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·NIE PRESDY'l'.5~.HJAN CHlh:WH 

OF ST. CHARLES, MISSOURI. 

STRIFE A.ND DISTURBANCE. 

INTRODUCTION. 

• A sense of duty constrains the wrrter to prepare this narrative, after 
having examined a great mass of testimony;· the grea_ter pa_rt of which ~as 
obtained from tll'e records of the St. Chnrles ~nd M1ssoun Presbyten es, 
and the Synod of .Missouri-the facts proven from those records, together 
with such as he knows he can prove by competent witnesses, and can verify 
himself, from his own knowledge; . will form the basis on which he means 
to found the following story: which it is his purpose to relate as briefly and 
plainly~ be can. . 

'1'be objects in view are, to collect and preserve the facts touching the 
unhappy dissent:ion that exists in this church: to arrange and set them 

rth in their natural order, and to present the whole subject impartially 
to the understandings of all who are interested in knowing how the truth 
stand■ in relation to the parties implicated. And the Writer indulges a 
hope, that he shall thus be able to aftord good and sufficient arguments to 
all those who are immediately concerned, to unite in a firm and consistent 
course of action, to put an end to this uiiproji.table contention. For it can~· 
r:iot he disguised or concealed, that the strife and disturbance now prevail
ing in this church, have a decided tendency to paralise and destroy its 
legitimate influence, and render it an object of merited reproach-they 
present to the surrounding multitude, too much evidenc0, that more exertion 
1s u1ed to make proselytes to the opposing parties, than to the true Religion , 

'rHE N ARRA TIV E. 

CHAPTER J_:..Ftoin the death of Nfr. Robinson to the irwitation of Jlfr. 
Gm!J. 

1: The character of this Church and Congregation for peace and·concord 
~avmg been called in question, makes it proper to commence the narra
tion thus far back, This will be a mere sketch however; sufficient to en
able the reader to draw a just inference. 

2. Tne late R ev. Charles S, Ro_bin~on, ,was the last settled,.., minis~er of~ 
th~ church of St. Charles He died 111 September, ~~l here 1s no ~ 
evidence that ~hi!_~ existed_ any ~iscord in the chur~h during the ministry 
of that excellent fflan. It is testified by several ,v1tnesses, that Mr. R . 
~mce Was supposed to have had a th eological diffe rence wit h his brother-t·1a:w, Mr. Lindsay, and that Mr. R. became dissatisfied, and spoke of 

• • ea~mg St. Charles, on account of that difference. Mr. Lind~ay himself, 
testifies however, that there was no such difference · and it is fully proved 
tha! the most intimate fri endship subsisted betwe~n Mr. R. and Mr, T. : 
durmg the whole period of l\lr. ~ - ministry here. • ,~ . 

. .............. _ ~ }6Z~ 
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3. Not lo!)g after the d~ath of Mr. Robinson, the Rev. Hiram Cl)amber
Jain visited St. Charles, and preached morning and evening : during the 
interval bel\yeen th~ two sermo_ns, Mr. Thomas Lindsay, a Ruling };Ider, 
Jl}et Mr. Chamberlam at Dr. Wilson's, where they had some conversation 
relative to certain doctrines held by Mr. C., which Mr. Lindsay pronoun
ced unsound; nnd told j\:fr. C. " that he did not wish him ·to preach here 
;my more." 

4. In April, 1829, an effort was rnade by Judge Tucker and some ot}lers, 
to introduce Mr. Chamberlain into this church as its minister, A written 
invitation, signed by twenty-four person,, ten of whom it is believed were 
members of the church, was presented to Mr, C. rllquesting him •" to lo
cate himself in St. Charles, at lea;t for a S!:)ason/' Mr. Chamberlain re
fused to accept this invitation, for the reason, as he ~lated, that Mr. Lind
say and family and the widow ot the late Pastor had not joined in it.
The invitation. was strenuo.usly opposed by 1\1:r. Lindsay and some others, 
which induced ~everal of those who had 11igned it to withdraw their names. 
It appears from the testill)ony, that some excitement was produced in the 
congregation on this subject. Several public meetings were held, and 
much effort made to overrule. Mr. Lindsay's objections to l\'.lr. Cha!llber
lain; but without success, The dispute ended in Mr. c•~. refusing to ac
cept the invitation_. 

5. In the winter 1830, the Rev. George C. Wood accepted an invitation 
for a year; at the expiration of which, the session did not renew the invita
tion. A strong desire was manifested ho\fever, by a considerable major
ity of bot}) church and congregation, to retain Mr. Wood another year-. 
This was qrmly opposed by two Elders, (Lindsay and Watson,) and four
teen other members; who in a wri•ten protest gave as their reasons for 
opposing the wishes of the majority, that "although we entertain a high re
gard for Mr. Wood as a Christian brother, and esteem him as a useful and 
good citizen, we nevertheless feel he is not calculated to do as much good 
in a pl~!) like St. Chat;les as some other person might be. We do not 
wis4 to )Jit our sympathies and partialities blind our judgments and lead 
us to forget that in choosing a Pastor it is our duty rather lo consider who 
will be rµost likely 'to turn many to righteousness,' than to consult our own 
predilections in favor ot any individual whatever." 

This opposition produced some excited feeling in the church and congre
gation for a short time ; but it Wal! soon calmed, aqd peace and harmony 
restored, by the prudent course pursued by Mr. Wood. lie ko~w that it 
was his duty to retire, and not seek to entu a church, the door of which 
was closed against him by its sworn guardians; for although the popular 
clamor demanded admittance fer him, he resisted th!') flattering solicitation; 
beinir well aware, that it was the duty of a Presbyterian Minister to re
buke, and not to encourage confusion in the church, Mr. Wood left St. 
Charles with the esteem of all; by .none was he more esteemed than those 
who had, in duty, as they belived1 declined to offer him a second invitation. 
He is Row occupyiqg a 11tation for which his talent11 and habits are suita-

. ..(~ hie, and hi~ lab~ ·are believed to be-attended with much success in his 
I ,..--,, .lf.r,f' • . . -. .. . ~=~. ~ 

6, After Mr. Wood, came Mr. Hall and Mr. Nichoi,-1, in succession; 
each of whom ministered to the church and congregation by invitation, a 
year; the last term expiring in the foll of 1834. Nothing occurred during 
either of their ministrations, tha.t need be noticed in thi~ sketch. They 
hot,4 left the church in peace, apd with the esteem of most of its members . 



PJ 
CfB.PTER H-Tlic Rev. F. R . Gray invit-cd. 

1. In October,·1834, the Synod of Missouri held its annual seseio? _ii, 
St, Charles, and was attended throughout, by a.n unusual number of nums
ters. The church of St. Charles, then consisti.!lg of near about seventy 
members, including four Elders and thrc;e Deacons: had not yet obta.ined 
a minister in place of Mr. Nicholas: ana the session was making anxious 
enquiries for a suitable person. The occasion, (so many minis~ers being· 
-present,) was deemed propitious , The rn~mbers,. and congregat10n _gener
ally, had become very desirous of settlmg a Pastor; and as 1t was 
Jmown that several of the ministers then at St, Charles, were not per-. 
manently located, and were at liberty to accept a cal!, the wish became 

• general, and was frequently expressed, that proper measures should be 
promptly used, to effect that object. Mr, Cham.berlain, Mr. Gray, and 
Mr. Brown, were frequently mentioned as fit persons to invite. Mr. Cham
berlain was not a stranger in St. Charles. • On a former occasion (See 
Ch. I. Q 4.) hi! friends had failed to obtain admission for him, and it 
was known that the same, and even greater opposition still existed against 
him. It was therefore deemed altogether unwise and impolitic to hazard 
the interruption of the harmony and good feeling that then so happily 
prevailed in the church and congregation, by making any serious proposal 
to invite Mr. C.; thi~ was the more readily conceded on the part of Mr, 
C's- particular friends, becnuse it was found that ther~ was an almost per
fect unity of sentiment in favor of another. 

2. AU could unite with entire cordiality, in an invitation to the Re v .. F. 
Ii, Gray; at least it was satisfactorily ascertained, that there. were very 
few, if any, of the church, who would not very readily waive any predi
lections they might have for another; and for the sake of harmony join in 
support of Mr: Gray. 

Such was the prevailing sentiment, when the Synod adjourned; and. a 
general meeting ·was appointed to be held on the 2d day of November, to 
consummate the united wish of the session, members, and congregation,. to 
call Mr. Gray. 

3. The meeting took place according to appointment, and was very well 
attended: Aft~r. some desultory enquiries as to the pfobabilit)'.' of Mr, 
Gray bemg willing to come to St. Charles, (of which some doubts had 
been suggested,) the meetin.,., on motion • !'Resolved that the session be 
requested to invite the Rev,°F. R . Gray 'to be Pastor of this church."-. 
But before the question was put on this resolution, it was moved to amend, 
so as to ask the session to invite "Mr. Gray, or sorne other Minister."..., 
Many present believed at the time, that the mover of this arnepdmen!,. 
(who_was not a church member,) had it in view to nominate Ml', Cham. 
berlam: and such he has since declared to have been his intention. His 

• motion.was not eritertained by the meeting, but instantly rejected. The 
reaol~t~on as first moved, was then. adopted nem. con. Not a breath of 
oppos1tion to Mr, Gray was publicly manifested at this rpeeting. No oth
er person was nominated or named. In truth the single purpose for which 
the _meeting wa.s appointed, was to 11,dopt the preliminary formalities for 
calhng Mr. Gray, 

4. As it was known that Mr, Gray's engagements at Columbia would 
prevent his coming to St. Charles before the ensuing- Ma?, even if he 
should accept·this invitation; a resolution was adopted to authorise and 
r~quest the session, to procure some other minister until that time, expres
llmg the wis~ that Mr. Brown might be procured, or if the ~ession failed in 
that, to obtam _the ?ccasional services of Mr. Lovejoy. Subscriptions were 
then made, quite liberal , to sustain those resolutions, and there wos no rea, 



liv, to dou bt, that n:iry ample proi-i, ion would readily be made in due seasot1. 
5 . The whole proceedings of this meeting, were conducted with perfect 

harmony, and wi th a spiri t that evinced an earnest deoire that its object 
might be accomplished. For though some doubts were entertained and 
expres!ed, as to the re5ult of the invitation to Mr. Gray, there were none 
as to the expediency of the application, and its happy effects if successful; 
And a most rea~onable cxpect'ltion seenied to be indulged by all; that as 
the lit tle jars that had previously occurred in the church and congregation, 
were all now entirely quieted. The blessed spirit of peace and concord, 
was .about to exe rcise its benign influence over our community with un
wonted po,rnr and effoct: Atid the prospect of much future prosperity in 
the church, was indeed highly encouraging, and very cheering to the 
hearts of all those, who felt warmly interested in the Christian cause. 

But alas ! how bitterly h1Ye these expectations and hope~, been disap 0 

pointed and des troyed. 

CHAPTER III.-A necessary cligression. JIIr . Thomas L-indsay1 Sen . 
Ruling Elder. 

, 1. Thie venerated servant of the cirnrch, occupies so conspicuous a place' 
in its history, and has beeq so .frequently mentioned in connection with 
the unfortunate contention that has arisen since the invitation of Mr. Gray 1 
that it is due to him, as well as to tbe subject in hand; that the reader 
should know l!Omething more about him; or; to speak more properly; that 
those concerned in the "strife and distu rbance" about to be detailed, should 
be reminded of the nature of his connection with this church; of his high 
obligations to preserve its Presbyterian character, and of theirs to co:ope_. 
rate with him in all hill legitimate endeavors to that end. This appears to 
be the more necessary; because a grea,t deal 'of the blame of "disturbing 
the peace of the church of St. Charle~," has been imputed to Mr. Lindsay. 

2. It appears from the recorded tes timony, referred to in the introduction, 
that Mr. Lindsay is by some thought to be too rigid-by others not enough 
so. By one, exceedingly intolernnt ; by ano1her, much the reverse. It is 
complained of him by some, that he is too fond of exerting his pow.er as a. 
ruling Elder; by others, that he is very remiss in this particular....:..by some 
that he acts too little, and by the same, that he acts too much. These con
tradictory complaints. are found throughout the testimony introdu'c.ed by 
Mr.- Chamberlain , Nearly all the same witnesse~ agree however, in tes
t~fying that Mr. Lindsay posseses a most thorough knowledge of; and ex-· 
perience in church matteri,, and the most exemplary piety-that he is es · 
!eemed as "the F ather of the church of S t. Charles;" and has always man-· 
!fested great devotedness to its spiritual welfore; and all agree in accord . 
mg to him perfect integrity of purpose in all things. 

3. The chief object of so much testimony concerning Mr. Lind~ay, ap• 
pears to have been, to prove hrs inflexible adherence to his own views, as 
t~ essential church interests; even when opposed by considerable majori
t1~s; and the great complaint seems to have been, that in such cases, his 
VI • ~ave generally prevailed. To bre·ak down thj11 influence, which it 
~a~ 1m1d ~hat -Mr. Lindsay had too long held over 'this church, especially 
m_ its choice ofa minister; was a favorite object in the early part ofl835, 
~~th a f~w individuals who had then but recently become members; and 
it ts believe? that the strenuous efforts to effect that object have, more 
than any thm2 else, produced the strife and di,-turbance, that have so 



)-§2-
greatly injured this church, and blighted the fair prospects it had in view 
at the close of the year 1834. 

4. Whether the ~ge, experience, long residence, big~ c~ristian cha~ac• 
ter and acknowledged faithfulness as one of the constitutional guardians 
of the- church of St. Charles, entitle Mr. Lindsay to · the confidence and 
dejert'IU'fe..of the junior and newly admitted memb~rs, especially m tl~e 
elec • ff_B Pastor: all those concerned must decide for themselves, m 
th• -God and their consciences. The suggestion will naturally 

• every candid mind, how much more safely the inexp_erienced way 0 

y submit to the guidance of long known and long tned friends and 
, than to strangers. . 

t. Lindsay is well and extensively known, as a learned, experienced; 
old~ devQted christian. His views and opinions on church matters, 
and the interests of religion, are certainly entitled to much respect. Ifhe 
is fimumd inflexible in adherence to his deliberate convictiom of duty as 
a ruling Elder; never swen·ing to the right hand or to the left, to secure 
any man's favor, or to avert any man's frown; it is very well known, that 
ia Wordinary intercourse with mankind, he possesBes much of •he "milk 
of~ kindness." 
~ ~h there is no evidence of a deliberate design to injure this 

tn~·a:rc.h of our little church, except as stated in Q 3, yet it can
~teodency of the effort to destroy his official influ

' tkat effort may have been in itself, has been to 
ess in some degree, and in a far greater measure to in

e Holy cause to which he has been so long and faithfully devoted. 
lort, though it may have been intended for good; being essentially 

an irregular procedure, has without doubt, produced confusion; the natur
al concomitants of which, are etrife and disturbance. What follows of this 
narrative, will serve to set forth more in detail, the progress of the mis
chief' alh1ded to; and peradventure its authors and fomenters may also be 
discovered, and presented to the reader. 

crt Clutmberlai'I!. comes to St. Charles. Tlie clistur~ 
bancc begiu.$. 

I. ~r. Chambei-lain came to St. Charles early in January, 1835, on his 
w~y, ll was said, to Memphis, in Tennessee. He preached in the Meth
odist ~~ape! on Sunday the 4th day of that month, and on the same day a 
propos1t1on was circulated to engage him as a temporary supply, under 
thrse~d-~olution of the meeting of the 2d November, (see Chap. II. Q 
4_.}-rfbemg understood that Mr. Brown could not come, nod there was but 
little expe~tation of getting Mr. Lovejoy. The proposal to invite Mr. 
Chamberlam to preach about six weeks, was favorably received by many; 
probably the greater number of thoae who heard it. He wa~ desired by 
some of the Elders, Mr. Lindsay not concurring, to remain and preach the 
Rea:t Sa?bath, which he agreed to do. T~is request was made in compli
an~e With the wish of some half dozen members of the church. Mean
w~il~ there ~vas considerable effort made by a few of Mr. Chamberlain's 
pa~icular friends, to induce a general concurrence in the proposition al
rea Y spoken of, to invite Mr. C. to stay and preach six weeks; and it was 
und~rstood that the subject would be submitted to the congregation Gn the 
c~ming Sabbath. Previous to the arrival of that _day, the rumor had gone f road1 that Mr. Chamberlain would not consent to remain six weeks, un
CRS there was a probability of his being invi ted for a yaar, or as the sat-



lied Pa!tor, al the expiration of the six weeks; and th11 report. wa~ by 
many believed. In fact, it was by most persons considered, that it was by 
no means the ultimate object ol 1\1,. C's. friends to invite him here for six 
weeks only. 

2. It will, no doubt, strike every candid reader, that it was manifestly 
indelicate, not to say improper, to think of presenting to any one an invi
tation for a permanent location, or even for six months; before any defi
nite ans,,er had been received from Mr. Gray: especially ns the contem 
plated movement in favor of Mr. Chamberlain, was not predicated on the 
contingency of Mr. Gray's refusal. Under such circumstances, it would 
r;eem perfectly reasonable to expect opposition from the session to the pro• 
posed measure, even though there had been no other objections to Mr. C. 

3. On the appointed, Sabbath, (11th January,) the congregation at
tended Mr. Chamberlain's preaching. The so much talked of election had no 
small influence in drawing many there. The sermon was appropriate to 
the occasion..; having for its leading object, to caution the hearers; and 
especially such as were to take part in the election, again~t the influence 
of prejudice. The subject of the proposed election was unexpectedly post
poned 'till afternoon; when there were much fewer of the people assem
bled. After the iermon , "the congregation was called, and Hugh H. '\-Vard
!aw was called to the chair. On motion it wa■ resolved that the 3ession 
be instrncted to secure tht, services of Mr. Chamberlain, for at least five 
or six weeks." • 

4. The above resolution was opposed: but it passed by a small majori
ty; several persons voting on both sides, who- were not entitled to vote.
Only about tw.enty-six members of the church were present; of whom it 
is believed 14 voted in the affirmative. lVI.r. Chamberlain accepted the 
above invitation, which was announced to him on the day following by 
two of the Elders, Messrs. Lindsay and Watson, refusing to participate 
in the meaaure. 

5. It will be ;een that the invitation for six weeks, which Mr. Chamber
lain signified his acceptance of, on the 15th of January; wae sanctioned 
by the votes of aboutfourteen members and two Elders of the church, and 
opposed by about fourteen other members, including the hrn senior Elders. 
And it ought to he borne in mind, that the church of St Charles then 
numberedfi.fty-n·ine white, and eleven coloured members. 

6. In about two weeks after Mr. Chamberlain had thus identified him
r;elf with tkis procedure ; another project was set on foot by some of his 
friends; the avowed object of which, was to establish him as Pastor ofthi!! 
church. With this view a petition was addressed to the session, request
ing "to convene the congregation on the third Sabbath in February for the 
purpose of holding an election in favor of Rev. H. Chamberlain as Pastor 
of this church." 

~,. It appears that Mr. Alex. B. Campbell, one of the elders, used much 
exertion to procure signatures to this petition; resorting to certain expedi
ents which, to 11ay the least of them, were disengenuous and unfair.
And it also appears that Mr. Chamberlain himself exerted an influence 
not strictly justifiable, in the premises. The result of all this effort, was 
fifty-six ■ubscribers in all; thirty-t!ti·ee of whom were church members, 
only twent;1J-.ftve of the latter number were, it is believed, members of this 
church. So that twenty-five of the fifty-nine white members of the church 
of St. Charles, including one elder, with thirty-one others, not members, 
constituted the true force of the petition. A force that seems to have been 
quite respectable. The petition itself, was in its language, decorous and 
respectful. 

8. As might have been reasonably expected; this attempt to introduce 
Mr. Chamberlttin into the church as its Pastor, created no little agitation 



in its bosom· and quickly excited much unpleae1mt feeling throughout its 
bounds. M;. C. was warned by two of the Elders, Lindsay and Watson~ 
that he could not enter'through the session; that many members were de
cidedly opposed to him; thnt if he persiuted he would cause much strife 
and trouble, and destroy the peace of the church; and finally advised him 
to desist, and lenve the place. At first it wa!' hoped that Mr. C. would 
pursue this course; as he had on several occasions, whilst these agitations 
were commencing, declared himself to be "too g ood a Pi·esbytei·ian to en
ter tlie church except through the- door of the session." But he seems to 
have been influenced subsequently, by other considerations; for on one 
occasion, when the invitation to Mr. Gray and pledge of the church to 
support him, was mentioned to Mr. C. as a reason why he ought not to 
expect any thing like a cordial reception and support; he replied, that he 
had been told that if he would remain, a good salary would be made up 
for him, and no more be said about Mr. Gray. 

9. The ses8ion could not in good faith comply with the request of the 
petitioners; because they were in actual negotiation with Mr. Gray, in 
obediencs to tho ummimous resolution of the November meeting; and had 
reason to hope for hi~ acceptance. Besides, the whole proceeding wa11 
considered as rather di~orderly, and entirely uncalled for by the actual 
condition of the church; and it was deemed utterly hopeless ever to unite 
the church under Mr. Chamberlain; and little less than 11. wanton act of 
discourtesy towards Mr. Gray; and of ruin to our peace, to attempt it. 

10. For these reasons, the session declined calling the meeting requested 
in the pet!tion; three of the four elders concurring. The other elder, 
Campbell, took it upon himself, however, to appoint the meeting, a!! iii 
compliance with the petition, and invited Rev. Mr. Potts, ofSt. Louis, to 
assist as Moderator. The day came, 22d February, and the meeting took 

• place as notified. Rev . Mr. Potts having declined being present, Mr. Cay
ce was invited to the chair, and B. R. Wardlaw acted as Secretary. The 
object of the meeting having been announced by the Chairman "to elect 
Rev. H. Chamberlain Pastor," &c., Mr. Thomas Lindsay, Sen., present• 
ed a protest signed by him'self, Mr. Black, and Mr. Watson, Elders, and 
Mr . . Copes and Mr. Jordan, Deacons, remonstrating against the pro
c_eedmg as tending to destroy the peace of the church, being "in opposi
tion to the known wishes of the undersigned, ,,.,ho are sworn guardians 
nnd J!rotectors of the spiritual and temporal interests, order and wlilll being 
of said church; and also in opposition to the opinion and wishes of twenty, 
or more, of its members. We also enter our protest·against the means al
ready resorted to, to procure the names of members to a subscription for 
the purposes aforesaid, and against all means that are decided upon 
or may be decided upon by a part of the members, to force Mr. 
Ch?-illberlain into the Presbyterian church of St. Charles, contrary,as we 
believe to the peace and union of this church," 

11. The protest of the session produced some warm discussion; but the 
objec!ions were overruled by a majority of voices; and when the main 
question was put, (the record says) "Mr. Chamberlain was unanimously 
chosen Pastor of this church fot· one year, so f ar as any voice was e:rpres
s~d." Although there were several present who warmly supported the 
views of the session, and tried to dissuade the conductors of the meeting 
f~om their purpose ; they decliaed any further participation in the procee
dmgs. When the final vote was put, there was no negative voice heard. 
Several persons voted, who were not members of any church: and some 
~hurch !11embers voted, who were not of tliis church. I t is believed to be 
impracticable now, to ascertain wi th exact certainty, how many rnernhern 
prope1· were pre~ent on that occasion, or ho1Y man~, of those who u•crc 



v.9 
there voted for .Mr. Ch11ruberlain. The wi tnesses diffe r widely as to this 
fact. Some think Mr. C. had a large majority cf the church: other8 be
lieve he had not the majority. Mr. Emmons supposes then~ was a large 
majority, tho' he says "the number of votes for Mr. C. was not counted." 
This supposition is not at all concurred in by Mr. Alex. B. Cambpell, who 
from the active and prominent part he is known to have borne in the 
wlaole affair from first to last, may justly be considered the most intelli
gent witness. H e testifies that he does not think a majority of all the 
members voted, though he knows there was a majority present ; and he 
says further, that he thinks all those who signed the petition did not vote 
for Mr. C.; that one or two of them did not lte thinks. Allowing Mr. 
Campbell's testimony on this point, to be pretty well founded, it would 
l!leem that about twenty-four members proper voted for Mr. Chamberlain . 
Which number is less by six, than a majority of all the white members be
longing to the church of St. Charles at that time. There appears to be 
yet better ground for the belief, that of those who voted on that occasion 
for Mr. C., not over twenty-two were members ot this church. After much 
enquiry, the writer is of the opinion that this is the nearest approxima
tion to the the truth of the matter, ever to be reasonably expected. 
. 12. It is proper here to statl'l , that Mr. Chamberlain was absent from St. 
Charles when the election took place; having shortly before gone up to 
Franklin. 

Meanwhile, the session was in correspondence with Mr. Gray. In one 
of their letters to him, they urged him to accept the invitation of the church, 
and expressed much apprehension that if he did not, Mr. Chamberlain 
would probably settle in St. Charl1.1s; and if he did, the peace of the church 
would be entirely des troyed. Mr. B. R, Wardlaw, who was the bearer of 
this letter, "substantiated its contents to some considerable extent," as 
Mr. Gray te:stifies ; and whe~ Mr. Wardlaw returned to St. Charles, he 
expressed the opinion, that Mr. Gray would accept the iqvitation. On tho 
18 th February, ,Mr. Gray wrote to the 1ession that he had nol yet decided 
whether to accept or not, but soon would , 

CHAPTER V-JJfr. Chamberlain and 1lfr. Gray.-New Elders.~1l f ,,. 
Cltarnberlain accepts, <YC, 

I , Such was the condition of these affairs when Mr. Chamberlain went 
up to Fmnklin. Soon after his arrival at that place, he had an interview 
with Mr. Gray at the tavern where Mr. C. boarded. Mr, Chamberlain m , 
traduced conversation by asking Mr. G. if he had heard that he, Mr. C. 
had been supplanting him at St. Charles? which led to a long conversa
tion between them; in the course of which, Mr. Chamberlain told Mr. 
Gray, that there was oppo•ition made when his, Mr. Gray's name was put 
in nomination at the St. Charles meeting, in November, 1834. That to 
him, Mr. C., there were but tltree opposed in fact, in sentiment; but 
t hat there were ten others, who under the influence of those three would 
act against him. That if he, Gray, or any other rninieter could unite that 
people, he, Mr. G., would say go, with all his heart. That if he, Mr. G., 
went to St. Charles on the invitation authorised by" the November meet
ing, there would be opposition to him the same as there would to him, Mr. 
G., or any one else. That he felt 1t to be his duty to apprise Mr. Gray of 
the state of things in St. Charles, in case he should have any thought of 
going there. 



2. Jt is not unreasonable to suppose tlmt such rcnnrks us thew, c:nniB?' 
from a brother minister fre sh from the ficl<l of which he draws so forlm.1-
ding 11 pictur(;), should havo conside~..1blo infbcncc on the m_i.ud (1fa)'ou1;g 
minister whose great 1epu!!nancc to an atmosphere of Btrne and msturu
ance was well known. Wt~cther they were intended to deter 1\11. ~-ray 
from accepting the invitation to St. ~harles, or actually did deter hun, 1,s 
not clcarlv in evidence. It is certam however, that -he soon afterwards 
determineil not to accept the invitation; and it is aim certain, that Mr. 
Chamberlain was entirely mistaken as to every nnt.l'rictl fact touching 
"the state of thin<Ts in St. Charles," as stated in his conversation with Mr. 
Gray, in the la$t paragrap~. T~ue it is, tht~t Mr.~- had li~t recently left 
the church and conrrrcgat1011 of St. Chades m no li ttle ccnfu~1on ; but tho 
proof is perfectly cl~ar, that it WM produced by his own unnc_countable 
conduct in o.llowing himself to be a candidate for the pastoral 01I1cc, know
ing, as he certainly must, th~tt Mr. Gray ha<l been prer:;iously invite} to 
the same office by the united voice of session, church and cong,egat10n; 
und that he had not yet, (even,at the time of Mr. C's. interview with him 
at Franklin,) communicated to the session his final an5wer, w!lether he 
would accept or not. Mr. C. surely must have known, early in Jamrnry, 
that thern was a very great and decided opposition to him at St. Charlt~s; 
and before he went up to Franklin, in February, he must have been per-

• factly well aware, that three of the four elders, two of the deacons and at 
least twenty of the membors of the church bcsidcR, were irreconc_i!ea.bly 
opposed to him, And it is the natural inference from these facts, th:1t 11r. 
Chamberlain's withdrawal from a place where his presence produced so 
much strife, was his reasonable and plain course: leaving "the state of 
things in St. Charles" as he found them, in a perfect unity of sentiment 
towards Mr. Gray, who was undoubtedly the minister most likely, under 
God, to build tip this church in union and chri~tian fellowship. ThoHe 
who may have rnisled Mr. 0, into• the palpable error and unfortunate 
course that he adopted, have had abundant cause to mourn over the effects 
of thei1· ill judged advice; although some of them may not even yet, be • 
convinced of their own mistaken views. 

3. Although Mr. Chamberlain manifested so much ,olicitude lest M:-. 
Gray should ba misled by what the session had assured him was the unan
imous wish of the church and congregation, as expressed at the meeting in 
November, (see Chap. II.) and find himself amidst strife and confu~ion if 
ke went to St. Charles, without any reasonable hope that he would be able 
"to unite that people;" it appears that he himself determined, about that 
time, to make the essay. On the morning of the 7th March, he received 
(ina letter from Mr. A. B. Campbell of the 2d.) an acountof the proceed
ings of the meeting of22d February, and on the same day wrote to Mr. 
Campbell, authorising him to give 17ubl-ic notice, that be would "visit the 
church of St. Charles again in a few week~, for the purporc, as he te lls 
Mr. C., of "preaching the Gospel of :Peace," and of justifying ltimself. 

4. The record goes on to say (in connection with the meeting in Febru
ary) "accordingly, on the 17th day of April, Mr. Chamberlain arrived, 
and on Sabbath the 25th of April, at the request of Mr Campbell, 
only acting elder, a meeting ot the church was called, after the morning 
service; and on motion, Rev, H. Cb&mberlain was called to the chair, and 
B.. R: Warctlnw appointed Secretary, The two following resolutions were 
u~ammously adopted:-"Whereas, three members of the existing session of 
this church, have refused to act when petitioned by a majori ty of the 
church and congregation, Therefore, resolved; that it is expedient to 
call a public meeting, for the purpose of electing one or more ruling el
ders of this church. Resolved, that public notice be giv en, that such a 
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tile rnorn:rw se rvice, and 1t genend a ttendance be requested." 
Althougl/ it is tl1 us set for th, (the record is exactly and fully q~o

tt:d,) tha t tl i-~se resolutions ~·ere wwnirnomly adot1ted at a meeting 
of the church, convened nfter the morning service, at the request of 
l\1r. Campbell, unly ~1,cting eld er; at which meeting,.Rcv. II. Cham
berlain prc~ided; and although the actu,d proceechngs of the mee
tin g are, no doubt, correct:y given as above ~opied from the report 
of :Mr. 'Wardlaw; Jet it i5 obvio~;:!y proper, l1l order to correct any 
crroncoug impre&s~ns that the lu.Hgu.oge of the record may pre.duce, 
;;12 to the true character of the meeting, to add a few words of cx
plann.tion. The writer has no id ea that any deception was actually 
i ntendcd; but i, very clearly of 01iinion tlmt the construction of the 
document in question, is such as might lead many into error on a 
very important point in this history, and this opinion is sustained 
hy the fact, that in about two , reeks after the adoption of the reso
lutions, l\fr. Chamberlain r.nd his little party did u:idisguisedly as
sume to he the "Presbyterian church of St. Charles:" which assump
tion, whether designed or not, is ,·cry plainly to be inf erred from tl:e 
record of the little meeting on the 26th April ; ~o that without this 
explanation, those not apprised of the real fac t!, might most natur
ally fall into the mistake that the resolutions to elect o:1e or more 
new elde1'S, were the off.5priK g 01· a g m eral meeting of the church; 
when in truth they were sanctioned by only a few members, who 
had been persuaded to withdraw themselves from the session, and 
to support Mr. Chamberlain, contrary to their advice and earnest 
remonstrances. This meeting of ••the church" consisted of less than 
a thi-rd part of its members, and among the absenteii were three of 
the four elders, and two of the three deacons; and those who 1uscnt
cd to the resolutions, a!! well as those who proposed them, knew 
that they were acting contrary to the wishes of the session, and a 
large number btsides, of their fello w members. The allegations, 
that Mr. Campbell wa11 then the only acting elder of the church, 
a nd that .!'three members of the existing session" had "refused to 
act when petitioned by a majority of the church and con gregation," 
are also very far from being correct. Mes~rs.jLindsay, '\Vatson and 
Black, were still acting eldern as well a! Mr. Campbell. Nor had 
they refused to act when petitioned by a majority, &c. For though 
no such petition was ever presented io them, (so they aver,) yet the 
record, as certified by Mr. V{ardl a.w, shows that they did act in re
lation to the very petition referred to. (See Cha. IV. § 10.) It is 
indeed true thai their action was in oppo6ition to the views of the 
petitioners, for reasons which they considered good and sufficient 
in the premises; and which their duty as the sworn guardians of 
the c~urch_ fo_rbade them to disregard; so they declare. If they 
erred m this; 1fthey were bound by the sacred obligations of their 
office, to do the_ specific bi'dding of a portion, even of any portion of 
the fl~ck of the1r charge, contrary to their own solemn convictions 
of their duty; e':'en then the refuaal to act, could not subject them 
under the law o( the church, to the c!lnsure of such a tribunal as 
the "meeting of the church'' on the :.?7th of April_' appe~rs to ha,·e 
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I ' t· 1 l '· ·" ~ I'·•cq'- ••1·c 1·v· of ~u been. n suca cas,'.! ney wc:rc amcnau c ,o ~th., , --UJ, • ~.-

Charles only. • . 
5. The 8ystematic exertions of Mr. Alexan der B. Carnp!:Jcll, and 

other active friends of Mr. Chamberlain, to settle him as Pastor at 
St. Charles· and the evident desire of that individual to meet their 
views appdar to hair<! been crreatly embarr;med by the invitation 
previ~usly given to Mr. Gra)~ and lhe decided opposition of t~e • 
Session. ,vhen the first of these obstacles was removed, there still 
remained the other in full force. Mr. Chamberlain had , ~o often 
declared his" sound Presbyterian" principks, which he -said v;ou!d 
prevent bis attempting to en ter tbjs church except through the do?r 
of the Session, that on hi~ ~rrival: at S~. Cbarl~s on t~e l~lh Apr~!, 
from Franklin, (after h1~ 1hterncw wrth Mr. Gray) Im friend s ~till 
found it impracticable to in trodur.e him, consistently with his well 
known scruples. The door was closed, and thc~e wh~ alone co~l<l 
open it, persisted in refusing him admittance. In this perplexing 
emergency, Mr. Alex. B. Cambpcll, as he testifies himself, conceived 
"the scheme of electing new ,El<lers," and immedi,ltely communica
ted it to " several members," telling them " that if they were de
~nep to persevere in maintaining their rights, they must elect 

l<> assist bim,that he could not stand alone." This " scheme" 
• U proper to say, .Mr. Campbell claims as wholly his own device, 
~ it docs n&t appear that any of those who assisted in its accom
plishment, were ever <lispos~d to que~tion his right thereto. In 
justice to l'vir. Campbell it should also be stated, that he denies it 
to have been the particu.lar object of his " ~cheme" to open a door 
for the reception of Mr. Chamberlain, though he admits, that it was 
designed for thut among other objects. Having been revealed to 
the " several members," proper measures were taken on the next 
Sabbath, 26th April, to carry it into effect, a! has been related in 
~4. There is •. no evidence that Mr. Chamberlain countenanced or 
approTed of these proceedin gs, except his participation in them as 
chairman of the "meeting of the church." If he had disappro-ved of 
them, however, it seems reasonable enough to conclude, that the 
influence of his expressed dissent would have suprresmcd the.'scheme' 
even in its first conception. 

G. Between the 26th April and the 10th May, the day appointed 
for the election of new elders, much disMtisfaction wa5 openly man
~fested, not only in" the church'' proper, but among those who had 
Joined Mr. Chamberlain. To many of the latter" the scheme" was 
very objectionab le. It seemed to he carrying opposition to these$
sion beyond all proper l)otmtls-much farther than they had ever 
thought of proceeding. They no'\'f discovered that the creation of 
a n ew session to act independently of the old existing session, Wai 
the main object of Mr. Campbell's " scheme," and that through this , 
new door Mr. Chamberlain ,vas to be- introduced into the church as 
l1

aslor, regardless of all opposition on the part of the session prop
er? and those who were still nnited unc!er their rightful guardian
•~1P· The proposed measure was warmly remonstrated against, a s
h~ghly di_sorderly and unlawful; but in vain. Mr. Campbell' and 
hu associates entertained difkrent views, and determined to perse
vere; earne!tly entr~ati ng their fotfomm to adhere to them through 
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the cr itica l em11,.gcucc, to which they now fotlnd themscll·es rccLiced.~ 
These en treaties-were iu several in2tauccs unavailing, and in some oth
er~, ,hey were wi th very great reiuctance complied with. Of conr~c they 
were adclre~se<l only to such as had. formerly been farnrnbly inclined to
wards l\Ir. Chamterlain; as the scheme was not deemed a very likely one 
to make pro<:cly le::. At Jm~st six cf Mr, Chamberlain's mlh.ircnts, a band
oned him at thii time, and rnvcrnl others refused to act in the approaching 
elec11on. With M:·. Chamberlain it appears to h,wc been highly desirable 
to obtain ce:·tain i11divid:1a!s to be of the new @ession, It is known that 
with one very worthy member, he used enrncst and oft-repeated persua
i,ious to get his consent to ~ervc as one of the new Elders; r.n<l that he 
co:ild on:y prernil over his g:'e.1t reluctance, by the assunmec that if he 
did not con~cnt, he, l.VIr. C. would be compelled to leave St. Charles. 

7. The reader is n·.:iw invi ted to the record, as certified by Mr. Wardlaw, 
con\mencing where the quotation in Q 4 concluded. It t.hus proceeds:
" And according!y on the 2d S :1bbath in May, a meeting of the church 
" was convened. Mr. Chamberlain being called to the chair, and B. R., 
'· W,trdlaw appointed Secretary. On the \·ote being taken, it was_ascertain
" ed that l'dr. P. Cayce, l\Ir. Spencer and B. R. Ward'aw were unanimous
" ly ch.:isen . The following resoluti:in wits also p,issed. Resolved, that 
"the .Rev. l\1r. Ghambodain be requested to proceed to the ordination of 
" the Elders elect immediately after the morning servicl!, Mr. Spcncer1s 
"ordination was po~tponed for a time, on account of his not having letter~ 
·• of dismission from the Jackso• l'illc church, Illinois. After an appropri
" ate sermon, .Me~sr~. C,1.yce and ·wardlaw were duly t'et apart to the of
" fice of Ruling Elder~, as directed in the form of Government, chapter 
" 13." This is the whole of Mr. Wardlaw's record of the proceedings of 
the appointed mee ting of" t.'w church" on the 10th day of .May. l<'rom 
other testimony it appears that there were but very few members of the 
church concerned in the election-the proceedings of the meeting were 
~!together unopposed at the time, by any one pre~ent; those who partic
ipated in the election of the three new elders, including the chairman, did 
not exceed twenty persons ; and of those some were not members of the 
cht1rch of St. Gharle~. On the very next day " the Session met at the 
" house of Hugh H. Wardlaw. Pl'~sent, A. B. Gampbell, Mr. Cayce and 
" n. R. W,irdlaw-opened with prayer-A written application was then 
"made to Mr. Gham!1erlain to become our stated Hupply for the ensuing 
"year, to which he returned an affirmative answer, and took his seat as 
moderator of the Session. Res0lved, that Mn. Rubara Eversole be re• 
"ceived to this church by letter from Boonville church-closed with pray
er." The" written application" here mentioned, was expressly predica
ted on the proceedings of the meeting of February 22d; and states, that 
three members of the Session and two of the Deacons, protested against 
the admission of Mr. Ghamberlain-the application is dated May 11th, 
183;'), nnd is signed, B. R. Wardlaw, A. Il. Gampbell, P. Cayce, who style 
themselves Ruling Elders of the church of St. Gharles. 

It will doubtless occur to the attentive readcrr and • produce surprise, 
how promptly Mr. Chamberlain availed himself 41f the new door that was 
in appearance thrown open to him, to enter the church: overlooking as it 
would seem, the very material fact, clearly disclos\:ld in the" written ap
plication," that the Se·3sion, even admitting Messrs. 'tayce and Wardlaw 
to be legitimate members, had not yet assented to his reception: there be
ing an equal division of the six Elders; 1tnd consequently a negative de
cision. The course that Mr. Chamberlain so promptly adopted on the 11th 
May, can only be accounted for rationally, on the supposition that he had 
cea~ed to regard MeEsrs. Lind~ay, Watson and Rlack as members of the 

. . 



1Hsioni and tb<tt the recent election of Messrs, f:a}ce; Spencer and 
Wardlaw as elders, supcrceded the old session, except Mr. Campbell, wl~o 
was not opposed tu him. The other newly chosen elder, J\1~. Spencer, 1t 
must be recollected, had not vet been ordained; in fact was still a mem• 
her of a church in Illinoi~, and was not qualified to act as an elder, eYen in 
accordance with Mr, Chamberlain's new construction of Presbyteria11 
law, until the 2{lih of September following, It is not intended to say 
here, that Mr. Chamberlain did considcr the three old .elders superceded 
by the election of the new ones; or that he t!ien considered them in any 
manner out of office-there is no positive evidence to that effect. But 
the conclusion is irresisti ble that if Mr. C. considered them in office on the 
11th May, 1835, he acted very inconsistently with his former views_ ot 
aound Presbyterianism, as expressed to seve.-al of the witncs~es, w~1ch 
forbade him to enter the church except through the door of the sPsswn; 
unless he conFidered his own vote as moderator of his new ses~ion, the le
gitimate and fit instrument wherewith to open that door. 

8. It is true, that subsequently to the 11th May, (to wit, on the 22d Oc
tober of the sallle year,) Mr. Chamberlain in his appeal to the General 
As!embly does assert that the three ciders, Linds<1:y, Watson and Black, 
by abandoning their fellow, Campbell, and opposing hi~, Mr, C's, entrance 
into the church, '·h::id broken themsclve~ off; and had thrown themselves out 
of the pale of the church," and that by thei1 act of protest at the meeting 
of22d .February, 1835, (see Chap. JV. Q 9, IO, 11,) "they did ·virtually 
thro~ themselves out of their official relation to the church, until they 
should be brought back by the strong arm of ecclesiastical law1 or with 
subdued feelings vtLluntarily return to act their part as their own scme of 
duty might dictate." Them are reasons that M r. Chamberlain thinks 
proper to as8ign in his appeal to the General Assembly why he "entered 
the only official door of the church, without stopping to enquire what had 
become of thoFe who had hroken themrn lves off," &c The strong Ian• 
guage in which the three "recusant" elders are rebuked by Mr. C .. , if not 
threatenc_d, us above quoted from his appeal, ahho' it was written after 
ho came mto ciffice and power through the "only door," &c.1 will probably 
appear to the candid· reader, rathe1· presumptuous; when informed, 
that by the previou~ decisions of Presby tery and Synod, (certainly entitled 
to some respect,) the official acts uf these same elder! were substan
tially sustained, and they recognised as the se!sion of the church 
of St, Ch_ules; whilst Mr. Chamberlain's " only o.fficial doo_r" wit's 
by those tribunal! declared no door at all, and M,. C. himself advised nnd 
requested to leave St. Chnrle~, inasmuch as the electicn of his new ciders 
was ._irregular and void" ;rnd his invitation lhro' them "irregular."
With the foll knowledge of t.hern decisions (altho' he had appealed from 
)hem to the General Assembly,) it was, to say the least ofit, ratherlqfiy 
in Mr. C, to pronounce a sort of excommunication against the recognised 
ses8ion; so far at least as the delibera te j udgment of him,elf and hfa 
new s~ssion, might go. The more th an half threat uf applying t.o those 
offend/ng elders "the strong arm of ecclesia stica l law" unl ess they return 
to their duty, is indeed indicative of a lofty, not to say proud spi rit, The . 
r~tur~ to duty, Mr. C. plainly give~ to understand, as It-is meaning, con• 
sist1 IIl recognising Mr. !Jampbell's "scheme," and associating with him 
and lhe newlv elected elders as "the sess'ion." And this submission of 
thr~e to _one, is thus deliberately proposed to be enforced, under the pe
culiar circumstances thut have been detailed; by those who are such 
■tre~uous _champians of the rights of majorities. Into such strange in
cons1~_tenc1es are even the best of men often tempted, by the inordin:i.te 
pursuit of a favorite scheme. Unfortunately for l\Ir-. Cho.mbl"rlain und hi:i 
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new ciders, they 11·ere forced upon tho e:ipedient of outlawing the three 
refractory members of the existing ses~ion, in order to avoid 1he palp'able 
$delic~cy of m 1king Mr. C. cast his own vote a~ m'.lde rator of the new 
1cssion, in fa\·or of his own admission, and that too by anticipation of the 
right to vote. 

CHAPTER VI.-Complaints, decisio11s ancl appeals- events up to Feb-
• •• • ruary, 1836. : 

• I. On 1he 2d of April, 1835, n memorial was addressed to the Presby• 
tery of St. Charles, signed by Thomc1s Lindsay, James H. Il!ack, nn'd S·. 
S. W,1tson, elders, and Thom•ts. P . Copes and· Elt, ha I-I Jordan, deacons', 
of the Presbyterian church of St. Charles; complaining ag:1inst Mr. Cham· 
bcrlain, that he was attemjHing ••to settle °''er this congregration as its 
Pasto_r, against th e wishes of a very large and respectable minority (if In· 

_deed 1t be a min ority ) of the private membe rs of said church, and i1s offi
cers. Mr. Clnmberlain was early admoni shed 1lnt there existed obsta• 
~les to his location ove,· 1his church that could not he overcome, :ind wus 
kindly and affect101nte ly, we be lieve in a truly christian spirit, entreated 
to desist from his purpo~e, not onl:v by priva1e christians in our own and 
olber churches, but by his brethren in the min\:;try." The mem )rial al
so states that "to nil 'the-se entrea rie~, motives and principle!- , urged rnri
ously upon his consideration, he (Mr. C.) has cho~en to remain denf."
.4nd it fort.her represents, " 1hat the harmony, peace, and christian nffee• 
tbn he retofore so happily existing in this church and amongst its mem
bers, has unfortunately for rnrne · time pas t; been materially inl e rr'upted 
and destroyed. That un unhappy excitement prevails to such an alarm• 
ing degree, as to tl1rnalen the vcrv e!\.istcnce of our church; itnd thnt our 
members nrc now divided ·in sent'iment to a very fearful ·exte'nt..'~ ' '·This 
<locu,nent. which is pretty long, attributes the disorders ·that had grown up 
in the church at St. Charle~, to Mr. Chamberlain's perseverance in trying 
to force himself on said ch1itch as its minister when so large a porti0n of 
its members nnd officers had slQ"nified to him such decided opp·osit,on.-

And again, on the 28th Aprii;· Messrs. Lindsay, Watson and Black nd
dressnd a not.her commun'ication to ·t.h e Presbytery complaining of the fur
ther proceedings of Mr. Chamberlain and his pariv, especially the intend-. 
ed election of new elders on the ~ecnnd Sabbath. in Mny. In this let
ter they sav th:1t 1he conduct of Mr. C. and his party has "ruined our pros
pects of getting Mr. Gray or any one else. The old and most efficient 
members Etand firm with the session, and never can receive Mr. Cham~ 
berlain as their Pastor-the, whole proceedings are of such a cha racter, as 
almost'to exceed belief-o,1r church is evidendy all broken to pieces, and 
a spirit infused which we fear will not be easily if ever healed. Mr. 
Ch·1mberla in and hil5 party have carried things too for we fear to s t<,p, 
and unles we can get i"peedy and efficient help· from·ybur hody the con,e• 
quences will he dreadful. Yon may have it to record, "tVe once liad a 
Presb;,;teri.an clturclt in l)·t. Charles ." The clwrc!t ii'nd the party act dis
tinctly-: Few, or none, who suppoft good orne·r, ·arid have stood firm by 
the res5ion, go to hear Mr. Chambe rlain. We ·were very unwilling to 
trouble the PJ"eshytery with o'ur gtievances, and dould hardly believe 1hat 
any minist1:H" of J e3us Chri~t, ali ve to his duty and the interests of our Redee• 
mer's Kingdom, co !IJ ever think of furcincr himself in upon u~ under 5uch 
circumstances; and we cannot think •hat 

0
the Presbytery will eve1 suffer 

.such breaches lo be committed with impunity within their bounds.' ' Such 
; . .. 

. ' 



is the nature of the complaint addressed by the ;;esRion of St. Charles 
ch·urcl'i, to ihe Presbytery of St. Charles; and on w Hieb they asked for"re-

JI~ 

lief and protection. • • • 
2. The Presbytery it appears was specially convene<l_by the m0?~rator, 

with the c:mcurrence of George C. W Jod an::I Cyr11s N tcholas, mm1ster!, 
and D.111id Clark and A. 0. Nc1sh, elders, for the pu1'j}ose of considering 
the case presented in the mem )rial and sundry documents from the elders 
of the church of St. Ch tries. Its mee ting took place at Green~eld Oil 

the 5th June, 1835. Rev. Divid Nelson, mode rator, Geo. C. Wood and 
S,m'I. C. MJCJnncl, ministers ; J Jsoph L·tfon, Th Jm 1s L inJsay, J ohn 
M'Afee and· James F. M-1han, elders. The mem· rial and d0cumertt11 
were 1·e1d, an-J tl10 'te~tim)ny of Messrs. Lindsay, Black and Copes ( wit
nessP.s present) was heard. and then the Presbytery adjourned t.o meet 
the ne'l:t day at 4 P M; Met accor<ling to adj Jnrnment, present as Oil 

yesterday. Il;-e\hren, Ge·orge Slaven and ·s. M. Grant; appeared and 
took their seats as members. • 'l'he Presbytery hav ing duly considered th~ 
case, passed the following acts declarnto,ry, and then adj ,rnrned. 

It was "Resolved, tint. members in 'foll confa1union vote fur their Pastors 
andofficera1 and th'lt such only receive the cerisui·es ot the church." "Thttt 
a respectable minority should never be coerced by the m~j orit.v, in any 
case, unless rea~on11 exist which are vital and insurmountable. We should 
consider a lhi.ld or a fourth part of a church, a respectable minority. Du
ring the prosecution of u call, the presiding minister, to prevent coercion 
ofmio:>rity, should interpose timely and earnest dissuasion. We should 
suppose that the spirit in the bosom of !he Emba~1rndor of Peace ,t'hich 
u~es dissuasion mus~ at the· same time prohihi't his acceptance of a call 
to a contested field. It seems to us that nothing sh~rt of actual incnrcer
atfon of body would detain a minister like Paul, on ' litig,i·ted grot!'nd. Per
secution from the world is to he sustained and disi·egarded; but conscien
tious opposition from God'e covenant people, is a vo,ice of a different tone. 
We hwe been unable to hear of the calling of any assembly, or the elec
tion of any officers which has bi:en done (,s seems to .us) in compliance 
with the Presbyterian rule, and in ~trict conformity to our disr,ipline.
That_thi~ Pre_!bytery do, in the fe:ir of God, earnestly request Mr. Cham
berlam. to r?ltre f:om the_ troubled region; and moreover, that they do not 
recogn11e his act 10 electrng new eldeff." 

3. On S:tbbath, June 14," says the record, "immediately after the morn
ing service, Mr. Ghambedain presented to the congregation of St. Charles, 
the act of the Presbytery of St. Charles, of June o, receiverl hy him June 
I 1. The session presented to the congregation an appeal from said act 
for theit consideration. Whereupon, it was resolved/' &c. 

It appeus th:it when Mr. Chamberlain presented the act of the Presby
tery to "the congregation of St. Charles" and when the iession presented 
an appeal from said act fvr their consideration. that Mr. C. commented 
larg(i)ly and s_ev·erely O'} the several decisions of that body, and the testi
~ony on _which they were founded; complaining· of inj ,1~tice and oppres
sion to himself and the chc1rch and congregation. That after he had 
r~nde an end of spe'lking, the cong.-eg1tion c;onsented to sundry resolu
tions qechrative of the general views presented by Mr. Ch:1mberlain in 
hi~ B~eech, es;,ecially the deterniin1tion "to adhere to, and maintain the 
prmc,P.les by which we were governed in the election of our present Pas• 
tor, a·nd the additional ofijcers of thi~ church;" and concluding thu~ :
"Therefor·e, resolved, th~ f ·we appeal, and authorise the officers of this 
~burch, Measrs. Cayce, Campbell and Wardlaw, a committee to prepare 
m due form, and forward in due time, an appeal to _the Synod of Miesou1·i.'' 
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4, "The congregation of St. Charles," present on this occ·asion, waa by 

no means nnme_;·ous, A considerable portion were mere lookers on, at
tracted by the n :>ve lty of the scene, and took no part wh~teve, in the pro
ceedingf . Ve ,y few, except ch u·ch membe,~, th lmght themsel ves entitled 
to intcdere in Mr. Ch 1m:ierlain's contr0ver.-y with lhe P;-csbyte1·y; an:! 
!everal of th Jse mcm '..e ·s who j Jin Jd in p:iss_ing the resJluti·•n <; we :e n:it 
entit led to vote u.s mJrn '.1e,s of the ch.1rch uf S t.. Ch.irle~. The scene ex
hibite.d, was of such a ch1r,1cter, as to strike m 1ny of the auditors with 
pain and surp rise; f,r thngh all the pr0cecdings were in themselveg or• 
de:·ly, th e-re existed a fee:ing of re? 1gnrnce, to sJmc extent, to the trans
action of suai busines.1 on 1he S1bb.1th d.1y-.1 d,iy which ~h:iuld ( 1s the 
writer hJm'.> ly cJn ::ei"es,) be wh )l!y ap?r,Jp ;-i1ted by every ministe, and 
congregation to the pre:iching an:! he'lfing the Gospel of Pe:1ce,. to the ut• 
tcr cxclusiun of secular busines~, and especi.1.lly such as might be expected 
to rouse the passions and f,ment strife and controversy anJJng professing 
Ch:iMti:ins. 
• 5. The appeal is dated tbe s:i.me <lav, (141h .Tune) and is ~igned "in bc

h·llf of the congreg,ition," by Alex:B. Campbell, P . Cayce and B. R. 
Wardlal\"; wh • style themselves "The ru ling ciders, and authorised re
present<ttives of a large irnd respectable m01j ority ot the chJrch of St. 
ChaJles." The document, which is of considerable length, is bdieved to 
have been drawn up by M~. Ch·unher:ain himself: it is certain th~t he 
bu recognised as his own, its reasoning and general tennr and design, in 

. a ~epar;ite note addressed by him, on the same day, to the Synod. .Every 
posifr:m assumerl by the P;-esbytery in their declaratory act, is controver
ted in this appe 1I. 'l'he act is e irnestly and solemnly com,)hined of as 
being "m)st 1_mj 11st and oppressive in its bearing on thiK society, and on 
the b.bor~ of a loved and cherished amhassadur of Christ," and as having 
for its design tJ inj ·Jre a minister of the Gospel _and hie supporters."
The appellants com,Jbin th 1t they were tried and condemned· on_ exparte 
testimJny, and th1t they wera n ·,t n itifie:l of the trial, und h1d no oppor
tunity of defence. Tint. the decision of the Presbyterv is "lounded in mi~
take and injustice," which they, t.he appellants could have proved, if they 
hid been allowe '.I a he1.ring. This appeal contains some very severe re• 
flecti :m~ up:m the sessiun or St. Ch·1rles, and thoFe who supjJOrt their nu
th:>rity; ch irging against t.'iem, tliat th '.mgh a minority, 1hey had fur sev
eral yeal'S im;)osed on them, the appellants, "an oppressive yoke," which 
they could bear n--i longe,-th,lt ti,ey had been guilty of misrcpresent11.
t10n, slande~ and forgery, and exercised 1.mwarrantahle power." 

S 1ch is M·. Ch tm 'Jer!ain's appe1I to th a Syn id. It is to be regretted 
exceedingly, t.h it such a pape1·, so chuged with angr,v vituperation and 
bitt.er rec :·im;n ttion, sho ild ever h:i.ve been s]),RC1loned b~• "au amba~sa
dor ofCh;•is,'' and submitted on the S.1.bbath d.1.y to his waiting congrega
tion fir their approval. Wh·i can f,r a mcJment doubt the deleterious in
fluence of such "preaching of the Gospel of P.eace,'' (see Chap. V. ~ 3.) in 

,a comm·rnity where the torch of discord and strite had been already 
thrown? 

6. The shted meeting of the Pre~bytery of St. Charles took place at 
Silem Gr,>ve, on the 9th day of O~tober, 1835. "In relation to the St. 
Ch1rleB diffic:1lties," the following is recorded :-"The Presbytery hi\Ving 
le'lrne<l with deep regret, th:it the difficulties in the church of SI. Charles 
still continue to exist, and with nrl prospect (as long as the present causes 
ot strife continue there) of being restored to peace; Resolved, ht. that the 
Rev. Hiram Chamberlain be, and is hereby required to cease his minis
tration, among that people. 2d. That the disaffected meml;iers of said _ 
church be affectionately recommended to return to the watch and care of 
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. the exi1ting 11ession. If they have any grievahces"they be advi~ed to 1tj>• 
ply to the constitutional autho_rity of the church for redres_s. . 3d. That the 
session be and are hereby directed to take such const1tut10nal steps as 
they may deem necessary to restore peace and order. to the church.-
4th. That the stated clerk furni-sh a copy of the resolut10ns to the elders 
of said church to be read to its members a! soon as practicable, in some 
public m~eting. Also, that he futnish Rav. H. Chamberlain with a copy 
ofthemt'' 

7. The Svnod of Missouri held , its annual session at Marion College 
~ the 15th to the 21st October 1835, inclusive. The appeal gf Mr. 
Ohantberlain and his elders; coming up for consideration, was "dismissed 
..- informal, and uncom,titutionally made," because the act of Presbytery 
appealed from was declarative and notjudicial, and therefore not an ap
pealable case. Bnt Mr, Chamberlain was allowed to present his whole 
case in another form, and then the subject was • folly enquired mto and 
judgment given, 

The reader should be apprised that Mr. Chamberlain's session had ap
pointed Mr, Alex. R Campbell their "delegate to Presbytery at Salem,'1 

aild that the appointment was not recognised by that body, and Mr. Camp
bell refused a seat. Whereupon Mr. Campbell complains to Synod, and 
ailrs 'iedreu, And also, that an appeal and complaint was laid before 
~ llr, Chamberlain against the act of Presbytery of the 9th OctoJ 
hiif(-e f (t,) sig~ed H. Chamberlain, A. B. Campbell, Wi}lliam SI!encer, 
~ter and rulmg elders of the church of St. Charles,' as1mmmg the 
federal reasons contained in the appeal of J nne 14th, together with others 
specified by them. 

8. The final judgment of synod on these several complaints, was not 
pronounced until after a patient and full investigation of the ·testimony 
laid before them. In addition to much documentary evidence, Mr. Cham
berlain introduced several witnesses who testified in person; and Mr. G. 
was heard at large, and at considerable length, in support of the several 
appe~ls and complaints. The parties consented to submit all the papers 
relating to the several complaints, to Synod for their decision without fur~ 
ther. Jem?-$ or debate. "The Synod the·n retired to consult and deliber~ 
ate ~ pr1~ate, previous to coming to a decision. After som(l time spent 
thus ID p~1vate, the Synod decided unanimously, that the complaints be 
not s~stamed. A committee, -consisting of Brethren, Brown, l\foAfee and 
Lovejoy, was appoited to prepare a minute to be spread upon the record:, 
of Synod concerning this decision. The committee reported, and their re
port was aci;:epted." 
. The ~ollowing extracts from the report, which is quite long and imp~es

e1ve, will be sufficient to afford the reade1· all the information needful, 
touc~ing Mr .. Chamberlain's persevering contest for supremacy, with the 
aess1?n o_f this church. "Synod emphatically declare, they have seen 
~oth!ng In all the proc~edings before them, that does in the least degree 
implicate the moral character or purity of motive ot - any individual con- • 
cerned. And they desire, especially and particularly to apply this remark 
to the ministerial character and standing of Brother Chamberlain-they 
•!e both unimpeached." The report ex11resses the opinion that a petition 
signed hr a majority of the members, was presented to the session, &c., 
an~ that 1_t the session had evidence that a majority of members had sign
ed it, !heir duty was, to have called the meeting requested; "and in case 
of their refusing, the remedy of the majority was in a complaint to Pres
bytery." "It is in evidence, that a meefa1g ot the church of St. Charles 
was called by an individual member of the session, without the concur
rence of the other three member~; at which meeting it \1111e r.rnolvod to 
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choose t11ree additional elders, which was subsequently done. Thie act 
Synod judge irregular and void, because the session does possess the pow
er of convening the church; whereas, in this case, while there were four 
acting elders, this meeting w11s called by one in opposition to the tkree, 
nnd it is in evidence, that a majority of the church did not vote for the ad
ditional ciders. It follows of fOUrse, that all the acts of these new elders, 
pu rporting to be the acts of the session of the church of St. Charles, in
cluding the procei.dings had in inviting Mr. Chamberlain, are irregular. 
J?inally, m view of all the circumstances of the case, Synod would most 
affectionately advise Brother Chamberlain to seek another field of labor 
than St. Charles ." "To the memben of the St. Charles church, of both 
parties, synod recommend forbearance, forgiveness, and earnest endeavors 
by mutual confessions and explanations, to come together again: and 
carefully avoid all recriminations; hereafter to live harmoniously, as 
Brethren having "One Lord, one Faith, one Baptism." 

Thus terminated Mr. Chamberlain's several complaints to the Synod.
That tribunal affirmed most unequivocally the judgment of Presbytery in 
annulling the election of Mr. C's. new elders, and all their acts; and unite 
with. the Presbytery in the opinion that he ought to seek some other field 
than St. Charles, which they affectionately advise him to do. 

9. But Mr. Chamberlain was influenced by other counsel. On the 
very next day he appealed from the judgment of the Synod to "the Gen
eral Assembly of the Presbyterian church, to be convened at Pittsburgh, 
in May, 1836,,-where hie appeal is yet pending. This paper is of very 
great length, and has appended to it the names of 11H. Chamberlain, A. 
B. Campbell, P. Cayce, B. R. Wardlaw, and Wm. Spencer," who entitle 
tbemselvea "minister, in the character of stated supply, and ruling elders 
in the church of St. Charles." The appellants complain of grievous op
pression under the judgment of Synod-that it deprives a minister of his 
people, and disrobes three ruling elders, duly and regularly elected and 
ordained. And they set forth their case with 'reason■ and arguments, 
many and various ; controverting every material position taken by Synod. 
A few only of the specifications contained in the appeal need be noticed 
in this sketch, and those only very briefly. 

10. Sixteen reasons are assigned by Mr. Chamberlain for his appeal to 
the General Assembly; in which he constantly assumes as fact, that he 
and his elders are the real and only represQntatives of the church, regu
larly and constitutionally appointed, and without opposition-that they 
are supported in these presentions by a "very large and respectable ma
jority"-that the old session and their adherents, are a small minority 
acting as a dissident party in the church, and in rebellious opposition to 
,Mr. G. and the church; producing 2trife and disturbance, by false state

en111, and tile array of negro slaves against them. And Mr. C. concludes 
telling the General Assembly that he cannot obey the judgment of 

. without yielding the rights of a large majority into the hantls of a 
ty and disrobing his new elders, which he declares ought not and 
be done, even to gratify his earnest desire !or peace, &c.; and he 

mands, that the Gener&! Assembly give directions f01·organising 
ents u a new church. 
• • truly a most extraordinary document; and its extravagant 

. tdd scarcely fail to excite the risibility of those who set 
such_ a~parent gravity. As to Mr. Cham~erlam's "large 

. maJor1ty-very large majority," of which he so often 
JII altogether a mistake, The real truth a■ to that matter, a11 

can now be ascertained, the reader will find by turning to chap. 
10, 11-chap. V, 9 4, 7,-chap. V[, ~ 4. Mr. C. has certainly 
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been laboring under a t~tal mi1appre~ension of facts on thi~ point, and hu 
,1been the means it is believed, of leadmg several strangers mto unpleasan t 
mistakes as to ;he actual session of thi~ church; inducing the belief that 
he and his new session 11.re really and truly "the church of St. Charles," 
fully competent to adI?it members ~a certificate or otherwise ; when as 
has been fully shown m the preceedmg'pages, such never was the _case ; 

, ao far from it, that the Presbytery and Synod decl:ue Mr. C. and hisses
sion di1ordcrly, and all their acts, as such, void. And it may not here be 
amiss to en·quire whether Mr. Chamberlain and his immediate associates 
(bi11ession) have not placed themselves in an attitude very like defiance , 
'ISwards the law of the Presbyterian church? The constitution of said 
church, (editionofl821,) _contaim, in the section o~ appeals, page ~50, 
ffie following sentence: "if a sentence of suspens10n, or excommnmca- _ 
tion from church privileges, or of deposition from o.-ffice b~ the sentence 
appealed from, it shall be considered as in force until the appeal shall be 
iaslled." And yet Mr. C. and his new session, altho' the new elden 
were'deposed by the Presbytery and Synod; or what is just the same in 
effect, their appointment declared void; have continued to act, and 
to style tbem11elves "the session of the church of St. Charles." 

The church of St. Charles consists of its officers constitutionally ap
pointed, and its members regularly admitted through the session ; and no 
others. Those of the church, who employ Mr. Chamberlain, attend his 
pl'Meling, and encourage him to stay at St. Charl es, contrary to the 
blMrit sentiments of their session, Presbytery and Synod, are without 
~ doubt acting disorderly and unlawfully as P resbyterians ; and can 
ffllfy be considered a dissident part or party of the church- even if they 
are "a large and respectable majority," as it j3 pretended they are. And 
Mr. C. himself can properly be viewed in no ether relation, than as an un 
settled minister striving to force admittance into and over. 1his church, con
trary to the repeated advice, entreaties and remonstrances of many of his 
brethren in the minis try, of private members, the elders individm.lly, and 
as the session; the Presbytery of St. Charles, and Synod of.Missouri; and 
in the full knowledge that there are not less than fifty respectable indi
viduals in this little community, who consider his stay here as intrusive , 
and as te11ding to promole the strife that his co·ming here was the cause 
of £:ngendering. It is very true, that several respectable and worthy citi
zens of St. Charles, have until recently, contributed to the support ofNir. 
Chamberlain, who think highly of him and of his preaching- but they are 
not Presbyterians, and but few of them professing christians.. Some of 
them are in truth open and violent enemies of the Presbyterian church, 
and are not eorry to witness the shameful confusion that has for the last 
t'~o years bePn kept up in thi1 church. :En his ministerial ltibors nnd' or
dmary intercourse.with the people, Mr. C. is believ0d to be quite void of 
offence. But there is no denying the fac t, that his presence in the com
munity, his determined perseverance to establish himself here as our Pas• 
tor, his known hostility to the e:\.isting session ; and affecting constantly 
to consider himself and his new 5eesion the clmi·cli, and actually usurping 
powers corresponding with such strange pretensions ; have encouraged 
~nd still do encourage and foment a spirit of disord er and wild confusion 
m the church, that are ruinous to its peace, and fatal to its important i n- \ 
tere~ts. More than two years have now been spent in these sinfu1 con
tentions-the time and talents of Mr. C. have been worse than wasted 
here, whilet there are so many destitute places where he would doubtless . 
have been ~ordially received, and where hi! presence might hav e greatl y 
pr~moted h~11 Master'e service, instead of it! being "the occasion of much 
stnft end disturbance" hero at St. Charl fl~. It is greatly to be hoped that 
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th~ General A,1embly will llpeediiy and decisively act on Mr. Chamber
lain's appeal. He seemil to co~sider himself not only at liberty, but under 
some kind of mJral obligation to protract his ~tay here whilst there re-
mains any right of appeal; and it is utterly impoRsible for the church to 
recover its peaco and to prosper, whilst he allows himself to arrogate aud 
exercise r ights and powers forbidden by the constitution and the Synod. 

12. There does not appear to exist the slightest evidence to justify .Mr, 
Chamberlain's charge against this church, that its colored member! who 
are slaves have ever voted or been in any manner arrayed against him. 
Those members are unobtrusive, and not at all apt to claim tl-ie right to 
vote, and have never done so, or-been urged to do it, during the troubles 
of the last two years-indeed no occasion has been presented within that 
period to require any expression of their sentiments in relation to the af
fairs of the church. Mr. C. claims for the members of his congregation, 
who are not members of the church, the right to vote for a minister-and 
on this point, he and the Session and the Psesbytery are fairly at issue. 
To the General Assembly it belongs to decide upon this question, and to 
pass an Acl declarative of the true construction of the law on the 1ubject. 
The last, though not the least extraordinary, of Mr. Chamberlain's lofty 
views, is his proposition to organize his opponents at St. Charles as a new 
church, with the right to enjoy their priv'ileges. To the very last, he per
severes in holding himself and his elders up as the church, although tho 
Synod had told him of his error, only the day before he wrote his last ap
peal. It is believed that on Mr. C's departure this unfortunate little 
church will recover its peace, and that its members, with perhaps a few 
exceptions, will be re-united. And in that event, its increase may at some 

~ future day justify a peaceable division. Theie is nothing however in the 
existing circumstances of its affa irs, to call for, or warrant such a meas
ure. 

13. • It ought to have been mentioned before · this, that in the spring of 
the year, 1835, the Session personally visited the members o( the church 
generally; and especially such as they considered to be in need of their 
counsel and official advice, touching the choice of a minister. This they 
no doubt believed to be their solemn duty in reference to the disturbance • 
then becoming seriously alarming in consequcnceofMr. Chamberlain's 
exertions to ob lain the pastoral office. For this act they are very severe
ly reproached by Mr. C., and are charged with being tyranical and oppr(')s
sive. B 11 t really there would seem to be much better cause for com
plaint, if the elders had neglected this peculiar and very important duty; 
and it is much to be lamented, that such was already the influence oft.he 
spirit of confusion, over the minds of some of the members, as to produce 
n degree of unkindness towards their friendly visitors, that was incompat
ible with even the ordinary forms of civility, 

CHAPTER VII.-Visit of R ev. W. P , Cochran-Proceedings of St. 
Cliarles and llfi<;souri 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 precise na
ture of the existing difficulties with Mr. Chamberlain, and of assisting the 
Session in carrying into effect their th-i-rd resolution of the 9th October, 
(see ch. VI. ~ 6.) and also to administer the sacrament of the Lord's Sup· 
per. Thei1· commissioner, the Rev. Wm. P.Cochran, made his visit early 
in February, 1836, ano spent about ten days in the execution of the du• 



tie!I assio-ncd to him. His 1occption at St. Ch11.rle2 , \Ya2 kind anu re3pcct
ful, exce°pt by a few of the most zea_lous of~r. <?h~~~-erlain1s sup_porte,i!; 
by some of whom he was treated with studied rnc1vi11ty ; for which they 
had no other reason ur apology than Mr. Cochran's assisting the Session 
al Moderator, to call up two members to a~swer charges of imp_ro_per con
duct, and for passing sentenc~ of sus~em10n from church pnvtleges_a
gainst them on their contun:iac10us relus~I to answer. '\he reasor_1s giv
en for their refusal, as officially commumcated by Mr. Cnambcrlam and 
hia Session were, that the charges alluded to, had been already answered, 
and judo-ment given thereon, in Mr. C'~ Session, and that the members 
were n;t lawfully amenable twice for the same offence. It ought to be 
rt~oHected, that this action of Mr. Chamberlain, in di rect opposition ~o 
the authority of Presbytery, took place after the Synou had deposed his 
new elders from office, and dissolved his connection with them as a Ses-
8ion · and was consequently an act ofusurpation, and in violation ofthe 
■ettl~d law of the Presbyterian church. Of cou rse then l\1r. Cochi·an 
and the elders of the church who acted with him in these unpleasant 
scenes, could not regard Mr. Chamberlain's decisions and interferences 
in the cases before them, as any justification, were they to neglect their 
own duty in the premises. They theroforc proceeded, as has been al rea
dy ata.ted; not however without some personal danger to the commission-
er, !I ears (rom the testimony of Mr. Chamberlain, who takes occa-
• o(his publications to allude to Mr. Cochran's visit and to these 

'a 1s; which he says" cau6ed so strong a bur~t of public indigna-
don,_ that many fears were entertained of his personal safety " The dan
ger to which Mr. Chamberlain here allude1, was a reported threat that 
some of the friends and supporters of !tis church and session, intended to 
administer to Mr. Cochran the popular remedy of Lynching, for what 
had been alrcaily done in the two cases mentioned, and to prevent his fur
ther action in them. There is too much reason to believe that such a 
threat had actually been uttered, with serious intentions of attempting its 
execution. Mr. Cochran was warned of it; but either disbelieved or dis
regarded it. Fortunately for the credit of all concerned, no movement 
was made t~ interrupt t(1e Session in their proceedings: they met agreea
bly to appomtment, fimsh cd the unpleasant business before them, and 
ndjourned. As 1\ir. Chambel'lain appears to have been apprised of the 
danger that threatened Mr. Cochran, and was in S1. Charles at the time, 
it is doubtless a fair and reasonable inference, that he interposed his in
fluence to suppress it: for how could a Presby terian clergy man refrain 
from exerting all hi s powers to preven t so gross an outrage on a Brother 
who was in tho discharge of duties as the representative of the Presbyte
ry of St. Charles ?-duties that interfe red with no mo.n's lawful rights. 

2. At the stated meeting of the Presbytery of St. Charle11 , in April, 
1836, l\'Ir. Chamberlain renewed the application that he had once or twice 
mado before, to obtain aclmi~sion into that body as one of its members: 
but he was not successful; the Presbytery for reasons that to them ap
peared sufficient, did not think it fit to admit him. Amon6 the reasons 
assigned for this refusal, was Mr. C's all eged disturbance of the pence of 
this church. This, with several other allegations against Mr. C. in the 
form of charges, was submitted to the Missouri Presbytery, to which Mr. 
Chamberlain sti ll bCi!longed, for investigation and judgment. As those 
~the7: charges have no nnmediate relation to the subj ect of this nnrrative, 
it will be out of place to speak of them hero. The charge of disturbing 
the J_Jeace of this church, docs not appear to have been so thoroughly in
vestigl\ted by the Presbytery as was requi~ite to on:i.i)lc them to pronolm e 



a j 1ut judgment upon it. This defec t, it is believeJ 1 was the cou-
1eqnence of the omis!ion by the other Presbytery, to designate and 
furni!h all the testimony in their power, and to appoin t some fit 
person to attend to the case whilst under examination. On the 
part of the l\Iissouri PreshyterJ, there was certainly mnifested 
C\·ery <li position to discharge them~elves faithfully of their duty, 
to the extent of their ability, but for the reasons already stated, 
1hey ":'"ere un~ble to elicit many of the existing facts having a very 
material bearing on the subject. The Presbytery have pronoun
ced and published their judo-ment on this charge, which is proba
bly j ust such a decision as rrJcrht rca1;onabl y have bee n expected :,, . 
und er the existing circumstances ; and just such Rn one as cannot 
be ~atisfactory to either party. It has been promulged in the fol
lowrng words:--
. "~t is clearly in evidence that the peace of the St. Charles church 
1s disturbed, and very much disturbed. We are of opinion too, that 
the going and being there of the accused, have been the occasion 
of much strife and disturbance; but it is not in proof that the ac
cused is the guilty cause of all or any of these consequences. The 
Presbytery have sought industriously for that act of the accused 
from which guilt in this particular can be inferred, but have sought 
in vain. A~ examination of the immense mass of tasii111ony, which 
we have with labour, and much expens,e of time and trouble taken, 
will conv,ince any mind capable of investigating such a subject im
partially, that there is no such solitary act." 

3. This decision of the Presbytery, whilst it fully ;i.ffirms the fact 
charged again1t the accused; not only omits to offer any remedy 
for the adm-itted evil already inflicted, or any security for the future; 
but on the contrarv, it virtually consents to the continuance ofthc 
disturbance through the same agenl:y, by exonerating from all 
blame, the brother who confessedly occasioned it. 

Admitting the accused to have been perfectly blameless ; that he 
neither did or said any thing whatever to originate or foment the 
strife and disturbances complained of, except allowing himsdf to go 
and be at St. Charles ; still it does, at least to the writer of this, 
seem quite reaionable and just, that the Presbytery should have 
required or at lea~t requested their wandering brother "to retire from 
the troubled region," where his mere personal presence is by them ad
mitted to be the occasion of so much trouble in the church. For 
it might be rationally enough apprehended, that one so unfortunate 
as to create strife, merely by going to, and being at the St. Charles 
church, would be quite likely to increase that strife very much, if 
he should at any any time be thrown off his guard, and be betray
ed, however innocently on his part, into some overt act agaimt the 
constituted authorities of that church. Or should a being so obvi
ously unwelcome, allow hi111self, through penuasion of others, tho' 
entirely repugnant to his own quiet and passive disposition, to be 
invest.ed with office, and to usurp powers in defiance of Preebyterian 
law, ana in contempt of the special decisions of the higher tribu
nals; what else than utter confu,ion with ih usual attendants, strife 
and disturbance, very highly aggravated; could be expected from 
such passive indiscretion? Such ;icta as are here (s11,pposititiousl.'f} 



stanced, would, if perpetrated by on e enjoying unbou nded_ pop
arity; whose mer~ personal p_resence . was usually. p_ersuas1v~ of 

an4iconcord, mstea? of bemg the mnoc~nt occasion of stnfe; 
•:·,-w•1■ J116st assuredly rum the peace and umty of any chitrch, and 

terly d~atr()f the influence for good, of any minister who should 
ff'er him~lf to bccom.e thus involved. . 
The reader will remark, that the Presbytery, and the wnter of 
·• ■ketch, are not precisely agreed as to the fair and just inference! 
be aiawn from the testimony upon which the judgment of the 

ry is founded. The writer believes, that after the fo ll ad
tlat Mr. Chamberlain waa disturbing this church, the Pres

ti,ty ought to have uaed their authority in our behalf; whether 
guilt or criminality, or blame might or might not attach to the 

'CObduct of Mr. C., was not a question presented. T he churc.h of 
!harles, the writer has every reawn to believe, do not entertain 

e 1entiment or feeling of personal hostility towards Mr. Cham
be ·n. They are perfectly well convinced, that their lost peace 
and uni ~an never be restored, whilst he persists in his mistaken 

therefore they earnestly desire his withdrawal. They 
• the opinion that Mr. C. can never effect any good 

iat~rial character, but have no doubt there are many 
u p cea, where his labours would be welcome, without op

.f05it1.n, and might be greatly blessed; and therefore they desire 
·liirn, in the language affectionately addressed to him by the Synod 
of Mi!souri, '~to seek another field of labor than St. Charles." 

4. Mr. Chamberlain appears to labor under an impres!ion that 
his "opponents" in the St. Chnrles church, are an organised party, 
and that they have, in that character, made charges, and circulated 
them, with the intent to inj._e and destroy his private character. 
1'hi1 is believed to be an entire misconception ; there is no proof 
that any sur,h attempt was ever made, or wish harbored to do in
justice or injury to Mr. C. "When he came to St. Charles, there 
were already in circulation, certain reports against him, and as is 
usual, there 'was some diTersity of opinion expressed about them-
the Jacts were not known, and Mr. Chamberlain had pmposely 
omitted to refute the stories reported. There were some two or 
three individuals it is true, with whom Mr. C. was in personal con-
troversy, (against one of whom he even published very bitter as
persions,) who openly expressed opinions unfavorable to him as 
founded on tho!e 1eports, and moat probably believed them true; 
and there were others, who inclined to credit.them. But there is no 
reason to believe that there isa single individual member of the church 
who would not rejoice to be fully convinced of Mr. Chamberlain's 
perfect purity of character in all! things. Such reports as Mr. C. 
suffered to circulate against him unrefuted, for years before he 
came to St. Charles in 1835, weire certainly enough of themselves, 
to startle cbristian strangers wher called upon to form a close and 
hasty connection with him; an<! if they shrunk from the contact 
for that reason, it was e,idence of an honest impulse; and not proof 
of an uncharitable spirit. The relation that a Pa!tor bears to ~ 
chur~h, collectively and individllally, is of a nature that absolut.ely 
r;qu:rrs mullw! co1!fide11 cr, and it fs cyen more neces!ary, in order 1.o 



eff,ct tl.ie impo,lant object~ of such a unio~, thu t tho minister'• personal 
character should not only be pure and irreproachable in fact; but believed 
to be so by those who arc about to commit lh!Jir best interests, so much to 
his keeping. But it would be a hopeless undertaking, eYer to reconcile 
this church to Mr. Chamberlain, even if there were no extrnneous influ
ence operating : there exists an inherent, mutually repulsive, influence; eo 
posith·ely immoveable and insurmountable, that were Mr. G. believed by 
: II to be as pure as Cresar's wife, and to possess 'the learning and talents 
of St. Paul, it would preyent the union. 

5. The writer has endeavored to vvoid unnecessary pro ixity in this nar
rative ; and has studied to present the reader a true and faithful view of 
facts, in their natural ordel' and connection; 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 fea r of God and their consciences, 
what they ought individually to do, in order that peace and unity and 
chri~tian fello wship may be speedily restored to the church ofSt. Charles; 
and to do -it .. 

The "immense m!lss of testimony" from which this relation has been 
chiefly compiled, is of a nature so confused and irregular; so utterly void 
cf arrangement, and withal so burthened with matter inelevant, 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 11ubject; the more 
especially, as much important testimony was withheld, and some excluded. 

The writer, who is also a member of this . church, positively disclaims 
any party connection or party feeling whatever, in these affairs; and every 
motive capable of misleading his judgment in any degree; 11nd he a:;sures 
the reader, that in the course of this narrative, prepared amidst rnanv in-
terruptions, he is unconscious of having • • 

' ·Augh! extenuated, or aught set down in malice." 
St. Cliarle.r, Afissouri, April. 1837. 

lh.,~ilzcui,~ la,v •cnvT>,,<K~L.,.~ _c...,.# ..... ~-i-C1-~£~~~~~ dif ;7,~.c;;; 
M'[ PATTEN, . Chamberlain wou!<l leave the S tate, on bil 

A:i an. 11 y m 01,s p:1mph1et, j:ist printed: way to the Presbyterian General A~·se 
t vou: of.~:: r. , hns been put mto mv hand~.- . 1 P h'I 1 • h" b r th bl·c ( ii' 

It purports t i) be a Li ,~ f,d nnrrative ofln.~·, at 1.ac,elp _1a, e1orc e pu I a 10 

t\ ~t f ; b ut Fecn:s ca~cu.fa tcd ~o mislead the r.f :he next Clarion, o~e_red to the o.ut?or, 
:nm-ls of s,,mc, in relat ion to important par• 1of 1ho pamphlet the !)nv1l;;1ro .of replym, 
t"cu lar~, which m ,y be nnde to appear ' to the above, in :he prc~ent number. Tho 
fr,im the flccor:l itself. The name of the f 11 • . 1• . h'· ., no·,,er·] 

1 ' bl A 1-, • h ., 1 ~ owing ~ rn u ~• • • re:1. , rcspons1 .e, ui,,:ir w t ,ci-e1vrc res•· . _ • . 
pcctful!y calle<l for. Mr. PATTF.N 1s hereby auth,1r1zed to all 

H. CHA~1BERLAIN. :-wcr R ev. ~fr Cn.-\)rBERLAI!'-l's rcquost,b 
informing him th<lt I u.m the real and ret 
po:1~ible uuih•,r of the

1
pamphlct he ullu 

10, !IUd that I ~h::ill Ile ever ready to a:c
lm <.Jw!ed~c and to correct any e erors tber•· 
in cont:1 incd, when m-\oe ~en!-ible of the 
inasmuch us i~ i~ my sole aim 11nd ·del!i 
to cs1abli,h and set for th the simple trutb 
in. reg:1rd to the m:ittc i·s discussed io said 
numphlct , 
• ,,.. jlrfl-r: ~ BLEY. 

Friday morni1~ '/ff;; ,. 
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