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accepted as true, must ruin him in this world
for ever, :

I am positively assured by a person present,
that the church’s agents did not decline belore
the Council to accept their decision as final. |
have shewn they had bound tbemselves to ac-
cept it. 5 &

Ot course Dr. Pryor would not require thew
to accept the decision if unfavorable to him.
Why stuff’ the case with pueriiities 7

Yours® affectionately,
E. A, CRAWLEY.

ERRATA—In the 4th line of the above letter,
omit * before.” 1In the last line of 4th paragraph,
4th-column, after ** these in” read ** Dr.”

For the Christian Mcssenger,

Letters from Gramville Si. Church
to the Baptists of Nova Scotin.

No. 6.

DEAR BRETHREN,—

Once more we are compelied to address you.
Our reply to the foregoing letter will lead us,
before we close, to speak of principles which are
dear to yeu and us in common, and we crave
your indulgence, and your patience.

As Dr. Crawley has so persistently.urged- bis
view of this paintul controversy, and seems to
be to possessed with prejudice as to be alwost
beyond the reach of facts and argument's, we
will, for the time being, take Ais representation
of the case. The first important thirg he labors
to establish is, that the Church, whilst engaged
in®the disciphne of Dr. Pryor, ivdulged in an
avgry and vindictive spirit. He bas also la-
boured much to prove that the church pledged
itself to accept the decision of the Council as
final. : ;

Let it be assumed that toth these statements
are correct. Now, what was the decision of the
Courcil so far as they reeconrmended action tor
the church? They advised the chureh 10 * re-
consider’ the vote by which Dr. Pryor was sus-
pended from church feliowship. * Reconsider”
means here, says Dr.C., *rescinc’ To rescind
that vote, thep, was the extent of the council’s
recommendation. This done, Dr. Pryor would
bave been restored to good standing as a member
of Granville Street Church. ‘But what would
bave been bis true relation to the church, and
his position in the denomination had this been
done ? He woald bave been a regular member
and an excluded pastor. * Il belped rexclude
Dr. Pryor frem the pastorate,”’ says Judge
Johmston. The moral force of this act, withtbe
tacit yet significant endorsement of the Coupcil
would bave bren exclusion from the pulpits of
the denomination. But how in the name of re-
ligion and reason could the cburch retainonein
full fellowship as a member, whom, though a
prominent preacher—a doctor in divinity—they
bad excluded from the pulpit, thus striking him
down from the ministry ! What is the straight-
torward and legitimate reply to this question ?

There is none, except such asis ccotained in the |

facts and statexrents already given “in previous
letters, pointing to “dishonesty and impurity.—

These facts and circumstances could not be ac-
counted for on the suppositien of innocence, and
the church were compelled to exclude bim trom
the pulpit. Ilow could he, we ask again, be
retzined as a member of a christian church
after being for suck reasons excluded from the
ministry ? This is the true issue, the only con-
ceivable point reached by Dr. Crawley’s
argument. We shall leave it for him to shew
the consistency of such a state of things, and
its harmony with christian morals,

"" We will bow consider as briefly as may be,
the charges which fcr the sake of showing the
result to which Dr. C’s argument leads, we have
treated as if true. It will be se¢n from our let-
ter in the Messenger of March 3rd., that the
assumption upon which Dr. C. charges the
church with froud and falsehood, is iiself false,
and must be abandoned by bim. He in a pre-
vious letter, laid it down as a fact that the
church had bound itself by a solemn engagement
to accept as final the Council’s decision ; into
this agreement be says the church entered and
by it they bound themselves, not by word or
writing, but by a silent understanding. We ex-
posed this assumption before, bat Dr, C. lays

- hold of it again,; and ence-more endeavours to
crush out cur honor and our christian mame
among the churches of Christ. lHe tells us that
we bave wade like charges against Dr. Pryor,
and he cannot see why such am * indignant

flourish ’’ sbould be m:ade when he thinks fit to|

obarge us with fraud and falsehood. We assure
Dr. Crawley that when be produces an-equal
amoupt of  evidence in support of his charge,
which he has compelled us most reluctantly to
furnish in order (¢ show why we were obliged
“to consider Dr. Pryoi’s actions as we did, we
shallacknowledge the charge and confess our sin.
Baut let us remove beyond the hope of recovery
the ground assumed by Dr. C. in order to make
his charge. AT
The eburch did nat plédge itself to receive
the decision of the Council as final. The re-
presentatives of the church were not silent be-
fore the Council, The church emphatically
declares that it did not so pledge itsell.
Four men at the ledst remember that
this subject was spoken of before the
Counncil, They do pot remember different
things, but all remember the same thing.
Others present may not have beard—sowe may
bave forgotten, but it is absolutely impossible
that four men should remember and relate what
they heard or said on a certain oceasion and

these recollections all agreeing, unless the thing |.

remembered was indeed said as recollected.
The summary of ¢vidence which puts (his sub-
Jject beyond all contradiction we quote from the

MESSENGER.
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“ From these statements it is evigent that tpe
~church regarded 1t as fundamental mdBapti_st pghtr
that in such a case as was then under coasidera-| . -t
tion, it could not transfer ultimately the duty of with Dr. Crawley’s own avowal,

vited to report their cpinions to the church ; that | under the dominion ot heat and unboly passion
the representatives of the church not only had no| a alleged by Mr. Payzant, As we  bave so

anthority to agree tu accept a decisicn, not yet de- sed this charge i + » Rebiv ” to
livered, but had they so agrced would have know- 3“1(? ewa;;ed‘ : Ltb'h: .t" 0“’ ; .3 t)[’ :’ ol
ingly done vio ence to the solemn convictions of | ¥ Udge Johnsion, We 1hink 1t unnecessary 10 ac=

the Church ; that they not only did not doso but ex- | duce here the statements of many at least equally
pressed their determination not to do so; that-when | well qualified totestily on this subject with Mr. P,
-'-~‘h§ ldegbzxonc'lw:l&;edcell:;irc%dui:nﬁ);a ;ebslcmi::d(i)ctatle]g to show that be, like Dr. C., bas allowed his

w ounci , SN Raebin e
whgtethey believed to be their duty onythis point, Hfrb Pnd fieep Sunvictions bk the came, to warp.
and no surprise was expressed by any member of bis mind, and that his charges on this point are
the Council at the same; that the decision itself | cqually greundless with Judge Jobnsion’s and

points to the subscquent exercise of judgment on| Dr. Crawley’s. It is with deep pain that we
e ivary or the decmion, Hhe Hocrader” (Hev, 3| %, compoliel lo. wiiis 1hes, Sud we Lelieve
Aimstr’ong) on learning that the church intended | that no one will, bercafter, more deeply regret
1o exercise such independent judgment, expressed | than Mr. Payzant bimself that be bas been led,
no surprise at such a course.” from any ccmbination of irfluences, to defame
Itis now;v made plain that Dr, Crawley bas those -who ever esteemed hitp a .lrignd and
taken a fancy for a fact, that be fell uniortu- brother. Tbe.ie'arlul power of prejudice, even
“ pately for bis undertaking into a fatal erior.— over able cb.nsnan minds, .hasb.been already
He bas now no shade of just ground for with. |suggested. It bas appeared '}". , "‘_.('9””1’0;)‘1'
holding an adwission in the first place that bhe e)nce ’”‘a‘ Di. C. lo'lmed s apinion of Dr.
has been to mistaken, and in the second place a Pryoi’s case at an early stage in its bistory, and
confession of the greoundlereness of his beavy tbat his usual' calmnvf?_. selt-r(»stra_mt, land gge
charge against us, which he professes to bave pot-prevented bim frcm being betrayed
have crawn out of Lis assumed facts, His|'Dto the use of lm:guage as strong and etfo’n_gcr
charge is * traud and falsehood” and conduct m.-"n‘hlr. lbayzall;ls'; and‘.t}k)ns earl_\:' 009"0“’0;'
comparable to that of a lewd woman, and this forwed as "’l“ C J oMy Wil 0“;) seeing ‘_“'“"l' e
not against an individual, but againet a Church reports- of tle Committees,. has ‘coutmue'( : "
of -Christ numbering about_one hundred and betray him m.to |lxe._ makm;: cf the gravest
fifty souls. . Dr. C. would * awake us from our charges awd siatements against us .wblch we
dream of innceence.” What! defame a church ha\'e-‘ cpnclun\'t-ly &I.’"w'? ate  without apy
in the public pript with such charges I=brand it tpuuuahon.,whau«.ver, infact; gnd yet ‘?("A be-
with these black erimes simply to “awake it lieve Dr. Cs. ste:nmer.‘t,s are‘emnlemo esinuch
from a .dream  of ipnocence I” - We ‘would] Feopeet as Mr. la‘} zant’s. Such deplorable re-
remind De.”C. that trwh is the orly weajon sul's, you have doubtless observed, almcst in-
crdained of heaven with which to reach the variably tollmv., when men _m.uend(-r tLim-
cuhetiebions’ 00 51 Tovie a7 SDeieiN ikd. selves 10 the guidance of L:u.\'u':nons ’f(.-nm-d‘so
was called upon, in view of all that js|€8rly.in the bListory ol ‘any matter.¥s 1o excigie
manly—and more especially in wisw. -0o! the tbe corrective influence of eviderce. Their
claims of religion, to admit .and ¢ m'ess an .ear)y .“_D,d» strcng‘conwc‘uons '.t“dfr it almoet
offence agaiue his bretbren, Dr. Crawley is that mspu'ssxb.e tLat, when eviderce l-u_auduc.ed, ‘.b")
‘man.. When be declared bhis conviction of sbou'd so proﬁ§ b.y it as to mcdify their ‘HCWS
Dr. Prvor's mnocence we regarded bim sin-|°F cerrect ;,he;r Judgmen.?s. On tl:g Cconirery,
cere, bu: that measure of sincerity which we the' preeentation -of évidence which makes
believed him 1o possess will compel bim, pain.| #8108 }lu:xr s!x&.ng ?c‘x.nx‘uxm;s,‘ ‘u.ly {x;.xtm.es
ful though it may be, to con‘ess - this great and|'DEiT DILAS .;‘)“ mmueau}s ST IR
¢NOFIODS WIong. , - lhaF o.hm§ should regarc L’erit.am facts as im-
: : o e portant, they- copsider mnotbing more than
We must notice the statements that 'B? church | . eagerness to clutch at trifles;” while the mani
has be;fn gmt{‘t',(’l = l:j)‘l:her}ée“ﬂafce “”l:l, '““‘_“‘f“’" festation” of - a straightiorward determination
; th,” and has througbout t 3 i o : : s
zz‘s': :ctg:l)uurzdcr the i?.ﬂﬁ!‘!)(.'t‘.r()f bcarwa?ujl”;:- t.ha.t'l_sho‘f'lsl f.-O’u‘en.ml. ‘io' ‘ll(;a"'ll:l‘e iluff ?At“t?. o,i
citement. In order that you mdy not be misled! SR, S Gt P PR - P B £
e ’ ’ td s characterized as a * disingenuous evasion of
by Dr.Csstatement we ma) remark thatthe only | facte, & want of honesty, forbearance, and
ﬁne (‘(,t l:u:l“ 2:(\1 l(::;lfj!l;d f:)::s::aocoun(s;:]g We | christian spirit, sneering, deafness to the voice
ave beermrdeprive ge dJol nyand we ; ORI, RS B Ty .
thanktul to ;ba able 10 inform you that bretL::,: ?.‘ ,,( az((,;n. :.?mol_:‘xiz) am’i rsel;g)l:'%:.‘ ({,:'s-!'ort,t}’;bo
are left ameng vs and are acing in harmonyE dn.;_ua,fe ;i 0(;9:" .;i%,oa“'{u:{: { 45 a“ 'tq-t-l
with us.lipe'in years ard christian experi- T -‘? .L B \ ; per i fercim
= A : : minds, which they, surrendered as they are to
ED;‘;' llbh\e {)"“’6" "‘gé‘toa‘:]:t ;}:ozhu:‘l’t IL COD- | the control of couvicticns prewaturely formed,
emned by Dr. C,, because ng these upon : e R ; ge
whom the Church ,bas from time tci'.(imn im;.-c!sed neteésa_nl) m.aundgrs._,f',__d’ d’?d — prtfcnt:.

] . : piteful and vindictive ” are woirds which
labor, in this maiter, are, as he asserts, mere| 13y, (, rays he no where uses ; and complains
. youth. 1?”‘ the fact is, 'h? 30“.‘-‘(]93‘ of these | () a¢ they - are attributed to him. Let us see.
ot s 01130y f s ud kb e Judee Sistn'iy i e, Goge 5 ot

reply to Di. Cs complaint against petulant a:.d! P STARINA SIMAL - VY DS “:?liuasi(}
- ¢ )
inaccurate. youth. ; ' ot cotyeeit, inflamed by pride, obstinate in self will,
In corder that no possible means wight be left | irrttated . .° . into a vindictive and spi‘etul
untried of sliowing that Dr, I'ryer bad been urv-‘ temper.”. At the close of Dr. Crawley’s first
justly condemned, (except that of explaiving | letior this pamphlet of Judge Jobnston is er-
the evidence ) Dr. Crawley bas endeavoured | dorsed und recommended. To shew that this is
wost diligently to wake it appear that we acted | correct we point to what Dr, C. says in bis
under the influence of beat and excitement — | fourth letter. Here it is :—* The true rolu-
Judge Jobrston undoubiedly wade use of very | tion of this extraordinary.conduct is 1 conceive
warm langusge, and be bas placed specimens of | the digturbing icfluence of pride, or prejudice
it upon record for the perusal of all.  From your|cr il-will tuch as Judge Jobnston tesufies be
knowledge of the case, we think you bave al-| continually saw.” Dr. C. endorses Judge Jobp-
ready secn that both Dr. Crawley avrd Judge| sicr’s ’ Junguoge in bis first letter; be used it in
Jobnston bave entirely failed to shew in wkat | his fourth. It 'is now kis owr. * Spitetul and
respect Dr, Pryor received injustice at. our|vindictive ” are chargcd upon us. 'We did ot
bands. Has it not been shewn that our prc-|say they were Dr. Cs words, He and Judge
ceedings were regular in all essential j oints 7— | Johnsion, we conceive, are joined together in
When the nature of the case and the sudden- accusing audaspersing * the chuich of Dr C:first
nges.gnbdwlglocs Ho:::h laun.ctbed u[;on us atre@ lm.eh’ \Lg:‘ meil no taunt by ;hls quoml\qu,
comnsidered, e existence of s0 great a peither did- we in instauces where we bave
degree of order and regularity consist with the | already used it. :
suplposi'.io?) tlba: the chu,rcboacted under the con-| llere we may dizcurs the important question :
trol of uaholy passion ! ur action bas, we| What autbority may be delegated toa Council
believe been subjected to the mest searchingand | by a church ;,_y:ovelr.(:d by the congregaticnal
powerful scrutiny 1hat was ever brought to bear | principle, 0 a8 not to iguure or viclate s
upon any of our chur.bes, and we subwit toyour fundamental principle of New Testavient church
judgment wheilier the result has been Such as to | polity ?
lend countenance to the statement that it was, We are laboring under a great mistzeke, if cur
instituted and carried through under- the guid !views on this point are¢ rot in haimwony aud
ance of rash impulse, Leat, and passicn. When ! ideniical with those of Baptists everywhere,

“ When the members are lifted up

deepest conviction of bis innocence a‘ndj_;qoul did not involve the questign of dishonesty,
vecti'ude” This you will remember is paraliel | er any question which would wot “involve
We solemnly | the execution ef ary of the
déciding for itself ; that the Councillors were in- affirm that we are not conscious of having been | laws of

funcamental
church disciplire, - ‘We conceive
that any matter of this kind might be given into
the bands of judicicus and pious councillore for
final adjudicarion, for whatever their conclusion
might be, there would hot necessarily be any
violation of scriptural law, ard no violaticn ot
trust reposed by Chiist in a cburch.  But with
regard to the defence of sound doctrine, the ad.
mwission and exclusicn of members, the election
and ordination and removal of mipistere, invol-
ving as these acts do fundamental princij les, a
cburch is not at liberty to transfer to others the
trust *vhich has been commi'ted to it alone in
relation 1o these matters. Upon the Lypothesis
that these duties could be scripturally given by
a cburch into the bands of a council, for_final
settlement, it would follow :

1st. That a fatal blow would be struck at the
root ¢f the congregaticnal principle of chureb
overnment:

It a cburch could commit a mest iinportant
matter to a council, it certainly would follow that
matters of minor impoitance might be given into
the bands of the some body. Frcm this it
would follow tbat ‘the cburch is at liberty 1o em-
loy a council to decide cny matter: that are for
churcli adjudication; then the congregational
govervment i8 not binding—it is ‘optional with
the church to practice it, or to transfer the re-
speneibility to another body ! Why not then,
tor converience, bave a standing body to which
all matters may be reterred? This would be
Presbyterianism, Metbhodism or Episcoj acy or
sometbing ol the kind, and desiructive to the
congregational.form of government.

2. To grant that a cburch can give up to a
council, for-final deeision, a case of discipline,
invoives a release frcm-an obligation to - Christ
t» which every Baptist basbound himsel’. Our
system takes it lor granted, that each membler
ol a cburch is Lourd to form and express an
opinion upon the worthiness ot a person to ob-
tain or bold membership - He, cn joining the
church, pledges himselt to - Christ and the
ckurch, to be ready tofforego any personal con-
siderations, and give .bis cpinion and suflraze in
al) these ilﬁ.crtam niatters der church adjudi-
catron., But it there mattars can be banded
over te a Council, every menber in tLe church
is released,  But by whom 7. By their Divive
Head? By any ore appointed by Him ?  Ne.’
D:d He give any permission of this kind # ‘lhbe
teaching of. Holy Scripture answers, Ne.

3. Thbe bypothesistbatachurch can commit the
discipline ot a church member into the bands of
a council for final settlement imvolves the start.
ling fact that a church can allow a person to
remain a member of tLe church, whom the
church believes: worthy of excomwmunication,
and whom she thould have exciuded ; or.it might
allow that a person who sheuld be retained 1o
fe lowship, might sufler expulsion. Or,it it
were a subject of belief, it leads a church to
impose upon itrelf scme tezching, believed, by
the church, to be talse. A Council, called,
might cecree that the person, under discipline,
sbould be excludéd, when the cburch might be
of the epinion tkat the member only deserved
censure ; of the Council might decree hat the
¢rson should still remain a memwber, while the
church would bte convinced that the person
deserved excommunication, The same ab-
rurdily follows when the subjegt for adjudica-
ticn might be dectrine. ;

This principle, dear bretbrem, of the direct
and final responeibility of a church to her Divine
Head, is the one which we have been holding
sacred 3 and we supposed, and stiil believe, that
this is the priveiple, beld distivetly and with uzn-
wevering firmness by Baptists all over the world.

Upon tbis principle we have taken our stand,
and we are not lces convinced now of its secrip:
tural rcundnets than we bave been heietofcre.
Now in our case, it was not a matter of mincr o~
portance, vpon which we askad advice of a
Courci'. Had it been a question in’ dispute
ubout scme matters »not touching the great
principles of church discipline, ‘we might bave
bavded it over to a Council 6% final edjudica-
tion. It was net a comparatively trifling aflair
ot +his kind A subject of no greater impor-
tance could engage the attention of a church.
Exclusion of a pustor froim  the ministry—ard
exclusion of-a paster from membersbip were not
only pessible issues, but one an issue tn fact, for

it has beeu shewn that Dr. Pryor received an| We believe that the government ot the church
unjust condemnation at our Lands, then it will is. committed to the .whole bedy—cflicers 2nd
be in point, we submit, to engnire and search| members—who are assumes to be belicvers in
out adequate causes for 8o fesrful a course — | the Lord Jesus Christ, consequenily under such
But untl such has been done, does it not savor | restraints and guidance individually ard col-

persistently assigning-the worst-of causes for a| which they possess, and such as are imposed upon

established to the contrary was just and rigbtetms.! tice. The

does not, however.
which be delights fo reiterate. He quoies trom ' piety and years.

only”) in support of this chbarge; and states| laws of Christ, their divine Head.
that Mr. Payzant was forced away from the

church by bis sense of our injustice to Dr. | bas to perform are, the admission and excom
Pryor. 1t Dr.

believed we bad cendemned an innocent man,' doctrine.
we must do Mr. Payzant the justice-to correct
Dr. C’s. misrepresentation.
Payzaunt’s words on this point: * Whether these.
charges (agaipst Dr. P.) were true or false is |

f in any way connected with .my act of separa- settlement, yet, for the security of the congre
tion.” The 1talics are ours. It will not escape ' gational form of church government, it would

tion, adduced by Dr. C., says: * From an early | request Councils to advise and not ‘decree. 1
stage of the proceedings which.-led to bis (Dr.? might, for example,be a dispute

letter in the last issye of the Messenger.

»

.
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of beat, and passion, and prejudicé (0 be thus lectively, as spiing “paturslly fiom the religion |

comse of action wbich for aughkt that. bas been| a church by the Scriptures—their rule of prac-
: paztors - especiaily the aged, are

We shiould suppose that conmsiderations like * worthy of double henor ;” Deacous are to be
these would induce Dr.Crawley to pause. . He ! respected for their office, which they magnify.
The charge seems to be one | The aged are to be treated accerding 1o their | ability.

Crawley means that Mr. munication of members ; the election . and re-'sion as a member, an
< Payzant felt compelied to leave us because he  moval of pastors; aud the defence of sound |

We believe it is scmetimes oxpedienf and
Here are Mr.|scriptura) to seek the advice of Councils ; and | body, if this is pranted, to compe] it (the
while we admit that there are some subjects the | church) to declare to the world that a man was

[ | ( peculiar character of which would admit of iorecent, whom in their bearts they did wnot
Joreign to the purport of this lelter, and remotely | their being banded over to a Council for final believe iuvnocent, ;

betwee |

our pastor bad been excluded from the pulpit
befcre the advice of a Council was souvght.
"But Dr. Crawley affirms that a Council should
bave absclute power to make a final. settlement
of whatever it sutmiited to them, or at least,
' be says in_cur case, that we ought to have
| bound ourselves,

We would atk 'you to pause here, and lock
upen the subjeet fairly, and in all its bearings ;
and what it involves® It we bad" comwitted to
tbe Council full power, what might they not have
dore? We will keep within the range of prokb-
They might bave requited us to re-

|

, A With relations thus modified, | scind the vote which suspended Dr. Pryor as a
the letter oi Mr, J. Y. Payzant to the Rev, E.| all the members of a cbhurch are required to bear

M. Saunders (printed * for private circulatior | an individual responsibility in executing the | us to bave rescinded the vote by which be bad

u ember of our church ; they might bave asked

been excluded fromn the Pastorate ; and then

The wost important duiies which the church required us to retain bim in these relations ;

- | or, more probably, to bave.given him a dismic-
to have received bis

bis moral character had never been questioned :
1. The church would have empowered another

-{ 2. Upen'this hypotbesis, the cburch would

, bave empowered the 'Council to restore a sus:

your atteation that Mr, Payzant in the quota- we think, be better for the churches always (o pended member whom they believed deserved

t exctlusion.

resignation as a pasior, in a regular way, as if

ap , ' 8. It wculd bhave left it in the hands of &
P’s.) exclusion from the church, I bave bad the‘two bretren about matters of momey which Courcil, to compel the church to give a
. B ‘



