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~ Novemsez 27, 1867,
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was told it was now nece;ury for him to be

locked in the solitary cell, and desired to fol. decision. The Council carefully measured the

low the warden, who went first, carrying a
lamp in one band and & key in the other. In

the narrowest part of the pacsage, Mr, Pillsbury o4 churches, but by a discerving public, and
a small, light mao, turoed round and looked more than all, that The gevuineness of it senti

in the face of the stout criminal.

« Now,” said be, ** I ask whether you have !
tréated me as I deserve ? I bave done every |8 Council we had no party ends to serve—no

thiog I could to make you happy. I bave
trusted you, but you bave never given me the

I
i

Jeast confidence in return, and bave even plad- | ¢oor o (God on a case of infivite moment, we
Is this had only one thing to do, and that one- thing
kind? And yet 1 connot bear to lock you' was to do right ; and in so doing to * maintain
up. If 1 had the least sign that you cared;acomcience void ol offence towards God and

ped to get me iofo difficulty.

for me”—

The man burst into tears. * Sir,” eaid he placed before you, and I wish you te know, my

+ | bave been a very demon these seventeen
years ; but you treat me like a man,”

“ Come, Jet us go back,” said the warden. o the présent bour 1 bave not knowingly in

The convict had free range of the prison as

before ; und from that bour he began to open ' ances or trified with its spirit or purpose. If
his heart to the warden, and cheerfally tulfil-| any ot you suppose that 1 have done so, it is

led his whole term of imprisonment.

For the Christian Messenger.
The Dcy of Prayer.
Dear Brother,—

and prayerful investigation came to :a united

resposibilities of that decision. y knew that
it would be ru

searching criticistn not only by our ministers

ment and spirit would be tested by that tribunal
from which there is no appeal. I felt that as

mwap’s person in admiiation—no popular pre-
judices for or against the parties concerned to
consult ; that as ‘4 Couwncil assembled in the

man.” The decision of that Council has been

' Christian brethren, that when I put my name to
/it 1 did so with the cordial approval of my beart
and conscience ; that from that solemn moment

thought, word, or deed, * ignored V' its “utter-

because my language has been misinterpreted,
or tortured, to convey sentiments which 1 do
not cherish. So far from ignoring it, 1 adbere
to it with unbending fidelity as a deliverance
based upon truth, justice and charity—three ele-
ments that should always blend in just propor-
tions wheo dealing with' an accused party. 1
cleave to it also as a decivion which coustituted

Thursday, Dee. 5. is the day recommended 2 Jair, honorable, Christion basis for the restora-
by tne Ouaventivis?o e sot apart aud obser- | tion of barmony between contending parties,

ved by the ehurches as a day of prayer. It
is to be boped that the observance will be
very geoeral.

There is no need to expatiate on our mani- | who jor long years was intimately , associated
fold necessities, or to deseribe with minute with very many of you in the most sacred

detail our spiritual state and circumstances.
All must adwit that there pever was a time
in which the gracious interposition of God on
our bebalf was more earnestly 1o be desired.
Calamitcus indeed will be our conditign if the
Lord sbould * stand alar cff,”” and leave us,|
in judgemeant, to ourseives. |

Among the reasors for special prayer at
this time, the scaicity of !ninisters stands!
prominent. The condition of some of our
churches is truly distressivg. - Not only are
they without pastors, but they koow not
where to look for them. Candidates for the
ministry are also few in number. Other
denowinations are suffering io the eame way.

Let the churches meet ou the day above-
mentioned, aud seriously coosider their state— |
and bun.ble themselves belore God, cooless-
ing their sis—and ask for pardon, for grace,
for wiedom, and especially for an abuodant
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Yours truly,
J. M. Craxp.
Acadia College, Nov, 21. 1867,

Ciristian Flessenger.
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Rev. 1. E. Bill and the Council’s
Decision.

Saint John, Nov. 20th 1867.
8. SeLpEN, Esq.
- Editor of the Chsistian Messenger. |
My DEaAr Sik.
The encloeed speaks for itself. I trost as a
matter cf common justice that you will give it a
place in the colums of your valvable paper. An

early ipsertion will much ob'ige.
Yours truly,

I. E. BrLL.

TO THE BAPTISTS OF NOVA BCOTIA.

Dear Brethren—] am sure you have been
grieved (0 see that between the Editors of our
two demominational organs, an unpleasant dis-

utation has arisen regarding the decision of the
ra(e Ecclesiastical Council convened with the
Granville street Baptist Church, Halitax, In
several editorials addressed to you throogh the
Christian Messenger, you bave been tavgbt to
believe that the Editor of the Christian Visitor
has ignored the decision of that Council. This
charge hae been baved upoo a supposed discrep
ancy between the report of the Council in
question as given by the Visitor, and the deci
sion itsell, Botb bave been placed in the
columue of the Christian Messenger, and you
wust have therefore had the opporwmnity of
judging lor yourselves as to the correctness of
the charge made against the Visitor, and |, as
one deeply concerned, was quite willing to abide
your verdict. But in a recent editorial of the
Messenger, notwithstand ing wy repeated explan
ations sbowing the substantiul barmony be-
tween the documents 1 question, as understcod
by me, | am again accused ol ignoring the d: cision
the Council. Some of you will see in the,
isitor how ] meet this accusation ; but as com-
paratively few of you see the } isilor, 1 feel that
it is a sacred duty which I owe 10 my own
character and to you, my Christian brethren,
to xlm this matter before you in its true light
ben first requestcd 1o go to Halifax, | was
asked to serve on an Council® This 1
absolutely refused to do; but when invited 1o
serve on a Couneil in harmony with the action
of the Central Amociation, | coneented. The
Coumcil wet, and alter seven daoys cof patient

{ these Provinces.

'and for the peace of the Baptist brotberbood in

This fravk, unvarnished statement of facis, you
will please receive as ‘coming from a brother,

enpagewents of the Christian faith, and who
though now absent in body is neveribeless pre-
sent in spirit, and most earnestly prays that
“ The grace of the Lord Jesus Chbrist, the. love
of God, and the communion of the Holy Ghost
may be with you all. Amen.

Respectiully and aflectionately yours in the
bonds ot the Gospel, 1. E. BiL.

Saint Jobn, Nov. 20, 1867.

We are glad to receive the above from
Rev. I. E. Bill, and tc find our contempor-
ary treating this rubject in a little more be-
coming spirit than be did in his last editorial.
His defence of the Decisicn of the Council
i quite unnecessary, seeing that we have mude
ve objectione 1o it Oar objections bave been,
as our readers well know, to bi# superceding
the decision of the twelve brethren composing
the Council, by an editorial of bis own, giving
the case a very different complexion from that
the facts would warrant, aud circulatiog a re-
print thereot in Halilax and elsewhere.

The above letter is sent to us in the form of
a printed slip, and dated one day earlier than'
tbe last iscue of the Visitor. 1t may thecretore
bave been | rinted for the same purpose as the
reprint of his first editorial on the subject,
and may be already in the hands of sowe ot
* the Baptists of Nova Seotia.” OQur broth.
er need pot indulge bis fears, that our breth-
ren in Nova Scotia will not perceive the true
morits of the cace, We think them quire
capable of lorming & correct judgment on’
lacts as well as on matters relating to church
oraer.

Not only have we the above letter, but, in
addition, a long editorial article in the
Visitor of last week, which is also in a some=
wbat different style from his previous one.
Instead of giving us a *¢lofty stand
point,” “encompassed with a brilliancy of
spiritual light,” &e., be ventures to sffirm,
regpecticg ourselves, that, in relerence (o
what we Jast wyote oo the pubject: * The
suthor must Wave been wrought up to an in-

'deersion as interpreted by yourselt, or as uo-

tensely desperate mood belore peoning an
|article so pregpant with all ibe elements of
il-tewper,”” A preity scrious charge, if it
were true. It may possibly be believed by |
some of those who read only the Visitor's
remarks. It i8 unpecessary that we stould |
'say wore on this, thun, that we were not
aware of being 0 such a condition ; but we
were grieved to fiod our brother trifiing with
a malter of such grave importance. What

the impression vpon its mde;g}hw the.
editor approves of the decision of the Coun-
¢il, but that the Visitor rejects it.” Buch a-

only foundation oOur contewporary has for
such eonclusion, ey that we have merely de-
manded that the Decision shculd have been
allowed to speak for itself, which he sought
t6 prevent, by publishing a version, greatly
differing thereirom, iw ceveral partiewlars—his
assertion to the contrary notwithstanding. His
strong feelings have rather got tho advantage
over his judgment, or he would wnot have
written such a stringof words as the follow=
ing :

“ Bro. Selden, you know it is notso; you
know that in keari by word, by pen and by deed,
—in private, in the church, and in tLe public
press, you have, m a style most oflensive,
tgnored the' decision. Now in the face of such
an open, and unceremonious rejection on your
part, don’t we beseech you for your own sak
and.lor the sake of that religion which you pro-
fess, strive to impress your 1eaders wich the idea
that you adhere to the advice of the Council,
and that the Visitor is tbe rejecting party.”

f

i

How very desirous our brother is for
‘“ barmony between contending parties!”
Whether tbe Visitor is the rejeoting party
aod withed to #gmore it, or no, may be seen
better, perbaps, by what he tken did, than b
what be now says. * Actions speak louder
tban words.” The substitution of bis version
ot it, and then reattering reprints thereof
over the city and provioce, we thought, looked
very much like & wirh to ignore it. We
kvow of pothing else /e could have doue that
wculd so effectively reject it, igoore it, or set
it aside, il #o be that the Decision itself bad
not been subsequertly published in the Mes-
senger, and afterwaids in the Visitor. It this
bad not been done the Counci! would have
been misrepresented, and their Decision most
certaioly dgnored.

We bardly think it becomes our brother to
add to the appeal n the above quotation such
» wicked séntence as the following : * Such
tergiversation must be condemned by every
hooest man.” 1t therc has been * tergiver-
salion” it bas not becn with us, We bave no
occasivn for such setion, and wish that others
bad not.. It isstrange that our brother does not
perceive how contradictory his own statements
are, for while he uublushingly stutes as quoted
above, *‘you huve, in a style most coffcusive,
tgnored the decicion ;”’ he aiterwards eays
** On that decieion, so formed, we take our
stand to-day. To it we unswervingly cleave
Bro. Selden will you do likewise ? It so.
between you and us there ceed not be another
word of dieputation.” Is there not a carious
dircrepancy between his statement and his
question 7 But bow very magpanimous and
disintesested of our brother! Having ap-
phed the mateb, he now deprecates the destrue
tion avd raveges of the flames. Words nay
be rofter than oil, avd yct be drawn swords.
It is 100 lute to atk for peace whun words
like these bave been so recklessly used, Bat
be aske, Will we take cur stand oo that decie.
iou? Of coursc we acoept the document as
the decision of the Council, but’ we do not
agree with the opinions vxprersed on all the
gnnts on which-it treats. And we would a:k,

0 you Bro. Bill “auswerviogly cleave” to the

_ What.a pity our brother did not find this
out before! Whilst the decision says oot a

: word sbout its being “.a basis of mion ;" .
bjected 1o the ordeal of a most | 0 \oront is hordly worth contradiction. The:or even the "’Monﬁo: of harmony,” oo

the two points ‘on which it expresses any
opinion at all the verdict is that of censure
of Dr. Pryor’s conduot—stronger than any
revious expression ot the chureh, As Bro,
gﬂll' proposes to make theém & basis of
union” we copy them : : '
‘- Resolved. That in the opinion of this Council,
Dr. Pryor is not guilty ef immorality as charged
in the allegation : yet it is at the same time the
opinion of this Council that Dr. Pryor bas
shewn great want of discretion in the character
of his visits to Mre, McMillan.”
“ Resolved. That the Council acquit Dr.
Pryor of dishonest and fraudulent intention in
bis dealings as the sgent ol Miss Vass; but
they are of opinion that it was most unwise in
bim to undertake the management of her ac-
counts at all, and that be is charged with in-
competency in keeping accounts, and culpable
pegiigence in not preserving vouchers.”

On thethird point in the decision, no course
baving any reference to union was recom.
mended, No, nothing, it will be perceived,
but & * reconsideration.” Read it. ;
“ Resolved, That in relaticn to the suspension

of Dr. Pryor on the charge of fraudulent tran-
sactions in the affairs of Miss Vass the Council

J|is of opinion after a careful examisation

of the whole matier in relation to which
tbis Council .bas already delivered its decision,

coneider their action thereon.”

This then, the church adopted. We pub.
lished in coonection with the decisi on
of the Council on the 2od of Qctober, an
extract ftom thé proceedings of the Church
outhe subject,

We refrained from publishing the reasons
recorded, and still have no desire to do so.
As, bowéver, many enquiries have come to
us, some of them trom New Brunswizk, re-
specting the ultimate action tsken by the
church, we append the resclution, which we
learn is in entire accordance with the recom.”
mendation given by the Council, as understood
by several of its members. Altera recital of
the reasons, the resolution concludes as
follows : p

“ On the 80th of May last the church suspend.
ed feliowship with Dr. Pryor uotil such time as
be should aflord satiefactory explanation of cer-
tain statements apparently confirmatory of the
charges then under consideration. The main
question now is, whether such explanation bas
beer furnished. After carelully considering all
the evidence adduced before the Council the
church are forced to conclude that it bas no' been
turnished; and therefore they cannot rescind their
resolution of suspension, and they see vo pros-
pect of any further light being thrown vpon the
matter. Consideriag these things and the cba-
racter of the evidence adduced in support. of the
charge of immorality and impropriery, and Dr.
Pryor's cenduct during the whole course of the
proceedirigs relating to bhim, the Church bave no
course leit but 10 declare the termination of Di*
Pryor’s connection with them as a member,,and
they do therefore bereby withdraw fellowehip
from bim.”-

This sction we repeat, is what was fully
anticipated by several members of the Couu-_
cil and in barmony with their recommenda-
tion. We bave it uoder their bends, Al.
though the Decision was a unanimous oue, it
was explained by the President of the Coun-

dersteod by otber members ot the Couvoeil 7— rcil and another member as not undersiood by

There is but one sentevee in the decision that
poiuts to eny sctivn at all, and that is pot of
union, but o! reconsideration.

We are assurtd by members of the Council
they did pot intend it to wean, or for a mo-
ment suppose it wou'd effect the restoration of
Dr. Pryorto the fellowsbip of the cburch, Bro.
Bill biweelf kunows very well that the word
** yeconverder” did pot wesn a yestoration to
tellowship. The council hud a Jong discussion
on that poiut and would not sdvise the
Gruoviile Street Church to 1uke any such ac-
tich. Where then 18 bis * basis of union ”?
wnd what bad the cburch in that docuwent to

we said, \.a8 written under o sense of duty,— | t0 guide them? The expression of opivion in
#nd » wost . painlul ové—arieing fiom the the decition® of the Council was of such a
course pursued by the editor of the Visitor, vPa'ure that it wose than coufirmed all the
Our statements may, bowever spesk lor them- | previous acts of ‘the church., No reversal of
selves. | ' those wots or rescinding of rerolutions was
We are glad to fiod that cur brother in even binted at. No, pothing but ** reconsider
his editorisl, bas aleo chuuged his position tbeir setion.”  Aod * reconsider ” it, they
sowewhat, and that he now pays a little iwore did, 88 we shall shew,
respeet 10 the Couneil' decision ; although jn| We thiuk our brother’s new-born adwirs-
deiug #0, be makes a great talk aboat our tion of that decument is rather more glow-
trestment of that document, sud would creste 10g thao its suibors contemplated. He writes
the unpression that we bave but little respect ©' it 88 iv the above letter, and, in his edi-
for it,” 1t is really curious to observe how our torisl, he says :
brother strives now o turn atiention away |
from his_attewpt st the outsct (0 wupersedo o4 frow ihe three Provine
the Decision by his own version of it, and pasis of union, lor the Etll‘:;eo:upz.::rdd:no‘fmfﬁ
bow anzious be is to bring out instead of that tional pyues, for (be mewbe s of Granville Street
fact, the qulltion, Whether or no we acoept Chuicl and tor the ministers and churches of
it. He javcies be dirccvers some ibecnsis- 'be denomination geverally, Let that be ad
tency between gur demand for the Decigion Dered '» by each and all, and the wnity of the
itsold. in prelerenoe to the Visitor's ml"' .‘\du::mn:ci.:n is preserved, and the interests ol
our opinion ing thet decisides” troth and charity maiptained ; but frown upon it

“ The decision of the twelve brethren conven-

all alike. The Couoecil did not see * eye to

in the same judgment” as our brother uffirm-
ed. Aod cur brother knew they were
vot when he penned ais statcments that
they were. They merely agreed together on
the wording of the Decision, and lett the
Cburech to take the respowsibility of tature
aotion, without giviog any more definite ad-
vice than * recons der,”
Let Brother Bill get the Coancil to
approve of his first srticle and we have
done. Or else, let him, like an Looest
man and & christian, ackoowledge that he has
m:srepresented the Couneil, the Grawville
Street Church, apd the M , and we
thall be oply too glad to sccept the peace he
proffers. ‘
Haviog complied with our brod\d editor’s
request 1o placiog his letter belore our
readers, we have now a pimilar request to
weke of biw: : viz,, that he will give the above
article, with bis own letter, an early insertion
in the columns of the Visitor, so that those of
our brethren amongst the Baptists of New
Bronswick who do vot see the Messenger
may be more correctly informed on this mat-

We ought perbaps to » ise to our
readers for oscupyiog se -&ho‘t our space
on this subject, and we most sincerely hope
that there will be no necessity for again re-
ferring to it,

The following is a posteript toa letter received
ted ministeriog

# This request was from the Rev. Dr. ~ED,

last editorial in the Messenger goes to make evd word and work.”

it. and insnll 42, andl ion. | ® few days since trom & respec
He aseerts thut * the whole drift of the m;w:.:pm;w :;:...,’::d,b::.(.:’.“ | brotber. As it was not written for publica-
we do not give the name of the vrimt;‘%.

that it would be advisable for the church to re- ' ;

eye,”” neither were they * joined together -

Noy
“T4
Noel, |
“ening
I also
enabl
cision
stand
you,
this cs




