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Reported for the Presbyterian. 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 

- Opinions Delivered in the Case of Mr. Barnes, 

Mr. H..M. Hopkins, an elder from the Presby- 
tery of Hudson said, that he came to the Assem- 
bly to defend the cause of truth and righteous- 
ness, He had been taught from his intancy the 
Catechisms, and he found a very great discre- 
ancy between Mr. Barnes’ Notes on the Romans 
and the Catechisms. 

Mr. J. D. Wickham, from the Presbytery of 
North River said, he would sustain the Appeal 
and Complaint. But he was nut*prepared to sus- 
tain the Presbytery in the course which they had 
taken. He, with others, regretted deeply their 
course. ‘hey had reason to fear, it was true, 
that justice would not be done to Mr. Barnes, 
but they ought to have trasted in God, in whose 
hands are the hearts of all men. But Mr. Barnes 
was not involved in the doings of his Presbytery. 
He coald not help it. The Synod ought to have 
stopped when they found they could not obtain 
the records of the Presbytery. According to 
their own showing, they acted unconstitutionally, 
for they had not the book of Mr. Barnes before 
them. He believed, that if the Synod had heard 
the whole case, they would have come to a very 

different issue. ‘The unconstitutionality, irregu- 
larity, and prejudice manifested in the case, 
ought to cause the Appeal to be sustained. Yes, 
even if Mr. Barnes had been proved to be a 
heretic! 
‘As to the doctrines of Mr. Barnes’ book, he 

did not believe that they were inconsistent with | 
the Confession of Faith. Mr. Barnes received 
the Confession of Faith as a systein; and there 
was nothing in his * Notes’’ contrary to the ays- 
tem. He regretted the endeavour to associate 
Mr. Barnes with Unitarians. Because Unita- 
rians had approved of his book it wae made an 
argument against Mr. Barnes. But he would 
throw back this argument. Unitarians had 
praised the works of Edwards, and claimed him 
as advocating some of their views, was Edwards 
therefore to be condemned as unsound, or in any 
measure a Unitarian? He had one other reason 
for sustaining the Appeal, viz: the injustice done 
to the character of Mr. Barnes. 
plains. ‘To this, it is answered, ** this is not the 
case, no injustice or injury is done to Mr. Barnes; 
he may be a minister in some other denomina- 
tion, though nota Presbyterian minister.” But 
you fix the stain of infamy upon his character, 
if, while he honestly maintains the systein, you 
decide that he departs from it. If ‘you will es- 
tablish the rigid construction principle, do first 
put Mr. Barnes upon the same ground with my- 
self and other brethren. Then we will look at 
this, and if we cannot agree upon the principles 
by which we will walk together, why then we 
will separate. 

Mr. Nimmo, of Second Preshytery of Long 
Island, said that he felt that he was placed in 
solemn circumstances. He believed that the Sy- 
nod had a constitutional: right to try the case, 
though Mr. Barnes was absent and unheard. 
But upon the whole, he would sustain the Ap- 
peal, though it was the fault of Mr. Barnes him- 
self, and of his Presbytery, that he was not 
heard. 

Dr, Phillips, of New York, said that he did 
not think it necessary to say much. He trusted 
ihe felt the solemnity of the circumstances in 
which they were placed, as much as any one. 
An affecting Appeal had been made to their sym- 
jpathies, and he felt it. He was a father, a hus- 
band, and a Christian minister, and was prepared 
to sympathize with the accused. But he had 
also sympathy for the truth, for the Church, and 
for the souls of sinners; all of which were en- 
dangered by the doctrines of Mr. Barnes’ buok. 
He would not doubt the piety of Mr. Barnes 
himself. He would not say that he held error 
enough to vitiate his hopes and prospects as a 
Christian, but that his doctrines had a tendency 
to sap the foundation of a Christian’s hopes, he 
most firmly and conscientiously believed. It 
has been said, that if we deprive Mr. Barnes of 
ithe ministry, and cast him out of the Presbyte- 
rian Church, he has no where else that he can 
o. ** Where shall he go?” We do not deprive 

Mr. Barnes of the ministry, by confirming this 
suspension. If he will only leave us and join 
another Church, there are many that will be glad 
to receive him. All we ask is, that he would 
leave us, not sincerely adopting or believing our 
standards. 

He was surprised to hear so many brethren as- 
suming the errora of Mr. Barnes. ‘They cer- 
tainly could not be aware of the attitude in 
‘which they placed themselves before the Church 
.and the world!' He was glad, however, that 
ithey were now disposed to acknowledge that the 
.dispute was now more than about words. It had 
been said that Mr. Barnes and Dr. Junkin were 

-at perfect antipodes to each other. He believed 
it. Either Dr. Junkin or Mr. Barnes must have 
departed from the Confession of Faith. 

He felt no solicitude about the issue of this 
vease. Christ would take care of his Church, 
whatever might be the result here. He rejoiced 
at this occasion of bringing out the opinions of 
‘brethren. They know now just where they 
stood, and what they were to expect. He had 
been alarmed at the wide door, opened by bre- 
‘thren into the Church. They were opposed to 
all creeds but the Bible alone; but did they not 
know that the Bible was professedly believed by 
Unitarians, and all other heretics, whatever their 

‘characters? He believed that Mr. Barnes’ book 
contained fundamental and important error. He 
attacks the leading doctrines of the Confession 
of Faith, and pronounces the controlling and fun- 
damental doctrines of the Bible, ** mere philo- 
sophical theories.”” ‘The conduct of the Presby- 
tery he considered in the highest degree contu- 

On this point he had heard but one 
opinion, But this’ was a matter of bot little 
comparative importance. * Alas!" (said Dr. P.) 
* for poor human nature!” Dr. Junkin had made 
as able an Appeal as he had ever heard, and yet 
members pretended to see no force in * the vindi- 
cation.”’ Prejudice had been charged against 
those who were opposed to Mr. Barnes’ book. 
But where was the evidence of this prejudice? 
Many of them had signed the Act and Teeti- 
mony. Bat if thie was a sufficient ground upon 
which to found a charge of prejodice; what 
shall be said. of a }Philadelphian Extra, which 

e dizeretion of 

‘had heen issued, being a memorial to be signed 
by tninisters and members of the Presbyterian 
Charch? Were thore who signed this unpreju- 
diced? Were they unprejndiced judges, who on 
this floor profexsed their coincidence of senti- 
ment with the accused? There was no disposi- 
tion, as had been charged, to perseeute Mr. 
Barnes. If he would leave the Presbyterian 
Charch, as he onght to do, not agreeing with her 
doctrines, they would not follow him with the 
censures of the Church—no one would feel any 
disposition to do this. 

Mr. Marshall, of the Preshytery of New York, 
made some very judicious remarks with regard 
to explanations, and the manner in which they 
ought to be received by ecclesiastical courts, in 
eases of accusation. He said that what was com- 
monly called explanation, was often times direct 
eontradiction, That Presbyterians did not hold 
to the infallibility of their standards, but only 
to the infallibility of the word of.God, and hence, 
if a man rejected the standards, they did not say 
that he was not a Christian, but if he denied the 
word of God. then they said at once, that he was 
nota Christian. But if a man rejected the stan- 
dards of the Church, he was not a Presbyterian, 
and onght not to claim to he called one. 

In his opinion, the charges were proved in the 
main. 

Judge Boyd, of New York, said he had very 
few words to say. He had not intended to say 
any thing, but he would make a remark or two. 
He was prepared to sustain the Synod in their 
condemnation of the first edition of Mr. Barnes’ 
book. Mr. Barnes had himself, by his own ad- 
missions, acknowledged that his book needed 
emendation. He wonld not pretend to say that 
the errors of Mr. Barnes were fundamental; but 
they had a tendency to that which was funda- 
mental. If the ** Notes on the Romans,” were 
of such a character, as to need a commentator at 
the elbow of the person reading them, then they 
certainly were not snitable for young persons, as 

they were intended for them, and they were dan- 
gerous. The doctrines of Mr. Barnes’ book, in 
his opinion, had a tendency to lead men down- 
wards. 

Dr. M’Elrey, of New York, said he had buta 
few remarks to make. He would not repeat 
what had been said before, nor violate the rule 
which ought to regulate members in giving their 
opinions, and enter into an argument upon the 
doctrinal questions involved in the case. He 
was opposed to sustaining the Appellant in this 
case. The supposed unconstitutionality of the 
proceedings of the Synod, was the principal 
ground on which members were for sustaining 
the Appeal. They were told that the Synod had 
no jurisdiction in the case. He did not know 
why so many urged this reason, except that it 
was a pretty and convenient phrase. But do 
members say, that the doings of the Synod of 
Delaware, and of the Presbytery of Philadel- 
phia, were never to seg the light? If the Synod 
of Philadelphia had not jurisdiction, who had? 
Would members, who urged this reason, be so 
good as totellhim? But again: they were told 
that the Synod of Philadelphia had no jurisdic- 
tion in the case, and it was said that they 
‘ought to have referred it.” What? refer a 
case over which they had no jurisdiction! Gen- 
tlemen must certainly forget, that to admit the 
power of reference, was to admit the fact of 
jurisdiction. But still farther. They conld not 
have referred the case, had they been so dis- 
posed, because the Presbytery withheld the re- 
cords. The Book prevented them from referring 
the case without the records of the Presbytery. 
Look at the 2d Section of the Book of Disci- 
pline, Sab. Sec. 9th. ** /n cases of reference, the 

Of this he com- |J¥@icatory referring ought to have all the testimony, 
and other documents, duly prepared, produced, and 
in perfect readiness ; so that the superior judicatory 
may be able to consid& and issue the case w:th as little 
d:fficulty or delay as possible.” The Synod then 
were shut up to the course which they pursued ; 
not having the documents which’ were required 
in case of reference. With regard to the doc- 
trines of Mr. Barnes’ book. On this he had as 
little difficulty, as in relation to the jurisdiction 
of the Synod. It seemed to him that the bre- 
thren had taken wrong ground in deciding this 
case. Mr. Barnes’ defence, which had no existence 
ill after the charges were tabled, nor what he 
had said here in defence of his book and by way 
of explanation, were the ground upon which the 
Assembly ought to go in deciding this case. 
Yet brethren go upon this ground. The proper 
ground upon which to decide, was the book it- 
self. Did it, or did it not contain the errors 
charged? He believed it did. ‘They had heard 
much about subscription * for substance of doc- 
trine,” and about subscribing to ‘‘the system of 
doctrine.”” He did not understand this. The 
book says, **Do you sincerely receive, and 
adopt, the Confession of Faith of this Church, 
as containing the system of doctrine taught in the 
holy Scriptures.” if he understood this, (and he 
believed he had some knowledge of what was 
meant.) it meant that the person received the 
Confession of Faith, not as a system, but as con- 
taining the system of doctrines taught in the 
Scriptures. According to the construction which 
was put upon the form of subscription, one 
might deny one doctrine, and another deny 
another doctrine; and thus they would have as 
many Confessions of Faith as there were Presby- 
-teries. 

Allusion had been made to foreign influence, 
and particularly to Associate Reformed influence. 
But he would ask if they had been putting any 
other construction upon the Confession of Faith, 
or upon subscription to it, than had been common 
in the Church before they came into it? Did not 
the fathers of the Presbyterian Church under- 
stand the form of subscription, just as the Ortho- 
dox now understand itt But he would tell them 

character pervading the Presbyterian Church, 
and endangering her very existence. 

Dr. Absalom Peters, of the 3d Presbytery of 
New York, said that he would be brief in the re- 
marks which he had to make. He would first 
deliver his opinion with regard to the Complaint. 
He helieved the course pursued was unconstitu- 
tional. They had no right to proceed without 
the records of the Presbytery. With regard to 
the Appeal. Mr. Barnes appealed from the act 
suspending him from all the functions proper to a 
Gospel minister. This Dr. P. considered a tre- 
mendous sentence. When he heard of it, and the 
reasons assigned for it, he felt it to be a blow 
aimed at many of the brethren in the Presby- 
terian Church. He would gladly have gone and 
shared the reproach with his beloved Brother 
Barnes. dt was a tremendous sentence! It was 
nothing less than suspension from all the func- 
tions proper to a minister. It was a tremendous 
sentence, and he had read the report of it with 
shame and confusion of face. He would not go 
into the doctrinal question. Mr. Barnes’ doc- 
trines were according to the Coufession of Faith. 
Some were charged upon him which he did not 
believe, and those he did believe were in accord- 
ance with the Confession of Faith. He would 
not retain Mr. Barnes in the Church by tolera- 
tion. If there was any one to be retained by 
toleration in the Charch, it was Dr. Junkin! He 
would retain Mr. Barnes in their communion, and 
he was ready to’ say to that dear brother, 
*s Whither thou goest, I will go; and where thou 
lodgest, I will lodge: thy people shall be my 
people, and thy God my God.” ** By their fruits 
ye shall know them,” was a test of character laid 
down in the Scriptures, and he was willing to try 
Mr. Barnes by this, and contrast him with the Sy- 
nod of Philadelphia. Mr. Barnes was writing 
books, and rising before the sun to write, while the 
Synod that condemned him were folded in the 
arms of sleep. (Some one sitting near to the re- 
orter very pleasantly quoted this passage of. 
cripture, “ While men slept, the enemy came and 

sowed tares.”) It:had been said that Mr. Barnes’ 

ciude us from the Presbyterian Church. 

that there was a foreign influence of another |’ 

was indiscreet in publishing again the same sen- 
timents which were condemned by the Assembly 
of 1831. But he denied that the Assembly had 
condemned Mr. Barnes’ Sermon on the way of 
Salvation as containing any errors. It was true 
that they recommended him to be more guarded 
in his phraseology, but they did not condemn his 
sermon on account of any errors which it con- 
tained. But what shall he said of the indiscre- 
tion of Dr. Junkin in bringing charges, which 
had once before heen made, and of which Mr. 
Barnes had been acquitted by the Assembly. 
Would they not be allowed to speak in the 

language of the 19th century? Must they con- 
tinue to speak in the antiquated phraseology of 
the dark ages? Many were disposed to condemn 
the phraseology of Mr. Barnes, but for his part 
he held to the very language of Mr. Barnes’ book 
in general. He liked the language as well as 
the doctrines. He would he happy to record his 
name, as long as his name had any influence. in 
favour of the doctrines and language of Mr. 
Barnes’ hook on the Romans. 
Dr, Skinner, of the third Preshytery of New 

York, said he was in favour of sustaining the 
Appeal and Complaint. Mr. Barnes complained 
that he had been injured, grievonsly injured by 
the decision of the Synod of Philadelphia. He 
would nat enter into the constitutional question. 
He would sustain the Complaint upon higher 
grounds than the Constitution. ‘The Synod had 
erred from the law of Jesus Christ. Qught not 
the Synod to have proceeded cautiously, kindly, 
and gently, in the case of Mr. Barnes?  In‘sus- 
taining his Complaint he stood upon the high 
ground of the Gospel. The sentence was a very 
severe sentence. They ought to have admonish- 
ed Mr, Barnes first, and conversed with him, and 
thus manifested a disposition to deal kindly with 
him. But it was not only severe, it was emi- 
nently unjust. Sleep departed from his eyes 
when he first heard of it. It was a sentence 
which was designed not only to affeet Mr. 
Barnes, but others also. It was not necessary to 
argue this point, it was admitted. His prosecu- 
tion was commenced to see whether certain doc- 
trines were any longer to be tolerated in the Pres- 
byterian Church. He had been 23 years in the 
Presbyterian Church, and during all that time 
there had been two parties in the Church, usually 
known by the designations, ** New-schocl,”’ and 
** Old-school.” He would take the tiberty of 
stating some of the principal points of doctrine in 
which both schools were ayreed ; and then some 
of the points on which they differed, 

It has been said that there was no trouble in 
Philadelphia before Mr. Barnes came there. |, 
Sir, had troubles there on account of my doc- 
trinal sentiments. How could it be said that 
there were no troubles there until Mr. Barnes 
came, when I was spoken of as the first of that 

kidney inthe city? If you condemn Mr. Barnes, 
you condemn all of ous! And why would you 
condemn us? Are we not pions men? Are we 
not good livers? Are we not the friends of re- 
vivals? Are not our labours blessed ot Godt? 
Has not God, given us seals of our ministry ? 
Why then will you cast us out? J feel assured 
that the time of our dissensions are fast drawing 

toaclose. We wili not go until you cast us out, 
and when yon do, I believe the Lord will take us 
up, and prepare for us a tabernacle in the wilder- 
ness. | 

These are our peculiarities. They do not ex- 
Now 

the question is whether thisclass shall any longer 
be tolerated in the Presbyterian Chureh. Mr. 
Barnes is not distinguished from the class. Tle 
is a fair sample of the class. We do not consider 
him as by any means an ultra among us. His 
sentiments were much the same as those of Dr. 
Wood’s of Andover. Dr. Thomas McAuley, 
said in the Presbytery of Philade!tphia, that the 
worst that Mr. Barnes could be accused of was, 
moderate Hopkinsionism. 

Those who have lately been designated the 
New-school hold and preach in common as they 
suppose with their Old school brethren. 

1. That God exists in three equally Divine 
persons. the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, 

2. That Adam by his first sir, involved not 
himself only, but his posterity also in depravity, 
guilt, and condemnation, ‘That this oecurs by 
an arrangement of infinite wisdom. sometimes 
called covenant, and sometimes constitution, en- 
tered into in respect to Adam and them, before 
the Fall. 

3. That the race of man could not consistently 
with the Divine glory and justice, and the perfee- 
tion of the Divine Government, be tecovered trom 
sin and ruin, but by the incarnation, ohedience, 
and death of the Son of God, Jesus Christ. That 
Christ by his obedience unto death, made a viea- 
rious and propitiatory sacrifice for sin. on which 
account God Is just, while he justifies believers. 

That the ground of the justification of sinuers 
is exclusively the work or the righteousness of 
Christ, and that faith is concerned in justifying 
us, only as it instrumentally receives and appro- 
priates the benefit of Christ’s righteousness. 

4. That the influence of the Spirit of God in 
effectual calling is supernatural and sovereign, 
and as to the mode of its,exercise, is incomprehen- 
sible. 

5. That those whoin ‘time, are effectualy called 
by the Spirit of God, were chosen to salvation 
through Christ, and that this election is sovereign, 
not grounded on foreseen holiness in the elect, 
but unto holiness or that they might be holy. 

6. That the renewed, persevere in holiness to 
the end, but not by virtue of any power or princi- 
ple of holiness in themselves, but by the indwell- 
ing power of the Holv Spirit, working in them to 
will and to do, and thus securing their activity 
and perseverance. 

7. That the happiness of the elect, is perfect 
and eternal ; and that the non-elect for their sin, 
are punished in hel] forever. 

In all these points, and others which I need not 
mention, we of the New-school agree with our 
Old-school brethren. In these points Mr. Barnes 
agrees with them.—according to our full, and we 
think intelligent conviction. 

Now, Sir, as to our peculiarities, or those 
things wherein we differ, as we suppose, to some 
extent, from our brethren, but not from the €on- 

fession of Faith. We think, in respect to these 
points, we are more in accordance with the Con- 
fession than our brethren—namely ; * We hold. 
that the imputation of the gu//t of Adam’s sin 

(not the first sin itself: we are in this respect, 
more exactly with the Confession than our breth- 
ren) is mediate, not immediate; that is, we hold, 
that Adam’s posterity are exposed to penal evil 
in consequence of his sin, not as being free them- 
selves of depravity, but as deprared und fallen be- 
ings; or that Adam’s posterity like Adam -him- 
self we find regarded as fallen and depraved, and 
thas, and not otherwise, exposed to punishment. 

“© We hold that the atonement for sin made by 
the death of Christ, though limited in its appli- 
cation to the elect, is adequate to the salvation of 
the race, so that salvation is truly and sincerely 
offered to all, and that those who perish, perish 
by the rejection of offered mercy. 
‘We hold that though Christ’s righteousness 

is reckoned to believers for their justification, it 
is not so theirs, as to make them personally de- 
serving in any view whatever, of the divine fa- 
vour, but leaves pardon a part of justification, or 
does not render justification inconsistent with par- 
don. Amang men, if a person be justified, he 
cannot also be pardoned, not so in respect to the 
justification of sinners through Jesus Christ. 
There is nothing in this justification which .ex- 
cludes pardon but, as Scripture and our Confes- 
sion expressly teach, pardon is a part, though 
not the whole of justification.. 

* We hold, that while the power of the Holy 

Spirit is necessary to effectual calling, and the 
exercise of faith, and every particular grace, the 
ground of this necessity, is not the natural facul- 
ties or powers, or comprehensively of natural 
ability, (far.we never mean by this phrase, any 

discipline, in regard to the public offence. 

thing more than the natural faculties which phy- 
sically capacitate man to obey his Maker, and 
influences of his Spirit,) but an aversion to God 
and holiness, too strong to be overcome except by 
the omnipotent energy of the Holy Spirit.” | 
Mr. J, Ford, of the Presbytery of Newark, N. J. 

said that he was happily relieved from the neces- 

They Were told that this was the crisis of the 
Presbyterian Church. It was said that they 
should either have a separation, or their brethren 
would secede from the Church. He did not be- 
lieve this. ‘The result would be that they would 
understand each others views better, and go to- 
gether In greater harmony. He would show that 
they did not differ so much as was generally sup- 
pused. He was prepared to sustain the Complaint 
and Appeal for three reasons. ‘The Ist was, that 
the Presbytery ought to have referred the ease to 
the General Assembly, when the records of the 
Presbytery were withheld. For this Dr. Breck- 
inridge had pleaded. and he was of the same 
opinion. His 2d reason was, that minor differ- 
ences ought to be allowed—not the 220th part of 
a pound, as Dr. Junkin had let himself down to 
say. ‘I'he Biblical Repertory, which was pub- 
lished under the sanction of all the Professors at 
Princeton, pleaded for this toleration in regard. to 
minor points, His 3d reason was, that Brother 
Barnes did not essentially differ from the Confes- 
sion of Faith. He had not time to review all the 
charges. But Mr. Barnes was not guilty of the 
Ist charge, viz. * ‘hat all sin consists in volun- 
tary action.” He was amazed when he examin- 
ed the logic of the Rev. Dr. ! (Junkin.) He might 
say that every planet was a moving body—did 

every one therefore consist in motion? The argu- 
ment of Dr. Junkin with regard to the first charge 
was the same. Here was an effort to make Mr. 
Barnes deny the doctrine of original sin, at which 
he was amazed. ‘Ihe Confession of Faith said 
that original sin, and actual sin consisted in vo- 
luntary action. Edwards, Tuorretin, and even 
Calvin himself taught the same. (Here Mr. F. 
wentinto an argument about voluntary action, 
which the reporter could not understand : a mem- 
ber inquired if the speaker was in order, to which 
the Moderator replied, that he was in order as far 
as he could understand him.) 

With regard to the 2d charge. When he read 
this charge, he was amazed at Dr. Junkin! He 
thought of the microscope which had lately been 
exhibited thronghont the country, which magni, 
fied objects five-millions of times above their na- 
tural sine, the wing of the smallest in- 
sect larger than Dr. Junkin’s arm. (Great laugh- 
ter.) Dr. Junkin must have been looking through 
this microscope when he penned the 2d charge. 

With regard to the 10th. He was more amazed 
at this, than at any other of the charges. (Here 
Mi. F. read extracts from Mr. Barnes’ book, for 
the purpose of showing that there was no founda- 
tion for this charge.) 

The 4th and 9th charges, in his opinion, ex- 
plained each other. (npon these charges Mr. F. 
went into an argument which was utterly incom- 
prehensible. A member ingnired if they were 
bound to anderstand the speaker?) 

There was another point to which he wished 
to direct the attention of the Assembly, viz. The 
doctrine of imputation. The 5th, 6th, 7th, and 

Sth charges were all on this point. There was 
no grace in our salvation, if Dr. Junkin’s views 
of this doctrine were correct. Were Mr. Barnes 
and his brethren to be cast out for explaining this 
doctrine in a different way. The Confession of 
Faith did not teach the doctrine of representation 
as held by Dr. Junkin. Neither did the Bible, 
nor the Confession of Faith teach that Christ bore 
the penalty of the law. How could he? He did 
not suffer despair, nor remorse, nor eternal tor- 
‘ments, and these constitute a part of the proper 
penalty of the law. With regard to the extent of 
the atonement, Mr. Barnes was a limited atone- 
ment man. Mr. Barnes was the last man he 
should have thought would have been tried for 
heresy. ‘*If,’’ (said Mr. F.) ** yon condemn Mr. 
Barnes, you will have a.great work to do before 
you go home. You will have to throw overboard 
two thirds of this General Assembly! Then, sir, 
you may go home and hang your harps upon the 
willows. - The land will mourn! ‘The glory of 
America will have set! and the millenium will 
have been thrown back a thousand years!” 

Mr, VW. B. Barton, said he could bear testimo- 
ny to Mr. Barnes’ Christian deportment. He had 
been associated with him in the same Presbytery, 
(the Presbytery of Elizabethtown.) He never 
thonght Mr. Barnes departed essentially from the 
standards. It was his belief, that Mr. Barnes’ 
views in the Notes on the Romans, and his views 
expressed before the Assembly in his defence, 
did differ. He and his Presbytery thought Mr. 
Barnes ought not to have published his Notes on 
the Romans. The General Assembly of 1831, 
certaiuly did condemn his sermon on the Way of 
Salvation. He ought not to have published views 
contrary to the Contession of Faith. 

He could not vote to sustain the Complaint, be- 
cause he believed the Synod had jurisdiction in 
the case. Every evidence. necessary to the trial 
was present; and Mr. Barnes speech was in his 
pocket. He could vote to sustain the Appeal. 
Though he believed some of the charges were 
sustained ; yet as he believed the sentence, con- 
sidering all the circumstances, was too severe, 
he would vote to remove the suspension. 

Mr. J. M. Ogden, of the Presbytery of Eliza- 
bethtown, said, that by Mr. Barnes, among others, 
he had been inducted into the ministry. As he 
believed the proper steps had not been taken by 
the Synod, he was prepared to sustain the Com- 
plaint and Appeal. 

Mr. P,. A. Johnston, an Elder from Morristown, 
N. J., said, that as a member of the Assembly he 
would claim his right to make a few remarks, 
He had had the pleasure and _ satisfaction 
of being early acquainted with the Rev. Albert 
Barnes. He was a member of Mr. Barnes’ first 

congregation. ‘Though he differed in some things 
from Mr. Barnes, yet they had always lived to- 
gether on terms of intimacy and friendship. He 
belonged to the Old School, but he was not pre- 
pared to condemn all of the New School who used 
a different phraseology. ‘The blessing of the 
Lord tollowed their labours; not however, as he 
believed, on account of their peculiar doctrines. 
He proceeded to speak of the revival at Morris- 
town, under the ministry of Mr. Barnes—when 
the Moderator expressed his opinion that these 
remarks were not to the point—and Mr. Johnston 
concluded by saying, that he would sustain the 
Complaint and Appeal. 

Dr, Miller, (Dr. M. had commenced deliver- 
ing his opinion before the reporter entered the 
house in the morning.) 

He referred to the 18th chapter of Matthew, 
which certain members of the Assembly had 
contended ought to have been observed by the 
Synod in the case of Mr. Barnes. He main- 
tained that it had relation to private wrongs, and 
not to public offences, as was the’ present case. 
He illustrated his argument by the case of a 
drunkard. Supposing he should go to him, and 
converse with him upon his sin, and admonish 
him with regard to its evil tendency; and he 
should confess his sin, and weep gallons of 
tears, could he in any sense be said to have 
gained his brother? Would this wipe away the 
stain from the Church, or answer the ends of 

And 
this especially, when he had. no other security 
than his present exhibition of feeling, that he 
would not repeat the offence. | And if this was 
only a repetition of former transgressions of the 
law of temperance, for which he had already 
been admonished, it made the case still stronger. 

Another principle of secular law which had 
been adverted to was, that no man should be 
‘twice put in jeopardy ‘for the same offence. 
With regard tothe sermon on. the Way of Sal- 
vation,” it had been, condemned by the Assem- 
bly of 1831. ‘He had :been.on the Committee in 

~ 

sity of saying much in relation to the present case. 

relation to that sermon, and the course which 
had been pursued, had been taken in view of 

Mr. Barnes’ explanations. He could testify for 
one, that the Committee had hoped, that it would 
‘have induced Mr. Barnes to be more careful in 
future. But it did not preclude another process, 
even if the very same offence had been commit- 
ted. But the offence had been aggravated, as in 
the case of the repetition of drunkenness. In 
one sense it was the same offence, and in another 
it was not the same offence. Just as a man 
might be tried for murder, and escape, and being 
guilty of murder again, might be tried again upon 
a second indictment, and convicted. Would the 
fact that he had once been tried for the same of- 
fence, preclude the possibility of convicting him 
upon a second offence? Would it not rather be 
a presumption against, or at least a circumstance 
which would have some weight upon the minds 
of the jury, that he had been once beture in- 
dicted for the same, or a similar offence ? 

It had been said that this was a recent contro- 
versy in the Presbyterian Church. A_ contro- 
versy which had arisen since the Associate bre- 
thren came into the Church, some fifteen or six- 

teen years ago. Now twenty-three or twenty-four 
years ago, when he was settled as a pastor in 
New York, a similar controversy disturbed the 
Synod of New York. A minister had come to 
New York, asking to be admitted into the Pres- 
bytery; ab ut whose orthodoxy there were some 
doubts entertained, from what was deemed satis- 

factory evidence. ‘Though he had clean papers, 
yet they had taken the liberty to examine him. 
He made upon his examination disclaimers and 
explanations, which were esteemed at the time 
satisfactory. But afterwards he went away, and 
preached the very same sentiments which he had 
disclaimed before the Presbytery. He believed 
the minister to whom he referred, was from New 
England. 
As it regarded the jurisdiction of the Synod, 

there never was a clearer case to his mind, than 
that the Presbytery acted most contumacionsly. 
They must lay aside the plainest principles of 
their conatitution, before they could think other- 
wise. The Synod had jurisdiction in the case. 
The Assembly’s Second Presbytery of Philadel- 
phia was amenable to the Synod of Philadel- 
phia. Were they amenable to no body? Must 
their doings be torever hid in the dark? ‘The 
suggestion of a pious lawyer of the Presbytery 
of Lewes, he considered an unhappy sugges- 
tion—a suggestion most injurious to the Appel- 
lant. Now with regard to the doings of Synod, 
he was sorry that he was unable to express a 

favourable opinion. The Synod were placed in 
embarrassing circumstances. They had great 
provocation in the unheard of circumstances in 
which they were placed. -Yet he believed they 
ought to have referred the case to the General 
Assembly: He could not agree with his Rev'd 
brother from New York. (Dr. M’Elroy.) ‘They 
might have referred it just as it stood, without 
the records of the Presbytery, and even if their 
own records had been lost. He knew there was 
a rule which seemed to justify the Svnod in the 
course which they pursued. ‘This rule is to be 
found in Chap. 1V. Sec. 13th, of the Book of 
Discipline; and is as follows: ** The second 
citation ought always to be accompanied with a 
notice, that if the person cited do not appear at 
the time appointed, the judicatory, besides cen- 
suring him for his contumacy, will, after assign- 
ing some person to manage his defence. proceed 
to take the testimony in his case. as If he were. 
present.”” ‘he intention of this rule, was not to 
authorize the judicatory to issue the case in the 
absence of the accused, but only to take and pre- 
serve the testimony, until such time as the ac- 

cused should appear. Ue was on the Committee 
which framed this rule, and he knew that the de- 
sign was to prevent an evil disposed person from 
staving off a trial, until such time as some im- 
portant witness or witnesses, were removed out 
of the way by death. or otherwise. In such cir- 
cumstances, the judicatury were authorized to 
take and preserve the testimony; but not to pro- 
ceed to a final judgment upon the case. At the 
same time that he wave this explanation of the rule, 
he knew that he had no more right to interpret 
the rule, than any other person who had no hand 
in its formation. The Synod, in his opinion, 
ought to have stopped, when they tound that the 
accused was determined to absent himself. He 
could not sustain that part of the Complaint, 
which related to the jurisdiction of the Synod, 
for he believed that the Synod had full jurisdie- 
tion; but that the Synod proceeded unconstita- 

tionally in the circumstances, he equally be- 
lieved. 

He would now direct his attention to the doc- 
trines of Mr. Barnes’ hook. He would premise 
his remarks, by stating that his sympathies were 
with Mr. Barnes and his Church. He felt for 
them in the situation in which they were placed. 

Much had been said of the manner of sub- 
scription to the Confession of Faith. Now there 
was not one, he believed, would demand sub- 

scfiption in every minute particular contained in 
the Confession of Faith. But the mag who sub- 
scribes to the Confession of Faith must be a 
bone fide Calvinist. Now the question is, was 
the system of Mr. Barnes the Calvinistic system 
of the Confession of Faith? Were his doctrines 
in accordance with the standards? With the 
greatest desire to say, yes—he must Say, 70. 
He was not, however, prepared to say that the 
errors of Mr. Barnes were fundamental. His re- 
marks should be confined to the first edition of 
the book. ‘Fhousands of copies of this edition 
had been sold, and those who had purchased that 
edition, would not procure another copy of the 
amended edition. ‘lhe reasonableness and neces- 
sity of confining their attention to the first edi- 
tion of the work, must appear to all. The book 
was intended for Sunday-schoo!s and Bible- 
classes. It flatly contradicted, in many in- 
stances, the Catechisms and the Confession of 

Faith. If it had not been for this, the offence 
would not have been so great. ‘There was ano- 
ther thing which, in his opinion, very much ag- 
gravated the offence of Mr. Barnes. He dresses 
up the opinions of Calvinists in a ridiculous 
manner, and palms that upon the public as their 
real sentiments. For example: ‘> ‘That faith is a 
substance, &c.”” Now what‘Calvinist ever be- 
lieved that faith was a substance? With regard 
to their views on the atonement, he wholly mis- 
represents them. He speaks of “sinning by 
imputation,” as if that were a phrase ever used 
by any Calvinist. Now what he complained of 
was, that Mr. Barnes should caricature Calvin- 
ism, and thus render it adious to the young. By 
such unfair means as this, the old system which 
he Joved was rendered odious. It seemed as if 
Mr. Barnes had a grudge at Calvinism, and had 
gone out of his way to strike it under the fifth 
rib, He did not impute this design to Mr, 
Barnes, but only said that it seemed so. Dr. M. 
then went on to quote some further passages from 
Mr. Barnes’ book, showing the evidence of the 
‘misrepresentations of the doctrines of Calvinism. 
He said he felt bound to state, for it was a so- 
lemn consideration, that he had read Mr. Barnes’ 
book, with the design of finding out the real 
ground of a sinner’s justification und acceptance 
with a holy God; but he really had been unable 
to discover it. Among the many misrepreseénta- 
tions of Calvinism which were to be found in 
Mr. Barnes’ book, was the ‘following—* That 
Calvinists hold that we are personally guilty of 
Adam’s sin.” No Calvinist ever taught this! 
He knew that this opinion wes ascribed to Presi- 
dent Edwards. But it was a-complete misrepre- 
sentation of Edwards, and arose on his (Mr. B’s) 
part, from an entire want of theological accu- 
raey. Ithad been said that Mr. Barnes’ views 
agree with Jonathan Edwards, the greatest man, 
in his opinion, that ever lived; and also that he 
agrees with Bellamy and Fuller. This was a 
slander upon Edwards, a misrepresentation of 
his sentiments, and neither did Bellamy, and 
much less Fuller, agree with Mr. Barnes. 

= 

With regard to the synopsis of New-schao} 
doctrines and peculiarities which had been given 
by Dr. Skinner, he had endeavoured to take jt 
down as Dr. S. read it, and could say that there 
was nothing in his peculiarities, to whieh he 
could not agree, ag far as he recollected them, 
He could not believe that Dr, S. had givep a fair 
representation of the New-school peculiarities, 
or that Mr. Barnes’ doctrines agreed with that 
representation. For instance, look at the articte 
in relation to the imputation of Christ’s righte. 
ousness. Here Dr. M. commented ypon it, and 
then said, * but in opposition to this Mr. Barngs 
Says, ‘that he knows ano intelligible senap jn 
which the righteousness of Christ becomes ops.’ 
And yet Dr. Skinner has said, that Mr. Barnes 73 
@ fair sample of the class, not considered an yl/pa 
amongst them; and these were their peoyliarj- 
ties, from which Mr. Barnes differs on the impor» 
tant doctrine of justification through the imputed 
righteousness of Jesus Christ, toto cxlo! 
the whole, he would sustain the Complains ang 
Appeal of Mr. Barnes, so far as related to the yes 

tain the Complaint in relation to the jurisdictign 
of the Synod. But he wonld vote fop the res 
moval of the suspension, with the hope that the 
Assembly would condemn the doctrines of the 
book. They ought to da this for the henefit of 
Mr. Barnes himself. 

Mr, J. R. Castner, of the Presbytery of Newton, 
said that he would occupy the attention of the 
Assembly but a short time. Others had spokeq 
his opinion. There were three aspects to thig 
case. First, The jurisdiction of the Synod wags 
denied. They had no right to enter on the {rja}. 
It was also a question whether the Synod goujd 
try the cause, as the records of the Preskyterg 
were absent. Bpt he maintained that they had 3 
right. All the records were in the possession of 
the accuser and the accused. Jf the doctrine 
advocated by brethren were true, an accused pers 
son might always avoid a trial. He might, where 
he discovered the character of the Court, tarp on 
his heel and leave the house. ‘Thus he may tyeat 
the General Assembly, which has no better righs 
to try the Appeal of Mr. Barnes, than the Synod 
had to try the Appeal of Dr. Junkin. : 
With regard to the Charges, they were ati of 

the same kidney, and all opposed to the Confess 
sion of Faith. With respect to the severity of 
the sentence, much had been said. The errors of 
Mr. Barnes were not venial errors, they were jm=z 
portant and fundamental errors. ‘This was his 
conclusion after examining the * Notes on the Ros 
mans” again and again. ‘The sentence had beep 
procured after much agitation, and in view of the 
importance of the errors, it was not a severe Seno 
tence. 
A great deal of what had bera said yesterday, 

seemed to say, ** We throw Mr, Barnes and oyr- 
selves upon the sympathies of the Court.” Bug 
they ought to have sympathy for the bleeding 
cause of Christ and the wounds of his Chugeh. 
‘These errors were sins against the truth, Much 
had been said about adopting the system of dogs 
trine. But the adoption of the system cerainly 
implied the adoption of its parts. Upon the whole 
he could not sustaip the Complaint and Appeal. 

Mr. J. Campbell, of the same Presbytery, said, 
there were two points which demanded their ate 
tention. Ist. Had Mr. Barnes a conséitusiona} 
and fair trial? 2d. Was the sentence a just and 
righteous sentence? With regard to the first 

point. The plea of the Presbytery to the jusis- 
diction of the Synod, appeared to him altogether 
groundless. With respect to the withbolding of 
the records by the Presbytery, they had already 
perhaps been sufficiently, but most justly sepre- 
hended. He could not agree with the venerable 
father, (Dr. Miller,) that the Sygod had no sight 
to proceed in the absence of the reaords, and the 
accused, nor with his iatespretation of the rule of 
the book of Diseipline, in relation to this case. 
The interpretation was contrary to the uniyerga} 
practice of all our Church Courts. 

Prejudice and rashness had been alleged agains 
the Svnod of Philadelphia. These were wosds 
in our Janguage, and every one had a right to nse 
them on any occasion; but their applicability tq 
the Synod in this case, he could not see. The 
Synod indeed proceeded firmly to issue the cage 
which they had undertaken; for which they de- 
served the approbation of the whole Church. 

With regard to the doctrines of Mr. Barnes, he 
believed that he was a sound Presbyterian, bug it 
was in hisown way. Allow Mr. Barnes himself 
to explain the doctrines of Presbyterianism, and 
he was a sound Presbyterian. But Mr. Barnes? 
explanations differed vastly from the meaning of 
those doctrines in the Confession of Faith. After 
some additional remarks on this point, Mr. C, 
concinded by saying that he could not sustain the 
Complaint and Appeal. 

Mr. T. Stowe, of the Presbytery of Montrose 
said he would sustain Mr. Barges’ Complaint ang 
Appeal on account of the Unconstitgtionality of 
the proceedings of the Synod. When he,examin- 
ed the book of Mr. Barnes as a whole, not extraat- 
ing parts of it, but taking them in their connec- 
tion, he came to the conclusion that Mr. Barnes 
was sound in the faith, Mr. Barnes had foughg 
against personal identity, but not against Tepre- 
sentation. 
He had intended to make a long speech, but ag 

he observed that Mr. Stansbury was present tak- 
ing notes, he would hand what he had intended to 
say, to him, and have it published, for the benefit 
of the Assembly. ue 

Mr. Jessup, an Elder from the same Presbytery, 
commenced his remarks by saying that his speech 
was not written. The Assembly sat as a Court 
of error. ‘This embraced the Complaint. They 
were sitting for the purpose of correcting she 
proceedings of the Synod of Philadelphia. Js 
was his opinion that the Synod never had 
jurisdiction in the case. Where were the 
Presbytery of Philadelphia amenable, whep the 
Appeal of Dr. Junkin was taken? Were they 
amenable to the Synod «ef Philadelphia? No 
Sir, but to the Synod of Delaware.. The Assem- 
bly conld not give the Synod of Philadelphia 
jurisdiction retrospectively. Could they do this 2 
No. ‘The Assembly gave the juris¢ictien to the 
Synod of Philadelphia at and after the meeting of 
that Synod. ‘the Assembly fixed the precise 
time when the Synod should have jurisdiction, 
But it was urged that the Synod had jurisdictiag 
ex necessitate réx. But this was a false principle, 
and he dissented entirely from the argument. 
The Synad of Philadelphia erred when they as 
sumed jurisdiction. 
Again—Even if they had jurisdiction, wher 

the Presbytery refused their records, they were 
bound by the Constitution to stop. It was nat 
his opinion indeed, that they ought to have ,ze- 
ferred the case to the General Assembly for final 
judgment: but have come up to the Assembly ,to 
have the question of jurisdiction decided ; and 
then have proceeded with the ¢rial, Again. 
They had not the records, and the book of Mr. 
Barnes was pot the evidence before the Court, as 
-had been argued. ‘The document of Br. Junkin, 
which contained extracts trom Mr. B's. boak, 
was sent up here as the evidence before the Sy- 
nod. He was of the opinion that upon thig 
ground, the whole proceedings of the Syanad 
ought to be reversed. | 

What were they trying? He had been gur- 
prised to hear it said that they were nat trying a 
man, but a book! It was the trial of Albert 
Barnes for high treason against the Charch, the 
highest offence of which a minister of Christ 
could be guilty. It was a trial for heresy, and 
the design was to cast Mr. Barnes out of the 
Church. This was the design, no dopbt honest 
design, of the prosecutor in the case. It .wag 
said that Mr. Barnes could join another Charch. 
But this he cannot do. Are the censures of the 
Presbyterian Church unmeanigg things? Are 
their eensures of so Jittle account, that a.man.cap 
afterwarde,cqnnect himself with any other Church 

movaj of his suspension; but he conld nog sps-. 
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e? if in good standing? Do they not affect a 
man’s standing 

With regard to Mr. Barnes’ doctrines, he was 
no metaphysician, but be was not able to see that 
Mr. Barnes had contraticted any of the estab- 
lished doctrines of the Church. True, he does 
not agree with Dr. Junki inthe why’s and where- 
fore’s! but with regard to the facts, they were: 
agreed. Thé whole book of Mr. B. and not de- 
tached paseages ought to be considered. To take 
the pincers and tear out pieces from their nataral 
and necessary connection, and then judge of the 
whole book by these matilated extracts, was un- 
fair: He protested against such a course in rela- 
tiow to Mr. Barnes’ book. He would sustain the 
Complaint and Appeal. 

J. Stoneroad, of the Presbytery of Redstone. 
Moderator: I cannot sostain the Complaint and 
Appeal of Mr. B. because I honestly believe that 
the Synod of Philadelphia in their peculiarly 
difficult and trying circumstances. acted entirely 
accordant with the spirit of our Constitution. I 
admit, indeed, that were it not for the unheard of 
policy and unprecedented mancuvring of the 
* Affinity” Presbytery, the efter of the Constitu- 
tion would have dictated a course somewhat dif- 
ferent. But, Sir, shall the regular and salutary 

Ecclesiastical Discipline be com- 
pletely foiled by such unparalleled shuffling and 
evasion as were most manifestly practised by the 
presbytery of Mr. B. Establish this principle, 
and farewell forever to the authority and dis- 
cipline of the Church. My deliberate opinion is 
that the policy pursued, and the management 
evinced by that Presbytery, in the premises, 
would have been derogatory to the character even 
of a political caucus. Any apparent irregularity, 
therefore, in the proceedings of the Synod is 
rather to be attributed to the Presbytery than to 
Mr. Barnes: and, I am strongly inclined to the 
opinion, that the provisions of our constitution. 
fairly interpreted, would have justified the Sy- 
nod, after due citation, in suspending, for contu- 
macy, the entire Presbytery. Still, however, 
Mr. Barnes, as was his rivht, should have de- 
manded the records in hix case, and, if thea they 
had been refused, Mr. Barnes would have been 
exculpated. Bat as he did not make this de- 
mahd, evincing thereby, his acquiescence in the 
doings of his Presbytery, he is, of course, in- 
volved inthe blame. 

Again: The Synod did right in proceeding to 
jeene the Appeal. ‘I'o this they were hound by 
the Constitution; Form of Government, Chap. XI. 
Sec. 4. Moreover, all the testimony adduced by 
the prosecutor, was in the * Notes” on the Romans; 
80, also, was all the rebutting testimony adduced 
by Mr. Barnes. The charge, of course, that he 
was suspended on ex parte testimony, is illiberal 
and unfounded, and by no means accordant with 
truth. Nothing but his own positive refusal to 
submit to trial, and the contumacy of the Second 
Presbytery, occurred to give even the shadow of 
irregularity, to the entire proceedings of the 
Syood. Borider, the same conrse of argument 
which would prove the illegality of the proceed- 
inge of Synod, in the case of Mr. Barnes, would 

_ prove, also, beyond question, the unconstitntion- 
ality of its reference to the General Assem- 
bly. And had it come up by reference to this 
Assembly, the reference would, doubtless, have 
been objected to, by the friends of Mr. Barnes, as 
being entirely unconstitutional. 

Again: I cannot sustain the Appeal of Mr. 
Barnes, because, with the Princeton ‘ Reper- 
tory,”” I most honestly believe that Mr. Barnes’ 
doctrinal system is not only inconsistent with, 
but in several important features, directly at war 
with the Confession of Faith; and that, in these 
* Notes,”’ he studiously kept in view the doc- 
trines of ovr Confession and designed to assail 
them. I believe, moreover, with the Repertory, 
that this attack upon our standards, was not only 
“unnecessary and unprovoked, but violent.”’ and 
surely not to be expected of a Presbyterian 
minister; and, that the Notes on the Romans, 
contains radical departures, even from the system 
of doctrines contained in our Confession. Any 
anbiagsed and enlightened mind will, on a com- 
parison of the two systems, at once perceive the 
truth of this statement. 

The quotation from the Repertory, read by 
Mr. Barnes, was calculated, if not designed, to 
mislead: the impression, received by mang, from 
this quotation, was that the commendation ex- 
pressed in it, respected his Notes on the Ro- 
mans; which was not the fact. The Repertory, 
in that quotation, had exclusive reference to his 
Notes on the Gospels. Did not Mr. Barnes know 
this fact? 

But to glance a moment, at the doctrinal senti- 
ments of the Appellant: he maintains that all 
sin consists in voluntary action: he does not say, 
merely actual sin, but all sin. Now this lan 
guage, to say the least, scems to iuifer a denial of 
original sin; it seems to say, that none are sin- 
ners, in any sense, but those who are actually so. 
Now this is clearly opposed to the Confession 
and the Scriptures: our Catechism says ‘they 
(the posterity of Adam) sinned in him,” &c. 1 
know, indeed, Mr. Barnes sneers at this state- 
ment; with how moch consistency in one who,’ 
under all the solemnity of an oath, professed to 
receive it, ex animo, let this Assembly judge. 
The phrase * sinned in him,” does not, as has 
often been said, involve the notion of a “ perssnal 
identity” with Adam, which is, prima facie, ab- 
surd; nor does it involve a transfer of moral 
eharacter, which is equally absurd. Jt implies 
merely, that the legal obligation resting upon 
Adam, to endure the penalty of the law was, by 
‘virtue of his representative character, transferred 
4o all his posterity, previously to the possibility of 
actual sin. But sacred Scripture also declares, 
that **jadgment was by one, to condemnation,” 
and, that * judgment came upon all men to con- 
demnation,” and that, we are all ‘* by nature, the 
children of wrath.” Besides, the doctrine of 
Mr. Barnes supposes that the will alone is dis- 
ordered by the fall, which isxbeth unscriptural, 
anphilosophical, and absurd: a// the faculties of 
the mind and the dispositions of the heart, are, 
most unquestionably, perverted by sin. 

Sinful voluntary action, moreover, is an ¢ffect, 
‘and must, of course, proceed from a sinful cause; 
for “like produces like,” throughout the universe, 
and the sacred Scriptures declare that * out of 
the heart proceedeth evil thoughts,” &c. It is 
elear, therefore, that Mr. Barnes greatly errs, in 
supposing that a/l sin consists in voluntary ac- 
tion, 

Again: If faith is only an act of the mind and 
- nota principle, as Mr. Barnes teaches, it follows 

that no maa is, or can be a Christian, only while 
‘the mind is performing those acts. Of course, 
no man, according to this doctrine, can be a 
Christian, when asleep; as those positive acts of 
faith are surely not éhen performed ; nor, indeed, 
at any time, when the entire actings and energies 
of the mind are differently employed; for in- 
stance, upon any subject of investigation or in- 
tense thuoght. | 

Again: If there is any thing vital to the Cal- 
vinistic system, itis the doctrine of imputation; 
which I define to be a transfer of legal obligation. 
This is the grand basis upon which the entire 
enperstructure is reared; the very key-stone of 
the whole arch. Now the whole doctrine of im- 
putation, in its threefold character, as immemo- 
tially explained and understood, by all genuine 
Calvinisis, Mr. Barnes most unequivocally re- 
jects. The idea of impuled sin he regards as 
 jmputed nonsense,” and,.in a note appended to 
his sermon on the * Way of Salvation,” he calls 
it «a notion of modern invention.” Now every 
oné knows how frequently and explicitly this 
doétrine is taught in the Confession of Faith. 
And if there be no imputed sin, there is, of 
course, no. imputed righteousness, and econse- 
quently, no just ground of hope and salvation to 

Again: Mr. Barnes denies that Jesus Christ 
endured the penalty of the law. This is one of 
the most ominous features of his book. Now, 
Sir, I ask, if the law of God is not immutable in 
its claims? I ask, if the justice and holiness of 
the Divine government and character, have Jow- 
ered their claims to meet a deficiency of atone- 
meat? Did Jesus Christ exheust the cup of his 
Father's wrath, or did he driok but a part? Can 
God be just, in justifying sinners, when the 

claims of justice are not fully met? Assuredly 
not. In.s perfect government, can a violation of 

THE PRESB YTERIAN. 
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law, by any bility, esctpe the endurance of | 
the then Shall the lost, in hell, endure the 
full penalty of the law, while, for the elect, but a 
part of the penalty has been endured? * Wil! 
not thé Judge of all the earth do right?” Verily, 
such 2 principle as this would unhinge the sta- 
bility and impeach the justice of the Divine ad- 
ministration. Despair, remorse, and eternal suf- 
fering, are incidental, and, by no means, essential 
to the penalty of the Jaw: they arise entirely 
from the finite nature and sinfulness of man. 
But who will dare to say that the immaculate, 
eternal Son of God incarnate, could not, and did 
not, in the sufferings of thirty-three years, and by 
@ most ignominious and excruciating death, fully 
_— the penalty of the law, in behalf of his 

ople. 
Now, Sir, it is obvious, from a slight inspec- 

tion of some of tne doctrines of the * Notes,” 
(and I have had time to notice only a part) that 
the difference between the “Notes” and the 
Confession, is not a mere logomachy ; it is real 
and most momentous. There is vastly more 
than a mere difference of phrasealogy; and, 
of course, the removal! of the offensive phrasea- 
logy, if nothing more is done, would * heal but 
slightly the hurt” inflicted upon the Church by 
the publication of the ** Notes.” Indeed, Sir, it 
is obvious to all, that two conflicting systems of 
theology have heen openly avowed upon this 
floor: Mr. Barnea’ book, with all its doctrines, to 
the perfect astonishment of many in this Assein- 
bly, has been publicly and repeatedly endorsed. 

I am free to declare, Moderator, that until this 
doctrinal question is settled, collision and strife, 
with all their concomitants, must not only con- 
tinue, but increase. ‘The idea of producing a 
coalescence hetween two such aystems is, in my 
jodgment, an infinite absurdity. Every succeed- 
ing General Assembly, while this state of things 
continues, instead of throwing, as it should, an 
hallowed influence around all its deliberations, 
hecomes the signal for theological combat and 
ecclesiastical strife. Musc this unhappy state of 
things continue? Who does not see that the 
evils of an utter separation, would be small com- 
pared with those which must originate from such 
unnatural connexion. 

Even those peaceful brethren, who love to ex- 
patiate upon the meekness and gentleness of 
Christ, hecome often “fierce for moderation,” 
and exhibit on this floor the sad predominance of 
unholy passion. 

There have heen several strong appeals to onr 
sympathies, both by Mr. Barnes and his coadju- 
tors, which were strongly adapted (and perhaps 
designed) to influence the vote on the final ques- 
tion. Whatelse could have been the meaning 
of the oft-repeated statement, respecting his Sab- 
bath-school, Bible-class, the reapectability of his 
congregation, the breaking up of his plans, &c. 
&c.? All this is utterly foreign to the question 
directly before the honse; and, is donbtless de- 
signed as an ad captandum affair, and, we fear, 
with considerable effect. 

Finally, Sir, It eannot have escaped the notice 
of this house that Mr. Barnes, and those who act 
with him, have been frequently exhibited on this 
floor, and that too, by some of themselves, (“ Tell 
it not in Gath”) as concentrating nearly all the 
piety and tmninisterial diligence and usefulness in 
the Presbyterian Church. It was a wise man, 
Sir, that said ** Let another praise thee and not 
thine own lips.” Sir, when I hear such vain- 
glorions boasting, I am compelled to ask the 
question, if snch exhibitions of a Pharisaic spirit 
have not a strong ‘* Elective-affinity,” for the 
doctrinal sentiments with which they are uni- 
formly found in close connexion. But I forbear 
any forther remarks. 

THE PRESBYTERIAN. 

SATURDAY, AUGUST 6, 1836. 

REMOVAL. 
The Publication Office of the Pres- 

byterian is removed to the South- 
East Corner cf George and Seventh 
streets, a few doors above the former 
office, on the opposite side of the 
street. 

TO SUBSCRIBERS AND AGENTS. 

Subscribers who may receive their bills in the 
paper of to-day, will confer a favour by remitting 

the respective amounts due by them per Mail, at 
our risk and expense, or paying it over to any of 
the Agents, a list of whom may be found on the 
last page. All of our subscribers who are in 
arrears for the current or past years will have their 
bills forwarded to them, in their papers, in the 
course of a week or two, and we hope they will 
all see the propriety of answering them promptly. 

We hope our readers will profit by the article 
headed, Working Orthodoxy. 3 

LineraLiry.—We learn with great pleasure, 
that a few gentlemen of this city have contributed 
upwards of $3000 towards the purchase of a house 
and lot at Princeton, N. J., for Dr. John Breckin- 

ridge and family, to whom it is to be conveyed in 
fee-simple. 

While we take pleasure in recording such an 
act of munificence, we may at the same time be 
permitted to say, that there is no gentleman in the 
Church better entitled to such a tribute of friend- 
ship and affection; no one who has devoted his 
time and talents more intensely and efficiently to 
the great cause of religion than Dr. Breckinridge. 

Curious.—The majority of the late Assembly 
professed great anxiety that a full account should 
be rendered to them of the most minute transac- 
tions of the Board of Education, comprising a 
schedule of the number of beneficiaries, their 

names, places of study, amount of money received 
and expended and how expended. One of the 
leaders of the party was so full of hope in the de- 
tection of a plot, that he let the secret escape, that 
they expected on an investigation to discover that 
the money of the Boards of the Church had been 
expended in the support cf the Presbyterian! Vo- 
luntary societies which are responsible to no one, 
may and perhaps do expend their money in hiring 
electioneering agents to travel through the Church 
to muster obsequious voters for the Assembly, but 
it is not a practice of our ecclesiastical Boards. 
One thing we can assert with the most perfect 
truth, that the Presbyterian has never received 
one farthing from either of the Boards of the 
Church, not even in the way of compensation 
for advertisements. We strongly suspect how- 
ever, that the New-school men had an additional 

reason for demanding this schedule. It is to be 
presumed that many young men who receive tem- 
porary aid from the Church, while prosecuting 
their studies for the ministry, and who intend to re- 
fund whenever their circumstances will permit, 
are reluctant, from motives of delicacy, to have 
their names published to the world as beneficiaries 
af a charitable institution. Has it not therefore 
been the design of the New-school to injure the 
Board of Education and deter young men from ap- 
plying to it for aid, by proclaiming the fact, that 
their names and necessities are to be scrutinized 
at every meeting of the General Assembly? We 
think it is highly probable, especially since we 

enmity to ecclesiastical or orthodox societies is 
implacable, and that no means will be neglected to 
do them a disservice. : 

Boarps or Cuurck—The Anngal Report of | 
the Boards of Education and Missions, just pub- 
lished, afford cheering indications of their increas-, 
ing ptosperity. They are entitled to the confidence 
of the Church and they have obtained it; and we 
have but little doubt that they will soon occupy 
fully the whole Presbyterian ground, leaving the 
voluntary societies to operate among Congrega- 
tionalists, thelr own appropriate field. 

During the past year the Board of Education 
have had under their care six hundred and eight 
beneficiaries. ‘The degree of favour with which its 
operations are regarded, may be best seen in the 
amount of its receipts. From May 15, 1835, to 
May I1, 1836, Fifty Thousand and Sixty-four 

dollars have been contributed to its funds. We 
cannot refrain from copying the following para- 
graphs from the report. 

‘©The Board has been charged with being sec- 
tarian in ite character. Weare not sure whether 
we know what this charge means. ‘The Board 
views itself as the organ of the General Assem- 
bly for the education of PresByTERIAN ministers ;, 
and in the performance of the duties assigned us, 
we are not aware that in any respect we are more 
sectarian than the General Assembly itself. [t is 
true, we are unwilling to place the beneficiaries 
of the Board at institutions where other doctrines 
are tanght than those contained in our Confession 
of Faith. And if a young man is known not to 
he a Presbyterian in sentiment, we do not feel at 
liberty to educate him with the funds of the Pres- 
byterian Church. Voluntary Associations have a 
right, if they think proper, to educate men he- 
longing to other denominations of Christians, but 
surely it cannot he expected of the Board of Edu- 
cation of the General Assembly, that they should 
take this liberty. Nor have they any wish to do 
it. They helieve, as they must if they are honest 
men, that.in the Presbyterian Church the Church 
of Christ exists in its purest form, and that they | 
can hest promote the cause of Christ by building 
up that Church, As a Board they wish to be 
known as Presbyterian, and only Presbyterian ; 
and to know no party but that which maintains 
the integrity of our Standards.” 

The Board of Missions during the past year 
have employed two hundred and fifty missionaries, 
and have furnished with ministerial labour, about 

five hundred congregations and missionary dis- 
tricts, in twenty different states and territories. 

Under the care of their missionaries, two thousand 

and fifty persons have been added to the Church 
on confession and certificate ; twenty new churches 
have been formed ; fifty houses of worship erect- 
ed; three ‘hundred temperance societies, compri- 
sing thirty thousand members ; four hundred Sab- 

bath schools, employing two thousand teachers, 

and containing fifteen thousand scholars ; and two 
hundred and fifty Biblical and catechetical classes, 
with four thousand learners, have been reported ; 

and yet these reports are by no means complete. 
The receipts of the Board during the past year, 
have amounted to Thirty Thousand and Lighty- 
five Dollars ; this amount has been collected with- 
out importunity, and has flowed into the treasury 
from free and liberal hands. 

We rejoice to see the progress of these Boards 
during the few past years; their successful con- 
flict with difficulties ; their triumph over enemies ; 

and their firm establishment in the confidence and 
affection of every true Presbyterian. 

AriTrHMeTic.—As our friend of the Boston Re- 
corder calls upon us for more of our arithmetical 
proofs, we hasten to furnish them. We have re- 
cently examined the Report of the Home Mission- 
ary Society for the present year, and compared it 
with that of last year, and as the result we present 
the following: In the following states in which 
Presbyterianism is established, viz. New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Tennessee, IIli- 
nois, Indiana, Missouri, Alabama, Kentucky, Dela- 

ware, District of Columbia, Louisiana, South Caro- 

lina, Mississippi, Maryland, Georgia, Virginia, and 
North Carolina, the Home Missionary Society has 
received about $11,600 less this year than it did in 
the preceding year. This is a pleasing fact, inas- 
much as it proves that the Presbyterian Church is 
justly losing confidence in that Institution, as the 
source of most of the mischiefs which have entered 
the Church. Even New York has contributed 
$5000 less to its funds this year than the last, and 
Pennsylvania, notwithstanding all the efforts made 
to corrupt it, one half less. The same is true of 

their strong hold, Ohio, and indeed of all the other 
states above enumerated, with a few exceptions. 
And yet in the above states they pour in the same 
number of missionaries to keep Orthodoxy in 
check. 

We have another fact of importance. From 
the New England states, viz. Maine, Massachu- 

setts, Connecticut, New Hampshire, Vermont, and 

Rhode Island, the same Home Missionary Society 
has received upwards of $23,000 more this year 
than the last, while the number of their mission; 

aries in these states has been but slightly in- 
creased. This fact we say is important, inasmuch 
as it proves, what we have often asserted, that the 
Home Missionary Society is essentially a New 
England Society, and that its funds and exertions 
under New England influence, are specially em- 
ployed to corrupt the Presbyterian Church. In 
the last Assembly the vote from the interior of 
New York was almost undivided in favour of Mr. 
Barnes and against the standards of our Church, 
but this is explained by the fact that the Home 
Missionary Society has at present 183 mission- 
aries in that state. 

INTEMPERANCE IN Lonpon.—Mr. Buckingham 
ascertained that fourteen of the largest gin shops in 
London had been visited in one week by 269,437 
persons, men, women, and children! This is 
worse than the Cholera. 

INsTALLATION.—On the 19th June, the Rev. Jo- 
seph Bruce Adams, was installed Pastor of the 
Churches of Hebron and New Hope, Green 
County, Alabama. The sermon was preached by 
the Rev. William H. Williams, of Tuscaloosa. 

The constitutional questions were put, and the 

know from their own publie avowals, that their | 

charge delivered to the Minister and people by the 
venerable R. M. Cunningham, D.D. The exerci- 
ses were remarkably appropriate and excellent. 

Suppressep Report.—Our readers are already 
acquainted with the fact, that when the Report of 
the Board of Education was presented to the late 
Assembly, strong exceptions were taken to certain 
portions of it, which were eventually expunged 
through the prevailing New-school influence ; but 
they have never been informed what the exception- 
able passages were. We feel constrained to pre- 
sent to them a detailed account of the matter, as it 
furnishes a strong illustration of the spirit which 
has uniformly actuated the party which has so 
long waged war against the Institutions of our 
Church. 

The Presbyterian Education Society, which is 
a branch of the American Education Society, was 
instituted ‘and received its peculiar name, for the 
express purpose, as we have season to believe, of 

counteracting and supplanting the Board of Edu- 
cation. ‘I'he Agents of this branch, relying on its 
Presbyterian name, which was evidently the sug- 

gestion of policy, attempted to gain admission to 
Presbyterian and Orthodox Churches, representing 
their Board a3 the trne Presbyterian Organ, and ' 
actually in some instances receiving money de- 
signed for the Board of Education. We were 
careful to expose the artifice at the time, and the 

the Orthodox unavailing. 

unhappy collisions and interferences resulting 
from two Societies occupying the same ground, | 

Its chief Agent instead of | 
perceiving and acknowledging the propriety of re- ' 
with the same objects. 

tiring from the field on which he had intruded, 

proclaimed many things in prejudice of the Board 
of Education, alleging that it was disposed to per- 
petuate the strife, by refusing all terms of union. 
According to his representations, the Presbyterian 
Branch, so called, was anxious for an amicable 

adjustment of the difficulty by a union with the 
Board of Education; but the latter was so filled 

with the spirit of sectarianism as to discountenance 
and reject all friendly overtures. This represen- 
tation often repeated was producing an impression 
unfriendly to the latter Board and prejudicing it in 
public estimation. | 

At this period the Rev. Dr. Breckinridge, with 
the informal approbation of the Executive Com- 
mittee, addressed the following letter to the Rev. 
Wm. Patton, the General Agent of the Presby- 
terian Education Society. 

TO THE REV. WM. PATTON. 

Philadelphia, Office of the Board of Edneation, ‘ 
October 161th. 1835. 

Rev, and Dear Sir—1 have just learned from my 
very valuable and worthy fellow-labourer, the 
Rev. Wm. Chester, that an interesting and im- 
portant conversation was lately held between 
yourself and him, on the subject of the Union uf 
our respective Institutions, His remarks have re- 
called very vividly, an interview which I had 
with yon on board the Steam-boat, about this 
time last year, on the same weighty subject, as 
we were going to Alhany. 

It has always been a matter of deep regret to 
me, that there should be two such organizations 
in the bosom of the same Chureh, aod no man 
would hail with more hearty pleasure than my- 
self the event which, withont agitation on the 
one hand, or the surrender of radical principles on 
the other, should consolidate the interesta of edu- 
cation for the ministry in our beloved Church in- 
to one great institution, 

Such an event if wisely and righteously bronght 
about, would not fail very greatly to promote the 
peace, strength, and usefulness of the Church, as 
well as the economy and success of the Educa- | 
tion cause. 

It is not necessary here to dwell upon the an- 
happy circumstances which first led to separate 
organizations and rival action in this department 
of Christian benevolence among us. ‘The ques- 
tion proposed is, Can this state of things be brought 
to a close by re-union, and if so, how is this to be 
done ? 

You are aware that in this matter we have no 
power to act for our Board, and indeed that body 
is onty itself the servant of the General Assem- 
bly to carry certain principles and plans into opera- 
tion, not to change or compound them, 

Yet at the same time, I am fully persuaded that 
the Board is ready to recommend to the Assembly, 
and that the Assembly will be disposed to adopt 
any union which will not destroy the radical prin- 
ciples, or impair the successful operation of the 
institution committed by the Church to its care. 

There are three great points (omitting details 
and minor matters) upon which all the friends of 
the Board every where so far as their views are 
known to me, most strenuously insist as vital to 
ita trae character and proper influence. 

These are 1. Ecclesiastical Supervision. 2. The 
rejection of the system of loans under bonds, and 
pledging the return of the money by the students 
aided—and 3. The sustaining of the doctrinal 
standards of the Church. | 

As to the first, it isa part of our being. We are 
the creatures of the principle, and without it cease 
to exist as a Board, and not only our being but our 
well being is supposed to depend upon it—I go 
not into the merits of the question now. It would 
be out of place. I only state the principle and the 
importance we attach to it. 
Of the second, there ia a growing aversion to it 

every day in our Board and Church. We esteem 
‘ita dangerous and oppressive system, not in the 
intention (far from it) but in its tendency and ac- 
tual effects. | 

The third needs no explanation. 
We think that there are men in our midst who 

hold institutions among us or fast by (as the The- 
ological Seminary of New Haven) which propagate 
dangerous errors, and that itis the solemn duty of 
all Education Institutions in our Church to refuse 
to train candidates under such men and in such 
Institutions, if known to teach said or kindred 
errors, and also, that it is equally their duty to 
avow this—so that their principles and plans may 
be fully known by the whole Church. 

- These views I explained to you at some length 
in the interview referred to above; you will re- 
member also that I expressed them with frank- 
ness, before the last General Assembly, when a 
collateral question was pending before that body. 

And lL am now prepared to say that whenever 
your Society will consent to meet us or these 
grounds, my poor efforts shall not be wanting to- 
wards an amicable and entire union of the two 
Institutions. [tis also my decided opinion that 
the Board of the Church and the Church itself 
will cordially consent to such an arrangement. 

If however, your Society cannot agree on all or 
on any of these points to adopt our views, it is 
not for me to condemn her—I am free to say to 
you that on the second and especially the third—I 
am well assured that some action will soon be in- 
dispensable. I do believe that the loaning sys- 
tem cannot be sustained much longer, and that 
the position of the Church at the present crisis 
requires you to speak very explicitly on the ¢hird. 
Bul it is not for me to decide for you, I presume 
not todo so. Yet when a proposal for union is 
repeatedly and kindly made, it becomes our duty 
to our brethren as well as to our Board and our- 
selves, with great distinctness to state the grounds 
on which we suppose and desire that such an 
overture may be met. If we cannot here unite, 
each body must firinly and righteously, yet kind- 
ly, stand by ita principles and take the conse- 
quences whatever they may be. If holding these 
principles on our part, or rejecting them on yours, 
will expose us or you to the charge of hindering 
a proper union, or of seeking one that will be 
evil and unhappy, then must we be ready respec- 
tively to meet the result. 

I am sure you will appreciate my motives in 
writing this letter. It is meant to be a kird but 
frank response to recent and former overtures on 
the subject of union, and it seemed due not only 
to you but to the Church at large, as well as to 
the Board of Education. Our Agents are not un- 
frequently inquired of on this subject, and we 
have of late especially been publicly aesailed for 
the expensiveness of our Agencies, (not I am 
persuaded with the privity of your worthy Board) 
as if we sustained operations of needless extent 
and cost, and as if we a/one were responsible for 
all that seperate action of the two Boards, which 
makes the duplicate Agency necessary. With 
these explanations before your mind you will be 
prepared, as I trust you will ever be disposed, to 
state to all who ask for it the true relative posi- 
tion of our respective Institutions. 

With personal kind regards, and very sincere 
wishes for the highest good of your cause, 

I am your brother and fellow labourer, 
Joun Brecxkineiper. 

My Dear Brother—As I am alloded to in the} 
above Communication, it is proper for me to ex- 

press the views I eatertain in regard to the eenti- 
ments jt contains. 

sided, although they had long been uttering lugu- 

brious complaints of the unhappy collisions which 
had occurred between the two Societies, and with 
apparent sincerity, had professed their wish for an exposure rendered all future attempts to impose on amicable ablon, tock. no 

letter—it was to them a dead letter. They were 
afraid to commit themselves by a reply; being 
aware that a formal reply would so expose their 
anti-Presbyterian principles and designs as to pre- 

When this spurious : 

and sadly misnamed Society discovered that the : 

Churches were on their guard, and would not re- | 
ceive their Agents, it made loud complaints of the | 

were in all likelihood brought into the Church 

I do fully approve of them. 
Affectionately Yours, 

Caesten. 

Mr. Patton and the Society over which he pre- 

vent them from ever again operating within the 
Presbyterian Church. It was accordingly passed 
over in silence; while it is believed, they still 
went forth uttering their complaints against the 
implacable spirit which actuated the Board of 
Education. As the overture from this Board was 
not publicly known, while the complaints were 
spread far and wide, it was judged proper to insert 
a notice of the transaction in the Annual Report. 
Accordingly the following paragraphs were in- 
serted. 

“There are complaints heard from many re- 
specting the expense of a two-fold agency, for the 
cause of Education, within the bounds of onr 
Church, viz. the Assembly’s Board of Educa- 
tion and the Presbyterian Education Society. 
We admit that the separate and often conflicting 
action of those two institutions is matter of re- 
gret. But if our brethren believe that they have 
a right voluntarily to associate themselves to- 
gether for this benevolent purpose (and nu one 
denies their right,) it must be conceded that the 
representatives of the whole Presbyterian Church 
assembled together have an equal right to consti- 
tnte an organization for the same end. And more 
especially when they believe that their Lord re- 
quires them as a Church to teach all nations, and 
that if they leave this work to those who may 
choose to attend to it, (as it was too long left) 
they are recreant to the honour of their Master, 
the interests of his Church, and the cause of a 
dying world. Moreover we know that a large 
portion of the Church thinks with the Assembly 
in this matter, and the number is daily increas- 
ing, who prefer that the representatives of the 
Church, should have the appointment of those 
who shall be charged with the training of her 
ministers; and that they are as competent to the 
task as if they had voluntarily assembled for the 
purpose, or as any promiscuous assembly is likely 
to be. No one hag a right to complain of the 
Church doing what she believes to be her own 
work, while it is at least of doubtful expediency 
for others to attempt to take it out of her hands 
and complain because she is unwilling to give it 
up. And if they incur great expense in manag- 
ing their undertaking, must the Church bear the 
blame of it, hecause she expends money in doing 
her own work ? 

In consequence of conversations songht by the 
worthy Corresponding Secretary of the Presbyte- 
rian Education Society, with the late Corres- 
ponding Secretary and present General Agent of 
your Board, on the subject of a union of the two 
Institutions : acandid but kind letter waa address- 
by Dr. Breckinridge and Rev. Wm. Chester to 
the Rev. Wm. Patton, the Corresponding Secre- 
tary of the Presbyterian Education Society, (a 
copy of which is herewith submitted) atating the 
terms on which it was believed the General Aa- 
sembly would consent to a union of the two 
Boards. These were (omitting details). 

1. Ecclesiastical supervision. 
2. The rejection of the syatem of loans, under 

honds, and pledging the return of the money by 
the Students aided, and | 

3. The sustaining of the doctrinal standards of 
our Church. 

This letter was not formally official, yet it re- 
ceived the informal sanction of the Executive 
Committee. It was written in October laat, and 
although the Corresponding Secretary of the 
Presbyterian Education Society has been since 
waited on and an answer requested, none has yet 
been received. 

If therefore the rival action of these two Boards 
produces evil consequences to our Church, we 
trust your Board is not to be held responsible.” 

Such an exposure as this visibly disturbed the 
majority of the Assembly; one of their idols was 
in danger, and accordingly they had the whole of 
this passage expunged. The history was not 
creditable to a voluntary and anti-Presbyterian As- 
sociation, and therefore by a peculiar act of charity 
it was covered over and withheld from the Church. 

There was another passage expunged. It is 
that portion of the following statement which is 
inclosed in brackets. 

Tt is an evil under which we groan, that youn 
men are taken up by committees and recommende 
to the patronage of the Board too soon after they 
have made a profession of religion, and before there 
is time for the production of such fruit as would 
prove the tree to be good ; [and this too when 
they have been hurried into the Church under the 
influence of strong excitement. No wonder that 
a zeal which has not been kindled with fire from 
heaven should soon grow cold. The wonder is 
that those who offer strange fire before the Lord 
are not consumed with their sacrifice. Of those 
whom we have dismissed from the patronage of 
the Board, for a violation of the rules, a large por- 
tion, it is believed, are of that description.”} 

Here was 2 most timely caution, and the state- 

ment of a most veritable fact, but it was an expo- 
sure of one of the weak points of New-schoolism, 
and therefore must be suppressed. It is well 
known that Pelagianism has acquired its populari- 
ty in the Church through the eclat of religious ex- 
citements, such as have desolated the interior of 

New York, and are now desolating Vermont. 
The appeal has often been made to the pious—can 
that be false doctrine which produces such glori- 
ous revivals? And the pious, from a tender ap- 

prehension that they might speak against a work 
of the Holy Spirit, have either been cautious in 
speaking, or entirely silent, or else have approved. 
Yes, under the aspect of a heavenly zeal for souls, 
the most soul destructive errors have inundated the 
Cherch. A few years however, have wrought a 
marvellous change in this respect. These spuri- 
ous revivals have brought forth such bad results 
that they are now discredited ; it has been seen 
that the Church has materially suffered by them ; 
the wise and pious stand aloof from them, and 
they have accordingly, in a great measure, ceased. 
Pelagianism and false excitements have now be- 
come identified, and the Church is beginning to 
return to the too long neglected belief, that it is 
through the truth that the Holy Spirit revives the 
Church. It was an incumbent duty on the Board 
of Education to advert to this state of things. It 

ges. and we are greatly deceived if it has not the 
effect, of alienating the Church—the true Presby- 
terian Church—from all connexion with the irre- 
sponsible and voluntary associations which have 
brought our Zion to the verge of ruin. 

Revaxep Views or Tautu.—The Editor of the 
Charleston Observer, in an apology for the rigidly 
Orthodox, refers to the unhappy effects on truth 
produced by the vain attempt of the great Baxter 
to cement a union between truth and error, and 
quotes the following paragraphs from ‘“ Orme’s 

Life of Baxter.”’ 

“In illustration of the influence now advert- 
ed to, it must be remarked, that the first stage 
in the process of deterioration whieh took place 
among the Presbyterian Disaenters, waa generally 
characterized by the term Baxterianism ; a word 
to which it is difficult to attach a definite meaning. 
It denotes no separate sect or party, but rather a 
system of opinions on doctrinal points, verging 
towards Arminianiam, and which ultimately pase- 
ed to Arianism and Socinianiem. Even during 
Baxter’s own life. while the Presbyterians taxed 
the Independents with Antinomianiem, the latter 
retorted the charge of Socinianiam, or at least with 
a tendency towarde it, in some of the opinions 
maintained both by Baxter and others of that par- 
ty. To whatever cause it is to be attributed, it ia 
a melancholy fact, that the declension which bre 
gan even at this early period in the Presbyterian 
body, went on slowly, but surely, till from the 
most fervid orthodoxy, it finally arrived in Eng- 
land, at the frigid zone of Unitarianism.” 

** IT wish not to be understood as atating that 
Baxter either held any opinions of this deacrip- 
tion, or was conscious of a tendency in his renti- 
ments towards such a fearful consummation, bat 
that there was an injurious tendency in his man- 
ner of discussing certain important subjecta, It 
was subtle, and full of logomachy; it tended to 
unsettle, rather than to fix and determine; it gen- 
dered strife rather than godly edifying. It is not 
possible to study such books as his Methodua, and 
his Catholic Theology, without experiencing that 
we are broncht into a different region from apose- 
tolic Christianity; aregion of fierce debate and 
altercation ahout worda, and names, and opinions 3 
in which all that can he said for error ia largely 
dwelt upon, as well as what can be said for truth. 
The ambiguities of language, the divisions of 
sects; the uncertainties of human perception and 
argument, are urged, till the force of revealed 
truth is considerably weakened, and confidence in 
our own judgment of its meaning greatly impair- 
ed. Erroneous Janguage is maintained to be ca- 
pable of sound meaning, and the most Scriptural 
phrases to be capable of unscriptural interpreta- 
tion, till truth and error almost change places, 
and the mind is bewildered, confounded, and pa- 
ralyzed. In this mode of discussing such sub- 
jects, was this most excellent man led, partly by 
the natural constitution of his mind, which has 
often been adverted to; partly by his ardent de- 
sire of putting an end to the divisions of the Chris- 
tian world, and producing universal concord and 
harmony. He failed where anccess was imponsi- 
ble, however plausible might have been the 
meane which he employed. He understood the 
causes of difference and contention better than 
their remedies; hence the measures which he 
used frequently aggravated instead of curing the 
disease.’ 

CEREMONY AT THE PropaGaNDA 1N Rome.—At 
the Epiphany celebration in Rome, sermons are 
delivered in no less than thirty seven different Jan- 
guages! A recent traveller says that the En- 
glish sermon was preached by a young American 
from Philadelphia. [Probably the Rev. Pierce Con- 
nelly, a recent convert from the Episcopal to the 
Romish Church. 

RECENT PUBLICATIONS, 

The Scientific Class Book, or a familiar intro- 
duction to the principles of Physical Science, &c. 
By Walter R. Johnson. Philadelphia, 1836 ; 

Key & Biddle, 12mo. part Ist. pp. 473, part 2d. 
pp- 478. T'wo parts of this work have been publish- 
ed, and a third part is in the press. The parts pub- 
lished treat of Mechanics, Hydrostatics, Hydrau- 
lics, Pneumatics, Acoustics, Pyronomics, Optics, 

Electricity, Galvanism, Magnetism, Chemistry, 

Metallurgy, Mineralogy, Crystallography, Geolo- 
gy, Oryctology, and Meteorology. The work is on 
the basis of Mr. J. M. Moffat, and in many respects 
very superior. Mr. Johnson is too well known, to 
need any commendation from us for the manner in 
which he has thus far executed his task. 
every respect well performed, and these volumes 
are literally crowded with useful knowledge, fur- 
nishing the best manual of Physical Science we 
have ever met with. In academies they will 
prove invaluable, and the character of schools in 
general cannot be improved and elevated, until 
such works are introduced and studied. | 

Onward, or Christian Progression: By Gregory 
T. Bedell, D.D. Philadelphia, 1836; Henry 
Perkins, 18mo. pp. 101. Dr. Bedell prepared 
this little work for the press shortly before his de- 
cease, and it is a worthy parting gift of a good and 
faithful pastor. Like the other works of the same 
author, itis eminently practical and pointed, and 
brings a very important duty directly home to the 
bosom of those to whom it is direeted. 

PAMPHLETS, 

‘The Influence of Female Character ; A Sermon 
by John C. Rudd, D.D. In this discourse the 
influence of female character on domestic life, in 

regulating the affairs of society, and in encoura- 
ging and adorning the Christian faith, is duly ap- 
preciated and enforced. The author could scarcely 
have exaggerated the force of this influence. 

The Wants of the World, and the duty of the 
Church: A Sermon by Rev. Edward Dunlap Smith. 
This Sermon was preached before the Young 

an Church, New York, and contains a well exhibit- 

ed array of arguments to excite the Church to the 
great duty of evangelizing the world. 

The Eldership of the Presbyterian Church: A 
Sermon by the Rev. Thomas Smith, of Charles- 
ton, S. C. The object of this sermon is to elevate the 
character aud extend the influence of the lay-elder- 
ship of the Church, and for this purpose the 
author particularly urges the practice of the 
Church of Scotland in exacting from elders much 
more important duties than are usually felt by 
them to be obligatory in this country. The duties 
of lay-elders are just as imperative as those of 
preaching-elders, and stand next to them in im- 

is a startling fact, that in the course of the last five 

years, the Board has been compelled to strike 
from their list the names of thirty two beneficiaries 
for insubordination and other causes, who resided 

in the interior of the state af New York, and who 

through these miscalled revivals. But all allu- 
sion to such things must be suppressed, because 
their publication may affect the New-school. The 
Board has been deceived by recommendations, in 
receiving such candidates, but the Church may 

rest assured, that they will always be vigilant in 
their inquiries into the conduct of their beneficia- 
ries, and faithful in withholding aid fron them 

when they are found unworthy of the patronage of 

the Church. | | 

portance. Much, very much, especially at the 
present crisis of our Church, depends on a sound, 
intelligent, judicious, pious, and faithful eldership, 
and every exertion should be made to secure it. 

Joseph Samuel C. F. Frey, has published the 
first number of a monthly pamphlet, entitled, The 
Jewish Intelligencer. The specimen is a good one. 

Tittel’s Museum, containing the spirit of all the 
foreign Journals, is enlarged in size, and has in- 

creased claims on public patronage. As a work 
of miscellaneous literature, it is the cheapest in 
the country. 

The Southern Literary Messenger, for July, pub- 
lished in Richmond, Va., contains its usual varie- — 

ty of interesting matter. We are indebted to it 
for some curious information of the late eceentzie 

Such thea is the history of the expunged passa- John Randolph. See our fourth page. 
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