
Members of the First Presbyterian Church 

frhuiond, Virginia; to the Members of East 
presbytery, and to the Members of the 

V'< of Virginia and North Carolina. * 

v'n Brethren:—You nil know that I am 

Jrovcrtist. My public life has never been 

hvilh ft spirit of disputation. “I would not 

ri|0tir of brotherly love, for a whole eternity 
E-ition.” But as l have never sought, so, 

Jive never shunned an adversary. I am not 

L speak for God, and. truth, and order, and 

Much as I am uverse to controversy, I still 

tag a less evil than error, confusion, indiffer- 
ji-iilh. I do not feel disposed lo drench you 

jj r waters of any personal or sectarian con- 
Nor do 1 ask more than your candid and 

Lition to statements, some of which are ex- 
ifV and all of which are intended to be cour- 

^ polite. 
re aware that I was a commissioner from 

i-:,over Presbytery, to the lust General As. 

You also must know, that some things done 
J(iy have been spoken of, as of questionable 
In particular, some persons have regard- 

i!it to objection, the conduct of the Assem- 
,;¥o to the “Plan of Union,” and to the Sy- 

.0 Western Reserve, Genesee, Utica and 
Something has also been said respecting 
Presbytery of Philadelphia, and, perhapv, 

,0 other and minor points, I shall say but 

>. minor points. , 

i.iliod of addressing you, which I have cho- 
will bo pleasant to you. I begin by 

tt'liat is the true nature of the acts of As- 

In order to set the matter right, it is ncces- 
rroct several errors of statement and mis- 

apprehension on the subject. I will not 
or by whose fault, or whether by any fault 

;?nrohension and these mistakes have arisen. 
,'dr origin what it may, they exist and ought 
ved. 

,t remark is, that the friendly corrospon. 
|n-i amicable relations between the Presbyte- 

in the United States of America and 

JL^ationalistg of New England, are unirn- 
jkvi::)' act of the last Assembly. On the con- 

Assombly voted with nearly an entire 
he two followiiig resolutions, which may 
the Minutes for J837, pp. 419 and 420, 

j-.; to the relit ion existing between the Pres* 
slid Congregational churches,” viz: 

th«*«ct\vi» bi«r>ches of ih** American church, 
in tlx? judgment of ibis Assembly, to be mairmiin 

hi* of mutual respect and e«teem and for that pur- 
<.in;itile efforts -liquid be mnitted to preserve a per- 
iiniiirslauding Letvs ecu these branches of the church 

, it is expedient tn contour the plan of friendly inter- 
\reu th«< ('Lurch ami tl.c Congregational chinches of 
ml,as it now exists/’ # 

! no act of the late Assembly bad any pdssi- 
iig on the friendliness and facility of inter. 
I'.'.ccn the Presbyterian Church in the Uni- 
’snf America or her members and the Con. 
ilists of Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode 

onnccticut, New Hampshire and Vermont., 
iiliunal Ministers from these States, on en- 

;rchurch, wore always litildo to he examined , 

red to adopt our Confession of Faith and 
'government. They are liable t» the same,, 
red to do the samo now. Thoy are liable | 

;c now. They are required to do no more 1 

.ulso, private members of Congregational i 

- in New England, can come amongst us 
:.-iy ever did, and arc just as welcome as ever 

It is true, indeed, that the lust Assembly, 
nice with an "overture u utually made and 

fur by New and Old School men, has en- 
I all the Presbyteries to examine all minis 
nin" from any other body, even from other 

iiyt<r;i s to them. Ministers of another dunomi- j 
,ild not object to this, especially as they' I 

tttUnys subject 
to such examination when they 

icltne-among us, and as our own ministers, in I 
huiW \\m\ti one presbytery to another, have al 

object to an examination no less strict, 
W. ln‘n\x[orl)i, by injunction of the Assembly, 

v/A? examined. Particularly' would it bo ex- 1 

'•)' strange, that Congregational Ministers ! 
b'W England should object to this rule, fori 
i divays subject, to such examination in New 
on their removal from one association 

* 

to 
' a, more, on their removal from one church 
r, m the hounds of one and the same asso 
Such being the facts, how unjust and un 
0 represent any act of the last Assembly, as 
vt‘of tinkiudncsH towards New England, or 
1 ohgregutionalism, in New England. On 

-;ry, there are r.o man in New England, or 
I . who huvo a more solid friendship for it,! 
• y of the men who voted for the acts un- ! 

deration. 
’ 

Many of them were the sons of 
i dind. Any man who represents those acts 
iRsurg, f»r intended to express any unfriendli- 
v. irds New England, or towards Cengrega- 
; a mode of Church Government, does 
i;ny to his brethren. This great controversy 
mutest with New England. I aver it is 
S r do I fear that any man can impeach this 
“nnd by proof, sustain the impeachment. 
If d remark is, that there has been much inis 

apprehension produced by not understanding, and 
by miscalling the ‘‘Man of Union.’’ It has been 
called a compact—a covenant. In the first place, it 
is not so called in any paitof the instrument itself, 
nor by any act of any body of men who voted on it 
at its adoption, or since its adoption, until 1837. In 
the next place, if it had been so called, it would have 
been a great misnomer. For a compact, a covenant 
necessarily supposes parties, and parties who have 
some right to co cnant and stipulate. But to the 
Plan of Union, there are no parties. The bodies 
who voted in favor of the Plan of Union originally, 
were the General Assembly and flioGeneral Associa- 
tion of Connecticut. Now, even admitting, for the 
moment, that the General Assembly had a right to 
enter into such a plan, giving it the nature of a com- 
pact (a thing which is not true.) yet the General As- 
sociation of Connecticut can make no contract what- 

i over. And why? Because it is a mere advisory 
council, without either legislative or judicial powers. 
It never made a law—it never sat in judgment. No 
one has boldness enough to deny this assertion. And 

i this is true, even in respect of the churches in the 

| 
State of Connecticut. These churches are bound 

j by nothing done in General Association, except as all 
good men are bound to listen to affectionateadvice 

I and counsol given them by respectable people. How ' 
then could the General Association of Connecticut 

j rnako a compact for people never represented in 
their own body, for people living hundreds of miles 
from them away in Western New York, and in the 

i north eastern part of-.Uliio? The truth is, that the 
General Association have no power to form any com- 
pact whatever, binding on any churches or ministers 
even in their own hounds, and they have no more 
semblance of right, to form a compact for people out 
of their own hounds, than the Synod of Virginia has 

! t0 l°rni a compuct binding on the ministers and 
churches of Connecticut. There was then no com- 
pact, no covenant originally. For a covenant, is 
not of one. but of at least two. The Plan of Union 
was not to unito the General Assembly and the Con- 
gregationalists of Connecticut, but it was a plan of 
Union lor Presbyterians and Congrcgalionalists in 
the new settlements. Where then is any thing to 
uo Iouno more unreasonable, than the oft.repeated 
and denunciatory charges of covenant-broaking, and 
bad faith which a certain portion of the community 
ha* attempted to table against the last assembly. Jf 
f being myself a minor, or otherwise incapable of 
making a good title to land which I inheri*’ from my 
own father, and without any power of attorney from 
my neighbor, should yet, under both these disabili- 
ties sell his land, would an}' court in Christendom 
admit the deed, which 1 should thus make, to record? 
would the sale have any binding force, even if I 
should have rtcoived ten times the value of the land 
for making the deed? Such is precise!}' the cr.sc 
under consideration. The General Association of 
Connecticut, cannot make laws or contracts binding 
on its churches, flow then can’'it make laws'or 
contracts binding on people fur removed from its 
own bounds. This association, therefore, could not 
be a party. Nor has any one, so far as I know, at. 
tempted to show that any other body or person was 
a party to the miscalled engagement, except the Edi- 
tor of the S. R. Telegraph. In his paper, for June 
23, he says: 
“Has th re not hern some misapprehension of this plan in the 

Assembly? It is spoken of in their acts both by the majority and 
the minority, as a plan, or agreement, in which the General As 
sembly and the General Association of Connecticut were the par- 
ties. But by the documents it appear* that the General Assembly, 
and the General Association were the mediators: and t hat Presby- 
terians and Coegregatinnalists in the new settlements, wi re the 
parties in forming the Union” 
And yet the same gentleman in his paper for June 

30th, says: 
4-\Ve remark here, that there is a slight inaccuracy in the statement made in our last, respecting the •plan of Union.* On 

a re examination of the document, it appears, the Assembly was both a party,«rd a mediator,as stated in llmt Plan. The origi- nal parties, it appears, were ‘Presbyterians and Congregational- 
tsts tn the new settlements.’ They united—formed a ‘Union,1 and the Assembly formed a ‘Plan,’ ratifying that ‘Union,’ and ; 

opening the d»ot to receive the churches,thus formed, into the 
Iresbytenan Church, under the care of its Presbyteries arid 
Synods; and by that Plan agreed.or covenanted, that they should constitute a part, or parts, of the Presbyterian Clmieli in the 
L.-tted'b talcs,” 

1 ho remark, that the ‘-Union” was first formed, 
and the *Tlan of Union” adopted, is contrary to eve- 
ry statement made by either side of the house in Ge- 
neral Assembly. The truth is simply this: there was 
no covenant, no compact, and therefore, it is no 

marvel, that the parties cannot be found. 
Nor is it true that any portion of the Presbyterian 

or of any other church has been deprived of any 
funds, which they have helped to create. Much.has 
becu said to prove that the assembly has violated 
some law of property. Rut nothing is further fiom 
the truth. It is conceded on all hands, that the oniy 
lands to which those churches -had made any consi- 
derable contributions were certain contingent funds, 
especitMpy the contingent and commissioners’ funds 
'of die wbneral Assemb'y. While in Philadelphia, I 
took some pains to inform myself respecting this 
matter, and 1 did not find, so far as I looked, a single 
instance in which they had not drawn out ;i much 
arger amount than they paid in. T hough I took no 
note of the matter, yet my memory informs me, that 
this year, ono presbytery paid in $4 50, and drew out 
$26 50. In another instar.ee, the sum drawn out, was 
more than treble what was paid in; and I was inform- 
ed by a very respectable gentleman who had carefully 
examined the books, that nothing was plainer than 
that they had always drawn out a much larger sum 
than they paid in. W hether this be so or not, these 
funds are all expended every year, and there are no 
funds of this kind now in the treasury. 
As to the funds endowing Princeton Seminary, 

and tho funds belonging to the Boards of’Education 
and Missions, the New School party have never set 
up any claim to them—they conceded them entirely 
in tho attempt at an amicable division. The 8th and 
10th articles in paper, No. I, of the minority, are in 
the following words, viz: 

“8. The Boards of Education and Missions shall continue 
llivtr organizations as heretofore, until tlie next meeting of the 
Assembly; and in case the rules for the division of the Assembly be adopted, (hose Boards 11 be, and hereby are. transferred to 
the General Assembly of the Pn sbyterian ( butch in tin* United 

! States, if, that Assembly nt its first nire'ing shall adopt tlie 
Boards.as *bcir organization; and tlie scat* of anv ministers or 
cl'iers in those Boards,not belonging to that General Assembly, 

l shall be deemed to be vacant.” 
•‘10. The Princeton Seminary funds to be transferred to the 

Board ot Tiustees of the Seminary-, if it ran be so done legally and without forfeiting tlie trusts upon which the granl* were 
made; and il it cannot be done legally,ami according lothc in- 
tention ol the donors, then to remain with the present Board of 

; Trustees until legislative authority be granted for-such transfer. 
The supervision of said Seminary, in the same manner in which 

j it is now exercise*! by the General Assembly of the Pic*b\tcmn 
church of the United States to be Constituted The other funds 

| of the church to be divided equally between the two Assemblies.” 
i et, notwithstanding all these facte, how loud and 

clamorous some have been in charging the Assem- 
bly with invading the rights of property and per- 
verting funds. Happily for mail he is not bound to 
explain all his neighbors either do or say; nay, some 
things he must leave in the dark. 

Another misapprehension on this subject is, that 
the Plan of Union itself, gavo permission and right 
toother persons Ilian ordained Presbyterian ministers 
and Elders who had regularly adopted our standards, 
to sit, and act, and vote, in Synods and General As- 
sembly. This it never did. The farthest limit of 
the plan, was to allow members of Standing Com- 
mittees to sit and act in presbytery. Yet the prac- 
tice, was to'admit all-such to seats in Synods, light 
in the face of both, the Plan of Union, and the Con- 
stitution of the Church,- The records of the Synod 
of Western Reserve, oven down to their meeting in 
the Autumn of 1836, as read in the last General 
Assembly, have this caption to the list of members— 
first, a list of ministers—secondly, a list of Elders 
and Members of Standing Committees. And in 
many Synods, and in many of the last assemblies, 
there have been many rncr, both ministers and lay- 
men (not elders,) who never publicly pledged them- 
selves to support our standards. The laws they 
helped to make, governed us; but the laws wo helped 
to make, governed not them. ’\ herefore, I say, that 
any act of the last Assembly, excluding from a seat 
on its floor as voting members, all persons not regu- 
larly ordained according to onr hook, either as minis, 
ters or elders, look away no right or privilege which 
had been granted even in an unconstitutional way. 
I seldom use language of defiance; but I do defy 
any man, to find any thing to the contrary of this 
statement, even in an unconstitutional or abrogated 
regulation of the assembly, much less in our farm of 
government.' 
My next remark is, that there was no act or rcsolu. 

tion of excision passed by tho last General Assembly 
respecting any#inan, or body of men, either in the 
popular or in tlie Presbyterian ecclesiastical meaning 
£>f the word excision, J hc only meaning given to 

the word excision, in Johnson and Walker, is ns fol- 
lows—“extirpation, destruciion, ruin.” Now, no 
one will pretend that any person, church or synod, 
has been extirpated, destroyed, ruined, by any act of 
the Assembly. But what is the Presbyterian eccle- 
siastical meaning of the word excision? The word 
is borrowed from the Scotch church, where it is used 
in two senses, and means either suspension or ex- 
communication on account of some immorality or 
error, hindering a person cither temporarily or per- 
manently from partaking of sealing ordinances. 
Accordingly, the Scotch writers call suspension the 
"less excision,” and excommunication “the greater 
excision.” The word excision, is not found in our 
book of discipline, so far as I can sec, but other 
words synonomotts are there found. The words “cut 
off from the communion of the church”—“excluded 
from the communion of the church,” are, however, 
used, and always in the sense of final excommuni- 
cation or the “greater excision.” Now,after all the 
changes that have been rung on the words excision, 
cutting off, &.c. shall I bo believed, when I assert 
what every member of the last Assembly knows,to 
be true, that no person has been suspended cither tern, 
porurily or finally from church privileges, that no 
minister’s official character has boon touched, that ail 
the churches and presbyteries in the four synods 

; arc, so far as the Rets of the assembly arc concerned,'’ 
just as fully authorized to meet, worship God, admi- 
nister the sacraments, exerciso discipline, and do 

j whatever else relates to their prosperity, as they ever 
| were? Yea, more, if any member of tmy church, or 

j if any minister from either of these Synods, should 
| seek admission ioto any church or presbytery in Vir-' 
ginia, or North Carolina, there is no more difficulty, 
than if he came from Now England, or, if a private 
nu mber, from Philadelphia. 

'i hat this is a correct view, is evident from the very 
language of the Assembly’s 3rd resolution. See 
Minutes, p. 445. 

i i>ai we general Asscronty has ro intention. uy tlmse reso- 

[ lotions (or Hint passed in the case of the Synod cf the Western 
i Deserve) lo affect in any way the ministerial standing of any 
I member of cither of said Synods; nor to disturb the pastoral re- 
[ 1.it ion in an' church: nor to interfere with the duties or relations 
I of private Christians in their respective congregations} bid only 
j lo ueclare and determine, according to the truth and necessity of 
I 
the case, and by virtue of the full authority existing in it for (tint 

I purpose, the relation of ail sail! Synods, and all their comfitoent 
! parts, to this body—and tv the i’tesbytciiuu Church in these 
; United State*.” 

W hat then are we to think of this untiring repe- 
tition about excision, cutting off, &c.? Either peo- 
ple know not whereof they affirm, or else wilfully 
pervert the truth. The latter, I never w ill believe 

j until compelled. I therefore say, they do not under- 
stand the subject, when they speak thus: 
“Hu that unswoieth a matter before he heareth it, 

it as folly and shame unto him.”—Prov. 18: 13. 
It is also remarkable what a vocabulary has ob- 

tained of late respecting the Assembly. How com- 

j mon are the phrases, “summary process’’—“sum- 
mary measures of discipline”—“new mode of disci- 
pline”—“new code of justice,’’ and similar expres- 
sions. There was neither process, nor sentence, nor 
discipline, nor censure, nor penally of any kind. 
The titles given, by those who oppose the Assern- 
b!j», to ils acts have no manner of applicability to 

I the subject. Itideed the modes of expression lately 
I come iri vogue towards ministers and others, have 
amazed rue. Surely, brethren will bo very unwil- 
ling to think in a dying hour of some things which 
they have Written and published, not merely because 
they have injured others, but because of their own 
character, is there any thing like sobriety in such 
statements as have often of late been made? Let 
me especially call your attention to a few things 
which have fallen under your own eyes. The Editor 
of the S. R. Telegraph in hie paper for July 7ih,in 
noticing a charge of collusion and corrupt voting on 
the part of the Southern and Old School comm is 
sioners in the General Assembly, says: 
“In respect to all insinuations of this kind, we remark, that We 

consider them utterly unfounded. With most of the Commission- 
ers in the last Assembly from Virginia and North Carolina we are 
personally acquainted; and while we strongly pro.est against tin !«• 
acH-utd .votes as legislators nnrl.judge® ip thst.t tudicainrv— ue 
consider it due to them as gentlemen and Christians to snylTrht 
they are incapable of‘log rolling’ of this kind. Their characters 
as Christians are a sufficient guaranty to the public, that they are 
not the tuen, whatever influence abolition might have on their 
minds, to form a coalition of this sort to cut off abolHonists.” 

Yet, notwithstanding their nigh characters as 

“Christians and gentlemen,” which “ore a sufficient 
guarranty to the public that they are not the men to 
form a coalition of this sort,” this same gentleman 
in another column of the same paper, holds the 

following extraordinary language: 
“Of the Authors of the form of Summary Justice exhibited in 

the preceding article, y e respectfully ask- Is it not patpr-ble as 
day light, that there is nothing in ti e Constitution and Discipline 
of on. church, and nothing in the ilihle, to justify this outrage 
against order? Where din you find ynur authority*for infliHing 
the heaviest pen a by, which the church can inflict in this lan<t of 
freedom,—anti all without trial? Where will you find an exam- 
pie among civilized men to sanction despotism of this high orde»? 
Even in the darkest days of that infernal tribunal—the Inquisi- 
tion—its victims had the form of a trial before they were cut off 
And will you lend the influence of your sacred official characters 
as ministers «f Jesus Christ and office bearers In liis church, to 
establish a system of penal Discipline, pin re summary, if not 

more-despotic, than the Inquisition itself? Will you desecrate 
the influence of your holy characters and the moral power of the 
church to such n power as this? 
“Thousands will earnestly and solemnly invoke the interposi- 

tion of ALMIGHTY GOD tn banish this, your new Got I oof Jus- 
tice, from our country and from the world, and to give it n place, 
if it must exist, in the regions of perpetual night and infamy.” 
What words are here—“outrage’’—“heaviest pe- 

! n8lty”—“DESPOTISM OF THIS HIGH ORDER.”—“illfer- 
j nal Iribunal—the Inquisition”—"rtgiona of eternal 
night and infamyHell is the o/ily place of eter- 
nal darkness, shame and everlasting contempt, of 
which I have yet heard. 

! IS or is such language confined to the Ldilor. 
His correspondents are id so warm. One of them 

quoted m his paper of the 14th July, says: 
‘•I have long since divorced Hiy&etf from the unhallowed doc- 

trine which has been brought up* from the pit, by ultraists of the 
Old School—the doctrine which ascribes the condition of man in 
this life,and'his destiny in the next to fate. There is fatalism in 
the church, and much of it has been generated by such dis 
courses as carefully exclude the free agency of man. See Mr. 
-’s celebrated sermon, and many others.1*. 

Here is another reference to the “pit.** It seems, 
some of the ‘'Old School” have been there, and im- 

! ported an “unhallowed doctrine”—even “fatalism,” 
j yes, “much of it.” The cry has generally been, that 
I we all lliink alike. Rut now some are suing out di- 
vorces as from the heretical opinions of Old School 

I men. 
In the same paper, another correspondent who re- 

sides in Ohio, Rev. Jonathan Cable, favorably known 
to some in Virginia, and a brother-in law of the edi 
tor of tho Telegraph, speaking of the “doings of the 
last Assembly,” says: 
“Although the people of Vicksburg hung up n few gamblers, 

who otemed to be beyona the reach of law; yet all good men 
highly disapprove of the act. It were betu-r to bear even with 

desperadoes, than to trample upon the laws of the hnd. And 
this will be the feeling with respect to the act of excision, evrn 
granting all that was alleged against those brethren to be true.” 

‘ Docs the dear brother mean that Vicksburg and 
tho Assembly are comparable? 

Another correspondent in his paper, for August 4, 
says:— “It (the excision of the lour Synods) is re- 

garded as a low and mean trick—a paltry and con- 
temptible fraud.’ 
Not a word of censure is passed on any thing here 

quoted. Yet. the Editor of the Telegraph, in re- 

viewing this article several days before it is publish- 
ed, say s, in his paper lor August 4, that I “do not ap- 
pear to distinguish between men and their public 
acts, and this is also true of other writers. If these 

gentlemen will examine our articles carefully, they 
will find that our remarks in every instance, have 
been against -principles and acts—not against men. 
If they choose to identify themselves with their pub- 
lic party measures, they must bear the epithets which 
wo apply lo the latter—or make such use of them as 
they cliooso.” 

If a man be charged with theft, is it not calling 
him a thief. If a man be charged with despotism, 
tyranny, low and mean tricks, paltry and contemp- 
tible fraud, is it not the same as calling him a 

tyrant, a despot,a low and mean, paltry and con- 
temptible inan? Who does mean and low things, 
but low and mean men? Are not this gentleman 
and his correspondents well understood! 

Again, it has been often asserted, that the third 

Presbytery of Philadelphia was cut off, and that it 
was virtually put into the same condition with the 

four Synods. Even tho New York Observer, for 

July 8, contains a call for a New School Convention, 
in which this error is found. This is an utter mis§ 
take. If any of the ministers or churches in tha*i 

Presbytery shall be thrown out of our church, it 
will be by their own act, and not b}' the Act of As- 
sembly. If that Presbytery governed by its elective 
affinities, chooses to make common interest with* 

others, in defiance of tho act of Assembly, and to de- 

prive themselves of a scat in the General Assembly, 
it is their „.fault, and notours. Let me make a few 
remarks: 

1. One of the churches and one of the ministers 
have obeyed the Assembly, and are now in full con- 
nection with the General Assembly. All may easily 
do the same at any time, if they choose. 

CI. If all the churches and ministers in that Pres- 
bytery, should obc}' the act of Assembly, it would 
make the present second Presbytery of Philadelphia, 
to have a decided majority of New School men in it, 
so that it was not in this view, an act of a party 
seeking to increase its power in the General Asscm- 

| My. If any should ask then, why was it dissolved? 
[ I state— 

| 
3. That this Pres’ylery was unconstitutionally 

formed. I will, for tire present, yield tire point of the 
right of the Assembly, to form Presbyteries at all. 
Admit for the time, that they have this right. Yet 
this Presbytery was unconstitutionally formed, be- 
cause it wad formed and !o a considerable extent, still 
existed on the principle o;f elective affinity, which 
no man aUihis day has boldness enough to assert, is 
recognized in our form of government. The only 
principle there recognized for the formation of Pres- 
byteries is, that of geographical position. J$ut the 
question recur.*, why should the Assembly and not 
the Synod jof Philadelphia dissolve this Presbytery? 
T state— l 

4. 1 he Assembly acted in this case, because it had 
contrary to the oft repeated remous! ranees,. riuL 
solemn protests, and respectful memorials, and peti- 
lions of the Synod of Philade'pbia, created this Pres. 
bytcry,;ind imposed it on that Synod, knowing that 
it. was a great grievance to that body, and when the 
Synod of Philadelphia, had years since dbsolvrd 
said Presbytery, they refused to be dissolved. The 
right of Assembly to rectify its own wrongs, none 
can with any show of reason question. Had it been 
any other Presbytery, i. e. a Presbytery formed ly 
any JSynod, the case might have seemed very differ 
ent. «P... 

5. I observe that the history of this Presbytery 
ever since its formation, has been one series of evils 
great and distressing, resulting in chief part from its 
elective affinity character. These evils ere heresies,, 
schismatics 1 disputations, vain jangling, frequent, 
yes, annual complaints and appeals, and every work 
of disorder. 

Nor is there any evidence that the. Plan of 
Union was originally intended to be any thing 
more than a temporary arrangement on the bor- 
ders of our country, until churches, which at first 
were weak, should gain strength, and be able to 
support the gospel in some regular way. There j 
is no evidence that the framers of the plan ever j 
contemplated the existence of such a stale of | 
things as lias now obtained. There is evidence 
on the ytfty face of the paper, that it was never 
expected, or intended to be the basis offsuch 
JWrtfSfWiurch order as have existed for years- It 
is expressly on its face declared to be intended 
for “the new settlements.” Who can call those 
important places, Rochester, Buffalo, or Cleave-' 
inww, iicw oeiutruieiJlH. I lit: ITUUi IF, Ijja V 3 I 

temporary expedient has been allowed to grow i 
up into an intolerable evil. Its change of c:ha- j 
racter, and march of power, had well nigh ruined ; 
us. 

Whatever may have brnp said to the contrary,1 
it is true, that many meif in our -country have long ; 
desired the abrogation of the Plan of Union. Al- 
most every man whom I have heard speak on the 
subject, until oflate, admitted that it was both 
tfnconslitutional, and in its operation injurious. As 
a specimen of what has long been thought on the 
subject, 1 insert a view of it published in the 
Evangelist, for May 6, under the title of ‘‘Thoughts 
of Peace.*’ and quoted with approbation in the 
Hartford Watchman, for June 17,1837, speaking 
of the churches formed under the plan, the wii. 

“These are churches formed under the Plan of 
Union, adopted by the General Assembly and the 
General Association of Connecticut, nearly forty i 

years ago; by which, churches composed partly of j 
persons having a predilection for the Congregational 
mode of church government, are allowed to become 
connected with the presbyteries, and to be represent 
ed by a member of tuoir standing committee, instead 
of a ruling elder. Formerly, these committee men 
were received as Commissioners in the General As- 

sembly. But within a few years, the Assembly have 
not only rejected the representatives of these church- 
es, but have directed that ho more such churches 
shall be formed. Now, it is manifest, that either 
these restrictions arc unjust, or these churches arc 
not themselves rightfully admitted under the care of 
the Assembly. It. is contrary to the principles of 
Presbyterianism, that the churches should be denied 
a representation in the higher judicatories. And if 
chuich members residing in the town of A. in the 
state of Now* York, may have their honest preferen- 
ces regarded, thejQiCfn be no reason why the same 
individuals, or tli^fbjpHildrcn, removing to the new 
town of jB. in the sliAc.af Michigan, should be de- 
nied the same privilege. A further griovance is, 
that these churches arc fiequently spoken of as 

offenders—when it is manifest that they have acted 
in good faith, uncUf’tho rule adopted by the Assem- 
bly itself. At the same time, it must bo admitted, 
that there is no rulo or principle in the constitution 
of the Presbyteiian church, which sanctions those 
anomalous connections. And those who object 
against an Assembly’s Board of Missions, because 
there is no constitutional ruin for it, if they are con- 
sistent, must equally disallow the Accommodation 
churches. One of two courses should be adopted, 
to settle this question equitably and satisfactorily. 
Either the constitution should be-altered so as to 

legalize those churches; or they should be told kindly 
and respectfully, that although they iiave acted in 

gooj faith under the compact of the Assembly, yet 
it isnow seen, that their standing is unconstitutional, 
and they are therefore requested either to adopt the 
Premytorian discipline, or to withdraw from the 

Presbyteries. Let both parties look at.this subject 
in ill its bearings, candidly and kindly, and then let 
that course be pursued which shall be found most for 
peiJce. And then let all fee satisfied.** 

(This leads me to notice another mistake, It 
hat been asserted, that for thirty-six years, the 

Congregationalists and churches of a mftted cha- 
racterin Western New York, and in North Eas- 
tern Ohio, have been in undisturbed and undispu- 
ted lossession of certain rights of which they 
have now been required amongst us; therefore, 
they tught not to have been disowned. This is a 

greaterror. Their right to a scat in Synods and 
in G'neral Assembly, none pretend now to assert. 
But lave they enjoyed undisputed and undisturbed 
righls of any kind in our church ev> r since 1801! 
1 amwer, by no means. In 1821, the present 
Conitilution of our church was adopied by the 
Presbyteries, and thus caine to be our Code ol fun- 
damental laws. By the act of adoption, every 
thirg inconsistent with the constitution, however 
Inn; its standing was, of course, and of necessity, 
setaside. Just as the old articles of confedera. 
tior perished, when the Federal Constitution was 
adepted, or just as every usage, however ancient, 
am every rigid, however it had grown up, even I 

lliagh constitutionally were setaside, if contrary, 
to tie constitutions recently adopted by the people 
in lie States of Virginia and North Carolina. By 
iheact of adoption, ail persons claiming to have | 
anyrights, were required to conform toonr consti- | 
tuttm. Yet the people in these Synods, in viola- j 
tioi of the very constitution under which the As- , 

eerbly met, sent up from time to time as commis- ] 
sioiers to the Assembly, persons who had never 
ben either elected or ordained elders in our 

co/imunion. rriiis practice of sending men as 
tiers, who were not so, lias been continued, and 
w en known, as it often was, it has been com-, - 

plined of, and the right of such, to a seat in the 
Fsembly lias often been disputed, until in 1820, 

he such commissioner was actually excluded. 
Itill such persons continued to present regular j 
ommissions. It is also true, that the Assembly. 
,f 1835 voted. 
A resolution which may be found on page 29, ; 

if the minutes of that year, and is in these words'. 

Resolved, That this Assembly deem it no longer j 
lesira'ule that churches should be formed in our 
i ' 

" 

! Presbyterian connection, agreeably to the plan 
| adopted by the Assembly and the General Asso- 
! ciation of 1801. Therefore, 
j Resolved., That our brethren of the General 
J Association of Connecticut be, and they hereby 
nre, respectfully requested to consent that sai.i 

j plan shall be, from and after the next meeting ol 
: that Association, declared to be annulled. And 

Resolved, That the annulling’ of said plan shall 
| not in any-wise interti re with the existence ami 
lawful operations of churches which have been 
already formed on this plan. 

i Yet, that vote, no one regarded. The General 
Association of Connecticut never even noticed it 
in their meetings, though tho delegate from that 
body said, in the lost Assembly, that the vote of 
18115, had been known to the General Association 
for nearly two years. Nor did any of the Kynods 
or Presbyteries, formed under the Plan of Union, 
take any step towards a constitutional connection 
with onr church. Afier, and not until after alt 
these things, tho Assembly having twice befori 
virtually abrogated the plan, the vote this year 
was such, that it could not be ended. The action 
of the Assembly then, was not rash. It affected 
not any long undisputed and undisturbed rights. 

But suppose these privileges bad been undis- 
turbed and undisputed.foryears. Time can- 
not make that to be law wh'ichjs in the face of the 
constitution of a government. Strange that any 
should ever have asserted that it could. Suppose 
that lor some great, service rendered these United 
Slates, Congress should pass a law, admitting a 
representative in Congress from each of the Can- 
adas. Suppose that there should be so little jea- 
lousy of our political rigfits as that for half a cen- 
tury, the two worthy British Americans should sit 
and vote, and deliberate? At last they gave some 
vote, which, in its results, opened tho eyes of 
the nation to the evil and all good men in power 
sought a remedy. They would naturally look into 
the origin of the business, and finding it wholly 
and flagrantly against the very letter and spirit of 
the Constitution, they should declare it so. Could 
these Canadians plead as a reason for holding 
their seats in opposition to the express letter of 
the constitution, that they and Congress had been 
doing wrong until wrong had become right?— 
Would such an argument be regarded as sober 
nnH rps'nopfnhlo? 

On I his subject. I have the opinions of some 
gentlemen of the bar, whose names can be had if 
desired, and whose names have long commanded, 
respect, wherever they are known. ,-r - e 

One says: / 
“I am asked, whether the lapse of any time, 

while the constitution remains in force, can change 
the character of an' unconstitutional law, and make 
it constitutional? 

ft would seem strange that such a question 
Should he propaunded at this day, but as it baa 
been, and that seriously, I answer by saying, cer- 
tainly not. The constitution is the supreme law, 
and so long as it remains, ail enactments in viola- 
tion of it are absolutely void—“Quod ab initio 
non valet, in tractu teinporis non conva les cit” 
is a legal maxim applicable to the point. 

* 

j, 
I am also asked a still more singular quoffion, 

which is this—Is an unconstitutional law, when- 
abrogated, void In all- its effects? If the act be 
declared to be uncpnstitctior.al, it is r.o law—that 
is, it has and can have no binding force- To 

abrogate, implies the exislencc of something to be 
abrogated, now there can he no unconstitutional 
law to be abrogated. 1 do not know how I can 
better illustrate this matter, than by propounding 
another question—can a dead body be rendered 
lifeless?. The act of a legislature, passed by that 
body in abrogation of another of its acts passed 
-K*yic!»t.io« .of the constitution* can in, no wise 

change, alter, or affect the Constitution. As long1 
as it remains, it must bn enforced in equal disre- 
gard of all acts done by the legislature in viola- 
tion thereof, of whatever character these acts 

may be. 
If the legislature were to pass an unconstitu- 

tional law and afterwards abrogate it, I should re- 

gard the latter act as proof that it was convinced 
of its error in passing the first, aud a determina- 
tion to adhere to the constitution as the supreme 
law.” 
To another was submitted the same questions. 

They and the answers were as follows: 
“1. Is an unconstitutional law, when abrogated, 

void in all its effects?” 
Answer—“0/ course it is.” 

“2. Will the. lapse of any time, while the con- 
stitution remains in force, change the character of 
an unconstitutional law, and make it constitution- 
al?” Answer—“Certainly not.” 
To a third the same question as the foregoing,; 

were submitted, viz:— 
1. Is an unconstitutional law, when abrogated, 

void i t all ts effects? Answer—Yes. 
2. Will the lapse of any time while the consti- 

tution remains in force, change the character of 
an unconstitutional law and make it constitution- 
al? Answer—NO. 

I have also the opinions of some of the most, 
respectable gentlemen of the bench, on the sub- j 
ject c-f the constitutionality of tiia Acts of Assern- 

bly. 
Judfje- says: “It was entirely constitu- 

tional.” 

Judge -, Chief Justice of the State of 

-, and who is not a member of-the Presby- 
terian church, lias pronounced the course of the 
Assembly “entirely constitutional.” 
The following series of propositions, in a re- 

cent paper published by Dr. Baxter, may be called 
a five fold cord, which not istfasily broken. Ho 

says: 
“The controversy respcctii g the proceedings of the late Gene- 

ral Assembly, tun* almost entirely on the const itutionality, or tin 

constitutionality t>f their acts. The General A->en.biy were fully i 

convinced, that the Art of Union, of JfiOl, between our church 
1 

nn<l the As$oci-lion of Connecticut was entirely unconstitutional. 
not only their and injurious in its operations, and that it was r 

privilege, tint their duty,to dispose of it, as uncon-i liliitio.al acts 
are g>ner.dly disposed of by all povn iuueuts}—that is,toab|‘o* 
_. _i *.i..t« ....II »,».1 itn! I fi-iun t lin l.utrmiiin To cate it, and declare it null and void from the tp^timinj 
show the correctness of this procedure. I shall l-»y down a few 

propositions, respecting the nature of unconstitutional law, which 
I think ought to govern our reasonings and decisions ou the sub- 
ject. 
“1. In the fu st place,fhc same mode of reasoning as to uncon- 

stitutional laws, applies to all sorts of governments, whether civil 
Dr ecclesiastical;—every community, which farms a constitution, 
intends it,as a fundamental law, which is to be the source of all 

power, and the governing rule for the legislative, executive,or 
judicial departments; and if any of those departments act in 

violation of this rule,—such an act is of the tonne chaincter, and 

must be treated in the same way,whether the government he 
:ivil or ecclesiastical. 

‘•2. When a legislature passes a constitutional law, that law, 

irising from the authority which the constitution has delegated, 
s the act of the st dc or community itself, and binds the whote 

indy, whether political or ecclesiastical; and the hotly or fctate. 
sutler nn obligation to make good all just contracts arising un- 

“3 When a legislature passes an unconstitutional law, they go 
jevm d iJieir power*,and their law is not the act of the stale;— 
t iVmerely the art of the men, composing the legislature at the 

. 

.ime, considered os in their individual characters, and does 
m-t j 

,ir.d the state, if two or three huimred men. wholly unautho- 

rized, should meet in any part of the United States, 
and pass an 

ict* which they would call a law «f Congress that law, would 

lave the same‘validity in it-e If, which ail unconstitutional law of 
he Congress would have, after it w as abrogated by the proper 
lUthority. . , , . . ,.. 

“4. Itut when even an uncon titutmnal law is pa-sed by ine 

ironer authorities. it must be considered as constitutional and in 

breo. until the proper auihority sets it aside; the mere doubts, 
...........i,..c <.c i.!tt,c<nc r(JtnPi,iiii!ir iis unconstitutionaliiv, cannot 
111 i v. until m*. ..- 

. . I. 

ir assertions of citizens,respecting its unconstitutioualitv, canni 
too its operation, until the proper authority abrogates it; tor,u 

lie mere doubts and denunciations of private men, could arrest 

he operation « f law, we should have ihi laws. 
“5 1 will here, further remark, that an unconstitutional 

law 

annot become constitutional by any lapse of lime. A govern- 

nent, and some of the fundamental institutions 
of a governm »«t, 

nay be unlaw ful in the origin, and become lawful b> their con 

{nuance; tliev may become so interwoven 
w ith all the ml • 

:aire- (if society.that to break them op,would destroy the 
=> • 

.. i ... _... ,;i. ,; i, ut In tv. never 

,ap .inr-s of the rommunitr, hut an unconstiluli'.iml 
law. never 

ind usage' 

an become constitutional, so long as the constitution remains 

vhich it violates; indeed, the longer it exists,the moredangei- 
>us its collisions with the constitution may become, 

so that it is a 

.<,od maxim in politics, that no lapse of time can t ike fiom 
tue 

Sovereign power the right of rectifying its wrongs. 
' 

Some may say what have we to do with 
Consti- 

lutional law!—we are For charity.” 
To such 1 cay, that those, who are opposed to 

the Asssembly, do at least, at times, admit that 
the question is to be settled as a question o. 

law. 

The Editor of the S. R. Telegraph, tn his p?per 
for June 30th, admits this. He eaye; 

"As this is a qiiostwu of law, our opinion may hc «,f tittle eon- 
sequence. And yet we cn..uot lie-itrde tu express it. and to make 
'* rejuark» ii» its support. 1 he position wv maintain 1 he 1 iat»4>f t i.iou is constuvdiioa tl, ami that the Prett vtemn t. hurch is bound by both human ami divine laws to ,,reverie It 
luviolute. until it shall be abrogated by the inul.ial consent of the parties concerned in it.’' 

Having once admitted a question to be one of 
law and constitution, it is not worthy of men to shift the ground to that of charity. We arc wil- 
ling, however, to argue the question of charity in 
Us proper place, and to shew that that charity, 
which sets law and constitution aside, ts no chart- 
ty* but la wlessness. 

file question Ihc-n comes plainly up—What 
was the plan of Union! 1 have shewn that it was 
no covenant, neither so called on the fact) of it, 
nor in the record of any vote approving it. What 

| 
then was it? ! answer it was a concession on the 

| par. 
nl the General Assembly in the very face of 

i our Constitution. It was a mere concession. Or 
it was an unauthorised grant of power to people of 

, another denomiiiai ion, m a manner wholly unpro. vided for by I he Constitution. Well, what power did it grant? If. grants that a Presbyterian minister 
may he settled over a Congregational church, and 
a Congregational minister over a Presbyterian 
church, without cither of these men agreeing to be governed by the same form of government a» 
that of the Congregation, to which they minister, 
thus conceding one great point most carefully pro- vided in our constitution for the good of the 
churches, viz: that the minister shall in all cases, himself be conformed to the mode of government 
which he is to administer. It also concedes the 
right of Presbyterian ministers to insist in all 
coses, Oil the right of being tried by a Presbytery. If the church to which he ministers, is a Congre- 
gational church, they may rule him to trial by a 
council, mutually chosen. 

J tin plan also concedes the right of Presbyle- rians in all such churches, as consist partly of 
Presbyterians and partly of Congregationalism, to 
appeal troin the decision of the Presbytery, in 
whose bounds they reside, unless the church to 
which they belong, will consent to the matter oo- 
ing to the higher judicatory Lastly—It concedes 
the right of a seat in the Presbytery to members 
of standing committers, format! for the gov cm- ] 
ment of these mixed churches, although such com-'' 
committee-men may 'never have even read the 
confession of. faith or form of government, much 
less adopted them. Thus was exhibited to the 
world, the strange right of men voting as it were 
in Iho General Assembly of Virginia or North 
Carolina, who had in no way promised to support 
the Constitution of the State. 

Here are four great concessions, than which 
there are not four more important points which 
could bo conceded in the whole form of govern- 
ment. 

- On the subject of the original constitutionality of the “Plan of Union” I suppose no one has any 
doubt, who has examined the matter. All of rny 
acquaintance in the South, whom I have heard 
speak on the subject, with one exception, have 
conceded it. It is concluded in the S. R. Tele- 
graph for July 14, 1837. The Editor says: 

•'Tbi' mail of Union may lie eoncetlnl I'S uncnnslUutlonal-nDd 
thiK may be a £o<ul argument lb' irs iv}nr,il; but it is certainly no 
areit.neni foreeciryiinp it,anti a!) tlte ii$ht&'*ecu t(i by it null 
anti void, until it is shown that the constitution has conferred 
upon the-Assembly the power ami right of treating* its own 
sohttHi contracts as uullitUfe.” 

I have never seen a man bold enough to say, 
that there is any provision in our Constitution for 
such doings as those that have been had on this 
point. Look at the matter. We have four church 
courts. Our Constitution tells us explicitly, in so 
.many words, that each of these shall be compos- 
ed of ministers and elders. Not even deacons 
are permitted to sit in arty of them. The Consti- 
tution of .Virgins.tells us who shall compose the 
S'at'e Legislature. Dot s hot this of course ex- 
clude all who do not full under the denomination 
given? 

' 

Just so in our church courts. 
The great reason, therefore, for abrogating the 

“Plan of Union” was, that it was unconstitution- 
al. This was the governing reason. No other 
reason, arising from the desirableness of termi. 
nuting the difficulties in our church or from any 
other quarter would have been sufficient to have 
decided the Assembly. This was the determin- 
ing consideration. This left the Assembly free to 
act in such mariner as they believed to be most 
for peace, purity, truth arid order. 

Rut besides this, the plan had led to disorders, 
great and pressing disorders. 

1 have air. ady alluded to the fact, that under 
this system, men had come to the General Assem. 
bly and claimed 6eats there, who were not riders 
in our church, but members of standing commit, 
tees and in one case not even a committee man. 
Yet bow were their commissions made out? In 
every case they were duly c rtified to he ruling 
elders in the usual form of commission to the 
General Assembly. There was then a regular 
system of false statement, perpetuated by an 
unconstitutional law, tempting men thereto. Nor 
was this done merely once or twice. It was done 

every year. It. wan done in 1837. Who would 
not use his best endeavors to get rid of a system, 
which produced as one said, such enormous “wear 
and tear of conscience.” Nor is it denied but a 
separation from these people, on constitutional 
ground, was deemed advisable for other reasons. 
There had, for years, been throughout Western 
New York, a sp rit ofj'anaticism with which it • 

was deemed unsafe for our church longer to have 
communion, if we could, constitutionally avoid it. 
The excesses of this spirit, and its ravages on so- 
ciety, were first strikingly manifest in that ruth- 
less persecution, gotten up against the institution 
of Masonry, an institution to which, neither I nor 
my fathers have belonged, but one that certainly 
never merited the violence manifested towards it. 
About the same time reputed revivals became 
commom. Women prayed in public at the eull 
of ministers—Prayer-meetings were held to pray 
mr me conversion or removal irom me worm, or 
some of the oldest and most pious nvnisters in 
that whole region. The consequence has been 

greatly disastrous. The pastoral office has grown 
tnlo general disuse, and the ministry into great 
contempt. Even the most sin id of these four 

synods, that of Geneva, published a I’Bstoral let- 
ter,'dated Dec. 22nd, 183(5, in which they say— 
“It gives us pain to learn from the reports of the 

Presbyteries, composing this synod, that so few 
of our ministers are pastors.” The letter then 
contains seven reasons at length, lor a different 
course. Near the close of the letter, is the fol- 
lowing language: 
«‘YV>entreat them (the churches.) to stop am? to consider, that 

if they coutiuue to change lliWr ministers ns frequently as n nry 
of them have done for seveifil years, they tvi.l l>e woolu|ly guilty 
of hindering the progress of Christian knowledge, am! of entail 
ing on themselves and on their children a I arreu ministry, if, in- 
deed, any thing shall sui vive, w Iiicb mny ju.-.tly be denominntid 
a ministry.1* 

Tliis letter is “published by order of the synod.” 
and signed “Seth Smith, Slated Cleffc.” It is. 

therefore, good proof in the case, notwithstanding,- 
it was said by one gentleman in the Assembly,, 
not to have been published “by order of the sy- 
nod.” Until the said Seth Smith shall be tried: 
3nd. censured for immorality, I shall be compelled 
lo believe, it was done “by order g£ synod.” It, 
has never been complained of in tlie paper in, 
which it was first published. It is contained in. 

[lie New York Observer, for Dee. 31st, 1830. 
In the revivals themselves, the very men who, 

look the lead in promoting them have no confi. 

denc.e. Even Mr. Finney, has published the fol- 
lowing statement respecting them. 
“It will he found in the volume recently published-by Mr. Tay 

lor, l.eertlre VIII. p. 112—lie says, 
'‘Whovo are tl»t proper remits of <b*’ glorious revival* we have 

ha.tf l believe tli<y were genuine revivals of religion and ouU 
tiourlngs of the Iioly filiost. that the churt h ha? enjoyed the last. 
E*>u years. 1 believe the converts of Hie last ten years,are among 
i he Wit Christians in the iRnd. Vet, niter all, the grent body of 
ihern are a disgrace to religion. Of what use would it ht to have 
a thousand members fi^ded to the church, to he just such as are 
now in it? Would religion be nr.y more honored by it, in the esti- 
mation of ungodly men? One holy church, that are really eruci^ 
fted (o the world.*nd the woi lci ci uci/jed to them, would do mpf© 



Sv living. *0l vvlvu n.'-' is il Wconvvvl sinners,anil make them 
“2 rliiist ans'as lh«i.' til' "hat use is it to tty lo convert sun 

tiers, ami make them feel 
that there is something "' rrliai..u «nd 

then when they go to traile witli you,or meet you 
in the street 

have reu comrnrliet it all.arid tell them, by your 
coulo.nuiy tc 

the world, that there is nothing in il?’ e wortu, tiiiu uirit . 

• Mr. Finney’s acquaintance with the churches 
111 

America and elsewhere, is necessarily limited 
an 

his judgment respecting them, is therefore, 
not o 

be taken. But lie knew these “revivalchurqie 
well and his solemn, deliberate pubiisne e 

niony is, that “the great body of tUe...| 
are a dis- 

grace to religion.” Who can prove hat he ms 

slandered his own children and churches 
in 

h%Uf5"teorfanaticism,hasrtendedi,Ee|no 
other subjects—and is now emphatically 

da pi ay- 

ing itself in the form of Abolitionism. In one 

presbytery, that of Oneida, 
! am credibly inform- 

ed, that two thirds of all the 
members aroaboli- 

tionist deep rooted and violent. In Western 
N. \ , 

is the Oneida Institute, with the Rev. lieriah 

Green, a leading abolitionist at its head, and in 

the Western Reserve they have a college, where 

the said B. Green was sometime professor, and 
Where Elizur Wright, L'lsip, present secretary of 
the American Anti-Slavery Society, was profes- 
sor, and where the late president Storrs was a 

thorough going abolitionist. 
It is arao true, mat a remarKauie uisregaiu 

order and sound doctrine, has prevailed in those 

synods for years, Look at their votes in the 

Oeneral Assembly, for many years past. When 

tlid they ever vote to establish order or sound doc-' 

trine? Not a word of censure, however mild, 
would they vote on Mr. Barnes’ commentary on 
the Romans! This is but a specimen. 
Oneofthe presbyLories,..Trumbull, in the synod 

of Western Reserve, has appointed u committee 
of their own body to prove to the world, how very 
orthodox ihey are. One of the committee is Rev. 

Benjamin Fenn. Yet this same gentleman has 
given a certified copy .of extracts from a sermon 

hy Selden Haynes,' exhibited as. a part of his trial 
for Licensure, which render it unnecessary for 

him to tell 1.1s how orthodox they are. Trumbull 

presbytery has, notwithstanding, both licensed 

and ordained Mr. Haines. The extracts are as 

follows: 
I. Pa^e 2*—“The atonement of ilse'f insures the salvation 

of 

tio f>»“*, all its benefits are conditional, and hang' suspended upon 
repentance towards God mu! fault in the Lord Jesus Christ 

jy. Page lO.-*l‘Lnpeitilent man! If you are not saved, the 

guilt lies at your own door.' God has done all for you that heenn 

consi-dently do 
” 

Kontark I—“We >ee ffom this subject, that God hasdonenll lie 
can do to s «ve sinners. He has sent his con to die for them, he has 

provided a great hansom,pardons are purchased anil sealed by 
' 

the bloixl of the Saviour, a d God has sent Ins Heraldfc forth 

through the world to proclaim peace and reconciliation to all that 
will accept salvation.’” 

! III Page 1G—“God .inTefittrnbe sinner shall do something 
! towards wo;king out his owij Salvation. When the sinner is 

willing to a ork, God always helps him^ , 

IV. Pase i4~“Hut sa_\s the ol.jector,asod has not revealed 
to us, wVo the elect are. it is our duty to prenYli to a I, lhst. vve 

jtass by some of the elect. To this l would say. that if Christ 

meant thus, then the-Gospel cannot l:e saul to he the pmver ol 
**od to every one that'he'lieveth, but only to those who are layored 
i»v special election. Such a-doctrihe is charging God with iiisJtt-~ 

cerity in nnking oflVrs to all. when he never designed la save 

only u pa t. It gives the lie to. the whole tenor of the Hide. It 

is solemn mockery to prea< h lepeiitauce and forgiveness to a 

froraiscuuus assembly, inviting 
all to come to 1 hi ist, when we 

now'according to this doctrine, that God has secreily Utternun- 
ed not to save nil.” 

V. Page 18—‘Take this objection to the atonement, and the 
doctrine of imputation of Adam’s sin all men, and you n>aUe 

•God tyrannical. In- the first place, he lays upon the sinner, a 
crime w hich he never committed, which it was utterly impossi- 
ble far him to be guilty of committing, and th n by a secret deter 
minalion, prevents that sinner from repenting either of Adam’s 
gin or his own actual trnnsgresHOH,ami tocap'ihfe climax,sends 
the sinner to hell and punishes him eternally lor not doing what 
God determined before the sinner had an existence, he should 

‘•I certify the above to be true extracts from the sermon before 
mentioned. 

“BENJAMIN FENN, 
“Clerk of the Presbytery of Tiumbull.” 

But admitting these disorders to have existed, 
why not cite the synods to appear and try them 
for their disorders? I answer, because they were 
not constitutionally within our jurisdiction. The 

great body of these people, are no more subject 
to our jurisdiction, than they were to that of the 

church of England. And this brings us to the 

inquiry, who are the people that have been dis- 
owned? I answer that a few of them were in 
heart and in some form Presbyterians. Well 
what right had the Assembly to cut off even one 
Presbyterian church? I answer, the Assembly- 
cut off no body. The Assembly said that such , 

peteono as were ki.heart Presbyterians,and would 
support ourstandards, though they were not now 

regularly so, might become so, told them how to 

get regularly into the church and they are satis- 
fied. Many of these men desired the “plan of 
union”abrogated, in order that they might be 

placed under some uniform and efficient-mode -of 
government, for now they were neither truly Con- 
gregational nor Presbyterian. All such persons 
will take measures to put themselves fairly and 
constitutionally into the Presbyterian church.— 

They are at no ]oS3. Several such men came 

hundreds of miles to’Philadelphia, at great ex- 

pense, in order to lay their grievances before their 
brethren. They knew they were out of order— 
tha Assembly has told them how to come right 
and they will do so. 

The following is ,the 4th resolution, found in 
Min. p. 445— 

4. That inasmuch as there arc reported to be 
several churches and ministers, if not one or two 

Presbyteries, now in connection with one or more 
of saul Synods, which are strictly Presbyterian in 
doctrine and-order; Be it-’tlieVefore further resolv- 
ed, that all such churches and ministers as wish to 
•unite with us, are hereby directed to apply for ad- 
mission into those Presbyteries, belonging to our 
connection, which are most convenient to their 
respective locations; and that any such Presby- 
teries as aforesaid, being strictly Presbyterian in 
doctrine and order, and now in connection with | 
either of said Synods, as may desire to unite with I 

us, are heroby directed to make application, with 
a fill! statement of their reapedive cases, to the 
next General Assembly, which will take proper 
order thereon. 

The rest of these people were Congregational, 
isls, and persons organized in churches Under the 
Plan of Union. 
The minutes of the Assembly for 1936, shew In 

the Bynod of Western Reserve 139 churches._ 
The number of these, that were Presbyterians, 
according to the statement mode by commissioners 
from that Synod to the last Assembly, was some- 
win re between 25 and 30, leaving*in that one Sy- 
nod, at 1 east from 109 to 114 that were members 
of another denomination. 

In the whole Presbytery of Chenango there are 
but four Presbyterian churches, and but one of 
these is able to support a pastor. 
The Now York Evangelist, of Novcmber2l, 1835, 

contains a letter addressed ' To the members of the 
Congregational Churches in New England” from a 

“Committee of the Association of Western I^cw 
York,” which present some important facts corrobo- 
rativc of all our statements on this subject. 

This letter goes to prove— 
1. That 11)0 nominally Presbyterian Churches in 

Western New York, were of New England origin.” 
This letter admits: 

“In the section of the State where we reside, ami 
where our association is located, nearly all the 
churches, wheth r Congregational or Presbyterian 
hate the same common origin, being almost entirely oj 
New England extraction 

2. That although those churches was nominally 
Presbyterian, they continued in fact to be Longre. 
galional Churches. 

“It is probably known 'o you that in the Slate o 
Now York, particularly in the western part of it 
there lias for a considerable time existed a largo num 
ber of churches, composed almost exclusively of do 
soendants of thp Pilgrims, originally constituted bi 
missionaries from Connecticut and Massachusetts a: 
Congregational churches, and still retaining (ha 
form of church government, which in the general cen 
sus of the church, have been classed among Presby 
terians, and in fact have been subject to their con 
Irol.” 

"3. That the change of these Congregationa 
churches into Presbyterian ones, has not only beei 
nominal, hut was made without examination, with 
out principle, and as a mere matter of convenience 
This is corroborated by the Letter,— 
“The churches over which they settled, supposin' 

the difference between Congregalionalists and Pres 
byterians was merely nominal, at tile instance o 

their pastors, became Presbyterian. The Rev. i\!r 
Spencer was invited to join the now Presbytery, am 
there being no other ecclesiastical body in this regiot 
with, which he could unite, he consented to do it,’’ ,j c 

! 4. That these nominally Proshyti lian churches, 
were wholly ignorant of tho Presbyterian Church, 
and were in tho constant hub t of violating its fun- 

damental principles. 
••The consequence wan, that nearly all tho church- 

eq of this region became nominally connected wilt 

] presbytery—and there being, in faet.in these church 
1 cs no Presbyterians, and none who understood ill 

peculiar discipline, t)\-c. In nine out of ten, there 

were no standing committees, and the only difference 
between their then situation and their previous one, 
was the fact that one of the brethren, occasionally 
went up as a delegate to Presbytery, who was regu- 
larly returned on their minutes as an Elder!!" 

5. That many o-1 the Congregationalists .who 
have nominally becomo Presbyterians, have mndc 
the change fortfie express purpose of subverting the 
orthodoxy of our church. This is also confirmed by 
the honest disclosures of this Letter, 

“Many with the viewof strengthening what they 
helieved to be tho liberal party in tiic Presbyterian 
Church, became Presbyterians!!''' 
One gentleman ventured in the Assembly to 

asseit that the letter,extracts from which have just 
been presented, was from a body of deposed minis- 
ters, yet the same gentleman would not dare to 

deny the facts stated. Moreover, it turns out, on 

inquiry,-that the letter is not from deposed minis- 
ters at ali. But it has been said that this letter 
was answered. Yes, indeed, it was answered.— 
But the answer discles s a state of things worse, 
if possible, then the letter itself does. The an- 
swer is written by the Rev. Timothy Stillman, 
who is the stated clerk of Buffalo Presbytery. It 
is dated Dunkirk, N. Y., Dec. 16th, 1735—1 pre- 
siime the writer meant 1835. This answer may 
be found in the N. Y. Evangelist for March 19th, 
1835. The writer speaking of the old presbytery 
of Niagara, says, its first meeting was "Fef). 20, 
1817.” This letter shews that at first the Pres, 

bylery was disposed to be strict, but soon gave up 
IJlte most important rules. The letter says: 

“One of these rules was, that Churches' coming 
\ under their care, should “give evidence of having 
adopted tile Confession of Faith of the Presbyterian 
Church in the United States.” But at their stated 

mooiing, held tho 18th of July following, this rule 
was amended, and tho following adopted in its 
place: 
“Any Church Coining under care of Presbytery, 

shall give evidence of their soundness in their faith, 
by exhibiting their confession o' faith and form of 
covenant Churches formed within the bounds of 

Preshy tory on the Congregational plan of internal 
government, may retain such plan if they wish."’ 
The answer shows that not one man in the 

Presbytery opposed such laxity. It says: 
‘•This rule on an important point, was adopted at 

the first meeting of Niagara Presbytery, nt which 
they could have received an application from a Con- 
gregational church,and it appears to be one concern- 
ing which “three pastors” were all agreed, not how- 
ever, according to the circular, as a proposition com- 
ing from Mr. Sponcer, but one originating among 
themselves.” 
The letter further shows that, even in 1818, 

Congregational ministers were received into 
Presbytery, without any examination or pledge to 
6Upporl.our standards. It says: 
“Mr. Spencer never made his appearance in Pres- 

iiytcry, till July, 1818—and then lie appeared with 
clean papers from the Oneida Association, arid with- 
out any reserves, asked to bo received as a member 
of Piesbytery, arid iris request was granted/’ 
The letter shows that almost from the begin- 

ning, purely Congregational churches composed 
a guod part of the churches in connection with, 
Presbytery. Speaking of 1818, it say: 
“At this time there were at least six Congregation, 

id churchc'8 connected with Pfeshytery.” 
Thq answer further shows, that the whole Plan 

of Union in the region west of the Genessee, 
ivas a mere sham—a mere mask for giving power 
u Congregationnlists in our church. It admits 
:here were no standing committees, and that Pres- 
bytery miserably evade the requirements of the 
Plan of Union itself. 
“if these churches, after requesting to be received 

on the accommodation plan, would not havo stand- 
ng committees, because it savoured too strongly of 
Presbyterianism, it was surely their own fault. Pres- 

jytery complied witlftheir own part of the plan, and 
is was a uniform rule in such cases, they winked at 
.his want of comiiliaocean the part of tho negligent 
iliurch, by considering tho whole church the stund- 
ng committee.” “O lempora, O mores." 

‘ 

The same document even shows,that there is the 
nost perfect confusion in church records, in con- 
sequence of this plan. Tiie writer says: 
“1 acknowledge that in tiie records of the Presby- 

ery, delegate's of Congregational churches arc some 
imes put down as-elders, but it is also true: that ei-i 
lers have been recorded as delegates. I will now 
hrnish tiie true reason for this. The clerk does not 
(now which churches are congregational, and which 
ire Presbyterian in half the instances. I doubt whe- 
ther there is a "in mister in Presbytery wiio can take 
rur roll of 48 churches, and designate with cortain. 
.y the form of government in one half of them; and 
.he reason is simply this, we treat them all alike, we 
make n» difference, and therefore, wo make no dis 
inct'on.” 

The same paper shows the cause of all this.— 
Congregationalism was there, and they were try- 
ing to make Presbyterions out of Congregatiori- 
alists, and that without any instruction or change 
of principle. The answer says: 

“It is true, as ihe circular asserts, that most of the 
ministers were from New England, and the same is 
also liue lo the present day; and although a porliun 
of theni have been educated in “Presbyterian Semi- 
naries,” yet this did not remove their prejudices of 
earlier education, in favor of Congregationalism.— 
They entered Ibis field Congregationists.” 

In the Synod of Western Reserve the desire of 
tiie great mass of the people to become discon, 
nectcd, in every form, with the Presbyteries, <has 
been such that the eloquence of Dr. Beecher, and 
the solemn pastoral letter of the Presbytery of 
Portage, has baldly been able to prevent it. 

Now, if any man will show, that by the Consti- 
tution of tiie Presbyterian church, these people 
had a right to a seat in the Assembly, I will 
show that, by the Constitution of the U. Slates, 
the author of the argument is, de facto, -President 
of the United Slates. 

Admitting all that has been said, to be true, 
wliat was the nature, intent and effect of the Act 
of the Assembly, respecting these Synods. 1. Its 
nature. I answer, it was an act of disowning those, 

| who were not and never had been constitutionally 
in our church. 2. The intention Of the act was 
to save the Constitution and the peace of our 

body, by requiring all who would enjoy its privi- 
leges, to submit to its government and laws, espe- 
cially its fundamental laws, its constitution. The 
act of Assembly declared not any portion of the 
Synods to be unchristian or worthy of censure in 
any wise. It affected neither the church stand- 
ing, nor ministerial standing of any man. Neither 
their churches, committees, Presbyteries, nor Sy- 
nods were dissolved. Their ecclesiastical char, 
actor, as hitherto established, is neither condemn- 
ed nor even censured. We do not say that some 
ot them are not regular Congregationalists, nor 
does the Act of Assembly deny that some of them 
are regular Presbyterians, just as the German Re- 
formed, Dutch Reformed and Scotch Seceders of 
this country are all regular Presbyterians; but that 
does not make them any part of that body of 
Christians, whose denominational and distinctive 

] title in their own standards, and in the corporate 
| name of their trustees, is that of “The Presbyte 
•jrian Church in the United States of America.” 

I 3- The chief; if not the sole effect of this act is 
!tn hinder these four Synods from having seats and 
I other privileges in the General Assembly. This is 

1 lhe whole effect, as far ns 1 can see. The Act ol 
i Assembly loaves them just as the German, Dutch, 
! ^cu'ch and orthodox Congregational churches ol 

this country are. 
That this is the correct-view of the nature, in- 

tention and effect of the Assembly, is manifest 
from the 3d resolution.—See min. p. 445, as al- 
ready quoted, in said resolution it is expressly stated to be for tire purpose of* declaring their re- 
lation to the Assembly, and through it to the 
churches represented in the Assembly. 
Was this a hardship-! 
If it were unjust, oppressive, or uncharitable to 

f pay that men woo were not constitutionally in our 
. church, should no longer have a share in govern- 
I mg it, unless they weuld in a regular manner, be- 
i come a part of it, simply because there are many 
good men among them, thou it Is unjust, op- 

pressive and uncharitable, not to let all church- 
es come in and partake in governing, it. An 

unconstitutional usage or law can give no 

right whatever. If it can any session make law’s, 
1 which will bind the cabinet of the U. Slates; or. 

in church matters, will bind every session, presby- 
tery and synod, in our bounds. 
The course of these men in gaining power was 

truly astonishing. Indeed this is a thing, which 
some synods understand well. The synod of 
the Western Reserve, had two commissioners to 

the Assembly, for every eight ministers in their 

bounds. The course of the party; was to divide 
and subdivide and the effect was, that they could 
overpower every thing that opposed them,. If the 

Presbyterian churches in Virginia and North Car- 
olina, had had as large a proportion of commis- 
sioners in the Assembly, as the Presbyterian chur- 
ches in Western Reserve, we should have had 
there, about 160 commissioners, instead of the 22 
to which we are now entitled. Can a church ev- 
er be governed in peace, when a few men have 
such power. 
Many and powerful efforts have been made, to 

produce the impression lhat the acts of the last 

Assembly are generally disapproved in the south. 
I am happy in having in my possession, positive 
proof that the two synods of Virginia and North 
Carolina, never were more united on the first con. 
sideration of a subject, than they are respecting 
the abrogation of the plan of union, and the dis- 
owning of the four synods. 
As each column of this communication, costs 

me several dollars, I feel unable to afford the pub- 
lication of letters, which have been seen by ma- 
ny, containing the substance oftlie views, of from 
one, Lp thirty miiijsters, in different sections of the 
two slates. Those, who are inclined to be satis- 
fied with the Assembly, will be satisfied with me, 
When I tell them,' that if we will do our duty, we 
have nothing to fear. Friends, of their own ac- 
cord, in many instances, and others in answer to 
letters, all over the two States, speak with the ut- 
most confidence. 1 have just looked over a large 
bundle of letters, one of which, vouches for the 
approbation of the Assembly’s course, by a body 
ot ministers in one region. Another tor 19— 
another for a whole and large presbytery, &e. 1 
have, also, the opinions of nine different pastors, 
holding important places in our towns and the 
whole of them, are decidedly with the Assembly. 
Very many pastors in the country too, have spo- 
ken for themselves. Nor is the eldership likely 
to be wanting on the side of sound faith, .good or- 
der and the constitution. They have already 
formed an iron phalanx, which no power of error 
can break down. And as to the South and South 
West, there is no ground of fear. The two reli' 
gious papers in South Carolina, that in New Or- 
leans, that in Nashville and that in Louisville,are 
all firm. In other parts of the land, every report 
is as good as was expected. Several Presbyte- 
ries have already met, and voted unanimously to 
sustain the Assembly. Indeed all men will soon 
be compelled to understand somewhat ofthe mer- 
its of the case, and as they shallgain information,, 
there is nothing to fear respecting the course of 
those who sincerely love our doctrines and-insti- 
tutions. 
There is but one subject more, to which I in- 

vite your particular attention. That subject is 
the present aspect of abolitionism and Lhe gene- 
ral course of the New School party, out ofthe 

slave-holding states respecting it. I know that 
there has been great industry used in the south, 
to create the belief that abolitionism was nearly, 
or quite as prevalent among Old School Presby- 
terians, as among the New School. I once was 
inclined to such an opinion-myself. But it is a 
mistake. Passing by one Presbytery, a majority 
of whose members are abolitionists and Old 
School, I cannot find by a careful inquiry, one half 
dozen ministers, in all our connection of Old 
School principles, who sympathise and fraternize 
with modern abolitionists. On the other hand, 
the New School party are generally either aboli- 
tionists, or are willing to see the subject agitating 
our 'church judicatories. This was proven near 
the close of the last Assembly, by the vote on the 
subject of the Abolition memorials and petitions. 
The only two votes on which the ayes and no-'s 
are recorded, on tho-tawr Aaj ttre •Assembly, 
were the disposal of said memorials, (see minutes 
of Assembly, page 479) and the adoption of the 
letter to all Christians, (see p. 494.) In the for- 
mer case, the vote was as large as in the latter, 
with the solitary exception of one vote. Among 
those who voted to agitate the subject, are the 
well known names of Dr. Beman, for many years 
a leader in his party; Dr. Peters, secretary of the 
American Home Missionary Society; Messrs. 
Jessup, Dutfield and Gilbert, whose Netv School- 
ism is known as far as their names, Mr. Cleave- 
land, who is at the head of Michigan Cbllege, 
Mr. Dickinson, professor in Lane seminary, Mr. 
Graves, of Alton, Illinois, and many others, well 
known to the public. I have neither a right nor 
a disposition, to charge collusion and corrupt vot- 

ing, on any of these gentlemen, as some of their 
party have done, on the southern and Old School 
members. I believe every man, who voted in the 
Assembly on any subject, voted so as to display 
his real principles. On this point, 1 am the more 
confident, from the tone and course of the New 
School Press, since the rising of the Assembly.— 
I have now bef.re me, a large bundle of New 
School papers, wlrich show clearenough that the ' 

issue they have made up, for the purpose of crush- 
ing orthodoxy in their respective regions, is that 
pf abolition. The following are specimens ofthe 
course of the abolition press: “A blow lias been 
struck, that will .open eyes heretofore closed, and 
loosen tongues hitherto dumb. Rights of char- 
acter and of property, have been ruthlessly assail- 
ed, by a deliberate, judicial representative Assdm- 
b'y, and slavery has done lhe deed.” Again, "we 
cannot misjudge as to the moving cause, which 
has brought up the south, almost as one man/to 
tread down the constitution.” Again, says a cor- 
respondent of a western paper, writing from the 
Assembly— 

“ll is (Worthy of remark, that the members from 
slave holding slates, take the load and to almost a 
mill, support these ultra movements. Tile arnalfa- 
nalion or the old school, and the-supporters of s'a- 

very is no more than I anticipated. Not a mem'ori- 
a! is allowed to be read, or even a word uttered on 

the question of slavery without rebuke. ; 
.. j' 

Another correspondent of the same paper, 
savs: * < 

“This morning, the committee of Bills and (Jver, 
lures brought, in ibepctuions on Slavery. Dr. Vrtllft' 
erspoon the Chairman of that committee, be it ; a 
Slaveholder, and it being well understood th 

compromise had been effected between the Sli 

holding and Old school par'ies, to help each oher 
—none' will bo surprised that a motion was mad 
the committee, to lay the whole, uni end, upon 
table. The Moderator had previously decided 
a motion to lay on the table, could not be deba 
Dr. Bcman as a minority of the committee, as 
leave to state his views. He was refused a hearilg. 
He asked that the Memorial from the Synod of Cin- 
cinnati might be read, It was refused. Notameh- 
ber of tho Synod of Cincinnati, showed the lest 
uneasiness at this decision.” 

The Editor of the paper, endorses all this Is 
follows: 

by 
.he 
tal 

id 
sled 

‘•'We had occasion, but lately, in speaking of lit 
sins of the nation, to allude to slavery as one f 
these sins, and to the evils which the system cngei. 
dered. And never did these evils appear to us so . 

la ruling as now. We had no doubt when the court 
of the General Assembly was manifested, and wild 
the four Synods were cut off, of tile cause whit 
was urging on that body to such extremes of vii 
lericc. Our belief is confirmed by our corrcspoi 
dent. The question is not between the new and th 
old school—in not in relation to doctrinal er rors; In. 
it is slavery and anti-slavery. It is not the standard1 
which were to be protected, but the system of slu\ 
very. To this system the constitution of our churcl 
has fallen a sacrifice, and ominous, ineed, l,a3 been 
its fall. 

" 

The foregoing are quotations from the Cincin.' 
nati Journal and Western Luminary and its sev- 
oral correspondents. The following is an extract 
from the Michigan Observer, for July 8th: 
“The Presbytery of Detroit met at Pontiac, on 

Wednesday last. Rev. J. P. Cleaveland, in his re- 
port to the Presbytery, gavo a succinct account of 
the proceedings of the Assembly. We were sorry to have our previous impressions in regard to a coa- 
lition between our Old School friends, and the slave-' 
l 

holding delegation, confirmed by brother Cleave- 
land’s statements. It appears, however, that there 
were three or four exceptions on both sides, and this 
certainly, is.quite a redeeming circumstance.” 
The same Religious paper, contains at leasttwo 

entire columns of violent assault on southern in- 
stitutions and morals. 
The New England Spectator for J une 21, under 

the head of the Acts of the General Assembly, 
says: „ 

“Slavery has done it all. And wo nope no more 
of the avails of unrequited toil will flow into the 
coffers of our benevolent institutions', and the Lord 
may have sent these divisions for the purpose, of 

keeping New England institutions pure. 
* Slavery has done it all. All at once, slave-hol- 

ding ministers have discovered ' that the ‘Plan of 
Union' is unconstitutional, and that New England 
divines both at home and in. the west, teach error. 

Why all this jealousy, just.at this lime? and why- 
are iliose who live in the midst of and approve sla- 

very, the most prominent in the work of excision? 
The reason is obvious. In the synods of western 
New York, and the Western Reserve^ the clergy are 
igenerally abolitionists, as well as New. England er- 
rorists. Formerly, a large part of the presbyterian 
clergy at the south were on the side of ‘new school’ 
men. 

“Now they are suddenly changed. Now their 

eyes aro opened to the error of their former brethren. 
Yes, the young New England clergy at the west, 
and the students in our theological seminaries, be- 
ing eminently Bible men, carry out the principles 
and precepts of that holy book, on the subject of 
slavery. Here is the rub. New is the time for ex- 

cision; for if a delay is made, the pretext of error 
in doctrine and discipline will no longer hide the re- 
al monster, abolitionism. Soon the question .must 
have been, in the Presbyterian church, had the of- 
fensive synods remained—slavery or rfo slavery.— 
Now the slavery party have the majority; and when 
there is danger from tho rapid spread of abolition 
principles at the north, that a majority may soon 
become obnoxious to slave-holders, another and 
another excision may lake place. 
These columns might be filled with such' ex- 

tracts. Now either the issue is, as here stated, 
between abolitionism and its opposite; or it is not. 
If it is not, let the party say so—let them all say 
so. Let not one man in Ohio make one issue < 

and another in Richmond make another. The ; 
Editor of the Telegraph, in his paper for July ! 
28th, says, what for substance, he had often said \ 
before: “The question of abolitionism has nothing j 
to do with the late measures.” His party, how- 
ever,say it has alltodo with them. .Who is right? ] 
Truth in Ohio, cannot become falsehood, by tra- i 
veiling in due course of mail to Richmond. The j 
truth is, that'there is a mighty effort, to make up | 
as many issues as may suit the occasion'. Our J 
orthodox brethren in Ohio, are to be crushed, if 
possible, with an engine, which must not be trans- 
ported across the Onio river, for fear it may here 
crush another party. Hence thfe difficulty. If 
the issue be as stated and as I have shewn, it is 
made up in Ohio, Michigan and elsewhere, letal) 1 

the party say so—let Mr. Converse, say so. 
The abolitionists too, are boasting great acces- j sions to their ranks elsewhere, from making*lhis ! 

issue. They -will not give up their favorite point,! 
even for Mr. Converse. Seethe following: 
“The N. Y. Evangelist of June 24lh, an abolition 

paper, has the following: 
“How it works—A friend in Jefforsdn co. N. Yrork 

writes to this office, June 14lh: ‘Our delegate to the , 

General Assembly has relumed. Be assured the ! 

doings there wilt greatly advance the cause of abo- I 
liti/On, ir. this portion of the state at least.’ 
“The Cincinnati Philanthropist, a loading aboli- 

tion paper, edited by J. G. Buney, June 23, 1837, 
says: 
“Look at the doings in the General Assembly, and 

see there a pattern furnished by ministers of the 

gor-pcl, of what slave holders will do, when they 
have the power—constitutions to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 
“.‘Give them‘rope enough and they will hang 

hemselves’—-a homely proverb, may be applied with' 
peculiar propriety to slave holders* If they had 

designed to array in open opposition against slavery 
die entire Presbyterian church at the north, they 
lould not have taken a more effectual method.” 

The S. R. Telegraph for July 28, b&ksL* 
‘4A letter from a minister in Ohio, who is -extern 

lively known in the Western churches, says that the 
ale summary measures of the Assembly have made 
more abolitionists ll^an all the anti slavery societies 
n the country.” • xi 
The progress of abolitionism is still more mark- 

ed by such things as the following resolutions, 
which were adopted unanimously, by the General 
Association of Massachusetts, met in Brookfield, 
luring the last month. They are published in 

-he N. Y.-Observer, for July 22nd, with a note 
which is, also, given as follows; 
“Whereas Slavery, as il exists in our country, is 

i great moral and social evil, and\: 
Whereas, No man-should feel fndiffcrent'respec- 

ting that which the God of heaven disapproves, 
;h ere fore, 
“1. Resolved, .That the assumed right of holding 

jirr fellow men in bondage, working them without 
wages," and buying and selling them as -property,’ is 
obviously contrary to the principles of natural jus- 
.ice and the spirit of ihe gospel, offensive to God, 
oppressive to men, and ought to ceaae with .tbe least 
possible delay. 

* 

. 

“2. Resolved, That we approve of free and can 
lid discussion on the subject of slavery, and also of 
ill other proper methods of. diffusing light and pro- 
moting correct, moral sentiment, which may have.an 
nfluence to do away the evil. 

“Some thought it wholly unnecessary to pass these 
•esolutions, as they contain only the well known 
*eritifrients of the Association, which have been long 
igo sufficiently expressed; but, a9 some were desi- 
rous of a repeated declaration, they were adopted, 
unanimously. 

1 have just received the Cincinnati Journal, for 
July 20lh. It sneers at Mr. Converse’s effort, ev- 
sn to shield the character of the southern delega- 
tion, from the charge of corrupt voting. “The 
southern members were gentlemen and Christi- 
ans, and not capable of log-rolling, exclaims our 

friend of the Southern Religious Telegraph!” It 
then goes on at the length ef two and a half col- 
unins, expressing its pity for Mr. Converse’s deli- 
cate situation and inflaming the minds of its rea- 
ders againt southern institutions. ^ 
As to the spirit of abolitionism, towards south- 

ern churches and ministers, even before Ihe late 

meeting of the Assembly, I will give one or two 

specimens. What it is new, the reader can judge. 
“The first extract is from an article in the Libe- 

rator of March 31st, headed, ‘Beware of the Reli- 
gious Anniversaries,’ and addressed ‘to the colored 
citizens of Philadelphia, New York, and Boston. 

*‘It is expected that many slaveholding ministers 
and Christians from the south will be in the above 
named cities in May. They are coming on to pray 
and tnako speeches at our anniversaries. 
“But let our colored citizens beware of these south- 

E*rn ministers and Christians. They may have ano- 
ther object in attending our anniversaries, besides 

praying and making speeches. This object very 
nearly concerns our coloied citizens. These slave- 
holders think all colored people ought to be slaves. 
They look upon you as property, and when they 
=ee you, and your wives and;children walking thro’ 
the streets, instead of thinking how to do good und 
?ave your souls, they think how much you would 

bring in the market, if they could gel you to Balti- 
more, Washington, or New Orleans. 
“So after having made a long praycr^nd a good 

speech at an anniversary, perhaps you will find 
them by night lurking about .your houses, to catch 
pot) and cairy you off to the South. As you come 
jutof your doors, it may bo they will spring upon 
pou, knock you dow n, gag you, chain you and fet- 
er, give you a good cow-hiding to keep you still; 
»nd then take you to some ship in the harbor and 
send you to the South. 
“Especially, if there has been a contribution at 

he anniversary, and they have given any thing then 
t especially stands you i-n hand to beware. You 
may expect that they will indemnify themselves, by 
itculing your wives and children They know .our 
:ity authorities will not protect you. They know 
le Ministers and Christians of New York and Boa- 
>n, will think j'ust as well of them, if they do kid- 
ap a goodly number of our citizens. 
“I warn you to keep in doors. Lock, bolt and bar 
>ur doors.- .Close your shutters. Be careful how 
;>u appear at the Anniversaries. How do you 
how but while t-lie slaveholder .is making a speech, 
t may maik you out for his pray? ] tell you, slave-1 
t iding Ministers are accustomed to steal men, |* 
v>men and children every day, it is the first great 

object of their lives. The next is praying and 
preaching. 

‘•Up, watch, look out for slaveholding Ministers 
and Christians, or your wives and children may be 
torn from your embrace, and dragged away to weep, 
to pine and die inlhe land of tears and blood.” 
The other, extract is from the Emancipator, no- 

ticing an article published some time since in the 
N. Y. Obs. hoaded “Noble Spirit in the South,”.in 
which it was slated that the Presbyterian church 
on St. John’s isl&nd near Charleston, S. C., had 
resolved to raise $600 a year to support one of the 
missionaries of the American Board at Capo Pal- 

| mas. Alluding to this resolution, the editor of the 
Emancipator says: 
“So then the American Boa.rd is to have the 

handling, of this money. That ‘money,’ a large 
portion of it, is doubtless nothing more nor less 
than the fruit of deliberate and systematic robbe- 
ry, and when the American Board has received it 
into its treasury, it will have received the fruit of 

robbery and the price of blood. And will God 

accept robbery for offeringj Nay, verily, he will 
blow upon it, and upon those who do accept it.” 

Should the New School party gafh the ascen- 
dancy in the next General Assembly, Abolitionism 
will unquestionably be in the ascendant also.— 

Now, we in the South, can never consent to that 
body agitating the subject. On this point, I insert 
a few remarks, made in the \ate Convention, 
which, though published in New'York and Phila- 
delphia, having never before been published here. 
They are as follows: 
“As to the General Assembly,legislating on the 

subject of the morality of slavery as an institu- 
tion, said Mr Plumer the gentlemen from South 
Carolina (Mr Smith) has.expressed views which, 
so far as I am informed, are acceptable to the 
oouin, wnen oe saia mat lie wisneu me 6UDjeci to 
rest untouched. All that we ask is, that the Su- 

preme Judicatory of our church do nothing in the 
way of legislating on this subject. We wish them 
not to touch it in any way of legislation. Should 

any action of an inferior judicatory bring any case 
of discipline, touching any of her own members, 
by appeal or otherwise, before the Assembly, for 
judicial action, ]ct it bo decided on its own merits. 
1 will state some.of our reasons for wishing the 
Assembly to do nothing, to pass no vote on the 

subject. I will state such reasons as sat'sfy us. 
Other reasons may satisfy gentlemen from other 
portions of our 'and. I give such as determine 
us. 

1. “When the compact, under which this Gen- 
eral Assembly has attained to its present impor- 
tance was formed, ewery-presbytery entering into 
the agreement (with not more than one exception, 
if indeed there was one) existed in a state, under 
whose laws domestic slavery was established. It 
is incredible that in that compact it was ever con- 
tempiated to censure what was a common prac- 
tice in nearly- all our presbyteries. Our first rea- 
son, therefore, is that such action would be-uneon-' 
stitutional, and therefore wrong. 

2. “All such action is contrary to the example 
and teachings of Christ and his apostles.- It is 
riot even pretended that they ever moved the ques'- 
tion of the lawfulness of slavery.- On the con- 

trary, all they say on.the subject is soothing to 
every feeling of asperity, or jealousy, or distrust, 
either in master or slave. 

3 “It is impossible to enter-upon the subject, 
without immediately interfering with the politics 
of the land. No question now before the Ameri- 
can people is more .intermingled with political in- 
terests, parties and legislation; lhan is this. It is' 
confessed that to agitate the subject of the basis 
of representation in .any of our state legislatures 
would justly clothe this body and the whole Pres- 
byterian church with odium and suspicion. We 
know, full-well, however, that the foregoing sub- 
ject might be far more safely acted on here, than 
that vVhose introduction we wish to prevent. j 

“Either of the foregoing reasons would fix our 
purposes on this subject. But we have other rea- j 
sons which tend greatly to strengthen our deter- 
minations, such as 

4. “That any action on this"subject not asked 
for by us, necessarily proceeds upon a heavy in- j 
dictmefit against the mm-ality of the people in 
the slave-holding states. It immediately arraigns , 

ijpas guilty, and puts usupbn our defence. The j 
people most concerned in the question of slavery 
ought to be the party asking for action. But we 
have never asked for any tiling to-be dove by the 
Assembly on this subject. If there be any im- 

morality in the manner of holding slaves under i 

the laws or.contrary to the laws of any state, the | 
church-session or the presbytery is the proper j 
court in which to commence process, and not this 

Assembly, which is the court of final judicature. 
We utterly refuse to be accused or tried en masse 
for any thing. 

5. “The men most ready and prominent in agi- 
tating this subject were, in Paul’s time, men who 
knew little or nothing of it, but raved abouUjues- 
tions. We have no reason to believe that human j 
nature is .changed for the better, and we do be- 
lieve’that if those who now agitate the subject, 
understood it, they would immediately desist. 

6. “We would be basely recreant to our own 
good and that of our servants, if we should meet 
to discuss this subject any where, and especially 
out of the bounds of our respective states. We 
mean to govern and control, under our awful re- 

sponsibility to God alone, both our children-and 
our servants and do for them that which" we be- 
lieve to be most for their and our benefit, without 
for a moment tolerating any interference with our 
domestic relations. 

7- “We testify what we do know, that nought 
but evil, pure, unmixed and dreadful evil, has re- 
sulted to bond and free, black and white, through- 
out all the slave-holdftig states, from the excite- 
ment which has prevailed on the subject out of 
these states; and we are determined not to in- 
crease evils already so distressing. 

8. “All that we, who reside in the slaveholding 
states, say and do on the whole subject, is habit- 
ually so .perverted, and our motives are so misre- 
presented, that we think it best to avoid afl dis- 
cussion and action, except such as may be neces- 
sary for self-defence. Even were it proper at 
any time to say or do aught on the subject, the 
public mind is now ill-prepared to receive in a 

good temper any thing that may cotne from any 
quarter on the subject. 

9. “In a delegated body, as large as this assem- 
bly, there will always be some,who will avail them- 
selves of the opportunity which a discussion,pre- 
ceding other action, affords, to make irritating 
and insulting speeches. Feeling no direct or im- 
mediate responsibility to those who are peculiarly 
aggrieved by such remarks, they, will even be 
wanton and cruel. We have no idea of needless- 

ly permitting ourselves to be placed in a situation 
so unpleasant. : 

' 

. 

10. “Should the Assembly,after discussion,pass 
any vote on the subject, even by a large majority, 
nobody will be bound by such vote, except so far 
as it may favor their peculiar views. Consequent-’ 
ly a battle fought one year will be renewed the 

next, until the meeting of this body shall be the 
grand anniversary for hi ing and devouring one 
another. Our rule is, to leave off contention be- 
fore it be meddled with; to quit quarrelling before 
we begin it; inasmuch as strife always goes hand 
in hand with every evil work. J 

11. "Every concession which, for the sake of 

peace and union, we may at any time have made, 
has been grossly misconstrued into a conscious, 
ness of guilt, or a confession that we had a bad 
cause. We have no doubt thatsuch would be the 
abuse of any concession which we might' now 
make. We wish 'it fully understood, that we have 
nothing whatever to concede on any branch of the 
subjech 

12. “To admit, any action on the subject, would 
render us ridiculous in the eyes of those who have 
no interest in the general subject, contemptible in 
the eyes of our enemies, and odious to our own 
lear people and fellow-citizens of the slave-hold- 
ing Statos. 

13. "Wo foresee very great evils, which must 
trise, unless this whole subject be immediately 
nut to rest. For ourselves, we are determined to 
ivoid those evils. The agitators of this subject 
vill unquestionably overran some portion of our 
and with incalculable calamities, unless speedily 
checked; and we, in common with all our fellow, 
litizens in the South, are determined that our re- 
tpective sections of the land shall not be the field 

of ruin. If calamity must comp, jt , 

those portions of lli.o land where good 
fessing neutrality, and lacking firmness 
the torrent, have let in the overflowin'/, 

14. “Any discussion, not miserably^ 
ever cool and kind and scriptural an<) 
it might I e on our part, would necessa, 
passions already overheated; and wo,, 

exeitement, which we believe to be, jn / 
principles and spirit, fierce,.impertinent' 
and wicked. 

15. “We are perfectly well satisfied 
own previous and present course in r. 
this whole subject. We have noons,, 
science to submit to this Assembly, or, 
body of men, on any branch of it. (J,Jr 

' 

ces accuse us not. We do not, then • 
anything to be done in a matter reaper 

| we have no scruples to relievo; but |,av„ 
plain course marked out before us. 

10. “We do firmly believe that tlw r, 

cjtement on this whole subject owes it,, 
maintenance, in no small degree, to K 

worthy causes. The first is, a spur,,, 
verish'philantliropy, which has infect, d 
The second is, a fanaticism, deep and 
wild and malignant; which has enrngrd 
The third is, a design of wily partizai] 
who wish to produce a certain state of 
the country, well understood by t'hemst; 
has had great though insidious inline!,,.,, 
are perfectly determined, in reliance i, 

never to be the factors or the subjects t 
fluences as these. 

17. “Finally, should, the Assembly tak, 
subject and legislate upon it; and dsf 
slave bolding is a sin, then of.course t|,, 

' 

who should thus vote, would wish tiff 
churches cut off’ for immorality, and ih, 
churches would all feel themselves ins- 
the apostle Paul to “withdraw from sud 
o ir church would be rent asunder, and 
and northern Presbyterians and Com,,, 
ists could no longer meet even in alt,', 
and hail each other as brethren. Well, 
of division thus begun must go on; arid 
t'ter and another and yet another dei, 
will divide by north and south. Thus > 

bonds of religious friendships will be 
Then nothing is left to be done to finis 
except to arouse and inflame the infidel , 

animalism of north and south against 
give the tocsin of disunion a blast, and 
star-spangled banner in twain; and soon 
tile forces will be marshalled against ea, 
and the Potomac will he dyed with Id 
it be that the righteous Judge of all the,/| 
so dreadful a controversy with the l1,,.. 
church of these United States, as to i 

the folly and madness of being the fir-! 
the gate and let this flood of desolation ! 
God forbid that a punishment so terrible , 

await us. 
J heseare some of our views. Thon^ | 

tho pleasure of knowing that [ have iittr: 
timents approved to a letter by several - ; 

both in the south and in tho north, yptV 
alone is to be connected with these stain 
The Lord give wisdom and grace to all l. 
our Lord Josos Christ, in these days, wit 
hearts are failing them for looking for the- 
which shall come to pass." 

Dear Brethren: 
1 have given and 1 expect ever to give, nr 

honest, public, hearty support to these 
measures. I examined carefully before i 
and when I voted, I did.ir. from convfctin: 
subsequent examination of the subject, i0 
firmed that conviction.’ I believe that ui, i 

these measures will soon restore our cl/.; 
her former glory.' It is true indeed, that: 
we were shut up in darkness^ It seemed 
plough-share of. ruin must be driven dee 
ribly through our Zion.’ But the" Lord 
than our fears. The ever restless spin: 
enrring elements which .were abroad! i;i 
men to seek a remedy for existing evils, 

sought in our constitution.- In our com: 
was found, ft was adopted. 

' 

Onceaduf 
purity and order are within our grasp, 
but to be firm to our purpose and true to < I 
stitution and the ancient glory of our clu 
turns. 

A few hints shall close this long letter. 
1. Let those who approve the course off 

srmljly, be sd humble ns to pray mud. 

courageous as to yield to no fear. Sound : 

terians, never had a plainer course nmr:: 

for them by the Providence of God. 
S. Let us all dismiss every idle drear, 

solid peace and quiet in our church on a r 

which disregards sound 'faith, strict on: 

Christian discipline. 
3. Let every man, who loves the truth, 

his post at every meeting of any'churcli, 1: 

tery and synod, where he has a right to ft 
vote. Let nothing hinder in this imports:/ 

4. Let us trust in the living God. lie :: 

power and love and wisdom and truth. 1 

out Him nothing is'strong." O trust inti: 1 

Yours; recpectfully and affectionately. 
. 

, 

' WM. S. PLUM 

' 
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