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in private, previous to coming to a decision. After some time thms spent in
private, the Symod decided wmanimously, that the complaints be not sustained. A
committee, conaisting of Bretherm, Brown, lic ifee and Lovejoy, was appointed to
prepare & minute to be spread upon the records of Synod concerning this decisione.
The committee reported, and their report was asccepted. "

The following extracts from the report, which is cuite long and impressive,
will be sufficient to afford the reader all the information needful, touching lr.
Chamberlain's perservering contest for supremedy, with the session of the church.
"Synod emphatically declare, they have seen nothing in all the proceedings before
them, that does in the least degree implicate the moral character or purity of
motive of any individuzl concermed. And they desire especially and particularily
to apply this remark to the MINISTERIAL character and standing of Brother Chamber-
lain---they are both unimpeached." The report expresses the opinion that a pet-
ition signed by a majority of the members, waus presented to the session, &C., and
that if the session had evidence thut 2 majority of members HAD sigmed it, their
duty was, to have called the meeting requested; "and in case of their refusing,
the remedy of the majority was in a complaint to Presbytery." "It is én evidence,
that a meeting of the church 0f St. Charles was called by an individual member of
the session, without concurrance of the other three members; ay which meeting it
was resolved to choose three additionsl elders, which was subsequently dons. This
act Synod judsze irregular and void, because the session does possess the _.ower of
convening the church; whereas, in this case, while there were four acting elders,
this meeting wes called by ONE in opposition to the TIREE, and it is in evidence,
that a majority of the church did not vote for the zdditional elders. It follows,
of course, that all the acts of these new elders, purporting to be the acts of the
session of the church of St. Charles, including the proceedings had in inviting lr.
Chamberlzin,are irregular. ®inally, in view of all the circumstences of the case,
Synod would most affectionately advise Brothsr Chamberlain to seek znother field,
of labor than St. Charles." "To the members of the St. Charles church, of both
parties, synod recommend forbearance, forgziveness, and ezrnest endeavors by mtual
confessions and explanations, to come together again: and carefully avoid all re-
eriminations; hereafter to live harmoniously, as Brethernm having "UIIE LORD, OIL
FAITH, ONE BAPTISH."

Thus terminated Lir. Chamberlain's several comp aints to the Synod.--That tri-
bunzl affirmed most unequivocally the judgment of Presbytery in ammulling the ele-
ction of r. G's new elders, and all their acts; and unite with the Fresbytery in
the opiniom that he ousit to seek sume other field than S5t. Charles, which they
affcctionately advise him to do.

9. But Mr. Chamberlain was influenced by other coumsel. Omn the very next day he
appealed from the judgment of the Symod to "the Ceneral issembly of the -resby-
terisn church, to be convened at Pittsburgh, in lMay, 1836"--where his appeal 1is
yet pending. Thi8 paper is of very great length, and has appended to it the
names of "H. Chamberlain, 4+ B. Campbell, 2. Cayce, B. R. Wardlaw, aad Wm. Spencer,’
who entitle themselves ™minister, in the charseter of stated supply, &nd ruling
elders in the church of St. Charles." The avspellants complzin of grevious oppress-
ion wnder the judsment of Synod---that it deprives & minister of his people, and
DISROBES three rulin- elders, duly and regularly elected and ordained. and they
set forth their case with weasons and arguments, many and various; controverting
every material position taken by Synod. A few only of the specifications contained
in the a peal need be noticed in this sketeh, and those only very briefly.
10. Sixteen rezsons are assisgned by Mr. Chamberlain for his appeal to the General
Assembly; in which he constently assames &b fact, that he and his elders are the
real and only representatives by a "very large and respectable mejority"-- that
the old session and their sdherent, sre a smll minority acting aos & DISSIDENT
party in the clureh, and in rebellious opposition to Mr. C. and THE CHURCH; pro=-
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ducing strife and disturbance, by false statements, znd the array of negro slaves
against theme And lr. C. concludes by telling the Generzl Aissembly that he can-
not dbey the Jjudgment 0y Synod without gielding the rights of a large majority
into the hunds of a minority and DIBROBING his new elders, which he declares ought
not and cannot be done, even to gratify his earnest desire for pezce, &C.; and he
finally demands, that the General Assembly give directions for orgenising his
opponents as 2 NEW CHURCH.

1l This is truly o most extraordinary documentl and its extravagant pretensions
could scarcely fail to excite the risibility of those who set them forth with such
apparent "gravity. As to lir. Chamberlain's M"LARGE majority--CLEAR mejority--VERY
LARGE majority," of which he so often speaks, it is altogether & mistzke. The
rezl truth as to that matter, as nearly as can now be ascertzined, bhe reader will
find by turning to chape IVe, Pe 7, g. 10, 11-"011&:90 Vey, 2o 4, 7,_01331)0 Vi, P. €.
Mre. C. hzs certainly been laboring under a total misapprehension of faets on this
point, and has been the meazns, it is believed, of lezding several strangers into
unpleasant mistalkes, as to the actuzl session of this church; inducing the belisf
that he and his new session are really and truly "the church of St. Charles," fully
compétént to admit mewbers on certificate or otherwisej when &8s has been fully
shovn in the preceedings pages, such never was the case; 80 far from it, that the
Presbytery and Synod declare lir. C. and his session disorderly, and all their acts
as such, voide And it msy not here be amiss to encuire whether lr. Chamberlain
and his immediate associates ( his session ) have not placed themselves in an
attitude very like defionce, towards the law of the ‘resbyterisn chmrch? The con=-
stitution of said church ( edition of 1821, ) contains, in the section of appeals,
page 450, the followins sentence: " if a sentence of suspension, or excémmmication
from crch privileges, OX OF DEFOSITION FRQI OFFICE be the sentence appealed from,
it shall be considered as in force until the appezl shall be issued."” And yet
lire Ce and his new session, 2ltho' the new elders were deposed by the Presbytery
and Synmod; or what is just the same in effect, their appointment declared void;
have continued to act, and to style themselves "the session of the charch of St.
Charles,"

The church of 5t. Charles consists of its afficers constitutionally appointed,
and its members regularily sdmitted throush the session; and no others. Those of
the church, who employ lir. Chamberlain, attend his preachings, and encowrazge him
to stay at St. Charles, contrary to the known sentiments of their session, Presé
bytery =nd Synod, are without any doubt aecting disorderly and unlawfully as FRESBY=-
TERIANS; and can only be considered a dissident part or party of the church--even
if they ARE " a large and respectable majority," as it is pretended they are. And
Mr. C. himself can be viswed in no other relation than as an unsettled minister
striving to force admittance into and OVER his church, contrary to receated advice,
entreaties and remonstrances of maeny of his bretherm in the ministry, of private
members, the elders individually, amd as the session; the rPresbytery of St. Charles,
and Synod of Missouri; and in the full kmowledge that there are not less than
fifty respectable individuzls in this little community, who consider his STAY here
ag intrusive, and as tending to promote the strife that his COUING here was the
cause of enzemderinge It is very true, that several respectable and worthy cit-
izens of St. Charles, until recently have, contributed to the support of lir. Cham-
berlain, who think highly of him and of his precching--but they are not rresbyterians,
end but few of them professing christians. Some of them are in truth open and
violent enemies of the Presbyterian church, and are not sorry to witness the shame=-
ful confusion that has for the lust two years been kKept wp in this church. In
his ministerial lzbors end ordi intercourse with the people, Lr. C. is believed
to be quite void of offence. But there is no denying the fact, that his presence



in the commmity, has determined perserverance to establish himself here as our
PASTOR, his known hostility to the existing session; wnd affecting constantly to
consider himself and the new session THE cimrch, and actually ursurping powers
corresponding with such strange pretensions; have encouraged and still do encourage
and foment & spirit of disorder and wild confusion in the church, that are ruinous
to its peace, and fatal to its important interests. lLiore than two years have

now been spent In these sinful contentions--the time and talents of Mr. C. have
been worse than wasted HERE, whilst there are so many destitute places where he
would doubtless have been cordially received, and where his presence might have
greatly promoted his llaBter's service, instead of its being " the occasion of much
strife and disturbance™ here at 5t. Charles. It is greatly to be hopes that

the General iAssembly will s eedily and decisivelu act onr kr. Chamberlain's appezl.
He seems to consider himself not only at liberty, but under some kind ‘of moral
obligation to protract his stay here whilst there remains any right of zppeal;

and it is utterly impossible for the church to rccover its peace amd to prosper,
whilst he allows himself to arrogate and exercise rights and powers forbpidden by
the constitution and the Symod.

12. There does not exist the slightest evidence to justify lr. Chamberlain's
charge against this church, that its colored members who are slaves have ever

voted or been in uny mammer arrayed agzinst him. Those mewbers are unobtrusive, and
not at all apt to ¢laim the right to vote, and have never done so, or been urged

to do so, during the troubles of the last two years---indeed no occasion has been
bresented within that period to require any expression of their sentiments in pe=-
lation to the affairs of the churehe Ir. C. claims for the members of his congre-
gation, who are not membersg of the church, the right to vote for z minister---and
on this point, he and the Session and the Presbytery are fairly at issue. To the
General Assembly it belongs to decide wpon this question, and to pass an Aet declara-
tive of the true construction of the law on the subject. The last, though not the
least extraardinary, of lir. C's. lofty views, is his proposition to organize his
opponents at St. Charles as a NEW CHURCH, with the RIGHT T0 ENJOY THEIR PRIVILEGES.
To the very last, he perserveres in holding himself and his elders up as THE
church, although the Synod had told him of his error, only the day before he wrote
his last appeals It is believed that on Lir. C's departure this unfortunate little
church will recover its peace, and that its menbers, with perhaps a few exceptions
will be fully re-mmiteds. And in that event, its increase MAY at some future day
Justify a peaceable diviasion. There is nothing however in the existing circum=-
stances of its affairs, to call for, or warrant such a measure.

13. it ought to have been mentioned before this, that in the spring of the year
1835, the session personally visited the members of the church generally; and espec=
ially such as they considered to be in need of their counsel znd advice, touching
the choice of a ministere. This they no doubt believed to be their solemm duly in
reference to the disturbance then becomin; seriously alarming in consequence of

lr. Chamberlain's exertions to obtain the pastoral office. For this act they are
very severely criticised by lire Ce, and are charged with their being tyrannical and
oppressive. But really there would seem to be much better cause for tbmplaint,

if the elders had nezlected this peculiar and very important duty; and it is gmch
to be lamented, that such was already the influence of the spirir of confusion, over
the minds of SOIE of the members, as to produce a degrec of unkindness towards their
friendly visitors, that was incompatible with even the ordinary forms of civility.

CHAPTER VII.
Visit of Rev. W. P. Cochran--Proceedings of St. Charles and Missouri
Presbyteries---Conclusion.

1. The Presbytery of St. Charles thought proper to delegate one of their body to
visit this church with the view of ascertaining the preeise nature of the existing
difficulties with lir. Chamberlain, and of assisting the Session in carrying into

effect their THIRD resolution of the 9th October, ( sce ch. VI, F. 6) and also to

administer the sacrament of the Lord's Supper. Théir commissioner, the Rev,
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Vine P. Cochran, made nis visit early in February, 1836, and spent about ten dzys

in the execution of the duties assi ned to him. His reception at St. Charles,

was kind and respectful, except by a few of the most zealous of lr. Chamberlain's
supporters; by some of whom he was treated with studied ineivility; for which they
had no other reason or apology than lir. Cochran's assisting the Session as lioderator
to eall up two members to answer charges of improper conduct, =nd for passing sent=-
- ences of suspension from c¢imrch privileges against them on their contwmacious
refusal to answer. The reasons given for their erefusal, as officially commmnicated
by lir. Chamberlain and HIS Session were, that the charges alluded to, had been zal-
ready sanswered, and judgment given thereon, in lir. C.'s session, and that the mem=-
bers were not lawfully amenable twice for the same offence. It ought to be recollect=-
ed, that this action of lir. Chamberlain, in direct opposition to the authority

of Presbytery, took place AFTER the Symod had DEPOSED his new elders from office,
and dissolved his connection with them as A SES3ION; and was consequently an act

of usurpation, and in violation of the settled law of the Presbyterian church. Of
course then lMr. Cochran and the elders of the whurch who acted with him in these
unpleasant scenes, could not regard Mr. Chamberlain's decisions and interferences
in the cases before them, a8 any justification, were they to neglect their own

duty in the premises. They therefore proceeded, as has already been stated; not
however without some personal danger to the commissioner, as appears from the
testimony of Iir. Chamberlain, who takes occasion in one of his publications to
allude to lir. Cochran's visit and to these acts of his; which he says "caused S0
strens = burst of public indignation, that meny fears were entertzined of hls per-
sonal safetd'. The danger to which lr. Chamberlzin here alludes, was a reported
threat that some of the friends and supporters of Is church and session, intended
to administer to Mr. Cochran the populer reameudy of LYNCHING, for what had been
AIRR.DY done in the two cases mentioned, and to PHEVINT his further action in them.
There is too much reason to Delieve that such a threat had sctually been uttered,
with serious intentions of attempling its execution. IIr. Cochran was warned of
it; but either disbelieved or disregarded it. Fortunately for the credit of zall
concerned, no movement was made to interrupt the Session in their proceedings:

they met agreeably to appointment, finished the unpleasant business before them,
and adjourned. A4s lr. Chambsrlain appears to have been apprised of the danger
that threatened Mr. Cochran, and was in S5t. Charles at the time, it is doubtless

a fair =nd reasonsble inference, that he interposed his influence to suppress it:
for how could & Presbyterian clergyman refrain from exerting all his powers to
prevent so gross an outrage on & Brother who was in the discharge of duties as

the representative of the Presbytery of St. Charles?--duties that interfered with
no man's lawful rights.

2. At the stated meeting of the Iresbytery of St. Charles, in april, 1836, lir.
Chamberlain renewed the spplication that he had once or twice made before, to ob-
tain admission into that body as one of its members: but he was not successful;

the Presbytery for reasons that to them appeared sufficiemnt, did not think it fit
to admit him. Among the reasons assizned for this refusal, wes lir. C.'s alleged
disturbance of peace of this churchs This, with several other allegations against
Mr. Ce in the form of charges, was submitted to the Missouri Presbytery, to which
kr. Chamberlein still belonged, for investigation and judgment. A4As those0OTHER
charpges have no immediate relation to the subject of this narrative, it will be out
of place to speak of them here. The charge of disturbing the peace of this church
does not appear to have been so thoroughly investigated by the Presbytery as was
requisite to enable them to pronounce a just Jjudgment upon it. This defect,is be-
lieved, was the consequence of the omission by the other Iresbytery, to designate
and furnish all the testimony in their power, and to appoint some fit person to
attend to the case whilst under examination. On the part of the Lissouri Presbytery,
there wes certainly manifested every disposition to discharge themselves falthfully
of their duty, to the extent of their ability, but for the reasons already atated,
they were umable to elicit many of the existing facts having a very material bearing
on the subject. The Presbytery have pronounced and published their judgment on this
charge, vhich is probably just such a decision as might reasonably have been
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expected under the existing circumstances; and just such an one as camnot be sat-
isfagtory to eithsr party. It has been promilgated in the following words:--

"It is clearly in evidence that the peace of the St. Charles church is dis-
turbed, and VERY MUCH disturbed. Ve are of opinion, too, that the GOING and
BEING ther of the accused, have been the ococasion of much strife and disturbance;
but it is not in proof that the accused in the GUILTY cause of all or any of these
consequences. The Presbytery have sought industriously for that act of the scoused
from which GUILT in this particular can be inferred, but have sought in vain. An
examination of the immense mass of testimony, which we have with labout, and much
expense of time and trouble talten, will convince any mind capable of investigating
such a subject impartially, that there is no such solitary act."

3« This decision of the Presbytery, whilst it fully affirms the fact charged

against the acecused; not only omitasto offer any rememdy for the AIMITTED evil already
inflicted, or any secwrity for the future; but on the contrary, it virtually comsents
to the continuance of the disturbance through the same agency, by exonerating from
all blame, the brother who CONFESSEDLY occasioned it.

Admitting the sccused to have been perfectly blameless; that he neither did or
sald any thing whatever to originzte or foment the strife and disturbneces complained
of, except allowing himself to go and BE at St. Charles, still it does, at lsast to
the writer of this, seem guite reasonable and just, that the Presbytery should have
REQUIRED or at least REQUESTED their wandering brother " to retire from the troubled
region," where his MERE PERSONAL PRESENCE is by them admitted to be the occasion of
s0 much trouble in the chmrch. For it might rationally be eanough apprehendsd, that
one so unfortunate as to CREATE stkife, merely by GOING to, and BEING at the St.
Charles church, would be guite likely to INCREASE that strife very much, if he should
at any time be throwm off his gmard, and be betrayed, however immocently on his part
into some overt act ageinst the constituted authorities of that churche Or should
8 being so obviously unwelcome, allow himself, through persuasion of others, tho'
entirely repugnant to his omn quiet and passive dispositiomn, to be invested with
office, and to ursurp powers in defiance of Presbyterian law, znd in comtempt of the
special decisions of the higher tribumals; what else than utter CONFUSION with its
usual attendants, strife and disturbance, very HIGHLY AGGRAVATED; could be expected
from such BPASSIVE indiscretion? Such acts @s are here ( Supposititiously)
instanced, would, if perpetrated by one enjoying unbounded popularity; whose mere
personal presence was usually persuasive of peace and concord, instead of being
the immocent occasion of strife; would most assuredly ruin the peace and wnity of
ANY church, and utterly destroy the influence Sor good, of ANY minister who should
suffer himself to become thus involved.

The reader will remark, that the Presbytery, and the writer of this sketch, are
not preeisely agreed as to the fzir and Fust inferences to be drawn from the test-
imony upon which the judgment of the Presbytery is founded. The writer believes,
that after the full admission that lir. Chamberlain was disturbing this church, the
Presbytery ought to have used their authority in our behalf; whether eny guilt
or criminality, or blame might or might not attach to the conduct of lir. C., was not
2 question presented. The cmurch oif St. Charles, the writer has every reason to be-
lieve, do no entertain one sentiment or feeling or personal hostility towards lir.
Chamberlain. They are perfectly well comvinced, that their lost peace and unity can
naever be restored, whilst he persists in his mistaken course; and therefore they
earnestly desire his withdrawal. They are sincere in the opiniom that lir. C. can
never effect any good HERE in his ministerial character, but have no doubt there are
many destitute plages, where his labowrs would be welcome, without opposition, and
might be greatly blesses; and therefore they desire him, in the languege affectinnate-

1{ addressed to him by the Synod of Missouri, "to seek another field of labor than
St. Charles,”




4, Ir. Chamberlain appears to labor under an impression that his "opponehts" in
Ste. Charles church area an organized P RTY, and that they have, in that character,
made charges, and circulated them, with the intent to injure and destroy his

private charecter. This is believed to be an entire misconception; there is no
pro6f that any such attempt was ever made, or wish harbored to do an injustice or
injury to lir. C. Vhen he came to St. Charles, there were already in circulationm,
certain reports against him, and as is usual, there was some diversity of opinion
expressed about them--the FACTS were mot known, and iir. Chamberlain had purposely
onmitted to refute the stories reported. There were some two or three individuals,
it is true, with whom lMr. C. was in personal controversery ( against one of whom he
even published very bitter aspersions ) who openly exyressed opinions unfavorable to
him 28 founded on those reports, and most probsbly believed them true; and there were
others, vho inclined to credit them. But there is no reason to believe that there
is @ single individual member of the church who would not rejoice to be fully con-
ginced of lir. Chamberlain's perfect purity of character in all things. Juch reports
es lMr. C. suifered to circulate against him unrefuted, for years before he came %0
Ste Charles in 1835, were certainly enough of themselves, to startle christimn
strangers when called upon to form a clase and hasty comnection with him; anc if they
shrunk from the conmtact FOR THAT REASON, it wes evidence of an honest impulse, and
HOT proof of an uncharitable spirit. The relation that a Pastor bears to a church,
collectively and individually, is of & natire THAT ABSOLUTELY REJUIRES LUTUAL CON-
FIDSNCE, and it is even mors necessary, in order to effect t..e importaht objects of
auch a union, that the minister's personal character should not only be pure and
irreproachable in fact; but believed to be so by those who are about to commit their
best interests, so much to his keepinge DBut it would be a hopéless undertaking, ever
to reconcile this church to Mr. Chamberlain, even if there were no extraneocus influ-
ence operating; thers exists an inherent, mmtually repulsive, influence; so posit=-
ively immoveabls and insurmountable, that were lir. C. believe by all to e as pure
as Caesar's wife, and to possess the learning and talsnts of St. raul, it would pre=-
vent the union.

E. The writer has endeavoured to avoid unnecessary prolixity in this narrative; and
has studied yo present tie reader a true and faithful view of facts, in their nat-
ural order and comnection; and he thinks it probable that the most of those who are
interested in the subject may be able to satisfy their minds and to determine in

the fear of God and their consciences, vhat they ought individually to do, in ordsr
that peace and wnity and christian fellowship may be speedily restored to the church
of St. CHarles; AND T0 DO IT,

The"immense mass of testimony" from which this relation has been chiefly compiledm
i8 of 2 nature so confused and irregular; so utterly void of arrangement, and withal
80 burdened with matter irre¥evant, that it ought not to be at all surprising to any
one, that the Presbytery should have been unable to reach the true merits of the
whole subject; the more especiully, as mch important testimony was withheld, and
some excluded/

The writer, who is also z member of this church, positively disclaims any PaRTY
commection or party feeling whatever in these affairs; and every motive capable of
misleading his Jjudgment in any degree; and he azssures the reader, that in the course
of this narrative, prepared amidst many interruptions, he is unconscious of havinge

"iught extenuated, or zught set dowvm in malice."

Ste. Charles, ljssouri, April, 1837.

The following out from the St. Charles Clarion, of 29th ipril, 1837.

Mr. Patten;

&n ananymous pamphlet, just printed at your office, has b.een putl into my
hands. It purports to be a faithful narrative of Tfacts; bul seems cazlculated to mis=-
lead the minds of some, in relatiom to important particulars, wiich may Ve made to
appear from the RECURD ITSELF. The INAME of the real, responsible Author is there~
fore respectfully called for.

H. CH:MBERLATN.



(The Baitor understanding that lir. Chamberlain would leave the State, on his way

to the Presbyterian General Assembly, at Fhiladelphia, before the publication of the
next Clarion, offered to the author of the pamphlet the privilege of replying to the
above in the present nmumber. Z%he follwwing is his answer:)

Xr. Patten is hereby authorised to answer Rev. lLir. Chamberlain's request, by
informing him that I am the real and responsible author of the pamphlet he alludes
to, and that I shall bDe ever ready to acknowledge and to correct any erros therein
contained, when made sensible of them, inasmuch as it is my sole aim and desire to
establish and set forth the simple truth in regard to the matters discussed in said
pamphlet,

Friday morning, 24th April, 1837.

G. C. SIBLEY

The undersigned has carefully persued the forezoing Narrative included under seven
heads of chapters, entitled The Presbyferian Church of St. Charles, Missouri, it's
Recent History Strife and Disturbance., Thro' z personal kmowledge of many of the
facts, and also thro' testimony elicited in the case, I do believe said narrative
to be substantially true, forming & concise and correct narrative of the mmlti-
farious troubles which have assailed our church since tihe first of January, 1835.--
Some items in the 1st chapter being taken from memory, after a lapse of eight years
( 25 to some of them ) are found to be not entirely correct in some particulars.
(Sigmed) 5. 3. Watson, Elder.

I fully concur with my brother as to the narrative excepting the 3rd chapter, to
which I have serious objections.”

(8igned) Thomas Lindsay, Elder.
S5t. Charles, spril 26th, 1837.

Note: The errow alluded in the above testimonial are:=-
FPirgt--is to the date of ths Jdecease of Rev. M. Robinson, in the 27 paragraph; which
is a mistake of the press, and was corrected with a pen in every copy--{ 1828 instead
of 1835)
Second --In the Eth paragraph, 2% page, L. \iatson is nzmed as an Elder instead of
L. Cayce-~-This is a mistake of the writer, of which he waos apriseed by lir. W., but
too late to be corrscted before printing.

The protest mentioned in this 5th paragraph was signed by M. Vatson, not as an
Elder, and 4 others,as Stated.=-—Lpr. 20,'37.

s. o. 3.

A few brief remarks in reference to the following printed pamphlet, pages 27 to 34,

I cordially agree with lir. Chamberlain in reprobating the too common practice of
publishing charges against individuals, especially ministers of the Gospel, unnec-
esgarily=-

Pgoe 30--iir. C. is mistaken in supposing 2ll the witnesses except three to be
"Partisan"; the three that he excepts were quite as much so as the others.

Page 31--The Sgcond charge--See page 122 for particulars notices of this charge.

Page 3l--The 5th charge ( the 7th in the pamphlet) See full notices, pages 121lto
128, So to Milajorities", See index page 436 for references.

Page 32--Threat azainst Rev, F. H. Gray--liot much regarded by Lr. Ge., as will
appear by reference to his testimony, pages 123-124 in which hw plainly avers the
truth of the charge.

Mr. C. quotes from the minute of the 3ynod partially, omitting to notice the
particulard that concerm his continuing at St. Charles, é&c.
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REPLY
of

A MISSOURI PRESBYTER,
TO CEARGES PUBLISHED AGAINST HIM, ON THE GROUND OF COMMON FAME,

AND WITHOUT TRIAL, BY THE PRESBYTERY OF S5T. CHARLES.

The Missouri Republican of May 5th has the following note;
"0 THE PUBLIC™

l, The last "St. Louis Obeerver" contains an assmult on my character, in jurious to
me as & man, &s a citizen of this community, and a minister of the gospel of Christ.
To me, as to all, character is valuable; and this publication, I deem, requires prompt
and efficient notice. Such notice it shall receive on my return from Pittsburgh,
where I am now going, as a delegate to the Generzl Assembly from the Presbytery of
iissouri. Until I am fairly heard in my own defence, I request a generous public
to suspend their judgment. This will be just to me, and honorable to themselves.

He. CHAMBERLAIN.

2. St. Louis, May 5th, 1836.

This brief note was replied tp, by an anonymous letter, whose ignoble effort, with
all others of his class, I pass in silence.

3. But the published records of the Presbytery, which has no Jjurisdiction over me,
are widely different. I would silently pass them--would most gladly cast a mantle
over the faults of all my brethern--and would hids them forever. But self-defence
is an imperious law our nature. When wantonly assalled, every man must yleld a
right loyal obedience, or be driven from among his peers, as a pusillanimous wretchs
I avoid the alternative, and chesrfully submit to this lawe. I must do violence to
my very being, if I did not. B ut NECESSARILY SELF DEFENCE is the only ground which
I propose to occupy. Farther than this, I will not expose the faults of others.

4. When a pudblic effort is made to blast the reputation of a citizen, without trial
and without a hearing; when the condemmatory records of a Judiciary are published

to the world, with no other basis than rumor; when every shield of character, and
personal happiness is thus torn off and prostrated, the principles of the American
Constitution are outraged, and every man im interested in ths result. 1 f the
citizen so treated is a minister of the gospel, the government of the church is
trampled on, in its most obvious rules; and every other minister, and every member
has rights in jeapardy, because the vital principles of the church compact,aand of
the social compact, are violated, and such violation is a wide spread public.evil,
June '38, I do not remember what the result was but cannot approve of newspaper

attackse.
FeCede



5. Under the circumstances, ¥ believe that the minister, churches and people of
Missouri, will bear with me, and sympathise with me, while I set before them the
grievances of which I complain, and appsal to their sense of public Justice, and indi-
vidual right. I do this with entire confidence, because I have found by an extensive
intercourse, and a ten years' resldence among them, that thelr love of character and
liverty is ardent, and their abhorrence of persecution, is strong. If th= facts, in
the case will show, that I have been unjustly assailed in a public journal, I can
anticipate the award of their Jjudgment. Well amd I assured it will be prompt and
effielent, and the AUTHOR of these aggressive acts, will, in the end, have no

reason to pride himself on the fruits of his labors, perservering and abundant as
they may be.

6. While I am the subject of unmanly attack, and am published in broad sheets over
the land as a man of defective veracity, it is proper the public should know, that my
standing at this moment, in the 3ynod and Presbytery of Missouri, is perfectly fair.
That I share largely in the confidence and affections of the people of this countsys
that one entire church is unlted in my support, and a majority of another continuse

to cherish me, as the minister of their choices And thess are churchss, who have
had an acquaintamece with me for the last TEN YEiRS. They have known my losses,
trials, and labors among them. Why then am I persecuted? Who do my brethern, that
live remote and have been a shorter time in this S8tate, now combine to destroy me?
Why?

7. The following plain matters of fact, deserve the serious consideration of every
reader.

On the 31st of larch, 1836, the Reverend John 3. Ball, presented in my behalf
to the Presbytery of Saint Charles, then in session at Troy, a cartifiecate of "GOOD,
REGULAR, AND FALR STANDING A5 A MINISTER OF THE GOSPELe"™ Wheresupon, the Rev. W. P.
Cochran, Moderator, left his seat, and opposed my reception. He read a llst of
injurious and offensive charges against me, and sustained them by broad and vehement
assertions. Less privileged, at this bar, than the chained felon, I was psrmitted
no reply to this public and unmanly attacke But the loderator having resumed his
seat, the vote was taken on the motion to redeive me, and lost, one minister =xxi,
Rev. G. Ce Wo0d, and two or more elders voting in opposition to me. Against this
high handed and oppressive act, the Rev. John §. Ball, one of the oldest and most
venerable of our clergy, entered on the record his solemn portest, remarking that
he had known me ever since I had come to the state, and he believe me to be an
honest man, and a christian,

PROTEST

8+ The undersigned feels himself constrained to protest against the proceedings and
vote of the Presbytery, in the case of Rev. Hiram Chamberlain, upon the presentatioh
of his letter of admission from ths Presbytery of Missourl, directed to this Pres-
bytery for admission as a member thereof; and which thsy have rejected.

The following reasons are assigned for this protest.
9. (1) The letter of dismission contained full and fair testimony to the moral and
ministerial character of the sald brother--no objJection being made to the letter.
10 (2) That the Synod of Missouri had, during their session last September, at the
request of the said Rev. H. Chamberlain, investigated certain, and sundry evil re-
ports, which had been industriously put into cireculation, injurious to the moral
character of the sald brother; and upon his exhibiting evidenced of his innocence of
those charges @id not only express their approbation of the suffieiency of those
evidences, but moreover expressed thelr entire confidence in him as a brother, and in
his ministerial character.
11. (3) Because ¢he proceedings of the Presbytery in thls case, is concelved to
have been made and contrary to the rules of our discipline. Book 2, chap 2. 3d.ssc.,
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wiich forbids eomplaints or information of offences, befors those means have been
first resorted to which are required by Christ, in lfat, 18, ch. 15, 16; and contrary
to that caution which is 'recommsended in chapter 4, ssec. 4, and more expecially in the
case of a gospel minister. See chape. 5, sece. § and 6. But a2 number of accusations,
of a highly offensive nature, were made gratuitously by one of the members of
Presbytery. OSome of wihich had been decided by Synod, and the brother acquitted
thereof; while others for contumacy properly fall under the case now pending before
the General Assembly, by appeal wherein the said Rev. H. Chamberlain is the app-
ellant from & dscision of the Synod.
12. PFinally, the undersigned protests against the vote and proceedings of Fresbytery,
not only for the injury done the brother in auestion, who had no opportunity of
defending himself, but also for the disrespect which is conceived, & complaint, or
charges should have been lodged against the said Rev. H. Chamberlain, in case there
had been any charges well founded, and as the said Reve H. Chamberlain would then
have had a fair opportumity of defending himself.

(Sigmned) JOHN S. BALL.
13. UMy certificate of FAIR STAIDING was reiturned, marked '"rejected," to the Fresby-
tery of Missouri, then in session at Coluwmbia, April 4th, 1836, On receiving it, they
unanimously complained to the General Assembly of the "GROSS DISHES FECT," offered
to them by this act; re-asserting in their complaint, that I was "in good, and rege
ular and fair standing." They also a;pointed me their delecate to the General
Assembly by unanimous vote; the lloderator, Rev. J. L. Yantis, voting. Thus
they expressed the confidence of the entire body in =z persecuted member.
14, leantime, the Presbytery of Saint Charles, having tslten one step in violation
of ecclesiastical law, and of individual rights, resolved to proceed in their worie--
They accordingly adopted the following paper, and not content Ath spreading it on
their mirutes, with 21l its gross improprieties, to e read, when the frosts ofdeath
have swept over us =2l1ll, they published it to the world.
15. TO THE REVEREND FRESBYTERY OF MISSOURI:

The Presbytery of Saint Charles now in session, in the towm of Troy, Lincoln
comnty, do most reshectfully present to your Reve Body that the Rev. Hiriam Chap~
berlain, a member of your ev. Body, is in our bounds, disturbing the peace of one
of our churches, viz: the church of 3t. Charles, and persisting contrary to our ex-
pressed desire and advice, to continue there, to the great deteriment of the cuuse
of Christ. We do request yowr Reve. Body, to take such constitutional steps as shall
withdraw the said Chomberlain from our bounds.

16. Purtier, we would inform your Reverend Body, that tlie said leve H. Chamberlain
presented to us a letter of dismission and recommendation from your Heverend Body,

to unite with us, and that we refused to receiwe sald Chamberlain upon the

Tollowing groundss:

17 (I) ™The last (eneral issembly so interpreted the constitution of the Church, as
to empower each Presbytery to examine, admit, or reject any Prebyter, who shall usk
gdmission with CLEM PAPERS from any other Presbyery, as the Presbytery may deem
PrODETY .

18, (II) The Book of Discipline, Chap. X. 1-3, expressly declares that no meuber of
the Church, or minister of the gospel, can be tried for offemmes, that are lmowm
prior to his becoming & me.ber of (hat session, or rresbytery.

18, The following are a list of offences loudly proclaimed by fama clamosa, afainst
said Chamberlaine

19, (I) Kr. Chamberlazin's attempt to impose upon tlie Symod by reading certain pa-
pers, now on the file of Synod, aund declaring that these covered the whole of his
difficulties with Reb. Salmon Giddings; when it is lmown to some of ths meumbers

of this Presbytery, that one of the prowids of difficulty occwrred in 1827, a year
posterior to the date of said paperse
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20« (II) Nr. Chamberlain stated to Dr. Graham, lir. Jordon, and lirs. Garvin, that
lir. Thomas Lindsay, Sene. had told him that he (said Lindsay) had nothin: against
him, as a christizn minister of th. gospel, which said Lindsay and also lirs. Durfee,
( who was present during their interview,) says is not correcte.
2l. (III) Mr. Chemberlain told R. F. Gray, that if his name ( i. e. Chamberlain's)
had been before the St. Charles Chwrch at the time said Gray was chosen minister, he
( said Chamberlain ) would have had a majoritye. This is untrue in facte. Ir. Gray
told this to ir. Thomas F. Copes, and lajor Sibley.
22. (IV) ur. Chamberlain stated in Synod at its last session, that lir. Rob't
S encer, a member of the St. Charles Church, was a reférmed man, when lir. C. certainly
knew, or ought to have Imown, before he made that assertion, that he WAS NOT: Vit-
nesses, Sammel Vatson and lim. Spencer.
23, (V) Mr. Chamberlain stated in Synod that he had nothing to do with the church
of St. Charles, other thah that of a missionary passing through,&c. until after
the olection of the HEW LLDERS. Vhen the fact as imown is, that he was the prime
mover of the whole business, and did act 2lly go through the party of the Churéh
he supposed favorable to his views, and designate the persons proper to be slected.
Witnesses, lr. Garvin, llr. Jenkins, llembers of S5ynod.
24.( ¥II) lir. Chamberlain's disturbin the peace of the 3t. Charles Church--iit=
nesses, Elders amd Deacons of St. Charles Clhurchi.
25, (VIII) Nr. Chamberlain told lr. Gray that there was but three opposed to him in
the 5t. Charles Church, when he knew, or ought to have knowmn, that that was
UITERLY UNTRUE. Told by lir. CGray to Thos. P. Copes and Laj. Sibleye
26, (IX) lre. Chamberlain stated to his congrezation on the Sabbath he read the
first acts of Presbytery in relation to the Saint Charles difficulties, that the
decision of the Presbytery was the result of OLD-SCHOOL prejudices, wien lr. Cham--
berlain had avowed to lir. Watson, and others, that he was Old-School in this theology,
not six months before. Vitness, Thos. Gridley, Saimsl Vatson, and 'r. BlacKe

A true copy, GOE. C. WOOD

otated Cleri.

27. Uy first remark on this singllar production, is, t .at it is the work of & party,--
he Presbytery is a party opposed to me, and to the people of my charge, in several
cases of appeal and complaint, now pending before the Assembly, and continued for
final decision, until lay 1837. The Rev. lim. P. Cochran has aided, abetted and
led this perty as a lloderator of nearly two years standing. His hand is seen as

the spider, weaving the web for his victim, in all this business.

28, The withesses named, also, the exception of llessrs., (rzham, Spencer and Jenkins,
are partisans. The written charges of this party, I long since met and refuted
before my own Presbytery and befors Synod. They begine They mske a "common fame"
among themselves. Then, without the benefit of a hearing ortrial, they publish
charges agzinst me over the land, on the ground of such common fame. Who, I ask
will receive, witiout very serious qualifications, such prejudiced and suspicious
testimony =s this? A good man ought to suspect himself as a witness when so related
by ardent party feelings to a pending cause.

29. ly. next remark is, that scme of thess statements are UNTRUE, some of them
vague and trifling, and some of thewx may be true, witiout any fault on my part.

Two of them refer to HEAR-SAY IESTILONY, universally wdmitted to be the worst in the
world. And the whole are tirown together in such a memner =8 to produce the
GENIBAL impression, that I am guilty of falsehood.

30. In regard to the FIRST on the 1list of offences, here publisied, I have the
affidavit of one very respectable witness, and can procure others, ecually as good,
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to prove that one of my papers ;resented to the Synod, bears date September 6th, 1827.-
llow I am here, and elsewhere in the publication of this Presbytery, charged with
UNTRUTH, because my papers did not rezch the date of 1827. At whose door, then will
the felsehood lie, as charged by them, when we come into an ecelestiastical court?
3l. In regard to the second, I will save them the trouble of proof thereof, in part
at least; and I now say, what I have before said to Dr. Graham, and others; viZ.j
that when as a matter of christian duty, I called on lr. Lindsay in January 1835,
and asked him this question, "Have you anything ageinst me as e christiam, or
minister of the gospel?" I understood him to say, in his usumal Scotbh dialect,
"Mothing in the world." If, indeed, lr. Lindsay denies the call, the question,
or the answer, and appears in court, as a witness against me, I am prepared to
meet him ther., Let him came. :
3%« In regard to the third offence, it is plainly a trifling thing, founded on
opinion and supposition, and from the very nature of the case, ¢an never be proven
to be a truth or an untruth. I am amazed that the Presbytery should ever bring
such o charge against any man. Admit it that I told lr. Gray, that if I had been
a candidate, before the Church of 5t. Charles, at the time he was, I should have
had & majority of votes. This even seems probablee For z clear majority were in
my favor in 1827, 1835, and 1836, and are so still. But even if thcre were none of
these facts in the case, who shall zccuse? Suppose a citizen should say, that if
General Harrison had opposed General Jackson, in his first canvass, General
Harrison would have been elected, and the nero of llew Orleans driven from the field.
And suppose on a charge of exmressing such an opinion, a judicatory were gravely
to publish that citizen, as guilty of an untruth. How absurdly ridiculusl TNow
the Iresbytery of Saint Charles say, that my opinion of what would have been the
result of an election betwsen me and my brother, om the supposition that I had
been & candidate "is untrue." How do they lmow it is untrue? Let them prove it;
or let them at least, contrive how they are ever to prove it, before they chzrge
me with a high orime.
33. In regard to the fourth offence, it was insinuated in Synod, that lr. Hobert
Spencer, was in faulte I said in an undertone "he has repented of that, we hope."
I apprehend this hope has been realised. But suypose it has not. How many hopes
are disappointed? And vho, of that Presbytery, would wish their veracity lmpeach-
ed, because they had hoped for that which had never happened? Vhat perfeet trifling
with the character of a man.
34, In recard to the fifth offence, I did made in substance, the stotment alluded
to, and the assertion that I went through the church, and designated the persons
proper to be elected, is UNTRUE, and I can rove this by man witnesses, I did what
every minister and missionary has a right to do, I visited the members of a vacant
Church, and I asked same of them, who of their number wer: suitable persons to fill
the office of ruling Elder.
35. The seventh oifence, 28 charged, is also erronaous. I have not intentionzlly,
imowingly or willing disturbed the peace of this Church. OSome of its ue bers, un-
happily, have very much disturbed thems:lves on ny account. DBut troubles and
divisions of this sort, have axisted here for several years, and in reference to other
ministers. Under the ministery of the lmmented Hobinson, of Hall, Yioods, and
Nichols, there were difficulties., 4iAnd moreover, whether it is proper for me %0
remain herse or not, or in other words, whether & majority shell govern in our
church, is @ ouestion now before the Assembly in a case of appeal, from what we
@eem, the unjust, exparte and oppressive acts of this same Presbytery., Until that
high judicatory decide, they camnot touch the case. If they do, they are suilty

of contempt aﬁ:-.inat the higher court.
36. 1In regard to the wighth offence, it will be very unfortunate for lr. bray, if
he should attempt to sustain this statement, made on his authority. For I shall

prove by hds own letter, that I told him no such thing.



37. The attempt in the nith and last item, to fix on me the charge of being an Old-
Schood man, or of representing myself to Vatson as such, is one of the most weak

and preposteriouns that I have bver met withe At Princeton, at indevor, on my ar-
rival in this state; at Saint Louis, at Saint Charles, in the hearing of Vatson
himself and of the whole Chwurch; at Boonville, Columbia, in larion County, and

many other placed, have I boldly and explicitely proclained, what has been denomin-
ated "New School doctrine"--&ihe doctrine of a general atbnement. That "Christ is the
propitiation for owr sins, and not for ours only, but also for the sins of the whole
world." If to do this, is to be an 0ld-School man, then do I claim to be ranked as
such. For I freely admit, that I am as old as the Bible in this Theological senti-
ment. But a different distinetion has prevailed in our Church, and those who hold
the reverse of this, have been zenerally called 0ld School men. To this latter class
I do not belong. Now have I ever said I did., I love and cherish brethren on both
sides of this gquestion, and denounce no man for differing from me in opinion: and s0
am I the last man in the world to conceal an opinion, which I do hold, as many, who
Imow me, can testify. .

38. Such, honest reader, are the circumstances under which & Presbytery have grave-
ly presented me to the public, as a man of "UNTRUIH". They have done it on the
precarious ground of runor--of floating testimony. They have done it, in violation
of law, and justice, and with no jurisdiction over me. (See note A.)

How the eivil Constitution of this S5tate, and of the United States, provides that
an accused person shall have due notice of trial--shall be heard in his own defenoe
==shall be confronted with witnesses-=--shzll be permitted to introduce witnesses in
his favor.---shall have the verdict of impartial men., [The Constitution of the Pres-
byterian Cimreh, equally just and righteous insall its parts, marces similar provis-
ions; and furthermore, empecizlly guards the character of a minister of the sospel
. who, from his profession, is lmown to be pecularily liable to misrepresentation. It
also declares---"if any person shall spread the lmowledsze of an offence, unless s0
far as shall be unavoidable, in prosecuting it before the proper judiciary, or in
the due performance of some other indispensable duty, he shall be liable to censure
as o slanderer of his brethern. "

39 The third Presbytery of New York say, in the case of lic Dowell, "In the Judg~-
ment of this Presbytery, a most warranteble and unchrstian use is made of the public
press, in impeaching and censuring individual conduct and character, fto a total
disregard of the law of Christ, respecting the mamner of dezlingz with those who

have offended, snd that this great and orying evil, should reseive the universal
repreghension of the friends and followers of Christ.”

80. In cases of high crime, and imprisionment, the public journals zlsd, as a matter
of common prudence and propriety, generally abstaln from giving the facts to their
readers, until they are investigated bafore a civil court.

If, then, these plain and well settled principles of law and justice are to pre-
vail=--and who shall consent that they shall not?---in what language shall we specik 61,
or in what light shall we view, the 2ct in qusstion? Vhere is the brotherly kindness,
charity, prudence and pious reserve which has characterised the Church, in its deal-
ings with its members? VWhere is lew? Justice? All that is dear and sacred?-- If
the charges are true, I have a2 right to complain. But if, as I am able to show, they
are GROSSLY EZRRONEOUS, who, beside, would be willing to take upon his shoulders the
responsibility of so abusing amn innocent brother, laboring for the good of men?

41, They say fama clamosa loudly proolaims this long list of offencese Now I ask,
and I have zn undoubted right to ask, how cam this clamorous fame? llany persons

in Saint Charles never hezrd of some of t.ese charpges, until they ap eared in print.
I myself never heard oi same of them, until they were read out, in the Court House
at Troy, in the hearing of .any, by the Rev. Um. P. Cochran. Were they not !ndeed,
gathered up by him, from the party, during the ten duys visit which he made to this
Church this last winter, when he came mot near its minister; but did CERILAIN THINGS,
which I forbear to neme, which mnevertheless caused so strong 2 burst of public
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indigmation, that many fears were entertained of his personal safety? And were
they not, when printed, whown by him privately to the mesbers of the Assembly,

in a way suited to prejudice their mind s asainst me?

42. I honestly declare, I wish this brother no earthly harm, I have long lmowm
what to expect from him, and been silent, However righteous his course, for the
last tiree years, may appear to the judgment of his own mind, it has more than once
reminded me of Saul in the pursuit of the inmocent Davide He may pursue. I will
remember David's example and bear the persecutions of Saul with all meelkmess and
charity. But he shall not destroy me, if I can help it.

43, Vhen charges against me had been widely circulated in 1835, of unchristian
conduct towards Rev. 3. Giddins, of dishonesty as an agent, of disturbing the
peace of the churches, the Presbytery of Lissouri took up the subject, at my
earnest request, and having examined it to their perfect satisfaction, they say:

RESOLVED, UNANIMOUSLY, That this Presbytery is entirely satisflisd, that the
said reports are wholly false.

RESOLVED, FURTHER, AID FINALLY, That in view of the whole case, we fleel not
only authorised, but bownd in justice to an injured brother, to express not only
undiminished, but entire confidence in his honesty, 28 & man, and in his faith-
fulness as & minister. (See note B.)

44, Synod, at their mecting in October last, heard my defence asainst, substant-
ially the sgme charges, entered on the files of the Saint Charles Prebytery, nd
they say, "It is with unfeigned satisfaction, that the Synod emphatically delcare,
they have seen nothing in all the proceedings before them, that does, in the
least degree, implicate the moral charactef, or purity of motive of any individual
concerned, and they desire especizlly, and perticularily to apply this remark
to brother Chanmberlain---THEY ARE BUIH UNILFELCHED.
45, Yet in the face of t.ese decisions of my own Presbytery, and of superior ju-
dicatory, a Presbytery to which I do not bslong, prepare and publish a portion of
the same charges, with new matter, and =21l on the ground of common fame. Wioever
heard of such proceedings befare in any church? There mmst be an unwonted anxiety
here, to impezch the character of a man. I appeal to that public, before wiose
bar this subjeét has been very improperly brought, yet not by me. and I now &sk
what public man, what private citizen, what minister of the pospel can be found
in this land, so unenvied, So unreproach€d, that an active agent could not find,
in the course of ten days' industrious effort and encuiry, from house to house,
quite as much matter, for common fame, as would £111 her brazen throat? Vhat
father, what husband, what man would be willing to have the same experiment
tried on him end to the same extent? Suppose it tried on the lloderator, in
Framklin, in Golwibiz, in Palmyra, where he hes resided. On Thomas P. Copes,
who harpens to be very well kmouem to the records of this cowty, with a fair pro-
spect of having his memory perpetuated.
46, Fellow citizens, I =28l justice; and I aslk it at your hands. I ask the priv-
ilege of standinf erect among you, as an honest man and o christiem, until soe
more truthful and responsible personape than that harlot, common fame, pPronounces
me failtye

H. ORLIBERLATH.
Saint Charles, July 11, 1836.

Tote Ae.~-Justice to respected brethern who had mo shsre in this business, induces
me here to state, that severzl important memember were absent during the sessioung,
who, 1 am persuaded, never woull _ave given their comsent to any such measures as
those, of which I complain. I 2lso dean it necessary to state, that I have
requested the action of my owm Presbytery, on these rublications.



lote Be--Whereas, it h:s been reported, that srother H. Chaub-rlain has Ween
guilty of unfaithfulness in the manazement of certain funds which have been
pleaced im his hands, by bemevolent individusls in the Zast and Vest for the
purpose of building a house of worship, for the use of tha Cresbrterian Chu:rch
of Boonville---and of dishonesty in retéining certain articles of bed clothing,
collected by him, as agent of ilarion College, for the use and benefit of said
Collegee~--and zlso that the szid brother has been instrumental in destroying
the peace and harmony of maeny, if not 211, the churches with which he has been
commected---znd whereas, these reports have extended beyond the bowmds of his
perticular accuaintance, and are caleulated t0 ruin his character a2s a wan and
a minister of the gospel of Jesus Christ. It is therefore,

RESOLVED, UNANIMOUSLY, That Brother Chamberlain be permitted in conformity
with his own particular solicitation, to produce such evidences of his innomence
of the zbove charges, as he mzy be able to do, for the purpose of disabusing
the minds of his brethern, =md relieving his character from 2ll suspicion.

Vereupon, brother CHAUBERLAIN, proceeded to maeke a statement in relation to
all the reports, which staterent was amply sustiained by satisfectory vouchers.
It wes therefore,

AESOLVED, UNANIMOUSLY, That this Fresbytery is entirely satisfied,- that the
sald reports are vh#lly false--that in relation to the first and second they feel
called upon, in justice to him, to say that he has acted with serupulous regzerd
to honesty and to his responsibility, as entrusted with the benefactions of tie
generous--and that in relation to the third, he hus been misrepresented and
injured, without any cause, end in relation to every charge affecting his moral
character, he manifested 2 perfect willingmess to go into judieiazl investigation,
wienever it may be deemed expedient.

RESOLVED, FURTHIR, AND SINALLY, That, in view of the whole case, ;we Teel not
only suthorized, but bound in justice to an injured brother, to express, not
only undiminished, but entire confidence in his honesty &s a man, and in his
faithfulness as a minister.

& trus copy of the minutes .f the ljssouri iresb;tery.
Re. L. 1C AFEE
Stated Clexk of Presb tery
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NUTEs The figures ( 1, 2, 3 &c. ) mark the parazraphs
of the following pamphlet, as tlhey are referred to in

the sebsequent Review, comencing at page 49.-=--
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HAJOR SIBLEY"'S
CHURCH HISTORY CROSS-EXALINED
AllD' PUT T0 TEST OF RECORD,

H. CHALBERLAIN,

l. The reason why I am again before the public id, that I um publicly assailed.
4nd having obtained justide once, I very naturslly look for it in this instance.
1 do so with wmnwavering confidence, beczuse I have lonc believed the people of
this State imdisposed to deal frankly and fairly when differences arise in any
quarter: and have already proved them to be cuick-sighted and prompt to award a
righteous sentence in favor of an injured perty, where nisrepresentations are
employed to subyert plain matters of fecte Derhaps no people were ever more S0
The experience, which I, at least have hzd of this disposition, induces me to
trouble them with some BRIEF RENARKS, and INCONTROVERT.BLE PROOFS, in reference
to the liajor's "Recent History." So far as the people of this cow .ty are con-
cerned, however, I might well spare myself all that trouble. For the thing has
rezlly done nobody any harm with us, that I can ascertain. But it seems necessary
to prevent any misapprehension, which may arise in the minds of strangers, from
the industrious efforts of a few, disposed if possible, to do me an injury, by
mezns of a printed book. I yield therefore, to z law of nature, which imposes
on every man the DUTY of self defencee. This duty being discharged, I am
perfectly satisflieds I am at peaces _

2. It may assist the reader, to premise, that in the swmer of 1835, vhile the
writer was busily emplyed in visiting the sick, during the prevalance of
Cholera; certain individuals went up to the Presbytery of St. Charles, then in
sgssion near Palmyra, and made such representations to them, of our character
and conduct, as led to the passage :°f 2 set of resolutions which were deemed
highly injurious and oppressive in their bearing on this church. The more 80,
as the meeting wes held without our kmowledge. ©he case went up by appeal to
the Synod, and thence to the Assembly of 1836.

3. On the eve of my departure to meet that Assembly, and with 2 manifest view
of prejudicing the minds of the members, and the public generally against me;

a list of violent personzl charges, made preofessedly on the gpound of

"Common Fame" without inwestigation, were published against me by order of the
Presbytery of 5t. Charles, a body of wiiich lir. Lindsay wes a merber, and which
had no jurisdiction over me. To sustain these charges the names of ¢. C. 3ibley,
Thomas Lindsay, Si& L. Watson, and others, wer: arpended. The reader will plecse
note this laat fact. I have further use for ite.

4. These charges were met by & pamphlet on my return, which to this hour, emains
unamswered. They were also, carefully and faithfully investipated in 2 Judicial
process before the Presbytery of Ilissouri, to which I belonge---The result wms a
unanimous verdict, containing a perfeet zeoquittal. 4 part of this verdict reads
thus: "Presbytery feels constrained to say, that the exhibition of such charges,
evinces in our Jjudgment a very cemnsorious fault finding and reprehensible spirit,
on the part of those, whoever they may be, that have been eneged in huhting them
up.'" This bitter pill, administered by the solemn senfence of an impartial
bench of Judses, my opponents were mabliced te swallow, tho'! it produced many

and strange contortionse.

5. The witnesses, llessrs. 3ibley, Lindsay and Vabson, were not howev.r entirely
cured of their d.sire to testify against me. The verdict had been rendered in
November. 4 long wintur wes before them, The appeal of the cimrch in which I



was interested, had not been issued in '36, but was pending before the

Asgembly of '37, to be couvened in llay. In so great a dilema something

mist be done. The,llzjor has leisuwrs. He must write a book.

[ (See'ﬁsﬁggﬁhﬂﬁfs4 to 86.) Accordingly, when it was too late for me to

reply to anything before reaching Fhiladelphia, an anonymous pamphlet issued
from the Clarion press, purporting to be & recent and impartial history of this
churche Of this pamphlet, Lizjor . C. Sibley has publely ackmowledged himself

to be the "real, responsible author". I met with it on the Chio, wihere it had
been conveyed with instructions to distribute dopies among merbers on their way.
I found two more in the Assembly, on the Clerk's table, recommended to spacial
notice, byta certificate of liessrs. Lindsay and Vatson. The leading object of
this distinouidhed work seems to be, top place =f myself, my friends, and the
Presbytery of lissouri, in am unfavorable light b.fore the public, and to influence
in an wnlawful way, the judgment of the supreme Judicatory in regard to our
appeals, Vhy not let Jjustice take its course, mnd keep the vision of the cowrt
clear from the vapor of partisan prints? Vhy should this vapor be blown in the
very face of Jju nt?

7. [ See = 86 to 91) On the first page of the pamphlet, we are t 1d
"the objects in view are-—-to present the whole subject impartially."  ilso--=
that a "aense of duty comstrzins the writer to prepare this nzrrative, after
naving examined a great mass of testimony, the ;reater part of which, wes obtained
from the St. Charles and the lissouri Presbyteries, and the Symod of Missouri-----
The facts, proven from these records, together with such as he kmows he can

prove by competént witnesses, znd can verify himself from his own knowledge, will
form the basis on vhich he means to. found the following STURY."-- The records here
named are now before me. They are my witnesses 21s50.0.0 But with what the liajor
may prove, which has never been proven; when witnesses themselves were anxious;
and displayed their anxiety on mire occasions than one; when proof was invited ;
and months were given for them to testify end prove all they could; with what

he himself may know, that he did not see fit to testify, when sworn to tell all
he knew in the case,~—I reslly have no argumente I take the records of the
Judicatories, and ask the reader to examine them.

8. With liajor Sibley, I have no private, personal controversy. I never had
any personal acquaintance or intercourse with him, except as a witness a zinst
me, when he testified of "his impression"--not "his belief™. I exzpect none.

1 have to do with him, only as the writer of a books. "A sense of duty (will not )
constrain" me, here, to sketch his own History, tho' SOIE PS8 OF IT might prove
interesting. When I spezk of him, I am to be understtod as dealing with the
book, and with that zlone. Of this he cannot justly complain, as every main,
when he prints, and published--is subject to review.

9. I ppopose then, here to show the public the.moral certazinty of the following
proposition, viz: That 1L BOOK, considered as z history of our affairs, is
utterly wnworthy the confidence of any man, or body 0f men. It cammot BE TRUE.

PROOFS.

10. 1lst. To show his perfect impertiality in writing, and to secure the unsus-
pecting confidence of the reader, lajor Sibley sgys, page 24~-"The writer wio is
2lso a memver of th's church, postively disclzims any papty connection, or FARTY
WRELING whatever, in these aifairs; and every motive capeble of misleadéns his
Judgment in any degree.

11, Ths record of Major Sivley's testiumony, when under oath as =« witness aguinst
me, hovever, sgys, "This he confesses, that from the begimning he has docidedly
disapproved of his official course, since his arrival here, in Jenuary, 1835;

and has freely expressed, that disepprobation on many occasions, both by words

and actse Quest. When did your opposition t0 me commence? An s. LLANY YEARS
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when I heard of the diffieculties with lir. Ciddings? He said "twelve years ago"”,
and corrected himself on my suggesting that I had not been so long in the state.
Reader, compare these words of the book, denying ANY PARTY FEELING IATEVER, with
the words of the witness-—expr:ssing his "disapprobation on many occasions,"
and avowing an "opposition" which commenced "meny years ago," and tell me, can both
be true? | See page 92 to 97 )
12, 2d. Najor 3ibley says, page 20,--"There does not appear to exist tie slightest
evidence to justify lir. Chamberlain's charge against this church, that its colored
members, who are slaves, ever voted azgeinst him, or been in ANY LLAIIER AHRRAYED
AGAINST HDI, Those mermbers are unobtrusive, and not at all apt to claim the right
to vote, and have never done so, or been urged to do so, during the troubles of
the last two years----indeed no occaston has been resented within that period to
require any expression of their semtiments in relation to the affairs of the church,"
The pamphlet is (ated, April, 1837,
13, Now, I have never made any charge against TIIS church, and have no controversy
whatever with the colored people. I object to mothing, so far as their agency is
concerned, but to the use that the party has seen f£it to waks of their names. I say
THE PARTY---because it has been proven that the colored mebers camot writes Let
the reader lmow, then, that the record shows two distinet papers used against me
before the St. Charles Presbytery. The one signed by TEN, the ofther by BLLVEN
names of colored persons, following the names of waitc cummmicanis.
14, ( See page 99 to 101) The first is here given in part only, that the reader
may Jjudge. It secems to be a stricture on povermment and ecclesiastical law, and
reads thus: "Je, the menbers of the Iresbyterian church of St. Charles, who here-
unto sxmex our names, desiring to maintain order and pood sovermment," &c. "ie,
hold that witkout: conssntiof Fresbytery, no part of thg church has'any risht o
set up its owm authorities, or withdraw and form a new church, by electing new
Blders; causing division and disturbances, &B." 4 very grave document, certainly,
to be si:med sol! The second paper referred to, reads thus: "llembers of the church
of St. Chardes, opposed to H. Chumberlain, and have subscribed their naues to stand
by the Elders and Deacons in support of order and good govermment in our church.
Ste. Charles, llay 20th, 1837.

(White names omitted.)

Sina Symonds, col'd womanj
Jno Bunyan Lindsay

Ricmrdﬂ, doe
Letty, do.
William doe
Jane, dos
Milly, doe

Nelly Collier;
Abigail Millington;
Isaac Ledman;
Betsey 3ibley;=~-Black me:bers."

Who now will endorse for the truth of the book, with his eye on these strunze
papers, received and gravely acted upon?
15. ( Ans® p. 102) 3d. Referring to the appeal of the cimrch, lajor Sibley szys,
(pagel6é ) "This appeal contains some very severe reflections upon the session of
Saint Charles, and those who support their authority; charging against them that,
thoush a minority, they had, for several years. imposed on them the appellants "an
oppressive yoke", which they could bear no longer---that Lhey had been guilty of
misrepresentation, slander and FORGERY, and exercised wnwarrantable power," Such
is lr. Chamberlain's appezl to the symod."
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16. Now as to '"slander" I leave any mind to judge, who reads the testimony,

But as to "forgery," the word is not to be found any where in our appeale. The
writer gravely marks it with commas, as a quotation, from the appeal. But it is

not there.s And it is not any where on otir pupers as charged.-—--The appezl does

say "employed papers with wnathorised signatures,” and that fact is proven, I trust ,
to the reader's full satisfaction, in the paper signed by the names of colored
persons, without alding, as might ezsily he done, from the same paper, the names

of white persons, as unauthorised. ©So the appeal did not charge them with "Forgerys".
And adl the liajor's resret at '"such a paper", is thrown on & nonenity.

17. 4the To fix on me the charge of disturbing the peace of Saint Charles Church,
is one gzrand leading object of the pamphlet. It was a leading object of the party,
also,-=-witnesses against me in the prosecution, Their great strength wes steadily
and vigoriously applied horee lMajor 3ibley testifies on his oath and he says he
'KIOWS IT TO BE TRUE's (Does the reader remember what he says in his book about
impartiality?}

18, The Fresbybtery of llissouri, however, ( lir. Gray being present and voting,)
after much delay and long and patient investigation, decided this point unanimously
as follows:

"It is clearly in evidence that the peace of the Saint Charles Church.ls dis-
turbed, and very much disturbed. They are of opinion, too, that the going and
being there of the =zcwused, have been the OCCASION of much strife and disturbance;
but it is not in.proof that the =mccused is the guilty cause of all or any of thcse
consequences. The Presbytery have sought industriously for that act of the accused
from which guilt in this particular can be inferred,,but HAVE SQUGHT IN V.INe 4an
examination of the irmense mass of testimony which we have, with lzbor and mueh
expense of time and trouble, taken, will convince any mind, capable of investimmting
such a subject impartially, THAT THERE IS NO SUCE SOLITARY ACT."

19. lever wes there & more triumphant and perfect acquittal, considering the pro-
tracted and determined efforts which my asccusers had made. DBut the lajor, having
sworn thet he '"mew the charse to be trae', will have it his own way. He sives the
verdict above quoted, and then says, page 28-3, "This dscision of the Presbytery,
whilst it PULLY AFFIRKS THE FiC0T CHARGED AGAINST THE ACCUSED, not only omits to offer
any remedy for the ADMITTED evil, already INFLICEED, or any security for the future;
but on the contrary, virtually consents to the continuance of the disturbance throush
the SALE A G EXN O Y, by exhonerating ffom all the blame, the brother, who CUI-
FESSEDLY OCCASIONED ITe=-

The writer bedlieves that, AFIER THE FULL ADUISSION, THAT L. CHUBERL-IN VAS DIS-
TURB NG THIS CHUECH, the rresb tery ouzht to have used their suthority in our
behalf."

20. Vhat flagrant injustivel The writer, who either does not understand longuage,
or cn so pervert it, truly ought hot to write history. ilost clearly, FPresbytery
neither AFFIRI, COIFESS, or ALIIT any such thing as is here represented. They
AFFIRM the opposite. They do not say I have OCCASIONED or CAUSED strife. They

gay that I have been "the cceasion", mot the "guilty causa." The distinctlion is

' perfectly obvious, end altogether important, between being the occasion of an evil,
end causing it to be. They "HAVE SOUGHT IN VALN". and found "NO SUCH SOLIT-RY AQT,"
from which it can even be inferred that I have done it. Thus a modest retiring
lady, of zreat worth and spotless reputztion may be the occasion of two men shoobing
each other. S0 may ~ timid deer, a noble charger, or z purse of inenimate dollarse.
Are either of these charpgeable with the deed? 7Will you hang or i.upria;fon the es~-
timable lady? Puul was "the oocasion" of great commotion at Ipnesuse. VWas he in

the wrong? Christ and his apostles were the occasion of very much simning and
wrangling amon: the people. Verse they ot fanlt? Every rational being, every
object, in nature, may be made the pecasion of sin azong evil minded persons. 30

it is obviously the opinion of rresbytery, deliberately formed and sclemmly pro=
nounced that others had me me "{the occasidhfof rmsh strife and disturbonce by their
ovmn acte
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This is the only fair interpretation that cam be given,--otherwise their
sentence is without meaning. Hzd the real authors of this confusion been

under the jurisdication of that body, the blank might have been promptly

filled with their names.---- The public might then Jave been plainly told

that == == == had done it. The Hajor might even have been silent, and his

book never seen the light. He must have kmown that the decision of the
Uissouri Presbytery was wholly against him, being entirely in my favor,

and therefore, labors to invalidate it. Thus, on page 21=2: "The charge of
disturbing the peace of this church DOES NOT APPEAR TO HAVE BEEN SO THOROUGHLY
INVESTIGATED by the Presbytery, a&s was requisite to enable them to pronounce

a just judgment upon it." But that judicatory, after having devoted much time
and labor to the investigation, have thought proper to say, under the sanction
of their Judicial oaths, and in direct opposition to the charges of our
historian, "that in their judgment, ALL THE FACTD HAVE BREN ELICITED, WHICH

ARE TMPORTANT T0 THE PROBBCUTION; and that it is due to the interests of the
church and the accused, that we d:lay mo longer." Ought not this decluration
topether with the fuect, that weeks and months had been devoted to the sub-

Jeet, to satisfy any reasonable mind, and put to silence Yorever, such cavilling?
( See pages 108-128)

2l. The author says, also, of the decision, 0. page 22, thet it is &Jjust such an
one as camnot be satisfactory to either party;" yet it hus been entirely
satisfactory to me, and to my friends, a2s far as I am able to zscertaln. Ly satis=-
faction was expressed, wien the verdict was rendered, in the presence of the
Judicatory, and scvon after, publiely, to the congregation to whom I minister.
22¢ (D) The testimony shows that I did not originate the evil of divisione--
that there were dirfficulties in the church long before I came. Bul our impartial
historian lebors to prove the contrary. 4and havin  sazid, when & witness, under
oath, reférring to the state of the church, for the last ei ht years, that "the
peace and harmony were never disturbed to any serious degree, except by

the several attempts of lir. Chamberlain to become its minister." He devotes the
first paze of his book, to sustain that testimony, and thus speals of lir. VWood
on page 23 "In the Winter 1830, the Rev. George C. VWood accepted an invitation
for a year; at the expiration of which, the session did not renew the invitation.
L4 strons desire was manifested, however, by a considersble majority of both
ch.reh and congregation to retain lir. Vood another year. This was FIRMLY opp-
osed by TVWO elders, (Lindsay and Jatson) and fourteen other members." This
opposition produced some excited feeling in the church, and congregation for a
short time, but it wes Soon cilmed and peace and harmony restored by the prudent
course puraued by lir. Wood. He Imew that it was' his duty to retire, and not

to seek to enter a church, the doors of which were closed against him, by its
sworn puardians.” s

23, The reader will be surprised, if indeed he CAN be, after the errors already
showvm, to be here told, that lir. Watson was not an Zlder at all, until some time
after these events. DBut lir. Thomas Lindsay and lilton I. Cayce were cluerse.

And the latter did not CLOSE THE DOOR, but really was very desirious of

leeping it open, and reteining iir. Voods. lr. Cayce was a witneas in my case.
He tcatifies of his eldership--speaks of removing from his place, and says:
"Previous to my removal, =znd in the year 1832, after lr. Vood had laoored

amon- us for about one year, he was elected by the church for another year. At
the time of his election, 2 division znd discussion took place respecting

th. mammer of voting. It was proposed by lr. Lindsay, to CAST LOTS, and
objected to by a large majority, ilr. Lindsay insisted on it, and proposing
prayer during the discussion, and the vote was finslly taken by ballot.

lr. Lindsay and about four others voting a ainst hime. The opposition to Lir.
Wood continued until the 20th Awsust, 1832, he (Mr. Wood) wrote to me as
follows concerning the divisions of the church: "As we have good authorities
for VETOES at tue present day, I undersiand from llr. Durfee that a paper is
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in circulation, the substance of whieh is tec veto against my staying

at Saint Charles, on any condition whatever. This paper never orijinated
from any better spirit than that, which was the cause of a papel persecution.
Bvery subscriber well lmew that I did not intend to retwrn to this place,

and therefore, there was nothing in the nature of things to call forth such

a papere The only comnstruction I can put upon it is & wvanton attempt to injure
my character, and to destroy my usefullness as « prezcher of the gospel.
Strange as it may appear, Lr. Burfee told me that eighteen persons had sub-
scribed, and now, dear Sir, I care nothing about it. I lmow who the 18 are,
and shall be very careful not to do anything to injure their feelings by

the way of cowrting their acquaintance, or having anything to do with them,
directly or indirectly."

24+ "I am sorry for one thing, and thaet is, that these persons are doing ALL
IN DHEIR DOVER 20 DISTURS 1L FEACE AlD HaHUONY OF THE CHURCH, and If they
persevera, they will ruin it entirely. This I greatly lamment, I have one
request to make, and that is, that you get this V.10 for me--as it, by

its circulation has become an official paper and in all justice belongs to me.
Vhen the amount of subscribers is finished, I will suseribe it with all

my heart, or that part of it which relates to my not returning, as I never
hod such an idea."  lr. Wood fulfilled the purpose expressed in this letter,
and never returned to be a2 minister of this church. There were many com=
plaints by the majority, that the few should govern the many, and some threat-
ened to leave the church, The result was LHUCH DISSATISFACTIMN." Such is
the testimony of Mr. Oayce, z ruling elder, acquainted with the factsm which
our Historian is laboring to disprove. Another part of the testimony, referring
to this former division reads thus: "Witness had neighbors who were menbers,
as well as others, who were not merbers, who were sorry at lir. iVood's leaving;
some were 80 mch dissatisfied that they would never come to chureh since,

or sign any paper for its support. Witness also believes the church has never
prospered so much since.” [These extraucts from the Records, placed by the
side of Lajor Sibley 88 History need no coument of mines ( All zns. p's. 128-130.)
26. (6) To effect the general object of the ramphlet00to sustzin his owm
testimony®---and show that I am & disturber of the peace, in opposition to the
decision of Presbytery. The author introduces Lr. Gray, at page 3; s ecks

of the great wnanimity in the choice of him, and charges me, on page 6 and 7,
with interfering with his prospects here. This point is labored, and it is
curious to observe how men will ar;ue. UThe testimony, hovwever, shoes, that
there was not perfect harmony when the congregation convened for the election
of lIr. Gray. One witness soys ' he Decame dissatisfied and retired.' .inoter
witness testifies "I though there should have been some other nominated, also
as the congregation were too much hurried in their solicitations and had not an
opportahity of having their choice. I did not 1like lir. Gray irom what I had
neard of his preachinge I determined not to support hin if he came.," This far
famed election was considered by many was merely NOUINAL at the time. It was
80 spoken of in the testimony. To whos that it was a mere NOAIINAL proceeding,
a commnication from lMr. Gray was made yublic at the meeting. It is in
evid:nce znd reads thuse '"The more I have thought, the more I am convinced,

I ought not to go there, and ousht no to SUFFER MY NALE T0 BE USED for that
purpose in your congrepgation, unless there was a strong probability I would
aces t if invitede This I think would be inexpedient at present. I hope,
therefore, you will counteract any attempt to make ocut a call," It was with a
full kmowledge of these facts, anl witi en assurance that L. Lray was not
expected that I consented t. remian in St. Oharles. snd all that has been
said, and written of my interfering with him; or ever intending to do 80,

is most unreasonable and wijust.



26. (7) The lajor's history of the ecalling of a meeting of the congregation,
and of the several meetings of the church subsequently are also against the
strongest current in the testimony. The Record sayse. "The following
petition was presented to the session, signed by fifty six names, thirty
three of wihom were members of the church, and twenty one regular members of
the congregations” lr. Campbell, in his testimony, gives the very names

of the members desiring my settlement among theme The witnesses testify
positively, that the petition was presented to the Elders, and lir. Cambell
says. "All the elders except myself refused to call & mesting in complaince
with the petition." &0 clear is this point that the Synod, in their dec-
ision say----"It is in evidence before Synod, that a petition wus presented
to the session, of the church of Saint Charles. It appears to Synod, that a
majority signed this petition, amnd therefore, that the meeting should have D
bean called." Yet our Historian says, page 10, "though no such petition
was ever presented to them, "™ and of the signers, he says, page 6, "only
TYENTY FIVE were, it is believed, members of this church." I{ had been better,
certainly, after the decision of Synod, if the Major had given his "impression,
not his belief." He also charges lir. Campbell, a very honest and worthy
brother, who never thought of having his name enrolled on this Historic page,
without specification or proof, with "resorting to certain expedients," to
procure signatures to this putitione---"disingenious and unfaire." ./ind says:
Mir. Chamberlain himself exerted an influence not strietly justifiable in the
premises," Now lir. Campbell, as in independent christian freeman circulated
a petition, which met the approbation of & clear majority of the church,
while, as the testimony shows, I had no agency whatever in procuring sig-
natures; but wos actually at Franklin, meny miles distant, and as meny of

my friends lmow very differently employede Ihat flagrant personal injustige
to charge me, so without evidencell

( All ans. pages 133 to 146. )

27. The mesting petitioned for, was called by Mr. Campbell, 2nd lr. Deions
testifies that a large majority voted for me. To disprove this testimony

of lirs Bmmons, the Ilajor says oi lir. Campbell, page 8, "He testifies that he
does not think a majority of all the members voted, though he Imew there was
a majority present." Now no such testimony of lLir. Campbell, in reference

to THIS meeting, was ever given. It is testimony however, wrested from its
proper place, and applied here to suit a purpose---to make the withsess:
contradict Mr. HZmmons. 50 2 man's oath is not Bafe in the hands of this
writer!

28, On the 26th April the Chwrch resolved to call a meeting to elect onc or
more Ruling Llders, on the 2d Sabbath in lay. 5o ouwr impartial writer be-
stows specicl attention on it, and speaks of it on page 9-11 as he.d 25th,
26th and 27th of April-——(tirce days in succession! ) He calls it "the little
meet ing," "Mrl Chamberlain and his little party," end says, page 10,

"Phis meeting of the courch consisted of LESS THAN i THIRD PART of 1ts meubers.”
Yot in all the lebored efforts of a judicial investigation, neither liajor
Sibley himself, not any other witness, desirous as they were to invalidate
our proceedings, ever dsred to assert such things. ind every member present
on the 26th April kmows that they we e untrue, and that that was not a
"little meetinze." Our Historian mules more broad assertions about the
meeting on the 10th of liay, at which the election of Llders took ;lace, and
says, page 123 "IHERE WEIE VERY FEW MRUBERS of the church concerned in the
election---those who participated--some were not mecbers of the cimrch of
Saint Charles." But wmfortunately for the lajor, the testimony is against



