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AN APOLOGY.

= B 2

No person can regret the necessity of this publication more than
the compiler. He instinctively recoils from the association in which his
title-page would place his name, though it were but ephemeral. He
has however learned, that not much is gained by moaning over difficul-
ties. They are placed in our way to be overcome. It is well known,
the individual whose Trial is here narrated, has pursued a most extra-
ordinary course, for one laying claim to the character of a clergyman.
He has already printed z47ee pamphlets for the purpose of bringing the
Classis of New-York into disgrace, apparently willing to endure the
largest portion himself, provided he may succeed in soiling their gar-
ments with the rest. Upon its members he heaps the most unsparing
abuse, because they thought it due to themselves and the Christian
Community of this City, to investigate a matter, about which painful
misgivings have for a long time existed ; and this expose no doubt will
furnish him a welcome pretext for the issue of another reeking
pamphlet.

Beyond a doubt he has obtained advantage from his ability to be, and
to do what falls not within the moral agency of ordinary Christian men ;
and hence it perhaps is natural, that such should judge Zardly of the
Classis of New-York, from the fact that no good man would parEe pub-
lish what he has done, unless he could nail it with spikes of truth. To
vindicate the Classis from the foulest aspersions, to correct false 1m-
pressions honestly received, but dishonestly made, and to prevent further
ill-formed judgment in the case, the compiler has deemed himself ‘shut
up to the ungracious necessity of exposing the bad construction of a web,
not by handling it, but exhibiting the loom in which it was prepared, to-
gether with the weaver adjusting the raw material.

The garbled account he has printed of his last trial by the Classis,
containing irrelevant evidence produced by himself, thence ruled out,
and that garbled too; the impeachment of the honor, the honesty, and
Christian principle of a large majority of its faithful members, whom
he represents as swayed by the corrupting influence of a mercenary
motive ; the enormous insults published in his first pamphlet hurled
again in their faces, and again put through the press, notwithstanding
the rebuke of General Synod, leave no alternative but to present the
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entire case in faithful transeripts from the records of Classis, with such
explanatory remarks as will make the matter intelligible to those who
have had no correct previous knowledge of it, but which should in some
way be put in their possession, before they can be properly prepared to
declare their judgment. An anecdoteis told of a Chinese Mandarin, who
finding an English sailor in a scuffle with a Chinese, bambooed the
latter, and zAhen inquired into the affair! We were reminded of this, by
a member of the last Greneral Synod, who said, if he had understood
the case, he would have voted differently. How many more cast their
votes under false impressions produced by Mr. Ebaugh’s pamphlet, of
course, is not known ; but to prevent further mistake as much as possible,
it is thought due to all persons concerned, that the following statement
should be made. No just censure then can attach to this resort to the
press, of which the most unworthy use has been already TaHRICE made to
disparage the Classis of New-York in the eyes of the whole Church.



A TRUE REPORT, ETC.

* 0 e

A Church known as “ The German Reformed Church of the City of
New-York,” composed of Lutherans and Calvinists, was early associat-
ed with the Classis of New-York of the Reformed Protestant Dutch
Church. Unfortunately the spirit of dissension more or less prevailed
among them from the beginning. About the year 1823 this Church for-
sook its denomination, and for t/urteen years or more, was not represented
in the Classis of New-York; butin 1838 a party therein, having obtained
sufficient influence, sought connection again with the Classis. It was
received : but a fierce contention was kept up between the two parties un-
til 1844, when the Church property was put in the possession of the
party adhering to the Classis, by the Chancellor. Then, Rev. J. S.
Ebaugh was called as Pastor ; but the opposing party continued litigation,
and soon after, the decree of the Chancellor was reversed by the Court
of Errors. Mr. Ebaugh and his party were declared not to be the
Church in question, and being legally dislodged, were ordered to surren-
der the property, together with the seal of incorporation and books of
the Church to the legal owners ; since which time said incorporation has
remained in another ecclesiastical relation.

Mr. Ebaugh and those adhering to him, without any new ecclesiasti-
cal organization, have been, until recently, acknowledged by the Classis
of New-York. Since their ejection by the Court of Errors, yearly
statistical reports have been made by him to the Classis, setting forth
the condition of “ The German Reformed Church of the City of New-
York.” A delegate was usually present, and Mr. Ebaugh generally an-
swered all the “ Constitutional questions” proposed at every Spring
Session, 1o the affirmative. The Classis continued to feel a great deal
of embarrassment respecting his Church, and reports, and answers, from
circumstances not necessary now to be meuntioned.

At the Spring Session of Classis 1850, the delegate, Mr. Dyson, from
this German Reformed Church, answered the “ Constitutional questions”
in the negative ; stated that no temporal contract existed between them
and Rev. Mr. Ebaugh ; and further said that circumstances rendered it
necessary for Classis to investigate their affairs. A committee was ac-
cordingly appointed to inquire into the state of this Church,

At a special meeting in June following, that committee reported,
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among other items, the following: “ That the present Consistory (of
said Church) did not seem to understand, before this time, the nature
of Mr. Ebaugh’s call, one of them even not knowing its existence”—(be-
ing an old call, whose worthlessness was in consequence of the aliena-
tion of the seal.) «That Mr. Ebaugh has never reported, nor accounted
to his Consistory, for the sums of money raised by him by the subserip-
tions and donations of various persons towards these Church move-
ments, nor in what way he has disbursed the same, nor in what amount,
and that of this subject the Consistory have no knowledge.”—* That so
far as your committee could ascertain, the ordinary temporalities, ad-
ministered by the Consistories of other churches, were not brought be-
fore the Consistory of the church in 17th street, and that the Consistory
do not pass upon such matters at all.”

At an extra meeting of Classis, October 15th, 1850, the following
curious document was laid upon the table of Classis, in the handwriting

of Mr. Ebaugh.

' 4

Sept. 1850.

This is to certify that we the Subseribers, being members in full
communion with the German Reformed Church in the City of New-
York, do hereby ratify the appointment or election of John P. Dieterich
as Elder of said Church, in the place of Mr. John Dyson, whose term
of office expired on the last Sabbath in Sept. 1850, and the election of
John Wallace as Deacon in the place of Thomas Bailey, whose term of
office as Deacon expired at the same time: and that Thomas Collins be
reappointed to serve as Deacon of said Church, each to serve in said
office for two years from the first Sabbath in October, 1850.

Susan Collins, John S. Ebaugh, Prest. of Consistory,
Mary Irving, Thomas Collins,

Ellenor Irving, John Wallace,

Sarah Lowe, J. P. Dieterich,

Kliza A. Ebaugh, Thos. Bailie.

Mary Ann Bailie,

This document seemed to contain prema facie evidence, that Mr.
Ebaugh had no Church that deserved the name, certainly none answering
to his annual statistical deseriptions; and that it was a poor ex-
pedient to get Mr. Dyson away from the floor of Classis. The consid-
eration of this paper was referred to the Committee on the affairs of that
Church, who in due time reported adverse to Mr. Dieterich’s claim ; and
also that “ In relation to the German Reformed Church lately worship-
ping in 17th street, your Committee have been led in the progress of
their examination of its affairs, to doubt whether the German Reformed
Church has been really and truly perpetuated in that organization.”

The Classis still continued the same committee “to investigate the
financial affairs of the church, and to inquire whether said church has
at present any constitutional existence.”

They submitted a report to the Classis in Extra session, Dec. 31st,
1850, which by no means relieved the minds of the brethren.

At the regular fall meeting of Classis, Oct. 21st, 1851, one of the mem.-
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bers introduced a Preamble and Resolution, setting forth the reasons
why the church, hitherto known as Mr. Ebaugh’s Church, should be dis-
banded. This produced much discussion, but was not adopted.

“ A Committee, consisting of Revs. T. W. Chambers, W. R. Gordon,
and the Elder John Westervelt, was appointed to take into considera-
tion the whole case of the German Reformed Church, to whom certain
resolutions respecting the disbanding of that Church, were referred : and
said Committee was directed to report on the 18th of Nov. next.”

Classis met on the last named date, to receive the report which they
had ordered. It was presented,amended,and adopted, and is as follows,

(We omit an Epistolary correspondence found in the beginning, set-
ting forth the way in which Mr. Ebaugh sought to embarrass the Com-
mittee.

“ I.) As to the Congregation. The building in 17th street, it
appears, was sold 1n or about the month of May, 1850, and Mr. Ebaugh
has repeatedly stated before Classis, that after that time, his people
worshipped in the Lecture Room of Rev. Mr. Macauley, by whose advice
and kind offer, they had fallen in with that eongregation. On the book of
Minutes (Mr. IXbaugh's) we find the following: ¢ Unanimously resolved
that the members of this church be strongly recommended to unite in
worship with the South Dutch Church, cor. 5th Avenue and 21st st., until
the new church be so far completed as to be occupied.” There 1s no date
to the record of the meeting at which this resolution was passed, nor is
there mention of any of the Consistory being present save the Pastor,
but it is noted as having been re-adopted and approved Nov. 4th, 1850.
Under this last date, is the record of a meeting for choosing officers,
where 1t 1s said, ¢ The aforesaid persons, after their names had been an-
nounced on three successive Sabbaths, in the presence of the Ger. Ref.
Church (who have for some time past, and do yet worship in the Lec-
ture-room of the South Dutch Church, cor. 5th Avenue and 21st st. ) were
solemnly ordained to their respective offices, &e.’

*“ This language corresponds with Mr. Ebaugh’s representations. But
your Committee find on inquiry, that the proposition to occupy the
aforesaid lecture-room came not from Mr. Macauley, but from Mr.
Ebaugh himself. Mr. Ebaugh’s request was at first made for said occu-
pancy for only three Sabbath afternoons, that he preached on the first
one of these to a very few, and that although the Sexton opened the
room on the remaining two Sabbaths, nobody came to worship. Subse.
quently Mr. Ebaugh made a second request to occupy the room for two
or three Sabbath evenings, when, to use the Sexton’s words, “there were
enough present to claim the promise made to two or three.” Neither
the Pastor, nor the Sexton of the South Dutch Church is aware that
aﬁly of Mri Ebaugh’s congregation, beyond his own family, worship with
their people. |

“ How far these facts justify the representation on the. minutes, and
the impression it conveys, the Classis will judge. According to the in-
formation we have received, nothing that can be called a congregation
of Mr. Ebaugh’s, ever worshipped in Mr. Macauley’s lecture-room or with
his people. The whole intent of this measure seems to have been, to do
what the parties supposed would be a perpetuation of the organization of
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the Grer. Ref. Church, and after that was accomplished, there was not
even an attempt at a religious meeting. Before the sale of the building
in 17th street, the Sabbath attendance, we are credibly informed, was
very meagre, sometimes indeed not even three persons being present be-
sides the Pastor and the choir; and this total failure, by Mr. Ebaugh’s
own written account of the matter, was the reason for disposing of the
property. Since that time he has had no congregation whatever.

“II. As to the Church. In the Church records, we find a long list
of German names. The leaf on which this list is written did not, it is
manifest, originally belong to the book in which it is now found. At
the head of it is a scrap in Grerman, apparently taken from a newspaper,
and signed by Geo. Gausman as chairman, and John Schawb as Secre-
tary. Mr. Ebaugh told Mr. Gordon, that this was the Church Covenant,
which the members all signed in their own handwriting as the member-
ship of his church. On the next leaf, under the word covenant, the
English names are also arranged as subseribing to the same thing, but
their names are all written in the same handwriting, except those of
Mr. and Mrs. Ebaugh. From the peculiar character of this document,
the Committee' deem its origin to have been this: At one stage in the
trial about the Forsyth-st. property, it was required of both parties to
exhibit numerical strength. Kach party, we are informed, collected all
the names they could muster, whether communicants or non-communi-
cants, in order to make as strong an exhibit as possible. The paper
before us seems to have been the list gotten up on this occasion by Mr.
Ebaugh’s party. Two of the persons whose names are appended to it,
and who recognize their own signature, declare this to be their opinion.
In the judgment of your Committee there is no properly authenticated
record of Grerman membership in the church.

“ In regard to the list itself, there are 120 names which are deemed to
be German, and 25 Knglish, in all 145. Your committee determined to
obtain access to these persons if possible. Mr. Kbaugh promised to one
of the committee, to furnish names and residences, but he has not done
it, stating that he had no time. The Committee being left to pursue
their own way as best they could, by the Directory, have been able to
find only about 15 out of the 150, excepting John P. Dieterich, who is now
supposed to be irrecoverably sick, and Geo. Froelig, who is at present an
acting member of the Consistory. The 15 persons whom we have seen,
all, either were never connected with Mr. Kbaugh’s enterprise, or have
abandoned it at an earlier or later period. They state that according to
their knowledge and belief, the persons originally on this list, are widely
and hopelessly scattered ; many of them are dead, and many of them
have moved away; so that they think Mr. Ebaugh could not get five of
them together as members of his alleged present church. Yet Mr.
Ebaugh reported to Classis 117 membersin the year 1847—114 in 1848
—130 in 1849—130 in 1850—and 123 1n 1851.

“ On the English list we find 25 names, 8 of which are males. Of
these 25, one has deceased ; four have been dismissed ; although in re-
gard to two of them, there is no record of that fact, either in the Church
Record or on the Minutes of Consistory ; and one man and four females
could not be found, their names not being in the Directory; while five
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persons are known to your committee, as having left the church without
certificates, and having no intention to return. So that there remain
only three men and their wives, and three other women, constituting the
entire English part of the church. If to these weadd the three German
names, Bourne, Dieterich and Froelig, we have twelve members, of whom
five are Klders and Deacons, and the rest are females.

““ Your Committee therefore cannot resist the conclusion, that Mr.
Ebaugh has really neither church nor congregation, except the Consis-
tory, their families, and two or three females. In support of this con-
clusion we refer to a paper presented to Classis (see p. 6 of this pamph-
let), dated Sept. 1850, signed by five females and four males, one of
whom is since dead, testifying to their approval of three of themselves, -
as members of Consistory. This seems to be a declaration over their
own signatures that there is no church beyond the Consistory ; although
Mr. Ebaugh told Classis, that he had about sixty male members. It
appears by the Church record that the Lord’s Supper has not been ad-
ministered since April, 1850. :_

“In regard to the Edifice in 17th street, it was purchased by Mr.
Ebaugh Deec. 6th, 1847, and held by him, as private property until May
1850, during which period, Mr. Ebaugh reports that he collected in aid
of the enterprise, the sum of $3,664 00. At the time specified, the
building was transferred into other hands, and there is nothing now to
show for this large sum of money. From the settlement between Mr.
Ebaugh and his Consistory, it appears that he received by their authority,
from the collections made by himself, the sum of $2,091 66 in part payment
of his salary as Pastor from Nov. 1847, to May 1850. [Yet your committee
have learned, that Mr. Ebaugh has, within the last nine months, actually
entered a prosecution against the Board of Trustees of the German Ref.
Church, Forsyth street, for salary from the time of his leaving Forsyth
street, up to the time of the comimencement of this action, and that the
chairman of said Board staved off the process only by making afhdavit
that Mr. Ebaugh never was the minister of that church.]

“In conclusion, the Committee recommend the adoption of the follow-
ing resolutions:

“T. Resolved, that this Classis do now institute proceedings against
Rev. John S. Ebaugh, on the following grounds:

“ 1st. Contumacy in his repeatedly refusing to obey the citations of
your Committee. e

“2d. Habitual misrepresentation in the matter of the statistics of his
church.

“ (3d. Another charge not here printed, because abandoned.)*

*That portion of the report inclosed in brackets was the foundation of a third
charge founded upon it, which was witidrawn before Mr. Ebaugh’s trial, because
incorrect. The Committee, unable to find the numerous persons reported by Mr.
E. as members of his church, repaired to the Pastor of the German Ref Church in
Forsyth street to search his books, to see whether said membership belonged
there, but no such list was found. The information of Mr. Ebaugh’s lawsnit against
said Church was volunteered to the Committee, by the Pastor, and subsequently
ratified by the statement of the President of their Board of Trustees, and the com-
mittee was assured there was no mistake, because Mr. E. claimed to De, as they
thought, the legitimate and rightful Pastor of the German Ref. Church. But it
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“II. Resolved, That the Consistory of the German Ref Church in
17th stréet be required to appear before Classis, to account for the fraud-

ulent statistical reports made to this body.
All of whieh is respectfully submitted,
T, W. CramBERsS,

W. R. Gorpon, = } Committee.”
Joun WESTERVELT,

This Report was unanimously adopted. On the next day after, Mr.
Ebaugh entered a swit in the Supreme Cowrt of this State, against the
clerical members of the committee, and others ; the notification of which

came in this form.

SUPREME COURT.

John S. Ebaugh, |
against
Talbot W. Chambers, Thomas DeWitt, Summons.
William R. Gordon, James B. Hardenburgh,
John Knox, and Thomas E. Vermilye. |

To the Defendants.

You ARE HEREBY SUMMONED, and required to answer the complaint
in this action, which will be filed in the office of the Clerk of the city

and county of New-York, in the city of New-York—and to serve a
copy of your answer to the said complaint on the subscriber, at his

office, No. 44 Wall-street, in the city of New York, within twenty days
after the service of this summons on you, exclusive of the day of such
service; and if you fail to answer the said complaint within the time
aforesaid, the plaintyff in this action will apply to vhe Court for the re-
lief demanded in the complaint.

Dated November 19th, 1851, |
H. M. RUGGLES, Plaintiff’s Attorney.

Mr. Ebaugh took all the time he could get by law, to concoet his
complaint ; finally it came, and is as follows :—

was discovered after the report was made, that the Consistory and Board of Trus-
tees of said church were themselves mistaken as to the ground of Mr. Ebaugh’s
pr secution, which was the payment of a Bond executed to him, by his own Trus-
tees, when said property was in their possession; and just before it was transferred
to the hands of other Trustees, the latter thus made responsible for this obligation
of their predecessors in office. Mr. E. explained this to Classis, and the Commit-
tee having satisfied themselves that the Germans had mistaken the ground of the
suit, at their own suggestion this part was withdrawn, and never mentioned dur-
ing the progress of the trial. Had Mr. E. treated the committee properly, the na-
ture of his suit, then mistaken by the Germans, might have been explained, and

the matter would not have been noticed.
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SUPREME COURT, Crry axp County or NEw-York.

| John S. Ebaugh, | ]
against |
Talbot W. Chambers, Thomas De Witt, ?»

William R. Gordon, James B. Hardenburgh,
John Knox, and Thomas E. Vermilye.

-

The complaint of the Plaintiff respectfully shows to the court, that
he 18 a clergyman of the Reformed Protestant Dutch Church; and for
a long time has been, and now is, a pastor of a church of that denomi-
nation of Christians, in the city of New-York, known as the “ German
Reformed Church in the city of New-York.” That the defendants
knowing the premises, and contriving, and falsely and fraudulently in-
tending to injure the plaintiff in his credit and reputation, and in his
profession and business, and to cause it to be suspected and believed
that he had been guilty of the misconduct and i1mmorality hereafter
mentioned, to have been charged upon and imputed to him by the de-
fendants, and to vex, harass, oppress, impoverish, and wholly ruin the
plaintiff, and to cause him to be dismissed from the situation of pastor
of said church, and prevent his employment as pastor by any other
church in said city, or elsewhere, on or about the 18th day of November,
1851, at the city of New-York, composed and published, and caused to-
be composed and published, a certain false, scandalous, malicious, and-
defamatory libel of and concerning the plaintiff; and of and concerning
him in respeet to his profession and business, containing among other
things the false, scandalous, defamatory, and libellous matter following,
to wit: “ In conclusion, &e.” (quoting thence, to the end of the com-
mittee’s report.) DBy means of which said premises, the plamntiff hath
been and is greatly injured and prejudiced in his credit and reputation..
and brought into public scandal and disgrace, and is suspected to have-
been guilty of the misconduct and immorality so charged upon and im-
puted to him, and to have acted improperly and immorally in his pro--
fession and business, and has been oreatly vexed, harassed, oppressed,.
and impoverished, hath been and is otherwise greatly injured thereby,.
and by reason thereof hath sustained damage to the amount of five
thousand dollars. |

Wherefore the plaintiff demands judgment against the defendants.
for the sum of five thousand dollars besides the costs of this action.

H. M. RUGGLES, Plaintyf’s Attorney.

This complaint, to which plaintiff took good care not to swear, as is
usually the case in such suits, was received Jan. 5th, 1852, and was
ably answered by I. S. Woodward, Defendant’s Attorney. Mr. Ebaugh
replied, and the cause was prepared for the calendar. But notwithstan ding
the long list of iniquities detailed against the defendants, whoare represen-
ted as conjointly guilty in plotting the ruin of the plaintiff, the said plain-
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tiff, six months after, wiTHDREW his suit from the majority of the wicked
defendants, or at least from the half of the number ! ! This is the evidence:

SUPREME COURT.

John S. Ebaugh -l
against F
T. W. Chambers & others. J

1852, June 6. Plaintiff paid costs of defendants De Witt, Knox,
and Vermilye, and received consent of defendants’ attorney to discon-
tinue against defendants. KNOX & MASON, Attorneys for Def'ts.

De Wirr, Knox, TC.

The suit is now continued against Messrs. Chambers and Gordon.

Mr. Kbaugh was tried on the aforesaid charges, and notwithstand-
ing his violent behavior and abuse, the Classis managed to get through
the most extraordinary case that ever happened in our church. The
evidence sustained the report most conclusively, as to the nature of Mr.
Ebaugh’s list of church membership.

Mr. Rudolph Aeby, formerly a member of the Forsyth-st. Church,
in full communion, but annually reported as a member of Mr, Ebaugh’s
church, testified that “ This list” (referring to the one mentioned in the
report) “ was got up by Rev. J. Rudy, to present before the Vice Chan-
cellor, to exhibit the strength of the German Reformed party.” “We
oot these signatures irrespective of membership. All well-wishers to
the German Reformed Church signed the paper.” “This list was
got up as a test of strength, to make a fair show.”

Mr. John Schwab—who was secretary of the meeting at which this
list was got up, testified that “ he considered the persons on this list as
members in full communion, but has no knowledge that they are all so.”
“I signed the document for the purpose of keeping the church and
property.”——“The paper was signed, I dare say, by some who were
not members of the church. There is no other list of members of the
church besides this, to my knowledge.”——* The book was kept open
for signatures and additional names to the document from time to time.
I do not recollect when I joined the church by signing the book, and
paying a certain sum quarterly. I was a full communicant in Switzer-
land, and joined upon that profession here. I never presented a certifi-
cate, nor made a confession of faith. I never communed in Forsyth-st.
church.”——* Mr. Ebaugh had no evidence except my word that I was
a member of a church in Switzerland.”——%1 am a member, and a
deacon, in Mr. Ebaugh’s church.”

My. William Born testified—“1 was present when the list of
members contained in the church records was made up in For-
syth-street. The list originated in a desire to ascertain how many
members were true to our cause, that is, the German Reformed
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against the Lutherans. Rev. Mr. Rudy, Messrs. Schwab, Acby,
Gausman, Peter Wentzell, were active in getting it up. Rev. Mr.
Rudy was present when this list was presented. Every man who
paid a certain amount towards the church was considered a church
member, and had a right to commune. I was in the church when the
German Reformed Classis of Philadelphia met, over which Mr. Rudy
presided.”——T was not in the Consistory when this book was pre-
pared, and know not who handed it to the Consistory, (or) suggested the
idea of getting up this list. Rev. Mr. Rudy and the officers of the
church procured some names in the church, and then handed the paper
to the sexton, to call upon others, some of whom signed, and others did
not. Some would not sign on account of money, having to pay the costs
should we lose the trial. Some of these were members, as good as any
other, as long as they paid their money. I know we had no other list
of members—I never saw any other.”—— This list was adopted as the
regular list of church members during Mr. Rudy’s temporary supply of
the pulpit, very shortly after the signatures had been obtained.”—— 1
was a deacon part of the time.”——*I became a member of the Forsyth-
st. Church by signing a dollar a year upon the Sexton’s book. I pre-
sented no certificate, and made no profession of faith.”

These extracts are faithfully made, to verify the report of the afore-
sald Committee, for the bringing in of which, Mr. Ebaugh sued them.

They show that Mr. Ebaugh has no ground for his absurd cry of
“ persecution,” for he has, from year to year, palmed off upon the Classis
of New-York, anmannual report of a veritable membership of the “ Ger-
man Reformed Church of the City of New York,” from a list of names
on a paper, inserted in a book of scrap minutes of very recent date, with
whose character it is preposterous to suppose him unacquainted, for he
has been connected with this concern for the last fifteen years. And
because these fraudulent statistics have been exposed, and the Classis
have taken means to correct him, and to prevent further mischief from
this source, he is therefore a persecuted man !

In order to make this appear, he has collected the very exceptionable
papers he presented to Classis in his attempted defence, into a pPampH-
LET ; turning away attention from the true matter at issue, and endeav-
oring to show by a mass of irrevelant matter, that the Classis of New-
York is a set of conspirators under the dictation of the Collegiate chureh,
and at their instance, have hunted him, as he says, “ like blood-hounds,”
(£0x-hounds ?) simply because HE has brought said church to answer for
the mal-appropriation of the Collegiate fund: whereas another individ-
ual is the Relator in the case alluded to, who has always been, and now
1s on amicable terms with the members of the Collegiate Church incor-
poration, and who affirms said suit to be an amicable one, whose end is
to determine a simple historical question in the outset, upon which the
merits of the whole case depends. Yet Mr. Ebaugh has the temerity
thus to appeal, (p. 15,) “ Heaven knows, that if I had taken no part in
making efforts to have the Ministerial Legacies adjusted, neither the
Classis nor the Synod would ever have heard a single accusation brought
up against me, but I might have been left like other ministers in this
connection, to trudge along in the arduous labors (?) in connection with
my church, unmolested by any of them.”
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We may here note while passing, that Mr. Ebaugh in getting up
this hoax, unwittingly lets out the secret, why he clings to that worse
than a nonentity he calls a church. As such it has indeed hitherto
been acknowledged by the Classis, crediting from year to year, his repre-
sentations of its membership, and easily put off in their inquiries with
his declarations on its floor. And surely it would be very foolish in him
now to give up “a forlorn hope,” which might turn out not to be very forlorn
after all; for the distribution of said Ministerial Legacies, would enable
him to put in a claim for $3000 a year for the past ezght years. Leav-
ing out the profanity, his own language may be thus amended: “If I
had taken no part in making efforts to have said Ministerial Legacies
adjusted, so as to get some $20,000 for myself, neither the Classis nor
the Synod would ever have heard a single accusation brought up against
me, for there would have been no motive to trudge along in the arduous
labors in connection with my church, whose existence was terminated
in 1846 by the Court of Errors.”

That it then died by the hands of the Executioner, will be proved
directly. And that the Committee were right in reporting, that the Ec-
clesiastical organization they were sent to look after, had no existence at
all, 1s ackNowLEDGED by Mr. Ebaugh himself, though he did not intend
it, in a second pamphlet he published for the enlightenment of Particular
Synod met in New-York, in extra Session. On pp. 24, 25, there is a
“ CERTIFICATE OF INCcOrPOrRaTION” taken out DE Novo, and signed by
Mr. Ebaugh and six others, and dated ¢ this twenty-third day of Sep-
tember, one thousand eight hundred and forty-seven.” 7'his incorpora-
tion is unknown to the Classis of New-York; they were never informed
of it before. They did not send their committee to look after it, but to
investigate the circumstances of the “ German Reformed Church in the
City of New-York,” the church reported on their minutes as the perpetu-
ation of the ecclesiastical body in Forsyth-street. They did not find 1t.
They reported there was no such church. And this new act of incor-
poration, proves that they were right. If this incorporation had been a
perpetuation of the Church in Forsyth-street, the certificate would have
been a “ certificate of 7enewal,” and not of origination, as it is published.
This incorporation is not on the minutes of Classis, was never recognized
by Classis, and proves that the “ German Reformed Church,” to which
Mr. Ebaugh was called in 1844, in connection with the Classis of New-
York, is now and has been for the last eight years, DEFUNCT.

These two pamphlets contain many things meriting reprehension.
The first especially is a tissue of misrepresentations founded on scraps
of truth so managed as to give a show of consistency to the whole. Thus,
on p. 12, in retailing the charges brought against him as aforesaid, Mr.
Ebaugh specifies in italics, the second one thus: “Giving in Annual
Reports to Classis of more members in communion with the German
Reformed Church in the City of New-York, than some think can be
found residing in the bounds of said Congregation.”

Now this was not the charge at all, as may be seen by his own com-
plaint in the ecivil suit. The charge is this: “Habitual masrepresentia-
teon wn the matter of the statustics of hus Church.” Why such a perver-
sion was made is easily seen. The former addressed to the L%e In his
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pamphlet, would supplant the latter addressed to the Ear, being heard
perhaps but once read from the classical book of minutes, and thus lead
the minds of the members of Synod into a false estimate of the real
charge.

Again,on p. 22 of the first pamphlet, and on p. 27 of the second,
Mr. Ebaugh publishes what the reader would suppose to be an entire
report of a committee, of which Dr. Fisher was chairman, adopted by
the Classis at Yonkers, Dec. 31st, 1851, to prove that Classis acknow-
ledged that there had been a regular succession of “ Elders and Dea-
cons in said Church, sufficient to continue whatever organization it had
when received.” But he quotes only the first paragraph of said report.
The rest is as follows:

“The Committee further report, as to the financial affairs of the said
Church, that on examination they find that the supposed settlement with
the Consistory of that Church, was made with individuals who were not
duly elected by the then exisiting Consistory. That Mr. Dieterich as
Klder, and Mr. Wallace as Deacon, were ordained without having been
duly elected, and of course are not entitled to be recognized as suech.

“ Under these circumstances, your Committee deem it premature to
examine into the financial concerns of that Church until such settlement
has been made with the Consistory. They offer the following resolu-
tions, viz. :

“ Resolved, That the ordinations of Elders and Deacons in the
German Reformed Church on the 5th Oct., and 4th Nov., 1850, were
mvalid, because no legal election had taken place before such ordination.”
{There are two other resolutions.) Now if Mr. Ebaugh had published
this, it would have thrown suspicion upon the alleged faet of a regularly
perpetuated succession. It was therefore deemed best to present a part
of the report, so as to look like the whole of it.

Other matters might be mentioned, where truths and facts in this
pamphlet are so riven out of their proper conneetion, as to subserve the
general purpose of diverting the mind from the real points at 1ssue ;
and to give them hue and color, to countenance statements and dedue-
tions, which are unworthy of reliance. The specimens given are quite
sufficient to stamp these publications with the euphonious title, “ Fiction
founded on Kact,” and yet it may be, the author deems them worthy of
all eredit, and has worked himself up to the belief that they are as true,
as—the existence of the “(erman Reformed Church of the City of New-
York.”

That this Church, has no existence either in Zaw or in fact, we fur-
ther prove by the very able report prepared by a Committee consisting
of Dr. Fisher, Dr. Hardenburgh, Judge Ingraham and Mr. Ross. (See
Appendix.) :

The decision of this novel case by the Classis of New-York, was
sustained by Particular Synod. It was however reversed by General
Synod, understood to be on account of some adjudged informality in
conducting the case. The Classis however meant to act strietly within
constitutional provisions. This case could not have come up under
“ fama clamosa,” because it was not understood, before the revelations of
the report of the Committee of Classis were made. It involved a erime
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wn the Clasgsis, not one out of it. Neither could it have been presented
by individual accusation by the Committee, because they were acting
by order of Classis. The peculiarities of this case were such, that it
evidently could not have been anticipated by any ecclesiastical legisla-
tion ; therefore the Classis acted in the premises, in the only way they
could act, and that was to request or appoint two of its members to as-
sume the attitude of Prosecutors to conduct it. If this were deemed
wrong by the Synod, surely it would seem that they should have sent
the case back to the Classis, with enstructions how to conduet it. This
was attempted, but it did not succeed. Thus Mr. Ebaugh was restored
to good and regular standing. -

But there was yet another matter to be met. When Mr. Gordon
was prosecuted by Mr. Ebaugh for the course he was compelled to take
in serving on the aforesaid Committee, he advertised the Classis of the
fact; and also declared at the same time his intention to call upon Mr.
Ebaugh to answer for this new crime, in due time. That time had now
come, and as soon as the arrangement could be made without indecent
haste, the following paper was laid before Classis.

Zo the Rev. Classis of New- York.

Dear BretHREN :(—The undersigned hereby complains of the Rev.
J. S. Ebaugh, a Minister in connection with your body, and with him-
self subordinate to your jurisdiction, for the following misdemeanors;
and respectfully asks that he may be brought to answer for the same.

I. Mavricious Prosecurion ;(—The undersigned specifies the facts in
the case to be as follows. On or about October 21st, 1851, eontrary to
his desire and against his remonstrance, the Classis appointed him a
member of a Committee of inquiry relative to Mr. Ebaugh’s Chureh.
His reluctance to serve on said Committee is well known, and strongly
set forth by Mr. Ebaugh in a vituperative pamphlet published by him,
p. 11, in these words: “ I don’t wonder that brother Giordon manifested
such anxiety to be released from said Committee, &c.”” In obedience to
Classis, he honestly and dispassionately entered upon the investigation,
and bore his part in the preparation and presentation of a report, as in
duty bound to do. This report was unanimously adopted by Classis on
November 18th, 1851 ; and on the following day, as it appears by the
date of his summons, herewith presented (see p. 10), Mr. Kibaugh prose-
cuted him in the Supreme Court of this State, laying damages at $5000.
As this was done prior to the commencement of Mr. Kbaugh’s trial be-
fore your body, the issue of which he could not foreknow, the under-
signed, able to prove himself free from bad motive, and so virtually ae-
knowledged by Mr. Ebaugh as aforesaid, believes this prosecution, now
on the Calendar of said court as No. 1324, to be a malicious retaliationr
for the part he took in a duty imposed upon him by your body, and an
unrighteous attempt to obtain money from him. This is further proved
by violent and threatening language in Mr. Ebaugh’s ¢ answer ” to said
report, subsequently published in the pamphlet aforesaid, styled “a Vin-
dication and defence of the German Reformed Church,” of which he is
the author, to wit page 12, ¢ Neither the Committee nor those members
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of Classis who endorse the contents of that report, or the charges
founded upon them, skall escape receiving their due reward.”

IT. MISREPRESENTATION AND FALSE ALLEGATIONS, as the ground of
the aforesald civil action, embodied in the complaint referred to in his
Summons, a true copy of which is herewith presented as documentary
proof. (See p. 11.) '

II1. LiBELLOUS AFFIRMATIONS, made and published respecting him
in a pamphlet styled ¢ A Vindication and Specification.”

Ist. On page 11 there is this false affirmation: “ No wonder that Le
and his colleague (meaning Mr. G.),in this inquisitorial visitation, met
with rebuffs from the members of my church sufficient to erimson the
cheeks of any man whose conscience is not seared with a red-hot iron.”

2d. Impeaching his integrity as a judge disqualified by corrupt motive
to sit in his case, on the false ground of being under ¢ pecuniary obliga-
tion or otherwise, to the Collegiate Dutch Church and its pastors.” (p.
1, Appendixg

3d. His fifth reason of appeal to particular Synod, being a falschood,
to wit: “ Said Committee without any instructions of Classis, inquisi-
torially passed from house to house among the members of said church
and others, and thus raked wp slanders against me.” Repeated on fifth
page following. The Committee “went from house to house, through
my Chureh, and gathered up falsehoods and slanders against me.”

4th. On the same page—* Hence the motion was in the act of being
made by the Rev. Mr. Gordon, in the meeting, which was held on Mon-
day, Feb. 9th, to make arrangements for holding a day of prayer for
Colleges, on the last Thursday of February ; to also set apart a day for
special prayer for this very Collegiate Church, that God might be moved
of his mercy and clemency, to awaken said Church to a better sense of
its duty to (rod, and the churches, and the community around it.”

5th. On page 17th following—Unchristian and corrupt motives are
assigned for this complainant’s vote in the case of Mr. Ebaugh and a
falsehood printed in italics, to wit: “awith, and for whom he was doing
such royal battle against me.”  All of which misrepresentations and false
allegations printed and industriously circulated by Mr. Ebaugh, form a
good and sufficient ground for a libel suit against him.

LV. Gross pEFAMATION OF CHARACTER, p%bfisked to the perstmali
injury of many of the members of this Classis; and imputation of cor-
ruption 1n connection with their votes in his case, in said pamphlet, in
language and spirit incompatible with Christianity, and constituting, as:
the undersigned believes, a forfeiture of Mr. Ebaugh’s standing as a
member of your body. Proof, the whole of the aforesaid pamphlet.

Signed, W. R. Gorpon.
New- York, Oct. 15th, 1852.

New-York, Nov. 3d, 1852,

Classis met, and after the usual preliminaries, “ the Stated Clerk re-
ported, that the Rev. Mr. Ebaugh had been duly cited to appear before
Classis this day, and put in his answer to the accusation preferred
against him, a copy of which had been furnished him at the same time
in accordance with the requirement of the Constitution.”

2
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“ Rev. Mr. Ebaugh appeared before Classis, and the accusation having
been read to him, he put in as his answer, a paper purporting to be a
protest against the proceedings of Classis in his case. Whereupon the
following resolution was proposed and adopted :

“ Resolved, That the Rev. Mr. Ebaugh now receive the EmpuaTIC
cENSURE of this body, for the presentation of an irrelevant and unjust
paper to this Classis; and that he be now required to put in his answer
to the complaint of the Rev. Mr. Gordon.

“ Carried unanimously.

“ Rev. Mr. Ebaugh was again called upon for his answer, and he
replied that he was not ready.

“ Resolved, That when this Classis adjourn, théy adjourn to meet
next Monday morning at 10 o’clock, and that Mr. Ebaugh be directed
then to put in his answer.”

New- York, Nov. 8th, 1852.

Classis met, and after the usual preliminary business, “ Rev. J. 8.
Ebaugh appeared before Classig, and the accusation having been read,
he replied that /e was not gwlly for the reasons contained in the follow-
ing document :

1o the Classis of New- York.

New-York, Nov. 6th, 1852.

Dear BreETHREN :(—While on the one hand, I utterly disavow any in-
tention whatever to be contentious or desirious of causing any unpleasant
feelings among the members of Classis, and while I feel willing to sub-
mit the present case occupying the attention of Classis, to the adjudica-
tion of the Classis, as consisting of some twenty-five members of said
Classis, exclusively of sixteen members named in and objected to in my
protest handed in to Classis, November 3d, 1852, for reasons therein
set forth, my whole soul revolts at the impropriety and injustice of sub-
mitting to be judged again by those members of this Classis who have
been found guilty by the decision of the General Synod of our church,
to have been in error to such a degree as to unjustly condemn me to
Hcelesiastical death; and hence T protest again with my whole soul
against the propriety and injustice of the following members of Classis
sitting as judges or jurors in this case, viz.: Drs. John Knox, Thomas
De Witt, Thomas E. Vermilye, Rev. Talbot W. Chambers, Drs. James
B. Hardenbergh, Geo. H. Fisher, C. Vanarsdale, Nicholas J. Marselus,
Rev. John C. Guldin, Abraham R. Van Est, Jeremiah S. Lord, and
William T. Vandoren, together with all and each of the Elders who acted
with said members in suspending me unjustly from the Gospel Ministry,
February 16th, 1852 ; and 1 most earnestly hope that these brethren
will for once practically observe the golden rule, and do with me, as
they certainly would wish to be done by in a change of our conditions,
and thus at once retire from all participation in this trial of this case,
and 1f this case must be tried by this Classis, let them find a jury for
this purpose out of the some upward of twenty of the remaining mem-
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bers, who may be considered as uncommitted as to those matters now
before Classis.” |

But I would greatly prefer, on the score of propriety and justice, to
be set off to the South Classis of New-York, and then let this case be
~ fairly adjudicated by said Classis as a court of collateral jurisdiction as
affording ample satisfaction to all parties concerned; and as the Particu-
lar Synod is to meet on the last Wednesday of November, 1852, T hope
the brethren will not insist on forcing this action on precipitately,
but be willing to abide the advice and decision of said Synod, in rela-
tion to the matters already referred to said Synod by complaint and
appeals from the decisions of said Classis of New-York, between said
Classis and myself for adjudication, as much the surest and most correct
course of procedure in the premises. For in justice to myself, I cannot
collect and arrange all the evidence I shall have to adduce on this trial
in a less space of time than thirty days from November 8th, 1852
and hence, while 1 plead not guilty of the charges alleged against me wn
 the bill of complaint, tabled against me by Rev. William R. Gordon,
October 19th, 1852, I must insist on at least thirty days time for arrang-
ing my evidence for trial of this to me all-important case.f

Classis allowed the time asked.

TRIAL.

~ Ulassis met Dec. 13th, 1852, for the trial of this case. After prelim-
inaries, 1t was |
“ Resolved, That no wrrelevant testvmony wnitroduced to the pownts at
18sue in this case, shall be made a matter of record. ,
~ “The President announced to Classis that they were about to pro-
ceed to the investigation of judicial business, &e.

“The complaint was first read, and then the answer, after which the
following Zestzmony was given in the case:

Rev. Dr. MarseLus called by Mr. Gordon, and affirmed.

Recollects how Mr. Gordon was put on Mr. Chambers’ Committee,
by looking at the minutes. Knows that Mr. Gordon was President of
Classis at the time, and was made a member of it by motion. Con-
versed with Mr. Gordon on the subject. Remember hearing Mr. Gor-
don say, he was determined to see if a church could be found, and 1f’ he
did find one, would be glad to report its existence.

Cross-exaimined.

Had you 1n your possession evidence to show the complete organiza-
tion of the G. R. Ch., down to Dec. 31, 18502 4. I had in my pos-

* There are not a dozen other members including ministers without charge
available to us: e. g., we could not get the Scudders from India, nor Mr, Knox
from St. Thomas. This profier of Mr. E. is for effect elsewhere,

+ An inspection of the  evidence collected and arranged,” will no doubt prove
him to have been very laborious; and we may add, sincere in this assurance !
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session the report of the committee on that subject, recorded in the
minutes, p. 369, vol. vii.

In Chief—Witness was shown the pamphlet, styled “ A Vindica-
tion,” &e., and said, I have seen it before—Mr. Ebaugh is the reputed
author-—received from Mr. Ebaugh a copy.

(Signed) N. I. MarseLus.

Rev. E. 8. PorTER, called by Mr. Gordon, affirmed.

- Was President of Particular Synod at Newark.. Was shown the
pamphlet, styled “ A Vindication,” &ec. Saw a copy of it at Newark.
It was circulated there by Mr. Ebaugh. Understood Mr. Ebaugh to
issue it as a statement of his case.

Cross-examaned.

When circulating this pamphlet among members of Synod, what
did I say? A. My recollection 1s, that the case had proceeded so far
as to the evidence in reply, when Mr. E. distributed this pamphlet,
commenced reading his defence from it, and referred the members to it.
I have no recollection of his saying before that, or afterwards, what it
contained. I, as President, objected to his reading the pamphlet as
irrelevant, and was sustained by the house in that objection. During

this, Mr. K. said, it was documentary evidence.
(Signed) E. S. PorTER.

Ricuarp BRINKERHOFF, called by Mr. Gordon, affirmed.

Witness was shown the pamphlet, styled “ A Vindication,” &e. I
received a copy from Mr. Kbaugh in my store.

Cross-exannuned.

Asked Mr. E. for a copy or two for Mr. Van Dalsem, and receive

them. |
(Signed) RicHArRD BRINKERHOFF.

Rev. T. W. Cuamsers, called by Mr. Gordon, affirmed.

(). Were you, or not, the author of a certain preamble and resolu-
tion relative to the German Ref Church? 4. Yes. Q. Did you ap-
prise any person of your intention to bring in that document previous
to the Session of Classis? A. Not a soul. (). Was there a committee
originated to which this document was referred? A. Yes. (. Did
any one suggest to you the propriety of bringing in that document?
A. Nobody. Q. Who was then'President of Classis? A. You, Mr Gor-
don. Q. How came the president to be a member of that committee?
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A. I am not sure of the precise form, but know it was against his
expressed will.  He said, “ 1t wasa trick.” I took the advantage, I think,
of his temporary absence from the chair, to have him appointed. ©.
Who was chairman of this committee? A. I was, against my will ; had
to serve, as having introduced the original resolution. . What did
the committee understand to be the object of their appointment? A.
To ascertain if there was a church under the pastoral care of the Rev.
Mr. Ebaugh. (). What course did the committee take to ascertain
this? (Objected to by the defendant.) A. We tried to get from Mr.
Ebaugh his book of minutes, and a list of his members with their ad-
dress. (). What further did they do? A. Mr. K. failed to furnish us
the list. We then sought, by the aid of the Directory, to find every per-
son whose name was written in the list on the minutes. (). How many
did we find? 4. Out of 150 on the list, we did not find more than a
dozen, I suppose. (. In our interviews with the members of the
churceh, who introduced the business of the committee? A. I did.

Can you state, or can you not, what were the questions proposed by
yourself in our interviews with the members? A. To learn whether
they were really members of this church. Whether they worshipped,
and communed with it, &c. Q. Did the persons whom we visited treat
us respectfully? A. Yes, they all did. . Did they answer kindly
and fairly? 4. I think they did. €. Did yourself and Mr. Gor-
don go to any other person or persons, besides the reputed members
of Mr. Ebaugh’s Church? A. The only other person, was Mr. Busché,
pastor of the original Geerman Ref. Ch,, in Forsyth-street. (). What
was our object in visiting Mr. Busché? A. To see if the list in Mr.
¥ibaugh’s book was the same as in his book. . Did we find any names
there? A. He showed us all his books, but I forget whether any one
of these names were found in them. (). Did we satisfy ourselves, or
not, from Mr. Busché’s books, whether the present list of Mr. Kbaugh’s
reputed members belonged to Zzs present Church or not? A. We
did, in regard to a number. Some, Mr. B. said, were dead, and others
had never gone off with Mr. Ebaugh’s party. . Did Mr. Busché
volunteer any statement of which we were previously ignorant? 4.
He did. ). What was 1t? 4. He stated, that Mr. Ebaugh was pro-
secuting a claim upon the church, of which he, Mr. Busché was pastor,
for services rendered to it, during the time that we understood that Mr.
Ebaugh was serving his church in 17th-street. (Question and answer
objected to.)

Q. Was you at the meeting held in February last, to make ar-
rangements for holding a day of prayer for colleges? A. Yes. |
Did Mr. Gordon introduce a resolution mentioned in his pamphlet on page
5th 2* A. Not that I recollect of ). Have you any recollection of
my attempting to do 1t? 4. No, sir. . Would you have recollected
it, had such a strange resolution been introduced? A. It is likely I
would, as I got up that meeting, and therefore took an interest in it.

¥ See Complaint, p. 17.
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Cross-examained.

(). Had you not. at the time you received this information of Mr
Busché, our book of secular minutes? A. I believe we had. (). Did you
make a statement in your report of the settlement between me and the
Consistory of the 17th-st. Church, as ordered by Classis? A. I think
we did, but the report will show. €). How did you get the list of mem-
bers of the German Ref. Church? A. We got the names from the
book of minutes of the German Ref Church, and the residences from
the Directory. Q. From whom did you receive these books of minutes?
Ans. From Mr. Ebaugh. Q. By Mr. Gordon. What was the charac-
ter of the book of minutes furnished the committee? Axs. One blend-
ed spiritual and secular things in the minutes, the other was a register
having loose minutes. (). By Mr. Ebaugh. What did these scrap
minutes contain ? Ans. I do not distinctly remember, but they were very
informal. Q. Did you read the title of that second book? Aws. I did.
Q. Do you recollect the purport of the title? Ans. So far as I remem-
ber it was a list of members. €. Do you recollect the title of the first

book? Ans. No.
(Signed) Tarsor W. CHaMBERS. *

Myr. Ebaugh presented the following paper :—1 now enter my solemmn
objection to the whole of Rev. T. W. Chambers’ testimony, in the case
pending between Rev. W. R. Gordon and Rev. J. 8. Kbaugh, as being
inseparably conneeted with said Rev. W. R. Gordon in this whole case,
and hence has no right to take the stand, as a party deeply interested in
this issue now before Classis, (!)

New- York, Dec. 7, 1852. JouN S, Epavau.

The Complainant rested. -

Mr. Ebaugh here proposed to call Dr. Krebs and Dr. Van Zandt, by
whom he proposed to prove, that Rev. Mr. Gordon had admitted the state-
ments contained in the pamphlet were true. Plaintiff objected to the
introduction of such evidence, because #rrelevant to the points at issue.
Defendant insisted. Knowing the import of said evidence, plaintiff
said he would agree to its admission, provided the defendant would
agree to its being ruled out, should the Classis deem it Irrelevant.
To this the defendant agreed, and

Dr. PETER VAN ZANDT was called by Mr. Ebaugh, and affirmed.

Q. Did you attend the meeting of General Synod in June last?
Ans. Yes. Q. Had you, or not, a conversation with a minister of the
Gospel, during the sessions of the Synod, on the subject of the pamphlet,
“ A Vindication,” &e., and with whom? Aw~s. With a number, and
with Dr. Krebs. Q. What was the nature of that conversation? (Omit-
ted until Dr. Krebs had given his testimony. )

* Documentary evidence adduced, accompanied complaini.
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Cross-examaned.

Q. What has your evidence to do with the case in hand? Ans
That you will have to judge of. (). What conversation is referred to
by you? ANs. In reference to this pamphlet. Q. Where was it held ?

Ans. In the church at Williamshurgh. |
(Signed) PETER VAN ZANDT.

Rev. Dr. KrEss called by Mr. Ebaugh, affirined.

Q. Had you a conversation on the subject of this pamphlet, during
the sessions of General Synod, at Williamsburgh, and with whom? Ans
A very brief one, either with Rev. Mr. Gordon, or Dr. Van Zandt,'or
both, as both were sitting near together. Q. What was the subject of
the remarks then made? Ans. I think Mr. Ebaugh was then making
his defence—at least, it was during his trial. I remarked, I think, to
Dr. Van Zandt, speaking across Mr. Gordon, or to Mr. Gordon himself.
though I rather think to the former, during some occasional re-
marks respecting the trial generally, that I thought Mr. Kbaugh had
spoken in his pamphlet with excessive severity of the Collegiate Minis-
ters, as I had characterized it before in conversation with other persons.
After that remark had dropped from my lips, Mr. Gordon turned to me
and said, as nearly as I can recollect the words, “ and the worst of 1t 1s,
it is all true.” Other conversation followed which I do not recollect.

Gross-e.ramined—-b}r Mr. Gorpon.

@ In what position did we sit—on the same bench? A. 1 cannot tell
precisely. I sat next the wall, in the pew, either with or behind Mr.
Gordon. Mr. Gordon sat nearer to the aisle than I. I think in a care-
less, easy position. Don’t know how long the pews are or how many
they will hold. I think Mr. Gordon was in the pew before me, but can-
not say certainly. . Was this a broken conversation? A. Yes. Icannot
swear positively that Mr. Gordon’s remark did not refer to the whole
pamphlet, and not to the Collegiate Ministers. I referred to whatever
was written in the book, but mainly to its severity in regard to the Col-
legiate Church. I made the remark in a subdued tone. €. Was it
not possible for me to misunderstand your remark? A. No, not from
the distance at which you were. (). Who began this conversation ? A, I
cannot tell, we were all talking together. By Dr. Dewitt,—Did Mr.
(Gordon’s remark immediately follow yours, that the pamphlet showed
excessive severity toward the Collegiate Ministers? Yes. By Dr. Van
Pelt,—When Mr. Gordon said “ That is not the worst, &e.,” do you re-
member making any reply ? None that I can recall. By Mr. Gordon,
—Did you communicate this remark to Mr. Ebaugh? T have no recol-
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lection of doing s0.* (). Was any one else near enough to overhear the
conversation? A. I think not. }

(Signed) Joun M. Kress,

Dr. Van Zanpr,—recalled.

(). What was the subject of this conversation? A. Dr. Krebs was
sitting on the north side of the Church, next the wall, and Mr. Gordon
in front of him, and sometimes a little to the right of him. I was sit-
ting an arm’s length from Dr. Krebs in the same pew. All at once, Mr.
Gordon turned around and said, “ What’s more, it 18 all true "—This
remark I presume was in reply to some remark of Dr. Krebs, which I
did not hear. . Have you had conversation with Mr. Gordon on the
pamphlet? A. Yes. (. Did he ever deny the statements made in 1t?
A. 1 don’t know that he ever did, or had occasion to do so.

Cross-exanined.

@). What was my position? 4. You were in the pew before Dr. Krebs
alternating your position, sometimes in front of Dr. Krebs, and some-
times on the right? (). Can you tell the precise position I occupied at

the time I made the remark? A. You sat a little to the right of Dr.
Krebs.|

(Signed) PeTteEr VAN ZaANDT.

At this stage of the business, Mr. Ebaugh pulled out of his pocket
a previously prepared paper, absurdly enough demanding a nonsuit !
“ because his pamphlet had been proved true by the endorsement of the
plaintiff” On, the other hand, the Plaintiff insisted that the evidence
of the last two witnesses should be ruled out, because 1t had no relevancy
to any point in the case. and because of Defendant’s agreement to that
effect. Several said it was all irrelevant; yet Mr. Ebaugh had the
hardihood to deny that he had made any such agreement.

Classis adjourned. |

¥ .Dr. Van Zandt also said, he had not told Mr. E. or had no recollection of
doing so.

Tg[ The notes of Mr. Ebaugh’s Clerk, and of Mr. Gordon, differ somewhat from
those of the Clerk of Classis, respecting the cross-examination of this witness. It
is accounted for in this way. Dr. Krebs had no interest in remembering this
conversation, and as he said. it had nearly all escaped from his recollection ; the
same is true of Dr. Van Zandt, both of whom had to exchange views, before they
could recall any thing, and they strictly agree only in the phrase “it’s all true,” the
one misjudging, as it appears. the reference of the remark, and the other not hear-
ing its connection. This is easily accounted for; and compatible with the fact of
their giving honorable, honest and perfectly reliable testimony so far as their recol-
lection served them. Loss of accurate remembrance, caused Dr. Krebs to explain
by circumlocution, Hence the notes vary. He further testified, that ‘‘ we sat
some three or four feet apart—that the conversation was a broken and not a con-
tinnous one, consisting of interjected remarks, and replies in a low, subdued tone
—that no one was near enough to overhear the conversation.”|

1 [ The same necessity of resort to circumlocution, indicative of loss of memory,
has also occasioned discrepancy on the part of those taking notes, which however
uever can impair the integrity of any witness. ]
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Classis met pursuant to adjournment, December 13th, 1852, After
the usual preliminaries, a motion was made by the Plaintiff for the rul-
wng out of the evidence of the last two witnesses, according to the rule
adopted by Classis in the beginning of the trial, and also on the ground
of the Defendant’s express agreement. This caused a lengthened de-
bate. Finally the Defendant insisted that the Plaintiff should be called
to the stand as /2s witness! The Classis gratified him.

W. R. GorvoN,—called by Mr. Ebaugh, afirmed.

I was present at Session of General Synod at Williamsburgh in
June 1852. Met Dr. Van Zandt and Dr. Krebs there—found them in
one pew, and I took the next pew in front, and sat by the door, Dr.
Krebs sitting in end towards the wall. . Did you overhear a conver-
sation between Dr. Krebs and Dr. Van Zandt on that occasion? A.
Not to my knowledge. . Did you hear any remarks on the pamphlet,
“A Vindication, &e.” A. Yes. (). By whom were they made? A. By
Dr. Krebs to me. (). What were they? A. As I satin the pew, my
head leaning on my right hand, my left arm extended on the back of
the pew, watching Mr. Ebaugh in his defence with his pamphlet in his
hand—he was insisting upon the fact (as near as I can recollect) that
Dr. Knox affirmed in the Classis of New-York that ¢ there was nothing
against Mr. Ebaugh up to that time,’—Dr. Krebs, as I think, touched
the end of my fingers, he being against the wall, and in a subdued tone
inquired, “ Is that so?” I replied in the affirmative. Afterwards, a lit-
tle farther on in the defence, Mr. Ebaugh commented on his being * con-
demned by 16 out of 42 votes belonging to said Classis,” in reference
to the injustice of the proceeding. Dr. Krebs then touched my fingers
again, and inquired in a similar subdued tone, “ Is that so?” Towhich
I replied in the affirmative, because there was no opportunity of expla-
nation.* As near as I recollect at that time, when Mr. Ebaugh was

* This use of Dr. Knox’s remark by Mr. Ebaugh was objected to at the time in
Classis, by himself and others, as a gross preversion. Some member had proposed
that Mr. Ebaugh should be then tried irrespective of his Church matters—Dr.
Knox objected to this, and said * there was nothing against Mr. Ebaugh,” meaning,
then formally presented on the table of Classis. Any one can see the dishonest use
of this remark, and thus, whatever truth there is in his pamphlet, it is made to
make plausible the most unworthy statements. When this case was decided, there
was a Classis as full as usual. Counting the disabled, and the absent, and the Missiona-
ries who are never there, Mr. Ebaugh might crowd up the number of Classical mem-
bers. 7T%ese are the persons who. he informs us, on p. 16 of his pamphlet, ¢ took his
advice, and availed themselves of the prudent convenience of being absent from the
meeting of Classis, at the time this suspending resolution was enacted, evincing by
this course of conduct, in a manner not to be misunderstood, that if the Ministers
and Elders of the Collegiate Church, together with their few adherents in this case,
were determined at all hazards to sacrifice me, they should at least have all the
glory of it to themselves”!!1  Who were these 28 members ? Here are the names
of some. Dr. Brownlee (emeritus); J. P. Knox (laboring in St. Thomas); J. Scudder
and W. W. Scudder, Missionaries in Ceylon; Dr. Vermule, S. Buckham, W, Boyce
who are never seen at Classis, Rev. Mr. May, of Philadelphia, in Seaman’s Friends
Society, and others. Beyond a doubt, it was convenient for them to be absent, but
that they ¢ took his advice,” they may believe who can. Besides, the Classis of
New-York had set off nine Churches to form the Classis of Westchester.
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near finishing his comments, I reposed my head upon the panel of the
pew before me, as represented by Dr. Krebs when on oath. My recol-
lection is, I think, distinet and vivid, from the circumstance that I was
watching the issue of that appeal, as competent of being made to bear
on the civil suit in which I am defendant against Mr. Ebaugh. While
thinking upon that, I was a little surprised to hear Dr. Krebs say in
words as near as I can recollect, to this effect: “That pamphlet is an
outrageous publication, its language is very severe.” The end of the
sentence, as'sworn to by him, in reference to the Collegiate Ministers I
did not hear, to my knowledge ; my surprise at hearing this from Dr.
Krebs. arose from the fact that I understood he was a brother-in-law of
Mr. Ebaugh, and inferred, probably without good reason, that he would
therefore sympathize with Mr. Ebaugh. Considering the remark made to
me, the reply I made to Mr. Krebs referred to the whole pamphlet, and
not to the Collegiate Ministers at all, not hearing their names. The
truth to which I referred, was those scraps of truth which are found
throughout the pamphlet, such as, the remark made by Dr. Knox, &e.—
As nearly as I recollect, my reply to Dr. Krebs was. ¢ The worst of all,
there 1s truth through all of it.” . Did Dr. Van Zandt make any re-
mark on the subject? .A. None to me, that I recollect—he may have
done so to Dr. Krebs. . How far was Dr. Van Zandt sitting from
you then? A. I can’t tell, he was in the pew behind. *

Here some one moved that Mr. Gordon’s evidence, together with that
of Dr K. and Dr. V. Z., be at once ruLED ouT as utterly irrelevant, and
the motion almost unanimously passed.

Rev. Dr. Vax Pert, called by Mr. Ebaugh, affirmed.

Q. Did you attend meetings of Classis of New-Y ork, in Oct., Nov., Dec.,
1851, and Feb. 18522 Ans. Some of them, butnotall. Q. Were you pre-
sent Oct. 1851, at the meeting at which the preamble and resolution to dis-
band the Ger. Ref. Church, were introduced by Rev. T. W. Chambers ?
Ans. ITwas. Q. Wasitnoton the 21st of Oct., 1851, at our stated meet-
ing? Ans. I think it was. Q. What was done with that preamble and
resolution? Ans. They were debated. Q Were you present when the
report of Messrs. Chambers, Gordon and Westervelt on this subject, was
brought in? Ans. I cannot say. Q. Were you present at the sum-
ming up in Feb. 16, 18527 Ans. Yes. Q. Did you, any time when
you were present, hear any objections by Mr. Gordon, or anybody else
to the statements made in the evidence, and summing up? Ans. I
have no knowledge of any. Q. Were the statements made in this
pamphlet admitted, or were they not, by all the members present. and
Mr. Gordon among them, save an immaterial correction by Dr. De Witt ?

* That Mr. G. could not have meant ‘it’s all true,” must be evident from the
fact that Mr. Ebaugh makes assertions therein respecting him. which Mr. G. brands
as sheer falsehood, to the proof of which when Mr. E. is put, he wtlerly fails. Mr.
Ebaugh in his printed version of this trial leaves out the entire testimony of Mr.
Gordon, his own witness !
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Axs. When Mr. Ebaugh began to sum up in that trial, the question
came up about the pamphlet, which he preferred to use in his defence.
And accordingly, having it in his hand, at times he read, and other
times explained, and so went through. Q. During the whole of my de-
fence, when using this pamphlet in part, did Mr. Gordon make any
objection to the allegations here stated? Ans. I have no recollection
that he did. Q. There is a statement on page 5th of Defence. Feb. 16th,
1852, “ hence the motion, &c.” In making my defence, did I not make
that statement, and refer especially to Mr. Gordon who was then in the
chair, and did he give any denial of it? Ans. I %ave no knowledge
that he did. Q. The pamphlet, page 16, says Dr. John Knox remarked
“ that he could not conscienfiously, &e.” Did you hear Dr. K. make
those remarks? Ans. Yes, I did. Q. On same page is said, “ Dr.
Thomas De Witt remarked, &c.” Did you hear this remark? Ans
Yes, I did. Q. Did you meet Dr. Marselus in Classis during the dis-

cussion of these matters? Ans. Yes. Q. Did you put any questions
to Dr. M.? Ans. Yes.

C'ross-examained.

Q. Who was President of Classis during the session to which you
referred? Ans. Mr. Gordon, I believe.

On motion, Dr. Van Pelt’s testimony was RULED oUT, a8 negative and
irrelevant. |

W. C. KuvypeErs, called by Mr. Ebaugh, affirmed.

His testimony, so far as it went, referred to the pamphlet. The
Clerk of Classis writes—* The witness proceeded thus far, when in reply
to a question, he became noisy and tumultuous,and the Classis deeming
itself insulted, unanimously resolved that he be dismissed from the

stand.*

Tuesday, Dec. 14th, 1852.
Joun Scuwas, called by Mr. Ebaugh, affirmed.

Q. Have you ever seen Mr. Gordon and Mr. Chambers? Ans. Yes.
Q. Do you identify them as sitting before you? Ans. I do, but not
sure whether both the gentlemen were at my house. Q. Were they in-
troduced to you as Mr. Chambers and Mr. Gordon? Ans. It 18 in my
mind that they were, but 1 am not sure. Q. What did they say was
their object in visiting you ? Ans. To find out the membership of Mr.
Ebaugh’s congregation. Q. What was the reply that you made to them ?
Ans. One thing or other was talked about, and finally I said I was a
member. Q. What did you state was the object of their visit? Ans
To the amount that it was a sort of hatred to persecute some members of

% Mr. Ebaugh’s account of this “ spontaneous combustion,” in his garbled ac-
count of the trial, is simply a perversion.
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the Classis. Q. What member did you alludeto? Ans. Mr. Ebaugh. Q.
What further took place ? Ans. I stated tothem, that a certain church
property belonged to one as well as another.

Cross-exanuned.

Q. Can you state positively whether one or two persons called on
you at the time referred to? Ans. I cannot. Q. What was the name
of the one that called? Ans. It is so long since, that I cannot positively
say. Q. You said pur object was to find out the membership of Mr.
Ebaugh’s congregation. Did you state thaﬁ you had not been to church
for a long time? Ans. I did. The church was in 17th street, and my
house in Christie near Grand. Q. Did you say or not, that you never
meant to ask a certificate? Ans. I cannot say. Q. What other in-
quiries did the gentlemen make of you? Ans. I don’t remember. Q.
To whom did you state, that it was a sort of hatred, &e.? Ans. To the
gentlemen who called on me. Q. Was this reply of yours in connection
with a talk about church property ? Ans. Yes, my reply was on that.
Q. Did the gentlemen explain to you the object of their visit? Ans. I
suppose they did, but don’t know. Q. How were they treated ? Ans.

Civily. Q. Any unkind words on either side? Ans. Not to my
knowledge.

Darect-examination.

Q. Did you rebuke these gentlemen when they called? Ans. Yes,
I told them that I thought it was very wrong, or something to that
effect. Q. What was very wrong in your estimation? Ans, That Mr,
Ebaugh should be persecuted on account of that suit.

Cross-exanunation.

Q. Did the committee tell you that they did not come to talk about
that suit at all? Ans. Yes, I believe they did. Q. What did they say in
reference to their sole business? Ans. I can’t remember, except as 1
said before on account of the membership.

(Signed) | JOHN SCHWAB.

Ira Bensamin, called by Mr. Ebaugh, affirmed.

Q. Do you know these gentlemen before you, Messrs. Chambers &
Gordon? Ans. I do. Q. Did you ever see them at your house or shop ?
Ans. Near my shop I did. Q. Did they ask if you were a member of
the Ger. Ref. Church? Ans. They did. Q. What conversation had
you on the subject of the Consistory ? Ans. First, they asked why the -
Consistory did not meet the committee according to the notice sent
them. I answered that they had not stated in the notice what 1t was
for—that was the objection. Q. What further conversation had you
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with the committee? Ans. They inquired of me respecting the mem-
bership of the church, the names of members, place of worship, &e. Q.
What was your reply? Ans. After answering those questions, I asked
what was their object in calling us before Classis. Q. What did they
answer? Ans. They said that they were going to try Mr. Kbaugh for
something about the affairs of his church. Q. What reply did you
make ? Ans. I believe I asked what things in particular the Classis
had against Mr. Ebaugh. Q. What did they reply ? Ans. Well, they said
that he had reported more members than there really were. They asked
if I knew how many there were. I said I did not. Q. Was there any
further conversation in relation to the object of their visit? ANs. There
was other conversation, all of which I do not remember. I don’t know
that it would be proper to state. Q. What was this eonversation ?
Axs. T think I inquired if it was not persecution of Mr. Ebaugh on the
part of the Classis, on account of the suit brought against the Collegiate

Church. Q. What did they reply? Axs. I thick they said that they
thought not. I told them I thought it was a great pity, and I think I
said it was a small business to be running around among Mr. E’s mem-
bers. Q. What else was said ? Anws. I told this committee that if the
Collegiate Church was contending for money which did not belong to
them, 1t was very wrong. The committee told me that I should not
judge too ceverely. That is all.

Cross-examined—by Mr. Gorpon.

Q. Was this conversation with Mr. Chambers or with me? Ans.
Mr. Chambers did most of the talking. Q. Did the committee say their
object in calling was not to talk of affairs of the Collegiate Church ?
Ans. Yes. Q. Apartfrom the conversation about the Collegiate Church,
was not the interview between you and the committee agreeable and
courteous? Ans. Yes. Q. by Mr. Chambers. Are you sure that the
committee told you that the object of Classis was to try Mr. Ebaugh ?
Ans. I think that was the reply.

(Signed) Ira Bensamin.

Joun WESTERVELT, called by Mr. Ebaugh, affirmed.

Q. Are you an elder of the church formerly cor. Greene and Houston
streets? Ans. Yes. Q. How long? Ans. Three or four years. Q.
Do you know of the sale of that church? Anwns. 1 do. Q. By whom was
the sale made? Ans. By the Consistory. Q. Who subscribed the deed ?
Ans. President and Secretary. (. Who 1s President. Ans. Mr. Gor-
don. Q. Who is Secretary? Ans. At that time it was Mr. Jacob
Brinkerhoff, I think. Q. When did you effect the sale? Ans. Some
time in Jan., 1852, or Feb. Q. What did the Consistory resolve, after
selling the church? Ans. To build another. Q. Did you contemplate
building it out of your own means as a congregation? Ans. I don’t
recollect that any thing was said on the subject at that time. . Did

ou afterwards apply to Collegiate Church for $12,000 to aid you? Ans.
{Tot to my knowledge. Q. Did you apply for a loan of money? Ans.



30

Yes. Q. Who signed that application? Ans. The President and Sec-
retary. Q. Can you state the amount? ANs. I do not recollect whether
it was ten or twelve thousand dollars. Q. Was your application success-

ful? Ans. No. Q. Did you repeat it? Ans. No.

Cross-examined.

(. Did the President of Consistory sign that application by order of
Consistory?  Ans. Yes, of course.
(Signed) JOHN WESTERVELT.

Defence rested, and Classis adjourned.

December 15th, 1852,

Classis met. After opening, the parties proceeded to sum up.

The following are the points of argument for the prosecution :—

. When a member of the church or a minister of the gospel 1s known |
to have committed any fault of a gross kind, and a brother, knowing
thereof, fails to take proper steps in the line of discipline, the sin of
omussion in the latter is often greater than the sin of comumission in the
former.

2. In this case, Mr. Ebaugh’s reasons for his plea of “ not guilty” are
utterly irrelevant and evasive (see his answer). The firs? is a protest
against a large number of members of Classis sitting either as members

or jurors in his case. The second reason is, a wish to be set off to the
South Classis of New-York !

3. This answer was an assurance in the outset, that all the evidence
he could adduce would be irrelevant and nugatory; and now, as this
prediction was then made from the character of the answer, that the evi-
dence is all in, Classis is asked to decide whether this prediction is not
verified.

4. That he published the pamphlet in question, 1s proved by the evi-
dence of Messrs. Marselus, Brinkerhoff, and Porter.

st Charge in the complaint is maricious prosecuTiON.  The prose-
cution itself is admitted, and the proofs of its malictousness are the fol-
lowing :—

. Mr. Ebaugh never attempts to refute it but by his mere denial

2. Mr. G's rectitude of motive in discharge of prescribed duty, is
proved by the evidence of Dr. Marselus, and by Mr. Ebaugh’s admissions
in his pamphlet, as quoted in complaint.

3. The omassion of Mr. Westervelt’s name in his suit against the
committee, although he was equally implicated with the rest. -

4. The wuthdrawal of said suit from Drs. Knox, De Witt and Ver-
milye, although they are branded in his bill of complaint to be as deeply
culpable as Mr. G. See his complaint, p. 11.

5. Violent language used in his pamphlet, as quoted in complaint of
Mr. G.

6. The circumstance of his prosecuting Mr. G. on the day immedi-
ately after the report was read, and defore his trial, the issue of which he
could not know. These prove maliciousness.
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[2d Charge 1s, MISREPRESENTATION AND FALSE ALLEGATIONS, as the
oround of the aforesaid civil action.

st Proof. Rev. Mr. Chambers’ evidence, assuming the soe author-
ship of the preamble and resolution complained of, and for which E.
makes Mr. G. responsible with others for a premeditated ill-design to
ruin him in his reputation and fortunes,—see his complaint in ¢ivil action.

2. His own admission on pp. 17 and 23 of his pamphlet.

3. The withdrawal aforesaid. For by the terms of his complaint
in the ecivil suit, if Drs. Knox, De Witt, and Vermilye are innocent of
the charges withdrawn from them, so is Mr. Gordon, and therefore those
representations and assertions respecting him are equally false.

4. His utter failure to prove his assertions either by oral, documen-
tary, or circumstantial evidence on this trial.

3d Charge is, LIBELLOUS AFFIRMATIONS snade and published respect-
ing Mr: G. in his pamphlet. See them quoted in complaint of Mr. G

Ist Proof. His failure to substantiate any of them by his witnesses.
2. Circumstances prove them false. See Rev. Mr. Chambers’
-evidence.

3. No attempt to get rid of the base fabrications, constituting the
fourth and fifth specifications under this charge.

4. The bitterness with which they are uttered, is presumptive proof
against their truth, when the style of the whole pamphlet is regarded.

4th Charge is, GROSS DEFAMATION OF CHARACTER, published to the
personal injury of many of the members of this Classis; and imputa-
tion of corruption in connection with their votes in his case, in gaid
pamphlet, in language and spirit, incompatible with Christianity, and
constituting a forfeiture of his standing as a member of Classis.

Ist Proof. 5,19, 20, 21 pages of his pamphlet and others.

2. Imputation of corruption on 25th page, by moneyed influence, an
outrage so great that it cannot be tolerated.

3. Failure to escape this charge.

4. Reiteration in his first attempted answer, on this trial, of similar
offensive language, for which he was rebuked by Classis and Synod.

5. The imbecile attempt to eriminate Mr. G. by evidence ruled out
as irrclevant to the case; and even if the assertion were true as to his
admission of the truth of his pamphlet, 1t would not prove any thing per-
tinent to the matter in hand.

6. The weak assumption that members of Classis admitted his pamph-
let to be true, because they did not obyect to his statements. Whereas he
knows they not only brought forth strong denials, but produced stormy
sessions of this Classis at the time.

7. In his second pamphlet, Mr. Ebaugh says, that the resolution
condemnatory of his first pamphlet by General Synod, “was evidently
intended on the part of Synod, and was so understood by the Commis-
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sioners of Classis, on the floor of Synod,* to be a salvo to the feelings of
those members of the Classis of New-York, who had just received a
withering rebuke by the decision of said Synod,” &e., p. 25. And yet,
he pleads that this fourth charge should not prevail, [See his third
pamphlet just circulated, page 46,] because his first pamphlet “was
censured by General Synod, and to make it now the ground of trial 1is,
as it were, to try the defendant for a "thing already decided by the
highest court.” This resolution of condemnation Mr. Ebaugh brought
down upon his own head, by his own imprudence in said Synod, with
which this Classis had nothing to do; and he cannot plead a “salvo,”
intended for their benefit, as an argument why he should not answer for
his sins against them. (This last point was simply alluded to.)

For these reasons the Plaintiff claims judgment in his favor.

Mr. Ebaugh’s reply was simply an amplification of quoted language
employed in his first pamphlet, p. 21. “ Why does the White Man fol-
low my track !” * He introduced a paper, which he read in argument
purporting to be an oarH, sworn by himself before some commissioner.
(very convenient !) in which he says the plaintiff used the language to
himself, but which he could not otherwise prove, relative to the fourth
specification of 3d charge; and several irrelevant matters of personal
concern, whose grossness was, in fact, an acknowledgment of total dis-
comfiture, that awakened pity; for he had declared, he could not “ col-
lect and arrange all the evidence he should have to adduce on this trial
in a less space of time than 30 days.” All the witnesses he brought
to the stand, being residents of this city, could have been notified in
half a day, and he had no documentary evidence. The testimony of
Messrs. Schwab, Benjamin and Westervelt was all that was considered
relevant to the case, and 1t will be hard to perceive what bearing it has
on any point at i1ssue in this trial.t

The Classis, after due deliberation on each of the charges and speci-
fications, decided on all, in favor of plaintiff.

* The Gen. Synod was about passing a resolution, of * confidence in the in-
tegrity and good intention of the Classis of New York.” Dr, Vermilye repudiated
it as ‘‘ a salvo, uncalled for;” and it was withdrawn, and the ‘* condemnatory reso-
lution ” was unanimously carried afterwards. Yet Mr. E., true to the weaver’s
sign, “ Doubling and Thwisting done here,” can’t present the matter fairly.

+Subsequently, Mr. E. was requested by letter to furnish a copy of said oath,

and the name and office of the commissioner before whom he swore. . He took care
not to do it.



APPENDIX . @ ~

“Tur committee to whom was referred the subjects of the recommendation of
the committee on affairs of German Ref. Church, that said Church be dis-
solved, respectfully reports as follows:— 3

That before proceeding in the business referred to them, they through their
chairman informed the Rev. Mr. Ebaugh and the consistory of that Church of
their appointment, and requested their attendance on the committee, with such
information on the subject of the reference as they felt willing to communicate.
That qeither Mr. Ebaugh, nor any of his consistory attended the meetings of the
committee, and your committee have of course resorted to other sources to
obtain the information required. Your committee have ascertained the follow-
ing, as they believe, to be the facts as connected with the organization of this
Church, so far as it is connected with this Classis. This congregation existed
prior to 1793, as an independent Church, not connected with the Ref. Dutch
Church in this city. In 1764 they decided to connect themselves with this
denomination, and place themselves under their jurisdiction. In 1793 the
Classis of New-York, in a list of the churches belonging to this Classis, which
was inserted in their records, included this Church. ‘1 he connection between
such congregation and the Classis of New-York, continued nominally from
that period, until 1823, with occasional interruptions. During all this period
and especially after 1805, the representation in Classis was very uncertain,
often no one appearing at successive meetings of Classis. Until 1805, the con-
trol exercised by Classis appears to_have been constant, but after that period,
and until 1815, the absence from Classis, and disregard of its authority, from
time to time, seems to have taken place frequently. In 1810, difficulties in
the ehurch, on the subject of doctrine, led to an application to Classis, in
which the protection of Classis was claimed, on the ground that there was no
formal discharge of the church by Classis during its former withdrawals; and
after diccussion in Classis, it was decided that Classis. still had jurisdiction
over this Church, but refused them, under the then existing circumstances, a
seat in that body. This state of things continued, the church not being
regularly represented in Classis at its meetings, until 1823, the year after the
erection of the building in Forsyth-street. In this year, 1823, the church
communicated to Classis their intention to withdraw from the Dutch Church,
This was 1n opposition to a majority of the congregation, and the Classis
refused their assent, and at the meeting of Classis in Oct., 1823, a formal
application was made by the consistory for admission, and to be transferred to
the German Ref. Church. The discussion in Classis on thisapplica ion resulted
in the conclusion, that there were difficulties existing in the church which led
to “irreconcilable dissensions,” and the subject was frequently before Classis,
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until Oct., 1825, when a committee reported, that they were informed by the
minister of the church, that they did not consider themselves connected with
the Classis, and that any attempt to reunite them with the Classis would be
ineffectual.

No connection or intercourse took place between the church and the Classis,
from 1823 to 1838: but during all that period, both bodies acted upon the
supposed entire separation of the church from the jurisdiction of Classis as
declared in 1823. | |

In 1838, an application was made to Classis by some of the congregation
who were opposed to the union with another body, asking the Classis to take
the church under their charge, and appoint supplies for the pulpit then vacant,
which, after some discussion, was acceded to by Classis, and supplies were
appointed.

This proceeding on the part of a portion of the congregation and of Classis
eventually led to dissension, which took place in the church, and to the resort
to civil tribunals, ingwhich the question as to the proper organization of the
church as then existing, and the relative claims of the different bodies who as-
serted that they were the consistory of the church, now made a subject of
litigation, and of final adjudication. Without referring to the various and
contradictory decisions of the different Courts before which the cause was
argued, and by which decisions were made, it is sufficient to state, that in the
Court for the Correction of Errors, the highest court in this State, a decision
was made adverse to the claims set up by the portion of the congregation in
connection with the Classis, and declaring the legal organization of the church
to be with the party who claimed to be independent of this Classis, and award-
ing to them the possession of the church edifice, and all the property belonging
to the corporation. |

While this litigation was in progress, and after a decision by one of the
Courts against the party claiming to be in connection with this Classis, that
party withdrew from the church in Forsyth-street, and with the remains of a
consistory that still adhered, attempted the continuance of a church in another
part of the city. The success of that movement, however, was not attained,
and after ineffectual struggles to continue the regular ordinances of the Gospel,
they ceased to meet as an independent body, and the building in which they
had been worshipping was sold, and public services were suspended.

From statements made in the Classis at the last meeting, an effort is
now making to revive the.same church in another location, but with what
success the committee are unable to state. Irom this statement it will be
apparent, that the condition of this church is very extraordinary. While the
legal organization of the church, and the title to all the property, as well as
the greater portion of the members are with those who claim to be indepen-
dent of this Olassis, a small portion of the congregation without any legal
organization, claim to have an ecclesiastical existence separate and indepen-
dent from the other body. This ecclesiastical organization can only be
claimed from the acts of Classis. If the Classis in 1838 had not assumed a
jurisdiction and control over the church, the subsequent difficulties could not
have arisen. Whether that proceeding was within the power of Classis at the
time, is a question of some importance. The church in Forsyth-street by
a vote of its consistory, had declared itself independent of the Classis in 1823,
It is not necessary now to say, whether a church can so withdraw from the
Olassis without its consent. Although it will be remembered by many of the
members of the Classis, that upon the application of the Stanton-street Church,
under the pastoral care of Rev. J. Lillie, for such a dismission to the Presby-
terian Church, some of the fathers in the church expressed the opinion. that
a church could withdraw of its own accord, and that no dismission was neces-
sary, and in the late correspondence with the Presbyterian Church, they
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refused to recognize any necessity for a dismission before receiving a Dutch
Church into connection with one of their presbyteries.

Whatever might be the decision of Classis on such a quesiion, your coms-
mittee think this case is relieved from that difficulty, by the fact, that the
Classis for a period of fifteen years acquiesced in such withdrawal, and that
they were bound by such silence on their part, so that their consent to the
withdrawal from the jurisdiction of this Classis is to be presumed.

If this be so, then the subsequent act of the Classis in 1838, in asserting a
claim of jurisdiction over that body was irregular and void. They could not
again obtain that control, except upon an application from the Consistory of
that church to be again received in connection with this Classis. This was
not the case, but such application was made by a portion who, according to
the decision of the law courts, are not the lawful consistory of that church.
Nor was it an application for readmission to the Classis, but a mere request
for Classis to exercise jurisdiction over that church, and appoint supplies, &ec.

The effect of this attempted control by Classis over the church, in 1838,
was to continue a division, and has led to the strange fact, that one church
has broken into two parts, and that each part is now claiming to act under an
ecclesiastical organization, and to exercise the powers of a church of Christ,
when in fact there has been but one church organized, and, therefore, one of
these two parts is acting without any ecclesiastical authority whatever. Such
a state of things ought not to exist, and the question that naturally arises is,
how shall it be remedied ?

That Classis has the power to insist that the ecclesiastical organization is
regularly with the portion over whom they exercise control, even in opposition
to the decision of the courts of law, is not denied; but to warrant such a
course in this country, where no connection exists between the Church and
the State, there should be a clear and undoubted case made out. If there is
doubt, or if it is apparent that the organization as a separate body has been
improperly continued by the Classis, the evil should be remedied as soon as
possible. To sanction the continuance of an association of this kind, without,
in fact, giving it an ecclesiastical organization as a church of Christ, and per-
mitting such an association to receive members and exercise discipline, would
be giving them a power which the committee think this Classis would not be
willing to assent to. Even if there were good ground to doubt as to which
body was properly entitled to the ecclesiastical organization as a church, there
are other reasons why it is not advisable for this body any longer to insist
upon such a claim. By the decision of the highest court of this State, it is
settled that the church in Forsyth-street is not in connection with this
Classis, and that the portion of the Consistory who seceded, and remained
with this Classis, do not constitute the legal Consistory of the German Re-
formed Church in the city of New-York.

It follows, therefore, that the legal existence of the corporation by which
the property is held, is in those who are not acting with this Classis, and the
consequence is, that those who seceded have no legal existence. They have
no incorporation. They have no seal. They can neither buy nor hold real
estate, and, in order to provide a place of worship, they must hold it in the
name of individuals, or become incorporate anew as a distinct and separate
incorporation. |

Under such circumstances, your committee are decidedly of the opinion
that the wisest course of this body, both for themselves and those who with-
drew from the church in Forsyth-street, is to yield to the decision of the State
tribunals on this subject, and to declare that in consequence thereof, there is
no ecclesiastical organization by which those who seceded from that church
can claim_to exist as a regularly organized Church of Christ. In case the
Classis should make such a determination, it would be proper that some mea-
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sures should be adopted for the protection of any who bave been led to sup-
pose themselves to be members of a duly organized Church; and to meet
this difficulty, they recommend that measures be taken on the psrt of Classis,

by the appointment of a committee, with authority to organize such membcrs
into a church, or to take the necessary steps by which they can unite with
other churches as they shall deem most advisable.

~ The committee recommend the following resolution for sdcptlcn by Clas-
8IS :—

Resolved, That the Classis of New-York, in accordance with the decisions
of the Court for the Correction of Errors in this State, declare that there is
no ecclesiastical organization of the German Reformed OhHrch in the city of
New-York, separate and distinct from * the Corporation of the German Re-
formed Church in the city of New-York.” And inasmuch as that court has,
by its decision, placed the corporation and the title to the church edifice and
other property in the possession of those who deny any connection with this
Classis, that this body can ne longer recognize any such separate organization
as in existence, or in connection with this Classis.

Resolved, That Rev. be a committee to take such measures
as may be necessary to provide for an organization into a church of any who
have been led to suppose themselves to be members of such a church, under
the care of this Classis, or to provide for their admission to other churches,
if either course should bc des1red by such individuals.

All which is respectfully snbnntted
Signed, by order of the committee,

*New-York, April 20th, 1852. G. H. Fisugr, Chairman.
The above report was adopted by 16 to 6.

* Nore.—The sbcvc report was presented at the ststed meeting of Classis,
April 20¢h, 1852, u.d laid ou the table, and wis:oallod vrigl the ezt yogmiar

mcctmg, Oct. ldth 1852 and then adopted. .._.4., b wirsiae it
N. I. Marserus, Stated Clerk.”

N. B. It will be remembered that Classis never attempted to dishand Mr,
Ebaugh’s so called church. The proposition by Mr. Chambers to do so, led
to the adoption of a course by which it was discovered there was nothing to
disband. Classis knew they could not disband a church, consequently the
paper of Mr. Chambers was accepted for debate, but never adopted for action,
Yet Mr. Ebaugh made this, together with his abusive allegation of the cor-
rupting influence of the COollegiate Church, side issues, before Gen. Synod ;
and must have the credit of getting clear by such aid.
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NEW YORK, Feb'y 21st, 1852.

TO THE REV. W. R. GORDON, PRESIDENT OF THE
CLASSIS OF NEW-YORK :

I hereby appeal from the decision of the Classis of New-York, in
suspending me from the Gospel Ministry, Feb. 16th, 1852, to the Par-
ticular Synod of the Reformed Protestant Dutch Church of North
America, for the following reasons, viz:

1. Because the whole Preamble and Resolutions on which the Com-
mittee, consisting of Revds. T. W. Chambers and Wm. R. Gordon and
Elder John Westeryelt, were appointed by Classis, are in utter vio-
lation of the Constitution of the Protestant Reformed Dutch Church
of North America. See Constitution, page 25, Article 11I., Sec. 2,
Classis shall only have power of “forming new congregations and de-
ciding when such houndaries are contested; of continuing combina-
tions of two or more congregations, the dissolution and change of the
same.” But have no power of dishanding a Church against its consent.

2. Because said Classis had no right to enjoin me and the Consis-
tory of the German Reformed Church,in the city of New York, to
produce or lay before said Committee or Classis, aur Books of minutes
and Papers containing our secular proceedings of said Consistory.

3. Because, 1 was not bound personally, nor as President of the
Consistory of said Church, nor was the Consistory bound by decorum
nor law to meet said Committee of Classis, with or without any
Books of said Consistory, until after we had received an official copy
of the Preamble and Resolution of Classis, giving us information of
the object and powers and 1nstruetions of said Committee.

4. Because said Committee of Classis violated their instruetions
and the object of their appointment by Classis, by refusing to meet
with me and the Consistory of the German Reformed Church, afore-
said, after we had received a copy of the Preamble and Resolutions
referred to, and I notified said Committee that we were ready and
willing to meet said Committee when and where they appointed.

5. Because said Committee, without any instruetions of Classis,
instead of meeting us as the Pastor and Consistory of said Church,-
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inquisitorily passed from house to house among the members of said
Church and others, and thus raked up slanders against me.

6. Because the Injunctions of the Constitution, page 34, sec. 4, were
grossly violated in the manner in which accusations were obtained
against me by the Committee, viz: “ In admitting accusations against
8 Minister or Elder, the rule prescribed in 1 Tim. 5, 19— Receive
not an accusation against an Elder, but by the mouth of two or mere
witnesses,’ shall always be observed, and accusers must come for-
ward openly tosupport the charge.” And again see Const. page 85,
Article 4, sec. 3, “ Great caution is to be exercised in receiving accu-
sations, where there is good reason ta believe that they are preferred
through passion, or improper, or unchristian motive.”

7. Because the rule of God’s House was utterly violated by Clas-
sis, in the trigl of this case, viz: In refusing to bring forward my
actual “accusers, face to face,’ openly to prove the accusations
against me in Classis, as Revds. W. Van Doren and J. Lord avowed
openly in Classis, that they were appointed as mere instruments of
Classig, against their will and voluntary consent, to draw up and prose-
cute sald charges against me in Classis, and were thus used for the
purpose of screening the actual accusers in the premises.

8. Because a great majority of those members of Classis who voted
for my suspension, February 16th, 1852, were disqualified from sitting
as impartial judges in this case, for reasons clearly set forth in my an-
swer to the committee’s report and charges founded thereon, and in
the documents containing my exceptions to the whole of this trial as

unfairly conducted in Classis against me.

9. Because of the violation of the rule of God’s house, Matt. 18th
15, 16: “ If thy brother offend or trespass against thee, go and tell
him his fault, first between thee and him alone. If he hear thee, thou
hast gained thy brother; but if he will not hear thee, then take with
thee one or more, that by the mouths of two or more witnesses every
word may be establiahed. But if he shall neglect to hear thee, then
tell it to the church;” as no member of Classis ever exercised the
christign candour of representing any grievance against me during my
residence of some fifteen years in New York, but on the contrary, the
oldest member of said Classis whao has a pastoral charge, and who has
known me for thirty years past, made the statement openly in Classis;
October 21st, 1851, that up to that time “ there was nothing against
me,” and this statement was not contradicted by even an insinuation, by
apy one 1n Classis, at that time.

10. Because the decision in relation to tke charges against me, and
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2180 the resolutron adopted by Classis suspending me, are in contradies
tion to the evidence adduced in the premises.

11. Because said sentence of suspension in this case, 18 immeasur-
ably more severe than the charges, even if proved, would warrant in
any ecclesiastical judicatory, professing to be under the law of God’s
house, “ Do unto others as you would be done by,” as it evinces a to-
tal forgetfulness of the axiom in the Providence of Grod, that those
who “meet out judgment without mercy, shall receive judgment with-

out mercy.”

>
For the above reasons I repeat, that I feel greatly dggrieved by the
decision of the Classis of New York against me, February 16th, 1852;
and hence at once appeal from said decision to the Particular Synod
of the Reformed Protestant Dutch Church of North America.

Yours, Respectfully,
JOHN S. EBAUGH.

SUBSTANCE OF THE
REPLY OF JOHN S. EBAUGH,

To the Summing up Speeches of Revds. J. Lord and W.
Van Doren, in this case, Feb. 16th, 1852. And also,

THE SUBSTANCE OF HIS DEFENCE

Against the Decision of the Classis of New Ym‘k, on the
above date, as delivered in the Synod of the Reformed Duich
Church, at its Sessions in 1852. :

In arising before this Rev. Body, to entér tipon my defence against
the charges alledged against me in Classis, and the decision of said
Classis against me in the premises ; I assure you, one and all, that
I am deeply conscious of the fearful odds with which, humanly speak-
ing. I have to contend,—on the score of talent, wealth, influence and
combination, consisting as they do, of the Ministers, Elders and
Deacons of the Collegiate Reformed Dutech Church, in the city of
New York, together with their adherents; composing by far the
greatest Church monopoly in the United States of North America,
with the bare exception of Trinity Church, of this city. A monopo-
ly, which, when arrayed in all its machinery, and brought to bear
upon 4n individual, is calculated to erush him ecclesiastically, just as
surely, as if he were to cast his body before the wheels of the car of
Juggernot, when in rapid progression on its pathway of death, unless
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he has the majesty of that truth on his side, which 1s maghty and
must prevarl against all opposition.

I am therefore fully aware, as one of my Rev. friends of high
standing in the Reformed Dutch Church, remarked to me, that my
opponents in this case, calculate very much on getting altogether into
one scale on this subject, whilst I must, as a matter of course, take my
place wn the other ; and then as they calculate, it will be an easy
matter for them, to make me kick the beam. Therefore like the
Champion of Philistia, covered with coats of mail, and bearing with
them swords and spears like weavers’ beams, it would be manifesting
foolhardiness in me, on the present occasion, to come up against them;
but as relying on theoﬁod of Israel, who can, “save by few as well as
by many,’—and whose manner is to make the weak things of this
world to overwhelm the mighty, and the foolish things of this world,
to confound the wise.” Relying implicitly on this God in entering
upon my defence before this Rev. Body, the only weapons I desire to
make use of, are the simple sling and a few stones gathered on the
margin of the gulf stream on which the Brethren of the Collegiate
Church, have been permitted to float so smoothly, for ages past, and
to do just as they pleased, that they appear to have settled down in
the opinion, that they are invested with a divine and feesimple right to
spend Grod’s money, left by the pious Donors for a specific purpose,
clearly set forth,—for any variety of objects they may see proper to
adopt ; and that there are none who have a right to ask : “ what doest
thou?” Therefore, relying under God, on these facts inseperably
connected with the whole of this subject, I shall at once address my-
self to the work of making my defence in the premises, beseeching
the members of Synod to bear with me, while I conscientiously pre-

sent to them in great plainness of speech, my grounds of reliance on
this Rev. Body, to reverse the decision and resolution of the Classis

1n this case.

In reply to the speeches of Messrs. Lord and Van Doren, the
prosecutors in this case, when before Classis, I say that I pity them
in being ecompelled to resort to such miserable sophistry, and pervert-
ing the testimony in this case, in order to make the worse appear the
better part. I shall therefore, not attempt to follow them through
all their winding mazes; but draw the attention of this Reverend
Body to some prominent facts which have a direet bearing on the
case now under discussion.

And 1st-—In relation to the pretended contumacy alledged against
me, and so plausibly defended by Mr. Lord, I say that the fact 1s
that Mr. Chambers is the man in whose brain this whole scheme of
disbanding my Church was hatched, a whole year ago, and with whom
it appears to have been a favorite object ever since. And hence, he
voluntarily brought it up again upon the floor of Classis, October 21st,
1851. And then, as is frequently the case, was himself appointed
Chairman of the Committee, whose business was to meet me and the
Consistory of the Grerman Reformed Church in the City of New-
York, and then report to Classis the result of this interview. But
tustead of forwarding to myself and Consistory a copy of the Pream-
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ble and Resolutions of Classis, containing the appointment and in:
structions of said Committee, he barely deigned to forward a few
lines to me, ordering me and the Consistory to meet them at the Con-
sistory Room, in Fulton street, when he knew that a sense of decorum,
as well as right, required him to forward to us a transcript of the
official authority on which said Committee acted. But this, as I sin-
cerely believe, and as the sequel shows, he purposely omitted, in order
to pick a quarrel with me, as he well knew that 1 understood my
rights too well, thus to suffer myself, or said Consistory, to be imposed
upon. And hence, when I announced to him officially, upon my re-
ceiving a copy of said Preamble and Resolutions, containing the ap-
pointment and instructions of the Committee, that we were ready to
meet the Committee when and where they appointed, he replied in
behalf of said Committee, that they refused to meet us; but demanded
all our books of Minutes, Secular and Spiritual, of the Consistory;
and then went from house to house, through my Church, and gathered
up falsehoods and slanders against me, so that in this whole affair, 1
leave it to any unbiassed mind whether / have not been the aggrieved and
maltreated wndiwvidual in the premises ; and whether said Comemittee
have not acted most censurably wn the part they performed towards us ?

So much for contumacy on this score; and now as to the pretended
contumacy on the second specification, viz. : “ My withdrawing from
the Classis, November 19th, 1851, without leave; and my leaving on the
table of Classis, an objectionable document.” 1 reply with all bold-
ness, under a conseiousness of having truth and right on my side, that
the first part of this specification is without the least shadow of foun-
dation, as I was not in the meeting of Classis at all on that day, but
was detained by pressing business. And as to the second part of
this specification, viz., “ My leaving objectionable documents on the
table of Classis,” I remark that said documents only contained plain,
candid and unanswerable replies to the hard speeches in Classis made
against me and the German Reformed Church, for whose dearest in-
terests I had spent my energies for many years. And also, frankly
stating my honest convictions of the object of the present crusade
agavnst myself and.my Church ; and the results anticipated from the
character and circumstances of the majority of the members of the
Classis who took part in this trial. And now I ask, with all imagi-
nable candor, dip not Mr.Chambers richly deserve to have his own pure
mind stirred up by way of remembrance of the results of his own min-
istry in his present charge, which is acknowledged on all hands. except-
ing by the Ministers and People belonging to,said Collegiate Church,
to be the very greatest incubus and hindrance to the growth and ex-
tension of the Reformed Dutch Denomination in this city, as may very
easily be proved by facts too numerous to state on the present oceasion.
So that T do not use language, by any means, so severe on this sub-
Ject as others who have felt and do yet feel the millstone weight of
the _C'Ollegiate Chureh erushing them to the earth. And hence, the
motion was in the actof being made by the Reverend Mr.Gordon, in the
meeting, which was held on Monday, February 9th, to make arrange-
ments for holding a day of prayer, for Colleges, on the last Thursday
of February; to, also, set apart a day for special prayer for this very
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Collegiate Church, that God might be moved of his merey and elem-
ency to awaken said Church to a better sense of its duty to God and
the Churches, and the community around . And that there are
abundant grounds for appointing such a day of prayer, for said
Church, is only too evident from such melancholy facts as the follow-
ing : The Constitution of the Reformed Duteh Church of North
America, under which we live, demands of one and all of us, as Mun-
tsters, Elders and Churches, obedience to the Scriptural doctrine of
ministerial parity ; and, also, parity of Churches—in the unmistaka-
ble language of Him whom we all profess to serve as our common
Lord, King, and Head of his Chwrch, viz.: “ One s your Master,
and ye are ail brethven.” Now take this solemn injunction, coming
as it does, from the very highest authority, even from the King of
Zion himself, and apply to it the practical application of it, by Paul
in Cor. viz.: “If one member of the body suffers, then let all the other
members of the body practically sympathise with it.” Now, I say, let
us see in 4 few out of the many instances, how the Collegiate Church
has acted out this doctrine of fraternal or maternal sympathy to-
wards the other Dutch Churches in this city. Take, for instance, the
case of the South Dutch Church, when in a condition to excite the
deepest sympathy of all around, by having their venerable house of
worship, in Garden street, laid in ashes by the devouring element, in
the ever memorable conflagration of 1835. After this calamity, 1t was
deemed by all in said Church and out of it, utterly inexpedient to
reconstruct said edifice on the same site, and the members of said
Church wisely agreed to become two bands, for the purpose of better
furthering the interests of all classes of the members of said Church
and the floating community at large, by erecting one Church down in
Murray street, and the other at Washington Square. But who
should believe it? When the South Dutch Church disposed of their
property in Garden street, instead of stretching forth the helping hand
on the part of the Collegiate Church, in their affliction, the lion’s
share of the purchase money, even $60,000, is demanded by the Con-
sistory of the Collegiate Dutch Church before they would put a finger
to the deed of conveyance to the purchasers of said property in Garden
street, under the technical claim on said property by the Collegiate
Consistory of a lease of said property to the South Dutch Church for
three peppercorns per year, and by this tremendous exaction they
inflicted a death-wound upon both branches of this venerable Church,
under which they are both suffering most awfully to the present day.
Take the Franklin street Church as another instance. When they
were burned out some years since, and in their affliction asked most
piteously for aid from the Collegiate Consistory, they were likewise
repulsed, and were left to struggle on for years together under a heavy
debt, some thousands of which remain unpaid to the present day.
This was also the case with the Orchard street Dutch Church, when
years ago said Church was groaning under a debt too heavy for them
as @ mew enterprize, to bear ; sooner than to extend their fostering
hand to aid and relieve them, the Collegiate Church actually suffere
the Sheriff to sell said Church over their heads, and thus permitted
the whole property to go into the hands of the most heteradox class of
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Universalists, after the thousands that had been spent in purchasing
the lots and rearing said house of Worship, and dedicating it as a
Reformed Dutch Chuwrch to the service of the Triune God, Father,
Son, and Holy Ghost.

Take the Stanton street Church, under the pastoral care of the
Rev. John Lillie; as another instance of flagrant violation of the
duty of christian sympathy on the part of the Collegiate Dutch Church,
towards a weak and struggling Church, which was actually permitted
to groan for years under a grievous debt, and after being rudely re-
pelled again and again, when beseeching the Collegiate Church to
come to their help by the donation of but a few *hundred dollars,
which would have relieved and encouraged them to struggle through
as a Dutch Church, they were refused, until wearied ont ; said Church
was compelled to leave the Dutch connection and seek shelter and
succor by joining the Preshyterian Charch.

Take the German Reformed Church, for which ¥ have toiled and
labored for many years past, and we may trace our present hard fate
of having no Church of our own, at present, in which to assemble our-
selves, to this same culpable want of sympathy towards us, as a Church
and Pastor, in refusing a few hundred dollars aid to regain possgssion
of our Church and property in Forsyth street, after we were most un-
righteously ousted out of it in 1846. So that we may attribute our
present condition far more to the narrow and contracted line of poliey
pursued towards us hy the Consistory of the Collegiate Dutch Chureh,
than to the party now in possession of said Chureh, or any other
cause whatever. And now, in order to fill up our ouyp of bitter afflie-
tion, instead of feeling for us as suffering members of the same body
and family, and being moved with sympathy to extend us aid from
their overflowing coffers, they unite in the present (Fod-dishonoring
efforts to disband and scatter this Chureh to the four winds of heaven,
even if it must be accomplished by smiting the “ Shepherd so that the
sheep may be scattered.” And all this is attempted to be accom-
plished under the pretext of the said German Reformed Church being
weak and inefficient, when facts prove that for the short space of time
we have been permitted to go on in peace and quietness,we have always
as a Church, even to the present day, fairly distanced the Collegiate
Chpreh in the numbers received into our communion, and in dhing
good, according to our means, having repeived nine members on con-
fession at our communion in January, 1852. In proof positive of
this statement, just consult the Records of the Collegiate Chureh,
say for 1851, as reported to Classis, as the aggregate number received
into the North Dutch, Lafayette and Vinth Street Church, which form
the Collegiate Church, and you will find the following to be the fact :
Received into the communion of said Church on confession, 27 ; on eer-.
tificate,48 ; dismissed, 33 ; suspende |, 2; and died, 33 ; so that if you
deduct those members who have left said Church, in the above ecclesias-
tical year, you have the wonderful addition left in the whole three
Churches, with four master builders, too, toman them, and those assisted
by 24 Elders and Deacons of 7 members, viz. : 2 and 1-3 of a member
to each Church for one whole year ; and this, too;at an expense as fol-
lows ; For salaries of 5 Ministers, 4 of whom minister alternatelyin the
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three Churches, $13,500 per annum ; salary for Organists and singin
men and singing women, $3000 per annum ; for Sexton’s salary, an
Fuel and Lights, $3000, making in all at least $19,500 per year to
meet current expenses. INow, add to this, the interest on the fear-
ful amount of God’s money,invested in the lots on which said Churches
stand, together with the materials of which they are built; say the
North Duteh $150,000, Lafayette $160,000, and Ninth street, being
on leased ground, say only $23,000, making the aggregate of $333,000
invested in said establishments, the interests of which sum would be,
at 7 per cent., the lawful amount per annum in this State, of some
$22,000, making ™ all $41,500 per annum, and only 7 members of
increase as the result of all, to keep said establishments in operation.
I say, seriously, look at this; and I ask, in the name of everything
gacred, whether any of the Pastors, and much more so, the Junior
Pastor of said Collegiate Church, should indulge in animadversions
against the German Reformed Chuirch, or any other Church wn the
Reformed Dutch connection, on account of feebleness or ineffieiency.
And I put it with all seriousness, as in the presence of God, whether
this Reverend Body is not, in duty bound to the great Head of the
Church and the community at large, to pass aresolution ordering the
Classis of New York to institute a searching and thorough examina-
tion into the dire causes of this profligate expenditure of means, and
utter failure of spiritual results, in the Collegiate Ref. Duteh Chuarch of
New York, and to report the result of said investigation, with as little
delay as possible, to a special meeting of Synod, to be called for this
purpose ; or, if it be not the bounden duty of this Synod to use the
prerogative which the constitution gives it, to order Classis a¢ once
to dissolve the Collegiate connectrion, and instruct each of said Churches
to proceed to choose, hy ballot, their own separate Pastor, whose busi-
ness it would be to prepare his two Sermons and a Lecture per week,
instead of using their Sermons, as is their present practice, in the three
Churches in succession.  As this would occupy their time much more
appropriately than going around from house to house, as in the present
case, by the Junior Pastor of said Church, to gather up false accusa-
tions against their brethren.

And let me prediet to this Reverend Body and to the Church at
large, (although not a Prophet, nor the son of a Prophet,) that unless
measures are speedily adopted by the proper authorities to effect a
thorough change in the policy and practice of this very Church ; the
day is not far distant when she will be left in all the inglorious soli-
tude of the far-famed Sphinx of the Libean Desert. As the rest of
the Reformed Dutch Churches in the city of New York cannot and
will not bear up much longer under the blighting influence brought
to bear upon them from this quarter, but will be compelled to follow
the example of the Stanton street Church, and seek an asylum in the
bosom of a sister Church, which manifests a spirit much more con-

enial to the Seriptural Doctrine of christian sympathy already re-
Iéerred to. And in making this solemn statement, I speak advisedly
as from the serious and ominous remarks, coming, as they do, from
not a few of the Churches of the Reformed Duteh connection in this
¢ity. And who would blame them for such a course, if compelled to
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adopt it, when they are informed of the fact, that out of some 18
or 19 Churches of this denomination in the city of New York, almost
all are deeply involved in debt, and consequently, are illy able to af-
ford a living support to their Pastors, insomuch that many of them
only, as it were, breathe and don’t live, whilst the Consistory, of
Mother Church, grasps the enormous income of some $90,000 per
year, arising from Steenwyck and Harpendinck Legacies, devised by
those good meu to be ever applied to the payment of the * Salaries of
the Pastors of the Reformed Dutch Church in the city of New York,
and to no other purpose forever.” But instead of applying it as sa-
credly enjoined upon them in said Wills and last Festaments, they
make no matter of conscience to spend the great mass of it (excepting
a small moiety paid to the Pastors of the Collegiate Church,) in
building great huge Granite and Marble Palaces of Churches, for
thevr own accommodation and the accommodation of those good, pious
sndividualswho may feel it quite convenient to slide past other Chugches
where they would have to pay a becoming sum for the purpose of fur-
nishang themselves with suitable Churches for their accommodation,
and thus fall in with the Collegiate Church. And when suid Con-
gistory was memorialized on the impropriety of such mal-appropria-
tion of said funds, by some 10 or more of the Pastors of the Reformed
Dutch Church in this city, and were entreated in the most friendly
and christian manner to consent to an adjustment of the annual pro-
ceeds of sald Legacies, according to said last Testaments of the pious
donors, and thus prevent the necessity of going to law before un-
belicvers, in the language of the Apostle : They were met with their
stereotyped answer from the Collegiate Consistory, that *‘ it was in-
expedient to consent to any such compromise with them.” And we
were thus compelled, under a sense of our Zgh responsililities to the
Great Head of the Church, to the Church itself, and to owrselves,
to resort to the only alternative left us, viz.: to apply to Casar for
redress in the premises, as they repudiate the right of Caiphas to in-
terfere in the matter. And still you frequently hear the Pastors and
members of said Church expressing their wonder and regret at the
low state of religion in said Church in this city, while one should
imagine that a moment’s prayerful reflection on their part, wouid
flash conviction upon their inmost souls, that their whole course of
procedure, as to these matters. (many more of which might be men-
tioned if time permitted ) 1s quite sufficient to stop up the windows
of heaven above us. for a mueh greater length of time than the prayers
of the Prophet Elijah did in the days of that Ahab who made Israel
to sin. Nor are we to expect on Seriptural grounds. as I most sin-
cerely believe, any general revival of religion, or refreshings from the.
presence of the Lord, as a Church in this city, until these Tithes are
brought back again into the Store-house of the Lord. and are applied,
as originally intended by the pious donors, viz.: to furnish bread for
God’s Ministers. in said Church, and the Collegiate Church adopt the
plan that other Churches have to pursue, viz.: to build their Churches
out of their own private funds &e. just as expensively tlen as they
please ; and then if the proceeds of said Legacies are once promptly

and sacredly turned into tkeir legitimate channel we shall have an
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ample support, with what the respective Churches would most cheer
fully contribute for at least 50 Minasters of the Gospel, to labor
amongt the tens of thousands of worse than heathens in our great city,
formang, as it does. an Epitome of the whole world. And then, too,
the magnificent 7dea formed by both Messrs Steenwyck and Harpen-
dinck, in making said munificent Bequests, would be literally carried
out, viz. : Let the people furnish the means to build thevr own Churches
wn our connection wn this city, and we will gladly furnish the means
to support the ministry ; and then the rich and the poor can dwell lut-
erally together in owur Zion, whilst they gratefully remember, with
mutual thanksgunng, that God is the Maker of them all

Then shall there no longer be a disposition, as in the case now be-
fore this Reverend Body, in the rich Churches, to ride rough-shod
over the more feeble ones, nor to use any longer the two Classis of
God-dishonoring excuses, resorted to by the Collegiate Consistory,
viz.: When an application comes before them from some poor and
needy Church—* O4 ! we are too much vn debt owrselves ; it s inex-
pedient to do anything for yow.” But when any project of self-
aggrandisement and lavish expenditure is brought up before them, then
the other class of plea is immediately resorted to. “ Oh! our coffers
are overflowing, and we must make use of our funds.’ * For then
shall Ephravm not envy Judah, and Judah shall not vex Ephravm.”
In a word, then shall our God bless us. Then shall He make his
Face to shine upon us! Then shall He give us peace! So muech,
then, in defence of this part of the offensive Document I left on the
table of Classis, inreply to the hard speeches of Rev. T. W. Chambers,
T. E. Vermilyea, and J. H. Hardenbergh.

And now, as to the other part of the offensive document complained
of, which I left onthe table of Classis, November 19th, 1851. I would
say, in relation to this, that the result of this investigation has proved
without doubt or gain-saying, that I could not have judged more cor-
rectly of the persons, and anticipated the result of these actions in
the premises with greater certainty, if I had written the document
referred to under the infallable ken of the Prophet, when he declared,
with tears of anguish, to Hazael, the enormities which he should. at a
future period of his life, commit upon the unoffending and helpless
subjects of his Kingdom. And I will leave it to every candid mind 1n
Synod whether this whole case, in the manner in which it was gotten
up, as I stated in the Document referred to, and in which it has been
conducted 1n Classis, and the result which the few members of Classis
came to, does not bear a most striking analogy to the tragic case of
Naboth and his Vineyard. And in calling the special attention of
the members¥of this Reverend Body to this subject, I hope the
Brethren will pardon me for using so frequently the name of this good
old Israelite a lust, for whose pleasantly located and luxuriantly
fruitful Vineyard, on the part of Ahab and Jezebel, cost him, for a
time, his character, and afterwards his life. Mild and persuasive
means were first employed by Ahab in order to induee Naboth to part
with this inheritance of his fore-fathers; but on his declining to ae-
cede to this proposition made to-him by Ahab, not from any disposi-
tion to be unaccommodating to his Royal Sovereign, but from a high
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sense of honorable feeling towards his Ancestors, the covetous Ahab
grows sick and refuses to eat, until Jezabel, his guilty consort, learns
the cause of his illness, and she being of different material from her
sickly, whining companion, at once encouraged him to rouse tp and be
of good cheer, inasmuch as she would speedily adopt measures to pro-
cure him the possession of said Vineyard, the object of his heart’s de-
sire. Accordingly, she writes letters in the King’s name to all the
Elders of the land to proclaim a Fast or solemn Festival, and get Na-
both up on high, and to hunt up false witnesses to accuse him 6f blas-
phemy and speaking evil of the King. The Fast or Festival i§ pro-
claimed—the Elders who were also the Judges in the premises, are
assembled—Naboth is set up on higch—False witnesses are suborned,
and come forward to swear away the liberty and life of this innocent
individual ; upon which his lovely vineyard is immediately seized by
the repacious monarch. But, brethren, he does not enjoy the posses-
sion of his ill-gotten gain long, before the announcement is made to
them both by the man of God, in thunder tones, that God would re-
quite this murderous transaction upon him, his infamous partner In
guilt, and upon his whole family; and as God’s judgments are not
wont to slumber, nor his damnation to linger in such cases, it re-
quired but a short space of time until the fearful predictions an-
nounced to them by the Prophet, were literally accomplished in the
most horrific manner, and they were all hurried, like Judas Iscariot,
to their own place, to reap the endless reward of ill-doing. So far
for Naboth, Ahab and Jezebel. Now for the analogy between them
and this case, now occupying the attention of Synod. 1 suceceed, af-
ter years of unremitting toil, to the official possession of the Pastoral
charge of the German Reformed Church in the city of New York,
in July, 1844, and said Church and myself solemnly and mutually
pledge to each other to discharge the respeetive duties of a Pastor
and a Church, until such connection be dissolved by death or mutual
consent by the constituted authorities of the Government to whom we
are amenable. This connection continues for years of the severest
trials, which only serve to bind us more inseperably to each other, as
a Pastor and a People, until within the last two years, when the object
is broached by Dr. Hardenbergh, and the enquiry is made by him,
whether I would not consent to sell the lots purchased in E. Twenty-
third street for a new Church, for the People of my charge. To which
I answered, unhesitatingly, No! A Fast, Festival, or something else,
under the deromination of the Classis of New York, holds its sessions
afterwards, and a committee 1s appointed by the President without
any request of either myself or my people, to enquire into my relations
to said Church, which investigation, after many annoying and vexatious
attacks made upon myself and my relations to said Church. resulted
in the most satisfactory settlement with both the members of the new
and old consistory of said Church, (the latter being the persons de-
signated by the Classis at its meeting at Yonkers, December 31st,
1850 ; the committee declaring the organization of said Church per-
fect as ever from its first connection with the Classis; and a report of
the state of said Church, and settlement was delivered to, and aec-
cepted by the Classis, at its stated meeting in April, 1851; and here
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the matter dropped. But at the meeting of Classis, Oect. 21st, 1851,
the Junior Pastor of the Collegiate Reformed Prot. Dutch Church of
New York, having already conceived the scheme a year before, and
. brought it forward in Classis, but not being able to get any one even
to second it at that time, brought it up again before Classis in Oe-
tober, 1851. viz: to disband the German Reformed Church in the
city of New York. And. evincing a much greater zeal than Jezebel
her=elf in the former case, he was appointed, according to parlimenta-
ry usage, as chairman of the committee, and then does not content
himself with merely writing letters, but addresses himself in good
earnest to the work of going from house to house among the members
of said Church and others, and gathers quite a large budget of false-
hoods and slanders, which he delivers to the Eldeis of the People at
the Fast, Festival, or the meeting appointed for this purpose Novem-
ber 18th, 1251, and the committee accompanying their report with a
strong recommendation to Classis, to set up the Rev. J. S. Ebaugh on
high, and prefer charges against him—-Ist. On account of contumacy.
2nd. Guwwing in Annual Reports to Classis of moire memdiers in com-
munion with the German Keformed Church wn the city of New York
than some thank can be found residing in the bounds of savl Congrega-
twon. And 3rd, of has having recewved pay in full for hus preaching in
Forsyth Street Chuich. and then bringing a suit to recover pay a se-
cond tvme for said services. But at this point the analogy fails in a
vital particular. For in the case of Naboth. the Agents of Jezebel
brought forward two substantial accusers, though they were false ac-
cuscrs, who appeared in Court to make good the charges of blasphemy
agawnst him, and of his having spolken evil against the King. W here-
as, in the present case, therc is not a mother’s son in the whole Classis
who is willing to come forward, in the language of our Coistitution,
boldly, to father this vile progeny reported by the Committee, and to
pledge themselves to prove those things alleged against me, and hence
those members of Classis who were bent on having a sacrifice, ap-
pointed, and constrained the Revs. Van Doren. and Lord-like Simon
of Cerene, to bear the Cross, against their will, to serve as a Com-
mittee to draw up and prosecute the above mentioned charges. and
thus attempted to hide tle aetual accusers from view, and they vainly
imagine that they can afford them protection from rendering any ae-
count of their conductin the premises. either in the Court of €aiphas
or before the Tribunal of Cseser; although the Constitution of our
Church stands violated to the present moment, as 1 have never yet
had my accusers face to face. And hence, although 1 plead most
earnestly in Classis to afford me this simple act of justice, guar-
ranteed Zo us all by the Constitution of the Reformed Dutch Church
of North America, and protested against the right of Classis to pro-
ceed without it, I was peremptorily denied my rights, and the sham
trial was forced on, without any one coming forward to assume the
responsibility of proving the things alleged against me, thus leaving
this vitally wnteresting part of the tragedy. (as we live in a free
country.) o the members of Caser's household to adjudicate and
settle. But let us again proceed to tracing the striking analogy be-
tween this case now before Synod, and the case of Naboth.—In the
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case of Naboth, you all remember that Jezcbel and all her gwilty
accomplices in the prosecution and destruction of Naboth, kept back
and hid far out of sight, the true object of arraigning, trying, con-
demning and vmmolating poor but honest Naloth ; and for this purpose
they took special care to herald abroad, throughout the land, that of-
fences had been committed by Naboth against God, and against
Ahab, as their lawful sovereign, at which their holy souls shuddered,
and which could only be atoned for by the shedding of his blood,
and the forfeiture of his life. And in order to carry their peint
against Naboth, they fix upon the convenient erime of blasphemy, and
speaking evil against the Kwng. 1 say convenient accusation, be-
cause if they had alleged the erime of murder or some tangible - pe-
cies of flagrant wrong doing, they well knew that the remains of the
murdered individual must be brought to light, and the evidence of his
being murdered by Naboth must be made out by at least two compe-
tent witnesses, in order to satisfy the community at large, of the jus-
tice of spilling the life s blood of the venerable head of a family in
Israel. And hence the intangible crime of blasphemy and evil-
speaking are the accusations tabled against Naboth—the very same
erimes, as you all remember, that were afterwards brought by their
legitimate successors in God-incensing wickedness, I mean the San-
hedrim in Jerusalem, against the blessed Jesus, viz: Blasphemy
against God, and in speaking against the interest of Ceser, and ne
sooner did they thus fasten these alleged accusations upen Him,
than the High Priest rends his garments 1n pious horror, and has
the alleged eriminal conducted to the Bar of Pilate, where he is as-
salled by all the malice and subtilty of those demouns incarnate,
until they accomplish his death,in the most cruel and igneminious
manner. Letus now proceed to show the striking analogy of Naboth’s
case in these particulars to the one now occupying the attention of
this Reverend Body. And here I confidentially ask, who in this as-
sembly must not be forcibly struck with the pulicy of the Committee
of Classis, in fixing upon the equally intangible accusation against
me of contumacy and returning a greater number of members as be-
longwng to the communion of the German Reformed Church of New

ork, than some of the members of Classis think belong to said com-
munion. And then in imitation of their ancient exemplars in bring-
ing an alleged culprit to justice, these members of Classis, assume
the air of wnwonted sanctity, and a great concern for the interests
of the Kingdom of the Redeemer and the purity of the Christian
Mrnastry, and after spending some three weeks in Chureh visitation,
between the closing of the testimony in this case, and the time for
summing up ; (in which, as the sequel showed. that whoever ‘may have
been profited by their pious effurts. they did not profit much them-
selves ;) they come to the sage conclusion that I had committed
crimes worthy of death, and accordingly procced to sentence and ex-
ecute me ecclesiastically, at the same meeting ; and then at the same
meeting, appoint a committee to make it their business to spare no
efforts to take away my Vineyard aiso. So that you observe the
great object of_ the_whole crusade against me comes out by the wind-
ing up resolution in relation to my Church or Vineyard ; and thus,
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“murder will out.”” And now let me assure this Reverend Body, that
notwithstandingall the hue and cry which issounded abroad by the Pas.
tors and Elders of the Collegiate Reformed Dutech Church, and their
few adherents in Classis, of my attempting to get up a false issue, in
keeping the peculiar relations which Land the German Reformed Church
sustain to the adjustment of the annual proceeds of the Steenwyck
and Harpendinck Legacies; the facts, as Heaven knows, and as the
Ministers of the Collegiate Church also know from indubitable evidence
in the possession of the Rev. Dr. De Witt, transmitted to him from
the Archives of the Synod of North Holland, are that this High Dutch
Church as 1 was originally styled when first organized in 1758,
was composed of members of the old Garden Street, or Mother Dutch
Church, after the two branches of the same Churches, viz: Low
Dutch and High Dutch had worshipped together for many years as
heirs in é¢ommon through their Pastors, to the proceeds arising from
the Legacies of Steenwyck and Harpendinck, until the arrangement
was mutually agreed upon between them, without relinquishing any of
their inherent rights to said Legacies on either side, to organize
those members of the Reformed Dutch Church in Garden Street into
a separate Church, just as they had a few years before extended the
Low Duteh branch of said Church, by building the Middle Dutch
Church for their accommodation; so that both the High and Low
Dutech Church might be better accommodated, by furnishing them
with the preaching of the Gospel in the language most familiar to
them respectively. For this purpose, such members of the Mother
Church in Garden Street. as old Messrs. Remmy, Wandt, Zuerche:,
Wihateman, Meyer, and the father of the venerable Dr. Milledoler, and
others. were set off from said Church and organized into the High
Dutch Reformed Church in 1758 ; and as such, were soon after con-
nected in common with the Mother Chwrch,with the Classis of Ams-
terdam and Synid of North Holland. And as swch, also appeared
by thewr Delegates, consisting of Rev. Frederick Foering and Elder
Henry Whiteman, in the General Conventron of Munisters and Dele-
gates held in 1771 and | 772, and aided wn forming and ratifying the
Original Constitution of the Reformed Protestant Dutch Church of
North America, by subscrilang thewr names respectively to said Docu-
ment. And from that time to the present, they have done no act to
forfeit this relation to Classis or 8ynod, or to the above mentioned
Legacies, as the minutes of the Classis of New York abundanily
prove. Buton the contrary, we have all along, and do yet, keep up a
supply of preaching in the High Dutch Language, whereas the Mo-
ther Church, now by way of distinction called the Collegiate Church,
has let the other branch, viz: the Low Dutch preaching entirely run
out. And hence the very serious question arises in the minds of
those deeply skilled in jurisprudence, whether the Low Dutch branch
of this Mother Church, have not forfeited their claim to the proceeds
of said Legacies, as they were dedicated in both said Wills and Last
Testaments to the support of Duich Preachers, and consequently
Dutch Preaching ; and whether those proceeds do not innure solely to
my support as the Pastor of the other original branch of said Chwrch,
sn which Dutch preaching s kept wp? Now, in this connection, the
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members of Synod must bear in mind, that newther the Ministers, El-
ders or Deacons of the Collegiate Dutch Church, nor their Counsel
well skilled in Law, are children. And hence they undoubtedly look
forward to such a peradventure which might be found in this case,
and very prudently use every effort possible to get this Church and
its Pastor out of the way, for the purpose of avoiding breakers, as
the whole of this case, now before Synod, must make very evident to
every impartial mind here present. And therefore, notwithstanding
all their efforts to keep this favorite object from public view, let me
assure you one and all, that hundreds and thousands of the citzzens in
New York and out of it, understand this issue between these gentle-
men, my Church, and myself, perfectly well, insomuch that they
cannot be duped by any pretensions on the part of any persons, that
this procedure against myself and Church, arises from the pure and
single hearted motive of keeping the ministry from the insinuations
and attacks of unbelievers. And here I am consegious of having right
on my side, and also the united encouragement of very many of the
great and the good of various denominations of Christians, together
with the community at large, in this city, to cherish and sustain me
in my arduous undertaking, in ecommon with others to procure an ad-
justment of the proceeds of the Legacies of Steenwyck and Harpen-
dineck. Knowing as I do, that humanly speaking, upon its adjustment
depends the Life and Prosperity of the Reformed Dutch Church as
a Denomynation in this city. And strange as the statement may ap-
pear to those here present, it may, nevertheless, be found true in the
sequel, that the city of New York may be found more able and ready
to spare the presence of all the present Ministers of the Collegiate
Church ere this matter is all over, than the present humble individ-
nal addressing you. I say not this in the spirit of boasting, or as
“ setting down aught in malice,” for 1 have no personal ill-wi!l towards
any one of them, but I say it, as relying on the majesty of that “truth
whach s mighty, and must preyail”’ 1 thus dispose of the second
specification of contumaey alleged to be contained in the concluding
part of the Document I left on the table of Classis, November 19th,
1851, and in which, knowing the materials I had before me, and the
individuals who took the prominent part in handling of them: and
judging the “tree by ws fruats,” according to the declaration of my
Divine Master. 1 stated in said Document, in advance, what was
the design, who were the ruling spirits on the occasion, and what I
had to expect from such a souwrce, and the only remedy I would have
left me. All which has been fulfilled to the letter,and hence, if cast-
ing an eye over the field before me in the premises, and stating the
truth in relation to these prospects and results, be contumacy, 1 con-
fess that I am so unfortunate as not to be able to help it; for what in
the Proyidence of God are thus joined together, neither the Ministers of
the Oollegiate Church nor all their adherents in or out of Classis
can put asunder. And if this Reverend Body attempts to con-
sider and act upon this case, now before them, as separated from the
forgoing matters, they will do me, and the Church, of which Ihave for
years been the Pastor, the very greatest injustice; as Heaven knows,
that if I had taken no part in making efforts to have the Ministerial
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Legacies adjusted, neither the Classis, nor the Synod, would ever
have heard a single accusation brought up against me, but I might
have been left like other ministers in this connection, to trudge along
in the arduous labors in connection with my Church, unmolested by
an{ of them.

shall now pass on to canvass the few votes which were given in
this so called trial, as also the persons who as members of Classis,
set and acted, some of them as accusers and Judges in this case, af-
ter having been challenged to retire from taking part in this cause,
once and again, on sufficient grounds of objection, to have ousted
them from any jury box in our City or State, as the Synod will per-
ceive that this resolution suspending me from the Ministry, Feb. 16,
1852, was passed by only 16 out of 42 votes belonging to said Classis,
“and by none but those very Ministers and their Klders that T had chal-
lenged at the commencement of this so called trial. except two, viz:
Rev. Drs. Fisher and Marselus, some account of which two last named
members will be forthcoming as we pass on in said convassing.

But before passing on to this part of the task before me, I would
remind this Reverend Body, that as you recollect, I drew a vivid pie-
ture of this case, before Classis, in the conclusion of my summing up,
and warned and entreated the members of said Classis, to beware
and keep their hands clean from ecclesiastical bloodshedding in this
case, and to my great satisfaction, out of 42 members belonging to
sald Classis, 28 members took this advice, and availed themselves of
the prudent eonvenience of being absent from the meeting of Classis,
at the time this suspending resolution was enacted ; evincing by this
course of conduect, in a manner not to be misunderstood. that if the
Ministers and Elders of the Collegiate Church, together with their
few adherents in this case, were determined at all hazards to sacri-
fice me, they should at least have all the glory of 1t to themselves.
Here follows the Charges:

Charge |st, Specification 1st.—Contumacy in not meeting the Com-
mittee of Classis before we had received a copy of the Preamble ap-
pointing said Committee by Classis.. Specification 2nd.—In leaving
on the table of Classis an objectionable document, Nov. 19th, 1851,
and withdrawing from Classis without leave. Charge 2nd —In re-
turning a greater number of members as belonging to the Communion
of the German Reformed Church, than some members think belong
to 1it.

After deliberating, the following is the state of the votes on the
Charges and Specifications, as also my reasons for objecting to some of
them as partial Judgesin the case: Dr John Knox voted to sustain both
the Specifications of the 1st Charge. but remarked, that he could not
conscientiously vote for the 2nd Charge; inasmuch as he was fully
aware, that he, himself, together with his colleagnes in the Ministry,
and the Elders of the Collegiate Church, were in the habit of report-
ing more than one hundred more members as belonging to the com-
munion of the Collegiate Reformed Dutch Church, than any of
them could find, and hence he had his serious doubts whether this
charge was made out. Dr. Thomas De Witt remarked, that he could
not vote on the 1st Specification of the 1st Charge, but voted for sus-
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taining the 2nd Specification of the 1st Charge, and also for sustaiuin§
the 2nd Specification of the 1st Charge, and also for susta,ining the 2n

Charge, and that too after his seniorjcolleague had just voted against
said Charge, because, as he admitted, they were guilty of the same
thing, viz: of reporting many more members than they could find in
their communion. Dr. T. E. Vermilyea and Rev. T. W. Chambers,
together with their two Elders, Messrs. Forrester and Mandeville,
were prepared to exercise no such scruples of conscience, but were
very ready to vote for sustaining a/l charges and all specifications
whach were offered for their consideration. Dr. Fisher, after can-
vassing thie whole case in review with much ability, voted against
sustaining the 1st Specification of the 1st Charge, and also voted
against the 2nd Charge in toto; but like Felix, of New Testament
memory, who “being willing to do the Jews a pleasure, left Paul
bound ;” he also being willing to show the Collegiate brethren a
pleasure, voted for sustaining the 2nd Specification of the 1st Charge.
And Elder Jacobus went the whole figure for sustaining both the
Charges and Specifications; whereas, the other Elder of Dr. Fisher’s
Church, viz: Elder Williami Woram, who was also present during
the trial, and is far better acquainteéd with all the circumstances of
this case, if he had been the acting delegate of said Classis, he would
have unhesitatingly voted for my acquittal on all Charges and Speci-
fications tdbled against me. Klder %Vestervelt being one of the mem-
bers who endorsed the famous report of the Committee of Classis,
voted consistently for sustaining everything. This is also the case
with his Pastor, the Rev. W. R. Gordon, (a¢ that time President of
Classis,) who voted for sustaining all the Charges and Specifications,
thus showing a prompt determination to achieve at least a temporary
victory over me, whether he should Ero#’re’ equally for tunate at Caeser;s
Bar, in relation to the part he has performed in this case or not.
But the to me singularly strahge sommerset made by Mr. Gordon in
this case, in relation to myself, requires a further word or two of ex-
planation; as I have him to thank for the judicious advice to reduce
to writing all my statements in my defence agairst the crusades
against me, by certain members of Classis; and yet during the pro-
gress of the said, so called, investigation, I was all at once startled
by finding him among the mighty men arrayed against me; nor
could I unravel this, to me, profound mystery, until I was informed
on the day after the resolution of suspension was voted against me,
that his Consistory and himself, having sold their Chureh, corner of
Houston and Greene streets, had formcd the pleasing idea that they
oould persuade the Consistory of the Collegiate Church to furnish
them with some $12,000 to aid them in building a new Church in the
Seventh Avenue, and I wondered not any longer, why my claiming
any friendship from him, at any period, should prove so annoying to
him in Classis, in the presence of his Collegiate friends, with, and for
whom he was doing such royal battle against me. But, oh! how
vain are all dependencies on men! For after all his loyalty to them,
in this case now before Synod, that Collegiate Consistory had the
cruel hard-heartedness to transmit to him and his Consistory, their
stereotyped answer to very many of such applications, viz: IZ is n-
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expedient to grant the avd asked for wn your petition ; and they were
again set afloat upon the community at large to seek their wanted aid.
Dr. Marselus, being the Relator in the Bill now pending in the Su-
preme Court, as the Court of Equity in this city, to procure an
adjustment of the Ministerial Legacies, evidently found himself sim-
ilarly situated to poor Peter when walking upon the water, and when
he beheld the rolling surges dashing around him by which he became
awfully alarmed for his own safety, he replied to a member of
Classis, who put the question directly to him, “ why he did not come out
boldly and speak in defence of Mr. Ebaugh?” To which he answered,
“ That'the Ministers of the Collegiate Church thought well of him,
and he did not wish to incur their displeasure.” And in order to
retain this desirable place among them, he voted to sustain all the
Charges and Specifications. Rev. A. R. Van Esf being the grand-
son of the Master Spirit in managing the Ministerial Legacies for
very many years, and who in common with many others, according
to the written opinion of the late venerable Chancellor Kent, and
many other barristers of renown, will be held personally liable for
any and all monies not applied according to the injunctions of the Wills
of Steenwyck and Harpendinck, voted as I anticipated, for sustain-
ing all Charges and Specifications. This was also the case with his
Elder, William R. Ross, who being an Elder of the Collegiate Con-
sistory but a few years ago, and consequently is in the same category
with the rest of the members, who have at any period composed the
Consistory of the Collegiate Church, as to personal liability on ac-
count of misapplied monies of said liegacies, voted to sustain all

Charges and Specifications against me, and thus proved my assertion
in my answer to the Committee’s Report and Charges, viz: ¢ Like

Priest, like People.” But now comes in rotation my particular friend,
Rev. J. C. Guldin, to whom I have had repeated occasions to refer
already ; and who, in accordance with all his movements towards my-
gelf, since he managed to lull his conscience by the opiate adminis-
tered to him by the certificate signed by Drs. Knox and De Witt
some years ago, 80 as to brace himself up, and refuse to give me the
first dollar for the nearly four months constant preaching and labor-
ing for him in the Church of which he is Pastor, although he receiv-
ed some $300 for that very time, without preaching a sermon ; and
afterwards was ready to be the first to join in the ery ! Mr. Ebaugh
does not pay all his debts promptly ; when Heaven knows he has been
prevented from so doing just by such defaleations of others towards
himself, as this one just referred to, as he has this day some $4,000
outstanding and honestly due him for services faithfully rendered ac-
cording to contract. And this is not the only instance of such financing
on the part of this Rev. gentleman, as he is serving the Rev.Mr. Neander
much in the same way, who has preached a whole year for him, and to
whom he promised at least $100, for the year’s preaching, and spoke of
it also from the pulpit years ago, but has never found it convenient to.
give him but some $5 of the amount, and thus practically administers
to him the exhortation, “ Let patience have its perfect work.” Con-
sequently he, Mr. Guldin, is a very suitable person to vote for sus-
taining all Charges and Specifications against me, as also to readily
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vote for my suspension on account of Ministerial delinguencies; act-
ing on the universal prineiple, in poor fallen humanity, that men are
ever ready to use all means to get a person out of their way, whom
they may have been tempted to injure. But let me say to this Rev.
gentleman, that when his conscience again wakes up, 1t will roar like a
lion, and sting him like an adder, for the part he has, and is still act-
ing éowards one who has uniformly stood by him in times of greatest
need.

Elder Grassel, (who came into Classis at the close of the trial,
in place of Elder Vessallege, who having attended the Classis during
this trial, absented himself towards the close,) on the principle just
referred to, voted like his Pastor, Mr. Guldin, for sustaining all the
Charges and Specifications. Rev. Mr. Lloyd, looking forward to the
Collegiate Consistory for aid to sustain the enterprise called the
Livingston Church, of which he is Pastor, and consisting of some 17
members, when organized last Oectober, voted against sustaining the
I1st Specification of the Ist Charge, but voted for sustaining the 2nd
Specification of the 1st Charge, and also the 2nd Charge.

Rev. E. Van Aken, at great personal hazard, as I sincerely believe,
came out fearlessly and vindicated the course I had adopted, in giving
his opinion in review of this whole case, and at once voted for my ac-

uittal from all the Charges and Specifications alleged against me,

tating as he did, at the same time, that knowing with whom I had
to deal, I would have been an 1diot, if I had not taken all precau-
tions, and availed myself of my prerogatives in relation to this trial
as I had done,and thus maintained the firm stand I had taken.

Elder, Hon. Judge D. P. Ingraham, for many years past, and also
at present, President Judge of our Courts of Justice in this city, and
consequently far more intimately acquainted with the mode of conduct-
ing such investigations as the present one, as also, as relates to the
prerogatives of persons accused and put upon their trial than any
other member of Classis, and being entirely independent of all parties
in this case before Synod-—entered with his usual ability and frank-
ness into a review of all the testimony in this case, and in the course
of his remarks, stated that Mr. Ebaugh being more practically con-
versant with the usages of Law, than others belonging to Classis, had
only availed himself of his prerogatives in putting in his answer to
the Committee’s Report, and in the whole of his defence of himself
against the Charges preferred against him ; and that having in his
deliberate judgment sustained himself fully against all these accu-
sations, he must vote his for acquitial from all Charges and Specifica-
twons wn the premises, and he also threw out the sage counsel, that
the other members of Classis would do well to come to a similar
decision, 1n view of this whole case, as it would be the fur better
way than to have it all go up to Synod, and then abide the conse-
quences.

Rev. Dr. Van Pelt, another member of Classis, entirely indepen-
dent of all parties in this case, in his reviewing the facts and testi-
mony in this case, at length, and being advanced in years, and in
practical experience in the Laws of both Caiphasand Caser, main.
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tained the same positions taken by Judge Ingraham, and aeccord-
ingly voted with a clear and good conscience for my acquittal from all
Charges and Specifications in the premaises. |

Thus have we briefly canvassed the votes given on the aforesaid
Charges and Specifications, and also mentioned a few of the facts
connected with those few members of the Classis, viz: only 19 out of
42 who belong to said Classis, who voted on this occasion, which
lead me to enter my objections against persons among them as
being utterly disqualified to set as impartial Judges and Jurors
on this trial, as some of them are the very originatorg of all this
mischief; and together with others, are the very persons who passed
from house to house in my Church, and passed over to owur sworn
enemies of the Lutheran Party, now called the Free and Inde-
pendent German Reformed Church, in Forsyth street, and others.
and thus raked up false accusations against me, some of which are
acknowledged false by Classis itself, and the persons are held account-
able for this high misdemeanor at another Tribunal, and yet these
are the very intﬁviduals who, with others, have set in Judgment in
the premises. And yet, from the ambiguous language in which the
Preamble and Resolution of Classis are couched, the design is made
as evident as the sun shining in hismeridian splendor, that those individ-
uals who drafted and passed said Preamble and Resolution of suspen-
sion, endeavored to cover over the fact that this act was passed by
only siz Ministers and Llders of the Collegiate Church, together
with ten other Ministers and Elders, making only sixteen in all, out of
forty-two members who belong to Classis; almost all of whom are
much under the influence of the Collegiate Church ; whilst it is as clear-
ly evidert on the other hand, that if the persons objected to, on good
and sufficient grounds, had retired from this trial, it would have been
casily settled by the other members of Classis, by being ignored by
them as utterly frivolous and unfounded, or, if they should have ac-
counted it at all worthy of their serious consideration, they would have
come to the same decision of Judge Ingraham and others.

But this does not include all the objects of the sixteen members of
the Classis in adopting such a subtle course, on the ungodly and
unchristian principle that might makes right, but on the contrary,
using as they do such a thsecﬂogy in their very pious Preamble
and Resolution of Suspension ; it is evidently calculated to lead the
community at large, to conclude that I must have been guilty of some
Aagrant crime worthy of death, ecclesiastically, thus Jesuit like, to
cover my character with infamy, and also involve my family and near-
est and dearest relatives, (many of whom are of high standing in the
Church and the community,) through me, in disgrace, in order to
ride me down, and if possible to seal my doom in the higher Judica-
tories of our Church, For this purpose, as 1 have been credibly
informed, they have spared no efforts in throwing out wholesale in-
sinuations, black as midnight, against me, so as to prepare the minds
of the members of Synod to confirm their doings in the lower Ju-
dicatory ; whereas, I appeal to any and all the members of Synod, if
I have used a single effort to bias the mind of any one among them,
to'apt or vote in my favor in the premises. '
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I conclude the whole of this defense, therefore, by reminding the
Synod, that I do not wish to attach undue blameworthiness to any
one, but, “judging the tree by itsfruits,” as the Saviour enjoins upon
us as meet and proper: the whole of this ecclesiastical tragedy has
been brought forward, as all know, by the Rev. T. W. Chambers;
who, like Haman, of famous memory, not by any merits of his own,
either on the score of talent or acquirements, but rather through the
influence of a near relative, by marriage, of high standing in the
Church and community ; together with some other personal friends,
received a call to his present station, and after surveying and scan-
ning the field around him, he comes eyvidently to a similar conclusion
of the personage just referred to; and settles down in the opinion,
that his present post, is highly elevated, and connected with many
desirable emoluments, honors and advantages above many. nay, all of
his age, in the Reformed Dutch Church; and who can dare to con-
test his right of pre-eminence, though a young man in said Church.
But his whole course of conduct, in this case, has evidently manifest-
ed, by deeds, if not in so many words, the same spirit of the man re-
erred to, viz: % What availeth me all this, so long as Mordecar sets
sn the Gate!” aligs, what availeth me all my promotion to my pre-
sent elevated station, and its advantages, so long as Kbaugh sets in
the gate and is permitted to act out the design with others, boldly
to call in question the propriety of the conduct of my colleagues and
myself, and Congistory of the Collegiate Church, in relation to in-
terests of vast importance in this city; and thus like Mordecai
stands up with unbending firmness for the rights of his Ministerial
Brethren, and through them, as the Legatees of said Ministerial Le-
gacies, to defend the rights of the respective Churches in this city, of
which they haye charge. And hence the scheme is deeply laid after
a whole year’s cogitation over this subject, on his part, to uproot all
Mordecal’s, alias %ﬂbaugh’ﬂ right, title and interest or lot wn the matter,
by procuring his suspension, or hanging him up ecclesiastically on a
gallows, fifty cubits high, and ordering a notice of this summary ex-
ecution to be published at once in four of the principal ecclesiastical
newspapers read in this city, so that the whole world may be put
speedily in possession of the knowledge of what has become of the
man whose temerity had led him to withstand the great and mighty
men with whom he, Mr. Chambers, 1s united. But, as all subjects
have at least two sides, this Reverend gentleman and his coadjutors
in this tragedy, appear to have entirely forgotten that there is such
a thing in this world, as conguering when we fall, and of going from
chawns and imprisonment to places of high exaltation. And in
short, unlikely as appearances may indicate for the time being, that
there is still a possibility of changing places, as to humiliation and ex-
altation with those very individuals who may at a certain period have
scowled upon us with disdain. But, although my opponents appear
to have forgotten such changes in this changing world, he who now
addresses you, distinetly remembers, for his encouragcment, that
such instances stand out boldly on record in Holy Writ. And know-
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ing, as I have repeatedly reminded those who have taken a part in
the different stages of this trial, that as the God of Naboth, and T
now add, the God also of Mordecai lives, I will cheerfully entrust this
case, together with all my interest to Him, for his holy care and
keeping.



