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THE HISTORY

OF THE
INDEPENDENT OR CONGREGATIONAL CHCURCH

IN CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLIXA.

Tue church in Charleston, S. C. now known by
the appellation of the Circular Church, was constitu-
ted bctween the years 168U and 1690.% The per-
sons who formed i1t, with few exceptions, were
Presbyterians, chiefly from Scotland and Ireland—
congregationalists from Old and New England, and
French Protestants who had been lately exiled from
France by the revocation of the edict of Nantz.
These substantially agreed in doctrines and modes
of worship, but differed i: their respective forms of
Church government. Some oi the early proceedings
of the Church were probably unrccorded. It is certain
that the records of others were lost.t No Church acts

* A letter written in 1750 by the Church to the Rev. Drs.
Guyse, Doddridge and Jennings, states, ¢ that upwards of sixty
years ago they had heen a church.” This carrics us back to
a period anterior to 1690. But it could not be farther back than
1680, for in that year Charleston began to be built.

t The Church records were in the posscssion of the rev.
Mr. Livingston in 1713, whe lived ina wooden house on White
Pomt. 1In the fall of that year « violent hurricane beat off the
wcather-hoards of the house, carried away the book which con-
tained the Church records, and the furniture of the rooms on
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dated prior to the year 1724 can now be found.  In
that year, forty-threc persons, probably heads of fami-
lies, subscribed their names to a call which they for-
warded to the Rev. Mr. Bassett, inviting himto be their
minister or pastor. This was expressed in the follow-
ing words:

“In the name of our Lord and Saviour Jesus
Christ, Amen.

‘““ We the members of the Presbyterian Church in
Charlestcwn, and others resorting to this public place
of worship, having made our application to the Rev.
Messrs. Colman and Cooper, ministers of the gospcl
in Boston, to send us a pions, able, ordained Presby-
terian minister, and they having prevailed with you,
the Rev. Mr. Nathan Bassett, tc come amongst us;
we, therefore, being very well satisfied of your abili-
tv and capacity, to take upon you the pastoral charge
of us, not only from the character given of you by
the reverend gentlemen above mentioned, but by our
own experience, do humbly beseech and invite vou,
the Rev. Mr. Nathan Bassett, to accept and take upon
vou the office and charge of a minister or pastor over
us, to administer unto us God’s holy word and ordi-
nances, and to do and perform whatsoever else docs
appertain or anyways belong to a miuister of the
gospel.  And on our part, we do solemnly promise
and declare, in the presence of God and this congre-
gation, that we will at all times endeavour to behave
and carry oursclves towards you as becomes Chris.

the lower fleor. Tt also obliced the SDinndy (o seek shiclter in
the fire-place shove staivs, This statement 15 given by Josiul
Smith, Ilsq. who veccived it from cld Peter Darty a black men,
who in 1715 waited on the rev. Mr. Livioston—was with Lun
in the time of the hurricarce, and narrowly escaped from s

\'agcg
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tans to do to a minister of Jesus Christ; and as veu
will dispense unto us vour spiritual things, so we
shall not be winting constantly to administer unto
you of our temporal; humbly desiring that you’ll
please to accept of this our call and 1nvitation.

Luke Stoutenburgh John Simmons

Jchn Carmichael
John Fraser
John Ballantine
John Ellis
Joseph Masscy
Joseph Bany
Samuel Morris
Daniel Townsend
Hcnry Varnor
William Scott
Moses Pluminer
John Jeffords
Stephen Bedon
Robert Fladger
John Bohannan
Thomas Barksdale
John Mellins
Benjamin Jones
Robert Bohunnan
Thomas Holton
Fdgar Wells

Samuel Eveleigh
Garret Van Velsen
Henry Peronneau
Solomon Legare
Timothy Bellamy
Francis Hc,lmes, junr.
Ebenezer Simmons
Anthony Mathewes, junr.
John Milner
Benjamin Massey
Henry Saltus
James Ballantine
James Mathewes
Dun. Campbell
Joseph Moody
Anthony Mathewes
Miles Brenton
Jeremiah Milner
George Ducat
Nathamex Mariner.

The original building used by the Church was
only forty et square, “and must have been very
shnn- for as carly as the year 1729 a su )scuptxon
was opencd lor u')uxldnw it, ‘““as having by long
time gone to decay, and beconc very old and out of
repair.” This was subseribed by ore bundred and
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four persons, who put down their names for ditter-
ent sums, varying from one hundred pounds tc one
‘nound ten shillings, and amounting in the aggregate
currency to eight thousand three hundred and twen-
ty-two pounds and fifteen shillings. A supplemen-
tary subscription as necessary to complete the build-
ing was opened in 1731. This amounted to three
hundred and thirty-four pounds. The buildirg being
completed and enlarged twenty-two and a half feet in
length, and a base added for the steeple, the pews
therein, forty-seven in number, sub;ject to an annual
assessment, were assigned iix 1732 to subscribers ac-
cording to theu' respective claims as contributors.
Numer:cally arranged they were as follows:

Pew No. 1 for Samuel Flev
2 — Anthony Mathewes, senr.
3 — John Milner and Mary Ellis
4 — Daniel Crawford
5 — James Payne
5 — Samuel Morris
7 — Mary Betson and Charles Pincknes
8 — Samuel Jones
9 — Garret Van Velsen
10 -=— John Stone
11 — Solomon Legare, junr. and James
Ballantine
12 — Ebcnezer Simmous
13 — Joseph Bany and Luke Stoutenburgl:
14 — Stephen Bedon >
| 5 — Danicl Townsend
16 — Henry Peronneau, junr.
17— H(m\ Peronneau, sen.
P8 Joseph Moody
L — Solomon Legare, sou, and Wallim
YWiarden




-y

]

Pew No.20 for J<aac Holmes
21 — Thomas Cooper
22 —— Yohn Dart
23 — Ehzabet-- Holmes
24 —
25 — John and Edmund Atkin
26 — John Fraser |
27 — James Mathewes
28 — Samuel Eveleigh
29 — Anthony Mathewes, junr..
30 — John Bee and Elizabeth Massey
31 — George Ducat and VVllham Cleland
82 — Benjamin Savage
33 — Mary Owen
34 — Alexander Peronneau
35 — George Hisket
36 — Kath. Joor
37 — Andrew Allen
38 — John Simmons
39 — Thomas Lamboll
40 —— Othniel Beale
41 — Paul Jenys
42 — Miles Brenton
43 — Joseph Massey
44 —
45 — John M‘Kay
46 — Henry Livingston
47 — Jeremiah Milner.

The first three ministers of the Church are sup.
posed to have been Congregationalists; the next two
were Presbyierians: the sixth was a Congregational-
1st. During hisincumbency the Presbyterians sepa-
rated from the Church, and formed a new one on the
plan of the established relxgmn of North Britain. Sn




many of these were natives of Scotlund that tiey wiic
as much cnown by the narae of the Scoteh as of the
Presbvterian Church.  Their separation, which ori-
ginated m 1731, was compieted on the 23d of J Jun(_,
1734, when divine service was first performed in thei
new house of worship erccted 1in Meeting-street, to
the southward of T 1"1dd strect. T'he original Church
in Meeting-street, in the oldest records now extant,
is solely called Presbyterian, and shortly afterwards
indiscriminately, or conjunctly, Presbyterian, Con-
oregational, or Independent.  After this separation 1t
na great-measure adoptc*d its first appellation, as a
Presbyterian Cnulch, but continued to call its pas-
tors from both denominations indiscriminately, leav-
ing them to associate with their brethren of uthe
form of Church goverrment, or with neither as they
chose; hut prohibited them n every case irom ntro-
ducing their peculiar opinions respecting ecclesiasti-
cal pohtv mto the Church over w hlch they were cal-
led to preside. Inconvenienciesresulted from an un-
defined way of doing Church business, which pre-
vailed tll the middle of the ecighteenth century.
Though the members rcnounced all extrinsic autho-
rity in derowatlon of their claim of inndependent self
covernment, vet some considerable time clapsed be-
fore they established rales for the systematical man-
agement of their own concerns; the evil cured itsclf;
but not until thev werc involved m unpleasant contei-
tions resulting from the want of a fixed constitution,
and rules for sclf covernment. In 1748, the Rev. Mr.
Fairwcather, o hi censed but wnord: zmcdpl eacher from
New-England, had been employed for one vear to
assist the Heve Jostah Smith (who was then an mva-
lid) ;‘1 the discharge of his pastoral functions. At
the tormination of 7*", term of service, a Church mect-
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ing was called to determine on his future standing in
the Church. A unanimous vote of both members
and supporters. was given, that he should be engaged
as an assistant minister for another year.  After this
was concluded, and some of the voters had with-
drawn, 1t was suggested to the meeting ¢ that Mr.
I"airweather preferred being a co-pastor.” In the
same day a vote was taken on this new view of the
subject, and it appeared that a majority of the mem-
bers and supporters who remained, on a joint and
equal vote of both, were in favour of his being co-
pastor. T'his was objected to by several members
in full communion, and particularly by Mr. Thomas
Lamboll, who entered i the Church book (imme-
diately after the record of the preceding transactions)
u statement (in his own hand-writing) of his objec-
tion to the validity of the last vote. This entry was
in the following words: ¢ I, Thomas Lamboll, do
declare that I was present at the above-mentioned
meeting, aud publicly voted for Mr. Fairweather’s
being assistant: but when it was immediately moved
to put the question, whether he should be co-pastor,
¥ opposed and voted against thut motion as irregular,
repugnant to and tending to undo the vote which had
~ been unanimous, and ought to be conclusive in the

affair in hand, at least for the present tirne: and as
some of those which had voted first were gone, I
also withdrew; giving public notice thereot before
the question for Mr. Fairweathcr’s being co-pastor
was put: for I concelved that a vote of a part of the
congregation could nct zupersede the unanimous vote
of the whole.” .

March 23, 1750.
‘ (Signed,) Tromas Lamnpnry.

B
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Another declaration on the same subjec—t Wwas 11i
Iik¢ manner recorded in the Church book as follows:

“ March 23, 1750.
‘I, Thomas Lamboll, do declare that I «-as pre-
sent when the above-mentioned Mr. Fairweather, in
the meeting-house, did read a paper or writung from
the pulpit to the congregation, purporting his answer
io a (pretended) call to himn to be co-pastor (which I
never saw or heard of before.) ‘That in his said an-
swer, he particularly expressed his refusal of the ac-
ceptance of the ofhce of assistant, into which he had
been voted; for which reason and public refusal, I
concelved that the Church was disengaged from him,
and accordingly withdrew. Tremas LamMsorr.”

Ta consequence of this versatibility in the acts of
the Church, some considered Mr. Fairweather as an
assistant, some as co-pastor. It was contended by
others, that all connexion between him and the
Church was dissolved, on the idea that his election as
a co-pastor was invalid, and that he had declined the
office of an assistant.  Unpleasant discussions arose
between his friends and opposers.  After officiating
more than a year to a divided congregation, in which
a majority of the communicants was against his being
co-pastor, he left the Church, the province, and the
denomination of Christians with which he had hither-
to associated; but after some time returned in the cha-
racter of an Kpiscopal minister. Peacc was gradually
restored to the Church, and a repetition of such irre-
gularity was prevented, by adopting, in 1750, a fixed
rule for choosing a pastor or minister; which was as
follows:

¢ That hercafter the sole power of nominating, as
well as of displacing or suspending the pastor or mi
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nister of this Church, shall be only in such freemen
as are members for the time being, admitted by con-
sent of the pastor and members of the said Church,
into fui! communion therewith; and which have con-
tributed to the support thereof, ai icast two vears
then last past; provided also, that in case of any dis-
pute, no such nomination to, or suspension, or re-
moval from the said pastorshlp, shall be good, or
valid, unless two thirds of such supporting members
shall concur therein.”

“ But whenever an assistant shall be judged ne-
cessary to the said pastor or minister, such other iree-
inen as have been supporters of the said Church, for
two years then last past, may also be admitted to vote
for, and choose such an assistant by plurality of
votes.”

OF THE PASTORS.

The Church, since its formation about one hun.-
dred and twenty-five vears ago, has had fifteen pas-
tors; the first three, the Rev. Messrs. Pierpoint,
Adams, and Cotton, were settled and died, or resign-
ed within or about the last fifteen years of the seven-
teenth century. Nothing farther of consequence is
known of them: their successors were as follows:

4, Rev. Archibald Stobotook charge of the Church
in the autumn of 1700, and resigned it in 1704.

5, Rev.William Livingsion became pastorin 1704,
and died after the year 1720.

6, Rev. Nathan Bassett was settled in 1724, and
died of the small-pox in 1738.

7, Rev. James Parker in 1740 arrived in Charles-
ton from England, and died in 1742,

8, Rev. Josiah Smith took charge of the Church
mn 1742, and resigned about 1750.
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9, Rev.James Edmonds was settled in Deccmber,
1754, an! res:gnd dbout 1767.

16. Rev. William Hutson setiled, m conncxion
with 3! . Edmonds, 1757, and died 1n 1761.

11, Rev. Andrew Bennetwas scttled as pastor with
Mr. Edmonds, in 1762, and resigned in 1763.

12, Rev. John Thomas was mnstalled pastor of the
Church 1n 1767, and died at New-York in Septcm-
ber 1771.

13, Rev. William Tennent entered on the pas-
torai charge of the Church mn 1772, and died at the
High Hiils of Santee 11 August 1777.

14, Rev. Dr. Hollinshead cntered on the pastoral
charge of the Church 1n 1783, and 1s now (1814)
living.

15, Rev. Dr. Keith was settled as co-pastor with
Dr. Hollinshead, in 1788, and on December 14, 1813,
died of an apoplexy in seven hours from its first at-
tack.

Mr. Stobo, the first Presbyterian minister in South
Carolina, was a Scotchman, who, near the ¢nd of the
seventeenth century, left his native country, attached
to an expedition for making a Bntish settlement on
the 1sthmus of Darien; this having failed, the unfor-
tunate adventurers were cbliged to decamp. On their
return homeward, the Rising Sun, a ship of sixty
guns, in which many of them had ecmbarked in the
year 1700, was lost, with all on board, in a hurricane
near Charleston bar.  Mr. Stobo, one cf the passen-
gers, was invited by a deputation of thrce members
of this Church to preach while the Rising Sun tar-
ried for supplics. He accepted the invitation, and
came up to Charleston with the deputation on the
day before the hurricane commenced.  His life was
thus providentially saved.  He lLived nearly half «
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century afterwards, and became the founder of a nu-
merous famnily, and also of scveral Churches on the
Presbyterian plan in dificrent parts of the province,
particulerly at Wilton, Pon Pon, James’ Island and
Cainhoy. *

The Rev. William Livingston was from Scot-
land or the north of Ireland. Of his birth, education,
and the other circumstances of his early life, wothing
certain i1s known. Tradiiion has mformed us that he
was a respectable and useful preacher. He left one
daughter and three sons. Of the 1ssue of one of his
sons, George Livingston, in the fourth and fifth de-
gree of descent from the Rev. Mr. Livingston, there
are now living in Charleston, Mrs. Tunno, her two
daughters, and her son John Champneys Tunno, a
youth of great expectation. Six great-grand chil-
dren, four males and two females, descendants of the
same rev. gentleman by another branch of his fami-
ly, are also now hiving near Dorchester of the nams
of Stewart.

The Rev. Mr. Bassett was from New-England,
and educated in the university of Cambridge, near
Boston, and from which, i 1719, he obtained the de-
gree of A. M. He died in the thirty-seventh year of
his age, after he had faithfully and acceptably dis-

* Mr. Stobo had two sons and two daughters. One of his
grand-daughters, Miss Ann Stanyarn, is now living. Of his
descendants with the sirname of Stobo nonc i1s knov iy te be now
alive but his great-great-grandson, Morton Wiikinson Stabo.
Onc of the Rev. Mr. Stobo’s daughters n-arried Mr. Bullock,
who migrated to Georgia, where hu' descendants are both pu-
merous and r- spcct'lblc His other daughter married Mr. Stan-
varn. The names and number of the descendants of these
pranches of the family cannot be ascertained; Lut aimong them
arc two now living, who wcre bapuzed by the name of their
~ommon ancestor. One of these is cailed Stobo R. Perry, the
~ther Stobr Redon,
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charged the duties of the pastoral ofhce nearly fiftecn
vears. He was settled in Charleston on the recom-
mendation of the Rev. Drs. Coleman and Cooper, of
Boston, to whom the Church had applied to send
them ¢“ a pious, able, ordained Presbyterian minister.”

The Rev. James Parker was an Englishman, born
in Leicester, educated under Dr. Latham, in Findern,
ordained to the ministryn i.ondon, and for fiveyears
had beenasettled ministerat Gravesend. In 1740 he was
sentout to Charlestonbythe Rev. Dr. Isaac Watts,and
three other dissenting ministers in London, to whom
the Church had applied for a minister. This applica-
tion was made by a letter dated in December, 1738,
which is stated to be the act and deed of the whole
Congregational Presbyterian Church of Christ, lately
under the pastoral care of the Rev.-Mr. Bassett. Mr.
Parker left a widow, who afterwards married Mr.
George Inglis, merchant, in Charleston. He also
left two sons, James and George, of whom nothing
is known farther than that they died young.

Rev. Josiah Smith, A. M. was born in Charles-
ton in 1704. He was the grandson of Langraves
Thomas Smith, who, in 1693, had been governor of
the province, and was the first native of Carolina who
obtained a degree froma college. In about twelve
months after the year 1725, in which Mr. Smith had
proceeded A. B. in Cambridge college, he com.
menced preacher, and continued steadily to perform
his official duties for twenty-three years, but was
then in a great measure disabled for the remainder of
his life. His ministerial functions were at different pe-
riods performed in Bermuda, at Cainhoy, and n
Charleston. When the Rev. George Whitefield was
forbidden to preach in the Episcopal Churches, Mr.
Smith openced to him his Church, and declared te
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the world his decided approbation of the character
and doctrines of that indefatigable preacher and fas-
cinating pulpit orator, in a sermon which he preached
and afterwards printed from the words of Elihu, « I
said, I will answer also my part; I also will show my
opinion.”’

Mr. Smith published an octavo volume of ser-
mons in 1752, and several single ones on particular
occasions; all of which were well received.

In the years 1749-50, he rece1ved three strokes of
the palsy,* from which he never recovered so far as
to be able to articulate distinctly. He nevertheless
continued to corapose and print sermons. His de-

* T'his paralytic afection of the Rev. Mr. Smith rendered
him for mcre than thirty years incapable of performing the du-
ties of his office, and the inadequate support he had received for
the preceding twenty-three vears of active service, put it out
of his power to provide for the extraordinary emergency. He

as therefore in a great degree dcpendent on his eldest son,
Josiah Smith, for the means of living. It plcased God to fur-
nish the son with the ability and the heart to repay to a kind pa-
rent the obligations he was under to him for maintenance and
education in the helpless years of infancy. This duty was ten-
derly and affectionately performed, and the dutiful son now
reaps his promised reward, for in his eighty-fourth year, his
erect stature, capacity for business, and comparatively good
health, demonstrate that he has fewer of the marks of old age
than arc frequently found in those who are twenty or even
thirty yecars younger. < Honour thy father and thy mother:
that thy days may be long upon the land which the Lord thy
God giveth thee.”

The providential affliction of the Rev. Mr. Simith suggested
to the Church in its latter days of prosperity, the expedience of
providing a pcrmanent fund for the support of clderly and dis-
abled ministers and their families. This has bcen so uncom-
monly prosperous that the few objects within the strict letter
of the act incorporating it do not c¢xhaust one half of the mter-
cst of 1ts capital.  In this imanner a kind Providence has over-
ruled a partial temporary evil fora general and permanent good.,
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light was so much in preaching, that he begged as a
favour that he might be permitted to deliver a ser-
mon once in every month 1n the Church lately under
his pastorai carc. This was conceded, and his friends
gave him a patient hearing, though the palsy had so
far affected his utterance that they understood but
little of what he said. When mdependence was de-
clared, his age and infirmities put 1t out of his power
to render his country anv active service, but his heart
and his pravers were with the friends of America i In
every period of the revolution. When Charleston
surrendered, he became a prisoner of war, and was
paroled as such. He discovered no disposition to re-
turn to his allegiance as a British subject but ho-
nourably observed his parole. Inthe year 1781, the
royal commanders compelled Mr. Smith, w ith his
son’s family, of which he was one, though in ‘the seven-
ty-seventh year of his age, to leave Charleston. He
was with them sufely landed in Philadelphia, and
shortly after, in the month of October of the same
vear, died there.

His venerable age, distinguished eminence in the
Church as a man of learning and piety, his steady
patriotism and personal sufferings in the cause of
liberty cxcitcd a general sympathy m his behalf.
Though he died a stranger in a strange land, he was
particularly honoured. His funeral was rcspectably
attended by the citizens of Philadelphia, and by most
of the Carolina exiles then in that city. The Presby-
teriansof Philadelphiadirected that his body should be
buried within the walls of their Arch-strect Church,
and between the remains of his two friends, the rev-
crend Gilbert Tennent and Samuel Finley, D. D, late
president of Princeton college.
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Myr. Smith left «wo sons, Josiah and George, and
two duughters: one of the latter meiried captain Ed-
ward Darrel, the other Daniel Bordeaux, kEsq. The
1ssue of these four children of the Rexv. Mr. Smith,
now, 1814, living is forty-nine.

Rev. James Idmonds, an Englishman by birth,
was invited to ofhciate in Charleston from a Church
at or near Cainhoy. He next removed to a Church
at Newport, in Georgila, and afterwards became an
itinerant preacher, doing much good in many parts of
Georgia, South and North Carolina. 'While labour-
ing in this vocation he became blind and died in
Charieston in 1794, aged seventy-one years. He
adorned his profession by a life of fervent piety, and
his example was a practical sermon. One of his two
daughters 1s now living.

Rev. William Hutson was a follower of the cele-
brated George Whitefield, and came with him from
England about the year 1740. Mr. Hutson com-
menced preacher in 1743, and first officiated at the
orphan house in Georgia, and afterwards in Prince
William’s parish in South Carolina, in the dissenting
Church of Stony-creek. In 1757 he was called to
ofliciate in Charleston. He was an eloquent preach-
er, an exemplary Christian, and an accomplished
gentleman. By his first wife, the widow Chardon,
he acquired a considerable cstate, and by her had
two sons, Richard and Thomas, and four daughters.
Of these none survive but his youngest daughter,
Mrs. Barnwell.  One of his four daughters was mar-
ried to Arthur Peronneau, merchant; one to the un-
fortunate colonel Isaac Ha} ne; one to major Wigg,
and one to general Barnwell.  The surviving 1ssue
of his son Thomas, and of his four daughters, now

r
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amounts to ninety-nine.¥  Mr. Hutson died in 1761
of an apoplectic fit, mn the forty-first year of his age.

Rev. Andrew Bennet was a native of England,
and educated under the Rev. Drs. Cender and Glb-
bons, in Londen. He came to Charleston from
Philadelphia, where he had been an assistant preach-
er to the Rev. Mr. Cross, of the Presbyterian Church
inn Market-street. He went from Charleston to Ber-
muda, and afterwards to Barbadoes, on account of
1} health, and there died in the vear 1804. He was
esteemed a plous, able, and eloquent preacher: but
bad health greatly obstructed his ample capacity for
usefulness.  Having no family he bequeathed two
thousand dollars to the society established in Charles-
ton for the relief of elderly and disabled ministers and
of the widows and orphans of the clerO'} of the Inde-
pendent or Congregatior.al Church in the state of
South Carolina.

Rev. John Thomas was born in Wales, and edu-
cated at a dissenting academy there. In early life he
was sent frorm Lngland by the Rev. Drs. Conder and
Gibbons, dissenting ministers of London, to whom
the Church bad applied by letter to procure for
them a suitable minister.- The Rev. Josiah Smith
preached a funeral sermon on the death of Mr. Tho-
mas, In which he observes as follows:

* On the fourth of July, 1814, only fifty-three years after the
death of the Rev. Mr. Hutson, and only a few yards from the
spot 1 which he statedly preachied, his great grandson, Robert
Hayne, Esq. inberiting the genius and cloquence of his venera-
ble ancestor, delivered an oration onthe anniversary of the in-
dependence of the United States, which, for correct patriotic
American sentiments, for thoughts that breathe and words that
hurn, and for fercible <loult1<)n, has scldom been cqnahtd, and
rarely, it ever, surpassed by apv thing on the same orcasion.
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“ He was a man of superior genius, and adorned
with many excellent natural gifts. His conceptions
were clear, his judgment solid and piercing—he well
knew how to distinguish; and had a good taste and
relish for the polite parts of learning. If we consider
him as a minister, he prayed as a seraph. His com-
positions were ingenious, methodical, and rationai; he
was a man of firec and pungency, ror was he a stran-
ger to the art of addressing the passions. His prin-
ciples were sound and orthodox—a thorough Calvin-
ist, though he was much on the side of liberty and
moderation, and loved good men of 2il persuasions;
yet wouid he contend for the primitive faith and pu-
rity. ‘T'he guilt, pollution, and propagation of origi-
nal sin—the di -mity of Christ—the redeeming efh-
cacy of his blcod—bis iull and proper atonement—
the mfluences of his spirit—the nccessity of faith to
a sinier’s Justification before God, and of good works
to his salvation, were doctrines which he oftm nsist-
ed upon, and strongly defended aguinst Arians, Soci-
nians, and others.”

Mr. Thomas left two daughters, one of whom mar-
ried Samuel Beach, esq. the other Adam Gilchrist,
merchant; they are both now living, and have eight
living descendants—his widow is still alive, at the age
of sixty.nine years.

The circumstances of Mr. Thomas’s death are
werthy of notice, both in a moral and medical view,
Six months before he died he was in good health; but
in two or three hours of philanthropic exertion con-
tracted a chronic disease which brought him to his
grave. In the first three months of 17 771 L paid
particular attention to instruct and prepare for death a
man who was condemued to suffer the highest penal-
tv of the Jaw. Inthe course of his conversations with




this unfortunate man, Mr. Thomas tad abundant
reason to believe that he was a truc penitent, and the
subjcct of a saving change. This naturally preduced a
strong attachment and a disposition to scrve him:
every kmd office was rendered to him while living,
and mcasures werc adopted to save him from dissce.
tion after he was dead. His body was kept private
till the <hades of night afforded a screcn to carry -1t
over Ashley river to James’ Island for interment. Mur.
Thomas, with a few religious friends attended the
corpse, and at ten p’clock, . M. in a cold blowing
March night, consncrned ittoa grave. Mr. Thomas
performed in the open air the reiigious scrvices usual
at funerals. On this solemn but unseasonable occa-
sion he was instantly scized with a violent cold, which
speedily produced aspitting of biood, and other symp-
toms so alarming, that m thc summer following he
obtained leave from his church to go to the northern
provinces for the recovery of his health, all was in
vain. The adventurcs of this single night laid the
foundation of a consumption, which eventuated in his
death in the twenty-sixth year of his age.

The Rev. William Tennent, A. M. was born in
New-Jersey, in the year 1740, and cducated at the
college of Princeton, while the Rev. Aaron Burr was
its president; and there, in 1758, he reccived the de-
gree of A. B. and in about two years after was licen-
sed to preach, His ancestors were distinguished for
their learning and picty, and rarked high among the
most successful of the earlicst promoters of religion
and literature n the middle British colonies.  Iir
‘Tennent was first scttied as a preacher in Connccti-
cut. After he had ofhciated there eight or ten vears
he was nvited to the pastoral charge "of the Indcpcn-
dent Church in Charleston, and arrived there i 1772
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As 2 mzn of learming, cloqucnce, and prety, hie was
n mgh estimation. “ hile gliding on through hic,
devoted to study, and the dxs«.hargc of his clcrlcdl
duties, the \mencan Revolution commenced: he
was possessed of too much vigour of miad to be in-
different to this great event. It so thoroughly ab-
sorld his cup‘.cu s as to give a new direction to
his pursuits; e spccdily comprehended 1n prospect
the important changes 1t was likely o produce, and
cngaged in the support of 1t with all his energies.
Ardent zeal) and distinguished talents, made him so
popular, that contrary to the habits and customs of
the people, they with general conseat clected him a
irember of the provincial congress, aad afterwards of
the commons house of assembly.  Such was the ur-
geney of public affairs, that commattees and con-
gress=s of the people, then their only legisiators, were
on pressing emergencles 1n the habit ¢f meeting on
Sundays, for the despatch of public Lusiness. In the
different hours of the same day, Mr. Uennent was oc-
cosionaliy heard both in his church and the state-
house, addressmg different’ audiences, with equal
animation on ther spiritual and tempoial interests.
Fe rarcly introduced. politics i the pulpit, but from
the general tenor of his conduct, it was evident that
hs whole soul was 1n the revolution, and that he con-
sidered success n it as intimately connected with the
rcligion, lhiberty, and happiness of his native country.
Hc wrote sundry anonymous picces 1n the newspa-
pers, rousing the people to a proper sense of their
political duties and interests, while their hiberties
were endangered; but printed nothing with his name
except two scrmons, and a spccch delivered 1n the
commons house of assembly i South Carolina, on
ti rusticcand policy of putting all rddigious dene
min:tions on an ulml footing.
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Strongly 1mpressed with the rights of ail men to
‘tree and equal rcligious hiberty, he could not consent
to rcceive tOlCI“IthH as alegal boon from those whose
natural rights were not superior to his own. He drew
up an argumentative petition in favour of cqual reli-
gious liberty—united the different denominations of
dissenters 1n its support, and procurced to it the sig-
nature of several thousands. \Vhen this petition was
made the subject of legislative consideration, he de-
livered an cloquent speech i its support.* This car-
ried conviction to the breasts of many, that estabiish-
ments of particular sects of religion were partial, op-
pressive, and 1mpolitic. His valuable hife was termi-
nated in the thirty-seventh year of his age at the High
Hills of Santee, while discharging a filial duty, in
bringing his aged and lately widowed mother from
New-Jersey to Carolina. He left five children; two
sons, William and Charles, and three daughters; 2il
of whom are now living and have living 1ssue, twenty-
seven in number. One of his daughters married
Mr. Charles Brown, one Dr. Joseph Hall Ramsay,
and one Mr. Samuel Smith. The Church erected a
monument to his memory in their Archdale-street
house of worship, of which he was the father. Onmn

it is the following inscription:

* For a copy of this speech sce the Appendix.
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In memory
of the Rev., William Tenncent, A. M.
pastor of this Church,
and principally instrumental in the
crection of this building,
dedicated to the worship
of Almighty God,
who died at the High Hills of Santee
August 11th, 1777,
in the thirty-seventh year of his age.
He was distinguished
for quickness of perception,
solidity of judgment,
cnergy and firmness of mind,
for inflexible patriotism
and ardent public spirit,
for the boldnoss with which he enforced
the claims of the Deity,
and vindicated the rights of man.

As a preacher he was prompt,
solemn, instructive, and persuasive—
of every social virtue he wasa bright example.
«« Blessed are the dead who die in the Lord.”

The Rev. Dr. Hollinshead was born in Phila.
dclphia, and educated at the college inthat city, in
which he was admitted to the degree of A. B. in 1770.
He waus licensed in 1772 by the presbytery of Phila.
delphia to preach-the gospel, and soon after setiled in
Fairfield, Cumberland county, New-Jerscv. From
this pldce in 1783 he was translated to Charleston on
the invitation of the Congregational Church to be its
pastor.  In 1793 the coliege of Princetca conterred
an him the degree of D. D. He still lives, in the
sixtv-fifth vear of his age. and, therefore, his culogy
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cannot now be proper; but 1t may be mentioned, withi-
out offending against either truth or delicacy, that he
has already served the Church longer than nine of
the eleven ministcrs who were his predecessors; and
that during his incumbeucy, the Church has greatly
increased 10 numbers and respectability.

The Rev. Dr. Isaac Stockton Keith was born in
Bucks countv, Pennsylvania, Junuary 20th, A. D.
1755, and Was educated in the grammar school and
college of Princeton, New Jcrscy, when the Rev. Dr.
Witherspoon was president. His diligence and pro-
gress 1n his studies were so great, that at every ex-
amination of the school he was honoured with a pre-
mium. In 1775 he was admitted to the degrec of
A. B. His pious perents from carly youth dedica-
ted him to the ministry, and his own 1inclination con-
curred with their fond anticipations. Soon after he lef:
the college he commenced the study of divinity, under
the direction of the Rev. Dr. Robert Smith of Pf.qllf.‘d
in Pennsylvania, and in 1778 was licensed by the
presbytery of Philadelphia to preach the gospel.  Af.
ter itinerating for a short time, he settled in Alexan-
dria, in Virgina, and continued there in the exercisc
of his ministerial functions till the year 1788, when
he accepted an invitation from the Congregational
Church 1n Charleston, to be co-pastor thereof, 1
connexion with the Rev. Dr. Hollinshead. He therc
served the Church with ability and fidelity for twenty-
five years, a peried exceedirg that of any one of his
eleven deceased predecessors. In 1791 he was consti-
tuted D. D. by the unmversity of Pennsylvania. He was
thrice married; first to Miss Hannah Sproat, daugh-
ter of the Rev. Dr. Sproat of Philadelphia; second, to
Miss Catharine Legare, daughter of Mr. Thomas
Legare, esq. of Charleston: thz.d to Miss Jane Hux.
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ham, a native of Exeter, in England, and daughter
to Mr, William Huxham, who had resided many
years in South Carolina, As a man, as a Christian,
and as a preacher of the gospel, Dr. Keith was re-
spected and beloved. On all the relations of life in
which he was placed, he reflected honour—given to
hospitality and abounding in chanty, his heart and
his house were open to the stranger, and his purse
to the indigent: the spirit of the gospel marked his
mtercourse with men; it mfluenced the whole of his
deportment, and impressed a distinctive character on
all his transactions. ¢ He rejoiced with those that did
rejoice, and wept with those who wept.”” In pastoral
visits to the sick and afflicted he was indefatigable:
to their impressible minds he presented divine truths
with such sympathy, affection, and discretion, as with
the blessing of God. often termu.ated in the happiest
result. He was fond of assﬂ'rrﬂ)llne,r children round
him, and of conversing with them in a pleasant cheer-
ful manner, mingled with instruction. Though not
a parent he had deeply imbibed the spirit of a judi-
cious affcctionate Chyistian parent.  Many were the
books which he gave 1n presents to adults, but more
to chiidren, under such circumstances of love and af-
fection as could scarcely fail of ensuring an attentive
perusal of their important r‘ontents His heart overflow-
ing with love to Ged and man, disposed him to spend
and be spent in promoting the glory of the one and the
happiness of the other. Inthe work of the ministry he
was diligent, laborious, and successful; and he was
well furnished with gifts and graces for its faithful
discharge.  Sensible that souls were committed to
his care, he shaped his mnstructions, admonitions, and
warnings, according to this dread responsibihity.  Je-
sus Christ was the contre and the sum of his sermons.

"
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These tvere distinguished for their manly sense,
evangelical piety, and searching truth. The divinity
of Christ, and atonement through his blood, were
with him essential doctrines. He deemed that ser.
mon of litile value which had not in it something of
Christ. The doctrines -of grace were his usual to-
pics, and he stated and defended them with zeal and
ability. The entire depravity of the human heart—
the absolute necessity of being born from above—
the necessity of divine influences to change the heart
and to sanctify the soul, were with him articles of
primary importance, and urged on the consciences of
his hearers as indispensably necessary to a- correct
view of the gospel. In his preaching he was par-
ticularly attentive to the dispensations of Providence:.
Epidemic diseases, destructive fires, earthquakes,
hurricanes, tornadoes, and unusual convulsions of the:
clements, were never suffered to escape his public
notice. They were always the subjects of appropri-
~ ate prayers and sermons, and made tributary to the
instruction of his hearers. He was among the first
in the United States in aiding with pecuniary sup-
port the interest of evangelical missions and transia-
tions of the Holy Scriptures in the East. Of the
Charleston Bible Society he may in some respects be
called the father. On Monday, the 13th of Decem-
ber, 1813, he zealously and successfully advocated
a motion, the object of which was to send the Scrip-
tures in their native language to the French inhabi-
tants of Louisiana, and 1n the course of the next thirty
hours he was called to tiie bosom of his father and his
God, after he had served his generation fifty-eight-
years and eleven months. He died childless, with an
estate of about thirty thousand dollars at his disposal.
Of this he bequeathed a considerable part for the most
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important and beneficent uses.* "I’he Church direct-
ed 2 monument to be erected to his memory in the
Circular Church, with the following inscription:

Sacred to the memory of
The Rev. Isaac S. Keith, D. D
for 25 vears a beloved co-pastor of thls Church
from which he was suddenly removed by death
on the fourteenth of December, 1813,
in the fifty-ninth year of his age.
He was -
a learned, amiable, and successful minister
of the gospel of Jesus Christ:
In prayer copious and fervent;
in doctrine clear and evangelical;
in exhortation warm, aflectionate, and persuasive:
In his pastoral intercourse,
and 1n his private and public deportment,
he adored the doctrine
of his Lord and Saviour.
His charity to the poor,
his hnspitality to the stranger,
his patronage to the meritorious,
his munificence to the Church,
his suavity of manners and unwearied activity
in the cause of humanity and religion,
conspired to render him
dear to his people and society at large.
His mourning congregation,
in testimony of his merit and their affectior,
erect this monument.

* Besides a large legacy left to the Church of which he was
pastor, to be hereafter particularized, Dr. Keith bequeathed
about five thousand dollars to the general assembly of the Pres-
byterian Church in the United States of America. To each
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On the 22d of August, 1814, the Rev. Benjamin
Morg:n Palmer, A. M. was elected co-pastor in the
pla\,c 5f the Rev. Dr. Keith. He had served the
Church the preceding seven months in the capaci-
ty of a temyporary supply, and for ten years anterior to
that temporary appointment had been settled in Beau-
fort, S. C. as pastor of the Congregationzi Church in
that p¥ace. He was the fourth of the sixteen children
of Mr. Iob Palmer, who had been a worthy member
of the Independent Church in Charleston for the pre-
ceding forty-two vears. He was also the grandson of
the Rev. Samuel Palmer, who, for forty years imme-
diately prior to the year 17 75, in which he died, had
been the only minister, and for the greater part of
that period the only physician of Falmouth, in Barn-
stable county, Massachusetts, where he was much
beloved and respected.* Mr. Benjamin Palmer was

child named after himself or either of his threc wives (about
twenty in number,) he bequeathed a copy of Woodward’s edi-
tion of Dr. Scott’s Commentzry on the Bible. He had a mo-
tive for every thing he did: they who kuew him intimately think
themselves warranted in believis hg, that n selecting this work
as a donation to his young namesakes, he meant to inculcate on
them a high veneration for the Bible as the best of books, and
to inform them that his own construction of its important con-
tents was In unisoir with that which is given by Dr. Scott in
his invaluable commentary.

* The Rev. Mr. B. M. Palmer spent the summer of 1810
in the northern states for the benefit of his health, and part of
it at Falmouth. This unexpected visit from the distance of a
thousand miles, of a clerical grandson of their former beloved
pastor, was lwrhly gratifying to the Congregational Church of
that place. They, partxcul'u ly the gray-! w'uled veterans in that
county of longevity, rcceived him with transports of joy. Theilr
then minister, the Kev. Mr. Lincoln, alter closing the religions
services of the evcning, invited his clerical brother Palmer,
Just arrived, and tiren attending as a hearer, to address the con-

gregation.  Mr. Palmer acc "ptml this invitation, intending tc
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born in Philadelphiz in about two wecks after his pa-
rents had arrived therc in the character o oxiles,
driven from Charleston in the year 1781 by the then
British paramount power in Sonth Caroliia. 20 the
terinination of the revolutionary war the wholc fiumi-
ly returned to Charleston. wlr. B. M. Pualmer’s cius-
sical cducation commenced in Charlesten college,
whoa it was under the superintendance ot the Ru. Rev,
bishop Smith. In the year 1797 he was removed to
Princeton college, when thic Rev. Dr. Samucl 8. Smith
presided over that instiiution.  There, iz 1300, he
was admutted to the degrece of A. B, This exicusive
course of education was not entercd upon withcut se-
rious and dcliberate consuitation.  The buddings of
Mr. Palmer’s genius inspired hopes that he might
easily be made a schelar.  His corre~t orderly habits
and early religious irapressions pomted him out as a
suitable person to be: educated with a view to the mi-
nistry; but there werce difficulties in the way. The
times werc hard—money scarce—education dear—
his father’s family large. In this crisis the Rev. Dr,
Keith interposed with his usua!l ardour in doing gocd,
and urged with ali his energies of persuasion that the
promising youth should be put forwsard in a coiicgi-

speak only for a few minutes; but animated from the cousidera-
tion of his being in the vicinity of the bones of his ancestors, »nd
of his standing in the place of his yrandfather, ana speakirg ts
a congregation among whomn his father had been born, 2nd his
father’s fath.er laboured as a gospel minister for forty vears, Le
was insensibly urged by his feclings to continue kis extempo-
rancous address for nesrly an Loar, to the great satisfaction of
his hearers, who rejoiced that thei: late pastor, though he had
ceased from his iabours for thirty-five years, still lived in the
person of his grandson, devoted to the same prolession, in the
exercise of which his venerable ancestor had been so useful ta

them.
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ate course of studies, and he scconded his arguments
with more than advice. A\ genercus ﬁ’l(‘il(xbh“) he-
tween the parties was thus commenced. It was ex-
cited on one sxde by gratitude, and fanncd into flame
on the other by frequently repeated acts of disinter-
ested benevolence.  The attention of the Church on
their late bereavement by the imuch lamented death
of Dr. Keith, was naturally turned towards Mr. Pal-
mer, as being known to them from his infancy to be
distinguished for correct cenduct, respectable for his
genius and literary attainments, for his fervent picty,
and 1n his adult vears for the distinguished excellence
of his compositions for the pulpit. With the excep-
tion of the Rev. Josiah Smith, he was the only Caro-
linian that had ever been offered as a pastor for their
Church, though 1t had been constitutcd above one
hundred and twenty vears. Inaddition to these strong
recommendations, he was known to have possessed
the fullest confidence of their lately deccased beleoved
pastor, and also his highest esteem and applause as
an able, faithful, and accomplished preacher. The
circumstances of the case were particular, and seem-
ed to point out that the hand of God was in the matter.
Mr. Palmer’s congregation in Beaufort was so small
as to be unequal to his comfortable support. His
friend, Dr. Keith, had long urged him to lecave that
place and come to Charleston, and open school there
fer his immediate support, till Providencc opened
another door for the regnlar exercise of his ministe-
ral functions: in the meantime, having it in view to
supply a vacant Presbyterian Church en John island,
with preaching every Sabbath during the winter
months. On the 15th of November, 1813, exactly
twenty-nine days before his death, Dr. Keith wrote
to Mr. Palmer, just recovering from distressing sick-
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ness, as foilows: ¢ Be assured, my friend, that I have
felt much for you, not only on account of your bodi-
Iy sufferings, Dut also of vour difficult situation and
discouraging prospects in "Beaufort. With the Rev.
Mr. Bihcar (I believe you have his most excellent
letter on the life of faith,) ¢ your ways seem to be Jn
some sense hedged up with thorns, and grow darker
and darker daily.” But with him I persuade myself
_vou can at the same time say, ¢ yet I distrust not my
God in the lcast.”” < The Lord wili provide,’ should
be the believer’s consolation in all his necessities; and
the assurance that ¢ he will direct the paths of those
who acknowledge him in all their ways,”” should be
your encouragement in all your uncertainties and per-
plexities. It seems as if a variety of circumstances
were combining to indicate that vour residence can-
not be much longer continued in Beaufort, as with-
out a considerable change, not perhaps to be soon
expected in the present state of our country, the
means of supporting your family are likely to fail
you. But what shali vou do? Or whither shall you
go? I wish I could tell. Perhaps the finger of
Providence will point out to you where and how you
are to be next employed; and perhaps a visit to
Charleston, and your spending some time here, as
soon as you can conveniently come, may be the
means of placing you on a ground a little higher than
that on which you now stand, so that you may be
able to sec a lttle further and more clearly around
your.”” Mr. Palmer accordingly came to Charleston,
and after much serious consultation and anxious men-
tal conflict, assented to the recommendation of his
friend—issued proposals for opening a schooel, and on
the forenoon of the 14th of December, 1813, sent oft
to his Church in Beaufort a letter of resignation of its
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pastorship. Intwo hours after this was done Dr. Keith
was struck wiih an apoplexy, and mn seven hotirs more
breathed his fast.  Many of the hearers of Dr. Keith,
impressed with firm belief that ¢ our times are m
God’s hands,” that he ‘sees every thing from the
beginning to the end,” that ““in all his comprchensive
view past and future are concentrated m the focus of
the present moment,” were struck with this remarka-
ble coincidence, and indulged the hope, that the good
God who while he afflicts with ore hand 1s apt to sup-
port with the cther, had, m his kind providence,
brought Mr. Palmer to Charleston to be the succes-
sor of his much loved friend Dr. Keith. These hopes,
founded on a rational and scriptural nterpretation of
the leadings of Providence, have been realized to a
great majority of the Church, who view their new
pastor as a precious legacy bequeathed to them by his
deceased predecessor.

Of the Church, in and after the Revciutionary War.

Prior to the independence of the United States,
the members of this Church, mm common with the
other dissenters from the Church of England, labour-
ed under great disadvantages. They had to build their
own houses of worship, and maintain their own mi-
nisters, while they were taxed in common with the
other mnhabitants for the expense of bmldmg Fpis-
copal churches, and supporting Episcopal ninisters.
This was not all: their churches being nnknown in
law, could not recover legacies left to them; and
could oniy hold propert: through the intervention of
trustces; 2 modce of tenure often zlttendcd with loss,
and always with troubic. “ihese mqummcs were
done away by the state constitution of 1778, and af.
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terwards more explicitly by that of 1790. The made
of cqualizing the dificrent religious deneminations
adopted mn S. C. was peculiar to 1tself; it was ground-
ed on the liberal 1dea that 1t was more generous to
raise the low to a proper common level, than to de-
press the high from that pre-eminence to which they
had been exalted by royal authonty. With this view
the name of an established religion was retained, but
on such a broud bottom as comprehended every de-
nomination of Protestant Christians, giving to each
of them equal nghts and capacities, but withhold:ng
public pecuniary support from all. The Protestant
Christian religion was therciore declared by law to
be the established rchgion of the state. It was fur-
ther enacted, that any society consisting of fiteen
persons or upwards, should be an established Church
and entitled to Incorporation, on petitioning for 1t, af-
ter they had subscribed in a book the five following
articles:

1. There 1s onc Eternal God, and 2 future state
of rewards and punishments.

2. God 1s to be publicly worshipped.

3. The Christian religion is the true rehigion.

4. The Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Tes.
tament are divinely inspired, and dre the rule of faith
and practice.

. It 1s lawful, and the duty of cvery man bcing
thercunto lawfully called, to bear witness to trath.

These articles were readily subscribed by the
Church, but were not considered by 1ts members as
goimng far cnough; they therefore added an explana-
tion of their particular creed as follows:

“ Although we acknowiedge that the forcgoing
articles do not contain any thing contrary to truti,
vct, as thev do not discrimmate truth from error. and

F
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are no ways declaratory of those distinguishing truths,
whi h this Church has always heretofore acknow-
ledged, .ind at this time do recognise to be the Scrip-
turc doctrines of grace: and as ‘the foregoing articles
are now received by this Church, merely in compli-
ance with the requisitions of the legislative body of
this country, and in order to entitle it to the privile-
ges of establishment and Incorporation, least any per-
son should take occasion from them to attempt to In-
troduce any doctrines into this Church, not heretofore
received and acknowledged by it as Scripture doc-
trines, we lay down the following three articles as the
fundamental doctrines of this Church:

‘“ 1. That there are three distinct persons mention-
cd in the Scrip:ures, the Father, the Son, and the Ho-
ly Ghost; to each »f whom the name of God is pro-
perl» given, divine attributes are ascribed and reli-
glous worship is due; that these three, the Father, the
bon and the Holy Ghost, are one God, the same In
substance, power, and giory.

¢ 2. Thatthe SCI‘IthlCS reveal and declare man to
be a fallen creature; thit by his tr ansgressions of the
law of God he has lost the divine image in which he
was at first created, and incurred the displeasure of
God, and subjected himself to the penaltiesannexed to
the breach of his mostholy law, andis become so whol-
ly impotent, that he can do nothing meritoriously to
atone for his guilt, recover the forfeited favour of God,
and restorc the divine 1mage in his depraved soul.

¢ 3. That the Scripturcs rcveal a method of reco-
very for fallen man through the divine interposition,
to accomplish which the Eternal Father gave his only
begotten Son to become a substitute for man; that
the Kternal Son voluntarily submitted to this appoint-
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ment and substitution, and in the fulness of time,
took upon him our nature, and was made under the
Law, to which he paid a perfect obedicnce, and died
as a sacrifice and atoniement for human guilt: that by
his active and passive obedience, he perfected and
brought in an everlasting rwhtcousncss by the¢ 1mm-
putation of which through faith, mankind are again
restored to the lost image “and forfe -1ited favour of God,
and delivered tfrom the curse of the law: that the Ho-
ly Ghost, by his enlightening mfluences and saving
operations on the human heart, is the author and efii-
cient of that faith by which we apprehend the righ-
teousness of Christ, and through \Vhl(,h we are made
partakers of the blessings of (xrace.

The constitution of South Caroiina, adopted 1in
1778, having removed the legal impediments which
heretofore had prevented dissenting churches trom
being incorporated, the Church, whose history we
are reviewing, promptly availed 1t«elf oi 1ts new 10'ht
and was, on 1ts own request, constituted by the lcgls-
lature a corporate body. All the hving trustees, in
whom was vested the legal esiaie of the property of
the Church, and the heirs of others who were dead,
conveyed their trust-rights to ihe church by its corpo-
rate name. The bencfits resulting to the Church
from the Revolution were great, but not without al-
loy. Its funds, which in 1775 amounted to eighteen
thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven dollars, were
loaned to the state treasury, and m common with all
other cotemporancous cvidences of debt, were sub-
jected to a depreciation, by which, 10 1783, they werc
reduced to thrce thousand five hundred and fiiteen
dollars and sixty-five cents. In consequence of the
Revolutionary War, the Church was for a time bro-
ken up. It remained without a setued minister for
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six yvears, and divine service was wholly discontinued
in it for neardy half of that pertod.®*  When the Bri-
tish evacuated Charleston, thev left the shell of the
vencerable ancient buml'no but notiring more.  The
pulpit and the pews had been taken down and de-
stroved, wnd ihe empty enclosure used first as an
hospital for their sick, and afterwards as a storehouse
of provisions for the roval army.  liven the rights
of scpuiturc in the church- vard were denied to “the
familics of w orshippers who were 1n Churleston af-
ter its capitulation, i the character of prisoners of
war. Of the former worshippers in the Church, about
thirtv-cight heads of familics had been exiled by the
conqucrors, partly to St. Augustine in the year 1780,
and partly to Plnldd(lphm i 1781. Conhdn‘g 1n
their numbers and the purity of their motives, these
took on themselves to act for the whole, and their
doings, were afterwards confirmed by an act of the
Church. Neither despairing of their country nor of
thelr church, even while the royal army was in quiet
possession of Charleston, the exiles providenually
convencd in Phiiadelphia, anticipating a speedy de-
parture of their encmics, took prov 1stonal measures
for supplving and recogmising their Church as soon
as it should be ¢mancipated. The members who had
continued to reside with the British in Charleston

* The bombardment of Charleston commenced on the 12th
of April, 1780.  In part of the interval betwceen its commence-
ment and the surrender of the town on the 12th of May iollow-
ing, the Rev. Mr. LEdmonds performed divine service iu the
church to a few worshippers, mostly women and mvalids; for
the men were by night and day on the lines.  While he was
engaged in this duty a homb-shell feli in the chiurch-yard: the
worshippets instantly dispersed and retired to thelr usual piaces
of abode. Divine service was whoily intermitted from that day
for the two ycars and eight months which followed.




37

began from the time of its evacuation, ' IDecember,
1782, to devise mueains for repairtng their dilaptanted
pl.ce of worship—A subscription was opencd for
raising a sum of moncy to detray the expens. of re-
pairiag it; to this many of the inhubitants, though not
partu,uldll\' connected with the Church. hbcmnh con-
tributed.—A general sympathy was excited 1 be-
hait of a Church which had so pre-eminently suffered
in the revolutionary contest. The repairs, which cost
six thousand dollars, were urged with so much ex-
pedition, that the renovated house was opened for di-
vine service on the 1ith of December, 1783, with an
excellent and apprepriate sermon by thc recmtl'\' ar-
rived pastor of the Church, the Rev. Wiiliam Hol-
linshead, afterwards D. D.  This, his first sermon 1n
Carolina, was preached on the day appointed by con-
grTess for returning thanks to Almighty God for the
blessings of peace “and independence. On this juy-
ful occasion, the sensations of the restored members
and of others on the return of their exiled associates,
the reorgnization of their ancient Church 1n an 1m-
proved house, after its dilapidation and the dispersion
of its members, and the settlement of a new and high-
ly esteemed pastor, are more easily conceived than
described.

The return of peace, and the flatiering prospects
from independence, encouraged the Church to com.-
plete a project which had originated in the year 1772,
for building a new house of worship, 1 so close a con-
nexion with the one already established in Meeting-
street, that the two houses might be considered as
one Church. This, under the fostering zeal of the
Rev. Mr. Tennent, had progressed so far, that before
the Revolution the wulls of 2 new house of worship,
which had been located in Archdale-strect, were com-
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pleted, the whoie covered, and most of the pews put
up. In this unfinished state 1t was left through the
eight years of revolutionary war, and for a short peri-
od after its termination. Very soon after the old Mect-
ing-strect church was recognised, an Increased de-
mzmd for pews pointed out the propriety of opening

a subscription for raising money G complete the
unfinished shell of the new church in Archdale-
strect.  This was accomplished for about six thou-
sand dollars, and it was opened for public worship
by the Rev. Dr. Hollinshead on the 25th of Octo-
ber, 1787.  Inthe next year, Isaac Stockton Keith,
afterwards D. D. was regularly settled as co-pastor.
"The worshippers in both houses tormed but one cor-
porate body, and they severally heard, or might hear,
two distinct sermons from two preachers, who preach-
ed alternately in each house the same sermon in both
on the same day. By this arrangement the labour
of the ministers in preparing sermons was diminizhed
one half; and yet the natural desire of variety was
gratified in those hearers who steadily worshipped in
the same house. This arrangement was adopted by
a great majority, but from 1t there were six respecta-
ble dissentients, viz: Thomas Lamboll, Henry Pe-
ronneau, Arthur Peronncau, Charles \Varham, Mark
Morris, Daniel Legare, junr.  The minority consi-
dered the union of two houses of worship as onc
Church to be contrary to ihe spirit of congregational
polity, particularly to that [undamental article that
every church 1s a distinct independent self-governed
socicty: the majority considered the arrangement they
had ddoptcd, to be no more a departure ivom congre-
gationalism than the commeon practice of employing
two ministers to officiate in one and the samc house.
In their opinion, the circumstance of the service be-
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ing alternately performed in two houses, did not ma.
terially alter the casc. The discussions on this sub-
ject led to an examination of the records, and o seri-
ous mvestug ition of the real character of the Churan,
as to its denomination and iorm of govornmerni: the
result, as unanimonsiy adopted by the members und
supporters on the 5th of February, 1775, on the se-
port of & committce appointed to inspect the records,
and to draw out from thence what respects the con-
stitution of the Church, was substantialiy as follows:
¢« That this Church ncver has adopted aiy one
distinguished name, platform, or constitution, in a
formal manner, nor declared of what denomination of
dissenters it is, but suftered itself to be called cither
Presbyterian, Congregational, or Independent: some-
times by one of the names, scwetimes by two of
them, and at other times by all the three.

“ We do vot find that this Church is either Pres-
byterian, Congregational, or Independent, but some-
what distinct and singular irom them all,

That the main thing this Church has had in
view ever since the ycar 1732, was not so much to
define exactly the particular mode of their discipline,
and to bind their hands up to any one stift form adopt-
ed either by Presbyterians, Conwregatlomhbts, or In-
dependents, as to be upon » broad dissenting bottom,
and to lcave themsclves as free as possible from all
forcign shackles, thut no moderate persons of either
denomination n m‘ht be afraid to join them.

“ This free and liberal plan has been so mnch in
their view, that for many yvears they would not take
any namec at all; but considered themseives only as a
certain society of Christians, worshipping in a brick
mecting-house, and had no Fesitation about the de-
nommatmn of thcir miuster, s0 be he was a 'rotestant
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Pazdo-baptist dissenter from the Church of England,
a moderite man, and willing to leave them iree: and
it appears that if they have latterly adopted the word
Congr-gational, itis with no other idca thun that they
acted as a congregation, disconnected from all others;
nut supposing themselves, on account of this name,
bound up to every stiff rule laid down by a mceting
at the Savoy, or at Cumbridge, in New-England;
many of the rules there ddbpt(d could, perhaps, by
no means be put into practice here, nor would cver
be assented to by this Church, who have never bound
their hands by the forms of the Savoy or the Cam.
bridge, more than by the Westminster directory; re-
serving it in their own hands, from time to time, to
act as circumstances and conscience might require in
their disconnected situation.

‘“ Its constitution is to have no absolute invariable
form, but to act upon the freest and most liberal prin-
ciples, as occasion may serve and edification direct.

“ And although its lands were given, and lega-
cies left to it at different times, under different names,
according to the idea of the donors, yet those names
have never been formally adopted by any act of the
Church, nor are we obliged to adopt or act upon any
one of those forms.

‘“ But it also appears,

¢ "That zlthough this church is upon so broad
bottom, yet that it might not be liable to any ter-
ruptions in the disposal of its temporalitics and in the
choicc of a v ister, and might keep itself free in its
actions, it has .Vanbl.shcd

Laws for The choice of managers,
—————The iatroduction of voting supportcrs—
Flection of ministers.

——
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‘“ Theselaws do not interfere with the peculiarities
of any denomination of dissenters.”

From this document it appears that the church is
a free ecclesiastical democracy. It has neither vestry-
men, elders, or any other order of men who have pre-
eminence. In all the secular or pecuniary concerns
of the Church, they who pay pew rent are called sup-
porters, and all such have equal rights and votes, and
a majority decides everyv question submitted to them.
in the spiritual concerns of the church, they who are
partakers of the communion are called members and
have some pecular privileges. They have the sole
right of appomtmg deacons, and in conjunction with
the ministers have the sole right of admitting new
members to the communion.  In the election of a mi-
nister they have the sole right of fixing the time of
proceeding to an eleciion; but in the election itself,
their votes and the votes of the supporters are of equal
effect. They also have a negative so far in the busi-
ness of dismissing a minister, that their concurrence
on a separate vote by themselves, 1s an essential pre-
requisite to any proceedings on that subject by the sup-
porters, and in all the spiritual concerns of the church
a member can vote though he pays no pew rent.

To these outlines of the government of the
church it may be proper to subjoin a gencral view of
its doctrines. It never was so much its intention to
build up any one denomination of Christians as to
build up Christianity itself. -Its members were therc-
fore less attached to names and parties than to a sys-
tem of doctrines which they belicved to be essential
to a correct view of the gospel plan of salvation.
These have been generally called the doctrines of the
reformation—of frce grace——or of the evangelical sys-
tem. ‘The miister who preached these doctrines

"!.‘
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explicitly and uncquivocally, was always acceptable
whatsoever his crecd might be in other respects, or
to whatsocver denomlmtlon he might belong.  On
the other hand, where these were wanting, no accord-
ance in other points—no splendour of learning—no
fascination of cloquence could make up for the de-
fect.

"The doctrines above stated have alwayvs been the
doctrines of this Church, but thcy were formaily
adopted as such in its constitution ratified on the 20th
dayv of August, 1804, as follows: ¢ It is now farther
declared that the vicw of the Holy Bible which is ta-
ken, and the construction which is given to its con-
tents by this Church, is the same as is taken and given
in the confession of faith, and the catechisms of the
Presbyterian Church i the United States of Ameri-
ca, ratified by the Gencral Assembly at their session
in May 1805.

In fifteen years after divine service began to be
performedin the Archdale-street church, Josiah Smith,
the treasurer, informed the Church that all the pews
in both houses of worship were taken up, and a num-
ber of applicants for some time past, had been turned
off from the want of pews to supply them—where.
upon it was resolved *¢ thata committee be appointed
to examine into the practicability of making an altera-
tion or addition to the houses of worship, so as to
make room for mcre worshippers.” In the course
of fourteen months’ investigations on this subject, the
enlargement of their houses of worship in length,
breadth, and hcight—the inclosure of one of them with
a new brick wall, with an clongation at the end, and
then pullmg down the old walls—the building of a
new o rivod house of worship, on a scparate and dis-
tinct lot-—the building of a new and «nlarged housc
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of 100 fect by 60, on the site of the cld Mecting-
street church, previously ]‘u}lcd down, were all dis-
tinciiy cxamined and successively rejected.  In licu
of these :hortive projects, 1t was on the 13th of Feb-
LAY, lb()i r:son(d to build an entire new brick
hurr..h of a circular form. of 88 feet interior diameter.
Theareuments in favour of this form were: that it was
the iesst expensive mode of cnclosing any requisite
arca of a church—that it admitted of such a location
of the pulpit and pews, as brought the whole audience
more completely 1 view of the preacher, and of the
preacher i view of the hearers than any other of the
usual foims of churches—that 1t reqmred less ex-
ertion of the voice of the preacher to be heard than
would be necessary 1n another form of equal area—
that it was favourable to distinct hearing, in the pews
most distant from the pulpit.*
A pl‘OpOblth'} for pulting down the old building,
which might have lasted sevcral years, and erectmg
a new mrcu!dr onc, at the expense of $60,000 on its

site, would at first have been promptly rcjected, but

* Some of these advantages with respect to hearers in some
perts of the church were dimirished, and an unpleasant ccho n-
troduced, in conscquence of a partial depaitare from the com-
plete circular form, which had been recommended by the ori-
ginal projcctor, and by Mr. Mills, the ingenious architect who
delincated the plan of the present circular building.  The sub-
stitution of a vight linc in place of a segment of a circle, in the
front of the church, was adopted by the building commitice, to
favour the ercction of a steeple on the western extremity of
the church opposite to the puipity and is supposcd to be the cause
of the echo. My Mills has since completed a church in Phila-
d(,]phm, of a larger arca, wholly on the circular form, in which
there 1s no (cho In it a low voic ¢y very littie above 2
“hlspu, can be distinetly heard at the distance of 90 fect, ovel
the gallery, and directly across from the two cxtreme  poiyts

of the mterior diameter




44

from the agency of Providence, which over-rules the
hearts of mnan, 1t was after repeated deliberations,
peaceably and unanimously adopted.*

For the two years which elapsed between the pul-
ling down of the old building and the finishing of
the new circular one, the worshippers were accommo-
dated with the use of the South Carolina Society’s
building, in Meetmg-street for the performance of
divine service. - On the 25th of May, 1806, the cir-
cular church was opened in the presence of a nume-
rous congregation, with an appropriate sermon of
each of its co-pastors: the other house of worshlp
was for that day shut. The pews in the new circu-
lar church were free to every person for three Sun-
days—after which they were appropriated. When
all demands came 1n, 1t was found that the ex-
pense of the building so far exceeded the estimate,
that a large sum must be raised from the pews. To
make the most of this source of Income, was a matter
of some delicacy and difhculty. The descendants
of the founders, and of other old members, had
claims to be accommodated with pews at a reasona-
ble rate, as ali the funds which had been acquired
for a century past, were given up in the first instance
to defray the expenses of the building. In their be-
half, 1t was urged that they should have the first
choice of pews, and that the surplus should be sold to

* On this occasion the venerable treasurer of the church
gAve an cxample worthy of imitation by the minority of all de-
liberative bodies. The opposcrs of the circular form were at first
very numerous; but they all successively came into the mea-
sure, with the exception of Mr. Josiah Smith.  When he per-
ceived the change that had {aken place, and the finud question
was about to be pug, he walked out; but gave up all opposition,
and continued from that day w be, as he had always been before,
2 mest active, disinteresied, zewdous fricad of the church.
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the highest bidders.” To their reasonable claims
the necessities of the church were opposed. The size
of the church and the number of the pews* (166, ex-
clusive of thosc in a large gallery) furniched the
means of an amicable compromise. [t was agreed,
after an animated discussion, that sixty pews should
in the first instance be sold to whosoever might be
the highest bidders; and afterwards the surplus shouid
be assigned on a valuation to the former worsh:ppers,
who, in proporiion o their respective claims as coix-
tributors to the old church, should have a priority of
choice. To favour the sale, an agreement was made
with Mr. William Payne, that he should have the first
choice of a pew, on his consenting to pay for it $300
1n cash, and to discount all that it sold .or heyond that
sum, in lieu of his commission for domny the whole
business of the church, as itsauctioneer and account-
ant. Under these circumstances he purchased for
himself the first choice of a pew for $605. This so.
enhanced the value of the subsequent sales, that
£20,390 was raised in one day from the sale of sixty
pews at auction. The remaining ones on the ground
floor, were chiefly distributed on a fair valuation,
amounting in the whole to $25,550 among the unsup-
plied former worshippers and others. In every case
a fixed annual rent varying from $8 to $30, and in one
case to $40, was imposed on every pew, in addition
to the original purchase money. By these means up-
wards of 840,000 was secured to pay for the building,

* The northern half of the gallery, was gratuitously given to
the negrocs. Aind it accommodates about four hundred of them,
who are orderly, steady, and attentive worshippers.  The south
callery has not yet been appropriated. Itis reserved for the fu-
turc disposal of the church, and, in the meantime, it is free to
all such persons as choose to worship there.
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and an annual income of $3,978 (when the pews on
the ground fioor are all renteq, and the rent thercof
punctually paid) -towards defraying the salaries of
ministers, and other contingent expenses. To the
pew-holders, a fee simple title to their pews was given
by the corporation, subject to be sold for pew rents
due by their owners to the church, but not for any
other debt whatever. The building was commenced
with inadequatie funds, and without any subscription,
but with a strong reilance on Providence, that the
pews, added to the old funds, would raise a sufhcient
sum to pay for the building, and be an annual source
of income for all necessary expenses. These bold
hopes were reatized. This pleasing result, the great
unanimity that prevailed In every stage of the critical
business of pulling down one house and erecting
another in 1its place, and the satisfactory peaceable ap-
propriation of the pews, all call aloud for the gratitude
of this highly favoured church.

Of the Benefactors to the Church.

1704. Frances Simonds, widow of Henry Simonds,
plamer, gave a lot of land, on which the old
White Meeting was built, 100 by 130 fect.
Agreeable to the designs of her husband long
before his decease.

1707. Frances Simonds also bequeathed another plot
of garden ground adjoining the preceding, and
one large silver cup marked H. S.

1730. Andrew Allen, merchant, gave a part of three
several town lots, which forms a part of the
burying ground.

1730. Lydia Durham bequcathed a moiety of yearly
rents arising on housesand her lands on the bay of
Charleston, subjcct to some deductions.
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17380. Robert Tradd, the first male child born in Char-
leston, bequeathed to Miles Brenton, Thomas
Lamboll, and Garret Van VPIStm and to the sur-
vivor or survivors and their successors, the sum -
of one thousand pounds, currént moacy, Bpon-
trust, that they should put out the said suin to-

interest,” yearly, on good security; and pay the

clear pr ofits thereof, _yeariy, fore"er unto such
minister or preacher successively, as should from
time fo'time officiate in the Prﬂsbyterlan church -
in Charleston, aforesaid, (of which society the

Rev. Mr. Bassett was. then minister)according to .
the form and. dxscxphne -of the same, tobeand -

' remain to the proper use-and behoof of ‘such -
munisters and preachers for -their bettcr suP- )
~ port, &c. -
1701 Wiiliam W arden gave a shp of Iand now part
o of the burying gr ound o
1732. Thomas Ellery gave a pleu: of ground adjcm- -

_ing the above. = = .
1737. Samucl Eveleigh, bequeathed 5001 fm a pew
~free of rent-to. hlS helrs o

1740. Charles Peronneau bequmthed 1 50()[
1745. James Mathewes bequeathed 2004,
1754. Henry Peronneau bequeathed 5000
1756. Benjamin D’Harriette bequeathed 500/
1769. John Mathewes bequeathed 400
- 1761. Theodora Edings bequeathed 200/. -

~— Ann Mathewes bequeathed 500/
1768. George Mathewes bequeathed 350/,
1769. William Dandridge bequeathed 350!
1770. Mary Heskit bequeathed 2001,

774. Akmnder Peronneau bequeathed 5007
1776. Othniel Beale bequeathed 150/
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In 1776—and partly in 1786, eighty-three ladies sub-
scribed and paid for the purpoese of building a
pulpit in the Archdale-street church 8650.

1779. Sarah Stoutenburg bequeathed 81005. The
current money 1 this year was so far deprecia-
ted as to be worth on an average not more than
fourteen for one.

Josiah Smith presenied to the church a lot of
landen Archdale-street, and two tenements which
in 1774, anterior to depreciation, cost him 4,000/
currency. The buiidings were removed and
placed on King-street, and now bring in an an-
nual rent of 300 dollars. The south wall of the
church 1s built on part of said lot.

Mrs. Mary Lamboll Thomas, in 1777, gave 2,660/.
towards the purchase of another lot and tene-
ment. This was by depreciation reduced to
1360/ 4s. 10d. and the church paid a balance of
904/. 18s. 5d. due on the purchase; subject in
like manner tc depreciation.

1780. Mrs. Mary Ellis bequeathed 3000/. in indents,
which was depreciated by law to 129/, 5s. ster-
ling. |

1784. Ggeorge Smith bequeathed a pew in St. M-
chael’s church, which being sold in 1787 pro-
duced $300.

1792. Dr. Richard Sevage bequeathe a 501 sterling.

John Scott, Jun begueathed 1504 sterling.

1799. Widow Ruth Powell bequeathed 100/ sterlmg

1801. Mir-, Frances Legare benucathed a house in
Trado wreet, subject to the paymeunt of 1004
tc the Baptist Church fund, for the education of
piots young men for the mimstry.  The clear
sum accruing to the church from the sale of
the house, was 650 guiner-s.
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1806. Rev. Dr. Keith releused the church from the
repayment of 8300, which he had loancd to the
building committee, to assist in paying the ex.
penses of building the circular church, on thair
paying off the assessment on two or three pews,
which are to remain the property of the church,
and to be leased or granted fiee of rent, to poor-
er members, especially widows—and that $100
should be credited to Mrs. Elizabeth Bee, in
payment of half the assessinent on her pew.

1807. One hundred and forty-seven ladies gave to-
wards building the puipit in the circular church
$20063.

1808. Rev. Dr. Keith bequeathed by his will of that

_date, to the church, the reversion of about 5,000
unfettered with any binding restrictions, but
with an implied trust, or rather strong recom-
mendation, that the mncome alone should be ex-
pended at their discretion for pious purposes.
‘The intentions of the testator were expressed In
the following words: ‘¢ Although I do not judge
it expedient to lay upon the sald church any
positively binding restrictions, yet I think 1t
proper to declare, that 1t 1s my desire and hope
that the said church should consider itself rather

~ as the trustee, than the absolute proprietor of
the said property, and thataiter funding it in the
manner that may be judged the most safe and ad-
antaee(ms, the clear profits thereof be applied
under the direction of the aferesaid church, chief-
lv, if not wholly, to the purpose of 2iding young
men, of approved picty and talents, when such
assistance r:ay be necessary, In obtaining a suit-
able edusation for the gospel mnmstly or, of
alding cister churches, In supporiing the minis-

s,
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tration of the gospel, and providing for the ac-
commodation of worshippers, in their attendance
on the ordinances of the Christian sanctuary, or of
aiding charitable institutions or societies, found-
ed on Christian principles, for prometing the in-
terests of religion, by sprecading the light and
blessing of the gospel among those who might
otherwise remain destitute of the knowledge of
the Holy Scriptures, and of the salvation which
is in Christ, with eternal glory.”

1810. Rev. Dr. Keith gave the pulpit branches to
the circular church which cost him $195 26.

Besides the proper estate belongirig to the church,
the individuals composing it form so great a majori-
ty of the society, incorporated in 1789, “ For the re-
lief of elderly and disabled ministers, and the widows
and orphans of the clergy of-the- Independent_and
Congregatlonal,Church, in the state of South Caro-
lina,” that its capital stock, amounting to more than
~S30 000, may, In a quahﬁed Sense, be considered. as
an appendage to the church. An annual collection, en- ~
forced by an appropriate sermon in its favour, is made
by a standing order of the Chur(,h Similar resolu-
tions have been adopted to aid thic funds of the Con-
gregational and Presbyterian Society, for promoting
the interest of religion, and also in aid of the funds of
the Bible Society.

—

On the review of the history of this church, it
must be apparent, that it 1s under great obllgcmons
to a kind Providence, which put it into the hearts of

the first settlers of Charleston though emigrants from
distant countries, and dlﬁ'ermg among themselves in
respect to church government, and other matters of
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sccondary 1mportance, to unite harmoniously in
founding a place of worship, in which the humbling
self-denying doctrines of the gospel have been so long,
so faithfully, and so uninterruptediy preached—and
also put it into the hearts of pious wealthy persons,
from time to time, to make so many handsome dona-
tions and bequests to the church, as enabled it ¢ to
~ lengthen its cords and strengthen its stakes;”” which

‘has raised up and brought from afar, competent la-

‘bourers in the gospel vineyard, n the infancy of the
province, when the means of education were remote
and generally inaccessible to its irhabitants, so that -
with the exception of the tumultuous period of the
revolutionary war, the church has never been long
without a preacher—which has so overruled the
hearts of all concerned, that its ministers, though
strangers, and for the most part taken op the recom-
mendation of strangers, have been perseveringly
sound in the faith, exemplary in therr lives, honest
and faithiu! in the discharge of their pastoral duties—
"and’ that the church has been supported under the
frowns of a partial establishment, which continued
in force for nearly seventy years—preserved through
a perilous revolution,—and in the course of one hun-
dred and twenty-five years, raised from a handful of
worshippers, in a small building forty feet square, to
its present state of respectability. For these, and
many other providential favours, to this branch of
Christ’s vineyard, the warmest gratitude of the wor-
shippers therein, is due to thc beneficent Author of

all good. |
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'MR. TENNENT’S SPEECH

| A ON
THE DISSENTING PETITION,

DELIVERED IN THE HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY, CHARLESTON, SOUTH-
CAROLINA, JAN. 11, 1777.

MR. SPEAKER,
I aMm much concf,rned lest an unfdvoumble con-

struction should be put upon any word that may fall
from me in the course of this debate, as reflecting
upon the respectable members of the Church of Eng-
land. I wish, sir, to be understood as bearing the-
gentlemen of that Church, a very high respect. None
that now exist have been the authors of that which
~ we complain of: with the generosity of sentiment,

that now prevails; with the same enlightened m'inds

I am persuaded they never would have been thf*

authors. |
I dissent from the Church of England, it 1s true;

but, I trust, it is upon the most liberal grounds: when —

I oppose its establishment, I do not mean to oppose
the Church itself. I would equally opposc the esta-
blishment of any other, though I admired its consti-
tution ever so much. [ firmly believe that this pe-
tition arises from an unextinguishable love to the
frce and equal rights of mankmd and not from a dis-
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like to one denomination of Christians, more than -

another. And, sir, while a love to freedom and

cquality is the grand sentiment that inspires all ranks
of men, in this great contest; while you feel an uncon-
querable spirit of freedom, animating you toall these
measures; how can you find in your heart to blame
those who risk their all, and stand with you in thc
foremost rank of zeal and danger if they should only
desire to secure to themselves and children, the same
privileges that you enjoy? You must pardon them,

if, sensible of the injuries that have been done them
in times past, while we mutually groaned .under a fo-
reign yoke, and anxious for the complete freedom and
happiness of their posterity, they should improve the
important moment of forming a constitution for this
most righteous purpose.

And, now sir, I beg leave to offer a few of those
reasons which 1nduce me to oppose the religious es-
tablishment of any one denomination of Christians in
this state, under our new constitution. o

1. My first, and most capital reason, against all
religious establishments i 1s, that they are an infringe-
_“ment of religious lLiberty.

/' Religious establishments, as far as they operate,
do interfere with the rights of private judgment and
conscience: in effect, they amount to nothing less,
than the legislature’ s’takmg the consciences of men

" into their own hands, and taxing them at discretion.

We contend, that no legislature under heaven, has
a right to interfere with the judgment and conscience
of men, in religious matters, if their opinions and
practices do not injure the state. The rights of con-
science are now too generally understood, to make
it needful to take much pains to convince mankind
that they appertain to an higher tribunal, and that the
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ebjects of human legislation, are quite of a different
nature. The state may give countenance to religion,
by defending and protectmg all denominations of
Christians, who are inoffensive and uscful. The state
may enact good laws for the punishment of vice, and
the encouragement of virtue. The state may do any
thing for the support of religion, without partiality to
particular societies, or imposition upon the rights of
private judgment. But when the legislative authority
of the state, sets itself up as a judge in Church contro-
versies, and proceeds by law, to declare ¢his system
of opinions right, and that wrong; when it proceeds
to lay hardshlps upon the professors of the one, while
it lavishes its bounties on the other, and that while
both are equally useful and inoffensive I say,
in this, it not only mistakes the proper objects of le-
gislation, but is chargeable with manifest injustice.
No legislature upon earth, has a right to do such a
thing; nay, we contend, that such a right cannot pos-
sibly be communicated to them.--I can comnuni-

- cate to my representative, a power to dispose of part

of my property, for the security of the remaining part:
I may give him a right to resign a part of my per-
sonal liberty to the obligation of good laws, as a
means of preserving the rest, but cannot, I
say 1t is out of my power, to communicate to any
man on earth, a right to dispose of my conscience,
and to lay down for me what I shall believe and prac-
tice in religious matters. Our judgment and prac-
tice in religious matters, is not like our purse; we
cannot resign them to any man or set of men on earth;
and therefore, no man or set of men on earth, either
has, or can have, a right to bind us in religious
matters. The rights of conscience are unalienable,
and, therefore, all the laws to bind it, are, ipso0 facto,
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null and void. Every attempt of this kind is tyranny,
let 1t be made by whatever body of men, and in
whatever age:—OTf all tyranny, religious tyranny is
the worst, and men of true sentiment, will scorn ci-
vil, where they cannot enjoy religious liberty.

And, now sir, permit me to take a short view of
religious establishments, and see, whether they do
not, more or less, bear hard upon the rights of private
judgment, and partake, in greater or smaller degrees,
of this worst of tyranny.

On all hands it will be acknowledged, that.those
establishments are of this nature, which lay heavy
penaities upon those who refuse to conform to them.
Can you form an idea of more horrid cruelty exercised
upon the rights of conscience, than that which im-
poses fines, imprisonment-and death, upon those who
presume to difter from the established religion? You,
sir, look back with horror upon the history of such
savage cruelty, the more cruel, as it has ever been
exercised under the colour of law. o | -

Of the same nature, though dlﬁ'ermcr somewhat
in the degree of their cruelty, are those estabhshments,
which micapacitate good subjects, who differ from
the speculative opinions of the state.  Judgment and
conscience, in these matters, is, or ought to be, as n-
dependent of our will, as our height or colour. They
are formed by the circumstances of the time in which
we live, by the manner of our education, by the ca-
pacity of our mind, and the degree of evidence.
Would not that prince be esteemed a cruel tyrant,
who should ordain, that every man of six feet high,
and of a sandy complexion, should be excluded from
the rights of citizens? An assembly of two hundred
senators, who could ordain, that good citizens should
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be deprived, on account of their inoffensive opinions,
would be two hundred times as cruel.

- 2. The next kind of establishment that we meet
with, 1s, that which now obtains in this state. I shall
- speak cautiously of it, but I shall take the liberty to
speak freely, and shall only mention facts.

Its chief characteristics are, that it makes a legal
distinction between people of different denominations,
equally inoffensive; it taxes all denominations, for the
support of the religion of one; it only tolerates those
that dissent from it, while it deprives them of sundry
privileges which the people of theestablishment enjoy.

I say it makes a legal and odious distinction be-
tween subjects equally good. The law knows and
acknowledges the society of the one, asa Christian
Church; the law knows not the other Churches. The
law knows the Clergy of the one, as ministers of the
gospel; the law knows not the Clergy of the other -
Churches, nor will it give them-a license to marry
their own people. Under this reputedly free govern-
ment, licenses for marriage are even now refused by
the ordmarv, to any but the established clergy. The
law makes provision for the support of one Church,
—1t makes no provision for the others. The law
builds superb Churches for the one,—it leaves the
others to build their own Churches: the law, by in.
corporating the one Church, enables it to hold es-
tates, and to suc for rights; the law does not enable
the others to hold any rehmous property, not even
the pittances which are bestowed by the hand of chari-
ty for their support. No dissenting Church can
hold or sue for their own property at common law.

They are obliged therefore to deposit it in the hands

of trustees, to be held by them as their own private

property, and to lie at their mercy. The cense-

quence of this Is, that too often their funds for the
H
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support of religious worship, get into bad hands, and
become either alienated from their proper use, or
must be recovered at the expense of a suit in chan-
cery. ,

- These are important distinctions indeed, but these
are not all. The law vests the officers of the Church
‘of England with power to tax not only her own peo-
ple, but all other denominations within the bounds of
each respective parish, for the support of the poor:
an enormous power! which ought to be vested in no
one denomination more than another. Greater dis-
tinctions still! where there are parishes the law throws
the whole management of elections, that most inesti-
mable of all the rights of freemen! mto the hands of
Church officers exclusively.

And why all this inequality? Whyv does the law
‘thus favour one, and bear liard upon every other de-
nomination of Christians? The reason is only to be
found in the spirit of the times when this unequal es-
tablishment was framed, and in the Machiavelian
policy of the British government; which ought not
any longer to take place i this country.

But that which shows much of the injustice and
oppression of the present establishment, i1s the tax
which it makes all other denominations pay to the
~support of the religion of one. It puts its hand into
the pocket of nine denominations, all equally pre-
tending to the merit of good subjects and citizens, to
bestow upon one and support 1ts dignity.

Sir! is this consistent with cur first notions of jus-
tice and equality? And here, it matters not whether
the religious tax is equally levied upon the people at
large, or whether it is paid by a general duty.  The
treasury 1s the equal property of all denominations in
the state, and 1f 1t comes out of the treasury, it cormes
in effect out of their pocket.
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TlLe sums advanced by the tr easury, for the sup-
port of the Church of lingland, within the space of
the last ten years preceding the Slst of December
1775, amount to 164,027/ 16s. 3d.  'LT'he expense
of the year 1772 only, was 18,0314 11s. 1d.  Yhe
religious estate, now in the actual possession of the
Church of England, drawn more or less from the
purses of all denominations by law, would probably
sell for three hundred and thirty thousand pounds.

Now, if vou suppose that dissenters have always
made more than one half of this government, the sum
that has been actually taken out of their pockets tor
the support of a Church with which they did not
worship, must amount to more than 82, O134. 1 0s.
within “he ten years aforesaid; and a very large sum
of thelr property, in glebes, parsonages, and Churches,
lies in the possession and improvement of the Church
of England.

But if the dissenters do make a great majerity of
the inhabitants, the argument is still stronger, and the
impropriety of obliging the purse of the major to suit
itself to the consciences of the minor, can’t fail o
weigh with every cardid ..ind. The inequaiity of
the religious burden, is the more ¢vidznt, when you
constder, that the number of the established Churches
in this statc 1s only twenty, and many of them very
small, whereas the number of formed dissenting con-
gregations, the generalitv of which zre much L-rs,rel
than those of the establishment, is at least seventy-
nine, as appears frein a schedule now in my hand.
Still more unequal it appeais, when you take into
computation the large sums which dissenters do ac-
tuallv pay cver and above their shure of expeusc
to the Church of iingland, for the support ot their
own wor slup. From the best intcliigence that 1 can
chtain, they have made provision for the support of
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their own worship, and would actually payv the sum
of 40,000/ annually, could they be furnished with
Clergy. But the deficiency of gospel ministers re-
duccs the sum very considerably.

Sir, you may say, that the doors of the establish-
cd Church are open equally to all derominations, and
that all may equally enjoy the benefit of it. I have
heard of such an argument.

But besides that 1t i1s notorious, that what the
public has paid for, in some instances has been con-
verted into private property, and become the real es-
tate of individuals, it would here be extremely natu-
ral to ask, how a rational dissenter can enjoy the be-
nefit of the establishment? The only answer that I
can give to such a question is a very short one: /e
must do it at the expense of his own private judgment
and conscience.

¢ But dissenters are tolerated; thereis a free tole-

ration: Does any man impose upon them? who pre-

vents- their worshipping as they please?”’

I answer. In this respect they stand  upon the
same footing with the Jews. Nobody miolests them.
But would it, sir, content our brethren of the Church
of England, to be barely tolerated? that 1s, not pun-
ished for presuming to think for themselves. Isa
bare toleration sufficient for the mzjority of a free
state? of a free state that expects to gain its liberties
by the sword? Would not a bare toleration be view-
ed by our brethren with infinite disdain; 1s this equa-
lity? Sure  the justice of this house, now unfettered by
British vicience, will not permit the continuance of
such a monument of inequality.

3. There are some who entertain an idea of keep-
ing up the establishment, merely as a matter of reli-
gxous superiority, mthout taxing other denomina-
tions. But they scem to forget, that cvery reason
for which they desire the superiority by establish-
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ment, operates as an abridgment of religious liberty.
For when a man presumes to follow his own Judg-
ment in religicus matters, and retuses to conform. he
must at least submit o this inferiority, or rather bear
the reproach of the law, as not bcmg ona level with
those that are Christians in 1ts esteem. Suiil there
remains injustice, and a foundation for. dissatisfac-
tion. For, sir, let it be remémbered, that there are
many dissenters in this state, who care but little for
the - money that 1t costs them to support the Church
of England. They value much more their religious,
their unalienable rights, than the expense.  Sir, you
very well know, that it was not the zhree pence on
¢he pound of tea, that roused all the virtue of Ameri-
ca. It is our birth- richt that we prize. Itis a full
and undiminished freedom in the exercise of our
own judgment, in all religious matters, that we value
and esteem.

__And for amere e ,p,y,name;WIth’/i profit, —for

~ a mere title of pre-eminency without emolument,—

is it worth while to have a bone of endless contention
in the state, and to maintain these odious distinc-
tions?

4. There is a proposal, Mr. Spedker to establish
all denominations by law, and to pay them all equally.

This, sir, may opeute as a scheme of division,
but in practice it must appear equally absurd and
impossible.  Absurd, as the establishment of all re-
ligions would in effect be no establishment at all. It
would destroy the very end of an establishment, by
reducing things just to the same state they would be
in without 1t, with this disadvantage, that large bodies
of men who cou!d not obtain Church officers, might’
be oppressed, by being obliged to pay for that which
they received no benefit from. But it would be found
impracticable, as people of different sentiments live
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intermingled, and there could be no possible distinc-
tion of parishes, so as to accommodate different de-
nominaitons. But if the establishment must from
time to time conform itself to the prevailing party in
each parish or district, there would not only be the
same ground for complaint that there now is, but it
would prove the means of everlasting strife. And in-
deed Iam afraid that the expense would be found up-

on trial msupportable. Sir, it is impracticable in this
state to establish all dcnommatze'}s, s—and 1015 only
thrown out to amuse us. But to admit the estab-
lishment of a few dissenting Churches, in preference

to all others, asa means to make them acquiesce! It

1s too big w ith injustiee-to-procure the consent of an
honest man. Let us all have equal privileges or no-
thing. Kquarity ok Noraing! ought to be our
motto. R

-In short, every plan of establishment, muSt ope-
rate asa plan of mjustice and oppression; and there. -
fore, sii, I am utterly against all establishments in this™
state. Leave each Churelrto be supportcd by its

~ own members, and let its real nerit be all its pre-em-
inence. Thus while you give proper scope for a lau-
dable emulation, you tuke away all complaint of in- -
Justice, and bu1ld your state upon the solid founda-
tions of equity and righteousness.

If these arguments have failed to weigh at other
times, they ought now to have amazing weight.
While you are contending for the rights of mankind
with one of the greatest powers upon earth, will you
leave your own constitution marked with 1njustice
and oppression, and hat in the most important of all
‘respects that ever mortals contended for? What are
all the libertics fer which we dare to grapple with
Great Britain, when compared with our religious
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liberties? Can you imagine, that the numerous dis-
senters who venture their all in support of Amcrican

freedom, would be fond of shedding their blood in

this cause, if they did not with confidcnce expect that

they should have justice done them, and that they
should stand upon the same footing with their breth-
ren? Can you imagine that a refusal of justice would
not damp their ardour, if not utterly disarm them?
Do they ask any more than what they have an abso-

- lute-and-indcfeasible right to enjov? Sir, these are

rights which they cannot possibly relinguish. Their
claim is founded 1n eternal justice, and this stands
confessed by their most violent opposers. They
must pay an equal share of that tax which mdepcn-
dency will cost you—they must/splll a greater share

of blood, and thereforethey cannot, I say they can-
" not consent to the smallcﬂlllferlorlt)r in_

wrivileges
elther civil or rehgmus., i
—But;sit, 1n the present case, the clalms of good
pol_g(;}; join those of common and confessed Jusnce.

Religious establishments discourage the opulence and

cramp the growth of a free state. Every fetter,
whether religious or civil, deters people from settling
in a new country. Take off every unnecessary yoke,
and people of all denominations and professions will
flock in upon you with all their arts and industry.
If a spint of toleration raised the United Provinces
to such a pitch of glorv and grandeur, by inviting
people from cverv quarter of Europe, if an entire
equality has made Pennsylvania the emrorxum of
America, to the immortal honour of its wise legislator;
what good effects may not be expected from the same
spirit of laws in this state. That state in America
which adopts the freest and most liberal pian wiii be
the most opulent and pewerful, and will weli de-
scrve 1t. Sir, as a narrowness in thesc matters is the
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disgrace of the human mind, so 1s it the disgrace of
any system of laws whatever.

I could wish to draw the attention of the house
to another important motive,—that -1s, the future
peace and happiness of this state. Grant this peti-
‘tion, and the foundation of religious discord is eter-
nally removed. It is inequality that excites jealousy
and dissatisfaction. Muke your laws partial towards
people of any one set of opinions, suppose it only 1n
philosophy, and you entail immortal strife and debate
upon your children. If all your people are equally
free and happy, it will be no matter who 1s in or who
1s out, 1. ¢. in respect to denomination.

Where the people have a full voice in legislation, -
the case is vastly different from what it has been 1n
times past, while royal violence stood ready to sup-
port the claims of injustice. Gentlemen of the
Church of England, should, methinks, be as much
concerned to obtain the prayer of this petition as any
others. The course of things is very unccrtain. None
know where numbers and interest may carry mat-
ters in future time. Some have unjustly accused
dissenters with an intention to establish themselves.
It was partly that accusation that gave birth to the pe-
tition before you. Butif the gentlemen of the Church
of England do really apprehend danger of such a
mortifying issue In process of time, sure they of all
men ought to be most anxious so to fix the basis of
the constitution, as forever tc prevent it: I mean by
making it a foundation article, that there never shall
be any such establishment. This is the only securi-
-ty of the Church of England, as well as of other
Churches. That Church has long had the advantage;
he has reaped uncontrolled, the encluments of the
state; she has subsisted on the abridgment of the
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equal privileges of others; she has flourished by aid
of their property. Let the time past suffice. With
the new constitution, let the day of justice dawn up-
on every rank and order of men in this state. Let us
bury what is past forever. We even consent, that the
estate which she has for a century past been drawing
more or less from the purses of all denominations; an
estate of no less value than three hundred and eighty
thousand pounds, remain in her quiet possession,and be
fixed there. Let her only for the future cease to de-
mand pre-eminence. Let lier freely consent that others
en thesame privileges, in every respect, with her-.
self. Fhisis all we ask; we seek no festitution.
After the vast sums partially expended by the state
upon one denomination, all the others ask not a far-
thing to be returned them. Let her be contented
with her superb churches, her spacious burying-
grounds, her costly parsonages, her numerous glebes,
and other church estates, obtained in a great deg“re&
- from the public purse, while not a farthing has been
granted to other churches; and let her not now in.
sist upon such glaring partiality any longer.

~  But it Is impossible to do justice to this great
cause by confining myself to a narrow ¢ompass. I
am obliged to answer one capital objection betore
I sit down,—and reserve to myself the right of an-
swering the arguments which are used in favour of
a continuance of the establishment, in case I find i
needful. |

The objection I mean is that with respect to the
tzme. You hear it from all quarters, by those who
speak in favour of the establishment, ¢ it is perfcctly
just, that an equality of privileges should take place.
None can contradict the justice of the petition. If vou
]
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had only delayed it to a proper time, we should have
become advocates for it ourselves. But we have too
much now upon our hands. Wait until matters are
better settled, and you are sure of it.”’

I believe the gentlemen that I have heard speak
in this manner, are sincere as to their own intentions;
but I must be excused from believing, that the zea-
lous friends of an establishment so partial, will be of
the same mind with them. I think if the time is left
to them, it will prove as it did in the case of the man,
‘the time of whose execution was left to himself: it
so happened, that all the persuasions of the execu-
tioner could never make him believe that the time
present was- proper. I remember from the history
of the revolution, when the papists were like to prove
too strong for the favourers of the accession,—the
dissenters thought it a proper time to insist on some
alteragions in the penal laws, which, though levelled
against papists, were so artfully managed, as to take
in il dissenters with them. ‘Fhe only way found to
content them, was, by solemnly promising to give
them relief, as soon as ever the affairs of the nation-
would permit it. They were prayed and entreated
to be silent at that tlme, ‘it would be dangerous to
make any alterations the papists would take ad-
vantage of it, and endanger the accession.” TZhey
simply yielded to the prayers of the establishment:
but, a full proof, that to postpone where the rights of
justice demand, is to betray them; a full proof of the
danger of deferrmg to another time, what ought to
be done now.—I will only ask any man, who knows
the history of the nation since that time, whether those
promises have ever been fulfilled! Are they placed
upon the equal footing that was promised? Not that
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there were not found some who faithfully endeavour-
ed to fulfil their promises,—Dbut the majority thcught
it proper to ride on in the same manner, after they
found themselves well fixed in the saddle.

But, sir, suppose the petitioners had no such -
stance to warn them; suppose the event was not so
perfectly natural and to be expected. Yet let me ask
any gentleman, who thinks that this is not « 2 proper
time, a few questions.

Is it not a fact, that we are now reviewing the
constitution; that what was designed only as a pro
tempore affair may become so perfected as to be fit
to stand? Is it not an agreed point, thatit is danger-
ous to have the constitution placed upon the same
footing with any common law, subject to be canvass-
ed every sessions? If then, there is ever a time in
which it 1s proper to apply for redress of any griev-
ance which may be supposed to lie in the present
frame of the state, when should that be but when
the constitution is to be reviewed and fixed? Is there,
can therc be another time so natural? Or should a
thing in which the liberties of the people are so essen-
tially concerned, not enter into the constitution, but
be left to the precarious fate of any commaon law? Shall
it be left to be promoted or crushed at hazard? Should
not the constitution take care ot the religious as well
as civil liberties of the people? Or do you think the
former of less importance than the latter?

When these questions are properly answered, I
then beg leave to ask; if this matter is not now at-
tended to, will not the Church of England be estab-
lished by law under the new constnutmn and become
the constitutional Church? If so, then will not all
these oppressions which have been groaned under
heretofore, he constitutional n this {ree state? And
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15 this a matter of small moment to the inajor part of
the people? And must they sit still out of mere com-
pliment? Must they compliment away their freedom
in this manner, and not only suffer, but even lend
their aid, by putting their own hands to it, with the
sanction of the people at large? It is strange 'that gen.-
- tlemen can expect it. How can we answer our ne-
glect to our constitients, who expect that we shall
make them free? How can we answer it to our pos-
terity, who ever now ought to rise In our imagina-
tion, and demand cf us to ieave them free? This is
the natural time, and this is the only time. Things
ought to be done in thelr proper szason.  And gen-
tlemen may pretend what they please,—if they are
averse to grant justice In the present season of it,—
if they are unwilling to do it now, they will be more
50 by and by. One thing I am sure of, they will have
less motives to engage them to do it by and by. He
that is disposed to do justice, 1s willing to it without
delay. The old law maxim i5 good-—zo delay justice
as to deny it

Sir, at this time, all ranks of people more sensibly
feel the claims of justice, than they wiil hereafter.
They now feel the rod of oppression: and there is no-
thing like suffering to bring us to our senses. They are
now strugpling against arbitrary power. They can
now realize the hardslup. Let these times pass, and

ease will naturally lull them into an inattention to
ihe rights of ma: nkind.

“That this 1s a proper time the example of other
states confirms.  Pennsylvania, New-Jersey, Dela-
ware have legd the way; Virginia and North-Carolina
+re now meditating the same important step, Mary-
fend has done 1t already.
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"T'hat this is the proper time is plain, as the peo-
ple are now waiting to see what they have to expect,
for what it is they are tc wasie their treasure and their
blood? They are ready to do it cheerfully, if they
may with certainty expect to be made and kept as
bappy as their brethren. They ask no favours; they
ask only the common rights of mankind.

By some it is said to be dangerous to grant'this
request at the present time, They own it is just —It
ought to be. . Ne member, say they, in the house
will deny it; but the time is dangerous.

But, sir, we are indeed reduced to that situaticn,
that it is dangerous to do common justice? Every
man allows it to be just: well then who is to be fear-
ed? Are you afraid of those who coniess the justice
of the present application? Acknowledging it to be
just and right, will they be apt to revolt against their
own sentiments? Will the danger arise from ihe dis-
senting denominations? No; it answers the prayer of
their petition. Will the danger arise from the Churzh
of England? I cannot think it. It is too harsh an
imputation upon the gentlemen of that Church.
They will not endanger the state on acccunt of that
which they know and universally allow to be just. I
cannot, I will not admit the supposition.  Sir, | have
the pleasure of knowing too many of tnem. to think
so. Many of them have signed the petition. Many
more have declared their sentiments in the most [itic.
ral terms. There is too much Catholicism and love
to liberty among them. They don’t desire any long.
er to oppress their brethren.  They profess 2 genc.
rous disdain of the thing. They have property suf:
ficient to maintain their own Clergy leberally; and if
~the state did not take it off their lmmlu, I betieve
they wonld do 1t more liberally than it i now dene,
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g f t: ge dlssenters did not apply now,—it might by
?nw +_be retortcd upon them, and that with great
jusii: :Z.;“ You have had an hand in framvag the
caiteziution, as well as we.  The Church of England
is'she constitutional church, by your own act and
deed. 'Why did you not make your opposition in
prope;- time? Why so much out of season? Why
endeavour to subvert what your own hands have
reare:}?”” Sir, we should be dumb; or what is as bad,
we should ]ustly lie under the charge of some spe-
cies of sedition. Sir, we mean to act a rational and
constitutional part.

And now, sir, it only remains to be seen whether

this legislative body, now by God’s goodness, free
from the chains of foreign compulsion, will rectify
the ‘errors of less happy times: whether they will rise
mn the annals of this important age, by showing a tem-
per superior to all illiberality and oppression.
—— Will'you, sir, comply with the demands of com-
mon justice? Or are you willing to listen longer to
the cry of oppression? Will you make- all your peo-
ple equally free and happy? Do you desire to put an
eflectual end to all religious broils and contentions
forever? Will you sucngthen your own hands in de-
fence of your bleeding countrv7 Do you wish to en-
rich it by an influx of healthy inhabitants from every
quarter of the world? Would you secure yourself
from the fetters of any one der.omination, with which
the uncertainty of time may inundate this country?
Will you give to every denominatic the best secu-
rity of future religious freedom ana happiness-that
the nature of the casc admits?

Grant them the prayer of the petition: grant it in
substance, if not in the very expressions.  Let it be
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a foundation article in your constitution, ‘ that there
shall be no establishment of one religious denomina-
tion of Christians in preference to another. That
none shall be obliged to pay to the support of a wor-
~ ship in which they do not freely join.” Yield to the
mighty current of American freedom and glory, and
let our state be inferior to none on this wide conti-

nent, in the liberality of its laws, and in the happiness
of its people.

THE END.
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