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THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER.

i‘or the Christian Messenger.

LETTER 3.
To the Baptists of Nova Scotia.

Dear Brethren,—

Ybhen any private christian commits an
offense sgainst propriety or good morals;, we
all know the injury that falls on the cause of
Christ ; but if a church ccmmits such offense,
especially & prowivent church like that iu
Granville Strect, and. persietent]y refases to
acknowledge or amerd :re wiong, the ex-
ample now tssumes @ charastcr and mrgoi-
tude, that give it an alaiming beariog cu the
well being of all our churches, unles, by
some generaland strong cxpression of rebuke,
the evil, if not repressed, be at least, to some
extent, deprived of its poison.

I} our ministers shall be sutject to be tried
by churches inflamed by passion and prejudice
and be sllowed no appeal ; and it a church
having agrecd to refer inquiries to a more
suitable tribucal, sball arbitrarily reject the
decision when.unfavorable to their wishes ;
and it should come to be understocd that
such aet, on their part, meets with vo censure,
no stern retuke; then the indeperdenca of
the churches msy become a monstrous tyr-
arny. the independence of miuisters a sham.

Qo these subjects 1 hope to treat more
at large bereafter; I now . bricfly refer to
them, to justily my calliog your special! st-
tention to tbe nature of the heavy charge
lyirg agaiost Granville Street Charch, and
demanding from our whole community its
deep urd prayerful aitention, its strong, ub-
equivocal condemnation.

1f a Council were cailed in, merely to give
advice which it was understood and agreed a
church might use or not use;-ory merely to
sit, tcgether with a church, in judgment on
some pendipg question, now first. brought up,
which is perhaps sometimes done, under such
sircumstances, possibly, there might arise
cases in - which the cburch could not ac-
quierce in the advice offered.

It is impossible to regard this as a case of

| tbat kind. = The church had already exami-

ved and passed judgment on the whole case,
The reference, therefore, was necessarily a
question of reversing their judgment. There

Couccil was well understood to be in fact an
arbitration. ,

If there was no writing, mo bond, there
was the implied contract, and the euppcsed
hooor of a christian church, which would
naturally be considercd stronger tham any

‘bond.

I have been thus minute in going into these
particulars, because, on account of these tacts,
the church must stand the grave charge, of
plainly vialating their engagement.

It is a Keavy charge ogaiust a christian
church ; b\Q it is menilestly true. Some
emeng them“must plaivly see it is so. 1 de
pot suppese they all lock on it in that way.
Men casily find excuses for the indulgence ot
their willfulness, and when a pumber unite in
wreng-doing, a gloss is much more readily
thrown over thke truth,

But bowever they lock at it, the facts
speak for themeelves ; ard the ill example
steains up in our community with its” de-
woralizing ivfluence, Strange that they are
¢0 zealous to cordemn thcir Pastor on evi-
dence that carries no conclusive weight, and
caunot see, it indeed they do not see, that
they are really doing the very things for
which they wiongifully excommunicate him.
They bave violated their engagement. Do
vot ftaud and falsehood necessarily belong
to every violation of & solemn engugement?
But fraud acd falsckood are the crimes they
charged on thcir Pastor, without cvidence;
sud they are those, we see, which they them-
se' ves commit, in the view of the whole world.
Their eonduet can be truly regsrded in no
other light thun a glaring aud cruel breach of
good faith, and for all we can see, they wipe
their- mouth like the woman in the Proverbs,
and say * We have done no wickedness.”
Not to weary you by too loug a letter, 1
must continue this in ‘my next end remain,
Affectionately, yours in Carist, _

E. A. CrawLey,

For the Christian Messenger.

Letiers from Granville St. Church
to the Baptists of Nova Scetia.

No. 2.

Dear Brethren,—

were two poiuts of charge, iwpurity avd fraud, [* In further voticiog Dr. Crawley’s letters,

on both of which their Pastor had most eol-
emuly declared his inoocence. On the first
they bad themselves acquitted him:, tho’ they
most cruelly andecontrary to the acknowled-
ged birthright of Evglishmen denianded, that
he should be tried over again on that point
betore the Council, and refused to covsent to
e reference, unless Dr. Pryor would agree
+0 this. most hard and nojust condition. They.
knew that he consented to this, cnly because
he thereby cecured an appeal from prejudiced

- and unjust judges to twelve men who were

free from the “agitations that disturbed the
church,

Here, then, was an agreement, as the law-
yers in the charch, of which the clerk, ap
active prosecutor, is one, must kuow, havip
in iv all the elements of a mutual contract.
On condition of Dr Pryor consenting to be
tried cver again, Jis vezari, ard submitting
to the decisicn of tbe/Council as final between
bim sud the church, they, on their part, con-
seuicd to weive their right of trial, aud the
judgment they bad pessed, and to abide by
thé judgment the Council shou!d pass; there
can be no other intelligible interpretation put
ou the trzpsaction,

Every thing tends to shew this. Why
else, -the reluctance the church bad manifested
to the csllicg of a ccuoscil. Was it pot
pluinly becavse they were atraid the decree
might be ageivst them ?—a greucdless fear il
shey were at liberty to rejeciit, I veoture
to a:sert, that every men sud woman smoeg
them, that thought about it at all, knew very
well that when Dr. Pryor dewanded this re!-
erence, and the church couscnted to 1t, he
bad no otber understanding tod coula bave
po other, than that he was to receive a fival
tzial by the Council, and that the Cburch ss
well as bimeel! would summit to their arbitra-
oot

The Church could vot be deceived in this
matier. Their silence shewed they were pot
deceived ; otherwisc they would have modi-
fied their acceptance of the Council by say-
ivg, we accept your judgment so far as we
are pleased with it and no furtber, But they
knew they could not do this, because the
right of a third party was wow involved in
the watter, They perfectly knew 100, that
if they bad done thie, every one concerned
wouid bave exclaimed at their bad faith ; the
Council would bave refused to act, ss five of
thcm bed refused belore, when the church
weuted them 1o acs as an ex parte Council ;
ibey koew that twelve men would never bhave
ieli 1herr bow s for g0 long a time, and be-
stowed such vowearied paios to  arrive at a
jurt judgwent, if the litigant parties might or
mwight vot secept it, The yelerence to the

we stk your attention first to the charge,
almost made, that we set- our late Paetor
aside .rom the pulpit—* as if guilty, before
roofs.” This charge, il made, could not
have been sugtained. We bad the prools of
guilt. Not of immorality or fraud certaioly,
otherwise it would have been uscless to ap-
point committees to, irvestigate those charges.
But of indiscretion such as io our opinicn

 made it inexpedient, to say thé least, for Dr,

P. to occupy his pulpit, we had the amplest
proofs. Ou the Friday evening, April 27th,
when we first met to learn frcm Dr. Pryor
bimselt the truth or falsehood cf the tcandal
with which the whole city was excited, we had
an account from his own lips, which convinced

g {us that he himse'f would net, or rhould not,

with to occupy his pulpit on the coming
sabba'h, and that it “would pot be for
the intcrests of religion for him to do so.
He devied then as he bas ever done since, that
he was guilty of uncieanness cr fraud, but he
admitted that he bad gouve to Mrs. McMillan’s
bouse about midnight, had tapped at her
window, and was admitted to her room, had
¢pent two hours with her alone, that he knew
tbat bad stories had been circulating about
her character previously, that she was sot a
church member, and scarcay ‘an attendant on
his ministry (under his own band he subse-
quently said 1 am stroogly under the im-
pression that she has attended rometimes
durivg the last 12 months’’) that she had been
¢xcluded from a Baptist church for rea:ons
which he was not at hberty to divulge, that
on taking leave of her that wvight be waes
caught by ope of the tepants of the same
house, who bad been watching jor seme per-
son he believed to bave been within, for an
improper purpose. On Dr. Pryor coming
out of the door this person together with a
policeman—a member el our congregation—
whe bappened to be near, and was called by
bim, were both astonished to find it was Dr.
Pr{‘or. |
hese things Dr. Pryor admitted and he
saw plaioly the great impropriety of his con-
duct, and exerted himself to the very utmost
to prevent the knowledge of that midoight
visit comiong to the public. Had Dr. Pryor
been able 10 eay ** I was pot there that night,
[ challenge proot,” the case wou!d have been
far different. He admitted the truth of the
facts which had startled the whole community,
denyiog only the guilt tp which these facts
pointo:. $
Does a Goveroment which lays its strong
hand upon an iudividual, as s ofien the case,
upon mere suspicion, and tukes away his

liberty, assume that person to be guilty?
During the long months that a prisoner a waits

be guilty? When an cfficial in a public de-
partment is charged with a grave offerce and .
is suspended from performing his usual duties,
does any ove fcel himsell jurtified in as-
sumieg his guilt ? and do those who thus sus. |
pend bim violate the rule which holds a
msn innocent until he is proved guilty? If
in secolar departments it is found pecessary
to susperd from his duties-one whose ulleged
bad conduct is under investigation, how much |
more reason existe for the application ot ruch
a rule in the cburch, With a rigor that
makes itself jelt, tbe intcrests of religicn
demand that the cbaracter of those who
stand up to teach the way of life shall be
free even from suspicion.

We appeal to you, did we make a * false
step” in this matier? The Council, whose
decision Dr. C. has pronounced ** righteous,”
did net proncunce this step a. ‘¢ {alse” one.
The church had conenlted with Dr, Pryor by
letter. The Council say that * it might have
been better” if a *“personal interview” had
been sought.  We freely admit that, but the
Courcil do not suy that Dr. Pryor’s occupa.
tion of the pulpit cught pot to bave been io-
terfercd witb, Tbe phrase used by Dr.
Crawley, * setting their Pastor aside,” is toc
strobg—we can bardly be said to have done
that, What was done was with his concur-
rence ; aud our invitation to ancther preacher
was withheld till that concurrence was ex.
pressed. Let the correspoudence speak for
atselt :

Saturday Morning.
Rev. Dr. PRYOR :

My Dear Sir,— After you left the rcom last
evening, the brethren came to the cenclusion,
that, in the present state of affairs, it would not
be right to tax you to fill the, pelpit te-worrow.
With your concurrencs, therefore, we propese to
get Mr. Welton. Haveibe goodaess to reply
per bearer.

Yours very truly,
S. SELDEN;—
REPLY,
Dear Br.—Whatever the brethren decided
upen, ] of course congent te. It seems, however,
not exactly in-accordapce with wseal custom.—
Will it not look as if my brethrén thought me
guilty ?
Yours truly,
JonN PrYOR.

In regard to the uoworthy motives, prejo-
dice, passion, woundcd pride, ill-will, and 80
forth, which *‘ may bave ” preceded or been
caueed by that first supposed * falsc step,”
we may point Dr. C. to thedecision which he
hus called ** righteous”, and which express'y
says that ** whatever mistakes ” our Deacons
may have committed, they *‘ ought not be
charged with want of affection on-account of
such mistakes.” Butapart from that decision
we say that we are not conscious that our
action was prompted by such evil moiives
aud passioos, and we hold most firmly that the
existence of such motives capnot be rightly
inferred from the natureof the action itself,
You will tcarcely pardon us if we stey
long to meet the charge that we Leing ** des.
titute of @ head” were in no * Seriptural
condition " to pass our judgment upon Dr.
Pryor. The first meeting we held bad ot
yet been organized when Dr. Pryor went to
one of the Deacons and asked him to take
the chair, - Apd are you to be scriously told
that we should bave waited till we could get
another pastor before we proceeded to deal
with Dr. Pryor. Had we done #o the
strong probabilities are that we should
have been atill without a Pastor, and in com-
muocion with a member charged with some of
the gravest offences that a man can commit.
In regard to calling a Council in- the first
instance, we bave to say, that we believe it
might bave been expedient ; to have done so
and pot inconsistent with the practice and in-
dependence of Baptist Churches. In view
of the suddenness with which this affair came
upon us, it will not appear to you wonderful
that in matters of expediency we should bave
erred, but under the peculiar and very trying
circumstances in which we were placed, we
ere thankiul to God {for evabling us to act
upon and benor the principles of Church
government laid down in the New Testament,
and adopted by Baptists,
We will add a few words relative to the
“ digest” of the decision to which Dr. C.
has referred, and which he seems to en-
dorse as being correct. We cannot allow
Dr. C's. remark to pass without briefly
comparing the decision with the Visitor's
version, and asking you whether the in-

. correctness of the digest ought not to meet
' with universal reprobation. ** Great want
of discretion in the character of his visits
to Mrs. McMillan.”
cretion in his manner regarding a single
cese of pastoral visitation.” You must
acknowledge that is not a ¢ close technical
adherence.” The Council said * great
want of discretion in the character of

1
|

The Council said nothin

“ Great want of dis-
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his trial,*debarred from attending to his usual ' too long, the door was too often locked,
busivese, does a Goverument suppose him to |

the blinds were too often down. 'The
character of the visi's was not good. Their

object did not seem to be a legitimate one.
of the ‘‘ man-
ner” of the visitor. They might well have
made a remark upon that point but they
did not. The Council spoke of visits.-
The *“ digest” speaks of a *“single case.”
One of Dr. Pryor’s own witnesses testified
that he visited the woman in question
““once or twice a week” for sixteen months,
The council it is clear did not confine their
decision to one visit. And this one visit
was a ‘“pastoral” ome! - As we have
shown before, the woman visited coul
scarcely be said to be a member of Dr.
Pryor’s congregation. He could hardly
therefore be said to be her Pastor. Dr.
Pryor said that he went to see her-because
she was sick and had had a doctor that
day. The doctor however positively denies
having attended her while she was living
in that house; and an occupant of the same
house testified that she was well that day
and about her ordinary duties and cut in
town in the afternoon. As to the nature
of Dr. Pryor’s interview he says, he talked
on religious subjects, but she says they
were di-cussing the stories that were abroad
concerning her character. The last point
of divergence we notice is this. The digest
gives you no hint as to swhom this single
visit, in whick Dr. Pryor’s ** manner” was
greatly indiscreet, was paid. |
The decision on the other hand men-
tions the name of ‘“ Mrs. McMillan”"—a
woman, (to give you but one item) for
whose character or the truthfulness of whose
staténients, Judge Johnston told the Coun-
cil, when he asked her to take th: witness-
stand, that those placing her there would
not be responsible, and he made this state-
ment after having, in company with Dr.
Crawley visited her at her boarding-house.
Yours in Christian fellowship,
By order, and in behalf of the Church,
B. H. Extox, Clerk.

No. 8.
DeAr BRETHREN,—

Having obtained permission from the
Editor of the Messenger to read Dr.
Crawley’s letters bcefore they appear in
piint, we propese hereafter to place our
answer to each of his letters along side of
the letters themselves.

In Dr. Crawley’s. 3rd Letter he speaks -
of the independence of the churches be-
coming *‘ a monstrous tyranny.” The ab-
surdity of this can be made apparent. But
he also speaks of the independence of
*“ the ministers” beeoming *‘ a sham.”—
MWhat does Dr. C. mean by *‘the inde-
pendence of ministers ?” We are at a loss
to know. Are they independent of the
world—the churches—one another, or
what ?
in connection with the subject of Church
discipline. 'We could understand that
they are independent of all earthly control,
in declaring the truth which they are com-
manded to preach, but what that inde-
pendence is to which Dr. C. refers we are
not able to divine. ;

Dr. C. says that on the charge of “im-
purity” the Church had cleared Dr. Pryor,
or to use his own words, ** acquitted him.”
Dr. C. sadly misunderstands the Church.
The Church in their resolution which ex-
presses their decision on this case, speuks
thus :

Resolved, That the: Church are unwilling to be-
lieve, and have no positive proof of criminality in
the cases mentioned in the evidence given, [and as
opposed to suspicions. we have the tned chaiacter
of our pastor, us & minister of the Gospel, thicugh
a long series of yeais, and his faithful and affection-
ate services among ourselves, as well as his sojcmn
denial of the present charges,] The Church, Low-
ever, are compelled to expre:s their conviction that
Dr. i’ryor's iud scretion has been so grest, as ap-
pears by the evidence, and by his own statement,
thut we regard it as having destroyed all hopeof his
further usefulness as & pastor in connection with this

Church. :

The passage within brackets was an
amendment, introduced by Judge Johuston,
and adopted May 17th. Phe resolution, -
unmodified by this passage, had been passed
by the church May 10th. On May 17, at
the urgent request of Judge Johnston, the
Church reconsidered, and allowed the pas-
sage in brackets to be added. Does this
appear like ‘¢ pride,” * passion,” and *‘vin-
di tiveness,” such as has been charged
upon us > We yielded to an extent that
caused misgiving, for the sake of peace and
harmony.

The church excluded Dr. Pryor from
the pulpit. Is this too strong an expres-

sion? Take one from=Dr. Pryor’s wivo-
cate—Juﬂ&e Johnston. Tn his pawphlet
he says, 1 agreed to the recolution ex-
cluding Dr. Pryor frem the Pastorate.”
Does Dr.- G/ call this av- acquittal.  We

visits.” They were too late at night, were

| cannot regard it a light or unmweaning

It is too dark for us to deal with *



