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SYNOD OF PHILADELPHIA. 
THE CASE OF THE REV. ALBERT BARNES. 

Continuation of proceedings—Reported for the N. Y. Ob- 
server. 

Mr. McKinney. We are establishing doctrines 
which out own.and our neighbour's children are 
to be taught for centuries, perhaps, to come. 
Thousands on thousands of the youth of our land | 
are concerned in the judgment we shall pass. If 
we pase a sentence of acquittal, thousands of chil- 
dren of our church will be taught by means of 
this book, and will imbibe its sentiments: but if, 
on the other hand, we put the seal of condemna- 
tion upon its author, the book will be arrested in 
its progress, and all those thousands will be 
taught in a different manner. Another difficulty | 
in our way is the fear that it will be said we are 
deciding under a strong prejudice, and it requires 
some strength of character to meet this charge. 
The press, throughout three-fourths of our land 
will be against us. We must prepare to meet in 
every quarter the allegation that we proceed with- 
out regard to mercy or to right, and condemned 
the accused without allowing him a _ hearing. 

It is a result we ought to look at: but not so as 
on that account to fly from our duty. We must 

charity ‘out of a pure heart and faith unfeigned.” | but I shoald think if we can go so far, we can go 
This ia to be our rule of action. It has been said | the whole. ‘I'he errors in the book are some of | as a court we have nothing to do with Mr. Barnes’ | order passed in that shape, none would have pre- 
that it is better that ninety-nine guilty persons | them Arminian, and others either semi-Pelagian | belief—but only with his words. It is said, I| tended that this body had not full jurisdiction of 
should escape than that one innocent man should | or Pelagian entirely. True there are other pas-| know, that he does not intend to convey the ideas | the case: but its form was changed, not by the 
be condemned: hut if we neglect to do our duty | sages which speak a differ-nt language: but what | he has conveyed, and this impression perplexes | proposal of any member, and one whom our bre- 
we may cause not ninety but ninety times ninety | then? ‘The oracle it seems is of dubious import: | the mind of some brethren. It perplexed mine|thren here have never accused of jurisdiction. 
to suffer. The subject divides itself into several | 1t may bear one sense or bear another: which | for some time: and I thought if that difficulty |1I1 was Dr. Miller who proposed the amendment 
questions: Ist. Was the decision of Presbytery | shall we follow? I can only believe what has | were removed my mind would be clear. 
correct? On this question we are to sustain the | the imprimatur of truth upon it. ‘The rest I must | way to judge of any sermon is to ask the people | Synod, so that there was no cunning or manevur- | 
appeal, or not: if the decision was correct we |condemn. I had supposed that the whole case | that Aear it, not the man who preaches. Suppos-| ing of the Second Presbytery in that 
cannot sustain the appeal: but whether it was | would have been referred to a higher Court, and | ing the language which has been read to us from | the power given in the order to this 
much wrong or little wrong, then we must sustain | 1 was prepared to vete for such a course: but I] ss 
it. Our sustaining the appeal does not imply} am not now. [ have no predilections which will | you were then to ask the people that heard him|nod into union, and then to take measures to 
that we mast inflict a severe censure on the ac-| Sway me in favour of the appellee, or against 
cused, but only that we condemn his errors.| him. So tar as he can remove any of the charges 
There need to be no‘great difficulty in the matter ; | by explanation [ should rejoice to hear it: but I} standards. why there would be an end of the|of September the two Synods should become 
for the decision in the court below, instead of con- | am of vpinion that the appellant has fully estab- 
demning, justifies every thing in the book. 2. | lished the general charge. 
The next question is, how far the charges have | 

dicted in another; and the Biblical Repertory has 

out contradicting himself. And it will be so. A 

quires an effort, in fact, to avoid the use of correct 
language: and at times he will forget himself and fession, or with the. declarations of the Holy | elders and people will soon satisfy yon how the |of the General Assembly may call a pro re nala 

speak unguardedly. And besides, when a man is | Spirit in the word of God. On the contrary, the |. doctrine is understood: Nor do they go merely | meeting of that body: I reply, that he cannot, 
departing from the truth but has not wholly for-| language of the Confession is openly attacked.|as far as this book goes: no: they carry the| because after the Assembly has adjourned. it is} duced by Mr. Batnes read a 

We have been told here that Mr.|defunct: there is neither Moderator to call, nor| before the argument? eae 
Mr. Steele. The Presbytery took up the trial in 

and they may be detail, one charge at a time: and, if I recollect 
constitutionally called together as is provided in| rightly, Mr. Barnes’ proof, in the passages read 
the rule | have read. As to the argument drawn | by him, and which I understood to be meant as 

saken it, his system will not be complete at once. 
He begins, and having advanced some way, he | use of Sabbath school teachers and the children 
falls again into correct phraseology, and thus his | in our Sabbath schools, and it certainly does in- | sin; businquire where his book is read, and they | teries are permanent bodies: 
work comes to be full of confusion and contra-| stil principles which are. openly and directly at 
dictions. But he does not rest there: but con- | war with the Confession of Faith and the Cate-| They use his very words They will tell you 

chisms of ourchurch. If its design succeeds, it | that to talk of God’s imputing Adam’s sin to his from the fact that the:Synod contained only three | rebutting testimony, was adduced under each par- 
Presbyteries, and therefore could not issue an ap- | ticular charge. ] 
peal from the decision of one of them, it rests 
upon a mistake as to the nature of a Synod. 
Our book declares that **as a Presbytery is a 
convention of the hishops and elders within a 
certain district, so a Synod is a convention of the 
bishops and elders within a larger district, in- 
cluding at least three Presbyteries.”’ 
it is provided, that **any seven members belong- 
ing to the Synod, who shall convene at the time 
and place of meetiug, with as many elders as 
may be present, shall be a quorum to transact 
Synodical business: provided not more than 
three of the said members belong to one Presby- 

And again, it is said: ** The Synod 
(every Synod) has power to receive and issue all 
appeals regularly brought up from the Presby- 

Thus we see that a Synod differs fiom 
a Presbytery only in its greater extent. 
the Presbytery appealed from being out of the 
Synod, it is not the fact, any more than a mem- 
ber of a judicatory who has spoken twice is out 
of the judicatory because he cannot speak again 
on the same subject without special leave. They 
are in the Synod, though they cannot vote in 

But a Synod with three’ Pres- 
byteries has precisely the same powers as a Sy- 
nod with ten Presbyteries. 
appeals” regularly brought up. 
Junkin ought to have appealed at the time of 
Mr. Barnes’ acquittal, to the Synod of Dela- 

But it is said he was prevented from 
How prevented ? by the advice of the 

Presbytery as a body? or of some of its mem- 
bers? Could Dr. Junkin be so easily turned 
about, this way or that? and by the advice of} 
men who differed from him in views, too? Pre- 
vented ? Can you prevent Mr. Barnes from ap- 
pealing to the Assembly? No more could the 
Presbytery prevent Dr. Junkin from appealing 
to the Delaware Synod. 
and he ought to have done it. 
ing the jurisdiction of this Synod, the Assem- 
bly’s Second Presbytery of Philadelphia is not 

It is equally the act of all the 
Presbyteries composing the Delaware Synod: 
they all question your jurisdiction as much as 
the Presbytery of Philadelphia. 

Nor did this denial originate in the 
Second Presbytery, but in another. 
case comes up before us, it must be either by 
reference, or by complaint, or by our right of re- 
view and control, or by appeal. 
come by reference, nor by complaint: but it is 
contended that we have jurisdiction of it in the 
way of review and control. 
contend that our whole power in the matter is to 
remit the case to the lower court. 
been taken up through the influence of some 
whose will seems to be law here, and who have 
desired in their hearts to push it to the extreme. 
On the ground of review and control what says 
our constitution? the duty of every Judica- 
tory above a church session, at least once a year, 
to review the records of the proceedings of the 
Judicatory next below.” 

And again: “If in the course of the review 
cases of irregular proceedings may be found so 
disreputable and injurious as to demand the Inte- 
ference of the superior Judicatory ; in cases of 
this kind the inferior Judicutory may be required to 
revieu: and correct its proceedings.” And again; 
© When any important delinquency or grossly un- 
constitutional proceedings appear in the records 
of any Judicatory, or are charged against them by 
common fame, the first step to be taken by the 
Judicatory next above is to cite the Judicatory al- 
leged to have offended to appear at a specified 
time and place, and to show what it has done, or 
failed to do, in the case in question: after which 
the Judicatory thus issuing the citation shall re- 

tinuing his downward course, he never stops till 
at last he takes up his rest in the error to which 

doing so we must put upon its language our own 

own way, and will take such parts as agree with 
his own views. If a man takes up Mr. Barnes’ 

appeal. 

Though I have no particalar acquaintance with 

opposite. We are bound logically, to draw this 

standards of the Presbyterian Church: they are 
all inconsistent with that form of sound wofds 
which contains the essential doctrines of the 
Scripture. And certainly, if a man impugns pub- 
licly the standards of faith he has sworn to main- 

ing in the church which holds them. On the 
whole I am persuaded that this book is calcula- 
ted to poison that fountain of divine truth from 
-which as a church we all should drink: and | 
hold it to be our duty to intercept the polluted 
stream, before it spreads its consequences far and 
wide through the land. We are bound by our or- 
dination vows to maintain the purity as well as 
the peace of the charch. Truth was given for the 
illumination and sanctification of the church and 
‘of the world: and if you allow its streams to be 
mixed with poison, and thus to flow through the 
length and breadth of our Jerusalem you will al- 
low the dearest interests of men to be most seri- 
ously periled. But it has been said that Mr. 
/Barnes’s standing is such that we ought not to 
‘try him at all: and some have éven said that if 

_ our charch constitution requires ue to cut off such 

with a direction to take it up, and dispose of it in 
a constitutional manner, or stay all further pro- 

in the case, as circumstances may re- 
quire.” So if this case comes before us on this 
ground, all we can do is to send it back to the 

But it cannot come here, because 
when these things were done, that Presbytery 
was not under our jurisdiction: it was not ** the 
Judicatory next below,” ot below us, or subject to 
us, in any sense whatever. There remains but 
one other way in which the case can come before 
us, and that is on an appeal: but if it comes here 
by appeal then you must confine yourself to the 
written record of the doings appealed from. But 

It is said that we have 
the evidence, but the question is whether we 
have all the doouments before us which were be- 
fore the Presbytery ? Have we any of them? I 
say in reply that we have no Constitutional veri- 
fication of any save of the sentence passed by 
Presbytery and their reasons for that sentence. 
As to the document which was read by Dr. Jun- 
kin it is no more evidence than his plea. 
no evidence that it ever was upon the record or 
even on the files of the court below; but if I had, 
still it is not all‘the evidence which was before 
the Presbytery. And the constitution requires 

We are directed and re- 
quired to ‘read the whole record of the proceed- 
ings of the inferior Judicatory in the case, inclu- 
ding all the testimony.” Yet from the answer‘of 
Mr. Steel to questions of Dr. Mc Dowell and of 
Mr. Mc Calla, it appears that we have not all 
that the Presbytery had. 

[ Dr. Junkin. Did Mr. 

dence which was before the lower court, is before 
3. That the course of trial has been 

erfectly fair and orderly : and 4. That the charges 
ave been sustained by proof. As we have a 

large latitude of remark, I shall throw myself 
upon the indulgence of my brethren, if, in the 
course of my observations I may say any thing 
that shall conflict with votes of the Synod. 
My first inquiry then is, Has the appeal been 

orderly and properly prosecuted? I suppose it 
will be granted that if Dr. Junkin had appealed 
to the Synod of New Jersey or the Synod of Ohio, 
it would not have been orderly : even if the As- 
sembly had declared that from and after the year 
1840 the Churches and Presbyterie 
Synod of Delaware should belon 

tained in it, even though all the rest were ever so 
good and ever so sound, I should vote to condemn 
it. This is a book for the use of our youth to form 
the minds of those who are to follow us; and in 
at least some parts of it the fundamental doctrines 
of our holy religion are denied. 
doctrinal positions contain gross heresy. 
said he is a man of talents and of an amiable and 
excellent private character : I have no reason to 
doubt this; but as he is aman of discernment he 
must have known what it was that he put into his 
book. He certainly had a full opportunity to con- 
sider them, for he was admonished five years ago 
that he had expressed sentiments at war with our 
standards and with the Bible. 
has persevered: he still adheres to the same 
views: he has expressed them here, and he 
means to express them. 
right of opinion. 

better as soon as possible. That has been said. 
| And now moderator, if it is come to this, and if it 
is our constitution which thus prevents thé epread- 
ing of erroneous doctrine, it is time for this Synod 
to speak out, and to express its sentiments in such 
a manner as shall be effectually felt in our church- 

If we are to sacrifice our standards and all 
our views of divine truth out of deference for one 

| man, it is time to give up. 
opening of this cause, been frequently referred to 
public opinion as the rale which ought to govern 
our proceedings. No doubt we ought to have a 
decent respect for the public mind, in this as in 
all other matters: yet our paramount duty is to 
have regard to truth, and not to go. out of these 
walls to inquire what the world says. Let us 
rather go to scripture and to the throne of grace. 
Let us perform our duty fully and fearless! 
leave the world tosay what they please. 
wholesome discipline which was meant to build 
up the church shall prove the means of pulling 
down and destroying it, the fault will not be ours, 
a faithful application of the proper means is all 
that is in our power; and it will in the end, 
prove the most successful mode of establishin 
the church on sure foundations. 
satisfied me in respect to several of the counts in 
the indictment he has preferred, and when the 
time shall come to. give the final vote I trust his 
appeal will be sustained. 

Mr. Moore, 1 had made some examination of 
Mr. Barnes’s book before I came to this House; 
and since then I have listened with pleasure and 
I trast with profit also to the argument of the ap- 
pellant. I think he has fully sustained six of the 
charges. His argument in reference to the others 
I did not hear, having been detained from the 
House by indisposition. ‘The whole affair has 
been very painful to me. 
Barnes for this fifteen years past; I have always 
felt a warm friendship for him, although I never 

be termed an intimate acquaint- 
ough I Jove him mach, 
I have paid some attention to the 

Epistle to the Romans having myself lectured 
upon the whole of it, and I think there are serious 

Sach a progpect cannot but influence many minds. | discrepancies between Mr. Barnes’ book and the 
text he professes to explain. 
that we have but a doubtful jurisdiction over the 

keep in mind that the end of * the commandment | case, yet ft is admitted that we have enough to 
is charity :". but we are not to forget that it is |-have empowered us to refer it to a superior court: 

We have, since the 

Knowing this he that record is not here. 

Moderator, ‘The Chair has already declared that 
any argument on the course of proceeding is at 
this point of time out of order, Synod having al- 
ready settled those points. 
the Synod will bear with brother Gilbert. 

Mr. G.—I shall not occupy more than five 
minutes, at any rate. Ido not call in question 

I say it would not have been in 
order to appeal to the Synod of New Jersey, be- 
cause that was-not the body superior to the 
Second Presbytery of Philadelphia. 
speak of the superior, I mean of course immedi- 
ately superior, a body to which the inferior court 
belongs. The superior body to which an ap- 
peal from the decision of Presbytery regularly 
lay, was the Synod of Delaware: and Dr. Junkin 
had no more right to appeal to any other body 
than to the Synod of New Jersey. 
ral Assembly had intended that that Presbytery 
should be subordinate to another Synod, they | 
would have said so, and in that case the Pres- 
bytery would have been amenable to such Sy- 
nod: but the Assembly said no such thing, and 
of course the Presbytery was not amenable to 

If this Synod, the Synod of 
Philadelphia, has jurisdiction of the case, it 
must be under an order of the Assembly: but no 
order of Assembly said that Presbytery should 
be under this Synod. while its own Synod of 
Delaware was still in being. 
make an occasional remark in vindication of the 

The shape of the order. as at first 
proposed in Assembly, was that the Presbyteries 
forming the Synod of Delaware should be united 
with the Synod of Phiiadelphia; and had the 

I do not impugn his 
He has an indubitable right to 

hold, and to express and spread abroad these or 
any other sentiments, but not at the same time to 
retain his standing as a Presbyterian minister. 
He had better come out, like an honest man, and 
say at once, I do hold sentiments at war with your 
confession, I no longer believe in that confession, 
and I renounce it openly. That would: be the 
part of an honest and a pious man: but I do de- 
test the idea of a man’s professing to adhere to a 
certain standard of religious belief, and at the 
same time writing against it, and preaching 

Let Mr, Barnes be honest. 
no longer satisfied with the language of our 
church, let him tell his brethren how he feels, and 
ask to withdraw peaceably from our connection, 
and not keep us all in commotion as he has done. | 
The high standing of the man and of his congre- 
gation presents no reason why he ought to be 
dealt with lightly ; on the contrary it forms the 
very reagon why we are bound to bring the discip- 
line of the charch fully to bear upon him. Let 
him not, under any sanction from us, stand in the 
midst of the metropolis of the state spreading his 
odious, detestable, abominable doctrine, a doc- 
trine, which goes to destroy the foundations of 
human hope, and to undermine and lay waste that 
fair structure of Presbyterianism which the wis- 
dom of our fathers has erected. 

I have never, for eight years that 
I have had a seat in Synod, had any thing to say 
which I thought worthy of being communicated 
to such a body. On this occasion, however, I 
will say a few words. My first remark is, that 

Nevertheless I hope 

Dr. Junkin has 

that we shall have all. 

Barnes offer, as testimony 
prior to the opening of the argument by the par- 
ties, any testimony whatever ? 

Mr. Steele. If my recollection serves me, Mr. 
Barnes always read a passage from his book in 
answer to the passages cited by Dr. Junkin under 
each charge, and commented on them at the time. 
This I suppose he adduced as rebutting testi- 
mony. But whether the court considered it so or 

I give merely my own ihdi- 
I ask leave to remark here, 

as a reason why I suppose this that the trial be- 
fore Presbytery was conducted in thig manner. 
First the Prosecutor read a passage ftom, Mr. 
Barnes’s book. ‘Then the prosecutor was heard 
in support of that charge. 
finished his remarks, the accused was heard in re- 
ply, when he firSt read passages out of his book 
and then commented upon them. 

Dr. McDowell, Does this rebutting testimony 
make a part of what is here presented before this 

I have known brother 

any other body. 

not I do not know. 
vidual supposition. 

And here let me 

It has been said 

Then, when he had 

Mr. R. Breckinridge. There shonld be some- 
thing in the question to show the real state of the 
fact. It is evident from the reply of the witness 
that there was no rebutting testimony adduced. 
If the question is entered in the form proposed it 

Synod, is to| will appear that there was rebutting testimony, 
Mr. Barnes’ book were nsed in a sermon: and| organize itself anew by receiving the other Sy-| when he stated there was none. 

Dr. McDowell, As 1 understood the witnesses 

If; divide again by some other line of demarcation. this rebutting testimony was read under each 
charge as Dr. Junkin proceeded. [ want to know 
whether this makes part of the 

But the | of uniting ‘at and after” the meeting of this 

what doctrine Mr. Barnes meant to preach ? 
they in reply stated the truth according to our | If the order had said that from and after the Ist 

documents before 
matter. But where a book is published to the|one, none could have doubted that on that day | 

, ar world, it goes to the world: and, the question for | the Synod of Delaware would have becoine de. 
Mr. McKnight Williamson, After examining as | us is“ how will they understand it?’ If, how-|funct, and its power at an end. But the order 

been sustained* I have little hesitation in saying | closely as I could the evidence which has been | ever, the experiment has been tried, we find that| specified the last Wednesday of October; and 
that the matters charged are taught in the book. ; submitted to us, 1 am constrained to sustain the every body understands it in a certain way, then | therefore, until the last Wednesday of October 
But then it is said there are contradictions in the | appeal. When I review the language of my ordi- | we know what the book teaches. That experi-|the Synod of Delaware was in existence, with 
book :. what is affirmed in one place is contra- | cation vow, | find among other queries put to me | ment has been fully tried. It has been my privi-| all its power in full vigour, and might h 

in that solemn hour, this question: * Do you sin- | lege to see the practical bearings of this very sys-| called at any time by the Moderator. 
been quoted as evidence. But what is the object | cerely receive and adopt the Confession of Faith|tem. I learned it from the people themselves | stitution gives such a right to all the Moderators 
of the writer in the Repertory? It is to show | of this church, as containing the system of doc- | who embraced it. When I came among them and | of our judicatories, without distinction. In the 
that Mr. Barnes cannot carry out his views with- | trine taught in the Holy Scriptures?’’ I believed | presented the claims of this church for aid, they | chapter ‘* on Moderators,”’ it is declared that the 

: I could answer then, and I think I can answer | told me we cannot give, and they gave me the rea-| Moderator ‘shall likewise be empowered, on 
man whio advances erroneous opinions will almost | Dow, ex animo, that I do approve it: and I am | s6n, and that reason was almosta literal quotation | any extraordinary emergency, to convene the 
involuntarily introduce the common phrases em- | constrained to think in view of what has been | from Mr. Barnes’ book. They used his very lan-|/ 
ployed in treating of the same doctrines. It-re-| read to us from Mr. Barnes’s book, that what is| guage. I say that it is a system: a practical |nary time of meeting.” It has been objected, 

there taught is not in accordance with that Con- system in the church. Go where it is and both | that if this interpretation is good, the Moderator ~~. eh gg aye his argument in reply ? 
r. Steele. He did. 

Mr. McCalla. Were the rebutting passages ad- 
Iso by the Presbytery 

Mr. Steele. 1 have already answered the ques- 
tion: this document contains only the proof ad- 
duced before the Presbytery by Dr. Junkin. 
Mr. Barnes read at any time the same passages 
from his book which Dr. Junkin read, then this 
contains a part of what Mr. Barnes read: if not, 

Our con-| then it contains nothing of what he read. 
Mr. McCalla. Did not Dr. Junkin formally lay 

before the Presbytery inculpatory passages from 
Mr. Barnes’ book as evidence against him, before 
the argument on his part commenced. 

Mr. Steele. He did. 
Mr. McCalla. Did Mr. Barnes formally lay be-| 

fore the Presbytery any rebutting testimony from 
|detach large masses of ground. ‘The danger is, 

udicatory by his circular letter, before the ordi- 

Now this hook professes to be intended for the | thing out. 
Barnes does not deny the imputation of Adam’s| Assembly to be called: but Synods and Presby- 

will speedily convince you how the matter 1s. 

will raise up a host of men prepared and disposed 
he has been tending. We are called upon todis-| to uproot the doctrine which has hitherto dis-{ that it is horrid even to think of any human be- 
pose of the errors in Mr. Barnes’ book, and in | tinguished the Presbyterian church. 

Mr. Olmstead. 1 have had a copy of 
interpretation. If the book contradicts itself, and | for some time; and I think the best speech I can 
may be explained to mean either one thing or the | make in reference to the case—I hope others will 
opposite, each man will of course explain it in his | follow the example—is to say, ** no remarks.” 

[Many did follow the example. ] 
Mr. Annan. 1 am not going to make a speech: 

book and believes him to hold error, he will say | but as it is my constitutional right to give the 
here are passages which are clearly erroneous, | reasons for my vote, 1 shall occupy two or three 
and he will interpret all the rest of the book by | minutes in doing so. 
these parts of it. So if a man favours Mr. Barnes’ | entirely sustained his charges. 
views he will say here are passages which agree | myself to doubt on this subject; or to believe that 
with the Confession, and he will be for interpret- | he can have mistaken the sentiments Mr. Barnes 
ing ali the rest in conformity with these. I think | has promulgated ; and I consider those he has 
we are bound to take up the book and judge of its | ennmerated as forming the essential parts of a 
language by the simple rule of common sense. | system which had its birth in two very renowned 
A man would not write such things as are in this | places; the first is New-Haven ; and the other is 
book if he knows the use of language and does | Poplar Town.* [a laugh.] 
not intend to convey such a meaning as the words | charges as well as the character of the man, may 
express. I am ready to vote for sustaining the | be pretty well judged of from the efforts which 

| have been made to defend him. 
Mr, S. Wilson. 1 am not insensible to the re-|a better proof of this than the reference which | 

sponsibilities ander which I am called to act: at | was made to the Biblical Repertory and the au- 
the same time I am not conscious that I came | thority of Princeton. 
here with any prejudices but a love to the truth. | sentiments of Princeton are in relation to this 

matter. In Dr. Miller’s letters we have a picture, 
the accused party, yet all my feelings toward | fully drawn, of this system of doctrinal opinions : 
him were in his favour. But, in regard to the| and the author of that work declares, in terms, 
sentiments contained in his book, I cannot say | that those who hold these errors and yet subscribe 
that my acquaintance has been so happy. I be-| to the Confession of Faith, are guilty of perjury. 
lieve it containa errors which are extremely dan-| And the same book declares that there are minis- 

rous. The system there taught, as far as it is| ters in the Presbyterian church who hold those 
Faid down, amounts to a different doctrine, | sentiments. 
‘another gospel.” It seems to me that the ap-| School men: and the errors in Mr. Barnes’ book 
pellant has acted wisely in the arrangement of his form a part of the New School system. 
charges. ‘The first point is that all sin consists | no difficulty in declaring that in my view they dre 
in action: then that faith is an act and not a prin-| most dangerous. 
ciple: then, in accordance with this, that we are | first, bore with great weight on my mind. 
not chargeable with Adam’s transgression; the/ that the errors were there: but then it was said, 
denial of this is patt and parce! of the system. | and truly, that the book contained passages from 
And so with the rest. All the points are oot} which just the opposite might be proved. 
equally important, yet they all constitute one cun-| fessor Hodge has shown most clearly some of 
nected system; and the whole form a battery. | these contradictions. 
levelled at the very foundations of the Presbyte-| me for a considerable time: but it is so no longer. 
rian Church. Only carry out these principles and | I regard Mr. Barnes’s book .just as I do the work 

they subvert the whole grounds of my hope in| of Taylor. 

Christ. I think that the appellant has fully sus-| ‘Taylor that ‘Taylor teaches, in fact, both sides. 
tained all the charges; though Ido not say that} While he undertakes to deny original sin, he does 
he has established all with equal clearness. Some] in some places prove the very contrary of this. 
of them are inferential ; but the inference is so} Just so it is with Mr. Barnes. He means to deny 
clear that none can doubt it. If I deny an affirma-| the system taught in our standards; but he has 
tive proposition, it is tantamount to affirming the | also said things which lead to directly the reverse. 

's | But no man could, on this account, think of clear- 
inference. But even supposing that all the char-| ing him of such a design, any more than for the 
ges are not fundamental, still they all impugn the | same reasor. he could acquit Taylor. 

has taught in some passages what comports with 
our system, but the main design of this book is to 
contradict and overthrow it. 
the contradictions unavoidably, and through mis- 
take. I therefore hold him guilty on all the 

tain, he cannot complain if he is denied a staud-| charges. 

Mr, Todd. 1 came here with a mind entirely 
unprejudiced, and have listened to the course of 
the trial with close attention. What little I knew 
of Mr. Barnes disposed me in his favour. “I had 
met him in Synod, and was disposed to consider 
him as an amiable and excellent man. 
I have been here and have listened to the charges, 
and the proof adduced in support of them, I am 
constrained to say I believe them to have been 
fully proved. On the competency of this court 
to take up and issue the appeal I have no doubt 
or difficulty,, As to the opposite passages in the 
book, I never in my life read a book of any de- 
scription that had not something good in it. 
have never read Mr. Barnes’ book ; but admitting 
the passages which have been quoted to be con- 

posterity is a libel on the divine government— é ; 
Now, where is that testimony ? A member, in 

his speech, solemnly appealed to heaven to wit- 
ness that we have all that was before the Presby- 
tery. But what said the witness to a query by 
Mr. Winchester? 

(Our reporter here says, ‘‘ Insert Winchester’s 
query and Steele’s reply,” but we cannot find 
them in the report of Mr. Steele’s examination, as 
published in our paper. ] 

[s not this proof enough that testimony was 
submitted to Presbytery by Mr. Barnes which is 
not heforeus? We have no proof that this paper 
of Dr. Junkin’s was ever recorded by the Presby- 

Again, therefore, 1 assert, on evi- 
dence here recorded in your minutes, that we 
have not all the testimony. 
containing rebutting evidence, who brought it he- 
fore the Presbytery? Somebody must. 
Dr. Junkin?—No. Mr. Barnes 1—No. The Pres- 

I have heard not a word said of 
this: yet such a letter there was before the Pres- 
bytery. But it is said the testimony is in the 
book. I ask, whereabouts in the book? Who 
has read it here? It might equally well have 
been said that the proof of Mr. Barnes’ heresy is 
in Dr. Junkin’s manuscript: but could we have 
judged of it, unless we had heard 1 
had been read before the conrt?- Iti 
are contradictory, or countervailing passages in 
his book, which convey an impression the reverse 
of what is charged. Have these heen read to us? 
Has the court heard them? Supposing you were 
trying a man for a sermon: wonld you not read 
the whole of it? Must it not be read in court? 
Suppose a lawyer, in arguing before the Supreme 
Court. should say that Blackstone, or Chitty, or 
any other law authority, said so and so: must he 
not read the passage? is it not always done? or 
ought it not to be? But where is the advocate 
here to bring ont any countervailing or even any 
mitigating evidence? I do not know, to this 
hour, what passages Mr. Barnes adduced as re- 
butting or explanatory evidence before the Presby- 

I therefore say that we cannot sustain the 
appeal, becanse we have not the documents which 
were before the court below. | 

Having disposed of the first point, I now come 
to the question whether the trial has been orderly 

In order to this, it is necessary that 
all the documents must be read, and that the par- 

Now the documents have 
not been read, and, as I must think. the parties 
were shut ont of court too soon. The Presbytery 
had a right to put in their argument here in bar of 
your jurisdiction. This they were not allowed to 

And I most give it as my opinion, that the 
plea of the Presbytery was shut out by implica- 
tion in a way rather rash, and not calculated to 
secure the ends of justice. I cannot persuade my- 
self that the accused has had what our constitu- 
tion secures to him, a * fair and impartial” trial. 
He was certainly justifiable in refusing his assent 
to the trial’s proceeding any farther, after his 
Presbytery had refnsed the documents indispen- 
sable to its orderly proreeding. 

In regard to the charge of heresy, I think it 
has not been sustained. I admit that Mr. Barnes 
has said many things against the terms and phra- 
ses ** covenant of works” and ‘+ imputation,” and 
that what he has said against these phrases does 
appear, at first, to be directed against what I be- 
lieve to be the doctrine of the Bible on those 
points: but, from a long intimacy and intimate 
fellowship and sympathy with him, I do not be- 
lieve that he means to deny any one fundamental 
doctrine of our confession: on the contrary, no- 
body holds its fundamental truths more cordially. 
I think he has been jmprodent in his language; | 
but I believe that what he says against imputation 

ing’s Coming into existence under what will pre- 
vent him from doing all the dvties required of 
him: and if you press them with scripture, they 
will use all Mr. Barnes’ arguments about the in- 
justice of punishing men for an action done thou- 

| sands of years before they were born. 
will hear that all sin lies in action: that it is ac- 
tion and action alone which constitutes character. 
When you ask them how God created man, they 
will tell you that he created him without any 
character at all, but with liberty to form sucha 
character as he pleased. ‘They expressly deny 
that Adarm’s conduct affected his offspring in any 
way. They feel the difficulty arising from the 
fact that all men do necessarily sin, but they deny 
that this is in consequence of any thing done by 
Adam: and insist that men now sin just as the 
angels did at the beginning. If you ask, whatdo 
you do then with infants? they will answer that 
infants have no character. 
what was said when I pressed upon Mr. Duffield 
—I beg pardon—I mean on Mr. Barnes the truth 
that where is no transgression there can be no 
condemnation, and of course no pardon. 
that infants at death went immediately to heaven. 
I asked him over what do they rejoice in heaven, 
if they never were pardoned ? how can they praise 

He replied that infants 1e- 
joice in this just as the angels do: not because 
they have any personal interest in it; but they 
look at it as a display of the divine perfections. 
I say again it is a system. 
men begin to act, no propensity to sin, no neces- 
sity of breaking the law, and if it is a libel on 
God’s government for any one to say he cannot 
keep the whole law perfectly, what will be the 
end of snch a system? 
That is the tendency and will be the issue of 1t. 
I have heard the perfectjonists. 
those who were so perfect that they could not 
sin: Chrst was in them and they in Christ, and 
they could not sin. This is the end of these things. 
It is only the new system carried out. 
the demonstration of this in the fact that a large 
portion of the churches under the care of the Gene- 
ral Assembly are looking tothe issue of this trial as 
that which is to decide the question whether they 
shall continue in connexion with the Presbyterian 

If Mr. Barnes and Dr. Beecher are not 
permitted to retain their standing, we leave the 
Body. ‘hat is the reason why the Presbyterian 
church cannot operate in that region of country. 

Mr, Landis here interposed. 
ther when he combats a shadow to state when 
and where and by whom such an assertion has 
been made upon this floor. — 

Mr. Gilbert. When the calling of the roll com- 
menced, I did not expect to occupy more than five 
minutes: but so many speeches: have been made 
by brethren on the other side, while scarce any 
have yet been heard from ours, that I must now 
becpeak the patience of the Synod for a some- 
what longer time than I had at first intended. ‘The 
rule under which we are now acting declares that 
afier the parties shall have withdrawn * the clerk 
shall call the roll, that every member may have 
an opportunity to express his opinion on the case ; 
after which the final vote shall be taken.” 
quote this because it has been said by some of 
those who have spoken that the only question to 
which we can speak is, whether the charges 
against the accused have been sustained. 
are not confined within such narrow limits; but 
have liberty to speak to * the case’’—to the whole 

The case is an appeal from a decision of 
Presbytery, and it virtually asks us to condemn 
Mr. Barnes as a heretic and his Presbytery with 

Before I can vote this, I must be satisfied 

I think the appellant has 
I cannot bring 

If there was a letter 

The nature of the 

I was struck with: 
We cannot have 

Now we know what the their own cause. 

It can ** issue ALL 
I think that Dr. 

God for redemption? 

If there is no sin till 
He fixes this stigma on the New 

There was one thing which, at I answer, Perfection. 

He might have done it, I have met with 
And as to deny- 

This was a difficulty with 

Edwards shows in his book against 

ties be fully heard. 

] ask the bro- 
I deny this, and 

He has fallen into 

term, and that when he talks about the guilt of 
Ada:n’s sin not belonging to his posterity, he 
means no more than that they had no personal 
participation in Adam’s sin, On the whole, I 
cannot, by maintaining the appeal, condemn my 
brother Barnes, because we have nothing to go 
upon but ex parle testimony, while the rebutting 
evidence that might take away all its force, has 
never even been read before us. - 

JOURNAL OF MR. LOWRIE FROM CALCUTTA. 
(Concluded. } 

Ghazepur Described. Important Mission Station. 
Character of the People. 

Sept. 8.—On the evening of the 6th, I reached 
Ghazepur (Ghazeepore) and stayed the Sunday 
with the chaplain, a pious, amiable, and excellent 
man; in whose family I] had the pleasure of 
meeting two or three pions officers, connected 
with the military at this station. Ghazepur is 
both a military and a civil station. As there is 
usually a regiment of European soldiera in the 
barracks, there is a chaplain and a church. But 
for the service of the natives (and the population 
must amount to many thousands, perhaps 50,000) 
there is neither missionary nor any kind of agency 
employed. This is an important station for a mise. 
sion family; as there are no missionaries nearer: 
than Benares, which is forty miles distant, while 
the population of this district is as dense as usual, 
The town is considered one of the most healthy 
in India, which I should think very probable from. 
the high open ground on which it stands. Of the 
native inhabitants rather a large portion are Mus- 
sulmans; but in the country they do not average 
more than one eighth of the people. The charac- 
ter of the people of this town is rather unfavoura- 
bly noted. They are spoken of as lawless and 
ready for acts of violence. ‘This appears to be 
their character among their countrymen ; of which 
I had a painful proof on the evening of my arrival. 
The boat had been made fast opposite the native 
part of the town. Some of my servants came to 
beg that I would order the boat-people to go on, 
and stop at the European part; and one of them, 
who had been some years in the service of Kue 
ropeans, and has picked up some English phrases, 
in order to enforce the request, added, *“ People 
d——d bad here.”” The poor fellow supposed he 
was speaking in the superlative degree, while he 
was thus unconsciously giving another illustra- 
tion of the evil influence of many nominal Chris- 
tians.—At the lower extremity of the town is a 
large palace of free stone, built by a native king; 
but now going to decay, and occupied as a cuse 
tom-house by the English. 

Cultivation of Rose Bushes. Attar of Roses. 
The country around is extensively covered with 

rose bushes, which are cultivated for the purpose 
of manufacturing rose water, and the famous attar 
of roses. ‘To produce a quantity of the latter equal 
in weight to rather less than half an ounce; it is 
said that 20,000 grown roses are required, and the 
rice of that quantity is about fifty dollars. The 

altar is obtained by skimming off the oil which is 
found on the surface of the rose water after being 
exposed all night to the open air. 
Danger from Crumbling Banks. A Fleet of Boats, 

To-day, we got under sail again; but the wind 
being very light, and the current very strong, the 
men were soon obliged to go on shore with the 
rope. We had several times the opportunity of 
seeing one of the most common kinds of danger 
to vessels in these Upper Provinces. The banks 
are frequently high and often crumbling and ready 
to fall into the water. By the tow rope the boat 
is dragged close to the bank, whilst the heavy 
tramp of the men in pulling, and the rubbing of 
the rope on the edge of the bank, are very apt to 

that they may fall on the top of the poor boat; in 
which case it would be almost certainly foun- 
dered. This afternoon the risk appeared so great, 
that I felt it a.duty to leave the boat and walk 
some miles. Providentially, the sun was covered 
with clouds, so that I did not experience the evil 
influence which invariably attends exposure to his 
raye at this season of the year. 

Sept. 9.—Passed a Conductor’s fleet of boats, 
some 30 or 40, carrying military stores to differ- 
ent stations of the army. Passed also the native 
town of Seidpur, a place of some business. No 
incidents of much interest occurred. : 

Description of Benares, Prevalent Holatry. 
Sept. 11.—Reached the fat-famed city Banaras 

(Benares.) The appearance of this city is cer- 
tainly very fine, as one approaches it on the river. 
It stands on a high bank, perhaps thirty feet high-. 
er than the water, on the outer circumference of a 
semicircular sweep which the river here makes of 
some three or four miles; so that, at one glance, 
a person can see to good advantage, the entire 
river-view of the city. This view is probably 
quite unique, without any thing to resemble it, 
much less to rival it, in the world. The houses 
are built close to the edges of the bank. Numer- 
ous temples stand also on the same eminence, 
while many ghats, or landing places, of stone 
steps, leading from the water up to the top of the 
bank, some of them very large, are covered with 
crowds of worshippers bathing or washing in the 
holy river. 

But it isin the city itself that a person sees 
how entirely itis given to idolatry.” The streets 
are so narrow that neither carriage nor horse can 
enter; at least, it is not expedient to attempt pe- 
netrating them on horseback; and, in a carriage, 
it is impracticable todo so. Then, as the houses 
are very high, never Jess than two stories, but 
more frequently five, or six, there is an air of 
loomy seriousness, befitting a holy place of such 

a religion. At every corner and turn, the eye 
sees temples and pagodas, of all sizes, and of 
every kind of structure. In the streets many fat, 
lazy, tame Brahminy bulls are moving about at 
their leisure; and beggars, and devotees, and 
Brahmans, are not less numerous. The walls of 
the houses often present rude paintings of the dif- 
ferent gods and goddesses ; their various trans- 
formations and exploits, with their many arms 
and weapons; and, in the raised narrow projec- 
tions, at the doors of the houses, and in the inner 
corners of the streets, are sitting numerous per- 
sons, selling flowers and beads for the accommo- 
dation of the multitude of worshippers. In the 
temples there are always various Brahmans; some 
reading in loud, chanting tones, the shasters; 
others, besmearing the obscene dinga with oil, 
and decorating it with flowers; others, pouring 

libations of holy water from the Ganges on the 
idols, and on different places in the temple: while 
not unfrequently acrowd of holy beygars, looking 
like demons through chalk and cow-dung, make 
a person almost deaf with their incessant repeti- 
tion of Ram! Ram! Ram! 

Sacred Places, Pilgrimage. Images of the Linga, 
Mosque of Aurangzebe. 

Benares is held sacred for ten miles around, 
though particular places in it are accounted pecu- 
liarly holy. One visit to this city secures for the 
pilgrim a certain admission into heaven. Many 
resort here {rein all parts of India, to finish their 
days; and so great is the opinion of its holiness, 
that many Rajahs have vakels, or delegates, re 
siding here, to perform for them the requisite ee- 
remonies and ablutions. Jt is said that within 
this city are a million of images of the linga, If 
true, or even near the truth, this estimate conveys 
@ most mournful idea of the state of morals.—The 
mosque built by Aurangzebe is the highest edifice, 
the minarets being upwards of 200 feethigh. It 
was built to mortify the Hindus, and is erected on 
the site of one of their most holy temples. The 
view from the top is very extensive and interesting. 

Old Observatory. Private Schools. Hindw College. 
Among the various buildings of some interest 

is an old Observatory, where may be seen a large 
nomon of stone, and some other instruments, is only directed against that theory which holds in respet to four points. 1. That the appeal has 

? 

own is the atation of Rev. Mr. Campbell, a 
member of Synod. Sioa hole matter to the delinquent Judicatory,' that there is a transfer of character under that been regularly prosecuted: 2. That all the evi- | jenares is not merely the Jerusalem of the Hin- 
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THE PRESBYTERIAN. 
as, it is sleo their Athens. There ere many 
vate ia, which Senecrit is steadied under 

sarned Brahman Pandits, who are supported by 
native princes sad other wealthy Hiadas. There 

ie aleo a Finda. College, in which the various 

branches of Hinda ‘earning, not even excepting 

asirolegy.-apr the, astronomy of Ptolemy, nor the 
geography which teaches that the earth is sup- 

the letge tortoise *chakwa,” and that 

oust Mera, standing in the centre of the vast 

plain which forme the earth’s surface, supports 
the vatious heavens. And all this is done at the ex- 

pense of the government funds! It is said to have 

eight or ten professors and about two hundred 

stadents. The superiotendant is an European. 

ion of Benares, Europeans, Missionaries. 

The population has been estimated at opwards 

of 500,000.; but various persons, with whom I 

conversed, supposed that it does not exceed 300, 

000. At particular festivals the concourse is 

great beyond any computation. The European 
residents live in Secrole, one of the suburbs about 

_ three miles distant from the chief part of the city. 
te also a regiment of sepoys stationed there, 

and a chaplain. 
There are seven missionaries at this city; three 

under the Church Society, and one superintendant 

of a large English and Persian echool, founded by 

a-wealthy native, but committed to the manage- 

ment of that Society ; three from the London Mis- 

sionary Society, who have a small chapel and 

stated service ‘A the city: and one from the Se- 

rampore Baptist Society, who resides in the city, 

aod has a room in his own house fitted_as a cha- 

to shield their own disingenuousness, or eventually 
‘to produce a change by first diminishing the 

of denominational attachments, they put 
on a show of liberality and express a well counter- 
feited horror at sectarianism. This has always 
been the policy of the Congregationalists of our 
Church, and by the success with which it has 
been plyed, our Church has been brought to the 
verge of ruin. If our observation has not deceived 
us, the anti-sectarian cry has always been most 
loudly raised by those who have been actuated by 
sinister motives; it is notorious that heretics in all 
ages of the Church have employed it, and it ia 
equally notorious that they who use it in our own 
Church, do so for the express purpose of levelling 
the barriers which have been erected to oppose the 
progress of error. : 

The Editor of the Cumberland Preshyterian by 
the aid of italics and notes of admiration (!!) re- 
presents these views as absolutely unheard of until 
advocated by us, and pleads most lustily for the 
unity of the Church. We turn our eyes to the 
West and inquire who is the man who so bitterly 
inveighs agaiast sectarianism? Gentle reader, it 
is the official editor of a new sect, which in late 
years has sprung up in the western country, styled 
Cumberland Presbyterians, who originally broke off 
from the Presbyterian Church because they did-not 
believe in its Calvinistic standards, and who are 

1. Usually these brethren go every day to the | from year to year boasting of their increase as a 
city. and talk with the people, and give religious 
books and tracts to those who, they think, will 

, make @ good ose of them. Though they have not 

yet had any conversions, they all say that they 
are heard with more attention and seriousness now 
than a few years ago. 

THE PRESBYTERIAN. 

THURSDAY, Mancn 24, 1836. 

To CorarsponDENTs.—In consequence of mat- 
ter lying over from last week, various communica- 

tions have been crowded out of the present number 

of our paper. | 

Proresson Hausry.—The communication of 
Dr. Miller, will be read with interest. His name 

was, as we think, very improperly introduced by 
Professor Halsey, in the article upon which we 
commented last week. Dr. Miller’s note gives a 
very different aspect to the whole affair. 

We find some pointed questions propounded to 
Professor Halsey in the last number of the N. Y. 
Observer. Ifhe will honestly answer them, we 
shall be able more fully to understand the com- 
plexion of his doctrinal faith. 

Synop’s Procerpincs.—We wish our readers to 
_ understand, that we are in no sense accountable for 

the errors which appear in the history of proceed- 
ings as reported for the New York Observer. We,, 
do not feel ourselves at liberty to alter, and have 
not done so except in this day’s copy, in which, 
we placed Mr. Annan’s name, instead of Mr. Al- 
len’s, and Mr. Barber’s name instead of Mr. Dun- 
lap’s. Mr. Dunlap made no speech on the occa- 
sion, as he was providentially compelled to leave 
Synod before the time in which the speech was 

made. The report as given to-day is by no means 
as well executed as the preceding parts. 

EcciesiasticaL.—The Rev. Arthur B. Brad- 
ford of the Presbytery of Philadelphia has received 
‘@ unanimous call to the Presbyterian church in_ 
Clinton, New Jersey. We know not whether he 

designs to accept it. 

New York Osssrver. This paper will find 
it difficult to defend itself against the charge of a 
breach of professed neutrality. In its remarks of 
last week on Dr. Junkin’s letter it becomes still 
more entangled. Every person and thing which 
is thoroughly New School, is pronounced by it to 
be “in good standing.” It gives us however one 
piece of information, viz. that when Dr. Spring 
‘¢ ascertained that some of the opinions charged on 
Mr. Barnes as heresy, were opinions which he him- 
self held, he wrote to Dr. Junkin requesting him to 
erase his name from the recommendation.” We 
ask, is it at all credible that Dr. Spring was igno- 
rant of the nature of the charges against Mr. Barnes 
when he signed the recommendation ? 

New Scuoon Mgasurrs.—We refer our read- 
ers especially to a communication extracted from 
the Pittsburg Christian Herald. It is an alarm 
note to the Watchmen of Zion! 

House or Reruce.—The Annual Report of this 
truly intetesting institution, affords strong proof of 
its usefulness. The salutary instruction imparted 
to its inmates, and the habits of industry in which 
they are trained, have been the means of rescuing 
many youthful delinquents from vice and ruin, and 
restoring them to respectable society. During the 
eight years in which this institution has been in 
operation, eight hundred and thirty four boys and 
girls have participated in its kindly and fostering 
charity. 3 

SgcrarianisM.—The Editor of the Cumberland 
Presbyterian professes great horror at the views 
which we recently expressed, that it would be 
well for the Church to which we belong, if it 
would become more sectarian than it is, that is, 

more decided in its preference of the great features 
by which it is distinguished. Our sentiments on 
this subject are fully sustained by common sense 
and sanctioned by common practice. An indi- 
vidual in uniting himself with a particular denomi- 
nation of christians is presumed to be actuated by 
partiality in the selection; or in other words, he 
makes his choice in consequence of some peculiar 
traits, which in his judgment, give a superiority to 
that denomination over others. In this way he 
becomes a sectary, or the member of a particular 
sect, and if his choice has been an enlightened one, 
it is expected that he will furnish strong evidence 
of his particular attachment. This attachment 
may be perfectly consistent with entire charity for 
others, just as a man may love his own child better 
than al] other children, while at the same time, he 
neither does nor wishes them harm. The amount 

of al] we have said on this subject is, that every 
man should be consistent in his profession, and that 
he should not profess a preference which his ac- 
tions falsify. We honour the Episcopalian or 
Methodist who, while he avoids proscriptive big- 

- etry, strongly avows his attachment for his own 
peculiarities which he believes are most accordant 
with the rule and spirit of the Gospel, and we ex. 
tend the same respect to a true hearted Presby- 
terian, ‘That another doctrine should prevail in 

- our Church on this subject, is easily accounted for ; 
—there are many svminal Presbyterians who have 

become connected with the Church from motives 
of convenience, while entertaining a secret repug- 
nance to many of its peculiarities, and with a view 

sect! Alas for consistency! One thing is ob- 
vious; just in proportion as Presbyterians lose 
their denominational attachments, the Cumberland 

Presbyterians may hope to fill up their ranks; a 
‘very good reason truly why they should denounce 
our sectarianism. 

same paper a long Address by the Rev. Professor 
Beard, to the Licentiates and Candidates of Cum- 
berland College, in which, among other matters he 

says: ‘‘ You are not to be sectarians, but you are 
Cumberland Presbyterians from principle ; (a nice 
dictinction) this is right ; while you wish and pray 
for the prosperity of Zion in all her branches, you 
are not without feelings of particular interest for the 
prosperity and usefulness of the Cumberland Pres- 
byterian Church.” We think we may fairly 
quote the Cumberland Professor against the Cum- 
berland Editor. | 

- More Union.—A circular has been published 
in Massachusetts, proposing union of action in the 
promotion of Sabbath School instruction, in which 
we find the following passage; ‘‘ what a delight- 
ful sight to see Methodists, Baptists, Congrega- 
tionalists, Episcopalians, Universalists, gc. all 
joined in amicable deliberation upon this holy and 
engrossing subject!” The Editor of the (Uni- 
tarian) Christian Register of Boston, in referring to 
this liberal scheme-of union remarks: _ 

‘It binds together by the bonds of sympathy 
and love the disciples of a common Master, who, 
under other circumstances, are too apt to think 
that they show the sincerity of their faith, by the 
zeal they display in the cause of their own sect, 
as able and constant partisans.” 

We must confess that we cannot keep pace 
with such 2 march of religious improvement; but 
it is not improbable that some in our Church may 
yet discover that Unitarianism, and Universalism, 
are merely “errors of the head and not of the 
heart,” and may be admitted as holding with us 
for “‘ substance of doctrine” provided they are not 
accompanied by “ viciousness of life.” 

Synop or Utsrer.—Our readers may possibly 
remember that a year ago, we remarked with re- 
gret that the Synod of Ulster, after their successful 
battle against Arianism, had recognized the licen- 
sure of several candidates who offered some, but 

as it was supposed, unimportant exceptions to the 
Westminster Confession and Catechisms. We 
predicted that unless they should recede from this 
position it would eventually occasion them much 
trouble ; and we are now happy to state that they 
have changed their ground, as may be seen by the 
following resolution. 

Whereas doubts appear to exist respecting 
the meaning and extent of the resolution of the 
last Synod, not to enstain any exceptions oppo- 
sing the doctrine of the confession of faith: And 
whereas it is most desirable in itself, and indis- 
pensable to a renewal and maintenance of commu- 
nion with other Preshyterian churches, to adhere 
to an unqualified subscription of the Wesminster 
Confession of Faith : this Synod do now declare, 
in accordance with the resolution adopted at the 
last meeting of this body, that they will not, from 
this time forth, receive any exceptions or explana- 
tions from candidates for the ministry, and de- 
clare that all who in future wish to become licen- 
tiates or ministers of the church, shall subscribe 
its standards in terms of the following formula: 
‘| believe the Westininster Confession of Faith 
to be founded upon, and agreeable to, the word of 
God, and as such I subscribe it as the confession 
of my faith.” 

Mopern Improvements.—lIt is frequently and 
confidently alleged in vindication of the New The- 
ology, that it obviates by its modes of exposition 
and explanation the most serious and formidable 
objections which sinners are accustomed to urge 
against the Gospel plan, and consequently, pre- 
pares the way for their reception of it under the 
new modification. If we should deny this, our 
denial would be attributed to our blind bigotry ; 
for the sake of argument then we will to a certain 
extent, admit the position, that the new divinity 
divests the sinner of some of his strongest objec- 
tions to the Gospel. Calvinism is: of all other 
systems, the one least calculated to gratify the 
feelings of an unrenewed heart, and considering its 
structure, we are not surprised that every sinner 
should promptly and obstinately object to it. The 
whole scheme is extremely humiliating, and offers’ 
not one solitary encouragement to self complacence 
in man. It meets us in the outset with the unwel- 
come doctrine that our nature is wholly depraved ; 
or in other words that our “heart is deceitful 
above all things and desperately wicked ;” a re- 
presentation by no means flattering to our self es- 
teem. Not only this, it pays but a poor compli- 
ment to our rational and moral faculties, by denying 
to them any power to overcome this depravity, 
while it attributes the whole conquest to the un- 
deserved operations of the Holy Ghost. ‘It pro- 
ceeds further, and insists that God in his sovereign 
pleasure has elected a fixed number from the hu- 
man family,-for whom alone Christ died, and to 
whom alone the benefits of his redemption shall be 
applied. It does not stop here, but represents 
even the regenerate as entirely dependent on daily 
communications of grace that they may live to the 
glory of God and persevere in holiness. Now we 
say, that it is not at all wonderful, that a scheme 

so humbling to human pride should be seriously 
objected to by every sinner. 

Modern divinity has discovered what it proclaims 
as a remédy for this evil and which obviates all 
the “‘ strong reasons” of the objecting sinner. It 
addresses him soothingly in terms like the follow- 
ing : “ The holy Scriptures do not calumniate that 

noble nature with which God has endowed you; 
it has received no taint from the apostacy of Adam, 
and is free therefore from original and inherent 
corruption; no man becomes a sinner except by 
his own voluntary act, and the same volition 
which made him a sinner can cause him to cease 
from sinning ; the atonement of Christ is unlimi- 
ted in its nature, and if sinners choose, it may be 
unlimited in its application ; man possesses powers 
of which he may well be proud, and if he can only 
be induced to exert them, he can be every thing 
which God has required him to be; if all the 
world would at this moment put forth their power, 
‘the millenium would instantly occur in the full 
blaze of its glory.” | 

Our readers will certainly agree with us that 
this scheme softens the asperities of Calvinism, and 
must be wholly unobjectionable to sinners inas- 

much as it encourages them in a high opinion of 
their own powers. That sinners generally should 
find much less difficulty in. embracing this system 
than that of rigid Calvinism, is to us a matter of 
no surprise. | 

Here, however, a difficulty occurs, is the system 

true ? does it-accord with the testimony of God in 
his word? We know it to be less objectionable 
to the sinner, but does ‘hat make it true? If we 

should carry out the system, and tell the sinner 
that all his sins were venial, and that God was not 
so tyramically severe as to punish them with final 
perdition, but, on the contrary, being infinitely be- 

nevolent, he was most willing that men should 

seek their own gratification in any way which they 
desired ; the scheme would be still less objectiona- 

ble to sinners, and multitudes would immediately 
flock into the church. Would this success in 

Since writing the above, we have seen in the} winning sinners, however, be any proof that the 
representation of their full liberty to sin, was ac- 
cordant with the word of God? If according to 
the boast of the new divinity, their scheme is true 
because it is less objectionable to sinners, Univer- 
salism must be still nearer the truth and more 
Sxorthy of acceptance. We recently heard a ser- 
mon from a Presbyterian pulpit, in which the new 
school divinity was brought to bear in answering 
the “strong reasons” of a sinner for remaining in 
impenitence; the views presented were similar to 
those before stated as belonging to this school, and 
the whole discourse was calculated to make a sin- 

ner feel very happy in the consciousness of his own 
plenary ability to step into heaven whenever he 
pleased. But wecould not avoid such reflexions 
as these :—If the sinner is satisfied by these state- 
ments, is it probable that God is equally satisfied 2 
If the sinner may act so prominent a part in his 
own conversion, where is the honour due to the 
Holy Ghost, and where is the grace of the gospel ? 
Are not the most vital truths thus sacrificed with a 
view to make the gospel more palatable to the 
carnal heart? Is not the great position of divine 
revelation inverted, let God be exalted and man 

abased ? Is not man here exalted, and God robbed 

of his glory? Alas! that such doctrines should 
ever be published to deceive and ruin the impeni- 
tent! The objections of sinners forsooth must be 
answered, and for this purpose the Gospel must 
not be explained, but explained away, and this is 
the greatest achievement which has been made by 
the New School divinity. Still this sacrifice of un- 
alatable truth to silence the cavilling of a sinner, 

is utterly unprofitable; it brings no honour to the 

minister who can thus deceitfully handle the word 
of God, and it tends only to deceive and undo the 
sinner. If he converts himself according to the 
doctrine of ability here inculcated, he will either 
perish in the self deception, or be compelled to.ap- 
ply humbly to God to perform the work anew. 
Where then the advantage? The fruits of this 
doctrine may be seen in spurious revivals, false 
conversions, frequent apostacies and a church once 
happy and once blessed, lying prostrate and bleed- 
ing. | 

Pgeace.—We had designed to offer some re- 
flexions on the subject of peaee in the Church, 
particularly in relafion to a circumstance of recent 
occurrence; but,in a great measure the necessity is 

obviated by an excellent article which we copy 
from the American Presbyterian, and place under 
our editorial head to give it greater prominence 
and secure its perusal. It speaks our sentiments, 

and will probably accord with the views of most 
of our readers. Brethren who urge peace by 
charging others with biting and devouring one 
another, are perhaps a little deficient themselves 
in a peaceful spirit ; and in sustaining their posi- 
tion from the word of God, while they abound in 
texts prohibiting personal strifes, forget that we 
are required to contend earnestly for the faith,—to 
buy the truth, and not to sell it, even for the sake 

of a seeming peace. The noisy advocates for 
peace, as far as we can learn, mean nothing more 
than this: the orthodox are too belligerent—they 

should suffer men to mar the doctrines of the 
Gospel as much as they please, unmolested—let 

God take care of his own truth without our med- 
dling! Such is the plain interpretation of their 
language, as well as their conduct. We estimate 
the duty of a steward of God, of a watchman on 
the walla of Zion, differently. A minister as a 
steward is faithfully to keep the deposit entrusted 
to him by his Master, and a3 a watchman he is 
to sound the alarm when the enemy approaches, 

and we might add, as a good soldier of Jesus 
Christ, heis to defend the faith against all assail- 

ants. Now we will let the writer in the American 
Presbyterian speak for us: | 

“Mr, Editor.—Your correspondent * Nevins,’ 
insists on great liberality and forbearance as the 
duty of every Christian, (which no doubt is true) 
and he condemns those who declaim, or condemn 
the errors of others, as the cause of the commo- 
tions in the church; whilst with an unsparing 
hand he very consistently can accuse the venerable 
Synod of Philadelphia of disgracing their office, 
‘dishonouring their Master, and bringing a re- 
proach upon the cause of Christ ;’ of * unchristian 
and ungentlemanly conduct ;’ as being ‘ passion- 
ate, uncharitable, disorderly, and uncourteous.’ 
Now with all the faults of that Synod, I am per- 
suaded, inflaming and irritable expressions were 
not used in that body with reference to any bro- 
ther. 

‘* He cries loudly for peace, forbearance, and 
overlooking the fau]ts of others ; and at the same 
time is accusing and condemning brethren of be- 
ing guilty of the most offensive conduct. True, 
he does not tell us which party has so far departed 
from ‘Christian and gentlemanly’ conduct, only 
the Synod ; of course I presume he alludes to the 
majority ; but be that as it may, I have made these 
remarks to show how perfectly partizans are blind- 
ed and suffer their judgment and better feelings 
to be carried away by party zeal. This brother, 
of course, belongs to the peace party, all forbear- 
ance, mildness, and love; yet no belligerent in 
the ecclesiastical contest uses more offensive and 
hostile epithets; like the great Addison, he is 
vilty of the same error he is writing to condemn. 

Pauly appreciate his motive, and with him would 
say something must be done to resfore peace and 
harmony to our beloved Zion. 1 also agree with 
him, that itis high time for the * moderate men’ 
to take their proper stand, and no longer ‘run 
with the hare, and hold with the hound ;’ let their 

influence be all thrown where it sentimeniully be- 
longs, that it may be seen who are on the Lord’s 
side—so that all who are on his side may as one 
man oppose error of every kind; for this is op- 
posed to the Lord. I am far from approving any 
unkind, illiberal, or unchristian remark or conduct 
of the Synod, but I must say, in my judgment, 
that Synod, notwithstanding all its faults, has 
acted most nobly in the case of Mr. Barnes ; and 
what is most to be wondered at, is, when we con- 
sider homan frailty and passion, under the per- 
lexing, twisting, shoffling conduct of the 2d 

Preebvuan, there was not more warmth manifest- 
ed. The errors in question are not * petty dif- 
ferences,” or mere philosophical speculation, nor 
yet of minor importance ; but they are of vital im- 
portance, calculated in their very nature and con- 
sequences to sweep away the foundation and hope 
of every Christian. 

[f- the charges brought against Mr. Barnes 
are true, then I am thrown back on the same infi- 
del foundation [ occupied twenty years ago—l 
have no hope of salvation throngh the righteous- 
ness of a crucified Saviour! However philoso- 
phy may cover over this rotten foundation and 
cause it to look reasonable, consistent and beauti- 
ful, yet to me, who have with burning interest 
and vain glory built a system on this foundation 
that led to atheism, the drapery thrown around it 
is too imperfect to prevent my recognising an old 
acquaintance. I am not accusing Mr. Barnes and 
those who hold with him, of being infidels; far 
from it; I hope and trust they are pious men; 
but when under any form we are disconnected 
from the condemation in Adam, however plausible 
may be our theory and ingenious our plans, in 
truth and effect we are thereby disconnected from 
Christ. I know the theory of some is so ingeni- 
ous that whilst they deny the former doctrine, yet 
they believe they are resting om Christ! But an 
unprejudiced investigation will show them the 
strength of their Saviour is their works, and if of 
works it cannot be of faith. The remedy for 
man’s recovery must be adapted to his condition, 
otherwise it is inappropriate and will not answer 
—consequently all erroneous views concerning 
the true condition of man, will lead to false views 
of his recovery. If by the disobedience of Adam 
we are brought into condemnation; then a suit- 
able Saviour wonld be one by whose obedience 
we could be justified. If we only inherit a sinful 
nature from Adam, and that all sin consists in vo- 
luntary action, we cannot be condemned in Adam, 
but for our sinful volitions or actions. Then a 
suitable Saviour would be one that would impart 
unto us a holy nature, so that by our holy voli- 
tions or actions we would be justified—for if we 
are not justified on the same ground of our con- 
demnation, there is no fitness or propriety in the 
thing; ¢o if we are not condemned in Adam, only 
receiving or inheriting a sinful nature from him; 
neither can we be justifisd in. Christ only in re- 
ceiving from him a holy nature—so whatever 
views we entertain of the condition of man, if we 
are consistent, must be our corresponding views 
of the plan of recovery. Soin my view the con- 
troversy is a vital one, and as my hopes of salva- 
tion are alone in the merits of Christ, that I may 
be in a situation to have those merits applied to 
me, I must be in the condemnation with Adam; 
and he who disconnects me from the one, discon- 
nects me from the other. 
Now, sir, in my view, the way to settle the 

controversy and restore peace in the church, is 
for men to have distinct and definite views of. 
fundamental doctrines; and if all cannot agree, 
let those who differ from the standards of the 
church honestly and peaceably withdraw. ‘They 
are the persons that keep up strife by introducing 
strange doctrines. Why will they insist on re- 
maining, when they are not of us, for if they 
were of us we should be agreed and there could 
be no strife? Or if they hold to our standards, 
but must explain our doctrines in a new way, so 
as to give offence to others, this in effect is teach- 
ing new doctrines, and necessarily will cause 
strife. Why insist on their new way if it is in 
effect the same as the old? If they are so tena- 
cious of their new way, they cannot or will not 
give it up—then peaceably withdraw—this is cer- 
tainly daty if their way is essential—so that a 
line of discrimination may be drawn between the 
good old and the new better way; but if their 
new way is not essential, why persist in it at the 
expense of the peace, harmony, and purity of the 
church. When Paul’s brethren were weak, and 
by his eating meat he would cause his weak bro- 
ther to offend ; rather than this he would not eat 
meat as long as the world stood. Now let those 
strong brethren manifest his spirit and not cause 
their weak brethren to offend by their philosophy, 
and we shall have peace. Backwoops. 

Missionary.—By the politeness of a friend we 
have been furnished with a letter from one of the 
missionaries which lately embarked at Philadel- 
phia. The letter is dated December 24th, at sea, 

34 days out, and was sent from Pernambuco, at 

which port the missionary ship touched. The 
letter states that the missionary company with 
few exceptions had suffered greatly from sea sick- 
ness, but at that date had nearly recovered. They 
spent their time principally in study and religious 
exercises. The writer remarks: ** we have no 
reason to complain, for a happier band of breth- 

ren and sisters than we are, 1 suppose never 

first order, and the Captain is one of the most 

friendly and obliging men of his profession, not 

only to us but to all his men, and consequently all 
is peace and harmony.” 

AGRARIANISM.—The spirit of revolution which 
has to a considerable extent infected and madden- 
ed the popular mind both in church and state, has 
never been presented under a more alarming form, 
than in the terms of the following handbill which 
has been circulated through our city. 

‘MONOPOLY. 

‘Monopoly is but another name for selfishness, 
or self-serving, and proceeds from depravity. It 
is dangerous to liberty, opposed to equality of 
rights, and to the true happiness of mankind ; 
who are all created equal, and equally endowed 
by their Creator with unalienable rights. 

‘* All enactments made binding amongst men, 
which import to some exclusive privileges over 
others, tend to make the pursuit of happiness un- 
equal: and hence, infringe an unalienable right, 
the equal pursuit of happiness : whether such en- 
actments assume the form and title of Charters, 
Deeds, or any other form and title, whatsoever. 
An individual holding an exclusive right to pro- 
perty, under the form and title of what are called 
DEEDS, becomes, in fact, as much a monopolist as 
any association holding an exclustve right to pro- 
perty to the same amount under the form and ti- 
tle of what is called a charter; should that asso- 
ciation be even called a United States Bank. 

— All monopolies are dangerous to liberty, and 
every exclusive privilege granted to some, over 
others (under whatever title or form it is done) 
has couched in itself the principle of monopoly, 
is oppressive and unjust, and that which is unjust 
in principle, Law cannot make just.” 

These disorganizing views are well calculated 
to be popular with the idle, ignorant and unprinci- 

pled portions of our population, to which, the pros- 

pect of wealth without the toil of industry, must 
have overpowering attractions. It is in our coun- 
try a new exposition of equality, that the industri- 
ous and enterprising are to accumulate wealth to 
be distributed among the indolent and vicious. 
Not only legislative charters, but deeds which se- 

cure to individuals the enjoyment of their own 
earnings, are condemned as unjust and illegal mo- 
nopolies which should be discountenanced and vio- 
lently assailed. In this we see the fruit of those 
corrupt political manoeuvres by which an attempt 
has been made to arouse the passions of the peo- 
ple at large against what has been styled the aris- 

crossed the ocean; cur accommodations are of the | 

tocracy. In this country there is no aristocracy, 
except such as is made by superior talents and su- 
perior enterprise, and unless the law can reduce all 

men to a perfect leve] in these respects, the doc- 
trine of equality as above advocated, must be re- 
jected as silly in the extreme. Under our favour- 
ed government all men are equal in law ; they en- 

joy alike its protection ; every path to wealth and 

honourable distinction is alike opened for all ; but 

if under the same circumstances some should out- 
strip others in the race, equity requires that they 
should be protected in the profits of their success. 
The doctrine of the levellers would destroy all dis- 
tinctions between educated refinement and igno- 
rant vulgarity; between industry and idleness ; 
right and wrong ; justice and injustice. If there 
was any excuse for the Spartan Lycurgus and the 
Roman Gracchi in proposing to reduce the rich by 
a distribution of their lands among the people at 
large, it must have been found in circumstances 
which do not exist in this country. All wealth is 
not now, as then, concentrated in the hands of com- 

paratively few ; neither are the rich able and wil- 

ling now, as then, to oppress the poor and reduce 
them to a state little superior to slavery. If no 
man were permitted to hold property under the 
protection of law, the result would be that all in- 
centives to industry would be removed, and society 
would by an inevitable retrocession, soon assume 
the improvident and idle habits of savage life. 
Even on the supposition that such a distribution of 

property was made as is evidently aimed at in the 
foregoing article, how long would the equality ex- 
ist? Just so long as superior talents and enter- 
prize would enable their possessors to ‘outstrip their 

fellows in the acquisition of wealth. And must 
there again be a division to restore equality ? 
Exactly so, or in other words, the industrious must 
work to maintain the vagabond. 

A leveller was once asked what he would do in 
the event of such a distribution; his reply was that 
he would enjoy himself on the spoils like a gentle- 
man. But said the interrogator, this course would 
soon dissipate your possessions, and reduce you to 
your previous condition, and what would you then 
do? Call for another division to be sure, was the 

reply. This is the doctrine; a yearly if not a 
semi-annual division would be necessary to main- 

tain the equality. It may be supposed that the no- 
tion we are combatting is too chimerical to be 
seriously entertained by any; but this is a mis- 
take. It is extensively diffused; it is popular 
among certain classes, and it would be carried into 
effect if there was the requisite power. But is 
there not danger that such power some day, and 
perhaps not far distant, may be attained? Let 
every good citizen look at the mass of native popu- 
lation which has but loose notions of the distinction 
between meum and tuum ; let him look at the in- 

credible influx of the lowest classes of foreigners 
from Roman Catholic Europe; let him remember 
with how much facility the rights of citizenship 
are secured, particularly the elective franchise, and 
let him mark the arts of ambitious politicians who, 
to secure their objects, will pretend to advocate the 
cause of the poor in opposition to the rich, and 
create bitter jealousies in their minds against them 
as their oppressors, thus arraying one portion of 
the community against another, as if the rights of 
one could be obtained only by the overthrow of the 

other ; let him ponder these facts, and judge whether 
there be any danger that an Agrarian law with all its 
odions, hateful, and fraudulent features, may not one 

day be seriously proposed. Premonitory symp- 

toms are already apparent, and it will require the 

combined energies of Law, Gospel, and diffused 
Education, to prevent the actual invasion of the 
disease. 

“Notice to Reviewers.—The Literary and 
Theological Review in a recent number contained, 
in many respects, a very just and able review of 

‘“‘Finney’s Lectures,’ with which Mr. Finney 
had no just reason to be satisfied. A writer in 

the Buffalo Spectator, pathetically deplores the 
severity of the Review as ‘an affectionate fratri- 
cide, a kind of /oving butchering of a brother,’’ and 
says: 

**T am sorry it bears marks of such intellectual 
strength ; and doubly grieved that the writer ap- 
pears so much at home. so much in his element 
when hewing brother Finney in pieces.” 

The inference to be drawn is, that a man is no 
better than a butcher who will review and condemn 
a heretical book. 

| For the Presbyterian. 

WASHINGTON COLLEGE, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Washington College is in the town of Wash- 
ington, Pennsylvania, on the great national turn- 
pike, at nearly an equal distance from Browns- 
ville, Pittsburgh and Wheeling. The popula- 
tion of this country is large, and distinguished 
for temperance, industry, wealth, and _intelli- 
gence. 

The site of the Institution is in the eastern part 
of the borough, and has a very pleasant location. 
In addition to the original College buildings, 
which are of considerable extent, a large and 
handsome new edifice is now in an advanced 
state, and will be complete for occupation early 
in the ensuing summer. 

There are three Libraries : the College library, 
and one belonging to each of the literary societies 
of the Institution, affording ample opportunity 
fur profitable reading. ‘There is also a Cabinet, 
containing already many curiosities and mineral 
specimens, to which valuable additions are mak- 
ing continually. 
The faculty of this Institution, consists of a 

principal and four professors, also a tutor. The 
course of studies is very complete, including An- 
cient Languages, an extended course of Mathe- 
matics, Natural Philosophy, Chemistry, Geology, 
Rhetoric, History, natural and civil Logic, Mental 
and moral Philosophy, Political Economy, Natu- 
ral Theology, and Evidences of Christianity. 
‘These are indispensable parts of the course. 

In the English department, (organised specially 
for the purpose of preparing teachers for common 
schools,) are taught the higher branches of an 
English education. The attention of young men, 
wishing to qualify themselves for Teachers, is in- 
viled to this department. 

The number of students, during the present 
session of 1835-36, has been from 100 to 115; of 
these 24 belong to the senior, and 20 to the junior 
class in College. 
_The conduct of the students is orderly and stu- 

dious ; a large portion of those in the higher 
classes is professedly pious; among these is a 
Society for inquiry on Missions.” 
Each student is required to recite, at least 

twice on every day, excepting Saturdays, when 
all the members of the regular College classes 
meet together for declamation, select reading, 
and reading compositions, subject to criticism by 
students and protessors. | 

Panctual attendance on public worship, on the 
Sabbath, is required, at such places and with 
such denomination as shall be signified by pa- 
rents «r guardians, or be gers by students 
themselves ; and in general, all practicable care 
is employed in guarding and promoting their mo- 
ral interests. 

Students board in private families, or in the 
College Club. In the former, the expense is one 
dollar and seventy-five cents per week, including 
‘room, bed and boarding. In the Club, and in 

$12 50 per session, or $25 per annum, includia 
all College charges. Expenses of boarding, tui- 
tion, washing. and fuel, in privave families would | 
little exceed $100,—in Club, it would be consi- 
derably less. 

There are two regular vacations, April and Oc- 
tober. The summer session commences on the 
first of May ;—the winter session on the first of 
November. Each session 21 weeks. 

In healthiness, pleasantness, and morality, 
Washington is inferior to few, if to any places in 
our country; and young gentlemen desirous of 
taking a Collegiate course may enjoy there as 
many advantages, and as cheaply, pleasantly, and 
safely, as at any other Institutio®. 

In compliance with a request of the Board of 
Trustees of this College, the foregoing summary 
statement is made, by D. M:ConauGHrey, 

President of Washington College. 
March 10, 1836. 

For the Presbyterian. 
DR. MILLER’S REPLY. 

Mr, Editor. — My name has been recently 
brought before the public, by the Rev. Professor 
Halsey, of the ** Western Theological Seminary,” 
in a manner which requires some further explana- 
tion than his statement furnishes. I dunotin the 
least inculpate the intentions of my Reverend 
Brother in making the statement referred to; but 
it appears so liable to misapprehension, that I 
think it my duty to give a more particular and in- 
telligible view of the occurrence to which he al- 
ludes. 

Dr. Halsey, in order to illustrate and confirm 
his general position, that, it has long been deem- 
ed fair and honest to subscribe the Confession of 
Faith of the Presbyterian Church, as * cofitaining 
the system of doctrine taught in the Holy Scrip- 
tures,” provided the individual subscribing be- 
lieved all **the essential or fundamental doc- 
\rines,” although he might differ from it as to 
some points of minor importance—gives the fol- 
lowing example: ** The Rev. Dr. Miller, of Prince- 
ton, was admitted, notwithstanding his objections 
to the Confession, chapter XXIV.”—The follow- 
ing is an account of the fact as it really occurred. 

When I was licensed by the Presbytery of 
Lewes, between forty and fifty years ago, just 
before standing up to make the profession and en- 
gagement required of candidates for license, I in- 
tormed the Presbytery, that the only article in the 
Yonfession of Faith concerning which I had the 
smallest doubt was a short clause in the fourth 
section of the 24th chapter, which treats ** of mar- 
riage and divorce.” 
man may not marry any of his (deceased) wife’s 
kindred nearer in blood than he may of his own, 
&c.’? I had happened, a few weeks before, to 
listen to a discussion of the question, whether a 
man might lawfully marry the sister of his de- 
ceased wife; and iny mind was brought into a 
state of doubt on the subject. Of this I thought 
it my duty candidly to inform the Presbytery, as- 
suring them that I could heartily adopt ever 
other article of the Confession. They unani- 
mously concluded that this goubt was no valid ob- 
stacle to my subscribing in the usual form, which 
I accordingly did, and was forthwith licensed. 

Soon afterwards my doubts were removed, and 
I became satisfied that the Confession of Faith, 
in relation to the matter in question, took the 
wisest, safest, and most scriptural ground. For 
a number of years before I ceased to be a pastor, 
lL thought it my duty to decline sanctioning any 
matrimonial connection condemned by the clause 
referred to, and to set my face in every proper 
way against it. © 

It has given me, I confess, some pain to be 
held up to view as objecting to a whole chapter of 
the Confession of Faith, without discrimination ; 
and to have the impression probably made and 
left on the readers of Dr. Halsey’s letter, that I 
still adhered to objections, or rather doubts, which 
were entirely dismissed many years ago. Be- 
sides, if I do not altogether mistake, that respect- 
ed Brother was distinctly informed, seven or 
eight years since, when it was proposed to ex- 
punge the clause in question from,the Confession 
of Faith, that I objected to the proposal, and was 
‘earnestly desirous that the clause should be re- 
tained. 

I am, Sir, very respectfully yours, 
Samuer 

Princeton, March 16, 1836. 

From the Pi:tsburg Christian Herald. 

NEW SCHOOL PREPARATIONS FOR THE 
NEX'T ASSEMBLY. 

[The following article ought indeed to awaken 
all the real friends of truth in the Presbyterian 
church. It is from the pen of one for whom we 
are ready to pledge our own veracity, that he 
will neither mistake nor exaggerate; and still 
more, one who has been associated and numbered 
with the peace or moderate-men, but whose at- 
tachment to the standards of our church, never 
has been and cannot be questioned. We ask 
seriously, we ask confidently, can men who love 
the truth, can men who regard their ministerial 
engagements act thus? Can men who are actu- 
ated by the principles of honour or common 
honesty act thus? Aoswer these questions as 
we may, such are the men with whom we are 
brought into contact, and who, in despite of our 
most ardent desires to live in peace, and conduct 
our establishment in peace, will force us into 
collision by the most insidious acts, while they 
make the highest claims to all that “is lovely 
and of good report’’ for themselves. ] 

Epiror or Hera.p. 

To the Members of the Presbyteries in Connexion 

Church. 

Brethren,—A solemn and perhaps decisive pe- 
riod in the history of our beloved and highly 
favoured church is approaching very rapidly, 
and will soon arrive. At the next General As- 
sembly it will probably be determined whether 
we Shall continue to be one church, and be re- 
lieved from corrupting and distracting influences 
from different sources; or be divided into two or 
three or more contending sects. Allow, then, a 
brother in the ministry, however unworthy he 
may be, who has watched the movements of con- 
tending parties with an anxious, and in some 
degree, impartial eye, to say a few words on one 
or two very important topics, to your inmost ear. 

It is well known, that at the Jast Assem- 

sion of opinion on the subject of slavery, that 
should be favourable to the principle of aboli- 
tion in its recent form. Of the effect of such a 
movement on the southern portion of our church, 
there can be but liatle, if any doubt. An imme- 
diate separation would probably, in the present 
state of things, be the necessary result. A com- 
mittee was appointed by the last Assembly, to 
prepare a report on this agitating question, to 
the next Assembly; and there is reason to ex- 
pect that it will be pressed from other quarters. 

The Rev. Albert Barnes of Philadeljhia, it is 
equally well known, has been suspended for er- 
roneous doctrine by the Synod of Philadelphia, 
and has appealed to the next Assembly. This 
case has excited much feeling, and feeling of 
opposite kinds. The Rev. Lyman Beecher, D.D. 
has also been charged with heresy and other 
sins, aud acquitted substantially, on the trial of 
his case, in the Synod of Cincinnati. From this 
decision, notice of an appeal has been given, 
and it also may go .up to the Assembly. That 
those who are immediately interested in these 
cases, and their friends will make great efforts 

to gain the ascendency in the next Assembly, 
may be expected. Such efforts will in some 
form be made by, both parties. And if that body 
shall be composed of those who are heated com- 
batants, what, I pray you, will be the conse- 
quences? 

Allow me to inform you, if you are not already 
acquainted with the fact, that the friends of one 
of the parties in appeal, (Mr. Barnes,) are now 
operating vigorously and systematically, for the 
purpose of securing a majority in the next As- 
sembly. Do you ask whether they are doing 
any thing more than using the periodical press, 
and ordinary correspondence and conversation, 

respectable families in the vicinity of town, the |as all parties do, in a greater or less degree? 
expense little exceeds one dollar. Tuition is | This question } must answer in the aff rmative. 
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