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A PLAIN STATEMENT, 

In relation to some matters involved in the second at- 
tack of Cuartes Hone, D. D. published in the 
Biblical Repertory for January 1835, upon the Act 
and Testimony: by the author of the first draft of 
that instrument, 

I was deeply grieved and surprised, at the arti- 
cle inthe Biblical Repertory, for October 1834, 
on the Act and Testimony ; and those who have 
read the second one on the same subject, in the. 
nomber for January 1835, may well suppose that 
its unkindness and injustice greatly wounded me. |. 
I do not intend to discuss the general questions 

involved in this painful having 
already, in an article published in Zhe Presbyle- 
rian in December last, said what it seemed to me 
indispensable that I should say: and I am well 
satisfied to leave our defence to the able and ex- 
cellent men, who have taken up the subject in va- 
rious parts of the Church. But the improper al- 
lusion to me, which was obvious to aj] candid 
men, in the first article in the Repertory, has be- 
come so broadly personal in the last, that I am in 
a measure compelled to make a statement of my 
agency in relation to the whole subject, and to re- 
count facts that may concern some others; and 
thus to put in a true light much that the Repertory 
has tended egregiously to mislead its readers 
about. In doing this I choose no longer to deal 
exclusively with an impersonality, that has treat- 
ed me so badly; but to use the name of Dr. 
Charles Hodge, who I have reason to know is the 
author of both the articles referred to by me. For 
the present, I submit in silence -to the injustice of 
others, who have directly or impliedly given all 
their influence to the articles now complained of. 

Whatever any one may consider himself at lib- 
erty to say or insinuate to the contrary, all the 
original signers of the Act and Testimony, and 
many others, who then said they were its friends, 
know that constraint was laid upon me to take what. 
part I did in the preparation of that paper. And 
this is perfectly well known to Dr. Hodge. I 
had always considered him an Old School man; 
I had also allowed myself to suppose that he was 
my friend. I therefore called on him in company 
with a mutual friend, at his lodgings in Philadel- 
phia, where he then happened to be, on the very 
day that the first draft of the Act and Testimony 
was written, and laid the paper before him. We 
met at his lodgings, a third person ; and a general 
explanation was made of the whole case, embracing 
a detail as to the origin of the statenients of error, 
&c., and a free conversation held amongst the four 
persons present, (three of whom have never sign- 
ed‘ the Act and Testimony, and who then did, and 
still do occupy high official stations, two of them 
at Princeton, and the third in our church) as to the 
extent to which the proposed testimony should go: 
after which it was, that I agreed to confine the lesti- 
mony to the Pelagian and semi-Pelagian heresy, as 
being the worst, and*the most eatensive, as well as the 
one most likely to unite all sound men against. As 
already known to the public, the recommendation 
for the call of aconvention was afterwards added ; 
the paper itself simply asking, in that respect, 
the public adhesion, of all sound ministers, Elders, 
and church courts. As already stated, in my 
public defence, Dr. Hodge objected to the recom- 
mendation in the original paper, which proposed 
to consider elective affinity Presbyteries, and Sy- 
nods, as de facto, out of our church. In this point 
also his wishes were consulted ; and the gentle- 
men whom I met as a committee ( Dr. Green, Dr. 
Magraw, and. others_) the same afternoon, at the 
Rev. Mr. Engles’ church, will teatify, 1 have no 
doubt, that I told them whatis stated above. tis 
also true,as I then told those last named gentlemen, and 
as I presume, Dr. Hodge will admit, that he dictated, 
with the aid of the manuscript put into his hands by 
me, and drawn in part from Dr. letters then 
recently published, the very words and letters now 
found under the head of ** errors,” in the Act and 
Testimony. They will further testify, I cannot 
doubt, that the recommendation objected to by, 
Dr. H. was afterwards so modified and softened 
as to meet precisely what we understood to be his 
difficulty. The original paper will show, that a 
general adhesion, a common assent, a signing, by 
all sound men was emphatically recommended ; 
which according to Dr. H.’s present views, con- 
verts our testimony intoa test; and authorizes 
him and gll others, as he believes, to resent rather 
than submit toit, and induces him to insinuate so 
many harsh things, about our want of modesty, 
delicacy, &c. &c. I can only say, that at the 
time the paper was formally corrected by him, he 
made no objection whatever to this feature of it; 
although the very object of my visit was to ask 
his advice, get his valuable aid, and put every 
thing in a form to meet his perfect approbation. 
And I most solemnly aver, that so far from his 
making any general oljections such as he has since 
tterated und reiterated, I left him, confidently hoping 
that he would favour, rf not actually sign the Act and 
Testimony. Indeed, Dr. H. has, I venture to say, 
in his hands written evidences, that some months 
after the time spoken of here, I felt myself autho- 
rized to express to him surprise, that even the silent 
influence of Princeton should be allowed to oper 
against us: to which the printed attack in the 
pertory, was the first reply! Taver moreover, 
that I still consider myself as having had good 
rounds for this hope. For the testimony being 
xed to Dr. H.’s mind ; the recommendation being 

altered as he was understood to desire it ; no objection 
being made by him to the detail ; nohint of opposition 
to the general plan and spirit of the remainder of the 
article being dropped; considering the previous 
course of the Repertory and the Professors in the Sem- 
inary at Princeton ; remembering the alarming state 
of the crisis, which if it never existed befure, our con- 
uct was ubout to produce, bearing in mind who 

they were that were about to do this thing ; and in 
view of the somewhat particular relations which exist- 

-ed between Dr. H. and myself, lam bound to say, 
that I still consider myself as having been fully autho- 
rized to expect that he would favour, if not actually 

sign the Act and Testimony. In view of Dr. 
Hodge’s more recent conduct, I will not say, that 
he really felt them, as I then supposed he did. 
will not say, that he intended to make such im- 
presssions on my mind, as he did make. But I 
will say, that if our situations had been reversed, 

oi 

and Testimony. Along with these painful things 
I found myself rudely, repeatedly and publicly, 
on the floor of the Synod of Philadelphia, sneered 
at, and even threatened, as the author of the paper 
so triumphantly beaten down, by the friend of the 
author, and the corrector of the paper itself. I 
knew moreover, on the most veracious authority, 
that I had been indecorously ard openly implicat- 
ed as the author, and the instrument disparaged 
on that account, in more Presbyteries than one, 
and by more than one especial friend of the gentle- 
men at Princeton, and especially, in the Second 
(Synodical) Presbytery of Philadelphia. It is 
therefore in forgetfulness of his own past conduct 
and in ignorance of the conduct of his friends; or 
else, it'is in want of proper fairness, that Dr. H. 
allows himself to use taunting and belittleing ex- 
pressions, to show, that my defence of the Act 
and Testimony was gratuitous, and not personally 
called for. ‘This is the more remarkable, when 
it was expressly required by himself, as a con- 
dition, to penurg a defence in the Biblical Reper- 
tory, that I should do it under such a form of ex- 
pression as would be toa certain extent, a person- 
al designation! And why not the one chosen, as 
well as one of those he suggested? Why not 
** Author of the first draft, &c.”’ as well as * An 
original signer, &c.””* How wonderful are the 
absurdities into which one capital error, will lead 
even wise and good men! 

I was at Gettysburg in Pennsylvania, attending 
on our Synod, when I first read the first attack of 
Dr. Hodge, and when some of the facts stated 
above came first to my knowledge. From that 
lace, about the end of October last, I wrote a 
etter to the gentleman, who I supposed to be 
the Editor of the Journal so often referred to, 
amongst other things, asking if a defence of the 
Act and Testimony would be admitted into-its 
pages. I received for answer, that it would: 
but the tenor of the letter, though kind, led me 
to understand, that what was conceded to me, was 
not usual, and was therefore, in some degree, a fa- 
vour. In the mean time, this gentleman’s con- 
trol over the Journal in question, as its Editor, 
was about to terminate, as I understoud, in fa- 
vour of Dr. H: and while I went on to prepare 
the defence I wished to publish, as rapidly as I 
could, (under the very harrassing cares which 
necessarily devolve on the pastor of a city con- 
gregation during a period of pestilence, which 
many remember prevailed in Baltimore, during a 
part of November, 1834,) several letters passed 
between him and myself. This correspondence 
related partly to this subject; but chiefly to 
another matter, (not material to be here ex- 
plained) at which he took especial offence, and 
chose to make me the medium of giving vent to 
it. One of these letters was considered by me 
so peculiarly offensive and outrageous, as to ad- 
mit of no specific reply: and as to render it, be- 
sides, impossible for-me to think of receiving 
any favours, that were not perfectly unavoidable 
from its author. I had before seen that the pub- 
lication of my defence, was so considered. 

this paragraph, to those stated by Dr. H., as the 
reasons why my defence was not published in 
the Repertory; and then take them away from 

tack, and he will see himself at once, the per- 

the second attack. 

one of its Professors. I therefore expressly 

session of my views on this’ subject. And any 

and Mr. Engles’ review of it, and my defence— 

my purposes and declarations. 
fore be no ways difficult to imagine this second 
and causeless dragging of me before the public, 
as very like the exhibition of a purpose to pur- 
sue and write me down. If this be one of the 
present objects of the Repertory—the sooner it 
effects it, and returns to its usual and more suit- 
able work, the better for the cause it was once 
devoted to. That there are those who rejoice to 
view it in this Jight—the public know right well. 

Repertory, have not yet to learn. It is at least 
curious, that one whole article should be written 

pected brethren,”? who signed the Act and Testi- 
mony ;—while Dr. Taylor’s part, and Dr. Cox’s 
part, and all such new allies’ part, is—where ? 
Echo answers—where? Alas! Our hearts may 
long pine for the day, when the Repertory was 
replete with those noble discussions, on ** Jmpu- 
tation,” and The Early History of Pelagian- 
ism,”—and their kindred articles, in which 
Dr. Hodge and his colleagues, enlightened our 
minds and fired our hearts, and fitted us for the 
work, which they now so heroically retreat from 
themselves, and so manfully berate us, for trying 
to accomplish ! 

If indeed, after all, it is so perfectly immate- 
rial to Dr. H. who wrote the Act and ‘Testi- 
mony; and so entirely indifferent to ‘men of 
sense, as he says it must be; why has he made 
the character of the authors, (as he insists on the 
plural form) even down to their former profes- 
sion, and the time it took /hem to do their work, 
prominent in his first number; and why has he 
allowed what was purely personal to occupy so 
large a space of his second number, and given to 
it a complexion so little becoming himself, and 
so unkind as it regards me? ‘There were a thou- 
sand reasons, why he should not have written 
this last article; in which by his own admission, 
there is little new, in the way of argument or proof. 
There were a thousand reasons why, if he must 
write, he should not so write of me. And yet 
he does all this gratuitous injustice to me, amid 
sneers and taunts, as to the utter indifference of 
the authorship of the papers, in the settlement of 
the questions made by it, and the total needless 
ness of any personal defence by me! 

It is perfectly inexplicable to me how he could 
have permitted himself to write the following 
paragraph : 

‘¢ We are sorry to see, according to the report 
of his remarks in the public papers, that this 
gentleman, who seems to dislike so much all 
allusion to himself, referred in debate, on the 
floor of a large ecclesiastical body—by name, to 
one individual, as the author of a remark in pri- 
vate conversation, relative to the prevalence of 
heresy in the Church; and which, by the way, 
that individual never made; to another, as the 
| author of acertain Presbyterial document; and 
‘toa third, as the writer of an anonymous paper 
in a periodical Review. Al! this is wrong. It 

and I had acted, as he did, I should certainly have | destroys all confidence of social intercourse, 

intended to create in his mind the very impres- 
sions which his conduct created in mine. 
* He and the public will then judge of my aston- 
ishment at seeing in the October number of the 
Repertory, a vehemenéattack on the Act and Tes- ' el 
timony ; and of my dismay, when I saw it pro-; own name? 

&e.”” 

If this were all true, what has it to do, with 
| the Act and ‘Testimony, or with the defence the 
Rebioee Is pretending to review, and which he 
| elsewhere untruely states, I published in my 

If it were true and pertinent, what 
claimed on the housetops, y my énemies, sud- evidence does it furnish of that. friendship which 

_denly fallen in love with Dr. ., that he was him- | is professed with gladness ? 
self the author of the attack! Nor was my won-| thought of it, when it is known, that its most 
der lessened, to find personal allusions to myself 
mixed up in this article; some of which are not 

| essential statement is utterly untrue, in every 
Supposable sense; and its other siatements 

denied, and others, (such as that of even revealing equally untrue, in the sense meant! What can 
the period of time—* a single sitting’’—of its com- I say or believe, when I know that Dr. Hodge, 
position) put forth as arguments against the Act , had, when he wrote this, the ,best possible proof, 

directly at me; and three others, at their ** res- | 

But what can be 

from under my own hands, that the public papers 
which he ‘quotes to establish my infamy, stated 
what was false, if they stated any thing resem- 
bling what he says they did? But let me be 
more specific. 

I am charged here on the authority of certain 
public papers” —with acts that, Dr. H. seems 

to consider bad enough, to justify him in his 
impropet course. What papers have so charged 
me? Did any but one; and that one, I will ap- 
peal to all the Professors of Princeton, to prove 
utterly unworthy of credit! Did it, even in its 
constitutional recklessness of truth and decency, 

| doubt he was informed, by persons whom he 
Supposed entitled to credit, that the surprising 
absurdities and mystakes, which he has insisted 
on, with so much parade, really were veritable 
matters of fact. But every body in the bounds 
of both those Synods knows, that the decided 
majority of each, was ready to have voted the 
Act and Testimony, totidem verbis: and that they 
took a different course, but one they considered, 
a most substantial ** sanction’? to that paper, for 
the sake of brethren, some of whom, seein dis- 
posed to use it to the best advantages 

Dr. Hodge’s mode of treating arguments is 
go so far as to charge me with the public viola- 
tion of private confidence? No; in the current 
of a life various, and not inactive: amid the con- 
tests of many and most agitating questions, It 
has been reserved for this person to bring, and 
this Journal to publish against me, for the very 
first time, a charge which is as false in fact, as 
it is abhorrent from my nature to commit! 

Dr. Hodge says, if he can credit, the incredi- 
ble, and as I fully believe, before unwritten 
statement, I * referred in debate, on the floor of 
a large ecclesiastical body, by name, to one indivi- 
dual, AS THE AUTHOR OF A REMARK IN PRIVATE 
CONVERSATION relative to the prevalence of heresy in 
the Church.”’ ‘This, I presume, means Dr. Alex- 
ander ; and. the remark meant, I suppose ia, the 
one some have attributed to him, namely, that 
there was no more heresy in the Church now 
than there was thirty years ago. Now I appeal 
te Dr. Alexander himself, to confirm the truth of 
what I say, when I declare, that to the best of 
my recollection, I never exchanged one word, in 
public or private, by letter or voice, with him, in 
all my life, on the subject of the Act and Testi- 
mony,—or any subject growing out of it: that I 
have not seen his venerated face, nor had a line 
from him, since that document was issued; and 
that he never at any time, made any such state- 
ment to me. I appeal to the whole Synod of 
Philadelphia, and to all the world, for the truth 
of the unqualified and flat denial, I give to the 
above charge; that I repeated in their hearing 
any private remark made to me by Dr. Alex- 
ander. I demand of Dr. H. the public proof, or 
public recantation of the charge, which is neces- 
sarily involved in his words,—that I violated an 
man’s confidence, in the form charged above by 
him; or in any other form! 
The only circumstance I can recall, connected 

with this whole business, which can give the 
least colour to the assertion of this person, is 
that which follows: and it furnishes so little, 
that I mention it with diffidence. At the meet- 
ing of the Synod of Philadelphia, in the autumn 
of last year, Dr. Niexz, (than whom the Reper- 
tory has few firmer friends, in its present course) 
stated publicly in debate, on the floor of Synod, 
as a reason why we should not adopt the Act 
and Testimony, that Dr. Alexander was under- 
stood to have made the remark alluded to above. 
Whether the statement of Dr. Niell was correct 

do Dr. H. or myself harm; are all questions 
which, without the Jeast unkindness ‘to any one, 
I take leave to say may, as it appears to me, be 

cating meatal]. In replying to the argument 

ment, (which I rejoice now to learn from Dr. H. 

only showed the indescribable evil of our condi- 

grounds as these—with 

I had in a letter to him, long ago explained the real 

of Synod, published in ‘THe Puivapevpuian, by / 
now not whom, and containing I know not what ! 

Well may I use his own words and say, * THIS 
IS ALL WRONG.” 

But, says this gentleman, I am further guilty | 
of having violated the confidence of social inter- 
course, by referring to a second person, as the au- 
thor of a certain Presbyterial document, and to a 
third, as the writer of un anonymous paper in a 

That there are others who weep over the mani- | periodical review. ‘This, all who have taken any 
festations of such a spirit, the conductors of the | Interest In these discussions, will understand as 

meaning Dr. Mituer, and Dr. Hones himself. 
I did indeed at the time and place referred to, 

use Dr. Miller’s name, as the author of the Act 
of the New Brunswick Presbytery; and Dr. 
Hodge’s name, as the author of the first attack 
on the Actand Testimony. But did I reveal any 
secret, did | even communicate any news in doing 
sot Who had confided to me these facts? 
After the adjournment of our Synod, I did indeed 
for the first time, understand from Dr. H. that 
he wrote the offensive article in question; but 
surely, it was too late then, to make that confi- 
dential, or even secret, which his friends and 
my enemies, had spread to the four winds! 
Will Dr. Miller say, that in November last, it 
was a Secret that he was generally believed to 
be the author of the Act of the New Brunswick 
Presbytery? Will he say, I violated his confi- 
dence, in uttering what I did not, learn from 
him? Will he say, I violated the most punc- 
tilious delicacy, in introducing into a most 
weighty discussion, a fact about himself, which 
was in every body’s mouth? ‘The folly and in- 
justice of this reckless insult, will seem the 
greater, if possible, when it is known, that 
before this very article of Dr. Hodge’s, was 
through the press, not only were all the leading 
arguments of it, detaiid by confidential friends 
of the gentlemen at Princeton, in one of our 
Presbyteries, against the Act and ‘Testimony ; 
but when these arguments at second-hand failed, 
the fact of the early appearance of the article 
itself was urged as a reason for delay, in taking 
so important a vote! I profess myself to be 
utterly unable to reconcile such conduct, with 
the duties Lowe to my enemies—much less my 
friends! 

There is a recklessness of statement, in rela- 
tion to the general facts of the case, of a public 
kind, in this second attack, which mitigates my 
astonishment, at what is asserted iti relation to 
myself. And although I will not enter into the 
general subject, the reader will gather enough 
from the following statement, to see what cau- 
tion is to be used in reading the whole paper 
extracted from. ‘* Not one sixth of the minis- 
ters in a Church, admitted to be sybstantially | 
sound, (says the Doctor) have signed the doca- 
ment In question; and so far as is yet known, 
only one solitary? Synod out of the whole two and 
twenty, HAS LENT IT, 1TS SANCTION.”? ‘This was 
published in January Jast; and every man that 
reads—except the writer quoted above, knows 
that five, if not six Synods, had J/ent it (the Act 
and ‘lestimony) their sanction, in the most un- 
equivocal manner. The majority of the Synods 
did not act on it at all; perhaps the ** Society of 
Gentlemen” who conduct the Repertory, can tell 
us why, and how, the Synod of New Jersey was 
kept from acting? ‘The Synod of Illinois, which 
I believe is the only one that has openly rejected 
it, is known to be, as to its clerical members, not 
only deeply imbued with the worst errors of 
New Haven, but planted in a great degree with 
direet reference to the spread of its new-fangled 
Pelagiavism. What is said by Dr. Hodge about 
the Synods of Kentucky and Pittsburg, especially | 
the latter, I forbear to quote, for his sake. No 

scarcely less peculiar, than his plan of dealing 
with facts. Let one example suffice. The men 
who held the errors denounced (calumniated, adds 
their new defender) commenced the war, by de- 
manding proof, first that the errors existed exten- 
sively, and secondly that the Assembly had coun- 
tenanced them. ‘The same men, by way of pre- 
venting signatures, took for granted, what this in- 
dividual now reiterates, that no conscientious per- 
son ought to sign the Act and Testimony, unless 
he personally knew every thing, precisely as 
stated. Now said I, ia my defence, if this prin- 
ciple be sound, then every statement is already 
proven by fifteen hundred witnesses, as that num- 
ber perhaps, has signed; unless indeed you will 
say we are as unprincipled in statement, as you 
have long and repeatedly insinuated we are stu- 
pid and arrogant in reasoning. But if on the 
other hand the personal knowledge of every fact 
believed and stated, is not indispensable, as J ad- 
mitted, it was not to the full conviction and clear 
statement of matters believed on testimony; then 
here, said I, is the proof; and I went on to prove by 
facts and records, and undeniable circumstances, 
and settled events; by books, votes, and the cur- 
rent of things, through four whole years, that the 
errors charged were extensively held, and that the 
Assembly had countenanced them. In comment- 
ing on this part of my defence, what occupies a 
few sentences is made the chief ground of my ar- 
gument, though stated by me as an error of others ; 
and all the proof and real argument, are adroitly 
and slightly passed over, as very subordinate! |} 
And yet the person who so treats truth, is an acute 
reasoner, writing not for victory, but for the edifi- 
cation of God’s people! And this only a speci- 
men of the treatment, which the most formal 
statements and regular argumentations, of his 
traduced brethren receive at his hands! 

With regard to the real state of the opinions 
and wishes of those who have signed the Act and 
Testimony, it is quite useless to enter into alter- 
cations on that score. The future will reveal it- 
self. ‘That I or any signer ever entertained, the 
views he attributes to us so pertinaceously, in 
favour of schism, secession, division, revolution, nul- 
ification, rebellign, and such like, is of course false, 
as we have all along abundantly and constantly 
professed, on the face of the paper itself, and 
every where else that we could get leave to be 
heard. We have with one voice professed ofe 

I} or not; whether he violated private confidence | thing: we aim to reform the church in doctrine 
pray the reader to add the reasons contained in| or not, in making it; whether it was intended to | and discipline; we have pointed out the errors in 

both which we contend against; we tell our mode 
of getting the true principles of our system back 
into fair operation; we declare against all seces- 

those which form his pretext for the second at-| settled between those concerned, without impli- | sion of sound men from a true creed ; we submit 
to all lawful authority; we will never cease to 

petual wrong which is done me, and the un-| couched in Dr. Niell’s reference to Dr. Alex-; plead for truth till we are silenced by expulsion, 
avoidable necessity which is laid on me, to re-| ander, I was obliged to use his name; which I | or succeed in ridding our church of the evils we 
peat in this public way, statements made to the | did in two points of view; jirst, I endeavoured | contend against. There is our ground. Who- 
individual in question, weeks before he‘published | to show, that if Dr. A. ever made such a state-} ever will, let him attack it: whoever can, let him 

tear up its deep foundations! We once had hope 
Every reason led me to wish to avoid a con. | he never did) he was mistaken; secondly, if the | that Dr. Hodge would stand by our side; all we 

troversy of any kind with Princeton, and every | Statement had been made and was true, that it | now dare to ask him, is not to misrepresent us. 
We no longer expect. kindness; we simply ask 

stated to Dr. H. that my article was not, in any tion, when such men as Dr. A. could for a life -for candour. 

sense, to be taken as a reply, or a review, or a|time, contemplate the gradual ruin of our] — L 
comment, to or upon his. And notwithstanding | Church, without an adequate effort to save it. viously hurt, at being thoughtirresolute, constant- 
what he says in his second number, to excuse | And now, if this be the case to which he has | ly engaged in calculating the strength of his 
his renewed pursuit of me, he was in full pos-| reference, Dr. H. has charged me on such} party! For our parts we thought it enough to be 

the base act, contained | ght; how strong we may be, will appear in due 
candid man, who will compare his first attack,|1n the above extract! And this he does, although | time. But unless this gentleman ceases to urge 

How strange is it, to see a man, who is so ob- 

so seriously and so frequently the argument drawn 
all together, will see that I faithfully acted out | state of the facts; and expressly cautioned him from the strength of his friends, and the weakness 

* It would there-| against the false and imperfect reports of the doings | of ours, we shall at last be compelled to consider 
this so important a point in his estimate of duty, as 
to give up all expectation of ever being on the same 
side with him, until we are sure the greater num- 
ber are there. 

And now, in the end, I will be allowed to make 
— general remarks, which the subject calls 
or. 

1. It is obvious that the Biblical Repertory 
has been the aggressor in this whole business, 
and is therefore responsible to God ‘and the church, 
for whatever evils grow out of divided counsels 
and action, amongst those once considered ortho- 
dox. After what Dr. Miller had written, and Dr. 

Hodge had done, nothing could be more unex- 
pected than their determination, formed as is now 
avowed, on the very appearance of the Act and 
Testimony, to take strong and unalterable ground 
against it. Not content however with general 
and severe denunciations of our plans and pur- 
poses, that journal has lent itself, to misrepresent 
our arguments, pervert our statements, ridicule 
our measures, taunt our friends, and in number- 
less ways belittle, injure, and wound us. Inso- 

much, that it has given more just cause of offence, 
than all the open attacks of our open enemies. 

- 2. This Biblieal Repertory is identified in some 
degree with Princeton College, and peculiarly 
with Princeton Theological Seminary, as all men 
know, and from this fact, indeed, its chief conse- 
quence is. derived. Now while it is doing its 
work on the friends of the Act and Testimony, it 
is also wounding the gnstitutions, and alienating 
from them the affections of a large and growing 
party in our church. <A party which has the con- 
fidence and love of the great body of our private 
members, and which I have great hope, is des- 
tined to restore our church to its true ground. If 
Princeton does not feel the shock of these events, 
it will not be the fault of the Repertory. It may 
by its course, increase, rather than diminish, the 
apparent strength of the institutions there. But 
who will be the **scores and fifties,’’ that will 
come there to get a passport into our churches? 
Who are very many of them now. And what 
will the churches say, when they know that the 
Professors never refuse a young man, the usual 
certificate of having completed the required course 
there, fur unsoundness in the faith—and that this 
grievance, when complained of publicly, was. 
publicly pronounced irremediable, except by an 
act of the Assembly itself, and this by leading 
members of the Board of direétion, of Princeton. 
That is, while Princeton is opposing the Act and 
Testimony with bitterness,—numbers of unsound 
young men are, and have been for several years, 
entering our church after a full course there, and 
with clean papers, from the proper anthorities, that 
such a course has been taken. ‘The Professors 
when remonstrated with, say they were unable 
to prevent it; but they can put the Act and Tes- 
timony in ** the tomb of all the Capulets,” The 
directors, though knowing of this evil, do not 
correct it, and some say it is not in their power 
to do it:—but they have power enough to abuse 
the signers of the Act and Testimony! ‘The As- 
sembly only has the power, and they elect Mr. 
Barnes, to watch over orthodoxy ;—and Prince- 
ton, calls us hard names, because we try to reform 
the Assembly ! Truly we are the most forbearing 
church, that the sun ever shone on! 

3. A great deal is said out of doors, about 
Princeton influence, a Princeton party, &c. &c. 
The signers of the Act and Testimony, need no 
uncommon sagacity to perceive, that their sup- 
pression is the first achievement, which this party 
is now to make. There are most palpable signs, 
that we are all to be read out, virtually if not ac- 
tually. All the official servants, and appointees, 
of the General Assembly, and who are under its su- 

adhesion to this great middle party, as they choose 
to call it. ‘The Professors at Princeton, the Pro- 
fessors at Pittsburgh, the Professors at Union 
Seminary, the various agents of the church, all 
the various benevolent societies, not excepting 

}those most indebted to us; all shun us, and our 
Testimony, exclude us as party men and throw 
all their influence against us, although some of 
them at first actually professed to approve the Act 
and Testimony, and seemed ready to sign it! Let 
me state two facts of recent occurrence: <A very 
decided friend of truth, in the West being appoint- 
ed to an important agency by the Western Board 
of Foreign Missions, (et tu Brute /) received such 
intimations, from the organ of that Board, as he 
could not mistake, that his course in regard to 
the Act and Testimony, would be expected to be 
changed! He of course, being an honest man, 
returned the commission. ‘The second case re- 
lates to myself. Before I signed the Act and Testi- 
mony, I was elected a delegate, to the Congrega- 
tional Union of England and Wales. Of all the 
benevolent Societies, Boards, Associations and 
Bodies, in all America, not one has ever intimated 
fo me, that tt desired me to represent it abroad! / 
And yet I have been not inactive, in aiding most 
of them; was at this time, chosen by the largest 
vote of all those nominated as delegates to Eng- 
land, and elected by the last Assembly ; and most 
of these societies have chosen the other delegates, 
from America to represent them, some of them 
being four or five times delegated !!1 They did 
nol, but I did, sign the Act and Testimony! Now it 
becomes us to consider and decide, whether we 
are willing fo be suppressed in this way or not, and 
having concluded, our duty is to act accordingly. 

4. The friends of the Act and ‘Testimony will 
see, by the use nade of qualified, and for substance, 
adhesions to it, that itis wisest and best to 
adopt some plain, clear, manly and Christian 
course; or fail altogether. We only get into 
trouble by making compromises with brethren 
who afterwards sneer at our complacency, and 
quote our conduct as proof against our state- 
ments. ‘They will also see the propriety, of 
answering the repeated arguments based on our 
weakness, by getting every minister, elder, church 
session, Presbytery, and Synod, that is really 
with us, to come forward and unite with us in the 
solemn duty of testifying and acting against the 
errors and disorders which have crept-into our 
communion. Many who had not evidence suf- 
ficient at first, have it now in the accumulating 
inass laid before the world. Many who declined 
acting with us in the state of the case first pre- 
sented, will see reason to come forward, in the 
more clear and imperious state of the case, as 
since developed. 

5. The whole plan of the Princeton partly, or 
middle party, stands now fally revealed. ‘They 
will not only war against this Act and Testimony, 

internecionem; but they will, (as many always 
said) do nothing, that can be named by such a 
name, or have such an effect. With their views 
then it is as impossible for the orthodox and the 
moderates to act in concert, as for the orthodox and 
the Pelagians to do so. We are for action and 
against the Pelagians;—the Pelagains are for 
their errors, and against action; the moderates are 
against the Pelagians, and still more against'action, 
and most ofallapparently against us. We have 
no longer any more reason to expect forbear- 
ance from Princeton, than from New Haven; in- 
deed they seem at last to have joined_again in op- 
position to the friends of the Act and Testimony, 
the long lost bond of union. And we have not 
yet to learn how outrageously violent, the most 

moderate sometimes are, for moderation ; nor how 
heroically brave the most timid. may become 
when they smite their friends. ; 

‘Finally, our trials on every hand show the 
need of cordial union amongst ourselves, and per- 
fect faithfulness to the course we have marked 
out. Our own disgrace, as well as the ruin of 
orthodoxy, must follow our defeat. Any essen- 
tial departure from our present ground, must be 
fatal. We can waive non-essentials, if it will 
conciliate any sound man, but let nothing tempt 
us to step off our solid foundations.- On the other 
hand Jet not the unkindness of others, nor our 
own impatience, lead us to take any new ground,: 
different from that on which we stand. We are 
already a great host, we shall be greater. We 
have taken our stand, and truth is immutable; 
if we are right we will effect our designs, even if 
we are destroyed in doing it. Or if we fail, the 
noblest cause will be found incapable of success, 
though prosecuted in the noblest way. 

That great evils threaten us, our church and 
our world, no man need doubt. ‘That amongst 
the trials that await us, all the relations of society 
are liable to be dissolved, the necessity which has 
forced me to write this paper, is proof enough. 
I have submitted to it, as I would to any other 
painful duty required of me by my master. And 
to hin 1 commit the issue, uncertain what will 
befall me next. 3 

R. J. BreckinripGe. 
Baltimore, March 27th, 1835. 

For the Presbyterian, 

TO THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN MISSIONS 
OF THE SOCIETY OF INQUIRY IN PRINCE- 
TON ‘THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY. 

Ghaulghur, Jan, 4th, 1834. 
: My Dear Brother,—Though I have, as you 
know, not much confidence in the romance of Mis- 
sions as a principle that will ever greatly benefit 
the Heathen, still you must allow me to bea little 
romantic in my present selection of a spot from 
which to address you. I have chosen a native 
hut on the summit of the Western Ghauts of India, 
one half of which is occupied by cows, oxen, and 
other brute beasts, and the other half is the ordi- 
nary residence of human beings in human shape, 
but scarcely less brutish than their fellow lodgers. 
This morning Mr. Ramsey and myself ascended 
the steep and rugged Ghauts, in a direction from 
Bombay nearly northeast, and about ninety miles 
distant. ‘The ascent by this pass is so abrupt, 
that when we had gained the summit of one cliff 
it appeared impossible that we should be able to 
reach the next. Butin some former concussion 
of nature, a pass has been opened among the con- 
fused masses of mountains which are here thrown 
together, so that we could not only ascend our- 
selves, on foot, but our native ponies were able to 
follow. It should be observed that the Western 
Ghauts are only ascended from the west. The 
country on the east (that is the Deckan) is of the 
same elevation as the mountains, three thousand 
eight hundred feet above the level of the sea; 
while the Concan on the west is very low.* We 
reached the plain above by a natural passage and 
rude stone steps, as if we had been ascending 
from the basement story of a house into the upper 

* I must here give you, what in the language of the 
Hindoos, would be called an interesting historical fact. 
When Parsu Ram. the sixth incarnation of the Hindoos, 
flourished in India, he engaged in an unsuccessful war 
with the Bramhans of the Deckan. Being defeated he 
fled towards the great Western Ghauts. The ocean at 
that time washed their base. His pursuers followed close 
after him; when in distress he called on Vishnoo for assis- 
tance. The benignant god whose incarnation he was, 
ordered him to draw his bow and shoot an arrow over 
the sea, promising him at the same time that as far as 
the arrow should iy, the sea should retire, and all the 
land thus rescued should be given him for an asylum. 
He accordingly bent his enormous bow, and the arrow 
flew twenty-five Boss (fifty miles.) The ocean imme- 
diately retreated, and the whole country now known by 
the name of the Concan, extending trom the present 
boundaries of the sea to the Ghauts, and from Goa to 
Surat was given to Parsu Kam. It was peopled by men 
created from fishes’ bones. ‘The Bramhans of the Con- 

cau, though fond enough of relating the first part of the 
stury, are not particularly fond to acknowledge the latter 
part as touching their owu origin. 

| pervision or power, seem about to give in their 

idol god, where the weary traveller stops and 
blindly bows down to an unshapen stone, 
our right was a natural pool of water where many 
an exhausted traveller has, like ourselves, often 
experienced the Juxury of a cool refreshing stream 
inthis thirsty land, and before us stretched a 
plain where immense droves of bullocks amount- 
ing sometimes to several thousands, Jaden with 
the produce of the Deckan, are loosed to graze, 
While their drivers cook their own food, in cop- 
per pots, over a little fire placed between three 
stones. Behind us, as we turned to behold the 
country we had just left below, the whole northern’ 
Concan burst on,our view. Inspired by the re- 
flections which such a scene would naturally excite 
in the breast of a Christian missionary, I am con- 
strained to address you from this spot—and, 
(though perhaps sage ates in me) to invite 
you to survey the spiritual wastes of the Mahratts 
couutry as vhey are now spread out before me. 

The subject which I desire to bring before you, 
dear brethren, is one which ough? tocommand theat- 
tention of a congregated world. God grant, that the 
Macedonian cry from these heights of the Ghauts, 
may enter the consecrated walls at Princeton, and 
find ready access to every ear; and may every 
heart respond, ** Here Lord am I, send me.” _ 

Whether I look to the East or to the West, to 
the North or to the South, the gloominess of spiri- 
tual death reigns, without one glimmering ray of 
light. ‘I'o the West is spread out beneath our 
feet the whole noithern Concan, without a sing!e 
missionary, and at present without a single mis- 
sionary school. To the Kast the imagination is 
presented with a picture still more gloomy. From 
the first missionary station in Southern India, to 
Agra and Delhi, the first in Northern India, a dis 
tance of at feast 1500 miles, and from the Ghauts 
to the stations on the other side of India a distance 
of 1000 miles, there are but four stations and eight 
missionaries. And all these, except Ahmedneg- 
gar, in the vicinity of the Ghauts. Here, then, 
there is, in the 19th century, since the command 
to evangelize all nations went forth,—in the 19th 
century, when Christians are beginning to boast 
—I had almost said—of the wonderful benevo- 
lence of the age, here is an unevange!ized territory 
nor yet even explored, of more than a thousand 
miles square, and which probably contains not 
less than half the population of India. Look, ye 
sons of the prophets, ye servants of the living 
God, look at this spectacle! You -say the field is 
the world—you pray, ** Thy kingdom come,”— 
you repeat ** the vineyard of the Lord, the vine- 
yard of the Lord,’—but do you, with all the 
read realities of eternity before you, duly con- 

template ¢his vineyard of the Lord? I fear the 
great majority of Christians in America would be 
glad to feel, that they have quite done their duty 
to their divine Master and toa dying world, when 
they have viewed with complacency the little cul- 
tivated spot about their own doors, wished Ged 
speed to those who go the heathen, and prayed 
occassionally **thy kingdom come,”’ accompanied 
by a contribution of a shilling or two a year. 
They have, perhaps, expressed much sympathy 
for the voluntary exile in his trials, and many a 
pious wish that he may live long, Jabor hard, and 
die in the field. AJl this may do very well so far 
as it pons it appears very well on paper, and 
when drawn out in missionary speeches, but it is 
a sorry way of bringing about the speedy conver- 
sion of the world. ‘These remarks apply, I have 
no doubt, with more propriety to the church at 
large, than to the students of Princeton Theologi- 
cal Seminary. Still the suggestion may not be 
altogether unprofitable even there. On closer 
scrutiny, it may be found that many hope they 
shall be able to discharge their duty to the heathen, 
by a profession of good wishes, by alms, prayers, 
good sermons and fine speeches, for the acquisi- 
tion of funds, and missionaries. They hope to in- 
fluence many-others to go. But, my dear breth- 
ren, such a missionary spirit will evaporate before 
the third term of the senior year. We can never 
expect the heathen will be converted in this way. 
You must go yourselves, Shall it. be recorded in 
the future history of missions, that in-the year 

remarkable manner opened a door of access to the 
heathen in different quarters of the world; the 
earth enjoyed an almost uninterrupted peace, : nd 
the fury of earthly potentates, which has so often 
been arrayed against pure christianity, was re- 
strained to make way for the peaceful reign of the 
gospel; the facilities for carrying on the work of 
evangelizing the heathen, had never been so great 

since the days of the apostles; the channels of 
benevolence had been opened, and funds were 
available to any amougt which could probably be 
needed, schools, colleges, theological seminaries 
were full of pious young men who were looking 
forward to the ministry.—But alas! men could not 
be obtained to go to the heathen : consequently, new 
fields, as they presented themselves, were not oc- 

cupied, missions were not enlarged when they 
might have been; the work went on heavily, and 
ae disadvantages were in consequence sustain- 
ed? 
I need not dwell, I trust, on this part of the 
subject. Zhe want of men is reiterated in your 
ears by the directors and agents of every Foreign 
Missionary Society, and by their missionaries 
from every quarter of the globe; and why should 
I hope to deepen the many salutary impressions 
which abler pens have made? Believing, as 1 
do, that you are anxious to know the path of 
duty, in reference to your future field of labour, 
I cannot easily conceive that there is, at present, 
in the Seminary, one, who amidst the repeated 
calls for labourers among the. heathen, has not 
made his personal duty in reference to the un- 
evangetized world, a question of the most seri- 
ous and prayerful nature. One great obstacle, if 
I mistake not, to the coming to a just conclusion 
on this subject, is the making of a too marked 
distinction between the work of propagating the 
Gospel abroad, and the preaching of the Gospel at 
home. A kind of mystery, or romance, or some- 
thing, | know not what to call it, is thrown about 
the former, while the latter is a definite sphere of 
labour. In accordance with these views, when 
a man thinks of being a missionary, he some- 
times thinks of transforming himself into some 
mysterious, non-descript kind of being, so as to 
suit himself to the new element in which he is 
afterwards to move. | 
Now every thing of this kind is romance or 

fanaticism, and will do more to unfit a man for 
the éug of missionary work than almost any 
thing else. He will find, when he arrives on his 
field, that he is the same man that he was before, 
and that he has’ men to deal with. He will find 
the heathen, in all their leading characteristics, 
like other-men, and to be acted on by the same 
principles. He will find depravity no more uni- 
versal than he saw it at home. He. will find it 
more strong, more shameless and unrestrained. 
This is the great difference. It is not against 
the customs. and usages of the country that the 
missionary is to be prepared to preach. The 
grand obstacle here, as well as in America, Is 
ungodliness. The Hindoo, in his cordial hatred 
of the truth, expresses his objections, and throws 

out his cavils in a way scarcely dissimilar to the 
ungodly in America. His depravity~shows itself 
in a greater variety of ways, and he has a _ pene’ 
variety of refuges of lies in which he may sec 

to shelter himself; but still, the business of 
bringing the truth to bear on his heart 18 at- 

tended with essentially the same difficulty that 
is to be met in a Christian Jand. 

The simple fact of living among a people of 
different habits, as if it required some extraordi- 

nary faculties to meet the exigence, is certainly 

room. Here we sat down ona broad rock which’ 
jutted partly over the passage by which we had 
ascended. ‘I'o our left was a rude temple of an — 

To 

1834-5, God, in his gracious providence, hadin a _ 
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