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THE SIAM MISSION

MESSRS. BRADLEY AND CASWELL.

Inquiries are frequently made of the Corresponding
and District Secretaries, by clergymen and others who
have been perplexed by statements as to the circum-
stances in which Messrs. Bradley and Caswell became
disconnected with the American Board of Commissioners
for Foreign Missions, To facilitate the answering of
these inquiries, a reprint is made of the statement in the
Thirty-ninth Report of the Board, (for 1848,) and a re-
statement of the facts is annexed, in another form better
suited to the object in view. That made in the Annual
Report, is as follows.

Partial statements having gone abroad extensively
with respect to the dissolution of Messrs. Bradley and Cas-
well’s connection with the Board, the Committee will
probably be expected here to present to the Board a sum-
mary view of the case.

The first positive intimation received by the Prudential
Committee of the existence of divided views and feelmgs
in the mission, was in the year 1845. This information
came in a letter fiom a member of the mission, and, the
statement was, that Messrs. Bradley and Caswell had
adopted and zealously advocated peculiar views on the

'subject of sinless perfection in this life, that the_ conse-
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quences of this upon the good feeling ,and union of the
mission had been unhappy, and that the case had been
gradually assuming a more serious aspect for the four years
past. This letter was dated March 24, 1845, and appears
to have been shown to the two brethren. A letter was
at the same time received from Mr. Caswell, dated April
1, 1845, in which he freely confessed a change in his
réligious views: * I know,” he remarked, ‘‘that in one
seiise I have forfeited my claim on the American Board
of Commissioners for Foreign Missions for support. I
have entertained views which I did not hold when I en-
tered its employ, and which by most of the patrons of the
Board are considered at variance with the teachings of
the Bible. So far as relates to any rights of mine as an
individual, the Board might withdraw its support, I sup-
pose, without any farther consideration of the subject.”
Mr. Caswell, however, deprgcated such a result. Dr.
Bradley wrote April 24th, embodying his ¢ views touching

the doctrine of sanctification in this life” in nineteen

articles; and in the month following he made a supple-
mentary staternent. In the same month, another member
of the mission wrote, declaring that a great breach had
been made in the mission by the controversy on the sub-
ject of * perfectionism,” which would not be healed till
the controversy should cease; that in consequence of it,
the mission was much divided and distracted.

In the latter part of the autumn, 1845, the case came
before the Prudential Committee, and was made the sub-
ject of free conference; but, without any formal action.
Tt was.understood that the Secretary having charge of the
foreign correspondence should avail himself of the views
elicited in the conference, and write to the Siam mission
freely on the subject. This he did under date of Dec. 4,
1845.

It will perhaps be the desire of the Board that the ma-
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terial portions. of this letter should be laid before them,
and the following passages are extracted. They will show
the manner in which the case was treated in its earlier
stages of development. )

“The practical error, (for such I regard it,) which has
given rise to this correspondence, is one that has fallen
more or less under our personal observation ; and, with us
in New England, it has assumed different aspects, accord-
ing to the character of the individual, and the circum-
stances in which he was placed. Here, perfectionism is
not, practically, the same thing among the Methodists, that
it has been among the churches of our connection, within
the circle of our observation. In whatever manner the
doctrine may have been stated by its champions, it has
exerted a very mischievous influence among us. This is
a fact beyond question among intelligent men, who bave
been in situations favorable.to observation. Butthe cause
may not be so obvious and certain. Perhaps our people
have not recejved the doctrine in the same theoretical
¥iew as the Methodists have; or, what is quite probable,
they have been carried away by this one idea, allowing it
o exert an absorbing influence, and thus to prove fatal to
@.well-balanced view of the facts in the gospel, and so to
l?ave the effect of a pernicious heresy. At any rate, judg-
ing by the fruits, (the.rule prescribed by our Savior,) we
thave had, here in New England, much reason to regard
_'ﬂ_ihﬁ prevalence of the doctrine’ with apprehension and sor-

. Inall the instances I have personally known, Chris-
Wims have, for the time, been rendered less estimable as

oy istians, and less useful as church members.
A 4
‘a ._You must not understand me as saying these things

ct on the brethren.in your mission, who have been
to be what is called perfectionists; but in order

may perceive from what pbint of view we contem-
Ethe subject.
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i ““The lettets above acknowledged were the first t6 give
.us any distinct intimation of,a divided opinion. among ‘you
on doctrinal subjects. The case is, therefore, too recent,
so far as the Committee is concerned, for decisive action
on their part. Twq of the brethren of the mission” have,
indeed, avowed to us a charge in their ‘religious views.
One’ admits that he entertains views, which he did not
when he entered the employ of the Board, and which, by
.most of the patrons of the Board, are considered at vari-
ance with the teachings of the Bible; and that in this
sense, he has forfeited his claim for support from the
treasury of the Board, which might be withdrawn from
him without any farther consideration of the subject.
But the Committee have too high an esteem for these
brethren to proceed in this summary manner. They have
hope, too, that,—as it has been among good men here at
home,—the diverging lines‘will scon begin to converge
until they become one again. If, indeed, we could sup-
pose that results would appear, in any of. your members,
similar to those we have seen so unhappily exethplified in
somé parts of New England ;—shduld the idea of sinless
perfection become absorbing, fanatical, censorious, disor-
«derly, destiuctive of brotherly love in the hearts of its
ptofessors, lowering down the standard of the divine law,
and substituting an unreflecting, joyous self-approbation
for an enlarged and active benevolence ;—then, upon such
-things being made evident to the mission, the Committee
would feel bsund to recall sach, as being no longer the
proper recipients of the funds committed to their disposak.
And the Committee may feel bound te ‘aet, even ‘with
much less than this.

*“You will perceive, however, that the mission, as such,
‘has not yet made any communication to the Committee
-concerning these brethren; nor do we find that it has
taken any action, as @ mission, in the case ;—as it is in

duty bourid'to dd, if any of its members have fallen intd
serious errors, whether doctrinal or practical, and the
suitable pri"vzite steps have been taken with thém in vain,
The mlssmn not being an ecclesiastical body, (technically
speaking,) it cannot depose or Silence a minister of thé
gospel, as such, nor can it excommunicate one of its mem®
bers front the church; but it can go, as thoroughly as any
ecclesigstical body, into a consideration of the views and
conduct of any of its members, whether clerical ot lay, it

order to determine whether it is proper to apply the funds

to his support. Every membér of the mission is responsi-
ble to his mission, in respect to his competency and faith-
fulness as a missionary. The mission cannot dissolve his
connection with the Board, but they can go thoroughly
into his case, and then refer it to the Prudential’ Commit- .
tee, with thé facts. If the case be flagrant, demanding
immediate action, they can suspend him from the missiom,
until the action of the Prudential Committee can be had;
‘and if he refuse to conform to the vote of the missiom,
they can withhold his salary. If he regard himself as
aggrieved, he is of course at liberty to refer his case to
the Prudential Committee.

¢ Now if you believe there isa case among you demand=
ing the interference of the Prudential Committee, the
mission, as such, ought to take it up, and if they do not
succeed in recovering the erring member, or members, it
is for the mission to see that the case go home in a state
for intelligent action on the part of the Committee. At the
#ame time it is and has been proper for individual membery
1o write us onfthe subject,—feeling bound in conscience
to do so, and giving the other party due notice (as appears
to have been done) of what they intended to do.
"' Before afly steps of this sort are taken, I would sug-
whether, for the present, all controversy, on both
should'nat cease entirely, and, as far as possible, all
1%




o 6

jrritating causes ;.and brethren determjng to know nothing
but €hrist and him crucified, and. to give themselves re-
newedly and more devotedly to efforts for saving the souls
of the poor heathen around. The effects of this course
can hardly be bad; and they may be very salutary on all
your mindg.

“ But the distance of your mission from us, and the
time it takes to exchange letters on.that agcount, are such,
that I must say,—If your hopes are disappointed, and
causes of division and scandal, in the opinion of the mis-
sion of serious magnitude, exist, then we shall expect to
be fylly informed, as I have already said. Only let an
intelligent principle of Christian charity actuate your coun-
sels, and let no polémic acrimony affect your proceedings.
Let the,views which govern you be as-much as possible
practical. It is.a great thing to sacrifice the usefulness of
a good man for life. Let brethren allure one another into
and along the paths of truth., Controversy ill becomes a
mission, and missionaries. 4 do not mean, however, that
you should at all shut your eyes upon the serious errors
Jnto whi(_:,h your brethren may fall. If errors, that tend to
paralyze the usefulness of a mission, cannot be removed
in one way, they must of course be removed in another,
I entreat you all to watch over your own selves, and over
each other, with godly jealousy. Let the brethren who
have adapted new views, be. not too confident that those
views are not, after all, erroneous in some, important
Tespects. Let the others be sure that they put a candid
construction upon the language used by those brethren,
and that they do not make the case worse,in their appre-
hension of it, than it really is.

*The Committee regard the very. existence of your
[mission as placed in peril by this new cause of alienation
among brethren, if it should continue to excite feeling.and
.controversy. We shall keep our eyes upon-it, and wish
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to-know, from time to time, how the ‘matter stands. Per-
haps the information had better come from the mission ;
the minority giving their own views, if not concurrent
with those communicated in behalf of the mission.”
After the letter had been sent, from which the:above
quotations are made, one wag received from still another
member of the mission, dated July 24, 1845, in which he
affirmed that, for about four years, Messrs. Bradley and
Caswell had more or Jess frequently advocated the doctrine
of perfectionism *“in some of its peculiar “features” at
their religious Sabbath service in English; that their ser-
mons on these occasions ¢ were generally more or less
spiced with it;” and even that the prayer-meetings of the
mission were ‘sometimes* made seasons of unpleasant
discussion on this subject; and in some instances such
denunciatory expressions had been dropped by these
brethren, that some of the brethren holding the common
views thought it best to withdraw from the meeting in one
.or two instances.” This letter was read in Committee in
February, 1846, and the following minute of proceedings
«at that meeting is extracted from the records, viz :—
.« After the reading of a letter from Mr. Robinson of the
Siamn mission, dated July 24th, the Committee were unani-
mously of the opinion that Messrs. Robinson and Hemen-
way, of that mission, should have leave to remove to the
Sandwich Islands mission, and that Messrs. Johnson and
Peet should have leave to remove to the mission in China.?’
In relation to Messrs. Caswell and Bradley, it scemed ad-
.visable to await the result of the letter of December 4th.
"These proceedings were immediately forwarded to the
mission, and in consequence of them Messrs. Johnson
and Peet removed to China. Mr., Robinson’s health
obliged him to embark for the United States, and' he died
on the passage. Mr. Hemenway, a brother-in-law of

i
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Mr. Caswell, decided to remain, with the hope of seeing
a change for the better.

No answer from the mission, as such, was rectived to
the letter from the Committée. Mr. Robinson was 'absent
when it reached Bangkok. Mr. Hemenway thought that
the case was already brought fully before the Committee.
Messrs. Johnson and Peet had not yet sailed for China,
and they stated that, though the subject of perfectiohism
had been dropped on both sides, for a considerable time,
as unfavorable to their spiritual interests; and though
there bad been apparently a better state of feeling towards
each other as a consequence of this, ‘and a better prepara-
tion of mind for their work among the heathen ;'yet the
position of both parties was painful and embarrassing, and
fitted to detract from their confidence in each other as
Christian teachers, and from that free and unembarrassed
expression of opinion, which is so essential to Christian
liberty and to a vigorous and manly piety.

Mr. Caswell and Dr. Bradley each wrote to the Com-
mittee, in reply, at great length.

The Committee reserved their judgment for nearly two
years from the first announcement to them of this inter-
rupted harmony of the mission. On the 26th of January,
1847, they adopted the report of a sub-committee on the
subject, which concludes with the following remarks:

*“On the-whole, the sub-committee cannot doubt that
these two brethren, Messrs. Bradley and Caswell, have
suffered themselves to be led into speculations, and the
adoption of views, on the subject of the Christiar’s sancti-
fication in this life, which are greatly to be lamented.
Such speculations and views would dotbtless occasion the
utmost disquiet, if introduced into any other mission
under the care of this Board ; and were the Siam mission
tc?\be reinforced, they would be almost sure to, occasion
disquietude and alienation among the new missionaries ;

B
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and perhaps it may be added, that they would occasion
uneasiness in any one of the churches of this country,
which, as churches, help to sustain the missions connected
with the Board. Were-a candidate for employrient as a
missionary to write on these subjects as those brethren
have done, the sub-committee believe it would prevent and
ought to prevent his appointment by the Prudential Com:-
noittee, as a missionary. Possibly the views of Messrs.
Bradley and Caswell have been misapprehended; and in
cases of this sort it is always found difficult o demonstrate
the precise nature of the opinions entertained.  Still there
may not be the least doubt of their existence, nor of their
injurious tendency and influence. The sub-committee are
of the opinion, that missionaries entertaining sentiments
such as appear to be held by Messrs. Bradley and Caswell,
so much at variance with those held by them when they
became connected with the Board, ought not, if they re-
tain such views, to remain in connection with the Board.”

Dr. Bradley arrived in this country in August of the
last year, and immediately communicated to the Pruden-
tial Committee the fact, that, during his homeward voyage,
.he had become unsettled in his belief of the’ validity of
Infant Baptism. And before an interview with the Com-
mittee became practicable, the following emphatic expres-
sion of opinion was received from Mr. Hemenway, dated
June 1, 1847:

T have had a very strong desire that your mission to this people
should be continued, and this has led me to hope against hope, that
these peculiar views would be dropped so far as to avoid introducing
them into our religious meetings. But from what 1 have seen the
last year, and what I know of the feelings of these brethren, I can-
not doubt that controversy would be renewed here, should any join
our mission while they are still members of it. They read with
avidity the Oberlin Evangelist and every work they can get which
sets. forth the same or similar views-with that school. Is it probable,
therefore, that they will think it their duty to be silent? Ido noit
wish fo be understood as desiring their removal from the field; for

think they may be useful here; but if by themselves, they will be
free to act according to their convictions of duty, and your mission
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Wwill be freed from a burden which has Tbng“hﬁhg'heavily upon it,
It would then be separated from the necessity of Jeeling that it must
oppose those views, and its members might labor with more Jively
hope of success. Oh, if Messrs. Bradley and Caswell, instegd of
turning reformers to convert their brethren,~had kept their minds
wholly epgrossed in missionary labors, harmony might now have pre-
vailed among us, and we have been g prdsperous mission,

The Committee were at length convinced that, with the
two brethren retaining their peculiar states of mind and
remaining in the mission, it would not be possible much
longer to keep the mission in.existence. The case was by
1o means one of mere doctrinal errors, It was not even
necessary to determine precisely what were the new views
embraced by those brethren. There was no doubt that
they regarded themselves as having different views from
those they had entertained when they were appointed to
their mission, and from those of thei} brethren in the mis-
sion; and on a subject, too, which they themselves beljeved
to be of the highest‘pr’actica’l importance ; that they were
zealous in propagating these opinions. among their breth-
ren of the mission; and that the effect upon the minds of
all their associates was extremely unhappy, till at length it
had become impossible to keep the mission amicably and
prosperously together, or to reinforce it with a, prospect of
unity and success. Added to all this, in respect to Dr.
Bradley, was his change of, views on the $ubject of Tnfant
Baptism. ) : ;

The Prudential Committee would not be understood as
calling in question the piety of these bréthren, nor as de-
siring to diminish the force of aught that has been said in
commendation of them in former Reports. And their
personal intercourse .with "Dr. Bradley, since his return
home has been entirely fraternal, It hgs resulted in his
asking, for hifmself and My, Caswell; a release from their
connettion with the Board, which has been granted.

P
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THE FACTS RE-STATED, IN "ANUTHER FORM.

1. It was not mere doctrinal errors, which led to this
gesuli. o ! ‘ .

The difficulty in the mission douybtless began .in the
fact, that Messrs. Bradley and Caswell adopted and a(%vo-)
izqted what were regarded by their brethren as doc.trma
eryors, and the continued existence of th§ factic?ntxnued
the difficylties. But when -the.Prudentlal Committee first
became cognizant ¢f the case, in.the year 1845, the state-
ment not only was that these brethren” “ had aéopted a.nd
zealously advocated peculiar views on the subject of sin-
less, perfection in this life,” but that ‘;‘ the.,consequ:enf:es
of this upon the good feeling and union of the mission
had been unhappy,” and that * the case had been gradu-
élly ass'um'mg a more serious aspect for the four years
i)ast.” Also, that “a great breach had been made m.thcg
m}ission by the controversy on the subject of * perfection-
ism’,’ which would not be healed till thf} contrqve.rs%
should cease,”—that “in consequence of it, the mission
was much divided and distracted,” ‘ ,

That the dividing, distracting influence f)f this co'ntr?«
versy was s[;ecially in view by the Prudential Committee,
and from the first, is farther evident from the fi.ict, that the
first letter addressed to the mission after hearm'g of this
state of things, (which was received and replied t.o by
Messrs: Bradley and Caswell, before the former left Siam,)
recommended the entire cessation of al_l c?ntroversy, o::
both'sides, and, as far as possible, allyirritating causes;”
and that the mission was assured its ¢ very 'exist'ence 7 wag
“placed in peril by this new cause ,of axlle'natlon among
brethren, if it should continue to excite feelings of contro-
versy.” ] .

The first impressions-of the Committee, as to the disas;

-
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trous influence of the controversy, were strengthened by
another letter received from Bangkok, soor aftes the letter
above-quoted had been sent. That letter even affirmed,
that “ the prayer-meetings of the mission were sometirhes
made seasons of unpleasant discussion,” and that “in
some instances, such denunciatory’ expressions had been
dropped by Messts, Bradley and Caswell, that some of the
brethren holding the comhon views, thought it best to
withdraw fromit’be [meeting in one or two instances.” In
view of this unhappy and paralyzing conflict of views and
feelings in the 'misgion, the Prudential Committee adopted
a measure, the eﬁ"gct of which would have been to leave
Messrs, Bradley and Caswel} alone in the missibn, but still
to leave them there. Messrs: Johnson ‘and Peet had per-
mission to remove to China, and Messrs. Hemenway and
Robinson to join the mission at the Sandwich Islands,
This proceeding was solely in view of the divided and un-
hdppy state of the mission. It aimed to Yemove one of
the conflicting parties, and the only one that could pro-
Petly be seht to othér missidns, entirely from the ground.
In respect to the two fdr China, therg‘ were indeed
reasons, growing out of their knowledge of the Chinese
language, in addition to the one under consideration, but
in respect to Messrs. Hemenway and Robinson, there were
no other reasons; Siam was their only appropriate home
as missionaries. The immediate occasion, and in respec:t
to a part of the brethren ‘the sole occasion, of this pro-
ceeding, was the belief of the Committee, that the mis-
sion, as then constituted, coild never work happily
together. Messrs. Johnson and Peet actually removed to
Chil]'a; and wlien on the point of leaving Sian-f, gave§ an
affecting view, as ‘appears in the Report, of the blight
that had unhappily setiled on the spirit of the mission,
Mr. Robinson’s impaired health led him to embark fot

M H

the United States, and e died on the voyage. Mr.
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Hemenway, brother-in-law of. Mr. Caswell, * de¢ided to
remain, with the hope of seéing a change for the better.”

2. Messrs. Bradley and Caswell knew, before Dr. Brad-
ley left Siam, that mere doctrinal errors were not the only
difficulty in view of the Prudential Committee.

The letter from the Missionary ‘House, dated Dec. 4,
1845, which is quoted at so much length in the Report,
and makes so- much allusion to the excited feeling and
controversy in the mission, was actually replied to, from
Siam, both by Mr. Caswell, and’Dr. Bradley. The per-
mission to the other four brethren to leave Messrs. Bradley
and Caswell alone in the mission, was also received before

Dr. Bradley left Siam, and thte reasons for this permission -~

were understood by all. The result to which the Pru-
dential Committeé came in January, 1847, and which is
quoted in the statement frofr the Report, was forvarded
immediately, and 'though it did not reach Bangkok tilt
after Dr. Bradley’s departure, it was among the first
things communicated to him on his arrival in the United
States; and in this résult the!disquieting.influence of those
two brethren’s specilations is'émphatically stated. If Dr.
Bradley has ever said, since he.has been in this country,
that he was inférmed of no reason which operated on the
Prudential Committee, except his allédged doctrinal errors,
until after his connection with the Board was dissolved ;
his saying so was the result of great forgetfulness on his
part.

3. Tt does not appear from the Report, that the doc-
trinal errors of Messrs. Bradley and Caswell would alone
have seriously disturbed their relations to the Board.

On the contrary, it is probable that their relations
to the Board might have remained undisturbed by the
Committee, had not their new views and speculations
resulted in practical evils of a very grave character.
The Committee waited nearly two years after hearing of

2
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the difficulties, to see if they could ifot be' removed.
They entréated the brethren, on both sides, to cease from

* controversy, and from whatever tended to irritation ; to
“let an intelligent spirit of Christian charity actuate their
counsels, and no polemic acrimony affect theis proceed-
ings; " to be governed, as far as possiblé, by practical
views, and fiot to be uncandid or self-confident in their opin-
jons; When, in January, 1847, the Prudential Committee
spoke of the sentiments of Messrs. Bradley and Caswell,
as being incompatible with their retaining their connection
with the Board, the Committee connected these senti-
ments with their actual “ injurious tendency and influ-
ence ” in the mission ; with the * utmost disquiet,” which
¢ such sPeculations and views would doubtless occasion,
if introduced jnto any-other mission under the care of this
Board,” and with the ‘“ disquietude and alienation” they
* would be dlmost sure.to otcasion ” amoing new missiona-
ried, should «the Siam mission be reinforced;.and the
fineasihess théy 'would occasion even “‘in any one of the
churches in this country, which, as churches, help to sus-
tain ‘the thissions connectedswith the Board.” Had there
not been such disquieting results in the mission, it seems
probablé that the Committee would not have felt them-
selves called: upon to interpdse as they did.

4. Thé Prudential Committee were forced to adopt the
opinion, before they met Dr. Bradley on his return-to this
country, that it would not be possible to keep the mission
in dipeaceable and vigorous existence, should he and Mr.
Ciswell remain in it.

This opinion was confirmed by the emphatic testimony
of. Mr. Hemenway, 2 man of calm and good judgment, and
already entioned as near relative of Mr. Caswell, quoted
in the statement from the Report. Let the reader recur
to Mr. Hemenway’s testimony. He declares his belief,
notwithstanding his former hopes, that the controversy

15

would be renewed, should new missionaries come whiles
Messrs. Bradley and Caswell were members of the mission.
He did ot wish them removed from the field, for he
thought they might be useful there. ¢ But if by.them-
selves,” he says, *“ they will be free to act according to*
their own convictions of duty, and your mission will be
freed from a burden which has long hung heavily upon
it.” And he adds,—¢ Oh, if Messrs. Bradley and Caswell,
instead of turning reformers to convert their brethren,
had kept their minds wholly engrossed in missionary labors,
harmony might now have prevailed among us, and we have
been a prosperous mission.”

5. Dr. Bradley’s request for.a release from his connec-.
tion with the Board was not, in any sense, the result of
cox{lpulsion from the Prudential Committee.* .

It was the result of Dr. ‘Bradley’s convictions of duty,
in view of facts calmly stated to im by a sub-committee
from the Prudential Committee. His “ pxpulsion” was
not one of these facts. He was in no sense expelled. He
stated, indeéd,.that both he and Mr. Caswell would prefer
expulsion, to the asking of a dismission; as the, former

-

would give to them and their views a stronger hold on the .

sympathies of the community. But he was rea'soned. with
on the impropriety of thus creating an interest in their pe-
culiar views, at the cost of 2 missionary society. The
fact especially presented to his mind was, thfs cer?amty
there appeared to be that the mission must be dzscontmmfd,
unless he and Mr. C. saw fit to retire from it. The opin-
jon of Mr. Hemenway, already quoted, was shown to him,

and seemed to have an influence. Facts calmly stated,

over which the Committee had no control, and which
d, and were intended to have, an influence

ought to have ha

* The facts stated under this bead, are derived from other sources

than the Report.




the Committee to vote, his release,
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on his judgment and conduct, led him to ask, as they did

6. The reasons for Jinally discontinuing the Siam i
Mission, are thus stated in Fortieth Annual Report, adopt-
ed by the Board in September, 1849, ‘

‘It was stated in the last Report, that the Prudentjal
Committee were not able to decide as to the duty of the
Board in respect to the continuance of this mission. The I’
special committee to whom the Report was referred at the
annual meeting, gave it as their opinion, that it would
best subserve the interests of the cause of missions to re-
linquish the mission in Siam, and strengthen missionary
stations in other fields, or institute new ones, It is due to
Mr. Hemenway to say, that his feelings have been strong- :
ly in favor of a continuance of the mission. The ques- i
tion has not been an easy one for the Committee. But
all things being considered, they came at length, unani-
mously, to the conclusion, that the indicatjons of Provi-
dence authorized and seemed even to require them to
leave this field to the other societies which had entered
or were.about entering it,”

3

The foregoing statement, which embraces all the import-
ant facts in this case, must convince every candid mind, ‘
that the case of Messrs. Bradley and Caswell, as it came
before the Prudential Committee, was not a simple case
of mere doctrinal errors,—as has been often asserted,—
but was g complez case, involving consequences fatal to the
peace, union, efficiency, and as it has proved, the very ex-
istence, of the mission. The facts are stated just as they
are; but without intending to reflect on the brethren, who
were the occasion of the evil, Their conscientiousness is
not questioned ; but their conscientiousness made the diffi-
culties, in which the mission and the Prudential Commit.
tee became involved, none the less a reality.
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