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PREFACE.

Tue following is the substance of the speech delivered by the au-
thor before the West-Lexington Presbytery, pending the irial of the
Rev. J. C. Stiles. Impe

in the speech, to table charges against Mr, Stiles, and 7 quired by the

led by circumsiances, which are explained

Presbytery to prosecute the public charges, when the personal ones
were withdrawn, I became the prosecutor of Mr. Stiles. Since his
trial and suspension by the Presbytery, I have been grossly misrepre-
sented, both as to the speech and the appended correspondence, and

the Presbytery traduced.

I have been repeatedly urged by friends, in whose judgment I have
great confidence, to write out and publish the speech, as a vindication

of myself, and also of the Presbytery, as it contained the grounds on
which its decision was based, As to the correspondence, besides its
gross misrepresentation by Mr. Stiles® friends, I have been accused of
being the offender in the case. The speech, as written, contains the
substance of the same as delivered before the Presbytery. Some parts
have been curtailed, others have been a little enlarged. The speech,
in its present form, will be easily recognised by every individual who
heard it delivered, although slightly changed in some of its parts. I
have, in the printed speech, omitted altogether any notice of Mr. Stiles’
effort to show that the church required approval of the acts of the As-
semblies of '37 and ’38. What he has so often said on that subject is
known by all his New School friends, of any intelligence, to be an
utter mistake. This part was omitted only for the sake of brevity.
The cases he has adduced, admit of an easy and satisfactory explana-
tion, but would require considerable space. It is sufficient to say, that
the General Assembly, with the Rev, J, L. Wilson, D. D. as its mode-

rator, examined and approved the records and acts of the Synod of Ky.
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at Paris. Itis known that the Paris Synod permitted brethren to re-

main in the Presbyterian Church, expressly withholding their appro-

bation of those acts of ’37 and *38.. It is then clear that the Assem-
bly, and the Synod of Ky. never required approval.
The speech is offered as the orounds of the Preshytery’s action in

efence }E,If:c|(.‘

1
15 1

f Mr. Stiles, with the more confidence, as the d

bv him was not even an attempt to reply to the arguments it contains.

Entertaining the hope, from the solicitude for its publication, by judi-

cious friends, that it may contribufe, in some humble degree, to the

promotion of the cause of truth, I have offered it to the public.
JACORB F, PRICE.
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SPEECEH.

Mz, MopErATOR,
[ arise to address vou, and through you, the Presbytery, under

circumstances peculiarly embarrassing, I appear before you, in the

i

unpleasant atlitude of a prosecutor, and that too, of a ministerial bro-

ther, between whom and myself, there have, since our first acquaint-
ance, until recently, existed the most {ri iendly and fraternal 1 relations.
Tt is due to me, to state, that no act of mine has contributed to the
severance of these relations,

The brother under process, is the sole aggressor in this case, and if
consequences shall ensue, deeply humiliating to him, he will remem-
ber that this trial is the result of his own conduct.

[ deeply regret the circumstances which render this prosecution
necessary. Nothing but a high sense of duty to the interests of the
church, whose ‘‘peace and unity’”” I have solem ly sworn to consult
and preserve, and to my own Ll.anu ter, could have induced me to
have appeared before you, in the unpleasant capacity of prosecutor.

The case before you, is one deeply solemn and affecting,—it is one
involving the ministerial character of bro. Stiles; the peace and inter-
ests of the church, whose guardians we are, and the interests of souls
around us and yet unbom,

That I shall be censured by the partizans of bro. Stiles, I have no
doubt. To do ]It:fir=c to the case, and escape the vituperation of his
heated and excited friends, would be more than human. To satisfy
and please all, where 1‘1:11‘:},' fecling has been so deeply enlisted, would
be impossible.

I stand here, not as a party man or as a party prosecutor, but am
here in the defence of the Presbyterian Church—her sworn {riend,
bound to guard her peace and union, or prove false to my plighted
VOWs,

That my motives, my conduct, and what I shall say on this occa-
sion, will be misrepresented, by some, I have no doubt. Itis the
misfortune of all men, who pursue an erratic course, and assume 1o
themselves the province of leaders of a party, to have around them
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those who have no higher merit to recommend them to the favor of
their patron saint, than their willineness o perform the low offices of

scullions and scavengers for their party. By such I expect to be slan-
dered: by such I expect my motives to I_m impugned, and what I shall
say to be misrepresenied. I have no regrets to express on this point.
Slander and 1nisre presentation, from polluted sources, are often the
highest encomiums.

I shall endeavor, on this occasion, as on all others, faithfully and
fearlessly to discharge my high and painful duty, unawed and unse-
drm,d—clllku regardless of the frowns or si miles of any.

To prevent misconception, it m: 1y be proper for me to explain how

I'became the prosecutor in this case. It is known that T had used my
Jﬂ[lLlf;lI(L‘ whatever it might have be m, at two suceessive !’!'!“-[!.'l,'il_'f'j-i';-},
to prevent a prosecution from bej g entered against bro, Stiles for his

ac-
quainted with Mr. Stiles than the most of my lm Iren. ]_ knew him to
be a man of peculiar temperament; that, when excited, he would mag-

agitating and revoluti lonary course, I had suppesed myself better

nify molehills into mountains; that he believed | himself divinely called,
(as was Paul to preach, ) to do whatever he desired. however .l}}hhlt.],
and that no effort to enlichten his mind on any subject, however un-
informed he might be, would have the slightest influence upon him,

I endeavored to persuade the luu'n just to let him alone, and not
oppose him in any way, and he ‘.‘.'utlltl soon fight himself down. 1
was well aware that the great mass of the people had become satisfied
that Mr, Stiles wq aboring under some -H.uwv mental aberrations,

upon every subgru upon which he became excited. I had never ap-
proved of his course, but was for bearing with him. He became still
more desperate in his efforts to injure the standing and disturb the
peace of the church. He had even gone so far as to whisper, ““in a

rather private—rather confidential or discreet manner,” {ales against
my personal and private character, The ki owledge of this fact com-
ing to me, led to a correspondence between myself and Mr. Stiles
upon that subject.* In this c correspondence, Mr, Stiles ur:f\'m'm']cnfgf_-r;
that he had been whispering suspicions, or fears, or positive o]n'nimm
against my veracity. This led me to mkn the steps required b by the
word of God and our Confession of Fa to have these difficulties
adjusted. In co ompany with two bref h ren, _T waited on Mr, Stiles, at
his own house, and made a long and sincere effort to have these diffi
culties satisfactorily adjusted, The effo; [ ile g[— .Ia

———

Sliles refused

*See Appended Corrc«ﬂflr‘.]t‘nf‘r‘

L e R Y S S T
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to make any reparation for the injury he had attempted to inflict upon
me. I determined fo enter process against him before the Presby-
tery, as the only course left for me to pursue. His own conduet had
.‘:m;t me up to this course,—there was no alternative. In reflecting
upon the course I should pursue, my first determination was to table
charges against him only for his personal offence against me, but upen
a more mature reflection upon the subject, I felt that I should be act-
ing faithlessly to the church, to suffer all his public assaunits upon her
to pass unnoticed, and only to arraign him for his personal offences
against mysell. 1then tabled charges against him for his public offen-
ces against the church, and his private ones against me. By the in-
tervention of mutual friends, during the meeting of Synod, in Dan-
ville, these personal matters were adjusted, and the eharges based upon
them, agreed to be withdrawn.®* That agreement was expressed in
such general terms, that it might be construed into an arrangement to
withdraw all—the public as well as the privaie charges. I wasunwil-
ling, if Mr. Stiles so understood it, to have any further connection with
the case, I remarked, at the time, to several brethren, that although
I did not understand the settlement to include any thing but the pri-
vate and personal matters, yet if Mr. Stiles understood it to embrace
all, the settlement should stand according to his, and not according to
my understanding of it. = When spoken to on the subject, by bro.
Breckinridge, Mr. Stiles asserted that the public charges had not been
withdrawn, in our settlement, and that I was bound fo prosecute them,
and that T would do so with untarnished honor. Mr. Stiles had, in
writing, complained to Synod, that his Presbytery would not try him.
He had, in a speech delivered fo the Synod, taunted the Presbytery
for not trying him, and more than insinuated that the Presbytery was
afraid of him. He thought it was due to himself that he shouald be
tried.  He can make no just complaint against me for prosecuting these
public charges, for he would not release me from it; nor against the
Presbytery for trying the case, for this trial he has long sought at your
hands. He not only has no just grounds of eomplaint against you or
myself, but he will not dishonor himself so much as to make any.
Any attempt upon his part, or upon the part of his friends, to raise
the cry of persecution, after what has occurred, will be deeply dis-
graceful and childish, He has toiled too hard for a martyr’s death to
expect a martyr's sympathy,

*See minute of our settlement in Appendix.
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The subjects involved in this trial, lie at the foundation of all gov-

emment, both of chureh and state. With the principles and rights,

assumed by Mr. Stiles, acted out, no government can exist.  Theyare
radical, and utterly at war with, and subversive of all government.

Who is the court of last resort, in all difficulties and controversies
in the church? Is each individual member to decide for himself, and
is his decision the law in the case? Then we have no law., Every
man is a law unto himself, and all claims to government, whether
civil or ecclesiastical, is a wild chimera, But our constitution has
expressly and wisely provided the regular succession of courts of ap-
peal, until you reach the General Assembly, the court of last resort.
When a case has been fairly met and finally settled by these courts in
our church, there is noting left, on our part, but submission or sepa-
ration. Revolution, it is true, under some circumstances, is justifi-
able.

The next question which arises, as a preliminary to this case, is, has
any man a right, under pretence of christian liberty, to remain in a
church, while he is doing all in his power to war against its interests—
to prejudice its good name and injure its character? And if so, -has
the church any government or authority over its members; and what
is that government and aunthority? Tn short, the claims that Mr. Stiles
makes as rights, are all usurpations, and absolutely inconsistent with
all government. If these claims are now to be discussed, it ushers
upon the carpet for investigation, every fundamental prineiple of Pres-
byterian government.

There are, Mr. Moderator, fwo great parties in the world. The one
is for the rigid maintenance of law, in both church and state, and the
other is a wild, furious, and onward party, sweeping on, like a déso-
lating storm, over all governments, whether ecclesiastical or eivil,
strewing its pathway with the wrecks ol governments and the destrue-
tion of law.

It is a difficult, perhaps an impossible task, to determine and define
with precise accuracy, the boundary line between the liberty and the
licentiousness of speech and the press. There is, however, a point
where liberty ends and licentiousness begins. - Where is that point,
and who is to determine that question? Is each man for himself, oris
the church by its appropriate courts? If each man is the judge, and to
determine it for himself, why have we a court and why a law? Could

any civil government exist with such a principle? If each man is fo

determine for himself, what the law 1s, and what relation his conduct
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sustains to the law, then you have no law, and your courts, civil and

=

religious, are usurpations and have no authority.
In the formation of civil government, all the subjects of it enter in-

to a compact, in which all yield many of their natural rights, in order
to have their civil rights the better secured and the more salely guard-

ed. The whole people, in mass, covenant and agree with each indi-

r'e
vidual, to afford their aid to protect e: ach in his civil rights, and each
individual binds himself to yield all his rights, except these that the
constitution and laws, (which are nothing but the expressed will of
the whole people,) secure to him. I a man could be found aloue,
upon some distant island, with no human being within his reach,
whose rights could clash with his own, he would have no law but his
own will. and no restraints but his own weakness. But let the wreck
of some lost ship throw upon that island another human being—their
rights and interests would soon clash—collision would necessarily en-
sue. They would be compelled to have some understanding, either
expressed or implied, between them, and this understanding would be
the terms upon which they would agree'to regard each others rights.
Man yields many of his natural rights in becoming a member of eivil
government, - When he becomes a mem ber of the church he yields
more,—the circle of his rights is narrowed. The church requires more
of her ministers and members than the civil government does of its.

What then is liberty? It is not the unrestrained license to do what
we please, regardless of the will of others. That would lead to anar-

chy and the wildest confusion. Liberty is not the licentiousness of
Owen or Fanny Wright. Liberty is the secured right to do our own
will, so far as that will does not conflict with the publiec good..  What
will and what will not conflict with the public good, is to be ascer-
tained by the constitution-and laws of any government.

The constitution and laws of any people are their published will.
To be a loyal and peaceful subject of any government, our actions
and conduct must circulate within the orbit of the constitution and
laws of that government. The question might again return, who is to
determine what is the constitution and law in any given case? Every
government has its constituted and established tribunals, by which to
determine this ]'mim; and no man has a richt, under any. pretext, to
set up his opinion and authority as superior to, and subversive of the
authority of the regularly constituted iribunals of the government un-
der which he lives. This is alike the dictate of enlightened reason,
religion, and common sense. Mr. Stiles seems to have entirely m

9
2
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understood every feature 1n the [’1'155'1):.'{[-;'“11'1 Form of Government that
he has ever expressed an opinion about. As an example of his sin-
gular misconceptions of his own Form of Government, I refer you fo
he Form of Govermment, ch. I, art. 1: **God alone is Lord of the

conscience, and hath left it free from the doctrine and commandments

(=}

=

of men:” <‘therefore they consider the rights of private _'!l.lr.l--uw-nl. in
all matters that respect religion, as universal and unalienable: they
do not even wish to see any religions constitution aided by the civil
power,”” &ec. This article in our Form of Government, is simply our
declaration to the world that we do not believe that civil government

has any right to interfere with a man’s religious faith,—that a man may
be a Methodist, a Baptist, a Pres! oyte i.'!':!. or an infidel, and that eivil

government has no right io coerce his faith, and require of himt

that, or the other religious belief. That, in matters of religion. civil

government ought to leave men free to embrace whatever religious
faith they prefer; that it is & matter of conscience and private jude-

government has no richt to meddle. Under

ment, with which civi

this arlicle in our form of government, Mr. Stiles ¢laims the right to

do, just what he has been doing, against the peace of the church, He

says, in his Manifesto, page 16: ** God has given to every man his own

i

AT
I
i

mind, and he has am indestructible right to his own *private jndement’

concerning the conduct of men around him,”—Form of Gov. ch. [,
art. 1. Again: Convention Address, p. 14: It is the elory of Pres-
byterianism, that the liberties of the mind are so nobly sheltered by
her platform. She plants upon the threshold of her ,m;‘crnrnr_-ni this
exalted sentiment:—the Presbyterian Church in the United States of
,1.1-1..\5,;‘1 considers “‘the rights of private judgment, in all matters
AS UNIVERSAL AND UNALIENABLE,”’—Gov., ch. T,
art, I, 1;3 this L'-L'Jl'JS[l!LI'!if.'lil also, t

he Presbyterian has an equal right

“publish his opinions,” &e. This article only teaches that j‘r.[J‘.
Stiles has a perfect right to join any ehurch whose doctrines and prac-
tices he lilkkes betler than the l’u.-y_l_.\_'\'lu.n;m Chureh, and civil govern-
ment has no right to interfere with him. Now it strikes me that the
man who can find in the article, just read, a right to disturb the peace
of the church, unmolested, can find in the same article Symmes’ the-
ory of a concave world within our globe.

No man can be farther from wishing to narrow the circle of human
rights, unnecessarily, than mysell. But there is a base coin, passing
under the title of liberty, which is licentiousness. ,—it knows none of
ihe restraints of law, and is a eurse to any government. 'The majestic
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ippi, that queen of 1ivers, with its thousand tributaries, drain:

i!I:‘ this immense valley, that stretches 1200 miles, from the Alleghany

to the Roel
1S a 11ch blessing to the fertile region through which she flows. ohe

cv Mountains, and 2400 wiles, from the lakes to the gulf,

bears upon her bosom, to market, the surplus produets of this im-
mense and luxuriant valley, and bears back the wealth and products
of other lands, in return. While this wondrous stream keeps wi thin
her banks—the channel nature has grooved out for lsi_-r, she i.‘s the
greatest physical blessing a | Providence could have bestowed up-

on a region so fertile and v But no sooner L!-Z'rl'.‘r'. this stream be

come swollen in all her tributaries—maddening and s :..s.:', as she

rolls on, and bounds over her banks, than .~":.:: l:l'ﬁlJ:LLt[": cl[itz, towns,
habitations, and fertile fields, and strews ruin along her furious track.

She is then a scourge and r-ur\arg instead of a blessing, to the lands

throueh which she flows, 2 liberty of Fa;lr_'!'_"C‘;:: and' the press is the
stream. clidine sently and sofl i‘; ‘-.'.'5‘_3:"1! her banks—the licentiousness

of both. is the inundation that desolates and destroys.

There is another great principle, to which I wish 1o call your atten-

tion, for a moment, as I pass along, before we begin to apply the tes-
timony to the case. The principle to which I allude is this, that when

ent, upon any question,

any government becomes divided in sentime
and the parties separate and form two independent governments, no

man has a right to remain with one party a nd ficht in favor of

other. The i.':.-l}, fact that he remains with one party is the .
pledge that he can make, that he vill be true and faithful to its infer-
ests. \'\';_-e n a question is raised in a government, the members of the
government have an undisputed right to take either side of that ques-
tion: but when a full and protracted discussion results ina d livision of
the parties into two separate and l'11u1:‘-1‘:(-;‘1L1t-'1f governments, it is trea-

son to remain with one, and war against its interests, and to aid and
abet the other. To illustrate the principle: when this country were
colonies of Great Britain, and the stamp act and the tea tax were pas-
sed, the citizens might either remonstrate or justify. But so soon as
those acts led to a separation between the colonies and the mother
country, and we became independent, to remain with us and fight for
old England was high treason against the country and punishable wi ith
death, No man has a right, under any pretext, to expect to repose in

the bosom of any community, and enjoy its benefits and ]wrulLL.iIml.
whilst he is aiding its enemies to pull down its institutions and sub-
vert its authority, All such must expect to be treated as enemies and




to share their fate. This is a principle deeply founded in the very na-

ture and necessity of things, and no man ecan r-[-;‘[ e its force but by

divestineg himsell of all reason and common sen

The case belore us, aptly 1llustrates the prine Ei-'.u- under considera-
tion. When the great question of difference in doctrine and order
was raised in our church, between what were called the Old and New
School, brethren took either side in the controversy, as their preferen.
ces |n=='I them. But when this discussion led to a separation beiween
the Old and New School, and to the formation of a new and indepen-

dent f_r:‘:n--rnl Assembly, no man had a moral or ecclesiastical Jj:ﬂ“-'.F. to

remain wit Old and use all his influence in favor of the New
School, or r principles, He was bound, as an honest man, to fol-
low his preferences or his principles, as the case might be, and change
his ecclesiastical relations.

> division which began in the General Assembly ran down
through ihe Synods

byteries, and churches, each individul took
4k

> other Assembly, just as he chose. There

no compulsion—every one ac

1
his stand with the one or th

ted ‘Ci_-i-‘_IH’L.l}'Ei‘.' and I" .[.’ wdas

i: ::':EC treason for a man to take his stand and vote his alle-
'’

gl ith one-side, -and then to open his batteries and wage a war
of ('-';[en.mml.mn against the very church to which he had pledged his
submission and his cordial s ipport. I invite Mr. Stiles’ special

tion to this point in his rep l [ have several times advanced this
argument for his consideration, but have never been able to serew: him
up to even altempt a reply. I hope he will at least show his courage
by making an effort to answer it, even though he should fail in the at-
tempt. I have presented this argument to minds abler than my own,
and all concur, that it is unanswerable. It is based upon the old and
universally admitted axiom, that self preservation is the first law of
nature. This is as true of governments as individuals,

I shall now take up the several specifications, in this bill of in-
dictment, in their regular order, and the testimony under each: and if
I have not altogether mistaken what constitutes prool In any case, I
shall be able to show clearly, and even beyond the smallest remnant
of-a doubt, that Mr. Stiles has th,n guilty of every offence charged
against l];m inthis bill. And if Mr, Stiles has not suffered his am-
bition and his excitement to t,lc-se every avenue to his sounder judg-
ment, I'shall convince even him, that he has violated the laws of his
church and outraged the clearest propriety,

i

w

b
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[ invite vour candid and patient attention while I, in as concise a
manner as possible, atterapt to apply the testimony io this case
A BREACH OF MINISTERIAL VOWS, IN AT

The general charge is, a **
TEMPTING To PrODUCE sonisM.” Under this general charge are several
specfications, wi hich I shall notice in [lJ(,[I numerical order.

Sprorricationy [.—f By misrepresenting, and holding up the acts of the high-
est judicatory ol the P reshyte rian Church, in sermons n[ul various j.rll:..l.m... »,
as arhitrary, tyrannical, oppressive, &c, calculate d to prejudice the character of
the church, when he had twice voted 10 adhere and subm it to the Old School
Assembly, with a {ull lu:u.-\';lrzl-r._- of lll-.-.»u acts.”

It is unnecessary to read to this Presbytery the resolutions adopted
by this body, .'-'iw West-Lex. Pres.) at its fall session of ’38, at Win-
r"i'.:wrf'-r for which Mr. Stiles voted.” It is sufficient just fo remind you

that he there v r:TuE that the Old School was the true Assembly, and 1o

it he adhered. When the Synod met at Paris, but a few weeks after
!

oF
{the meeting of Presbytery, Mr. Stiles again voted the 1t the Old Schiool

issembly, and to it ke would adhere and submit, To pre-

was the lrie
serve his consistency, he, with others, desired to record upon the min-
ites of the Synod that they withheld their approbation of the reform
’37 and ’38. This request was ‘-ja,-i-a-r|'1|i?‘3' granted, and

measures of
the Synod itself re-aflirmed its cordial approval of those measures, It

was then hoped ‘that all collision, in the Presbyterian Church in Ky.
was at an end, and that all would cordially unite in cnrlmu oring to
build up our churches and extend the conquests of the cross.

These votes were given by Mr. Stiles, both in Presbytery and Synod,
with a full knowledge of all the acts of the Assembly, that had any
bearing upon the subjects upon w hich he has since been agitating the
Church.

The arrangement at Paris, (called by ] ‘ﬂh. Stiles, sometimes, a ““cov-
enant,”’ a cr.a.lnye.ru,” a ““compromise,’ &L) 11 it mean anything at
all, means that the Synod would never require of these brethren to
approve of the leading acts of the Assemblies of ’37 and *38. And
the brethren upon their part, agreed that so long as the Synod would
not require of them to approve these acts, they would adhere and sab-
mit to the Old School Assembly, and its subordinate judicatories, in
good faith. Now I ask, has the .‘\n'}’r'rr! violated its part of this agree-
ment, and required of t haw brethren to approve? No, never! Has Mr.
Stiles subma f“rf and is he now submitting, as he solemnly voted to
doat Paris? He shall answer this question himself, and not I. - Man-
ifesto, p. 3: <“ What further submission can he make without sacrifice

of principle? Our brethren must suffer us here o say, our course we
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feel bound to change.”” Now I ask, has not Mr. Stiles, by his own ad-
mission, violated II.‘~?""[!'I!]IEi‘-'_"l':-L'E:]l nt at Paris, to submit?

The Synod never changed its course, but Mr. Stiles says he has
chaneed I\ and felt himself’ bound so to do. Did the Synod or Mr.

Stiles, then, fly from the Paris arrangement? Mr. Stiles, by his own

¢

admission, He then ‘.‘.'.‘l!il:-la]" and 1 the face ol his own vote

twice solemnly '_';_‘.';'il, is in arms agi l|11~r the church of his choice.
So much for the Paris L'._)I.'I[-l'l]l].‘:l_‘ as it is sometimes called.

Let us now take a rapid survey of some of Mr. Stiles’ misrepresen-
tations of the acts of the General Assembly.

The disowning acts. Mr. Stiles says in his Manifesto, p. 3:

“Itis known to all, that the Assembly of 1837, by one grand stroke,

without previous notice, without regular charge or opportunity of de-

ence, severed from the bosom of our church, four Synods, contain-
ing more than 500 ministers. and nearly 60 000 communicants. This

strange act, to many intelligent and godly minds, is without a parallel

in all HH|I“.~-1 nt ecclesiastical ]llr‘ll_rr:\'. Agam, = ‘But stranee to ti 11!
in our day, in the very face of the constitution, this, one of the clear

5 . v 2 - - fartlry ; ]
est and dearest of the rights of man, has received a most startling and

violent overthrow, and ;u.n, by an American Republican General As-
sembly.” = ¢“If we ask the ground of this mw-q-:h-rl- we apprehend it
will be found in an arbitrary "~~u|n|1 ion of original legislative juris-

diction, iﬂ.‘ the Assemblies of 37 and *38." p. 4. ““D0o rap

y in-
deed, did the remedy follow the discovery of their mistake, that an un-
dissolved committee of prosecution, on the floor of the Assembly, sur-

vived the act that legislated all the criminals beyond their reac

?

““Say! was it not violently unjust and oppressive, that the adminis-
trators of such a constitution, after publicly prefering their criminal
charges, should by one legislative stroke, banish 509 ministers, 599
churches and 57,774 communicants from membership in the charch
of Jesus, and interest in the funds of the corporation? Oh! was it
right to cut them off without the shadow of a trial, and that, by break-
ing their death grasp upon their constitutional privileges?” He might
have said, with more propriety, by breaking their death grasp wpon the
Junds of the corporation. For 1 they have certainly clung with more
tenacity to the funds than to the constitution. These are but t speci-

mens, taken from the chaotic mass of confused statements made by Mr.

Stiles, against the acts of the Assemblies of ‘37 and '38, in evidence
before you. I presume, since the world began, there never was be-

fore, just such a string of confused ideas, tangled absudities, and mis-

0l
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statements, thrown together, as may be found in these publications.

|

They are more like the ebullitions of confined and nourishe d wrath

bursting out of a confused and heated mind, than any thing [ can con-
ceive. The excited mind, that views these acts of the Assembly through
the frightful storms and whirldwinds of wrathful words which Mr, Stiles
has thrown around them, may expeet to be haunted by spectres anc
nightmare in his slumbers.

Let us look at them through the mediaom of calm and sober history,

and see what they really are. The General Assembly had adopted a

plan of union as early as 1801, by which Congregationalists and Pres-
byterians, under certain restrictions, might enter into church organiza-

tions’in the new setflements, and have a certain connection with the
Presbyteries. At the time this plan of union was adopted, the Con-
gregational churches and ministers were acting in good faith under the
Saybrook and Cambridge platforms of faith, wh

our Confession of Faith. The plan allowed Presbyterians and Con-

ich was the same with

gregationalists, holding the same faith and only differing in govern-
ment, to enter into church organizations in connexion with our Pres-
byteries. The very face of the plan declares it to be a missionary ar-
rangement, and only intended for the new seftlements, which shows
it to have been at first intended as a temporary affair. This plan,
thongh net intended to be permanent, and designed for good, was a
palpable violation of ‘the constitution in all its features.

It allowed Congrecational committee men, who never adopted our
Confession of Faith, to sit in Presbytery, to deliberate and vote in the
administration of Presbyterian government, when they rejecied that
government themselves. It allowed them to aid ns to govern ourselves,
while they refused to be governed by us.' Our government has ex-
pressly provided that all our church courts shall be composed only of
ordained bishops and ruling elders. They adopt our docirines and
form of government, before they can be invested with these offices.
This plan was a violation of our constitution, in allowing Congrega-
tionalists a seat in our Presbyteries, and thereby to vote for commis-
sioners in the General Assembly, and thus to take part in the gov-
ernment of the whole church. It was equally a violation of the
constitution, in restricting the constitutional richts of the Presbyteri-
ans who composed a part of these mixed churches. It deprived them
of the right of appeal, unless by the consent of the Congregational-
ists, when the constitution guaranteed the right of appeal to all Presby-
terians. This plan grants to Congregationalists, rights in our church
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courts., which the constitution has only granted to Presbyterians, and
i =y 1 1 i1 Y-E
it restricts the rights of Presbyterians, which the constitution express-
ly grants Thus. it is clear that the plan of union was unconstitution-
al and it was so declared by the Assembly of 37, and by it abroga-
ted. 'This is one of the dreadful acts of the Assembly which has so
disturbed Mr. St
which abrogated the plan of union, declared it unconsiitutional, and

iles’ equanimity. The resolution of the Assembly,

therefore void from the beginning, The Assembly then declared the
effect of the abrogation of the plan of union, and that was, that the
four Synods, Western Reserve, Geneva, Genessee and Utica, that had
been LiililChL‘-l.i to the (:;Irl,‘.lll"['.'ll _'\.-ir-'i.'lli]_i]}‘ [1'\ virtue aof this fl].ri'f.]'__"i‘l:(,:tf
plan of union, were no longer, in fact or in form, an integral part ol
our church. It was known that the great mass of the membership,
ministry and church organizations which entered into the composition
of TE!!'_“S(.: Synods, was Congregational, It was so admitted by the del-
egates i'rm‘n these Synods in the Assembly of '37. Out of the 139
churches in the Western Reserve, not more than 25 or 30 laid any
claim to being Presbyterian.

[t is perfectly notorious, that whole associations of Congregational-
ists had been received into the Synod of Albany as early as 1808, “de-
clining the terms of adopting our standards,” and ‘*were received, re-
lulnin-_g their own names and usages,”” in their church government.
These associations were afterwaids cut up into nominal Presbyteries,
and out of themn and similar materials, fresher from New England,
the other three Synods were formed.

The plan of union was the only tenure by which these bodies could
claim any connexion with the Presbyterian Church. That plan hav-
ing been abrogated and their only tenure broken, these Synods fell ne-
cessarily, along with the plan, so far as any connexion with us was
concerned. These Synods never had a constitutional, but only a for-
mal connexion with the Presbyterian Church. It isasked why did the
Assembly not cite and deal with them for not being Presbyterian?
That would indeed have been unjust and ernel in the Assembly.—
What! Arraign, try and condemn these four Synods for being just
what the Assembly’s plan of union allowed them to be? They would
have come forward with this plan of union in their hands and thrown
it 1n the.teeth of the Assembly, saying, here is your law allowing us
to be Congregationalists, and yet retain a certain connexion with your
church. Would it not have been violenily unjust for the Assembly to

have had any such procedure in this case? The assembly in what they
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did, pursued the only kind and constitutional course left to them.—
The Assembly-took the blame of all the disorders to itself in form-

ing the plan of union, and thereby, not only

inviting, but opening a
vide door to disorders:

Now I put it to the candor of every sober and reflecting mind, who
has no ambitions and party ends to answer in this matter, whether the

Assem j]\, s acts in the case of these four \.}'Li"lr].'i, were not the kindest,

the tenderest, and the most fraternal that could have been passed in
Ve will read these acts and

the case, and the constitution pre

see how kind they are.

“ Be it resnlved, by the Gen. Assembly of the Pres. Ch. in the U. 8. A.»

¢ Jst. That, in consequence of the abrogation, by this Assembly, of the plan
of union of 1801, between it and the General Association of Conneecticul, as
utterly uneanstitutional, and therefore, null and void from the beginning, the
Svnnds o' Ttica, Geneva and Genessee, which were fbrmed, and attached to
this hndy, under, and in execution of said plan of i‘ai wn,*? be, and are hereby
declared to he ont of the ecclesiastical connexion of the Presbyterian Church
of the United States of America, and that they are not, in fact, or in form, an
integral portion of said church.*

2. That the solicitude of this Assembly, on the whole suhject, and its ur-
genev for the immediate decision of it, are greatly increased by reason of the
grnss disorders which are ascertained to have prevailed in these Svnods, (as well
as that of the Western Reserve, against which, a declarative resolution, similar
to the first of these, has heen passed during our present session,) it being made
clear to us, that even the plan of union itself, was never consistently carried in-
to effect hy those professing to act under it.”

8d, That the General Assembly has no intention, by these resnlutions, or by
that passed in the case of the Synod of the Western Reserve, 1o affect in any
wayv the ministerial standing of any members of either of said Synods; nor to
disturh the pastoral relation in any church; nor to interfere with the duties or
relations of private christians in their respective mﬂgreaatlon%, but only to de-
clare, and determine, aceording to the truth and necessity of the case, and by
virtue of the full authority existing in 1t for that purpose, the relation of all
said Svnods, and all their constitutent parts, to this body and to the Presby-
terian Chureh in the United States.*

“4th. That in-as-much as there are reported to be several churches and
ministers, if not one or two Preshyteries, now in connexion with one or more
of said Svnnds, which are strictly T-"'u-ﬁ.'u't rian in doctrine and order*he it,
therefore, fur r}'-"r resolved, thatall such ¢ Illl'l Hes 'nl miniﬂr’.'n as w r-'l to ”mtw
with v, are hereby direeted to apply f: I
mg to nur connexir M, which are most convenient to ll,: 1T ..r\'r
And that any such Preshytery as aforesaid, being strictly l:_L't.L'I'iH[L ill dO:'—
trine and arder, and now in econnexion with either .|:' said Synods, as may de-
sire to unite with us, are herehy dire to make applic ‘“!I"] with a full state-
ment of their cases, to the next General Assembly. which shall take proper or-
der thereon.” :

Could any thing kinder have been passed? 1t does y seem to
me, that the mind thatis in such a state as o see unkindness in these
resolutions, would be shocked at the Saviour’s kindest words, “‘my

2
o
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peace [ leave with _\,nll_\‘ How different are these disowning aets froni
Mr. Stiles” disforted version of them.

Now I would ask Mr, Stiles to put his finger on the act of the As-
sembly, where a committee of prosecution was ever appointed to pre-

fer .r‘j‘u.l!;,r.'-.',f f'rrn:_r'-_g'r_« aeainst ihe d .-:-'l\'.'H!':! .“‘\_\'Ilul!h." ."\lll[ wlere are

1 1

ithe eriminal charees prefered, either E|_'\' the _"I..‘“'?‘l'lili11l_'. or ihelr coms-

mitte, against these bodies? Oh! shame, where is thy blush?

There was a committee of inquiry and prosecution, appointed by
the Assembly, to ascertain ‘““what judicatures were chargable, by
common fame, with disorders.” These four Synods were not named
in ‘the resolution appointing this committee,. No criminal eharges
were ever prefered, either by the Assembly or its commiltee, against

]PI;!II

the disowned Svnods, and vet Mr. Stiles affirms and re-aflirms

lishes and re-pnblishes, to the u'i_'liie|_. that “*the administrators ol such

a conshitution. after publicly preferine their erimmal eharees, by one

- - 1 - — L Ll o - (AT 1 ) el L
leoislative stroke; banish 509 ministers, 899 churches, and 57,74
commimicants [rom membership in the chureh of Jesus.” I cannot,

for my life, coneeive how Mr. Stiles ever wrought himsell up to such

fnl

a pitch of excilement, as to have so entirely unhineed every f

nciion
of sober intelleet.- It looks more like the mad ravings of lunacy, than
the legitimate operations of a calm and christian mind.

These acts were not intended {o sever one single Presbyvterian from

the church:. They were not designed to injure the standing of -one
single minister or private member, in all these four Synods. Not one
single Presbyterian is now out of our ecclesiastical connexion, by
reason of those acts; if any such are out, it is the result of their own
1
1

voluntary ehoice.

But it has been alleged by Mr. Stiles, that the fact that the Assem-
bly has invited any who may be in the bounds of the four Synods, and

prefer a union with the Presbyterian to the Congregation:
(}’.;'."‘;_ifff for admission inlo the nearest Presbyteries, proves. that they

church, fo

were turned out.. He has often asked, with an air of eonseious tri-
umph, why tell them flo apply for admission, if they have not been
turned out? He seems either to have forgotten, or to have never
known, that applicalions for admission are occurrences of every day,
‘.'\']'f.h me '.‘..l!!‘-l'~' :‘ll]fi ministers i:] gond and ]'r-':l||:!|' rif:'ullr“':r'_-', \".'}u-n il

er removes from one place to another, he earries with him his

mern

]'.-,'II AT :'!]1-‘.[ fa’r:l-h"‘.*'f'.ﬁ' |:ri' f-"’l'r.-'n‘?..‘1'_'1-"{”( i|li-- ‘!!';:.' f-i:":_"i i i:'l ‘,‘-.'1:1|h~-l: .HH'.I]N.'S ]]t"

removes. W hen a minister changes his presbyt

ial relations, he has
1

to apply for admission into the Presbytery in whose hounds he re-
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moves. Does this imply that he has been cuf off from the churcl

Jesus? L'-. no means. The General Assembly invited the Presbyte-
rians, who might be interspersed through the four disowned Synods, to
apply to the nearest Presbyteries for admission, and they should be
received—did that prove that they were cut off [rom the church? Not
a whit more in the one case than the other. The Assembly had dis-

solved the four Synodical oreganizations, and directed the Presbvterian

particles to ehrystalize on the nearest Presbyleries.  All was as kind,
as fair, as tender, as it could possibly have been; and yet Mr. Stiles
has, in sermons and various publications, denounced these acts as the

most cruel, arbitrary, tyrannical, unjust, oppressive acts, known ““in

all protestant ecclesiastical history.” Strange to tell, these

divisionary aels, which separated the (}ir! and New School ]:\:_i".,:-,'-x in-
0] H |||r *Se

acts, Mr. Stiles voted, twice, his solemn -'ai.e;:i—":ilr_n_. to the U d School

IO TWoO Ill!'.l{"!L\".'i]'h.'!ll' _'\_h.~'t‘1|||?li- 85 and wi a full lililia'-. ll-t|'f'-

1

."*..«'«:-::.||'_I1', and then wa

a furious war upon the chureh, for the man-
ner by which the Separaiion occured,
o |

The New School admitted, in the Assembly of *37, that a division
was necessary.  We will quote their very words, to prevent all mistike:

Minutes of the Assembly of 37, pages 432-3: **W hereas, !':| the extension of
the church over suo gieat a 1lII:[HI\ enthracing such a variety of people, difs
,’r_i ence ol vie W, in relation to Hllilll[ldl]t 2 ints ol fﬁl’{f('f(’ P Urer and r{-_"f'.‘r.,']? as
‘well as theological opinion, are found to exist. Now, it is believed, a division
of this body lulu Lwo separate bodies, which shall act |JJ[JLIIL'IL] ntly u' each
other, will be of vital importance lo the best inlerests of the Redeemer’s king-
dom.”

Now, this was the deliberate admission of the commiitee of the New
School, selected to represent the interest of their deH in the Assem-
bly of '37. Here they admit important differences to exist Letween
them and the Old School, in church policy and order, as well as doc-
trine.

Mr, Stiles pretends to make no complaint

gainst us for doctrine—

it is entirely for the policy and order of the church. The policy of the

church to whiech he objects, seems to be only the divisionary acts: buf
you observe, the New School admit that they materially differed, upon
policy and order, {rom the Ulc. School, even before the disowning acts
wete passed. They objected to the policy and order, as well as doc
trine, of the 1‘1‘|_'.~:|.|j.'r_'_-1I_am_ l'-..-:.n‘.,-iu, long before these four Synods were
touched by the Assembly. In confirmation of these [rank admissions
of the New School, that they do not hold to the strict doctrines nor
order of the Presbyterian Church, I will read an extract or two from
Mr, Reid’s ¢ Visit to the American (

= |
|
|
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The first extract we shall give, is on the subject of doctrine M.

Reid says, page 51, vol. 2: ‘* A friendly or New School hand, thus

describes their docttine;—** Sinners can repent, without the grace ol

God, butnever do.” **In regeneration, the sinners wickedness is
gradually reduced to nothing. The Spirit of God never opeiales di-
rectly upon the heart of the sinner, but only on the truth, or on the
motive, so as to give it an overpowering efficacy.” A very carelul
hand, states the New School doctrine thus:;—** That we have no more
to do with the first si

s

sin of Adam than with that of any other parent.
That he was not constituted the covenant head of his posterily, but
was merely their natural progenitor hat il
original sin; that infants come .5|1‘:=2,
eriginal sin as Adam was when created. That to speak ol innate,

is no such thing as

lectlv Iree {rom

15 DEL

corrupt inclinations, is an absurdity; that by human depravity, 1s

meant nothing more than the universal fact, that all the posterity ol

Adam. will always begin fo sin when they

agency. - That the doctrine of imputed righteousness, is imputed non-
sense. That the human will determines itself. That the 1mpenitent
sinner is, by nature, in full possession of all the powers necessary t
a full compliance with all the commands of God. That he has ple-
nary ability to repent and believe, without the special aid ol the Holy
Spirit,” &e, &e. Mr. Reid remarks: I have good réason Lo kiow,

that TI'LE‘}.-', {1 e statements read } ,-:}'.'.-"".f!-'_.f-h'-':-"j_I TEpresent ifLe opin 1018 ﬂhf‘

many” 1n the Presbyterian C |_ii|,l-.-_i!, So much, then, for the differ
ence in doctrine. between the New and Old School,

What does Mr. Reid, an English Congregationalist, of high charac-
ter and very extensive mu_-|.a;_t.u|:{_-. and travel say, on the subject of
the difference inschurch order. On p. 61, vol. 2, of his **Visit to the
American Churches,” he says:—* What is much more important to
observe is, that the great numbers of Congiegationalists, both minis-

to the Presbyterian Church, have

ters and people, who have passed i
not forgotten their predilection for a more simple and less restricted
form of government, This has operated silently, but with power; the
effects begin to be seen and felt. It has contributed u-;'tu?ul\ n its
measure, to that conflict in opinion and conduct, which I have already
noticed.” ¢ Speaking impartially, T know not that this is to be re-
gretted. While it supplies us with the edifying and scarce example
of two religious bodies dwelling in oneness and amity, it may, in the
end, by the influence they shall exert on each other, supply us also,
with the example of a church possessing within herself, all the advan:
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tames of independency and all the force and beauty ol consolidalion,

7. e. a Congregationalized Presbyterian Chure h.
i ihe Assembly of ’37,

Here ll:li_.'t:_, the admission ol the New School, in the .
of important differences in church policy and order, as well as 1 doc-

trine, between the Old and New School, is [ully corroborat

best testimonyv. What is admitted by the party, and is proved by oth-

er and rood testimony, must be so.. We hope never to hear il again

11
i1,

said bv any who has anv character for truth or intelligence,
that there is no difference between the ew and | )ld School 1 doc-
f}“"f“.—'—‘.i'f.‘JL' 5 a [iji‘]:'il'_!-\{‘ as wide as dargkness did il.i..!;':, ,--:!u:r.',.nu';l

and truth. But I must retum to the points that lie more directly in 1oy
intended route.
What has the Assembly done since

Mr. Stiles against the church? Mr. Stiiles will, himsell, adinit that

'38, that has so much excited

all these acts he deems so dreadiul,

had been done by the Assembly,
and known to him, previous to his votes at Winchester and Paris, 1o
adhere and submit to the Old Sehool. Have these acts grown worse, or
has his wrath grown warmer, and his vision more jaundiced? ‘Lheacts

themselves have undergone no change, they remain upou the minules

of the Assembly just as they were when they were passed. The change
has all been in the mind and feelings of Mr. Stiles.

He seems to think, that unless he is allowed to disturb the church,
and misrepresent its acts, and injure as far as he can, its character, it
will be fatal to its liberties. = The Conlession of Faith, chap. XX, art,
4. teaches that no man has a right, either by the sentiments he pub-
lishes, or the manner of publishing them, to disturb the external peace
of the church, -and if he should, he may, and ought to be proceeded
against by the censures ol the church. Hasnot Mr. Stiles, both by
the injurious and unjounded statements he has published, and by the
manner of their publication, disturbed the peace of the church, both
external and internal, us faras he had influence to do so.

It is true, no man is bound to believe all the acts of the Assembly
to be right. To disapprove, and to express disapprobation of its acls,
is one thing,—but to pursue a regular, systematic, and persevereing
course of action and abuse, to injure the character, veaken the author-
ity, and break the influence of the church with its members and the
world, is quite another and a very different thing. = This 18 the manner
of publishing and expressing sentiments, which is caleculated to dis-
turb the external peace of the church, and call for its censures. Weare
allowed to disapprove, and express our disapprobation of the action
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ol the ehurch, but we are not allowed fo war againsts ils interests, its
peace and its union.

I'shall not detain you longer upon this specification. There are
many other misrepresentations of the Assem ly's acts in evidence be

. 1 B el d i 1 i et
fore von, but as thev mav as i ppropriately be diseussed under the third

-“‘i'-“'-"“""!': n as the first, we shall deler them until we reach that s

f—
o
i

fication., Enough has been said to satisfy every member ol this
bytery of the truth of the first item-in the indictment.

Seeciricarioy 11.—*By misrepresenting the Synod at Hopkinsville, and at-
tempting to throw odium upon it,”

Mr. Stiles has endeavored, by his representations, to make the im

pression that the Synod treated him very unkindly; invited him out of

their connexion; accused him of beine vain. proud and imperious, &e,
&e.—when it will be seen, from the t-\'il.ri]n':'._ that no such conduct
was enacted by the Synod, and no such treatment received by Mr,
otiles from that body.  Manilesto, pp. 1-2: “*At our last meeting at
Hopkinsville, after a full, frank and courteous expiession of our senti-
ments and difficulties, to all our brethren of the oyuod, more than
once we were told, ‘that as coneientious and consistent men, we could
not retain our present ecclesiastical counexion.””  The “*Plain Slate-
ment’” of Dr, Cleland, Mr. Winston and McCoun, and endorsed in a
supplement by Mr. Stiles, alleges that Mr. Burch said of them: “The
brethren's hearts are nol with us, and if their hearts are not with us,
they had better

leave, or go out from us.” “Of Stiles. he said, the
brother was proud, dictatorial and imperious, in most, if not all his
writings and speeches.” ~ Mr. Stiles, in his supplement to this < Pluin
Stalement,” says, “‘pass by personalities—was it kind now, my brother,
that the Synod,” &e. “‘through one of its respondents, should pro-
nounce our hearls alienated, alfter we had pronounced them attached?
Was it kind that they should suffer one of their number, without one
discordant note from the rest, to publish his suspicion of perfect integ-
rity of our conduct at Paris. and of our disclosures at Hopkinsville ;
his knowledge of the indifference of one of our friends; his informa-
tion of the apostacy of another, and his belief of the lieterodoxy of
others still?  Above all, was it kind in our brethren addressed, to suf:
fer such an'inferview as ours to close, without one relieving expres
sion, after we had been more than once imformed in their hearing, by
members of (he Synod, t

hat they could not consclenllously preserve
; Y

their ecclesiastical connexions, if they entertained the views we had
ezpressed.” ~ “You have read your mistake in the solemn testimony of
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Jour of the members of that body.” After this full and ample endorse-

ment of the plain statement by Mr. Stiles, conceive, if you can, mj

surprise at his effort, made i open Presbytery, to shuffle out

onnex-

sponsibility for that “« Plain Statement,”” and to discla
ion with it.  Who are the four members to whom Mr. Stiles alludes,
if he be not one of them ! Dr. Cleland, Mr. Winston, and Maj. Me-
Coun are but three, and Mr, Stiles, in his indorsement, is the fourtl
If the “*Plain Slatement” were a note for $10,000, with Dr, Cleland,
Mr. Winston, and McCoun, the original signers of it, and they should

prove insolvent, and Mr. Stiles was worth the money, and had endors-

ed the note, just as he has the *‘Plain Statement,”’ no business man
here would fear that he could recover the money.

It would be fl!’n‘}i!}’ dis

ceful too, for Mr. Stiles to refuse {o pay the
money, and shuffle out of his responsibility to do so, under the circum-
stances. But we have other testimony, introduced by Mr, Stiles him-
self, which hermetically seals up this point, Dr. C. Blackburn, a
gentleman of high character, and a member of Mr. Stiles’ church,
and a warm personal friend, swears, that soon after Mr. Stiles’ re-
turn from Synod at Hopkinsville, he stated, that he could not see how
he could remain in the Presbyterian Church as a minister and a gentle-
man—conceived that he had been invited out of the church.”

M C. Alexander, also, testifies that Mr. Stiles ‘‘stated that Mr,
Burch charged him with being a proud, vain, arrocant man,’”” and **that
Mr. Breckinridee or Mr. Burch, or both, stated that if they entertained
such views as he did, l]]l‘:\' could not, L‘ta]lr.‘ir:!(:ll!l}', remain in the Pres-
byterian Church.”

Now it is elear, beyond all caval or dispute, that Mr. Stiles did, up-
on his return home from Hopkinsville, represent the Synod as having
invited him out of the Preshyterian Chureh, and denounced him as
proud, vain, arrogant, &c.  Although he has attempted to shuffle out
of the <*Plain Satement,” his own witnesses seal him up on this point.

Now, Mr. Moderator, T shall show you, that so far from there being
any proof to establish these false allegations of Mr. Stiles against the
Synod, the evidence is directly the other way. It clears the Synod,
and every member of the Synod, from any such conduet.

The testimony of Mr, J. S. Berryman, is, “as far as I could judge,
the spirit of the speakers, (the five thal spoke) was kind, indeed more
so than T had ever witnessed on an occasion of the kind.”

The evidence of the Rev, N. H. Hall, is, that he was present during
the interlocutory meeting, and ‘‘did not hear either Breckinridge or




Bureh make the statements argainst n, (Stiles, Cleland, &c.) in

the publications called a Plain Statement and the Manifesto.”  “The
remarks of the brethren who speke, were kind and conecili 1tory as I
then thought and believed.” <1 heard no eharge of pride, dictatorial,
&c. made against brother Stiles, by brother Burch, or any other person
in Synod.”

The testimony of Capt. S. Wallace is to the same purport: << Mr.
Burch made a very kind speech’” at Synod, ““in regard to Dr. Cleland,
that he had been long acquainted with him; that he had the fullest
confidence in his orthodoxy and piety—and confident he did not say
he ought to leave the Synod.”

Mr. Birch swears: I know that I never said to these brethren what

they have charged me with saying, in the printed paper, called a Plain

Statement, and Manifesto. I did not hear bro, Breckinridge say what
they state he did say, in the same papers.” “‘Brother Breckiuridge

was exceedingly kind and gentle in his speech.”

Quesl. by Proseculor—*‘ Did you in the Synod at Hopkinsville, say
that Mr. Stiles was vain, proud, dictatorial, &e.?"

Ans.—*“1 did not say it, or any thing like it; I said nothing at all
about the character of Mr. Stiles.

3

Maj. MeCoun, who was one of the signers of the Plain Statement,

has given testimony in this case, which, so far from sustaining the
misrepresentations of Mr, Stiles, only corroborates the testimony of
the witnesses just noticed, except in one particular. He “‘states that
he understood brother Breckinridge to say, that if his heart was like
the brethrens, he could not, tr.l]l“iiﬁ:il.:llifj\'. stay in the .‘_"-I'.'Jll_n].“ This is
Al

the only point in which Maj. MeCoun’s testimony differs from the oth-

er witnesses. He is an honest man, and doubiless stated what he he-

lieved to be correct, but from the testimony of four other witnesses,
on this point, he must have been mistaken. He further testifies, *“As
far as T can reeollect, Mr. Burch said he did not wish anv of the breth-
ren'to leave the Synod, but if his heart was as they had expressed their
hearts, he could not stay, or that he could not stay in a church that his
heart wasmot in.” Here, you will observe, the witness savs that Mr.
Burch said one of two things, either, that if his heart was as thev had
expressed theirhearts, he could not stay, or, he said, that if il_‘.ulln_'.‘ll.'r_
was not in a church, he could not stay in it. Now, Mr. Burch admits
he said he would net stay in a church if his heart were not in it.

Maj. MeCoun, further testifies, upon cross examination: ““I under-

stood Mr. Burch to say, that he had entire confidence in Dr. Cleland’s
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piety and orthodoxy, and that he ought to be at the head of the Pres-
byterian Church in Kentucky.” It is perfectly clear, from the testimo-
ny of Maj. McCoun, that Mr. Burch did not say of the brethren, that
their hearts are not in the church, and that they ought to leave. That
would make Mr. Burch guilty of the singular folly of saying, that Dr.
Cleland onght to be at the head of a chureh that he wasnot fit to be in.
Mr. Burch never says two directly opposite things in the same breath.
He could never have said, that Dr. Cleland’s heart was not in the church,
and that he ought to leave, and at the same time, that he ought to be at
the head of the Presbyterian Church in Kentucky. This would be ma-
king Mr. Burch an idiot, and whatever else his enemie smay say of
him, they clear him of the sin of idiotey.

I ask you, Mr. Moderafor, if this specification has not been clearly
established. That Mr. Stiles has mistepresented the conduct of the
Synod, at Hopkinsville, so as 1o throw odium upen it, is as clearly
established as human testimony can establish any proposition.

[t may be as proper now, as at any time, to-notice, how Mr. Stiles
has garbled the extracls which he has made in his publications. Itis
a painful task to me, and 1 enter upon it with extréme reluctanee.
Nothing but the deepest necessity could ever impel me to make such
an exposure of any human beine as 1 shall now be compelled 1o do.
Every single extract in Mr. Stiles’ Manifesio and Convention Address
is either so misquoted or garbled, as to maké an éntitely different 1m-
pression from- the one intended to be made. in the connection in which
it is used. The first one to which we invite your attention; is to be
found in the Manifesto, on the 8th page, at the bottom.

¢« Had the Svnods been ent off,” says| Law Suit, pare 5839—Juidge Gibson's
the Court in Bank, * without hearing decision—s* Now had the exscinded Sy-
of notice, the act would have been con- | nods been cut off by & judicial sentence,
trary to the eardinal principles of natu- withont heating or notice, the act would
ral justice, and consequently void.” have been contrary to the cardinal prin-

ciples of justice, & consequently void.”

Here is an extract, marked as a literal quotation from the decision
of the Court in Bank, and yet the most important words, ““judicial
sentence,” to the proper understanding of the case, is left out. How
Mr. Stiles managed to extract the sentence, and leave these words, so
sssential torits meaning, behind, I cannot understand. These words,
you observe, oceur, Mot al the beginning nor at the end of the sen-
ténce, but in the middle. The extract he has given, is a slander upon
the court. - The court never uttered, and never
He has said for théni. Oh, will Mr. Stiles go and read what he has

4

intended to utter, what
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said, in his Convention Address, about the evil effects of attempting
to “justify wrong,”” and come [orw ard and confess and repent for this
flacrant wrong. If he so misstates a printed document, and perveris
Ei.‘c.._uf-\'fl._:ii.«' ;'::.r-‘=,-'|i!:'_"_. what reliance is to be placed in any of his siate-

menis about what was said in deb:

JManifesto, p, 9—° But even as a le-
gislative act,” says the Court, **it may
have heen a hard one, though constitu-
tional anc

just.*

Mr. Stiles, to obviate the force
undoubted constifutionality and st
disowning the four Synods, leaves
and strietly.”’ Did the Courtin B
No! The court said more. i
which Mr.

Sl SRR A
conslitutional and strictly just.

It sa

Again—Manifesto, paze 14, near the |

top—** W hat motive could have promp-
ted them to adopt a method of proceed-
ing, 80 palpably subversive of eonstitu-
tinnal order and individual right? They
have presented their explanation. Let
it speak for itself. Tt is found in the
circular epistle of the General Assem-
blv to dll the churches r{f' Jesus Christ.
(Minutes 1837, p. 506.)—**T'o have at-
templed to separate (rom us the breth-
ren with whom we could no longer walk
in peace, by personal process, in each
case, would, obviously, have been im-
possible, and il possible, ledious, azila-
ting, and troublesome, in the highest de-
gree.” Thisis at once a giving up of
the ship—an abandonment of the con-
stitution. It sounds very like an apol-
ogy for having sacrificed our standards
to expediency.”

Stiles has made such a fi

+

g : i
e 1n DYnods

sale-

Law Sutt, p. 591—*° Butevena
ui~'|:|li‘-'a' act, il may l'.."-.\':t been a hard
one, though eertainly constitutional &

| alrictly just.

of the decision of the court, to the
rict justice ol the Assembly’s acts,
]

out the qualifvine terms, “feertainly
;'.||I'\ Sav '-,',!;."' !||_' i|'i_- _‘-é!il! [-";i-.\' _\:.‘!il{'.'r
id the acts of the Assembly, about

1ss in the church, were **certainly

Min. of the Assembly, 1887, p. 506—
“We are aware that some have called
in question the eonstitutionality of our
proceedings, - On this subject, the more
maturely we reflect, the. more firmly are
we persuaded that we have taken the
most eligible, and even the only practi-
cable course. To have attempted to
from the hrethren with
"-".'l?'"lll we conld no l nger wal .'i| peace,
by personal process in each case, would
obviously | been impossible, and
even if' possible, tedious, agitating, and
troublesome in the highest depree,—
The Genersz

separate us

Iave

1] Assembly is vested, by the
constitution of our church, with plena-
ry power f ta deecidein all controversies
respecting doctrine and diseipline; to re-
prove, warn,or bhear testimony against
error in doctrine ar immorality in prac-

| tice, in any Church, Presbytery, or Sy-

| nod; to .\‘H;}:ii'i‘.’r.ir'f?fm? the t".‘Jlf-!f‘r'."h‘.\' O_,'"H!er

{whole church; to suppress schismatical

{contenlions and disputations; and, in

lgeneral, to recommend and a itempt re-

{formation of manners, and the promo-

(tion of charity, truth, and holiness,

Ithrough all the churches under their

{care.”” Itis manifest that no other body

|but the General Jssembly is competent
to sitin judgment on a Synod: and it

|18 equally manifest, that no other body

{ean be vested with power to abolish a
system which the General Assembly il-

self had formed, without consulting' any

-
Vi



of the Presbyteries. We have, there-
{ore, not hesitated to apply the consti-
| tutional remedy in its fullest extent.”

Here Mr. Stiles tears a sentence out of its connexion, and then
proclaims: ¢ this is at once a giving up of the ship—an abandonment
of the constitution.” 1 ask, did the Assembly give up the ship, and
acknowledge that they had abandoned the constitution? And did they
apologize for so doing? [ answer, no—and Mr. Stiles knows it—Ilor

the very paragraph from which he has extracted this acknowledgment

denies it, and asserts, that ‘“we have, therefore, not hesitated to ap-
ply the constitutional 7 medy, in its fullest extent.” If this sort of
liberty is to be allowed, then any slander may be published and you
have no redress. 1f Mr. Stiles so perverts writlen statements and
facts, what possible reliance is to be placed in his statements of what
brethren say in debate?

We shall sive but one more, out of the almost numberless mstan-

ces of his gross perversions, which occur in his publications. ~After

some two or three pages of high sounding bombast, in his Convention

Address, in which he portrays the evil effects of attempting to justily

wrong, (a lesson which Mr. Stiles ought to read to himself, for his

own private benefit,) and calls upon the General Assembly ‘“to ad-
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vance before heaven and earth and confess her wrong,”” and “*all will

be well.”” In the midst of these **great swelling words of vanity,” he

has given another most striking proof of his capacity to pervert.
Convention Jddress, p. 20— In all|  Miller’s Report of the Law Suil, p.

the anxions conflicts of the church, in|55—Mr. Randall, the counsel for the

time to come. the loye of power, party,| New School, wished to ask Judge Jes-

error, or orthodoxy, strugghng for the|up if Rob’t. J. Breckinridge did not say

asecendancy, will look back to the mem-|something like Mr. Stiles’ quotation,

orable era of ?37, and read the broad|and the court would not permit the

and uncancelled inseription, “accept the | question to be put.

propositions, or LOMOITOW we shall ex-|

scind a sufficient number of Synods from |

the General Assembly to secure, there-|

alter, in that body, the predominanece of'|

the Old School.*—Mil, Rep, p. 58, |

Here Mr. Stiles quotes the remarks of Mr, Randall, the New School
lawyer, as the avowed doctrine, and **broad and uncancelled inscrip-
tion” of the Assembly of 1837. Now I ask, will Mr, Stiles’ con-
science permit him to be at rest, until he has confessed and repented
of these ““erying wrongs.”” Whether he intended them as ey idences of
his tact, as a lawyer, or as flights of his fancy, oras flashes of supe-
rior genius, I shall not undertake to determine. These are but a few
examples of garbled extracts' and misquotations, with which all’ Mr.




Stiles’ writings against the ehurch a
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ound. I do not charge these as
intentional blunders—Dbut, whether intentional or unintentional, it is
perfectly immaterial to my purpose.  If they are inlentional, his mer-
al integrity is gone—if they are unintentional, which charity forbids
me to doubt, (and they must be one or the other, ) what reliance ean
be placed upon the verbal or written statements of a man who cannot
quote from even printed documents correctly, but who garbles and
misquotes so grossly in all his attempts at quotations?

What must be the fate of the man and his cause, which depend up-
on such perversions and misstatements to sustain them? Such an ar
ray of facts as these, which Mr. Stiles will not deny, would blast the
prospects of any political aspirant in the land. If Mr. Stiles can sus
tain himself, among an honest and thinking people, with such a load
upon him, he can swim the Obhio river with a ton of lead upon his
back. He cannot do it. He will just as certainly sink in the public
mind as lead will in water. These have been painful exposures and
very reluctantly made, on my part, but truth and the inierests of a
bleeding church have impelled me to it.

[ shall now pass to the consideration of the next specification, feel-
ing assured that nothing could add to the certainty with which this
specification has been established. 1 shall discuss the next two spe-
cifications together.

Seecigicatios 11— By pursuing such a course, and making such repre-

sentations of the church, of which he is a minister and member, as tend to pro-
duce schism,?

SPECIFICATION IV.—**By declaring, in open Presbytery and elsewhere, that
hefust;nniumsdz14unninslc:urn1runnﬁy|nd last [all, to leave, but afterwards
concluded 40 remain in his present ecclésiastical connexion, to enlighten the
nﬂndﬁulfnsiMuihNﬂL:ﬁulbﬂHg the church over 1o his views, 1. ei, 1o agitdte
and distract the churches,?

The evidence we have adduced, under the two preceding specifica-

tions, is all in point under these.

We have offered, and they are in evidence before: you, Mr. Stiles’
articles, in the Protestant and Herald, on the New and Old Sehool.
Every member of the .1‘}[‘1.‘.'\_'f,1_‘.'[l'-:_"}' has read, and doubtless recollects,
the purport of those articles, Without going into defails, it is suffi-
cient to observe, that the sum and substance of these arficles were.
that the New' Sehool were
than the Old School.

Manifesto, p. 9—#The

better, wiser, sounder, and more zealous

second grand step in the march of the re-
formation, is the ‘“imperaiive act.”” M. Stiles denounces, as a f{éar-

ful encroachment npon the free and liberal spirit of the ehurch. the
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act of the Assembly, making it the duty of Presbytery to examine
those ““who make application for admission into their bodies, on ex-
perimental religion, didactic and polemic theology, and church gov-
ernment.”  Does Mr, Stiles suppose that a Presbytery is bound to re-
ceive all who make application, whether it is satisfied or not? If so,
why have all our Presbyteries been in the uuiversal habit of taking the
vote, whether the applicant shall be received or not?  The very fact,
that such a vote is always taken, should satisfy any reasonable mind
that the Presbytery has a right to reject. It is perfectly clear, thatif
the Presbytery has a right to examine in any case, (and who doubts
this right?) it also has a right to examine in all eases. The (General
Assembly thought that it would be best to examine in all cases, and
thereby to prevent the appearance of suspicion of one more than an-
other—and, consequently, passed a resolution, making it the duty of
Presbytery to examine in all cases. And who 1s' it that would com-
plain of such a requisition? Surely not those who are best qualified
to undergo such an examination. It looks suspicious to dread an ex-
amination

Again—DManifesto, p. 10—* Another palpable breach of the con-
stitution, respecls Presbyterial representation in the General Assem-
bly. - Here toe, witness the war of the spirit of reform upon the stand-
ards of the chureh.”” We shall read this dreadful act of the Assem-
bly, which has excited so deeply, Mr. Stiles” pious horrar. Min. Ass.
1837, p. 446: “Resolved, that no commissioner {rom anewly formed
Presbytery, shall be permitted to take his seat; untik the. Preshy-
tery shall have been duly reported by the Synod, and that the same
rule apply where the name of any Presbytery has been changed.”—
What is expressed in this resolution, has always been understood: or
implied from the very necessity of the case.

The Synod, by our system of government, forms the: Presbytery—
the fact of its formation must be reported to the: Assembly hefore the
Assembly can admit the commissioner of that new Presbytery toa
seat, If this were not the case, and the Assembly bound to receive
any one wha comes; whether from a proper constituency or not,; who
does not see, that anybody of men, whether a Preshytery or not, could
gain a seat in our General Assembly? The Synod that forms: the
Presbytery must report the fact to the: Assembly, and when so. report:
ed, and the Assembly therehy officially informed that it is a proper
Presbytery, it is duly received: and its commissioner fakes his seat.
What could be plaingr? What more easily understood? Yet Mr.
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Stiles takes fright at this resolution, as though it were “the pile by
Pallas, raised to ruin Troy,”” and exclaims with shuddering apprehen-
sions, ‘“what an outrageous invasion of the fountains of power have
we here ! We shall read as a literary curiosity, what Mr. Stiles has

said on this subject. “*Suppose a Preshytery be formed this fall; it
meets according to the appointment of Synod; is regularly constituted :
transacts all the usual business of a Presbytery, and subsequently does

the same on its own regular adjournments. Is not that Presbytery
as much entitled to a seat in the General Assembly,.as the old moth-
er Presbytery of Philadelphia? - Not yet, replies the above new (con-
stitutional) rule ! Not yet, re-echoes the *supreme legislature” of 37!
Not until 1t shall have first passed the door of the Synod. Now, the
wynods meet in the fall, generally, and the Assembly in the spring,
always.  This new Preshytery, therefore, is cut out of its constitutions
al rig

bt to a seat m the Assembly, at least once—by aecident or inad-
vertence, oftner, and if the Synou choose, more frequently still.”  This,
whether it be recarded as rhetoric, logie or history, is a singular pro-
duction, and can on] ly be amlmumi by what remains of the paragraph
from which I have just read. There isno need, as Mr. Stiles ought to
have known, (and certainly would have known. if he had known what
he was writing about,) of a newly formed Presl bytery’s loosing its seat
in the first Assembly after its formation. The Synod that forms the
Presbytery is hound to send up its records every spring, o the Assem-
bly, for examination, and thereby reports all its aets to the Assembly.
If any newly formed l’nwbj tery entertained any fear that the Synod’s
report of its formation, might fail to reach the Assembly, the Presby-
tery eould obtain from the stated clerk of oynod, an extract from its
minutes, and convey the re puri o the Assemby itself, There are sev-
eral cases in the minutes of 38 and ° 39, of newly formed Presbyteries
being reported to the Assemb ly, and tJu AT commissioners obtaining
their seats, the very first Assembly after their formation. The case of
the Presbytery of Greenbrier (‘#lm 1838, p. 9,) and also the cases of
the Presbyteries of Ld!uiuum in the Synod of New Jersey, and of New
Lisbon and \I Clairsville, in the Synod of Pittsburg, (Min 1839, p.
147.) Mr. Stiles thinks, that a newly formed Presbytery must, by
necessity, be eut out of a seat in the Assembly once, by the Assem-
bly’s u,w_rluljum Itis all a mistake, as every one who ever read the
Confession of Faith, and knows any thing of our government, must
know. He seems to be laboring under some sineular mis sconceptions,
about mysterious ceremonjes to he observed, in passing and re-passing

th
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a Presbytery could find its bewildered 5.
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Assemblv. but in the brothers confusion of ideas. But the most sin-
gular part of this mysterious paragraph remains to be read, it is **Ob-
serve, if you please, that by the constitution, the Presbyteries are the
crealor of the A h‘-‘-:n‘.r].:\_ and by the confession of our reform ‘.n;'.-.‘!;re-;J,
‘the fountains of its power.” If there be not here, a elear case of the
creature’s treading upon the creator, and the siream flowing up hill,

o down the very founlain of its power, we are af a loss to

| e 1 e el Y m.. P 3 o . -

understand l!!l' operation, 1o attemnpt “¢ fo understand the ope -"'-’r"‘-'-'-'a'u",
A 1 I

]-- whirh sanech a sentence waz nrodneed 1t thetarie P Ll T [

W W { such a sentence was produced, 11s rhetoric, logic, or I1ts 1deas
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wonld be a singular task indeed. The Presbyteries, according to Mr.

Stiles, creafe the Assembly; the Assembly creafes the Synods, and
the Synods create the Presbyteries. Here then, we have a circle or
triangle of creators, and vet all creatures. Each child the creator of

his own erandfather, and the child of his own erandson. The As-

ird Presbytery of Philadelphia.

treading upon the creafor, under-

sembly, once undertook to make the th

[n that case, the ereafure, instead of

LOOK
iis jumble of creations, the

the singularly mysterious work, of making its own creator. In
the same sentence in which we have th
ficure of a creature treading upon the creator, by some wonderful ter-
siversation is changed into @ stream flowing up hill—and still further,
by some sort of lecerdemain, into a shufling down the very fountains
of ils power. Itis truly a singular sentence, whether it was intended
to convey an idea or not. I have heard of words beino intended to
convey ideas, and of words being intended to conceal them, but this
sentence seems to have been intended to confuse them.

[t is the misfortune of some men, to be so constituted, as to have
their belief entirely under the control of their will. Whatever they
wish to be so, they can, with singular facility, pursuade themselves
is so. A mind so constituted, can make a belief to fit his case
as snugly as the greatest adept in . the profession of shoe making can
make a boot to fit his foot. In confirmation of this fact, in mental
operations, I would relate an instance which may serve both as an il-
lustration and a eonfirmation. A gentleman once told me, that when
he was a young man, at one of the eastern colleges, he was very wild,
prodigal, and neglectful of his studies. He had occasiontowrite home
to his father, in the South, for more remittances, as he was in need of
some cash, and, very much to his surprise, instead of receiving the
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money, got a long letter from his father, informing him that he knew
of his prodigality, wildness and negligence of his studies, and that
while he continued so, could remit hiin no more money, and that
unless he reformed, would entirely ecut him off from any share in his
estate. The young man sat down and wrote in JIJ{I.'}. a long letler

to his father, acknowledging his wildness, prodig:

cand negl

i
of his studies, but assumed the ground, that he was s not to blame for

genee
it, That it resulted from one of the three following causes, to-wit:
Ist. either that his father had set him a bad example, and instilled in-
correct principles into him, and if this were the cause, his father, and
not he, was to blame; or 2d, that God had so made him, at his cre-
ation, I suppose so constituted, in the popular language of phrenolo-
gy, his cerebrel organs, that he was but following the leadings of his
:1'1-117"111_'_. and if this were the case, God, and not he, was to blame;
or 3d, that God was exerting a direct influence upon him, propelling
him to all his course, and if t
was to blame. In any of the three aspects of the case, he was clear,

is were the cause, God, and net he,

and that God and his father might divide the blame between them-
selves.

This gentleman informed me, that his. room mate came in and found
the letter unfolded on the table, and began to read it, but had not read
far before he burst out into a loud laugh, and exclaimed, why Joe have
you gone crazy! You do not intend fo send this letter to your father.
He said he never was more indignant in his life, for he said he as con-
scientiously believed every word in the letter, as ever he believed any
thing in his life. Now, suppose that young man, who could conscien-
tiously believe the absurdities in the letter to his father, should join a
church and become a minister, and then wish to pick a quarrel with
his church, he would be at no loss to make, and then cmmeanffoub?_,f
believe some dreadful charge against her, He could, if he chose, just
as readily believe all the absurdities, misquotations and misstatements
in the Manifesto and Convention Address, as did the young man at col-
lege, believe the ridiculous absurdities in his letter to his father. It is
perfectly a clear case, that these publications are not a whit more ab-
surd and false, than was the letter the young man wrote his father. If
he could bring his conscience to believe the letter. he might conseien-
tiously believe these remarkable publications. The gentleman who
was once the young man at eollege, and who wrote the famous letter
to his father, is the brother now before you, and the aunthor of those
singular publications. One is the product of his intellect in its youth,

tl
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the other, the product of his intellect in its manhood. = The two prove
incontestibly his mental idenlity, if not the identity of his faith.
There is one point of belief expressed in his vouthful Ir_lelztca‘. that 1s
the faith of his riper years.. He has often :Ieil-f.]_.'i]l Prr.-.:l;":icrx-'laaml fo
his brethren in private conversations, that ““all was dark before him;
he had no plan; could not see before him, &c.—but intended to advance
just as God pushed him on; would go to God for light, and was go-
ing, just as Abraham went out [rom Ur of the Chaldees, not knov.*ﬂlg
whither he went.”” This was precisely the doctrine in his letter to his
father—that God was propelling him, by a divine influence, to all his
eourse. Whether the course of prodigalily, wildness, and negligence
which he, in the days of his youth, believed, conscientiously, lu };r} the
result of a divine impnlse, was more or less promotive u‘!' the cause
of Christ and the good of souls, than the agitating and divisionary
course which he now, with equal conscientiousness, no doubt, believes
to be the result of God’s Spirit upon his mind, I shall not now stop
to enquire. He certainly believed that both were the immediate re-

|

But, T ask, is Mr. Stiles thus driven on by a blind fanaticism, and

sults of a divine impulse.
has he no desien, and has he made no attempt to produce schism?
His whole course, in public and in private, tends directly lo produce
sehism.  His whole design and effort, in his publi¢ addresses; in his
publications, and in his private intereourse and correspondence, so far
as they have come to light, have been to alienate the minds of the
membership and the men of the world from the Pres. Chureh. And
in every circle of his influence, he has produced this alienation, to the
full extent of that influence. Mr. Stiles once purposed to abandon our
ecclesiastical organization and afterwards concluded to remain in our
connexion, only for eollision, agitation, and schism.

Dr. C. Blackburn testifies, that Mr. Stiles was opposed to remaja-
ing in the church, *‘because, he said, he thought it calculated 1o do
harm, by producing divisions.” = Now, I would ask, how could his re-
maining in the church produce divisions, if he “‘followed the things
that make for peace,” as he promised, at his ordination, to do? - His
remaining in the church never could have done “harm, by producing
divisions,” but by his pursuing the course he has pursued. His know-
ing that his stay would so result, is conclusive evidence, that he in-
tended to pursue the very course he has pursued, and to produce the
very results he has produeed, viz: ““divisions.” But it is proved, by
other witnesses, that Mr. Stiles, time and again, in public and in pri-
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vate, avowed, that the reason why he remained in his present ecclesi-
astical connexion, was ‘“fo try the rights of free diseussion,—+<{o
enlighten the minds of his brethren,”—and *“lo brine the church over
to Iis views.”  Mr. D. C. Humphries testifies, that Mr. Stiles told
him, ““that he remained for the purpose of ]':r‘p,-:_-;fn*_[‘ out his views, and
enlightening the minds of his brethren, and to try the rights of free
discussion; that he intended to oppose the reform measures of t

e (_i:'l'!-
eral Assembly. and would not submit to them.” Mr. Stiles has said
the same things, time and again, in Presbytery and Synod, as you all
know, and as is in proof before you. What he said to Mr. Humphries,
and so often fo the Presbytery, about his remaining in our church ““to
press out his views”—+“to try the rights of free discussion’’—

““10 en-
ighten the minds of his brethren”—*“to bring the church over to his
g 11 : 1 5

views'—'‘to oppose the reform measares”’—and fo not “submit,” &e.

all throw the clearest light upon what he said to Dr. C. Blac kburn,
that his ‘‘remaining in the church would do harm, by producine divis-
tons.”’  Here then, by the testimony of men of the highest character,
Mzr. Stiles remained in the Presbyterian Charch, with a deliberate pUr-
pose, and malice aforethought, ““fa do harm, by producing divisions.”
And “‘suiting the action to the word,”” he set himself to work and has
persevered in doing just what he said he would do. Ah, Mr. Modera-
tor, could T but 1ift the veil, and disclose to you, the secret conelaves—
the private and concealed plans—the insidious influences, and dark
machinations, ihat have been put in operation to break down the sa-
cred bulwarks of our beloved church, and ‘that too by her professed
frends, you would weep over poor human nature. Look at the letter
of Mr. Stiles, .to Mr, Humphries, how cautiously he approaches him:
how artfully he plays upon his pride by flattery; how insidions are his
advances, all to break Mr. Humphries’ confidence in, and attachment
to, his own church, - Aaron Burr, himself. never approached a friend
of the Union, with more address and winning forms, and in a man-
ner better calculated to succeed, than Mr. Stiles did Mr. Humphries,
in this letter, in evidence before you. - Mr. Humphries stood firm by
the church, unawed and unseduced. Every device has been tried—
pride, passion, prejudice, ambition, independence, all have been ad-
dressed and appealed to, ““by all means to gain some.”

I ask you, Mr. Moderator, if Mr, Stiles has not pursued ‘‘such a
course, and made such representations of the church, of which he is
both a member and a minister, as tend to produce schism?’ Has he
not done more? Has he not done all, knowing, believing, and pur-
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posing ‘‘fo do harm, by producing divisions” or schisms? Oh what
but the most blinding ambition, and vitiated state of moral feeling,
could have so beclouded his intellect, and so alienated his affections
from his church, as to have prompted him to have pursued such a wild
crusade against her peace, her union, and her interests.

SpeciFication V.—* By aiding in calling a convention, to be composed in

part, of Ministers and lavmen, not in our ecclesiastical connexion, Lo council
and advise, what he should do as to his present church relations.”

On this specification, but little need be said. That Mr. Stiles has
aided in calling a convention, such as is charged, be has himself ad-
mitted. That he has taken part in a similar convention, at Versailles,
its poblished minutes show. It is known to you, and to the public,
that Mr. Stiles, not only took a part in the Versailles convention, but
that he, in his manifesto, called it, and was its master spirit.  (Mr.
Dickerson will pardon the expression.) There were, it is true, (and
I am happy to say it,) some brethren in that convention, solely for
peace, and it was by their influence in the convention, open schism
was prevented. They were actuated by far different and higher mo-
tives, than were the prime movers in the affair. The published min-
utes of that convention show, that Mr. A. C. Dickerson and Dr. Thos.
D. Mitchell, two of the bitterest and most malignant enemies of the
Presbyterian Church, in Ky. were members, and took a prominent part
in its proceedings. There were two others in the convention who had
seceded from the Presbyterian church, and were opposing its interests.

Who then is Mr. Dickerson? And who is Dr. T. D. Mitchell?
And what are their relations to the Presbyterian Church? Mz, Dick-
erson is the identical little gentleman who wrote a pamphlet and an
exlra Gazeite, in which he praised himself and slandered the church
of Christ. The very same, who induced a small fraction of the church
at Bowlinggreen to secede, thathe might have some body to preach to.
Whose whole manner, dress, diamond finger-ring, writings, all clearly
show that he is either a very great man, or is laboring under a very
great mistake. He boasts in his pamphlet and extra Gazelte of his im-
portant connexion with ** Constitutional Presbylerianism” in the South,
which, by the way, must have been a very small concern, or Mr. Dick-
erson would not have left it to take care of a handful of seceders in

Bowlinggreen. Mr. Dickerson’s boasts, remind me of the story of

the boy, who wished the world to know that he had a very important
connexion with the fame of Dr, Johnson.. When some one spoke in
commendation of a much admired work of the Doctor’s, the boy, feel-
ing his pride kindle, steped forward, seized the volume, and holding it
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#p in the view of the eroud, with great sell-complacency and delight,
._hl?iulil'lf.,‘ ««T made the pasie that bound that book !

And whe is Dr. T. D. Mitchell? Heis the same distinguished gen-
tleman who has been, for severel years, writing anonymous and slan-
derous letters against the Presbyterian Church for every paper that
would publish them. Who, like the frozen and famished serpent, has
been d[if]q]ITI'IUT_.} to fasten his envenomed fangs into the vitals of those
who warmed and fed him. The slanders of whose foul pen, and yet
fouler ‘umguc, bécome the highest ]'!i‘ilj*t", when their author is known. #

These are the men whose aid, counsel, and corfort, Mr, Stiles sougl
and obtained. - To have given similar aid, counsel, and comfort to [I,e

enemies of his country, would have been high treason, and punishable
i

'U.']'_[.i! death. H some of the officers, 1 our glorious ri ‘.'H]'.Iiiiul_!in"_'-.' F.{HEIE;:'v

gle, had been found in conventions and secret conclaves with Arnold

and other fiu-%--rf{,-}‘.ﬂ, planning and plotting against our peace and urion,
I ask, would it not have been the vilest treason? Is it not equally tréa-
son against the church to be found in conventions and secret conclaves
\‘.'i[]i these ecclesiastical L!]"-.I_:lrlllt_"s, Jltulljnl_?;' and EJ]I!]J]l:i'_'_::' against her
peace and union?

Specirrcatron VI.—“By aiding and abetting the Session of the Versailles
Presbyterian Church, in a ‘:l.ll](‘lt']’llll‘*. and party prosecution, against the minor=
ity of said church, for r.\preﬁnw in memorials to the W est Lexington Presby-
tery, their belief of the injurions tendency of his eourse.

It 1s per uc[l}_- well known to every member of this P!'F':ﬁz_lj,'l'i_'i‘\.', that

hat
thirteen members of the Versailles Church—as exemplary, orderly, and
as pious as any members in the church—were arraigned, tried, and con-
demned, by the Session of that chureh, for eertain memorials sent by
them to the Presbytery. The Session say, in their deeision, that the
whole Lhirttm'l would have been suspended «¢ but for the sacred right of
p(,ll lion,’ §

*Dr Mitchell is & mémber of Dr. Bee
in his power to introduce into Lexin
aew and abolilion sec!. He has abus ' ndered I'Lf I|| ite
self, bath inthe ministry a »dical ::ml on.  Who:
ton, and slanders of other gentlemen about Lexington
sensibilities of our common nalure,

1er's chureh, in Cincinnati, and has been doing al
Kentucky geue mll\' the |\ incip |- 5 1-: i]1I
and able: men than him
treatment of Hollos !

show him to be below

arid throw him entire ly out of the \I<|,!r of ,:L| 5YT

pal '11

with elevated minds. The fae . Mitchell withheolds his name from_ hi slun derons
publicaiions ag e Pt n. Church, proves one of two things hat eithey
knows wi rites is fulze, and is ashaned to sign his pame to the & knows

his name

iniamous as (o destroy the credit of any thing il 1s [owm ny with,
and the 'Ml'”‘ he conee: |‘~ if, he Doctor aad his L{[JI'!llI]II ighbors, in Lexington, seree npon
this point, if npon no other. This is the man who, said that “‘the most d amnable heresies
u'urjn rn.1r) the |' were i the 0Old School part M Truth and deck rey #eem to Lne ||.-;,-1

said thai he would **sgoner turn Turk tl connlenance
of the Old Sehool,’ Thank you Doctor, YOUur connte-
gyptinn midnight,  ILis Lheughty in-beceming Tark, you
ng todo. You seem lo be far more Lurf than Chrislian now,

-;'L|Lf} mi
nance w "1I|l lorm a sl
would heve but little £
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In the first eitation, nothing is eharged against the minority but their

memorials, When the minority appeared belore the Session lor trial,
the Session werenot ready. They wished to amend their bill ol indict-
ment, They so amended their bill as to make it a vile slander ol the
minority, charging them w ith ““scoffing, reviling, ¢re.”” Mr.Stiles, The
Session, with all their patient efforts; proved utterly unable to lurnish a
single particle of preol that they had been guilty of any such conduet.

The right to memorialise the only competent power (0 redress griev-
anees, is indeed a sacred sight, and the man who would lay iJir_;_lmlu'.{
upon that right, is a tyrant. This rigit has been im'liu_r_i'-\-.ai_:' ils sancti-
ty has been invaded by the Session of the Versailles Lf-.';-tll'u'.!':,. in their
trial of the minority, So flagrant and palpable was their irregular-
ities or corruption, that the Presbyiery and Synod deposed them
from office, for their offences in this trial. This the Presbytery had
the clearest right and was bound to do. (See Form Gov. Ch. VII,
Sec. 1L, Sub Seec, XIIIL.)

But was the Session the prime movers in this case? No sir, far
from it! They were but the willing instruments of Mr. Stiles, ready
and subservient to do his bidding. They were like Anthony, ** no more
than Camsar’s arm, when Cesar’s head isoff.”” It is in proof, that Mr.
Stiles proposed to the Presbytery at Salem, in July, to try this minor-
ity, for their memorial then before the Presbytery. He returned home
in company with one of the Session, and in a very short time the mi-
nority received a citation to be tried for the yery memorial for which
Mr. Stiles wished the Presbytery to try them. Who 1s so dull as not
{o-see Mr. Stiles’ hand in that? It has been admitted by him, that
when the Session found themselves mcompetent to Issue tue case, he
aided them in making out the charges and specifications.. And ithas
been proved here, that Mr. Stiles was present during the progress of
the trial, prompting and suggesting questions to the prosecutor, and
sometimes, asking questions of the witnesses himself. Mr. Stiles
has not only aided and abetted the Session, in this prosecution, but
has instigated them to it, He first proposed fo Presbytery to iry
them—next, he aids, by his own confession, in making out the echar-
ges, and lastly, in the progress of the trial, he is found straddle of the
prosecutor, urging and spurring him on in his unhallowed work.

This trial was, itself, a violent outrage upon every feeling of pro-
priety, christian right, and constitutional order. Mz, Stiles has de-

claimed, at large, against oppression, tyranny, and arbitrariness, and
in favor of liberty, and the widest latitude of expression of his views
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of public men and measures in the church: but, no sooner did the
minority of the Versailles Church express their belief of the Injurious
femf(*llr_'.j( of his publie course, and that too in respectiul memorials
to the Presbytery, the only competent power to redress their grievan-
ces, than fli;f‘il!'l'i.‘-l.',_.'i].i, tries, and condemns aged mothers and fathers,
and brethren and sisters. He has made the very welkin to ring, with
boisterous distentations of voice, in favor of the widest lalitude for
kimself. He has, in this trial, as with the hammer of a Cyclops, at-
tcml;at‘nl to cleave down the dearest rights of others, and subvert the
liberties of the church. The annals of the world may be searched in
vain, to find, out of the church of Rome, a parallel to this case. It
furnishes another illustration and proof, that the grealest professions of
liberty and tolerance are usually found in company with the Righest
“'L?II;"'J'{;..{‘ of arbilrariness and tyranny.  Liberal ,;'.!'.g,r'e'-_\‘:’."lr:'Ha'--":'_.", as It is
called, has always been intolerant. The Assembly, and the subordi-
nate judicatories of the church, have been held up, by Mr. Stiles, in
their -:u'-.t.*:_. since 37, as arbitrary, tyrannical, oppressive, and as dan-
gerously threatening to the liberties of the church; but I defy him, if
he had the eyes of an argus, to find any thing to equal his own aects
in this very case, His notions of liberty seem to be, not only the
right to do himself, but also to make others do as he pleases, I know
thaton this poin{inuretfuiit}', itself, is satisfied, that Mr. Stiles instiga.
ted this trial; that he aided and abetted the Session in what they d
that, at any time, a single
the whole proceeding.

id, and
word from him would have put a stop to

SPECIFICATION VIL—“By aiding and abetting the Rev, A, W. Campbell,
who has been attempting to draw off the Greer’s Creek Church from its pre-
sent ecclesiastical connexion. >

That Mr. Campbell has been making efforts to draw off the Greer’s
Creek Chureh, from ifs connexion with 1

s, is clearly proved by the
tes[imon}-’ of Messrs, S

tuart and Allen, two of the eommittee of Pres.
bytery, appointed to visit that church. These two witnesses swear:
“Mr. Campbell said to the congregation, that he had no part or lot
with the Old School party, and said, if the congregation sustained
him, they must fall under the censure of the Presbytery, and that he
had always, on former occasions, told them so: said, that if they wish-
ed to obtain his services, they must declare themselves off from the
West-Lexington Presbytery.” Here Mr. Campbell offered to the
Greer's Creek Church, the strength of their attachment to him, and
the motive to influence them to ‘*declare

desire for his services, as
themselves off from the West-Lexington Presbytery.”
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My, Stiles aided and abetted Mr. Campbell, by advising him to
preach to that church, when he knew that Mr. Campbell had no con-
nexion with our church and intended to lorm none. He further aided
Mr. Campbell at his meeting, and thus countenanced him, when he
knew that Mr. Campbell was making efforts to lead that church off.
Mr. Stiles, by ministerial intercourse with Mr, Campbell, under the
circumstances, was giving him the weight of his influence and coun-
tenance, to break the union of that church with our Presbytery.

[t seems that Mr, Stiles was well aware of the impropriety of his
conduct in this respect, from the fact that he relused to be present when
Mr. Campbell was to administer the ordinance of the supper. He re-
fused to be present, much less to take part in the table service, as Mr.
Campbell testifies, and yet he could advise Mr. Campbell to preach
there, and assist in every way, except at the sacramental table. This
looks really like ‘“straining ata gnat and swallowing a camel.”” This
is another rare instance of that squeamishness, which sometimes pas-
ses under the title of modesty.

Ah sir, this is no matter of amusement. DMr. Stiles is too modest
{o even see Mr. Campbell handle the emblems in the ordinance of the
supper, but can do all in his power, by advice, countenance, ministe-
rial intercourse, and aid, to give him influence to break the union
of that church with our Presbytery, and yet his delicate nerves are
shocked at the very idea of being present at the sacramental supper.,
This proves too much ; it proves that Mr. Stiles was doing what he
knew and felt to be disorderly and wrong, and intended this squeam-
ishness as a palliation of his offence. It looks very mueh like the
man who professed to serve the Lord, and was yet affraid to offend the
Devil, for he said he did not know into whose hands he might fall *

I have now waded through the various specifications of this tedious
case. I have not said all that T intended, nor even the moiety of what
might, with great pertinancy, have been said: but your patience has
been sufficiently taxed, with the outline which I have so hastily and
imperfectly drawn. You cannot fail, even from this hasty and imper-
fect outline, to form a tolerably correct idea of the true features of this
singular case. I do not wish to trespass farther upon your patience,
but vou will allow me to correct some of the distorted historical repre-
smlt.a[irms, Mr. Stiles so often makes, of the character of our Scotch
ancestry. Mr. Stiles, instead of drawing upon the proper sources for his

*It seem, after all Mr. Stiles' ado about refusing to be present at the s?{'ran]r'=t11ill service,
thai he actually remained and partook of the elements at Mr. Campbell’s hands.
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history, seems to rely chiefly, upon his reasoning powers to furnish his
facts in this case. This fact would destroy all its claims to authenti-

(‘il.\'. .”1'. ﬁ\‘.if||-.: ?;l.s i'l[-:t_'ll e1|',1'1!:-d_ that E._u-. ause E|u'- I\'j[k i,']:- h‘u'uil{mr_l

1s the established ehurch, and

yecause the eivil institutions of the coun-

try are monarchical, therelore, thg church is monarchical and arbitra-
ry; and that when these Scotch Presbyterians emigrated to Ameriea
they brought with them the arbitrary spirit of the land and institutions
from which they came, and that this spirit was greatly modified by the
liberal and free civil institutions of this country; and that American
Presbyterianism is the result of the liberalizing influence that our re-
publican and free civil government exerted upon the cramped, bigot-

ed, intolerant, and arbitrary spirit of the Scoteh Presbyterians. Now

all this looks very plausible to a mind that is perlectly ignorant of the
history both of Scotland and America. Now, I would just ask, what

were the civil institutions of this ecountry, when first discovered by

Columbus? Is Mr. Stiles really laboring under the delusion that there
was a free republican civil government here, such as we now have,
when ouradventurous forefathers first set foot upon the American soil?
There is a speculation afloat, that at some far remote period of antj-
quity, there was a race of people who understood many of the arts of
civilized man, that inhabited this country. If this speculation were
true, the race was either extinct or had relapsed into the savage state,
and lost every traditionary vestige of its former civilization. So far
from meeting the hospitable welcome, upon the American continent,
by a race of refined and civilized freemen, as Mr. Stiles seems to
think, our English and Scoteh forefathers met the yell, the tomahawk,
and scalping knife of the savage Indian, and the terrific howl and
frichtful scream of the ferocious wild beast, and a dark and almost
impenetrable wilderness. And was there any thing in all these to
modify the religious principles of these noble men? Is the republican
government of the Presbyterian Church in America a medium between
Scotch Presbyterianism and the savage state? I Mr. Stiles had only
studied the history of our Scotch ancestry, he had never nttered senti-
ments so dishonoring to their pious and venerated memory. The Pres-
byterianism of Seotland has ever been the palladium of her liberties.
It has ever stood, like a breastwork of adamant, against the invasions
of tyranny and oppression. This the Charles’s and the James’s well
knew, and they sought to extirpate it from the realm, because they de-
clared it not only inimical to, but absolutely incompatible with mon-
archy. Presbyterians, by the admission of Hume, who was no friend,
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has secured to England whatever of liberty she enjoys. It was the prin-
ciples of liberty, which these noble men brought with them, and which
they impressed upon their posterity, to which we owe our liberty and

free institutions, They were not indebted fo this country for their lib-
eral prineiples, but this country, and we, their 1_[1L"-‘\'I'J!'Ell.1nl' sons, are in-
debted to these men, whom we sometimes shamelessly dishonor, for
what we are, as a government, civil and religious. They too, were
the firmest and the most undaunted friends of this country in its con-
test with the crown. No men more nobly fought, bled, and died, than
did these Scotch Presoylerians, in our glorious and ever memorable
revolutionary stroggle, Ah, if Mr. Stiles would rely more upon histo-

s
would, at least, have greater justice, and the cause of truth would

7y, and less upon his imagination, for his facts, our Scoich ancestry
suffer less at his hands.

And now, Mr. Moderator, my painful task is done. The part that
circumstances have compelled me to take, in this case, has been very
uncongenial with my feelings. But however painful this task may
have been, I hope I have met it with a fearless and unfaltering step.
Natorally disinelined to all collision, and averse to all strife, nothing
could be more trying to my feelings, than to be placed in circumstan-
ces which force me to prosecute a ministerial brother: but it is some-
times the case, that the path of duty is an unpleasant and painful one,
and we should tread that path with as firm and willing a step as if it
were the most pleasant, Towards Mr. Stiles I would indulge the
kindest feelings. I would entreat him, for his own sake, to desist.
The evil he can do the church is small indeed, but that he will do
himself is great and irreparable. The church is safe. DBuilt upon the
blood and protected by the arm of her Almighty Redeemer, who can
harm her? ¢ But on whomsoever {his slone shall fall it will grind him
te powder.”

These painful collisions, with us, will all soon be over. ‘We shall,
if we be christians indeed, soon exchange the tents of our pilgrimage
for the palace of our home; the weapons of our warfare for the palms,
harps, and erowns of our {rinmph; the angry tones of debate and re-
buke for the soft and sweet song of Moses and the Lamb. And oh!
fathers and brethren, when our short and hurried pilgrimage ends, and
we shall mingle with the redeemed tribes from earth, whose tents
shall whiten on every hill around the heavenly Jerusalem, and look
back, with unclouded vision, upon this dark earth, how changed will
be our views and feelings with reference to many of the subjects which
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now oceupy our thoughts. Ambition and fame.are noisy puffs—emp-
tv bubbles, that eludethe grasp and disappoint our hopes.

“Tn conclusion, T entreat you to let your decision, in this case, be
such as you shall approve, when you come to view it in the light of
(![C‘.!']lih',. Far be it from me to dictate fo you what your \':':‘Il'jr".: m this
case, f:.me be. You will permit me to entreat you to err, if err you

shall, on the side of tenderness and® merey. I utter but the honest

feelings of my heart, when 1 ]H‘Q‘ you, in your decision of the case of

the unhappy brother before you, to lean as much to clemency and
mercy as your high sense of duty to your bleeding church and your
God will permit.

I now leave the case, so far as the prosecution is concerned, in your

hands, praying that wisdom, discretion, tenderness, justice, and mer-
cy may be happily.and harmonionsly blended in your decision; and
that it may be such as God, and your own consciences, may approve ;

1t God’s clory may be advanced,

and such t and the church’s perma-

nent peace and prosperity and harmonious union may be promoted.

The examination of the witnesses and the hearing of the parties, occupied the
attention of the Preshytery for four days. The following minute was brought
in by a committee appointed for that purpose, as the deeision of the Presbytery
in the case, viz:

(14 ]J’

lered the case of prose-
J\".'i].""

resbytery having deliberately and seriously c«
cution against the Rev. J. C. Stiles, have come to t
judgment, viz: that the charge and specifications preferred against the said Rev,
J. C, Stiles are established by nd that he be admonished by the
Moderator of the serions and lamentable evils he has accasioned to the church
and its judicatories by his imprudent, agitating, revolutionary and schismatical
course, and that he be warned acainst a continuance of sueh conduct, and {ur-
ther, that Mr. Stiles be requested to subscribe the following acknowledgment,
viz: I ackpowledge the course I have pursued to be wrong and attended with
evil consequences which I deeply regret, and I solemnly promise, 1o reliance on
divine grace, to abstain in future {rom all such measures as tend to divide and
distract the church. And if Mr. Stiles now submit to this deecision,. he be con-
sidered as. in good standing in the echurch. But if he refuse to submit, that he
be forthwith suspended, for contumacy, from all the functions of the gospel min-
istry until he shall submit.»

The foregoing was adoped by the {ollowing vote, viz:

Y pas—Ministers: Burch, C. Stewart, Simrall, Logan, Forsythe, M*Elroy,
N. H. Hall, Davidson and Bullock. = Elders: Allen, Seargeant, Carr, Bullock,
J. Logan, D. McKee, Irwin, Lowrey, Russell, J. McKee, Castleman and Hol-
loway—21.

Nays—FElders: Jos. H. Davies, Jno. H. Berryman and J, R Alexander—3.

The decision of the Presbytery was then read by the Moderator to the aceus-
ed, to/which he refuged to submit, and also declared that he would not submit
to any censure which this Presbytery mighl pronounce; wherefore, the Modera-
tor proceeded to pronounce the sentence of suspension, for contumacy, from all
the functions of the gospel ministry till he shall submit.

CHAS. A. CAMPBELL, s. ¢. Ww. L. L.

conclusion, or

the evidence;
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APPENDIX:

CONTAINING THE CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN THE REV, J. €, STILES AND MYSELF

- S July, 26th, 1840, Wooedford Co. Ky,

Dear Brolher:—I1 have just been informed, that you have made remarks
prejudicial to my moral character. I am very unwilling to believe that you
have done so. 'T'he remark that T have been informed you have made, in re-
gard to me, is, that you have long since known that I would not tell thu'LJ'uLh,
or words to that effect. If you have not made any such remark in regad to me,
it is due to.you, that mysell and (riends should know from you that no such re-
mark had been made by you. If you have made any such remark, it is due #o
me to know it; thatI may be able to remove any guch impression from your mind.
You will, in justice to me, il you have said any thing unfavorable to my vera-
city, specify the particular nstances in which I have ever departed, in the slight-
est degree, from the strictest veracity, that I may have an opportunity to clear
myself from any such charge, You will write me by the bearer, and thus do
an act of justice to Y our brother in Christ,

J. F. PRICE.

Rev. Jacos F. Price:

‘Dear Brother:—I have received your letter, by Mr. Berryman, inquiring
whether I had made a specified remark unfriendly to your veracity, or whether
I had ever known you to * depart, in the slightest degree, from the strictest ve-
racity.” What words I may have used, in expressing my views of your char-
acter, I now remember not. My opinion of you, at your request, I will state:

I have not, brother Price, that confidence in your integrity and truth which I
wish to possess. 1 have felt, recently, some increase of my want of confidence
in you, in this respect. I have seriously feared that you did suffer yourself'-to
speak and act ‘n reference to sirict veracity as I think I could not do, and as 1
think is inconsistent with strict veracity. Sometimes 1 have felt strongly con-
vinced that you did suffer yoursell’ to depart from strict veracity, at others, I
have hoped that party excitement might account for at least some part of ‘my
unfavorable impression. 'This has beer, and still is my view and feeling in ref=
erence to your character. Asto the evidence, I cannot expatiate—I have only
to two things: first, You may remember, that years ago, T told you, alone, that
I had froubles on this very point, and gave you my specifications connected with
the trial of Castleman. You made a long explanation and did, at least, consid-
erably alleviate my fears. Second, Your certificate concerning ¢ the interloeu=

tory meeting,” has revived these fears. I specifiy at present; tWo points: You
gertainly told me in Hopkinsville, that T was “very kind,” (in Synod) and Mr.
Burch not kind—perhaps your word was ¢ rough, severe,” or something like it.
In your publication you change our characters and make me the violent man
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and Mr. Burch the kind one. ‘This, with some other matters in that decument,
has not contributed to ease my anxieties.

As'to my speaking of you, I have tosay, that I remember on some one or two oc-
casions recently, (to whom, when, where, I now know not,) to have expressed
my fears and anxieties, perhaps a decided opinion, (as to this point, I do not re-
member,) my impressionis, that I have spoken of you rather in private—rather
confidentially, or discreetly—I mean to say, that I have not been in the habit of
expressing my views on the point before us, publicly, or of voluntarily introdu-
cing the topic.

I have now to say in conclusion, that I do regret the state of my views and
feelings in reference to your character—I hope it may be that I am utterly mis-
taken in the matter, and will weigh any thing you have to say, il" you think it
worth while to present any explanation. Yours, with good wishes,

JOS, C. STILES.

N. B.—TI have written you hastily,

July 28th, 1840, Woodford Co. Ky.
Hev. J. C. SrtivrEs:

Dear Brother;—1I received, late last evening, your letter in reply to my
note, by brother Berryman, and hasten to reply. Conscious of my own veraci-
ty, and happy and proud of that consciousness, I shall fully and fearlessly meet
this whole case. This is the first time that my character for truth or the stern-
est veracily, was ever assailed by any Auman being that made any pretensions
to veracity themselves. On the subject of veracity, I defy the malice of earth
and hell.

When first heard (which was Saturday last) that you had made any attempt
to asperse my character for truth, I was very indisposed to credit the informa-
tion. Had it not been for the worthy and respectable source through which. I
received it, I should have suffered it to pass as unheeded and unnoticed as the
idle wind, T could hardly believe that You could so far have fbrgotten your
character as a minister of Christ, a christian and a gentleman, as to assail, in the
dark, the character of a brother minister in the same church, and one too, who
had labored so hard to aid you in Your wars abroad, and to defend your veraci-
ty, amid your many misstalements and perversions, inyour unnatural warfare
against your own church,

We have fallen indeed upon evil times, when to accomplish party and ambi-
tious ends, you can wantonly assail the veracity of'a ministerial brother for whom
you have expressed the warmest affection, and in whom the highest confidence,
and on whom you have bestowed the highest encomiums, both as to intellectual
and moral worth, and who, you said, was a fac simile of youradmired and beloy-
ed brother who is dead, X

But to the matter at issue—my veracity. Do not be surprised when T tell
you, that your letter, to which this is a reply, contains more evidence of your
want of veracity than you can rake up from earth against my integrily. You
say in your letter, my opinion of you, at your request, I will state.”? Now, I

ask you to point out the sentence in my note, where your opinion of me is ask-
¢d? 1 hope Ishall never become so stupid, nor so vain, as to ask any man his
opinion of me, I could point out at least fifty instances in which you have
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grossly misquoted, misrepresented, and perverted, facts, arguments, and state-
ments, in your controversies with your brethren, which requires a great stretch
of charity to reconcile with veracity. Yet I have endeavored to do so. 1 have
known, for a long time, that your memory is exceedingly frail; that you are a
man of great exeitement; that you read and write by scraps; that you do not
take things in their connexion; that you are governed more by excitement than
calm reason; that you are influenced more by impressions than facts; and that

you are supremely under the influence of party excitement, I have never seen

a more one-sided mind in my life. Without this explanation, you can never

vindicate your veracity in the world. How could you, (with my note before
you) say that I asked your opinion of me?!!! I never made such a perversion
in my life, 'With such blunders at every step, you should be slow to suspect
other men.

We shall see whether your specifications, 1st. and 2nd, are not miss(tatements,
even more gross than that I asked your opinion of me, :

Your version of our conversation in regard to my conduet, in the trial of bro-
ther Castleman, is wide of the truth. Yousay ¢ you may remember that years
ago, I told you, alone, that I'had troubles on this very point, (my veracity) and
gave you my specifications connected with the trial of Castleman.”? “The point
on which we conversed in regard to my conduct in that trial, had no sort of
connexion with my character for veracity. You never intimated Lo'me, in your
life, a suspicion of my want of veracity until this strange letter. You charged
me with manifesting partiality for Father Laird, in that trial, in undertaking, as
moderator, to reconcile two seemingly contradictory statements in his testimo-
ny, when you knew there was no contradiction. 1 could stateas fully and clear-
ly, this-moment, every single idea connected with this affair and our conversa-
tion, as if it had transpired this morning. You cannot but remember, that I
denied the charge, and charged the fault (prejudice or partiality, not falsehood)
upon you, and went into a detailed argument to prove it, and you acknowledged
that the prejudice might be in you, which is as full an acknowledgment as I ev-
er knew you to make about any thing. Did you acknowledge that you might
have been guilty of & want of veracity in that trial? 1f veracity was the sub-
ject of our conversation, you did; but it was not the subject af our 'conversation
and you must have known it. You now say in your letter *“you made a long
explanation, and did at least considerably alleviate my fears.””> GDid | alle-
viate your fears of my veracily by awakening in you, fears of your own inlegri-
y?!!!_og Shame! Shame!! Shame!!! You will, surely, if you have a
memory that you can trust for any thing, and have any disposition to do me
justice, as well as yoursell, you will take back every remark you have made up-
on this subject. What had my reconciling brother Laird’s statements to do
with my veracity? You ought to be ashamed of what you have said on this
subject. I haye neverin my life, since I have been a man, made so gross a mis-
statement about any man or thing, as you have made about me, and our con-
versation in this matter. If you have one spark of the nobleness of a christian
gentleman, you will write me a full and honorable retraction of what you have
said on this subject. We shall see.

s room, at

« Mirabile dictu, it was after all this, that you left your wife’

i
‘:
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¢ Unecle” Ned Blackburn’s, and came and spent the night with me,'in the room
I slept; told me how muchyou loved me; whata noble fellow I was; how'much
in person, head and heart, like a noble brother of yours, that was dead. And
now you say you knew, belore all this, that I would not tell the truth. 'O fem-

poral” Omnores?”  “Tell it not in'Gath.® You had better turn the eldge of

your uplifted sword away from the church and your brethren, at which you
have aimed it, and wield it against'some worse foes in your own bhasom.
ation against my veracity, is my statement of what oc-
curred in the interlocutory of Synod.
I would just remark, before 1'notice this specification, that 1 hope, after all
your blunders of memory and of statement, in regard to what transpired in
Hopkinsville, you will not hold me responsible for any thine your imagination,

T'he second specific

under its excitement, may conjure up.
Yousay, ‘“‘at some ti
for at least some part of

learn firom you, thal you have so far cooled down, as to see

es, I had hoped that party excitéement might account

ny unfavorable impressions.”” Tam truly gratified to

"

Lany oi‘your
vitement, You

Wrong in ssions may have been engendered by your party ex

have, hitherto, made no acknowledement on the subject of your party bias.
And now it is but a bare possibility, “might,” &e.

Second Specification—You say,  You certainly told me in Hopkinsville, that
I was very kind, (in Synod) and Mr. Burch not kind—perhaps your word was
rough, severe, or something like it.” *“In your publication you change our
characters, and make me the violent man and Mr. Burch the kind one. Here,
again, if you could recollect, and diseriminate, my veracity would never ‘have
come upon the carpet. You asked ‘me, on Saturday morning, in Hopkinsville,
whether 1 thooght your manner was kind and courteous. [ remarked to you, it
was. You then reproached me for not having expressed my views -in Synod.
I told you that I had intended to have done so, but you had deprived me of the
opportunity by asking leave of absence, and breaking ‘up the interlocutory.
You theh remarked, that vou considered the rémarks of the brethren as aninvi-
tation to leave the Synod. My reply was, brother Stiles, be cautious, and
make no such statements, for the very moment you decide that what was said
in Synod, was an invitation to you, to leave, it would be yowr own werdict that

your heart was not in our church. You then spoke of going into Synod, and
confessing some faults which Mr. Burch had charged upon the New School, and
their publications—< wanity, §c. and then make a thrust at him, about his
faults.” T advised you against it, that such a course could do no good, and
might do harm, and that Mr. Burch had said nothing that you eould make per-
sonal, without placing yourself in a very awkward ;position, and that if you un-
dertook thrusts with Burch, you would find him rather oo “hard” or “rough®
Jor you,

In my statement, published, nothing is said of your manner. Ispoke in that
paper of the hard and bitter epithets, you heaped upon the Assembly’s aets, viz:
“tyranny,” “oppressive,’ “arbitrary,”® §c. These epithets, you will not deny

having used, I said nothing, in that paper, of your violence—thatis all a vaga-
ry of your own brain. I never said to you, or any body else, that Burch was
urikind, at Synod, or any thing like it. I never knew him kinderin my life.
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I said, and'so did Mr. Berryman, who was present during part ol our conver=
sation at Hopkinsville, when you geemed disposed to take Mr. Burch’s remarks

nd them, and even if
he Synod. The Lord

has given me a very good memory, for which I'am thankful, and I have tried

as personal, and meant for you, thatie did not' so unde
they were, and had been severe, it was not the act ol t

to cultivate it, and 1 do most solemnly aver, that this statement is correct.
hr iy - e Qilea. recently ¥ TeTV 3 F . I
I have, brother Stiles, recently, been very near to my grave—I have been re-

viewing my past religious life—I have endeavored to test my christian charac-

ter, and be ready, whenever called, to depart in peace; and I do most solemnly,
in the presence of my judge, declare, that you have misstated the facts, in all

your specifications against my veracity. It is not my character in regard to ve-
ractly, that needs correctiony but your stalements, [ defy vou to farnish as
much evidence against my veracity, as your letter does against yours.

To cap the climax of guilt, you say you have spoken against my character

< rather in private,” 5 rather confidentially® or ¢ disereetly,”” and ** nol volun-
tarily introducing the topic.” * Rather in privale, rather confidentially,” is the

and vet the most effective way of assaili i
p e elfective way of assailing character.

glyest, meanest, lowest,
have preferred your taking a text and preaching against my

I would m |
veracity from your pulpit. [t would have been equally christian; and far more
open and manly, than the way you have chosen. T could then Py T
refuted the false charges. ?
What you mean by assailing a man’s character “discreelly,” T know not, un-
less it is this half “‘private

of lrue manhood, and stabs an the dark. Icannot under

,» half* “confidential® way, which wants the cour-

ace stand how youn can

¢nlroduce’
mental Philosophy.
You-say in conclusion, that I regret the state of my views and feelings in

* the topic of my veracity synvoluntarily.” I'have notso learned

reference to your character.” You should not only regrel them, my dear bro-

ther, but repent and weep over the causes which have induced such a state of
views and feelings.. The causes are all to be found in the stale of your own
mand.

Your strange perversions, misstatements, and misrepresenfations, in your

publications and in your letter to me, have awakened in my mind, some very

unpleasant fearsin regard fo you.

When I take into consideration, your many mental and constitutional de-
fects; the frailty of your memory; the dizzy party excitement under which you
have been laboring for some time; your impulsive and impetuous character;
your suspicion of every body that does not see as you do; your utter inered uli-
ty of every- thing that opposes your party ends: your perfect confidence in ev-
ery suspicion .against those. who differ from you; and your utter disregard  of

even the common courtesies of life, towards those who do not think as you do;

when I remember. all thig, I can allow more room for you to aberrate and yet
shall still endeavor to throw

save your veracity, than any man | ever saw.
the mantle of a wide spread charity over your many aberrations, misstatements,
misrepresentations, and discourtesies, and attribute them to mental and constitu-
tional defects, provided you openly and honorably acknowledge, and redress the

Remember all you have said about © wrong justi-

wrongs you have done me.

1
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Jied,? in your convention address, If you cannot, like a noble man, make a
full Zil]lEl hearty acknowledgment, I do not wish any. [ have ]l-‘l"ui'l‘,l‘. contempt
for any hall' way confession, such as, I may be wrong. You cannot but know
you have wronged me, and sinned in this matter.

You say, *“I hope I may be mistaken, and will (very condescending) weigh
any thing you may choose to say in explanation.” Now my dear brother, I
am the wronged and pursued man, in this matter, I am the man whose veracity

has been assailed, and that too, upon points that [ can make as clear as day,

and rivet conviction home, of my perfect integrity in this whole matter, even
through the deepest prejudice, All I ask is even handed justice. Your own
character demands that I should have it. . 1 shall await a speedy reply, hoping
that you are not lost to all sense of justice, but have been betrayed into your
gin in this matter, by a blinding party excitement, and will yet do a brother,

whom vou have deeply wronged, that justice which truth, honor, and relicion,
- - o J | e 3

all loudly demand at your hands. We shall see.

If yvou will cease to asperse the character of your church, and to stab, in the
dark, the characters of your brethren, and will spend the time and energy you
waste in this way, in endeavoring to improveyour own christian character, al-
though it may nof so much gralify your feelings or your ambilion now, it will
g agonies and enhance your eternal peace.

greally ease your d;
My prayer is, that God may grant you repentence, and forgiveness, and no-
bleness enough to conless your wrong, and preserve you in future from all sim-
ilar offences, and guide you in the path of humility, and usefulness, and finally
save you, for Christ’s sake.
Yours, with the best wishes {or your present and future welfare,

JACOB F. PRICE,

To the above letter Mr. Stiles made no reply, I then, in company with two
brethren, waited on him at his own house. He refused to make.any acknowledg-
ment. I then tabled charges against him, before the Presbytery, including his
public course and his private offence. He, also, prefered charges against me,
for this letter T'addressed him. How the personal matters were settled, the fol-
loewinz minute will explain:

At a meeting, in the house of Mr. Young, between brethren Price and Stiles,
at the request of their mutual friends, brethren Blythe, Young, and McAfee,
with a view to remove the difficulties which had arisen between the former
brethren: brother Stiles stated, that he did not intend, by the language of his
letter, or any other language, to charge brother Price with a want of veracity—
nor did he intend to express, in his letter, any positive opinion as to his veracity.
Brother Price, on his part, diselaimed any intention, in his letter, of charging
brother Stiles with malignant and profane ambition, or a want of veracity.
The brethren, thereupon, agreed, mutually, to withdraw the charges which
they had, respectively, tabled against each other.

JOS. C. STILES,
JACOB F. PRICE.

Danville, Sept. 25th, 1840.
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