could "h lave respected its action." This appears
to mean that oui account of its action, hie does not
respect it. The tendency of his reniarks seerns te
nie te iuiply that Zion Cliurch did net give its

truc reasoris foi- fot joiiîîg in the ('outîcil, but.
resorted to ail unwvorthy subterfuge to evade the
diflic ulty that liad ariseti. If this bc Mi-. Clark's
idea, I xnust decideclly saty that lie is quite mis-

acted otlîerwise thianii i an honorable and straiglit-
forwvard mianner in ail iinatters iii whlichi it lias
been called upon to engage. It lias not shirunk
froin speaking out, wlhen it wvas necessary to do
so, and I think I caui go furtlier and say, that it
lias al1vays been on the riglit side of every ques-
tient in wvlich it took part.

It would occupy to nîuch of your space to go
fully into the details of the unhappy events that
hiave transpired in the WVestern Church. A bî'ief
abstract, as far as I ain acquaîîîte<l with theni,
will be sufficieiît for the purposes of thîls letter.
If I shail make any inistakze in iny narrative, I
arn open to correction.

The "1expelled" members of the Western Chturcli,
'vrote to Zion Churchi as well as to otber churches
stating their case, and requested tliat a Counc.il
should be called to consider the matter in dispute.
Zion replied that it did not believe that it had
such powver to cail a council, but if eue Nvere called
by the Western, Zion wvould, if requested, send
delegates to it. The othier churches decided to
cal] the council, and invited Zion to take part in
it. Zion declined to (Io so, unless the Western
would attend the rneetiîg. Zion did net think it
wvas in accordance with Congregational principles
for one or more churches te interfere in the affa.irs
of another clîurch without its consent or invitation.
I înay say for myself, in addition to the assertion
of this, as I believe, fundainental priîîciple, I was
strongly of opinion that if this Couîîcil wvere hielci
without the co-operation of the Western, it wvould
do no good, but on tbe contrary, increase the un-
pleasant feeling that already existed between the
Western and its expelled inieinhers, and I think
tme resuit of tlîe Council and its published decision
hias arnply proved the correctness of this opinion.
Ia rny judg'-ment it would have been wvell if that
Council hiad net been lîeld.

I caniiot see the cori'ectness of VIr. Clark's
statement, that *1th.ý principle laid down (by Zion
Chiurchi) is surprising," and that Ilogiaycrre

out," would remîder any church "unable to eut off
an imnmoral raember if hie cleclined to defend hiu-


