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Trial ofthe rev. dr.lyman beecher 
FOR HERESY. 

(Reported for the New York Observer.) 
Fridav, June 13, 1835. 

Continued from our hut. 
I will now present to the court a work written 

by Dr J. P. Wilson, of Philadelphia. 
Dr Wilson here inquired on what evidence this 

Work was ascribed to that, author. 
Dr Beecher replied, that it was universally as- 

Bribed to him by his friends, and the authorship 
had never been disavowed. 

“No mere man is able, either of himself* or by 
any grace received in this life, perfectly to keep 
the commandments of God,” &-c. The ability 
which is here denied, is evidently of the moral 
kind, because the aid of the inability is supposed 
to be grace, which adds no new faculties. The 
passage taken from the Confession of Faith, chap, 
xvi. is a representation of the same, thing. “This 
ability to do good works, is not at all of them- 
selves, hut wholly from the Spirit of God.” Here 
the ability spoken of is that which the saint has, 
and the sinner has not, and is derived from the 
Spirit of God; it is therefore merely the effect of 

regenerating grace, which changes the heart, re. 
moves the prejudices, and thus enlightens the un- 

derstanding; the, law itself ought to convince such 
minds of their inability to render an acceptable 
righteousness, and thus lead them to Christ. In 
all these instances, the inability cousins, not in 

the natural, that is physical defects, either of mind 
or body, if it were such, it would excuse; but it 
consists in the party’s aversion to holiness. This 
is also clear from another passage cited in the os- 

say, page 15, from the Confession of faith. “A 
natural man, being altogether averse from that, 
which is good, and dead in sin, is not able, by his 
own strength, to convert himself, or to urepare 
hiruelf thereto.” Here the words "dead in sin," 
express a higher degree ofthat ‘aversion to good,' 
which had been predicated of man in his natural 
and unrenewed state, and suppose the party to 
have no more disposition to things spiritual and 
holy, than a dead carcase possesses towards ob- 

jects of sense. The inability or want of strength 
hern mentioned, is affirmed of the natural man ; 
and his inability, or that circumstance in which it 

consists, is pointed out expressly by the intercula- 
r member, “being altogether averse from that 
which is good, and dead in sin.” Langtiuge can 

scarcely be found more clearly to show, that the 

only culpable inability or want of strength in the 
sinner, lies in his eversion to, that which is good.— 
pp. 14, 15. 

“No man can come to mo, except the Father 
draw him.” Here the difficulty lies in the sense 
of the word nan. The terms express that the ina- 

bility is removed, when the Father draws him.— 
Tiiia drawing is by the influence of the Spirit; and 
1 he consequent power of coming to Christ is not 
of walking, but of believing on, which includes de- 
siring Chris*. If this drawing be regeneration, 
and if this regeneration produces no new facul- 
ties, but l.fe and activity, of jnoral ability, instead 
of iiuhsposition to holiness; then the inability ex- 

pressed in the passage is also of a moral kind, mid 
may be presumed to be the same which the Sa- 
vior meant when; on another occasion, he said,— 
4*Ys will not come to me that ve might have life.” 
P-17- 

Kvery real fcfinvert lays these natural faculties 
under conir.tuition. Ilia disappointment arises, 
tiot so much from a defect in his natural powers, 
which arc as well suited to the service of God as ot 

inn; his chief mistake lies in depending upon his 
supposed mural abilities, the nature and strength 
of his own purposes, resolutions, and performan- 
ces. But when he finds his purposes change, his 
resolutions fail, and his performances all tainted 
With sin, and that while his natural powers are 

sufficiently strong to bring him into condemna- 
tion, he has no moral ability, or Strength of ineli- 
oatinrrto Gud, and holiness to direct In'S efforts 
towards proper objects; he is then disposed to 
• ink into the dust, acknowledge his guilt and im- 
potency, and east himself Upon the mercy of God 

It was remarked by the prosecutor, that, among 
all the authorities I have produced in sitpphrt of 
my exposition of the Confession of Faith, I had 
quoted only a single author from the Presbyterian 
church. I have now brought forward a number. 
He alio said after passing a high and merited eu- 

logium on Dr Witherspoon, that in all his exten- 
sive works, hut a single sentence was to be found 
which could be pressed into my service, and that 
t hat one sentence has been seized upon with avi- 
dity. I have now presented additional testimo- 
nies from Dr Witherspoon, and could easily ad- 
duce much more. 

Dr Dickinson, a cotempnrary of his, in New 
Jersey, and a cotemporary also with Dr. Green in 
the early part of his life, has this sentiment on the 
point of discussion: “Let inability be properly de- 
nominated and called obstinacy. “This was a 

divine of admitted and unimpeachable orthodoxy, 
a man of eminent abilities, a friend to revivals of 
religion, and one of the pillars of the Presbyterian 
Church. 

President Davies, the pioneer and planter of 
Presbyterianism in Virginia, afterward President 
of Princeton College, one of the most pungent, 
popular, and successful of preachers, inquires,— 
“What is inability but unwilling ness?” 

Edwards, the younger, president of Union Col- 
lege, was a Presbyterian, and what does lie say !— 
To the question, whether the moral inability which 
his father taught* can be removed by the sinner, 
his answer was, “Yes; and the moment you deny 
this, you change the whole character of the ina- 
bility, together with the whole character of the 
man; for then his inability ceases to be obstinacy, 
and becomes physiea! incapacity.” 

The Assembly’s narrative for 1810, declares 
that the destruction of the finally impenitent is 

charged “wholly upon their own unwillingness 
to accept of the merciful provision made in the 

gospel.” And now I invite the attention of the 
court to a volume of original sermons, by Presby- 
terian ministers in the valley of the Mississippi, 
biz: Joshua L. Wilson, ]). D., Daniel Hayden, 
J. II. Brooks, James Blythe, D. D.; Sayres Gaz- 

lay, David Monfort, Reuben Frame, Joshua 'l'.1 
Russell, John Matthews, D. I).; A. McFarluno. 
I will quote from a sermon by Dr Matthews: 

“Our case though in some respects it bears a 

striking resemblance to those who sleep in the 

grave, yol in others is widely different. They 
Make no opposition to the activo pursuits of life. 
Nor does any blame attach to them on account of 
their insensibility. Not so, however, with us.— 

We huve eyes,- but. we see not ;■ ears, hut we hear 
not; we have indeed all the intellectual faculties 
and moral powers which belong to rational beings, 
but they are devoted to the world; they are em- 

ployed against God and his government. Instead 
of love, the heart is influenced by enmity against 
God. Instead of repentance, there is hardness 
Of heart. Instead of faith by which the Savior is 
received, there is unbelief, by which with all his 
blessings, he is rejected. Wc possess indeed all 

the natural faculties which God demands in his 
service, but we are without the moral power. We 
have not the disposition, the desire, to employ 
them in his service. This want ofdisposition, in- 
stead of furnishing the shadow of excuse for our 
unbelief and impenitence, is the very essence of 
sin, the demonstration of our guilt. Here then is 
work for Omnipotence itself. Here is not only 
insensibility to be quickened, but here is opposi- 
tion—here'is enmity to be destroyed. The art 
and maxims of men may change, in some degree, 
the outward appearances, but they never can reach 
the seat of the disease. There it will remain and 
there it will operate, after all that created wis- 
dom and power can do. That power Which can 

start the pulse of spiritual life within usi must 
reach and control the very origin of thought— 
must change our very motives. Our case would 
be hopeless if our restoration depended on the 
skill and efforts of created agents.” 

I now beg leave to adduce the testimony of Dr 
Wilson himself, and 1 do not know that 1 should 
be so confident of being able to convert him, if I 
was uot aware that lie was converted already.— 
This passage from Dr Matthews goes the whole 
longih of all that I hold in respect to natural abi- 
lity. If this is not heresy it is all I mean and all 
I teach, or ever did teach. If Dr. Wilson is not 

opposed to this, then he has misunderstood me, 
and he and I think alike. If he agrees to this, 
then he and 1 do agree, for I challenge man or 

angel to find any thing like a discrepancy, and i, 
challenge him to find any. That he does agree 
to this is manifest, and two things which are 

equal to the same, are equal lo each other. In 
the notes he says: 

“Thus it is evident that without conference or 

correspondence, or even personal acquaintance, 
there are ministers in the Presbyterian church, 
who can and do speak the same things, who can 

and do speak iho language of the true reformers 
in all ages. May the Lord increase their number 
and bind up the breach of his people.” 

“Yes, “there are ministers in the Presbyterian 
Church who can and do speak the same things.” 
The Lord increase their number. 

I shall now adduce the testimony of Dr Scott, 
in his reply to Tomline. There is no commen- 
tator whose works have enjoyed such a circula- 
tion as those of Dr Scott. I could show recom- 
mendations of his works by Dr Green, Dr. Liv- 
ingston, Drs. Miller, Alexander, and a host of 
other prominent men, both in the old school and 
the new. And yet Dr. Scott’s heretical opinions 
are twisted in every where through these works, 
and still the good has some how so covered up 
the heresy, that good man have recommended 
the whole together. The Whole Church has been 

eating and drinking of the mess, and she is not 

dead yet. 
I appealed in the outset to the standard writers 

of the church as evidence of what had been her 
belief, touching the great points in controversy 
between Dr Wilson and myself; and I now leave 
it to the Presbytery to say, whether I have not 

produced testimonies from the most distinguished 
and responsible divines of the Church, and whe- 
ther the extracts 1 have read, do not prove the 
position which 1 set out to prove. l\Iy argument 
is this. The fact that these writers held the opi- 
nions which they have here declared, 1 do not 

bring as proof absolute that the Confession of 
Faith teaches ns they held; but that it is altoge- 
ther probable the framers of that instrument be- 
longing to this class of men, and standing in the 
same rank with them, did not teach doctrines in 
direct contradiction to this. I have brought down 
these testimonies to the present time, because 
these expositions throw light upon the pages of 
tiro Confession, by showing tho impression which 
it made on these writers, and the sense in which 
they received it. it would be one of the strong- 
est anomalies in the whole history of the human 
mind, that men who knew all about the contro- 
versy of Augustine and Pelagius, as well as the 
controversies which preceded, should, when they 
sat down to make a Confession of Faith, go di- 
rectly against the whole stream of the Faith of 
the church down to this day. 

I have but one other argument in support of the 
doctrine of Natural Ability, and that is the Bible; 
but as T am myself fatigued, and presume that 
the Court must be so too, 1 should prefer entering 
upon that subject at our next sitting. 

Presbytery complied with Dr Beecher's re- 

quest, and occupied the residue of the day, in 
other business. 

Saturday, June 13th.—Presbytery met, and 
was opened with prayer. 

Dr Beecher resumed his defence. 
The charge is, that in leaching the natural abi- 

lity of man, as a free agent; to obey the gospel, I 
have taught a heresy, contrary to the Confession 
of Faith and to the Bible. 1 admit that 1 have 

taught the doctrine, and 1 justify myself. My jus- 
tification is,that the doctrine of man’s natural abili- 
ty, as a free agent, to obey the gospel, is taught in 
the Confession of Faith. This position 1 have 
endeavored to sustain: 

1. By an exposition of the language of the 
Confession itself. 

2. Corroborated by the analogy of cause and 
effect in the natural and moral world. 

3. By the intuitive perceptions of men, that 
ability is indispensable to moral obligation to obey. 

4. By the universal consciousness of the capa- 
city of choice, with the power of contrary choice. 

5. That the analysis of mind by metaphysi- 
cians and mental philosophers have led them to 

define free agency as being the capacity of 
choice, with the power of contrary choice. 

0. By showing that all the faculties known or 

conceivable are as real and manifest as the five 
senses. 

7. That the loss of one of then), terminates re- 

sponsibility in that respect, and much more the 
loss of the whole 

8. JJy the public sentiment of the world, all. 
men, when they suppose they have done well, 
claim desert, and those who have done ill, feeling 
and knowing that they deserve punishment. 

9. From all forms of government, family and 
civil government; and the notorious fact, that an 

attempt to govern man by force, as if he were not 

a free agent, debases him, while under the judi- 
cious training of intellect and moral government, 
he riseaa 

My last topic, in corroboration of the propriety 
of my mode of explaining the Confession of 
Faith, is drawn from the Bible. 

I have said that the Confession of Faith is an 

epitome in human language, of the meaning 
which the subscribers to it attach to the Bible, 
in respect to various pointB of doctrine. But it is 
not the Bible, but merely an exposition of the Bi- 
ble in which we agree, as the bond of union and 
fellowship. For communion upon a general pro- 
fession of belief in the Bible, without any exposi- 
tion, w ould enclose in the church all the conflict- 
ing elements of strife comprehended in all here- 
sies and errors of all denominations, and would 
he utterly destructive of all tho ends of church 
fellowship. Like the Confession itself unexplain- 
ed, it would let in every body and every thing.— 
When, therefore, an individual, who has subscrib- 
ed it, doubts or hes tales ns to its meaning, he 
goes to the Bible: when two of these subscribers 
differ, if they do their duty, they confer together, 
and compare their mutual expositions with the 
Bible, and pray together, in order to ascertain 
whose understanding Of the instrument is scriptu- 
ral; and if they cannot agree, the case, in the 
form of a charge, is brought before Presbytery.— 
The Presbytery examines the conflicting exposi- 
tions, comparing them with the language of fhe 
Confession and with the Bible, and in this man- 

ner the question is handed up to the highest judi- 
catory of the church, and there settled by an ex- 

position of the Confession in conformity to a fair 

interpretation of the Bible. This view of the sub. 

ject is confirmed by the Confession itself. Chap, 
i. sec. 10. 

“The Supreme Judge* by which all controver- 
sies of religion are to be determined, and all de- 
crees of councils, opinions Of ancient writers, doc- 
trines of men* and private spirits are to be exam- 

ined, nnd in whose sentence we are to rest, can 

be no other but the Holy Spirit speaking in the 
Scripture.” 

Here the Confession teaches the fallibility of 
all human standards, and the infallibility of the 
Bible alone. It is confirmed by the Bible itself 
(or Jesus, the great teacher, referred the Phari- 
sees, for the trial of his own doctrine, to the Bi- 
ble, saying to them,‘search the Scriptures.’ And 
although inspired Apostles preached, the Bereans 
are commended for texting thejr doctrine by the 
Bible. 

1 have dwelt on this subject, because it is im- 
portant to give to the Bible its place, find to the 
Confession its place, in the moral firmament, and 
because 1 have heard some men sneer at our ap- 
peal from their exposition of the Confession of 
Faith to the Bible, as if it were an appeal from 
tbe Confession itself, and a prcsui/i; evidence 
of heresy. I shall not appeal from wiiat theCon- 
fession teaches, believing it to bo in accordance 
with the Bible. But when my brother expounds 
its language in one manner, and I in another, J 

l appeal to the Bible, in confirmation of my own 

exposition. Cod forbid that there should be no 

appeal from a fallible exposition of the Confession ; 
of Faith to the word of Cod. You might as well 
put out the sun, and take a star for your guide.— j 
If your needle is supposed to be defective, it is to j 
be brought to the magnet, and there tried again 
and again. I observe then, 

1. That the Bible nowhere teaches the natural I 
inability of man to obey the gospel. The words 
'cannot,' 'unable,' &.c. do not teach it necessarily,1 
because they are used in all languages, to charac- 
terize an inability which is not natural; and of! 
course the simple word, without reference to its ! 
subject and connexion, decides nothing. There is j 
an obvious reason why, when such words are ap- 
plied to moral inability, they are to be held us j 
figurative. The Scriptures borrow terms derived, i 
from an inability which is really natural, in order 
to show the certainty of the results of moral ina- ; 

bility. They declare that such is the state of the 
will that u continuity of wrong choice may be ] 
just as certain as if tbero existed a natural inabi- j 
lity to choose right; and therefore language de- 
rived from natural necessity is brought over into ; 
the moral world, and there figuratively applied to 
an inability which is moral. With this lamp in 
our hand, all becomes clear. Whenever the Bi- 
ble speaks of inability in moral things, it speaks of 
the win of the will, its nversa,ion from good. Yet 
where has my brother Wilson, in the whole course 
of his argument in support of his charges against 
me, ever once defined the term ‘cannot’! Where 
has he recognized this obvious distinction, and the 
manner of its application! He has held me down 
to a single meaning of the term, which meaning 
he himself assumes, and then denies to me u 11 
right of explanation. As soon as the word is ex- 

plained, he is gone. These words, like all other 
words, are to be tried by the principles of expo- 
sition, by the established usus loijuenJi, and not by 
their sound on the tympanum of the ear; or else 
Jesus Christ might as well Imvc spoken Crook to 
men who understood nothing but English. Take 
an illustration on this subject: Suppose an assault 
was committed; tbe case is carried into court, 
where the assault is admitted, and the only ques- 
tion arising is a question of damages. A witness 
appears, and is asked, did you see this assault!— 
Yes, I saw A. strike B. Ilow bard did be strike 
him! I don’t know; ! can’t exactly tell how hard. 
A. was a very nervous man. ‘Ob,’ cries the law- 
yer in favor of A., ‘If lie w as a very nervous man, 
lie must have been too feeble lo hurt him much. 
Another witness is introduced, and asked, ho.v 
hard did A. strike B! 1 can’t exactly tell, he 
says. What Fort of a man was A.! Oh, he was 

a very stout, brawny man; a very nervous, alb- 
folic man. ‘Then’ says the attorney on the oilier 
side, ‘if lie was a nervous man, r.o doubt he must 
have hurt my client exceedingly, and be is enti- 

I lied to heavy damages. On this a dispute arises 

| as to the testimony, and it turns on the meaning 
of the word nervous. One of the attorneys brings 
into court Webster’s Dictionary, and shows that 
nervous means of weak nerve, feeble; and there 
he stops. Would this settle tbe question! Would 
this determine the meaning of the testimony!— 
Just so with, thii word inability. It Ims two mean- 

ings, according as it is applied. It may either 
mean a total wantrf'f power, or a total want of in- 
clination. Yet I)r Wilson allows it but one mean- 

ing, and charges me with being a heretic, be- 
cause I maintain that it sometimes lias a differ- 
ent sense. Now I might just as well charge Dr 
Wilson with being a heretic, and with denying 
inoral inability; and on bis own principle of in- 
terpretation, the proof of bis heresy would be 
quite as abundant as of my own. 

2. But secondly, the subject, and the circum- 
stances of the case, forbid the construction of a 

natural impossibility, as relating to man in a case 
of duty, because the subject is admitted to be a 
free agent, and free agency is known and defin- 
ed, and by the Confession itself is admitted to be, 
the capacity of choice, with power of contrary 
choice. A free agent to whom spiritual.obedi- 
ence is a natural impossibility, is a contradiction. 
By the laws of exposition, I am entitled to ad the 
collateral evidence which can be thrown upon the 
meaning of the Confession, front the severa l sour- 
ces of expository knowledge already enumerated, 
and which I will not here recapitulate. Dr VVi 1 
son insists that man is able to do nothing—but 
nothing is a slender foundation on which to rest 
the justice of the Eternal Throne, in condemning 
men to everlasting punishment, and feeble indeed 
would be God’s gripe upon the conscience. But 
it will be easy to show that the strongest passages 
relied on to prove natural inability' are forbidden 
to be interpreted iu that sense, by the established 
laws of exposition. For example, it is said, John 
vi. 44: ‘No man can come unto mo, except the 
rather which has sent me, draw him. The na- ! 
lure of the inability hero declared is indicated by 
tlie kind of drawing which is in overcome it. But 
what does the Confession tcacli on that subject? j 
‘God maketk the reading, but especially the : 

preaching of his word, an eti'cctunl means «! con- 

vincing and converting sinners.’ ‘I will draw 1 

them by the cords of love and with the hands of ! 
man.’ That's the drawing: with the bands of a t 

man; not by the attraction of gravity. Suppose 
the planets should slop in their course, would' 
God, do yon think, attempt to overcome tho vis 

[inertias of matter by the‘reading, and especially j 
the preaching, of Ins word'! Would he send the ; 
ten commandments to start them? or would he 
“draw them with the cords of love and the bauds 
of a man,’ ,o move on in their orbits? Vet the ; 

Confession, and the Catechism, and the Bible, all i 
as certainly teach tRat the impediment to be Over-; 

come is overcome bv moral means: by the truth,; 
by the word of God, by the reading, and espe- 
cially the preaching, of Ins word, made effectual 
by the Holy Spirit. It cannot, thefeibre, be any 
natural inability; any such inability as renders 
believing a natural impossibility, which is remov- 
ed in regeneration. But it is said, “the carnal 
mind is enmity against God/’ and that this is an 

involuntary condition of mind. But is it a natural 
impossibility for an enemy of God to be reconcil- 
ed to him?1 The text does not say that fallen 
man cannot be reconciled to God; but it says that 
the carnal mind cannot be subject to tho law: “It 
is not subject to the law of God, neither indeed 
can be.” Carnality can never he so modified as 
to become obedience. Again, the “natural man 

receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God, 

I neither can he know them) befcauec they nre spi- 
ritually discerned.” Doe8 this meati that an un- 

converted man can have no just intellectual con- 

ceptions of the gospel, of truth, and his duty; in 
1 order to his obeying it? How then can he be any 
more to blame than the hedtben, who have never 

heard of Christ? And what better condition are 
men in, with the Bible which they cannot under- 
stand, than the heathen are with no Bible at all? 

j But if by receiving and knowing be meant, a wil- 
ling reception and an experimental knowledge, 1 Which is a common use of the termsj then the 

; text teaches simply, that until the heart is chang- 
ed; there can be no experimental religion in the j 
soul; that a holy heart is indispensable, not to ! 
intellectual jiereeption,, but to spiritual discern- ! 
ment, to Christian experience. 

IF. The Bible not only docs not teach the nat- 
ural inability of man to obey the gospel, but it! 
teaches directly to the contrary. The moral law I 
Itself bounds the requisition Of fdve by the strength 
of the natural capacity of the subject, “'i’hou 
shalt love the Lord thy Cod,” with what? with all 
tl.y heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy 
mind, and with what else? with all thy stresgth. j But if a man lias no strength, bow is he bound by i 
such a command as this? In the same manner,: 
constitutional powers bearing such a relation to i 
obed ence as constitutes obligation, are recognised ! 
in the gospel. Sec Isaiah, v. 1, ‘J, 3, 4. Was 
there nothing in the soil and culture of this vine- 
yard which rendered fruit, in respect to the soil, 
a natural possibility? But the vineyard was the 
house of Israel, the owner was God; and the fruit 
demanded was evangelical obedience; and God, 
the owner decided that vthat he had done render- j 
cd obedience pradtickhle and punishment just. 
He calls upon the common sense and common! 
justice of the universe to judge between him and 
bis vineyard. He asks whether lie bad not a just ; 
right to expect grapes arid declares the bringing | 
forth of wild grapes was a thing enormous; and 
so enormous, that lie goes on to pronounce judg- 
ment against his vineyard. 

So in the parable of the talents: The o.vner | 
committed a certain portion of his money to every j 
man according to his several ability. Now these j 
servants aVaiti represent the Jewish nation. The j 
talents represent gospel privileges; the improve- j 
ment to ho made was believing, and the inisiiii- I 

provement was sloth and unbelief. The trust 
was graduated in proportion to the ability of each j 
man. There was ability; therefore, the servant' 
who improved his trust received a reward. But ! 
the servant who made excuses, pleaded his natural j 
inability; 1 knew that thou wert a hard master, j 
reaping where thou liadst not sown, and gathering! 
where thou hadst. not strewed; (worse than the | 
task-masters of Egypt;) and I was afraid. I dared 
not undertake to do any thing with iny talent. I j 
thought ihesaftes! way would be to bide it,and run i 
no risk. But his Lord said to him: Thou wick- i 
cd and slothful servant, thou knewrst that I was 

a tyrant, demanding the improvement of gifts not; 
bestowed. How could you suppose, then, that j 
I would not exact the improvement of what w as ! 

given? Why are you not ready to pay me the | 
interest on my money? why did yon not put it to ! 

the exchangers? anti then I should have received j 
my own with its results. Ho I demand effects 
without causes? Take him away, and thrust1 
him into outer darkness, he has libelled his Mnltcr, ! 
lie has slandered his God! j 

III. The broad principle is laid down in the Bi-■ 
hie, that ability is the ground and measure of oh- j 
ligation. According to that which a man hath, 
and not according to that which ho hath no!; to j 
whom much is given of him shall much be requir- j 
cd, hut to whom little is given, of him shall little j 
be required, is the language of the equitable Bui- I 
er of the world. But if ability is not needful to 

obligation, why observe this rule? Why not re- I 
verse it? Why not require little of him to whom : 

much is given, and much from him to whom Irttle j 
is given! Present this principle to any tnSn but 
an idiot, and sec what he will say to such a pro- 
ceeding? There is not. a human being whose sense 

of justice would not revolt from it. And shall 
man he more just than God! Nor is the principle j 
ofgradunting responsibility by ability, a limited | 
rule of the divine government, applicable only in i 

particular case?, the rule is general; it is universal; | 
it applies to every free agent in the universe. 

1 Vr. The manner in which all excuses are treat- 
ed in Scripture; which are founded on the plea of ; 
inability, coniines our exposition. There have 
been impenitent sinners who were ns orthodox on ; 
this suchject ns Dr Wilson. In the time of the, 
prophet Jeremiah, there were those who pervert- 
ed God’s decree?, os creating the unavoidable ne- 

I oessity of sinning. They said they could not help 
it, But God; by his prophet, instead of conceding : 
the point denied it with indignation. 

Behold, yo trust in lying words, that cannot 

profit. Will ye steal, murder and commit adulte- 

ry, and swear falsely-, and burn incense unto Baal,- 
and walk after other gods whom ye know not; l 

And come and stand before me in this house, I 
which is called by my name, and say, Wo are 

delivered to do all these abominations! Jer. vii. 
8, 9, 10. 

Does he approve of men’s reasoning, when they 
say, God has decreed it and God executes his de- | 
crees, and a resistless fate moves us on to evil. 
Far from it. In what, stronger language could the ! 

Lord God speak to hardened and impudent men, j 
who laid their sins at his door! Now the fall it- 
self. was some how comprehended in God’s de- 
crees; and if it be true that the fall took away all j 
man’s natural ability, wherein were those Jews j 
wrong! Then- excuse was that their sins were; 

produced by the fatality of God’s decrees. They j 
were delivered to do all these abominations, j 
Theif fathers bad eaten sour grapes and the chil- 
dren’s teeth were set on edge. By the sin of Adam 
they had lost all free agency, and therefore they 
were not to blame; it was all right and just as it. 

should be; an inexorable fate drove them on, and 
bow could they resist the Almighty! And if God j 
did indeed require spiritual -obedience from men 1 

who lay in a state of natural impotoncy, how 
is it that he frowned so indignantly, when 
they pleaded their impotence in bar of jndg- ; 
menu \ 

Again, in Ezek. xxXiii. 10, we have the follow- j 
irig language: ! 

Therefore, O thou son of man, apeak unto the j 
house of Israel, Thus ye speak, saying, 11 our> 

transgressions and our sins be on us, and wc pine 
away in them, how should wc then Bvo? i 

Now, suppose they had been born blind, and ! 
God had lommandrd them to see* find they had, 
re pi it d, Our blindness and darkness sits heavily i 
upon us, and wo pine away in it, and it is impossi- 
ble for us to see, how then can we escape thy dis- | 
pleasure! Would God in such a case have answer- 

eel: 
l(l liKve no pleasure' hryotir blindness, which it is 

impossible for you to remove. As I live saitli the 

Lord God, I have no pleasure in your blindnesr, 
therefore open your eyes and see ye!” 

Does God call men to turn when a natural im- 

possibility lies in the way, and prrnifth them forev- [ 
er, for not turning! That is not like God. Shall j 
not the Judge of all the earth do right! f he rep-' 
reservations of the Bible'attach obligation and ac- 

countability to a free agent as being able to choose | 
both ways; as having ability to choose life Or to 

choose death. For what is written in Deot. xxx.; 
11—20. 

For this commandment, which I command thee | 
this day, it is not hidden from thee, neither is it far j 
off. It is not in heaven, that thou phouldcst say, 
who shall go up to heaven for us,-and bring *t unto 

us, that we may hear it, and do it. Neither is it be- 

yond the sea, that thou shouldcst say, who shall 

go over the sea for us, and bring it unto us, that 

| we may hear it, and do it! But the word is very 
! nigh unto thee, in thy mouth, and in thy heart, that 

| thou mayest do it. See, I have vet before thee 

j this day life and good, and death and evil; In that I 
command thee this day to love the Lord thy God, 

i to walk in his ways, and to keep his command- 
! ments and his statutes and Ins judgments, that thbn 
mayest live and multiply: find the Lord thy God 

j shall bless thee in the land whither thou goest to 

j possess it: But if thine heart turn away.; so that 
| thou Wilt not hear; but shall be drawn away; and 

worship other gods, find fierce them; I denounce 
i unto you this day that ye shall surely perish, and 
that ye shall not prolong your days upon the laud 
whithe? thHit passest over to Jordan to go to pos- 
sess it. I call heaven and earth to record this day 
against you, that I have set before you lift: and 
death, blessing and cursing: therefore choose life, 
that thou and thy seed may live: That thou mayest 
love the Lord thy God, and that thou mayest Obey 
his voice, and that thou mayest cleave unto him; 
(for he is thy life and the length of thy days;) that, 
thou mayest dwell in the land which the Lord 
sware unto thy father.-, to Abraham, to Isaac; and 
to Jacob to give them. 

If it is said that men are free to evil 
and accountable for doing wtorig, I answ’er, 
if God commanded them to sin, they would 
be thoroughly furnished; hut if he commands j them to step sinning, und they have no free agen- j 
cy to do it, and it is d natural impossibility, 
how does free agency to do what is forbid- j 
den create obligation to do wlmt is commanded, | 
when they have no power! Besides, could they | 
sin without ability to sin! How then can they 
obey without ability to obey! And if they have 
free agency to obey, that is just what i a!n con- 

tending for. for they can no more obey without 
natural power, than they can sin without natural 
power. If a man, as a free agent, has not natural 
power ta obey; then commands, and exhortations, 
and entreaties, and expostulations might as well 
be addressed to men without the five senses; com- 
manding them on pain of eternal death to see, 

hear, feel, taste and smell. This argument was 

used hv Pelagins and Arminius; and in the forms 
they urged it ivas easily answered; they brought it 
fbrward to prove not only that man is naturally 
able to obey God; bttt to prove that he actually 
does obey the gospel without special grace, that 
his will is under no bias from the fall, and that his 
moral ability is so unperverted that it is sufficient 
without regeneration, to do all that God has com- j 
manded. Augustine maintained that the will was ; 

entirely struck out of balance; Pelagins on the j 
contrary maintained, that it remained in delight- j 
fill equilibria, and consequently that no grace of 
God was needed to determine it to a right choice, 
insisting that dependence on grace to change the 
will was inconsistent with commands and exhor- 
tations, &c. But Augustine, Luther, Calvin, and 
all the Reformers, fully admit the ability of man 

as a free agent, and deny that his moral inability 
and dependency as a sinner supersedes obligation, 
invitation and command. The natural ability of 
man is a point which has never been controverted 
by the church, and only by heretics. The ortho- 
dox portion of the chuffch of God never has ques- 
tioned it; but always denied moral ability in oppo- 
sition to the Arrninian and Pelagian heresies. All 
the leading opinions opposed to Christianity; even 

such as are acknowledged to be the most heretical, 
irreligious; and even licentious, as at war with 
the accountability of inan and of the moral govern- 
ment of God, include and rest upon the doctrine 
of man’s natural inability. The materialism of 
the At heist, subjects the cool to the laws of in- 
stinct and to elective affinities and attractions of 
matter. The soul, according to him, is a little, 
curious, material machine, a sort of a patent mo- 

del for thinking, which goes Py the affinities of 
matter, and which continues to go so long as the 

pendulum vibrates and the pivots are o.led, till it 
runs down or the main-spring breaks. This was 

the doctrine of the French school. Man, they 
held to be a mere animal; and as it is a matter of 
no great consequence whether thelife of an animal 
continues fora little longer or a little shorter peri- 
od; they proceeded, without any compunction, and 
on the most philosophical principles, to shed the 
blood of about two millions of men. The Stoic 
Fatalists supposed a series of natural causes and 

effects, which controlled inevitably bo'll the will of 

gods and men. Against this, the declarations of 
our confession are expressly directed; for in the 

chapter upon free Wilh it affirffi3 that the will of 
God is free; as oppo.4fc to fatality, and that the 
sCill of mart is free, as opposed to natural and in- 
evitable necessity, take the philosophy of a 

Priestly. He was * a materialist, and held 
that the soul of man was composed of mat- 
ter consisting of innumerable centres of at- 

traction and repulsion; it is matter and mat- 
ter only, thongti u ue not Digger man me 

point of a cambric needle, and is subject to all tin: 
laws of matter. And admitting his premises, he rea- 

soned correctly. Being a material thing, the 
soul must, be under a constitutional and physical 
necessity in accordance with those general laws 
which govern matter in other forms. A question 
has been asked, how it. happened that the Socin- 
ians in Boston first claimed tne, and then opposed 
me. The answer is easy. They denounced me 

first as a Calvinistje fatalist,1 but when some who 
heard me thus denounced came to hear mo under 
that notion, they ]jvery quickly discovered their 
mistake, and found that I preached free agency. 
This information was carried back to those who 
denounced me,'and they replied. Ah! then he has 
changed his opinions. But why, (hen, they were 

asked, do you not like him! You tell us that Cal- 
vinism is such a horrible tiling, why then don’t 
you like this man, who opposes Calvinism as we 

have understood it! What reason they gave I 
cannot tell; but 1 can tell why some did not like j 
me. They were Priusticyans,- and my doctrine of 
free agency made their conscience quake. I 
preached as I supposed the state of things requir- 
ed. I found that with those around me, the 'bot- 
tom of accountability had fallen out; and I labor- 
ed to restore it to its place. But by some vvho 
heard without understanding, I was charged with 
being an Arininian. 1 fim no Armiuian. 1 went 

among that people as a Spiritual physician. I 
found a particular disease rife a around me, pre- 
vailing and dcstrb’ying On every side. What was 

I to do! Prescribe for some other disease! They 
had been drugged with natural inability, and they 
wanted an alterative. I gave them one that 
made their cars tingle, and their hearts bleed and 
ache,—and live. Had I preached natural inability 
to man under strcli circumstances, it would have 
been like giving opium to a man in lethargy; so 

it is in some pitrts of this city. Here is a dis- 
ease which needs just such an alterative. 

The Scriptures unequivocally teach, that God is 
notthe author of sin. He did not lay his plan with- 
it direct design to produce it. Neither does he 
administer Fus government with a design to pro- 
duce it. He has not planned lo bring sin into being, 
nor adopted any terms to thstendr in order 
that afterwards he might bring a great amount 
of good out of it, and a great deal more good 
than could have ever existed without it. I know 
very Well there are some in the land of all heresies, 
who do hold this, jfftit we believe that He arrays his 
character, Ins law, his gospel, his providence and 
his Spirit, all, against sin; and that,-as the Scrip- 
ture declares, wickedness is frum the wicked, and 
not from God. Wickedness is a perversion of 
free agency, in direct opposition to God’s law and 
blessed Spirit, and all the powerful influences of 
God’s righteous government. 

There are but three ways in which God can be 
the Sulhor of sin: Either lie must have made cor- 

rupt, wicked matter, and put the liiind hut? it as 
its habitation; which is a heresy long since con- 
demned and stamped with lasting ignominy: or 
ire must have created sin in. the substance of the 
mind; which was the Manichcan heresy, and like 
the other, condemned centuries ago. Both these 
detestable opinions were exploded as soon as they 
appeared. They just stuck their heads out to be 

I crushed and have never hissed again. There id 
[ only one other way jn which God can ipake Sin;, 
and that is, by creating the tlinftfl Volitions of 
men. This is Dr EmmdnS’ idea. He supposed 
that God cannot make a free agent, who can act 
by the energy of eoinmunicated power,?; thet it is 
impossible 111 the nature 6f .things: This; to be 
store is very fe*pefctftil to tiou. It declares irt 
snbstancre, that he began to build and couM not 
finish. He was not able to make a free agent; 
who might act right and wrong under the Jaw. 
Dr Emmons admitted once in conversation with, 
ine, that God creates the einfiil vblltitJni of 
men; I inquired, how then is man td blttrhef 
Oil, said lie, the blame does not lie in the cause of 
the volition, but in its qualities. Well, I replied, 
Siqipd'sibg I admit this to be true} lievV Can God 
command man td put forth vMitidntt, which he 
docs not create’ How can those he does create 
be avoided, and those lie does not create be brought 
into being! How can he require men to have.ho- 
ly volitions, while God works sinful volitions’ 
witli them? Dr Emmons was a venerable man; 
and greatly my superior in age, and as he made 
no reply I ceased to press the inquiry. 

If therefore there be ii natural necessity for 
depravity, or if it is in the substance of the soul, or 
if God being unable tti make a free agent, has to 
create ali hi* ngenfiifes: just as lie makes fdiri ana 
I.nil; then God is the author of evil: There is no 

escape birt ill the doctrine of free Sgency. If God 
can make a free agent capable of acting right and 

wrong—accountable for bis choice, and dependant 
upon grflee for iiis recovery after once he has 
chosen wrong; then sin may be in the universe 
and yet God not be its author. In wliat other way 
Dr Wilson ean account for the existence of sin, 
and not make God its author 1 am not able to per*' 
reive, 

f have now gone {lifougb the scriptural argu- 
ment in support of my interpretation of the Con-' 
fession of Faith. I have been as concise as 1 
could consistently with the introduction of alf the 
necessary points. On the soundness of (his ar- 
gument, I rest. On this ground I am willing trf 
put myself into the hands of this court and ttf 
abide its decision. I will do more. I am prepar- 
ed to seal it up unto the day of judgment,- and to’ 
abide it there: ] am tiS co’iiScretilibus id hold-' 
ing these opinions, as trfy brother Wilson can be 
in rejecting and impugning them. God is the 

righteous judge of us both; and to his dread tri- 
bunal I am prepared to make my appeal. 

Upon motion tho Presbytery took a recess, till 
Monday morning. 

Monday morning, June 15.—Dr Beecher con- 
tinued his defence us follows: 

My second proposition is tiiis, that the Copfoff- 
e'on of Faith, ami the Bible, and tire voice 6f tho 
whole church from ngeIS age, all teach the moral 
inability of man to obey the Gospel, and his entire 
and universal and absolute dependence upon the 
influence of the Holy Spirit—to begin, continue, 
and consummate the work of conversion. 1 have 
not usually employed the terms; natural and mor- 

al inability, in my preaching: because I thought 
it best to avoid those technical tcTirrs, which al- 
ways gather around them many misapprehensions: 
1 had rather take clean words to express my mean- 

ing, than words which have been made impure by 
long use and much controversy. But in this case, 
I cant't avoid the use of technical terms; because 
it is on the meaning of technical phfasee, that 
tho controversy turns. It lain frspect to these 
terms thiit the whole alarm which agitates the 
ciiurth has been created. The great thing re- 

quired to tranquilize the church and get those who 
have been disputing, to come a light tmdefs'lan'd- 
ing of each others meaning, is lo' explain OUr the-j 
ological technics; to state with clearness, what 
they mean and wliat they do not mean; by moral 
inability,' I mean the inability of mind, not of mat-' 
ter. We are speaking of moral goveror/rent: not 
of physical; of free agency, net of necessity.' 
When I talk of moral inability I do not deny that 
ability which consists of free agency, and which 
is indispensible lo moral government, nor do I 
mean as I Imive' been supposed £o mean, when I 

say that the will is free from constraint or defect,' 
that l he faculty of the will lias not been shattered,' 
wounded, disturbed, and put out of order. 1 do 
not mean tWt; and I admit that such a change 
was produced in Adam’it constrtefiou bv the fall; 
though he continued to act ?:i a voluniary and 
accountable manner, lie acted wrong, and,' left t61 
himself, would ever continue to do so. The 
shock struck his will out of its balance,and it was 

fallowed, by the same effect on all Ins posterity.' 
The free agency of fallen man all goes one way: 
The will is free but it is nnrdef a brsejtlnd so fully 
set in the wrong way, that nothin™ hut the truth 
ami Spirit of God can ever bring it right again.- 
What I lav is that something has taken place irf 
respect to man insomuch that when life and death 
are s :t before him, although lie has ample poW-" 
er lo choose life, he has not Will to'chooso it, but 
wills to refuse it. He lies under that impoten- 
cy of the will which consists in ittforsion fromf 
God. With full power to return, he refuses to' 
return, he wraps his talent in a napkin; and 
when pressed by tbe motives of the gospel, htf 

pleads natural inability, when it is c?nty the in." 
ability of unflinching guilt. The inability of t» 
will fully set against God and duty. 

I say in the first place, that, this fhrfst bfe ,!!*» 
meaning of the Confession of Faith: for, according 
to a rule winch I laid do'wn at the beginning, an 

instrument is never so to be interpreted, as tc* 
make it contradict itself, without necessity; when 
it is just as easy to harmonize ail its parts by 
adopting a different interpretation. .Now if I halve' 
not proved tlmt the confession, as I interpret it, is 
sustained by other collateral nrgirrrents ip addition' 
to that which I have drawn from the Bible, thenl 
I shall despair ofever successfully expounding a doc- 
ument in the world, I never have seen so mnch 
light thrown On any oiie point of exposition before'r 
The eCftifessiOh dobs speak of an inability) other 
than a natural one; and yo'.v are not at liberty td 
make if in' one place to deny an ability,which it has' 
asserted in another. And when it declares that 
I am unable todo'nify duty, it cannot mean iky con 
tradict wfiaC it had before asserted, With respect to 

my being able. 1 may be able in one sense’,■ and 
unable in another. The confession, in fact, in- 
terprets itself. (And this, I suppose, is what Dr 
Wilson means, when lie says, we must reserve-' 
the language of the Confession wit bout any expla- 
nation.) I agree with h?n>; that on many points' 
it needs no explanation. It guards against its 
own perversion, and ils language' is such as 1 
should think it almost impossible to misunders- 
tand, 

Let us sec what is thrU language which it hold# 
in chap. (5, sec. 4. 

From this original corruption, whereby wo are' 
utterly indisposed, disabled, and made opposite to 

i al! good,- and w holly inclined td Sri Cvi'/do pro-' 
I coed all actual transgressions. 

Hero is active aversion; not ficftfl necessity.— 
Tlu: man is indisposed; he is disabled bv being 
ind-sposed. But it hffs been said, that if a mail 
needs help; it must be a natural inability under 

1 which life ues. This 1 deny. A iWfnr who lies 
! under a moral inability needs aid as much, if not- 
more; and the aid he needs is such as God alone 

I can bring him. What Christian does not pray 
| that God would help InnV ? But ddes.be' mean • 

; thioit he bsw no strength of rfnv- ddr\1 Not at all. 
He is afrdid to'trust bis o\vrr heart. He prays for' 

! moral aid, for moral ability, for strength of pur-- 
j poke. Surely We arc all agreed in this. There; 
i can be no need that mv brother and myself should 
j be at odds. Wo believe alike—■faf we pray alike.- 
| New school and old school all confess; wlrerr tfeef 
get before God.- that their powers are pefterted, 

| Und Without life help- they can do nothfttkr. I have* 
I put off my co'at, how shall I put K on!° We-also* 
! fet'1 the same impotency; and what we feel, God 
[ sees; and the*, which he see* he. has testified. C* 
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MRS. HEMANS’ LAST POEM. 

Tho Dublin University Magazine says of tho 

following lines by Mrs Hemans, that they are “tho 

last verses ever (Delated by her, which sho sent to 

us a few days previous to her death.”— 

•the poetry of the malms.” 

Nobly thy song, O minstrel, rushed to meet 
Th’ Eternal on tho pathway of the blast. 
With darkness round him, ns a mantle cast, 

And cherubim to Waft his flying e°at> 
Amidst the.hills that smoked beneath his foot; 

With trumpet voice thy spirit called aloud, 
And bado the trombling rocks his name repeat, 

And the bent cedars, and tho bursting cloud, 
But far more gloriously to earth mada known 

By that high strain, than by the thunder’s tone, 
Than flashing torrents or the ocean roll; 

Jehovah spoke through the iinbrcathing fire. 
Nature's vast realms forever to inspire 

With the docp worship of a living soul. 

Dublin, April, 1835. 

ItjeTjs g r 

TVe intended to insert the following' paper two 

or three weeks since—immediately after the Re- 

port of Mr Barnes’ trial which appeared in our co- 

lumns on tha 24th lilt.—It has been delayed, with 
other articles, for want of space,—Ed. 

DR JUNKIN’S APPEAL. 

Lafayette College, July IGift, ISoo. 
To Her. John L. Grant,Moderator, and to the Rev. 

Second Presbytery of Philada. 
Rev. and Dear Brethren,—You are hereby offi- 

cially informed, thut I intend to appeal to the Sy- 
nod of Philadelphia at its next meeting to be held 
in the borough of York, on the last Wednesday of 
October next, against your recent decision in the 
cage of the Rev. Albert Barnes. Thin appeal is 
from the “definitive sentence.” Its general ground 
is “a manifestation of prejudice in the case, and 
mistake” and consequent “injustice in the deci- 
sion.” 

Allow me, before proceeding to specify the 
reasons which shut me up to the belief that the 
Court was prejudiced, and did err in judgment, to I 
say, that 1 impeach no motives—I charge no cor- 

rupt prejudice no intentional mistakes or error 

upon any man. Men do often err under the pu- 
rest motives, and are often powerfully prejudiced, 
whilst perfectly unconscious of it. With this 
single remark, I proceed to detail the reasons, 
why I appeal on the above named general grounds 
viz. 

1. Because the Presbytery, nearly three 
months after the charges had been received, and 
the day fixed for trial, attempted toconstrnin the 
prosecutor to change them, by prefixing the 
general charge of heresy; and tiid actually pass 
a resolution refusing to hear the parties, mere- 

ly because this term was absent; and upon 
the prosecutor saying, in answer to a question 
put to him, that in his opinion the errors charged 
amounted to heresy, the Presbytery made a record 
which amounted virtually to a change of the in- 
dictment to a general charge of heresy. The 
prosecutor, now appellant, had stated his objec- 
tions to the use of this term. First, It is a vague 
term, not defined in our books; no two, perhaps, 
of the Presbytery themselves would ngree in 
what constitutes heresy. Its use therefore could 
only create confusion and throw a character of in- 
definitenoss around charges of error,which he had 
laboured to make definite and precise. Secondly, 
This term is a bugbear and is often Used to excite 
popular commotion of an unpleasant character,and 
may therefore greatly prejudice the mind against 
the one who accuses another of orror, and in fa- 
vour of the accused. 

Thus the Presbytery manifested favour toward 
Mr Barnes, in giving him and lfis friends the op- 
portunity of exciting odium against the accuser, 
by allusions and references to prosecution ami to 
“the inquisitorial toils” of the prosecutor. Ac- 
cordingly this last phraseology was actually used 
by one of the judges (Rev. John Smith) and not 
without effect. 

J hua also the Presbytery changed substantially 
the ground and nature of the prosecution and Jed 
themselves into error. In their final verdict, they 
assume heresy as the general charge. And in 

giving their opinions, some members had their 
eye constantly on that fearful term, the meaning 
of which the court did not define. So the Rev. 
Mr Barbour opened his remarks “I never can 

give my verdict,” said he, “that brother Barnes 
has been guilty of heresy.” And again, “The 
Confession was not, made for a trap to catch here-! 
tics.”—And more of the same kind. So the Rev. ! 
John Smith and the Rev. N. S. Smith rung the' 
changes on the word heresy, and evidently were 

engrossed with that undefined idea. So" Elder 
Hinckle said “the prosecutor has failed in estab- 
lishing the charge of heresy against the defen- 
dant.” So Elder Darracb, “f would not say Mr 
Barnes was guilty of heresy.” And thus the 
court was carried oX the ground of the charges 
and decided on a case not before them. Heresy i 
with many is some horrible thing for which a man | 
must he burnt. Thus lost in a term undefined I 
and undcfinable, the court,as appears to me, erred 
in judgment. They shuddered at the idea of burn- 
ing Mr Barnes. 

2. Because the accused was not called upon hy 
the court to put in a plea to each charge specifi- 
cally. Dis. V. 10. “The charges shall b? read to 
him,and he shall be called upon to say whether he 
is guilty or not.” Now cases may occur, wherein 
an accused person may plead guilty to one and 
not to another of the charges and unless the ques- 
tion be distinctly put, ‘do you admit the truth of 
this first charge or not!’ And so of the rest, it 
cannot be known what the plea is: and if no spe- 
cial plea be put for each count of the indictment 
the prosecutor and the court are put to unnecessa- 

ry trouble and kept in ignorance of what they are 

called upon to do; whether to prove the truth, or 

only the relevancy of the charge. This violation 
of.rule is the more censurable, because a Presby- 
tery is a court of conscience, and every person 
arraigned ought to have it put to his conscience 
to say whether the things charged are true or not. 
But the 12th section settles this question, “If 
the minister, when he appears, will not confess, 
but denies the facts alleged against him, &c.” 
Clearly this contemplates an explict acknowledg- 
ment or denial of the things charged. Now Mr 
B., in the plea he put. in, admitted some of the 
charges and denied others; but the Presbytery did 
not require him to specify which he admitted and 
which he denied; so that the plea amounted to 
nothing. He says, “I neither have taught nor do 
I teach, any thing according to my best judg- 
ment, contrary to the Word' of God; nor do I 
deny any truths taught in the Word of God, as 

it is alleged that I do in the indictment now be- 
fore the Presbytery.” Can any candid man read 
this plea against charges of holding doctrines 
contrary to the Word of God and the Confession 
of Faith, without feeling, that the accused admits 
teaching doctrines contrary to the Word of God 
and the Confession of Faith! And is this plea 
anything more thanerroristsin every age have put 
in! Who does not know that all errorists that 
have troubled the Church and do trouble her,always 
profess to faaad their doctrines on the Bible. In 
reference to the Confession of Faith there is ab- 
solutely no plea at all. The-proaeeutor has always 
been of opinion, and by the admissions of Mr Bt., 
now more than ever, that had he been put to a 

special plea he would have acknowledged, the 
truth of at least a majority of the charges, as ho 
hag done of the principal ones, so fur as the stan- 
dards are concerned; and would have justified him- 
■elf on the ground of Scripture. Thus it is believ- 
ed, prejudice was manifested in favour of the ac- 
cused. For by this course Ire was left to all the 
benefit of n. denial,, where he could do it w itl» a 
clear conscience; whilst he had all the advantage 
of silence,, where lie eould not have denied.. By 
this too, the-trial was greatly protracted. 

--- ■ — -r' * 

Thus also, the appellent and the court are left 
still in doubt whether Mr B. admits or denies 
certain po:nts. Dr Ely in Iiib paper said Mr B. 
included Christ’s active obedience in the matter 

of ihe believer’s justification, and did not teach 
that justification, is Bimply pardon. On the con- 

trary Rev. Mr Patterson said he believed Mr B. 
held the common doctrine of the New England 
divines and the doctrine of Dr Dwight, which 
is that justification is simply and only pardon. 
Thus justice in this state of the case could not 
be expected. This incipient error led on to oth- 
ers. 

3. Another reason for thinking that there was 

some little bias in the court, is the high estimate 
in which, deservedly, some at loast of the mem- 

bers held Mr B. as to talents and hiB congregation 
as to respectability and influence. It will be re- 

membered that the Presbytery held its meetings 
in the lecture room where the accused had usual- 
ly met his people, and many of them were present 
during the trial. It is hardly conceivable that 
the good brethren should not be insensibly influ- 
enced. Accordingly one in closing "his remarks 
said, “Never let me be found condemning a man 

to whom God has given such mighty powers of 
mind, and a congregation so dignified and influen- 
tial,’’ 

4. My fourth reason for apprising on the ground 
of prejudice leading to error, is, that the Prrsbyte- 
ry have in their decision, endorsed some of Mr 
B.’s alleged errors, and having made them their 
own, could not be presumed altogether impartial 
in their judgment. Ex. gr. “This cxcrc.se of 
mind and heart” (Abraham’s) say they, “the 
Apostle says was imputed to Abraham for righte- 
ousness.” See 4th reason. And again, under 5th 
reason, “It (the Confession of Faith) does not in- 
timate that independent of and subsequent to 

the enactment of the moral law God entered 
into a special compact with tnan about his obe- 
dience; but that he was pleated to promise eternal j 
lif-, not only for himself, but for his posterity on j 
condition of Adam’s obedience to that law, to be 

proved by his observance of the prohibition from 
the fruit of the tree of knowledge.” 

Now, on the contrary, the very doctrine of the 
Confession and Catechism, is, that man was crea- 

ted having “thn law of Go I written in his heart,” 
and “when God had created man he entered into a 

covenant of life with him.” The covenant was 

subsequent to the enactment of the law. Thus 
the I'reshytery sanctions the error charged, and 
therefore may well he supposod favourable to the 
accused. 

5. Because on the 5th, Gth, and 7th charges, it 
is very difficult to say whether the I’resbytory ad- 
mit, as Mr B. did, that he denied the doctrine of 
the Standards. It is painfully difficult to know 
what their decision is under these heads: and par- 
ticularly oil the 7th, they certainly do not tell us 
whether Mr B. denied or acknowledged the doc- 
trine that Adam’s posterity are guilty, i. e. liable 
to punishment on account of Adam’s sin. 

Why did not the Presbytery give an unequivo- 
cal sentence here! On these three charges, where 
every attentive hearer of his defence must know 
that Mr. B. admitted his denial and rejection of 
the doctrine of our Standards, and where he set 

tip his defence on the ground of Scripture and his 
own metaphysics, in opposition to them. I am 

constrained to think, the main efforts of the Pres- 
bytery have been expended in throwing darkness 
and obscurity around the subject, and “so they 
wrap it up.” 

This reason I may extend to each one of the 
charges, and the Presbytery’s action on them. 

Three questions naturally arose on each. 1. 
Is the thing charged proved hv the testimony!— 
2. Is it contrary to the Standards! Is it contrary 
to the Bible! Now the prosecutor humbly con- 

ceives he hail a right to a decision on each of 
them. This lie respectfully requested in a letter 
addressed to the Presbytery, but was refused. 

6. Because an inaccurate statement in the 8ih 
reason of the decision, was, perhaps, partly the 
ground ofsaid decision, viz: “Because tho prose- 
cutor did not attempt to show in what the proper 
penalty of the law consisted.” Now the prose- 
cutor did show, from the Confession and the Bi- 
ble, that the proper penalty of the law consisted 
in death. “Thou shall surely die"—that it con- 
sisted in the curse—the wrath of God—which 
things include sorrows, anguish and woes unut- 

terable,-'inflicted upon the Saviour by the right- 
eous judgment of God the Father, because his 
own Son bare the sins of his people, (by legal im- 
putation) in his own body on the tree. 

7. Because of a similar inaccuracy in the 10th 
reason, viz: that “tlie evidence submitted on the 
part of the prosecution—was that of inferences 
drawn from Mr B/s language.” Now the appel- 
lant, humbly conceives that he submitted the lan- 
guage itself of Mr. B., as the testimony and the 
evidence in the case, lie submitted all the pas- 
sages read, and their adjoining contexts respect- 
ively. These were the evidence, and it is be- 
lieved they contain proof. 

8. Because one member of the court at least, 
distinctly rejected the Standards of the church, 
as a rule of judgment in the case, lie said the 
Confession had been twisted into a wrong place. 
It was not a trap to catch heretics. Ho had as 

good a right to bring charges against a man for 
holding doctrines contrary to Kidgloy’s Body of 
Divinity, and the if.hie, or contrary to the Chris- 
tian Almanac, and the Bible, ns the present pro- 
secutor had to charge Mr B. with holding doc- 
trines contrary to the Confession of Faith and the 
Bible. It. is true, he next day apologised, by sav- 

ing he did not moan to disparage the Confession 
of Faith. But then Ins speech was at least partly 
written. It was deliberately and strongly ex- 

pressed; whereas the apology was obviously a 

lame effort, lor popular effect. Now, bow many 
more of the judges were of this sentiment, I can- 
not say. 1 believe, however, there he some even 
newer Presbyterians, than this anti-confession 
brother. But one thing is obvious, viz; that such 
doctrine effectually precludes a fair and impartial 
trial. 

9. Because the Presbytery took Mr. B.'s pres 
sent declarations as expository of the meaning of 
his language adduced in proof. I think this will 
he evident upon a simple reading of the passages 
of liis book quoted as testimony, and the decision 
of the court. During the whole trial, it appeared 
plain to me, that lie, was by the court viewed as 

the legitimate, and the only legitimate expounder 
of his own printed words; and in support of this, 
it was alleged, that he knew best a hat was his 
own meaning. 

Now the appellant believes that the court itself 
wus the only authorised expositor. They had no 

right to take the present views of the party at the 
bar; nor his present gloss upon his own words, for- 
merly uttered, as their correct meaning. They 
were hound simply to weigh the words according 
to their obvious meaning in their connection, and 
according to the usages of the language. The 
question before them was not forought not to have 
been) w/iat does Mr II now teach or deny? Not, 
what does he now say he taught then? But sim- 
ply, what has he taught here in this book? 

Every candid mind must perceive, that if a man 
shall be permitted to give his own explanation to 
his own words, no man can ever be convicted of 
holding error, unless he be so stupid as to be una- 
ble to distinguish between truth and error, and to 
fetter down and explain away his own terms. A 
very small portion of talent for mystification can 

gloss over the most obnoxious terms. For exam- 

ple: An action ot slander is brought against me, 
for uttering the words—‘1 saw O. P. Q. in a state 
of intoxication, at a public dinner on the 4th of 
July.’ It is proved that X pronounced these words, 
and that I am notion friendly terms with O. P. Q,. 
I put in a plea of justification, and claim the pri- 
vilege of explaining. I show both from my babuls 
of speaking and writing, that I have used the 
term intoxication, in application to high mental 
excitement. The man was intoxicated with joy. 
This is all I meant. It was a compliment. 1 was 

simply representing the strong patriotic feeling of 
O. l\ Q,; he was intoxicated with joy upon a re- 
miniscence of the glorious transactions this day 
commemorates. Or, I show that I have been in 
* he habit of abusing Pennsylvania as a drunken' 
State—the whisky insurrection State—the State 
ot intoxication. I meant nothing more than that 
I saw O. P. Q,. in Pennsylvania that day. Will 
the court and jury take my explanation, and find 

me a verdict! or will they judge for themselves,1 
what my language means? Will they receive as 

authority, my present testimony, in my own fa- 
vor; or will they ascertain by other scales, the 
weight of the words proved! 
yi'liis, I take it, is the grand error of the Presby- 

tery, as to the ground of their decision. They 
made Mr B. both witness and judge in his own 

case, by a gratuitous assumption of his present 
views, and his present exposition of his langtinge 
formerly uttered, and now adduced in proof, as 

being undoubtedly the true and proper sense of 
that language; and of his doctrines there publish- 
ed. Accordingly, notwithstanding he bad said 
in his defence, “the doctrine of all sinning in 
Adam, and falling with him, I mean to reject,’* 
the Presbytery acquitted him on the ground of his i 

oft-repeated declaration, that he agreed with his 
accuser in the substantial facts of the case. 

All these considerations, and some others, con- 

spire to sustain mo in the conviction, that my 
tenth and last, and principal reason of appeal is 
iust and true, viz: 

10. Because the decision of the Presbytery is 

not in accordance with the facts of the case, as 

exhibited in the charges and the Testimony and 
the Law. It is not a righteous decision. 

All which is respectfully submitted, by 
Your unworthy brother in the Lord, 

GKO. J UNKIN. 

For the Southern Religions Telegraph. 
THE USE OF WINE IN THE BIBLE. 

[The following remarks were suggested by an article 
which oppearod in the N. Y. Evangelist, a few 
Weeks since, and but for circumstances beyond the 
writer's control, would have been forwarded to that 

paper. It is hoped therefore that the Editor of the 
Evangelist will still consider them as written for his 

periodical and insert them accordingly ] 
A writer in tho Evangelist of Juno 27lh on “the 

duty of the churches in relation to the use of fer- 
mented wines in tho Eucharist,” has. I apprehend, 
fallen into a mistake respecting the wine spoken 
of, in the O. T. Now, that this subject is attract, 

ing so much attention, and especially, since this 

particular view is creating some little excitement 
among the friends of Temperance, every argil-. 
ment drawn from the Bible, should he based on 

correct interpretations of scripture. The writer 
in the Evangelist, if 1 correctly understand him, 
presents this view: It is wrong to use in the Sa- 
crament of the Lord's Supper any alcoholic wine. 
The Bible however clearly recognizes an inno- 
cent use of wine. Bui, he would reply, the He- 
brew Bible makes a distinction as to the wine. 
One kind, there designated by the word tirosh, is 
not only innocent, but is “enumerated among the 
blessings of God's people and is allowed to the 
children of Israel. See Dent. 7: 13. 11:14. 11: 
23. it was prayed for by Isaac, as a blessing to 
he bestowed on Jacob. Geri. 27: 28, 37. 

The other, on the contrary, called yayin, to 
which the reader will perceive a similarity in the 
Greek oinos, the Latin vinwn, or tho English nine, 
is represented as a prohibited article—intoxicate 
ing, demoralizing, and deleterious, in the highest 
degree. Now it such a distinction exists, it is 
worthy of our attention. If tirosh or must, a mere 

syrup, may be used with impunity, while ynyin, a 

fermented liquor, should not he touched, and if it 
be clearly established that our Saviour used the 
former, then tho case is to my mind a clear one. 
It will be at least the safe side, to abandon fer- 
mented liquors and procure even for the com- 
munion service, nn article of a more innocent 
character. But these tilings have not been esta- 
blished by the writer, for, 

1. Yayin is used in Dent. 14: 26, as synony- 
mous with lirosli in v. 23. God commands (or 
permits, if this term is preferred) the Israelites to 

eat, in the place which He should choose to put 
his name there, the tithe of corn and of wine 
(tirosh) and of oil and so on. But should their 
distance from tho temple, prevent them from car- 

rying these things to it, then were they to convert 
the tithe into money, and buy whatsoever they 
lusted for, (desired) oxen or sheep, or wine 
(yayin) or strong drink, and should eat there and 
so on. 

2. Jn Judges 9: 13. Wine (tirnsh) is said to 
cliecr God and man. Now, without slaying to 

explain this passage, or even to shew, that as it 
constitutes a part of Gotham’s Fable, it is not no- 

cessarily a Bible truth, any more than any other 
i sentiment of ungodly men related in the Bible,— 
! I remark, that it shews how tirnsh was regarded, 
j and the writer quotes this as an instance of “ap- 
| probation.” But in Ps. 104: 15, the inspired au- 

thor mentions wine (yayin) as that which cheereth 
(the Hebrew word is used here which is used 
Jud. 9: 13) the heart of man. This I consider 
another synonymous use of the words. 

3. In Numb. (8: 12, and Deut. 18: 4, tirnsh 
| constitutes a part of the priest’s tithe by God’s 
i command, and the writer mentions this as an in- 
stance of the proper use of this article. But in 
Chr. 9: 29, we find yayin enumerated in connex- 
ion with the other article, (corn, oil, fine wheat 

I and so on, here assigned the priest,) and forming 
a part of those things in the Sanctuary, over 
which overseers were appointed. How they were 

acquired to the Sanctuary, it is not easy to say, 
unless as tithes. Then, here are two instances— 
(see No. ],) in which, either yayin and tirnsh are 

I synonymous, or in which they are regarded as in. 
| different, and one will answer us well as the other. 

4. So far as I have instituted the comparison, I 
have not had leisure to pursue it entirely, the Sy- 
riac translators use the same word hemor to ex- 

press tirnsh and yayin. This word is that which 
they uniformly use in the N. T. for ninns. Its 
cognate in Hebrew is composed of the same con- 
sonants, derived from the same verb, (one mean- 

ing to ferment or foam) and meaning wine also, 
is used in the O. T. once literally. (Deut. 82: 
14, where, by the by, it is emblematical of a bles- 
sing—See No. 5; and twice figuratively, and in 
the Chaldee portions five or six times; in each of 
which, it occurs in narrative, and nothing definite 
is to be inferred, as to (what I may call) its moral 
character. Were we then to express the wine 
of the N. T. by the corresponding Hebrew word, 
we might call it indifferently tirnsh or yar/in. In 
the Hebrew Testament, published in London, 
1817, ninns is uniformly translated by yayin.— 
New wine has a different and unusual word— 
meaning must. 

o. i ne writer places some stress on the fact, 
that liroslt is extensively used with corn, o I, and 
so on, as emblematical of the blessings promised 
the Jews. If he will consult den. 40: 11, 12.— 
Deut. 23: 31). Uos. 14: 8. Jer. 43: 33, (con- 
trast) Amos. 0: 14, (and I might quote others; he 
may find them with his Hebrew Concordance) he 
will discover their use to be very extensive re- 

specting y/it/in. 
6. Ho also intimates that I trash did not intoxi- 

cate. It might not have done so, but Hos. 4: 11, 
‘Whoredom and trine (//flyin) and new wine (tirnsh) 
take away the heart,” taken in connexion with 
the context, indicates no very good use of it. 1 
have just referred to the passage, and find my 
marginal reference to Is. 21: 7, where drunken- 
ness is represented an the mode of being “out of 
the way,” which is probably indicated by “taking 
away the heart.” 

7. It deserves remark ton, that in the only in- 
stance in which “new wine” must, the tirnsh of 
the writer, is used in the N. T. Acts 2: 13.— 
Drunkenness is ascribed to it. The Syriac trans- 
lators again he ip ns in this place. They translate 
the Greek glenkus, by mnrethn, which according 
to Caslell, is derived from ijerath answering to 

yowrarh in Hebrew, the root of tirnsh. 
8. i will make one more remark. Yayvi is 

connected with bread, meats, oil and so on,and 
constitutes a part of the common sustenance of 
the Israelites, in perhaps ten instances where li. 
rnsh occurs once. Consult Gen. 14: 11, 27: 25. 
Dent. 29: 6. Josh. 9: 4, 13, where 1 infer it 
from the- circumstances. Jud, 19: 19. 1 Sam. 
193 3. 16: 20, 25: 18- 

I am not convinced then that any distinction 
exists. It is useless for any one to tell me, that 
I may not use nlcoholic wines in the Hue harts t. 
It is useless indeed to resort to the Bible for ar- 

guments to sustain total abstinence, from what 
our Saviour permitted to be used in the celebra- 
tion of bis supper;; and*, it is highly probable, bad 

previously used with his disciples in the paschal 
nipper. Read Deut. 14: 23, 26) with Matt. 26: 
26, 7 and 50, in which last place we find it said, 
•And he took the cup.” YVhat cup? What did 
it contain! On what occasion had they assem- 

bled? These questions I merely throw out in 
connexion with the passage in £>eut. respecting 
that passage. I am not certain that it refers to 

the pnssover. But wine was evidently on the ta- 

ble, and the inference is, that it had been used. 
I did not intend to write so much. I would 

like to examine some remarks of the writer more 

fully, especially those relating to the Rechabites 
and Nazarites. If he will read Jer. 35th, atten- 

tively, he .nay find himself mistaken with refer- 
ence to God’s approval of them for not using 
wine. I should say from the use the prophet 
makes of the circumstance, as an illustration, that 
he referred to their constancy, and that only. 

I have not made these remarks from any dis- 
position lo hold on to wine. 1 abstain and udvo- 
cate abstinence, because I wish, like Paul, to be 

willing "to eat no meat while the world stands, if 
in so doing I cause my brother to offend.” And 
so long as my using wine may lead others astray, 
1 am willing to give it up. It is good neither lo 

eat flesh nor to drink wine, nor any thing whereby 
thv brother is offended. Ro. 14: 21. But I fear 
extremes, and the bold stand which some are tak- 

ing in refusing to use it in celebrating the Lord’s 
•Supper, admonishes us to he careful. My sole 
design in these remarks, has been to correct a 

mistake which I find has been copied without re- 

mark into two of our leading Temperance papers, 
and which if uncorrected, must do mischief among 
those who have no opportunities to investigate the 

subject. I believe the Bible ground respecting 
wine is, that its moderate use is safe; its exces- 

sive, sinful and dangerous. I believe, moreover, 
that many of the wines manufactured in America, 
and also many that are imported, contain as much 
alcohol tie rum toddy or mint julap, and are equal- 
ly to be deprecated. But 1 will not, for this rea- 

son, snv that all fermented liquors, because they 
couta n alcohol or the intoxicating principle, carry 
with their use, moral turpitude. 

BENJ’N M. SMITH. 
Union Tiicol. Scrn'y, Aug. 1835. 

WANT OF MINISTERS IN THE CANA- 
DAS. 

The following deplorable picture of the religi- 
ous condition of the Canadas, is from Dr’s Reed’s 
and Mathcson’s forthcoming Journal. 

‘From Montreal, Dr Matheson descended the 
mighty St. Lawrence to Quebec, with a view to 
obtain information respecting the state of religion 
in the Lower Province. The report which he 
gives is truly deplorable. The population of Low- 
er Canada ts now estimated at GOO,000; of whom 
400,000 are Roman Catholics, having 150 priests, 
and 140,00t> Protestants having about GS minis- 
ters. The above enumeration gives less than one 
minister to every two thousand souls. 

•“But this calculation,” says Dr Matheson, “by 
no means atlbrds a correct view of the real state 
of the colony. More than one half of the whole 
number of preachers is to be found in the cities 
and towns. In such places, the proportion may 
bo more than one minister for two thousand Pro- 
testants, hut this leaves a still smaller number for 
the townships newly settled. When it is also 
considered that the population of these districts is 
widely scattered, and that, in addition to this, the 
roads are exceedingly imperfect, we cannot hut 
perceive that, with such a small number of preach- 
ers, the religious destitution of the people must be 
very great.” 

‘Indeed, there is one township which has been 
settled five years, where no sermon has yet been 

1 preached; and in another, which has been settled 
a much longer lime, there has been no preaching 

i for seven years'. In short, there is hardly onc- 
sixth of the supply that should be provided for the 

j religious instruction of the scattered Protestant 
! population, to say nothing of the non-efficiency of 
| instruction among the Protestants, the slate of 
j things among the Roman Catholic, who form the 
\ hulk of the population, is still worse. 

| “‘The great object of their priests is, to retain 
| them uHheerrorsandsupcrstitionsofPopery. The 
! peasantry are, in general, a quiet and contented 
! race; but grossly ignorant, not only of the groat 
j doctrines of Christianity, but even of the first ru- 
l diments of knowledge, very few of them being able 
! to read. They are entirely under the spiritual do- 
] mination of man, blindly attached to the worst 
corruptions of Christianity. No ray of scriptural 
light lias vet penetrated the thick darkness that 
surrounds that pari of the population. The Scrip, 
tures are excluded, and Protestant teachers are 

not allowed to instruct the ignorant, ifthepriosts 
can prevent it; and their power over the minds of 
the people is almost omnipotent. Some years ago 
a French Protestant, acting as a missionary under 
the patronage of the Methodist denomination. 
made an attempt to instruct them, but he was re- 

| pulsed in such a manner, by tfits efforts of the 
| priests, that lie did not remain long among them.” 

‘Upper Canada contains about 320,000 inhabi- 
tants, of whom very few are Roman Catholics.— 
There are about 100 ministers of different denom- 
inations, viz: forty Episcopalians, fifty Methodist, 
thirty-four Presbyterian, thirty Baptist, and six 
Congregational. This would give, on the aver- 

age, one minister to 2000 souls; but, as in the 
Lower Province, they are very unequally distribu- 
ted, at least one-haft being fixed in t he towns.— 
The population is rapidly increasing by emigra- 
tion, and no steps have been talien to provide the 
requisite supply of additional teachers. I)r Math- 
eson shows that the duty of furnishing the colo- 
nies with suitable religious instruction must at 

present devolve upon the Christian Church in this 
country; and he eloquently pleads the strong claim 
which their spiritual necessities have upon all the 
evangelical denominations of Britain. 

• “Persons from all these communities ofChris- 
; tians have settled in these provinces. They have 
gone from the congregations of Episcopalians, the 
societies of Methodists, the churches of Presbyte- 
rians, Congregationalists, and Baptists. A ne- 

cessity was laid upon them to seek support, for 
their rising families. They would gladly have re- 

mained at home; no discontent with the civil con- 

stitution of their county drove them a way. It ap- 
peared to be tho path of duty; and, trying as it 
was lo leave the loved associations of early life 
and of matured affection, yet they submitted to the 
providential arrangement, and went. They have 
left behind them relatives, friends, and neighbors. 
They have lorsalfen external privileges, and reli- 
gions enjoyments, and they and their children are 
in danger of suffering for lack of knowledge.— 
Look at these claims of country and kindred, of 
our common humanity, and of Christian duty, and 
say if the present condition of tho Canadas is not 
a reproach to the Christians of Great Britain.” 

•There is a touching account of an interview 
which Dr Matheson had with a family of settlers 
whom he had known in England;—the aged moth- 
er, a minister’s daughter, vented her feelings of 

deep maternal solicitude on account of her chil- 
dren, growing up without religious ordinances, 
without a sanctuary. Fixing her streaming eyes 
on the Welcomed visiter, she exclaimed with the 
most moving earnestness; ‘Oh! if the Christians 
of England only knew our situation, and that of 
thousands around us, I hey would not rest satisfied 
till they sent men of Gon to preach the Gospel to 
us. Ifthey only knew a mother’s grief at seeing 
her children growing up without the means of 
grace, would they not fee! for us! Would they 
no*, send us help 1 Do tell them of onr case,and 
that of many around us, who would willingly at- 
tend the -[trenching of good men of any denomina- 
tion.' Her parting words were: ‘Do not forget us: 
do tell the good people at home, how much we 

need their sympathy and their prayers. Sach an 

appeal speaks more loudly Ilian any argument. It 
is a voice crying across the ocean, ‘Come over and 
help us,’ to disregard which were disobedience to 
Heaven.” 

__ 

Death of a Missionary.—Mrs Matilda C. Dean, 
wife of the Kev. William D’an, Baptist Mission- 
ary to Siam, died at Singapore, on the 5th of 
March, 1835, aged 21 years, leaving an infant 
daughter of about three weeks old. Mr and Mrs 
Dean, it will be recollected, sailed in the ship 
Cashmere from the port of Boston, with Mr and 

Mrs Wade and others, on the 2d of July, 1834. j 
A correspondent of the Boston Recorder writes 

rom France as follows; 
RELIGION IN FRANCE. 

Rejection of Voltaire—acknowledgaments of 
Providence—the Due de Broglie—Guizot—death 
)f the Revue Encyclopedique—respect for the Bi- 
de, and ignorance of its contents. 

May. 29.—Another ol the favorable signs is, 
that the enlightened men of the nation so gener- 
illy acknowledge what is called here “the religious 
sentiment.” This menns differently, according 
to the character of the person who uses it. I 
should suppose that those who have a considera- 
bly definite idea of what they do mean by it, wish 
to acknowledge the existence of a God, with cer- 

tain general attributes, and that one ought to cul- 
tivate a certain degree.of worship towards him.— 
And this admission is a great change compared 
with twenty-five years since. A writer who had 
said in one line, “In well organized society there 
is no want of religion. I do not wish the natural 
sentiment of religion to be done away, but let ev- 

ery man keep it to himself,”—in the next, express- 
ly reprobates what he calls the “irreligious sallies 
ofVoltaire, and the satires of Diderot.” Few, 
comparatively', would wish to avow themselves to 

be his disciples. The materialist, even, would 
wish to go elsewhere for authority. The mechan- 
ical philosophy finds no defenders at the Sorbon- 
ne, whatever other errors may be found there. A 
work founded on the Voltarian philosophy was 

lately offered at the Institute ofFrance, by a can- 

didate for the prize of Monthyon. Many mem- 

bers arose and declared against such a perversion. 
Among them were Royer Collard, Cousin, Ville- 
main and Jay. Cousin said, “It is impossible to 
establish society upon the basis of the philosophy 
of the eighteenth century. There is for us only 
one base, and that is Catholicism.” R. Col- 
lard said, Between me and the men who seek for 

liberty in revolution, there is a vast abyss.” Mr. 
Thiers, one ofthe king’s ministers, while defend- 
ing the claim of the United States, said that “a 

kind providence” had brought to light such a doc- 
ument. Many were tittered at hearing such un- 

usual language irr the Chamber,- uttered with free- 
dom and honesty of heart. He repeated it again, 
then and since, and d .'fended his use of the word. 
A few days after, came the birth day of the king, 
when all the authorities came to him,' to present 
him their congratulations. One half at least of 
the addresses to him, as well ns the reply of the 

king, referred their happy condition to the bounty 
of providence. It is plain that these were not ev- 

ery day phrases that indicate nothing, for the op- 
position journals mocked the government for its al- 
leged hypocrisy,- 

The men now at the head of the government 
arc men to whom the philanthropist can look with 
more confidence than to any preceding administra- 
tion. The President of the Council, the Doc de 
Broglie, a Protestant,—is the advocate of liberal 
opinions, of general education, of the abolition of 

slavery. Guizot, the minister of public instruction, 
is the author of a History of France, designed to 

inculcate from history the importance of free insti- 
tutions, Editor of the French Edition of Gibbon’s 
works, which contains notes by way of antidote to 

its infidelity. lie also is a Protestant, & before he 
was in office, devoted part of his time to the direct 
support of the church. The books for primary in- 
struction, circulated through his instrumentality, 
emanate from sources determined at least to ex- 

clude all that can he pernicious. The “book of 
moral and religious instruction,” so extensively 
used throughout France,-is the work of an evange- 
lical Christian. In their co-operation with Mr. 
Thiers, Dupin, and Maison, there is every pros, 
pect of stability and order, and in the meantime, 
of the progress of knowledge and ameliorating in- 
stitutions. 

Another encouraging sign is in the death of the 
“Revue Encyclopediquc.” This journal was con- 

ducted on a more magnificent scale than any jour- 
nal in Paris—four or five large volumes a year. 
But the presiding spirits opposed Christianity, and 
had the foolishness to pronounce Christianity 
dead. The community of educated man would 
not support them. It dwindled away to few sub- 
subscribers, gave its last gun against the form be- 
fore it, that it had pronounced dead, and ceased 
for always. Several periodicals were folmd ready 
to attack the spirit and matter of this its last at- 

i tack against Christianity. It is indeed a striking 
fact, to see how extensively, in all these monthly 
periodicals, questions are agitated relating to 

Christianity. Innumerable are the articles outlie 
bearing of the Reformation, on German Rational- 
ism, on the Prospects of the religion in France, 
on their various forms of Sj irilnal Philosophy. 
But after you have read a few, it becomes painful 
to see the same continued pride, that Urges,-them 
them to reject every thing that is positive in 
Christianity, and to see the same restlessness of 
mind, that after all cannot he satisfied without 
something positive. They are looking forward 
to a glorious future of eartldy felicity, arising from 
a prevalence of religion. They may not see it, 
but their posterity will. And cacti one, witli a 

taper or a torcli is groping about, looking for trutli 
on the earth, instead of above, where Christ is.— 
They stand at all degrees of distance from Chris- 
tianity. One admits one truth, one another; one 

worships in his closet, another in church; one is 
desparately Orthodox, another is all for interior 
faith (mysticism.) But few know what it is, to 
simply love and obey the Lord Jesus. A Catholic 
Priest told a Protestant a sho't time since, “you 
have thrown more light in my mind in thi3 short 
conversation upon what are the real requirements 
of God, than I have learnt before in all my life. I 
never before knew that there w ere any persons on 

earth, who had a kind of faith like yours and that 
of those Christians whoih you have described to 
me.” It is much the same with twenty modern 
writers whom I could name, who seem to be search- 
ing for truth with as much sincerity and honesty 
—as does ever the proud human heart, unrenewed 
by the gospel. They are in a land called Chris- 
tian, where are churches and preachers; but alter 
all, they seem to have no true notion of what 
Christianity is. They need to be enlightened oh 
what are tlie first principles of the oracles of God, 
as much, almost, as do those who have the gospel 
brought to them by the foreign missionary. 

1 Here is a great profusion of respect among 
many for the Bible. They are not prepared to 

acknowledge it as the word of God, or as a rule 
of faith. It is a sort of enthusiastic admiration 
for it, like that of an artist for a picture, or of a 

poet for,Homer or Milton. The same man will 
fall into raptures about the wisdom of Confucius, 
and the wisdom of Moses and Solomon. But even 
this is a great change. Formerly nobody read the 
Bible, comparatively. Twenty years ago, three 
commissioners front England searched in all the 
book stores of Paris, and found not a single copy 
of the Bible in the language of the people. It is 
not so very common a book of sale even now.— 
Hence there is an ignorance of the contents 
of the Bible, incredible to one who does 
not reflect on the circumstances. I remember a 

young man who had completed his studies in the 
university here, who knew not if there was an 

Apocrypha, or the Book of Isaiah. The same 
man quoted passages in Latin from the Bible.— 
But this signifies nothing; for even the most igno- 
rant peasant can sometimes repeat by rote the 
Lord’s prayer in Latin, notknowing what it means. 

They have so often heard it in church, that they 
cannot help learning it. 

I have not room to speak on this sheet of modern 
French philo‘sophy,a:id fear I shall not find time to 

speak of it as carefully as I could wish. There is a 

host of distinguished men, who avow their confi- 
dence in Christianity ns the only remedy for exist- 
ing evils, who yet would not confess that they be- 
lieved iri the fundamental truths ol it themselves,—> 
men who would that all might govern themselves 
by Christianity, but they themselves never assist 
at mass. It was reported to me by a credible au- 

thority concerning Cmisin, that after he had been 
discoursing before an audience on enthysiusm, he, 
according to custom, requested those who had any 
questions to ask to send them up in writing. On 
one was written by a hearer, “Was Christ, then, 
an Enthusiast?” M. Cousin declined to answer, 
and requested the writer to give him a private 
conversation. 

NEW BOOKS. 

THE Origin nnd History ot' Missions; containing 
faithful accounts of the voyages, travels, labors 

and successes of the various Missionaries, who hard 
been sent forth to evangelize the heathen; compiled from 
authentic documents; forming a complete Missionary 
Repository—illustrated by numerous engravings, from 
original drawings made expressly for this work. By 
the Rev. Thomas Smith, minister of Trinity Chapel, 
London; and Rev. John O. Choules, A. M. Newport, 
R. I.—‘2 vols, quarto, 

History of ine Reformed Religion in France. By thd 
Rev. Edward Smodley, A. M.—3 vols., with a portrait 
of Theodore Bezn. 

On the Extent of the Atonement, in its relation to 
God and the Universe. By Thomas W. Jcnkyn—with 
an introduction, by Rev. Daniel L. Carroll, Pastor of 
the First Presbyterian Church, Brooklyn, N. Y. From 
the London edition. 

Christian Union; or, an argument for the abolition of 
sects. By Abraham Van Dych, counsellor at law.— 
To which is prefixed, a sketch of the life of the author. 

Daily Duties, inculcated in a series of letters, address- 
ed to the wife ot a clergyman. By Mrs. Adams, author f 
of Parlor Lectures, &c. &c. 

The Mother’s Friend; or, familiar directions for 
forming the mental and moral habits of young children. 

The Influence of Mothers on the character, welfare 
and destiny of individuals, families and communities,- > 

illustrated in a scries of anecdotes: with a preliminary 
essay on the same subject. By Charles A. Goodrich. 

The Every Day Christian. No. 1. General princi- 
ples.—Temperance.—The family state, with regard to 
children, clerks, and apprentices. By Rev. T. H. Gal- 
landet, late principal of the American Assylum for the 
education of the. deaf and dumb. 

Spiritual Despotism. By tiie author of Natural His- 
tory of Enthusiasm. 

The Mother’s Primer, to tench her children letters, 
and how to read. Designed also for the lowest class lie j 
primary schools. On a new plan. By Rev, T, H, t 
Gallaudet. 

Arc men worse than devils! Read and Judgo— 
Candid judgment. A Sermon. The devils also be- 
lieve, and tremble. James ii. 19. By the Rev. J. G 
Ham nor, Pastor of the 5th Presbyterian church, Bal- 
timore. For sale by 

Any. 11, 1835. 
B. BRAND. 

CANCER, 
and tiie Art ok IIeali.nu Generally. 

5]Till E subscriber would respectfully inform the in.; 
4JL habitants of Richmond and vicinity, who may 

wish his aid, that he has become competently ac. 

quainted, by the instructions of the celebrated Dr' 
Lynch, of New York city, to cure that formidable 
and fatal disease denominated a Cancer, without tho 
use of knife or caustic, but effected in the same way and manner ns practiced by Dr Lynch, who has met- 
with unparalleled success in the treatment of thi» 
complaint, and also that of Fistula or Fistulo. 

As the subscriber is here now, from the city ot 
New York, any person wishing to be cured of the 
above named complaints, will ploaso to apply inline, 
diatcly to him, at tho Mansion House, Main Street. 

W. W. MARSHALL. 
Richmond, Dec. 15, 1834. 

Certificate from T)r Lynch. 
I do hereby certify, lhat Dr W. W. Marshall has 

been under my instruction, and assisted in*; in my 
business, which is attending to Cancer complaints, 
and the art of healing genetally. He is now using 
my medicines, f think him capable and'wnrthy the 
confidence of those afflicted.- Di LYNCH. 

The Subscriber refers to Mr Day of Manrhaslarg 
Mr GolliahT of Richmond, and Mra Ezekiel [)■«,, 
Main S', who has been under bis care in New York 
lately; Mr James Cos-life’and Aichibald Thomas, of 
Richmond, and Mr Benjamin Harrison, of Barkley. A11 toiler's most he post paid.- \V. tV JM. 
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nr. «oroo\ & Co. i 

OFFER for sale the ibllowing articles, which hnrir Jj 
been carefully selected by John N. Gordon, in* 1 

the Northern'cures, to which they invito the atwmioit ! 
of city anti country iViereliants- 

50 hhds St. Croix, Porto Rico, and New Orleans 
Sugars 

50 hhds. Wes’ India' and New Orleans MoUscm 
350 bags and bales Mocha, Java, Laguira, St Do* 

mingo, Porto Rico and Manilla Coflao 
1700. lbs good and damaged Sole Leather 

50 boxes and barrels lump and loaf Sugar 30 barrels superior crushed Sugar 
250 kegs Cut Kails and Brads, assorted 
120 boxes 8x10 and R)xl2 Window Gina* 
150" bags .Shot 
150 reams cap and letter Paper 
250 do wrapping do 
100 boxes sperm and tallow Candle* 
100 do brown Soap 

15 do Colgate’s Starch 
-]100 Uoz. Manilla Bed Cords and Leading Line#' 
15 l»b!s. Cotton Leading Lines 

25 bags Ginger 
20 do Pimento and Pepper 
10 cases preserved Ginger 
10 tierces Rice 
12 bales Lamp Wick 

Gunpowder, ) 

5 barrels Winter Strained Lamp Oil 
Indigo, Madder, Alum;-Saltpetre' 
Mace, Nutmegs 
India and Cotton Twine, Manilla Rope An assortment of Shoe Thread 
Richmond and Petersburg Cotton Yarn 
Tin and Stone Ware 

Wc invite particular attention to our assortment 

Imperial, 
Young Hyson and Black 

iffff.V, 
! Embracing, in part, 100ton* Swedes' Ulster English and American, of all sizes 

Iloop, sheet, band and horso-shoe Iron 
German, 'j 
SAStf ^ STfc’vr 
English and 
American blistered 

150 boxes Tin Plate 
Tinned Wire, Sheet Zinc 
Crow Bars, Spades. Shovalg 

A ncl a general assortment of Baltimore Caaiinr*. 
August 7 * 

WILLIAM II. SMITH 

HAVING taken the establishment formerly oe. 
cupied by Mr George Hendrce, inlands oarryr ing on the 

CABINET BUSINESS, 
in all its various branches, and solicits a call from hi# 
fiiends, and those of his predecessor. Having enve 
ployed good workmen, ho pledges himself to inanu- 
facturo every article in his line in the best and 
most fashionable manner. He will also kee* 
on hand, a general assortment of mahogany, cutl- 
ed maple, fancy and Windsor CHAIRS; LOOK-? 
ING GLASSES, Feather REDS, hair and men# 
MA I RASSES, which will be sold low for cash. 

UNDERTAKING. 
The subscriber’s personal attention will be partidtts 

larly paid to this branch. He has a neat Hearse and 
Hack, with gentle horses, which will bo furniihed aJ 
all times, at the shortest notice. Charges shall bd 
satisfactory. 

MAHOGANY. 
I will keep a general assortment of Mahoganyy which will he sold low. Having made late purchase# 

at the North, enables me to offer a large supply Persons wishing to buy, may do well by calling op.- 
posite tho Merchant’s Coffee-House, Main Street,- 
Richmond, Va. Nev. 5. 

JOHN s. SPENCE, 
CABINET MANUFAdfURElU Ol'FOSITE THE MEKQHANT’s COtTEE-HOCtE, _ 

Main Street, 

WOULD respectfully remind his friends, and the 
* 

public generally, that he is manufacturing,- 
and has on hand an extensive assortment of Furni- 
ture ill his rooms up stairs; he has got some articles vc- 
ry superior both for beauty and durability, all of which- 
he will s’il low for cash or approved paper.—His stock consists in'part of the following articles. 

Sideboards, 5 different patterns; Bureaus, 3 dd.; 
Wardrobes, *2 do.; Bedsteads, 3 do.; Dining Tables, a 
do.; Card Tables, 2 do.; Pier Tables, 2do.; Work Ta- 
blos, 5 do.; Ten Tables, 2 do.; Dressing Tables, wiTn 
Glasses; Centre do,; Wash do.; Sofas; Chairs; Mantel; 
Pier; and Dressing Glasses; Portable Writing Desky; 
and Shaving Cases; Ladies’ Work Boxes, &c. &c- 

Portrait and Picture Frames? a large assortment of 
Moulding ill readiness to put together on ihe shortest -wC1. 
notice, at a low rate of prices. Gilt Moulding ̂ 'differ- 
ent widths; Mahogany with or without Gilt Moulding,. 3 do.; Zebra do. do. 2 do,; Black do. do. 3 do. 

UNDERTAKING 
Will be personally and punctually attended to Ort thlf 

shortest notice, a hearse and every thing that is ree 
quisite provided'.—Charges moderate. 

N. B. Old furniture cleaned, repaired and varnish- 
ed. Looking Glass plates of all sizes put into eld 
frames. 

Orders from the country promptly attended (a* 
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