
McDowell be heard, 

And 
_ with him whilst he made.a statement. -Two or 

_ report. It was for the Board toe do this. 

and asked forgiveness for it. 

commission was about 230. comparative 

‘eertain number of active, intelligent men to 
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Tuesday Morning, June 2d, 1846, 
_ "The debate was resumed on the motion t 

_ adopt the seventh Resolution in the Report o 
the Committee on the Board of Domestic Mis- 

“Dr, W. L. Breckxrnerpes desired to make 
or to correct a statement he had 

ade, 
bers of the Board and the largest number pre- 
sent at any meeting of the Board was 13. He 
‘begged it to be undersiood that the number of 

‘ snembers of the Board was 72, and the number 
present al the largest meeting was 18, and the 
number present living out of Philadelphia was 

Dr. William 
5 instead of 4 as stated by him, 

Moscrave moved that 

Dr. Youne ‘had no d§jéction to hear state- 
ments from Dr, McDowell, but he utterly ob- 
jected to his debaling the'subject. _ 

Dr.. Muserave wished to allow Dr. McDow- 
ell to reply to some assertions that-had been made 
_goncerning him, and also ‘to make-a fall and, 
satisfactory statement of facts, What the house¢yer been unfaithful? 
wanted was a cléar knowiédge of all the facts. 
He hoped the Secretary would not be ham- 

Dr, Joun McDowekt “stated for bis brother, 
that he did not wish to debate the subject, but, 
only to make statements. 

The. motion to allow the Secretary to speak 
was carried. 

Dr. Wu. McDowett said, it seemed to be 
his lot to be called before the Assembly under| 
few and embarrassing citcumstances. It was 
the first time the charge had ever been brought 
against him, of unkindoess towards a brother. 
In regard to the brother who ‘made’ the charge, 
there was hone in the charth towardy. whom he 
entertained more kindly feelings. As to the 
brother whom he. had been-charged with at- 
tacking, his whole intercourse with him had 
been marked with kindness, and. he still enter- 

- taiped the most friendly feelings towards him. 
He referred to the difficulty he experienced in 
hearing, and the influence this defect might 
have on his manner. As he did. not hear his 
own voice, he might ‘not. understand all he said 
himself. ‘Ifa single unkind expression towards 
that brother had escaped him, he regretted it; 
he recalled it, and he ‘asked forgiveness for it. 

ow he would ask the Assembly to bear 

three weeks since, a report from the agent at 
the West appeared in the paper at Louisville, 
which contained several inaccuracies. He him- 
self dtd not feel bound to make any use of that 

But 
the day before he appeared here that report 
was published to the world. Jt was making 
its impreésion on the minds of the members o 

the Ass¢mbly, and he felt forced to correct its 
inaccuracies. And what did he do? The re- 
port was out of his hands, and out of Mr. Sco- 
vel’s hdnds. It was a public document. And 
all he did was to read an extract from it to the 
house, and correct its errors. 
any unjust or unkind remarks, in connexion 
with this correction—if there were any remarks 
of a personal character, he deeply regretted it, 

He was rejoiced. 
to learn, that his Christian brother had ac- 
knowledged there were some slight inaccuracies 
in that report. In regard to his statement, as 
to the increase of missionaries, it was a careful 
‘statement, and he had nothing to add, and no- 
thing to retract from it. But he would have a 
‘single remark to make in regard to increase of 
missionary strength. The whole number of 
missionaries in commission during the year is 
‘one thing—the number in commission at this 
hour is quite another thing. The number in 
commission during the year before last, was 349 
—at the end of the year, 217. During the last 
‘year, the number in commission was 383, And 
if the matter was looked into carefully, it would 
‘probably be found that the number now in 

increase was less the past year than during the 
year preceding. 

In regard to funds, he would not feel obliged 
to say any thing on the subject, if Dr. Breckin- 
ridge had not triumphantly proclaimed the ap- 
parent overthrow of his statements, His state- 
ment was, that the actual increase at the West 
during the year was about $1000. To sub- 
stantiate this statement, he referred to the three 
items in the report, of money in the treasury at 
thesBepginning of the year, money received dur- 
4ng the year, and clothing received. His state- 
ments were founded on the second item, and 
the result was as above stated. But taking all 
three items in both years, the increase would 
be but $2652; and taking from this the amoun 
in the treasury at the begins of the oe 
and of course not received, and the falling off 
in receipts as to clothing, the actual increase 
would sull only be $1678. But again. There 
were items in the report, under the head of 
moneys received, which should not be there. 
There was $150 paid in Philadelphia, on the 
order of Mr. Scovel, which went into the trea- 
-surer’s book, and should not have appeared 
there. He did not wish to detain the house, 
but he would again state that the whole increase 
was not over $1000. 
_ But he did not wish to find any fault with 
brother Scovel, or the brethren at the West. 
He rejoiced at whatever increase there had 
-been, He only wished to impress on the 
house the fact, that embarrassments had arisen 
from the action of the last Assembly. The 
agent had been too much taken away from his 
appropriate work, and his eflorts employed in 
the business of the office. It had. been found, 
too, exceedingly difficult to keep the accounts. 

This was all the information he had intended 
to give, and it had been intimated to him, that 
this was all that had been expected. But he 

He had stated that there were 57 mem- 

If he had made} 

And the Board not being able to attend every 
week, they.select 9 of their most punctual men 
to attend these meetings. This is necessary 
from the nature of the case. And | believe, 
that these few men do the business much better 

I here distinctly state, 
that that Committee are the Board, subject to 
than 100 could do it. 

| the revision of the Board at their monthly 

are virtually two Boards. | 
But there is another point on which I would 

say a few words. Philadelphia has been ma 
to figure largely in this matter. 

needs no apologist. But much has been sai 
of the influence of Philadelphia, and that it 

| must be put down. Now, a great portion of 
the business of the Church has been committed 
to the brethren of Philadelphia. This arose 

ceasary to station the officers of the Bvard 
there. And have the Philadelphia brethren 

They have laboured 
gratuitously; they have given bountifully; and, 
until within the last seven or eight years, the 
largest donors to the Boards were the very men 
who were giving their time and labour to them. 

West. When I first became connected with 
this Board, I gave up my home connections, 

and the great motive that induced me to come 
here was a desire to benefit the West and the 
South. And when I came, I found things in a 
deplorable condition. 

men afterwards gave their notes for $2000. 

blessing, this Board has gone on prosperously; 

vice, 

[The speaker was here interrupted, as his 
remarks were not pertinent. ] | 

Dr. McDowrett—I have but a word more to 
say. I have been asked, what is my own view 

The plan that, after mature reflection, has struck 
me as the most proper for the advancement of 
the cause at the West, is this: We want there 
a strong and efficient agency; get the best man 
you can and place him. at Louisville; get an- 
other and place him at St. Louis; and then a 
third and place him at Natchez or New Orleans.| 
And although we may have to expend something 

the cheapest and most powerful means we could 
employ. Any further organization, | believe, 
would help the Board about as much as a fifth 
wheel would help a carriage. All additional 
committees would only increase the friction of 

I have one remark more, 
direct us aright and direct us to act cordially. 
And let us go to God for direction, and he will 
lead us. 

Mr. Tomas wished to make a few remarks. 
He thought the matter should take another form. 
The question was not to be decided by the 
other question, as to whether brother Scovel’s 
arithmetic was right or not; or whether less 
or more had been done at Louisville. Sup- 
pose the Western agency had not been well 
exercised ; suppose the brethren at Louisville 
had done nothing; was this any reason why 

| the agency itself should be abolished? Not at 
all. But he did not wish to be understood as 

duty. They had done it, and done it well. 
He was opposed to this continued desire to 
change. It has been said the scheme has 
worked badly. Suppose it has, It has not 
been tried long enough to test it; eight or nine 
months have been insufficient. For the Assem- 
bly to say, now, that it would reverse the action 
of last year, would expose it to ridicule in the 
eyes of the church. 
But again, he would say, the West required, 

he would not say, the Board itself, but most cer- 
tainly an agency of this kind. The Secretary 
has well said, the brethren at Philadelphia once 
did give more than any others for the cause of 
missions, But, sir, anew country, a whole nation 
has risen up during the last twenty years. It is 
true the Eastern brethren took good care of us 
during our infancy; but we are not always to be} 
infants. You have a very pretty patch of coun- 
try East of the mountains, sir. This is here. 
New Jersey is a very pretty garden patch. 
But, stand at the mouth of the Ohio, and look 
down one thousand miles, you see but a tithe 
of the great West—that West which is one day 
to control the Presbyterian Church. 

You have your Board of Foreign Missions at 
New York, and it ought to be there. It is ne- 
cessary for it to be on the sea-board. The 
difference between the contributions of the East 
and West is not so great, and we iotend it shall 
be smaller. The influence and the contribu- 
lions of the West are to be enormous. But 
we are willing for you to have your Board of 
Foreign Missions, and of Education, and of 
Publication, at the East; but we want to have 
something to do in the affairs of the Church. 
And therefore, I say, that the very least the 
Eastern part of the Presbyterian Church cae 
consent to give the West, now, is this Commit- 
tee. ‘The Board itself will most certainly have, 
at some time, as certainly as the star of em- 
pire, to take its course westward. But now, we 
dont’t say, give us the portion that falleth to us, 
but only give us a littke—and pray, don’t ex- 
pect we are to make a fortune in nine months. 

had one or two things to explain in relation to 
some statements of Dr. Breckinridge. Dr. B. 
chad referred, and with some force, as to the 
number present at the meetings of the Board.| 
He thought if the brother would cypher again 
he would find, that the number of the members 
of the Board was not 72, as he has statcd in 
correction. Afier the present election, it is 80. 

_ Dr. He had not counted 
the additional persons elected this year, as they 
were not in office last year. 

- Dr. McDoweut. As to the number of mem- 
bers who composed the Board, and the big 
meeting to which reference has been made, Dr. 
.Breckinridge’s correction, just made, is correct. 
-He has remarked, that the number who usually 
constitute the Board small. 1 have no ob- 
jection to Dr. Breckinridge’s giving those who. 
neglect their duty a severe lecture. But he 
has said, that calling so small number a Board, 
is almost. ludicrous. We have authority for 
this. A Presbytery of 20 members may meet 
by a quorum of 3. It is a necessary thing 
that but a-small number meet. The General 
Assembly do» not certainly expect, the whole| 
‘pumber of members, living ia 10 States, shall 
sever meet at once. ‘The understanding is, that 
-wherever the Board is located, there must. be a 

But it has-been: said, that the meetings of 

It is a fact that almost every Presbytery and 
Synod of the West has coincided in this mea- 
sure, and those that heretofore would not co- 
operate with the Board, have resqlved to throw 
in their efforts with it under the new arrange- 
ment, And we hear that if this agency is taken 
away, they will withdraw their support from 
this channel. Let us strive to preserve unity. 
Popery has the advantage over Protestantism 
in this respect. Let us not drive the Western 
churches to act by themselves, 

It has been objected that there was a want of 
harmony of operation resulting from this very 
agency—there was a fifih wheel. Sir, there 
need be no difficulty. Let the missionaries at 
the East be paid at the East, and the mission- 
aries at the West be paid at the West. Objec- 
tions have been urged on account of the differ- 
ence of exchange. Doubtless, thete will, for 
some time, be more funds in the treasury here 
than at the West. Let there but be drafts at 
the West on Philadelphia, and they ean be easi- 

ly sold. .I do hope that that agency may have 
another year’s trial, andI do believe they will 
come up with twice three thousand dollars be- 
yond what has already been done. 

Dr. Musgrave thought false issuee had been 

Executive Committee are thinly attended. This 
is true. They are required.to meet every week. 

meeting. And this is an argument showing the 
incongruity of having two committees, which 

I do not stand 
here as the apologist of Philadelphia — she 

from the fact that the Assembly was first or- 
ganized in Philadelphia, and it was found ne- 

These very men, too, have done much for the 

and the tender associations of a pastoral office ; 

It was published in the 
papers that the Board was bankrupt—lI met the 
Committee—f said something must be done; 
and | was told by the Committee we must go 
into the bank ; we must pay our missionaries : 
and they did go, and gave their own notes for 
$6000, and that money went to the West to 
pay the missionaries there. And these same 

We afierwards paid this off; and, with God’s 

so that that Committee has done some good ser- 

as to the best mode of operation for the West? 

in supporting them, still I believe it would be 

the machinery without adding to its power. 
We need wisdom to 

saying that those brethren had not doue their, 

overlooks the operations of that Board? ‘Ti 

Assembly. It is the creature of this Assembly. 
It is amenable to us, , 

And now, as for the Board itself. It is true, 
that they are gentlemen resident at Philadelphia 
who generally attend its meetings. But would 
not this be the case at Louisville? But again. 
I would like to know who directs this Board’ 
I concede that the Philadelphians are not com- 
petent to know of the destitutions in all the 
States, and supply them. But could the bre- 
thren at Louisville know any better? I object 

| 

to these fallacious issues. But what is th 
fact? Why, the Presbytery of Louisville, per- 
sonally acquainted with the destitution within 
its bounds, recommends appointments to the 
Board at Philadelphia, and they are made. 
This power belongs to the Presbyteries, and 
not to the Board. Strip the subject of all 
sophistry and false issues, and all the difficulty 
then left is the mere matter of postage and 
time. And is not Philadelphia as far from 
Louisville as Louisville is from Philadelphia? 

why do we oppose this thing? Because it cre- 
ates embarrassment. It interferes with the ac- 
tion of the Board. And he would refer to the 
remark of Dr. Alexander, of Princeton, when 
asked his opinion in a meeting of the. Board, be- 
cause the illustration he used was the happiest 
that could be employed, and was characteristic 
ofthe man, Said he: ** Mr. Chairman, I have 
not spoken, beca* se I feel little interest in these 
details. I consid-r the plan as containing in 
itself the seeds of destruction. You cannot 
have two heads to one body. It will lead to 
collision.” 

As to the subject of power. He feit he was 
allowed to refer to this subject. And before 
God, (and he spake with reverence,) he be- 
lieved that was the main point to be gained. 
He would not charge the brethfen with ambi- 
tion. But he believed, they had reasoned them- 
selves into the belief, that if they had the power 
and patronage (if a man who was not a Pusey- 
ite, might use the term,) of the Church, they 
could carry the Church on certain subjects, 
which now they felt bound to leave to posterity. 
One great reason why he wished the Board to 
remain as it is, was because he believed the 
men now in it to be conservative men, Men 
who went for the Kirk—the Kirk as she is. 
Men who went according to the book. And he 
would say it to others, and say it with all 
respect, that finding no fault with your system 
and doctrine, | would have this power and pa- 
tronage remain in the hands of conservative 
men. He declared, he had no intention of 
wounding the feelings of any. But he would 
deeply deplore that this machinery should be 
put out of the hands of the men who now 
wield it. And now he would state in regard to 

with all honesty. ‘The Secretary, althaugh 
sorry that the Assembly had appointed that 
committee, resolved to carry out its views. So 
did every member; although personally dif- 
fering from the Assembly, they did determine 
conscientiously and honestly to carry out its ac- 
tion. I was sorry that the clergymen of this 
city were spoken of as they have been. They 
have no ambition or vanity in this matter. 
They have done nobly, and they deserve our 
thanks, 

And now I hope that as no substantial reason 
has been given why this Committee should be 
continued, it will be abolished. He had heard 
declarations amounting to threats that the West 
would work by itself. Was this Presbyterian- 
ism? But we are not to be driven to the wall 
by such implied threats of independent action. 
Cannot the East take the same step? Cannot 
the East, if this agency is continued, declare it- 
self independent? And if this Assembly will 
not give usa Board, what will hinder our mo- 
ther Synod from giving it to us? Why, sir, the 
East can take this ground. And there is nothing 
to be gained by the West by such a threat, un- 
less it can be shown that the East is dependent 
on the West as much as the West is upon the East, 
But is this right? Is it honest? Are the 

I trust not. I hope this subject is to be decided 
on its merits, and not by any threat of inde- 
pendency. ‘True, the brother said he meant no 
threat. But it had its effect. Now I make no 
threat, but this I say, if this agency is continued, 
and other measures are carried, which I fear- 
fully anticipate, I know there will be a division. 
There will bea Board at the East; and will not 
this be most disastrous for the cause? OQ, sir, 

always to be distracted? __ + 
There have been statements made in times 

past, that have been most disastrous to the ope- 
rations of this Board. One man East of the 
mountains, says this Board does not make as 
many appointments East of the mountains as it 
ought. It does not make appropriations where 
the money is raised. Another man West of 
the mountains raises other objections, He thinks 
too much money is spent at the East, and that 
partiality is there. Sir, you could break down 
any Board by such action, no matter where it is 
located. ‘The small amount of money collect- 
ed, is urged as a reason for moving the Board 
to the West. Is it fair, because the churches 
do not do more, to find fault with the Board? 
The Board has told us over and over, that they 
can do nothing without agents. Now it is 
known that disparaging remarks are often made 
in regard to the plan of employing agents. 
Now, if instead of throwing all these obstacles 
in the way, North, South, East, and West had 
so co-operated, and with one heart, and one aim, 
had done all they could, the whole field could 
be supplied, and the work receive a most power- 
ful impetus, 

} 

sonal explanation. He himself never had, and 
never expected to have, any connection with the 
Western agency. He disclaimed the connec- 
tion between the urging of the continuance of 
agency and Abolitionism. 

Mr. Dickson spoke of the want of efficacy 
amongst the churches in the Presbyteries in the 
neighbourhood he came from. ‘These Presby- 
teries had petitioned the Assembly to do some- 
thing to increase the efficiency. ‘The Assembly 
id do something, but it crippled them the more, 
instead of adding to their strength. As Dr. 
Alexander had said, it was unnatural for a body 
to exist with two heads. West of the mountains, 
and East of the mountains had been spoken of, 
He lived neither west or east. But inthe midst 
of a mighty tract watered by the great lakes. 
Their natural connection was with the East.) 
They could have no connection with Louisville, 
and so it was with the vast region of country, 
east of the Rocky mountains. He hoped the 
whole subject would be decided on its merits and 
not on the question of power. | 

Tue Afternoon. 
Mr. Scovet explained in relation to drafts as 

spoken of by the gentleman from Michigan. 
that drafts could always be drawn 

on a good man at Louisville ; and that if the 

whom does it belong? Why to this Generali overlook all that had been said. But as t 

If this is all the difficulty, we are then asked,| 

the meetings of the Board, that they had acted} 

brethren to be influenced by such kind of threats?) 

can we never be united? Is our beloved church: 

Mr. Tuomas simply wished to make a per-| 

Committee were continued, there would be ar- 
rangements made by moneyed men there to have taken, He regretted that appeals of this na- 

ture should be made to sectional feelings. And 
if such speeches were stripped of this feature, 

they would lose much of their efect. W 

a bank on which drafts could be made. 
In regard to what had been said of him per- 

sonally by the secretary, kind words always) 

reached his ear and his heart; he was willing t 

another statement he must notice it, ‘The se- 
cretary had said that he brought the inaccuracies 
in the Report before the house because they had 
been published to the world. The Secietary 
might have known that this was not his (Mr. 
Scovel’s) report. It was the property of the 
Board. Hedid not publish it. He would say 
in regard to the statements, as to missionarie- 
that he still adhered to those already made by 
him before the house, and he believed they had 
been confirmed. | 

As tothe Treasurer’s Report, the Secretary 
remarked in regard to it that he(Dr. McDowell) 
had based his calculations on the money re- 
ceived. The figures will show that by taking 
nothing but what had been actually received, the 
increase during the last year was $2304.42. 
This is near enough to warrant the remark 
“near three thousand dollars,” and besides this 
is the $1000 for the piece of land of which he 
had before spoken. As to the $150 that money 
was drawn in the same way last year. And 
therefore certainly no mention should have been 
made of it by the Secretary. He wished to al- 
lude to some of Dr. Musgrave’s remarks. He 
had said there was a revolution sought. Now in 
consulting with different brethren, he had fail- 
ed to find ou! even to what he referred. We 
have, sir, said Mr. Scovel, an ulterior design. 
We do want to produce a revolution. We want 
all these woods and prairies to be filled with the 
knowledge of God. This is our design and we 
feel, when charged with ulterior designs apart 
from this, desirous of knowing what is meant. 
Sir, we feel that this matter has been sprung 
upon us, and again and again have we heard the 
inquiry, how did this thing come up? Was it the 
work of the respected Secretary, and the chair- 
man of that Committee? The Board have de- 
nied any participation in it. The Western 
agency had nothing to do with it! ‘The re- 
sponsibility must rest somewhere, 

At the West, this Committee has met with uni- 
versal favour. The question was formerly raised 
there, whom does the West want? Does it not 
want the Home Missionary Society? No, The 
almost universal wish of the West has been ex- 
pressed in favour of this Board. And now al- 
ter the short experience allowed it, will that 
Committee be ruthlessly put aside? Sir, it has 
been well said that bad legislation is better than 
uncertain legislation. And if we have this un- 
certain legislation we certainly shall never do 
any thing. Agitation has been spoken of. Cer- 
tainly there was no agitation in the last Assem- 
bly which appointed the Western Committee. 
And now, who agitates? Assuredly not that 
Committee. Let the charge of agitation res! 
where it belongs. Before setting down I will say 
that in order to enter on this work I have given 
up home, family, and all that I had to give up. 
And it was not for a piece of bread that I did it, but 
because I believed there was no work more im- 
portant than that of evangelizing the 3,000,000 of 
the West. There was a time when I felt it my 
duty no longer to labour, and I resigned. Bui 
being pressed | again entered the field. I am 
fur from regretting any self denial or any effort, 
but [ do think it hard that when a man has 
worked as | have, he should be rewarded with 
such personal assaults. 

Dr. W. L. Breckinrtpce remarked that he 
would have said nothing, were it not evident 
that a necessity had been Jaidon him. As to the 
difficulties of the brethren in Michigan, and 
Northern Indiana, he easily perceived those 
difficulties. But that was not the fault of the 
Western Committee. The brother from Fort 
Wayne, tells us that those he represents are not 
either in the West or the East. Ifnot in the 
West, why did the Board give them to us? 
nie J not assign them to the Eastern part of the 
field ? 

[ have felt, said Dr. Breckinridge, and doubt- 
less others have felt, that the remarks the Secre- 
tary made this morning, apart from mere state- 
ments of facts, were improper ; but I beg the As- 
sembly to notice that after all that ae been 
said by him, there only remains charged against 
us, the very thing to which he himself incited 
us. * 

The only thing he opposes is his own pro- 
position, And now,I have a word or two to 
say in reply to my revered friend from Balti- 
more. As to threats, sir, we are not men to 
give or receive threats. Does it become this 
body—does it become the confidence and fra- 
ternal feeling that should mark our deliberations, 
to charge a brother with uttering threats, which 
he disclaims? All that I said, taking it in its 
most unqualified sense, could not be construed 
asa threat. Especially, how does it become 
the brother to charge us with threatenings, when 
we disdain it, and he most certainly does use a 
threat in behalf of the East? As to the imputa- 
tions that have been laid toour charge, | will not 
say they are calumnious, I will not say it is 
the mark of a vulgar mind, but I will say it is 
a sign of weakness, to take refuge in an impu- 
tation of improper motives. Did I understand 
the brother to say that ambition—not unholy or 
improper, but ambition of any sort—was at the 
bottom of our efforts? 
me, I will say [ had not the least instrumentali- 
ty in bringing the thing about, and I would be 
exceedingly glad, if you would take the agency 
away from Louisville, and my neighbourhood, 
provided you will only keep it somewhere in the 
West. And I will yield all my power, and all 
my patronage to the brother, if he will only 
come to the West. As to what was meant by 
revolutionary designs, I really must say I should 
like to know what was meant. Ifin order, I re- 
quest information. 

Dr. Muserave objected to being catechized. 
He would try to answer the brother after he 
got through, notwithstanding his ability. 

Dr. Brecx1nr1ipGeE— Well, sir, if he will not 
say what he means, and as it has been distinct- 
‘ly hinted to me that he refers to the Elder 
question, I must say that if he covertly referred 
to my brother, it would have been better to have 
done it before he left the Assembly. But I do} 
think it most ungenerous and unkind to bring 
this subject up, and hurl such a missile at 
me after such a breaking down as I ‘received 
in this very city in the Assembly three years 
ago! . As for brother Scovel, if there is a man 
in the Church who utterly abhors the doctrine 
I hold, he is the man, If there is any one who 
was ecstatic with delight, because | was so 
‘used up,” it is brother Scovel; and if there 
are any two men who perfectly coincide with 
him, they are my coadjutors, Dr. Wood and Mr. 
Humphreys. What doctrine the other five bre- 
thren hold I know not. We do not discuss the 
Fil@er question at our meetings in Louisville. 
What they do in Philadelphia I know not. | 
hope the brother is satisfied we contemplate no 
revolution except that suggested by Mr. Scovel. 

» As to the little that has been done by us, all 
I can say is, we have done what wecould, The| — 
Board, we knew, were against us, and we were 
‘not able to do all we wished, for fear this 
Assembly would be influenced by the Board to 
break us up. We were forbidden directly by 
the Board to make collections out of our field. 
And now, looking at this fact, and the sta@8tics,' 
is it not wonderful the amount of work Mr. 
Scovel has done! You know Dr. Potts, of St. 

of the West. We wanted to send a man into 

gladly give up this thing; but for the West, I 
‘say I do hope the Assembly will ~not pursue so 

If the brother meant] 

Louis; we requested him to come to the East 

and solicit funds for us. It is well known that 
the greatest argument in begging is the wants| 

the East who thoroughly understood the wants 
of the West; and it was his opinion that we 
might have raised twenty thousand dollars by 
so doing. But in the big meeting of which we 
have heard, the Board positively forbade our 
leaving our own field—and thus have we been 
crippled. So faras [| am concerned, I would 

ruinous a policy as to break up this Committee 
without giving the West something better. As 
for ambition, you could not put into the hands 
of ambitious ecclesiastics, if there are any such 
in the West, a stronger instrument than you 
would by breaking up this Committee and set- 
ting the West adrift to act by itself. It would 
not be a hobby, merely, they would then ride, 
but.they would ride on a storm. 

Dr. Muserave wished to reply to Mr. Sco- 
vel. He had asked how this resolution came 
here. The Board had not brought it here; 
but the whole subject having been put into the 
hands of the Committee on the Annual Report, 
they felt authorized to bring the subject up. 
The Board, 
brought it here, held views in conformity with 
that resolution, as he understood, and the Com- 
mittee felt authorized to insert it. As for the 
subject of power and patronage, remarked Dr. 
Musgrave, whether what I did say was vul- 
garly said, or, as I hope, in the spirit of my 
Master, I said it only because Dr. Breckinridge 
had first mentioned it. And this same lan- 
guage he held in Louisville two years ago. 
He distinctly stated then, that Philadelphia 
had had the power long enough. And then 
also, as now, that the West should have its 
share of it. Now, why do they want this pa- 
tronage? Is it only to advance the great cause 
in which we are all interested? What I said 
this morning was, that if the West wish to get the 
power and patronage, I desire still to have the 
regulation of the business of the Church in the}. 
hands of conservative men. As to the threat 
used by the brother, I am not obliged to go to the 
cause of it. I only look at its influence, and its 
influence will be injurious, And now] will say, 
that if the West are to dragoon the East, it is 
my confident belief and expectation that the 
East will withdraw too. If that is a threat, | 
have the manliness to acknowledge it. In re- 
gard to my remarks of this morning, I will 
take occasion to say that Dr. Lindsley ob- 
served to me, that he agreed with me en- 
tirely, except that | used the term West, when 
I should have said, a few of the men of the 
West. No, sir; I do not believe this thing is 
wished by the West, and especially in regard 
to Louisville. Why should this committee be 
in Louisville rather than at. New Orleang or 
Cincinnati? Louisville is not the West. In 
conclusion, Dr. Musgrave hoped this question 
would not be decided on the ground of local 
prejudice, but on its merits. That the great 
inquiry must be, what is best for the interests| 
of the whole Church? 

Dr. Linpstey wished to explain. He was 
not ready to say that he endorsed the whole 
speech of the gentleman. He merely wished it 
to be understood, that he did not consider the 
opinion referred to as that of the whole West, 
but only of one or two, or a few, Western gen- 
tlemen. 

The previous question being called for, and 
taken, the motion on adopting the resolution,| 
rescinding the action of last Assembly in ap- 
pointing the. Western Committee was lost.— 
Ayes, 48; nays, 97. 

Wednesday Morning, June 3. 
Dr. Muscrave offered a Resolution. He be- 

lieved the question last night was not settled 
on its merits. He believed the majority voted 
for the continuance of the Committee, because} 
they thought it was wanted. But many voted 
for it for other reasons, Some members stated 
to him in private that they would originally have 
voted against appointing that Committee. But 
now they thought it best to give it a fair trial. 
Others voted for the sake of peace. They did 
not wish to drive gentlemen in the West to a 
separate course of action. In view of this state 
of things, he thought the house should allow the 
churches of the West to act as they pleased in 
regard to appointments. He could not think it 
was the design of the members from the West 
to deprive those churches that preferred such a 
course to connect themselves with the Commit- 
tee at Philadelphia. He wished, moreover, to 
test the confidence of the West in this Commit-) 
tee. ‘The house had been told that the whole 
West desired the Western Committee. If this 
is true, the West will now have an opportunity 
to say so. He also believed that nothing short 
of this would satisfy many in the East. It would 
neither be the part of truth or modesty for him 
to pretend to represent the whole East. But 
his opinion was that of the Presbytery of Balti- 
more, and of many in the East. That the 
continuance of this Committee, as at present, 
would result in separation, and the organization 
of two Boards, he had not the shadow of a doubt, 
and it was to prevent such a result, he offered] 
this resolution. 

Dr. W. L. Brecktnr1pGE had nothing to say 
as to the molives imputed to the members of 
this house. He believed they voted in favour 
of the continuance of the committee because 
they believed it to be right. But he objected to 
this resolution because he thought it introduced, 
into the action of the Board an entirely novel 
course of procedure, ‘There was not the least 
necessity for ordering the. Board to appoint that 
Committee. It was offensive and invidious. 
It looked as though a bone was given the West 
to pick for one year, until a new arrangement| 
could be made next year, 

He was opposed to it also, because it at- 
tempted to establish the principle of elective 
affinity, which the brother from Baltimore, as 
a strict Old-school Presbyterian, should strongly 
oppose. 

He observed, that it was apparent how this 

akthough they had 

“away this stumbling-block ! 

resolution was intended to cripple that com- 
mittee. Some of the brethren in the West are 
doubtless opposed to it, but they will fall in. 
with it. He had never said the whole West 
was in favour of it. But the great mass of 
the West and Southwest is in favour of it. — 

Dr. Muscrave asked leave to withdraw the 
first part of the resolution, as to instruction to 
the Board in regard to the Western Committee. 
Leave was granted. 

Dr. BreckrtnripGE wished the fields to be 
divided by the Assembly, and the division not to 
be left with the Presbyteries. He moved to 
postpone the resolution of Dr. Musgrave, in or- 
der to take up the resolutions offered by himself. 
As to the third resolution, it was but carrying 
out the suggestion yesterday made by Dr. 
McDowell. 

Dr. Youne was in favour of postponing Dr.| 
Musgrave’s resolution, in order to take up Dr. 
Breckinridge’s. He thought the plan proposed 
by Dr. Musgrave the very. worst that could be 
proposed, He could not see the force of the 
comparison between the two Committees with 
two distinct fields and a two headed beast. He 
referred to the existing state of things in t 
government of Austria, It was only necessary 

to keep the organizations distinct, He had in. 

IN ADVANCE—TWO DOLLARS AND FIFTY-CENTS. 

tended to vote against the continuance of the 
Committee at Louisville had any well grounded 
objection to it been presented. But, ales care- 
ful attention, he had not heard a single objec- 
tion worthy of consideration. He thought the 
whole subject should be referred to the next 
General Assembly. 

Dr. J. McDowE.t was opposed to the post- 
ponement, and would rather the thing would be 
left just as it is, without either of the resolutions 
proposed. He admitted there had hardly been} 
time to allow the experiment to be tried; and he 
was willing to allow the Western Committee to 
goon. He was opposed to the principle of elec. 
tive affinity, and he thought the line should be 
definitely drawn. He would be glad if the 
Board could be authorized to set off the Synod 
of Northern Indiana to the East. As to Dr. 
Breckinridge’s resolution, he did not know what 
it meant. The Board has cansidered it best to 
pay missionaries directly, instead of through 
the Western Committee, and they have done it 
for the good of the missionarjes. As to the 
third resolution, he was oppo to it, and did 
not think Dr, Wm. McDowell shguld be referred 
to in his absence as authority to\be misrepre- 
sented, 
On motion, the whole subject was then laid 

on the table. 

SLAVERY. 
Monday Morning, June 1. 

On motion to adopt the Report from Com- 
mittee on Bills and Overtures in regard to 
Slavery, (see the Minutes for report.) 

Mr. Txomas said it was very evident from 
the character of the Report, and the late period 
at which it was presented, that the Assembly 
did not feel desirous to hear any lengthy dis- 
cussion on the subject. But he felt it to be his 
duty, as a representative of the Presbytery of 
Oxford, to express his opinions. He would 
take occasion to say, that those he represented, 
although opposed to slavery, were not what are 
called abolitionists. He referred to the case of 
a Baptist clergyman, who was accustomed to 
speak without preparation from the first text he 
found on opening the Bible. On one occasion, 
upon opening the Bible, he found the text, ‘* We 
are fearfully and wonderfully made.” The 
Bible, however, was an old one, and very 
much worn, and the letter at the end of the 
word made was rubbed off, so that the text ap- 
peared to read, ‘ We are fearfully and wonder- 
fully mad.” From which he proceeded to 
argue, that Christians sometimes would get 
mad, and occasionally fearfully so. Now he 
did not wish to endorse that clergyman, and he 
would say he did not intend to get angry in this 
discussion, but to speak forth the words of 
truth and soberness, 

He wished to state his objections to this re- 
port. The first statement in-that report was 
that this Assembly had expressed a distinct tes- 
timony on the subject for the last sixty years. 
This was not so, Last year its testimony was 
not in accordance with its former expressions., 
He read an extract from the address of the As- 
sociation of New Hampshire, expressing the 
Opinion that the Assembly had modified its ac- 
tion. He also referred to the action of the Sy- 
nod of Canada—also to a paper drawn up by 
Professor McArthur, of Miami University. 
There must be some ground in the act of 1845 
for all this. The action of the Assembly of 
1845, must be inconsistent with former testi- 
mony. He opposed the report also, because it 
recommended no action. All the memorials 
and. petitions referred to the Committee who 
drew up this report asked for an explanation of 
the act of 1845. And those who drew up these 
memorials were waiting for a reply. Now this 
report recommended absolutely no action. He 
proceeded to show the action of the Presbyte- 
rian Church from 1774 to 1845, in order to ask 
if now, in view of all the past action of the 
Church, this Assembly could resolve to do no- 
thing in the premises? He did not know how 
slavery was introduced into the Presbyterian 
Church—but it got in from some cause or other. 
In 1774, the subject came before the Synod of 
of New York—and then it was laid on the table 
or under the table. The time for action on the 
subject had not yet come! In 1776, the Pro- 
vincial Congress of Georgia declared their 
strong disapprobation of slavery. Men did not 
dare then to appeal to God to support their 
cause, without making such a declaration as 
this. In 1787, the Constitution of the United 
States was adopted. In 1787, the Synod of 
New York and Philadelphia passed a resolu- 
tion expressing an opinion that all men were 
created free and equal. This was not then con- 
sidered a rheterical flourish. But they felt its 
truth, and they recommended acfion on the sub- 
ject. 
their slaves, and prepare them for the enjoy- 
ment of their rights. From the time the Synod 
advised this action, there seemed to be a period 
of rest until 1818. That was an interesting 
period. It involved the extension of the area 
of slavery. The Assembly then declared they 
considered slavery an evil—not the slave trade, 
but the holding of their fellow-men in bondage. 
That Assembly then recommended action, It 
sympathized with the virtuous people of the 
South, but it warned its church members against 
using the plea of convenience for holding sa 

In 1834, the Scotch Secession Church, in re- 
ply to a request from the Assembly to join with 
it in fasting ona particular day, suggest that 
there is a kind of fasting the Lord approves. 
It is accompanied with the undoing of every 
band, and the unloosing of every yoke; and 
how was this received? Why, with kindness. 
They did not get angry. They declared “we 
are verily guilty in this matter;” and we find 
the name of a respected member of this house 
(Dr. Lindsley) attached to the declaration and 
reply to the Scotch Secession Church. Now, 
a day of fasting and prayer has been recom- 
mended by this Assembly; others of a similar 
character may be appointed. O, let us take 

Cast up! cast up! 
take away the stumbling-blocks, and then the 
way for the progress of the gospel will be pre- 
pared. Moral means in regard to the abolition 
of slavery have been spoken of, In 1836,-on 
account ofthe plea of shortness of time and ur- 
gency of business, the business of moving this 
stumbling-block was indefinitely postponed. In 
that year fifty Presbyteries reported no revival 
of religion; and no wonder. In ’37,”38, °39, 

and ’41, similar disposition m of 
the business. So, too,in ’42and’4B. In1844, 
about a thousand members of the Church, as he 
supposed, sent up their memorial, a 
subject was indefinitely postponed. 
of last. year I need not mention. The 
of 1846 wishes to be consistent, and | 
well for the sake of its consistency, that it s 
do nothing. His holiness, the Pope, has bee 

They recommended that masters educate} 

ed to the speaker, and the 572d hymn pointed 
out, which sympathizes with the oppressed. 
Mr. Thomas read it, and said he was g 
some little conscience had still been left. 

Sir, millions of slaves have gone to the bar 
of God, and we are to meet them there ; we are 
to meet, too, the generation of 1818. Have 
we carried out their recommendation? There 
are, | hope, many slaves in heaven. . They are 
looking down upon this Assembly. God is look- 
ing down upon it, And how shall we act? It 
is one thing to say, “Lord, Lord,” and it is an- 
other thing to do what he requires. 

Brethren say, don’t, don’t agitate this sub- 
ject. We are preaching at the South to the 
master and slaves. We are striving to abolish 
slavery in this way; but don’t let us say so in 
the Assembly. Sir, I hope we are not acting 
as a company of miners and sappers. I ho 
we are not acting like moles in the dark. No, 
sir; let us tell the South openly and boldly, 
though affectionately, that we intend to abolish 
slavery. Let the Southern brethren here go 
back and say, we intend to put an end to this 
sin. 

I will be asked, “* What do want?” [| 
will answer in the words of Mr. MeArthur 
who is a deci ‘pbolitioniem, When I 
asked him what the A’sembly should do, he re- 
plied: Let the Assembly declare that slavery 
must come to anend, 2dly, let the Assembly 
appoint a day of fasting and prayer for the 
abolition of slavery. They have appai 
days for fasting and prayer for the correction 
of almost every other evil, and I think it rea- 
sonable for us to go to God in prayer for direc- 
tion. 3d, That the Assembly declare, that whilst 
it deeply sympathizes with those who are thus 
placed in circumstances where they are neces- 
sarily involved in the subject, it will discipline 
those who voluntarily engage in the business. 
If the Assembly will declare their intention to 
tolerate only those who are in this difficult 
but will not countenance those who voluatarily 
engage in it, the thing will be done away 
4th. Minislers should be directed to abstain 
from slave-holding. 5th. The acts of 1818 
should be re-affirmed. 6th. Masters should be 
directed to give their servants that which is 
just and equal, and I would leave the Chair- 
man of the Committee on Bills and Overtures 
to expound the text; and dare this Assembly— 
I speak it not in defiance, but with reverence— 
dare this Assembly oppose this recommenda- 
tion? 7th. The slave-holders at the Sout 
should be directed to teach their slaveg to read. 
8th. They should be directed to report progress 
to this Assembly. | 

He concluded by saying that all he wanted 
was, that the Church should be honest and 
above board in all that it did. He did ne | 
lieve slavery would be immediately abolished. 
But if the Churches were labouring to abolish 
slavery, he wished that they would come up, 
from time to time, and report progress. 

Dr. Youne agreed with Mr. Thomas, that the 
Assembly were substantially united in opinion in 
regard to the subject ; the only difficulty was as . 
to the measures to be pursued. He acknowledged 
that he distrusted his own opinion. But he must 
still defend the action of the Committee. As 
for himself, he would prefer that the Assembly 

ould state distinctly what it thought slave- 
ders should do. He believed the Church 

had always held that slavery was not, in itself, 
| sinful, although there were particular acts of 
slaveholders that were sinful. Now, the reason 
why the Committee recommend no action, is 
not that they believe the Church is doing all it 
can, but, Ist, because as things are now, the 
churches and brethren at the South were making 
rogress; and 2d, because the ministers at the 

South were hampered in their exertions by ec- 
clesiastical action. In the present state of pub- 
lic opinion, any recommendation of the Assem- 
bly would be distorted. If we cannot tell the 
truthin such a manner as to enlighten men, is it 
not our duty to be silent?’ As to the preamble, 
he believed it true. For sixty years the church 
had expressed the opinion, Ist, that the relation 
between the master and slave was not sinful; 
and 2d, that there were things in the slave laws 
of the South, ard practices in connection with 
slavery, that were decidedly sinful. As expla- 
natory of his opinion, he read the following pa- 
per, which he had heretofore drawn up, 
We say in our report, that ‘the Church has, 

from time to time, during a period of nearly 
sixty years, expressed its sentiments on the sub- 
ject of slavery. During all this period it has 
always held and uttered substantially the same 
views.” ‘The only apparent discrepancies in 
its testimony arise from two causes; the fact 
that the subject, at different times, was brought 
before the Assembly under different aspects, and 
its judgment on each occasion was delivered 
mainly in reference to the special point present- 
ed for its consideration. Thus, in 1818, the 
attention of the Assembly was specially called 
to the evils which spring from the existence of 
slavery, and on them and on existing slave laws, 
the opinion of the Assembly was then fully de- 
livered ; while, in 1845, the question which, 
from the condition of our church and country, 
came peculiarly before the Assembly was, 
‘whether the Scriptures teach that the holding 
of slaves, without regard to circumstances, is a 
sin, the renunciation of which should be made a 
condition of membership in the Churchof Christ?” 
And on this point the sentiments of our Church 
were clearly declared. Each of those Assem- 
blies, however, besides uttering the candid testi- 
mony of the Church on the main point brought 
before them, expressed such, views, incidentally, 
on other points not directly before them, as to 
show clearly that the views of our Church have, 
on all points, been ever substantially the same, 

| Thus, the Assembly of 1818, while showing the 
evils springing from slavery, most clearly re- 
cognizes that the holding of slaves is not, in it- 
self, and without regard to circumstances, a 
sin, the renunciation of which should be a con- 
dition of membership in the Church of Christ. 
And on the other hand, the Assembly of 1845, 
while directly refusing to denounce the holding 
of slaves as necessarily a heinous and scanda- 
lous sin,do most clearly disapprove and condemn 
those evil practices which spring up under @ Sys- 
tem of slavery, as well as those unjust and 
oppressive laws which constitute a part of this 

2. The other cause which gives rise to an 
appearance of inconsistency in the views of our 
church at different periods is, that general terms 
have often a variety of meanings, and are often, 
at different times, used in somewhat different 
senses. Thus, when by the term slavery .is 
meant (as it often is) the system or body of en- 
actments which fix by law the civil and social 
condition of the slave, slavery must be pro- 
nounced wrong, for many of these enactments 
regard our fellow immortal as a brute, and work 

spoken of, Sir, [do not know that the Pope will? his degradation, Again, when by the term 

ever take his seat at Cincinnati. But I do be- 
lieve there is a congregation of the Index here 
in Philadelphia, for the expurgation of books) 
that oppose slavery. Why, sir, it seems we 
are never to be allowed to do any thing in re- 
gard to slavery; and our hymn book had to be 
purged, for fear of being committed on this sub- 
ject. I pray God to deliver me froma church 
or society that is afraid to express its opinion 

slavery is meant (as it often is) the actual con- 
dition in which a large mass of slaves is kept, 

and the actual treatment they receive, slavery 

actuall riv ights and privileges wh 

meen beings can never be deprived.of with- 
out sin, and subjected to evils which, maa 
no right ever to inflict upon his fellow men... 
each of these senses the term slavery bas been 

on this subject, [A hyma book was here hand- sametimes used by our Church in the aierance 
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ani to other charities, has decidedly increased \Constitution, because the nomination was made 
withinthe year. Now while the mere donation of Jat a meeting of the Presbytery held more than 

perance Judilee was held in New York on me money is not io itself an evidence of love to Christ, | ths preceding the meeting of this 
9th inst. It was supposed that 20,000 peo are ge of In of chap. 
walked in the procession, and a countless 4), the xxii. sect. 1, it is said, “ “The commissioners to 

ber beside assembled around the platform in’ there is too much reason to infer that these profes. |the General Assembly shall always be appoint- 
ed by the Presbytery from which they come, at . ' sions are but “as sounding brass and a tinklin 

me Park.) New York, state and —— » Appear) cymbal.” The spirit of Jesus Christ nennsniile its last stated meeting, immediately preceding 
to be making very marked indications. of ad- the meeting of the General Assembly, provided prompts to liberality in our benefactions: for it 1s 
vance in the good cause. the spirit of him, who “ though he was rich, yet for |thar there be a sufficient interval between that 

| | 

to get af expression of the Assembly as to the| siveness. He had been an instructor, and had : of our slaughtered fellow men and fellow citi- 
ing of the act of 1845. He in zens; there, too, lie the mutilated, slowly recov- 

a Presbyterian Chutch that was decidedly op-| from t under his instruction,/ | 

posed to slavery. He was licensed by men} and who had learned from him, the excellent peng 5S live the aepneder of their life the 
who Were opposed to slavery; and if it came to| system of theology contained in the Westmio- pitiable spectacles of war’s horrors. Many a 

a decided vote, he believed the Southern bre-| ster Shorter Catechism. _ ‘ ___ | widow and orphan, and many a bereaved pa- 

thren would vote to support the action of t Dr. Youne deemed it a matter of great Im-) rent, have already been called to pour forth 

Assembly of 1834 and 1818. portance that a portion of the time spent in the 

battle Geld; and surely the meek disciples of a 

of her views upon this subject, and when it has . Tempgraxce Procession.—<A grand Tem- 

thas used, the Chureh has not failed to 
denounce slavéry: as “ inconsistent with the dic- 
tates. of humanity and religion.” But when, 
by the term. slavery or. slaveholding, is meant 
simply the’ relation which a master holds to a 

_ glave, under the laws of the land, simply the 
holding by one man of a right to the services of 
another ‘with the power of transferring those 
services, our Church has always heid that sla- 

Dr, Linpsigy rose to make an explanation school room, should be devoted to religious in- 

in reference to -the th of the gentleman) struction. [t was an unquestionable fact, that our sakes 

_ pass without action. Justice, and truth, and at- 

~ stirring up the ringleaders of anti-slavery socie- 

thought their interests should be regarded. 

- and the Report was adopted. “‘The vote was as 

‘ Assembly of 1845 is not understood by this 
Assembly to deny or rescind the testimony} 
- that has been often uttered by the General! As 

might express his feelings, and he hoped that 

it was injustice to the Presbyterian Church for 

“gon why it should be rejected; but it would not 
‘90 go down. 
‘and South, met on the ground taken in 1818. 

- He did not believe any thing fess than this 

~ 

- byterian Church, to try-and get away from, or 
‘gmooth over this question. 

agreeable to. formeraction. If wise, and old, 
q@nd léaroed'men didnot understand what was 

--done in 1845, is it not reasonable that we 
ghoaldexplain the action of that year? He 
distinetly seid; that ‘this ‘resolution had no in- 
tention. 10 embarrass the Southern -members, o 

- distarb the hermony of the church, but = of 

‘testimony. ‘The question was not, what should 

We have always expressed our testimony on 

threats against. the system dono good. Why 

should only recommend to masters what they 

Church in 1818 was opposed, and was yet i 

ing to come into collision with the petitioning! 
synods which he considered entirely orthodox. 

~ with an appearance of gratifying the abolitionists 
‘—and such a re-affirmation would produce an 
excitement at the South such as he would) 
strongly deprecate. 

glad to gratify the petitioning Presbyteries. Bu 

‘the view of many of the churches. 
said, that the re-affirmation of the act of 1818 

lieve it'would be countenanced by the praying 

very ie not in itself a sin. 
more fully and carefully different utter- 

ances of our Church on this important subject] 
are examined, the more clearly will it be seen 
that. it hes always occupied the same 
testifying on the one hand. that there is no sin 
in the possession of a mastering power; yet, tes- 
tifying on the other hand that there may be, and 
often are, enormous sins committed in the im- 
proper exercise of that power. — 

Mr. Kerr said that the life or death of some 
of the churches under the care of this Assembly 
depended on the re-affirmation of the act of 
1818, He was against the report because there| 
a discrepancy between the act of 1818 and 

‘He did not think the memorials of a Synod 
and so maiiy Presbyteries should be slighted, 
and the sentiment was that the act of 1818 
aimed at the root of the tree whilst that of 
1845 only seemed intended to lop off some of 
the branches with the expectation that it might 
hereafter bear good fruit. -Now, if the act of 1845 
did not take back the testimony expressed in 
1818, let this Assembly affirm it and we will go 
back to our churches with new hopes. He re- 
garded the act of 1645 as administering a flat- 
tering unctioa to the consciences of some slave- 
holders....Another reason why the churches in 
his region hoped "the* testimony of 1818 would 
how he affirmed was, that the Synods of Pitts- 
burgh and Wheeling stood on the platform of 
1818, and believed the Assembly of 1845 did 
not really intend to knock. away that platform 
Jrom them. He offered an amendment to this 
effect that inasmuch as many in our communion 

ard the testimony of 1845 as contrary to 
that of 1818, therefore this General Assembly 
re-afiirm the téstimony of 1818, 

- Me. Watts moved an amendment as follows: 
*“ Except that this Assembly do not consider the 
action of 1845 as intended to contradict that of 
1818.” 

‘Dr. R. J.. Brecxinripce wished to know 
whether a solemn declaration on the part of this 
house, that all its past action was consistent, 
would not be contradictory to. the proposed 
‘amendment. 
Mr. Kerr did not think it necessary to in- 
quire if there was the real technical difference 
‘supposed in the memorials. [t has been said 
that ecclesiastical bodies have no power to strike 
off the fetters of the slave. This is undeniable. 
‘The petitioners allow it. But it does not follow 
that because matters are regulated by law, 
‘churches and ecclesiastical bodies cannot do 
‘any thing to modify the existing state of things. 
In former years the Assembly has been me- 
morialized. But the fact that so many new 
petitions have been now sent in does indicate 
that it is the general opinion of the Church that 
the act of 1845 contfadicted that of 1818. He 
hoped the brethren would not allow this subject to 

‘tachment to the-causé of Christ required the re- 
affirmation of the testimony of 1818. . 

Mr. Futierton was only going to add his tes- 
timony to the results of inaction. For seventy- 
five years nothing would bedone. We want or- 
‘thodox action. ‘Our churches have begged for 
action of the Assembly on this subject, and if 
nothing is done they will be obliged to leave their 
connexion., He read a letter from a learned 
professor io a college, not in Ohio, stating sub- 
stantially the facts he had mentioned. He be- 
lieved that ifthe action recommended by the Cap- 
mittee were taken, there would be a secession. 
He believed the time had come for the Presby- 
terian Church to avow openly the sentiments it 
had held for seventy-five years. Judge Grier 
was a member of the Assembly that passed the 
measure that has given so much trouble, and he 
took much pains to have the measure carried. 
He did not consider the testimony of the As- 
sembly of 1845, as contradictory to its former} 

we declare in regard to the evils of slavery ? 

that subject. ‘he discussion of that subject 
had divided two ecclesiastical bodies, and it was 

ties to support treason and denounce the Church 
of God. Railing does no good — vaunting 

should we follow such a course? Should we 
cut off all our Southern brethren? No. We 

“should do. Have we ever repealed the act of 
1818%?: No, sir, and it seems useless to recom- 
mend its re-affirmation, 

Mr. Wuire thought it necessary to append| 
some such amendment as he moved, because 
some of the Southern and Western churches} 
misunderstood the declaration of 1845. The 

poor to slavery—and we ought not to seem | 
ye more in favour of slavery than we then 
were, It would, moreover, keep us from seem-| 

Mr. Kirkpatrick said there was one view of 
the subject which was to him very forcible. If 
the resolution of 1818 was re-affirmed under 
the present circumstances, it would be done 

It is said by one that the 
action of 1845 does not conflict with that of 
1818; by another that it did. He would be 

there were furty-five Presbyteries at the South 
that had never troubled the Assembly, and he 

Dr.R. J. Baecxinrmesr moved to lay the 
amendment on the table. This was agreed to 
by a large majorit#. 

The motion to adopt the Report was then 
taken up, and the ayes and nays were ordered, 

follows, ayes 119, nays 34. 
Monday Afternoon, June 1. 

Mr. Wurre offered the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the action of the General 

sembly previous to that date. He remarked, 
that he had brought this resolution up that he 

every member of the Assembly might be al- 
lowed the same privilege. He maintained, that 

this Assembly not to reiterate the testimony of 
1818. The act of 1845 is not clear enough in 

It was 

would go down to the churches with an aboli- 
tion cast. Were this the case, it was no rea- 

For the whole church, North 

would harmonize the chdrch. He-did not be. 

members and preaching ministers of the Pres. 

It was generally 
‘understood that the action of 1845 was not 

position, | 

resolution was carried. Ayes, 88; nays, 32. 

from Ohio, (Mr. Thomas.) As to freedom of 
opinion, he thought that those on the other side 
of the question had had abundant speraenny 
to express themselves, And now for the ex- 
planation. If he did not misunderstand the 
gentleman, he said he had had conversations 
with Southern men, who advised him not to 
bring this subject befote the house. He rose 
now to vindicate the South. Concealment, in- 
trigue, management, underhand and behind-the- 
curtain work, was not in accordance with the 
action of the South. ‘They were always ready, 
and always desirous to speak openly and boldly. 
They were not sappers or miners, and they 
were not working like moles in the dark. He 
desired this explanation ta go out to the world. | 

And now he would say the South had; 
never troubled the North by throwing an apple 
of discord into this Assembly, and he would ask 
(not in the name that be thought was ofien 
irreverently used) but in the name of charity, 
why this subject was brought up again and 
again before this Assembly without any proba- 
bility of ever being able jo get ridof it? He 
believed there must be some ulterior object in all 
this. He had heard it said that all that was 
wanted was to get an expression of opinion. He 
could not believe this was so, as the case now 
comes up, every man at the South would say 
that this re-affirmation would be nothing more 
than a censure of the South, it would be playing 
into the hands of the abolitionists." Now, what 
has been done by those who profess the greatest 
regard for the coloured race? He was present 
at all the anti-slavery meetings in New York 
last month, and had heard every thing with calm- 
ness. He had read too, he might say, every 
thing published in this country and in Europe 
by the abolitionists. Their publications werc 
all kindly sentto him. He had read all these 
things in perfect coolness, although he lived at 
the South, he was not born there, neither had 
he imbibed slavery sentiments there. 

And now he was not going to defend slavery. 
But he would state that when he was in the 
college of New Jersey, the essays of the pupils 
from the South were frequently against slavery. 
So, too, when he was at Nashville—and these 
essays were a sure expresssion of public senti- 
ment imbibed at the fireside. But now, how is 
it? Are there any essays by southern youth 
against slavery? No. All the essays are 
against Abolitionism. So too, with Madison and 
Monroe, and all the southern patriots. They 
themselves and the whole South, were against 
slavery. But there has been a revulsion. The 
South hold somewhat different opinions now. 
They look forward to emancipation as a far 
distant thing. And this has all been brought 
about by the action of the Abolitionists. He 
might say they had caused a great advance) 
backward. They had put emancipation one 
hundred years behind-hand. They had done no 
good,andcoulddo none. But they had donemuch 
evil. Why will not these kind, philanthropic 
gentlemen go south of Mason’s and Dixon’s line,| 
and try to get the crown of martyrdom? What 
would you think of men who would go about 
the land preaching against idolatry, and yet 
would not move a step to go to the heathen? If 
these gentlemen will come to Nashville, he 
would lend them all the aid he could; and try 
and defend them from Lynch law. But no! 
these men love glorification—they make loud 
speeches in the Tabernacle, and are applauded.| 
They dare not approach the field of action. 
W hat then is their object? It is either to raise 
dificulties and make trouble, or to drive the 
southern brethren into action on a subject which 
they themselves will not touch with a pair of 
tongs. 

How is it at the South? It is only lately 
there has been a pro-slavery sociely there. We 
had a Colonization Society there. I had the 
honour of being President of it. We did a great 
deal. We sent off one hundred and twenty 
men to Africa, receiving from the Legislature 
twelve hundred dollars to aid in the work. But 
the Legislature has now put an end to our efforts, 
and colonization and abolitionism are considered 
about one and the same thing. This is part of 
the advance backwards I spoke of, | 
We have been trying to keep this thing out 

of the Church. That is not the place for it. 
Why not let the work of emancipation go on inits 
natural way. I would implore, I would remon- 
strate with, and I would entreat the fathers and 
brethren north of Mason’s and Dixon’s line to 
let this subject alone. He thought it best to let 
the matter rest. Cutbono? In the name ofall 
that is decent and reasonable, why not let the 
business rest as it was placed this morning? _ 

Mr. Dorrance wished that those who were 
in favour of this resolution might be allowed to 
set this matter right. It was not to please the 
Abolitionists. They would probably vote against 
this resolution. He was in favour of the action 
of 1845, 

The previous question being called for the 

Motion was made to reconsider the vote of 
the morning on the adoption of the report of the 
Committee on this subject. 

Mr. THomas remarked that the brethren this 
morning passed a vote that they considered any 
further action on the subject unnecessary. 
Now they wish to declare they do consider fur- 
OF action necessary. He hoped they would 

it. 
Dr. Muscrave hoped these gentlemen would 

be allowed to change their votes. Having found 
the phase of the matter changed by the resolu- 
tion just passed, they wished to have a candid| 
expression of their motives and opinions on the 
minutes. He moved that those who voted this 
morning might be allowed to change their vote. 

Motion to allow those who voted this morn- 
ing in the negative, on the main report, who 
desired it, to change their vote, was carried. 

PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS. 
The Report of the Committee, appointed by 

a preceding Assembly, on the subject of Paro- 
chial Schools, was taken up. The report, which 
had been printed for the use of the Assembly, 
was strongly recommendatory of such a sys- 
tem. 

Mr. Tuomas thought the whole subject one 
of very great importance, upon which the As- 
sembly should give a decided expression of 
opinion, Some other ecclesiastical bodies had 
taken incipient steps on the subject, and he 
wished to have the benefit of the opinion of this 
body. One expression in the report he would 
like to see amended, so that it might read ‘ doc- 
trines of the Bible,”’ instead of ‘doctrines of 
the Church ;” for although he believed the doc- 
trines of our Church to be the doctrines of the 
Bible, yet he wished to lay a broad basis, and 
not make these schools Presbyterian, but Chris- 
tian schools, The general establishment of the 
former kind he deemed impracticable, but it was 
othe: wise with the establishment of Christian 
schools in the broader sense of the term. He 
made these remarks with the view of provoking 
discussion. 

Mr. Mesane said that, if the object contem- 
plated was to segregate Presbyterians from all 
other denominations in the matter of education, 
he would oppose the measure; but this he did 
not believe was the intention. In his own neigh- 
bourhood, which was decidedly Presbyterian in, 
all its influences, it was not alone popular with 
Presbyterians. So it might be in other cases. 

Dr. Rerp was of the same opinion. The 
might be Presbyterian influence without exclu 

the domestic religious instruction of children 
was in a low state, and the Sabbath school was 
utterly insufficient for the purpose of supplying 
this defect. The Common School system, 
which he had no doubt, would one day pervade 
the whole country, was in no sense adapted to 
the purpose, for where they had been establish- 
ed it was but too well known, that they did not 
contemplate the religious instruction of the pu- 
pils. The question then came home to us, 
should we lend our influence in the support of 
these schools, or should we establish schools of 
ourown? If we took the former step, we should 
be obliged to come down to the minimum of 
religion in them, and from their general char- 
acter, it would be hopeless to attempt to im- 
prove them. In taking the latter step, we act 
without restraint from others who differ from 
us. We can mould them according to our plea- 
sure, and we may be confident that if we estab- 
lish good schools on a religious basis, we can 
command as many pupils as our teachers can 
instruct. 
on this subject, should provoke us to action. 

Dr. Linpstey was in favour of the report— 
his remarks were not distinctly heard. 

Mr. Tuomas did not think he had overrated 
the importance of the system now proposed. 
He regarded it as calculated, to produce an en- 
tire revolution in the present system of educa- 
tion. Government had hitherto undertaken to 
educate the children of the land, but this system 
would more properly place the duty in the 
hands of the church. If we did not educate our 

The policy of the Roman Catholics) 

children, others would do it for us,and who 
could tell whether it would not be entrusted to 
errorists and infidels? 

There were certainly difficulties in the way, 
but under the light of free discussion, the me- 
thods of removing them might be suggested. 
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* * We have again occupied the most of our 

paper with the proceedings of the General As- 

sembly, which many of our readers will be 

anxious to see, On the fourth page will be 

found the conclusion of the Minutes, and other 

articles of interest. 7 

To CorrEsponDENTs.—Our attention to the 

proceedings of the General Assembly has ne- 

cessarily led us to lay aside, for a more leisure 

moment, the consideration of several communi- 

cations, as well as books and pamphlets, 

Generat Assempty.—The General As- 

sembly of the Presbyterian Church adjourned 

on Thursday morning, June 4th, after a session 

of two weeks, The number of members pre- 

sent was nearly two hundred, among whom 

prevailed the best spirit,the harmony of which 
was seldom fora moment in‘errupted. Several 

debates of an animated character occurred, in 

which much earnestness was displayed, but 

with very few exceptions, there were no offen- 

sive personal remarks, That an occasional 

exceplionable phrase should be uttered in the 

warmth of debate, is in no way remarkable ; 

the surprise should be that so large a body of 

educated men, all of whom were capable of 

speaking intelligently on any subject before 

them, should daily meet together for so long a 

lime, to discuss questions in which they felt much 

interest, and on which they entertained differen! 

opinions, and yet so uniformly maintain their 

dignity, and preserve the proprieties of speech. 

A candid observer must have been struck at the 

general manifestation of kindly and fraternal 
feeiing evinced by the members, and their unin- 

terrupted good humour amidst their arduous and 

toilsome duties. 

the Western agency of the Board of Missions, 
enlisted much feeling, and yet, with few excep- 

lions, it was conducted with much propriety. 

Even on the subject of slavery, the strong op- 

posers of the system avoided offensive language, 

and although they spoke their minds freely, the 

Southern members listened patiently, and with- 

out any apparent excitement of feeling. Allto- 

gether, the sessions of this body were character- 

ized by a spirit truly Christian, and such as 

ought ever to distinguish an ecclesiastical judi- 
catory. May it ever be so. The Church is 
united in sentiment on the great points of Chris- 

tian doctrine; it is held together by a strong 

bond of union; in this view it is fitted for great 

and effective action, and it should be the pray- 

er of all, that it may long, in the unity of the 

faith and in the bonds of love, go on from 

strength to strength, achieving new conquests, 

and promoting the glory of its adorable Head. 
— 

Day or Prayer.—It will 

be seen by the Minutes of the General Assem- 

bly, that the churches are called on to devote 

the first Sabbath in July to special humiliation 
and prayer, in view of the present posture of our 

national affairs, and that the clergy be charged 

to make a prorer presentation of the subject to 

the churches. As the notice of this recommen- 

dation may not possibly reach all parts of the 

Church in season, the Assembly has provided 

that some other day may be designated by such 

churches for asimilar observance. ‘The recom- 

mendation is an important one, and should not 

be slighted. Our nation is involved in war of 

which we have seen the melancholy beginning, 

but of which we know not what will be the end. 

It may, be protracted; it may eventually in- 

volve other nations; millions of treasure may 

be expended, and rivers of blood be poured 

forth. Whatever may be assigned as the poli- 

tical grounds of the war, the Christian will not 

fail to see in it the chastisement of oursins, A 

just God presides over our affairs, and if we had 

not sinned, we would not now be called to suf- 

fering. Repentance is our duty, Sin is to be 

confessed and forsaken. The mercy of the 

Lord is to be implored specially to interpose to 
arrest the effusion of blood, and restore the 

blessings of peace. If the nation at large will 
not do it, the Church should stand forth and in- 

tercede with God in the assurance that its 

pleadings will be heard, and the threatened 
wrath shall pass away. The case is urgent. 

On the banks of the Rio Grande lie the bodies 

The debate on the subject of | 

propriate agreeably to the donor’s wishes, 

. was 

med: Saviour will not suffer the repetition of 

such scenes, if their humble and importunate 

prayers can avert them. By all thatis benevo- 
lent in philanthropy, by all that is pure in patri- 

otism, by all that is sacred in Christianity, we 

are bound with united heart and voice to plead 
with God to inspire our rulers with wisdom, 

that they may be directed to such measures as 
will arrest the uplifted arm which now aims at 
a brother's life. We are all members of the 

same family; we should love one another ; and 

the only strife should be, who shall excel in 
works of brotherly kindness. War is an ele- 
ment in which fiends alone can delight; and to 

keep aloof from such a spirit, we must cultivate 

the spirit of prayer—the spirit of our Master in 

heaven, whose doctrines breathe peace on earth, 

and good will among men. 

Foretcn Corresronpence.—Last week we 

gave the debate occasioned in the General As- 

sembly by the letter from the Synod of Cana- 

da; the notes of the concluding part of the de- 
bate have been mislaid. This, however, was 

brief, and not very important. The result may 

be learned from the Minutes. The chairman 

of the Committee on Foreign Correspondence, 

reported an answer to this letter, which was 

not characterized by honeyed and courteous phra- 

seology, but by honest and direct rebuke of 

the spirit which must have dictated the Canada 
letter, so overbearing, imperious, and dictatorial 

in its tone, and signifying that the correspond- 

ence, which had thus been abused, should be 

terminated. The Assembly, as it seemed to us, 
sympathized in the main features of the answer ; 

and although they deemed it better suited to 

their dignity to send no answer at all, yet their 
action in dismissing the subject in this way, was 

a very plain indication of their wish that the 

correspondence should cease. The object of |- 

such correspondence was the interchange of 

fraternal feelings; and when this is lost sight 

of, and the occasion is employed in fault-finding, 
expressed in the most offensive way, it is clearly 

the duty of those who are thus summarily ar- 

raigned by their self-constituted judges, to de- 

cline any further intercourse with them. We 

hope, therefore, speaking our own opinion 

merely, that the bodies in correspondence with 

the General Assembly will refrain, for the fu. 
ture, from such discourteous conduct, or keep 

their letters to themselves, We are clearly of 

opinion, that the Assembly should never suffer 

such epistles to be read in their presence, and 

much less acknowledge them by a reply. 

PRESBYTERY or TuscaLoosa.—In our last 

paper we were led to comment on an irregular} 

proceeding in this Presbytery, in dismissing a 

member whose character laboured under sus- 

picion, without first investigating the truth of 
rumours affecting his ministerial standing. 

Since then, we have had such explanations 

from a member of this Presbytery, as material- 

ly to modify our opinion uf the case. There 

were circumstances of peculiar difficulty ia the 

case, which did not appear in the minute which 

arresied our atiention, and which, if they did 

not entirely justify the proceeding, at least re- 

moved much of the objection to it. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT.—We have received from 

a friend in Poughkeepsie, New York, four dol- 

lars asa “ thank-offering,” which we will ap- 

— 

Norice To Donors.—As we have received 

several donations in money to be appropriated 

towards the erection of a church at the Five 

Points, New York, and as it has been made to 

appear that the appropriation of it cannot be 
made in this form, we will pay the money over to 

the Presbyterian Church Extension Committee. 

unless the donors shall, within two weeks, signi- 

fy their wish to give it another direction. 

New Cuurcu at omitted 

to notice a few weeks since the organization of 

a new church on the 3d Avenue, near 87th 

street, just on the outskirts of New York city. 

The congregation that is to worship here is to 

be under the care of Rev. Joshua Butts; and 
although the number of their church members’ 

is but seventeen, we are pleased to learn they 

have much encouragement in their new enter- 

prise. Not being able, as yet, to erect a 

church edifice, they now use a room souffi- 

ciently large for their present wants. With 
but a thousand dollars, in addition to what has 

been conditionally promised them, they would 

feel authorized to proceed wih their contem- 
plated building. ‘There are many residents in 

the neighbourhood who desire a Presbyterian 

church amongst them, who are able to give 

but very little for the object. We trust those 

liberal Presbyterians, who take an interest in 

building up the walls of Zion, will not forget 
the infant church at Yorkville. 

Hammonp Street Cuurcu.—The congre- 
gation under the care of the Rev. William E. 
Schenck, which has during the past year been 

worshipping in their lecture-room, on the cor- 

ner of Hammond and Factory streets, New 

York, commenced on Monday, the Ist inst., the 

erection of their church edifice on the site ad- 

joining. Being desirous suitably to acknow- 

ledge their dependence upon Almighty God, 

and to invoke his blessing, the congregation as- 

sembled in the lecture room, at eight o’clock, 
A. M., and spent a delightful hour in prayer 

and praise, immediately afier which the work 

commenced. The prospects of perma- 

nence and active usefulness now spread before 

this young and growing congregation are high- 
ly encouraging. Their church building, which 

will be sixty-two feet in front, by eighty-two in 

depth, will be io the Grecian style, having a 

portico in front, with columns of the Corinthian 

order. We wish them every success in thei 

- number is far smaller than in former years. 

other religious training, to the hands of others; 

good work, and trust they will be blessed 

by Him who alone can give the increase. 

Porerry.—The Roman Catholic provincial 

council, recently held in Baltimore, have resol- 

ved to establish four more episcopal sees in ou 

country, viz., in Albany, Buffalo, Cleaveland, 

and Galveston, Texas. 

Appirions.—We have heard with 
pleasure, that there were added to the Union 

Presbyterian church, of Philadelphia, (the Rev. 

Mr. Stewart’s,) twenty-six at their recent 

communion, fifieen of whom were received 

on profession of their faith, and eleven on cer- 
tificate. This, with former additions during 
the past year, makes sixty-eight; and in three 

years and six months, the total added have been 

two hundred and seventy-two. 

Eccuestasticat.—On the Ist inst., the Rev. 

S. H. McDonald was installed pastor of the 
West Kishacoquillas church, Pennsylvania, by 

became poor, that we through his poverty 
might be made rich,” and who has thus taught his 
disciples, by example as well as by precept, that 
“it 1s more blessed to give, than to receive.” 
~Wecannot but hope that the augmentation in the 

amount devoted to the Lord’s service by the mem- 
bers of our Church, is indicative of a deepening 
conviction of duty to serve the Master with this 
important talent. But increased as is the zeal of 
the Church in this department of its duty, it etill 
falls immeasurably short of what it should be, and 
must be. We therefore renewedly and earnestly 
exhort the members of all our churches, not merely 
to give, but to give liberally ; to give upon princi- 
ple and upon system to the loud and multiplied calls 
of benevolence. We would remind you, that it is 
and ought to be esteemed a privilege not less than 
a duty, thus to consecrate your substance to Him, 
who has made you hisstewards and almoners; and 
who does as truly claim a right to your property as 
to your hearts. We would address our exhorta- 
tion to the poor, as well as to the rich; for to the 
poor equally with the rich is the promise made, 
“the liberal soul shall be made fat;” and * he that 
watereth shall be watered also himself.” We 
would exhort you to give according as God has 
prospered you; and we would remind you, that 
there is no safety for en individual, or for a Church, 
whose wealth is increasing, except in a propor- 

a Committee of the Presbytery of Huntingdon, tionate increase of liberality. If, while wealth is 

In this service, the Rev. John Peebles pre- 

sided, proposed the constitutional questions, and 
gave the charge to the pastor; and the Rev. 

Mr. Hassinger preached the sermon, and gave 

the charge to the people. 
The Rev. Joshua Phelps was installed pastor 

of the Presbyterian church of Quincy, Florida, 
on Sabbath morning, May 81st, by the Presby-| 

tery of Florida. The Rev. William Neil 

preached the sermon from Ps. xcvii. 1: ‘“ The 

Lord reigneth;” the Rev. James Woods presi- 
ded, and delivered the charge to the pastor ; and 

the Rev. W. P. Buell the charge to the people. 

_ Reported for the Presbyterian, 

NARRATIVE OF THE STATE OF RELIGION, 
Adopted by the General Assembly of the Presbyterian 

Church in the United States, and addressed to the church- 
es under their care. 

Dear Brethren—In presenting to you a narrative. 
of the rel.givus condition of our Church during the 
past year, we desire briefly to exhibit the most in- 
teresting and prominent facts, and to address to 
you a few counsels and exhortations which these 
suggest. 

it is our painful duty to announce—what to most 
of you is but too well known—that the last year 
has been one of general spiritual drought and bar- 
renness. From not a few of our churches the con- 
verting influences of the Spirit seem to have been 
wholly withdrawn: and in a large majority of those 
churches to which members have been added, the 

The mention of such facts will prepere you for the 
announcement of another of the same melancholy 
characier; nainely, that the professed people of God 
generally have evinced less of the vitality of godli- 
ness, and more of the spirit of the world. In this re- 
spect, indeed, our Church is in the same condition 
with those branches of the Church, which are in cor- 
respondence with us. But so far from reconciling 
us to our present languishing state, this alarming 
fact should awaken a more anxious desire to kuow 
wherefore God has withdrawn to such a degree the 
quickening and renewing influence of his Spirit. It 
should Jead us to a more solemn and searching 
scrutiny of our hearts and lives; to adeeper humi- 
liation of ourselves under the frown of an offended 
God; to more imp rtunate supplications for the 
visitations of his grace; and to more zealous en. 
deavours to glorify Him with our bodies and spirits 
which are his. 

But while “unto us belongeth confusion of face, 
to the Lord our God belong mercies and forgive- 
nesses, though we have rebelled against him.” “He 
hath not dealt with us according to our sins; nor 
rewarded us according to our iniquities:” but in 
the inidst of wrath has remembered mercy. From 
nearly twenty of our Presbyteries we have receiv- 
ed the grateful intelligence, that special manifesta- 
tions of the Spirit’s power have been enjoyed by 
thein: and it is an additional ground for rejoicing 
that these revivals ot God’s work have been char- 
acterized by quiet, sulemnity, and order: and that 
they have generally occurred in connexion with 
the ordinary means of grace. The Head of the 
Church by thus honouring this stated and establish- 
ed instrumentality, has tuught us that we may and 
ought to look for tis blessing, when we diligently, 
humbly, and prayerfully employ such means, with- 
out adding to them measures of doubttul propriety 
and dangerous tendency. 

It is also a ground of gratitude and of hope, that 
so much attention has been directed to the reli- 
gious training of our youth in our Sabbath schools, 
and by means of Bible-class, and catechetical in- 
struction furnished by pastors. The advantages 
accruing to the Church from these modes of in- 
struction, are so manifest and abundant, that we 
deem it superfluous to add any thing to the tes- 
timony of preceding Assemblies ‘in their favour. 
But in recommending and rejoicing in the use of 
these means, we ought not to lose sight of a yet 
more ‘important mode of discharging our duty to 
the children of the Church ; to wit, their private 
religious instruction. ‘To train up children in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord, is a duty 
which God has imposed primarily upon parents; 
and which they cannot, without sin, delegate to 
others. No kind nor measure of public instruction 
should be allowed to supersede the systematic re- 
ligious training of children around the domestic 
altar, and by those to whom God has chiefly en- 
trusted this work, and of whom he will chiefly de- 
mand an account. ‘This Assembly has reason to 
fear that a mistaken sense of duty in this matter, 
has led many Christian parents and guardians to 
co;mit almost the whole work of catechetical and 

and it would earnestly exhort every Christian to 
remember, that Sunday school and other teachers, 
are but auxiliaries in the work of a pious educa- 
tion; while parents are, by the authority of God, 
appointed the principals in this matter; and should 
they prove delinquent in the discharge of their 
solemn trusts they cannot reasonably expect the 
divine blessing upon any other means which may 
have supplanted them. It is gratifying to learn, 
that the effurts to promote the cause of temperance, 
continue tobe attended with a good measure of 
success. 

flowing in upon a Church, or a Church member, 
there be not an ample outlet to that wealth, in the 
form of charitable benefactions, the spirit of piety 
will be quenched by the spirit of worldliness. And 
we would remind you, brethren, that as the Provi- 
dence of God opens new and wider fields of useful- 
ness to his Church, we must expect yet larger de- 
mands to be made upon our liberality ; and we 
must promptly and cheerfully meet them. 

Another cheering token in the state of our 
Church is the growing interest manifested in be- 
half of a portion of our population, which in every 
part of our land has been too much overlooked by 
Christians in their efforts to promote the Redeem- 
er’s cause. We allude to the coloured people of 
this country. In the Southern States especially, 
means more enlarged, systematic, and efficient than 
have ever before been employed, are now in active 
operation, to diffuse among them the knowledge 
and blessings of the great salvation. Several of 
our ministers devote their whole time and strength 
to this department of labour, and through God’s 
blessing with most cheering success. 

Nor are such efforts confined to those who de- 

time and the meeting of the Assembly, for their 
commissioners to attend to their duty in due 
season ; otherwise, the Presbytery may make 
the appointment at any stated meeting, not more 
than seven months preceding the meeting of the 
Assembly.” During the discussion the atten- 
tion of the Assembly was repeatedly called to 
this express prohibition of the Constitution of 
the Church—the fact was undeniable and ac- 
knowledged that more than seven months had 
intervened between the time of the nomination 
and the meeting of this Assembly, and yet this 
explicit law of the Church was contravened and 
nullified. 3 

lI. ‘The undersigned protest against the action 
of the Assembly in this case, because we believe 
‘that it has established a precedent of exceeding- 
ly mischievous tendency.: It is always danger- 
ous to depart from the express letter and spirit 
of the Constitution—but to do so in relation to 
the qualification of membership in the supreme 
Judicatory is pre-eminently hazardous, As the 
representative body of the whole Church—as 
the highest court of Appeals, all of our churches 
and church-members are deeply interested in 
\preserving the purity of representation in this 
House. Asall are to be affected by the pro- 
ceedings of this body, as its judicial decisions 
are final, it is-ef the utmost importance that 
those only should be recognized as members of 
the Assembly who have been duly and regular- 
ly appointed by the Presbyteries which they 
represent. If individuals may be admitted as 
members, without having been appointed and 
commissioned by their Presbyteries, other quali- 
fications of membership may be dispensed with, 
and we may again see “‘ Committee-men,” with- 
out ordination, occupying seats in this house, 

In conclusion, the protestants take pleasure 
in saying, that their objection to the admission 
of the Rev. Mr. Moore was purely on the consti- 
tutional grounds which have been stated, To- 
wards him, personally, the undersigned entertain 
the highest respect and confidence, and they 
regret that a sense of duty in maintaining the 
Constitution of the Church, constrains them to 
offer this formal and solemn protest against the 

While this Assembly has ascertained with plea- 
sure that the Sabbath is outwardly sanctified by 
the peuple composing our congregations, it has 
learned with regret and alarm from the reports of 
the Presbyteries, that the desecration of this holy 
day continues to be a flagrant sin in various parts} 
of our land. Frequent, earnest, and solemn as 
have been the exhortations of previous Assemblies 
to the ministers and members of our church as to 
their respective duties in this matter, we cannot 
forbear to reiterate their testimony to the sanctity 
and blessedness of this institution, and the un- 
speakable importance of maintaining it inviolate. 
The Presbyterian church has ever been recognized 
by.the world as the uncompromising advocate and 
champion of the perpetuity and binding obligation 
of this divine ordinance. Upon the officers and 
members of our church, therefore, does it in an 
especial manner devolve to seek by every appro- 
priate means, ard especially by their own example, 
to promote the universal sanctification of this day of 
holy rest. Among the alleged grounds for the 
infliction of divine judgments on ancient Israel the 
desecration of the Sabbath is presented with pecu- 
liar prominence, and this Assembly feels persuaded 
that wherever laxity of practice is tolerated or 
countenanced by any church, the frown of God 
must abide upon that church; and wherever the 
desecration of this ordinance becomes general 
among a people, the Lord of the Sabbath may be 
expected to vindicate the majesty of his law by 
visiting them with national judgments. 

It is a source of sincere rejoicing and gratitude} 
to the head of the church, that amidst disheartening 
om2ns of evil, we can yet discern in the state of 
our church some tokens of good. Among these we 
may mention a marked increase in the pecuniary 
contributions of our people to the various objects of 
charity claiming their support. 

vote themselves exclusively to this work; the 
ministers and members of our Church generally 
have enlisted in this work of faith and labour of 
love with a zeal unprecedented in any period of our 
Church’s history, and which the Assembly hope 
will still increase from year to year. 
There are other subjects of interest, to which, if 

our limits permitted, we would gladly call your at- 
tention ; but for brevity’s sake we must forego the 
pleasure; not omitting, however, to inform you, 
that we have received trom the various ecclesiasti- 
cal bodies in correspondence with the General As- 
sembly, gratifying tokens of Christian and frater- 
nal regard: accumpanied in most instances with 
the pleasing intelligence, that the cause of truth 
_ holiness is manifestly on the advance among 
them. 

In closing this brief view of our religious state, 
we cannot but revert to the peculiar circumstances, 
in which we as a people are now placed. After a 
long period of peace with the nations of the earth, 
we are once more embroiled in the horrors of a for- 
eign war. It is not our province to inquire into the 
immediate causes, or the necessity of such a con- 
flict; our duty is to look beyond the secondary 
causes to him who controls and directs the destiny 
of nations; to inquire wherefore He has thus 
visited our favoured land with this destructive 
scourge: to confess before him those national sins, 
which have provoked this national judgment; and 
humbly to plead, that while “ his judgments are 
abroad in the earth, the nation may learn righteous- 
ness.” 
We exhort you, brethren, to make daily and fer- 

vent supplications to the Sovereign Ruler of na- 
tions, that he would impart wisdom to our rulers, 
so that they may guide our affairs with discretion ; 
that he would, if consistent with his righteous 
will, shorten the day of trouble and rebuke; and 
that he may overrule this fearful calamity to the 
furtherance of his kingdom in this and in other 
lands. 

Cuaries Hopee, Moderator. 
Philadelphia, June 4, 1846. 

Reported for the Presbyterian. 

PROTEST IN ‘THE CASE OF REY. MR. MOORE. 
The undersigned feel it to be their duty to 

protest against the decision of the General As- 
sembly by which the Rev. James W. Moore, of 
the Presbytery of Arkansas, was admitted as a 
member of this house without cither a commis- 
sion or satisfactory evidence of his election asa 
commissioner by said Presbytery. 

The facts in the case are these, viz:—At a 
meeting of the Presbytery of Arkansas in Sep- 
tember last the Rev. James W. Moore, was nom- 
tnated as a commissioner, the election to take 
place at the stated meeting of the Presbytery, to 
be held the following spring. At the time ap- 
pointed for this meeting a quorum of Presbytery 
could not be obtained. ‘The Moderator of the 
Presbytery addressed a letter tothe Assembly, 
communicating the above facts and stating that 
in his opinion, the Presbytery would no doubt 
have confirmed the nomination of Mr. Moore 
and regularly appointed him as their commis- 
sioner, if they had had an opportunity of 
doing so. Whereupon the Assembly resolved, 
in opposition to our serious and earnest remon- 
strances, to admit him as a member of this 
General Assembly. Against this decision of 
the General Assembly we respectfully and so- 
lemnly protest, and for the following reasons viz: 

I. Because it is, in our judgment, in violation 
of the Constitution of the Church, and that in 
two respects. 
(1) Because the Form of Government, chapter 

xxii. sect. 2, explicitly declares that each Com- 
missioner; before his name shall be enrolled 
as a member of the Assembly, shall produce 
from his Presbytery, a commission under the 
hand of the Moderator and clerk of his appoint- 
ment by the Presbytery. It is admitted that 
the usage of the General Assembly has been to 
receive as members all commissioners who fur- 
nish satisfactory evidence of their having been 
duly elected or appointed by their Presbyteries 
to be commissioners, although they may not be 
able to produce their formal commissions. But 
in this case the Assembly was distinctly in- 
formed by the Moderator of the Presbytery, that 
the Presbytery had had no opportunity of acting 
upon the nomination made at their last fall 
meeting, and of course that Mr. Moore had 
never been elected or appointed by the Presby- 
tery to be their commissioner. It was alleged, 
indeed, in the course of the discussion in the 
Assembly, that the nomination was a virtual 
appointment, and that such a method of election 
is customary with many of the more distant 
Presbyteries ; in other words, that such nomina- 
tions whea made are understood to be virtual 
appointments. IJn- reply to this, however, it 
was shown, that such nominations are not ne- 
cessary, nor always in fact confirmed by the 
Presbyteres at their subsequent meetings. In 
truth, several of the members of this Assembly 
testified that their Presbyteries had actually set 
aside the rominations which had been made last 
fall, and they themselves had been commission- 
ed in preference to the previous nominees. What 
the Presbytery of Arkansas would have done, 
had they teen able to meet, in regard to the 
nomination of the Rev. Mr. Moore, neither this 
Assembly nor your protestants can know. They 
might have confirmed the nomination, or they 
might not, The admitted fact that they did not, 
should hare been a sufficient constitutional bar 
to his reception as a commissioner. : 

(2.) If even the nomination could be consid- 
ered as asufficient appointment, (which in the 
judgment of the protestants could not be,) still, The reports of our Presbyteries show, that the 

amount contributed to the Boards of the church, his admission was in direct contravention of the | 

decided this case. 
principles upon which the General Assembly 

G. W. Musgrave, 
W. L. Breckinridge, Thomas B. Bradford, 
T. V. Moore, John Woodman, 
Thomas H. Barr, Francis McFarland, 
James A. Lyon, D. McQueen, 
Joseph Turner, Mark Hardin, 
FE. G. Vaughan, W. S. Andres, 
Wm. McWhorter,’  B. M. Palmer, Jr. 

ANSWER TO PROTEST. 

The Committee appointed to answer the Pro- 
test of the Rev. George W. Musgrave and others 
against the decision of this Assembly to admit 
to a seat in their body, the Rev. James W. 
Moore, of the Presbytery of Arkansas, beg leave 
to report the following: 

The grounds of protest against the action of 
this body, are two-fold: first, its contravention 
of the letter of our constitution; and secondly, 
its alleged danger as a precedent. It is affirm- 
ed, that the admission of Mr. Moore to a seat 
in this house, is a two-fold violation of our Form 
of Government, which requires that ‘“ each 
Commissioner, before hisname shall be enrolled | 
as a member of the Assembly, shall produce 
from his Presbytery a commission under 
the hand of the Moderator and Clerk,” at- 
testing his appointment by the Presbytery ; and 
that said commission shall have been given 
‘not more than seven months preceding the 
meeting of the Assembly.” See Form of Gov. 
chap. xxii. Sec. 2 and 1, 

That Mr, Moore did not appear before this 
house with such a commission, as the Form of 
Government requires, this Assembly is fully 
aware of: but that some deviation from the 
strict letter of the constitutional requirement, is 
allowable and allowed, the protestants them- — 
selves acknowledge ; when they say, “ It is ad- 
mitted that the usage of the General Assembly 
has been to receive as members, all Commis- 
sioners who furnish satisfactory evidence of 
their having been duly elected and appointed by 
their Presbyteries, to be Commissioners; al- 
though they may not be able to produce their 
formal commission.” Here, then, is a distinct 
recognition of the fact, not only that previous 
General Assemblies have acknowledged the va- 
lidity of a claim to a seat in their bodies, when 
that claim has been technically defective ; but 
that such is the established “ usage” of the 
Church. A reference to the Minutes of this 
Assembly, and of the preceding, and we believe, 
of every previous Assembly, will show that 
claimants have been allowed a seat, when they 
possessed no commission whatever. . See 
Minutes of this Assembly in the case of the Rev. | 
William A. Scott, D.D., of the Presbytery ‘of 
Louisiana ; and printed Minutes of the General 
Assembly of 1845, pp. 6 and 7, in the cases of 
Messrs, Williamson, McCormick, Patterson,-and 
Smith. 

In these, and many similar instances, claim- 
ants having no commissiéns whatever, have 
been admilted upon the mere recommendation 
of a Commitee on Elections ; when no statement 
of the reasons which determined the minds of 
such Committees, were furnished to the house. 
Now, whatever may have been the evidence of 
the lawful appointment of such claimants which 
proved satislactory to these committees, it was 
not the evidence demanded by the express words 
of our constitution. The very appointment of 
a Committee on Elections to examine and re- 
port on defective claims and doubtful cases, and 
the almost uniform custom of the General As- 
sembly to abide by the recommendation of 
such committees, is itself a palpable proof, that 
the spirit, and not the mere letter of our Form 
of Government, is to be our guide in all such 
cases. Uniforn usage has decided, that the let- 
ler of the law may be contravened, while its 
spirit is fully maintained. The objection of the 
protestants, that the letter of the constitution has 
been violated, is, by their own showing, no valid 
objection whatever. 

But it is maintained that Mr. Moore did 
not, and from the necessity of the case could not 
furnish satisfactory evidence of his having been 
duly appointed by his Presbytery, it being made 
evident to this body, that he was merely ** nom- 
inated” as a commissioner to the Assembly, at 
the fall meeting of his Presbytery; with the ul- 
timate design of formally appointing him at the 
meeting in the spring. The fact affirmed by 
the protestants is acknowledged by the Assem- 
bly. But in connexion with this fact the As- 
sembly felt bound to give weight to other con- 
siderations presented by the letter of the Mode- 
rator of the Presbytery of Arkansas, and by se- 
veral members on the floor of the house. The 
letter referred to came from one well known to 
many members of this body, as a faithful min- 
ister in our Church, It testifies that Mr. Moore 
was ‘unanimously nominated or selected ;” 
and that this selection would without a doubt 
have been confirmed at.the spring meeting, 
‘“‘ had not the excessive floods and high water- 
courses prevented the assembling of a quorum 
at the time and place appointed.” It was also 
made evident by the statements of members on 
the floor, that in the Presbyteries remote from. 
the place of meeting of the General Assembly, 
the usual, if not the uniform practice is, to select 
or nominate at the fall meetings such person or 
persons as the Presbyteries design. to commis- 
sion to the General Assembly at the spring 
meetings. Such nominations are regarded as 
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