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S=¢ Eave been assailed in the most bitter and unrelenting manner, and
— have been cbliged to make your defence before the public. I

PREFACE.

— |

“ Tt bas been deemed advisable to publish a full exposition of the !
groards upon which the late Charleston Union Presbytery was i1
divided, and by which certain members have excluded themselves |
from any present connexion with the Presbyterian Church in the o
Unuted States of Amenca. This publication is made with no i
desite, nor intention, to be ‘drawn into any personal controversy _
opon the subject. Sach a.controversy has been forced upon the f
author of this review by * the extraordinary attack upon his charac- I i
ter,” (to use the words of another) which he felt compelled to
rebut. The manner in which that controversy was carried on by
his assailants, gives sufficient proof of the hopelessness of such a
mode of argument. That Idid not fail to justify my own charac-
ter from the allegations which were most heedlessly preferred.
against me, I may be permitted to prove by the following quota- '
tion from a letter very unexpectedly received by me from one cf

)’.he honorable Judges of this State, with whom I have had the '

°) privilege of but a very slight acqua..nm'u:c, and-to whonr l_m‘lfot e ||
i—‘ aware that t...e subject was one of any- interest whatever, if known !

:) o b 3t all: ~In this letter he says, *“I regret to observe by the ‘

= 1iles of the religious newspapers, which I have just read, that yon

U

,bave read your defence attentively in connexion with the charges,
5{ {of whicha copy was sent me by sorme one unknown,) and I am f
most Dappy to be able to declare, with perfect sincerity, that it is’ ] i

\ v

s AL S

not only entirely satisfactory, but triumphant ; and I cannot for-
- bear communicating to you the impression it has made on me,
- and must make, I thxnk, on every unprejudiced mind. The time i
. has come when you have demonstrated yjour innocence, and the 4
time wil) co;ne.a‘abn"n&c,.:- »Other similar assurances I need fdt 4
repeat. T
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This controversy which I have as gladly terminated as I was
reluctant to commence it, has had the effect of leading many
wminds doubtless to the conclusion, that the grounds of oug divis-
ion, as a Presbytery, were altogether of a mere personal character,
and the result of ministerial “ envying and jealousy,” or of that
‘ odium theologicum’” which has so embittered the controversies
ofthe Church. Now such a conclusion is a great mistake. And
it is to remove such a dishonorable estimate of our ecclesiastical
proceedure, that having dispatched the business of that personal
controversy, which, like some swollen tumour on the diseased
body, has grown out of the previous division of our Presbytery,
as an occasion, though thiswas Ly no means anecessary or a justify-
ing cause of it—that I would present in full review the real nature
of that division which has taken place.

Such an exhibition is further necessary, inasmuch as no such
statement on behalf of the Preshytery has yet been made public ;
while ¢z parte statements on the part of the rgmonstrants have i
been-published in pamphlet form, in lengthened papers, addressed il
first to the Synod and lately to .the General Assembly, and also in
frequent publications in the newspapers.

It is also a fact not to be deniced, that as a conscquence of thesé
cfforts to abuse the public mind, erroncous impressions as to the { |

i

true nature of the doings of the Presbytery have been made upon
very many, both among the ministerial and the lay members of
our Churches. Now these impressions it is surely our duty, if |‘
possible, to remove. ' 3
But again—the case of the®Charleston Union Presbytery must &
go down to posterity as one of the most interesting and eventful
which has arisen, in consequence of the course pursued by the |
General Assembly ; and it is surely an obligation binding upon the |
members of that Presbytery to preserve for the Churchesa true
and faithful account of their proceedings : that their conduct may
be justified fromall future aspersion as well as all past calumny,
and that the perverted views of our course, upon which are resting #
the hopes of dividing and distracting our Southern Zion, may be
for ever blasted.
These, and other motives, have actuated the author, who has '_
been urged, by the nccessity of circumstances, into an unsought
for prominence, in drawing up this cxposition. It will be found:

e g




[163 “PREFACE. v.
in great part ‘“a statement of facts,” founded upon published
declarations and documentary evidence. It is not designed to
injure those opposed to me, who no doubt felt constrained to take
D the course they have pursued, and towards whom it has ever
been my desire o cultivate kind and Christian regards ; but sim-
pl¥ to an‘bld and defend the proceedings of the Presbytery.—
E-en less of perscal reference would have been introduced, had
iz not heen made necessary by a present attempt to deny or evade
wmaat o emsencial to a true estmmate of the case.
Wth these remarks I submit this exposition te the candid pero-
sa: and impartial jndgment of all who may take sufficient interest
:n the question to give it an examination. All I ask is a hearing.
All I require fiat yxstifie.
i ; * If powers divine
Behold oar human actdbons, (1s THEY DO,)
I doubt not then. but innocence shzll make

False accusation blush : and evil judgment
. G:ve place to nghteous approbation.”
‘ THOMAS SMYTH.
Charleston, July, 1840.
-3
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SECTION 1.

T'he relative position of the Presbytery previous to the memorable
i mecting in December, 1838. {

The case of the Charleston Union Presbytery has now béen
{ully aud finally decided by both the appellate Courts of Review,
to whom it was competent to reverse or sanction its proceedings.
Thé Synod of South Carolina and Georgia, and the General As-
sembly of the Presbyterian Church, to both of which bodies This
question was submitted, have now irreversibly decided—the one
by a very large majority, and the other by a unanimous vote—
that we who are now called the Presbytery of Charleston * shall
be held and considered to be the true Presbytery of Charleston
Union, (only altered in name, style, and limits,) and shall go
forward with all the proper acts and functions of that Presbytery.”
There is, therefore, no other Presbytery in or near Charleston
connected with “Tue PrespyTeriaN CrurcH 1N THE UNiTED
StaTES oF AMERICA,” but our own ‘* Presbytery of Charleston"
—and any other body, by whatever name it may be called, must
be regarded as a Voluntary Association, which, with all the Minis-
ters and Churches belonging to it, is ENTIRELY UNCONNECTED
with the Presbyterian Church, so as that this Church is in no way
ta be held responsible for its acts or proceedings. The only way
now left for them, or any of them, to become united with the
Presbyterian Church, is by a regular application to be received
according to the rules and order of the Church.

It might thercfore be well imagined that any further reference
to a matter thus finally adjudicated upon am{settled, would be
unnecessary, or even supererogatory. But as the most unwearied
cflorts have been made to abuse the public mind in regard to the
facts in the case—as the most groundless and unauthorized repre-
sentations have been made of the true issue—and charges the
most idle—indeed ludicrously so—preferred against the members
of the Presbytery of Charleston—and inasmuch as sufficient inter-
est has bcen awakened to lead to an examination into the true
merits of this question—I have concluded to present as brief an
exposition of this matter as its complicated nature will allow.

It is necessary to premisc that the General Assembly of our
Church, by its Acts of 1837, ‘‘ declared the four Synods of Utica,
Geneva, Genesee, and the Western Reserve, To BE out oF THE
ECCLESIASTICAL CONNEXION of the Preshyterian Church,” on the
ground of their unconstitutional and irregular formation, and of
the prevalence among them of serious doctrinal errors. It left
these Synods in their existing order as Synods, Presbyteries, and
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Churches, only severing their present connexion with the Presby-
terian Church, while it “made ample provision (See Minutes for
1833, p. 33,) for the retum into the besom of the Church of every
Minister and Choreh, truly Presbyteran in doctrine and order, ss:
well within the boonds of the three zforesaid Synods, as within
shcsa of the Syned of the Western Reserve.”

Thus i¢ 13 declared :

= And whereay it i3 represented to this Assembly, that in addi-
1200 10 thoee wao have embraced this invitation and provision of
sao afuresuid Act, there are others who have held back, and are
sull winting on the developements of Providence :

~ 3nd whereas. iz was never the intention of the General As-
semblv to cause 2oy sound Presbytenan to be permanently sepa-
rared frem our connexcomn, but it 15, acd always was the desire of
the (Chored. that all who really embrace our doctrine, love our
orrler. an! are walling to conform to our discipline, should unite
:aemselves with s, &e.

1 censecuence of this action of the General Assembly of 1837
—uz 1438 the delegates from these scparated Synods, together
=:th the New Scaool party im the Church, left the Assembly,
secedzd to attotier bulding, and tbere formed themselves into a

bady clumun to oe the wue and only Geceral Assembly of the -

Presbyteran Church, for the posscssion of whose property they
:mmediazely entered suit.

Tue Geneni Assembly of 1838, finding itself in these extraor-
dinary and unparallelied circumstances—the Church shaken to
Xer fonuzdations. and convulsed in every limb and member cven to
the remotest extremities—and pot knowing who were “with
2er.” and who *‘2gainst her'’—acting as the supreme Judicatory
of the Churea to woorm. by necessity,its whole power for self-pres-
ervaton and defeace was committed, drew up and promulged
wna: il ever Ge knewn as - Tae Tuzzz Acts,” (See Minutes

~

< for 1938, £, 32-57.) 1o which full provision is made for all prob-

abie contingencies, and in whaich all Synods and Presbyteries are
ree et %) take order, so that those who wsre truly with the
Chnrra nugit be debvered from tae mcubes of those who were
zzxmast the Churchin this cnsis of her history, and that thus
peace and azmmony rught be restored to our disiracted and bleegd-
wmgz Z.oo.

A guesuen therefore, which would nere arise, would be this—
Was ta:s course of the Assembiv constitutional, expedient, .and
wive '—anud uTOn 150 it Was my purpose to have enlarged. Iam
happy to say that this part of tne subject will be probably dis-
cussed by an abler pen, to which I commiz it; and this the more
read:ly as it is enurely disunct from the question involved in the
case of cur Presbytery. |

This question, therefore, I assume to be 'answered in the affir-
mative. Itakeit for granted that!this action of our Assembly

“ %as constitctional, expedient, and’ proper—and will proceed to
inquire whether the action of tha; Charleston Union Presbytery -

/ ' .
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which followed as a consequence, from this action of the Assem- i
bly, was constitutional, expedient, and proper. !
For the decision of the case of the Presbytery this prior inquiry H
cannot he considered as at all necessary, since the gnly ground |
on which our procoedit:yu aro impeached is, that they are unwar- )
=) ranied By the Acts of. the Asscmbly, and unjustifiable in’ them- :
selves.  [he only question, therefore, fairly beforec us now is,
‘have we as a Presbytery done only what we were fully justified
in doing—and have those gentlomnen, now separated from us,
failed to do what they were required to perform in order to a full
' adherence to the Presbytérian Church ! : ; p
I will inquire what was the course of the Charleston Union i
Presbytery ? Was that course necessary and proper? And N
lastly, to whom is to be attributed the divisions aud distractions
which have unhappily disturbed the peace of our Churches ?
What was the course pursued by Charleston Union Presbytery? 4
The reformation of our Church, which has been so happily com-
pleted, was cffectively commenced in the Assembly of 1835, of
which I was a member, and in which it was determined that * the
Plan of Union,” the great fountain head of all our troubles, {]
should be abrogated. In the Assembly of 1836 the New School {
party had a small majority, when they gave fearful manifesfation 111
of the lordship which they were disposed to exercise over the Old
. School party, when fully possessed of the majority—since they t
would not even allow the Church to carry on the wark of Foreign |
Missions by a Board of her own. '
Fear and trembling came upon our Zion. The Synods and L
Presbyteries blew the trumpet of alarm—rallied the hosts of the !
Church to her help against the mighty, and poured them in to her i

_assistance in overwhelming strength in_the Assembly of-1837.

Now what was the course pursued on this occasion by the
Charleston Union Presbytery?

That the necessity and wisdom of the course which was taken
on the evening in which the Presbytery became divided, may be I
more evidently manifested, I will occupy the remainder of this . [
scction with an exhibition of the position of Presbytery in rela-
tion to the subject at issue up to that memorable evening. Such
a view will throw great light npon what might otherwise appear, f
to some, obscure and difficult. . '

The Charleston Union Presbytery met at Beech Island, on the
17th and 19th Nov. 1836. The Rev. Wm. S. Lee was chosen :

‘ Moderator. The following members were present : i

' Wm. A. McDowell, D. D., A. W. Leland, D. D., B. Gilder- |
sleeve, W S. Lee, A.-Gilchrist, T. Smyth, J. A. Mitchell, E. T.
Buist, J. Lewers, E. Hopkins, and D. Ardis. : 4H
At this meeting, on which ten Ministers were present, and onc- a

Elder, the following paper was TNANIMOUSLY adopted : !

« Whereas, by the Constitution of the Church, [Form. of Gov. Ji
Chap. X. Sec. 8.] it is among the specified powers of Preshyte- '
ries, to ‘resolve questions of doctrine or discipline”~and ¢to !
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coedemn erroneous opinions which injare the punty or peace
the Church.’ ) ) :

And whereas the General Assembly is designed to embedy and
express the sennments of the whole Charch on all questions of -
doctnne, omivs, ar discipline, which may be submitted to their

mon. ;
J“j::s! whereas each Presbytery has a right to call upon its own
yartcuiar Bepresentatives to the Generzl Assembly for a report
’ the mazer m which they have discharged the trust
mmposed 10 them ; and the consequent night of deciding whether
:ney approse or condemn it.

And whereas the proceedings of the iast Assembly EvINCE A
BADICAL DIPPEREXCE IN THE VIEWS OF ITS MEMBERS ON SUBJECTS
OF VITAL IMPORTANCE TOCCHING THE APPROPRIATE POWERS OF
THE CHCECH—HER DOCTRINAL STANDARDS—AND TUE LEGITIMATE
£XEICISE OF HER DISCIPLINE.

Apd whereas, while this state of things is suffered to exist, onc
of tae mun designs of the Assembly, which is to ¢ constitute the
osond of uniom, peace, correspondence, and mutual confidence
among ali cur churches,” must be defeated ; 1t is therefore expe-
diect acd proper that the Presbyteries themselves chould take the
subjects which now agitate the Church under their peculiar consid-
eraton, and, looking for wisdom from above to direct them in
ther. deliberations, they should cause their voice to be heard in
the things which make for peace, upon the broad principles of
the Gospel, and the things whercby the Church may be built up
m the most holy faith, enlarge her borders, and extend her pure
and sanctifying influence. - . : e

These premises Teceiving the full and united concurrence of
Charleston Union Presbytery, they hesitate not to revert to the
progecdings of the last General Assembly, and to express not in
the spuit of acrimony and disorganization, but of love and good
will, their decided convictions in reference to the following topics :

1. As 1T RELATES T0O THE MissioNarRy CATUSE.

This Presbytery deem it entirely competent to the General
-Assembly to condnct the work of Missions, both Foreign and Do-
mestic, by Boards of their own appointment, and under their own
supervision and control—and are firmly convinced that unless
they do it asa Church, they will fail to accomplish one great
object of their organization—the great duty which they owe to
the world, and one of the main obligations imposed upon them by
the Lord Jesus Christ, since the Church, by its own appointment
i3 constituted the grand instrument of diffusing abroad the knowl-
edge of silvation—that on a great variety of accounts, which
time will not suffer us to specify, an Ecclcsiastical is preferable to
& voluntary organization for Missionary purposes ; but especially
because it ‘more ‘effectually embodies the Church, and calls forth
#3 resources on cstablished principles, and through its owa

g (. |
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appointed and responsible officers ; and because such an organizaZ
tion lives while the church lives, from generation to generation,
without any extrancous aid or artificial means to sustain it—that
the present condition of the Church and of the world demands
such an organization, not only on the ground of duty but of expe=
diency ; for let the Church be united in the Missionary cause—
let her meet the claims of 4 perishing world upon her liberality
and her prayers, and no power on earth can dissever the bond
of union between her members. Her watchmen will also see eyc
to eye on other questions ; and much of the discord which has
abounded will be forgotten, and the cause of it romoved by the
cultivation of the spirit of charity—the spirit of the Gospel—the
spirit of Missions. And finally, that the last Geheral Assembly
were under special obligations to ratify the contract which-had
been made by the direction and anthority of the preceding Assem-
bly with the Western Foreign Missionary Society ; and that in
refusing to do this they violated a solemn pledge—they virtually
annulled a solewn covenant—they did an act, which, in civil
tranactions, is ever regarded in the highest degree disreputable.

Our future Representatives to the Assembly will, therefore,
be expected to meet the views of this. Presbytery, as they are
here expressed, and to make amends, as far as they are able,
for the violation of what is usually and properly termed gooll”
faith, by the last General Assembly.

2. As IT RELATES TO THE CASE OF ALBERT BARNES.

By the decision of the last Assembly, in this case, there is an

implied approval of his ¢ Notes on the Romans’—an approval

which, in the opinion of this Presbytery, should never have been

~given, either in direct terms, or by fair implication. These

“Notes,’ in the opinion of a large minority of the last Assembly,
are in collision with the standards of our church upon essential
doctrines—such as original sin, imputation, and justification by
faith in the Redeemer. And no commentary should receive an
implied approval of the Church, which is liable to such an inter-
pretation—or which leaves it even in the slightest degree doubt-
ful, whether the sentiments of the author are in unison with our
standards. A commentary, and one designed particularly for the
young, should be above suspicion ; and not need, as this has done,
for its defence, explanation upon explanation. It should be so
clear, explicit, and decided, that he who runs may rcad. But
the defence of these ¢ Notes’ is in perfect keeping with the man-
ner in which heresy has been broached and supported in all ages
of the church. Presbytery, for these, and other reasens involving
the merits of the controversy into which they forbear entering, are
decidedly of the opinion that the appeal of Mt. Barmes, should
not bave been sustained in such away as to imply an approyal of
hi3-¢ Notes on the Romans.”

R e T w AL
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9. A=1IT RELATES TO PETITIONS AND MIEMORIALS ON THE SUB-
JECT 07 SLAVERY. e

So long as petitions and memorizls densuncing as the enemies
of God and of man. the Mmisters and members of the Charch
who hold Slaves, are sufferec to be introduced and agitated in tho
meetmgs of the Assexmbly, so icng will ibere be just cause ‘of
compiamt. even if it tend 3ot, a3 iz mevitably does, to the dissor
st:on of those bonds by =hich the Churca 13 un:ted together by a
~ummon futh.  [zstead. taerefore. c! postponing a decision on
:3e sabrct. as it was before the last issembly, the peace, the\
2armony, the good of the Ciarch requmed that it should have
Yewn definitely and forever scitled, by a resolation to this effect—
‘hat a3 the relasvm of Master 2nd Slarz 1+ a civil and domestic K
snstitunon, it 13 one on which the Church has mo power to legis-
lgte. This would kave put to rest wnis agitated question, and
aaze taught such petitioners and memorialists that the Church is
=0t 2he proper tribunal to redress their .maginary grievances.”’*

Suck, taerefore. was the course unanimously agreed upon by
:S1s Presbvtery in November i836. ;

A sumular paper, {only that it was more full and explicit,) was
wdopted by the Synod which met immediately afterwards at Mil-
!rdgeviile. .n November 1836. and of which paper, Dr. McDosw-
etl, M- Gddersieeve. and I, were appeinted a Committee, to
sonz 5000 copies.  Be it remembered that this paper, which was
muca loncer and much stronger than the preceding, was uNANi-
wor3L7? adopted by the entire Synod, in which there were more
:han SEVENTY members present.

Thus far, therefore, we appeared to have been united, both as
2 Synod and as a Presbytery, on the great principles which have
«ince led to the division of our Church. i

In April 1837, the Presbytery rmct in Charleston, when there
heu:z several present who were not present in November 1836,
and several absent wwho were then present—the course which had

neen tnen taken was disapprovec—our division formall -

Sege ;T stafe beran.  Un a moton made by myscif that 7\
ae snougd se ciezates to a Convention of the Old School
memoers, 10 be held in Philade!phn, immediately preceding the
Assembly, the voie stood as foliows:

* Yeas—A. W. Leland, B. Gildersleeve, Thomas Smyth
Gilcanst. E. T. Bais;, T. Mucrupee, J. :’L Mitchell, Jy. \i’a;
lace. E Palmer—9.

Naus—W. S Lee, E. Wlite, Z. Rogers, I. S. K. Legare, W
B. Yates, W. C. Dana. E. Hopkius, R. Pos:, T. Legate, T A.
Ethiotz, D. Ardis—11." i S R

The Rcv.'D:. Leland. (ander a belicf, as was afterwards said,
.:h;u'ne would act wrth them,) and the Rev. Mr. White, were sent
ny these geatlemen to the Aszembly, while I was delegated to

* Th's paper was drawn up by Mr. Gil z T
Pe s 0 by Mr. (uldersleeve, as Cha
of the Committee., L e
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* the Convention by the unanimous desire of the minoérity, a¢cording

he Assembly of 18374as I have alrcady stated, framed thé
celebrated resolutions—abfogating the Plan of Union—and dis-
solving tho connexion between it and the four Synods aforesald.

to the provision made by 35 Synod in the fall of 1836.

En this course, Dr. Lieland sustained and voted with'the Assem-

bly ; while" M JMihite most strenuously opposed its proceedings.

At the fall meeting of the Presbytery, in Oct. 1837, (as the
Minutes say,) “ Mr. ite, one of our Commissioners to theGene-
ral Assembly, madé a detailed written zcport of the course ke
pursued in that body, together with the reasons which governed
hiin. AND ON MOTION HIS REPORT WAS AcCEPTED.” It was also
moved that this Report be adopted, but the motion was withdrawn,
after I had declared my intention to bring the matter before Synod.

Now in this Report which was thus accepted—which it was
moved should be adopted—and which was, in a somewhat modi-
ficd form, published in the Observer of Nov. 11th, I find the fol-
lIowing language used in reference to the Assembly :

«That this action involved a prmciple that might destroy every
contract, civil, moral, or religious, whenever either contracting
party became dissatisfied ; and coNSEQUENTLY that it sArPED tho
POUNDATION of ALL MORAL oBLIGATION ; for if the General As-
sembly be not bound by its contract, though moral only, neither is
any individual, and the moral ligaments of Society are all sun-
dered.” :

“It is enough therefore to say, in relation to thisact of the

_Assembly, it is SUTPREMELY GROUNDLESS.”

“To this I objected as a WANTON AssuMPTION of POWER that
does not belong to the: Assembly ; as directly in the face of the
Constitution, which gives the power to “ erect, unite, and divide”
Presbyteries to Synods alone, AND As UNJUST and UNCHRISTIAN.”

« But there arc other objections to these proceedings of the
Assembly of a general nature, and of the utmost importance to
the Church, and to Socicty. They are manifestly unconstitution-
al and arbitrary.”

“ The action of the Assembly then, must have becn arbitrary
power wantonly employed.” ‘

“ Again the proceedings of the Assembly involved »orAL guILT.”

“ And consequently when he knowingly and wilfully deviates
{rom its requisitions, he is, (as it seems to me, GUILTY OF MORAL
PERJURY.” :

¢ He voluntarily violates the most solemn vow ; and sTaxps
PERJURED BEFORE HIGH HEAVEN.”

_“Canthis be so? Will American Presbyterians submit to it !
Sooner let the scenes of Smithfield be acted over again. I would
rather be subject to the Pope’s nod, than governed by a selfish
and interested majority of the Assembly. It is Anti-Republican,
Anti-Presbyterian, and Anti-Christian, and not to be borne by
Americans.” :

“ How absurd? It leads to endless confusion. Ivery thing
remains unsettled,” "

v Ty e
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“Jtis a reproach to 'Presbyterizm,.minonz_ to the spirit of
piety, and disgraceful to the Church of Christ.” P
«“And thus they are robbed of their moncy, characters, and

§)!  richis. Is this Christian ! Does it accord with the genius of our

{ostitutions ! Will Presbyternians submissively bow to such
tyranny ! Never—while the spmit of Luther and Calvin animates
sherr bosoms.™ | ;

+ To my mind, such acourse exhibits a great want of moral
orinciple—even common honesty.”

[a curclusion the Report says :

« Bat  this be not the result, and the church is divided,
(whurh it was in May 1838,) THEN DECLARE FOR INDEPENDENCY,
«¥D sors TAB xrvorrry of the SoccTa in a SyNop or AssEuBLY
af SouTuzeX coxsTrrrTioNaL PeespyTErRians. Thus if wema
~or have peace and union with the whole Church, we will have 1t !

. imong ourselves. With peace for our object, this, (so far as I
~an tiscover,) is the only alternative, The union of the whole, or
.ndcpendence of the South seems, necessarily our course. Norz
D-:£9 !T WATTER WHiCA.”

Thus Report. be 1t again remembered, was accepted by the
P-esnyterv—and 3 mot:on was made %o adopt it—and Mr. White,

’ i3 withor, was 3o coogenul n hus views to these gentlemen as to } !
4

rr

' it wia~ ve well to rema-x teiz 1n the Symod which met in Au-

he :n-comnmussioned by themto the Assembly of 1838 ; and yet I
inrsooth, 1t :3 now slanderous to affirm, that these gentlemen
21 any ArspOSItIon Or iniention, to become independent of the As-
sembly !

A- this same meeting of Presbytery, a secries of resolutions
characterzing the Acts of the Assembly as ‘¢ unconstitutional,
unju=t, and oppressive”” and as ** null and void,” were adopted by
shesr gentlemen as the majonty of Presbytery. The fourth res-
aiat on e as follows :

*» Rreoired. Thatifthiscannot beobtained, (i. e. the restoration
(e 2xecindel Svmods, and their re-ion with the whole church,)
we wil asthe last resorr, unite :n forinmg an INDEPENDENT
Soutnery Presbytesiin Synod or Assembdly.” .

Tui> paper was adopted by the vote of Messrs. White, Ro-
zee. I SO K. Legare, Yates, Muerrper, Daxa! Post, Stewart,
anc Gover.

At jet itis - abolyutely falve.” In Mr. Smyth to impute to
ihese centlemer any mrerntion of becoming indcpendent !

P s Tl
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grsia, in Nov. of the same year, the Ass:iably was sustained in
cara ome of its aets aficr very Juil discussion, by the foliowing
votes : 93w favonr, and 6 agamnst—S4 in favour, and 16 27amst
—S5 for, and 14 against, &c. Itwillinus heseen in what = o
fractional minority” this seii-styled * majori/y™ stands in relation
to the entire Synod.

In Aprl 1839, the Presbytery met  All the members, almost,

Messrs. White and Magruder were sent as  Commissioners ‘to
o
A~

!
who have acied with the Assewnoiy, were zbsent. The Rey, Ei

"
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: |

the Assombly ; when the Church” was divided by the formation |
of a new body, claiming to be the General Assembly, as I have |
already stated. ' i 4
‘Now it is very important to inquire what course our Commis- |
sioners thought proper to pursue on this occasion. In reference ft
to Mr. Magruder, (as I never saw his published. letter,) I #an i
3 only state that, as Mr. White in his letter speaks of him as having | i/
acted with him, and Mr. Gildersleeve, to whom his letter was = | |
first offered for publication, represented it then as coinciding with
Mr. White’s, his course must be estimated by that taken by Mr.
White. Neither ofthem it is known, took their seats as Commis- |
sioners in the Old School Assembly, or acted with it - for a week = | -
or so after it had commenced, but sat occasionally in it, and occa- ' *
sionally in the New School Assembly. Why they did at length | |
conclude to go into the Old School Assembly at all, Mr. White |
shall tell, as ﬁe does in his letters published in the Observer for Au- |
st and Scptember for that year. He here declares :
¢« Under these circumstances I'was ata loss to know how to
shape my course ; for both claimed to be the General Assembly |
of the Presbyterian Church in the United States. And both !
i scemed willing to submit the merits of their claim to acivil tri-
i bunal. And as Thad thus far abstained, on principle, from acting
AL with either, 7 was now wnwilling to decide in _favour of either, above
| all to commit my Presbytery by anydcfinite course of action. Ac-
A cordingly I took no part in the proceedings of either Assembly| i!
. during the first week; butwas occasionally in both. Nordid I

4
! thus become more satisfied with the course of cither—indeed eve-
: ry day convinced me more and more that resistance was my only
i course. And though hopeless and useless so-far as the results of
] the Assembly were concerned ; yet, I ultimately resolved to bear
my testimony against the highkanded and unconstitutional mea-| }

sl
sures of the Reformed Assembly.” R
To somne further cxtracts.from these letters, I must invite very 'i
i particular attention.

|
|
|
l i
| In his first letter offAugust 25 Mr. White endeavors to fright-:ff L
| en his Southern friends, with * Gorgons, hydrasand chimeras|
i dire,” which he represents as ministering to the will of that!
%
|

** And conscquently, that remaining in connexion with that As.
sembly, they must do it with the rod of Abolitionists held ove;
their heads, with their characters slandered on its approved rec
ords, and at the risk of ecclesiastical discipline for holding slaves.® |
] {
" }

: potent arch-fiend on earth called ¢ Abolition ;” and all issuing‘%l
i from tha womb of the Assembly where they had been ¢ wrapp< |
1[) o cd up” in an old unkennelled Act of 1818. , '
JTRR “Indeed, THis 1s a strange disposed act, ,
5“ il But men may construe things after their fashion it
i i Clean from the purpose ofthe things themselves.” ‘!
R ~ Mr. White here says : il
RN
|
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Hetheén goes on to exclaim ; * shades ofthe departed ! where
are we ! Has it come to this ? Will Southern Christians—
Southern Preshyterians remain connected with a body who will.
unchristian  them—denounce and brand them in their public,
acis, and thea refuse them ahearing? In the name of honor—
n :\‘_g nane of our holy relizion. may it never be—no, never.”

WOV,

* Thos 1s thie very cowmage of his brain.
A uodiless creation.

“Tts a pageant,
To keep us in a false gaze.”

tvea toar - moch abused™ Actis not capable of greater per-

+ roon than are expressions in the very paper by which it was
zoqpat to opitate and disgac: the Assembly on this occasion
Se subject of Slavery.* .
Tite funtiier saws of toe Assembly :

{ifesd shis esclution of a partv Convention, had more influ-
+ace oi zae late Refurmed Assembly, than any article of the Con-
-ttuticn of the Prespvtenan Charch. It governed the majority,
wud the majonity, without Constitntion, governed the!Assembly.”

In s letzer of Scpt. 1. 1838, Mr. White ventures to charge
Jdishonesty upon tae Boards of the Assembly. Hesays :

*Tuere 1sar cve that sccth the secrets of all. And there
are men too, who weli understand this whole affair.  And what
15 more the Chnistian community ought to know what is done with
their chasitics.  Nor wiil they long furnish any Board with monies
thatare not accounted for. ‘The day has gone by when large -
1munats are to be maised for ecclesiastical bodies to employ with-
uat responsioility to thei- donors. It belonged to the ‘dark ages.””’

Calling on the Angeis. Lc savs:

- i-:ze dariness of ,.s* aves thus to be rolled back over
tie Presbytenan Church of tie mintecnth century ! Angels of
“rac ! God of mercy forind I’

= That su faras ¢ s2zamis the Ol School portion of the Gen-
cral Assembiv oftne Presditersa Church ut the North, there is
almu-t eravossal and leclized oprosizion to the principles—to the
riny—and o e s o Aboltionists, I have already
f:lly shewn br imefmzable tes‘mony. in a long paper published in
: Charleston Observer ! -erm.ber 20th, 1838.

Of iis paver, Dr Alexar ieclared in a letter addressed to
u.e. .'i‘.x-: vour puillle exmose :n the Charleston Observer
IIL.'. "' - 750

doy

L ak

This aricle was preceded Dy an article on * the Southern
Presbytenian Church and Slavery™ in thesamepaper for Decem.,
ber 22, 1823. Both of these papers would have appearedin
\ne public newspapers of the City had they not been declined.
even 23 adcertisements.

——— - —



with a vengeance. Nor was the preparation vain—every thing (i
was brought into requiistion to carry forward the reformation.— *  ||*
Jikis But alas ! unlike the Reformation of Luther and Calvin, it was i

h cither for or against the Assembly. {

' introduced somewhat of discord and division into the bosom of
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*"Thus reckless, exclusive, political, sovercign, and universal,
in its views and feclings, the Assembly was prepared for reform
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buckward ! Theirs looked forward to millennial glory, and reached 11z
onward to glory immortal. This closed on the light of the 19th i
century, and rolled back on the darkness of the past. Based
on divine right, itheld the rights of others at the disposal of the (i3
Assembly. ~ And this scemed resolved to hold all it had obtained, 14
and fix its grasp on universal dominion. May its graspbe sunder- 1t
cd, the right of Presbyterians ncknowl'lgcd, and the Church {
redeemed.” s : ,

That this injunction of the Assembly applied to our Presby-
tery as well as to every other I'will afterwards shew from the
cxposition given of it by Mr. White the commissioner~ from this .
Presbytery, to that Assembly ; and who may thereforc be sup- 81 P

osed to have understood something of the intention of the Act.
And that Mr. White was not mistaken in his interpretation of the
Act of the Assembly is most manifest from this single fact,
though other proofsshall be given, that every Presbytery in the
church, has acted upon that interpretation, and has taken action

All the other Presbyteries connected with our Synod had
at this time taken order on this subject but ours and one other,
which had not met.  We were prevented from meeting in Oc-
tober, according to appointment, by the sicknessin Charleston,
and went up to Synod without having acted in the premises. It
is necessary therefore to inquire what was done in the Synod
which met in Columbia in Nov. 1838.

Now in the Minutes of the proceedings of this Sy-nod, we find
several things which bear very importantly on this case.

1. It is recorded that'by a vote of 7 against 61 these..gen-
tlemen qpposed the motion to become connected with the Gene-
ral Assembly’s Board of Toreign Missions. A

2. We find that Mr. I. S. K. Legare submitted a substitutc
which contained the Tollowing Resolutions :

¢ Resolved, That the Synod of South Carolina and Georgia
will no longer consent to take any part in this foreign and un-
happy contention of the Presbyterian Church ; which has already

e e ——— e —

our once peaceful and happy Southern Church.

Resolved, 2. That this Syned will and hereby do declare it-
self to be an independent Synod.

Resoived, 3. That in doing this they act from a conscientious -
sense of duty to themselves, to the inhabitants of the States with-
‘a their bounds, and to the Great Head of the Church—the Lord ¢
v Redeemer. After discussion, - the previous question waz
2lled for and dccided in the affirmative,”
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3 It that on the following motion :
52 Re.s:rl,r;dulsst.—'l'hnt this Synod recognize the last Assem-

oly which met in the 7th Presbyterian Church in Philadelphia, .

and of which the Rev.. Wm. S. Plumer was Moderator, as the on~

ly true and pmpechncml Assembly of the Presbyterian Church

in the United States of America.” . i

« The motion stood 60 to 9. These nine were as follows 3

"« Nays—Dwight, Bartlett, 5. White, I. S. K. Legare, Dana,
Yates. Magruder, T'. H. Legare, S. Glover,—9.”

4. That as a substitute for the 2nd Resolution which was adopt~
cd the Rev. Mr. Dana oﬂ'crcgl a paper which begins thus : ;

« Resolved, That we still, as heretofore, adkercto the Pres-
byscﬁ:;,n,flburch, ‘upon the basis’ of the Constitution of said
Church.

Thus does Mr. Dana declare his purpose of * ADHERENCE.”—
He then goes on to explain what he meant by “ adherence on
the basis of the constituion "’

¢ That as the Constitution 11AS THUS EFFECTUALLY REN-
DERED NULL AND VOID ALL SUCH ACTS OF THE ASSEMBLY, as the
excision of 60,000 Church members, without trial, Axp aLL
suc AcTs As THE ¢ REFory ORDINANCE,” which provides for the
cxpulsion from the Church of every Mmnister and Member in it
who will not consent to that excision—as it plainly declares such
acts passcd by the Asseinblyalone to be not* obligatory on the
Churches’—any attempt to enforce these acts, asif they were,
obligatory.’ 1S @ MANIFEST USURPATION, WITHOUT ANY CONSTITU-
TIONAL PLEA WIIATEVER.

That the Reform Ordinance is still wholly without authori-
ty.”

He then proceeds yvery modestly to expound his views of
“adl.erence” thus :

“That inasmuch as the new system of Church government
whigh the Reform leaders are now aimingtoset tp, 1s A ToTarL
DEPARTURE FROM THE PRESCYTERIANISM OF OUR STANDARDS—as
itvests in thesGeneral Assembly absolute and uncontrolled leg-
islative and exccutive, as well as judicial power, rot only makine it
supreme,over the Churches, but also placing it above even the
Canstitution—as it aims to perpetuate this supremacy by placing
ap the disposal of pfficers, appointed by the Assembly, all the
char.table funds of the Church. amounting to hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars annually—as it has alrcady obtained extensive
control of the religious press—as it is, in fine, A SYSTEM oF Ecore-
SIASTICAL DESPOTISM, DISTRUCTIVE OF THE PEACE, PURITY. AND
SPIRITUALITY OF TIIE CHURCH: cvery truc Presbyterian, therc-
fore, and especia’ly every member of the Southem Church, is
under the most sacred obligaticne 10 §7AND ALoOF TROM THIS
NEW SYSTEM OF CONSOLID.L "EC DESPOTISM, and o adhere firm-
ly to the doctrines, and to the <izeinine of our beloved Church, as
these are set forth i her acknowiedged standards.” *

¥
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_ Bthly. These Minutes shew that on the motion to adopt the fol-
. Jowing Resolution, viz : ; !
=+ ¢ Resolved,2. That Synod concur with the General Assembly
in‘carrying out the reform of the Church upon the basis of 1837—
38 ; that inquiries be now made of the Presbyteries whether any, ¢
and if any, what action has been had by the bodies on that sub-
ject, and that if any Presbytery be found delinquent, they be di- i
rected at the earliest practicable period to attend to this matter.” & ¢

The vote again stood 59 to 9. These¢ nine were :
“ Nays—Dwight, Bartlett, E. White, Mag;der, I. S. K. Le-
are, Yates, Dana, T. H. Legare, Glov-er.—9V
6thly, Further on the motion to adopt the following Resolution
in reference to that body which claimed to be the General Assem-
bly, viz : ~
¢ Resolved, That this Synod do regard all the Ministers
and Elders, thus seceding, togcther with the Churches and
Presbyteries which shall sustain and approve the conduct of
their Ministers and Elders in said secession, as no longer in f
connexion with the Presbyterian Church, as formed and consti- {
tuted, &ec., in these United States.” z |
» The only negatives votes were as follows, viz :
“ Nays—Dwight, Bartlett, . White, I. S. K. Legare, Dana,
Yates, Magruder, T. H. Legare, Glover. —9.”
7thly. We find that in opposition to the doctrinal paper adopted
by Synod, the following votes were given:
“ Nays—Dwight, Bartlett, E. White, I. S. K. Legare, Yates,
Dana, Magruder, T. H. Legare —8.”
A Protest was also entered against this paper, by Messrs. Da-
na, Dwight, Bartlett, Yates and -Magruder.
Such then are some of the developements made of the spirit of
* adherence” (now so fervently cherished by these gentiemen)in
‘the Synod of 1838. THEIR “ ADHERENCE"” was ‘“ oPPOSITION"" $

to EVERY THING DEEMED IMPORTANT by an OVERWHELMING MA- i
soriTY of THAT SyNop. As a further evidence of this sincere -
desire of * adherence” which we have alas so despotically
crushed, it may be mentioned, that one of these gentlemen (as §
he acknowledged before the last Synod) declared that ¢ ke had- i
commitled one sin, which was his atlendance at that meeting of = |
Synod, which if God would forgive him he never would repeat.” !

. And yet’ this very individual is one of those who now character-
1ze exclusion from that same Synod, twelve months after the com-
rhission of his sin as ‘‘ a gross and flagrant wrong.”

These gentlemen are perfectly aware that another resolution
was written—and in Synod—proposing at once to ‘dissolvé our
Presbytery. This Resolution was alluded to both by Mr. Dana \
and by Mr. Magruder, who gave their dying declaration before i g
their expected “ ecclesiastical decapitation” as they expressed 11
it. Now this Resolution was withkeld in deference to our wish- £
es ; butwe were at the same time informed that if wedid not take
decided action in Presbytery the Resolution should be enforced

PSS
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at the next Syngd. It was also declared. that—if we .rc'rpa'inod
together, a prosecution would be entered against one individual
for erroneous doctrine. FR i T

Thas did this Synod close, by expressly enjoining it upon us
asa Presbytery to take action” in order to shew our  coxcur-
gExCE with the GESERAL ASSEMLLY in CARRYING OUT THE RE-
FORM OF THE CHURCH UPON THE BAsIs oF 1837 Axp 1838,” and.
« yrar we bo DIRECTED at the EARLIEST PRACTICABLE PERIOD to
arrexp to this 3aTTER”—and this notwithstanding the declara-
tion made by these gentlemen that ““ THEY STILL AplERED”

What was the course of Presbytery at its ensuing meeting, ¥
will consider in the next sectiog.

SECTION II.

The.action of the Presbytery on the memorable cvening of Dec. 4,
1838, with a list ofits members, . S -—"1':‘

For the perfect satisfaction of any who may desire to under-

'stand the case of the Charleston Union Presbytery, I have enter-

ed upon an exposition of its history. I have endeavored to show,
in the previous scction, the state of the Presbytery in reference
to the great dividing questions beforc the "Church, from the
year 1856, when these questions began §criously to agitate every
portion of our widely extended communion, down to the time of
our memorable meeting on the evening of December the 4th,
1838.

Mr. Whire, as I have shown, besides what he said in his other
published dcclarations, in a report read before the Presbytery,
had denounced the Assembly in the most violent language pos-
sible, and called upon that body to declare for independence in

_ case the acts of that Assembly could not be overthrown—and this

report the members of Presbytery, now separated from it, ac-
cepted and appeared to concur .

Mr. Macruper hasalso publicly declared that “eleven of the thir-
teen Ministers, who, with the Elders, constitute the Presbytc
proper, (his italics) think the excision of thousands of Churc
members and without trial, (this is a purely fictitious rcpresenta~
tion, since these thousands of Church members were never ez-
scinded at all, but remain to this moment ¢ Church members,’”
in good standing, in the very same Churches in which they were

-before the Acts of the Assembly, as far at least as these Acts

affect them,) o vioraTioN oF our CoxsTiTuTioN and of common
usTice, and the Churches agree with their Pastors on this point.
They think that if there susT be a division of the Church, which
our Reform brethren seem determined to effect, (nost graciously
said—* determined to effect,” because they will not yicld to the

T e
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!
denunciations of a © little minority,”) that division should,(i. e. . i
will,) SEPARATE THE SouTn rroM THE Norri, and lcnv’o .u:; fis
alike free from foreign broils and Abolitronist n"ércssion s (his ° &
) own italics.) He then goes on to say, in the same publishéd doc- !
ument, that they (i. e. those with whom he acted,) would remain }
in this antagonist and deadly adherence to the Assembly * gNTIL it
THE PROPER TIME FOR DECISIVE TION SHALL ARRIVE." i
Mr. 1. S. K. Lecarg, in his substitute, presented to Synod in i
November 1838, offered the following Resolutions, viz : i
¢ Resolved, 1. That the Synod of South Carolina and Georgia i
will no longer consent to take any partin this FOREIGN AND UN- i l
siappy coNTENTION of the Presbyterian Church ; which has al- !
ready introduced somewhat of discord and division into the bo- i
rom of our once peaceful and happy Southern Church. i
2. TyarT THIS SYNOD WILL AND HEREBY DO DECLARE ITSELF il
TO BE AN INDEPENDENT SYNOD. ‘
3. That in doing this they act from a conscientions sense of du- :
. ty to themselves, to the inhabitants of the States within their '
bounds, and to the Great Head of the Church—the Lord our Re- ’
deemer.”’ i
The Rev. Mr. Dana, in his protest, had declared that inview !
of the action of the General Assemblics of 1837 and 1838 i
«gvERY TRUE PRESBYTERIAN, AND BSPECIALLY'EVERY MEMBER
or THE SouT#eERN CHURCH, IS UNDER THE MOST SACRED OD-
GLIATIONS TO STAND ALOOF FROM THIS NEW SYSTEM OF CONSOL-
1patep pEsporisy.”  For this Protest the others also who acted.-
with Mr. Dana voted. s
. Mr.Dana had previously declared in his con:muication to the
Religious Telegraph, under date of August 1838, that * of TaE ,
Two questions” beforc the Southern Church the second was, :
«whether the South ought to have any thing to do with thosc;
PARTY CONTESTS FOR POWER WHICH IIAVE DISGRACED SOME POR-
T1oxs or TiE NorTHErN Cnunrcn.”
Another individual of this ¢ Presbytery proper,” had declar-
cd that he had committed one sin in attending the meeting of Syn-
o od in November 1838, which if God would forgive him he never
.—‘ would repeat.
~ In October 1837, Messrs. White, Rogers, I. S. K. Legare
Yates, Magrudcr,, Dana, Post, Stewart, and Glover—9, bcinn'- ]
in a present majority, adopted a paper disapproving of the Acts - i
of the Assembly, and declaring that if those Acts were not re- {
versed, “ THEY WILL, AS A LAST RFSORT, UNITE IN FORMING AN it
§
i

v
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INDEPENDENT SOUTHERN SYNOD OR ASSEM3LY.”

Against this Méssrs. Gilderslceve, Smyth, A. Gilchrist, and -
S. Clarke, protested.

Finally, in the Synod which met in November 1838, these seve-
ral individuals, who now constitute what they term *¢ the Presby-
tery proper,” opposed every action favorable to the Assembly or
10 the Boards of the Assembly. ?
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. Iam thos paricular in reviewing the action, and the dcclar-
cd and published scnlimcnts.of 'thcsq gcm]cgncn, because it has
been mace a groznd of public aliegation against me that I have
faleely and slandemusly charged them with a purpose or desire
to declare themselves independent of the Assembly—because
any such inteation or desize has been boldly dcmcd-—bccauso. to
have voted under this impression has been alleged as a sufficient -
mund to sct aside the votes of members of our Presbytery—
ard cecanse they now declare, that—while these Acts and doings
‘uf 22¢ Assembly are sustamed and made irreversible—they were
anei are sincerely desirous to adhere to the Assembly, rather than
bezome Independent. -

For, says Mr. Dana : .

“ Those do not say the truth who assert that the Charleston
Unton Presbytery has either ¢ declined or failed' to ¢ adhere’ on
the *hasis of 37 and '38."

Such then was the public and avowed position in which the
riembers of the Charlesion Union Presbytery stood, when they

..Hsc«:‘.!:le:! on tire even:fu! nizit of December 4th, 1833. With

< evoposition of (he siews and feelings of these centlemen, sev-

gy and pomeiy. tiese was also the positive order of Synod re-

{san2 Presbytesy ¢ toatiend to this matter at the earlicst prac-

ticable period.” and to take action, so, that with the Synod,

ney may ** CONCUR with the General Assembly in carrying out
=thz Reform of the Church upon the lasis of 1837 and 1833.” (Sce
Minutes of Synod, p. 21.) i
Such was the public order of the Synod, of which we had re-
ceived many private enforcements—to the effcct that if these
gentlemen could-not or would not change their * edk rence,” that
13, their denunciation and resistance, into ** A CONCURRENCE with
the General Assembly in carrying out the Reform of the

' Church upon the basis of 1837 and’ 1838"—that then there ought

110 be, amrthcre must be, a separation from them. :
Now up to this time (according to the shewing of these brcth-7

wren themselves,) I had endeavored to maintain a conciliatory and

sa compromising course. I had received thcir public thanks, while
by my Old School brerhren I had been admonished of the fatility
b;')f any such attempt.

The time I plainly saw had now come in which compromise
wivas hopeless, and conciliation impossible. A choice was to be
rmade between union with these gentlemen, or union with the
IPresbyterian Church, since it was now evident that union with
booth was utterly impossible, unless a change not to be expected,
sinould come over the spirit of their minds. .

Accordingly T drew up an Overture, to which T nust request
tthe attention of all who would thoroughly understand the nature
off this transaction. The object of the Preamble, which is long,
wvas to exhibit the unquestionable evidences of our past differen.
caes of views and feelings, and the conscquent inexpediency of our
Tepmaining nominally together while in heart and sentiment divided.

|

S i i

e e S

2> Mo, )"

H g

T3 e T
—————

.

§ e 0 e g aaty ok
v

PP

A e —
R gnsat




—

22 THE LATYE [181
The Preamble of that Qverture was as follows :
PreaMpLE.

¢« It is acknowledged on all hands, (though possibly denied by
some parties interested in such denial,) that the Presbyterian
Church in these United States has, of late years, become divided
and therefore contentious, for ““ how can two walk together except
they be agreed ; and a house divided against itself must fall.'—
Doctrines were held and practices pursued by one party which
were regarded by the other as erroncous and injurious, and which
they felt called upon, in duty to God, to the Church, and to them-
selves, to condemn and to prohibit, as being introductory to the
fatal corruption of our beloved Church.  This led to the measures
of reform which were meditated by the General Assembly of 1835,
and carried into full execution by the Assembly of 1837, and by it
referred to the consider:tion of the several Churches and Pres-
byieries within its bounds. Thesc measures, after very full exam-
mation and discussion, were confirmed and approved by a very
lar:ze majority of the Presbyteries and Synods, and declared to be
not only Constitutional and expedient, but of essential importance
to the peace and purity of the Church. The minority, however,
us represented in the last Assembly, instead of submitting them-
selves, as in duty bound, to the declared wish of the Church and
of the General Assembly, did, in a disorderly manner, in combina-
tion with other nnknown persons, openly form another body in
ilie presence of that Assembly while it was cngaged in business ;
und without leave, asked s obtained, left the house of Assembiy,
convened in another place, called themselves and claimed to be
the true General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the
United States, and did thus wilfully and deliberaicly vacate their
scets in the only true and proper General Assembly—did originate
a schismatical secession—and did thus cut tiemscelves off from the
Presbyterian Church, and, as far as they justify their course, their
Churches and Presbyteries.

There are now, therefore, two bodies—one calling itself, and
the other alone properly and truly being, the Presbyterian Church
in these United States, represented mn the General Assembly,
which sat in May last in the 7th Presbyterizr Church in the city
of Philadelphia, of which the Rev. Mr. Plumer was Moderator.

‘Whereas, therefore, this General Assembly in pursuance of the
already ascertained wishes of all the Church Judicatories not
imvolved in the schismnatical secession, did, at its last ceting,
enjoin it upon all the Presbyteries in our connexion, to take order
onthe subject of that reform which has been so auspiciously com-
menced, and also in reference to the division in the Church which,
by the conduct of the minority of the Presbyteries and Synods
sustaining them, has now taken place. *

And whercas said Assembly has declared that ¢ in case any ma-
iority of any Prcsbylery shall refuse or neglect to take proper

[} -Mm"hr
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) hese subjects, ¢ or shall decline or fail to adhere to the
%riz;y?:ﬁ;n Churc{x in the United States of America upon the
said basis of 1837 and l§38.for the }'cform of the Church, then,
“and in that case, the minority of said Presbytery shall be held
. and considezed to be the true Presbytery, and shall continue the
” succession of the Presbytery by its name and style, and be the
Presbytery and if sumglcntly numerous Lo perform Presbyterial
acts, shall go forward with all the proper acts and functions of the
tery.’ :
P‘f::g \\%crcas the Synod of South Carolina and Georgia, at its
late sessions in Columbla,. )
« Resolved 1, That this Synod rccognize the last Assembly, i
which met in the 7th Presbyterian Church in Philadelphia, and of I
which the Rev. Win. S. Plumer was Moderator, as the only true
and proper General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the 1
United States of America. |
Resolved 2, That Synod concur with the General Assembly in ’
carrying out the reform of the Church upon the basis of 1837-38 ; .
that inquiries be now made of the Presbyterics whether any, and
if any, what action has been had by the bodies on that subject,
and that if any Presbytery be found delinquent, they be directed
at the earliest practicable period to attend to this matter.’
And further,
¢ Resolved, 'That this Syrod do regard all the Ministers and El-
. ders, thus seceding, together with the Churches and Presbyte-
ries which shall sustain and approve the conduct of their Ministers
and Elders in said secession, as no longer in connexion with the
Presbyterian Church, as formed and constituted, and (by the State
of Pennsylvania) chartered in these United States.” ” %
The remainder of the Prcamble was occupied with a plain
statement, of those several declarations of these gentlemen,
(already quoted) by which the alicnation from the Presbyterian
Church, as at present constituted, was made manifest.
The Overture then proceeds : -
¢ And whereas it-is thus manifest and acknowledged by all the
members of this Presbytery, and made evident by our public
acts and public statements, that we are divided, both as it regards
-our approval of, and the duty of, carrying out the Reform meas-
ures of 1837 and 1838, and also as to our wish to adhere to the
last General Assembly, which sat in Philadelphia in May last, in
the 7th Preshyterian Church, of which the Rev. Mr. Plumer was
Moderator, and to that part of the Church represented in it—as
» the only truc Presbyterian Church in these United States, as
chartered by the State of Pennsylvania, and to the several Boards
appointed by said Church.” t
Now this paper I had submitted to some of the members of ‘
Presbytery on the cvening of December 3, who had approved of i
it—signed their names to it—and agreed that I should present it { i
i
{

PSS )
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before the body in their name and behalf.
This Preamble was followed by the following Resolutions, viz :
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Y Resolved, That in order to avoid any unkind collision or strife,
and without casting any imputation whatcver, on the spirit and
motives, or cxpressing any opinion as to the orthodoxy or heterodozy
of cach other's vicws, the toll be now called, and cach member,
without discussion, do declare whether he can approve of the reform
measures of the General Asscmnbly of 1837, and whether he can
adhere to the General Assembly of 1838 which sat in Philadel-
phia in May last, in the 7th Presbyterian Church, of which the
Rev. Mr. Plumer was Moderator, and to that part of the Church
represented in it, as the only true and proper Presbyterian Church
in these United States, as chartered by the State” of Pennsylva-
nia; and thosc who answer in the affirmative according to the
provisions of the last General Assembly, whether in a minority or
u majority, do constitute the Presbytery of Charleston Union
in connexion with the Presbyterian Church, as represented in said
Assembly ; and that those who znswer in the negative be left at
liberty to take whatever action they may think most proper in
the premises.

Resolved, further, That in making this separation we are only
obeying, es in duty bound, the orders of the same judicatory of
the Church, and the wishes and expectations of our own Synod,
and we hope hercby to prevent alicnation among us as brethren,
who, differingdin views and sentiments, are still brethten, who may
snaintain the most friendly ministerial and Christian intercourse.

Resolved, finally, That 21l the members of this Presbytery not
present, both in this country and in foreign lands, be required to
sen’’ imto the Stated Clerk their answer to the inquiry contained
in these resolutions, and that all who answer in the negative, or
who do not answer at all within one year from this time, unless
hindered by some necessary providence, be considered as forming
no part of Charleston-Union Presbytery, in connexion with the
General Assembly which sat in May last in the 7th Presbyterian
Church in Philadelphia, of which the Rev. Mr. Plumer was Mod-
crator.” \

Inow ask every individual who will “attentively perusc thes
resolutions, whether they could have been worded in language
more mild, courteous, or fraternal? I here proposed a simple
quesiion, framed slmost in the identical words of the Resolution
of Synod, vader which we were required to act. If we must
dividie, [ then proposed that no unkind feelings should be suflered
to arise—and that no difference in the manifestation of Christian
and wistecial regard should be menifested. T also proposed
thet a year =honid be Jllowed, during which time an opportunity
n- be atfivrded for any to return who might feel disposed to

zs which took place in Presbytery upon this ‘

The procsedin !
tatles n the Minutes, which were prepared | I

Oveitare, .2 ihus &
by o * Presiyiery, uni to which after thicir most carefu}

«irtairvr they Bad heen read paragraph by paragraph,
"y ggav Lis full concurrence :




D ————

B4] CHARLESTON UNION PRESBYTERY. 25

«After some additional remarks, the adoption of thig Overture.,
w—gras moved by Mr. Smyth, and seconded by t 1e Rev. A. Gilchrist.
The Modevator then refused to put the motion, or to receive the
~—)iverture, declaring it to be unconstitutional, and ‘contrary to the
s of the Church. ‘When an explanation was asked of the Mod-
tor, ho further declared, that so long as he continued to act as
tfoderator of this Presbytery, he could at nd time entertain’ any
==mmotion touching this paper, as he regarded it altogether unconsti-
—trational, and out of order : and gave it as his opinion from the
(Chair, that Presbytery might remain together, and finish all 1its
bousiness peaceably and quietly, without any regard to the matters
ccom.ainecr in these papers. The rules, touching” the duty of the
Mfoderator were then read, and an appeal made from the Chair;
wehich appecal was seconded by Mr. Gildersleeve, and by” some
memarks from the Rev. Dr. McDowell. On a further motion, it
wvas determined that the appeal should be taken by yeas and nays;
wwhen the appeal was lost—seven voting for, and stven voting .
ssgainst it, and the Moderator deciding that 1t was lost.
The Reyv. Mr. Smyth then made the following declaration on
Tbehalf of himself and the minority of Presbytery. :
Whereas it is manifest to all now present, that the majority of
1this Presbptery, now present—thiough not, it is believed, a major-
‘ity, if Presbytery were fully representcd—have now sustained the
’.Modem!or in his decision, whereby an Overture Pproposing that

this Presbytery do now obey the injunction o " the Supreme Judica-
tory of our Church, and of our Synnd, in taking order in reference
to the Reform measures of 1837-'38, and to our adherence to the
General Assembly of 1838, which sat in May last, in the 7th
Presbyterian Church in Philadelphia—is declared to be.out of
order, unconstitutional, and contrary to the rules of the Church;
and therefore the majority of this ‘Presbytery refuses o take the
required order on these subjects, and thus declinzs or fails to adhere
to the Presbyterian Church as represented in the last General As-
sembly whick sat in May last, in the Tth Presbyterian Church in
Philadelphia, as the only true and proper Presbyterian Church in
these United States, as chartered by the State of Pennsylvania ;
and also shews contempt to the same,—we, the minority of this
Presbytery now present, though not as is believed a minority if
fully represented, do declare, according to the express provision
of the last General Assembly, that said minority is the true
Charleston Union Presbytery, to continue its name and style,
and thatin order to go forward with all the proper acts and
functions of this Presbytery, we do now retire to the lower part of
this building. Signed,

SRS e TR et e -
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THoxMAs SmyTH,
BeNy. GILDERSLEEVE,
‘WiLLiayx A. M’DoweLs,
Apam GircuRIsT,
JouN DEwEES,
. A. CaMPBELL,
3 SayveL CLAREE.
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' The Rev. B. Gildersleeve, Adam Gilchrist, Wm. A. M’Dow- '
“ell, and Thomas Smyth ; together with Elders Messrs. Samuel '
* Clarke, A. Campbell, and John Dowecs, then retired to the lower !
part. of the Church, when the Rev. Mr. Smyth, the last Modera- | |/
tor present, was called to the Chair, and opened the meeting with |
prayer.” z !
Such then is the simp]e statement of the transaction in Pres- |
bytery by which a portion of the Charleston Union Presbytery
| became separated from that. Presbytery—which separation has |
! now been declared valid in law and equity, both by the Synod and |
| by the General Assembly. iz B
| : Every possible effort has been made to lead to the belief that | g
i - the Presbytery, in this cdse, acted without necessity or order— |
that it transcended its powers—that its action 1s null—and that | |
, the separated portion of the Presbytery is~ therefore the true !
4 Charleston Union Presbytery. I will therefore proceed to show : !
' 1. That action on the part of the Presbytery, EssenTiaLLy | !
the SAME AS THAT TAKEN—as necessarily required. Fif -
2. That in order to take such action as was thus required, it |
was further necessary to express such an adherence as implied | | * |
concurrence or approval, and not a bare adherence. Y
3. That the action of Presbytery was orderly, and according to |

26 . THE LATE | [185 !
|
i
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rule. ; . 3] B
b | 4. That the ground upon which these gentlemen were leit in |
their gelf chosen exclusion from the Church, was—their refusal to | v
i take action according to the requirement ofthe Synod, and of the | | ¢

particular resolution, or the very words of the Overture in ques-
tion.

5. That they have now finally determined that they will not |
belong to the Presbyterian Church, but become inuependent, |
because they-would nat express a simple adherence to the Pres-

byterian Church, on the basis of the Acts of 1837and 1838. |
l 6. That these gentlemen never have adhered to the General |
i : Assembly, upon the basis of the Acts of 1837 and 1838, for the |
!
|

General Assembly—and not because they refused to adopt anyi
i
!

- — -
-

Reform of the Church. : {
7. That these gentlemen have been the authors—the fomentors |

—and the perpetuators of that strife and division among us, which |

has resulted in our present separation.

]H To these points, I .will severally advert, as briefly as I can.—
! That this communication however, may not bg)o much length-

i cned, I will only at present detain your readers with an exposure

D"‘ of some allegations which have been vociferated with increasing

loudness. One is the assertion that we ‘ DEMANDED APPROVAL of
the Acts of the Assemblies of 1837 and 1838.” On this point,
et these gentlemen have based their claim to be considered the true
| Presbytery, and to the sympathies of the community.
i Now I will more fully show afterwards, what seems an almost| !
N sef-evident truth, that to ApHERE to the General Assembly on |
" the basis of 1837 and 1838, for carrving out the Reform of the
Church” conscientiously and honorably, and as a Christian mag |




e T T ——

186] CHARLESTON. UNION PRESBYTERY. 7+

or body should—there is necessarily implied such—an approval of,
or concurrcuce with the Assembly ‘ in carrying out tEc Reform
of the Church on the basis of 1837 and 1838,” as will enable hint *
who does adhere, conscientiously to go.along with the Assembly -
in maintniniqs that basis, and in perfecting that Reform. This
being self-evident, as it would seem to me, it is just as evident,
that in fulfilling the requisition of Synod, it was necessary that
we, a8 a Presbytery, should thus express our “ concurrence with
the Assembly,” as the ground of our adherence to it. This indeed,
is precisely what the Synod did require us to do. Some expres-
sion, therefore of approval was to be looked for on our part, or”
conveyed by our action, in order to meet the requisition olP Synod.
When, therefore, it was proposed in my resolution, that we seve-.-
rally declare whether we *“ approve and adhere,” that only was
proposed which the Synod expressly enjoined.

But supposc no measure of concurrence had been requiréd by
Synod at all, or was properly requirable by us—what then !—
Would these gentlemenbe justified inrefusing to take any action
whatever * at this earliest opportunity,” as Synod had enjoined,
i expressing their adherence to the Assembly, onthe basis of
1837 and 1838, simply because in an overture presented to them,
the word * approval’’ had been used? Most manifestly not.

What was that paper ? An Overture made to Presbytery,
and submitted toit. What was its object! It was in compli-
» ance with the Resolution of Synod to “ take action on the sub-

ject of expressing our adherence™o the General Assembly on the
basis cf 1837 and 1838, for carrying on the Reform of the Church.”

*  To whomwas itimade? To a body in which these gentle-

men were believed by us, and by themselves, to have the major-
jty. What is the nature of an overturc? “Itis, says Dr. John-
son, a proposal, something offered for consideration.” Supposing,
this body had accepted the overture, could they not then have
altered and amended it 2 Most surely—for it would then have.
become the property of the body. Did they accept'it! No.—
Did they propose any alteration in its wording ? No. Did they
ask for any explanation of the meaning attached to the objectiona-
bleword? No. Did they ask whether we conld compromise
on nothing less than the words-in question? No. Did they make
any offer at all? No. Did they offer totake any action on, the
subject? No. They declared THE WHOLE SUBJECT TO BE
OUT OF ORDER, AT ANY TIME, AND CONTRARY TO THE RULES OF
THE CHURCH, AND UNNECESSARY tothe BUSINESs oF PRESBYTERY
With what reason then, can they say :we ‘‘ demanded appro-
| zal?” Withno reason at all. The declaration is most absurd,
puerile and childish. It isin no. sense correct. They were ina
believed majority. We offered what we expressly called an
 Qpertuge,’’to that majority—that is, ** a proposal for their consid-
eration.” Idid not expect them to adopt it, but expected, as I
had declared, a discussion ; and if there was yet a possibility, some
offer of compromisc or agreement. But none such was made.—
The only action was the rejection of the ¢ whole subject” as for-

H
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eign to the Presbytery,and ¢ out of order at-any -time.” To say

then, that by ¢* an Overture, to 2 believed majonty, ve demanded
appreval’—is to violate common scnse, and the.plain meaning - of
words—to bejray thomost-pyerile ignorance of the nature of a fo-
rensic or public body—and to-jmpose on the credulity of . the un-
acquainted. . :

Why thendid these gentlemen remain silent an that occasion,
tho' pow so0 stentorian loud in their appealsto the populace 7—
Mr. Dana informed ns in the open Synod what that reason was.

‘Now, as might be expected, it was not a reason founded in
any kindness ox,copciliation or compromise. It was, he there

déclared, begause “ ke saw.he had us on the point of.reason, and

Re was determinedtohold us.there.” That is, he.thonght we were
fairly out of the Church by our course .of action,~(as he declares

~ we are in his statement,) -and he was determined ta keep .us there.

But when he found out the greatness of his delusion, and awoke
to thereality ofhis putcast condition,.then did he betake himself
to this refuge of mere verbal sophistry. :

Let me in conclusion .dispose of another equally shallow basis,
upon which these geutlemen have xested their vain confidence.
They have so .incessantly repeated that they were, and are * the
majority” gnd that we are ¢ a little minarity”” that it would seem
they do really believe these imaginary dreams to he founded on
substantial fact.

The followlng is the entire list of the members of Presbytery

as it then stood, and as it is to be divided on the question which
has separated us. All here named were then recognized.as in
full and perfect standing inthe Presbytery, rasis evident from
their names appearing on .the roll of Synod. :

Members of the late Charleston Union Presbytery, in

. 4 Dec. 1838.
-~ ° Old Sekool. New School.
A. W. Léland, D. D. 1.|B. M. Palmer, D. D. 12
A. W. M’Dowell, D. D. 2.\E. White, - o
B. Gildersleeve, 3.|I. 8. K. Legare, 3.
T. Smyth, 4.\W. €. Dana, 4-
A. Gilchrist, 5.|W. B. Yates, 5.
J. Lewers, 6.|T. Magruder, 6.
J. B..Vandyke, 7.1T. H. Legare, 7.
J. Wallace, ° 8.[R. Post, D, D. .8.
A. Buist, 9.|W. S. Lee, - g3
G. W. Boggs, 10.|D. Ball, 10.
J. F. Lanneau, 11.|Z. Rogers, 3
J. B. Adger, 12.
J. A. Mitchell, -~ . 13.
E. T. Buist. 14. :

Neutral—E. Palmer. Unknown—1J. L. Merrick.*

“* For the catalogue, sec the Minutes of Synod for Nov. 1838,
nages 4 and 5.

-
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I cannct allow this subject to pass, withont adverting to.he
very remarkable manner in which it has been attempted to reduce
the number of sha Old School portion of the Presbytery, toa eon-
diton bordering on annihilation. S

Mr: h.fagmder had printed, in a paper published by anathet de-
nomination, that ¢ eleven out of the thirteen ministers who consti-
wle the Presbytery proper, think,” &c. 3

The samo Worthy gentleman carried up to the last Assembly,
with his signature, the follqwmf, among other declarations. .

* « Mr. Smyth, therefore, stands ¢ solitary and alone.’.. He prop- )

- erly constitutes the minority of the Charleston Union Presbytery,

that claims to be2ke whole Presbytery.”

«2. This little mirority undertook to send delegates, as if from
the Charleston Union Presbytery, to the Assembly which met
last May.” X y

In tbiys same paper Mr. Mafruder also ranks himself among the
* PasToRs, said to be exscinded,” and in answer to his own gnes-
tion, ** who drc tho” Pastors writing the Pastoral Letter 7 Aye,
who are they '—Answer—They are asfollows ;: T. Smyth.” Mr.
Magruder, together with Mr. Yates, and Mr. T. H. Legare, are
 Bastors,” and ‘“ constitute the Presbytery proper” swhile the
entire Old School part of the Presbytery is, by the logic and thé¢
modesty of Mr. Magruder, reduced to ‘ this little mirority, T.
Smyth, Pastor, &c.” In other words, Mr. Magruder, Mr. Yates,
and Mr. T. H. Legare, &c. are *‘ Pastors,” while Dr. Leland,
Dr. McDowell, A. Gilchrist, J. Lewers, E. T. Buist, B. Gildez~
sleeve, J. B. Vandyke, A, Buist, J. Wallace, &c., are not ¢ Pis-
Tors” at all—and do not constitute members of ‘¢ the Presbytery

roper’—aro not even members “ of the little minority’—and
ave no ministerial existence whatever.* :

* This statement Mr. Magruder has thought proper to deny,
declaring, * we satd no such thi;z'f."

Now the statement made by Mr. M. (of whith he only gives &
portion, although Re declares that he gives it all, ““ verbatim et lit+
cratim ¢t punctuatim,’ is as follows : ’ X

« [t may not be amiss heré to subjoin, first, the names of Tup
Pastors said to be ¢ exsciridod,” dnd next the names of Tre Pas-
rorg by whom this ¢ pastoral lettet’ wds writtets, to inform the,
t Churches under their care’ of the ! excision.’ \

‘A PAsTORS satd lo be *exscinded.

[Then follows the list of names with the several locations of
the parties.] 3

« And who, it may be asked, are the PasToRrs writing the ¢ Pas-
soral Letter,’ announcing to the ¢ Churches under their care,’ the
*excision’ of the above? Aye, who are they? (And echo an-
gwers ¢ Who?’) They aro as follows: ’

T, Suyri, Pastor of thc Second Presoyterian Chureh, Charfiy
ton. Such is the true extraet.

.3
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“ A Pastor” in the Presbyterian Church, is a Minister who has
been inatalled over a particular Presbyterian Church, of which he
is constituted the Bishop. Now Mr. Magruder says heis * a Pas-
tor.” Mr. Magruder, who was ordained sin¢ t:tulo, and without
any particular charge into which he might be inducted—Mr. Ma-
gruder, who received merely that ordination which confers (as it
i1s called in Scotland,) a ministerium vagum (i. e. a wandering or
unsettled ministry,) and who never did receive that installation,or
induction which confers a ministerium spcciale or strict Pastor-
ship*—this same Mr. Magruder, who never acted cven as &
stated supyly to any one church—styles himself ‘“‘a Pastor ;"
while he ’;chnics that Dr. Leland, who has been thus truly ‘“a
Pastor”—Dr. McDowell, who was *Pastor” for some ten ycars
of Mr. Dana’s present congr%ation—-Mr. Gilchrist, who was at
the time “ Pastor” of the Walterborough Church—Mr. E. T.
Buist, who was ordained over the James Island Church—Mr. A.
Buist, who was for years ‘ Pastor” of the 1st Presbyterian
Church in Charleston—Mr. Gilderslceve, who has acted as stated
supply ‘and who was ordained as an Evangelist—Mr. Lewers,
who was also ordained over the Church in Christ’s Church Parish

* “ A lawful vocation to the Pastoral office standeth in the
election of the people, examination of the ministry, and admission
by them both.”-Constitu. of the Ch. of Scotland, p. 12.

. Now Mr. Magruder here declares that he will give the names of
" rHE PasTors” ‘““said to be exscinded,” and to render the mean-
-ing attached to the term unambiguous, he says he will then-give
the names of “ THE PasTors” by whom the Pastoral Letter was
written, thus giving us a means of explaining his sense of the
word. He then places in a separate line as a caption to his list,
‘ Pastors said to be cxscinded.” :
and in this list he places himself. Mr. M. then goes on to, ask,
“ who are the Pastors writing tho Pastoral Letter 7"’ &c. and an-
swers “T. Smyth,” thus denying-to Mr. Gilderslecve and Dr.
McDowell who also signed it, and the latter of whom wrote it,
the title of *“ Pastor”—while he includes himself among ¢ Tur
Pastors (not Ministers) said to be exscinded ” ~
But again, in the Statement sent up to the Synod in November
1839, in his paper, to make a single further allusion, out of many,
the relative strength of Presbytery is stated thus—for,their views
22, and for the Presbytery only (wo—while the article proceeds
to show that “ only one of them has a right to a seat.in Presbyte-
ry,” or as he words it in this paper, “this little minority Pres-

bytery consists properly of onc Minister.” ; -
And yet it is, now it seems, ‘‘a inis-statement” that ‘‘ cannot

be explained”—to allege that Mr. Magruder ranks himself par’
eminence *“ a Pastor” among ‘‘the Pastors,” and thus says he
1" and ‘“styles himself a Pastor.” ¢“Who,” to use his own
words, ¢ can explain such eonduct 7”—I cannot.

. ———
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--hat these—Are Pastors. Mr. /Magruder, who has ‘turn- -

od aside,” (to use their own language) *‘ from the proper duties of

the ministerial office, to discharge the duties of an FEditor” .of a ,

paper ; and that without any sanction of the Presbytery or Syn- Hl

od—this gentleman is, he says, ‘A Pasrtor,”"—while Mr. Gilder- i
|

' sleeve, because he also edits a Religious paper, by the cxpress

sanction of Presbytery and Synod, * ought to be disciplined by the [
Presbytery’”—and Dr. McDowell, also, because the Presbytery !
required him not to leave it—and Dr. Leland, because the Synod - L
placed him in the Seminary—and Mr. A. Buist, because he had !"
become an invalid, and is thereby unfitted for active duty—and
Mr. Gilchrist, because he voted from a certain motive which he |
had every reason in'the world to cherish. |
We are truly fallen upon strange times, and strange characters. !
In the strict * proper” sensc of the term, and as it is thus used in |
the Presbyterian Church, Mr. Yates, Mr. T. H. Legare, Mr. |
Rogers, &c. are, it seems, *“ Pastors,”—while, in the Old School |
party, there is but one single Pastor, and that is myself—I :
“ constitute the whole Presbytery,”—and I *“ presume to send del- |
cgates”—and our ordination is null and void, and “ Mr. Auld is
still a licentiate.” ; ;
Such is the coursc taken by men who have denounced the 1
Assembly as tyrannical and oppressive, because, after long pa- ‘
~ tience, and full discussion, it declared four Synods to be not con-
| stitutionally in.connexion with the Presbyterian Church, while it |
most kindly invited them to become so ;—and who, while in (¥
number only eleven, undertake, without notice, without trial, and '
without any shadow of right, to cut off from the Presbytery thir-
teen out of fourteen of those who differed from them in opinion,
and who are received and acknowledged as in good standing by H
both the Synod and the General Assembly ! f
It is thus also apparent, that instead of their being in a majority,
and we being in a little minority, as has heen published an almost - ;
innumerable number of times, there is for the Old School a majority 'y
of THREE Ministers. So much for ‘¢ the statement of pacTs” on
which reliance has been placed as * a perpetual testimony.”

7
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SECTION III. i -

Wherein it is shown that the action of the Presbytery was requir- |
cd—and that in order to adhere on the basis laid down, some i
!

measure of approval was absolutely necgssary. . 1B

I have end®vored, in two previous sectious, to give 2 plain ex-
‘hibition of the facts connected with the late Charleston Union o
.Preshytery—to expose the absurdity of the outcry which has been "
.made, because (as has been asserted, though without any reason {
'whatever,) we ‘pEmanpED approval”—and further, to make
imanifest the entire incorrectness of the assertion, that we, the
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Presbytery, were “ a littlo minority,” while theso géntlemen wero
“‘a’'majority” ascompared with that body.

-I. T will now proceod to take up the several points of inquiry
Taid down Tor investigation—and first 1 wall shew that actiop on
the part of the Presbytery—essentially the same as that taken by
it—was necessarily required. And as this is a polht of great im-
portance, and upon which these gentlemen have even attempted
to ‘l‘nil\vitty and satirical, I will be more particular in establishing
it folly.* 3 '

»

* The importance attached by these gentlemen to this point,

will appear from the following quotations :
“ Another flagrant proof that the authors of this procedure were

oconsciously acting without warrant from the Assembly.”

“'The minority acted wholly without warrant, becauso the Or- -

dinance did not authorize them to present to the majority any res-
olution wchalczer. 1l that they had to do, was, in case the ma-
jority should renowlce ‘the Assembly in the 7th Church, then to
declare themselves the Presbytery in connection with that Assem-
bly. They had no authority to concoct any resolution, much less
one in which the queston of adherence was-artfully mixed up with
approval, for the purpose of ensnaring those who could ere Lo
the Assembly of ’38, though their ccnsciences would not permit
them to ‘approre the measures of ’37.’

“Did the Reform Ordinance, passed by the Assembly of '38,
authorize the resolution of Mr. Smyth? Did it prescribe that
such a resolution should be presentody before the Presbytery was
organized for busincss by the choice of a Moderator 2 Did ‘it de-
clare that the pronouncing it, when thus presented, ‘ out of order,’
thould have the effect to cur orr the majority, so deciding, -and to
constitute the minority the Charleston Union Presbytery? This
will not be pretended. >

‘“ And yet, both the authors of this procedare have publicly pro-
fessed to have acted in obedience to the oxpress command of the
Assembly of '38 ! Thex profess to have been, in this transaction,
* only obeying, as in duty bound, the orders of the .népremc Jjudica-
tory of the Church.’ 'These are the words of Mr. Smyth. They
profess to have been ¢ constrained by the positive and authorita-
tive injunctions of the General Assembly, to adopt the course
which they have pursued.” These are the words of Mr. Gilder-
sleeve. Nay they even go s6 far as to profess that they felt them-
selves reluctantly compelled, by these poaitive and" authorita-
tive commdnds, to the performance of: ‘ a painful duty.’ ! I'!

‘“We will not insult the understandings of the members of the

Assembly, by arguing at length to show, what every one knows -

perfectly well, that the Assembly of '38, sa'far from authorizing
or requiring a procedure of lhl;n kind, never dreamed of such a
scheme as that devised by the minority. But as these professions
of acting only in obedicnce to the Reform Ordinance, have been
;o boldly and repeatedly made, we will briefly expose their hgls
owness.”
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/’
1.°In the first place such action was required of -every Pres-

tery by the General Assembly. : i
In“Actl,” of the General Assembly, (See Minutes for-1838, p.’

‘it is-provided > v
%)s,i_-nos,l."frhnt in the present state of theChurch all the

Preshyteries in.our connexion ought to take order, and are hereby

. exjoined to-takoe such order as is consistent with this minute, for
the genersl:xeform and pacification of the Church ; and they are
directed so to tlo, some time between the dissolution of the pres-
ent General Assembly and the fall meetings of the Synods, either
at stated, or at pro rc nata meetings of the ‘Presbyteries, as shall
seem most advisable to them respectively.”

= This Section and Section 2d, go on to make provision for
those Presbyterics, by name, * whose Commissioners in this As~
sembly’have united with others in the formation of another As-

.. sgmbly,” &c. ok

Then follows * Section 3,” in which, with the greatest possi-
ble explicitness, provision is made for four distinct cases which
were very likely to arise, as one of them did arise, in the
Charleston Union Presbytery—as follows :

” “Section 3. (First) In case the majority of any Presbytery
shall refuse or neglect to take proper order in regard to its seced-

+ ing Commissioners, (Secondly) or shall approve their conduct, .

(Thirdly) or adhere to the new sect they have created, (Fourthly)
or shall decline or fail to adhere to the Presbyterian Church in the
United States of America, upon the basis of 1837 and 1838, Jor
the reform of the Chuxch, then and in that case the minority of
said Presbytery shall be held and considered to be the true Pres-
bylery, and shall continue the succession of the Presbytcry by its
name and style, and from the rendition of the erroncous and schis-
matical decision, which is the test in the case, be the Presbyte-
r{ a’l laud if -sufficiently numcrous to perform Presbyterial acts,
s

go forward with all the proper acts and functions of the

Presbytery.”

That these four cafs are regarded in the Act as distinct and
scparable, and are not to be considered as four characteristics of
one and the same case, is most evident from the use of the dis-
junctive conjunction *or,” and not the conjunctive ‘“anp,” as
well as from the extreme precision with which the Act is framed.

Here then there is first the positive and authoritative injunc-
tion of the Assembly requiring ‘ all the Presbylcries (of course
ours) to take order”-¢§-Secondly, the special provision in Section
3d, by which the case of our Presbytery is, as it were, historically
described and most clearly regarded—so that to have submitted
to the decision of Dr. Post that the whole subject” of taking
such order as.is here required was out of order, unconstitutional,

and unnecessary, would have been to have'sct at defiante the.

plain and positive injunction of the General Assembly, and ipsa
~ facto to have failed to adhere to the Church.
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2. But secondly, such actibn as was taken was required of our
Presbytery in particular by the Synod of South Carolina and .

Georgia at its meeting in November 1838, and of course subse-

quently to, and in enforcement of the injunction of the Assembly, *

and therefore in explanation of - what its injunctions did really
make necessary. The - following Resolution was zdopted by
Synod with a very special reference to our Presbytery, which
was, with one exception, the only Presbytery that did not report
having taken action, and it'was argued against on this ground by
these gentlemen, who avowed their belief that Synod intended
thereby ecclesiastically to decapitate them. The Minutes of
Synod for Nov. 1838, say :

“ The question on Mr. Dana’s substitute coming up, Synod
refused to strike out, when the substitute was lost.

The second resolution on the report of the Committee on the
Minutes of the Assembly, was then adopted, by ayes and nays;
and is as follows, viz.

Resolved 2, That Synod concur with the General Assembly in
carrying out the Reform of the Church upon the basts of 1837-38 ;
and “that inquiries be now made of the Presbyteries whether any,
and if any. what action has been had by the bodies on that sub-
ject, and that 1f any Presbytery be found delinquent, they be direct-
od at the earlicst practicable period to attend to this matter.”

Now the only votes given in opposition to this Resolution, were
as follows :

 Nays—Dwight, Bartlett, E. White, Magruder, I. S. K. Le-

gare, Yates, Dana, T. H. Legare, Glover.—9.”

The substitute of Mr. Dana, which was thus lost, and in place -

of which this Resolution was adopted, commenced with the dec-
laration, * We still, as herctofore, ADHERE to the Presbyterian
Church upon the basis of the Constitution,” &c. But not satis-
fied with this, the Synod, with the exception of these gentlemen
and Mr. Bartlett, unanimously * directed our Presbytery, at the
earliest practicable period to attend to this matter,” that *¢the
Synod” might unanimobsly and without any doubt, ‘‘ concur
with the General Assembly in carrying out the Reform of the
Church upon the basis of 1837 and 1838.” This injunction the
Synod felt bound to lay upon our Presbytery by what it believed
to be the authoritative requisition of the General Assembly ; and
with this injunction we were of course under imperative obliga-
tion, by a :{oublc bond of obedience, to comply, Dr. Post to the
contrary notwithstanding.

3. That we were thus under obligation by the positive requisi-
tion of the Assembly to take order on this subject, appears further
from the declarations of Mr.}Vhite, in his letter in the Observer
for September 1, 1838:

¢ Next we come to the three acts ‘ordained and established’
by the Reformed Assembly, in which the Presbyterian Church is
placed ‘upon the basis of the Assemblies of 1837 and 1838,’ and
a new principle of government introduced ; whereby, in a certdin
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case, * the minority of Presbytery shall be heldand considered . to
be the truc: Presbytery,’ and is advised not *lightly to throw
away, providentisl advantages and important rights.’ -

“«And the first great leading principie of all these Acts is, “that
of tasing the Presbyteriai Church on the doings of the Assem-
blics of 1837 and 1838 This is recognized by each of the three
Acts, and enters into almost every section of either. Every Pres-
bytery, Session, and Church, isrequired to adhere to the Assem
biz upon this basis. No matter how much attached to the Bibie
and Constitution ; the test of their being Presbyterians is their ad-
herence to the Assembly upon this principle—they must ac-
knowledge the necessity, justice, and constitutionality of the
psfeedings of the two last Asseroblies. Nor is there any eva-
ding the test ; for all-are required lo take order in relation toit ;
and then it s enjoined on Synods to see this principle enforced.

“ Thus there is no escape and no alternative—all good Presby-
terians must adhere to the Reformed Assembly upon the basis
hete laid down.”

** The next, leading principle involved in these Acts of the As-
seémbly is, that menorities in given cases shall gorern, or be consid-

. ored as constituting the whole. Thus in a Presbytery, a Session,

or y Church, where the majority refuses to acknowledge the as-

-surmed authority of the Assembly upon its present basis, the mi-

pority are dirccted to claim to be the Presbytery, Session, or
Church, as the case may be; with the promise that they shall
be sustained in their claim by the Asembly.”

4. That such action was required is further evident from the
very necessity of the case. This will at once appear from the
preamble prefixed by the General Assembly to these very Acts.
(See Minutes, p. 33, for 1838.) It is there suid :

*The*Presbyterian Church in the United States of America,
finds itself, by the Providence of God, in the course of new and
unprecedented events, in & position of great difficulty, novelty,
and importance. The Church, led and supported by the God of
Zion, has, within the last few years commenced a great reform
which had become indispensable to its very existence, as organiz-
¢d on the principles of the doctrine and order of its own Consti-
tution.” The General Assembly of 1837, carried forward this re-
form in several measures gf great and momentous importance, for
the details of which we Tefer to its records. The voice of the
Church, uttered in a multitude of forms, and especially by the
Commissioners to the present Ggneral Assembly, is clearly and
decisively in favor of consumm@Ang the Reform thus auspicious-
ly éommenced. .

But a portion of the Ministers and Ruling Eiders sent to this

. Assembly, forgetting, or violating, as we apprehend, their duty ta

God and'to the Church, and choosing to depart  from us, have,
In counexion with other persons not in the communicn of our
Church, constituted a new ecclesiastical organization, which they
improperly and unjustly assume to call the truec General Asgem-
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- bly in the United States of Amorica. T'o meet the present crisis
at once, with the temper and spirit becoming our high vocation,
and to preservedn it, and carry safely through it, the Ohurch, com-
mitted in so high a degree to our guidance, in times of so much
trial and disorder, the three following Acts are now ordained and
established, by the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church
in the United States of America.”

It is thus most manifest that every Presbytery was under obli-
gation to declare whether or not it accorded with the judgment of
the Assembly that the course it had pursued for ‘a great reform”
of the Church was indispensable to its very existence as organ-
ized on the principles: of the doetrines and order of its own Con-
stitution,” and if it did, to avow its adherence to the Assembly ‘““in
consummating the reform thus auspiciously commenced.”

5. But as what will perhaps be still more satisfactory proof of
the necessity of such action, I will give an extract from the pub-
lished language of Mr. Dana himsel%.‘ When in my reply to the
statement made to the Assembly I ventured to infer the opinions
of Mr. Dana on this point from the plain declarations of Mr. White
—what was Mr. Dana’s language? It was a5 follows.

“The constitutional and habitual recklessness of this writer in
his statements as to matters of facts, in one or lwo other instances
200 gross to be passed by. He says he knew that the Reform Or-
dinance did touch the case of the majority of -Charleston Union
Presbytery, from his ¢ knowledge of what these brethren—through
the Rev. Mr. White—had publicly avowed to be the vicws they
200k of that Ordinance.” Now Mr. 5. knows perfectly well that
the majority, (and Mr. White personally) have strongly maintain-
ed just the opposite, and he knows pc&[cclly well that Mr. White
was 1000 miles from the Charleston Union Presbytery during the
summer of '38, when he wrote the articles alluded to, ang yet
s these brethren—through the Rov. Mr. White—had publicly
avowed their views,” &c !’ ;

Now in Mr. Dana’s communication to the Southern Religious
Telegraph, dated August, 1839, he holds this language—not
through Mr. White 1000 miles off—but as Mr. Dana himself :

“The C. U. Presbytery—which Presbytery alone in South
Caroliaa had pronounced the Excision ¢ unconstitutional, unjust,
and oppresive,’ and was therefore marked out as the sole object of
this most insidious and deadly warfare. All this was borne in
silence until the Reform Ordinance made it certain that by a still
more summary process, the Presbylery was.to be destroyed, and
jts members expelled from the church, unless they would recede
Jfrom their declared conscientious principles; ADOPT THE NEW ‘TEST
—* the basis of '37 and '38'—AND GIVE IN THEIR ADHESION TO
THE REFORNM”.

It thus appears that Mr. Dana in 1840 could, with perfect assur-

ance, declare to be * false” what he in 1838 declared to be ¢ cer-
tain” and true.

——— .
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That Mr. Dana then believed that the Synod as well as the
Assombly would REQUIRE such decided action on the part of our
Presbytery, is _nvpau_:nt from the language he uses in this same
K:pcr, and which will still further prove that Mr. Dana then

e

ey e

that of the Synod; and this was said d¢fore the Reform Ordinance
was passed, (and of course led to the consideration of such_cases
os that of our Presbytery, since that gentleman had a considera-

bleinfluence in the whole matter.) In a word our ecclesiastical °

i death-warrant was about beng scaled.”
6. It further appears from the Minutes of the New School
Convention, held at Farmville, Va., in Sept. 1838, that * the
:Rev. Mr. Hamilton, of Mobile, and the Rev. W. C. Dana, of
(Charleston, S. C., being present, were invited to take part in the
proceedings of the meeting.” Now in their manifesto, published
1in an extra of the Telegraph, the identical views and almost the
llanguage of Mr. White in reference to this requirement of the
sAssembly, are put forth. The following is their language :
“The Reformed Assembly of 1838, has made anather Act di-
mecting the Presbyteries ‘before the fall meetings of the Synods’
¢ to take such order as is consistent with this Minute,” &ec.
’and ‘ ordaining’ that * in case the majority of any Presbytery shall
rvefuse, or neglect, or decline, or fail’ to do the things bidden by
tithe supreme legislature’—* then and inthat case the minority
oof said Presbytery shall ,be held and considered to be the true
FPresbytery.” (See ActI. Sec. 1, 2, and 38 of the great ordinance.)
Here then the Reformed Assembly of 1838, wrests from the
SSynods by this sweeping enactment the power of judging of, and
¢; redressing whatever the Presbyteries have done contrary to or-
dier'—the power'of supervision over them in their observance of
tthe Constitution, and the power of ‘erecting new Presbyteries,
aund umting and dividing those which were before erected.” The
Rieformed Assembly of 1838, ‘enjoin’ upon the Presbyterics to
tazke order on the subject of this ordinance, Not on matters alrea-
dyy contained in, and specitied by the Constitution of the Church ;
arnd if they ¢ refuse, neglect, decline, or fail,” to do just what that

Aissembly dictates, and that too¢ before the fall meetings of the .

Stynods,” why they are judged and divided, and their ecclesiastical
caonnections all settled without the Synods having aught to say or
co inthe matter.”

7. Another demonstrative proof that the acts of the Assembl
didd require “ every Presbytery” to take action on this matter, is
fosund in tho Report of the Committee of Synod, in 1839, on this
cerry case Laﬁf the Charleston Union Presbytery, and which was
addopted with only six negative votes. That report commences,
hyy declaring : “ Whereas, the General Assembly of 1838, did
ennjoin upon all the Presbuteries to take order upon the subject of

w that our Presbytery was specially regarded in the Acts and -

' provisions of the Assembly. e says:—* His (Mr. G’s.) chief"
ally in our Synod declared at Philadelphia last May, that if fhe:
C. U. Presbytery survived the action of the Assembly, it should not -

e m—
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adherence to the Presbyterian Church upon the basis of the As-
sembly of 1837 and 1838, for the Reform of the Church.” Such
is the judgment of Synod on this point, and in reference to this
very case of the Charleston Union Presbytery.

8. Another proof (which will be acceptable to Mr. Dana,
at least)will be given from a paper presented by Mr. Dana, as
Chairman of the Committee, and adopted by these gentlemen as
the majority of the members of Presbytery,in Oct. 1837, in an-
wer to our Protest, which was entered against their resolutions
denouncing the Assembly, and declaring on their part a purposc of
independence. They say : :

“That where the Constitution of the Presbyterian Church is
believed to have been violated, it is not merely the right but the
solemn duty of the Presbyteries to declare their sentiments, lest,
by their silence, they should appear to acquiesce in those uncon-
stitutional proceedings.”

Now, if it was so “ solemn a duty” to denounce the acts of the
Assembly, it will not surely be pretended that we were not call-
ed upon (when required either to adhere on the basis of those acts,
or to withdraw,) to make known that adherence, or to avow that
honest withdrawal. :

9thly, and lastly. That it was thus necessary to take action
on this subject, is now affirmed by these gentlemen themselves,
since they were anxious in their appeal to that body to prove to
the last General Assembly that they had taken action upon that
subject, and had expressed their adherence to that body. They
thus speak, to take one among other declarations :

“The Presbytery at its first sessions after the dissolution of the
Assembly, unanimously approved the course ofits Commission-
ers, and thus defined #¢s position to be also that of adherence

without approval. And from that time to the present hour, this®

Presbytery has taken no action whatever to change its position.”

-The decision, therefore, of Dr. Post, which these gentlemen
sustained ‘“ that so long as he continued to act as Moderator of
Presbytery he could at no time entertain any motion touching this

aper, as he regarded it altogether unconstitutional and out of or-

er, and that Presbytery might remain together and finish all its
business peaceably and quietly without any regard to the matters
contained 1n these papers,” was most manifestly in contradiction to
the necessity imposed upon Presbytery by the Assembly and the
Synod, of taking action on the subject contained in that Overture
—and in sustaining it these gentlemen most assuredly “ declined
and failed to adhere to the Assembly on the basis of 1837 and
1838.”

II. I proceed, therefore, to the second point of inquiry, which
is—that in order to take such action as was thus required it was
necessary to express an adherence, which implied some good
measure of approval.

An entire and ez animo approval of every act of the Assembly,
as in all respects the best that might have been taken, and as hav

o
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inz been done in the very best manner possible, is not and never
was required in order to adhercnce toit and concurrence with it,
Such an interpretation of the matter, T have constantly opposed,
and do now oppose. Our Prcsbytcr{ opposed it when we pro-
tested against the .course taken by these brethrenin 1837. Iep-
pased it in Synod, when I refused to give an unqualificd sanction
to the particular measure of cutting off a Presbytery. Mr.
Gildersleeve opposed it, when, in his paper of July, 1838, he said,
“Jt is quite amistake that the Assembly requires an entire assent
ta the constitutionality of the proceedings of the Assembly of 1837,
in order to their continnance in our connexion.”

On this position we still stand. Mr. Dana hasmost unwarranta-
bly misrepresented Mr. Gildersleeve, or rather the plain words
he uses, when he interprets * entire assent” as synonamous
with such 2 measure of * approval” as was intended by and re-
quired in the overture, and would therefore argue a contradic-
tionbetween the two. I feel my understanding lowered, in taking
notice of such a frivolous objection, which hasnevertheless been
dwelt upon with untiring vehemence, as of great importance to
the case.

I now affirm, as I ever have affirmed that * catire assent” is
not required in order to adherence to the Assembly, just as did
Mr. Gildersleeve ; and yet I also affirm thata measure of ‘““appro-
zal” of the acts of that Assembly in 1837 and 1838, is necessary,
in order, honestly, and in good faith, to adhere ‘“to that Assem-
bly upon the, basis of 1837 and 1838,” which is the adherence re-
quired. We, as a Presbytery, were not required * to adhere to
the Presbyterian Church, on the basis of the Constitutien”—for
the tru¢ interpretation of that Constitution hadnow become the ve-
1y ground of controversy and division. What is, and what’ means
the Constitution? The New School party answered one way,
andthe Old School another. The Old School party therefore
carricd out their views of the Constitution, and of what was ne-
cessary to maintain that Constitution, and to preserve it from the
perversion and overthrow with whichit was threatened—in the
acts of the Assembly of 1837 and 1838. Thesc acts gave their in-
terpretation of the true meaning, intent and design of the Consti-
tution. By these acts they hoped to perpetuate that Constitution
in its unaltered purity and perfection ; and to build around it &
rampart against which no weapons of the enemy should be able to
prevail. ‘These acts they believed essential to the life, and exis-
tence, and health of the body, the Church. (See Minutes for 1838,
pp. 33-34.) While, therefore, they allowed all difference of views
as to the manner in which these acts themselves had been carried
into execution, they did, however, explicitly require adherence to
the Assembly upon the basis of the acts of 1837 and 1838.

A blow had heen aimed at the vitals of the church. Another
body now claimed to be thechurch—to act for the church—and to
enjoy-all the rights, immunities, and privileges of the church.—
Tdat body based their claim in law and equity upon the repudia-
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tion and rcjection—as null and void—of these acts of 1837 and

1938. Opposition to these acts as tyrannical, unjust, and uncon-

stitutional, “was the bond of their union and the ground of their

plea at the bar of justice and of reason. On the contrary, adher-

ence to these acts, as constitutional—and as neccssary to pre-

| scrve the constitution—and to “ consummate the reform so au-

spiciously commenced,” the Old School party made the ground

upon which they took their stand—whereon theyawaited in fear-

less confidence the assaults of their adversarics—and upon

whose rectitude they were willing to stake the fortunes of the
church before the civil tribunals, and before the world.

Adherence to the General Assembly on the basis of the acts of
1837 and 1838, for carrying out the Reform of the Church, im-
plied, therefore, most manifestly such. an approval of those acts
as would enable him who adheres to stand with the Church upon
that basis—to defend, maintain, and preserve it—and to share
with the Church in all the consequences which might result from
the acts in question. It is a most plain and palpable contradiction
and absurdity to speak of * adherence to the Assembly on the
basis of the acts of 1837 and 1838, for the Reformation of the
Church,” while he who thus adheres, regards those acts which
constitute that basis, as * tyrannical, unjust, unconstitutional,
null and void.” This, to my mind, is one of the plainest of all
possible contradictions. It is absurd. An honest and honorable

—-adherence, on the basis-required, must - proceed from such an ap-
proval as can regard these acts asin their nature, design, and
results, adapted to sustain, preserve and perpetuate the Constitu-
tion, and as on this account, and not from any plea of mere ne-
cessity, to be carried forward for the reform of the Church.

Mr. Dana, by a partial quotation, and by confounding the true
design of the passage, has tortured the Biblical Repertory into
an apparent disavowal of the fact that any measure of approval of
the acts in question. is involved in adherence on the basis afore-
said.

Now, had the Biblical Repertory delivered itself, as the orgar.
of the Princeton Divines, in tEe way asserted, it would have given
an opinion to be weighed with respectful consideration, but in this

- ——— . ——. -.-—-'.'

11 case in most cvident contradiction, as I must think, to the plain
i,’i and obvious facts. But that such was not the design of the Re-
T viewer, and that he meant to hold up the self-cvident necessity.
%’! of an honest approval of the Acts in question, so far as to adhere
0" to the Church, and go with it in carrying out those Acts, to their
i consummation—will appear cvident from the very article, page
and paragraph, from which the partial quotation has been given.
5 ‘“ We regret the use of the language employed, because it is

: ambiguous ; but as it was designed to be understood, it expresses
,! nothing to which any reasonable objection can be made. These
Acts declare that if a Presbytery is willing, “upon the basis of
the Assemblies of 1837 and 1838, to adhere to the Presbyterian
Church in the United States,” the conduct of its delegates in

-
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 eeding shall be no prejudice to it. That is, if they are willing
toadhere to the Church as it now ezists.- The opposite idea is,
tha they should adhere to it only upon the condition of the repeal

those Acts, and the reunion of the Church,”—(*“which is almost _
a very words of the resolution to which Mr. Dana and hisparty-

bad pledged themselves,”)—‘ those Acts resulted incidentally in

giving the Presbyterian Church a new form, by leading to the

secession of a large portion of it.  Is the part which remains the
true Church ! This is the question. Those who acknowledge it
assuch, the Assembly offers to acknowledge. Does not the New
School Assembly act on the same principle? They acknowledge
thoso who acknowledge them ; -and must renounce those who re-
poance them. - The expression complained of does not establish a

new test. It simply designates the Old Assembly ; or rather the °
Church which that body represented. It requires that those who

wish to belong to the Church, as at present constituted, should
rezard it as the Presbyterian Church of the Uniied States, and not

asa company of seceders. This requisition cannot be a ground

of complaint, The acknowlcdgment 1s involved in the very act of
edhering, which is all that is required.”—(Biblical Repertory for
1833, p. 503.) :

Itis here declared that the very purpose avowed by these gen-
tlemen, in their own resolution, adopted by them in Presbytery,
and in other ways, is “ the opposite 1dea,” to that of ¢ being wil-

o ling to adhere to the Church as it now exists,” and therefore, that
their course, instead of indicating adherence, was a manifestation
of determined opposition. It is also declared that the Actsin
question, “gave the Presbyterian Church a new form,” and there-

fore they constitute, so far forth, a new basis, and of course they.
who stood pledged as these gentlemen were, to scek the over- '

throw of that basis, the destruction of that ¢ new form,” and the

restoration of the Church to its l)revious form, could not, with any
pretence of honesty, say that t

by their own shewing, to be ‘“ carried out in the reform of the
Charch.” Tt is here also declared, in this most perverted and
abused passage, that the ‘¢ adherence” required in order to a con-
tinued connexion with the Church, was, adherence to it as * a¢
present constituted,” in its “ new form,” by these 'same Acts—and

adherence to it in this new form, as in contradistinction to the New

School, or Constltutional party, * the true Church,” and as the
) " Fresbyterian Church of the United States.”” “ These acknow]-
{

2ments, are involved,” it is said * in the very act of adhering,” .

and these acknowledgements, these gentlemen were under obliga-
tion as a “ solemn duty,” never to make.

How dangerous is it to handle double edged tools !

Now, that such a measure of approval as I have defined, was
required from our Presbytery, either in action or in words, in order
toadherence on the basis prescribed, Lwill further prove.

*4

1ey adhered to the Church, in its .
‘“new form,” and upon the basis of the said Acts which were, *
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1. By the resolution of the Synod, enjoining us to act. The
subjeet on which that body directed us to take action was,  con-
currence with the General Assembly, iz carrying out the reform
of the Church upon the basis of 1837 and 1838. The resolution
is as follows:

 Resolved, That Synod concur with .the General Assembly if
carrying out the reform of the Church upon the basis of 1837—38 ;
that inquiries be now made of the Presbyteries whether any, and
if any, what action has been had hy the bodies on TrHAT sussECT,
and that if any Presbytery be found delinquent, they be directed
at the earliest practicable period to attend To TRis MATTER.

In reference to these Acts of the Assembly, severally, the
Synod at its meeting in 1837, after full discussion, used the very
word approval, and others equally as strong.

As these resolutions must be regarded as explanatory of the
yesolution just quoted, and of the meaning of the word * concur,”
therein employed, I will quote them. The first resolution, for
which Mr. Dana himself voted, (See Minutes for 1837, p. 19,) is
as follows :

Resolved, 1st, That this Synod approve of the Act [i. e. the
first of its famous Acts,] of the late Assembly, abrogating the
Plan of Union of 1801, as absolutely necessary to restoring the
Church to her constitutional limits.”

The second resolution is as follows : 6

‘ Resolved, That this Synod sustain the course pursued by said
Assembly, [the second of its famous Acts,] in relation to the Syn-
eds of Western Reserve, Utica, Genessee and Geneva.”

The third resolution is as follows : 3

‘¢ Resolved, That this Synod cordielly approve’ of the Act of
the late Assembly, [the third of its. famous Acts,] appointing a
Board of Missions, through which channel our Church may, in her
peculiar and distinctive character as a large and influential branch
of the Church of Jesus Christ, aid in sending the Gospel to the
heathen.”

" The fourth resolution is this :

¢ Resotved, That this Synod do approve of the course of the
Tate General Assembly in relation tothe American Home Mission-
ary Society. and the American Education Seciety, and its branch-
es by whatever name called, so far as the Assembly has pro-
nounced it inexpedient for these Societies to operate within their
bounds.”

The fifth resolution was :

¢ Resolved, That in the opinion of this Synod, the Third Pres-
bytery of Philadelphia, being formed by the General Assembly,
the Assembly had full power to dissolve it, and under all the cir-
cumstences of the case, they believe the Assembly were fully

justified in the act by which' that Presbytery was dissolved, [the -

fourth of its famous Acts.”’J
It will be thus apparent that if we' erred in using the word ap-
proval,inthe Overture presented for the consideration of Presbys
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tery, wo had ample precedent in the resolutions of that very
bo?)'. by which the Overture was made necessary.
3.. I prove this, by the interpretation put upon these Acts of the

Assembly, by Mr. White, Mr. Dana, and the Farmville Now |

School Convention, as quoted under the previous head.
4. This measure of implied approval, I have alrcady shewn,

must follow as a necessary consequence, from the very circum-i

stances of the case.

The Presbyterian Church was now divided. Another body
claimed her name—title—property—succession—and all her rights.
The basis on which that body rested these high claims, was its
opposition to the Acts of the Assembly of 1837—as tyrarnical,
unjust, oppressive, null and void—the very basis assumed by these
gentlemen, and it is a new basis. The Church therefore, made
thesc very same Acts which had already carried on, and werc
designed, still further, to carry out the reform of the Church—the
basis, by adherence to which, all who were with her, might de-
clare for her. Now, it is a libel :E}(:n common sense, to ask.any
reasonable man, whether or not, erence on this basis, did, or
did not require such an approval of this basis, as to believe it s
safc and proper one, upon whieh to rest the Church—such an
approval as to lead the individual adhering, to rally to the standard
of the Church, in maintaining and strengthening that basis, and
in carrying out the -Reform, of which that_basis w3s the com-
mencement? No honest man could profess adherence to the As-
sembly, on this basis while he was under a solemn pledge, as these
gentlemen were, that if those very Acts which they' declare to
be *“ unconstitutional, unjust, and oppressive,” could not be-over-
thrown so that the * said Synods be still constituent parts of the
Presbyterian Church,”— they will, as the last resort, unite in
forming an ‘independent Southern Synod or Assembly.” And
after it was certain that this never would be done—how these

entlemen could nevertheless profess a willinlg’:'ness ‘“ to adhere to
the General Assembly on that basis;”* (for their great objection

is to the requirement of approval,) and yet talk about consistency- -

and truth, is what' I must confess is, to me, most wonderful.

* For, says Mr. Dana,—* Those do not say the truth wha
esscrt that the Charleston Union Presbytery has either ¢ decline
or failed” to ‘“adhere,” on thé * basis of '37 and '38.”

.And again—* With respect to the assertion on which this de-

cision is founded, vlz., that the majority of Prcsbytelx' have not -
1

adhered, we remark, first, that it is not true ; and secondly, that it
18.n0t relevant.” ?
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~“ SECTION IV.

Whercin it is shown that the action of Presbytery was ovdérly and
S according to rule. o

Having in Section 2d given a statement of what took place-in-

the late Charleston Union Presbytery ou the occasion of our divis-

ion, and of the circumstances under which that division Was effect--

ed—and having in Section 3d established by ample proof the ne-
cessity by- which we were required to act—and the cqually obvi-
ous necessity—in giving in our adherence to the Assembly *on
the basis of 1837 and 1838, for the Reform of the Chnrch”—of
expressing our ‘‘ concurrence’ in those Acts and in that Reform
—and that such ‘“ an approval” of those Acts and of that Reform
as would lead to an honest and conscientious ‘ adheronce on their
basis,” was therefore most manifestly involved in such adherenc
—1I will now procecd to thethird point to be established.

IIT. I will, therefore, prove that the action on the part of Pres-
bytery, was not only necessarily required, but that the course
actually taken by it was ORDERLY AND ACCORDING To RuLE.”’*

It was so generally, because, as I have shown, action essen-
tially the same as that taken was imperatively required, and it is
according to rule that the ‘directions” and “injunctions” of the
Synod and of the General Assembly should be obeyed by Presby-

tery. o

l"{‘hu first point discussed on the evening of our division, as a
Presbytery, when I stated that I had the Overture to present, was
this : ““Is the Presbytery constituted so as to be capable of doing
business?” It was then argued that ‘‘ Dr. Post was the proper
and constitutional Moderator ; and that the Presbytery was now
regularly and fully organized,” prayer having been offered and

the roll having been completed. And although ordinarily the next

business which the Presbytery would have taken up was the clec-
tion of another Moderator, it was made known as the reason why,

* Mr. Magruder, in his paper of March 16, 1839, thus speaks

of our proceedings : .

‘It is considered that the proceedings of those who have repre-
sented themselves as ¢he Presbytery, are not only whally-without
warrant from any Synod or Assembly, and unexampled i the his-
tory of “ reform,” but absolutely without a parallel in the proceed-.
ings of men professing to act in accordance with any Constitution,
standard, or rule of any kind. ~When our readers are fully in pos-
session of the facts in the case, we shall gladly dismiss the subject
from our columns!!!™

And again it is said :

“But, in fact, they did not even reject this resolution ; they
simply decided it, obtruded upon them as it was, while the Pres-
bytery was as yet not organized by the choice of ‘a Moderator, to
be ¢ out of order.””




204] CIIAREESTON UNION PRESBYTERY. 45

o this occasion, the Overture was presented before such clection
should take placc—'-tlmt the Overture in question might render
farther and united adtion of the Presbytery unnccessary, as it
feiated to a fricndly nm'l immediate division of the Presbytery, pro-
vided we could not umitc in a vote to adhere to the General As-
sembly of tho Presbyterian Church in these United Statcs.” (Sce
Minutes as above.) -
After theso remarks ““the Moderator made no further objeé=
-jons,” (Sce Minutes, at p. 47,)—ncither did any other member of
Presbytery, 80 as to be heard by me or by any of thosc who acted

with me.* No further question was raised at that time, but I °

.as permitted to read my paper without interruption.  T'he Over-
sure, therefore—whatever may be said of its intrinsic merits—uwas
zien in order and according to rule, the Presbytery being organiz-
od and a Moderator being in the Chair.

That it was not necessary first to clect 2 new Moderator before
this Overture could be in order on that occasion, is clear—since
there is a distinct provision in the Constitntion by which it is left
to the option of the Preshytery ‘‘to choose their Moderator from
year to year, or at cvery mecting of the Presbytery, (without
specifying any particular time of the meeting,) as the Preshytery
may think best.” (FForm of Government, chap. xix. sec. 3.) In
the same paragraph it is declared that * TaE MoberaTor . . . .
SHALL HOLD THE CHAIR TILL A NEW MODERATOR BE CHOSEN,"
(without saying when he shall be choscn.) (See also the General
Rules, 1—4.)

The Overture itsell was thus in order, because the subject of it
was that to which Synod had  directed us to attend at the carli-
est practicable period.” 'The time at which it was presented was
seasonable—because, the Presbytery being organized, this Over-
ture might, as was said, render any further united action undesira-
ble;'and since the subject of it was one on which we were necessa-
rily required to act—it was very proper that it should be attended
to af once, as it must necessanly have shaped the course of all
remaining business before the boly.

It being thus manifestly in order to present the Overture which
was presented—and at the time we did, and for the rcasons assign-
ed—it was also in order, as was next done, that I should move
that this Overture be adopted, and that Mi. Gilchrist should sccond
that motion.

The question whether that Overture contained the word  ap-

proval,” in a sense not authorized by the direction and example of .
Synod, cannot in any way affcct the decision of the inquiry, ‘“‘was
1t in order and according to rule,” since the moment the Presby--

tery received the Overture it became theirs, and might have been

* I was afterwards 4uformed that onc gentleman did muster
sufficient courage to cry out, “at the very top” ofa low whisper-
Ing voice, so as to be heard by one immeadiately close to him, * or-
der—order,” .

-

e
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altered and amended to meet their views of what was thus corretf,
This motion for adoption Dr. Post refused to put—and why }

Messrs. Dana and Magruder, in their Address to the Assembly} |

profess to give a true account of this matter as if from she Minutes
of the Presbytery. It is as follows : 5

 The Minutes of the last mecting were read.

The Rev. Thomas Smyth presented a memorial from the Sec-
6nd Presbyterian Church, in Charleston, which was read and laid
on the table.

Mr. Smyth also read, and offered to Presbytery a paper, which
the Moderator decided to be out of order. IFrom this decision Mr.
Smyth appealed ; which, the question being put, the decision of
the Chair was sustained.

Whereupon Mr. Smyth proclaimed the minority tobe the Pres-
bytery, and called on them tn retire to the lower part of the house.
In obedience to which call three Ministers and three Elders fol-
lowed him, and withdrew from Presbytery—the Clerk being one
of them, and taking with him the Mmutes and other papers be-
longing to Presbytery, which were then lying on the table.”

This, which is the minute adopted by these gentlemen when
they found themsclves alone, is the most partial representation of
the facts that could possibly have been given. It withholds the
real and most necessary truth in the case. and is thus chargeable
with unfaimess in keeping back that portion of the truth which
was most necessary to the proper understanding of the case.

To this “*documentary evidence”—this ¢ testimony stronger
than bold assertion”’—Messrs. Dana and Magruder add the follow-
ing truly * bold assertion,” which is most certainly contrary to the
facts, and for which they can produce neither documentary nor
any other evidence : |

““But a small minority of the Presbytery, on the cvening of
Dec. 4th, 1838, undertook to demand that the majority should
‘ ArprOVE the measures of '37,” as well as adhere to the Assem-
bly of ’38; and this demand being pronounced out of order, they
withdrew, and claimed to be ¢ the Charleston Union Presbytery.””

Now in the first place we, (the Presbytery) were not on that
occasion ‘‘a small minority” in any sense. As it then scemed,
we did appear to be in number, (not counting the Moderator,)
cexactly equal with themselves, for in the vote on the appeal there
was a tic; but in reality, as I will shew, we were in the majority.

- But sccondly, “wec undertook to demand”—as I have fully
proved in Scction 2d, (see p.  ,)—nothing whatever.

Thirdly, it was not * this demand” which Dr. Post pronounc-
ed out of order.” This assertion is contradicted in their own ¢z
parte Minutes, where it is said that “the Moderator decided the
paper (i. e. the Overture) to be out of order.” Even this, howev-
cr, is in another place controverted, where they say that it was the
resolutions, (which were only 2 part of the Overture) the Mode-
rator declared out of order : 3

¢ The last Moderator, (Dr. Post) being in the chair, decided that
the resolutions vere not in order.”

|

|

|
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* 1Dr. Post, however, really pronounced the whole subject of that -

r to be out of order at any time and to be unconstitutional.

rs;ee below.) ,
Fourthly, it was on this account, and not because any “de-

"—was pronounced out order—that we withdrew. (See our.

Prrotestation below.)

Fifthly, we did-not withdraw and then *claim to be the Charles-
toon Union Presbytery,” but being the Presbytery and having
eantered our claim in our protestation before we withdrew, we then

ree o

To use the language of Mr. Magruder, (when denying that he
shtyles himself a ¢ Pastor,” although he re-publishes a list of names
hacaded with this caption, * Pastors said to be exscinded,” and
ccontaining, among others, T. Magruder,) ‘“‘these mis-statements
aare but a specimen of their mode of treating facts.”

The following is the trne statement of the grounds upon which
tthe Moderator placed his refusal to put the motion for the adop-
ttion of the Overture. He would not allow that it was because it
vwas out of order at that particular time. He said not 2 word—
1nor any one else—about * approval” and ‘ demanding approval,”
iand all which has been since made so much of. The following
iminute of what took place was drawn up immediately after the

ccurrence, by order of Presbytery—was read sentence by sen-
ce in Presbytery—and was attested to by EVERY INDIVIDUAL
as the truth and  nothing but the truth in the case. And many
who were present, and upon whom I publicly called at the time,
to remember the words of Dr. Post, which Mr. Legare led him to
repeat, and seemed anxious that he should alter, can also bear tes-
timony that this is a true statement of what really occurred :

“ After the roll was completed, the Moderator stated that the
next business according to the usual order, was the election of 2
pew Moderator. The Rev. Thomas Smyth then rose and said
that before proceeding to the appointment of a new Moderator, he
bad a Declaration from the 2d Presbyterian Church in Charleston,
which in connexion with an Overture, on behalf of himself and
other brethren, he wished to introduce; and stated in brief his

 reasons for wishing to present these papers at the present time.
The Moderator objected to the rcading of these papers, and ex-
pressed doubts, whether, under the circumstances of the case,
according to the usage of Presbytery, he could continue to occupy
the Chair. It was stated in reply that he was certainly the proper
constitutional Moderator ; that the Presbytery was now regu-
{{Bly and fully organized, and that the Overture to be presented,
might render any further and united action of the Presbytery un-

ncessary—as it related to a friendly and immediate division of the -
Presbytery—provided we could not unite in a vote to adhere to

tke General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in these United
States.”

« After some additional remarks, the adoption of this Overture
was moved by Mr. Smyth, and seconded by the Rev. Adam Gil-
¢hrist. ;
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. ‘¢ Tho Moderator' then refused to put the motion; orto receive
the Overture, declaring it to be unconstitutional, and contrary to
the rules of the Church. When an explanation wag asked of the
Moderator, he further declared, that so long as he continued to act
as Moderator.of this Presbytery, he could at no time entertain any

~ motion_touching this paper, as he regarded it altogether unconsti-

tutional, and out of order; and gave it as his opinion -from the
Chair, that* Presbytery might remain together, afid finish all its
business peaceably and quietly, without any regard to the matters
contained in these papers. The rules, touching the duty of the
Moderator were then read, and an appeal made from the Chair ;
which appeal was scconded by Mr. Gildersleeve. and by some
remarks from the Rev. Dr. McDowell: On a further motion, it
was determined that the appeal should be taken by yeas and nays;
when the appeal was lost—seven voting for, and seven voting
against it, and the Moderator deciding that it was lost.”"

When the Moderator declared the appeal to be lost—seven
having voted for it, and seven against it—Mr. Smyth then read the
following declaration, which further shows the ground upon which
we acted, and upon which, as we then publicly stated, the ap-
peal was taken :

“ Whereas it is manifest to all now.present, that the majority
of this Presbytery, now prescnt—though not, it is believed, a ma-
jority, if Presbytery were fully represented—have now sustained
the Moderator in his decision, whereby an Overture proposing that
this Presbytery do now obey the injunction of the Supreme Judic-
atory of our Church and of our Synod, in taking order in reference
to the Reform measures of '37-'38,and to our adherence to the
General Assembly of 1838, which sat in May last, in the 7th Pres-
byterian Church in Philadelphia—is declared to be out of order,
unconstitutional, and contrary to the rules of the Church ; and
therefore the majority of this Presbytery refuses to take the re-
quired order on these subjects, and thus declines or fails to adhere
to the Presbyterian Church as represented in the last General As-
sembly which sat in May last, in the Tth Presbyterian Church in-
Philadelphia, as the only true and proper Presbyterian Church in
these United States, as chartered by the State of Pennsylvania ;
and also shows contempt to the same,—we, the minority of this
Presbytery now present, though not as is ‘believed a minority if
fully represented, do declare, according to the express provision of
the last General Assembly, that said minority is the true Charles-
ton Union . Presbytery, tocontinue its name angd style, and that
in order to go forward with all the proper acts! and functions of
this Presbytery, we do now retire to the lower. p.art ofthis build-
Tt was thus assuredly, in order to present the Overturc to Pies-
bytery- - It was in order to present it at the time in which it was
offered, It was orderly,— the Moderator making no further
objection” to move that it should be adopted. It was in order,
and according to order, to appeal from the decision of Dr. Past.

in,
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- which declared the whole matter to be out of order-at:any timey
and foreign to the business of Presbytery. And when that appeal
“Sras lost, arid we were thus prevented from:obeying the direction
Synod, to attend to this matter‘at the earliest practicable peri-
ﬁ" it vwwas also in order,and in fact, the only-order leftus;-to
, that direction, and to adhére to the Assembly, on the basis-6f
1837 and 1888—to mnko the declaration we did make—and: to
ect upon the -provision ofthe Asscmbly, by which,-éven though
> arcit minority, we were of right, the: true Charleston

in en
Union Presbytery.

It may be _hcro proper to remark that.we were in.an apparent
minority, while in a real majority—(not counting the -Modera-
tor,) on that occasion, by the vote of Mr. Thomas -Logare, who
hadno right whatever to vote on that occasion, not having been &
delegated elder This, that -gentleman - now fully allows. ‘We
therefore, were, in fact, the majority. Dr. Post was 1n réal equa-
ty, under obligation o put the motron before the house, since n
majority of those present were in favour of it. The appeal was,
in this view of the matter, not lost, but sustained ; and we were
then, 3s we have been, “the majority, as we were and are THE
CrarLesToN UNioN PRESBYTERY.

Now that our course on that. occasion was orderly and proper,
u;ill further shew, by the testimony of those who are well enti-

to judge. : :

I will give the testimony of the Rev. R. J. DBreckinridge, the
framer of the Acts of the Assembly. In answerto my request
that he would give me his opinion he says :

I have read and carefully weighed all the documents trans-
mitted, and. proceed to reply to the various interrogatories, founded
on them, and connected with the particular posture of your Pres-
bytery, and the general cause of Orthodoxy at the South.

In regard to the action of the Orthodox part of the Charleston
_ Union Presbytery, my opinion is, that it IS EMINENTLY WISE,

TMeLy, and PROPER. 1t may perhaps admit of some question,

whether, upon a technical construction of the ** three acts” of -

’38, you had found or made a case to bear’you fully through ; BE-
CAUSE YOUR COMMISSIONERS HAD PERFIDIOUSLY EMBARRASSED
THE QUESTION, DY THE UTTER OPPOSTION BETWEEN THEIR CON-
DUCT ‘AND ~DECLARATIONS.” But even upona fair and just in-
terpretation of the ¢ three acts,” my belief is, that vour ac-
TION HAS THEIR FULL-SANCTION. Itis to be observed however,
that there “is a. much higher ground, even than that furnished by
Wthe “:three acts,” upon which EVERY ORTHODOX TRIBUNAL BE-
PORE  WHICH THE- QUESTION SHALL EVER COME, WILL SUSTAIN
AND THANK vour PrEsByTERy. There was no obligaticn on
any Presbytery, cven to wait, till the Assembly permutted or di-
Tected it to -act, before it, in the exercise of its inherent, yea di-
¥ine rights, procceded to separate and purge ont false doctrine, or
,“mgencous matter, or before it refused to foilow after a por-
tion of its mermbers, into schism, or sedition, or disloyal conspir-

5
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acy, against the body of Christ, The Synod of Kentucky cut off
the Cumberland Presbytery, thirty years ago, without™ counsel
asked, or direction given, on the part of the Assembly. And on
full examination, the;Asembly passed a vote of thanks to the Syn-

d." :
- 2. I will produce the testimony of the Rev_'. Dr. Plumer—

In a letter to myself he says :

“ There can be no doubt of the decision of the Assembly,
as to the propriety of your main course. YouF Synod “ordered
you. They had a right to do so, if the General Assembly had
said not a word. You were bound to obey._ The facts existing
in this case constitute a peculiar state of things, that made 1t
your duty to act,.even if you had not been enjoined so to do.”—

3. I will now give the opinion of the Rev. Dr. Miller of Prince-
ton, as tothe propriety of our course :

‘I think,” sayshe, “the separation of the minorityof the
Charleston Union Presbytery, from the majority, and their for-
mation of a new Presbytery, as ‘ the true Charleston Union
Presbytery in connexion with the Gencral Assembly,” was, or-
derly and right, and just what was required, m such cascs, by
the Acts of the last Assembly. In fact, I do not see what the

sound men in the Presbytery could have done otherwise—with- *

out sitting down, and sanctioning, by their silence and inaction,
‘ a schismatical proceeding.”
The longand formal statements of your Presbytery which ac-
companied ‘and followed their withdrawal, were clear,-strong and
correct. My only remark upon them was, that perhaps, yon
might have ventured very safely to proceed without them. Inde-
pendently of any such publications, the casc was so clear, and
odr proceedings and claims so undoubted, that they might have
{eenomittcd, without danger. But they were all correct, and
made assurance of regularity doubly sure.”

4. It may not be thought by many inappropriate to give here
an extract of a letter just reccived from the Rev. Dr. M'Dowell,
¢saved by the way from the late ill-fated steamer,) which gives his
present and deliberateviews on this point, and which were com-
municated without any request,in a letteron a different busi-
ness, after alluding to this very pamphlet on which I umengaged :

¢ The action of the Presbytery, under the circumstancesol the
case, I feel assured canbe fully sustained. I have reviewed it «.ore
than once carefully, and I think, prayerfuliy. And have ac-
liberately asked myself when alone, and free from zll excite-
ment—what other course could have been adoptad, which weuld
have accomplished the great object, ina more uacxcepticnuole

And I confess I have not béen able to think of a batter

form ? ) e
plan. Our poceedings 1 believe, wero both constitutional and
right.” M \

“I might add to these testimonies, that of Dr. Alexander and

others, butas I do not wish to be unnecessanly tedious, I will
prodyce no more in proof of the orderliness and propriety of our

“CHE LATE [209.
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—the trath of this position having, I flatter myself, been
::d':e so abundantly clear, that whoever will, may see.

-

SECTION V.

Wisrein i vs shewn that these gentlemens now separated frome the
Prestytzrian Church, Rare become Independent, because they
wouid not crpress their adherence to the General Assembly ox
the basis of 1837 and 1838. 5
I have now presented a statement of what actually occurred on

ihe occasion of the division of our Presbytery—and proved that

mn the course it took, Presbytery acted under the requisition of an
imperative necessity, and that it acted also in an orderly manner,
and in accordance with the established rules of the Church.

IV. My fourth position to which I now proceed, is this—that
the ground upon which these gentlemen were left in their self-
chosen withdraswment from the Church, was their refusal to take
action according to requircment of the Synod and of the General
Assembly, and not because they refused to adopt any particular
resolution, or the very words of the Overture in question.

This point it is unnecessary further to discuss, as it has alrcady
been fully substantiated in the previous scctions.

No ODJECTION TO THE PARTICULAR FORM OR WORDS OF THE
OYVERTURE WAS UTTERED IN PressyTery. The Overturo was
not even accepted, which must have been done before any such
objections could have had place. TuE WHOLE susJEcT was .
thrown out of Presbytery. And Mr. Dana declared in Synod -
that he remained silent and made no such objection, ‘‘ because he
saw he had us on the point of reason, and he was determined to
hold us there”—that is, excluded from the Church—or, as he
clséwhere declares, “his little minority are themselves out of the
Chureh on their own principles.” cE

V. I will proceed, therefore, to the fifth proposition, which is,
that thesc gentlemen have now finally determined that they
will not belong to the Presbyterian Churlh, but become Indepen-
dent, becanse they would.not express ‘“ADHERENCE To THE

‘GENERAL AssEMBLY on the basis of 1837 and 1838,” and not

because ¢ approval of those measures was demanded of them.”

A certain mceasure of approval of the Acts of the Assembly for
1837 and 1838 is self-evidently necessary to a conscientious * ad-
heronce,” as was required, “ TO THAT ASSEMBLY ON THE BASIS OF
THE Acts oF 1837 anp 1838.” But although Messrs. Dana.nnd
Magruder may not be willing to make the distinction—there is to
every other mind a plain and mnmfe,s,t difference between “ap-
proval,” * concurrence,” or ‘‘assent”—and “an entire assent”
to the constitutionality and expediency of those- Acts m every pnr-_
ticular.

~
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- Now such “ entire assent” the Assembly never enjoincd—tho

Synod never directed—I never gaye—and our Presbytery never.

yet required: That I* never was willing to pledge myself thus
“entirely,” these gentlemen pleasingly remind me by quoting o
part of our Protest against their proceedings in Presbytery in Oc-
tober-1837, which were condemnatory of and in oppositidn to that
Assembly to whose Acts we were required to submit, as the basis

" of our adherence:

«N.B. We, who thus protest-against these resolitions, (i. . of
these gcntlcmen—gccquowd, on p. 13,).would, in Conclusion, say,
that . they do net.wish: to pledge themselves to-the-eNTIEE expe-

-diency of 'the wxoLe Acts of the Assecmblyy bug merely to their
constitutionality. (Signed,)

. B. GILDERSLEEVE, -
T. Suyrn.”

This.malter.is- misrepresented - in-the above quotation, for the:
it we who thus protest” were not merely’ B: Gilderslecve and T.
Smyth, but also, as'the. Mimutes must:have shewn, in addition to
these, “A. Gilchrist and S: Clark.”

This is: another of the many illustrations.given of the manner
in which * documentary- evidence”” has been used against the
Prosbytery, im:order-to make out what is called-““ testimony strong-
cr than assertion:”

On the ground taken in this Protest I still-stand. With this.
in full view I penned the Overture in question; and proposed, in
neaily its own language, that in accordance with the ““direction”
of Synod that-we shauld « concur with the Generak Assembly an
the basis of 1887 and .1888"—that therefore “the.roll be called

~ and that-each member, without discussion, do declare whether he
can pprove (there is nothing here about  ENTIRELY ASSENT TO,’
or ‘FULLY AppRovE, or ‘pledging themsclves to the ENTIRE
ExPEDIENCY Of the wHOLB Aocts of the Assembly,’ but the lan-
gudge used igsimply-this, ¢ whether he can approve’) of THE RE-

PORM - MEASURES—(not THE wioLE AcTts of this -or any other’

Assembly, as it has been represented)—but of the General Assem-
bly of 1837,” (so that he may fecl conscienticusly able) to ¢ adhere
to the General Assembly of 1838, &c. "

This is tho praposition I made, and this is the meaning I attach-
edto it, and which I ammounced, not only to those who actod
with me, but also in open Preshytery. This I did when I intro~
duced'the Ovorture, fox I then stated, ta use the language of the
printed Minutes—-¢ that it (the Overture) RELATED t0 @ PRIENDLY
and immediate division of the Presbytery—provided we cauld not

unite in a vote'To ADHERE to the General Assembly,” &e. (See

Charleston Observer, Dec. 1838, and also p. 25.) This was my
own declaration before Presbytery of the meaning and intent of the
Overture in question, and made in presenting it to the considera-
tion of the body. )
That such was the interpretation put by us on that papér was
2lso publicly declared at tho same meeting of Presbytery, befera
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we withdrew, when I made known the reasons upon which wa:
based the necessity of our withdrawal. In this paper, which I read,»
(without any correction of mistake as to the views of these gentle-
men,) I declared that the Overture *proposed that this Presby-

- tery_do now obey the injunction of the Supreme Judicatory of

the Church, and of the Synod, in taking order in reference to-
the Reform measures of 1837-'38—and to our apHERENCE to the
Assembly of 1838.” .

Here then were two public declarations—and both made at the
same time in which the Overture was offered—the one immedi-
ately before reading it, and " the other immediately after it was re-
jected—in which it was shewn to these gentlemen that we ‘“ PRO-
rose” and did not “pEmaND”—and that we proposed * ADHER-
ExcE” and not “ ENTIRE AssENT’—and that we proposed only
such ““ an approval” as was necessary to an adherence to the Gen-
eral Assembly on the required basis. All that our Overture pro-
posed was a conscientious adherence to the General Assembly op
the basis of its Acts of 1837 and 1838, for the Reform of the
Qhurch, and concurrence with it in carrying out that Reform as
far as may be needful—and this is precisely what the Synod
directed the Presbytery to do. Pt

Mr. Dana, it scems, in the exercise of his penetrating sagacity,
has now made the discovery of ** fwo most important facts,” (his
own italics}—one of which is, that this Overture was confessedly,
designed *‘ to bear upon the consciences” of these gentlemen.—
Asif the very mention of “ conscience” threw that gentlemen
mto a state of perfect trepidation, he rejects, in the most earnest
manner, as a2 scrutiny altogether too close and searching, any
such appeal to “conscience.”* This whole matter, it would

* The following is the exulting language which Mr. Dana uses'
on this subject : 5

“ Wo feel, however, that this is ¢ small game ;’ and would not
have so far presumed on the patience of our readers, were it not.
for the wish to give them some tolerably clear idea of the stuff this
non-descript performance is made of.  Still we must acknowledge
ourselves indebted to him for Two MOST IMPORTANT FACTS, that
we fvere ignorant of, till enlightened by this laminous production.
They are so important and valuable that they really in some de-.
gree repay us for the toil of this review. h

1. 'We stated that ‘when the inquiry was made of one of t cse}
Individuals, why they had put into the resolution the demand o
approval, &c. he, supposing (as scemed probable at that txlllgeé)
that the matter would never be investigated by Synod, rﬁp 196y
that it was done to * bear on the conscicnces’ of the majority 2
this Mr. S. thus replies. *That I made this remark hetﬁ'qu‘)t{:do
to the individuals namned, I have no manner of recollection, du{
that I did make a remark tantamount to this beforc thdc Sy\r;o ’S
well remember.” Very good. We are much obliged to Mr. .

for this confession thus accidentally elicited. We will now lpform
*5
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jhus seem, these gentlemen have not regarded asa matter of
wconscience” at all. 'When we would put the question before
{hat sacred tribunal, such fin appeal is most piteously deprecated.
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. Asif they had said, ‘‘address this question to any other power

or faculty and perhaps we may be able to.cntertain 1t, but pray do
not speak of conscience.”
Now I would seriously ask any one who has not refined away
common_sense by ‘ philosophy falsely so called”—how it was
ssible to address this inquiry to these gentlemen‘at all if not to
their consciences ? 'What power, I seriously inquire, is enthroned

by God upon the tribunal of the human heart ? To what power

is entrusted the vicegerency of heaven to arbitrate and judge,
within the soul of man? What faculty or sense has given to it
the prerogative in all time of perplexed and hesitating doubt—of
pointing out the pathof duty? You will answer “ conscience.”
Here then was a question of soLEMN DUTY (to use the gentle-
man’s own language) involving a plain and a very seriousalterna-
tive. It was now to be decided whether in accordance with the
dictates of candour, of honesty, and of truth, we could or could‘not
declare our adherence to a body on a certain basis, for carrying out

._a certain purpose deeply affecting the-interests of true religion.—

To what power of the intellectual or moral nature of man could

hint that;mot kimself, but Mr. GILDSRSLEEVE, was the one we al-
ludedto!! We never knew, till Mr. S’s. manifesto met our eye,
that he had ever acknowledged what he now acknowledges. The
acknowledgement is the more valuable, because, in Synod, Mr.
Gilderslceve attempted either to deny or explain away his having
said what Messrs. Baker and Howard had declared. That Mr.
S. should confess that this is " also Ais language, was hardly to be
oxpected, and it is certainly a singular incident that the confession
should be brought out as it now is. And now we will only add
that by their own mouths is that evil infention fastened upon both,
which we have been thought uncharitable in aséribing to them.—
They introduced an unauthorized test of approval in order to ¢ bear
on the consciences’ of their brethren, who, they thought, might
adhere, but could not, with a good * conscience’ approve.

Thus, from the testimony adduced by Mr. Smyth himself, have
we fully proved the two most important pointsin the whole case-
They were conscious as we always: kne\\_r, but till now could not
so fully prove,) that they were acting wntho_ug :_mthonty from the
Reform Ordinance, and that the point of division by which they
micht sunder the Presbytery, was not adhcrchce, -as therein pre-
scribed, but ¢ approval,” which they brought in “to bear on the
consciences’ of the majority ! ! ‘Thus have we arrived at the -
tention, as well as the acts, of the partners in this scheme. And
we leave the public to judge of the procedure by which these ‘un-
offending,’ pacitic, traduced, persecuted’ brethren, undertook to
usurp the name, rights, and property of the Charleston Union

Presbytery."”
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'his important question be addressed ? To the undcrstanding‘!
Yo, for by this it had been alrcady or ought to have been already,
glly inv@tigated. To the ]ud%mcnt.? Judgment had already
ucht to a final and unalterable determination every mind ‘in
tbody. To memory? No—for the measure proposed looked
Ito futureand prospective action, and to co-operation for the further-
/snce of an avowed end. To the affections or passions as conduc-
/iag to our interest or happiness I No—it was a question of high.
‘CErisn'an principle. To what power, prirtiple, or faculty, was'it
then, I again ask, proper or possible to address this inquiry. I an-
swer there is—there can be no other which could give fitting audi-
ence or proper judgment-on such an issue—than the immortal prin-
ciple of coNsclENCE. It was before conscience, as Christian and
honourable men—we wished to answer that all important question.
To what use, let me ask, without intending offence, would Mr.
Dana put his conscience—or on what occasion would he ‘give it
liberty to act—if thi§ occasion was foreign to its jurisdiction 1—
And so it has been discovered as ““ A MOST 1MPORTANT FACT” that
in proposing that' we should answer the most serious question
whether we could ¢ concurringly or approvingly adhere to the
General Assembly on the basis of 1837 and 1838 for carrying out
¢ Reform of the Church” we wished it “ to bear on the consci-
ce.” - If these gentlemen will but diligently prosecute their in-
vestigations with what new discoveries in the science of morals,
may not the world be blest.* \

* Now that we were not mistaken in regarding this matter as
one which could only be decided by a reference of it to the consei-
ences of all concerned, it may be satisfactcry—however contradic-

tory it may be—to shew from the views taken of it by these gen-.

tlemen themselves. :
° Thus in his paper of Dec. 7th, 1839, Mr. Magruder says :

“ It will bg seen that the majority of Synod has assumed an en-
tirely new basis, while the only crime ofthe Presbytery is its ad-
herence to the basis of the Constitution, and its refusal ¢ to ap-
prove the measure of the Assembly of ’37.' Since approval of
those measures is now, in fact, though not in form, made abso-
lutely essential to continued connection with the Synod, it is a
question for every conscientious honorable man ‘to- consider
whether, while himself disapproving those measures, he can retain

connection with a body which has thus summarily cut off a Pres-
Bbytcry for constructively rejecting 2 resolution wl:tch,fnade AP-

-~ PROVAL ¢ of the measures of the Assembly of '87,” essential
to good standing in this Synod.” ;

1Igir. Dana in %is rcsoluti)(’ms offered in. Synod jin 1838, also de-

clared :

“That inasmuch as the new system of Church .GZ";‘;:;“‘;""
Which the Reform leaders are now aiming todsctdsu—p-’a;’it ! ii;
Parture from the Presbyterianism of our stan alrled T e tany
the General Assembly” absolute and uncontro

F o ™
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Thus have I shewn that in our Overture—as the language itself
may be properly understood and as that langrage was intended
to be understood—and as it was openly, and fully, and twice ex-

lained at the very time of its presentation—no more was propos-
ed, no more expected, and no more designed; than such an adher-
ence to the Assembly as implied hearty and friendly concurrence
and not sworn enmity and opposition *‘ even to the death”—for
« e will stick to you” said onc in Synod “asa thom in your
side to the death.””  Now as a further evidence that this was the
ground upon which these gentlemen have really, though not
avowedly, remained in thqlr VOLUNTARY SEPARATION from the
Presbyterian Church, I will produce the resolutions adopted by
Presbytery—when we had retired to the peaceful harmony of
s consenting hearts.” The Overture was an exhibition of our
differcnces, and contained resolutions framed upon the supposition
of such differences, and proposing amicable scparation. These
resolutions also were addressed to those who dfter they had indi-
vidually and singly given every possible evidence and declaration
of determined opposition “ to the General Assembly on the basis
of 1837 and 1838, for the Reform of the Church,” (See Section
Tirst and Second,) had yet in Synod declared, ** We still adhere
to the Presbyterian Church on the basis of the. Constitution.”—
It therefore necessarily addressed ‘“to their consciences” a plain

question, that the full extent of their possible compliance and com-.
romise might be clearly known. But as these gentlemen were-

‘now no longer with us, and only those were present whose course
towards the” Assembly had been “openly and steadfastly friendly,
no such course as this was cither proper or necessary.

. Accordingly we then unanimously adopted the following reso-
lutions :
“That no misunderstanding of the position of this Presbytery

may arise, be it therefore, -
Resolved 1, That this Presbytery do now declare its adherence

to the last General Assembly, which sat in May last in the Seventh .

Presbyterian Church in Philadelphia, of which the Rev. Mr. Plu-

exccutive, as well as judicial power, not only making it supreme
over the Churches, but also placing it above even tﬁe Constitu-
tion—as it aims to perpetuate this supremacy by placing at the
disposal of officers, appointed by the Assembly, all the charitable
funds of the Church, amounting to hurdreds of thousands of dol-
lars annually—as it has already obtained extensive control of the
religious press—as it is, in fine, a system of ecclesiastical despo-
tism, destructive of the peace, purity, and spirituality of the
Church ; every true Presbyterian, therefore, and especially eve

member of the Southern Church, is under the most sacred obli-
gations to stand aloof from this new system of consolidated despo-
tism, and to adhere firmly to the doctrines, and to the discipline
of our beloved Church, as these are set forth in her acknowledged

standards.”
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. er Was Moderator, on the basis of 1837-'38, and to that part of
the Church represented in it, as the only true and proper Geéneral
Assemblys and t}m only true and proper Presbyterian Church in
theso United Statcs, as chartered by the State of Pennsylvania.

Resoloed 2, That all the members of this Presbytery, not now
resent, whether in this country or in foreign lands, be required to
sienify their adoption of tho previous resolution, and that all who
fail to send in their adoption of this resolution and their conse-

entadherence to the Presbyterian Church on the basis afore-
said, within one  year from this day, be no longer considered as
connected with this Presbytery.

. Resolved 3, That the.requisition in the 2nd resolution be also
made binding on all the Licentiates under the care of this Presby-

tery. '

l}'ksolvcd 4, That the Stated Clerk be directed to transmit a
.copy of these resolutions to each absent member of this Presby-
tory, and also to every Licentiate under its care.”

They also passed the following additional resolutions :

% Resolyed 1, That Presbytery approve of the recommendation
of the Assembly, concerning the Education of Candidates for the
Ministry in Presbyterian Seminaries ; and, also, in reference to
the Catechetical instruction of the young ; and the Doctrinal and
Biblical instruction of our entire congregations in the great prin-
ciples of the Gospel.

2. That Presbytery approve of thé organization by the General
Assembly, of the various benevolent enterprises of the day, upon
the ecclesiastical principle of our Church; aud they would recom-
mend to all the Churches under their care, to unite with that body
In aiding and sustaining the various Boards of Education, of For-
eign and Domestio Missions, of the Tract Cause, and of Sunday
Schools, now placed upon the approved basis of Presbyterianisin.

3. That this Presbytery, in conformity to the Minutes of the
Asscmbly, cnjoin it upon all their Missionarics now in foreign
lands, both in the organization of the Churches and in the forma-
tion of Ecclesiastical relations, to conforin as much as possible to
the Presbyterian standards.

4. That Presbytery concurin the change of time, in reference
to the Monthly Concert, from the first Monday evening in cach
month to the first Sabbath in cach month; and that it be rccom-
mended to our Churches to observe this change; and also upon
all such occasions to take up collections in favor of Foreign
Missions.”

Now a simple compliance with thesc Resolutionson the part
of these gentlemen, and that at any time during the year, would
have restored them at anco to all the privileges of full member-
ship in the Presbyterian Church. If they really loved the
Church—and really desired to adhere to the Church—why did
they not claim rightful membership in her on the ground of these
resolutions, which made “apnerexce” (leaving the measure of
approval to “bear upon the concurrence” of cach voluntary ade
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herent,) the ground of union? And wh —wi ire
of Synod befqrc them—and the plain rrymanir:.c*rl o:‘h(:hr:qgtg?sm
staring them in the facc—and two public dc?clamtions a0cor::
panying it of its meaning and intent as implying only a con-
scientious adherence, given in their hearing, and afterwards ub-
lished for their perusal—why, with these additional resolutiong in
full explanation of what we und the Overture did and did not mean
—why have they, from that hour to this, abused the public mind
and played upon its ignorance of the fac :

: ts, by most Tinwarranta-
bly asserting that they arc excluded from the .Church because
they would not express entire approval of every Actof our Gene-

ral Assembly, and of Acts in particalar which terminated ** two
ycars and a half ago 1" Theso gentlemen are now out ofthe
Church because they chose to go out from us—because they
would not adhere to the Church on the basisit had constitu-
tionally and necessarily assumed—because they have ever oppos-
ed, resisted, insulted, and denounced that basis, and the Re-
form it promoted, and the Assembly by which it was adopted.
Of this I shall give another conclusive proof, but first let me no-
tice an assertion in reference to these resolutions of Presbytery
which it is important to rectify. ,

Mr. Dana has published the following ¢ statement of facts,”
which he says: Y

*“ We have received from a gentleman of high character and
standing in this community, in which it is stated as afact which
had transpired, that * at the time in-which Mr. S. introduced his
celebrated “ approval,” resolution into Presbytery, ke actually
had another in lus pocket without the obnozious word ;" and that
this latter resolution was ‘“afterwards called forwhen the party
went down stairs, but the call was met by a * hush’ !?

It would really seem asif there had been a preconcerted plan
to misinform Mr. Dana as to his entire body of fucts—and that he
most credulously, has given ear to all his feelings, * wished
were true.” T'or whatever may be the character and standing
in this community, of Mr. Dana’s worthy informant, (and all his
11formants are most “ true and faithful witnesses,” all—* all hon-
ourable men,") there is, as far as I can imagine, no possible
ground for any thing like what is here stated. 1 never wrote
any paper but the one I read, and which was rejected by Presby-
tery.  The word approval wasin it from the very first to the very
last. I never had any other in my pocket, nor did I ever know
of any other copy of it being in existence “ without the obnox-
ious word.” ¢ This latter resolution, was not “ called for when
we went down stairs,” and the call was not met with * hush.”

I will now give another, and initself a sufficiont proof, that
these gentlemen are self excluded from the Church, not because
they were required to express their entire assent or approval of
the Acts of the Assembly, but because they would not expresg
their adherence to the Church. Tue following is the report of
‘the large Committe of the Syned of South Carolina and Geoy.
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gia, appointed to report on the case of our Presbytery at its last
Sessions, and. of which Dr. Church was Chairman :

** Wherpas the General Assembly of 1838, did enjoin upon all
the Presbyteries to take order upon the subject of adherence to

the Presbyterian Church of the United States, upon the basis of

the Assemblies of 1837 and(1838, expressly declaring that in cas

the majority of any Presbytery shall decline or fail to adhere to
the Presbyterian church in the United Statesof America, upon
the said Dbasis jof 1837—-1838, for the Reform of the Church,
‘then and in that case the minority of said Presbytery shall be held
and declared to be the true Presbytery, &c. And whercas, this

Syuod, at its last meeting, adopted the following resolution, viz :

*That Synod concur withthe General Assembly in carrying out -

the Reform of the Church, upon the basis of 1837-1838 ; that
* inquirics be now made of the Presbyterics whether any, and if

any, what action had been had by the bodies on that subject ;
and that if any Presbytery be found delinquent, they be directed
at the carliest practicable period to attend to this matter.” And
whereas, a portion of the Charleston Union Presbytery, as consti-
tuted at the last meetiug of Synod, have never acknowledged
their adherence to the Presbyterian Church, in the United States
of Amecrica, upon the basis of the Acts of the Asscmblies of 1837
—and 1838—therefore, the Committee recommend to Synod the
adoption of the following resolution :

* Resolved, That the body which was represented in the last
General Ascsembly be considered the true Charleston Union
Presbytery—that the remaining members ofthe Charleston Uni-
on Presbytery. constituted at the last meeting of Synod, arc not
considered as the Presbytery—not because they have not fully
apareved the Acts of the Assemblies of 1837 and 1838, but because

they have not in Presbytery expressed their adkerence to the Pres-

byivins Church in the Umited Stales of America, upci the
dasis of theze Aets.

Resufved, ‘That the Charleston Union Presbytery, as acknow-
ledwed in the above resolution, be directed to receive any of the
menaers of Charleston Union Presbytery, as constituted at the
last meetuer of Synod members of their body, previded they arc
wiliing al its next meeling to cxpress their adherence vpon the la-
sis of 1887 «nd 1838." ;

The Sy of SouthCarolina and Georgia by adopting this Re-
poct, +nid the General Assembiy by approving of their proceedings,
In he c4se which was 3Mo0sT ¥eLLY SPREAD ouT on their minutes,

haye <eciased tothese gentlemen and to the world thas they were

out ol thie Church, and were not the Presbytery, bLecause they
have vo: expressed the't adlereuce o the Presbyterian Church,
upat: ‘i oo o of these Acts.™ Py

* e 0950 Rl et b wetel L ory 20 tse adoptedby the Syn-
od—how was 1t treated by ticse gemicmen? In tneir appeal
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But still further, the Synod directed ‘our Presbytery -again to

‘receive these gentlemen, -on expressing simply THEIR'ADHERENCE

upon the basis of 1837 and 1838. ,
And further still in orderto conciliate - thesc gentlemen, ifit

were. possible :

“ On motion, Professor Howe, - Dr. Leland, ‘Mr. Conning-

“ham, Mr. Casscls, and Dr. Eve, were appointed a Committee to

confer with those who were particularly affected by-the "deeision
Just made, -and to see how far a reconciliation could be eftfected.”

Now what was the conciliation of these gentlemen when waited
on by this Committee, and when thus required only to express
their ADHERENCE to the Church, upon the basis aforesaid. It was
as follows :

* The Committee appointed to confer with those members of
Charleston Union Presbytery, who were excluded from a seat in
the Synod by the vote of last evening, reported that at the com-
mencement of the interview, the following paper was put into
their hands, as their ultimatum, and that, of course, nothing could
be effccted, viz :

to the General A-sscmbly, Messrs. Dana and Magruder “speak of

‘it asfollows:

“ Thg undersigned, firmly belicving that a great-and flagrant
% wrong” has becn done by onc of the Synods whose records
cone under your review (whether from the causes above spec-
ified in the language of the Book of Discipline, we leave others
to judge.)

Aguin : *“ The Synod resolved, that the minority “ be consid-
erred as the troe Charleston Union Presbytery—that the remain-
ing members of the Charleston Union Presbytery, as constituted
at the last meeting of Synod, are not considered as the Presby-
tery—not because they have not fnlly* approved the Acts of the
Assemblies of 1837 ard 1838, but because they have not in Pres-
‘bylery expressec their adherence to the Presbyterian Church in
the United States of America, upon the basis of these Acts.”

« VWithrespect to the assertion on which this decision is found-
ed, viz. that the majority of Presbytery have not adkered, we re-
mark, first, that 1t is not truc, and secondly, that it is 7not rele-
vant.” .

Again: “It is not true, then, that the Charleston Union Pres-
bytery has “either * declined or failed’” to adhere, as required by
the Asscmbly of 1838.

But this assertion, on which the Synod’s resolution is based, is

not only absolutely untrue, bdut is also wholly irrelcvant.”

' Again : “Does not this conduct show plainly that the majority
were pre-determined to trample on the rights of their brethren who
darec to cifier from them opinion, as to the constitutionality angd
Justice of the Assembly'’s measures 7 Dut this second pretext |s
still more absurd than the first.” ~
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«The- undersigned, members of the Charleston - Union*Presby-
tefy, in relation' to whom a_Committce of Conference had been”
appointed by the Synod of South Carolina and Georgia, desire
distinctly to inform the Synod, tkat the recognition of the Presby- -
tery of which they are members, as the Charleston Union Presby:-....
tery, 15 the onlif'basz’s on which they can receive any Overtures .
from the Synod. R

4 ' WiLrrax C. Dana, "
i Wirriax B. Yates,

. g THoMAs MAGRUDER.
Augusta, December 3, 1839.”

Such then, is the basis upon which these gentldmen stand, and

by which they stand self-excluded frem the Presbyterian Church.

But cven this is not all, for at our ncxt meeting of Presbyte- -
1y, & resolution was adopted to the following effect, that notice be
given to these gentlemen, that Presbytery, under the direction
of Synod, was ready to receive them on expressing their ADHER-
Exce to the Presbyterian Church on the basis of the Assem--
blics of 1837 and 1838. A copy of this resolution was sent b
the Clerk to Dr. Palmer, who replied by charging him with send- -
ing ** an impudent and insulting document” whereupon the Clerk

‘did not think it necessary to rcpeat the insult—by addressing it to

the other members. g o

Thus hasit been made clear as noon-day, that these gen-
tlemen HAVE' EXCLUDED, THEMSELVES, from the Presbyterian
Church, not because they.were required to express a full approval”
of all the Acts of the Assembly, but because they would not ex-
press ;heir adherence tothe Assembly on the basis of the Acts
of 1837 and 1838, for the Reform of the Church.

SECTION VI.

Whercin it is shcwn that those gentlemen who have scparated
from the Church, mcver have adhered to the Gencral Assembly
of that Church, on the basts of the Acts of 1837 and 1838, for
carrying out its Reform. :

There are still remaining two propositions important to a full-
understanding of the case of the” Charleston Union Presbytery,
which I will proceed to substantiate. I have already shewn—
1,.that the Presbytery was necessarily required to take action es-
scntially the same as what it did take. 2. That in taking this
action it was equally necessary to express such an adherence to
the Assembly as implied a concurrence with it in the Acts of 1837
and 1838 for the Reform of the Church. 3. That the action of
Presbytery was orderly and according to rule. 4. That these
gentlemen have excluded themselves from the Church, not be-
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cause they would not express full approval of the Acts of the As-
sembly, but because they would not take action as required by tho
Synod and the General Assembly. 5. That they have now finally
determined that they will not belong to the Presbyterian Church,
but will become Independent, because they wouli not express a
gimple adherence to the Presbyterian Church on the basis of 1837
and 1838. _ e A

V. The fifth proposition which is now to be substantiated is,
that these gentlemen never have adhered to the General Assembly
on the basis of the Acts of 1837 and 1838 for carrying out the*
Reform of the Church. : :

1. And first I would remark, they had not done so most assur-
edly atany period prior to the meeting of the Presbytery in De-
cember 1838. On’ the contrary, as I'have most FuLLy shewn
from their own published and avowed declarations, they denounced
that Assembly—they pronounced those Acts to~be unconstitu-
tional, unjust, tyrannical and oppressssve, to be null and void, and
as what they would strenuously labor to overthrow—and they
openly avowed it as their determined purpose that in the event
of failing to accomplish this result they would unite in forming an
Independent Southern Synod. (See Sectiens I, 11, and III.)

2. I would in the second place remark, that it is equally plain
that they did not express their adherence on the basis required
on the evening of December 4th, 1838. On the contrary they
—t0 @ man—rejected an Overture of which it was declared in in-
troducing it, and after it was rejected, and which by its own
shewing also testified—that it was its purpose to propose AN AD-
HERENCE TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY ON THE BAsIs oF 1837
AND 1838 ror THE REForM oF THE CHURcH. And they reject-
cd this Overture on the broad ground that it was foreign to the
business of Presbytery—(though the action it proposed was ex-
pressly enjoined by Synod)—as out of order at any time—(though
Synod. directed  us to take it up at the carliest practicable period)
—as unconstitutional—(though enjoined by the Supreme Court
which guards and interprets that Constitution)—and as contrary
to the rules of the Church—(though itself made imperative by
the positive Rules and Acts of the Church.)

3. I assert further, and in the third place, that these gentlemen
have not adhered to the Presbyterian Church on the basis of the
Acts of 1837 and 1838 for carrying out the Reform of the Church
on the following grounds.- .

The Minutes of their proceedings after the separation was ef-
fected, are now before me. By these I find:

« The Committee on the Report of our Commissionersto tLe
last General Assembly, and on the Minutes of that body, present-
ed a Report, which after some consideration was re-committed to
the same Committee with the addition of Mr. White.”

They evidently found. great difficulty in deciding upoxi the
course, which was finally adopted, and is as follows :
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« The Committee to whom was recommitted the Reggt of our
Commissioners to the last General Assembly, and the Minutes of

 that body, presented the following Resolution as their Report,

which was unanimously adopted, viz : Va4
Resolved, That we approve of the course pursued by our Com-

-missioners in the last General Asscmbly ; and understanding the

«Act” or * Ordinance” of Reform passed by that body, as having

NO DEARING ON THOSE PRESBYTERIES, whose Commissioners -

were members of the Assembly which held its sessions in the 7th
Presbyterian Church in Philadelphia, WE DEEM IT UNNECESSBARY
70 TAKE ANY ACTION ON THE SUBJECT.”

Contrary to the express direction of Synod—in the very teeth
of its Resolution—these gentlemen thus resolved that they were
not bound, and that it was unnecessary, to take any action upon
the subject. The Minutes also report Mr. White as present wgen

_this resolution was adopted unanimously—although it appears to

be in contradiction to his published declarations as to the bearing
of the Assembly’s Acts. (See quoted in Section I.) Mr. Dana
has also informed us that he voted for it, although it is equally
opposed to the interpretation given of those acts by the New

School Farmville Convention in which he sat, and to his own_

cxpress declaration in his communicatiorf to the Religious Tele-
graph. (See Section III.)

But further—this Resolution, which was evidently designed, to
evade, but not to meet, the difficultics of their very unpleasant
situation—being about as ambiguous as some heathen oracles of
old—is an express avowal of hostility and denunciation against
¢ the General Assembly,” and against “the basis of the Acts of
1837 and 1838 for the Reform of the Church.” They here ‘‘ap-
prove the course of their Commissioners to the last General As-
sembly.” And what was the course of Messrs. White and Ma-

* gruder, the Commissioners in question ! Their course was regard-

cd by that Assembly, says the Rev. R. J. Breckenridge, as one

- which ““had perfidiously embarrassed the question by the utter

opposition between their conduct and declarations.” They did

- not go into the Assembly at all as Comimnissioners, for somethin

like 2 week. They ““were at aloss to know how to shape their
course.” And why were they at such'aloss whether to go into
the New or the Old School Assembly? Becanse, it is said,
¢ pOTH CLAIMED TO BE THE GENERAL ASSEEMBLY,” and BOTH
seemed willing,” &c. “ and asI had thus far abstained oN PRIN-
FROM ACTING WITH EITHER, I WAS NOW UNWILLING TO DECIDE IN
FAVOR OF EITHER, above all to coxmiT my PRESBYTERY BY ANY
DEFINITE COURSE OF Action.” He (Mr. W.) ‘ became every
day dissatisfied with its course,” and ““every day convinced me that
RESISTANCE was my only course.” I ultimately resolved,”

" therefore, ‘‘to bear My TESTIMONY AGAINST the unconstitutional

and high-handed measures of the Reform Assembly.” For this
purpose these gentlemen abused the privilege of their Commis-
sions, and went in, as Mr. Breckenndge says, ¢ perfidiously to
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’

against itshigh-handed measures.”

This was the course of these Commissioners to the., .General
Assembly of 1838, which ~Assembly they afterwards held up to
public ridicule, opprobium, and disgrace, in the public papers.”
(Sce quotstions from Mr. White’s Letters in Section .y =~ - .

embarrass”. the Assembly, and to “ rEsisT” nl';gl ‘“bear testimony

, - Now ‘‘this course of their Commissioners to the last Genera

Assembly” these gentlemen ““approved” in Deember 1838, by a
UNANIMOUS vote, as their only action in the case—and after all
this Mr. Dana has the hardihood to say : ' S

“Thus the Presbytery, by approving the course of its Commis-
sioners, who were members of ¢ the old Assembly,’ placed its own
connection with that Assembly beyond dispute; it performed
that very ¢ act of adhering,” which, according to Princeton, is all
that was required, even of a Presbytery whose Commissioners
had represented it in the other Assembly.

It is not true, then, that the Charleston Union Presbytery has
either ¢ declined or failed’ to adhere, as required by the Assembly
of 1838.” g

4. But further—at this same meeting these same gentlemen,
thus unanimously passed the following additional Resolutions :

“ Resolved, Thal the time is now fully come for the Southern
Church to decide, whether it can consistently retain connexion with,
and be bound by the Acts o{, any Gencral Assembly, that claims
and exercises the right to legislate on Slavery.

. Resolved 2dly,-That this-Presbytery recommends to the Church-
cs a deliberate examination of this subject, with reference to peci-
SIVE ACTION.”

Thus, on the hollow and most groundless pretext—for which
there is no real foundation whatever—of slavery, these gentle-
men proceeded, after declaring as above, the manner in which
they understood adherence, to announce their determination No
LONGER TO RETAIN CONNEXION WITH THE ASSEMBLY, and to call
upon their Churches to take DECISIVE AcTioN on this point:

And yet after all this care Mr. Dana affirms “ that it is not true
that they DECLINED or FAILED to adhere as required by the As-
sembly of 1838”—(ke here allows by the way, that the Assembly
did rcquire action in the case,) that is, on the basis of the Acts of
1837 and 1838, for the Reform of the Church.*

_* Mr. Dana has further declared: * Those do ot say the truth
who assertithat the Charleston Union Presbytery has either * de-
clined or failed’ to ¢ adhere’ on the *basis of ’37 and '38.’ »

And again: “It is sufficient to state generally, that, from the
first, the effort has been made to disguise the fact that the Pres-
bytery has never sundered its connexion with the Presbytery in
which it was represented.”

"And again: “The testimony of Mr. Dewees, therefore, fixes
another point, most important ta be well understood, viz. that this
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6. Mr. Dana further informs us: .
«To completc.the pl:oof on this point, we refer the reader.to
the document printed in another column, entitled ¢ Report pre-
gented in Charleston Union Presbytery, &c.” That Report, it
will be seen, instead of proposing independence of the Assembly,
approves the course of our Commissioners in that body, and: that
establishes our position of adherence, while it demonstrates tho
unconstitntionality of the ‘reform’ measures. We wrote this report.”
That is, Mr. Dana wrote a Report which was to have been pre-
sented on this same evening of December 4, and which “demon-
strates the unconstitutionality of the Reform measures’”—THE VERY
wpasis of the Acts of 1837 and 1838 for the Reform of the
Church,” upon which the Synod and the General Assembly re-
nire adherence—and which further ¢ approves the course of our
ommissioners in that bady,” (which, we have just seen, was
avowedly hostile to the Assembly)—and yet this very Report,
which tgus overthrows the very basis of adherence, and approves
their course who went into the Assembly to “ resist” and *to
bear testimony against its high-handed measures”— ¢ EsTAB-
nisues” says Mr. i)ana, (and who therefore can doubt it?)  our
position of ADHERENCE !” ‘

6. But once more—shortly after having thus established their
position of adhcrence, we find the Southern Christian Sentinel was
commenced, of which the Editorial prospectus of its intended
object, thus speaks :

“ With respect to ecclesiastical relations, the Sentinel will ad-
vocate a SouTHERN OrGaNizaTION. [Here follows a reference to
Dr. Alexander which they were not warrauted in making.] This
arrangement it is believed, is entirely practicable and highly ex-

edient.”

In Dec. 1838, Mr. Dana “established his position of adherence,’’
# as required by the Assembly of 1838,” that is, an adherence to
the Assembly on the basis of the Reform Acts, and in March 2,
1839, he established a paper to advocate a Southern Organization,
which is to break off all adherence whatever to the Assembly, and
yet notwithstanding all this, ‘it is not trus” to say that they
have “ declined or failed to adhere.”>

~

minority KNEW PERFECTLY WELL that the question of ADHERENCE

would not divide the Charleston Union Presbytery.”

And again : “ But the demand of upproval ‘of the measures of
137, introduced into their resolution, shows of itself, and most
conclusively, that Messrs. G. and S. knew that the Reform Or-
dinance would create no division in the Presbytery. If they
believed that the majority would refuse to adkere, they would have
accomplished their object, i. e. divided the Presbytery, by simply
introducing the question of adherence.”

* Tt may be seasonable—and but just—to copy another portion
of this pmspicgus, which was lauded in a daily political paper at
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7. That this declaration in favour of ¢¢ establishing their adher-
enceas required by the Assembly” i. e. by the establishment of a
Southern -Organization wholly independent of, and separated from
that very Assembly—i3 the opinion, not of Messrs. Dana and
Magruder merely, but of these gentlemen in their associate cha-
racter, Mr. Dana himpsel{ shall prove. In-his *Statement of the
difficulties,” &c. published early in 1839, (at p. 20,) he says, it is
“the sentiment of the Charleston Union Presbytery, that the time
has (his own italics,) fully come, for separation frogn any As-
sembly which claims to legislate on slavery, (which it is their de-
sire to have believed the Assembly did,) and the fidelity to the

South, and regard for the puriTY and peace of the Churches,
alike demand of Presbyterians a Soutnery OrcanizaTiown,” (his
own capitals,) And yet, in 1840, ‘“ it is not true” that the Charles-
tonUnion Presbytery, (that is, this separated portion of 1t,) eith-
er declined or failed toadhere a$ required by that Assembly of
1838.” ”

8. It might be unnecessary to adduce any further evidence to
prove that these gentlemen never have adhered ‘* as required by
the Assembly,” since Mr. Dana has recently informed the public
that *¢ there is not one of” them * that would ox ANY TERMS AD-
HERE to the Reformed Assembly now that it has at length ful-
ly decided that'approval, is involved in that adherence,” that is, in
other words, and inthe true meaning of its Acts, since it has now
decided thatthese gentlemen who separated from it, are not the
Presbytery. ' )

But in this same paper, the resolutions ofthe last meeting,
-which these gentlemen held when they ““established their position of’
adherence,” are quoted. They then, it appears Resolved, ¢ That
this Presbytery most solemnly protests against the assumption of
either the General Assembly-or the Synod, of the power to form
a new basis as-a test of membership ; and therefore believing
the above Acts of those bodies, to be contrary to theletter of tho
Constitution, and the true spirit of Presbyterianism, it HEREBY
DEELARES THEM NULL AND VOID.”

Notwithstanding: this act of these geutlemen intheirassociate

capacity, and by which they throw oft'all allegiance to the As-
sembly and the Synod, and declare theacts of 1837 and 1838, up-
on whose basis adherence was: required of every Presbytery, by
that Assemblyand Synod' to be  NULL AND vorp”’—Mr. Dana

the time, and which has now become a prophecy fulfilled ! ! !
¢ ‘While its columns will be open to the clear statement of prin~

ciples and facts, ACRIMONIOUS PERSONAL CONTROVERSY WILL BE-

EXCLUDED. IT IS PLEDGED TO NO PARTY. Itis dedicated to the
cause of truth, of CiirISTIAN CHARITY, of pure and undefiled reli-
gion. Its spirit is designed to be paciFic, and its influence con-
servative. It will be equally opposed to radicalism on the one
hand, and intoleranceon the other. Taking MOLERATE Grouwn.
it will protest againstultraism in every shape.” - ;

=
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affirms that ¢ it is nor True then, that the Charleston Union
Prosbytery has either declincd or failed to adhere, AS REQUIRED
py THE AsseMbpLY oF 1838.” £ -

With the consideration of the remaining propcsition, and some
concluding remarks in another Section, we will bring this histori-

cal view of the proceedings of the late Charleston Union Pres-
ytery to a close. ; e

SECTION VIIL.

* Wherein it is made manifest that thesc gentlemen who have now

* separated from the Church, arc the authors, the Jfomenters, and

the perpetuators, of that strife and division which have unhap-
pily taken place.

VII. Having now'fully justified the whole course and proceed-
ings of the Presbytery, and proved that these gentlemen have

_ separated from the Church because they would not express adher-

ence to it, I may now pass on to the consideration of my last

* proposition, which is an inference from the preceding, and made

manifest by the evidence with which they have been sustained,
viz : These gentlemen have been the authors, the fomenters, and
the pcr‘l)ctuators of that strife and division among us which has
resulted in our present separation. .

Who are these gentlemen? Let them be again named.—
They arc the Rev.. Messrs. Lee, Post, White, Rogers, I. S.
K. Legare, Dana, Palmer, Yates, Mné;rudcr. : T

And what is the Presbyterial pedigree of these gentlemen?
Of these, Dr. Post joincd the Presbytery in 1837. Mr. Daxa,
« 1k poLD Accuser” of his brethren, (to use his own language,)
became a member of the Presbytery early in the year 1836, some-
what more than four yecars ago. Mr. MAGrUDER was ordained
sine titulo or to a ministerium vagum, and thus became a mem-
ber of Presbytery on December 11th, 1836, when he imported
into the Presbytery that “pacific spirit” which * belonged to no
party”—which, “ taking moderate ground, excludes all acrimoni-
ous, personal controversy, and protests 2gainst ultraism 1IN EVERY
smare.” Mr. W. B. Yares ‘that true and faithful witness,”
both * before Synod” and again also in the Sentincl, was ordain-
ed sine titulo, and became a member of Presbytery in December 8, *
1835. Mr. L. S. K. LecarE, who, offered-a paper to the Synod

in 1838, declaring, (I usc his language,) ‘that this Synod wilk |'

and- hercby do declare’ itself to be an Independent Synod,” be-
came a member of Presbytery in the year 1835. Mr. T. H. Le-
aARE became a member of Presbytery in 1837—and the Rev.
Dyer BaLL was also received into Presbytery in the year 1835.

But in addition to this, it is also afact, that the Rev. Z. Rogers

[y N
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never adopted our Confession of Faith until in October 1837,
Of course till then he never was in {act, or in canonical equity
and truth, a Presbyterian Minister ; while he, together with Dr.
Palmer, and the Rev. W. S. Lee, never having had charge of a
congregation under the ecclesiastical duthority of the Presbytery,
never werg, nor are they now in strict propriety, Presbyterian
Pastors, although they were and arc Presbyterian Ministers.
Now the troubles of our Israel commenced in the year 1835,
and became of serious import in 1836. In the fall of that year
(1836) our Presbytery met at Beech Island. There were pres-
ent at that meeting as follows :—A. W. Leland, D. D.,, W, A.
McDowell, D. D., B. Gildersleeve, W. States’ Lee, Adam Gil-
christ, John A. Mitchell, E. T. Buist, Erastus Hopkins, T. Smyth,
James Lewers, and David Ardis. At this meeting of Presbytery,
as has been already stated in Section IT, we unaNmmousLy and
most harmoniously adopted a paper entirely disapproving of the
course pursued by the Assembly of 1836, by the New School
party, and instructing our Commissioners to the next Assembly to
stand firm on the principles of the Church, which we believed to
be represented in the Old School party. (See p. 9.) Thus far,
therefore, and more thana yearafter the Church had éntered upon
her present course, there was peace and harmony in our Presby-
tery, and also in the Synod, where a very similar, only a stronger

* paper, was unanintously adopted in November of 1836. (See p. 11.)

‘Who, then, I ask, overturned these resolutions adopted by our
Presbytery in November 1836 at its meeting in April 18377 It
was Messrs. W. S. Lee, E. White, Z. Rogers, (who had not then
even adopted our Confession of Faith,) I. S. K. Legare, W. B.
Yates, W. C. Dana, T. Magruder, E. Hopkins, and Mr. Thomas
Legare. y
o was it, I again ask, that at the meeting of this Presbytery
in Charleston in October 1837, passed the following resolu-

tions, Viz :

« Resolved, That the Acts of the majority of the last Assembly, *

in relation to the Synods, &-c. (that is the very basis on which
adherence 15 required by our Asssmbly,) are UNCONSTITUTIONAL,
UNJUST, OPPRESSIVE."” :

« 9.  Resoleed, That the said Synods ARE STILL CONSTITUENT

arts of the Presbyterian Church. in the United States.”” And,

«4. Resolved, That if this (the  unity of the whole Church,”
including the Synods ezc/uded,) cannoi be obtained, they will, as
“the last resort, unite in forming an Independent Southern Presby-
terian Synod or Assembly.”

I ask, who thus sct the Assembly and the Synod at defiance,
aggrieved the feelings of a real, though not a present majority of
the Presbytery, and avowed a determination of resistance and of
independence ! I answer, Messrs. White, Rogers,-I. S. K. Le-
gare, W. B. Yates, T. Magruder, W. C. Dana, and R. Post.

‘Who, I again ask, at this same meeting of Presbytery, in reply

to our Protest against these Resolutions, adopted a long and la~
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pored defence of each und all of them—declared our fears for the
disturbance of * the peace, harmony, and unity of the Church” to
be * FuTiLE !"—and coucluded by saying :

« For these reasons, each of which is in itself conclusive;, and
their united force, in our view, irresistible, this Presbytery is con-
strained, by its attachment to the principles of our “Constitution,
by its fidelity to the causc_of truth and justice, solemnly to declare
its judgment, that the action of the last General Assembly in re-
Jation to thc Synods and Presbytery aforesaid, is inconsistent wita
CHRISTIAN OBLIGATION, IS REPUGNANT TO NATURAL JUSTICE, and
has not one foot of ground to stand on in the CoxsTiruTion of
the PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH.” ;

I ask, who thus triumphed in an accidental majority, and applied
the torch of discord to our previously united and harmonious Syn-
od? The answer given by the Minutes is, that these same gen-

‘tlemen. through a Committee, of which Mr. Dana was the Chair-
man, (who now declares that ‘‘it 1s Nor true that” they “ have
declined or failed to adhere as required by the Assembly” on the
basis of these very Acts,) these werc they who thus boldly deliv-
cred themselves in denunciation of that Assembly.

Who was it, I once more ask, that in the meeting of the Pres-
bytery in April 1838 declined adopting the plan of the Board of
Education sent down to them—and appointed Messrs. White and
Magruder Commissioners to the Assembly, with 1NsTRUCTIONS tO
FoRCE upon that body, where they and we assert it has no busi-
ness .whatever, the subject of Slavery, that if possible it might
thereby be distracted and divided? I answer it was thesc same
gentlemen. : ot

Who were they, who, while they were sent to the Assembly,
refused to go into that body for a weck together? I answer, it
was Messrs. White and Magruder.

Who, I ask, attended occasionally for a week together—when
they were under obligation to be in attendance upon the General
Assembly to which they were delegated—in the New School
Assembly ? T answer, these same Commissioners. Who deter-
‘mined upon “ resistance” to the Assembly as ¢ their only course 7’
These Commissioners  \Who went into that Assembly to *bear
testimony against its high-handed measures?” These Comnuiis-
sioners. Who publicly denounced and defamed that Asscmbly,
and the Acts of that Assembly, in the public prints, and thcen

rayed ** heaven protect us from such ecclesiastical politicians”—
and there invoked help against it and to overthrow it, even from
the “shades of the departed”—nay, from the ‘ Angels of huht.”
Sce Mr. White’s Letter in the Observer of August and Septem-
ber 1838, as quoted in Section I.) I answcr__lhq.se same Commis-
sioners, or_at least one of these same Commissioners. And who

6 approvcd of the course of thesc Commissioners” which they

" 1had thus pursned 1 I gnswer, these very gentlemen, by a  unan~

s .
qimous” and undivided vote.
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‘Who stood forth in relentless opposition to every measure and
plan which was favorable to sound doctrine, and to the Boards

* and Acts of the Assembly, or the Synod of 18387 These ve

gentlemen. ‘Who refused to take action in obedijence to the di-
rection of Synod, at the mecting of Presbytery™in December

. 18387 These gentlemen. Who afterwards declared “any action

unnecessary,” further than * approving the course of their Com-
missioners,” as above declared? These gentlemen also,

‘Who afterwards established a paper, which has been devoted
to the interests of the New School party in cvery possible way—
which has misrepresented and abused our characterin every con-
ceivable form—which has published the meanest as well as the
gravest charges against our ministerial and personal character,
without warrant or foundation, and repeated and repeated them
again, and sent them abroad through the land. without a hint ever
that they had ever been denied? I answer, these gentlemen ?

Who triumphed in the decision of the Jury, through the influ-
ence, as has been in part avowed, of the positive and unjust
decision of Judge Rogers, and by. which, as far as the civil tnbu-
mals could do it, the legal being of the Presbyterian Church was
destroyed, its succession blasted—and its funds alienated and de-

-clared to belong to the New School party—who, I-ask then, came

forth in open avowal of their thankfulness, and gave God praisc
for such a glorious victory ? Was it not thesc gentlemen, and
did they -not hereby proclaim their heart-felt sympathies with the
New School party, in opposition to the Church?

‘Who have set their fuces as a flint against every overture for con-
ciliation and restored harmony—violently misinterpreting the ac-
tion of Presbytery in direct contradiction to the declaration of its
intention, (given before its introduction, and after its rejection,
and after wehad divided,) that they might, in this way, frame for
the public ear some ground of pretext for their determined resis<
tancc—remaining, for a whole year, indifferent to our public dec-
laration, that we asked no more than a candid avowal of adherence
without any other tests whatever—scornfully rejecting the person-
al solicitation of a most honourable Committee of Synod, sent by
that body to compromise our difficulty on the very terms of ad-
herence which were declared to be i themselves acceptable—
stigmatizing the renewcd offer on the part of Presbytery to receive
them upon t_hose terms as “ an.impudent and insulting docu-
ment”—putting away from them every permitted overture of perso-
nal kindness, and ministerial confraternity—and avowino a de-
clared purpose to retract, alter, or modify what they hn:'e said,
and what they have done—no, not in any one particular? I an-
swer these gentlemen.

Who even in advertisements in the public newspapers,* brand-

* The following advertisement of which Mr. Dana was unde;
it';m(} stgsavow the authorship, appeared in the Courier for Dec.

*The public are requested to suspend judgment in relation (o
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edd our official signatures as unauthorized—took upon themselves
too assign the very motivsg by which we were actuated in our “des-
poerate course”—and more than insinuated that we who were

#v:vcn ultra in our declarations against Abolitionism, were secretl
alit one with its abettors in forwarding their unchristian plans 1 It
wivas one of the youngest and most recently admitted of theso very
gzentlemen.*

But for these gentlemen, these present articles never wonld
haave been written. But for these gentlemcn our ‘Presbytery
wyould have remained in peace and harmony. But for these gen-
thlemen there probably would have been no noticeable difference
oof views in our entire Synod. But for these gentlemen our
SSouthern Zion would have been now rejoicing under the halcyon
bbeams of the Sun of Righteousness, shining peacefully and bright-
Ily upon us.

ConcLusIoN.

From all that has now been said, and that has been brought for-
Mward in the course of this discussion, it must, I think, be evident,
tthatbut for these gentlemen this whole controversy would never
Yhave arisen to alicnate friends, and divide families, separate

, urches, offend against Christian charity, bring obloquy upon the
hristian name, erect barriers to the progress of Christian piety, -

¥ 2and endanger the spirituality of our own hearts, and the hearts of

cour people. . x

Much as I felt the necessity for some such exposition as the
| present, to justify’our procedure before the bar of Christian can-
1 dour and - charity, and impartiality,—it was my fixed purpose to
! keep silent until *“ necessity was laid upon me” and Ifelt * con-
. strained, like Paul, to spea{ in the just defence of myself and my
! brethren, although like him, I was bound by the strong chains o

certain statements of the Charleston Observer, until the appear-
ence of a pamphlet now in preparation, which will embody
“‘those facts in the case which the Observer refuses to publish.
Meanwhile, it should be observed, that an article ix the last Obser-
.. ver, purporting to be a ** Pastoral Letter” of the Presbytery, and
designed to defend the abstraction of the Records by Mr. Gil-
dersleeve, 1s WHOLLY ANIMPOSTURE, it having received the
sanction of ONLY TWO OUT OF THIRTEEN ministers, who with the
#Elders (exclusive of nominal members,) constitute the CHARLES-
/| iox UnioN PRESBYTERY.” &
That letter was written by Dr. McDowell as Chairman of the
Committee appointed by Presbytery, and was signed by the ex-
Press order of the Presbytery, by the names of Dr. McDowell, B.
Gildersleeve, and T. Smyth:
i G -
* Sec the article in question in the, Courier and Mercury, for
the same period.
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prejudiced opinion, which'by that silence I had'allowed to be fas-
tened on me. It was not therefore, till my retom from the
Neorth, in the month.of June; (where I was compelled on this busi-
ness to appear,) that I entered upon this task. =

'That in itself considered our division and disunion, is to. be la-
mented and deplored, there: can he no. question. There' is none
atleast in my own mind. Great is the evil which has: be-
fallen the Churcb, and weighty theresponsibility of those by whom
ithas been-inado necessary—** the authors, the fomenters, and
the finishers of the mischief, on which ever side they were found,
or to whatever party thoy belonged.” That the General Assem-
bly has,in every act in this painful tragedy, manifested: all that
wisdom and-moderation which might possibly have been display-
cd, I am far fromn asserting, though - I most firmly believe that all
has been, and will, I- trust, be yet further made to work togcth-
cr for good to our own Ziun, and to the cause of Christ generally.
‘With  whatever in the private course, public declarations, or
even the united action of any-members of our Church, may be
justly chargeable with rancour, hatred, or uncharitableness, I
have no fellowship. To any such, if there are such, who may be
disposed to drive forward rashly in a course of -ultraism, whether
in doctrine.or in discipline, I yield subjection, no, not for an
hour.””—Antimonianism. in doctrinc on the -one: hand, and ecccle-
siastical dictation, und spiritual despotism on the other—are the
Scylla and Charybdis, between which I would like to steer my
course—remembering that in mediis tutissiimus ibis. -

A course of moderation and charity has been that which I have

~marked out for-myself—with soch examples before me as those
of Bishop Hali, Archbishop Usher, and Bishops Howe and:Baxter.
Butas itisnot in man that walketh to direct his own steps, so
neither is. it * possible,” for a man in many exigencies, ““to fol-
low that peace with all men,” which itis his ¢ heart’s desire to
pursue.” I have therefore, even thus early in life, found that un-
less I would sacrifice all .principle, and:submit to every dictation,
there is “aneeds be” like these very men of.God, whom I have
named, to buckle on the spiritual.armour, would I stand fast
in' that .liberty wherewith Christ has made us free. As it was
with Jeremiah, I am now prepared to find, that inreturn for even
such faithfulness to the necessary requirements of an unescapea-
ble Providence, a man must be esteemed by those whom he
opposes, ‘“ as a man of strife and a man of contention.”

Of the origination—perpetuation—or the final termination of
this painful controversy, I must plead innocent. That in.its en-
tire conduct I have failed to manifest, as I might and should have
done, the “meekness and forbearance of Clrist,” I must coniess,
—1I have alreacly declared my willingness o retract, and that 1 vid
retract any thing unnecessarily hurtful to personal character or
feeling, and although my offer publicly made, was not .received
in candour or generosity—although previous utterances have been
since re-affirmed without note, comment or alteration—1I would
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ffnin repeat my readiness to disclaim any similar and subsequent

nguage. :

lg haso frequently examined my heart, and I am not conscious to
myself of being actuated by any unkind and unchristian feelings
towards these gentlemen. I have certainly taken some pains

b to assure them practically, that the language in which I worded
the resolution contained in my overture was still the language of

.. my heart. That language was:

"% Resolved, That in order to avoid any unkind collision or strife,
and without casting any imputation whatever, on the spirit and
molives, or cxpressing any opinion as lo the orthodoxy or het-
rodoxy of each others vicws, the roll be now called, &c.”

And again : ‘

‘“ Resolved, further, That in making this separation we are
only obcyin%: as in duty bound, the orders of the supreme judica-
tory of the Church, and the wishes and expectations of our own
Synod, and we hope hereby to prevent alicnationamong usas breth-
ren, who, differing in views and sentiments are still brethren,
who may maintain the most friendly ministerial and Christian
inlercourse.”’

That such different results have followed from our separation,
I'must say, was as unexpected, as it has been most painful.

Our grounds of difference are either such as to make their appeal

’ to the conscience or they are matters of comparative indifference.
If the latter, then surely these gentlemen were under obliga-
tion rather than create a schism in the bodv of Christ, to yield
their prejudices and preferences, in matters of mere * doubtful dis-
putation” to the conscientious wishes and opinions of such an

-- overwhelming majority of the Synod, and such a majority also of
the General Assembly, and of the Church generally. They were
surely in this case to blame for persisting in their opposition from
1837 until this time and surely they were unwarranted in requir-
ing the whole body to yield to them rather than that they should
yield to the body. On the other hand are these matters grounds
of conscientidus scruple so.as to bind and obligate the heart, then
it is as plain that differing thus essentially from the church they
should as candidly avow such difference and as kindly act upon
their.avowal, by withdrawing peaceably fromit. Butin such.a
case as this they would be equally criminal in perversely requir-
ing that Church to conform to them or in erecting a battery
against the church, that they might with all the force they could
collect, pour in upon her a running and destructive fire. Most clear-

3 ly the church has not injured them, and why should they in-

!N jure her ? : : .

And if, to make another supposition, our difference is just of that

" eharacter, that it prevents us from carrying on our operations har-
moniously .in one body and in the same ecclesiastical connexion,
why might we not have co-operated in the promotion of the one
common and great design of christianity, in two bodies differentl
related? That we might—and that we would, was, Imust affirm

7



*
/,-.’

74 _ THE LATS = . {233

my hope, desire, and prayer., If I have done aught 6 prevent
or obstruct the frec'courss of suck a'union, I play God to forgive
me, and I am most ready to undo it. W Wbl kR,

< ¥ once thore take these gentlenién, and all whd know the circum-
atancés of the caée; to witness this day, that in the controversy
whtich has raged so 'fiercely, I am free from the ‘charge of its orig-
ination. ' “The responsibility of the present bréach of personal uni-
oh'résts fiot with me==" cﬂd not attack, I only repelled’ attacks
which had been repeatedly made to'the utter disparagement as far
as they were credited, to the character and standing of our Presby-
tery." **This!I dared not neglect todo,” to use'the words of
a2 late' Episcopal reviewer “ and Icannot silently submit to be
charged with' creating “strife and disorder, whén T'was merely
discharging a clear and ungpestionable..obligation.” 1In the an-
swer to our protest against their proceedings—and on'this very
ground too, that they “miust lead to such'strife and discord, they
avow that they were the assailants,” and that they were impelled
to the assault as ‘“ solemn duty.” ‘We are not the aggressors.—
‘We were of a long time silent, asking riothing but a bare permis-
sion to hold by the Church, in this crisis of her history,and to stand
by her confession, creed and polity, in unaltered purity. Thesc are
they who have engaged in'a crusade against the Church, in
order to force her to réturn to a‘condition which necessitated
as we Dbelieve, disorder, confusion, and'the patronage of error.—
"This, Teprosywhich had seized upon the church and was fast
spreading over it, so as to infect every stone ‘and timber of the
building—this they would bring back upon us—after, by the great
grace of God, it has, we trust,received effectual check. Andto
sccure this object the world, and its civil tribunals'are enlisted—
yea even the sympathies of other dgnominations, and of those who
are not to be denominated Christian Churches at all, and the
passions of ungodly men—are to be all excited, that by their
combined hostility this purpose may be gained.

- Now that such procecdings are not chargeable upon Presbyteri-
ans, we would affirm inlanguage borrowed, (with some alteration)
from the paper supported by these gentlemen, and quoted appro-
vingly in it. A : :

“’As Preshyterians, we regret sincerely, that such things should
be'done in the name of Presbyterianism. Again and again, we
have had occasion to say privately to Ministers of other branches
of ' the Church, that these acts’ ARE NO' PART 'OF PRESBYTER{AN-
1sM. This we have done to rescue the'name of Presbyterianism

‘from reproach amdng those who, without examination, have been

disposcd to regard these ‘disorders as the legitimate fruits of the
Presbyterian form of government. We have often denicd the
imputation,—and we deny it again. It is due to truth and to
the excellent form of government and discipline of our Church,
to testify to other Churchesand to the world, that THESE MEA-
SURES ARE NOT PRESBYTERIANISM—are no part of it, nor its.
yRruiTs—nor the legitimate EFFECTS or REsuLTS of the system.—
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Itis unjust, that Presbyterianism should bear the dishonor of
theso measures. There is nothingin the constitution of the Church
—and nothing in the word of God, to authorise or justify these
schismatical acts.”—Sentinel! Dec. 28, 1839.

To this declaration, as, now given, we also respond. Let then
the blame of thig disruption of the ties which once bound us
together, and this persevering attempt, by the origination of a
new. body i the bosom of our Church and by. whigh if such a ca-
tastfophe can be brought about—the church may be rent to atomsg
—rest upon’ those who are its authors. . ‘And may the good Lqrd
who has taught us that all our, doings withoat™ charity are noth-.
ing worth, subdue in us the evil spirit of wrath and revenge,
send down his Holy Spirit, and pour into our hearts that most ex-
cellent gift of charity, the very bond of peace ‘and of all virtues;,
and so dispose our hearts patiently to bear reproaches and wrongs,.
and to be ready notonly to forgive but also to return good, for evil.
—for Jesus’ sake. - Amen.” . - ' A

Vorme
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" APPENDIX. -

A4 1 find, on consideration, that the list of Presbytery, which I
ave in Section II. is not as completeas it might have been ;and
that by being made more fully so, the majority of Presbytery will
appear larger than it then seemed, I will, as a suitable appen-
dix to this discussion, present, 1, A perfected list of Fresby-
tery, as it legally stood on the evening of Dec. 4, 1838—2dly, A
list of it as it was in fact, and actually represented on that oc-
casion—3dly, The contrasted representatiou of it, as given by
the Seperatists—4thly. A list of it as it wonld have stood had on-
ly those who were Presbyterian Pastors been counted—and,
Sthly. A list of the Presbytery as it now stands. Had any
question arisen on the night of Dec. 4, 1838, dependent for its so-
lution upon the relative strength of the two parties in the Pres-
bytery, as it then stood, the following must have been the list
by which that question would have been tested.

LISTS OF PRESBYTERY.
No. 1.

Tue LaTe. CrArrLEsTON Un1oN PRESBYTERY AS IT STOOD ON
DEec. 4, 1838.

Ministers.
0Old School. New School *

A. W. Leland, D.D. 1|B. M. Palmer,D. D. — BY
W. A. McDowell, D.D. 2|E. White, —~ 2
B. Gildersleeve, 3|L. S. K. Legare. 3
Thomas Smyth, 4(/W. C. Dana, — 4
A. Gilchrist, 5|W. B. Yates, 5
J. Lewers, a 6|T. Magruder, - 6
J. B. Vandyke, 7!T. H. Legare, 7
J. Wallace, 8|R. Post, D.D. — 8
A. Buist, 9|W. S. Lee, — 9
G. W. Boggs, b 10|D. Balli, 10
J. F. Lanneau, b 11|Z. Rogers, 11
J. B. Adger, b 12

J. A. Mitchell, ¢ 13

E. T. Buist, a 14].

* 7 By the term New School, as used in these lists, I would
wish to be understood as expressing merely the fact of opposition
to those in the other column, in the proceedings touching the con-
troversies in the Church, without implicating any in a charge of
unsound dgctrine, further than they have chosen to give cvidence
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2d Presbyterian Church, 15|34 Presbyterian Church, 12

Beech Island do. 16|John’s Isiand & Wadmalaw, f 13

Walterborough  do. 17}Oraugeburgh. g 14

Salt Catcher do. d 18

Hamburgh do. ¢ 19

The majority for the Presbytery thus appears to be in Ministers
3—in churches 2—in both 5.-

of such unsoundness. The term New School has heen used by
the party itself, and in the legal arguments, and has become gen-
oral. The term Old.School 1s itself a misnomer. We claiin to
be no more and no less than the Presbyterian Church. I make
these remarks because particularly desired to do so (in some vay)
by the Rev. Dr. B. M. Parnuer, and the Rev. W. States Lk,
both most estimable men—from whom I sincercly rearet being
dissociated—of whom, as to unsound doctrine, I dare not from
any knowledge I possess, utter a word of suspicion—znd towards
whom I most gladly pay—what I rejoice to find they claim—this
act of justice, that they may be known as eschewing sLL NEW
ScHOOLISM IN DOCTRINE.

a These brethren had both, it is true, taken dismissions from
the Presbytery to join other bodies, but they had not at this time
actually formed such a connexion; and were, therefore, by the
rules of the church to be still counted as belonging to our I'resby-
tery. This fact was known, and it was publicly declared in Synod,
and their names ordered to be enrolled n our Preshytery.

b The sentiments of these brethren were fully known at that
time, as their conduct has since declarcd them.

¢ Mr. Mitchell was, i fact, at this time, far from carth and its
vain contentions—but he was not dead ccclesiastically, since the
knowledge of his death did not reach us until some time in the
following April, about four months after. =

d Though very fecble, this church was yct cxistent, and re-
ported Mr. Charles Love as its Eller to the Presbytery in Nov.
1836.—See MSS. Minutes, p. 222.

¢ This Church was not dissolved until after the division of Pres-
bytery, and, of course, must have been counted on that evening.
Dr. Milligan was its last Elder.

f Although Mr. Thomas Legare was not duly commissioned to
the Presbytery, and therefore had no right to vote therein on this
occasion—yet this church was then certainly in connexion with
the Presbytery, and reported to Presbytery, and “ as in the Pres-
bytery,” its name with the names of threc Elders in 1836.—See
Minutes of Presbytery, p. 222.

‘& As the churches over which Dr. Post and the other Ministers
ere named presided, did not belong to the Preshytery, and were-
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LISTS OF PRESBYTERY.
. No. 2, - : :
Tue PRESDYTERY As REPRESENTED oN DEc. 4, 1838.
MiNISTERS.
Old School. New School.
W. A. McDowell,D. D. 1{R. Post, D. D. 1
B. Gildersleeve, 2(L. S. K. Legare, 2
A. Gilchrist, . 3| W- C. Dana, 3
‘Thomas Smyth, 4|W. B. Yates, 4
IT. Magruder, 5
(R H icgnre, 6
CHURCHES. 2
2d Presbyterian Church, 5|3d Presbyterian Church, 7
Becch Island, 6 '
‘\anl.crburough. 7

There was thus an equality, not .counting Mr. Legare ; and not
counting the Moderator, (Dr. Post,) a majority for the Presbytery
of one. :

LISTS OF PRESBYTERY.—No- 3.

In contrast with this, T-will present two lists of the Presbytery
—the one contained in Mr. Dana’s pamphlet, pnblished early in

1839, (sce page 25-26.) and the other from his statement address-
cd to the Synod in 1839. '

From the Statement :

Demanding approval, (i. e. Old School,)
Not doT .

o
(1. e. New School.) ; o2
From the Pamphlct': :

“The case, then, stands thus. I'wo individuals undertake, on
therr own authority, without any act of any judicatory sustaining
the procedure, to expel almost an cntire Presbytery from the
Church. ’

To set the matter in its proper light, we here subjoin, first, the
names of the Pastors said to be “ excinded,” and, next, the names
of the Pastors by whom this * pastoral letter” was written, to
Inform the “ churches under their care” of the “ezcision.”. -

Wm. States Lee, Pastor of the Church at Edisto.

R. Post, D. D., Pastor of the Circular Church, Charleston..

I5. White, Pastor of John's Island & Wadmalaw Church.

7. Rogers, Pastor of the Church at Willtown.

E. Palmer, Pastor of the Church near Pocotaligo.

I. S. K. Legare, Pastor of the Church at Orangeburgh.

W. C.Dana, Pastor of tho 3d Presbyterian Church,tharlgstour’

T. H. Legare, Pastor of the Church on James Island.

not under its jurisdiction, and therefore not properly Presbyterian
Churches at all, they were not of course cntitled to any rcpresen-
tationa—Sec Form of Gov. ch. x. p. 34.

-
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*  Tothese add ! . :
i B.M. Palmer, D. D., now witbout Pastoral Church.
W. B. Yates, Scaman’s Preacher, Charleston. -

' T. Magruder, Domestic Missionary, Charleston.

Pastors writing the ¢ Pastoral Letter” announcing to the
“ Churches under their care,” the “ ezcision’ of the above :

T. Smyth, Pastor 2d Presbyterian Church, Charleston.”

‘ Such,” say these veritable gentlemen, “ are «the TrRUE sTATIS-
@ics, asregards the division of the Charleston Union Presbytery.”

LISTS OF PRESBYTERY—No. 4.

I would here remark that our standards most clearly distinguish
between Pastors who have charge of Congregations—and Ministers
who are otherwise employed in the service of the Church. (See
Form of Gov. ch. x. ¢ 2, 3, 4, & 7, 10, & 12; also ch. xi. § 1,
2, &c. ; and ch. xviii. &c.) Such Ministers, though without
charge, are assuredly entitled to sit in the Courts of the Church,
while in service sanctioned by the Church.

It has been attempted, to reduce the number in Presbytery,
. by cutting off all who were not Pastors. Now as Pastors must
’ |

have charge of a congregation under the care and forming a part

of the Church, (See Form of Gov. ch. ix. § 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, &c.)
in order to be in the strict sense of the term Presbyterian Pastors,
all who have not such charges must be omitted.

The following, therefore, is the list of the Presbytery, counting
onl{)those who were then Pastors, and their Churches, as it stood

on Decc. 4, 1838 :

- Pasrors.

W. A McDowell, D.D.* 1{W. C. Dana, 1

A. W. Leland, D. D.* 2|I. S. K. Legare, 2

Thomas Smyth, : 3|E. White, 3

A. Gilchrist, 4

J. B. Vandyck, 5

CnurcHss. 3

2d Presbyterian Church 613d Presbyterian, 4
, Salt Catchers, ‘ 7|Orangeburgh, 5

Beech Ialand, 8|John’s Island. 6

Hamburgh, 9 :

~ There is thus for the Presbytery a majority of three.

LISTS OF PRESBYTERY—No. 5.
I will now give the list of Presbytery, as it at present stands :

* Asthese both had been Pastors, and were not now Pastors
oaly because holding Ecclesiasticul offices under the authority of

the Church, they are to be assuredly counted.
ST TR THARY

s A




# Im--—-—' S

v.". =

i
!

9

‘, ’;'b

08 <3 ™ THE/LATE Py =39

%

e £
- ' S .
List or TuE PrEsBYTERY OoF CARLESTON IN 1840.%
Ministers. 3

. A: W.LELAND, D. D. =" .

v

,

. W.’A: MoDOWELL, DD,  _° . -

1

2

3
4. THOMAS SMYTH, ;

. ‘5. A. GILCHRIST,
6. J. WALLACE, ; ;-
7. A. BUIST, - 2
8. J. H. THORNWELL,
9. GEO. HOWE, D. D.

10. G. W. BOGGS,

11. J. F. LANNEAU,

12. J. B. ADGER,

13. J. J. DUBOSE,

14. J. L. McBRIDE.

Churches.
15. 2d Presbyterian Church, Charleston.
16. Walterborough Church,
17. Beech Island Church,
18. Columbia Church.
19. John’s Island & Wadmalaw.$

* The name and boundaries were changed by Synod, at th::
request of the Presbytery.

t A minority, on behalf of this Church,-have been duly receiv-
ed by Presbytery as the Presbyterian . Church on John’s Island &
Wadmalaw, Mr. H. Wilson being Elder. ks

I may here add the facts in this case as published by Mr.
Wilson :—*¢ As repeated notice has been taken of Mr. Wilson
as being almost alone ip this procecding, with a view, I suppose
to hold him up to ridicyle, it may be well, as nearly as I can, to
state the facts. If T'am not unintentionally mistaken the strength
of-the two parties in the Church is as follows. There were, I
think, in the Church altogether ten male members and fiftcen
female members, of which there were opposed to their course two
male and two female members. In the Congregation there were
ten males and eleven females with them, and six males and
threc females against. The vote by which they became inde-
pendent stood as eleven, (of which two were transient persons
who were on the point of leaving the Island,) to three. Had all
cntitled to vote been present there would have been, I think, six-
teen against five. Such arc at least very nearly, ifnot with per-
fect accuracy, the facts in the case.” .

. B.:GILDERSLEEVE, ° s ¥







