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THE CHKISTIAN MESSENGER.

Butwlnta pain?ul spectacle is this! A | fiod that twelve brethren on one point, and |supposition of inpovence? Why lock the

good ‘man lubors among us all his life; is at.
tetided in his ministratiors, with repeated onta
pourings of Divice Grace; is blessed as the
spiritual father of hundreds arcund ; is loved
with devoted attachment for his loncst pure
and carpest life-for mapy years “in another
community ; and for several years gives to this
church his tntirivg labors, and they aseribe
to all this worth no wesght in the ecaic aguinet
suspieious circumstances !

Ove would not wish to be uncharitable,
but it is really hard to know bow tc suppose
tbat those wmen value character in theémselves,
at least for its intrinsic werth, who do pot

" value it in others.

gy

It seems iucounceiyable, Low the several
individuals who bave been active in this pros-
ecution, and who must be regarded as in fset
judges as well as prosecuicrs, should be
incapable of feeling the weight ot this bal.
avce ¢f pesitive good character, agninst the

. mere force cf suspicion, in which there ie, of

course, nothing positive ; or bow they- can be
so urmoved by the fact, that what they call
sufficient eviderce to condemn a mab to irre-
tricvable ruin, has no such force in the (view
of such wen asJudge Jounstom or his sov,
or Dr. Spurdep, or Mr. Aimstréng, or Mr.
M Kerzie, or the rest of the twelve men
composivg tbe council, or, in the eyes of Mr.
Payzant, a lawyer, lately a member with
thew, till driven away by bis scpse of their
irjustice, as well as many others I could pame
vot to meuticn myself, also early trained to

.the law acd the examinaticn of evidence. Dut

while the opinicn of such grave and thought-
ful wien goes for rothirg with this chureb,
some of them are pot backward to tell us of

the weight they attach to the opinion of *the

yeurg men o! Halitax”—a new sort of eri-
tericn to be sdopted by a Baptist Chuxch !

My cwo testimony wes material. 1 had|
g0 intimately known Dri Pryor for so Trany
yeers, ard had seen him under such a variety
of circumstances avd ccrditions, that “it had
becowe inpossible but that 1 should have a
perfeet understzrcing of this'man, and cculd
read his every lcok and movement.

In these cases, you know, it is impossible
for the most practised deceiver to hide from
one who knows him perfectly, some lock that

_shall, betray. him, especially it long conver-

satious cccur betwecn them, with minute ex-
planations of every circumstance in question.
Now, such conversations I repeatedly had
with Dr. Pryor, and always felt, that 'if sus-.
picion or fear cbuld bave lurked ‘about wy
micd, all must melt away betore the suclight

. of that hovest truihful face, and those ready

and pataral cxplanations, given with a look,

ard voice, and manzer, that I had known too

loug to be deceived in, 3
Now, in the bzlavce agaitst mere suspicious

‘circumstances gathered from worldly witness-

s, who in the cross examibation before the
Ccuncil most grosely damaged their. own
statemcnts and general credibility ishounld you
not bave supposed, that my testimony would
bave been allowed some weight? The Gran-
ville Street Church allowed it nocoe whatever.
They way in words. -They have)evideutly
pot dope 8o in fact, "

~And thep, ‘when it is remembered, that
while their witvesses, on cither poiut, ooly
gave testimouny, il true, to suspicious circum-
stances. proved no crimein fact, and iu several
priveipal cases, thowed themeelves unworth
of hbeliet by their sell contradictions and ab-
surdities ; ihat in the matter of accounts, the
idea of fraud could only arise cut of a
straiped construction, the tfairvess of which
none but themeelves car see,—how is"it pos-
sible to interpret their rejection of so much
positive evidence in favor of Dr. Pryor, and
viclating their faith, to render a judgment
against bhim, but ob some unworthy ground ?

Are these brethren inwardly conscious that
it they. were wituesses for a-friend, they
would shut their eyes against evidenee, and
lake untrue statements in bis support ? 1
trust this is not so, and the true solution of
this extraordinary conduet, is, I conceive, the
disturbiog ivfluence of pride, or prejudice,
or ill will,; such as Judge Johaston testifies be
continvally saw, ruling anfong them, until at
last it seems to have obtained the complete
meastery, - 7 :

Atier readiog the written judgment of the
Couveil, Dr: Bpurden, the chairman, took
great pzios verbally to set forth the vtter
want ot any evidence of fraud in several of
the traosacticos+n relation to sccounts and
busioess, which the church, or eomv of them,
had stigmatized as dishonest,

Oun both points ia question, the Couneil
gave a stutemenl io writing under their hands
that they they eaw 8o proot to sustain the
charge of crime ; thatis, they acquitted Dr,

- Pryor of that charge, and there was no ver-

tal statement made, as of course, there could
be nove honestly, fo contradict their writien
one.

Wko could have supposed, that Christian
auen would bave done other than rejoice 1o

Church—1. e. their leaders, went away from

nunicate him acquitted s be was of

tion of the final decision ?

you, brethrer, have still a rewedy in your
hands ; for, il you, as I believe, will not hes-
itate to judge of the conduct of Granville
Sirzet Chbuich, despite its numbers, its posi-
tion and its wealth, according to the facts; and
at your several associations, give eoxpression
tothat judgment, then however boldly shurches
way abuse their independence, at least we
sha!l ali teel, that we have, pevertheless, an
uitimute apneal, in the express2d good sers.
and christiz feeling ot cur cuurches at larx:
of wiich po individual church can deprive s,
I aw 1eluctant to protract these commerts,
but capoot withbold some further thoughts to
which | must still pray your attenticn.
Aflocticputely your brother,
E. A, Ciavwery,

ERraTUM.~—In 21st line, for “ then manifest,” read
{Heir manitest-Xc.

For the Christian Messenger.

Leliers from Grnnville_ St. Church
to the Eaptists of Nova Scotia.

No. 4.

Dear Brethren,—

We bave Dr. Crawley’s fourth letter be-
fore us. - We s’ your attention while we
endeavor, as briefly as -possible, to meet such
ol bis statements and argumecnts as we think
wrorg. :

Tte first charge made, is, our ‘cagerness to
seize upon anytbing agaivst Dr. Pryor, and
our blindness to what made in his favor ;’ and
a case mentioned by Judge Johnston is re-
lerred to. Now, wesay, we are not conscious
of ‘such an esgerness to destroy our late
paetor, We do say, however, fhat we were

‘fully-determived to find out the real truth ot

the charges laid agaisst hiw, and we allowed
nothing to hinder us in this course. There
were-those among us who secmed disposed to
pass the matters over lightly, but a very
large majority were determined to do no such
thig. They did not want to prove Dr.
Pryor’s guiit. Why should they ? Bat they
kuew tbey-had this duty to perform-in the
sight of God, namely, o investigate every
watier betore them to the best of their ability;
in order to get at the real truth, and be in a
position to proaounce a correct judgment
respecting  their pastor. In regard to the
cuse mentioned by Judge Johoston, referred
to above, we have simply to say that bis
statements are not correct. He discovered
2o error which Dr. Pryor had wade agaiust
bimseif, and pointed 1t out, We at first
questioped it, but presently saw it to be au
error,
eyes to it.
The next statement to be noticed is this:
—*¢ character for example has weighed with

of their chureh votes.”

againet Dr, Pryor. That is right,

balances the testimony in this way ;

‘¢ guspicions circumstances,”

picion.”

that for many reasons,

sider it.

dove with this faot?

the presence of the Council, and the sound of | guilt,
their affcctionate and eolemn admonitions, to [ minister of the Gospel is repeatedly locked
break faith with their injured Pastor, and in|io with a bad woman in her bed-room, we
tbe face of all that haa occurred, to excom-]ask what are you going to do with the fact?

guilt 7| Will the fact yield or give away? If there
What will you say of this? Is it a fit.

ting ex#mplefor our churches to follow? If |fact, then give all legitimate foree to the past
our mipisters, at any time fall under the cen- |character of the accused.
sure of a prejudiced church, are they to have |is a fact beyond question, you have to grapple

uo appéal? or is an appeal that has been wita it,and what can you do with it? What
ccnsented to and decided in their favor, to be |amount of charity can give a favorable in-

rendered wugatory, by an  arbitrary rejec- |terpretation? Do you say he may

These ere questions you have to answer ?| Why lock the door? What woman of

them wot a rush except to talk of it in one|on his innocenee. But

Here Dr. Crawley is coming to the poiot,

He begins to weigh the evidenee for and)—but-yet the annointed of the Lord—who

That{had brought moral degradation upon him-
is the great questicn, Is he or is he not guilty

of the charges brought against him? Have |art the man.”
we covdemned him on ivsufficicnt-evidence, or

did he justily merit exciusion? Dr. Csawley fand friend of the apostle Peter,—the friend

““On|and daily companion of Christ—and heard
the one haud unimpeached and adwirable

character forso many years;” on the other|all men shall be offended because . of thee

* Positive good | yet will I never be offended ” and * though
character’’ against the *“ mere force of sus- )[’

Now, what kiod of facts had the church to
deal with? On the one band we had for
example the ¢ positive evidence,” that on a
large number of occasions, after Dr, Pryor
bad entered Mrs. McMillan’s room, the door
was locked after bim, . Now what was to be

eleven on the other, (one being absent) six of | door after him ? Give us a reason that will
whom were entirely of their own choice, | bear the test,
brethren, all of them, entirely free from the|sce a reason for the blicds being dropped :
disturbing irritations that bad arisen in the [they were let down fo shut out the sun!
church, eould dircover vo guilt in the eircum- | But he did not, nor did any of Dr., Pryor’s
stances alleged !—yet the Granville Street

Dr. Crawley thought he could

advocates, attempt to show that the fact of the
door being locked did not necessarily point to
Where it is proved clearly that a

exist a grave dcubt as to whether puch is the

But then wheo it

bave
thought the woman's character was good.

good
character would not be offended it she found
a minister locking her door when he came
into. her room and that rocm being her bed-
voom ? fuch a fact will protrude itself
thrcugh the thickest mantle of charity. You
cannot get rid of it. It meets you at every
turn. Its hideous countenance is ever upon
you.

Such hard unyielding facts met us at
every stage of our investigation. They
did not absolutely demonstrate guilt. It is
very seldom indeed in cases of uncleanness
that absolute proofs of guilt are found.
The following extract from ‘ The practice
in the several judicatories of the Church of
Scotland” edited by the Rev. Alex. Hill,
D. D., will suffice to show what view is
taken in that church in regard to this mat-
ter. :*‘In many of the cases which come
before akirk-session, and particularly in
these of uncleanness, absolute prdofs of
guilt are searcely to be had. ' The folléw-
ingare jonsidered as pregnant presumptions
of a man’s guilt with a woman, and as suf-
ficient to subject him to discipline if he
cannot disprove them, viz. suspicious
frequenting of her company, being Solus
Cum Solawn loco Suspecto or in suspeot,
postures and the like.”" Let us ask in how
many cases in our courts, any direct evi-
dence of the commission of crime is given?
Upon circumstantial evidence, men are de-
prived of reputation, liberty and life. Upon
cireumstantial evidence, husbands are di-
vorced from their wives and wives from
their husbands. it
Dr. Crawley says his own testimony was
‘“ material.” Now in the first place we say.
that he ought to have known ¢ early trained
to the law ™ as he was, that it was not pro-
per for him to give évidehce at all;, inas:
much as he was Dr. Pryor’s advocate, and
no lawyer should plead and give evidence'
in the same ecause. ,

If what Dr. Crawley says be correct, no
doubt h's evidence was material, and settled
the question : ‘It had become mpossible,
sbut that I should have a perfect understand-
ing of this man, and could read his every
look and movement.”” Accepting that state-
ment as correct and coupling with it Dr.
Crawley’s deglaration that he could ¢ stake
his existence ” upon Dr. Pryor’s innocence,
the whole question is settled. Had Dr. C.
been the contemporary and friend of King
David no doubt he would have been willing
to “stake his existence” upon the innocence
of the inspired Psalmist, while through the
streets of Jerusalem ran the terrible story
of the fall of that great man ; and doubt-

We are not conscious of -shutting our |less there were many of David’s relatives

ard friends, who, remembering his past
history and godly life, were ineredulous,
and quite prepared to stake their existence

what said the
Prophet of the Lord when addressing him-

self to this man,—this picce of royal clay

self and shame upon his people ¥—¢ Thou

Had Dr. Crawley been the contemporary,
him give utterance to the words, ** though

should die with thee yet' will I not deny

) Now we coofess that we caonot{thee” he (Dr. Crawley) would I‘n'obably
apswer these statements to our own satistac. ’

tion without placing before you the whole
testimony. But this we cannot now ‘do, and |tle.

have been just as ready to have ' staked
his existence” on the stability of the apos-
But this selected friend, and com-

We can only take|panion of Jesus—poor human Peter—ere
out bhere and there a s%cimen lact and con.

many hours had intervened—ere the cock
crew—had thrice denied his Lord. Yes,
the apostle Peter, as well as “the Lord's
annointed,” was a fallible man.

What is the lesson to be learned from
such scriptural teachings. "Why, simply
this—that it is a very unwise and unsafe
thing to stake one's existence oun -the inno-

On_what - rational | cence of our oldest and nearest friends,
grounds can such an act be explained on the

even though they may have preached the gos-

! .

ple acceptably for  a long series of yecars.”
Dr. Crawley speaks of * individuals who
have been active in this prosecution, and
who must be regarded as in fact judges as
well as prosecutors.” We do not regard
this as the correct or just way of putting
the case. The church néver assumed the
attitude of a prosecutor until it was most
improperly (as we think) forced upon us
by the order of proceedings adopted by
the Council. We protested against it at
the time, but our protest did not avail.
Dr. C. puts the church in a false attitude
before the public. They hav: never been
the prosecutors of Dr. Pryor except as
they are apparently so in that position
which they were forced by the Council” to
take. The reports prejudicial to Dr. Pryor
were brought to the knowledge of the chureh
by Dr. Pryor himself, and by persons who
had knowledge of the facts—some of whose
names the church learned from Dr. Pryor.
The church was forthwith compelled to be-
come, not the prosecutors nor the defenders
of Dr, Pryor, but the investigators of
these reports, and the-defenders of truth -
and the purity of the church. The church
in all its investigations sought to reach one
thing—the truth of the charges whose de-
moralizing influences came “*steaming up in
the community.” They were not prosecu-
tors, but truth-seekers. A few members,
however, seéming with Dr. Crawley to
forget the real attitude which a church

| should assume in such ‘investigations, be-

came the advocates and defenders of our
late pastor. Such persons assuredly. dis-
qualified -themselves as judges; but.the
church did not. '

We cannot at present notice other points
in Dr. ("s letter—we may however, in con-
clusion express our approval of the course
marked out by Dr. Crawley for the churches
to take—viz. . Give expression to your
opinion at your Associations and be guided
“according to the facts.” Thatis right.
‘We have already submitted our whole con-
duct to a Council of twelve ministers and

 brethren, and we are quite willing to open

‘our books and be judged by-you **.accord-
g to the facts.”

Yours in Christian fellowship,

By order and in behalf of the Church,
... B, H. EaTox, Clerk.

P. 8.—The church’s. Reply to Judge
Johnston’s letter will be published in a
few days. Orders may be sent to R.
T. Muir, or M. A. Buckley. Price 123
cents. ‘

8.0 B

For the '“Christiaxvl Messcnger.
DarTMovuTH, Feb. 3rd, 1868.

To the Lditer of the Christian Messenger,

DEeAR S1R —-In the C. M. of the 22ad ult (29:1)
a communication of B. Eatov’s in answer 10

ing remark : Page 85, first col,, “ At that
session the representatives of the church were
asked, whether they wounld agree to aecept the
decision as final, apd they most disiinetly
answered in-the negative, ard the point was
never alter mentioned.” ]

I bave no wish to intertere in the uwnhappy
controversy, hnt cannot allow the above re-

No such question was asked, and consequently

no such denial, as that stated, was made by the

representatives of Graaville Street Church,
Alter the Council had organized, the question

church, “ Do yeu recognize the Cosncil now
orgamised, as that rec mmerded by the Certral
Association and ecrlled by Granville Streeét
Church.” The answer was, *“ We do” Dr.
Pryor was then iaterrogated in like manner,
and gave a like answer, ;

Had the question been asked avd the answer
given, as in Mr. Eaton’s communication, sure I
am, that few members of the Council would
have remaived one hour in Granviile Street, on
the business which brought them to Halitax.

1 canmot-conceive. how the writer ot this
article could bave fallen into such a sericas
migtake as thie. {, however, doubt vot thatupan
further inqeiry and comsideration it will be ¢er-
rected. Oiber members of the Council will,
pre-ume, write you and corroberate the above.

Yours truly,
A. S. Hunr.

For the Christian Messenger.

MY Dear Sir,—

I bave read Mr. Humt’s letter. Accept my
thanks tor your attention. Of the bretbren
appointed by the Church to act on ite bebalf be-
fore the Council, only Mr. Eaton and myself,
I believe, were present during the early part
of the first session. On the opening of the
Council we were asked il we recognized the
Council as non organized ? Mr. Eaton replied
tbat’ the Church considered that the Council
bad been previously organized, aod read the
resolution passed by the Church, Aug. 12ih,
which was to the effect that seven members be

added to the Coun:il. Some discussion ensued.

~—

a letter from Dr. Crawley contains the follow-

marks to go forth te the public uncontraiicted; -

was put first to the representatives of the..

"
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