Many things prepared for this paper are crowded out by
the article of Dr. Beecher. Long as thisis we hope it will

be read with attention.

[For the Journal and Luminciry.]
Mn. Cagster.

Please publish in the Journal the following statement of
facts, made necessary by the various assaults recently made
in news-papers, and periodicals, on my ministerial an< per- |
sonal character and oblige your friend, ’

Lxmax Beecusr,
The papers which have given currency to unfavorable re-
ports against me, are requested to publish this statemer it es-
pecially, the Hartford Watchman, the Presbyterian of Phil-
adelphia, the Southern Christian Herald and the We:stern
Presbyterian Herald,

DR. BEECHER'S STATEMENT OF FACTS.
It is generally known, that Dr. Wilson was Pyesi-
dent of the Board of Trustees, which gave me a call

to the Presidency of Lane Seminary; that he p1esi-
ded when the call was given, approved of the meas-
vre, and with others,

gned a letter to my chuirch,
containing urgent reasons for my acceptance of the
call. The call was voted during one of the Pres by-
terian camp-meetings, since denominated ¢ the new
measures,” of which for some time, Dr. Wilson
the patron, to the no small grief of many of his bre th-

weos

ren, and with not a little reprehension of them on his

part, for their coldness and formality. This call was

given, not mcrely w

th his miunistration as a pre

ding officer, but with to of approbation ancl of
: great exultation, at the probabilities of my being in-
| duced to aceept. At the time of giving the call, Dr.
| Wilson was by his ewn confession, acquainted w ith
| my views in respect to the'natural ability of man a nd
had seen and commented on my sermon on the nati ve
character of man, which he afterwards adduced as |
He

familiar to him,s nd

s

the principal evidence on his charge of heresy.
spoke of this sermon as if it wa

though he had

mude some exc

ptions to it, his aini-

madversions were of a friendly eharacter, and alt o-

gether in the language of charity and forbearance,

while he spoke with cheering animation on the pro s-

pects.of Lane Seminary, with the expected acqui
This fact is corroborat ed
by dates, and various local circumstances, and woald
be, if regularly called for, confirmed by oath, by -one
whose testimony would not be questioned. But af ter
the time that Dr.
sermon on the native character of man, it is declat ed

tion of myself at its head.

lsun admits that he had seen my

by members of tke board of Trustees, that he offer -ed
to compromise and co-operate with me and the boa rd,
provided thet an Old School man should be added to
the laculty.
resigned, and published in the Standard hie reaso ns,
containing accusations of myself as holding hereti cal
opinions and asserting the utter impossibility of my
| leaving the Congregational communion to join the
Presbyterian church, without the shipwreck of a.g ood
conscience, and christian character. He says*‘1 ¢ .on-
sider the charter of the Lane Seminary forfeitec] by
the appointment of Dr. Beecher, as president and  pro-

As this was not immediately done, he

|

feseor. The question is, how can he honestly and

| consistently alternate
as if there was such a difference between Congr( xga-

He then goes on to sp cak

[ tionalism and Presbyterianism, as that no alterna tion
| back and forth, in echanging pastoral relations, ccould
| be consistent with honesty,and closes by saying,* ‘the
| very thought of such a change is appalling.” I na-
j gain alluding to similar eharges, he says ¢ such men
| may have the appearance of piety, the garb of s anc-
| tity; they may be flattered and sustained fora seu-
| son, by men whose minds are as flexible and con-
| seiences as ductilé as their own.” He then g ives
an extract from my sermon, on the native chara cter
of man; the sermon which he had read and comm ent-
ed on, before he gave the call, and then adds ¢ you
may call this Beecherism, or Taylorism, or Boi sten-

ism, or whatism you please, except Bibleism or  >res-

| baterianism. These in truth you cannot call it. ™

; About six months before my acceptance of the call,
I made a journey to Cincinnati, for. purposes o en-
quiry.- My arrival was announced by Dr. Wilsion in
the newspaper in the following terms. ‘At the late
meeting of the Cincinnati Preshytery, this gentlt ‘man
(Dr. B.) was invited to sit as a corresponding mem-
As (‘This looks very ‘much

]

| ber from an Association.
Jike a President and profes
ry, the charter of which binds them to admit none
| but Presvyterians in good standing.) Perhap s lhe‘
Dr. has designedly made iiis debut bere, inthe chnr-!
acter of a Congregationalist, to demonstrate to) the |
people of the West, with what facility men ca n be|
" transformed, not into angels of light, but into ng miu-Jw
| al Presbyterians.”

A little before my arrival with my family in Cin-{
)| cinnati, Dr. Wilson published the following article

or elect for Lane Ser nina-

oy

* | of advice and information of the Synod, for the set-
tlement of the difficulties in
bytery.

« In regard to publications in pericdicals or o ther- |
wise, the Synod enjoin that nothing be published. that

may give just cause of offence, either to the chiurch
‘—{ courts, or to individuals.””  He adds ** with the ad-
‘]‘ vice and injunction of Synod we are perfectly siatisfi-
{]l! ed. We can never do our duty, without giving of-

the Cincinnati pres-

1

1

ence, but we trust by the aid of Divine Grace. to
What his

conceptions of just offence were, and how his reso-

li give no just cause of offence to any one.”
a

ol
T
h

lution was kept, appears from the following ar icle
Alluding 10 my approach to as-
4 i
as o)

in the same paper.
sume my official duties, he gives this warning.
can do the church no harm to watch as well

d
d

7, and we beseech them to read attentively Rom.|

)T
]IU, 17, 18, Now webeseech you brethren, mark thers
which causc divisions and offences, contrary to the
doctrine wkich ye have learned, and avoid them;
they that are such, serve not our Lord Jesus Christ,,

but theirown belly and by good words and fair speech-

”tl es deceive the liear s of the simple.”” {
I This warning to the Churches, contains the char-|
as | ges of heresy, schism, hypocrisy, and preaching the|

Gospel for filthy lucre, eitherof which, if substantia-|
ted, would have been sufficient to silence me and'|
send me back a beggar. My reception by the Pres-|

newspaper, of accusatory parographs, while my re-
peated overtures for convereation and explanation

were repelled, leaving me the ouly alternatives of
newspaper controversy or silent endurance, I chose

= = = =
the latter. At length when the leaven of accusation ‘ ly,and says: «It is not true that Old School men, or

from the pulpit and the press, had wronghtits effect, | any conslderable number of them, regard the Congre-

5 : [ o2 = =
amotion was made in Presbytery to appoint a com- | gational ministers of New England as abody, or even
mittee to enquireinto the reports in common fame. un- | a majority of them as holding these opinions which

bytery was followed by the offer of a protest by Dr. |
Wilson, and an almost continual dropping in the|

favorable to my orthodox And at another meeting |

of Presbytery, another motion was made to appoint @

committee, to examine my 1wosermons on the Native
Character of man, and’ on Dependence and Free |
Agency. Both these motions were overruled by the
Preshytery, und on complaint, the same was done by |
the Synod and General Assembly. At length, after |
a period of public accusation for two years in the|
newspaper, and an attempt to get up a irial on com-

mon fame, which went through «ll the judicatories
of the church, Dr. Wilson, assumed the respon-

|
|
|

me, which re-

sbytery and Synod;

sulted in my zequittal |
and T believe by the unanimous consent of the Gen-|
ral Assembly, Dr. Wilson at his own request, was |
permitted to withdraw his appeal. ‘

It was now posed that the matter was settled,
and no suspicion was entertained, that a regular tri:

being waved, would be followed by a return to pul

2 Al
ial efforts to convict |
The first in-

lic accusations, and extra-judi

me of heresy in a inore summary w

dication of such a purpose was the discovery while in

New England, soon after the meeting of the
bly that u secret letter had been sent to a friend of
mine, warning him against putting confidence in me. 1
Next I was given tounderstand by three different per- {
sons, that though my doctrines were unexceptionable,
I should not be relieved from whisperings and public }
accusations, until I did formally and publicly de-|
nounce Dr. Taylor. This last proposal I understood i
10 be the wltimalum, and a threat of war, if I did not |
comply. I said in reply, if it is not enough that 1
believe as my friends believe, but T must also de-

nounce as they denounce, to escape their assaults and |
enjoy their favor, / witl not do it

Not long afier this the” Presbyterian opened upon |
me, and the Hartford Wafchman, the first in pub-|
tions between Dr. Skin- |

attacking the limited [

n-

lishing the rumor of conve
ner and myself, about

Atonement,and the doctrine of Election, and alter-
ing the Confession of Faith. For the truth of these
reports, the editor would not vouch, but thought lll:tl‘
on the subject, they

if any body knew any thin

s whether Dr. Skinner and

ought to tell it, and us
myself can deny their general truth and if we cannot, |
whether it does not prove that we are secretly de- |
signing the alteration oi the Confession of Faith.—
Mr. Musgrave in particular,is desired to say wheth- |
er I did recommend preaching against Election. Mr.!
Musgrave replies that I did not, but that things were
said that might be worth hearing, if I would permit
him to tell. After waiting seyeral months, and hear- |
ing of no permission from me, the editor concludes |
that the things warth hearing wust be true, and my
silence evidence of guilt. |

But. the publication of Dr. Porter's letter was |

the signal of a more powerful and extended onset.
An attempt was made previous tothe last General |
Assembly, to publish this letter, when 1t would |
have been calculated greatly to prejudice the trial. |
But Dr. Woods found it out and frustrated the at-
tempt, saying that it was wrong—that the letter
being confidential, ought not to be published, and
got it out of their hands, and placed it in the hands
of Mrs. Porter for safe keepin

s

g, saying that now it
would not be published. Who they were,who were a-
bout to publish this letter during the pendency of my
trial before the General Assembly, does not appear,
but who Mr. Engles relied on to defend its publica-
liun,‘:md substantiate the claim of Dr. Porter’s dis-
satisfaction we know, and who volunteered to get |
Dr. Porter’s letter republished with notes, in the

Dutch Retormed paper we know, and who comment-
edupon and misrepresented my reply to Dr. Porter,
and published another private letter from him, none
can be ata loss to know afier readingthe followiug |
letter which I have received from a g

ntleman of high |

He say

character and unquestioned veracity.

« T have come into possession of certain facts which
1 think it quite important, that Dr. Beecher should
be acquainted with—for the purpose of learning the |
character of the men with whom he is in controver- ‘
sy. Soon after the publication of Dr. Porter Iencr‘
in the Hartford Watchman, the Rev. George Cowles
of New Hartford, (formerly minister of Danvers.
i

wrote a letter to Mr. Case, associate editor with Mr.
Harvey, of the Hartford Watchman. In this letter |

|

end of the East Windsor school and doctrines)

he disapproved of the publication of Dr. Porter’s let- |
ter, aud stated that he (Mr. Cowles) had from per-|
sonal interviews with Dr. Porter, certain knowledge ‘
of Dr. Porter’s views of Dr. Beecher and his doc- |
trines, and that the editors of the Watchman were |
mistaken, with regard to the fact that Dr. Porter was
dissatisfied with Dr, B. “until near the time of his |
death.” 1In a posteript. Mr. Cowles requested Mr. |
Case to publish his letter, or send it back. After |
waiting a snitable time for the publication of it, he
wrote tohis friend Case for the manuscript. Mr. Case |
in reply, informed him that 1t was not the custom to |

give back the manus ts which were sent to them.

Upon this, Mr. Cowles guve to the Rev. Mr. Hew- |
mingway of Tuckey Hills, an order.en Mr. Case for
the letter, which Mr. Hemmingway presented at
Hartford, and received: the same answer. Afier a
long argument with Mr. Harvey to prove that Mr. |
Cowles had a right to dispose of his own prnperly,;
Mr. Hemmingway was obliged to depart without the
letter. Tirthe course of conversution Mr. Harvey as

an atgument against giving

it up, asked ** how do I

know but he will publish it? Mr. Hemmingway after- |
wards asked Mr. Harvey,.or Mr. Case for the manu-
script to copy, with a promise to rewurn either the
The reply was, ¢ how do we
At

otiginal or a copy.
know but you will aller it} length consent was
st
it the time, he mighl‘
copy it there, but not to take it away.” |

given, that if ¥ir. Hemming'

y would go up to K

Windsor, wliere the letter

Thus it seems t the two editors of the Watch-
man were only desirous of my conviction, by the let- |

ter of my departed friend, andunwilling thatits pow- |

er to injure me, should be impaired by the testimony

of a mutuul friend. Tt appaars too that thi
sed letter was in safe keeping at East Windsor.

suppres-
Of}|
course its concents and history must probably have
been known to Dr. Tyler and Mr. Nettleton, who |
according to nppearant

es,

would seem to be parties |
in the poiicy of publishing what makes against me,
and suppressing what is in my favor. ‘

The next as

ault mnade upon me, was by a corres-
pondent in the Hartford Watchman, over the sign.’s-‘
ture of A Presbytertan, wcopy of wuich was forward- |
To the eduor’s notice, that the letter |
was from a distinguished clergyman of the Presbyte- |
rian chureh, is appended the name of Dr. Hoge, in the
handwriting of Dr. Tyler, as is attested by one who |
knows 1t well, and is confident. The writer of the |
article thus ascribed (o Dr. Hoge, had s

ed by mail.

n it s nmd!
|

in the Watchmun, that I had affirmed at a public|

meeting in Connecticut, the prevalance of a strong
suepicion among the Old School members of the
Presbyterian church, respecting New-England the-
ology in general, For this he reprehends me severes

| have expressed

| was present, and Mr, Nettleton examined

| means of satislying the minds of some, who v

| fore

they charge on the New School among us, and which
they believe to be subversive of truth, as we have
SolLt
minister comes from New-England, he is at once sup-
d to be heretical, until he furnishes ground for it,

prefes-ed to receive it,”’ is pot true that ifa

pos
by the avowal of unsound theology, or by idenlifying

himself with the New School party.” He saysagain, {

++ T perceive that the opinions of some of the most
eminent ministers in New-England, have reached the
public through your paper or other chanels, (that is,

opinions adverse to the orthodoxy of their ministerial

brethren) THI8 1s RIGHT. An outery may be made,

but it will do no harm. W

want more light—It will
do much goodwith us and with yon. What has been
the opinion which such men as Dr. Hyde, Dr. Corne-
lius, Mr. Evarts, Dr. Griffin, Dr. Church, Dr. Hum-
phreyy D:. Tyler, Dr. Hlewett, and Mr. Nettleton,
about the New Divinity of New-Eng- [
position did they suppose Dr. Beecher
self, in reiation to this subject, and at

land.
had placed hir

In what

what date, and with what consequent loss of confi-

dence and disseveration, from those with whom he

had been previously united? Were any plans devised

at the East, and executed in any measure, for the
purprse of extending the influence of New Theology
and New Me
if so, by whom, and what was their character.

asures in the Presbyterian church, and
An-
swers to these enquiries of a right kind, and to a
proper extent, may be exceedingly useful to the
friends of truth, Iove and order.”

It is here avowed:— |

1. That a man’s orthodoxy will pass well with the
0Old School, if he does not preach heresy and joins
the right party.

2. That all the New School are charged with hold-
ing doctrines ascribed to New Haven, called the
New Divinity.

3. That it is right and desirablevo collect and pub-
lish in the newspapers, the opinion of the living and
the dead concerning large bodies of their brethren in
good standing, and concerning individual members
in particular,asthe means of promoting truth, love
and order;

Such is the kind of trial of ministerial character,
which the writer thinks is right, and would have con-
ducted in the newspaper and hefore the nation.—

'The next assault and about the same time, was
contained inthe Seuthern Christian Herald, in a let-
ter.on ¢“The Origin and progress of Arminian views
in New Buogland,” written as I cannot doubt, from
Connecticut and with the cognizance and aid of Mr,
Nettleton. Tt is stated in this letter that on Dec.
1821 Prot. Goodrichof Yale College lecturing on the
Catechism, advanced professedly some new viewson
the subject of original sin. At this time’’ the his-
torian says, *“Mr. Nettleton was laboring with Dr.
Beecher at Litchfield and on hearing what had trans
pired at New Hawven, Dr. Beecher wrote to Dr. Tay-

lor,and some correspondence ensued. Prof: Goodrich

sent his lecture to Litchfield, Dr. Humphrey, who

t,and
Dr.. Beecher did not en-
tircly.approve of the views of Prof. Goodrich and |
Dr. Taylor, yet in correspoendence with them at this

were greatly disatisfied.

time he made some concessions with which, Mr.
Nettleton was not sati

My objections to this statement are, first, that the
conversations were in the bosom of my family, and
such as political men, evenenemies, deem it dishon-
orable to make use of in their collissien with one an-
other. ssed

sixteen years ago, now adduced toact as evidence in

fied.’

Secondly. it is conversatien which pa

impairing confidence in my winisterial character.

Thirdly, it lacks all the attributes of that evidence,
which civil and ecclesiastical tribunals demand for
the protection of character and rights. It is not under
oiuth, is subject to no cross-questioning or explana-
tion, and could not be admitted in an ecclesiastical
trial. Fourthly, It is published at a period of alarm
and party feeling, which givesit with thousandsthe

effect of legal evidence, thus indirectly inflicting in-
jury which the forms of laws and evidence forbid.—
I'ifthly, the representation that while Dr.- Humphrey
and Mr. Nettleton were *‘greatly dissatisfied,” 1 “*did
not entirely apprave,”
more nearly than they, and that T “made some con-
cessions” To
thisstatement I have to say that it is contrary to the
representations which Mr. Nettleton has repeatedly
made on this subject. He has been went to
that my dissatisfaction was even stronger than his
own—that I wrote a le
ic remonstrance, which he has since tried in vain to
get for publication—that I was ne better satisfied
with Prof. Goodrich’s letter than he (Mr. N.) was.
From the beginning, I never made any secret of
the particular respects in which I differed
Dr. Taylor on the subject of Original sin, either to

implies that I concrred much

implies a still nearer approximation.

state,

ter to Dr. Taylor of energet-

from

himself, or his opponents, nor have 1 understood
at any time, that Mr. Nettleton suppeosed me to be
unsound on that doctrine. I recollect reading a ser-
mon to him on that subject with which he professed
to be pleased, and urged me to publish it. He renew-
ed the request that T would loan or publish, when I
i, as the

wasin New York on my way to Cincinns
ished

to give torLane Sewminary, but had some fears of
In

speaking to a matual friend last summer of his own

my soundness on the subject of Original sin.

views and feelings, at the time above referred to at
Litchfield he said that Dr. Beecher, co-incided with

him eutirely, and even expressed himself more strong-
ly than he, and added, “on the subject of origi sin
1 belicve Dr. Beecher’s views have always been

sound.”’ On the removal of a misconception concern-
Dr. Beecher, which was effected by this friend,

|

which had long labored in his mind, he felt great re- |

lief, and said **I should really love to go to the West

and labor with Dr. Beecher in revivals as1 used to

do.”

Why these representations of Mr. Nettleton’s of
my concurrence with hin at Litchfield should be sup-
pressed, and stutements be made, whose aspect and
on is directly the contrary, I cannot under-

It is now about ten dayssince I received Dr. Wil-
son’s Plea, made before the Synod of Cincinmati,
Oct. 1835, and to have been repeated I suppose \be-
the General Assembly in 1836, if he had ndy
withdrawn his appeal. ' This pamphlet contains :{1

sion: of the Presbytery fory
my acquittal (since confirmed by Synod and by

protest against the dec

implication by the General Assembly also,) with
sometwenty five evil consequences of believing that
God cannot in equity, require what men have no
ability of any kind to perform, together with a great
To the plea itself when
delivered before Synod I made reply, had the plea
been repeated before the General Assembly, T should
have replied to it again. As it is, it must be admit-

vatiety of other matters.

ted that Dr. Wilson has managed the inatter with

|
| more adroitness than equity. He withdrew his ap-

‘[ peal from the assembly where I could have answercd
him, and published his argument, so near the meet+

ing of the convention and coming
answer could be expected to follow it,

Abont the time that Dr.Wilson’s Plea cameont, T
received notice of another publication entitled An

embly that no

Examination of the Pel:

ian and Armiian Pheory
of Moral Agency, as recently advocated by Dr,
By the Rev. Joseph Harvey D, D, Asl
have not seen the work I am not able tojndge of its
spirit and character, though I'rejoice in the opportu-
nity thus given for a public and thorough discassion
of that subject.

The last and most formal assault upon my doc-
trines and character is contained in the Prigcetoy
Review, just published.

Beecher.

It is in effect a review of the evidence adduced 1
veral trial

and ucquil!a]s—:n:’l
ons of the jodicatures of

gainst me, on my

the

overrul dec

church as made contrary to the “obvious mean;
the * wand
in which T was lo
The reviewers announce the discevery of newen
dence, which throuch some mistake or oversigit
that they decply regret, was not produced on af
trial. Had it been, they “see not how the Symi
could have avoided convicting Dr. Beecher of i
ing denied the confession of faith on this poirt"

my words,” and founded

of confusion

upon

and nonsense

(i. e. the doctrine of original sin,)and havi

me out in contradictions ‘which ne

bridge over,’ leave to me no conceivable alieratin
of explanation but teo great obtuseness to see 4 co
tradiction, or too much pride to acknowledge chiangel

of opinion, or the mean device of using word

sense, while in danger of a church court,
in another sense, wlen the fear of disci
passed away.
pressions of high respect fcr my tal
a foil to set off my disgrace in their perversion.

And while there a

We do not question the right of these revi

to eriticise the literary and theological mer

published opi

vions. But if| as they are reputed tobe)
they are ministers of the Preshyterian churchand of
oldest and most iwnportant Theologiel
Seminary, it is not seen ho their ordination \Tan
to observe intain the discipline of the churdy
hand to every minis!er:ﬁ

the church could have permitted them to pablid]

s in her

and m
and their pledged ri

first in a periodical, new evidence, touchinga tnlf
which had gone through all the judicatures, atiad

d+d in addition, with strong implications of mond

delinquencies, and all this at a time of great excid
may rend

2med to precludeanyn

wment, and so near a eri whic

charch and nation, as

1d committed murdgy

bility of a reply fiom me, If It

since the last Assembly, political editors, and ¥ref

enemies would have deemed it 2 matter of deoo:
to s
publ

tain from comn

enting on the evidence, u

hing their opinion on it, before it had beey i)

vestigated by the regular tribunal.

case is as forlorn as the revien
better able to jui
when they shall have read my reply, which i

Whether my

suppose, the public will be

Divine permission will be submitted to their oonsi
ke

sin my stateme

1 am conscious of no

contrp
time

though the

there

‘While I'review this melancholy exhibitionef
lengths to which party spirit may carry good men
ministers of Christ I cannot but hang my head v

short; I expect to be able to show t

shame and sorrow that the defence of my char
the welfare of the Institotion under my care, 2l
interests of the cliurch of which I "sm a ming
sorrowful duty to commit this exps

to a gainsaying world.

Doub. liss, if these my brethren are the ehildm
God, an hour is coming when they will beszl
evils they have done, and their repentanee ade
fession will find forgivness in Heaven, Butuil
tudes, who should have been guided by theligil
are appointed to shed on the earth will know theig
and shame,and never know the repentance whichy
secure for them the efficacy of atoning blood, 1§
fatal influenc on themselves shall be revealed
judgement day.

1 shall close this record of fac

s and prineipl
submitting to the consideration of the com
several questions of deep interest with respectio

i

salety of personal character, and the safety of o

il and rel
The first is, whether the conduct puarsued ing

gious institutions.

case, und which is now becoming flagrant ani e
mon in our church, is not at war with the prin
of the gospel, the Constitution of the Presh

church, and the vital principles of all suniely,u{
and religious, and if persisted in, likely to teraid
in anarchy and ruin.

It is certain that all society, both civil and sl
depends on law, to the safe action of whicha il
eciary and forms of proceeding, and rules of tride
are indispensable. A departure from these e
Kings, is despotism, by the people mo‘mcmy‘J
Lynch law, with the close attendance of enarl

all the terrific forms of infidelity, passion, pre
and revenge, illustrated by the reign of terror il
F¥rench Revolution. A trial by law- may procecis}
ward by appeal through higher judieatures, bt
order cannot be reversed, and an appeal be také/ng
cature to the people. Asd s
id 51
these decisions of the courts, it would be s eouspng
to be punished by the Jaws. There may be e
2 that cannot be recched by the formsalluwl

the supreme judi

popular combinations attempt to rejudge s

crim

evidence, but an attempt, by popular vieless
bring into the eocial state, more justice thin e
introduced by law, would annihilate the proiee
of law. and throw society back to barbarism, 3
are the fundamental principles of eivil society
such are the principles recognized in the ecclesis
al constitution of the Presbyterian church, Tog
ery minister who entess her communion, she pla
the protection of her judicatures and her luwd
the legzl formsof trial and evidence! Common fif
originating in rashness, censoriolsness, or m
shall not be regarded, and never except

peeil
some particular sin, is widely spread, pern
gaining ground, and accompanied with stronz
sumption of truth, and shall be received with 8
caution from -an accuser who may he actustedy
malignant spirit, or is not of good clmruclcr,uj
der process,or in any respect deeply interest
conviction of the accused. The charges shill 4
fy, if possible, the time, place, and circumstansf
the crime, shall be in writing,and a copy of theng§
en to the accused, with the names of the wit
relied on for their support, at least ten days befonl
trial. The witnesses must be competent and
ble, and may be challenged, where there is anynd
\ for doubt, and their credibility impaired by rohis
rashoess, indiscretion, or malipi
amined, shall be pre:

8y

hip, interest,
dnd no witness to be
the eximination of another witness in the snead
The testimony shall be under oath, be redusi
witing, be read to the witness for his assent and !
reccorded. These are the elementary- principé}
our judicial constitution, of our chureh, “‘hUEEUJ
off her ministry originate in Presbytery, and o
by: appeal to the Synod, and the General Al
But they no more go back by appeal to the Synold
Presbytery, then civil causes can go from thel

preme to the inferior courts. Much less can a ciuse
thus decided, be carried by public accusations, to the
popular assemblies of the church, and proclaimed be-
fore the world, and all attempts to break in this way
the force of a regular judicial decision, is revolution
in its principle and anarchy.

My second question is whether this onset upon me,
from so. many points and propugated o eagerly in

gomany forms of newspapers,reviews, booksand para-
graphs, and all starting forth just at this particular
time, do not sufficiently put on the appearance of con-
spiracy, to accomplish in my case, by extra-judicinl‘
means, what has been in vain attempted by forms of
ecclesiastical Jaw. I say not that it is so, but com-
plicated and extended coincidences are generally sup

posed to indicate concurrent design, and if there had
been a concerted plan to write me down, with refer-
ence to the present crisis of our church, could it have |
cen expected to have put on more indications of con-
certed action than it now exhibits? For myself, I
only sy, that very early after the session of the last
Aeéem\;ly.l had evidence which satisfied me that
such plans were maturing, and I have witnessed ac-
cumulating evidence of it more than I can state, un-
til the sudden onset from Kast Windsor, from Prince-
ton, from South Carolina, from Louisville, from Co-
Jumbus and from Cincinnati, all at once burst forth,

and at a time so near the session of the Convention {

and General Assembly, as to exert their entire effect |
upon me, without the probable interposition of a|
shield.

Finally, T would submit to the considcration of the
church and of the community, whether there is not
sufficient evidence to demand attention, that the con-
troversy which has become so inflamed and violent,
has been excited and continued, by a coalition of The-
ological Seminaries, to propagate or perpetuate the
peculiarities of their own theology, by means of ec-
clesiastical censures, and the intimidation of a com-
bined and excited public sentiment. It would be the
affectation of credulity to deny that I am violently
iled by those in the plans and
The ar-

and systematically a
interest of the East Windsor institution.
rows are chiefly forged and furbished and pointed
there, end slot into our church, to supply the quiver
of any archer who desires to bend bis bow at me. It
is evident also that the friends of this institution are
taking a decp interest in the concerns of the Presby-
terian church, and that their sympathy for us is not
eptable or unrequited, But is there a concert
of Seminaries? This isa question to be pondered and
a subject to be watched in its bearings on freedom of
gnquiry and the safety of our civil and religious rights.
‘For itis certain, that while unperyerted, and holding
the patronage and confidence of a vigilant communi-
ty Theological Seminaries are among a nation’s great-
est blessings, their unwatched and secret ascenden-
¢y and coalition, till they shall be able by intimida-
tion, to dictate the faith of pupils, and punish delin-
quents, even i phrasealogy, with loss of character,
wotild be o more vigorous germ of a second passal
system, than we are authorised to expect, or prepar~

ed to endure.

As frequent reference has been made in my case,
to the opinion of ministers in New England, it may
be useful and proper to know some furtherparticulars
on the subject. I subjoin the following remarks from
an intelligent divine in New England, who has most
extensive facilities of observation, who is no partizan,
and who is rather favorable than otherwise;to what is
deemed the peculiar views of East Windsor Theolo-
gical Seminary.

oI do not think that the publication of Dr. Porter’s
Jetter has done you any harm in N. E., or that there
is, or has been any need of saying ‘anything more
about it. It might have started or revived some
suspicion in the mind of a few, had not the feeling of
indignation at the meanness of the proceeding, filled
the minds of men so full, that there was not room for
anything else.

Before the publication of Matthew's letter there
was some danger that Dr. Porter weuld get a bad
name, for faithlessly sending around copics of hislet-
ter, which profgsed to you, to be strictly confiden-
tial; bat I believe that matter is now understood.

Rast Windsor, I always thought, “had no business
to be born.” Now, it must find and furnish some good
reason for its own existence. This necessity I take
it, is the true root of all these evils. While that exists,
1 do not see how they can possibly be easy.

1 have been thinking the public should beinformed
of the alliance between t Windsorand the Presby-
terian party, but have seenno good way in which it
could be done, The East Windsor men are saying to
eyvery man they meet thatthey are behaving strange-
ly. I think their position will soon be understood
by the public, if not by themselves. I am really
sorry for poor Dr. Tyler. In his controversy with
Dr. Taylor, T think on the whole, he had the advant-
age. I believe be went to East Winsor ina good

temper, and with good intentions, and that since he
went there, he has laborred hard, to preserve the
peace of the churches.
evitably forces him upon some courses, at variance
with his temper and better views. In some cases 1
know, he has been misled by false information.

What I have to add in reply to the Priuceton Re-
view, will probably be given to the publicuext week,
and certainly I trast before the close of the General
Assembly.

But his position almost in-

1 am not willing to close this communication without vol-
unteering an effort to avert what some seem to rejoice at, and

many to be advancing by the most appropriate means, viz, |

the division of the Presbyterian Church.

both in its religious and political bearings, draws deep and |}
demands the silence and fear and humble importunity of |

prayer; for who can comprehend the measure of calamity,

temporal and spiritual, which may follow the sundering of

our ecclesiastical and political ties 7 Little do we consider, ||

that while the blood flows healthfully, and every muscle

performs its office, and all the affections sweetly. flow, by ||

how many ligaments of interest and affection we are bound
together, and what tortures must attend the tearing apart of
a body so powerfully compacted! that day when the min-
istry of the North and the South shall withdraw the hand
of fellowship, and conscience and zeal, perverted, shall en-
list under the banners of the carnal mind, then may devils
cease from their fear of speedy exile from the earth, and

A subject which ||

rest from their labors of mischief, and scream out their joy
st results of evil so surpassing their own power of produc-
tion; and who aré the men who shall put forth, in an evil
hour, the hand, and open upon the church and the nation
the door of such a desolation? Shall they be the minis-
ters of Christ? the ministers of the Presbyterian. Church?
I that bad eminence in futare history reserved for us?
that imperi

hable record of our shame to go down thus to an
unending eternity ? I do not deny that a revolution may
sometimes be justified both in the church and the state, but
common sense and all writers agree that it can be justified
only where the great ends of association are subverted, and

all means of redress have been tried in vain, and that even

then the probabilities of success and gain must be greater
than those of loss and mischief; but has such a crisis arri-
ved in our church? Has the end of church organization
wholly failed T Will it be contended that the Presbyterian
Church is anti-christ, defeating the end of her being, provo-
king divine abandonment, and demanding the flight of the
righteous to escape the gathering plagues of heaven? Is
she as corrupt and hopeless as the Jewish Church, when

the Saviour forbade separation and enjoined subjection *— | ¢
Is there as much to impede the truth and hinder the con. ||
version of souls as appertains to every national Protestant | {
Church in Christendom 7 In the church of England, with- | |
in the memory of man, there were, it is said, less than fifty | |
evangelical ministers, where now there are more than two | .
thousand ; in the time of Witherspoon, a majority of the |,
church of Scotland was composed of moderate men, Uni- | ¢
tarian and Arminian, but what had been the condition of
these churches now. had the leaven then been exiled? In|,
such cases, while impatient men cry divide, the language of
Why,
then, should we rush upon division, even if our condition
Is there no balm in Gilead? Is

there no physician there 1

heaven is ¢ destroy it not, for a blessing is in it.”

were worse than it is?

Have all the appropriate means been tried? Has every
thing been done that can be done, and in the best manue”
to restore confidence and supercede division ; what has Leen
done! THe press has lost her efforts to circulate accusation
and suspicion through the land, and common fame has blown

long and loud, her thousand trumpets of alarm and hostile

ranks rallied to the onset, have met the shock of battle and
alternate victory and defeat in the General Assembly, and

no good has resulted, but evil only, as might have been ex-
pected; does this prove that nothing can be done? Are there
no other and better means than those we have used for the
conservation of our church? Our contentions have come on
gradually, and till recently without the apprehension of
such desperate results, but now the precipice is before us,
and we see the gulph.

Are we prepared to leap it withont

an effort at recoil? Has all the patience of the church been

put in requisition, and all the meekness of the church ex-

hausted in vain efforts at peace? and all the mutual con=
sultations of the wite and good been had, which such an

exigency demands! And all mutual concessions offered

and accepted which ought to be by brethren of the same

household! and all the importunity and prayer which the
urgency of our case demands, brought about the throne

of grace? Isthere not yet cause to hope in the mercy of
God, that with the development of our danger, He will send
thrilling through our whole church, an instinetive revulsion

from precipitation and violence, which shall hasten to the

next Assembly, the wise and the good, to mitigate the ani- |
mosities and allay the convulsions which can no longer be
endured, and precipitate the church,

And can such event-

ful measures as those of revolution be taken with such con-

sequences in view, without the evident stamp of infatuated | ‘
Is there any prospect that revolution will be a
Is there not a moral certainty that it will he lhuf |

disolution of the only conservative power of the church, |

councils?

remedy?

able to hold in check the ultraism of crror and fanatici

3,
Besides if we separate, will not cach of the divided parts

carry in its  bosom, portions of the same volcanic matter

which now convulses the whole, with diminished power of
resistance?

And what can prevent a subdivision but just

such patience, forbearance, and firmness mingled with kind-
ness, as may now avail to maintain the unity and piety of
the entire church?
church from the sin and shame of a wanton schism?

Is it demanded how this difficult work of pacification can
be accomplished ?

What' cause can exist to vindicate the

I answer, not by open war in the newspapers, nor by ac-
cusations of heresy, and judicial trials. These may inflict
mutual wrongs, and aggravate our animosities, and foam
out our shame, and Al the church with a more intense

burning, in which she will have no 1est d

ay nor night. Nor |

can a division of our church, or a decisi victory of one

party over the other, secure peace,  Division may be ef-

fected by coercion, but there can be no conquest that will

produce peace.  Neither party can be forcibly putdown

But peace and harmony can be restored by the cessation | |

and subdued by the other, 1
|

of hostilities, and by seeking the things that make for
peace, There is a loss of confidence, with fear and acrimo~ “ |
nious action from misinformation, the very results which a | |
licentious press and wanten slander are calculated toen- |
gender, all of which may be expected to subside when the ||

exciting causes cease. The quietness of a single year might
go so far to subdue passion and restore confiderce, as to
render division impossible. . Time, alone, would lay its le-
nient hand upon our febrile head and heart. Butif, in ad- |
dition to this, a conservative committee, composed of the
wise and good on each side, shauld be appointed to enquire

into the causes of our trouble, and the means of restoring
confidence to the church, and report to the next assembly,
with recommendations  to the churches in the mean time to

cultivate holines:
and efforts for the propagation of the gospel, there is little |
reason to doubt that our past relations of confidence and |

and prayer for the effusion of the spirit,

peace. and brotherly love would be restored. ~May the|
Lord in his infinite mercy forgive us all, and pour out upon |
the Assembly his restraining grace, and copious measures of |
the wisdom from above, is the unceasing and importanate |

prayer of my heart.




