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Reported for the Presbyterian. 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY. 

Debate on the Transfer of the Western Foreign 
Missionary Society. 

The Assembly took up the order of the day 
(Thursday morping, May 26th) viz. The report 
of the committee on the transfer of the Western 
Foreign Missionary Society. It was moved to 
adopt this report; when Dr. Skinner on behalf 
of the minority of the committee, read a counter 
report, 

_ Dr, Skinner then made a few remarks in sup- 
port of his report, and read some extracts from 
printed letters on the Constitution of the Ameri- 
can Board of Commissioners for Foreign Mis- 
sions, by one of the Secretaries of the Board. 
Mr. Jessup. He considered the present subject 

ae one of vast importance. He felt it to be one 
of the most important that could come before this 
Assembly. It ought to be discussed without im- 
pugning each others motives. They differed in 
their views with regard to the best mode of con- 
ducting foreign missions; some were for con- 
dacting foreign missions by the church, according 
to ecclesiastical organization; and some dy vo- 
Juntary associations, and he confessed that he 
was one of the latter; but was open to conviction, 
if any one could show him that his views were 
erroneous. ‘The first question to be considered, 
was, whether the last General Assembly had 
power to bind the present Assembly by any acts 
of theirs. He insisted that by the constitution of 
the church the present Assembly were not bound 
by the acts of the last Assembly. The Assembly 
was a delegated body, receiving all ite powers 
from the Presbyteries ; and could not bind future 
General Assemblies. All their powers, as con- 
ferred upon them by the churches, were defined 

‘ in the constitution, and no such power as that of 
binding their successors, was to be found among 
them. The General Aesembly has no legislative 
powers, all its powers are either judicial or recom- 
mendatory. ‘Shis was the court of the last resort 
in judicial matters; but its recommendations 

_might be complied with, or not, it had no power 
to enforce; and therefore had no authority to con- 
fer upon their committee the power to ratify the 
contract of transfer with the Synod of Pittsburgh. 
He admitted that the constitution conferred upon 
the Assembly the power of sending out mission- 

« 

the first steps towards missionary operations, and 
might upon sufficient grounds refuse to go further. 
After having made a recommendation one year, 
the next year the Assembly might recall it, upon 
a manifestation of dissatisfaction by the churches. 
The last Assembly had adopted resolutions em- 
bracing principles directly contrary to resolutions 
and principles adopted by a preceding General 
Assembly. If this was correct, then this Assem- 
bly has full power to reconsider and reverse what 
had been done by the Jast Assembly. They have 
a right to inquire whether the last Assembly had 
the power t6 organize a Board of Foreign Mis- 
sions ; and if they had the power, whether it was 
expedient in the present circumstances of the 
church? He objected to the present organization 
on account of confusion which might arise in re- 
lation to the monies necessary for conducting fo- 
reign missions by the General Assembly. It 
would require another treasury, distinct from the 
treasury recognized by the charter of the Presby- 
terian Church, and not under the controul of the 
Board of Trustees of the General Assembly. 
Monies left by bequest to the treasurer of such a 
Board, would be voidin law. ‘They could hold 
no property, and none of their fiscal operatiors 
could be recognized by the laws of the land. 
Hence would arise, as he could foresee, great dif- 
ficulties and embarrassments in conducting all 
their affairs. He believed that the Assembly had 
exceeded its powers in former times, in the vast 
amount of its fiscal operations. Another reasun 
‘why the Assembly ought not at present to adopt 
the report of the committee, was the instability 
of character which the General Assembly pos- 
sessed. This body was always fluctuating; in 
one Assembly one set of men, having their pecu- 
liar opinions and plans in relation to the opera- 
tions of the church, prevailed; and in the next 
Assembly a different set of men, with entirely 
different opinions and plans prevailed ; and thus 
the greatest uncertainty attended all their delibe- 

- yations and operations. ‘There were diversities of 
views even in this General Assembly. Should 
one Assembly organize a Board of Foreign Mis- 
sions, another Assembly might dissolve it, and 
resolve no longer to conduct the work of foreign 
missions asa church. While the church remained 
in her present fluctuating state, it was not expe- 
dient to consymmate this measure by appointing 
a Board of Foreign Missions. 

The report of the committee seemed to say that 
if the majority refused to organize the proposed 
Board, it would be an infringement of the rights of 
the minority, and would cut them off from the 
performance of their duty in respect to the work 
of foreign missions. But does it follow that be- 
cause the majority choose to pursue a certain 
ourae, therefore the minority are deprived of the 
apportunity of doing their duty? It dees not be- 
come the minority to ask to rule the majority ; 
and then to say, *‘ we are deprived of our privi- 
leges, and cut off from the performance of our 
duty.” If they are overruled in this matter, it is 
from the operation of the system upon which 
they themselvee have practised. An ecclesiastical 
organization was not necessary. If there was a 
desire to organize Presbyterian Churches in 
heathen lands, then send out Presbyterian Mis- 
sionaries. But if they would have an ecclesias- 
tical organization, then the Western Foreign Mis- 
sionary Society was under the care and supervi- 
sion of the Synod of Pittsburgh. This was the 
best ecclesiastical organization in the present 
state of the church. ‘They who desire ecclesias- 
tical organization should do it by the Synods, and 
not throngh the General Assembly. It would suit 
their views, and accomplish their objects just as 
well, and would not be liable to the same objec- 
tions, as if the General Assembly shoald carry on | 
foreiga missions. ‘The ecclesiastical and temporal 
concerns of the church should always be kept se- 
parate. It was not designed by the constitution 
that the spiritual and temporal affairs of the 
church should be mixed up together. The funds 
of the church were vastly increaseu, and this ac- 
camulation of funds had a tendency to secularize 
the church. The General Assembly as such could 
not hold or control the funds of the church; all 
ower in pecuniary affairs was vested io a Board of 

prican Board to collect what they 

entirely disconnected with fiscal concerns; and 
only exercise a spiritual jurisdiction. 

He objected again to the proposed organization 
of a Board of Foreign Missions, would 
be sanctioning the principles adopted, and the de- 
signs expressed by the Synod of Philadelphia in 
one of their resolutions in relation to foreign mis- 

solved ‘that the American Board of Commis- 
sioners for Foreign Missions ought to be request- 
ed to transfer to the Board of the Assembly, when 
fully organized, all those stations in foreign lands 
at which the majority of ordained persons belong 
to the Presbyterian Church.” If these were the 
views which were to be carried into effect, when- 
ever the Assembly’s Board was organized, then 
he must object to the organization, and the 
churches would soon regret that it had ever been 
put into operation. He begged leave in conclu- 
sion to say, that he accorded to the brethren on 
the other side the earnest desire of enlisting the 
energies of the whole church io the work of for- 
eign missions. ‘They believed that there were 
those who would contribute under an ecclesiastical 
organization, who would give nothing to the 
American Board. But he put it to the brethren, 
whether it was expedient to commit their cause, 
the missionary interest, to be conducted by a 
body liable to so great fluctuations as the Gene- 
ral Assembly had manifested for some years 
past. 

Dr. Miller.—He did not deny that the whole 
Subject was open for discussion a thigAssembly, 
and for their adoption. The articles of agree- 
ment would not be in force until they were adopt- 
ed by the present Assembly. Whether the As- 
sembly would now adopt the Report of the Com- 
mittee, and agree to the transfer, was now the 
subject under discussion. (Here Dr. M. was in- 
terrupted by a member who made an explanation 
in relation to the word ‘* adoption,”’ as used in the 
Report, which, as he stated, referred to adoption 
by the Synod, and not by the General Assembly.) 
Dr. Miller requested the reading of the paper re- 
ferred to, and then resumed.—I admit that I was 
mistaken in supposing that the whole subject of 
the transfer was open to the discussion and adop- 
tion of this Assembly. The Committee of the 
last Assembly had been clothed with plenary 
owers to ratify the contract with the Synod of 
ittsburgh, provided that Synod should accede to 

the terms of the Assembly, through its Commit- 
tee. The reasoning therefore of the members of 
the Committee, of which Dr. Phillips was the 
the chairman, whose report is now under conside- 
ration, was, in his opinion, conclusive. He had 
the honour of belonging to many voluntary asso- 
ciations, and among others to the American Board, 
yet he believed that the Church ought to engage 
in her distinctive capacity in the work of Foreign 
Missions. lt was her duty to maintain in her 
own bosom the truth of the Gospel, and send the 
Gospel throughout all the earth in her organized 
capacity. On her lay the solemn responsibility 
of obeying the Saviour’s command, “ Go ye into 
all the world, &c.””> The Church was bound by 
her duty to her Head, to engage in the missionary 
work. He would not call in question the right to 
organize voluntary associations for this purpose, 
yet that it was the duty of the church to superin- 
tend and conduct Foreign Missions, he was most 
fully convinced. He agreed with those who de- 
sired to see the Presbyterian church in her dis- 
linctive capacity engaged in the Foreign Mission- 
ary enterprise. Men whose talents and piety he 
respected, were opposed to ecclesiastical organi- 
zations for the purpose of conducting Foreign 
Missions. They would have what they call a 
sectarian spirit excluded from this cause. If by 
the sectarian spirit was meant that narrow and 

aries ; but this implied also the power to recall | contracted and bigoted spirit, which sees no good 
them, if it saw fit. The Assembly might take | out of the Presbyterian church, and no evil in it; 

which prefers a bad Presbyterian, to a good Epis- 
copalian, Methodist, or Baptist, he repudiated 
from the bottom of his heart such a spirit as this. 
But if was meant the denominational spirit, it was 
a spirit, without which, he apprehended, it would 
be impossible to get along. What! must the 
churches in heathen lands assume no form at all, 
because to organize them according to any form, 
would be manifesting a sectarian spirit! Would 
it be manifesting a sectarian spirit for those Mis- 
sionaries who were brought up Presbyterians, and 
who believed Presbyterianism to be the form of go- 
vernment which was most Apostolical, and best 
calculated to promote the prosperity of the church, 
to organize churches on the Presbyterian plan? 
Or must they, to show that they are not of a sec- 
tarian spirit, organize churches on a plan which 
they did not believe to be Scriptural? The very 
mentioning of this, wae its refutation, and 
showed how utterly impossible it would be for 
the brethren to get along on their own principles, 
and without practising upon the denominational 
spirit; unless they would give the heathen churches 
no forin at all, or mix up every differentform. How 
much better for Presbyterians to organize churches 
on their own plan, and others according to their own 
convictions of what was Scriptural. He honour- 
ed the congregational brethren for organizing 
churches on their own principles. It was con- 
sistent and proper, and in accordance with com- 
mon sense. Asamember of the American Board, 
he had always admired the wisdom with which 
it was conducted, and especially the plan which 
they pursued in the organization of churches in 
heathen Jands. The majority of Missionaries at 
each station, decided the form in. which the 
churches should be organized. Without some 
such arrangement as this, it would be impossible 
for the Missionaries to get on; but with this ar- 
Tangement there never had arisen any difficulty 
or embarrassment, so far as he knew. It had 
been said that if you organize this Board of For- 
eign Missions, collisions between it and the Ame- 
rican Board will be the consequence, and divisions 
and contentions will be perpetuated in the church. 
But by adopting the plan proposed, you will take 
the most effectual measures to prevent collision, 
and arrest contention. ‘There are those who are 
holding back their contributions, because they 
have not such an organization as this which is 
contemplated. Give them the organization which 
they desire, and you will soothe and gratify their 
feelings, and you will hear no more hard words, 
or unkind insinuations against the American 
Board. You will take away all occasion of 
jealousy, and all pretext for unkind reflections. 
Give them a Board of their own, through which 
to pour the streams of their liberality, and there 
would be no occasion for collision. Mr. Mode- 
rator, (said Dr. M.) I speak that which I do know, 
and testify that which I have seen. ‘The Presby- 
tery of New Brunswick are divided on this sub- 
ject. Some of their churches refuse to give any 
thing to Foreign Missions until a Presbyterian 
Board is organized. Some few send their con- 
tributions to the Western Foreign Missionary 
Society. Others are giving to the American Board, 
only because there is no Presbyterian organiza- 
tion. It might be proper to state that Princeton 
congregation, with which he was in some mea- 
sure connected, sent all their contributions to the 
American Board. Would brethren say to these 
persons who desired a Presbyterian organization 
‘** keep your money or send it to the American 
Board, for you shal! not be gratified in obtaining 
such a Board as you desire.” He hoped no such 
spirit would prevail, and trusted that this General 
Assembly would not countenance it. 

As we open our doors to the agents of the Ame- 
lease, and as 

he believed that this was right, ya ought to con- 
tinue, and if he were a pastor would admit them 
into his church, why refuse to other brethren who 
thought differently, a Board of their own. If this 
spirit were to prevail in the organization of this 
Board there need be, there would be no collisions. 
There was nothing in the plan calculated to pro- 
mote collision, and he did hope that they would 
have a unanimous vote on this subject. As there 
was nothing of a sectarian spirit in this measure, 

stees, and the General Assembly-ought to be, only a laudable desire tb see our own church en- 

sjons, at their last meeting. The Synod had re- 

ged asa church in the work of Missions, he 
id hope there would be no opposition. 
It had been said that there was a contract or 

pledge between the General Assembly and the 
American Board, by which the Assembly is bound 
not to engage in her organized capacity in the 
work of Foreign Missions. He disclaimed and 
repudiated the idea of any such contract or pledge 
between the General Assembly and the Board of 
Commissioners for Foreign Missions. There never 
was such a pledge given, and the American 
Board did not consider nor hold the General As- 
sembly as pledged never to engage under an 
ecclesiastical organization in the great Missionary 
enterprise. He had the honour of belonging to 
that Board, and was attached most affectionately 
to it. He had promoted its interest, and intended 
still to do so. But this organization would not 
diminish the resources of the American Board. 
It would only open up achannel to those mem- 
bers of the Presbyterian church, who now contri- 
buted little or nothing to that Board. 

Reference had been made to the resolutions of 
the Synod of Philadelphia at their late sessions 
in York, on the subject of Foreign Missions. It 
did not become him to pass a sentence upon the 
proceedings of the Synod of Philadelphia on this 
subject. He could only say that had he been 
a member of that Synod, he would have voted in 
the negative on this resolution. He regretted 
this resolution. Were he to attend a meeting of 
the American Board, and such a proposal should 
be presented to them, he would most decidedly 
vote in the negative. The brother, who pre- 
ceded him, had referred to the fluctuating state to 
the General Assembly; as rendering it an unsafe 
depository of Missionary operations. He felt the 
force of his remarks. If party spirit was to pre- 
vail in this or any future General Assembly in 
relation to this matter, then the General Assembly 
might be an unsafe depository. But he had con- 
fidence in his brethren that they would act in this 
matter in the spirit of accommodation. He hoped 
the Board would originate and be carried on in 
this spirit, and this measure would terminate all 
the unhappy collisions throughout the Presbyte- 
rian church. 

Dr, Peters said he felt some embarrassment in 
addressing the house on this subject, on account 
of the attitude in which he was placed by the re- 
port of the Committee. The Committee, in their 
report, expressed their astonishment, that, in the 
nineteenth century, there should be found those 
who, were so bigoted, that they would discourage 
and arrest all missionary operations which were 
not conducted in théir own way, and “ who seem- 
ed to say to all, unless you belong to our party, 
you shall not publish the glad tidings of salvation 
through a crucified Redeemer to a dying world.” 
‘- Now, Sir, (said Dr. P.) 1 live in the nineteenth | 
century, and I occupy that ground. I rejoice 
that Ido live in the nineteenth century, and be- 
hold scenes which prophets and kings desired to 
see, yet died without the sight. I fear lest my 
motives and feelings should be mistaken. I am 
associated with missionary operations, and could 
wish to spend my life in the cause of missions. 
My experience leads me to prefer the voluntary 
plan, but I have no wish to control or interfere 
with the preferences and operations of others. I 
am a friend to missions in every form, provided 
they are efficient, and would not call down fire 
from heaven, to consume those who cast out 
devils, because they follow not after my way.” If 
the General Assembly would be unanimous in 
this matter, he would not oppose it. But if there 
be no such unanimity, and one half only are in 
favour of ecclesiastical organization, and the other 
half opposed to it, then let us not vex the Church 
with this question. It was said that itis a volun- 
tary thing, and that those who were opposed to 
ecclesiastical organization, would be under no 
constraint to contribute to the Board when organ- 
ized. It was voluntary to some, to those who 
preferred this mode of conducting missions, but 
it was involuntary to those who were opposed to 
ecclesiastical organization, and preferred another 
mode of conducting missions. 

It was said that it would not interfere with any 
similar organizations. He granted this; but it 
would interfere with other organizations which 
were not similar; it would interfere with those 
which were formed on the voluntary plan. ‘There 
would be collision between it and the American 
Board, and it would be impossible to prevent it. 
He had many objections to the organization pro- 
posed. In the first place he objected to the mea- 
sure, because he did not believe that the General 
Assembly had the power to make such an ar- 
rangement. He accorded with the legal view of 
the subject, which had been taken by his brother 
Jessup. More than this, he accorded with the 
Pittsburgh Convention, that all authority origi- 
nates in the Presbyteties. He did not believe 
that this was good authority, but he used it to the 
Chairman of the Committee, (Dr. Phillips) as an 
argumentum ad hominem, and the Assembly could 
not consummate this arrangement, until it is sent 
down to the Presbyteries, and their consent was 
obtained. It must therefore be sent down to the 
Presbyteries as an overture, and obtain their; 
sanction, before the General Assembly could or- 
ganize a Board of Foreign Missions. This was 
his firm conviction. 

His second objection to the organization and 
transfer proposed was, that he had unqualified 
confidence in the American Board. ‘They had 
served the churches well and faithfully, as pio- 
neers in the missionary enterprize. They were 
increasing yearly in public esteem and confidence, 
until we Presbyterians, individuals and Presbyte- 
ries, Suggested doubts. He had still unbounded 
confidence in the American Board, and if others 
had not, let them say so by giving their contribu- 
tions tothe Western Foreign Missionary Society. 
This will be the proper way of calculating the 
preferences of the churches. They who prefer 
ecclesiastical organization will support the West- 
ern Foreign Missionary Society, and others will 
be free to follow their own plans, and not be 
bound by an act of the whole body. 

In the third place, he objected to the transfer, 
because the General Assembly was ill-constructed 
for conducting Foreign Missions. He remem- 
bered, that in the Assembly of 1828, the father 
who had just preceded him (Dr. Miller) had said, 
that he could hardly conceive of a body so ill-con- 
strncted for this work. The General Assembly 
is a body which is always changing; it is com- 
posed of different men every year, who, from the 
necessity of the case, know nothing from expe- 
rience of the course of missionary operations. 
But voluntary societies were always the same, 
their Boards composed of the same men, and 
every year were profiting from the experience of 
the preceding year. 

_ In the fourth place he objected to the organiza- 
tion of a Foreign Missionary Society, under the 
care and supervision of the General Assembly, 
because experience was against the organization. 
It was said there would be no collision. When 
the Assembly’s Board of Domestic Missions was 
re-organized, the same thing had been said. Only 
let it be put into operation, and there would be no 
collision between it and the Home Missionary So- 
ciety. But what had been the result? At first, 
indeed, it had been spoken of by the Assembly 
with some kindness; but there soon appeared 
some degree of reluctance in recommending it to 
the patronage of the churches; until it was 
thought by many improper to name that Society 
at all in the report on the state of religion; and 
the last Assembly very gravely resolved, not- 
withstanding all their regrets that the Home Mis- 
Sionary Society existed in their bounds, yet it 
was not expedient to prohibit it. [Here the Mo- 
derator pronounced Dr. P. to be out of order.] 
Dr. P. continued. The Home Missionary Socie- 
ty was not even named; a Society supporting 
seven hundred missionaries, the great majority of 
whom are Presbyterians, because it is not after 

will be no collision. If the Agents of the two 
Boards were angels, there would be collision be- 
tween Societies occupying the same ground, and 
pursuing the same objects. There will be two 
setts of Agents always coming to the churchea, 
and presenting the claims of their respective So- 
cieties. The people will begin to inquire, ** Why 
this unnecessary expense? Why two setts of 
Agencies to accomplish the work which ove could 
perform?” Inquiries will be made in reference 
to these agencies, and elders, in place of giving 
to the cause, will be foand disputing whether ec- 
clesiastical or voluntary organizations were the 
best modes of conducting foreign missions. He 
spoke from experience, and from facts which 
were known to all who heard him. He would 
blame no man, but stated facts which went far in 
determining his mind to vote against the proposed 
organization. | 
A fifth reason why he could not sanction the 

proposed measure were the articles of agreement 
between the General Assembly and the American 
Board, which stood in the way. He held in his 
hand a document containing the terms of union 
with the United Foreign Missionary Society ; and 
also a pamphlet published in 1826, showing why 
the American Board should be’considered a na- 
tional institution. These stipulations were rati- 
fied by the highest judicatories of the Presbyte- 
rian and Reformed Dutch Churches; and among 
other consequences, was the giving up of the peri- 
odical of the United Foreign Missionary Society, 
and the substitution of that of the American 
Board. One reason assigned for the union of the 
the two Boards, is, that the American Board is 
unlimited -in its operations, and by the union 
there would be a great saving of time and expense. 
And cannot every one recognise the justness of 
this reason, and the folly of having two sets of 
agencies, and a double chartering of ships, in 
which to carry out the missionaries! Another 
yeason given is, that there was no necessity for 
the distinct operation of the two Boards. And 
there can be no such necessity, when the Ameri- 
can Board permit the missionaries who go out 
under their patrénage, to form churches in hea- 
then lands, in the mode which they shall prefer. 
The union on these principles, and for these rea- 
sons, was hailed with joy by all the Churches. 
We are told in the report of the committee, 
that a large number of our members are Pres- 
byterians from preference. ‘To this he ob- 
jeeted. All are Presbyterians from preference 
He was himself a Presbyterian from prfefer- 
ence, and in opposing this organization, he 
stood on Presbyterian ground. It was the glory 
of the Presbyterian Church, that she was libe- 
ral in her principles. Members of other evan- 
yelical Churches partook in her communion, 
and she had nothing exclusive in her constitution ; 
and he objected to every thing exclusive in the 
great work of Foreign Missions. ‘The missionary 
spirit looked far beyond this exclusive spirit ; and 
he rejoiced that he Jived in an age, when a mighty 
stream had set in upon the Churches, and was 
mingling into one, the hearts of the children of 
God. And who can, who would roll back this 
stream? This spirit had originated with a few 
young men near Williams College, Massachuo- 
setts, who gave theinselves to the missionary 
work. ‘They did not so much as think of the 
form which Christianity might assume in heathen 
lands. They only aimed to arouse the Churches 
to the missionary work; and they succeded, and 
we have planted our Churches in heathen lands. 
The same spirit gave rise to the institutior, over 
which he presides, which had its seven hundred 
missionaries in all parts of the land, and seventeen 
in France, under the direction of the French Mis- 
sionary Society. This institution had not only 
passed over all sectarian boundaries, but it had 
passed over the ocean, in the true spirit of mis- 
sions. If our brethren desire a sectarian organ- 
ization, we have no objections to give it to them, 
but we will not allow it to act in the name, and 
by the authority of the General Assembly, when 
more than one half uf the members are opposed to 
it, and are unwilling to be circumscribed by such 
organization. We wish to unite with all other 
denominations in the conversion of the world. But 
the condition in the agreement with the Synod of 
Pittsburgh, by which we are bound never to 
alienate the Society, should we desire it, is parti- 
culary objectionable. Must the Church be bound 
for ages and generations, and must the Board 
always assume a sectarian form ? He was unwil- 
ling thus to bind the Church for ever to this eccle- 
siastical organization, and especially when he and 
a majority oftheAssembly, preferred another mode 
of conducting missions. He trusted many who 
preferred ecclesiastical organization,would see the 
inexpediency of pressing it upon their brethren. 
At the conclusion of his remarks, Dr. P. moved 
to postpone the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee, for the purpose of taking up the report of 
the minority. 

Mr. W. L. Breckinridge. He commenced by 
stating that he had not hitherto occupied much of 
the time of the house, nor was it his design to do 
so either now, or on any future occasion. He 
left home with the expectation that the General 
}Assembly would be full, and that many of its 
members would desire to address the body. He 
had not been disappointed in either particular— 
and hence it was his wish to consume very little 
time in what he had to say, especially, as.he re- 
membered that there were on this floor about 150 
ministers; and that every week spent here is 
equal to nearly three years of the ministerial la- 
bour of one man. But he must beg the indulgence 
of the Assembly, while he expressed his views as 
briefly as may be on this subject. The first point 
to which he would call attention, was, the solemn 
compact into which the last Assembly, by their 
authorized Committee, entered with the Synod of 
Pittsburgh. It was indisputable that the last As- 
sembly appointed a committee to confer with the 
Synod of Pittsburgh on the subject of a transfer 
of the supervision of the Western foreign Mission- 
ary Society to the General Assembly, authorised, 
if they should approve of the said transfer, to ra- 
tify and confirm the same. It was, then, a ques- 
tion of good faith. It is not, was the last Assem- 
bly wise and discreet ; or was that Assembly pre- 
mature in its action on this subject? The ques- 
tion is, did the Assembly empower a committee 
of their own body to make a certain compact, and 
did they make it? lt was unquestionable that 
they did, and now a violation of this plighted 
faith, of this solemn compact, will stamp with 
dishonour those who make—will be such unfaith- 
fulness to obligations, as the world would be 
ashamed of! ‘Ihe argument needed not to be 
pressed—it was enough to make it. Again, he 
reminded the Assembly, that this breach of faith 
which was urged upon them would materially 
embarrass the missionaries who had been sent out 
by the Western Foreign Missionary Society. 
The Synod of Pittsburgh has transferred the 

duties aud interests of that Society to this Assem- 
bly, and as he understood the state of the fact, no 
provision has been made for conducting its busi- 
ness, longer than till the presenttime. A delibe- 
rate violation of a solemn agreement, is an act so 
unparalleled among Christian men. that the Synod 
did not anticipate it, and, as he understood, had 
made no provision for it. It was obvious at a 
glance, that if these were the facts of the case, 
very great inconvenience and embarrassment must 
ensue, if not a total abandonment of some of the 
missionary stations, and the loss of public confi- 

| dence in the enterprise. | 
Why Moderator, (said Mr. B.) wil] the mem- 

bers of this Assembly consent to starve out our 
beloved brethren, who have gone to preach the 
Gospel to the heathen. He wished these ideas to 
be kept distinctly before the minds of the mem- 
bers of this body, although it was needless to de- 
tain them to enlarge opon them. Again. Multi- 
tudes of our people, embracing a large portion. of 
the zeal, and piety, and wealth of the Presbyte- 
rian Church, are firmly of opinion, that it is the 

the pattern approved by the Pittsburgh Conven- 
tion. We are told pow, as at that time, there 

imperative duty of the Church, as such, in its 
distinctive character, to carry the glorious Gospel 

| delegate to another body powers which the dele- 

of the Son of God to all nations. We may waive | 
all discussion of this principle itself. It is enough 
for us to know that very many members of our 
denomination, hold this sentiment, and are consci- 
entious and immoveable in it. Does not justice, 
does not charity, does not good policy require that 
these persons should be gratified, and such facili- 
ties be afforded, as will enable them to send their 
contributions to this sacred cause in the way 
which they prefer? He put it to the conscience 
of his brethren, would not more be done in eliciting 
the energies of our people, by the scheme propos- 
ed, than by any attempt to unite the whole Church 
upon any existing Board? However much we 
venerate the Board at Boston, we do many of us 
prefer an organization more ecclesiastical and 
more perfectly Presbyterian. ‘That noble Board 
with all about it that we admire, does nag meet 
our views precisely. According to the recent 
statement of one of its Secretaries, it is as much 
Presbyterian as it is Congregational or Dutch 
Reformed, and no more. Sir, said Mr. B., we 
wish the opportunity of acting through a Board 
that is more Presbyterian than any thing else. Is 
it not perfectly clear, apart from the obligatory 
duty in the case, that more will be done to enlist 
the resources of the church, by carrying out this 
transfer, than by any other plan? And we may 
well be urgent with our brethren, since they ac- 
knowledge that they have no conscientious scru- 
ples on this subject; while we can be satisfied 
with nothing Jess than the distinctive action of 
the church. It has been intimated, it should ra- 
ther be said, threatened by a good brother (Dr. 
Peters) that those with whom he acts wield a 
decided majority in this house, and if we urge 
them to prosecute this arrangement, they will fill 
the Board with men of their own stamp—that 
even if they get the organization, they will keep 
the controul of it on their side. Ido not know, 
sir, (said Mr. B.) on what this confident assertion 
of a majority is founded. It seems to me a 
perfectly gratuitous assumption. There has been 
no vote testing the relative strength of the parties 
in this house, except that which excluded the wor- 
thy brother from the chair. But be it so, sup- 
pose the brother has the majority, it does not 
affect thie question. We can as cheerfully trust 
such an Assembly, ae he supposes this to be, 
with the choice and controul of a Foreign Mission- 
ary Board, as of our Domestic Missionary and 
Education Board. Let us all go together. In 
my region we say, “in for a penny ino for a 
pound,” and so we say now. 

Once more, and he had done. This arrange- 
ment ought to be consummated, because, the in- 
fluence which resists it, is a foreign influence— 
hostile to ou. inatitations, and subversive, not 
only of their purity, but of their existence. Here 
is one of the tcauces of all our troubles and 
dissensions. is influence entered our church 
when we were a ful and united body, and 
now behold the distractions thai it has produced ! 
It ought to be resisted ; and if under its pressure 
we are at last to be destroyed, let us still man- 
fully contest every inch of ground, and fall in the 
very last ditch. And that if this foreign influence 
be not resisted, we will as a church, be utterly 
destroyed, was perfectly clear to his mind. ‘The 
spirit which to-day opposes this missionary ac- 
tion by the General Assembly is precisely that 
which is making the Presbyterian Church sub- 
servient to the Home Missionary, and the (so 
called) Presbyterian Education Society. And here 
in illustration of this position, let me state to this 
Assembly a startling fact. Some 18 months ago 
I heard an Agent of the Home Missionary Soci- 
ety in the West, state—(here Mr. B. was check- 
ed by the Moderator, who pronounced this allu- 
sion to the Home Missionary Society to be out of 
order.) Mr. B. resumed—I beg pardon, sir, I 
thought I was but following the example of the 
brethren in allading to that society, over whose 
operations he presides with so great ability. But 
} forbear. The simple design was to illustrate 
the danger to our church from this foreign influ- 
ence ; and thus to exhort my brethren to resist it 
here to-day, though we may already be driven 
to the verge of the very last ditch. 

But you will permit me in conclusion to notice 
two arguments of the brother (Dr. Peters) firat,— 
that no organization can be worse fitted for wield- 
ing the foreign missionary enterprise, than the 
General Assembly itself; and in suppert of this 
opinion, he has quoted, what is with me very 
high authority, (Dr. Miller,) 1 know not how 
justly. But by whomsoever held, I must dissent 
from such a position. It seems to me to say, 
that, that ecclesiastical organization, which we 
all believe the nearest to the Scriptural model, is 
the least fitted of all organizations to accomplish 
the Savionr’s great object in establishing a church 
onearth. I believe that it is ourduty to carry the 
everlasting Gospel to earth’s remotest bounds ; 
and one reason why Iam a member of the Presbyte- 
rian Church, is, that in my judgment, its constitu- 
tion of doctrine and order is the best of all others 
adapted to fulfil the Saviour’s last command. I 
see not how any man can be willing to remain in 
a church, which he thinks the least of all others 
adapted to do the Master’s work. Secondly — 
the brother urges that by concentrating our efforts 
upon the Boston Board, and declining the trans- 
fer, there will be a great saving of expense. This 
gain proves too much for his purpose. He has 
given us with great force, the argumentum ad ho- 
ininem, upon another point. Let me turn it upon 
the able Secretary of the Home Missionary So- 
ciety, how great will be the saving of expense if 
he will relinquish his separate organization and 
bring all his operations under the control of the 
Board of Missions of his own church.” 

Mr, Wisner commenced his remarks by stating 
that he was a young man, and on that account as 
well as others, was not in the habit of taking up 
much of the time of the Assembly. He thought 
it a duty which he owed to his Presbytery which 
had sent him here, to give the reasons of his vote. 
He was opposed to the transfer, and in favour of 
the motion for postpunement.. ‘The position taken 
in the report of the committee, was as untenable 
as the Burman notions of astronomy. ‘his posi- 
tion was, that the Assembly had power to ap- 
point a committee to do their business, after the 
dissolution of the Assembly. He could show the 
fallacy of this in three propositions. 

1. ‘The Assembly does not adjourn, but dis- 
solve. ‘The Assembly was formed by commis- 
sioners from the Presbyteries, who had power to 
transact business only during the one session of 
that body, and then returned and gave an account 
of their proceedings to the Presbyteries which 
they represented. From this it was evident that 
the Assembly did not adjourn, but dissolve. 

2. This was further evident from the fact, that 
no special meeting of the General Assembly could 
be called. If any special meeting should be re- 
quired, meetings of Presbyteries wast be called, 
and new delegates must be appointed, and an en- 
tirely new Assembly would be formed. A brother 
on the other side had acknowledged this last year, 
and the inference which he drew from it, was, 
that one Assembly was not bound by the acts of 
another; and it was true, though he could per- 
ceive no more connection between the premises 
and the conclusion, than between the textand the 
sermon upon which Dean Swift remarked, that if 
the text had the small pox, the sermon would not 
have caught it. | 

In the 3d place, it was evident that the Assem- 
bly could not confer power upon their cosnmittee 
to act after their dissolution, because the Assem- 
bly itself had no power to act, and no body could 

gators themselves could not exercise. For the 
purpose of illustration, suppose the Legislatures 
of Pennsylvania and Ohio should appoint him a 
commissioner to construct a canal from this place 
to a given point in the state of Ohio, provided it 
should be compleated within ten years. Now it 
was evident that he had no power to make con- 
tracts with an Agent under him, whose powers 
should continue eleveu years. In ten years his 

the powers of his agent. For he could not confer 
— or extend contracts beyond the time which 
imited his own powers, and terminated his own 
contract. This principle was acknowledged by 
all national and state: Legislatures. Congress 
recognised this principle. Mr. Cambreleng 
could not report the compromise in relation to 
the fortification bill, because the body which 
had appointed him, was defunct, before he re- 
turned from the committee of conference. The 
Same principles applied to the Assembly. After 
its dissolution, the powers of the committee were 
at an end, and they had no longer power to act. 
The Assembly might have appointed a committee 
to ratify the contract with the Synod of Pitts- 
oe during its sessions, but not after its disso- 
ution. 
(Mr. W. here said something about its bei 

the chief business of the Assembly at thin 
hang or burn heretics, when the Moderator called 
him to order.) Mr. W. resumed—Suppose we 
should not have time to finish the business of the 
Assembly, and had not confidence that the next 
General Assembly would be of the same character 
as this, and should appoint a committee to finish 
up what remained, alter the Assembly had dis- 
solved; and ,then saddle their doings upon the 
next General Assembly? ‘This would be impu- 
tation with a vengeance! These considerations 
convinced him that the position taken in the re- 
port of the committee was untenable. 

He was opposed to the ratification of the trans 
fer—jirst, because there was no necessity for the 
organization of another Foreign Missionary Asso- 
ciation. A Foreign Missionary Society already 
existed, which could expend all the money, and 
employ all the men which the Church could find. 
This institution was catholic in its spirit, and 
was greatly to be preferred to an organization 
which would be exclusive and sectarian in its 
operations. 

In the second place, he was opposed to the orga- 
nization proposed, because the General Assembly 
was under a pledge to the Ameriean Board not to 
form such a society. ‘I'his was denied, but the 
friends of the Board, with whom he had con- 
versed, thought the Assembly under such obliga- 
tion. But would it be said, that they were not 
forming a society, but only taking one under their’ 
supervision, which was already formed? ‘This did 
not alter the case, but was like the conduct of 
Paddy, who being under an oath not to drink grog 
for a year, took his grog and made flip of it. 

Again, he was opposed to the organization of 
this Board, because he feared that this Board, 
like some others, might make use of its reports to 
chastise some of those who differed from them in 
opinion. Mr. W. here took occasion to denounce 
a sectarian and exclusive spirit. It had been the 
glory of the Presbyterian Church that she had 
heretofore acted in a catholic spirit. Episcopa- 
lians, Methodists, and Baptists, had been permit- 
ted by God to act in this sectarian and exclusive 
spirit, that Presbyterians might have an opportu- 
nity of marching under a catholic and national 
flag. At Jeast such had been the spirit of the 
Presbyterian Church, until these sectarian socie- 
ries had arisen under the patronage of those who 
could operate in no other way. He could not en- 
dure the sectarian spirit of some in the Presbyte- 
rian Church, who, he suppoeed, would ere jong 
be for altering the word *+ Liberty’? upon the na- 
tional coin, and substituting * Presbyterianism /” 
Or should this spirit exist in the days of the mil- 
lenium, (but it would not) there would be some 
who would efface from the bells on the horses, 
and from the pots used for culinary purposes, 
the inscription * Holiness to the Lord,” and sub- 
stitute the beloved motto, Presbyterianism 
(Here Mr. W. was interrupted by a member of 
the house inquiring, whether he was not a Pres- 
byterian? lt not, he had no business here.) A 
motion was then made and carried, to adjourn till 
the afternoon. In the afternoon Mr. W. claimed 
the floor, and resumed his remarks.’?? Mr. Mode- 
rator, I shall detain you but a few moments with 
what I have to say. It was asked in the morning 
whether I was not a Presbyterian? Sir, Lam a 
Presbyterian, a thorough-going Presbyterian. I 
am not opposed to Presbyterianism, but I am op- 
posed to carrying on the benevolent operations of 
the day in an exclusive and sectarian manner. 
am a soldier of the cross, and will not fight under 
a ee banner. 1 want my banuer to have 
inscribec upon it in glaring capitala, 
CHURCH OF 

Mr, C. A. Nesbit.—The remarks I have to make 
upon the motion now before you, shall be brief. . I 
hold the principles involved in this discussion tobe ~ 
vital, and should be settled with solemn deliberae 
tion, The question is substantially, whether in 
efforts to evangelise the world, it is best, to leave 
the Church to voluntary organizations, or to act 
upon our own already distinctive and efficient 
ecclesiastical system—whether the Presbyterian 
Church, as such, shall according to its standards 
and discipline erect a Foreign Missionary Board ; 
or leave all missionary enterprises to the action of 
the respective Churches, upon such plan as may 
to them seem fit and expedient. ‘I'he last Gene- 
ral Assembly, as appears from the minutes of 
that body, appointed a committee, with plenary 
powers to conler with the Synod of Pittsburg, in 
relation to a transfer to the Assembly, of the 
Western Foreign Missionary Society. ‘I'hat com- 
mittee, by resolution, was empowered to ratify 
the contract and receive the transfer. In prosecu- 
tion of this duty, the committee conferred with 
the Synod, and coufirmed an arrangement, by vir- 
‘tue of which, from and after the adoption of the 
contract by the Synod, that missionary Board 
was transferred to the General Assembly. The 
Synod did adopt and coufirm the arrangement, 
and notified its missionaries and agents, that they 
were fiom that time ander the control of tha 
Assembly. ‘I'he committee of the Assembly, re- 
ported the agreement thus made to this body; 
and asked its execution, by the appointment ot a 
Board to take chatge of the Western Foreign . 
Missionary Society. ‘The report of that committee 
was referred to a select committee of this body, 
who have reported that the agreement with the 
Pittsburgh Synod be executed. A minority re- 
port was also made, declaring the inexpediency 
of the Assembly taking the Synod’s Board under 
their care. ‘I'he motion before us now is to poste 
pone the consideration of the report of the mae 
jority of the committee, for the purpose of taking 
up the report of the minority. Such, sir, are the 
facts substantially, and such the aspect exhibited 
by this question. In favour of the motion it is 
denied that one Assembly can bind its successors, 
and therefore there is no obligation, legal or 
equitable, in this body to execute the contract 
with the Synod. Sir, this is a wide mistake, @ 
fatal error. The beloved brother, who has taken 
this ground, surely has not maturely reflected 
upon the consequence of this assumption. It ig 
true, sir, aS a general rule, that Legislative bodies 
and this Assembly, cannot bind their successors, 
butitis not universally true—it is not true in 
cases of contract either in whole, or in part exe- 
cuted—it is true, that wheo this Assembly, in the 
exercise of its acknowledged powers makes a 
contract, under which third persons acquire rights, 
such acontract is binding upon all future Assem- 
blies. Nay, sir, may be inforced upon them in 
the courts of the country. Legislatures cannot 
make an act, by which others acquire a vested 
right. The courts will protect the individual 
against the Legislature. Much tose shall the 
General Assembly be bound by its acts. Jt is a 
corporation, empowered to act, liable.to suit, and 
it may not, dare not, at will, annul its contracts, 
It is strange that this Assembly should be thought, 
under Jess obligation to fulfil its engagements, 
than any other person natura! os artificial. 

But, sis, there is sesting upon this body an ob- 
ligation to execute this contract, higher and holier 
than the sanctions of civil law—ft is the obliga- 
tion of truth and righteousness. We are the 
ministers and elders of the Church—the patrons 
and examples of virtue. We are the servants of 

own powers would terminate, apd of consequence tae living God—we are the courttf Jesus Christ. 
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106 THE PRESBYTERIAN. 
Aad ahall we violate our engagements t Shall we 
eommit a palpable breach of good faith? Shall 
we become less mindful of the common obliga- 
tione of contract, than are the men of thia world ? 
Sir, I trust not. The obligation to do right we 
cannot eecape from. The Synod understood this 
contract to be consummated, and we are not at 
liberty to disappoiut them. Let us therefore act 
in consistency with our sacred character, and Jet 
us not subject ourselves to imputations of ectlesi- 
astical dereliction. It ia urged that this contract 
was made by a Committee, acting after the disso- 
lution of the last Assembly, and therefore not obli- 
gatory. It seems to be a sufficient answer to this 
objection, to say that the Committee was the 
agent of the Assembly for that purpose, clothed 
with all the powers of its principal ; and that the 
act of an agent within the range of his powers, is 
always binding upon his principal. 
My esteemed brother Jessup denies the power 

of the Assembly to create a Board of Missions, 
asserting as [ understood hiin, that the Assembly 
has no legislative powers—that all the powers of 
this body are judicial and advisory, and that all 
other powers belong to the Presbyteries. It is 
very important to settle this question at once. If 
indeed we have not the right to act, we should 
not assume the power. I admit sir, that all the 
powers of the General Assembly are derived from 
the primary bodies, but I deny that the consent 
of those bodies is necessary to any action here, 
either judicial or legislative. Upon great ques- 
tions it may become eapedient to consult them; 
but it cannot be required by them as matter of 
right. ‘he Assembly is the Legislature of the 
church, and as such may superintend all its con- 
cerns, and so expressly declares its constitution. 
It is trae sir, that the Presbyteries ac/ in all ac- 

tion of the Assembly, through their representa- 
tives upon this floos. Ours,is a beautiful and 
strong representative system. The Presbyteries 
as the constituent bodies have all power in this 
sense, and that power is exerted through their re- 
presentatives. Every act of this Assembly upon 
overtarea, touching Aoctiine, or expediency, is 
legislation. We are the conservators of all the 
interests of the whole charch. If not so, how 
sir, shall the whole church act together. How 
evangelize the world—how educate the ministry— 
how establish Boards of any kind, and how di 
rect a disposition of the powers of the church ? 
If the doctrine of the brother be correct, then has 
the church been in error throughout all its past 
history. ‘Then was the erection of the seminary 
at Princeton wrong. It is urged by the same 
gentleman, that this Assembly has no right to 
dispose of the funds of the Church, in as much as | 
by the act of incorporation the Trustees are clothed 
with power to manage its temporalities. There 
is an obvious answer to this idea. By the char- 
ter, Trustees, are on notice, to be the depositories 
of the title—the legal title, of property belonging 
to the church, and to manage its funds. Now 
these Trustees are merely T'rustees, and are subject 
to obey any order in reference to funds or property, 
which this principle also may give. They are 
the legal agents of the church, and may not sell, 
deliver, give, or appropriate its property and 
funds. Will it be contended that the Trustees 
may erect Boards, Seminaries, and schools; or 
do any other act, by which the Assembly would 
be bound without its consent? No sir, such 
power would make them the Chorch, and ourselves 
their agents,—Us subordinate they supreme. No 
sir: this Assembly may organize this Board, 
and direct the Trustees to pay to its appointed 
agents, from time to time, the funds necessary to 
its usefulness, Otherwise the Presbyterian Ge- 
neral Assembly, can do nothing in obedience to 
the commands of Christ ** preach the Gospel to 
every creature.” 

Much has been said about the expediency of the 
proposed arrangement. I discover, sir, that the 
yreat controversy seems to he between what [ 
hear called the voluntary association party! and 
the party who believe in the necessity and duty 
of the ecclesiastical organization ; that is, in the 
Presbyterian Church carrying on its benevolent 
operations as such. independent of other sects— 

_ and by a union of all its branches. Much has 
- been said about party divisions and strife in the 

Church. That there is such division in this 
Assembly as threatens to sever it, is but too plain- 
ly and painfully manifest. It is a reproach to the 
Church—a burning shame. Our usefulness, as a 
Church, i in a great degree hindered by these 
deep rooted divisions. We are falling out by the 
way. We seem to forget that we are the Church 
of Christ—ministere and elders, inet to consult 
on the interests of the kingdom of Christ on 
earth. Party in the Church ! I would give much, 
sir, for that purity of estimation in which I held 
the Church I 80 dearly love, when I came here. 
I see upon this floor, all the policy, management, 
and manceuvering of political bodies. I love the 
Presbyterian Church, its holy faith, its pure mo- 
rality, its intellectual powets, and its excellent 
discipline. And 1] can but be astonished that this 
assemblage of the wisdom of the Church, should 
exhibit so much of feeling of hostility and party 
dissension. A man of the world in these galleries 
may exclaim, behold how these Christians quarrel; 
perhaps he might not say, behold, how thy hate 

‘each other. In the very imposing address of Dr, 
Peters, and algo in the remarks of other brethren, 
it is assumed, that any action by the Church, 
upon the plan proposed, will be sectarian; and 
upon this assumption, in behalf of Catholicism, we 
have had a great deal of fine declamation. 

Sir, I delight in this liberal spirit, it is in ac- 
cordance with Presbyterianism—it is required by 
Christianity. If there is any thing for which I 
feel thankful—I do feel thankful for exemption 
from a spirit of intolerance—I abhor it—I repudi- 
ate it. ith such a spirit [ have no fellowship. 
But is it true that the proposed action, will be 
sectarian? I think the position assumed isa false 
one. If, sir, by sectarian effort is meant, the pro- 
pagation of the dogmas of a sect, to the exclusion 
of the fundamental truths of Christianity ; then 
are the brethren wrong, wholly wrong—for the 
Presbyterian Church in the entire history of Mis- 
sions, are no where foundthe propagators of a sect, 
but have been ever known a missionary society of 
‘the cro3s. I have read that history incorrectly, 
or it is true that our Church has always made 
Christ and him crucified, the great first leading 
object. But, sir, if it is meant to be asserted, 
that sectarianism, consists in propagating the 
truth, by means of our own organization, accord- 
ing to our excellent standards, and under our own 
system of laws and discipline, then indeed are the 
brethren right—in this sense and in this alone, are 
our missionary effurts sectarian. And shall Pres- 
byterians object to the preaching of the Gospel as 
they believe it? -Are not our standards right, 
and have we not subscribed to them? If they 
are wrong, alter them, and if right and in accord- 
ance with the bible, then why not rally aroand 
them, and teach them—and teach our form of or- 
ganization as best! Can there be any thing in 
all this sinful, or at war with the most enlightened 
catholicism? All the churches evangelise upon 
this plan. And who shall complain of it? Sure- 
ly Presbyterjans should not thus array themselves 
against the system of their own adoption. The 
idea of uniting all the churches in one grand, har- 
monious whole, to evangelise the world is im- 
practicable; if it were thought most expedient, 
the churches will not thus unite. They prefer 
their own organisations. They act singly, yet 
they act as churches, unitedly. All, sir, except 
ourselves, who are unfortunately dissipating our 
strength in vain efforts after the aids of other de- 
nominations. The truth ia, sir, that the idea of 

. enlistiog all Christians in one plan of missionary 
enterprise, irreepective of denominational divi- 
sions, is Eutopian. Itis a dream. Distinctions 
in the Charch, by reason of creeds, government, 
or pogition have ever existed, and will exist until 
the millenia! day shall rise upon earth—until God 
ehall teach the nations, in his own time, that there 
is indeed, but one faith, one Lord, and one bap- 
tis. Either you must change the nature of men, 
or they will divide into distinct masses—they are 
as prone to separate and assume divers names, a8 
sparks are to fly upwards. All the past history 
of the race proves this fact. Political bodies are 
always split into “parties. Union becomes the 

_ very cause of disunion, and men agree to unite 
that they may. at pleaure separate. Suppose you 
could sir, at one stroke, obliterate all the names 
that characterise the entire Church—melt down 

gral, homogeneous mass, how long would it be 
before sects, and parties, and clans would spring 
op around you. 
old principles, new organizations would be form- | heathen. 
ed, opon new grounds and under new names. | 

ecclesiastical organization, against which our 

those cemented by the doctrines and sustained by 

all divisions, and make of a)! Christians an inte- Missionary Societies and contribute to this Socie-| 

ty, which must eventually become the organ of 
the Church for diffusing the gospel among the f they did not separate upon 

Even the American Board, organized upon the 
voluntary asaociation plan, is an illustration of 

brethren argue 80 eloquently. And although now, 
in itself harmonizing, will ere long prove, that 
the only associations which are permanent, are 

the authority of the churches respectively. Sir, I 
believe it is right and expedient that the denomi- 
nations act separately. They do more thus act- 
ing than upon any other plan. All have the same 
great object in view, viz. the glory of God, in the 
ransom of a ruined world. We all, sir, fight un- 
der the same flag. We unfurl the banners of 
the cross. God himself is the captain—Our mot- 
to is ** Christ, and him crucified,”’ and we march 
to victory ; the sanctified host of the Lord. 

I am the Jast man in this body, Mr. Moderator, 
who would say one word against the American 
Board of Missions—God prosper it in its high 
and holy purposes! The part of the Church in 
which I live, has patronized that Board, and are 
yet willing to suatain it. I trust it will yet go 
forward, in the strength of the Almighty, over- 
turning the idolatry of the nations, until the world 
shall be its trophy. Opposition to the voluntary 
associations is not contemplated—is not at all ne- 
cessary to the successful operation of a Missiona- 
ry Board, under the direction of the Assembly. 
We believe, sir, that many of the churches prefer 
that their prayers and their benefactions should be 
given to a Board, organized upon the ecclesiasti- 
cal plan. We ask our brethren to permit us to 
gratify them. We ask them to permit us to aid 
them, upon our plan, in evangelizing the world. 
‘We ask them for that freedom of will for which 
they contend. We wish to bestow our charities 
as we like. And upon the principles they them- 
selves advocate, of entire liberty of choice in 
these matters, it seems to me, they oughtto throw 
no difficulties in the way of accepting this Board. 
I can but express my surprise, that, whilst 
brethren are enjoying unmolested their own free- 
dom in this matter, and are carrying forward 
their own plans of voluntary benevolence, they 
should feel it their duty to prevent others from 
doing good upon any other plan. And particular- 
ly, sir, that Presbyterians should feel it their duty 
to oppose any effort on the part of the Church to 
which they belong, to du good. 

It is said, indeed, sir, that collisions will occur 
between these respective Boards; but I see no 
reason why this should follow. ‘Thechurches will 
be left to their choice, and if collision should 
arise, it will be because of a wanton spirit of 
rivalry. Such need not be the case; but on the 
contrary, I do believe that they would act in con- 
cert and harmony, and be co-workers in the mis- 
sionary field. So far as I know, no collision has 
occurred between the American Board, and the 
Assembly’s Board. Among Christians there will 
not, cannot, be strife about these matters. Evil 
passion:, and the pride of opinion, and the ambi- 
tion of parties, if indulged, will generate strife 
universally ; but we trust and believe that Chris- 
tians will restrain these out-breakings of sinful- 
ness. We hope to see peace throughout the wide 
— of our Zion—love, unity, charity, and con- 
cert. 

It is said that the Assembly stands pledged to 
sustain the American Board. True, sir, as I un- 
derstand the history of this matter, the Assembly 
has approved, perhaps recommended it; but has 
never pledged itself not to organize a Board of its 
own. So far from this being the fact, a resolu- 
tion is to be seen on the minutes of the Assembly 
of 1828, asserting its right and power to regu- 
late missions. It seems to me, sir, that this is a 
matter in which the usefulness of the Church, its 
doctrines, and standards, are deeply involved, 
and I cannot refrain fiom again expressing my 
surprise, that any brother should feel it his duty 
to oppose it. I am, sir, in favour of the report of 
the Committee, because it seeks to execute a con- 
tract, in which the good faith of the Church is in- 
volved—because ecclesiastical organization for 
evangelizing the world, is most strictly in accord- 
ance with the doctrines, discipline, and past 
practice of the Church, and because so far as I 
can see, the acceptance of the Western Board of 
Foreign Missions can in no wise interfere with 
those voluntary associations, which the brethren 
have so much at heart. 

THE PRESBYTERIAN. 
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Western Foreicn Missionary Sociery.—We 
commence to day the publication of the principal 
speeches delivered in the General Assembly on 
the important question of the transfer of this Socie- 
ty to the General Assembly. However plausible 

appear, it is very clear, that the rejection of the 
plan mutually agreed upon by the respective com- 
mittees entrusted with its settlement, was an inex- 

cusable violation of a solemn compact. The ar- 
gument against the Assembly’s assuming the di- 
rection of Foreign Missions, derived from its fluc- 
tuating character has force ; but it is misplaced in 
the mouth of those who have destroyed the unity 
of the Assembly. ‘There would be no reason why 
the Assembly should not convene from year to 
year in the most perfect harmony on this and every 
other vital question, had not a foreign faction en- 
tered the Church, whose great purpose it is, to de- 

feat every measure which has a Presbyterian as- 
pect. The men who by their innovations have 
disturbed the pre-existing harmony, now urge the 
want of harmony as a reason why the Church 
should neglect all her appropriate duties. Mr. 
Jessup expresses great alarm lest the Church 
should become secularized in disbursing money for 
the spread of the gospel!’ Lawyers will often use 
bad arguments in the absence of good ones. The 
same gentleman in urging the rejection of the 
transfer strenuously insists also, that one General 
Assembly cannot by any pledge or contract bind a 
succeeding one; and his coadjutor, Dr. Absalom 
Peters, comes to the same general conclusion, by 
urging the supposed pledge given by a former As- 
sembly to the American Board, that they would 
not engage in separate missionary organizations. 
The united argument stands thus; the Assembly 
should not engage in Foreign Missions because its 
acts cannot bind and because its acts can and 
ought to bind. The true and secret reason of 
these opposers is this,—we do not want orthodox 
missions,—and if they had candidly expressed 
their opinions, this would have been the amount. } 

The breach of faith involved in this rejection 
was heartless in the extreme. The Society rely- 
ing on the faith of the Assembly, had actually en- 
trusted to them the support of the Missionaries al- 
ready in the field, but the majority of the Assem- 
bly decided that these Missionaries might starve, 
as far as their sympathy and aid were concerned. 
If such is their boasted zeal, may the orthodox 
never participate in it. How we ask, in view of 

this shameful transaction, can the orthodox ever 

consent to remain in the society of men who could 
be guilty of such a breach of sacred moral obliga- | 
tion ? 

Their object, however, has already in a mea- 
sure been defeated ; the Society has resumed its 
operations; it has not been killed as was hoped by 
its enemies, but will proceed with redoubled ene 
‘gy; and our firm conviction is, that every friend 
of the Presbyterian Church should from this mo- 
ment resolve to withhold all aid from Voluntary 

immediate measures should be taken to place the 
Western Foreign Missionary Society on an enlar- 
ged and secure basis. 3 

the arguments of the opposers of the measure may 

We would therefore recommend that 

Tue Test Vote.—The. following tabular view 
will show the relative strength of the orthodox 
and Pelagian parties in the respective Synods em- 

braced by the General Assembly. The vote by 
which Dr. Miller’s minute was rejected, was be- 

yond all question a test vote, and every man whose 

name is recorded in the negative, may with entire 
justice be considered as opposed to the orthodoxy 
of our standards. To those best acquainted with 
the topography of the Church, it will also appear 
that Mr. Barnes was indebted for his acquittal, not 
to Presbyterians, but to Congregationalists, ~It 

will be recollected that Dr. Miller’s minute con- 
demned Mr. Barnes’ sentiments in the strongest 
and most emphatic terms. On the motion for its 
adoption it was lost by the following vote : 

SYNODS. , YEAS. NAYS. 

Utica, - - | 7 
Geneva, - 0 17 
Gennessee, - 0 18 
New York, - - wR 7 
New Jersey, 10 8 
Philadel phia,* 
Pittsburgh, 18 0 
Western Reserve, | 1l 

Cincinnati, - 4 3 
Indiana, - 5 5 

Missouri, - 0 4 

Virginia, - - - 8 2 
North Carolina - : 8 0 
Tennessee, - 0 10 

South Carolina and Georgia, - 9. 0 
Mississippi and South Alabama, 7 l 
Michigan, - 6 

109 122 

New School majority, 13 

* The Synod of Philadelphia was excluded from a 
vote on this vital question. It had on the floor of the 
Assembly twenty-seven delegates, twenty of whom 
were orthodox. 

— == 

Prorgssor Scumucker.—This gentleman who 
stands at the head of the Lutheran Theological 
Seminary, at Gettysburg, is now engaged in col- 
lecting for its funds. With what intention we do 
not pretend to say, but with an indelicacy and 
officiousness of which we did not think him capa- 
ble, he has through the columns of the Lutheran 
Observer, directly interfered in the unhappy con- 
tests existing in the Presbyterian Church. He 
expresses his sympathy with the late New-school 
Assembly—rejoices that they have discountenan- 
ced prosecutions for heresy—decries all creeds 
except such as might be necessary to exclude So- 
cinians, and.suggests that those who actively con- 
tend for the faith should be sent on Foreign Mis- 
sions, that the brethren at home might live in 
peace! We have thought well of Professor 
Schmucker from personal acquaintance, but this 
icircumstance shall not prevent us from publicly 
‘condemning and decidedly reprobating his gratui- 
tous and indelicate interference. 

Mr. Wisner.—This gentleman says in his 
speech against Presbyterian Missions, reported on 
our first page, that he is a@ young man. His 
speech gives evidence of the fact, for certainly no 
one could thus have spoken in a grave ecclesiasti- 
cal court, who had arrived at the years of discre- 

tion. 

DreapruL iF True.—A certain Rev. Mr. Ford, 

in advocating Mr. Barnes and his doctrines in the 
late Assembly, remarked in a mock-heroic style 
that if Mr. Barnes was condemned, * the millenium 

would be rolled back a thousand years ! !”” 

Tue Great Question. — We copy from the 
Western Presbyterian Herald the following re- 
marks of a correspondent then at Pittsburgh, and 
a member of the Assembly : 

‘‘ Tt is obvious, and beyond the slightest doubt, 
that there are irreconcileable differences of doc- 
trinal opinion upon important points. Nota few 
have declared their entire concurrence in the sen- 
timents of Mr. Barnes’ Notes on the Romans, 
while others affirm in the most distinct terms, 
that these sentiments do contravene the doctrines 
of the Gospel—that they are wholly inconsistent 
with a candid adoption of our Standards. It is 
true, there is a member upon the floor at this mo- 
ment, attempting to show us that we all think 
alike. Such an opinion, however, seems to be 
held by very few; and, if I am not deceived, the 
members of this Assembly generally are convinc- 
ed that there ought to be a division of the Presby- 
terian church; that there remains no well founded 
hope that the body will become harmonious; and 
that the two parties, if erected into separate 

to another;” and would, with the Divine blessing, 
do far more to advance the Redeemer’s kingdom 
than we are nowdoing. ‘There are certainly very 
great inherent difficulties in a separation. It is 
undoubtedly, too, mortifying and humiliating in 
the extreme, to contemplate such an event as near 
and certain. Still, whether right or wrong, the 
general opinion here seems to be that it is impos- 
sible much longer to defer an occurrence which 
we all deplore; for those who now desire it, pro- 
fess to do so, not because it is desirable in itself, 
but because the breach of opinion and feeling has 
become too wide ever to be healed; and that to 
attempt to hold together any longer, will only 
protract our dissensions indefinitely, I informed 
you, some days ago, that a committee of 30, on 
the state of the church, had been appointed. 
‘This Committee has made no report, and, as we 
understand, have been able, so far, to agree upon 
no recommendation to the Assembly. But a 
little while ago, we would have heard of division 
almost with horror: now, it is the subject of com- 
mon conversation, in almost every circle. One 
of the first steps towards a division, is, reconcil- 
ing men’s minds to the quiet contemplation of 
such an occurrence; and that stage has certainly 
been reached by the great mass of the members 
of this General Assembly. Hence I infer that 
the probabilities of a division are greatly increas- 
ing. I have been accustomed to view the Pres- 
byterian church as the noblest structure on earth. 
I have contemplated the differences of opinion and 
feeling which have agitated this body, as a great 
calamity to mankind. Its probable dissolution 
has been to me a subject of profound mortification 
and sorrow. But I am free to say, that if the pre- 
sent General Assembly be a fair representation of 
the Presbyterian Church, it is in vain to attempt 
to throw oil upon the troubled waters—it is utter- 
ly vain to expect a restoration to confidence, har- 
mony and union. We differ essentially in our 
views of doctrine and of policy. What one con- 
siders dangerous heresy, the brother at his side 
regards as a clear and simple statement of Divine 
truth. What one considers the best of all mea- 
sures, adapted to unite our hearts and efforts, 
another thinks is the very thing to tear all asunder, 
and so to distract onr counsels and our efforts, as 
forever to divide the church. There is, I think, 
less feverish impatience, excitability and violence 
in this body, than appeared in the Agsembly of 

1834, of which I was a member—but I ascribe 
the favourable contrast to this, that men have now 
made up their minds to meet any emergency that 
may arise, and are now advancing with some 
degre 
The regular soldier, who has been well drilled, 
marches with calmness to the cannon’s mouth, 
from which the undisciplined recruit would in- 
stinctively recoil: although when the danger was 
more remote he would have been, more than the. 
other, impatient of opposition, and ready, as he 
thought, for any action.” 

tract of a letter from a prominent and respectable 
minister in our Church.” We sympathize with the 
writer except in one point,—we mean his disposi- 
tion to withdraw from the Church as an individual. 
We earnestly deprecate a division which shall be 
effected by the withdrawing of individual persons, 
Presbyteries or Synods in detail, as this would 
lead to the forfeiture of our Presbyterian title and 
institutions, and would be the method most gra- 
tifying to our Pelagian opponents. 
trary, when the division comes, let the orthodox be 

found in a compact body, and in all their strength. 
Precipitancy must be avoided, as calculated to de- 
feat wise counsel, and to prevent matured plans. 
The end, which appears to be inevitable, should 
be steadily contemplated, and the means for its 
accomplishment should be dispassionately consi- 
dered. 

churches, would be more * kindly affectionate one 

contributed more to corrupt the faith of the Pres- 

byterian Church than all others united, with great|that they do cordially 

and ex-animo adopt the 
Contession of Faith of 
our 
points of doctrine 

the order of a certain Pope to chaunt Te Deum for} question, according to 

the happy deliverance of the Church, by the mas-|the obvious and most 
sacre of the Protestants in France on St. Barthole-| prevalent interpretation ; 

a 
mew’s day. 

e of calmness to the result of their action. 

In the same journal, we find the following ‘ ex- 

On the con- 

The following is the extract : 
‘© 1 perceive, from all I can learn of the charac- 

ter and doings of the General Assembly, that the 
day of hoped for reform is past. There is a want 
of firmness, resolution, and fidelity to the truth, it 
seems to me, even among the orthodox, which 
convinces me that the expulsion of corruption 
from the Church is wholly impracticable. I shall, 
for one, as soon as I have given the ground a fair 
examination, and should such examination pre- 
sent no scriptural obstacle, withdraw from con- 
nexion with men, who appear to me to be as cor- 
rupt in morals as they are erroneous in doctrine. 
The practice of the New School is as unscriptural 
as their new theology, and they who protect them, 
or unite in screening them from discipline, are 
partakers of their evil deeds. ‘The New School 
have introduced schism along with error into the 
Church—and to separate from schismatics and 
men who act disorderly does not appear to me at 
present to be unscriptural. The glory of the 
Presbyterian Church is departed—but the truth 
still remains—and a covenant God still remains, 
who will not suffer his truth to fall, or his people 
to perish. But the time is hastening on, when 
they that love the truth will be comparatively 
few and despised, and cast out from among men. 
The witnesses must be slain. And the triple al- 
liance of infidelity, papacy, and so‘-disant \iberali- 
ty, will slay them.” 

Leviry.—Irreverence and levity on the most 
serious questions, have often been regarded as 
springing by a kind of necessity, from New-school 
principles. Mr. Goodell, himself a New-school 
man, in speaking of the proceedings of the 3d 
Presbytery of New York, which issued in the sus- 
pension of the Rev. Mr. McDowell, remarks: 

‘¢The spirit of those present indicated but little 
of that decorum and heavenly-mindedness that 
ought ever to characterise such an assembly. At 
no time—in no place—on no occasion, have I 
ever witnessed such painful levity, lightness, and 
frivolity. At no Graham lecture, attended by 
young men and young females, did I ever see 
such trifling, such bandying of jokes—no, in all 
the world I never saw such a spirit, so unbefitting 
the business on which they were assembled. And 
I am informed, by persons who were present, 
that even a worse spirit prevailed through the 
whole trial.” 

A Compitiment.—The Unitarian Register, of 

Boston, having quoted some of our remarks on the 
present degenerate state of our Church, says: 

‘‘This is no mock lamentation. It is the lamen- 
tation of dotage over superannuated hierarchy ex- 
isting in times and surrounded by institutions with 
which she has nothing congenial. There is a sin- 
cerity about it which we cannot condemn ; for 
the real Presbyterian Church has been wronged. 
She should have been suffered to expire in peace— 
she should not have been strangled by her adopt- 
ed children.” 

Again it remarks: 
‘‘Abating the fact that some scruples might 

arise in the case, in consequence of irregularity of 
procedure on the part of the Synod of Philadel- 
phia which suspended Mr. Barnes, the minority 
of the Assembly, in their vote against reversing 
the judgment of the Synod, must appear, we 
think, to impartial spectators, to be the most true 
and faithful Presbyterians; true and faithful to 
their creed, and the only staunch defenders of 
their citadel against heretics so called.” 

New Divinity.—lIt is notorious that 
nineteen twentieths of the Sabellians in the Pres- 
byterian Church have emigrated from the New 
England States ; we have therefore usually desig- 
nated this class as the Congregational party from 
New England. While we do this however, we 
have never doubted that there are in the Presbyte- 
rian Church some ministers from New England 
who are worthy of the name of Presbyterians and 
whose orthodoxy is unquestionable.. Neither 
have we doubted that there are many still living 
in New England who abhor the new divinity as 
strongly as we do ourselves. It would seem that 
the Presbyterian Church has been doomed, with 
the exceptions above alluded to, to receive into her 
bosom the most unpromising specimens of theo- 
logical perversity which the Eastern States could. 
furnish. In this view, we in justice copy the fol- 
lowing disclaimer from the Hartford Watchman, 
which is the most ably conducted paper in New 
England. 
‘We deny that the sentiments contained in the 

book of Mr. Barnes is New England divinity.— 
Dr. Miller’s resolution expressed precisely the 
views of many in New England. Mr. Barnes 

it sentiments subversive of the gospel, and it is a 
stigma from which no apology of Dr. Skinner nor 
vote of the General Assembly will wash it clean.” 

THANKSGIVING.—A certain New-school print 
which enjoys the unenviable distinction of having 

seeming sanctity now praises God—for what? for 
permitting the opposers of his truth to triumph for 
a season. We know no parallel to this except in 

ters in debate not essential to Presbyterianism ; 
aod if this ground he abandoned, the Churgh 
must be divided.”’ 

And again: | 

‘‘ May it not be wise at such a crisia, to defer 
taking sides till called to act on a test question, 
(as if there had not been a test question) and then 
take sides and act according to its merits with- 
out regard to party ?” 7 

But when the same Editor views the question | 
of slavery, the divisign of the Church is stripped of 

all its terrors. Thus he says: 

‘6 If the South cannot look for peace and rest in 
the Assembly on the Slavery Question, is it not 
time for all the Southern Presbyteries to refuse, 
unanimously, to send their representatives to that 
judicatory? Do not the interests of truth, a 
regard to the spiritual welfare of the coloured 
population, and peace among ourselves, require vs 
to suspend all connection with the Assembly till 
all questions concerning slavery shall be excluded 
from the jurisdiction of that body ?” 

The same Editor in commenting upon a letter 
from Pittsburgh remarks : 

correspondent might have included 
among the opposers of faction such men as Wha- 
rey, Armistead, and Smith, men who betrayed no 
zeal for a party, &c.” 

Now we ask where was the name of Armistead 
recorded in the vote on Dr. Miller’s minute, in the 

rejection of which the standards of our faith were 
sacrificed ? Among the faction which has for 
years destroyed the purity and peace of the 
Church. 

Tue Press.—The St. Louis Observer, and the 

Ohio Observer, have both reached us on diminish- 

ed sheets, owing as they state to attacks made on 

their offices by some infuriated individuals who 
made havoc of their types and presses. While 
we deprecate the conduct of the depredators, we 

cannot refrain from remarking, that both these 
presses have courted an attack and seem studious- 
ly to have aimed at the result which has occurred, 
by their imprudent and as we think unauthorized 
publications. If religious presses shall assume 
the prerogative of denouncing men by name who 
may be guilty of any immorality, they must calcu- 

with their brethren in 
contending earnestly for 
the faith of our stand- 
ards.” 

idea of their being es- 
teemed orthodox—they 
pride themsel ves on their 
new divinity. How thea 
could they thus applaud 
the Confession of Faith? 
We will tell the reader. 
Dr. Skinner, Dr. Abso- 
lom Peters, Mr. Barnes, 
and the lesser luminaries 
that revolve aroond 
them, have discovered a 
new way of interpreting 
the Confession of Faith, 
by which it is made 
to speak sentiments 
which | were never 
thought of by its fra- 
mers, and which com- 
mon sense readers would 
never have dreamed of, 
and as they now sup- 
pose from the increase 
of the New School par- 
ty, that this has become 

the most prevalent 

terpretation,” they can 

praise the Confession, 
*-deprecate any change 
of its phraseology,” and 
can ‘* contend for this 
(new) faith of our (il- 

_luminated) standards.” 
We defy any one to find 
in a college of Jesuits, 
a more consummate spe- 
cimen of disingenuous- 
ness than this; and if 
the New School were 
characterifed by nothing 
worse than this act o 
making black appear 
white, it would bea suf- 

ficient reason why the 
orthodox should sepa- 
rate from them. 

The answer then proceeds to consider the 
charges separately and, with great facility proves 
that Dr. Junkin, the Synod of Philadelphia, and 
nearly one half of the Assembly were so defi- 
cient in intellect as not to understand plain lan- 
guage, which meant the very opposite of what 
they supposed it meant. But let us follow the 

answer. 

has stigmatized his own book by introducing into | 

which Dr. Skinner was 

venture to question. 

an opposite one. 

of Eli of old. 

That by their deci- 
sion they do not intend 
to, and du not in fact, 
make themselves respon- 
sible for all the phraseo- 
logy of Mr. Barnes; 
some of which is not 
sufficiently guarded ; and 
is liable to be misunder- 
stood, and which we 
doubt not Mr. Barnes, 
with reference to his 
usefulness, and the peace 
of the church, will mo- 
dify so as to prevent, as 
far as may be, the possi- 
bility of misconception. 

‘sMuch less do the 
Assembly adopt as doc- 
trines consistent with 
our standards, and to be 
tolerated in our churches, 
the errors alleged by the 
prosecutor as contained 
in the book on the Ro-. 
mans. It was a ques- 
tion of fact, whether the 
errors alleged are con- 
tained in the book; and 
by the laws of exposi- 
tion, in the conscientious 
exercise of their own 
rights and duties, the 
Assembly have come to 
the conclusion that the 
book does not teach the 
errors charged.” 

‘So far is the Assembly 
from countenancing the 
errors alleged in the 
charges of Dr. Junkin, 

the 
in 

Church, on 

od do regard it as a 
whole, as the best epi- 
tome of the doctrines of 

ConsisTency.—The Editor of the Southern Re- the Bible ever formed. 

ligious Telegraph while viewing the doctrinal 

controversy in our Church remarks : . 

Let all who are opposed to compromise, count | tempt, to change the 
the cost of a division which shall rend synods, | phraseology of our stand- 
presbyteries, sessions and separate pastors from | ards, and would disap- 
those who highly esteem them in love for their} prove of any language of 
works sake. A son of Virginia whose labours for | light estimation applied 
the Church will long be remembered with grati- | to them; believing that 
tude, reinarked to us, several years since in sub-/| no 
stance as follows. ** The Presbyterian Church in| prosper, whose members 
this country was formed on the principle of com- | permit 
promise. ‘There has never been unify of judg-| speak slightingly of its 
ment on all questions—yet the Church had been | formularies of doctrine ; 

And this Assembly disa- 
vows any desire, and 
would deprecate any at- 

denomination can 

themselves to 

held together by a Christian compromise on mat-| and are ready to unite 

late upon the effects of their exasperation. 

ASSERTION AND Evipence.—The Protest occa- 
sioned by the rejection of Dr. Miller’s minute was 
answered by a committee of the Assembly, of 

chairman. The answer 

we have already characterized as artful and disin- 
genuous, and our statement was ably sustained by 
our respected correspondent G. W. M. in our last 
‘number, whose competency as a witness none will 

Indeed the answer is distin- 
guished by a recklessness and effrontery which 
must confound all who are acquainted with the 
facts of the case, and jeopard the reputation of 
those engaged in drafting it. 
some of our readers may wish to see the iniquity of 
this measure more fully exposed. 
eye we will place certain paragraphs of Dr. Skin- 
ner’s answer in one column and their refutation in 

If our language is less ceremo- 
nious than usual, we beg our readers to remember 
that sin may be too lightly rebuked, as in the case 

Perhaps, however, 

To assist the 

The Answer, speaking for the Assembly, says : 

And yet the writer of 
this says ** I am identi- 
Jied with brother Barnes” 
again ** He is the just 
representative of the 
New School,” and Dr. 
Peters, another promi- 
nent voter for Mr. Barnes 
said ; ** I do not only ap- 
prove of the doctrines, 
but of the language em- 
ployed.” The self con- 
tradiction is glaring. 

We scarcely know 
how to characterize this 
reckless assertion. Mr. 
Barnes was acquitted 
because his book did 
not. teach the errors al- 
leged in the indictment ! 
why then did his sup- 
porters say they were 
identified with him in 
doctrine in opposition 
tothe orthodox? If Mr. 
Barnes was perfectly 
orthodox, why did Dr. 
Skioner plead for him as 
not being in the extreme 
of New Schoolism? If 
he is orthodox why have 
none but the heterodox 
discovered it? Why do 
New Schoolmen assume 
a distinct name, and 
boast of their advances 
and discoveries in theo- 
logy, if as this answer 
asseits, they precisely 
agree with the orthodox? 
Why should they con- 
demn the orthodox as a 
party if they are ortho- 
dox themselves? Why 
should they consider 
Mr. Barnes’ acquittal as 
a triumph over the or- 
thodox, if that acquittal 
only proved his ortho- 
doxy? Alas! alas! the 
writers of the answer 
well knew, that both 
they and Mr. Barnes 
differed materially from 
the Confession of Faith, 
and how they could have 
reconciled it with con- 

science to state what is 
found in the opposite 
paragraph, is to us an 
inaolvable mystery. 

Thisis still more mar- 
vellous. If we could 
believe that it was ho- 
nestly said, we should 
rejoice, but we know to 
thecontrary, and do upon 
the most unquestionable 
evidence directly deny 
the truth of the declara- 
tion. ‘The writers of the 
answer denied its truth 
in their speeches—Mr. 
Barnes has again and 
again denied it—it is de- 
nied by the closing part 
of the answeritself. Mr. 
Barnes, ae the proceed- 
ings show, wasacquitted 
by his own Presbytery 
and by the General As- 
sembly, not because his 
sentiments accorded with 
the Confession of Faith, 
bat because they accord- 
ed with the heterodox 
sentiments of those who 
voted for him. Not an 
individual in the Assem- 
bly voted against Dr. 
Miller’s minute, who 
would not laugh at the 

‘6 In respect to the first 
charge, that Mr. Barnes 
teaches, that all sin is 
voluntary; the context 
and his own declarations 
show that he refers to 
all actual sin merely, in 
which he affirms the sin- 
ner acts under 00 com- 

pulsion.” 

‘‘The second charge 
implies neither heresy 
nor error, but relates to 
the expression of an opi- 
nion on a matter, con- 
cerning which no defi- 
nite instruction is con- 
tained either in the Bi- 
bie or in the Confession 
of Faith.” 

‘“‘In respect to the 
third charge, Mr. Barnes 
has not taught that unre- 
generate men are able, 
in the sense alleged, to 
keep the command- 
ments, convert 
themselves to God. It 
is an inference of the 
prosecutor from the doc- 
trines of natural ability, 
as tavght by Edwarda, 
and of the natural lib- 
erty of the will as taught 
in the Confession of 
Faith, chap. ix. sec. 1. 
On the contrary, he doea 
teach, in accordance 
with our standards, that 
man by the fall hath 
wholly lost all ability of 
will to any spiritual 
good accompanying sal- 
vation.” 

“In respect to the 
fourth charge, that faith 
is an act of the mind, 
Mr. Barnes does teach 
it, in accordance with 
the Confession of Faith, 
and the Bible; but he 
does not deny that faith 
is a fruit of the special 
influence of the Spirit, 
and a permanent holy 
habit of mind, in opposi- 
tion to a created physi- 
cal eazence. ‘That faith 
is counted for right- 
eousness” is the lan- 
guage of the Bible, and 
aa used by Mr. Barnes, 
means not that faith is 
the meritorious ground 
of justification, but only 
the instrument by which 
the benefit of Christ’s 
righteousness is appro- 
priated.”” 

‘¢ In respect to the fifth 
charge, Mr. Barnes no 
where denies, much less 

The charge is, that Mr. 
Barnes in order to deny 
the doctrine of original 
sin, or the idea of sin- 
ning in Adam, affirms 
that all sin consists in 
the voluntary act of the ° 
einner, and, therefore, 
that he could have no 
concernin Adam's trana- 
gression,because he was 
not personally and vo- 
luntarily engaged in it. 
The answer excuses Mr. 
Barnes on the ground 
that he means, that all 
sin is voluntary in oppo- 
eition to its being com- 
pulsory ; but let the can- 
did reader consider the 
whole system of Mr. 
Barnes as well as his 
unequivocal declara- 
tions, and judge whether 
this explanation will 
avail him. During the 
whole trial, Mr. Barnes 
never once cundidly de- 
nied that the charge 
stated his belief—such a 
denial would have been 
worth a volume of inge- 
nious evasion; antil, 
then, he denies categori- 
cally that he believes all 
sin consists in voluntary 
action, we must believe 
the relevancy of the 
charge, which is sas- 
tained by such explicit 
language as this: “Ia 
all this and in all other 
sin, man is voluntary ;” 
and again, ** men sin ia 
their own persons, sin 
themselves, as indeed, 
how can they sin in any 
other way.” That ie, 
there is no such thing as 
sinning in Adam. 

And yet as Dr. Jun- 
kin shows, the notion 
enters necessarily into 
the system of error, and 
is important as a link 
in the chain. If Adam 
was as ignorant as Mr. 
Barnes alleges, then he 
could have known no- 
thing of the terms of the 
covenant, and his igno- 
rance is insisted on 
that Mr. Barnes may 
with a better grace dery 
that any covenant was 
made with him. 

If any one will con- 
sult the proof adduced 
by Dr. Juukin in estab- 
lishment of the charge, — 
he will come to a cun- » 
clusion the direct oppo- 
site of that in the an- 
swer. It is true, Mr. 
Barnes very artfully 
conveys his views by 
inuendo, but he does it 
as certainly in this way, 
as by an explicit decla- 
ration. Thue when the 
Apostle says, we were 

without strength,” 
r. Barnes says he 

means that we *‘ could 
not make atone- 
ment but * whether 
the man has strength to 
repent and believe, now 
that the atonement is 
made, ia a very different 
inquiry.” If in this lan- 
guage he did not intend 
to teach that man now 
had strength to believe, 
&c., he intended to teach 
nothing. 

The whole tenor of 
Mr. Barnes’ remarks on 
the subject of justifica- 
tion is that we ure justi- 
fied by the act of Faith, 
apd not by the imputed 
righteousness of Christ. 
Dr. Junkin clearly 
proves this. Indeed the 
doctrine of justification, 
as always held-in the 
Reformed Church, is so 
completely discarded 
from Mr. Barnes’ book, 
that even its shadow is 
not there discoverable, 
the language of the au- 
swer to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

We wonder at this 
assertion—-surely the 
writers of it could never 
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