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BavriMoRre, September 17th, 1877.
Rev. John B. Adger, D. D.:

Dear Sir,—When I read your article in the
July No. of the Southern Presbyterian Re-
view on The General Assembly at New Or-
leans, I was glad to find that the portion of
it which referred to Sustentation, was free
from that personal tone which characterized
your “Notes on the Assembly” signed “John
Knox,” and published in the Central and the
St. Louis Presbyteriam in the month of July.
It was impossible for me to reply to the part

teries. But the Committee has positively
avowed their unwillingness to censure the
Presbyteries, but it was their duty to bring
to the attention of the Church the action of
the Presbyteries, and especially to notify the
Church whenever any of the Presbyteries
withdrew from active co-operation: it was
their duty, too, to notify the Church of the
effect of that withdrawal. There was no dif-
ference of opinion in the Standing Committee
on this matter. They did not think that the
Assembly’'s Executive Committee had used
any too strong language on this subject. Let
it be remembered that neither the Hzecutive
Committee, mor the Standing Committee

but we do not make it.

trust never to witness in this Church.”

“design” in introducing this thundering al-
lusion to the Boards of the old Church, may
be a8 you state it, I think that most of your
readers will agree with me in supposing that

of the Assembly. This of course would be

& very odious comparison for us to make,
All that is designed
is simply to state why the portions of the
Report criticised were so disagreeable, as re-
minding us of a state of things, which we

It is to the first sentence of this quotation
that I wish to address myself particularly ;
but before passing to its consideration, I can
not help remarking that while your conscious

to have objected.

management of Sustentation, than they were
in Columbia when you and Dr. Woodrow
sat at the helm. You seem to think that
they are—we shall see.
terial upon which the settlement of this ques-
tion depends, is all'in print, and is easily ac-
ceesible. I deem it best to give Dr. Wood-
row’s complaint in full in the very words that
you state it on page 374 of the Review. It
is as follows ¢

“We are told on page 7, ‘that one or

The question is simply
this, whether “ the higher powers” are more
to be dreaded in Baltimore under the present

Happily the ‘ma~

contributed nothing at all to the general
fund. A goodly number have no doubt con-
tributed to local and presbyterial operations ;
but when the largest abatement is made on
this score, it will still be found true, perhaps,
that more than one-half of our 1,300 church-
es have contributed nothing at all to this, or
any of the general schemes of benavolence.
This is & painful and humiliating fact, and
calls for the serious consideration not only of
the Greneral Assembly, but of all the inferior
Church courts. It is not for the Committee
to point out the causes of this sad delin-
quency. They would not refrain, however,

drawn from the marked progress made in | the Committee ie so explicit, and the General
this good and great work, it is painful and
huwmiliating in the extreme to remember that
go large a proportion of our churches have

Assembly and the Presbyteries have, for a
least five years, been so universally and en

withstanding) clothed by the General Assem-
bly with “ advisory powers :” '
“In the exercise of its advisory powers, it
ghall report to the General Assembly every
year the condition and wants of the whole
field, and shall annually present to the As-

tirely saticfied with the action of the Com-
mittee, that I cannot believe it necessary to
protract this discussion. I will only call your
attention to the following two paragraphs of
our Constitution from which you will see that
the Committee was from the beginning (Dr.
Woodrow and yourself to the contrary not-

some how it is & power which takes so strong
t|a hold of the hearts of many as to control
- | their thoughts and actions. '
Most of the arguments for division seem
to be founded upon the size of the body as
ab present constituted.- Some allege that it
hag too much weight in.the General Asgem-
bly; another says it cannot meet save in a
foew large towns and cities ; others, again,
that it is unwieldy, unsuited to the prompt,
wise and safe decision of important ques-
tions; that modest men of merit must be ne-
cessarily kept to a large extent in the back-
ground, &o., &. The paradox is exultingly
stated that “that the meetings are not half

two Presbyteries have done admirably, but
that some of the Presbyterics are lamen-
tably behind,” Moderator, I did not listen
with pleasure to langusge of this kind, when
ousy lest, ere they are aware, the ““successors | it was uttered by an agent. The agency was
and found successful, ag was shown by breth- | of Dr. Musgrave and his Board of Missions’ | hot constituted for that purpose. The report
ren on this floor.”” Now if you will read |shall appesr on the floor of our General proceeds: ¢ How this painfal dereliction’—
these two statements of Dr. Rutherford’s| Assembly and do their terrible work. In- of which you my brethren have been guilty—

i i . ; ‘may be’ died, i i hich
S0 Eakse Wi have: hao imale. 8peech togother, I think you will see that | deed, you seem to be perfectly aware of this zhea{!\sszu:gr}]'e nlzij; Ilgroapeglu; Hz:l;);l;oitﬂw v:;:s-

L I regret that this letter has !:oeeu. some- | you made him say exactly the opposite of | effect of your statements yourself; for after [ dom.” ‘I am not willing to listen to such
what deia}'f’d on account of my inability to | what he did say, his whole speech being & |having made them with all possible plain- | language as this. I cannot but remember | church sessions on this articular subject.”
secure, until t6-day, a copy of the Southern |guccessful reply to Dr. Woodrow; agreeing | ness, you draw back, and with rhetorical skill that I am a member of the Presbytery of Au- e P reluctance, I lay it down with alacrity. Dar- | time, distance and expense alone, are very
Presbyterian which contained the Assembly | with him only in one poinﬁ, and averring that | say e x thistof cours:a would be a very odious gusta, and I find that the Presbytery of Au- 5 ere it Wl.ll be noted (1) that pr. W.’oodrow.r, ing five years of service no such burden has | far from determining the question of atten-
discussions on Sustentation, and am glad that | the Executive Committee was also of one eom’pariaor: for us t;) make, but we do not %l‘::?ml;::r :1? iépl:ss:d;_ " a:llll,lour . o ;osenlw ob]?ctsttho Fh?‘ (l).omm:tee by B:}};t: beon laid upon me, and at the begiuning of | dance. And we ‘approhend that even Pres-
in addressing you I addrass‘ one who while | mind on that goitit aks 167 Byt b hamseiion (B sbeadsill :ﬁa‘:ﬁn tal;;onl;resb;{e:;a ogogi B :r:f?zzlrii o e;:irm;a:!;ndg:ems;;ah{?im;s that period I coulfl not have'believed that | byterian human nature is not yet g0 perfect
at presont a complainant against the Execu-| v ¢ came to pass, that Dr. Ruther-|boen produced, and your little sentence of | gusta has terminated its connection with the | cpozie o8y 2 Nistineasith R | would bave imposed this task. But|as not to feel and be swayed by some induce-
tive Committee, was for many years one of | p amiriating - as Whe appropriase f «iimeg change and we change in them,” and | ments to attend the meetings of the larger

ord’s admirable remarks und t such a | retraction will hardly efface it fi Assembly’s work. ‘The unavoidable ten- I whioh e :
its members, and who ought therefore to be T e D N languago in which such emotions ought then | 4, it hos ome to pass. Ifit could be 8o, I| body, which, in the very nature of the cage,

L . : . | dency’ of which action is we are told, to nar- :
sbic 1 sfipielote wintever 14 Slinged it tho ;emarkahle transformation in being trans- | minds, and I therefore suppose that your in- row the sympathies and contract th:a benev- | to be elothed. Doubtless he believed that the should bo glad to spend the remainder of my | can never operate in reagect of the smaller.
official life in work and in absolute freedom | « Byt the Synod is too large to meet, save

preuiines erred from the Southern Presbyterian to the | telligent readers will deem your comparison | ylence of those who are subjected to it I|use of such sgonizing terms would move
om controversy; but if I am called upon |in a fow towns or cities.” Very well: Still

£ this 1 Tl e o 2 doubted the rights of the Presbyteries, but | the natural effect of its introduction is to dis-
of this latter communication which referred | there is some weight to be attached to the | tract the minds of your readers from the

to me without adopting its mﬁth"ds_ which ap- | fact that this scheme is that of the combined | facts of the case, and to fire them with jeal-
peared on many acoounts as undesirable a8 it | wisdom of the Church ; and has been tested
would be likely to have proved unedifying; but

now that you have adopted a different style,
I feel that it is proper that I should correct

from expressing the strong and decided con-

o 3 th sembly an account of its receipts and expen- | 28 18780 a8 they ought to be, and yet are
viction—a conviction founded upon the gen-

d ditures, together with its minutes, for exami- | really twice as largoe as they should be.”—
eral and concurrent testimony of all the | pation. ' Now is thero not more sought to be made out
Presbyterial Committees ~throughout the| « Tt ghall also communicate to the church- | of the failure of so many to attend the meet-

Church—that the fault liés mainly at the|es and Presbyteries, from time to time, such | ;
door of ministers and church sessions, who, | information vzith M : ings than there should be? Is not the same

: erence to the neocessities| .- 3 :
for one reagon or another, fail to bring theso| and the progress of the work, as will tend to thing relatively true of the smaller bodies of
claims to the attention of the congregations

_ incito them to greater liberality and more | LTe8byterics and even sessions? However
t_mdar their care. It may lfa well for the | garnest efforts for the advancement of the|central and accessible the point at which
Assembly to consider the propriety of address- | kingdowm of Christ,” they meet, are there not always many who

ing & special communication to ministers and And, now, having taken up my pen with oannot, or will not attend? The matters of
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of that strong and precious influence for good -

xerted by the Synod upon the locality in '

which it meets.” Precisely so. That influ- :
nce is invaluable, and should not be frittered |

away or lost. And if under the proposed

changes we could secure the influence of the

Synod of Virginia, for more places than now

Le-]

Q

[+]

T wauld remark hore that the stahiss fotnd ‘i"’““ze"'f‘ P _"eaz’yif??‘itiﬂdRmew,hI' Bh;“ not nm;e the less(;‘odio:s"kbeca.uai_a, af‘ﬁe!‘ I:iaving Elead _n:t' hgnilty forl n]:Iy fPresbytel:-y. Yge some hard-hearted churches, which would | g,
: 4 ; : Op 0 inquire; but 1 do aver that when an'| made 1t, you draw back and say, “we do not | have not shown any lack of sympathy in the | prove obdurate to a 7 . His
in quotations which I make are mine, and | i of the dignity of that on which I am | make it.” But if I am not greatly mistaken | WOTk of Sustentation. I may say, sir, that Etron 50 reduoli ::l;dug(.i :f’";‘: R | contend for the truth, and the removal of | thege fow places seem eager to have the l
are introduced for the purpose of bringing ommenting, is def O : S wag opposed to this action of my Presby- 8! PUOBEOR BICIBY IRy N harmful imputations, and for the interests of | Svnod : : : .
X ; : & 18 deformed by such glaring in- | In my estimate of the sense of justice and : 7" | peated in the course of seven lines in the Re- yood meet in them. Witness the lively
the point of the quotations to your notice. oeurasion bs this, i 18 this i i h h fe Clinval tery. I have always been in favor of ecOp- he great work entrusted to my care, then I|qompetition f th 1 P :
Before proceeding to the merits of the ques- s/ Al B bl ek h R o L R L erating with the Assembly’s Committee ; but | Port, would doubtless work powerfully on the [ 0115 be unworthy of the confidence re-|4 A A M ) ik
om0 T Rbouer- At o0 ot tliea nionra: rotest, and to demand that a juster state- | the odéum will rest, where it properly be- | it never occurred to me when pleading with | minds for which they were intended. Note posed in me by the Church if I did not pre- all our annual meetings.
cies in your statements shall be corrected. ent of facts shall be made. longs, upon yourself an’d nak b bt Ilﬁy_brethran -Of the Presbytery not to sever (2) that Dr. Woodrow did not think it wrong fer duty to quietude, and show myself as i necessaFy that th? Sy'nod siguld
(L} Ot page 578 uf:thn Bovists, Jou a3, (8.) But I must refer you to a sentence | tended, upon the Executive Committee. tg::;;m;?as}t;:né;(;g;;??a ancsl;ﬂg;l;nt:nt th‘I’ to say that this  painful and humiliating ready to contznd e bt ch S meet At so many different points in its terri-
“The Standing Committee’s report on the Tbyanord il Review, | I But I now come to the chief point at is- thought that the matte: :::a e::tirely ?:.our fact™ “calls for the serious consideration not Reepoctfull; yours & Syt B aitng Sigly Sthet %ie Organing
eveRlEBE e aictts dun, comnicndl A win, | 008 exactly fair in the sense which it con- | sue in regard to the Annual Report, which you | own hands. Such rebukes, however, will | only of the General Assembly, but of all the RICHARD MoILWAINE. tion of the old Assembly in the United States,
dom and fidelity of the Executive Committee | >° ' 1ts connection, viz.: “It appears to| present strongly from your point of view, |alienate one after another of the friends of | inferior church courts.” He, an agent, thus LBRG 1 met year after year in one and the Earag
sad exkuidithe Prakbykurics” ebo)and then a dut.y to a'dd our testimony as to the dis- | thus, “It was too much in the style and the cause. I do.nqt forget, Moderator, that | attempts to direct the General Assembly and place. And even now the Scotc-h Agsemblies
2 psge 517, you say “the report was adont- satisfaction with which parts of the Susten- | manner of a lecture from the higher powers | "o #re told that it is not intended to censure| thy other conrts of the Church as to what are confined, if not to one, certainly to a very
on pag 2 g R el g IR Reports were heard.” TR e noq 5 he Preshytery whose action is being con- th hall 3 few places.
od.” Now this statement is true and ordi- Now itd - soir subordinates.” In proof of this as-| gijered, but only to have a statement of | D6y sha Jou [ o (S) Sy wills e “ But thus to confine th tings ¢ - i
narily would be esteemed sufficient, but in| % it is mot my purpose to deny, that | sertion, you do not give a single quotation, | facts ag they exist. But this action of Woodroow objsots seriously to the use of the _In the Central of September 5th, * Parti- TATE R Ry g mﬂefligscl? one !
the present case, when & single point in the | dissatisfaction” did exist. That Dr. Wood- | and while further on in the same paragraph, | Presbytery is spoken of ag being ‘unwise, | oxpression, “ painful dereliotion,” he seems | tio” concludes his ingenious and plausible | P eprive many paris of the Churoh |
« wisdom’” of the Ezecutive Committee, to| " and Mr. Neil wero-dissatisfied with parts | you speak of certain portions of the Report which prompts thq Commlttf_:e to _brmg the | very fond of the phrase *sad delinquency.” | article in favor of the division of Synod by
wit, the wording of the Aonusl Report, was of the report, thay.openly declared. You, |88 disag::aeable,” you do not specify wl.nft m;‘;tf:htge?;:;";tig;%i‘;;l?g*:iifg“:l‘;}1;80{}:2: It must a.lac? be 'obaerved that according to|saying: “ It is now incumbent upon our
called in question on the floor of the Assem- | 9% h,?ve given evidence in. your “John those portions are. Indeed the only eriti | oy fored, I will not speak ironioally.and say the usage given in the dictionaries, whatever | good brethren who oppose division to show
bly by two of its members, (Dr. Woodrow Knox” letter, in wh.mh you dignify the An- | cisms you give are those c?nt.amed in Dr. | that wo are much obliged to the Executive disagreeable sengo the words may convey, | cause why the grand old Synod shall not 1|
and Mr. Neil,) and when you as the reviewer | 208! Report by calling it “ the long lecture | Woodrow's speech, and the simple remark of | Committee for not censuring ue; but their | delinquency " is the stronger of the two, | part in three.” |
of the Assembly, thought it necessary, after Dr. McIlv-rau:e read to the Assembly and the ?“Ir. Nel'l that the Report was guilty of :]tl:tezzent cerp_a;:;l;tr implies t,I:,mt they think | and that is the w:ord which your and Dr.| Now there are some of his brethren who |
having given your version of what was done .Preabyterlea, : :.md also in the article which | “ Preaching to the Aa‘s?mb]y.’ I presume, y have a right to cﬁf‘ﬁ“"“- ; : Wo?dr&?wa committee uses over and over|are not so sure that he was entitled to as-|" it 1d !
and said, to remark, “It appears to us a duty | ¢ 2% the subject of discussion, that your therefore, that the criticisms to which you| I have not quoted thlB‘ compl?mt w:rbatsm again in their Annual Reports. Note (4)|sume so much of a Q. E. D. air in closing el:anoy lﬁwe would not au! stFongly oppose |
to add our testimony as to the dissatisfaction issatisfaction is so great as to incapacitate | refer, are those made by Dr. Woodrow ; that for the purpose of Feplymg to it, which ha'a that while you and Dr. Woodrow are now of | his argument. For even if much of what he ; .flﬂe OUABge ) ak alafa - ‘with tho cl‘mnge |
with which portions of the Sustentation re-|Y°% from pregenting some of the facts of the | You adopt them as your own ; that you rest | #lready been sufficiently done, ag far as is [ the opinion that the Assembly’s “sgents” | has written be admitted, there remain rea-| . CIper Tiel of e S lHionN 8 19008 ‘
|
!
1

o

port were heard,” it occurs to me, and doubt- | °38 in the light in which they occurred.— |the juatice of your otherwise unsupported as- | needed, in Dr. Rutherford’s speech quoted | should deal with faots, and only tell the As-|sons, many and cogent, which have been ette;' ?v;ry i gor the Church to foel the.
Jess it will to others, that if the Assembly it- Whether the dissatisfaction of yourself and | Sertions upon them, and that you are will- | for another purpose above, but merely to f sembly fhaz they have done, when you were | and may still be given why * the grand old ::;O?S ~ ;e'}cﬁ V? such a b°d_3; as thehpre-
gelf said anything on this particalar point it r. Woodrow was intelligent, will appear | 108 that‘ the wf.lue of your expressed opinions | ¢orrect one or two errors which oceur in it, | “agents” yourselves you did not hesitate -to Synod should "’ not “part in three” nor in ; n fnﬂf 0 -lrglm:, ﬁvenhl bf‘m:,g ;to
ought to have had the poor privilege of speak- | ¢ clearly further on.) There were per- | Upon this subject, shall be measured by the and then o show that the language com. |express your strong and decided convic-|any other number. And we propose, with- i el A A S Lt AR

aps other members of the General Assem- | validity, er invalidity of Dr. Woodrow’s ob- | Plained of is not only matehed, but is in | tion,” and even to impute “fault” “to minis- [ out exclusive reference to “Partitio’s” arti- | *¥ into fragments and distributed through-

ing for itself in a Review in which you are S s . E :
cafeful to produce what was said b; those ly who were dissatisfied. But this is evi- |Jections. In this view then I feel compelled | Some cases over-topped in Reports which Dr. | ters and church sessions.” And then you do [ ole, to restate a few of these reasons. out ous borderst Is it truo here, that old

who spoke, and to add your own testimony, ently not what you mean. Your design |t examine D.r..Woodrow’e! speech.as you | Woodrow hit.nsalf had.a part in framing.— | not fail to advis.a the Gene'ral .Assembly to| At the outset, is it not pertinent to ask, tHh:B::hd;iel’)??d?;;;‘ the half is more than
against the report. For while your “ testi- cl.early is to convey -tha impression that the ha"f{ reporte.d it in the Rmfaw, and in those | The ftrﬂt_ mistake _w:hmh Dr: W-oodrow has adqrass “a sp?cml communication,” éfw., a}l why this revival and persistent pressing of a ) .PP b
ony” xaky be Righly steomed by some, it issatisfaction was either extengive or vehe- portions f,f it which bear directly upon the maf]e ig in m?t notmm-g Ehat. in his first quo- | which, according to your present view, is question which has met so recently and so As_to the size of'tha body in its effect upon
can hardly be doubted that the testimony of ment, or both ; z.a.nd here I must take issue pl.)ln.t at issue. . I thus keep myself strictly | tation, there”m the ellipsis of th‘a words “the very bad. Those i':amiliar wiFh the constitu- | emphatically, under all the forms in which the dispateh of bu-smesa, there seems to be a
the Assembly itself and of its Standing with ybu. It will be admitted, I think, by | Within the limits of defence marked out by | churches t?f "bafore tha‘words “some of the | tion of the Executive Committee will think | it was presented by its able and zealous ad- | 8*ange o?er~look1ng of some of the mos? pat-
those who have read thus far, that I am per- | yourself, and do not think that I can be pro- | Presbyteries,” so that if the sentence had |that you were formerly much nesrer right vocates, the disapproval of the Synod? It|°2® facts in.the world. Has not experience
aps a8 unprejudiced a witnoess on this ques- | Perly charged with going out of my way to [ beenfully expressed, it should have been, “On | than at present. is not satisfactory to say that the circum- dem?ﬂﬂtrated that large bodies can be as .
Assombly then eay any thing about the An- tion 88 you are, and- I must say that up to | FePly in the public papers, to a speech o? a gle obther .hand, the churches of some of tl'xe And now, my dear sir, slthoug'h I had | stances surrounding the question have read‘:é)'r man;}ged ag almladl} ones,fby ?ompet(;nt
nual Report, to the *dissatisfaction” with the time of my leaving New Orleans, (a fow | member of th:a General Assembly.. .I? in- | Presbyteries axd la.maz_ltably behind hand in | marked for your special delectatlot} some cha?ged 8o much a8 to call for its re-opening. P;ef“ lgg officers rigidly enforcing rules
which you felt it your “duty’” to testify; and hours before the Standing Committee’s re- | stead of adopting Dr. Woodrow's eriticisms, contribution.” This i clearly the sense | twelve or fifieen other paragraphs (in Re-| While, indeed, some of the causes which con- AP the larger bodies ? Look at the
if 80, what did it say ? By referring to page port was af?opted) I had observed no such |youhad given some of your own in support Whlﬂ?l .tha sentence bears in its connection, | ports .whlch.you .and Dr. Wooiirow hf;d a| tributed to the rejection of the measure at English Parliament, the Assemblies of the
426°of the Minutes of the General Assembly, | *tte of things as your langusge seems to | of your assertions, you would have saved me ll_nd it is only whe? taken out of itg connec- han'd in ma.kmg,). in some ?f which unstinted | Harrigonburg and Fredericksburg may not 3‘30“"}1 Church, f'“d.’ notably, at the late I’r‘es-
you will find the following record: “The As- imply. I might too refer to expressions of | from the dilemma, of either seoming cause- | tion that thﬁ_meanmg at_brllhut?d to it can be | advice (.Whl’?h.mlg.ht not inaptly be styled| exist in as much strength as then ; sill the byterian Ccflncll 1o Edlnburgh: The sizo
sembly met and the unfinished business was opinion made to me by a score or more of less'ly to reply to the arguments of a member, forcad upon ;t.. So too it is Tmh t-:he second upreachm_g ) i given to the Asser'nbly, the | principal grounds of opposition remain, and, of those bodles'has not yet so impeded the
taken up, viz: the report of the Standing the members of the Assembly,-and might dﬁhvﬁred on the floor of the Assembly; or |item of Fomplamt; ¢ H.ow ’t;hla painfal dero.a- Pres!)yt-er-:ea a.nd'the ahurehea.—advme-aound in gome respects, are stronger than they have | PTO&resS of business ag to demand a °h‘“‘5_°- )
Committee on Sustentation. The report Was quote from letters received from some of of balﬂg_ willing for your harmfal assertions | liction is to .be remedled., &e., .&c. It is|and judicious in 1tseli.', and which was drawn | ever been. : When we learn to bestow the Moderatorship |
adopted and is as follows: *The Standing them after my return to Baltimore, in sup- | to remain uncontradioted. . Please note, then, only l.)y the vwle-nl: sundering of ﬁ.hIB sentence | from valuable experience :and large l'muwl- Is it brought forward again because the of our courts upon grounds of fitness, and |
Commitseeion Bustentation Fespsettally sabe | BOFS of my own impression ; but passing over | that you are responsible, and not I, for this from its connection, :?nd by putting s mean- | edge of th? wo.rk, but whlch- acco:fdmg to | great body of our people ask for it? We D0t 88 & compliment to a person ; and when |
mit to the Goneral Assembly the following these things, I tréumphantly point you to P*.m of my Iet?er. In proceeding with this | iog upon it which in its proper place cannot | your late view is a.ltogether improper and | cannot recall a single dissent, at tho time, | ©UF Ministers and el@ers acquainf thamaelv.es |
report: Having carefully examined the Re. the fact that the report of the Standing dlBtt‘lBtv&ful portion of my task, permit me to | be tortured out of it, that it can be made- to | meddlesome~—and in others of which 88 | among our church members, from the action | B0r® thoroughly with the rules a!rea.dy in .
Committee which speaks of the Report of |remind you that you and Dr. Woodrow were have the remotest reference to Presbyteries. | strong, or stronger terms than any used in|at Fredericksburg; nor have we heard since fo'rce, we shall see that our courts will be bet-
the Executive Committee and other docu-|both members of the Executive Committee | The head under which these remarks occur |the last Annual Report are found, I will only | the whisper of a desire to re-open it. ter and more easily handled.
dideiof ihae Borriive Chtnmitice; Sl a0 ments as “all correct,” and which says that | of Sustentation from the year 1866 to 1872. i8 that of collections—that ia: the collections quote- two or three brief gantencea further,| Can it bo that the class of members who| ** Bub are the concluai.ons reached in such |
counts of the expenditures, etc., we have the «“they evince the most commendable fidelity | L beg als? to lremind you that immediately | of the churches. Preshyteries are r?ferred df:emmg these, together with what has been | have evoked so much sympathy from the ad- larga bodies as well-corl,mdered and a8 s'our;d |
pleasure to say, not ouly that we find them and diseretion on the purt of the Committee,” fif_ﬁer having listened to Dr. Woodrow’s crit- | to merely for the parposo of grouping the | given abovo, .Bufﬁmenh for my prefmnt pur-| vocates of division—the men of ¢ smaller |28 1D & B:::}ayller- body ?” ;:Ve unhealtl?tmgéy |‘
gt v ol el e i § L B adopted unanimously. This latter faot iciems on tha ﬂgof of the Assembly, (being | churches tog?ther, and giving the Assembly pose, and quite as many a8 you will care to | gifts or modesty”—who now have no proper | 2h8Wer, * Yes: Bafeg. ) Ol;, we believe dlt
able fidelity and discretion on the part of the | 788 communicated to me by Dr. Rutherford, | then just on the point of departure from New | 80 accurate .I_daa of the portions of her ter- goe. In the Aﬂmfal Report of 187;0:.}'0“ field nor encouragement for developing their | °22 bo demonstrate that the larger bo 3' :I
Committee in the management of the impor- and if it was known to you when you wrote Orleani:i, whfch was enforced by official and |ritory in which ﬂle churches have.mac'le the fnll find the following language: “This is an | gifts—can it be that they are clamoring for will be more FOHSGI‘?MWG than the sm-a!ler 3 |
tanit intereats committod tc thoir care. your Review it seems difficult to explain, on domestl.cobllgsm{ns,}I stated to the Assembly | greatest a-dvance in regz;larly c'ontnb'ntlng to Im.porl:ant rule, and ought never to be B'et relief? If both our memsry and observa- and for the simple reason that therfa wili not
Nowl b, whcthory in s Feviow weitcen, what account, in an article which ought | very briefly, and in substance, that after hayv- S““‘fﬁﬂt“mﬂ- There is not in this whole | agide, 6x0opt, a8 has already been stated, in | tion are not at fault, among the most zealous be so much room for mere personal lnﬂue:?ce. .
not for the purpose of giving expression to rather to be characterized by the calm gravity | ing heard Dr. Woodrow's criticisms, I would | 8ection of the Ra!)ort the most remote reflec- | very extraordinary cases: ']_?resb;?tenea ﬁcfve advooates (if not leaders) of the change will DOG? any one doubt that 1mp01:ta:‘1t.questmns ‘
individual views and feelings, but with the ob- of a judge, than by the warmth of an advo- not attempt to defend every word in the Re- | tion upon the action of any Pn:esbytery; and :;mdguatgdzy e'rrec'z very seriously in authoriz- | be found some to whom years'and opportu- coming before the Synoq of Virginia, a8 now |
ject (if it has any good object in view,) of giv- ate, you felt it your “duty” to express dis- | port, etc., that the report had been prepared | When Dr. Woodrow applies. this language to | ing the organization of churches, ?"hﬁm th:are nity have already brought deserved and clus- constlt-uted of 9“"_}1 varied elements and_ of !
ing an exhibition of what was really done and satisfaction for the members of the Assem- on the thao?y of the. functions of the Exoecu- | the Presbytery of Augusta Or 4Dy othqr Was no reas?na};}’le prospect of their becoming | tering honors. ) such diverse experience, _wouldlbe more like-
i, Eaigticod: UIA niok TaAiRD ouite veey ly, which they refased by their votes to ex- | tive Committee, which I found prevalent in Pfesbytery, he does so gratult?usly, sf.nd is ael.f-supportmg. Now, I beg you to ponder| If the agitation of this subjact be the re- ly to be set.tlerl upon their merifs, than if the ;_
som:ahhin g of what the Assombly iteelf had | PTe for themselves, and which, therefore, Columb.ia when I took charge of my office, hl.mself alone worthy of the odium which he | this language. You- and Dr. Woodraw have | sult of an unconscious falling in with one of Sale questions, oama before & gmallel: bOd);
to.8ay aboub the Report, the objeetions of ins by all the rules of common sense and fair- | and which had prevailed ever since; and that wishes to fasten upon the Annual Report.— | been greatly scandalized because“tha present | ¢he tendencies of day, to break up and reor- without B'fch varied elements and SEperionos
dividuals to which you sre so csrefal to em- | 1°% they are to be presumed not to have the Constitution farnished the Executive N"l d;}r.?ume'nt in the world—not even the Exfwume Committee f-‘,P"ke of “the unwise ganize, to reduce and divide States and| If the influence of the Synod of Virginia
hinsines Tt sobiia 80 mie Mkase’ tore Judicis] entertained. Comz?lt.'tee b.y the General Assembly defined I.Io vl Eb.1e nself—.aan stand before such hos- | action of Presbyteries,” (not of the Presl?y- counties, churches and creeds, until there|in the (.}e_nar_al Assembly be as.great agd ig a}- |
temper of mind would have led you to per- It seems to me that brethrem throughout anc! limited 1Fs powers, and that this consti- | ile "‘-’“‘015‘_11 a8 this, and when Dr. Woodrow tery'of Augusta a8 Dr. Woodrow puts it,) | ghall be little more than the names loft, then feged, it is either a wholesome m.ﬂuenee, or it
form this act of justice to the Executive Com- he Church will concur in thinking that Dr. tution—portions of which I read—did not Bhal_l examine Page 7 of the.Annnal.B’.eport but in the.Annua.l Report quoted from, you | more than ever should it be opposed. And|is not. If wholesome, surely it should be
mittsar as unAbE ths Gibatinatanoss the sats: Rutherford is both more correet and kind, | coincide with the views of Dr. Woodrow. I|282i0 calmly, I 1}0_133 _119 ‘Wﬂ_l be willing to | do not hﬂﬂ'lt&tﬂ fo EB“ thﬁfﬂﬂﬁmbly that the | for one, we lift the earnest prayer that this perpetuated.. .If hurtful the Assembly has |
) (;f A e Siensn s lotter written to me, and which I |appesaled from the criticisms and reasoning of alt:k:;:)wledg.e bhg injustice :hu':h he .ha.s done _fresbytmea have ‘fred, —that they have vfmemblg Synor? may still stand, in itg. glo- | the r?medy in its own ham.Is. If mere num- '.
(2.) On page 217 of the Review you say, am permitted to use in refe{rrimg to the final | Dr. Wom.irov.v to the. Ann'usl I\?eportg' and :,he' xf(:cut:v: Gommlt.tee, {i.lnﬁp':s:lng upo:‘; eandc:]ubilelddy err:d.“—nay. tl‘lat ;hﬁy }:‘%\:e rious conaervatlsm,. a bre'ak-Water against a | bers is to delermine that ln'ﬂufan'ce, then ro- |
‘GRe Rove Do) Butherford concurrad in what vote of the Aﬂﬂemhly. on his report he says, | the Constitution, and in doing th;s-I beliayed [[H€1F OPOLE Rumeaning " Wiiciis Goed N0k fundonbiodiy SRTORe= REty Serions Y- 0| tide so fraught with evil to Church and|member that the Synod ofVIthnia, even W-IG]I
De: Wooltow atd My, Néil had said. and] t It was & great gratification $o find that the | that I ha'd Im?.de a good and sufficient reply. oontam.. ' could l.m.va believed it? It is said to be a| State. the Presbytery of Sao Paulo, i onlyafrachqn
=% he G mit;ee’s S bril’a 4o | bretbren who had taken some exceptions to | And I still think so, for neither you,nor Dr.| Having now corrected thege two glaring | bad thlmg fqr some men to h?vea record. Is| Just here may we not put another ques | over onefifth of the Gfanaral Ass?mbly,_m
z;t 1t“wa:it e : gohm gy they i fgthe the Roport of the Assembly’s committee had | Woodrow, nor any other member called in | errors in the indictment against the Execu- | not this an illustration in point ? tion? If, with an average of only 39 per|the fullest meeting possible. Dut if the in-
Prl:b i: ri::a?ud e:p - ci:ﬁ; whe:an or{l’fohhem go far modified their views, as it seemed, [ question the positions which I agsumed; and | tive Committee, which indeed constitute it-s And now, it will not be surprising if you | cent. ‘of the members actually present at the ﬂuer.w_a is wieEded by men wh.om the Lctrd
withdfew from cciperation.” Tlﬂs i an ]| I when the vote was taken on our Keport, | when a few hours afterwards the vote of the | back-bone, and being taken away, leave it | and others shall say, these are small matters | meetings, and under all the dieadvantages | Christ has given us, of such wisdom, attain-

Committee will carry more weight, and pro-
perly so throughout the Church. Did the
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port of the Secretaries of Sustentation, with
the accompanying papers, including the Min-
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3 . di ; jee.”’ rather a nerveless affair.
that you give Dr. Rutherford credit for say- Wi eodsnosions SRSER Y boer

ing, and when I read it I wondered whether (4-}_ But, my dear. gir, I must ask your
it were my eyes or my memory which were a.ttfmtmn t'? the l:emamder of the paragraph
deceiving me; but on inquiry I found that | Which beging with the last sentence UpoD
neither my vision nor my mind was at fault, | Which I have just been il After
but that you had made a most astonishing | baving perforn:'led what you cone'udar.ed to-be
statement which conveys exactly the opposite | your “‘duty” in expressing dissatisfaction

impression from what Dr. Rutherford really with the Annual Report, you add, “It was
did say. : too much in the style and manner of a lec-

I suppose that when you wrote your Review | ture from the higher powers to their subor-
article, you had before you a file of the South- | dinates. It brought to our recollection those
ern Presbyterian containing the discussionsin | old times when Dr. Musgrave and his Board
the General Assembly, and therefore it was, | of Missions used to come down annually to
that I was so anxious to obtain a copy of
that paper before addressing you this letter.
Now if you will look into the issue of June
Tth, you will find the following :

- “Dr. Rutherford stated that he concurred
i1 what Dr. Woodrow and Mr. Neil had said
about the sacredness of the rights of Presby-

not having done theirs.

the General Assembly to tell it all about its
duty, and to objargate the Presbyteries for
The Boards, in

those days, too, made common cause, if any
body ventured to criticize either of them,
and uniting their forces to crush all opposi-
tion, well nigh made themselves the masters |

Asgembly was taken on the Standing Com-

mittee’s Report, (Dr. Rutherford and Rev.

Messrs. Daniel and Isler having in the mean-

time made their telling speeches) it was
adopted “ without a dissenting voice.” Now,

my dear sir, if I can make good the position
not only that the Report to which you object
go strenuously and inveterately, was indeed
prepared as 1 have intimated above, and
specially that the words and phrases in it,
which have been criticised, can all be dupli-
cated, triplicated or quadrupled and some of
them intensified, in Annual Reports which
you and Dr. Woodrow, had the honor of aid-
ing in forming, and. forwarding to the Gen-
eral Assembly, then I hope that however
others may still see something in the Report
in question, of which they may disapprove,
you will at length agree with me that there
is nothing in said Zeport to which you andJL

I pass on to show
that you and Dr. Woodrow, when among
“the higher powers”” were accustomed to use
language, the altitude of which the Commit-
tee in Baltimore has not yet reached, and to
which they will hardly aspire. And I may
say here that on looking to the Minutes of
the Executive Committee, I find that you
were both present at the meetings when the

before being sent to the General Assembly,

pressed views you now object to.

gembly:

D

Annual Reports were read, and approved

and therefore it is fair to hold you both re-
gponsible for your proper share of any lan-
guage which according to your latest ex-

Take then the following extract from the
Annual Report of 1867—the first of the
Reports on Sustentation sent to the As-

“ But, whilst great encouragement is to be

with which I am dealing. And so they are;
but you will be good enough to remember
that it is yourself and Dr. Woodrow—(both
of you eminent men, and so entitled to a con.
clusive answer)—who dictated the method
and the matter of this discussion.
the ground, and I have been content to meet
you on it. I think too that I may claim to
have proved what I started out to show, that
what ever complaint may be alleged against
the Annual Report, you and Dr. Woodrow
have no occasion to complain; and having

Board question, which appears to have arigen

You chose.

done this, I must decline to enter upon the

in your minds alone, and for the discussion
of which there appears no present reason. I
had intended to say something about the
functions of the Executive Committee and
the duties of the Secretaries, but this letter
hag become so long, and the Constitution of f

claimed for the ‘““men of smaller gifts or
modesty,” the past record of the Synod is
such—the results achioved so great as to
unite both friends and foes of division in de-
vout thanksgiving to the great Ilead of the
Church, and in unstinted laudation of the
“grand old Synod,” is it wise to change its
composition upon the bare possibility, or, if
you please, probability, that the change will
be for the better ? Romember we are asked
to give up a plan thoroughly tested, and
which has accomplished splendid results, for
one which has yet to be tried, and tried only
when the old has been irretrievably broken
down. ~ We prefer the old bridge which has
safely borne so many and go much, to the
three new ones to be constructed from its

engineers and architects of the new ones may

materials, however skilful and sanguine the

ments and experience as to command the ear
of the Church, certainly no effort should be
made to hinder them in their work for the
Master.

Once more. It is urged that the Synod is
80 large as to prevent that close scrutiny of
the work of the churches, and that develop-
ment of the sense of individual responsibility
which are so desirable, and will be gained by
the proposed division. This and the kindred
idea that modest men have no opportunity to
develop their gifts, seems to.ua to grow out
of a confounding of thegpheres of the Synod
and the Presbytery.

In our view, one of the strangest reasons
for retaining the present composition of the
Synod is ite gize. For thus it is all the bet-
ter fitted to do its appropriate work, that
mainly of review and control. The details

be. This may be called ““sentiment,” but)lof the work, the cultivation of the sense of




