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8 Dyr. Armstrong’'s Létter to Dr. Van Rensselaer

Impenitent sinners ! may the Lord be with you, to awaken and
convert your souls, and to enable you to take up your cross and

follow him.

Hesitating and doubting hearers of the Gospel ! may the Lord be
with you, to enable you this day to choose the Lord to be your

God, and to cast in your lot among his peeple.

Youthful hearer of the (Gospel I“m:l_\; the Lord be with you, to

lead you to ehoose the goo

good part which shall never be taken from

you, and to say unto God, * Thou art my Father, my guide from
my youth.”

Fellow-travellers to the grave and eternity! may the Lord be
with us all, to prepare us for our departure should it occur during
this year, and in mercy and love to grant us a safe and peaceful
death, and an abundant and joyful entrance into his glory in
heaven.

Pastor.

THREE LETTERS TO A CONSERVATIVE.
LETTER I.
DR. ARMSTRONG'S LETTER TO DR. VAN RENSSELAER

ON THE PROPER STATEMENT OF THE SCRIPTURE DOCTRINE
BLAVERY.

OF

To rur Rev. €. Vax Revssunaer, D.D. : The September num-
bor of the * Preshyterian Magazine'" contains a short review of
severdl recently published works on S

Slavery, among others, of the
% Christian Doctrine of Slavery.,” In the course of this review

you express certain opinions, which, if I mistake not, constitute
the peculiar creed of those who take the title of Conservatives, as
contradistinguished from the Abolitionist, on the one hand, and
what they designate as the Proslavery man,* on the other. On
these opinions I take the liberty of addressing you thus, through
the press.

Do not understand me as intending to find fanlt with your treat-
ment of my book. The spirit in which you have reviewed it is all
that I could desire, and the praise you have awarded it, more thun
it deserves. But,

1. The opinions you have expressed are not peculiar opinions of
your own, but common to you with a large ¢k

lass of Christian men,
especially in the Northern States. They are, therefore, matters
£,

t intending therelyy to nd

» propmiety of their popular
Were | y des I

of thieie oreeds,
in the sensa of 3
, the Pl (ITaighY’ "."r.-l’:.'.l'l-l'.

1 proper one, 1 suliit {o

'y mre thus
It

[J':i nuAary.

1858.] On the Seriptural Doctrine of Slavery:

of public interest, and may properly be made the subject ol hu]-]:c
S CTISSION,
ﬂl&;fl-i‘-‘ii!}l”“t any intention of controversy, either on your El?”] rul
mine, the issues “have fairly arisen !.»-t'-v(r_vn us in our {!‘lll.n-].t“lltl‘l _
writines, for 1T have séldom seen the peculiar urn::h;.% u}. x1.-<»“~
fiem more distinetly and coneisely 1'u1'-:-:':-|‘nml ‘]_lillTi‘llll you l:eru -
Yau oive me credit for maintaining & * kind 5:1‘,1“{. 4 and for : ‘;‘.];
ness y in \\‘l'ilihg on the Ellljtﬂ‘t -..! 4'1\‘<'L'_". chl‘f: 18 Tr;! I:'t“.}'l L l,C~
I shonld *speuk your praise” in the Presbyterian ‘(_.‘.n.u_- A
yan truly say, *“this delicate subject 18 growing in ul.r;milianfg],“
and the discussion of it, in a Christian spirit, will do good, 1 be-
1eve, iand ot evil. . "
lwzl{.l"ll";jrl [[]v.uiui.: on which we njtiﬂ'-:_'r }.i l:_‘iI['II'l_']'\.'. -s‘-.ntw'l]:- ‘-"-ItF.t?l'D
proper range of ecclesiastical action. . Their ll‘.*_.'.‘.l:-:-:l'lll. ‘-\It;..l.;IF.I:.q
eannot involve any *“agitation” of the Chureh, thgllg!n'!'lwt} dec .i.a} 01l
m such o way that we all shall “sce cye to eye —af H“|'.h- 1 '1:1::_:
be possible would greatly promote f._:n‘1.~e‘t:_;_n gympathy among
God's pw-ph'. and ruh'nncc-.‘!.h{.- |.1'«_»_:-=|'n‘r'.t:.-' t.fl_‘ m_l‘n. Srwmnins
I Lieartily sympathize with you in the wish with whic ..} .‘.“ ( -J“Ll.
your artiele. that our Church shall not t!‘.;.uu;-;v “'mu-. :-t.:ll\:{!]l.l:‘
imsit.l-.u." which she has assumed on the subject of slavery- .l‘i-“,
ghe declared, in answer to certain 1:,x-uur.}'_::1l.~' .'l.‘é‘,]-.lllll_* her T-li:l-l}\\‘\t..
slaveholding a subject of diseipline, “Sinee Christ and .a.»_mf-
gpired Apostles did not make slaveholding a bar to v-ﬂnt.;..lnni'.uij.
we, ag a court of (Mirist. f.-n‘.'-_ no :HU”;-' riy fo o ®o; _‘:-Ilhn e 1 lr.)'t
did not attempt to remove it from the (Chureh by 1_--3.1:-.:‘.“'-!:., w0
? tte on the ,~'ur'_.l'¢'a‘f“ (gee li".'_— st, ps #138),

have no a urf.-m'ff(.l.f to legizle ! il
ghe made a delivernnce on slavery which covers all proper groun
of ecclesinstical action, and a deliverance !.r-rt_e-:_-tl_\' S:Itrl.r-i.:ll.tl--i'}'.l‘llll
8o furns 1 know, to our whole Church ;n_[har Hum_th. 1_1_:-- b -"‘"‘:‘T’_'
tural position” has secured for her peace in lh.i" midst of :lE-'I.'Illi.H!.l!_:_;
gontention = and I can wish, ¢ for Zion's sake,” she may ever main-
tuin that position. .

'l.'lulsirl(31 of the proper range of ecclesinstical action, ]I-.u\\'i\’-_‘.lﬂ
there are points on which good men may honestly differ. _k_ni_ i
are the points to which I propose directing your :5.{11.'!41.].?:.- in the

rese ers. .
< ks ]{{'éﬂ:iri H;r respecting the proper stutement of the doctrine of

seripture respecting slavery. -
‘!nnr :'t::n}mum of that doctrine is,—* Slavery is not ne essarily
and i all circiimstances sinful,”'—(Pres. Mag. p- 4‘::2.‘ o g
My statement of it 18,—* Blaveh 'l']-i“-’:: 18 not a """-”.”" -,]-I( ‘”‘Ih?
of God. and is mot to be sccounted an © ¢L)“r’"-‘;:1"." by his Chuareh.
-—(l"!m_ Doe. Slav. P- 8.) ; : sepressed wisl
Paking vour statement, in connection with your expressed wish
that our Church should not change the position .411‘;- lina 51-“-'11111&'_'1
on the subiect of slavery, a fair interpretation of 1t must '“”]"’: &
¥ el is concerned, all that mine

tover, in 8o far as ecclesiastical aetion
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does. Yet. no one can read the two, when thus placed side by side,
without feeling that they ‘Ii'.ivr. at least in tone and spiri
I now raise the lm-a"u + Which statement of the d

cords with the teaching and spirit of the Wo rd of God i

That we may answer this t”' stion intelligently let us look at it

First, As a statement, in general terms, of a conclusion from
admitted, geriptural, premises,

The statement of these pre
Slavery,” pp. 102, 108, a statement
in these terms : “In our examinat 1o ]
teaches on the 5111-in--~1 of c'l:l\--:_v. we have Tnml ri“::::'
holding does not apps AL I ]

us by inspired mvn:

into the Christian Church, and continue
giving i
yards,

sent b

wem therein, without
r intimation, either at the time of tln' rece 1~T‘-|h or alter-
41 5];1\'|-I|-|Eliiil_‘ was u Sin Or an ¢ offer That Panl
a fugitive slave to his own master ::__fn'-:. :m-l ussigned

as his reason for so deing, that mnster's right to the services of

his slave: 4, That the Apostles i;. MY 1L '1I‘\ enjoin 1?..- 1
of master and slave, and en !

as Christian men, by

motiy

tain evil

wrrect, as incident t[ evi

: whieh they
‘!1:;1‘.' l 1\:|'\-.i.

tinetions which sl

Paul treated

os as matters of very little importance,

in so far as the

4 e g
the Christian hile are concerned; ©H

That he declares that 0 respecting the 1 s
slave nnd master, is wholesome doetrine, and according to
ness. and the doetrine of the Lord Jesus Christ; 7, And «
ministers to teach it im the Chureh, and prohibits tl
iy dod ine at '-".tr"!.lm,'-_- with ‘ ufn i. the most solemn
18 known to the Cl

Sue e the 1-:'r‘.:.;»»-~.—~—.‘:-|..‘.'3_\' stated. What is a proper state-

ment. in zeneral terms, of the logieal conel

v . | P Y : ¥
V. wriavel 18 not e CCaR

Or, is !'._ ¢ Slavelold

gin in the sight of God,

ask which statement best accords with the tone and ..|L;[ in whi

e made !

w hich

{10 at once, to that which of all others

Lt M aled to, to decide 'l'p- q 1estion, .-
G: 1= ed Paul l- giving instruction to Timo-

. respecting what l.»- should teackh,

‘ | --1
¢ flow he ought to behave himself " in the Church of God. For this
reason we are bound to eonsider this us the instruction of the One

Head of the Church to the mimsters ol

Church respecting

= a3 L teine of Slavery 11
15',-._] On the Seriptura D i i aia i

their duty as te ache rs and rulers in the Chureh, 1. & it 18 express
instruction to us on the very point we are examining.
& Lot as many serv ns ‘-tl' under t
their own mt f ;s --1'.!:'.' f a1l honour, th am
of God and his .]..an,. be not b :-.~[ yhem -nl -\'\1 they that have
beliexi!.- masters (despotas) let them mnot df
they are brethren; but rather do them service
faithful and belove 1. ].;ur::ﬁ.--'.'_- of the benefit.
and exliort. If any man teach ntherwise, and consent not to
oy tl 1. - e Tord Jesus Christs and to
whnh~- me words, even the words of our Lord « - Christ, a '{.
the doctrine i ording to godliness, he 1s prou 1, knowing
nothing, but de
cometh envy
of men of corrupt i the t
it wadli et anuch withidraw thyself.
yain 18 rodliness,—Trom ¢ (e W { Y
- Is there no discord to your ear between P |1|1 g * gertain sound,’

Jesus Christ, and the

\“11\_1'. count

at the name

Ciise

| IJ"_\' are

ons and st

s wholesome words, even the wor 2 of o
doctrine which is aceording to go '
a8 “* not necess lv"" and in al et
whole passnge, ad it over earefully, gxamine
elsuses, try 1
eateh the spirit of the passage: o yd then, mak .
slavery, -:_.._'.-..-1-;11 terms, :s[.-i see, if it will nssume the lorm—

. } ' 1 Il v Mmeced 0 I ‘.“ or,
L "‘ii\ 18 NIOT e R8T il .

sue ]| quavering notes

imstances Or.—Take the

nili‘.' to get at the trath It ©r

rance on

“ Slavel m] ling is not a 8in "+ the sight of God, and 18 not to be
gecounted an ¢ offenc a2 )
You may say, the t
thing, Ever
use them, I ol ; . : 18 1
form of st ..||." ethical prog psitions such as tHls, ATl i ; iz 1t ‘~
brond enou 1 to acquit the slaveholding ember ol the { hureh, it
gives to ]n— ‘nulu'r' ul a sort nf “whip, an \|_-'I.-.\ll' him’ '-"-'"I_'.“l"l‘_'_“
my use of this homely ex o1 | can find no other Wi Jy will
80 well convey the exact
Sg¢ems to e,
on the sulbject.
When taken apart
proposition should i _
it dUl"‘ not ‘:'t‘.]l\' cover ‘.|'i'| the _-_’|:.|_|.:,1 whieh the doet
and his i“,;l | \1_ stles covers. '
I know—1 think—your objections sucl statement of the
doetrineg as [ am contending - I is to what
those objections are, a little 1mparn
Euli:'-f.\' you that they are all groun
ask,— ;

nts menn =11‘|-'1'1T;':‘.:a”_\' the same

such is the intention ol those Wi

It is an unusual

A
to give utterance to—whieh

¢ with # STUnces
in contrast wit nas

mination will

it S s bably, would

Does nat the it ¢ 1 .1'| '-_ 1L
or '.‘;'Hi. :Hui I!- not to ].»1- el : l'i‘_ { hl”.l‘]l:l

ivolve the idea that all slave t o




1y —— - ¥ r
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I answer, | 10 means. © When we
gin in the sigh

that marriage is not a
i, we do not mean, nor are we understood to

affirm that all marm are lawful—marriaces contracted wi
the *° pr hibiitad de _':<-|-~.“ 10 eXning le A

f""l'.[""l":‘"!'

hasadl toomthe law of God, the maswiage:towhioh alons it
Il}'l-'.!l.’:‘. must subsist I!i .".-'.'ni‘:‘-.::-:'e_- with !1||' --. .-;ill ¢ .'hl
law. 'H re i8 a slavehi ) “II-:"lr-'-f"l: ].m-'--!.i- hes

113
ning \'.]1|"?| i

[ 1% 3 L] 1

C E ¢ e Ul wn cha S

'8 11 ﬁt + 1 1 100 — 1 1

COnE With justice, mercy, Nolness o God and love

The nature of this slaveho

When
_~ n, _ proposition tl aveh
gin in ¢ it ean properly appl l
onily as 1 v with the law
4 ] }th o . » . 5 ' H b I : .
9. Does not such 8 statement involve the idea of the perpetnity
of slavery ? [ answer, by 1 me b ¥ I ol : I.' 4
] T . OV D Neans, yhen we atlirm that des-

I.M[!t' mn ]'J'lll e, at the ]rT'-H-IrI' |§;1\'—~iv|u.|r1‘|w| 'H]
: ! s B8

‘rl']‘l!‘\"." and ]1 i not you

0 too, the _‘--|.1-1,|! -_:-»---1 of the

Trench nati nful in tl i yoil |
I nch na it sinful i the sighit of Lod ; or, when we yive
ntter to S ‘ [ I u
tion, yet covering this put 1t
case, and 8 18 ordained of Gos lo not
mean to allir r doe v man understand z, tl
M. i i _I " avii ) =2 . ."I : I :.-
come when the general id will demand a different form ol i
ment for France, and @ 15 not r the g kit
e szt : ir general tru ex-
wressed in thé nropos %
F ! . 3.-'|- v IVl 2OV iment 18 or itned ol God
to t, bid the Frenel . when that E . (%
tnking
me: to secure u ent form of gos Iy b
> i
1n any lawial way.
8. It is conceded, on all it there are incident evil

f8 1t «
A el rine be g0 misunderstood
by n " s to rende | I 4 .
I t a¢

evila ? Ilere, ngain, I answer by no means
[ feel that I have firm gr

l 1 i a i 2 Ll ¢t > ig-
iterances are the result of ]

i, —hette
not o1 _' 18 & Superi 1or wisd but \ i lilt]
by perfect benevolence. then, ~ d

’ : 3 i ¢ its e

liverances in g certuin way, ] fenote th 5t \ I
wav in which the t th will FHBy==van
ay in which the truth will soonest Iy ] t
its APYT :::I.,.l__,|1._ y ,.-I_r..

of slavery, whieh, Judg s 1
7 g : s ur land,
are hard to be unders i |
unsta bl vill w i Lhey ) i ' I ] I“ll”
- : : 5 BT & 1pt o et.
8:16.) But of this we may rest assured. We will ne 1
: . | IEVET Imend

attempting to improve upon the

Geo. D. ArRMSTRONG.
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1858.) On the Secriptural Doctrine o

THREE CONSERVATIVE REPLIES.
LETTER I
DR. VAN RENSSELAER'S REPLY TO DR. A RMETRON

M SCRIPTURE DOCTRINE OF

ON THE PROPER STA TEMENT OF
BLAVERY.

To Tue REv. Georar D. ArMsTRONG, D.D.:

‘l'uul' three Letters on :“:'i.'l.'\".".'_'.' have been lI'.‘lli T't}' m
interest. They cover gr ound, not often distinetly 1n
field of diseussion, and they exhibit diversities of sentunent \\h,Lu
rightly cle yim & x.mulp\ consider:

'Hn- ‘1|'|||-”|r'111 of e Canservs
pleased to apply to me, _'a ;
fessed to be i epnscrvative’’ on this excl
on the one hand, the fundamental priy :n.h of fanatical abelition-
i:-im. “hil‘h !:‘.:Lh:r sinve !lf-]-'.ll. r W ays :1!'.-‘: everyw 3 '1{
on the other 5|.1||'|. rejecting w ith equ Wl con Mentiousness tln' ult 'r b
defences of slavery, hich congtitute it a |>-'.'z e ordinance, in the
sense that eivil -r-n;'-‘rnmn-nt i5 nnl ained of God,"” and which claim
for it an undefined permanence.

| follow your exi ample in making n few pre liminary rem arks.

1. Some of our mutt 1 friends, who are fenrful of the agitation
of slavery in our Church, have advised :
letters. But if any danger was 1o be apprehende d, the alarm
pught to have been sounded before so muc
dllf other Hl‘*' of the line. It is l|_l1-'.i|‘ |:.--:,.|".l|- that a bn
my brief review w uld have been allowed to pas
\l\‘ ].v-itl-'-n‘ however, 18 very much cl
letters. containing an elaborate and skilful attack on the
tive views preva L yierian Chur

sively cirenlated. 1 am glad that you conenr

opinion that a diseussion of the ponts at issue between us ** cunnot
nvolve any agitation of the Church s

'-'1- le whole truth ]-""1&!1&: r 10 l‘.“- *"..!_;_"'.".‘ 18 0
eonsequence. Slavery 18 among the pri yminent practi
of the age. The des of seversl m 'H s of human beings 18
more or less affected by the Vi ! '
like yourself, possess an extensive influence 1n the

public opinion. 1 cannot shi ink from any lawful respons bility m

eandidly and boldly maintaining what [  conceive to be the true
philosophy and morals of slavery, as set forth n the

& W ,,‘I great
y the

which you have been
100. l 1"\\'- nlways Il]’-}-

bject ; repudi Wting,

me 1 to reply to your

not & I

h had been written from
1ef notice of

LNy nnswer.

three long

conservi-

1. veen exten-

- N i." i
in e TeEu

with me in the

the utmost

i'iln.‘ll‘--‘ll'

sters and others, who,

tormation 'Jf

Scriptures,

- 1 '] o
1 am s linek ~|:r|!|-v-’ that, in the | 1 fiention of ° H Con
servnlive, nn y i e
Whether 1 ad ’ [ AL al, |
isopltioo-Seriptiral, ard Sorlptueml,” you will ersi sfter you have read

my lotters. The only trie divis  Scriptut 1 fiplurd
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» Presbyterian Chovch, Nos rvant of they do, the true }.---5_"-'.1: between two extremes, and ‘ }f'_"'”l’“g
timidity, when providentially chal- the opinions of those whom you rightly call * conservativi

¥ 1 {els for ation. We 1 now P!'M'i'l-i to the ~r1‘.jr‘1‘l_ of your first Le viz., THE PRO-
ments in regard to slavery, coincident PER STATEMENT OF THE SORIPTURAL DOUZ LINE O] _~1,.f.‘.,- RY. ‘
ortance according to the standpoint Your i5. * Slaveholding ig not a sin i Eril'_.-'s'ﬂlr,'.".'l’ of
s pr ‘I_ liced partisan. ] rod, an be accounted ' ‘ nee ':.". / O .-|." }
I".[J, I have lived at the Sonth, 1\ statement 18, * “F-'*-".'h'- ’I-‘I.‘._' 18 not ne -'."’-'.f-f.af T in all

al ' ith my eireumstances sinful.” .
ived 1n Hl social My statement was written curren salama, without any inten-
! S In Virginia I c dei [ ) a Ofl, W8 tion to propound an exuct formula of the seriptural I]-n trine. Some
1-‘.|.1A~-- l and ordained ?ﬂ “the ks { the hands of the Pre ". Illli.lll pre for to either statement one ]11 these words: ¢ \\gl,l,ll
bytery” of West Hunover, and commenced my ministry as a mis- ing, in itsell considered, i '.~ not sinful,” or * All -]-1'1-'u- "_ '| ng is not
sionary to the slaves, on the plantations of tite: Hicantla anititian ginful ;" or * There is a slaveholding, which is consistent with the
_ll“'""" These personalities sre mentioned to sl that we are Ohristiun pro fession.” I adhere, however, to what | 111\1 written ;
A '“4"""'-‘ at least, on o level in this disoussion. It is better because, whilst my original form of statement includes the lawful-
ll DR RIR of the same Chur who mutually sppreciate each ness of the Ir'l't\mll. in itself um-—wi- rni it alsp more "I‘-:-li'i.\-' ex-
other s ohjects an 1 position, and who endeavour candidly to arrive ©  presses she idea that circumstances may render the continuance of
at the truth, to hoeld a Christian corre ..|..,“.. \nea on aluver v. than the relation wrong. It bt Ii rs gut, in my ]i.l ment, More L~._.§-;|-?.lll';tl

ibiect than any of the forms mentioned, and espe-

y break laneces for vie truth on the su
cmll\ than yours.

All admit that slavery, in a worse form than that which now

:4-1;11'!'. As

8, the

for boisterous and uncharitable

I I

tory in o crowd of excited spectat

a4 ;_'lh_n] O1e

HIS, which may }n-.x'[i.!\,' |
than is indicated |

some of your arguments

- exists in this country, pre vailed l||1--|1 shout the Roman «

of se

8 system in actual oper ation, with its utu-] lnws and us

1. » whole subject of slavery, and not .-\pmtlm conld have 11 ) more approved it than they did th : despot-
“'_"""_1‘3‘ e )y some be placed within ]i.nit; ism of Nero. '\I"1 yet they nowhere condemned the relation
of “'l'!”"!' to your iu'f;'.u--:al. “ the points -:I‘L itsalf as necessarily sinful. De gpotism maint ains a re !‘IU‘I!I to civil
""I".“i' we differ, lie entirely outside of the proper ran a0l soolest government anal jgous to that which s lding sustains to the
ern-:.] action.”” T shall iu.—r.:ui'r‘_-r express my views ] ) e housohold. Absolute authority may exist in both relations, under
Lhis parti ar opinion, contenting myself, for the present, vitl gertain cirenmstances, without sin. The ins ired writers uniformly
‘11111"' nation, that [ write with .-.;.. the lizht l]._._;l ; . frot b treat both -l:-:-: ism and s holdine as for ] » which cir-
the Bib I»_ and with \\]Jilll"-'vr |l’|||n|in:|l.i-|n the S pirit u{ tod I-“,.\{ cumstances uu.-]u justify.

"-Ir.:“"-i“:'—.-” ; “ liscussing at present, !:i-- pr range The Bible contains no formal statement of the doctrine of slavery,
of ecclesiastical action, I J.|.] endeavour to seek * the r-.L-'[.l‘ ]h but enforces the duties growing out of the relation. A correct
1\11:.:1.; truth, and []--tl.lh__f but the truth."” ! b s stutoment of the _.;,_-l-ii.m{-;ll mode of treating slavery might be in

5. The genernl form of a discussion depends upon the positions of thess words : “* All masters and all slaves are bound to perform
?}""‘"‘ who engage in it. When I disenssed -i”-I sub i‘.:-‘_-,.j N :'-I--r-.- their relutive duties, arising from legal authority on the one hand,

‘1\::"‘ my ohject was to examine and expose the two fun i; nen- and from enjoined submission on the other.” You had, undoubt-
tal principles of ultra abolitionism, viz., that slavehaoldin o \ v elly, the rizht to exhibit the « doetri ln- of slaveholding in the more
"'"“1 everywhere sinful, and that emuncipation is an i:;.n‘u-.'li.lltlu- :1;;11 ulm{‘“‘t form, propounded in your vol lume. But, I ‘i'i"}; that
universal On the nresent cocasion I am ealled 1 L render of your volume and letters does not receive the full i:ng Jres-
fend the ral d “'“13;" against arguments, \\L;I._-';,l .“ to :I‘I— sion of seripture truth and exhorts wtion, properly pertaining 1o this
voeate (1o o compar atively m ilt i ) u]'_ a pro-slavery views, -'1:[-{- ‘“‘"'l“‘ft Y our ungu: |11t1+ «l statement that * slaveholding is not &
Bible, as well ns th I':wu\!- rian testimony founded |l1[=- n it, poir \ﬂ"i in the sight of God,” seems tome to fall short --: a [-rlhtl for-
to a cle i channel between these two dangerous pass ;! [h_ muls, even from * the admitted, scriptural p remizes” adduced, and

Assembly’s testimonies of 1818 and 1845, I regard as sori ["‘11"1| h)' me cordially ac ‘l““ soed in. I submit a brie f :'-n'.mn:-nhrv on

narmonlous, :m-i_. for the I'!'.:‘L‘IlT, at 1‘.‘,_4‘ sufl cient, ‘-"-“-“'l]"-'.'lw as tht-m_‘ L .“}m”h,‘] serip stural ML‘”““”” b y Wi ay of deve! "l’”’ o the

B [ Lave stibstituted U slnveholding® for * slavery,” in order to remove all smbi-
Wity in the terma.
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argument. 1. If “slaveholding does not appear in any catalogue
of sins,”” this fact proves that it is not malum in se. It is also de-
serving of notice that slaveholding does not appear in any enumera-
tion of virtues and graces. 2. The Apostles received slaveholders to
the communion; and so they did despots, and their abettors in
Ceesar's household. 8. Paul sent back u fugitive slave, and wounld
also have sent back a deserter from the imperial army. 4. The
injunction to slaves to obey their musters does not approve of
slavery, any more than the command to submit to *the powers
that be,”" implied approbation of Nero's despotism. 5. The dis-
tinctions of slavery in regard to the interests of Christian life are,
like all other outward distinctions, of comparatively little impor-
tance ; and yet the general injunction of Panl on this subject was,
“ Art thou called, being & slave? care not for it. But if thou
mayst be free, use it rather.,” 6. The Christisn dectrine of Paul
respecting the mutual duties of masters and servants is clearly
wholesome, and utterly subversive of modern abalitionism but
whilst it proves that the relation is not in itself sinful, it does not
sanction the relation asa desirable and permament one. 7. Chris-
tian ministers, who preach to the slaves insurrection, instead of
submissi and who denounce slaveholding as necessarily and
always sinful, are on unseriptural and dangerous ground.

In my judgment, your “admitted seriptnral premises” do not
warrant the unqualified statement of doctrine whieh you have laid
down. My commentary is simply des
too broad conelusions.

Slaveholding, in itself considered, is not sinful ; that is to say,
it 1s not a malum in se: or, in other words, it i8 a relation that
may be justified by circumstances. When we say that the relation
itself is not sinful, we do not mean, by the expression, a mere
straction : for slavery cannot be conceived of apart from a master
and a slave. But we mean that slaveholding, as a practical rela-
tion, depends upon certain conditions for its justification. What is
snalwm in se cannot be justified by any circumstances ; the law of
God always condemns it. But slaveholding being among things
Sindifferent’’ in morals, it may be right or wrong, according to the
conditions of its existence. Hence your definition, which excludes
circumstances, comes short of the full Seripture doctrine.

Three sources of your defective statement, as it appears to me,
deserve consideration.

1st. Yon have erred in placing the relation of master and slave
on the same basis with that of parent and child. Your illustration
assumes too much on this point. There are specific and funda-
mental differences between these two relations. The marriage re-
lation is divinely constituted ; it existed anterior to sin; it is nor-
mal in its character and permanent in duration; and it is honour-
able in all. Whereas the relation of master and slave cannot be

said to be more than providentially permitted or sanctioned ; it

ened as a rebutter to your

ab-
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THE ANCESTRY OF WASHINGTON.
sflowing brief remarks an the Ancesury of Wnshington ywere sent for
|u|'l£|:|i'-h!!‘:l‘. “"'I"';._ rh ‘l]_l,.'?l In_\ll the Inte ’\:. rend i;L pann Wenstuw, abow fonr
yours noo It wais not convonient o lji +h :I..._.,,:I_ -_::. _II'”II_HI ' _[‘..!I
fI;.:;T.':l;:,I.|||!r:-‘h.=-u‘:‘:|lllzeI‘.n—‘;m‘.!‘-.:l-l‘ :--‘.-: Ell‘[L"'I"_‘!l".'_I',fJ.J

THE ANCESTRY OF GRORGE WASHINGTON.

T distinguished historian, RoscoE, in a letter to an Ameriean gentle-
man. said = “ [t is now about thirty years since I had t!l.': good fortune to
form un acquaintance with Sir [saac Hearp, Garter King-at-Arms, who
was a kind friend, an excellent patriot, and a worthy man. On visiting him
ene dov in his office in Dogtors” Commons, I observed a portrait over the
ci!ilnm:'.'-;;-'l_-r_-u:, not suffieiently characterized for me to -i-.-,q-uvhr-r.‘u.rri‘ to
the best of mv recollection, not in the first style of art. 1 eould, how-
aver, ]'-r--rr'r-"-_\'--: that it was not the representution of T.]v Iu-!'»--ll.‘!_ﬂ_"‘\\'hlr
might huve been expected to preside at the I'-u.um:n_ln_ of honour ; and, on
m:.‘- Uxpressing my surprise to S [:m_n'-. and inquiring \\'h"‘b‘." ]I:-'.‘.!':.sll it
was, he replied, in his usual energetic manner, \\ liose 1s it o Whose
ghould it be, but the portrait of the greatest man of the age,—(GENERAL
Wasnisaros P And, turning to his archives, he took out some papers,
consisting of several sheets, closely written, sayiog, “ Here, sir, is the
g'el'leuluu:' and family history of |;-'v.l.'|l'l'\\|. _“‘ll.'éh';ll\gz"IuT]_. which he has, at
my request, furnished in his own i|rlrinit~'r!titig, and \\‘}Jlll'lr T shall |i!;t‘t‘ a
pirticulur pleasure in preserving among the most precious records of my
office.’ >

Iy the Office of Archives, at Washington, are preserved the Lettors
of Sir lsune Heard to General \'fn.-hin_-_;rn-llt. He introduces himself as
huvine gerved in Ameries, T think, under General Braddock. W::Hhingtqn
rephied, that he did not know certainly what connty, in England, his
aneestors ¢ume from ; but i.r.n-:-u-d-»l il[]mf_'\iiil.r}_!i‘\_-'- to make inquiries, and
liad copies made for him of the wills on record in Virginic These are
it the Archives, The will of John Washington,® the first of the name
i this eountry, a eollateral ancestor, openg with the expression of lu-»
hope of tlat resurrection to eternal life, which is secured by Jesus Christ
to all Kis alect people. ; :

Seling, (lountess of Huntington, desired to promote the welfare of
the Tndinus, and, in the hope of inducing Washington to. h-._-cn!us: her
tristee in their behalf, she wrote to him and expressed her belief that
shie hud the honour of being reluted to him. Her ancestor, Harl Forrers,
of the house of Shirley, had murried the daughter and heiress of Lawrenee
Washington, Esq., of Caresden, in Wiltshire.

General Washington replied, that he would gladly serve so good a

¥ Tt is date Janonry 22, 1007

3 i Lml,\' ||.l|.||-.,;-,.|v, & own futher, the seoond Earl Ferrers, was nume I Wasnmigrox
Shitley, after lis mother
Yo v, xo. 1. 3
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and arsenic, under the mistaken notion that they are medicines; and not
irritant poisons.

8. Allowing the love of gain to absorb our minds, so as to leave no

time to attend to our health. Following an unhealthy cecupation becanse

money can be made by it.

0. Tempting the appetite with bitters and nigeties when the stomach

says no, and by foreing food when nuture dees not demand, and even re-
jeots it.  Gormandizing between menls.

10. Contriving to keep in a continndl hurry about something or no-
thing. Giving way to fits of ang

11. Being irregulur in all our habits of sleeping and eating ; going to
bed at midnight, and _g_:_‘?liug up ut noon, F.:l.ling too much and too [uzlu.\‘
kinds of food, and that which is too highly seasoned.

12. Neglectiug to take proper care of ourselves, and not applying early
tor medical advice when disease first appears. Taking celebrated guack
medicines to a degrea of making a drug shop of the bady.

The above causes produce more sickness, suflering, and death, than all
the epidemies, malaria, and contagion, combined with war, pestilence, and
faming. Nearly all who have attained to old age, have been remarkuble
for equanimity of temper, correct habits of diet, drink, aud rest—for fem-
perance, chieerfulness, mnr.‘:lir_\r_ Physieal I.nn'li.i:lnnrem 15 sure to visit the
transgressor of nature’s laws.  All virtually commit suicide and cut off
many years of their natural life; who da not observe the means for pre-
venting disease and of preserving Lealth.

A SCRIPTURAL SUM.

Cunrisriay readers; here is 4 sum in addition for you to work out. It
will require diligence and care, and admit of no wasted time :

Add to your faith virtue ;

And to virtue, knowledge ;

And to knowledge, temperance ;

And to temperunce, patience ;

And to patience, godliness ;

And to godliness, brotherly kindness;
And to brotherly kindness, charity.

The Answer.—For if these things bein you and abound, they malke
vou that ye shall neither be barren nor unfruitful in the knowledge of our
Lord Jesus Christ.—2 Peter, 1 : 5-8*—Christian Index.
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griginated, as you admit, by the wickwlhesﬁ_rrl’ & manstealing, .’l.h‘l1l
by a vislation of the luws of God; it implies an abnormal condi-
tion of things, and is therefore temporary ; and it mu:.l.“hr_" acknow-
leflized, that it is in diseredit genernlly thronghout 1_-‘ur1,~;tc1.;-.1.-.m‘
The two relations are quite distinet in their nature. Ihat of mas-
tor and slave is not, indeed, in itself ﬂ:{ni'nl - but iv cannot be !fml-'.v'ul
upon with the complacency with Iwimt'u the |mr\-tll_t:|1 I‘i_"]ll.i.Tf.ill 1:
contempluted. The purental r+31:atlnn_:mul slaveholding possess, of
gourse, some affinities. They may fall into the same category, if the
olgasification be made wide enough, for both belong to the socinl
atate and have rvelative duties. OUr, if the clussification be made
even narrower, they may still be arranged nnder the same category,
for both imply the possession of ahsolute power. l}_ur. if the t:!u-.-".-
fiention be into natural relations, and those relations which arise
from eircumstances, then marriage goes into the former category,
and glavery into the latter. It is only within a certain compiss,
therefore. that we can reason from one to the other, without danger
of pernicious fallacies. : b phvesd

9. In the seconfl place, your unqualified proposition that ‘slave-
bolding is not sinful’" mistakes the scriptural view by implying its
Inwfulness everywhere and wnder all circumstances. The I't.‘}:i.llil'll
of master and slave may be lawfal in Virginia at the present time.
But is it lawful in New Jersey, or in New England ? Aud w:‘ii it
always be lawful in Virginia? 1 apprehend not. rl'hf\. good of }.hu
sluve and of the community is the great law controlling t..lw exist-
ence of the relation. If a slaveholder were to remove from Vir-
ginia into New Jersey, your proposition loses alil its virtue, and
eollapses into error. Slaveholding is sigful by the laws of that
State: and even if there were no law, prohibiting 1ts existence on
the statute-book, could the citizens of New Jersey }!t"f_'.tllllt.'_Flit\'t‘.-‘
holders under the plea that * slaveholding is ot & 8in in r!je sight of
God'?" Again, is it clear, that citizens m the Free States can
always lawfully enter into this relation, when they remove into
States where the laws samction it? Under the shelter of your
Proposition, they might do so; but it is certain, that there are teuns
of thousands of Ohristians in the Free States, who could not enter
voluntarily into this relation without involving their conscieuces in
sin. Slavery, even in the Slave States, where it may lawfully exist
at the pre:'-uul- time, is abnormal and exceptional, and iz to be
justified only by circumstances. This your definition u'-‘c-::k.auylcs.

3. In the third place, your statement passes by the testimony of
the Old Pestament dispensation. Moses found Slavery an institu-
tion in existence, and treated it as an admitted evil. Folerating
it under the peculiar condition of society, the laws of the Hebrew
Commonwealth were framed with a view to mitigate 118 evils, to
restrict its limits, and, finally, to discountenance 1t n]t?getllm‘.

e distinetion between the lawfulness of enslaving Isrpelites and
Gentiles, with various other discriminating regulations, shows, that

¥YoL. w11, xou. L. 2
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Moses took into view circomstances in his legzislation on this sub-
wt.  Hven under the Jewish dispensation, your statements wonld

1ot have been rveceived as a full amld definite exposition of the true

doctrine of slavery. My original statement that ‘¢ slaveholding
is not necessarily and under all circumstances sinful”’ accorids bet-
ter, both with the letter of the Old Testument dispensation and
the spirit of the New, than does yours.

What I especially insist upon, in a seriptural statement of the
doctrine of slavery is, that the relation itself shall not be econ-
founded with the injustice of slave laws on the one hand, nor
separated, on the other hand, from the p:‘n\'illf_.-nli:ll ¢ircumstances
or condition of society, where it ¢laims a lawful existence.

If you, therefore, ask, generally, why in my statement, I qualify
the relation by the words “not necessurily and in all cirenmstanees
sinful,” I reply, that the possession of despotie power is a thing to
he justified, and for which a good reason is always to be given.
Marriage is to continue aslong as the race, and isin its own nature
everywhere lawful. Not so with slavery. You, yourself, e ntend
in your book, that it was originally wrong, and that the menstealers
in Africa, and, inferentinlly, the slave-buyers in America, of that
generation, sinned against God by their mutual traffic in flesh and
blood. Slavery does not, like murriage, arise from the nature of
man, It exists only from the peeuliar eondition of the slave class.
And, therefore, a sl_'ripm:‘:ﬂ statement must not ignore a reference
to providential developments; and it 15 right to characterize the
relation by words which qualify its lawfulness.

Again, If youn ask how circumstances can make a relation sin-
ful, which in itself may be lawful, I reply, that circumstances always,
eontrol the moral character of those relntions and actions, which
belong in morals to things “indifferent,”’ or adiaphora. Some
things, like idolatry and manstealing, are mala in se, and can be
justified by no circumstances whatever. Other things, like poly-
gamy, were tolerated under the Old Testament dispensation, but
not under the New. Other things, as slavery, were tolerated urider
both dispensations; but neither under the Old nor the New dis-
pensation was slavery recognized as lawful, apart from the eircum-
stances of its origin and the attending conditions. The circum-
stances in the midst of which sluveholding finds itself, will always
be an element to enter into its justification, or condemnation, at
the bar of righteousness.

Again, If you press me still closer, and ask more particnlady,
how the -pl:llif}'iﬂ;}, and restrictive langunge employed hy me, is
consistent with the language of Seripture in regard to the duties
if masters and slaves,—which many interpret as giving full and
universal sanction to the system of slavery,—I reply, first, that the

.
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mere injunction of relative duties, as has been already intimated,
does not imply full approbation of a relation, which cirenmstances
may for a time render lawful, and the duties of which require clear
gpecification. The general duty of submission to the established
government, does not, prove that all despots are sinless in obtaining
and in retaining their abisolute power. Servants are required to be
subject not only to good and gentle, but to frowurd masters, who
make them suffer wrongfully. 1 Peter 2 : 18, 19. This, however,
does not make such frowardness and cruelty, on the part of the
masters, sinless.  And, generally, the meekness with which we are
required to bear insult.and injury, does not justify those wrongs.
Paoddridge says, 1 should think it onlawful to resist the most nn-
just power that could be imagined, if there was a probability of
doing mischief by it." But this cannot make what is wrnng‘uml
pernicious in any particular form or circumstances, sacred, divine,
and smmutable. Polygamy, which wag tolerated under the 0ld
Testament, under certain conditions, was a relation of mutual rights
and obligations; but was polygamy, therefore, on a level with the
murringe relation, and was it an institution that could be perpe-
tuated without sin 7 Certainly not. Nor does the exhortation to
masters and servants imply anything more than that the preseribed
relative duties are to be dischureed ns long as the relution may be
lawfully continued. Secondly, the duties of submission, heart-ser-
vice, &c., on the part of the slaves, and the corresponding duties
of the masters, belong to my statement as much as they do to
yours. The performance of these mutual duties is essential to the
solution of the problem of slavery, and to the inauguration of the
new cirenmstances which may malke its continuanee a wrong,
Thin?-_’y. slaveholding not being a malum in se, no scriptural ex-
artation against the relation under all circumstances, would have
beE}l consistent with truth and righteousness. Hence, neither des-
potism nor slaveholding reeeives from the Seriptures the undiseri-
minating anathemas hurled by modern fanaties. Their temporary
Justification depends on circumstances, of which the rulers and
mnsters of each generation must judge, as in sight of the Ruler
and Master in heaven. Fourthly, The general spivit of the doc-
kines and precepts of the Bible operate unequivoeally and de-
cldem}: against the permanence of slavery in the household, or of
despotism in the state. An emphatic testimony is renidered on
the pages of revelation against these relations, whose origin is in
Wman sins and woes, and whose continuance is justified only by
ﬂ‘le public good. Instead of precise rules, which the wisdom of
0 l‘ms not preseribed for the eradication of all the evils of society,
th_e Gospel substitutes sublime and heart-moving principles, which
m“k“—" l'hg Chiristian *“a law unto himself,” and travsform, through
e Spirit, human nature into the image of the divine.

After all, we both agree in the fundamental position that slavery

-
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ul, 18 not
. and 1 !."‘-!'--r

ith Seripture,

may exist withont sin; that the relation, in itself co
!-"lr‘i-u]_ Yn‘l [.r--f‘r-( _\'=|':I‘ stutement "f Tin' -I' 1
mine. You imagine, in comparing my statement
that you discorn * diseord,” and cateh the sound of **quavering

notes :"" whilst, to my ears, your statement sounds like an old tune
with unpleasant alterations. and withal, set on sohigh a key us to

endanger falsetto in unskill il voicez. It is my honest con on

that my formula approaches the nearest to the true doctrine of

S0 T,I:,hi".

The correctness of my form of statement is, I think, econfirmed
by several considerations.
" l[a the first }-'\u'r-. this l:,---;v of stati mng the -'"l"t]\'.li[".ij doet
slavery cowncudes with the te «'f'mnu.-u 8 of the Presh urw'a'rl.rt (Church.
The General Assembly of 1818 uses the following language :

rine ot

# We do, indeed, tendorly sympathize with those portion
and our country where the ey 1l of slavi ry has been entaile d;
and the most virtuous, part of the community abhor slavery, and w
extermination us sincerely as uny others : but where the number of
their ignoranee, and their viclous habits gene lm]\- render an immedia

al emanc pation, tnconsisl t alike with the ' and fappn-

: of our Church

where o

18

and univ
pe. W ith those who are fj.':r) circumslanced, we

ness of e masier and B

repest that we temderly sympathize. AL the same tume, we surnestly
exhort them to ntinue, and, if I""‘.!!I:". to increase their exe rtionus to

n of slavery. We exhort them to suf

to take place in this most interesting concern, than a regare
elfare truly and indispensabl

1 1.
démanus.

Here. it will be seen, the doctrine of our Assembly is, that cir-
cumstances control the continuance of slavery. This relution 18
justifiable, or otherwise, according ns “the happiness of the mus-
ter and slave” sud * the public welfare” are promote d by it.

The paper ad |-".|_'-.1 !.‘\.' the General ,\r-r-r'!ni ]‘\ in 1845 by ﬂ\' a8 vote
of 165 to 13, assumes the same principle, and substautially ade p»
the form of my original statement. It says:

“ Th -'{ll\':e'[i M,
branches of the Chureh, 1s, whet ves 18, unde
ctrcumalances, i 1|"Ehlr‘=.~ sin, el l]ln" for T]| } il]-\ llilitll of I]'l' Church ..I
P 812. “The question, whie this to decide is

)

this : Do the Seriptures teach that th

is now nnhappi ly

her the hol

to ciroumstances, 1s o sin.”’ p. B1Z.

You perceive that the question is stated in words which resemble
very much the words of & “ Conservative.””  Further:
“The Apostles did not de the re "r‘-un itsed/" us sinful.” <« Tl

Assembly cannot denounce th ly & heinous
nrnl seandalous sin.” p. 812, ¥ The existence o f domestic slavery, wnder

y

Ll Idi ne e of slaves as nacessar

the cirenmstances in which it is found in the southern portion of the
6 rlllill’}'. ';n no bar to Christian communion.” p. 818.
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Whilst my statement of the doctrine of slavery coincides with
the utterances of the ( 'nm'l: many will think that yours comes
far short of it. Whatever adided xplanutions may cause it to
:pp'uxua..m- to the langoage of th neral Assembly, the naked
words sre as dissimilar, as a leafless tree is from one ol living
green.

As you frequently quote Dr. Hovag, I also will take the liberty
of exh:i-:l_m;_' the opinions of the distinguished Professor, in their

true connection with the point [ ask your particular
sal Repertory, which

attention to these extracts from
might be extended, if necessary.

#An equally obvious deduction [f
bﬂ!(“ll;[ 18 nol ne --_.-..-_-u’_.l,a winful.”

“ Rk 1l despotism and dom s o
the adiaphara, ts ‘il;.l};'- indifferent L L
dient, risht or wrong, according fo o mme
olass, !!:--_’.‘ should be treated in the same way. ] is to | need
8 mecessarily sinful, and to be ab lishod 1o v under all n-

slances.' P a8,
“Hlavery is a question of circumstances, and not a malum in se.”
U Simply to prove that slaveholding interferes with natural rights, 1s not

enough to justify tho conclusion that it is wsarily sud universally sin-
Jul.”

WP hese forms of soviety [despotisn A la ’ rily.
or 11 Lthomse]ves, '-'.,JI I j ; 1 [ { ".-
to crrcnmstance -

“Monarchy, arist demperacy., domestic slavery, are right or
wrong, 8s they are, /o ke fime bet ;._' F re 1l '. o ball
Jeotunl und moral elevation] or the reverse”” p. 302,

% We havo ever maintained thut slavel ing is not fsel f that
the right 1w persopal liberty 18 co swed by the ability to ¢ =a ben

ficially thut right "’ i*l'.-,';.. 601

e }\-'Hm;g can be more distinct than the right to hold sluves in cortain
circhmslances, and the right to render sluvery perpetual.”™ p. HUS

These r!n.dmmu prove that Dr. odge unites with the great

d‘ of our ( ‘hareh, nort h and south, east and west, In D ting
the lawfulness of slaveholding b y the very terms of its formal defi-
lll‘ll'll. at the same time that I.'-.l' Cart
are on scriptural ground, that the re
not sinful. The * conservatives'” of the
all the testimonies of the General Assembl)
very letter.

M 1- with all who

their true spirit and

Another co mnsider sition, confirming the heliet that myv statement
is the better of the two, is that H 2 nhilosophi -.’-‘ ¢ utn form.
he conditions of an ethical proposition relating to slave 'y, 98
fnl‘lllwhl_"l by yourself, e threefoll. 1. The propositivn '-H"I‘l
it the usual form of ethic .1 propositions. 2. Is must be so expressed
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as to require no explanations. 8. It should cover all the ground
which Christianity covers.

The usual form of ethical propositions in regard to adia-
phora, or things indifferent, includes a reference to circumstances.
Whether the proposition be expressed in a positive or negative
form, is not of much account, provided the meaning be clear. Your
own statement is & negative one ; but the difficulty is that its mean-
ing 1s not inhlill. If the word n."a_‘.c_; otigm, or war, be substituted for
slavery in our respective statements, I think you will see at once
that your statément does not express the true idea, so well as mine.
The proposition that * despotism, or war, is not a sin in the sight
of God,” 18 not a true ethical ].-1--[-0-«H|| n. DBeecuunse, like »Inury,
despotism and war seek their justification in circumstanees. Cir-
cumstances cannot be omitted from a philosophicul proposition on
“ things indifferent.”

Your objection to my statement appears to be that it does not
clearly admit the lnrw.:ht‘ of slaveholding, but that it acquits the
master with a sort of * whip, and clear him™ judgment. This latter
expression, if I understand it, means * strike first and then aequit.”
Very far from such a rude proceeding is the intention, or tendeney,
of my nrgument. The force of it ig simply to put the slavehols ler
in & position which demunds him to _||1«tliy himself before God,
which every Christian nght :1‘\\' :‘\'- to be I'r‘,'{--l’\' to do. 1 exy 'IZI-'IN]_\'
maintain that the relation m: l]“ 'I|1.1 one, and that the Chris-
tiun performance of its duties often brings peenliar honour upon
the slaveholder, and ¢
graces of the Gospel. But slaveholding, although not malum in se

n

it

into exercise some of the most shining
ir not & u,!!m'.ll Li!l-i- !I‘!!‘.;i?ui'Tll ;:i:;:-" :.!. :'i\'iliz:nir:l]_ L':i-;u- m---imt-
ism or war, it is to be justified, or condemned, by the condition of
lhlll;_" .3111 thie necessities of the cuge. It does not, in itself, l!||l~1_‘.'
a0 U iun Spirit, or ane hristian conduet 3 and henee our Chureh
3 :'r-hmnl to recognize it as under all eireumstances an
“offence” aud *a bar to Christian communion."” My proposition
throws no suspicion, or reproach, upon uny one who is in a true
and justifinble position ; and the very fuet ‘that it inclndes circum-
stances usun e¢lément in the solution of its 111*-I‘u“[_\‘. proves it to be
philosophically sound.

2. It the proposition, in order to be correctly stated, must re-
quire no explanations, I think that my form has considerable
advantage over yours. “ Slavery is not necessurily, and in all cir
cumstances sinful” is a general proposition, |.'u|17‘|in]!|,-__'_ without the
need of explanation, the ethieal truths on the subject. Your pro-
position, “ slavery is not a sin in the sight of God”™ is liable at once
to thi -lu-ui.! \\In'lhri 1t 18 intended to |rl_ a universal or a P varticular
proposition ; that is, whether you mean to say, Yo ‘-lnn-}ml ling is
sinful.” or only that * some slavelolding is not sinful.” The needed
explunation, against w':,; ':. you protest, is actually given by yon in
another part of your ietter, where you say that your statement by

has alway
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no means ** involves the idea that all slaveholding is sinless in the
gight of God,” or in other words, gome slaveholding is net a sin.
How this could be expressed with more rigid acourney than in my
formula of *“slavery is not necessarily and in all cirenmst
ginful,” it is for you to show. Why my formula does not more ex-
aetly express your belief than y own, which you would substi-
tute for it, is also for you to show. Younr statement fails to endure
the philosophical test bronght forward by vourself. It must Lave
expllltl'lrf'-rl hefore the reader can even understand whether it is«
universal or particular }"r'l'-']’"l_“itiuil.

Permit me to add, that even some of yonr explanations seem
to need E*thm‘lf'lnl'l. l"i.lr example, in your illustration nbont
the despotism of France, you say that this despotism is “at the
Present day, demanded |un the general good of the French nation,”
and then go on to say, that * the time may come when the gener: 1!
good will demand a different form of government in France.
Here you I""i'””'"] my doctrine -\nl"': and if you will only
allow this explunation about despotism to enter into your proposi-
tion about slaveholding, it becomes identieal with my own. But
innemuch as you ingist, that “every general proposition shall be so

ances

expressed as to bear examination,” * apart from all explanation,”
Fou prove that your proposition, as it stands, is not a general, but
8 particular one, and that mine iz really the universal and the
plli|u.~'-'-1.-|';ir:1l propositi m; y
planation, as o practical standard of right conduct as well as ol
soumnid |ri;iln~'<u] hy. The proposition, that “slaveholding is not a
sin"’ requires explanation, if ¥
geéneration, who, as is generally believed, wrongful
lh@ !-liﬂ't'_‘\?.l and thus abetted mans

Wir prop sition demands ex-

rou apply the doetrine to the first
Iy purchased
siin__’ and entatled this unnatural
rélation npon sncceeding generations, [t requires explanation; if,
anywhere at the South, the good of one or more sluves, and the
glory of God, would be 1=-'-'1.:-~1r'l iy their emancipation. It re-
Quires ('\;Iu ition in the Free Stutes, where slavery is prohibited
l"' law, und where the welf oes not require the exis-
teriee of this institution. On the other hand, my proposition that
“Shl"f'l'}‘ is not necessavily and in all circomstances sinful’ ex-
presses the truth without !Y]Ilrlll"”'l. No proposition can be
expected to define the circumstances under which s ivery in every
instance may be justified or not. 1t iz sufficient for the purposes
of n general statement, to give slaveholding a pl wee among things
“"hﬂl:!'f nt (adiaphora), and to imply that it is not a permanent
ms“lllllfm based, like marriage, nF;nr'n the law of God, but one that
0“'(-‘! its continuance to the necessities of the pat e welfare,
. If the |rIu]l*M[|nt| must cover all the ground covered by the
DLtrme of Christ and his \pr\-llet- then I think that your statément
igmn suffers in I‘l‘!!illi""-'l'l with mine. This point has been already
Weussed. The substunce of the seriptural doctrine, in my l.-l.ig,-‘.;;,
is brle!ly this: First. Slaveholding, in itself considered, is not
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sinful ; or, it is not a Mmalum n se. It is a relation n.f
mutnal rights and obligations az long as it exists:  And, thirdly.
The __'|-=:v_-l'.'.[ '-[r.ll'it and precepts of the ilnn] wl are '-|-]|~r.1l.“} to t[-
perpetuity. I consider that my r]ﬂ}ummu n, i'! this and in other

respects, meets your ethical conditions better than your « WIl.

Secondly.

A third eollateral consideration

in favour of my form of stating
the seriptural doctrine of Slavery,

5, that it commends itself more

to the enlightened congeience of !‘iu' Christisn slaveholder.

Christians, whose minds .mrl hearts are imbued with the -|-|l|t
af ther [um eannot regard with comp laceney an institution,
whose origin 18 1n wrong, and whose continuance depends upon the

inferior condition of a

ge {"]-4-‘1 of their fellow-men. During
my residence at the South, of three years, I do not remember of
hearing any justification of slavery, e cept that which a
onse, It wus ever '-'\\']Jl'l't" s 2
5 neither their own nor the gene-
mtion.”” The
lnwfulness of continuing the 1'-im--|| under such circumstances
could not be called in IJ..'“-'T:'\M_ [ am confident that the liu]u.':l—
ened consciences .ol {‘il]hl’-';':- I',-I.'I'fr'l‘ i ]‘r?i]ir-‘l_lf.l 'rr

1l ¢ case. No
abstract proposition, ||J.- yours, will place the vindieation of slav-
ery on high enongh :1"-.'

to the actual neeessities of

“ The slaves are not fit to be

ral welfure would lLe promote

¥ immedinte emane

glavery which inelud the providen 1

o1
th

aspeet of

';I. to pacily the consciences of those
Christians, who h-nl | ‘1u ir fellow-mwen in bonduge.
l:'l‘ 'l\liil"r ?’: 3- 3

"i my statement of the doetrine r-'-'n'!h'
justifies, with a high renson, the lawfulness of the relation. if law-
ful under the circumstances, the other advantage it has over your
statement is in keep ing the conscience awake to the obligations of
improving the eon l|.|r-n of the slaves, with a view to a restoration

of their natural rights in & more perfect form of society. If slavery
is only to be justified by ecircumstances, the inquir

¥ must press
ce of the Christian master, whether, in the
first pluce, the cirenmstances and condition of society constitute a

itself upon the conseien

sufficient plea, in his judgment, for his present |um
holder; and in the sec u:ui }|u! whether he is do r all he cun,
as a citzen of the state, and a member of the '!lun.-r-iuui-'l of Christ,
to remove all 1lI|.iu..-'l enaetwments from the statate !u-nlL‘ and Lo i.r'-'<.|]{
down the barriers of intellcetual and moral degradation, which are
in the way of ultimate emancipation. Although * sluvery is not
necessarily and in all eireumstances sinful.”’ it may become so
under circumstances where the elevation of the sluve concurs with
other conditions in ]".‘?I'tt'?'iil_}_: lii:‘- l'!ll:llli'i‘!-.’ifg'lrl il T-vm-!il_

101 as o siave-

[ elaim, therefore, that my statement of the doctrine of slavery
surpasses yours, both in its power to !

relieve the t_'-‘!]."'[_'lll'[-.r'l" if

1'Il.l.;_".'i \\i,llu the et ol ';;qr' l_'_\i‘-\.ri!ll_" :,-'l-i

10m. :'1|-i i?'. its power to
alurm the conscience, if in danger of neglecting the whole dutie

unplied iu the relution. My knowledge of southern Christian

pealed”
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society pives me boldpess in placing this view of the subject before
the minds, and hearts, and eonsciences, of my brethren ; for never
bas it been my i'al'i‘.".] ege to be bronght in contact with purer and
more devoted servants of our Lord Jesus Christ, than are to be found
in the Southern States, With all -iv.--r-.‘m-r:, and in all Cn:.ﬁ!il-ncf‘. [
submit to them the truthfulness of the positions taken in this letter.

|II"‘I-’ is still one more consideration that gives ser r,rm al weight
to my form of st nlwr the doctrine of sl wery, named \. it p unm-u'
p.-'f'-r to resist error.

The fundamental prineiple of ultra-abolitionism is that slavehold-
ing is in itself sinful. The only eflic
this fanaticism, i= to show from the Bible, that it rests upon a false
foundation. The doetrines that .1lm! tionism ecannot resist, are,
first, that the rel n itself be confounded with the
unjust laws which define the . inadequate per-
formance of the duties of the relati 3
holding is not n in e, but right or wrong according to eir-
gumstances. This double-edged sword of truth will pierce to the
tli\'illih_' asunder of rin‘ bones Iri' rumpant abolitionism. Indeed,
gome of the distinguished |. 1 s of tl t
eeded the seriptural efliciency of these i-lw'.l- 115, .Ll.li the
of people in t Free States will do homaze to their truth. The
doetrine that “slave ry T 1
!'!i‘nfui." is the e FI'.I‘J!"l;l""I"\' ol
lishment in this ver yf T, will mu
ments of error, all"l vindicate
Verse gener 1. Your |
ing 18 not a sin in the sivl
& spent arrow, it falls short of the mark. It is a correct state-
ment, to a certain extent ; ]nnl it uim s not include ;..u\... itinl eir-
cumstances, which neee ito the mor: 11!" of slavehold-
ing. Asa weapon to do battle with, your [umpm-mun invites as-
sanlt, without the power to repel. It lacks the u;.;..u ral charae-
teristic of fichting a good il-'lll. It carries with it no available
and victorious force. It [-ku es the conscience of :]:u North; it
lulls the conscience of the S

T]lh last sentence mdicates an ey il on Tiii" other extreme. I_-?TF:L
pro-slavery is a8 much to be deprecated as ultra anti-slavery. The
iden that slaveholding is a divine ordinance, and that it may be
i““’lll“" pery wetunted to the end of time, 18 a monstrous doctrine,—

Elf}u--tur\ f:- the spirit and principles of Se ..1u=m-:. to the reason
#nd consecience of mankind, to the universal sway of P Jsr\l‘it*l'lll'(‘,
o to T|u- dlm\‘ of Christian ecivilization. A distingunished slave-
holder of the South. who owns several hundred slaves, :-.‘.--i who is
Nt & communicant in the charch, afver hearing an ultra pro-glavery
88rmon, cume out of the house of God, expressing strang disappro-

aeions mode of n_..-..-luntvring

that slave-

n; and secondl

i.r_Il'\' con-

faction have vi

2l Milss

not necessari and all eircumstances

tion \'[' LS I"ill.‘a—

‘gst the encroach-
QUSNEss in a per-

'I‘LT“lll

cause of
statement, however, that * slavehold-
(God," does not meet the case; like

‘| enter

Bution of such sentiments : and, stamping his foot on the ground,

B

j o Te— i




=t

Dy. Van Rensselaer’s Reply to Dy. Armstrong. [Januvary.

o

declared that he eould not-endure them. He added that his only
Iiii?‘:[[ﬁ{,‘:!fé(?ll, ’H-ilvt'l' 'i;uil ur.-l ‘|'|-- ‘.'\'nl'!l], fln‘.l‘ ];"!‘II-H._: .-ii:t'.'-‘-'. W5 '[1
the necessities of the ease. The attempt to fortify slavery by ex-
[1':1.'-"1_;::“11 and u]|!'--:_1:-|-:'|:1lulc [-!'Ii‘liiﬁh:; can H!J!‘\' *[u !!:.'12111. UX=
it extremists on the other. Anti-
¢ means of developing, to an ex-
known, ultra pro-slavery at the South. The institu-
'..illll--i. i_l.‘.‘ me, to be a I‘Ii\'ilw IJ]"iih-:‘.u‘“. like mar-
ivil government: A
sinal diversities of the human race; and even the right-

he slave trade itself is now openly vindieated in this land
yerty und age of light.  One strong ob tate-
ment of the di

tremists on one side always |

riean bondace 18 L-_-!I-__IE'- to be i'J‘il”.l’.'li

of 1i

on to your s

strine is, that it seems to give countenance to

roneons ill';-i E'T\:i,-_'-_‘r'l':ltr_*-] \"!l-'~'.~'. l!_ \\'i'.l 'l_n'_- :il.‘l"i-j:h_'l'l.] l'lzll'.
the ultra [-‘.‘nl-»]:l'.- 'y party, us & gn"-‘{ {.‘EH'H_’]I statement to be in
;-_.-.1!11: you f f ny tnte
ration of extreme u!l-!ll'-ma But

ought not s Presbyterian minister, of your position and influence,

s banners. 1 cordia
ute to the I}'l"'r

sentiments, beyond the possibility of
little impression |

Clinreh by ultraists on either side. We at the North are

1
|

has been made on our

ble, with

God's blessine,

fanaticism ; and we ask our Sou

irruptions of a1 leterminntion.
arder to do
statement of th

For these various reasons, I adhere to the belief

Lk
proposition on the subject of slaveholding, altho

substantially eorrect, and 15 more

seriptaral :
My next letter will follow the course of discussio

second lett

which wour
us marked out for me. It will be on the "'I'-:I_"t.'[ of
“* EMANCTPATION AND THE Cnurem.” :
Yours truly,
C. Vax RENSSELAER,

1‘..5,:_] Cn __,.,-f,r_l-._"_r’r, _",":-"-- hefore the Maszacre. T

CAWNPORE—THE NIGHT BEFORE THE MASSACRE.
gints. It is atime todie. The little Christian
ir doom. There they stand \\--I'i|. the spirit of

Gop i= with his s
band have learnt t
IMArLy rs. The e of God is sust:
human need. Little thought our 1 il brethren and sisters, when
they first trod with hope upon India's soil, that those, whom they
eame to bless, would turn to curse and glay ! DBut the great
Master himself received death from luman hands.

Oh what sughts of prayer and love and trost weni up to our
heavenly Father, on the night before tl Cawnpore !
What spiritual seriving a4l il ga
goon l--‘| e ,‘E-‘_'ll-’l'.'il(r"] {!'l-ln oy botdies! What ho Y &% m[nlth“ﬁ
and grace cume down from heaven, from the Father, Son, and
b‘[!iri{" to sustuin the missionaries of the Church on the eve of
Il.‘lu:"[}'.-iu‘.ll: How n
were tiingled with the solemn consecrations, anticipating immor-
tality !

Fietsian ! Thon missionary veteran® of a -
methinks 1 see thee. leadine the devotions of the suints of Christ
Jesus. rendv * to be forever with their Lord.”” Near thee stand
Cmu[.i ¢ll. and Johnson, and MeMullen, our beloved Lrethren, with
tilt.ll' Wwives ::ii:: !I. ! I A, I!':! []E“ ||] e group, #re llli)
brethren a - Jhes, all unhordening their hearts
i private and publie
and upwards, in preparation for
eternity. And oh,
ch!ng with
¥oice of Jesus culls.
parents, secure i
massnere

ning grace in the hour of

| the sonls,

ny tender T,Ihl-"__"]l’-_-‘ of kindred an l of home

nf vears,

r Lt soAar !:‘I'~"'fli"1."~

from time Into

= Jittle ehild epherd, who

-

ar not s the

wn be with
qnded. The

Lt us list lns ¥ g Christian female, on
l]l‘.‘ h'll_:].l hefore the massacre {United ,"UJ'-S'_"r'-"- iy .H’-f_l.'ar_l-

2ing, from which excellent periodical we extract the letter, hias the
Bollowing few words of preface:

% Phere ave Indian letters which contain more graphic details
tllIHl the one Illlll-l.i-.]n_-\'} below 3 but of :'llill.i.\'-ljh"l letters, few which

: help of Chris
wturally & most delicate and fragile young lady, so that

her calm cournge in the terrible hour is to be attributed 10 grace

in the hour of trial. The

to tl

80 distinetlv testify
Writer wus 1

* The Rev
devorel L
of Eduention




G4 Clanges in our Judicial Forms. [February.
prevent the necessiy of reading the entire minutes of the case in
the higher judicatories. Stich a statement and abstract would often
be an advantage to the parties as well as to the court, by leaving
ont all irrelevant matter, and such as had been previously adjusted,
and presenting with greater clearness and precision the exact points
at issue and no others,

9. When the decision in the lower judicatory manifestly turned
on a particular exposition of ecclesiastical law, to which alone the
appellant or complainant took exception, much time might be saved
in the higher judicatory by requiring the appeal or complaint to be
confined to the simple question of law, the decision of which would
be as really a trial of the merits of the case, as though all the facts
were brought in detail before the higher court. In the Presbyte-
rian Ohurch suit, the lower court tried the facts, and the court ‘in
bank the law of the case; and every one conversant with such
matters knows that the decision of the court in bank was really
and truly a reversal of the judgment rendered in the lower court.

3. Much time might be saved in our higher judicatories by re-
quiring the judicial committee, in the first place, to confer with the
parties at variance, with a view to effect a reconciliation. Thig is
eminently proper in cases before ecclesiastical judicatories, and it
would often result, we might reasonably hope, in an amicable set-
tlement. And further, if their attempt at reconciliation fails, let
power be given to the same committee, not only to examine the
papers and report whether they are regular, &ec., but to report the
precise points.on which the higher court is called to adjudicate.

4. Qonsiderable time is frequently oceupied in discussing ques-
tions of order, which might be saved by requiring all questions of
this kind to be decided by the moderator, subject to an appeal to
the house, without debate, unless the moderator shall ask for infor-
mation ; when a brief statement should be permitted by one on
each side of the question. In ordinary cases it ought to be pre-
sumed that the members of our judicatories are sufficiently conver-
gant with our judicial forms to judge concerning points of order
without discussion, and especially that this is the case with the
moderator, whose election to this office is made on the ground in
part of his acquaintance with the Constitution of the Church.

5. The time consumed in calling the roll might be saved by dis-
pensing with this rule altogether, and instead thereof let the mode-
rator aunounce, at the proper place, that, if any members of the
judicatory desire to express their views, they may then avail them-
selyes of this privilege. In a large judicatory one half of the time
usu;jll\' I::I\'.L’Ii \\'tiii]ll. we doubt not, be 5::.\‘('-.1 lay this course. The
mere ;':111-':-|11Eng requires considerable time ; and many speak when
their names are called, who would otherwise remain silent.

These suggestions are made for the consideration of the commit-
tee of revision, and of our ministers and ruling elders generally.
We do it also for the purpose of eliciting further discussion. If
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he is a friend to his country who adds any materials, however
small, towards perfecting its Constitution, and securing the proper
administration of its government and laws, o he is a friend to the
Presbyterian Church, who contributes his mite towards bringing
to perfection its admirable system of Ecclesiastical Government and

Discipline.

WESTMINSTER.

THREE LETTERS ON CONSERVATISM.

LETTER II.
EMANCIPATION AND THE CHURCH.

To mue RBrv, (. Vax Rexssprann—Having examined the ques-
fion—What is a proper statement of the Seripture doctrine of
glavery *—I will now ask your attention to another point on which
we differ, viz. :

II. The proper work of the Church—the object and end which
ghe 1s to ILL'L'I' in view in her labours for and with the slave race in
our country. And let me ask you to especially note the fact, that
it i3 the work of the (hureh, and not the work of the Christian
eitizeu, in his character as a ¢itizen, about which I raise a ques-
tion. _

On this point—

You write—* We regard the Christian ins tion and elevat
of the slaves as a means to an end, and that end is the recovery of
the blessings of l\{'r:-:u;tl liberty, when Providence opens the s
for it. The higher end is the salvation of their souls.”
.Mitg. P 222.)

I have written—In the case of a race of men in slavery, the
work which God has appointed his Church—as we learn it,
from the example and the precepts of inspired men—is to lnbotr b
Becure in them o Christian life on earth and meetness for his hen
Yeuly kingdom.” (C%hn. Dee. Sla. p. 131.)

D
| £ FEs.

|'f.‘f||

What you have set forth as * the higher end ” of Christian in
§h‘uci10u. 18 ] 1st what I hold to be the one end at which the Church

1810 aim. As to this end, then, we agree.

We differ in that vou teach that the Chureh, in addition to this,
should aim at sr:--uriﬂg for the slave—in your own language—* the
?Jldssiuy of persanal liberty, when Providence opens the way for .

Before entering upon the examination of the point of real differ-
ence hetween us, T must strip your proposition of the adventitious
Bupport it derives from the terms in which you have express 1

fidl I shall do this the more carefully, and, if possible, distinctly,

#eiuse you have expressed it in the same terms in which I have
often seen 1t l".\ZIH‘I‘F&‘-(_"Il before ; :111!1_. if I mistake not, it 18 mainly

YOL, ¥ %o, 2. E ’

y T
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1853, ] on },',.-mv.-;rr-:’.-' n and the hurel. {
On this matter of eim;j nI]"I! ation, Christ ke
!l.in' I.:nll!'l‘fl. Iljn “-" 1 ¢ i (God containsg no
press or clearly implied, 1f--Iu!.. g it. Hence,
II"!‘- no rig 'l'lt to make a de liver ance respect
before herself as an end of h r lal -.1;\.
l Cor. 7: 21, «jj
refer you to th
T1-74,
T!u-'lnr stion of emaneipation is a juestion eo
and the relations of eapital and labo
i political and not » religions que
Just as it tre 1ts all ot} questions of
deliverance on the subject—but leaves it
State, in view of her 1+~;mr|‘ilrﬁiir_'.':--
!ll]r.ir(.’f‘ the C ‘hurely havir g no |
B0 important does the observanc
PF”[-‘ r ;'lmlr;cl- of the Ch urch and
cln“\’wl the present "1ru-. that ] have discussed :Iu-.-‘l:f-f--:'l at some
ILII"‘ll in the * Ohristian Do tri Let me apply the
prineiples there laid down to the two points in which we differ.
hrist requires the Church to te ich that the rel; itions which slaye ry
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proves to be about as strong as any other kind of bondage. amongst
the masses of mankind. For that portion who desire and are quali-
fied for freedom, our Sonthern philanthropists have provided, of
their own aceord, the noble colony of Liberia, now advanced so far
as to be an object of great interest among the nations.” American
Clitizen, pp. 134, 135. i

Here is ground upon which the Christian philanthropist who
believes that the general emancipation of the sluves in our Sonthern
Stutes will never take place, may yet consistently advoeate the
cause of Liberia. And let me add—if we believe the testimony of
such men as Dr. J. L. Wilson (see his ¢ Western Africa”), and other
judicious pious men who have been in Liberia—that colony is likely
to receive accessions from this source alone, as large as ghe will be
able to receive with safety to herself, for years to come: and no
more disastrous event could occur to her, at the present time, than
the landing upon ker shore, not fifty but even five thousand
C‘n’jﬁnl_‘ip:i[t;} glaves per annum, as has been proposed in some of
the schemes of emancipation which find favour with good men, espe-
cially in the Northern States.

Georee D. ARMSTRONG.

THREE CONSERVATIVE REPLIES.
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I might, perhaps, have fairly declined any forntal reply to your
gecond letter, on the ground that you transcended the real inten-
tions of my statement. But inasmuch as the inference you have
drawn from it may be a natural one, and is an opinion I really
hold, and the arguments, by which you attempt to oppose it, are,
in my judgment, unsatisfactory, I shall aceept the opportunity of
disoussing what you seem to insist upon—the subject of ** Emaxor-
PATION AND THE CHURCH.”

You begin by attempting * o strip the proposition’’ of what you
are pleased to call its ** adventitious support.” I beg leave, how-
evgr, to insist that its Christian drapery shall remain upon it, and
ghat it shall retain the firm support of its own Bible truth. The
blessings of personal liberty have not been considered by me, in
this discussion, in any other sense than including well-being. The
whole morality of slaveholding depends upon conditions of social
and public welfare, as T have endeavoured to show in my first
Jetter. This is also the fundaumental idea in the statement, which
yon desire to lay violent hands upon. My statement contains
three ideas, which ought to be a sufficient guard against the im-
pression that I was in favour of emancipation without an adequate
preparation. These three ideas are, first, a work of Christian in-
struction among the slaves ; secondly, their elevation, as a result of
this instruction; and thirdly, a progressive condition of society,
which, under Providence, would render emancipation practicable
and beneficial. Could anything more be expected to render my
meaning plain, and to include well-being as an element in the

LETTER NO. II

5

recovery of freedom ?

| DR. VAN RENSSELAERS REPLY TO DR. ARMSTRONG, ON _The expr-(‘_.-':sicu} “whg-n P_rﬂ.vi'lrztn_.‘e_:-:]!:lll‘ open the way for it,"

‘ | EMANCIPATION AND THE CHURCH, gives the latitude 1'1.f~|u1rufl in a (uestion -u_t Ihl.-’-..-'l-l'[.. lx'uc_s\'vl'_-

‘ L ] Being was the precise thought in my mind ; for, as you justly

| To tar REvD. GEoRGE D. ARMSTRONG, D.D.:—1 Ct'i'litih!"\' did L remark, “ Providence never does apen the way for any change,

|I ! not expect, when I penned the pare graph, which you find fault with inless well-being is to be promoted thereby.” " Judge, therefore,

:'.‘ '. in your second letter, to become engaged in a eontroversy about my surprise, when I .find you not only imputing to me the opposite

| '1 ; “ EMANCIPATION AND THE CHURcH. My stand-point was that of view, but also trying to rob my proposition of the support of divine

[l a private citizen, and I gave utterance to a sentiment, which, 1 Providence, whose glorions wisdom and power are so deeply con-

'l' ll | supposed, “"'“H_ find a response i“_ the bosom C‘f_"‘“F “}”if‘fii”ll cerned in the solution of this intricate problem. My view of the

‘ :"I slaveholder on his plantation. The idea of expounding the duty of blesaings of personal liberty magnifies well-being, Instead of ad-

the Church, in its official capacity, was not in my mind at all. I mitlil!g, therefore, that my statement involves a petitio princig it

Y A e ack vou to look at the plain terms of the paragraph: Ihold that the real }_m{it'jr_sn is from Dr. Armstrong to alter my

I ‘ “ We regard the Christian instruetion and elevation of the sluves proposition to suit his own views, This petition I respectfully

il as a means to an end, and that {flu'i is the recovery :.u_i' the }.-!{J.Tw' ' decline. I cannot allow any one to banish God and his provi |-_-|:.-:«

‘ W of personal liberty, when ]tl'uVilit'Il('!‘.‘ shall open the way for it. from my meditations on this subject. I choose to retain the whole

" I The higher end is Ll_w salvation of their .~‘-ngl& paragraph, just as it was written, and more particularly the words
| This paragraph simply declares the Editor's private opinion in You desire to exelude.

| | regard to the providential antecedents which must necessarily exist, The terms, * when Providence shall open the way,” are nsed in

| |'| prior to the fitness of the slaves for the blessings of personal libervy. exactly the same sense as the words * when God in his providence

| (i A (hristian man ought also, as I supposed, to have the end in 5111_1]1 open the door for their emancipation,”—an expression em-

| : view, as well as to keep the means in operation. ployed by the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Chareh, in
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idea conveys no reproach upon the seriptural view of slaveholding.
It is antagonistic only to the unseriptural view of thre permanence

of slavery, as an ordinance of God, on a level withsmarriage or

eivil government.

5. The time of emaneipation, as I have already intimated, the
Church has left to the decisions of Providence. Circumstances
vary o much in society, that no rule can have a universal applica-
tion. It is sufficient to keep emancipation in view, and to labour
to secure its attainment as speedily as circumstances will permit,
or ‘** when Providence shall open the way."

Having made these explanations in the hope of disarming
judice and conciliating good-will, I shall proceed to show,
that my views of “ Emancipation and the Church” are sustained by
the testimony of the General Assembly, whilst yours differ from it ;
and secondly, that the testimony of our Church is sustained by the

Word of God.

The TESTIMONY OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY on emancipation is
important, as an exhibition of tle general sentiments of the Pres-
byterian Church on this great social question, and particularly as
showing its inferpretation of the Seriptures.

The first deliverance of our Church on the subject, was made in
the year 1787, by the Synod of New York and Philadelphia,
which was at that time our highest judicatory, and was in the act
of forming our present ecclesiastical constitution.

The deliverance is as follows

¢ The Synod of New York and Philadelphia do highly approve of the
general priuciples in favour of universal liberty that prevail in Amerion,
and the interest which many of the States have taken in promoting the
abolition of Slavery; yet, inssmuch as men, introduced from a servile
state, to a participation of all the privileges of civil soeiety without o
proper education, and without previous habits of industry, may be in
many respects dangerous to the community ; theref,
commend it to all the members belonging to their
those persons who are at present held in servi

re they earnestly re-
communion, to givi
d in gervitude, such good edr
as to prepare them for the botter enjoyment of freedom ; and the§ more-
over recommend that musters, whenever they find servants disposed to
make & just improvement of the privileze, wonld give them a peculi
or graut them sufficient time and sufficient means of procuring

liberty, at a moderate vate ; that thereby they may ba brou
with those habits of induastry that r1|.-1.\;-r-.31ul'u.vr them useful citizens ;
finally, they recommend it to all their people to use the most pruden
mensures consistent with the interests and the state of eivil society
countries where |ll<':,' live, to procure e Hfa{fn'f:a;- the final abolition
Sff.fift'r;-}! 7 A .'rl-J‘(.a_:[L” -

In 1793 this judgment was reaffirmed by the General Aszembly,
and again reiterated by the Assembly in 1795, with the remar!

that *they trust every consctentious person will be fully satizf
- LS - o .
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with it." Its brevity, its comprehensiveness, its conservative tone,
and its seriptural authority, make this testimony deserving of great
attention. The General Assembly, in 1815, testified to the same
effect :

#The General As
tion of those pri

mbly have repeatedly declared their cordial approba-
iples of eivil liberty, which appear to be recognized by

the Federal and State Governments i‘h these United States. T]-.I.'_\' have
expressed their regret that the slavery of the Africans, und of their de-
geendunts, still continues in so many places, and even among those within
the pale of the Church, and have urged the Preshyteries under their care
to adopt such measures ns will secure, at least, to the rising generation
of slaves within the bonds of the Church, a religions edueation, that they
may be prepaved for the exereise and -..-_,%fur nt

his }u'“:’::‘i;r Nee, WAy open the .r’m_-.:"_r}.u- the i_'l?i”.”r_:f;,'ffh‘fll m.’¥

-._,-‘ Ll riy, when Gad, in

It conld hardly be expected that a deliverance conld be found on
the records of our Church, so exactly coneurring in thought and
langu:g;\
review,

In 1818, the largest Assembly that had yet been convened, met
in I’]Jihuiul[ahlu. An abler body of divines, probably, never as-
sembled in our highest judicatory. The paper adopted by them,
on the subject of slavery, is too well known to require large extracts.
It was drawn up by Dr. Ashbel Green, with the concurrence of
Dr. George A. Baxter, of your own Synod. Dr. Speece of Va,

ioner from your old Presbytery of

: with the extemporaneous statement contained in my brief

was Dr. Baxter's fellow-commiss

Lexington. 1 only quote a few sentences from this celebrated
document.

“We rajoice that the Chureh to which we belong, eommenced as early
A8 B0y other in this country; the good work of -:-'r'f"-rn-r-'rrr'n;; fo put an
end to slavery, and that in the same work, many of its members have ever
8mce been, and now are among the most sotive, efficient, and vigorous
lsbourers."” . )

! .
£At the same time, we earnestly ex

et them to contin we, and, .l’.fljla_rr.-:,-:‘_
ME: 10 Wncrease their exertions

t & total abolition of _-|:\.'._:I‘_\‘, We
'_Hihl}rt them to suffer no greater di lny to take place in this most miere
i@ concern, than a regard to the public welfare truly and indispensably
dempnds

“_ We, therefore, warn all who belong to our denomination of Christians,
Bgninst unduly extending this pl i
for the loye and practive of slay
are ly "'."r.”"r and pra Aicalile s TO extil

& guish this evil.

YAnd we at the same time exhort others to forbear harsh censures,
and uncharitable reflections on their brethren, who unhappily live among
Blaves, whom they cannot imme Jy set y
ail ":"l-""“";f' fl“_f"h":n’"f. and all their -'a."—.l’lr-r-r,Jr

of freed

Of necessity 7 against l'tl:k‘-:‘!hﬁ n cover

Y, 0ra ]ll'--In'iJi.".‘ lor not .'.'.w'.lr_rlf r_.f‘ﬂ-r'l'n that

but who are really using
to bring them into a state

Om, as soon as a doeor for it cun be safely opened.”
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the penalty of death. The operation of this single statute would
have forever excluded the existence of American Slay

Another provision, of some significance, shone with benignant

beams of liberty. A fugitive slave, from a foreien eoun ¥, Was
not to be sent back into slavery, (Deut. 23 : 15, 16} The Hebrew
commonwealth was a city of refuge, and an asylum of liberty to

2 achin -'1!.'11
Boaz, at the vestibule of the Maosaie lezislation on slavery.

Hebrew bondmen were held under a system, which resem]

the surrounding nations. ~ These two statutes stood, lik

in its nature, hired service rather than slavery, and whose dura-
tion was limited. Hebrew servants were emancipated on the
seventh year, except in cases of veluntary agreement, and of chil-
dren born under certain circumstances, In the year of Jubilee,
liberty was proclaimed * unto all the inhabitants of the land.”
(Lev. 25 : 10.) In the fiftieth year, every Hebrew # returned wito
his family,"” under the protection of a great festival statute.’

The Old Testament dispensation made distinctions between the
Israelites and (Fentiles, in various parts of its legislation, and,
among others, on slavery. Bondmen, purchased by the I
from the Gentiles, might be hell in perpetuity. Their bondage,
however, as Dr. Spring remarks, partook of the character of appren-
ticeship, rather thun of rigorous servitude.

The great fact remains prominent, that the bondage of Hebrews
4§ temporary., ['l:la:trn'iimri-m was continually in sight; and the
effect of their septennial and jubilee emancipation periods must
have been a moral check and rebuke to slavery, under whatever
forms it was tolerated.

The long-existing middle wall of partition between Jews and
Gentiles, was at length overthrown by Christianity., Thencefor-
ward all mankind stood in the new relation of a common brother-
hood. * There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond
nor free, there is neither male nor female ; for ye are all ope in
@ ye Abraham's sec 'i.
- ’[‘i!f!-l?‘[%"‘.
who, from a child, had known the Holy Seriptures, must have
realized, with all pions Jews, that the spirit of the Old Test
no longer sanctioned the holding, of even Gentile brethren, in per-
petual bondage. All laws, peculiar to the Jewish economy, | aing
now abolished, the New Te

W

Christ Jesus. And if ye be Christ's, then ar
and heirs according to the promise.” (Gal. &

ament

But Joseplms, Main
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omparativel
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U materially afiected
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light, was brought into contact with the arbitrary slavery of the
Pagan nations. Can it be believed that, under these L"Il'i_'iilll‘-fL!L]IL‘E’?,
guy well-instructed Jewish Christians would become voluntarily
involved in the pagan system of slavery 7 Heathen slaveholders,
pn their becoming Christians, received instructions, which gave
new views of their obligations, and which tended to the ultimate
aholition of the system.

II. Clivistianity, in reforming the evils of society, inenleated
general principles, of far greater influence than positive Mosaic
laws. Before examining the true tendency of some of these serip-
tiral principles, I shall ask your attention to the doctrine, which
Paul expounded to the Corinthian slaves. < Art thou called,
being a servant, or slave, eare not for it. _But if .thouw mayest be
made free, USE IT RATHER.” (1 Cor. 7 : 3%)

The ideas that are fairly implied in this verse are the following :

1. Religion is the most precious of all blessings to mankind.
The Lord’s freeman may bear, with little anxiety, any ‘external con-
dition of life, even though it be that of bondage. Well may Pres-
byterians rejoice that their Church, in conformity to Apostolic pre-
cept and practice, has preached the Gozpel to the slaves, without
unduly agitating points bearing on their temporal welfare,

2. Slavery is an abnormal, and not a permanent, condition,
Panl exhorted Christian slaves to seek emancipation, if within their
reach, or if Providence opened the way for it. It is impossible to
reconeile this inspired passage with the theory that slavery, like
ewil government or marriage, is an ordinance of God, to be per-
petuated forever. “Use your freedom, rather,” says Paul, ex-
pounding the nature of slavery, and throwing the light of inspira-
80I upon its anomalous character. When did the Xpostle ever
exhiort husbands and wives not to care for the marriage tie, and
Higeek to be free from it, if the opportunity offered ?  Slavery was
LS nature a temporary expedient, differing from marriage, which
18 fonnded upon the natural and permanent relations of life. Sla-
VEry is limited in its duration by the very conditions of its lawful
eXistence,

‘3 The Apostle teaches the Corinthian slaves that liberty is a

igher and better condition than bondage. Althongh Christian
S¥eS ought to be submissive to their lot, they have a right to regard
1UeTty as g greater blessing, CALVIN, our great commentator,
S8Y8¢ ©Payl means to intimate that liberty is not merely good,
but alsg more advantageous than servitude. “If he is SIR':kLiIJL_' to
SEEVARLs, his meaning will be this—While I exhort you to be free
somanxiety, T do not hinder you from even availing youselves of
SUEEEY, if a [lawful] opportunity presents itself to you. If he is

Les8ing himself to those who are free, it will be a kind of con-
Cession, g though he had said—I exhort servants to be of good

y T
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rage, t ,* and more tol on these two accounts, the doctrine of Paul has a less foreil
'i\':'.l'li'--%‘l .|| $1 h stle evid .-";.'.' VM- p%i{.‘ll!li‘-lt: to Ameriean than to " i ‘:u.'.,!a..u. r}il\'*“_‘. A
sidered liberty to be the highest state, offering an advance in civili- _vi(?]tl to :‘."Iu_. :‘!.m””'”': aly benefit which hll E;'”]:‘. ‘.]', .
SRl SLTINE L fem g s lence opens the way. a change of cirenmstances ; but I submit. in reply, first, that
' ‘ b Biises = t of Chris- human nature is the same in all ages and na , and has nataral
‘” .i“ |_..‘|. it commens- desires to embrace every lawful opportunity to improve wutward

al’s object is net Ll i condition 3 secondly, that the Apostle propounds a principle, :\-.Ilivh
; ~'1'|=;|'.'\:'. not to allow their social re- has a real bearing upon slavery at all times and everywhere ;
-4 . thirdly, that the light, liberty, d Christian applinnees of the
nineteenth century are an oflset against the supposed advant 1Ze8
for emancipation possessed by ancient Greece and Rome ; and
. Jourthly, that your apology for not fully applyi
- glavery now, as well as to slave iteen hundred years ago,
= at least a virtual acquiescencgs however feeble, in th

r the ]niil'i[‘.i]a-iw to

ry eig is

’ e truth of

; Panl's doctrine.—I find, ih-]!-e--ﬁ:rrl recurring to your book, that
Dr, Armstrong expounds the passage admirably. You say: * Yet,

18 if they can lawfully be made free, as a general rule,
better sccept their freedom ; for a condition of slavery is not to
be desired on its own account.” p- 67. This is substantially the
*Christian doctrine” I am advoeating :

but how a Clristian minis-

v tér ean reconcile this scriptural view of the subject with the silent
and unchallenged expression of all sorts of opinions about the
perpetuity, desirableness, &c., of _-|:J’.--'.'_‘.'. [ leave others to deter-
mine,* S| AVEry was no less a political institution in the days of Paul
than it is now. Is the Churel t, as
1110}:5{}. glavery possessed no moral relations to the law of God ?
I? Wexclusively a question of * capital and labour 7" Surely, the
{-hflr{'.il may follow Paul in his inspired expositions, although his

Epistles contain some thin .

by |.l'."!'1_'[. re, to be perpi tunlly siler
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| Pl i " I IU- _T'ﬂlﬂ 8 meidental mierpretation of the
i cofuthian slaves, is in entire accordance wi
R A M Rat 3% ey Dol i_"”l'”“‘"- Slaveholding is not in itself si ;
TR RTINS a safelv to Dinds ipon masters and slaves mutual obligations, whose tendeney
iy i 3 el b 18 to alinlis - . : : P
If-control, which the la i e ish eventually the entire system. If the Seriptures enjoin
y their maiority But is this an waat, of necessity, leads to emand ipation, they enj ation
v g R0 sl WSelE when the time comes; if they forbid what is necessary to the

Perpetui
l'Ith-_‘]_
How, then,

this ns e n}_-.'liTISL the [!l'I‘In-TH:'" of slavery ?

not desire anil lahour so to trai Y of slavery, they forbid that slavery should be perpe-
prepared, at the fit time, to be inves

do these divine injunctions to masters and slavea ope-

3 « . . 2 - 1
+ Uhristianity requires the kind personal treatment of the
slaves ; i v :

ey lates ¢
n ll'\.-. mm]u le

s dna ti

removes the rigours of bondage, and insensibly nssimi-
¥stem to one of upprenticeship. Religions obligation is

basis of all the duties of the relation. There is a “ Maste

and Il W

and sec
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securad by the elevation and emancipation of the slaves, are within
the true aim of the law of love and of Gospel grace.

Can it be ““extra-seriptural, unseriptural, and anti-seriptural”
for the Church, besides seeking the eternal salvation of the slaves,
to endeavour to introduce them to the blessings of personal liberty,
“when Providence shall open the way?" Certainly, nothing less
than this result is to be desired, when Providence shall so arrange
and prepare things, that the welfare of society, and the claims of
justice and mercy shall require the termination of involuntary ser-
vitude. This supposes a great advance in the intelleetual, moral,
and relizious condition of the slaves. Is it sinful to desire, and
pray, and labour for such a state of things? If so0, I confess uj_\':e]f
i;;!ll.ri’:ll'.t of the first pl'in::iplt‘h of the doctrine of Christ.

In bringing this long Letter to a close, I must ask your attention
to one, or two, more I.]iil't;_f.».

If the Seriptures do not contain any deliverance on this subjeet,
either ** express or clearly implied,” then the Christian, as a citézen,
has no divine rule to guide his conduet. Emaneipation, if it comes
at all, comes not as a desired end, but as a mere incident. The
whole question, with its moralities and economies, is {eft to the
operation of natural laws. If not a seriptural end, it may, or
may not, be reckoned within the range of private and publie prayer,
and of earnest Christian enterprise and activity. If * extra-sorip-
tural, unseriptural, and anti-scriptural,” might not some infer that
it was sinful ? The motives, that lead men to glorify God in
labouring to remove social evils, are thus impaired in their force,
if not rendered inoperative in this particalar sphere. The effect of
guch doctrine in perpetuating slavery, cannot be concealed or
denied.

If I understand you, emaneipation in Liberia is acknowledged to
be a proper object of ecclesiastical action, for the reason, among
others, that it passes by the question of *the general ultimate
emaneipation of the slaves’ in this country. DBut is not the prin-
ciple the same, wherever the result may be finally secured ¥ My
statement leaves the time, place, and circumstances of emanecipa-
tion to the Providence of God; whilst your view seems to admit
the lawfulness of the end, provided that you yourself locate and
define the land of liberty. Is not this a virtual surrender of the
principle contained in your argument? In your general senti-
ments on Liberian Colonization, I cordially coneur.

One of the most painful things, allow me to say it fraternally, in
your Letter, is the low view of the natural rights of mankind,
which pervades the discussion. I fully acknowledge the diffieulties
of emancipation, and most truly sympathize with my brethren, in
Church and State, who are invelved in the evils of this complicated
system. But if we lose sight of, or depreciate principles, difficnl-
ties and dangers will increase on every side. Are there no eternal

e
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pﬁm-iph*; of .]'ITSI"-"I". no standurd of human richis, 1-_‘.' which a
system of servitude shall submit to be judged, and in whose pr
gence it shall be made to plead for justification ¥ Is civil liberty a
mere abstraction? Thanks be to God, the Presbyterian Chureh
has been the advocate of freedom in every land and age. Long
may she maintain this position of truth and righteousness, in the
gpirit of good-will to all men, bond and free; and whilst she holds
that slavery is not necessarily and in all cirenmstances sinful, may
her testimony against the evils of the system, and in favour of
emuncipation, be clear, consistent, and unwavering, before God and
the world !

Preshyterians at the North have remained steadfagt in their
integrity, amidst all the abolition agitation which has threatened
injlli'y, and even destruction, to the Church. We have deprecated
this agitation, not simply on account of its own perverse nature,
bub on account of its evil influence in provoking extreme views
among our brethren at the South. The northern section of the
Chureh, by its successful resistance to fanaticism, earnestly and
fraternally appeals to the Presbyterians at the South, to remain
equally true to the principles and the testimonies sanetioned by the
unanimous voice of our General Assemblies, and by the higher
authority of the Sacred Seriptures. .

I am yours, truly,
0. Vax RENSSELAER.

Tanarhold Thoughta.

RELIGIOUS EDUCATION FOR THE YOUNG.

. ONB of the happy issues, connected with the character of the
HSing generation, is, their being trained up for God:  That our
80us may be as plants grown up’’ [or grown large] “in their youth.”

i enother Psalm, the promise is made to the man who fears the

ord, that his “ children should be like olive-plants round abount his
table.” The phraseology denotes rapid and vigorous growth: an
early ripeness and maturity of character : the possession of know-
edge. wisdom, and virtue, fitting their young men for the duties
‘m:l responsibilities of private and publie life.

; ‘_Thnt{mr daughters may be as corner-stones, polished after the
Bimilitnde of o palace.” This figure, though unlike the preceding,
5 of gimilar ilnpnrt_ Allusion i~;..1u‘nh;l‘.]_v had to the mmplu, which.
t ough not then erected, was designed, and some of its materials
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b trerrg ' ' .: 411 1ciaental cor "
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ely, not precisely, “about

When all these methods exist of reconciling the accounts of the
ists, is it honest to charge them with contradicting one an-

This is the kind of fairness, however, which the
emies of the Bible are accustomed to employ. Though their
jections have been answered and their misrepresentations cor-

Beeted hundreds of times, they do not blush to repeat them again
%;s confident a tone as though they did not admit of confutation.

readers will, no doubt, after the exhibition just made, be ready
o agree with us, that bold and unsustained assertion, though found
@ the columns of the Westminster Review, weighs just as little a8
Bt had been found anywhere ¢lse. _
' W. H.. Q.

' THREE LETTERS TO A CONSERVATIVE.
LETTER IIL

IISTORICAL VIEW OF ANTI-SLAVERY OPINIONS.

@0 rus Ruv. C. VAN REXSSELAER, D.D.:
IN my former letters I have examined the two articles
:'j.&kﬂ up the I.--:'uli..r creed of the conservative, as he is called. In

on to certain facts in the history

which

B8 present, I will ask your attenti
i0F Anti-slavery opinions; and this, for the sake of t
n which they teaci.

Bishop Hopkins, in his * American Citizen,” after briefly ex-
Bibiting the scriptural proof that slaveholding is not a sin, wriles:
B3 we co on from the days of the Apostles to examine the doe-
trine anil practice of the Christian Church, we find no other views
Eitertained on the subject. Slavery continued to exist in every
fisrter. Slaves were held, without any reproach, even by the
bi’bﬂlr?ﬁ and clergy. When the practice died out, as it did in many
® the European nations, the change was graduoal, through the
Sperution of worldly causes, and without any suspicion that the
Istitution, in itself, involved a violation of religion or morality.

ence its lawfulness with respect to the African and the Indians
#ken in war, was universally maintained by the Puritan settlerso

#w England, who claimed the closest adherence in all things to
teachings of the Scriptures. And it was not until the latter
Part of the cighteenth century that a donbt was expressed, on cither
Bide of the Atlantie, in relation to the perfect consistency of such
¥ery with the precepts of the Gos el.”
% Bince that time, indeed, public opinion, both in Old and New

gland, has undergone a great revolution. DBut this cannot be

he praciical
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attributed to the Bible, nor to the Church, nor to any new know-
ledge of the will of God, nor to the discovery of any unknown
principles of moral action. All that belongs to these was perfectly
familiar to the Christian world from the days of the Apostles,
And therefore no intelligent and candid mind can be surprised to
find that the most violent opponents of slavery in the United States
are always ready to wrest the Bible and denounce the Church,
because they cannot derive from either the slightest real supports
in their assaults against the lawfulness of the institution.” (pp. 129,
130.)

The correctness of this brief history of the progress of Anti-
slavery opinions, no one, I presume, will seriously question. And
the point to which I wounld, now, particularly call your attention, is
that presented in the words—*4t,"” i. e., this change, * cannot be
atiributed te the Bible, nor to the Church.” It was not from the
Bible these opinions originated ; it was no# in the Church they first
saw the light.

Whence are they? I answer: They can be distinetly traced
back to their origin in that infidel philosophy on the subjects of
civil government and human liberty, which, be¢oming popular in
the latter half of the last century, had its culmination, in the one
direction, in the French revolution, and in the other, in the disas-
trous emancipation effected in the British West India Islands: s
philosophy which substitutes for the Bible account of the origin of
civil government in the family, the theory of the “ civil compact,”
as it has been called ; and confounds human liberty with unbridled
license. -

You are familiar with the classic story of the fall of Troy ;—how,
concealed in a wooden horse, consecrated to Diana, the enemy found
admission into that doomed city. In a way very similar has this
infidel philosophy found admission inte the Church of God. Of
the mischief it has already wrought there, in rending the Chureh,
in making enemies of those who should be friends, in prostituting
the pulpit and desecrating the Sabbath by substituting the preach-
ing of politics in the place of the Gospel, there is no need that I
should tell you. ;

This heresy—for surely, I do it no wrong when I apply to it the
name of hevesy—has made its most insidious upprmt::hcs. and
gained its mosg dangerous advantages, by subtly mingling its errors
}vith Lﬁ_«"\ s truths, in our popular expositions of Sct?ipture. As it
15'1101"3: in the permaneyt printed page, its progress can be traced
with least danger of falliny into error, let me ask you to compare
the exposition of I PASSage of Scripture bearing on tha subject of
slavery, written belore thigingqe) philosophy, * this seience, falsely
go called” obtained currencyywich (1o written after it had begun
to prevail, and another written iy this, our day. R

Let us tilkula'part Olﬁl;? Passage to which attention has been
311'8&1.1}' turned I my nrst u_'uer, Viz,, 1 Tim. 6 :33 “ And ‘LiIL‘)‘.
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that have believing masters, let them not d_c-spise them, because
they are brethren; but rather do them service, because they are’
faithfal and beloved, partakers of the benefit. These things teach
and exhort.” '

Purn now to Matthew Henry's Exposition, written early in the
Jnst century, and you will read:  Or suppose the master were a
Christian and a believer, and the servant a believer too: would not
that excuse him, because in Christ there is neither bond nor free?
No, by no means, for Jesns Christ did not come to dissolve thr,:ho_nd
of civil relation, but to strengthen it: They that have believing
masters, et them not despise them, because they are brethren ; for
that brotherhood relates only to spiritual privileges, not to any out-
ward dignity or advantage (those misunderstand and abuse their
veligion, who make it a pretence for denying the duties that they
oWe to their relations); nay, rather do them service, because they
are faithful and beloved. They must think themselves the more
obliged to serve them, because the faith and love which bespeak
men Christians, oblize them to do good; and that is all wherein
their service consists. Observe, It is a great encouragement to us
it doing our duty to our relations, if we bave reason to think they
are faithfal and beloved, and partakers of the bencfit, that s, of
the benefit of Christianity. Again, Believing masters and servants
aré brethren, and partakers of the bemefit; for in Christ Jesus
there is neither bond nor free, for ye are all one in Christ Jesus.
i%;l; 3:28.) Timothy is flpl’mi!liei.l to teach and .-.‘-g‘.z'am'f these things.

isters must preach, not only the general duties of all, but the
duties of particular relations.”

Here, all is plain, straightforward exposition of the text. The
author evidently writes with a “single eye” to the exhibition of
*the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth” contained
i the passage of Scripture he is expounding.

Dr. Thomas Scott wrote his Commentary about the close of the

b century ; the first edition was published in 1796. Let us I?ok,
BAW, at his exposition of this passage; and, I select the Com-
Mentary of Scott, becanse the unquestioned piety of the man, and

@ general excellence of his work, render the peculiarity to which

would direct attention, all the more conspicuous.

*And such of them,” i. e., * servants,” as enjoy the privilege
°€ Sbelieving masters,” ought by no means to despise them, or
Withhold from them due respect and obedience ; because they were

BFethren in Christ, and so upon a level in respest of religious pri-
Wileges : but rather “to do them service' with double diligence
804 cheerfulness, because of their faith in Christ, and their in-

8t in his love, as partakers of the inestimable benefit of his
8alvation. This shows that Christian masters were not required

8ot their slaves at liberty.” %

hus far, all is plain, straightforward exposition of “.h“t. Paul
Written. If any man will gainsay it; his controversy is not
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with Dr. Seott, the expositor, but with inspired Paul, the author,
But Scott adds, ¢ though they were instrocted to behave towards
them in such a manner as would greatly lessen and nearly anni-
hilate the evils of slavery.” Here the influence of this false phi-
losophy begins to appear ;—and I object to this statement, not
simply on the ground that it is not in the text, but muinly, be-
cause it is a partial statement of truth, and thus, practical error.
Paul never uses such paltering terms as * greatly lessen” and
“nearly annihilate,” when dealing with the master respecting his
¢ behaviour” toward his slaves. That we may see how Paul does
deal with this subject, turn to Col. 6 : 1, and read—** Masters,
give unto your servants that which is just and equal; knowing
that ye also have a Master in heaven.” See also Eph. 6 : 4.
Paul is here enjoining their relative daties upon masters and ser-
vants, along with husbands and wives, parents and children, and
he enjoins these duties upon all alike, as Christians, by Christian
motives. DBunt he knows well that the matural affeetions do not
afford as efficient protection to the slave as they do to the wife and
the ¢hild, and hence—when ke comes to deal with the master, he
cites him at once before our common * Master in heaven,” and in
that awful presence, he charges him, in view of the solemnities of
the judgment—* give unto your servants that which is just and
equal'’—ary, “that is just and equal.” Now let this Christian
master go back to his house or plantation again, and he will not
be satisfied to * greatly alleviate,” or “nearly anuihilatg™ any evil
which coneerns his * hehaviour’” to his servants; he will seek to
remove it altogether.

Seott adds, yet further—* It would have excited mnch confusion,
awakened the jealousy of the civil powers, and greatly retarded
the progress of Christianity, had the liberation of slaves by their
converts been expressly required by the apostles: though the
principles of both the law and the Gospel, when earried to their
consequences, will infallibly abolish slavery.”" Here, this phi
phy shows itself more distinetly. There is nething of all this jo
the text. Taking the most favourable view of thg case for the ex-
positar, we say—It is not Paul's truth, it is Dr. Scott's opinion.
And yet, appearing where it does, most readers will take it all as
if it were the teaching of Secripture,

And it places the teaching of Christ and his apostles on the

subject of slavery altogether in a wrong light. The amount of
this apology which Seott offers for this conduet, is well stated by

Dr. Hodge (sce his *“ Essays and Reviews,” pp. 488, 480), in the
words—** It amounts to this. Christ and his apostles thought
slaveholding & great crime, but they abstained from saying so for
fear of the consequences. The very statement of th.-';-_rwm'-.f-!lf..
i its naked form, is its refntation.” Thus has the ‘.‘Oﬂ.lll'l’.‘i--]l:l]_\' l_:i

s0 excellent a man as Dr. Scott been, here, “ spoiled through his
philes M

ny, { t.".'!- a2.080)
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Turn we now to an Exposition written in our day, when this
philosaphy has “ran to seed '’ the ** Notes on the New Testa-
ment” by Rev. A. Barnes; and that I may do him no injustice,
T shall give so much of his *Notes™ as I quote, just as I find them

ginted, italics, punctuation, and all. My edition is that of the
Harpers, 1853.

W2, And they that have believing masters. Masters who are
Ohristinns. It is clear from this, that Paul supposed that, at that
time, and under those eircumstances; & man might become a Chris-
fian who had slaves under him. How long he might continue to
Bold his fellow men in bondage, and yet be a Christian, is, how-
ever, quite a different question.”

Dr. Barnes's “ at that time; and in those cireumstances,” is a
Bowshot beyond Dr. Scott's “ greatly alleviate and nearly annihi-
fate,"” and yet there is a family likeness between them, that strikes
you at a glance.

S And yet be a Clristian.”” Had Dr. Barnes been a professed
Arminian, I should have understood him here, as referring to a
thteatening probability of *falling from grace:” but, as he
elaims to be a Calvinist, I see not how I can fairly interpret his

age, unless I understand that these Christian slaveholders
Were only a sort of quasi Christians, after all ; admitted into *“the
.ﬁngdum of God" in some such way as * mourners™ are admitted
it the Methodist Church—on probation—und not to be allowed
0 continue there unless they shortly renounced their slayehold-
Mg Perhaps Dr. Barnes would say—such guasi Christians would
answer “ at that time and under those circumstances’’—and cer-
fainly, all will agree with him, that this might just as well be, as
thiat Christians should come into that kingdom  at all, holding on
80 sin worse than “ piracy and murder.”

*Because they are faithful, that is because they are believers or
are Christiililsm);e'srrra'_,' the same word which in the beginning of
the verse is rendered believing. It does not here mean, that they
Were faithful to their servants or their God, but merely that they
were Christians.”

strange sort of Christians these Ephesians must have been,
¥ho were not “ faithful” to, i. e., “believers” in—for so Dr.
Sarnes interprets the word faithful as used by Paul; and his
marking it here with qaotation marks, requires us to understand
S as taking it from Paul’s writing—their servants or their God.
- do not know that I got exuctly Dr. Barnes’s idea—but a man
who .I.Iii] not “ believe in servants, or in God,”" I should call an
Abolition atheist. Now, if these Ephesians, while they were slave-
W0lders, were at heart Abolition atheists—the wonder is, not that
Sitey could enter the * kinedom of God” on no better terms than
P"Uﬁaff'mm'a, but that the}:’mrulai enter that kingdom at all.

ut, enough—though there are some eight pages of these Notes
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on this passage in 1 Tim., cver which one might well make merry,
were it not so sad a thing to see the Word of God thus handled.

What is the principle which lies at the foundation of all such
exposition of Seripture as this?—I will give it you in the very
wortds of the Expositor himself: “T believe that there are great
principles in our nature, as God has made us ; which can never be
set aside by any authority of a pretended revelation ; and that if
a book professing to be a revelation from God, by any fair inter-
pretation defended slavery, or placed it on the same basis as the
relation of husband and wife, parent and child, guardian and ward,
such a book neither ought to be, nor eould be received by mankind
as a divine revelation.” (Barnes's “ Church and Slavery,” p. 193.)
And such notes as those I have quoted are the ravings of a man
“ doting™ (noson, sick), 1 Tim. 6 : 4, from feeding on this philoso-
phy, and in_his delirium, sitting down to tinker the word of God,
as wiser and holier than Ie.

In commenting on Paul's expression “wholesome words,” Mat-
thew Henry makes this weighty remark: < We observe (1), The
words of our Lord Jesus Christ are wholesome words; they are the
fittest to prevent or heal the Church's wounds, as well as to heal
a wounded conscience: for Christ has the tongue of the learned,
to speak a word in season to him that is weary, (Isa. 1:4.) The
words of Christ are the best to prevent ruptures in the Church ;
for none who profess faith in him, will dispute the aptness or au-
thority of his words, who is their Lord and teacher; and it has
never gone well with the Chureh, since the words of men have
elaimed a regard equal to his words, and in some cases @ much
greater.” That last clause may have been prophecy, when Henry
wrote it ; it is kistory now.

Near the close of your articie you write : % We believe that one
of the providential calls on the Old Schocl Presbyterian Church i3
to stand in the gap—to oppose unscriptural and fandtical extras
vagance in the North and in the South, in the East and in the
West. Being on seriptural ground, we must not recede from if;
either from fear of abolition elamour on the one hand or of slavery
propagandism on the other.” That is a noble Christian utterance.
Let us thank God that the “old blue banner” does float * in the
gap;” for though there may be many a time-honoured standard in
the field, there is none fitter to float ““in the gap’’ than that which
bears as its eseutcheon * Christ’s erown."”

¢ Curisr's CrowN." Methinks the host marshalled under such
a banner should have loyul hearts, and willingly submit themselves,
in all things, to his rule; fighting just where he has }:l.-uw-l
them, and just as he has given them orders, trying to catch his
spirit, ever watching his eye. _

Georce D. ARMSTROXG.
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THREE CONSERVATIVE REPLIES.
LETTER X0. IIL
DR. VAN RENSSELAER'S REPLY TO DR. ARMSTRONG.
0N THE HISTORICAL ARGUMENT FOR SLAVERY.

o tax Rey. Georoe D. ArusTRONG, D.D. :—

History teaches important lessons; but I have several objec-
tions to the historical view presented in your letter as the basis of
nstruction. i :

1. One of the forms of historical statement, liable to misconcep-
fion, is that the Apostles maintained without qualification, that
¥slaveholding is not a sin.”  This mode of stating the doctrine is
mot, in my opinion, precisely scriptural. It leaves the impression
that slavery is, always and everywhere, a lawful institution. All
that the S::riptures authorize us to affirm, as I have cndem‘qm‘ed
toshow in my first letter, is that slaveholding is not a malum in se,
oF in other words, that it is right or wrong, according to circum-
Bbances. As this point lies at the basis of your historical sketeh, I
have deemed it important to notice it at the very beginning.

2. In the second place, the assertion that “ slavery continted to
€28t everywhere,” is no evidence that Christianity everywhere ap-
Proved of it. Despotism and war prevailed in early times; :l_n_d
although they still continue to exist throughout the world, the spirit
Of true religion has always been in opposition to their perpetuity.
The simple fact of the long continuance of such an institution as
Elavery cannot be interpreted into a divine warrant.

3. In the third place, your historical statement entirely over-

90ks the early influence of Christianity upon slavery.

The religion of Christ was, for a long period, subjected to fierce
Persecations, and rejected from the councils of the Roman 1‘3111-
Pite. When it finally secured a temporary triumph under Con-
Blantine, corruption almost simultaneously began its work. There
fre, nevertheless, many evidences of an advancing social and poli-

€al movement, in the mitigation of the evils of slavery and in

18 measures of emancipation. From the first, *“the humane
m‘i;it of our religion struggled with the customs gnd manners of
thi world, and contributed more than any other circumstance, to
introduce the practice of manumission.* Christianity ameliorated
248 condition of slaves under the Roman Government, inclined

Mstanting to render their emancipation much easier than for-
merly, and awakened a religious interest in the subject. “ As slaves
Were formerly declared to be emancipated in the temple of the

®* Robertson,
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goddess Feronia, so afterwards, in accordance with the decrees of
Constantine, they were thronzhout the Roman E‘nlam. set free r'u
the churches. SozoMEN, speaking of Constantine, says: “In re
ference to the bestowment of the J:*ttt‘r liberty (viz., Roman ci 11-
zcn-<11|p| he laid down these laws, decreeing that all, ff?t’!??"')“f.!{t'
in the Church under the direction of the priests, a!zuull enjoy
Roman citizenship.”t The Church sometimes paid for the ransom
of slaves, especially for slaves or captives bub[l‘t tod to heathen or
barbarian masters. * Out of the legitimate work of the faithful,”
say the Apostolic Constitutions, “deliver the saints, redeem the
slaves, the captives,”] &c. Ignatius alludes likewise to the redeemed
glaves at the expense of the community.§ Clement of Rome also
speaks of Christians who carried devotion so far as to sell them-
selves to redeem others from slavery.||

Large numbers of slaves were emancipated in the first ages of
Christianity. One of our own distinguished writers, whose pe I-
tion, intellectnal habits, and course of investigation have enabled
him to give much attention to this subject, has the following re-
marks :

¢ Bofore the advent of Christianity, no axe had ever been laid ab th
root of slavery; no philosopher had denounced it, and it does not appear
to have been considered by any as an evil to be repressed. Nor did the
apostles teach differently, but “distin etly laid down rules for the conduct
of master aud slave; tl.ud-v clearly u-uu-fnmn" the relation, without
dencuncing it as in itself sinful, Their Master’s instructions were in-
tended to make men what they «-Luul} be, and then every institution,
every law, and every practice inconsistent with that state, would fall
before it.  If a community of slaveliolders, under Christian instruction,
were gradually tending to the point of general emancipation, both masters
and slaves would gradu ally be fitting for 50 grent a changs in their relative
condition. Tt would be a subject ni greab interest to trace, in the -.._J'i"-’
ages of Christianity, its influences upon the institution of slavery, so
mm.h in contrast with the movements or inflnences of paganism, ihu %11;
the first four or five centuries of the Christian era, emancipation of sla
er converis lo f;‘er--hr!-uf.‘; toole ;J"'ru' wpon a ?’r{u;» and ra-Jr;Jf‘4<H u—‘ 11tr
Cre -1<rm,r seale, and continued until the oceurrence of ]mh'lml events, the
invasion of barbarians, and other causes, agitated the whole Christion
world, and shook the very foundations of the social systems in which
Christianity had made most progress. When Ohris uqmt) gank into the
darkness of the middle ages, the progress of emancipation ceased, because
the influence which [n:mlluu -1 1t ceased during that period to operat The
annals of emanci 1fmun in these ||r1 nitive nges, if materials \\'L'lt‘h['“
for a full narrtive, would be of extraordinar y interest, and would fully
reveal the of TL,L,t. of cur Saviour's precepts when brought to bear upo
the hearts of men in their true spirit, even where the letter did not
Under paganism, slavery could never come to an end: under the contl-
nual light of Christiznity, it hastens to an inevitable end, but by t.mt
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ngress and in that mode which is best both for master and slave ; baoth
ng honnd to love each other, until the door of emancipation s fully
open without injury to either.””®

Tn addition to these interesting statements from Mr., Colwell, I
offer to your consideration the 'FJ]]U'\\IH"’ extracts from the admirable
work of the Rev. StepneN CHASTEL, of Geneva, on the “ Charity
of the Primitive Churches.”'

#Patween the Christinn master and slave was no religious distinetion ;
ﬁlu} eame into the same sanetuary to invoke the same fiod, to pray, to

sy together, to participate in the same mysteries, togitat the same table,

o drink of the same cup, and to take part in the same feast. How -nnnll
#hig community of worship not have profoundly modified their mutual re-
Iations? I[low could the master have eontinued oe iu Iﬁ ve that
thing which the Roman law permitted him to use and to abuse ! Also,
whutever might still be the force of habit and of mauners, there were

marely seen in the Christi

jan houses those masters, still less those pitiless

mistresses, suc 11 as Sencea and Juveon! have ]I{H[l.n_ll us; the slave,
lher"f had to fear uneither 1'-»- :|.'n~~_‘ nor tures, nor abandonment in

Bitkness, nor to be thrown off in hiz old age; he had not to fear that he
ghiould lu. sold for the .mq,.mlux'.rﬂ or for some one of those infamous
oseupations which the Charch reprove d, and from which she struggled, at
BYery price, to rescue her chill hr-n
S Finally, a devoted and faithful slave always had, in a (*hristian house,
the hope of recove ring Lis liberty. It was not rare, without doubt, to see
agans enfranchise their !=.§..1\'|.9-: some even did it from motives of gr:ni-
tuds or attachment; but ordinarily necessity, caprice, vanity often even
Wi tmost sordid caleulations alone presided over the emane on of slaves,
thess miserable ereatures, cast almost without resource into the midst
L8 Socicty whose free lubour found so little encouragement and employ-
ment, lhmll\ used their liberty except to do evil, and went for the most
Part to increase the erowd of pru]s tarians and of begears, so that it is not
aatunhhmrr if the emperors had ‘I.\l"LLlllf.r‘ll thi na-'h withont snccess, to
it, by ll.u_lr laws, the right of enfranchising. As to the Church, when
BuBenconraged it, it was not as an interest, but as a favour; she exhorted
mnsters to liberate the slave as often as he was in a staie to support
. But the enfranchisement was not an abandonme .;.; the Clris-
mmmmm_d the patron, ia the l:mt sense of that word, of those whom
censed to be the master of, and, in case of misfortune, the freed
Manfound an almost sure resoures in the nid of his brothers. The Charch,
'hmh by its moral influence, had worked to render him worthy of liberty,
mtmued to protect him after he Lad attained it. The emancipation of
#¥es at this day, ‘.suuld be lass difficult and less dangerous if it was always
he in this t:p] rit.”

* New Themes for the Protestant C
mu:lme-}. by Professor Mat
t’ﬂ.‘ 1857,
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The “ correctness” of these brief accounts of the early impressiog
of Christianity upon slavery, “no one, I presume, will call in ques.
tion ;" and they stand in delightful contrast with the injurious an
unhistorical representations, quoted in your Letter from Dr, Hop.
kins, Bishop of the Episcopal Church of Vermont.

4. I take exception to the statement that slaves were alway:
¥ keld, without any reproach, even by the bishops and elergy,
down to the period of the abolition of slavery in Europe. Undoubt.
edly, slaves might have been held, without any reproach, then as
now, when the circumstances of sumioty and the welfare of th
slaves justified the continuance of the relation. The fact that,
under Constantine, emancipation took place in the churches, show
that the act was regarded as peculiarly congenial with the spirit
and prineiples of religion. Ward, in his Law of Nations, observes
that *“it is of little consequence to object that the custom of slavery
remained for a great length of time, or that the Church itself was
possessed of numbers of slaves. The custom of enfranchisement
was the effect, chiefly, of pious and Christian motives, and the
example was generally set by the ministers of religion.”

The same writer observes, in reference to later times, that, ©ia
the opinion of Grotius, Christianity was the great and almost only
cause of abolition. The professed and assigned reasons for most
of the charters of manumissions, from the time of Gregory the

Great [A.D. 600] to the thirteenth century, were the religious
and pious considerations of the fraternity of men, the imitation of
the example of Christ, the love of our Maker, and the hope of re
demption, Enfranchizement was l'rt:nluentl_\' given on a deathbed,
as the most acceptable service thut could be offered ; and when the
sacred character of the priesthood came to obtain more universal
veneration, fo assume its functions was the immediate passport
Sreedom.”

History does not at all warrant the assertion that slaves have
been always held “ without any reproach.” From the ear
period, the anomalous cliaracter of the relation, and its attendir
evils, have been recorded on the impartial, but obscure annals ¢
the past. Not even in the dark middle ages was slavery ranke
among irreproachable and permanent institutions,

5. Another error in your historical sketeh is, that, when tii':‘
practice of sluve ¥ “died out” in Europe, the change was “¢hrough
the operation of worldly causes.” 1Itis surprising that two bishops |
of the Church should agree upon a statement, disowning the con-

nulifs i

-
f
I
d

* of eitizenslip, the

admitted to the dlaves liberated en masse by the alter
ties of Ma L] tim, the thousands of them who under the
ibernied, either by will, to

do hanour to'the funeral o
being no food for them, or b‘\' revy

Iy, who m Cicero's

all those S dothie e s
rurnl tribas «
than wer

mistre, Vo

formed elements much more threwtening

*¢ lreed by chanty,  {Moreau-Christ

161

A sdem e L
On the Historieal Argument jor Slavery.
1858.] n the Listorice ' _
i 18 [l .'.”.'.Iill
istianity and the removal of this great s
iristia J &

I!Btiﬂﬂ h:t.‘.. pY i"[ = . . rOOTCSY I_I' ‘.l‘l-
I I £3 ] 'I"'!h'-i.f_‘d -!i":! gociety, In {]! l\l OgTL i
ml- r] 11!{ Llli:”:;_l 3 1nt int e 1

it! seribe > all Christian

s civilization, have been lut:n':t'b'l as( ||‘l-.-{_ i. }I::1._1.]lh:lu,_.:._.,.mh
i HH““' ror of Christianity itself. But in the i
'ﬁte“ 0 the !n}“t"f‘ 18 ;i\"mt‘wl, that ** \\'l'nl']l“)’ l':n'u-a\-ei. .l'h Fo .
gentury, the theory ll“ 1 rents in the L-_\:nn-:-u-muf_-: n_:lz *1\_.'
- °DHL]==1\'=' L..'-Pualtl“pr:;-v s, the “‘f"""""l‘" is that H'“.:ll" ;.L{'

; e e ( ,!"“}' metnd
Il~|':‘ltinmull time to come.
sstablishing ultra pro-slave
T addition to the testimon
gpon this point, I yc:.lnr-:..
femarks, contained in tl.u- \;f. o
¥ou will observe .the prominenc

guished writer.

flicient &
ious ages, }
1 1 LA ] 1 ll‘
This is a * short m wel e
rv doetrine. But 1s the statemd nlr, “-‘“'«
+ already adduced, which has a ..1. arl a‘::
y 1 an i {1 ! i : :
.\t sk \ war attention to the f--lm\\ltlh
O Ash b [ 1 . s < ..‘“I‘Ti;“l.
lumes of Mr. Bancroit, the hist

siven to religion, by this distin-

IR P
Inxons sold their own kindred
penalties, the Saxons sold their

R a oo 1 ROVOTEO :
B h \ ent; nNor c yuld tlu'_ tra

flic be checked, I-.H"-w li-
ioto slavery on the contil ‘

[ anity jade its aj preal to ¢ -.'-u el Yl

i sleading the cause of humanity, 1 TR H,,.l P e ),,.J..:l’l‘
Wh ough the trade was expose ' + be effectually

8 What though the trad pased, b0 il ok be ¢l '

l ! ihi .-'l 1_-1- |]Il-_‘ 1',[\\..\ ol 4 ‘o i = \,‘ '15!'.. 18 ll-!i'l
me " :.‘.I } ¥ l \ "‘i-l'-:"l|l 1!l“‘. 10 .‘*:\\\.’ lll-r,_h‘ enter J.E . -.“'I:\”Ikli‘l!-: . .
.n.a ke}‘ Y I..l { ... |-J\'-n-]l"‘ (4T l.a -

o trt‘.:ld [ll'. ll"l' £ an Cath al ll

the evidonce of freedom.”

Argosy o f Venice

hefare the .],i_l-..w':r)‘ of
WIS
A - Yhrials L = X h-_‘
i enirit of the Chrisfian * vha slave-trade, but for ¢
leL‘ 1 11'1 " .'|. d to the entire abolition of Ihl ;.ll\{" wers of ,\]:th-'lIlL'I-
Mtﬂi'll.‘[l.llh“( , “' Christian (Ohurch and the follo
Bostility between the 18tis

| d o lexande 11] true o the
10 the twelfth century, Pope Alexander

. *131a noes. made of
. £, he middle nges, :
aew of brute foree in i
®hieh, during the supremacy ¢ tribune of the people and the guardian
1bune ¢ 1

. f eolieio he A oy 2o i
86 ehiof minister of r s ”:; ¢ ¢ Nuture having made no siaves, @
ad written, tha E
of the npprc-.&ull\ had writt

Men -taht to liberty aanded. from the
“';'Hl;w . 1"”;;“::' :-:ﬂfr .lhvaru--.“-ms of Europe had proceede 1 fror
€ amealioralion © . '

brok . the Christian
= It was the clergy who had broken 1111 [1 “1-‘ R
N ‘ bure, § ons and at home. £
Ih:l:;?:'frﬁflr.l:i: Bristol and at Hamburg, at l.)_; n Arvasfer fl s os
. i 5 3 Lo 1€ vl opInIoT . e
. LSS fhe discovery 2 -\]{lc"‘h 4 }l ; I'1|ni was fast demand-
World had abolished the traffic of { lsrnlm]!_ :
& 2 e fa o '» i
lhe ’H’Hlﬂ!'l‘jh;.’;‘nj] .-'r ””.I "']‘.'r“' l.‘l'L”{ :
Biss with avarice ; and the infidel was not 3
Bumanity.” | ot
“%The slave-trade between
upml}' sanctioned by tlhl-
Charcly was agninst it. _i'.'-'«n
of his pontificate a ¢ '-m::}uu-:l_
ments of humanity and j-.[].'_-th'_ ook
gion only, but nature herselj, cries out

pelisnon v.'.'.l.ﬂ-‘{_

spirit of his office,

y 11
¥

1 sluves ; and . 4
wotry had favoured a compro-
vet included within the pale of

1 ik elieve, never

Africa and America Was, I be Liey L]',,.“.l_..l
3 Il' Rome. The spint of the R mar

=pop O some. L R : life. making
- thoueh his voluptuous life, .

Leo X, though .%,.,‘.1..”..,1 h Ak
5 .y s

reLi-

carnival, might bave
¢

declared, that * not fhe
1 stale ':f Bl

Chrst

-_jn}n“l.'h‘f the

i rove that some-
sufficient hink, to prove ;
Mhese few extracts are sufficient, I think, \ributed to remove

i : { s'" have con
g more than * worldly causes

* History of the United States, I, 102. 5 Ibid
$ 1uid. 165, "
YOL. vi11. %o. 4.




162 Dr. Van Rensselaer's Reply to Dr. Armstrong [April,

slayery from Huropean civilization. As long as Christianity exists
upon the earth, and the consciences of its disciples are enlightenad
by the Spirit, a power will always be at work, higher than * worldly
causes, ' tending to universal emancipation. Even these “worldly
causes,” to which allusion is made, are more or less controlled by
the truth and influences of the Gospel.

6. I turn to another errory viz.: “ It was not until the latter
part of the eighteenth century that a doudt was expressed, an
cither side of the Atlantie, in relation to the perfect consistency of
slavery with the precepts of the Grospel.”

If I mistake not, the evidence, already adduced, will occasion
very serious doubts in regard to the truth of the proposition, so
far as it relates to the other side of the Atlantic. Let us, for the
present, consider whether, on this side of the Atlantie, slavery and
the Gospel were, always and everywhere, reckoned to be natural
allies,

The Puritans did, it is true, consider themselves justified by the
0ld Testament in retaining Indian captives as bondsmen, according
to the policy of the Israelites towards the Pagan nations. The
Indian prisoners were few in number, and their case was a per-
plexing one. We do not justify Puritan reasoning on this subject;
it was the reasoning of the day, both in Europe and in other parts
of our own country. At that period, even white men were sold
into slavery in Virginia. In the midst of such moral obtuseness,
there were not wanting some signs of more correct views of human
bondage, in New England. The following extracts are from Mr.
Bancroft's history. The first paragraph relates to the sailing of
the first vessel, owned in part by a member of the Church in
Boston, to engage in the slave-trade.

“Throughout Massachusetts, the cry of justice was raised against the
owners as malefactors and murderers. Richard Saltonstall felt himself
moved by his duty as a magistrate, to denounce the act of stealing ne-
groes as ‘ expressly contrary to the law of God and the law of the coun-
try ;’ the guilty men were committed for the offence ; and, after advice
with the elders, the representatives of the people, bearing ‘ witness against
the heinous erimes of manstealing,” ordered the negroes to be restored, at
the public charge, * to their own countr

¥, with a letter expressing the in-
dignation of the General Court’ at their wrongs.”* [This was in the year
1646.1

“When George Fox yisited Barbadoes, in 1671, he enjoined it upon the
planters, that they shonld ¢ deal mildly and gently with their negroes ;
and that after certnin years of servitnde. they showld make them free!
The idea of George Fox had been anticipated by the fellow-citizens of
Gorton and Roger Williams, Nearly twenty years had then elapsed
gince the representatives of Providence and Warwick, perceiving the
disposition of people in the colony ¢ to buy megroes,' and hold them *as
slaves forever,” hud enacted that no ¢ Hluck manl

ind,’ should, ¢ by cove-

* Bancroft's History, I, 174,

=
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i, bond, or otherwise,' be held to perpetunl service ; t.l}z'-_.mx;;r‘{-r. ‘8
:}:m '11:31 Df'mu voars, shall set them free, as the manner is f\.:rh English
Ie:t:nih: and that man that will not let' Liis .:-iuve 'Ji'ﬂ 'I‘r-;r_-,. ‘Ur] ;}L:I!I
sell Him away, to the end that he may be r—m]:wt_rl_ Iu_ ol wl‘:- or I‘- ger
z shull forfeit te » colony forty pounds, Now, forty pounds was
time, shall forfeit to the eolomy Y. T 1
pearly twice the value of a n-i-_grn :"':;\(‘.'..._.T e law was no oreed ;
1 s principle lived among the people.” ™ { n
bnf‘%lirfthouéht of yeneral emaneipation early pre stfn.l‘-.-_-i' ‘n::-..-lrt'l‘L '\fnu‘qt
ghusetts, where the first planters a:&f:um--n.l to tl.:"u'wo.'.'\ ‘ ' |,jTIJl ”lu 1 ._1.11_
the Indians on the foot of ('nn&nmt‘cs and .'\Illltt'.]illl':-‘. was l.a.“[.tt',:: LI
posed to the introduction of slaves from abroad ; uu.l‘ in 170 _..l u..g i-}?:l
of Boston instructed its representatives, * fo put a period to ncyroes being

slaves.”'t v

It thus appears that, up to l]iq.lfegil!llillg‘()f Lhelirzet (‘.i:,;:]lv:‘;
there was a great deal of * doubt’ in ‘:\N\‘ England .-‘t.]fuio. S
¥ the perfect consistency of slavery with the precepts \} ' LlLI, _:‘u;l

el.” Public opinion, however, seems to have ni:.f't'\f_:nt‘_r |’L.-i4p:.~..¢

to much indifference, until near the ']:n,‘r;u-l of the 1{{:‘“ m..-in‘
wlen Dr. Hopkins, of Ni_‘wlu}ll:L. ];ltll_!lii-hllll a "”“f”‘m'."_ 0{1 lui
®B8lavery of the Africans, showing it to be the |]|:r}: of L.m] 1.- !_!:‘l.'f;..
¢an Udlonies to emancipate all the A .fr:r:;_lnv s];n'_vr:. i3 ‘I l]: -rlelJ‘]‘!]‘W
apologizes for the want of conscience exhibited in .\(]‘“ r‘}’}- Imq‘ : :‘;
the *ignorance’’ of the owners of slaves ; and uhlmlu;: I.‘tnnl._ .1.'.1
Be&én a very eriminal ignorance, yet professors of religion, and rea
Obristians, may have lived in this sin throngh an ignorance cu_nl-l
#istent with sincerity, and so as to be :u:cr-lut_ui_uto. to :f}-.]. tl.!l‘(nj_-__:l
desns Christ, in their devotions,” &c. Public attention now i‘.-.J-
game much directed to slavery, both at the North and at the

uth. - .

Tl:ll:J southern colonies had t'cpe:lt(j:li_s' rt-mon:ctrn:.cd :;gams!: Elzlc
slave-trade. Judge Tucker, in his Notes on Blackstone, !{:ié.l..j_l -
Isgted 4 list of no less than twenty-three acts, 'pa;-:e:l by § irginia,
]la:ving in view the repression of the importation of __1,\(‘: lhc

Motives were various, political as welvl as moral. In17 % :1;;1;1.1.;
SEHE A petition to the throne, declaring, among =_|tlwr un“!.__‘h_. .l 1§
“the importation of slaves into the cr-]onfe' fI'“lI‘l ‘lhf' _t_.i_l:f:-I. of
Aftica, hath long been considered a trade of great ink u_?tt;m.jr.r_,:; :
i, A Very serious error in your lf-_{];cr. unjna?lst_s n ull..il llt[l_!:_.._‘. I,,]
I“ﬁffch'fy the awakened interest in Great Britain and Illlt.'l. _::mﬂr
tntes, in the suppression of the slave-trade and the abolition of

Blwvpry,
-;3 ?[' “ worldly causes' were not low enough to account rur l}.le
Extinction of domestic servitude, Infidelity is .~f|1mmu-u{ul'-rl‘r_fru_r? t110.
pths, as another ruling agent. ’;'his part of thtj-‘ji_{l-lu-ﬁ 0 ].‘t[ 1:
Question is your own, to which the instructions of Bishop Hopkins,
allow me to say, naturally tended. WP it
I ask your attention to the fact, that the period in which the

* Ibid. 1, 174 t Ibid. 111, 408 } Published in 1776,
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greatest masters of Infidelity were prominent actors, was the very
period in which the slave-trade was carried on with the greatest
energy, and the conseience of the whole world slumbered most
profoundly over emancipation. From the year 1700, till the
Am-_:rwau Revolution, more negroes had been exported from
;'l.fr_lc:x than ever bufur?e. ]'mring't.his interval, lived Shaftesbury,
L:Jh_ngl,rfuke. Hume, Voltaire, Roussean, and the French Encyelo-
p:.'l',‘{llstﬁ, great and small.  Mr. Baneroft remarks, with his nsual
historical accuracy, *“The philosophy of that day farnished to the
African no protection against oppression.”” England, under the
ministry of Bolingbroke, and his successors in office, openly advo-
mt::u] the slave-trade. It was a time of infidelity, of Ariun and
Deistical encroachment, and of ecclesiastical domination. It was
a fit time for the climax of the slave-trade.

“ Loud and perpetnal o'er the Atlantic waves,
For guilty ages, rolled the tide of sls
A tide that knew no fall, no tarn,

This state of active kidnapping in Africa, received its first check,
not from Infidelity, but from the religion and patriotism of the con-
federated Colonies of North America. The delegates in Congress,
without being specially empowered to do so, I.c..s-cil and ]Ji'."'lil'lll'
gated, on the Gth of April, 1776, several months before the Decla-
ration of Independence, a resolution that no slaves shounld be im-
ported into the Confederation. Thus did Christianity and Liberty
triumph over wickedness and erime. :

The Northern States soon began to legislate in favour of eman-
cipation. Under the impulses of a :iniuk(-lued sense of religious obli-
gation, and of political consistency, slavery was undermined at the
North. Much feeling also existed against the institution at the
S_l]l.lll‘l, especially in Virginia, where the introduction of an Eman-
cipation Act into the legislature was seriously contemplated, after
the _shu‘e-m'ado was prohibited. It was never understood that In-
fidelity, as such, had any agency in these phil:mt-hroph_‘ measures
throughout the country.  Where religion failed to be prominent,
patriotism supplied the motives of benevolent action. All the public
duf‘fnm'nt:} of the duy testify to the truth of this view of the subject:
) The phnl:trrt]}rnplst's of England, moved by equally pure and dis-
interested motives, aimed at the abolition of the slave-trade, simnl-
taneously with their brethren in America. Granville Sharp, Wik
berforce, Newton, Thornton, Seott, Macaulay, and Llli-]l-ll‘nulafe
coadjutors, were among the foremost of the religious men of their
age. Seldom, indeed, has Christianity Dluill’ll“.lcil. El..lf"lu-.l' Fi'iuli‘I'h
in the history of civilization, than when acts were ;:m:--l for the
abolition of the African slave-trade, and public mc;.i\g,ur\--_; were

L]

1
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fnaugurated for the abolition of slavery in America, and elsewhere.
The religious world will be surprised to learn from Dr. Armstrong
that Infidelity was the chief agent, whose culminating point was
West Indian emancipation, under the auspices of England! Call
West Indian emancipation a blunder, if you will—a political mis-
fake, a social wrong, a moral imbecility—but hesitate, before the
purnest philanthropy of Christian England, in behalf of injured
Africa and the rights of mankind, is stigmatized with the taint of
infidel inception and success.*®

Your whole theory on this subject is utterly untenable. You
might as well attempt to prove that the infidel philosophy on the
subject of civil government had its culminating triumph in the for-
mation of the American Constitution, as that the revived interest,
in America and England, in the abolition of slavery, is indebted to
the same low source for life and power. Washington, the repre-
gentative man of his age, was a true representative of the Chris-
fianity and patriotism of his country, when in his last will and
téstament, he placed on record his views of the rights of mankind,
and gave freedom to all his slaves,

8. Another historical error in your letter, is the declaration that
Eaud men, like Dr. Scott, have insidiously betrayed seriptural truth

erroncous expositions, and thus prepared the way for the most
violent abolitionism.

T think, in the first place, that you do injustice to Dr. Scott by
80 erroneous * exposition’’ of his views. That able and judicious
fommentator does not say, or mean, that the Christian master
8liould * greatly alleviate or nearly annihilate,” any evil which
Concerns Lis beliaviowr ** to his gervants.” This is Dr. Armstrong’s
OWn * oloss.”  Dr. Scott says, that © Christian mastegs were in-
Birnoted to hehave towards their slaves in such a manner as would
greatly alleviate, or nearly annihilate the evils of slavery.” The
Sommentator well knew that, however exemplary might be the con-

et of  Christian masters” towards their own slaves, on their
oWn plantations, some of the “evils of slavery,” as a system, would

il remain in existence.

_ ‘If‘ Dr. Scott, in his other remarks, intended to express the
Spinion that the Apostles considered slavery to be in itself sinful,

B8 were restrained by prudential considerations from enjoining
SMancipation, he was certainly wrong. It is probable that he
merely intended to vindicate, on general prineiples, the true serip-
h"’_“l plan. However that may be, he was correct, when he added

8t * the principles of both the law and the Gospel, when carried
80heir consequences, will infallibly abolish slavery.” Was he not
Buthorized, in expounding Seripture, to give what he conceived to
B8the full meaning of the passage ¢ Dr. Hodge, in like manner,
B4¥8 in his commentary on Ephesians, 6 : 5, **The seriptural doe-

For ane, T have not vat lost all confldencs in the wist this measure.
] yet i i
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trine is opposed to the opinion that slavery is in itsell a desirable
institution, and as such to be cherished and perpetuated.”

Mr. Barnes’s remarks, which you quote, I agree with you in re-
pudiating. But he is as far from being an infidel as Dr. Scott,
If Mr. Barnes goes a * bowshot beyond Dr. Scott,” I think that,
in regard to the connivance of either with Infidelity, you draw a
bow ‘““at a venture.” b

Dr. Scott’s commentaries were published in 1706, They have
certainly had little influence in imposing Anti-slavery opinions upon
the Presbyterian Church. As fur back as 1787, our highest judi-
catory uttered stronger declarations than are to be found in those
commentaries. The Synod declared that it * highly approved of
the general principles in favour of universal liberty that prevail in
America, and the interest which many of the States have taken in
promoting the abolition of slavery.”

Commentators, from the days of Dr. Seott, onward, naturally
noticed the subject of slavery in its relation to Secriptuare, more
than their predecessors. So far as their commentaries are erru-
neons, they are to be condemned. Each is to be judged by him-
self. I do not believe in the philosophical or infidel suceession yoi
have attempted to establish.

9. A brief sketeh of ultra Pro-slavery opinions may be fairly
given as an offset to the Anti-slavery history of your Letter.

Previous to the formation of thé American Constitution, public
opinion, in this country, had been gathering strength, adversely to
the slave-trade and slavery. The first legislature of the State of
Virginia prohibited the importation of Africans; and some of ler
most distinguished public men were unfavourable, not only to the
increase, hut even to the continuance of slavery within her borders.
The Congress of the old Confederation, with the unanimous consent
of all the Southern as well as Northern States, provided, in 1787,
that slavery should be forever excluded from the Northwest Terri-
tory, which territory then constituted the whole of the public domain.
In the same year, the framers of the Constitution of the United
States enacted that the African slave-trade should cease in 1808,

so far as the * existing States”’ were concerned ; reserving to Con-
gress the right to prohibit it before that time jn new States of
'I‘t'!‘!'l[l"l‘li{‘ﬁ—:z right which Congress e sed in 1804, by prol it
ing the importation of Africuns into the new Territory of Orleans.
Daniel Webster, in the Senate of the United States, nflirmed
that two things *“ are quite clear as historical truths. One is, that
there was an expectation that, on the ceasing of ghe importation of
slaves from Africa, slavery would begin to run out here. That
was I]‘)I;I'EL and 1.".‘(}'1(’(.‘-{91]. Another ‘]::! that as far as there was
any power in Congress to prevent the spread of slavery in the
United States, that power was exeeuted in the most absolute
munner, and to the fullest extent. . . . , But r-]u'miu!i his t‘]l:l‘l-'“‘-i
—greatly changed—changed North and changed South. Slavery
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8 mot regarded, at the South now, as it was then.”* Without
learrying this sketch into the details of modern party politics, which

Swould be foreizn to my purpose; it is sufficient to note that this
ghange of sentiment, at the South, ll:m grown wore and more
marked, down to the present time. Even the project of reviving
the African slave-trade has been recently eutertained in the legis-
Iatures of several States. Slavery is now publicly advocated as a
fesirable and permanent institution, having a complete justification
i the word of God. Its advocacy is, by others, placed on the
infidel ground of the original diversity of races. In fact, is not
Infidelity as busily engaged in vindicating, and propping up, ultra
pro-slavery opinions at the South, as it has ever been in agitating
its untruths, at the North 4+ There is little religion in either exs
$reme. It is to be hoped that the tendency on both sides of the
gitestion to a change from bad to worse, will be arrested in the
good providence of God, _ e

10, Your historical sketch errs in reduecing all opposition to
Slavery into the same eategory. i) Dol

A history of Anti-slavery opinionsrequires careful diserimination,
in order to do justice to all parties, The *conservatives :11‘1‘1#1‘
fundamentally from the ultra faction, which denounces .‘-Fhl\'?h':ll!.l-
ing as necessarily sinful, and which accepts no solution but imme-
diate and universal emancipation. Nor do they, or can they, sym-
pathize with the equally fanatical opinions on the other _-shle. We
profess to maintain the firm, scriptural ground, ur_-.cll[.-_fwi by our
OBurch from the Dbeginming. Presbyterians at the ;\ul':-l.n have
Been enabled, under God, to uphold the testimonies of the General
Assembly in their incorrupt integrity. Will not our brethren at
the South appreciate our position, and the service we ]mv:: rcm_lcre_d
10 morals and religion? Your historical sketch confounds all
Wavieties of opinion in opposition to the permanence of slavery,
#nd reduces them to one common principle of evil. Omission,
tnder such circumstances, is commission. It inflicts an Injury
WPon your truest friends; and more, it disparages the cause of
Bth and righteousness. Far be it from me to impute to you any
Mtention of this kind. On the contrary, I am sure that you will
glﬂdly rectify the inadvertence.

I rejoice in the belief that the Presbyterian Church is substan-
Hally united on the fundsmental principles involved in this ques-
#6h. If any danger should hereafter threaten our unity, it will
Bitise from the extreme advocates of slavery. So far as I bhave
BUY personal knowledge of my brethren in the Southern section of

@ Oburch, or have observed their proceedings in the Greneral
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Assembly, I have yet to learn that they are disposed to depart
from our ancient Presbyterian testimonies. Few persons, on either
gide, seem inclined to adopt extreme opinions. Varions statements
in your Letters have excited, perhaps unreasonably, the apprehen-
sion of a tendency in them to ereate and cherish divisions. One
of the impressions, derived from the perusal of your third Letter,
is that slavery is fortified by the Bible and the Church, and that
the institution would be safe emough in perpetuity, if “worldly
causes” would keep in the right direction, and Infidelity cease its
assaults, Your historical aceount is, at least, so apologetical, that
it may conciliate, and even stimulate, the ultra defenders of slavery,
You rightly suggest that error has an insidious beginning. It is
on this principle, doubtless, that ultra men at the North, and st
the South, have suceeeded in accomplishing much injury. The
“clagsic story” of the fall of Troy, by means of the wooden horse
filled with Grecian enemies, affords an instruetive lesson. The
enemies without the ecity would have built that structure in vain, if
leaders within the city had not brought it through the walls. Tt is
through the breaches, made by Christian chieftains, that Infidelity
13 drawn into our citadel. Extreme views, on either side, combine
to overthrow the true doctrine of the Church.

It may be affirmed, without boasting, and in humble gratitude to
God, that the Presbyterian Church occupies a commanding posi-
tion, at the present time, among the hosts of God's elect. Our
declared principles on slavery, emancipation, and Christian fellow-
ship will endure the serutiny, and at last command the admiration
of the world. Unterrified by Northern fanaticism, and unseduced
by Southern, Presbyterians behold their banner floating peacefully
over their ancient ramparts. With continued »uN1TY in our coun-
cils, the cause of philanthropy and religion will, under God, be
safe in our charge, and be handed down with inul'casincr victories,
from generation to generation.

Lam yours fraternally,
C. VAN RENSSELAER.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE AMERICAN BIBLE SOCIETY,

IN BEGARD TO THE NEW EMENDATIONS.®
(Continued fram page 116.)
MEETING OF JANUVARY 281w, 1858.

Tax attendance, though very large at late meetings, was much inereased;
so that the spacious hall was filled with members of the Board, lay and
clerical, Life Directors, and clerical members, entitled by the (Jonstitu-
tion to vote with the Board. In the absence of the President, [Ton-
Luther Bradish, one of the Viee-Presidents, presided.

Horace Hornoen, Esq., suggested that the remarks of speakers should

* We are chiefly indehited 10 * The Presbyterian” for this Report,
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be eondensed as much as possible, with a view to conclude the business
i ning. Y
wl’;::;uesﬁiun was announced to be upon stri?;in;: out the majority reso-
Intions; and inserting the resclutions of Dr. Storrs. :
" De. Storgs rose and said—There is, siry no easentinl :.l1s-:1gre-.1mr-nit
among the members of this Board as to tl.“" proper course to hrz llliilllh‘lh.
fMhere are three courses possible, either of \-.—I.n_-h this I-n.'nﬂ. 1::[;_711.1 lul.-.l'.
1. The Board can reproduce the first copy which was published by Tl‘:ls
Bociety, the, edition of 1816 or it may reproduce a copy l“""I_‘“l"“i] as a1
ayersge of the copies then in <-_1rvu]ul|un._ 2. It ean r"l"r“‘}l\h:L_' .t ie tuk:
of Beripture now published, from the Oxford presses ] There was 1‘.1
ehanze in the text of the Seriptures between the date of the original edi-
fion of King James, 1611 up to 1816; so there has been rhi:n;__(u.-_. gra-
‘onl and silent, but at the same time perceptible and certuin, _h:nli‘l 1816
#0 the present time. All are undoubtedly prepared to go as far as the
majority report and its resolutions allow. No one I‘lt:]'i} i3 apposed i';-
‘mecgpting whatever improvements wers |r|t‘=.ur]u-ur:|.t<-|1 into Ilu-l--_tll_tl.»?fi 0
1816, All neknowledee that we have s right to avail ourselves of all
\Progress made in England, and no one desires to correct our ':!.:-.Eu}‘ili'-.'i
glition, except so far as to throw out what is not found in the :111.1!|r-r1..w
Hnglish editions. Now, the variation between our new st-._:m].-um ,-fml‘un
gitliorized English copy, would not amount to h;-‘u J'”"‘_‘_I"-'“l\""t_‘ in -‘hu
$xt, ineluding capitals, italics, punctuation, and all{?] 3. My ‘:{-;““1-_
tions g0 one step further, It is necessary, for our 11]:1rn=.}fu nsefulness
aud the dignity of this Society, thut they bhe :::_]-\l-h'rl, 1‘: hien :m}"fm't
or result as to ’tht‘ ]-1'inh.".l text of this fi:r-i'!ll.‘ is i““w s .l_\.‘ rr_-er‘-gnm_-ll.
With no respectable dissent, we too may recoguize it. 1 e:x:uupla-. 1_‘-{!;&
that passage in 1 John (1 John 2 : 23), ¢ e that :lt'lillu“'l(:.tl_:_:l.'lh.thL‘. Son
hath the Father nlsos:” it is universally admitted thul-ut]n:- s a part of
the word of God. There is no respectable dissent. We h:n'e'n‘n I'l}:l!i
80 8liin our responsibility, which is to honour God’s word by giving this
PaSSags its pluce, The American Bible Society has no such right. It is
BIEE thov insults the God of heaven. Dr. Storrs had heard _Ilm_:. clanze
omitted in the pulpit, the minister supposing, from the italies m‘:fl
Atkets, that it was not a part of the word of 1.:-ul_. In a case so plain
80 pulpable as this, we are bound to make the |;1".11rf_'r.‘] text conform to
Mniversal, enlightened, and confirmed judgment of Christian lr&i:l;n_.h;rs.
ik you will say, by-and-by we shall likewise be b{rqu]_tu throw out
808 elause or verse that we now receive. Yes, \\'!l{'!ll‘\'i‘l'.li llPr_'.-rtll‘!'ﬁ an
“i_ﬁm eoneerning such clanse or verse, that it never came from the inspi-
n!mt_‘ of the Holy Ghost, but by the interpolation of some clerk; w i.sr-z}
18 nniversally ngreed upon, then put it in brackets, and .shnw that
AB0INE not from the eternal fountain of truth, but sprang from man.
tre ig no single verse, passage, or cluuse in regard to which there is this
BESRIMOUS consent for its omission. Notice, the resolution says ¢ unani
Spsent””  This permits those opposed, on proper ground, to suy

dext, to express their opposition through hooks, 1 \_‘I'.'\'-',‘s newspag ‘
s auy othor way. We thus give those outside of this Board a perfect

SRSl ver our labours. And when & man soys and proves that a change
0L to he made, I revolt from that statement which says that it is im-

Mhlﬁ to be done.

st s iy
U text, up to 1851, has incorporated with it chunges made without

———
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pecessary s o little time, and a heart to pray. We are well aware
that some plead excuges for neglecting this important duty. The
weather is sometimes unfavour able 'y .LIM therefore the prayer-meet-
ing must be given up. But how often is it thus forsaken when the
same weather would not prevent us from attending to our worldly

avocations, or even from paying our aceustome d visits to our friends.
“1 am so occupied,” says another, * that I cannot find time.”
But, in how few cases can this excuse be truly sustained ¥ For,
whilst time cannot be found to pray, is it not often the case that
those who iln-lllhh excuse can find \ILm' for everything else, pro-
vided it be ounly of & worldly natare? The truth is, my dear
readers, it is not so much time that is wanting as a heart to pray.
For, if the heart were really engaged in this ulur\ there are few if
any weeks or days in whic h we should not be able to gpare an hour
or even two to devote to intercourse with Christ and h eaven. Ur,
if there are cases in which this excuse can be pleaded in truth, shou id
it not be regarded o matter for deep regret and homilintion,
that we are so immersed in the affairs of time, that we can spare
none to ulf»\'utc to united prayer and comm: mion with God? What

to be passing on to death, jus lgment; and eternity, and be so mue th
oceupied .\LLh the trifling "l'mn of this world, as not to find an
hour or two in a week that we can devote to united pray )

what folly will this appear when we are I»m' on the bed of death!
What bitter and m“h.wluj g repentance, too, may it then occasion !
And what trembling when ‘we stand -JLiI!EL‘ the bar of God in Il"""
ment! Be t.]itl{f.nu] then, my dear readers, to 11\. it to hearl
before it be too late to remedy,-for the praying season will soou b
past. We are well aware that sickness, and domestic duties, and
dis Lllrft from the ]t.n,- of ‘-i”l‘llii). may prevent some and ocod
gionally all from attending the prayer-meeting. But, after m aking
all due allowance for these cases, we fear there are many who o
not attend, who might and should attend. And, if you re ‘
as you certainly should, not only as a duty but a privil
willing feet will often conduet you thither, till you reach that

X LH1T

.E']:':—ur-r'-i ilJl'l "] !' Ous '\‘l'"l‘:'ill., ‘-“iJl"l't‘ E]IL' f‘.'{l‘l'LJ.l!-if' tJF I‘Iri\ll "|'J '"i
turned into that of never-ending adoration and praise of G« ( am

the Lamb.
J )

DR. ARMSTRONG'S FIRST REJOINDER.

LETTER IV.
ON THE PROPER STATEMENT OF THE SCRIPTURE DOCTRIN VB
OF BLAVERY
To tae Rev. C. Van Runssenagr, D.D.:
In its first settlement by the white man, 1\-41{1:‘4\\' was 50 0f
the scene of savage warfare as £o have received the name ol
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@aek and bloody ground.” The hardy pioneer as he scaled its
mountains, wound along by the side of its rivers, or penetrated its
forests, proceeded with wary step and slow, rifle in hand, and ready
for instant contlict. Many a time has the motion caused by the
sintds of heaven, been thought to mark the presence of some Jurk-
ing foe ; and many a time has the rifle-shot dissipated the traveller’s
fuars though it tc ook no life. None but the fool would consider it
giimpeachment of the traveller’s courage that he moved with cau-
gion, nor of his u'? -i-.--_, '|'s"E he sometimes shot at the wind.

The *slavery disc u~--n[: * well deserves the title of *the durk
‘nd blﬁf}liv gy Ih.|} of mu J']HH [:U'HLIH\-' tl]t tomalhi E"«L and =e |”--
ing-knife are fit symbols of the weapons often used, whilst the
Wehrick for freedom,"” not unlike the Indian war-whoop, has lent
i maddening influence to the fzhe.

Aware of this, I am not surp iuv-l to find you, in your * Conser-
wative Replies,”” charging upon me opinions which I do not enter-
tuin, aud \\]m']l——] write it after carefully reading over all 1 have
piBlished on the subject—I have not expressed. And you will not
lnden:-t-mul me as intending to ]1111:-!:11-11 either your intelligence or
gone candour, when I add, you seem to me to have misapprehended
ﬂmlcup? of my argument, and the position I have nssumed, both
hm)' % Ghristian Doctrine of Slaver y'"' and in my * Lietters,” sub-
stently addressed to yourself. And lest you shonld think that,

the lawyers of u_'lil. “T am lading you with a burden, grievous
B8 borne. whilst I touch it not with one of my fingers,” 1 will
Bauple this charge with a confession,—I certainly misapprehended
gsition you intended to assume in the brief * book notige,"”
Whieh has civen rise to this diseussion—but of this, more hereafter.
To l'uur-I -ainst misapprehension, in what I now write, I shall
®use of division into sections, and all such other appliances as

&€ faleulated to secure perspicuity.
1o True sense of the expression, “the Christian doctrine of

15 a thoroush examination of domestic slavery, some of the
QU8Stions which claim consideration are religious guestions, other
8B Wolitical. The whole doctrine of slavery is, in part, a Ohristian

8etrine, which falls properly within the province of the Church to
Bfetermined, taught, and enforced with her spiritusl sanctions;
aud in purt, 8 political doctrine, which it is the business of the

man to t‘\[vllll.ﬂ[ and the civil ruler to app ly, in the exercise
0 "1"0 authority which by God’'s ordinance belongs to them. In
we fully agree
n ﬂl.tclulmnrr to al..n\ the distinetion between the Christian and
fﬁlt:c'ﬂ let us substitute for the case of Tln1m~t.:. Slavery that
0]?]_! J_)(j ]m[!km “ e ]m[h agree 111“1 '.Jl: l} ]( rl.l(’l~ T}Il two
ﬂle same category. There ﬁnll therefore, ]u' no nhnvvl of beinge
rayed into error b y the substitution, and we will thus be enabled
inTO weh the subj |rl. in a way in which we will be less likel iy to
be | Wfluenced by prejudice than if we approached it directly.

the p
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I would make a statement in brief of the whole doetrine of (vl
Despotism in some such terms as these,—and if you substituta
Domestic Slavery for Civil Despotism in each several proposition
as you pass along, you will have my faith with respect to it also,

1. Civil Despotism belongs “in morals to the adiaphora, to
things indifferent. It is expedient or inexpedient, right or wrong,
according to eircumstances,” 3 ¥

2. As compared with other forms of civil government, “ in this
present evil world,” it belongs to a lower state of Christian civilis
zation in the snbject, than limited monarchy or republicanism.

3. The question of its continuance in any particular instance,
should be determined by the consideration of ‘“well-being" * or the
gtﬂiﬂru] gfnnt.” ‘

4. So long as Civil Despotism lawfully continues among any
people, the Christian subject is bound to obedience; and, the
Church is bound to respect the institution, and to instrnet the
people in their duties, as those duties are set forth in the word of
God.

To this statement, in its several particulars, I do not think that
you will object.

How much of this doetrine is (hristian. as contradistinguished
from Political, and therefore fulls properly within the 11-_-.'.\'i1'.¢‘.t of
the Church to teach and enforece ? $hi 5k

I answer. Just so much of it as is taught in the word of God,
and no more. In this, as in all similar cases, a part of the pruth
is tanght us in the word of God; another part, we learn in the usé
of that reason which God has given for our guidance in such matters.
The latter will never be inconsistent with the former; though it
will be in addition to it, and therefore, distinet from it. .

1]

The question then—How much of this dootrine is properly €
tian ? resolves itself into this other—How much of this doctring
is distinctly tanght us in the word of God ? To this, I re

1. The word of God teaches that so long as a despotic govern*
ment lawfully continues among any people, rulers and l.-u' ] '
are hound fto discharge the duties belonging to their
tions, and the Church is bound to respect the institution,

ral S0

and hy

her teaching and discipline to enforce the discharge of daty, 88
that duty is set forth in the word of God. 4 !
2. The word of God teaches that despotism is not a sinful form

of government, and is not to be treated as an *offence” by the
Church.

Does any one object to the terms in which the second prof
tion is stated ? My reply is—This is just the truth, both 8% o
substance and form, presented us in the word of God., ¢ Lete ery
soul be subject unto the higher powers. power

8l

For there is nol
but of God: the powers that be are ordained of God. Whosoe¥e®s
therefore, resisteth the power, resisteth the ordinance of l.'.;-]:,'-i“‘
they that resist shall receive to themsglves damnation.” (e

1858.] The Seripture Doctrine of Slavery. 8349

$8:1-4) For an admirable exposition of this passage, see Dr.
Hodge's Commentary.

Does any one ask how is this statement to be reconciled with
tiat already made, when setting forth what I received as the whole
doetrine of civil despotism? My reply is—I see no discrepancy
Petween them. The one statement is more comprehensive than the
ptlier, and fairly includes it.

BWhen I write, ““ Civil despotism is expedient or inexpedient,
gght or wronyg, sceording to cirenmstances, ' —I do not mean wrong
iithe proper sense of sinful. Should any Christian man, at the
esent day, avow the belief that a despotic government would
K:::r secure ‘““the general good™ of our people, than the form of
government under which we live—and T have heard such an opi-
fion avowed more than once—I should controvert his opinion as
WEong, but I should not denounce him as a sinner for holding it.
ghonld he, in any lawful manner, lawful under God's law, attempt
ireplace our republican by a despotic government, I should resist
bim, in my character of a citizen; but I have no authority to treat

88 an offender, in my character of a ruler in the Church. But
il any Christian man “resist,” in the sense in which Paul
888 thiat word, in Rom. 13 : 2, our republican government, and
MObe especially if he taught others so to do, I should at once
Glm‘ge him with sin, and treat him as an “offender.”

Wlen I write, * Civil despotism is not a sinful form of govern-
WL the idea that where such o government exists, it must of right
!"’WE gontinue, is no more implied, than the doetrine of **passive
obedience’ is implied in Paul's words, written when Nero was
mrnr, % Whosoever, therefore, resisteth the power, resisteth the

ance of God ; and they that resist shall receive to themselves
@mbation.”” Or the doctrine of *““the divine right of kings,” is
Mpligd in Peter's words, “ Submit yourselves to every ordinance

mgn for the Lord's sake; whether it be to the king as supreme,
MBS zovernors, as unto them that are sent by him for the pun-

JeNt of evil-doers, and for the praise of them that do well.”

iterpreting the language of Scripture, or the languuge used
SSElMhy forth the ,‘\'.-;-.:'l.ur}nv.' or (hristian doctrine, on such a sub-
: .t.“ﬂ this, we must bear in mind the admitted truth, that the
l]l fires were given to teach us religion and not politics; and

t

8t needs to be shown, respecting any political right or doc-
e sommended to us as true by reason, is, that it is not in con-
BEBWith the word of God. The “right of revelution,” . &, the
RBUEOF a people to change their form of government, is & p litical
L'dgh""lh& doctrine of revolution is a pv_riir':'mi doctrine; and, there-
'ihla, We have no reason to expect that they will be taught us in
S8Word of God. I receive them as true, upon the authority of
it . Receiving them upon this authority, it is enough for me,
Syl that T have a right to expect, that it ghall be ¢lear: and I
RS that it is clear that the Scriptures teach nothing at variance
them,
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Does any one ask, why insist upon the statement “ Civil despot-
ism is not a sinful form of government, and is not to be treated ug
an ‘offence’ by the Church,” when [ admit the truth of the other,
“ Civil Despotism belongs, in morals, to the adiaphora, to things
indifferent ; it is expedient or inexpedient, right or wrong, aceord-
ing to circumstances?” [ answer—Because I am professing t
give a statement of the Christian or Scriptural doctrine, 4. e., what
the word of God teaches, respecting civil despotism.
statement does this; the latter does more thun this. The first
statement sets forth truth which must bind the consecience, snd
exactly defines the limits of the Church's power. The latter, though
I receive it as all true, does neither the one nor the other,

As already intimated, if you will substitute domestic slavery for
civil despotism throughout this section, you will have a statement
of what I believe respecting that subject. In my book, *The
Christian Doetrine of Slavery,”' I have written, * Throughout, the
author has kept these two ends in view. 1. A faithful exhibition
of the doctrine respecting slavery taught by Christ and his Apos-
tles. Nothing which they taught has been intentionally omitted
No topie which they omitted—however essential to a full discus
sion of slavery as a civil and political question, it may
been introduced ;" and when stating the qguestion to be e
I stated it in these terms, * What do Christ and his Aposties—
commissioned by him to complete the sacred canon, and perfect the
organization of the Church—teach respecting slavery, a d the re
lation in which the Church stands to that institution ?"' (See i'-l'\"
The 1'-;}.!:.' !,_;'ii'l'u to this riltcst]'.-l.i—“ Tha‘_\' teach that rl.i'-"'}!"]'h!"'i:
is not & sin_in the sight of God, and is not to be accounted 88
¢ offence’ by his church’” (see p. 8); &e., is, I yet think, the corrett
reply ; and after examining your prineipal objections to it, I ™
briefly state some additional reasons for thinking so.

§ 2. Statement of the difference between us,

[ your first letter you write, “T now proceed to the gul
your first letter, viz. : the proper statement of the serip
trine of slavery.”

The first

 Your statement is, *slaveholding is not a sin in the sighk!
God, and iz not to be accounted an offence by his church. I
1 i Lz] i

* My statement is, “slaveholding is not necessarily
circumstances sinful.’ 7 A )

Simply ealling your attention to the fact that it is ** THI
TURAL DOCTRINE,” 1. e., what the word of God teaches
sluvery, for which we are secking a brief ex ; 1
tern ‘—l accept your statement of the difference between us.
§ 3. The General Assembly's paper of 1845,
The correctness of your * form of statement” you
by the coincidence with the testimonies of th

th—while of mine, you write, * whatever added ex ol
muy cause it to approximute to the langnage of the (

The Seripture Doctrine of Slavery. 851
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Wmbly, the naked words are as dissimilar, as a leafless tree is from
one of living green.”’

I proof of this you make the following five quotations from the

per adopted by the General Assembly in 1845, viz. :

I: “The question, which is now unhappily agitating and dividing
gther branches of the Chureh, is, whether the holding of slaves is
Sider all circumstances, a heinous sin, calling for the discipline of
the Church.”

12, % The question which this Assembly is called npon to decide
§ithis: Do the Scriptures teach that the bolding of slaves, without

tni.rd to circumstances, is a sin £
80 % The Apostles did not denounce the relation itself as sin-

# “The Assembly cannot denounce the holding of slaves as
#eseszarily a heinous and seandalous sin.”

88 ““MThe existence of domestie slavery, under the cireumstances
fitwhich it is found in the southsrn portion of the country, is no
Brto Christian communion.”’

Buch are your quotations. Did it g
bether, that the first two of your fuotations are 1 deliverances
ke Assembly, but simply statements of what Aboliti ts were
gitending for in other churches, and what certain Abolition mema-
Balists had demanded of them : and that the second two, are the
Bliswers of the Assembly to this demand—where the answer natu-
E!'l_l'ynnrl properly takes its form from that of the demand to which
tfis &N answer. This, which appears upon the face of the quota-
Hous, is placed beyond all doubt when we turn to the paper
lﬁvpted by the Assembly. and examine them in the connection in
Mol thev occur. In so far, then, as th quotations are relied
pon as anthority for ** langnage'” or “*a form of expression,” it
e anthority of the Abolitionists, and not of the Assembly,
Whigh they afford ; an authority of which we may say, as has been
;}l;i of 1.:,,‘1. land, ** the more & man has of it, the worst
Your last quotation, is a proper deliverance of the Assembly.
tisa part of the first of the two res lutions with which the paper
'dﬁptm] by the Assembly closes—resolutions, in which that venerable

escape your notice, my aood

he 18

hd]’gi.va a summary of the principles hefore stated in a practical
,"_l“n‘ i. e., as in their judgment, those prineciples apply t

.'ulding in the .‘-Hli[}!t:i‘ll I”"l"[i'.‘ll of our e 3 * But the autho-
WP OF that quotation is, I think, clearly on my side and not on
¢ q‘lm;—-—cwt‘;iu I am, if you had written, slaveholding *“in the
ﬁ"@lmstanccs in which it exists in the southern portion <I||- our
SlNEry"" is not sinful, I should never have thought of objecting to

SiE Statement.

e deliverance, in general terms, of the Assembly of 1845, is
.h these words, * The Assembly intend simply to say, that since
SRS and his inspired .-\;'-n:tlc;; did not make the holding of slaves

3
y slave-
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& bar to communion, we, as a court of Christ, have no authorit ¥y to
do so ; since they did not atte mpt to remove it from the ¢ lmuh by
legislation, w e haye no authority to legislate on the subject,” ke,
This deliverance |:; 4 SCr .[ stural one, and covers all the ground that
my “ statement,”’ fairly interpreted, does. -

§ 4. Dr. Hodge's Essay.

You make certain quotations from Dr. Hodge's celebrated artiole
on Slave ry—one of the ablest artic

8 W }.-. h has ap ]'l--:al‘r-i on this
gubject, and an article which elaims particular attention from the
connection in which it stands, as a matter of history, with the
position of the Preshyterian Chureh, O, 8., in which he adopts a
*“form of expression’ similar to yours, viz.:

(1.) “ An equally obvious deduction is, that slaveholding is not
necessarily sinful.’

(2.) * Doth political despotism and domestic slavery belone in
I'!:t'_II'u]: Lo [i]f.' rl-f."rrf-;x-u':f 1o {]15. 8 lh E ﬂl]l nt. 1!". 111.1.'( '.u_- e
dient or inexpedient, right or wrong, sccording to {_-i"--zim-\i:lm’-rfS-
]:r‘[l"'ll_!_"i'.lf Lo 'I.l}'..' same L" 35, f]l |l uld II( Tll 'J:"E the =
way. Neither is to be denounced as !u-l“‘-‘-‘llil\ ~11|!11=. wnd to be
U-nl'-[u i nnun-r{l:.vh' under all eireumstances
I . circumstances, and not a malum
t slayveholding interferes with natural

the conclusion that it is necessaily

(8.) * Blaver ¥ 15 a quest
gn ge.’’ ¢ Simply to }.i-..-.-._
rights, is not enough to justify
and universally sinful.”

(4.) * These forms of society
selves, just or unjust; but become one or the other
circumstances.”

are mot necessarily, or in them-
according 10

(5.) Inr. archy, aristocracy, democracy, domestic sl
right or wrong ?

2, as they are for the time being conduciv
great end, or the reverse.’

6.) “ We have ever maintained that slaveholdi ng is not in itself
sinful ; that the right to personal libérty is conditioned by the

ability to exercise beneficially that right.
(7.) * Nothing ean be more distinet than the right to hold slaves
in certain cireumstances, and the right to render slavery per| etuh
In these quotations, I cheerfully grant, that the language of P

Hoad: ge is similar to yours. Baut then, T must ask you to notice
1. I‘- several of them he is, obviously, meeting the -'l"'-'!””'ﬂl':'
and ling the positions of the abolitionists, and his statements
n:l:u:“u._\- and properly take their form from those of his o "1"‘“' nt
and,
2, In =|i.‘|.':'.£"_ he i

-]

stati ng the doetrin e of “I.\LI'" as it i_]"':

itself when deduced from general principles, . ¢ . he is stating
. . T | gl
I,uf.u,.. |i..'\“‘n_,|.(.__ ‘-.-"“]\.“| }”.||| al r’l]lli"]l" IIl'I"-.l[I ] all :_IL'[\\_[
. nEer
the seriptural and the political in that doctrine. Fairly 0¥
4 . P ]|\ “Jua
preted, re is nothing in any of these statements quote

from whi

But

t I have any disposition to dissent.

i 2 e Javery
listen to Dr, HI e, a8 he states the doctrine of SHFEE
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directly deducible from the word of God,—and I quote from the
sume £ssay.

) When Southern Christians are told that they are guilty of
% Beinous crime, worse than piracy, robbery, or muulul, because
ﬂ“y hold -ll.: s, when they know that Christ and hisz Apostles
wonar dencunced slaveholding as a erime, never called upon men
rbnounce it as a condition ".‘ admission into the Church, T.ht’_?
are shocked and offended, without ].-uiug convinced.” k[iudgc's
Eseays and Reviews, p. 484.)

(%) ¢ Our argument from this acknowledged fact is, that if God
allowed slavery to exist, if he directed how slaves might be layw-
ﬁ“)’ goquired, and how they were to be treated, i iz vain to con-
e that siaveholding is a sin, and yel profess reverence Jor th

mtieres.’” (p. 492.)

i(3:) k- it appears to us too clear to admit of either denial or
dﬂbt thiat the u_;r. ures do sanetion d.f.:u}h.ﬂ-.!'r.':.rf, that under the
ald fispensation it was expressly permitted by divine command,
hll under the New Testament is nowhere forbidden or denounced ;

on the contrary, acknowledged to be consistent with the Chris-
‘llllt:fuu‘urt-e and profession (that is, consistent with justice, merey,

£H8, love to God and love to man) ), £0 e selare it to EJL’ a heinous
eme, (s a direct empeachment of ths word of God.” (p. 503.)

df the langunge of 1'1 Hodge, in the quotations which you have
made, gives countenance to your ‘form of expression,” does not

lnguage in those whi ch I have made, give equally distinet
Bltenance to mine? And notice, here—

{]) My quom[,nm are exactly *“in |1r|111r. ' since they cover the
MIse (juestion respec ting an expression for tln: '\u'}'tj‘n.irff doc-
e of sluver y—whilst, yours are not “in point.’

2) Dr. Hodge uses this language without intending to teach, or

& thoueht to te .uh ¢ the permanence of Lhun,. as an ordi-
BRnee of (5o, on a level wit [. marriage or civil government.’ (Dr.
vnﬂ REII‘-“ lner's Sec. ],:

{3) The Essay of Dr. ll dge, fm.n which these quotations are

Magde, t”fztliu r with Dr. Baxter's “E ssay on the Abolition of
sh*ﬂ'v published the same year (1836), st and in intimate historic

"nmleetmn with the pe r~m--| respecting slavery assumed by the

S8lvterian Church. 0ld School , in its separ ation from the New.

gyond all question, they had more to do in determining that posi-

ithan any other papers or speeches whatsoever. “Why then

&“d my ¢ Im;n.ll_"‘_‘ ' sound “ like an old tune with unpleasant

WPations" (Dr. Van Rensselaer’s First Letter), when it is pivtm.iy
i o that used b ¥ them, at that tim-; !

5' ;A weapon to do battle with.

Yﬂu '1]*_}(:(1 to my statement because, you think, “as a weapon

0 do battle with, it invites assanlt without the power to repel. It
8 the Rus]utumi characteristic of fighting a good fight, It

ies with it no available and victorious force.
oL, VilL %0, 8. b
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If this opinion of yours he-well-founded, it
serious objection tu my “form of expression.”
if the Church of God, in our country and our day, is h
with Abolitionism ; and it be |'nrmi'-' }Ii-é' to arm |
ich will not disappoint her in the hour of trial.
1 offset to your epinion, let 1 te a fact, in part known
innel 3 and let

to the publie .'1||'-l:-_|!_\'. 1|JI-I'--1J_;]'. :11-|-'.]|--"
with Paul, if I seem to have * become a fool in glorying, ye have
mpelled me.” '

In the Presbyterian Herald, May Tth, 1857, the editor, after
atating, at some length, his reasons for such a course, writes—
'W-‘ wrote ol last winter, to Rev. Mr. Dexter, the leading
f one of their papers at Boston, The Congregati
v to him to choose one of his brethren, in whose candouy,
¥, learning, and Christian tx.nlu]. he ii'tul eon e, nnd we
wounld select an Old School Presbyt i '
eter, and let the two discuss, in our r jues

n whether the New Testament teaches l]l':l slaveholding should
be made a term of communion In (Jnh[ s Chureh, or, in
words, whether it teaches that it is it stent with Christian
ter to hold slaves; the articles

iltaneously in the two papers, and afterwards in

If with weapons

1“‘:.

of each wi

the joint supery |~: n of the editors of the two
ived a very kind and eourteous re
condit: .;:nl]_\'. We named the ir
r of the Presbyterian (
tion ; and requested the Rev. \i
select some New England man of equal standing, and
l to the precise question to be discussed, i
to further details, we mll only

15¢ -“‘:"li ]'.i!“'t‘ ..|]"]. 1} g ii'i-
rong has prep wred a sn 'J] work for tl
an Doe tring -ui Slavery. \'1'1 the
of its p 10118

1 and Congre;

» Tece

Virginia, as our se

tk, the proposed di

much writes Dr.
I will now add, that *the necsotiations for a disen
wise we could not

to be discussed, as seeme

on such a statement of the
» to Both P! 3, When ¢t
wident, I made the proposition to publish my
18 I subsequently did; and then, to make this publish
on, in l;'r fu'm of review

Y I |'J;,_.ol-_

in other re

o} 10sit ’-|'|. no

as printed, two ¢ oples were sent to the I’|]| rey- A.
gar has now elapsed, ng l'l"l Dr. Hill nor I have |

the p that day to this.

1'.:E|u!;-‘r-:1 |.[-;.'||-:~ on

Sueh is my fact, which,

n me for saving it, does

S Ty : o —
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yery well with "\i‘\.l opinion. And I am sure you will not say, as
s once said by a good man, who s 11l be nameless, in eireum-
stances gomewhat simil ‘50 much the worse for the fact then.
87, Objections to Dr. Van Rensselaer's statement. :
Tn my * first letter” I stated two objections to your *form of
nntemlftr." both of which you seem to have 1|-_‘..~':|1.i:r--hu-'iuh'--l 1
wust, therefore, restate thewm, and add some '."111'1].(-1- explanation.
], It is an 1.1‘|11‘|-!1I] form of stating ethica psitions sueh
88 this, and though it is broad enough to acqu "l'ill lding
member of the ( || ireh, it gives to l"* 'n‘u-lni‘ “whip.
a.ml clear 11:-1 air, —] don my use this ho ession ; I
-,;<_'i idea I wish t

'.'."]i'-".‘:\' l].J.'-.‘ ex

i%e ntterance to—which seems to me in contrast with all the New

gstament tl-‘-‘ iverances on -:hu subject.”

B ¢ whip, and clear him” verdict, is a verdiet given by a jury,
Miien they believe a prisoner r :lmf';'-l lis guilt cannot be
proven ; and bei ing compe :1led by the evidence to :w-',_u.it. h_im'. the
8t gward him a Hlogging ir belief of his ba

gter in peneral ; and does not mean, as you have interpreted
phrase, “strike firs f.. a it.”

Gad's people, whose lot in his providence has been cast in the
midst of slave: 'y, have not ounly weigl ihilities
I?Dnelbl ities to met in the midst o Y 5It'11!1:l"-=.
0at of their connection ‘-.\':.llu instity they have
WMol to bear from their Christian brethren in other parts of our
mmtrv, in 'the twenty-five years last past. Misapprehenst
and I WT 3 To be
at the table of onr common Lord, I
s than thou,’ ti mizht well have borne,

nce that thou i J* Con la:.m tl_"- ]
Sihe Lord of v"' would not. DBut the wor

t ha‘-p }:\I'[!-l"-".'-'."’ [] hindered in l[-;l'l r 4 (God’ ;'.’-I}:Ia. in t:

. On the score of Ii

mnal abuse are the least of th

h:n-'e been, e
#8ide, for [ am L
Somforted by ¢

he

BEE" with respect to the slave race among them, by men * desiring
teachers of tl 1:...? wut understanding neither what they say,

8P whereof they affirm.
0 not think t I mean to class you ar
OW well that your views and \uw uniform course of conduct
h‘"ﬁ‘ been very different from then ButIo to your * form
EXpressing’’ Seripture -I.-;w:m:-- of slavery I
age does n to countenance such views as
“”3 pam{'u"n. is in contrast with the langnage uni
Migpive | \.ITJ‘-tI""\ I\LLH tre .1ln" of this subj LLL ]’ I'-iil'!-'.‘:‘
i 'f\ the “ pireumstances,” and I doubt w [I.L’.i.l“' eve 1| he
get to your statement—* Slaveholding is not necess ;
‘.1:?." At any rate, he !.:hl-.::l}y admits- that

a

ong this number. 1

¢

eirowm atances si
itham’s ]

“.r Was pg..-.lr. .

But my principal objeetion to your ™ form of expression,” as

e mont of the Scrivture doctrine of slavery, is that which, in
] )
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'] ' Bat slaveholding, und
oo 2 Eli“l_‘ll. and under the
o3y sonsistent with the Cl ri
Pherefore, to declar
sl the word of God. - 2
Now, notice—(1.) The major premise in each of .-1,.-._-: thire ..INI-_,-l,
logisms, is a statement of a pr AT e i

i fact, just the “ Vil

Ohrist and his insnired . : 5l P
s ol : [ i BForm of Government of th h b ) : %) o
laves o bar to communion, , thor exorcisod by the 1 I r W, or
= et g Phirels power, whether excrcised by th s,
F 11 3 y AaVe no aushority to do 8o. ) in the wav f re ntation DYy L. J J
i 2 LIS aroum ks HIOW LHg 1 I 0l A BY riISm, tnnt wé may ) * 3 § F iy s +) ’ th | STl p-
» e » B8 a e Wiisterial and d ttive ; tha th P
> Ve 1 A ] fused 1 Bees are the only rule of faith and N7 tl no LChu t1-
A. W hnteve § d Aposties refused to make & ¥ sand 3 laws to | 1 tl 1n

] S SMory onght to | | to mak 5 1 nd th
bar to comm ) court of t has no authority to maks R - b adtw - and that all theis wsions should
ik L virtue of their own anthority ; and At all wicii 1 15100 Houia

such.

1 PRNCTE e B founded upon the vealed will of God.”

8 The minor premise in each is a statement of fact, which, if
b8 & true statement, must always cont we:s4ch,

Whatever then tl ¢ expressed in these syllogism

P¥es. it proves mot for this or that age, but for all time, mtil

et shall come the second time and
iSpensation.

fthe argument in syllogism A, prove
mhnrit;.- to mal Javeholding ':.' \r
poves that the Church never 10

M the argument in syllogism i )
18 1 i 1 ' Bthority to legislat laveholding out of itself” in
it, U 1is ingpire l Apostles did not attempt to legisiaid =4 R e, Jom ;
‘=‘. holding « ut { ¢ Church. ) - B arcument in syllogism O prove 1 that  to declare slave:
fr r[.]”'..hj.llr’“l‘_- ]_”I:II '- “:IEP‘--[!.:}!:.‘I; g ”\”‘”:['\!IL“:’r to remove slaveholding hnhlit.-.r A BN W i divect i hment of the v 1 of ( -

B st ohe - e 1 will prove the same until

piad NEEet o new v { | 1 Ly &
: A8 already remarked, the argument present -i“:' these syllogisms
.;.' Bthe same in <u! hich I have | : e 1 i
I Wy Ohrist Docta of Slavery.”
o b I5 this ay \ | on Ar fn
7 ‘..,- If you answer —Then, I sa3 hing ean more clea n
" .‘_ 'tj'u ur stats hal v 1S t eaan . \ |

St ances sinin “ does not | y cover | I the ¢ und wi
‘hﬁ d"'-'tT'.Zi'. of | s NSl 1 A at e covers. ]
‘m nin 52 1 y i .

rt hw --I\'__“- lOCor‘}i[:_._,t__ { anbal y iple £ ] T F ntro-
I.".'.:Il;hil.llf « I'l‘:l““l:l BRG, 0 ] Meed illt.n the conclusion It ia true, that taken 1n conneciiorn
s }-“ K ], H._.T.' ]‘l =% A 3 ter With our * explanation,” that you do 1 ish to 8 I ‘. oS
1 ' 1 to be consistent _.\_ : . { part from “ the seriptural position™ h ® .|. 8 assumed, it
n (that 18, consisient with Justice, 1 rey, hes I-F-'tu".--_."-_ hn i S F1 + around.— but no state-
od, and love to man), 15 a direc ol B Rt of »hot vou term my *too broad conclusion
. ) fai;}.-; gover that ground.
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If you answer No—Then, I say, point out t‘:ﬂfirw:l\', where the
fallucy in the argument is. #1f % cireumstances”’ ought :
] introdoced into the premises—state, r.'l:::u;v:h’ (1) in
1 trewmstances' are. ._‘\Il""_': the
and squarely,” for thus only ecan you influence
of thinking men. To help you in this, is one object T hiave
in ___.\u. to the argument the logical form of the

_T_-r.- myself, T believe the argument is a sound one; I b
pre niises are ':‘.':il"'._'.' and fally stated ; .-E|II theref ore, 1 fix
shut up to the conclusion, ..h.n. *glaveholding
sight of Grod, and is not to be accounted an offence by his Church.
Aud I feel myself confirmed in this judgment, by the fact that
l%-.r:.w.'::! Assembly, and Dr. Hodge, when []lr?_\'" :iftutaiIuL to state th
c I‘!‘k’:]l.._ '8 'Z::. "'(I'J‘!T; Ti:‘.”‘.‘. as J 1ii.?.
I am certain, 3 prejudi ' ly life and
ecation have not !u]“rul me forward towards .r.i|».: sonclusion 1 have
reached. Their influence was all the other way. Of this. .-'.\._.,I
am certain. My political opinions have not E-]w d 1 )
influence, too, has '[_'mm-. all the other way., And I .n'
st has not swayed me. I am “not a slave ehic

aster d

13 not a sin in the

weg of mv ea

Iy EIJT"’E
Dr. )es name me among the *“slave- IE:I-I[
of the South. I never have been a slaveholder.
labouring the cnuse of Christ, at the South. rr;--:[ v,
because il.:'; s of labour in the Free States havi
I know anything of the histor y of my o
. :‘, they are opinions which ]J ave been f '
i of a careful an I prayerful stu g ¥
let me lhere add, that I believe. where our \-':1':!1'_'-1'11 breth:
spent one hour in the r_'-.rv.uul r!ll'l prayerful study of wl
word teaches on the subject of slaver 7, we, of the So
S ; ten.  And this yeht l'n be .
>, the immediate responsibility with re spect to slavery
Near the close of your Second Letter, vou ask.—* Are
a nciples of justice, no standard of human rights, ‘ W
a system of servitude shall submit to be i Ju L--g-ui_ and in wh
sence 1t shall be made to plead for justification 7' I answ
good brothe Ty there are eternal irn \-"I] les of justice, therei
of hwm I rig ’[I.[‘-.—~I.I't'l Ia a Ir'.-
at the [---.»il [ul]r -
“'i:-:-l

and

f
T
i (£

fields

ave

SO1

80, for upon us, in God’s provi

|‘- H | [n{r.

i ‘..r|1 sl

1n
1 of man;' T‘.' whom those "'hq“ [H?“ E::‘.w it
"n':.-n-.nlu 1 of human rights"” have ]n sen applied to "the ver,
case before us. His decision is “ of record.” And having th®
decision, we will never consent to have tho caso I,”,].ﬂ,u[(.,; to any
lower tribunal, -

§ 8. What my stat it does not tnelude.

Knowing how difficult a matter it is to do an opponent
on this * durk and bloody ground” of modern polemics, even W

‘H-.IJLL
hen

1858.] The Seripture Doctrine of Slavery.

giir purposes are most fair—and I do not question FII;.'!'; yours ar
sieh—let me, in concluding :I|1-' !r't‘ r, _'—-':|:»:_ |1-.‘_I1HH.'_T!_\.-'. certal
fliings which, I think, ave neither ine ..|.] 1 nor ir i]-':t--ul in the
ment of the Christian doctrine
m'gl‘ It does not Eln;l‘._\’ a sanction of the incidental evils, r-.‘.'-.".-f-'};."r:‘l.-
to glavery in }"mf?' s day, or a3 §‘ r'..v'-\"'c now

Mhe word of God did not teach then, ner does it teach now, that
flie master may sinlessly withhold fi 13-.~ slave *‘ kind treatment,
B Sadequate compensation for service,
mnee and debasement.”

As T shall have to speak of this subject more
Joiter, I content myself, for the present, with r
gy slavery which the Bible justifies now, ¢
l!nverv which ‘*is a condition of n'sr:ta::z' rig
nght of the master being to receive
night of the s to receive that \\];iL'il }.-_-
Do, Slav. P ]"\ ) ]

i, if T mistake not, is just what you and l‘l Spring, as quoted
hy you, most '-t; e nticeship.” The difference

gen slavery and apprenticeship, is not a difference in the -lf-‘_

B pigor with which one is made to serve. The peculiarity of :
PRenticeship, as both the use and the etymology of the term de termine
~{sae Webstor ervice is rendered with
Ml eye to instr ‘ui- n in some ]
F!'ﬁprmt\ can the service authorized by Moses’ law, eith !

dew or the Gentile, be called an appre nticeship ; since 1t was
h any such view as

' or perpetuate ‘“his igno-

and o | ligations, the

gnce anda se I"'il'f.'.

ust and equal.” (Chu,

,gg;}.].u!,,_ ].\- call

r's Dietionary)—is, that th ! ‘
art or :_'-.'.'I_!i!.-_:: and with no sort of
gither that of

Mt 8 servitude authorized or entered into wit

And, whilst speaking of this misuse of terms, let me refer to
‘nﬁthcf Vi, "‘*l \Very in itsel f considered.” What is the proper
mulm:. of that expression? I should answer—slavery, distinet

m the incidental evils which may attach any ]~'|' tid
.Ee Or country:; and, thus understood. the formula, -
Witself consi 1L1ru1‘ is not sinful,” would be perfectl; .
8mewould cover all the ground which I think the word of God
80¥ers. But, most unf n"ltr'd--'l‘-'. modern usage, especially the
‘“g“ﬂf writ L"E“ in the 11\11\ controy { } '.i..l"l'.l".l a different
Weaning to the phirase, a meanir ' ) ectly se
farth ; mm your first letter—* Slav holding, in itself considered, 1s
ot ﬁlilfi:] that is to say, it is not a malum in se; or, in other
"m'lh-“ it 38 a relation As { | ‘cumsiance

BEthis reason, and this alone,

livistian Doctrine of SI

2 It does not imply that "T}

SWAYE lawfully ent
l‘“‘(lml le :I, £ her .
Biliction sl; ayery e if ]-.:.' i )‘.-.r.-;-_r'g,_r._f'f'l.-,e_" you mean without sin!

to it In

.--,Jr- T -;; he 7ust ,l'.'," 1 3
l ll.l not use this formula in my

and L.l!".[j'l-' accept it now

in the IFree States can
1 , the relation of a
State where the laws do

1Lo :!J'l‘-'

poves into a
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DR. VAN RENSSELAER'S FIRST REJOINDER.

THE SCRIPTURAL DOCTRINE OF
LAVERY.

11

dual man; a ca

v of Romans.

3 "' "[' ns ol :‘I|-.:\=‘
.l' [I\ =t

pN THE TROPER ¥

tates, who could not enter voluntarily int

tians

':= |J|r‘J1L i the Rev. Grorar D. ARMSTRONG, D.D.

ithout inv 'i'\.:!_‘ their conscie

Paul—“To
e ] ¢

o to you

mes of
ytaral

A% amicable discussion of 8l \very ins tl-'u‘i]r f
#he dark and bloody ground” of Kentucky, ¥
sanvrfara I-- T'é ||1 our }‘Lt““.llfi on Ué'

svaere warfare, on g g
trtll}?. The appes arance of brother Armstrong, with rifle in |
#not a pleasant clerical ht, introduced by the law of associ

imrﬁ the pers etive 3 not it a ver vy Ldl‘ll le nm‘, for 1 }.]. Ve -1:!}-
“form of expression” for Il 9] gavered that, even with the aim of so """'1 o mar 140 45 1

exact.

arifle shot is * not necessar Ll\ and in all eire umst: :TJ' o 5
doctrines of ** passive obe Nour allugion to shrieks for [l'll dom is the .t:}::lhl ]l'-..l.]”}.“k
s,” from the Scripture doli : 8 Ol #llasion made in our d _.1;;;u..‘ and 111:. ‘1;-1|-I|1|1 t1 mm., ; [.._,-._._h.r__
S ey ‘ mil bloody grou n-.." leading into a trail of the wilderness, &
bedienc that be,”” whether in the fully decline to follow.

g 55 0
ek vitn .. ivisions ‘! secure perspicuily

Wour remark that seections ‘.!ul_ '.L\” 3101 BeVE ‘1...(‘1 J
ehension, 13 % Very good one.

A and ¢ guard against

am contending, mvolves

lI[H. l|‘nn] 18 th

:::ni t]w “ doe *IL]..‘;

; bu t po litical doctrines, lTi 1 therefore thev are no
\J|.-_' \'.'.-r" .

'H_'.l ili ‘.;J'._' “'l_J}'-l of

BEOTION I.—DR THE TRUTH OF MY

g more fully in my next letter ) ismi . that ¢ gl
T.f.".' |-':"'.~I.'I|:. - = ] : ) . T,h issue between us ’\_ i?-‘]ll_'l'-:._l_".‘. my prop "'""IT]' ‘: '} 'l!][ .
4. Nor does mithout sl mg it not necessari d in all circumstances sinit
Jﬂt exe t-"[n I
mﬂi Llu(“l-
S eliveliol lding is not a gin in the
85 corplete.
two propo it
l'fanma whilst yo
til concessions
n! t 'lfl‘] nec arvy.
§1. You ex xpressl)
{ !llll suh;w-‘ l]| A I
should see WBONE, ocording o circumst
0 ::: w that their 3 Jou permi it,
ement. &)‘D“n propo
Yours, truly, Sircumstanc
1 D. ARMSTRONG tyou maintair
ture, but that it
o = ®Political view. Thi
fesive you to notice
ae mode of its pro f, is really the true one, Uy
Bloy, . {
§2, In your original Letter, you de

. 5 1
ent Mmiply that a

State

laws of the B0

R peidin

-rH,J_..\&‘:

I I-I!|I|:_ AWiare
le entirely fro

g _and includes

vour own :1-i1;1i.,~:—

1y that “all slaveholdi ng 18
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sinless in the sight of God.,” Of course, some slaveholdine is s
i‘l[i v om .] v_‘ | 1 i . L] Ine 1s sin-
ha mt circumstances must determine ita ¢l Arae
Huu also expliei itly declare that, * when we s :
that slavehol ling is not a sin in the
:'..lf.|il.“.-| wveholdin ly as subsists in conformit v with the law of
[ " ard )
O P- 11 and 12 Here .i".nl, do not Lll.'l”l:l."[-'llrl" decide
whe 1[!‘ it is justifi: 11-:- or not ?
§ 3. You, over and over, admit, in your last Letter, that slay
ses wit ]1 ads .:,w ra, or things indifferent. Civil despo
belongs in morals to the ad: aphora, or things indiff
ard Pt 7] AT : = ; ; }
s U9, 905, Now the Lhal.‘im._‘ll tie, formal nature of su
things 18 1.‘].':1? T.li_t-'_\' are not per ge, Or nece “'11'” ' :lI’nI in all cireums
stances, either right or wrong, but that they !th‘f be either right or
Wronge r.r‘.--m“fmf to eireumstances
With all these admissions in favour of my form of statement,
made so clearly and palpably by yourself, it would be difficult to
gee what ope ning r you leave for tlmnﬂ assaults upon it, were it not
fl i -[1 stinetion you set up between the s riptural and the whale
1 \7‘1 ‘ . il
ew of the subject, which I shall proceed to examine. Itis
[nu 1t gained, when Dr. Armstrone plainly concedes that the
or complete view of the subject demands the introduction of * eir-

1
h

L &)
cumstances,” which is the chief lmml in dispute between us.

ate the ||‘..ir \n“.n

81} cht of (rod, it ean ‘|[‘| v to

'_: on
1

".’r:f

10K

SECTION IT.—DR. ARMSTRONG ON POl
BETWEEN BORIPTURE AND 1
_Tl'.-:- dlléu:lcuu_m you make between the seriptural and ?]u-.' politi-
cal relations of the subject is one of the two significant points of
your Rejoinder. ' -
5 o
1 § 1. Whilsg ny proposition is admitted to be 11-v}|r‘ m view of
l 1e combined T.L‘\U]_'I-‘U\ of “"*'I‘]‘U]l:,‘ and reason, you ma amn r]”t
l Seripture alone does not authorize it, Is not this. in a}
that the Bible is not a sufficient rule of faith and }.1 actice 01 , the

"‘”””I of "‘]‘."in \lill.‘ we e not now disc [l-.q‘|| any ol the
:;_nr_-ft_.r-m of :.a}.u.‘l and labour, or ®ov State plans of zeneral eman-
cipation. The l!i:.,-:'tir:n before us is one concernin 4, lntiond
to God. It is the case, we will suppose, of a sl t\rllr"'l g 1“” F"t

of Your own fl'l.l!f h, \\]l.i e conscience is J\' tated |,\ [- e ;||J stiof
of duty in regard to his slaves. Has he anv other for the
eral I1”‘*'! les of his conduet, than his Bible '-: "_':::: he go W0

the ]m~ of the State for peace of mind? Or can his reason supply
any light which has not its source in revelation ? ' Do
t!n.-. 18 not a quest tion of morals ? I rep ]L' timf .“ 1':I.H"-
that slave 2y b -—]. ngs in mo rals to Tilt‘ a« r"m'.l vhora., : If s

be bro: t he tes 108
ronght to the test of God's word. as lTILuiIlLTLI by the [‘
use of reason. On such a question as this, we ecannot say, this
part of the doctrine comes from revélati ion, and tha ¢ part from

but right of

reason,” or “slavery is right according to ‘-uq-tuu' bt
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What we are aiming at is a general

wrong according to politics.” s
by which slavery can be

farmuh. embracing the moral prineipl
Jm}gml And human reason, making its deductions from the gene-
gl spirit, principles, and precepts of Sc ripture, deduces the whole
oetrine, which has the authority of Thus saith thv Lord.”” Ae-
mrdm;: to your view, re as0n is an independent source of authority,
ing bey sond the word of God, on this practical 11|<""I.[ q nestion 3
wlnlﬂEI maintain that reason finds in the Word of God the moral
MlEmenis for the determination of duty, and must gather 111- the
$tlis of seriptural declarations with all care, and with subjection
the Divine anthority. The great error of the » abo i'n'm iats con-
§ists in running wild with your um"ntu-_. and L‘ ey undertake to
declare by ¢ yeason’’ even what the S Scriptures ought to te: h.
82, Your own declarations in re; to despotism ant
mhiich we both place in the same category, shovy that the S
#unlly cover the entire subject. You state, on p. 349, and also
200, th: ut “the doctrines of :-w ive obedience,” and of “the Divine
bt of kings,” are not implied in the -!111111.1]‘:[] injunations to
ghiey the powers that be, and to submit to every ordinance of man
0Fthe Lord's sake. That is to say, you admit that p: assive obedi=
#8866 is not o scriptural dogtrine, or, in other words, that civi
lition iz authorized, under certain circumstances, by the
Gad. This is the doctrine our fathers tm-‘h. and preac shed in the
nﬂﬂlurmn ary War, and which the Jacobites and non-jur ing divines
MBnpland resisted. This is true doctrine. And yet, on the same
Pige o few lines farther on, you lui'mm-ﬁ‘-'-:nlv state that ** the
:stnf revolution is a r-wln‘n al richt, the doctrine of revolution a
ftienl doctrine; and, therefore, we l-,:tw no reasen to expect that
Bey will be tanght us in the word of God; I receive them as true
SPeN the authoriy of reason:” p. 549. So t[.—-;' th 16 conclusion you
Eeem fm‘lih to rench is that * Pl"‘-‘\i_‘ obedience” is the doctrine
SCIJIITHIL*‘ but the right of revolution, the doctrine of 1'c-rlsr.:.-n‘.
5!"1 let it be noted, you come to this umum on, although you had
‘fﬁw lines before, declared th at possive obedience is “not.implied”
Bthe command to obe y Nero ! Tl e truth mus st lic somewhere in
Gonfusion of these contradictory propositions; and, in nv
{"dgmt-u-r, it lies just here : resistance to tyrants may be jus stified
Pthe Word of (God ; and, therefore, the doctrine of revolution is
"‘ﬂ‘lphrm? doetrine.
. Your att tempt ted distinetion between what is seriptural and
ﬂ’ﬁt 18 political, is an entire fallacy, so far as the gene al prinei-
of daty are concerned. You say that “the Seriptures wers
t“’eu to tv:w'J us religion and nof politics 7T pe S But is not
pnhtw the science of our duties and obligations to the State?
€ Bible regulates our duties to God, to ourselves, to our fellow
fures. and to the State. We owe no duty to the State that
B8Bhot be derived from the Bible. All our ]ul]iiil:.‘d duties are
PO duties, Is not obedience a political daty ?

Tures

u

And does not
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the Bible place obedience on moral erounds—* wher
needs be subject, not only for

Rom. 18:5. All our di

ire, ye must
wrath, | ut also for conscience -1|
1es to the State are taug |!1 In T[.{ \'”P‘
tures. The Word of God gives us the general principles of n
that apply to civil despotism and sl t\u\. whilst {t.: details
revolution and the plans of emaneipation are politic:
which belong to the Stat Your error is in 4'1‘\_“ - , 8

I:"‘;'.”'" being places it beyond the reach of the Bible and
he Church
8 4. 1 i;;i\'--, !:_V no mea

18, intended to der

1y that there is a broad

distinetion between Chureh and the State, as 1ik between
each of se and the unily. But this do either,
all of them, from the reach of moral ious, and ¢ ]..._nm
tion. A wrong, immoral, or sinful act does not cease to be

Lse Fl‘ 18 11 me in the Ll[tII]‘.’ or T.\ the

3 il" one E\ an ]TI'l“"Ilnlll
i + prosti
:ftve-‘ less

ge ILf'EJE-J]-I y
..umug the license, or |1¢'11.-_-_f it, is no in both
\ l-wr--luc»'- it is dome politically. If the people in any of
Jnited States vote to establish a despotism with po
Chy i~1.l‘ 7, they do a wicked act. If the «
8 of Virginia should 50 altered as to prohibit masters
0 .vriu'?.nir.: their slaves to read the Bible, all partie
cee 15:13‘ '-';‘-.Iulll be guilty of sin. The

to such &
ohlie

State is under

eously. Slaveh .] ling, as it now ¢ 5 in the
do I beliave

“l‘ll--n rn l"'i tion of our coun try, may not now be, nor
nful relati n on the part of :l|< eat body of
nor -h s it involve n the part of the law :
izing its present existence. DBut a condi
in whie |l what is ni
r not by the St
ndifferent in themse
with Christin
|

ise, becanse authorized by the civil

ivers simj
n of thir
W emnless may become ginfnl,
Things m their own nature s

I ven eircumst:
d mercy, ar
]'.c»‘.\'r‘l'. TEJL" s L
and “the general good’

O
1

require

Fi‘.l‘.'c-!'_'\' by law, when “ we i] bein:

hen

by your statement, that,

_ \\'n:n;. ae I s
wrong @ the E.ri!'-.-rr.'-.:' gense of ,\'.r'.'.-F'ua" el p- ]
Doctor, why use the word at all? 1:1 w ]..n se1
If wrone does not properly me ful,’

I»[-J']:.‘ mean ! and what does “ mors g ].5-..[:.‘-1-!\'
does adiaplora wean? Is any meanir
mined n the v meaning of ";'ii{h[ and
these terms, in 1 . ] “ever fail to denote the
quality of actions and relations? OQught right and wrong t0

two meanings in a minister's vocabulary ?
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It is, indeed, not to be denied that some things, in themselves
iﬁ&lﬁ'cruut, may be inexpi , which could not at the s same time
be pronounced sinful. Such things as i."" "u':'i'.'e tariffs and free

g, gr *"lln' o r l"w‘ costliness of dress or equipage, in certain gir-
mmzbnnu-\ ight be put n-u- 11 is category. But L]lfl" are othe
:gam “llu-e‘ Ih- \}lr diene ¥ a from 1!1-.- eircumstances that ren-
dar them immoral, or direct instruments of immorality and irre-
'Egmn. They are inexpedient, because, though in some circums-
glamoes innocent, yet in the circumstances in question, they are
gmmoral. The mere sale, or use, of ardent spirits is a thing indif-
ferent. It is sinful or *i]l‘lr'\'-? according to circumstances. But, if
@ man were to keep a tippling shop, in which he derives his profits
fiom pandering to vicious appetites and making drunkards of the

pling men of n community, this is eriminal and unchristian, alth }I""[}.

g eonld show a ._].._-,, and licenses from the eivil authority for doing
i The same would be true of engaging in the African slave
e, although southern convention after convention were !-uf':-.'.'-nn'
ik and '(hr I“e’I'm] Government were to sanction it. Amnd, i
your own expre 1y slaveholding, which do
not “Sl-lb‘:lal in {_uuwnuit\' to the law of God,"” is of the same cha-
meter. Althourh thers :.a"- tdiaphora in the 1]|L'1" of religion and
Pblltlc-‘ which may be deemed i xpe dient without being pml ounced
#inful, there are U{hu~ w hit e inexpe dient, because, in the cir-
Shmstances, the do in.  Of this sort,
uﬂlezﬂ'da.?n gy «

! it contrary to Christian love, justice, and mercy. And it
B8RS 1ot the moral nature of such eonduct to label it ¢ political.™

§6. Tt is deserving

0T, &

t

ng of them inevitably 11...-.1\.~ 8
t

byt T . . . L
he holding of slaves 1n eircumstances, which

o I.-'l‘ [,f.'[:.t_'-._‘ 1}1::1‘ &];{'-’r‘].m:-:“nll_’ l- not i i'l-sl:'..l_t"!!l
8titution in the sense that it is made obligatory bylaw. A slave-
#F can emancipate his slaves in Virginia at any time he
$Mper, or his conscience will allow ; d!'.-i notwithstanding cer
Bibiotions in some of the States i5 believed .i;.u in none 1
subject altogether withdrawn ||. m the master's control. In
Your Stite, the co rm.,l.:m » or discontinnance of slaveholding i
fuestion, depending, indeed, npon considerations of the social and
llt. welfare, but yet not requiring political action. Emancipa-
has been fnu: ally regarded, in such eases, as a benevolent,
Woral, o reli, gious act, and it is performed by the individual in the
'“l‘(}f (IU'L .\I'|u|L I Sference to !,].u_- ]..,\\,,,-; l,.l[ [u.'. IHL ¢
B OF the laws, as well as of public opinion, may be even
em“nmp.mrnu ; and yet the individoal, as a citizen, has ¢
880 give freedom to his «‘l-:'.-.'w'. In such cases, in what sense
t # eontinuance or imu ntinnance of sl we holding *“in part
u"ﬂ{ (Iu. '[g.“, whic h it 13 the business of the statesman to (‘E{‘
B and the civil ruler to apply ' Granting, however, certain
mb‘wal relations, I ]| ve shown that this does not exclnde the
il prine iples of the Bible from controlling the subject.
+ Nor does it alter anything, so far as our present issue is
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Sietruth. The proposition that two and two make fonr is not a
gnpmrnl or ethical ]l'--inl-lTi\II' Neither is the proposition that
_:‘|| ..n] -Il\-.f" ]

6 Dr. Van Ren sselaer’s First R _J"'n"l-'f-j-- ; o8

concerned, to say that what the Seriptures teacl
what I know by ‘the natural facultic
tion between tl
and i‘L".'rf[.’:'Enl] are in cox

;ult. 1:|..‘ 11 .|...-

is another thine., TI
os 18 'LLl]mtl.\I. y A1 | where the teachings gf air conntry is iner
submit reasog But hll'_. who regards th oun
geenee to act as if they were so. He sins
Bible does not explicitly announce every
fbelieve, and to be bound by in our cor
giglles lead to it. It assumes that a multitude
ling is sinfal. These proposi wol our il‘ltrﬁ'i'!’li'c‘m!'nl; and |[ plication o
elieve one to be true on \\“_“LH r evidenee o And it Enju_':iu: us, “if there et
same time, lh‘lfi"-'-: the other to be true, on any evidencs things are true, \‘-]l\l-'.ﬂ" ]
oever. Now, as Dr. Armstrong admits, with Dr. Hodge, pr gebgust, whatsoever things are
that, in some eircumstanc slavery may b ‘C-E--l:ﬂ whittsoever things are of
and unjust, and that it isso in circnmstances lfli'r-‘.\';]j: T olation Wereiorc, e bel :
Tn,n“ luw, ]-._ 96, you must hold what S bonzcience. Slaveholdir
. /eholding is not a sin in in "in bltonscience and the Bible.

* and not & univers:

exampled rapidity.

pse th

#3 true, 1s itare ;L.Jrl con-

quires us
3 mot ,rlm" ..[' tl

y possibili

beliefs in t

subject. Te

me mind, at the same time, i
not ]J!'l.,'l"l't_’. on lElt‘ ElIlf!ll‘!il\' 01
ing 18 sinless, and 7

g on the '1uii"

8 t]'_ITL'!_-v[ir.‘.

olding, must bin

yond the author ity

Ve to be

SECTION III.—DR. AR GENERAL ASSEMBLY.

e

was coincident with that

itly you must hold that the fc .
nts, gives the true and exact Seripture doctrine, fshowing that my 1
doetrine, too. ] 0ithe General Assembly
l"""'["'“iti-r:. that “slaveholding is not a sin in the | NSNSEESH the deliverar
;1 the lang sture.  And, even i Sieetully avoid any
cessary to remember that i ! roposition, |»II]'; semhi_',, XA 'Ll'L th NPT RTINS
s form, is l.\u in re ll ty, like : i WBRIn 2s in any respect 0 0 Why is “]”57
me of the si Dostor 7 Are vou afraid of the whole hght ¢ Ur ']'-‘_.1"""5
where the extent, in which the M the action of 1847 iptur e '
IS | S WS anly deducible

nmﬁn"{i 1845 was cor

8T and of l‘w\ t
QOO remember that the Assem!
W®lution : < 72es ; 1
BE8K of the Gener:
SBEEscind the to stimony oft
Prévions to that date.”
i h\swm} ly's [---l|'..
8t without P l“-t-lll o
l‘n‘f vasions of the form:
hl.rut‘ 1845, These forms are iousl
‘Wﬂs. 80 prec 18¢ || 1i my 0w, that the t-lli_‘." I

Nllnd H:L!li '-' to .":‘1

fherar: beeanse the a
o "_Ef’frru, -]1& ._-\'t reg

n was institnted between it
1787 to 1845. Yon

of the Gene

nage of ‘-:x

minel

rom ot Ill.r!‘

Those, who are conversant 'f\f:h
know how often it is necessary

tion. When 1
on, 1t emerge

n |": Lween e

your meaning
s into III"_'L";.‘:l

ipture and r
3 1t require a very high e

1845 was not intent
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that I find you ~
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@ true. sme propositions and truths ar

i nature than others
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's gither side. _
164 MEument, you gave your adversary the challenge to fi
the mode of your own choice, I do not t { @SSRV 4
% inference tha linatior

i all re

| e gllbther people should ; or that my opinion should not
® . q10 el Wil weight as that of a who, 1 : 1
3 T goebudescended to notice your e _ : at all. I deny,

i..i. wh thepelore, the correctness of your charge, that ]
- ) the jnstification, ynde ton, of he ¥ Jou 1o l:',“ s fool in glorying,” because there has
y It may be added that Dr. N. L. Rice, who drew . tl Il-i. port i A4 i | ] il

is not af t to use the i‘.”“““l”c{’”_.‘.‘ of the s TS .,!_'- 1% . ' u].:llnl-t naers : | me _in t 14 ¢ ra _.. your abi

uniess 1t 18 the very best form t meet ¢ . b . & .
et o | < ..‘1 ‘..: .. --.'.! I .I ‘. 1] h}ll-" -1:‘ \.:_-_ . e : . : .
e W SR ik B defective proposition on slaver But n ng al
Eexhibition of your controversial skill, I believe it to be a * fact,
lh.nt.v-v---]- positios “'no west Ea An : | e
i A T & ment that ** slaveholding is not a sin in th t of God,” without
ierefore, cor tinue to remain in its withered state : for it re :;J:rﬂ”"' W0 circu g $, has nob 1 IOIVY L0.(0 fu o
I . 1 . P A $ ASs o cannon ball wit o8 and caviti innot | t
5 ak : e 2 . , ' M the Ureneral Ass Iy | ga Straicht. =0 v 3 ¢ of .

T o R L G R Y BARE, in spite of all roj
. =TIl i T, h 18 now unhay ! tating i y i I}IHT!_’ never d 'i.- l-.-:" ty of your intentions. Dutitisa
of the Church, is, : Lo i : R o ment of human n, : soastinihe iane diant &
. - : : 108 § the ( - the North, sl ould renerally be the warmest advoecates of extrava-
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at of Dr. Armst

agazine.
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In the the correctness of gien in bondage under circumstance: --:.aza!.:':n'_'.' to * well being” and
view of the s 1e gecond plaee, I maintain that, the ** publie v.ulhvo-" although the Church, which eannot read the
even if the syllogism wer nltless, it would not prove that my hearts of men, or decide upon the ulo ||1- covering every case, may
statement of the Scripture doctrine of slavery was wrong, X beprevented from exercising discipline. 1--u" ‘il-' n, there-

that fore, proves I'r‘ltiilil._.
As the proper jurisdiction of the Church eomes up in your next

Iﬂuﬂl' 1 will re ﬁf'I\L‘ its further discussion for that occasion.

As to the syllogism, the error is in sup

circumstances, of any sort, in the premises,

circumstances, or qualifications, are introdueed
many words; but they ;
'.'11-.'.I.[ I]!'illt‘ii-t(' l‘ ]'
the conclusion. 1 have s
}Ji':ai"-rglf-nh. when :il,:|]'. zed, }.:l.—-‘ rence to some, not to all sla-
very ; and, therefore, that arily in-
r‘.'-_nlu:_'_d. In your answer to the que i
tion * imvolves the idea that all slavehol
of God,” you say, * By no means:” p. 6.
position *“can properly :.; ply
inn eonformity with the law of
nees, that render ~'|-:\"-.1=|E'Ii
€, and consequd mtly the
3 i '..'I,';l,]_'\'.
general, under which slay
Assembly’s paper \.::»‘ formed in view of
hey H.\ the whole document.
ectly L'JLi that “ eirenmst

ted to some extent, i

BECTION V.—DR. ARMSTRONG EXPLAINING HIS PROPOSITION.

Une of the most singnlar things in this u-111ti'|'-'.'|_'-1':~'"—\\hi{-h. Ido
B0k swonder, begins to assume to you the appearance of *“a dark
and bloody Pll'llTul —i8 that my frie 111 Dr. Armstrong, first de-
dlires that every proposition “should be so _expressed” as to bear
Examination ‘."Ih.ll. from all explanations,” and then feels him-
self cnm[.d!ul. at every point, to offer explanations. This neces-
SilY i8 inlerent in 1114_ nature of your doctrinal statement, and its
féfectiveness is made manifest 1__\ your own rule. A proposition,
#list needs continual explanations, must be either obscurely or illo-
gmal‘.;r expressed. I think yours is both; and obscurely, because

oglf,ull\'

81, Your first explanation is uncalled for ; beeause your propo-
Bmon fauh‘. as it is, was never charged .\:»]1 sanctioning the ** In-
ﬁldﬂlta] evils of s slavery j

saying, with Dr. Spring, that the bondage of the Hebrews
Partook of L]J'- character of apprenticeship r ; ;
B8Rvitade,”" reference was made to the mode o
two I‘Elutlun- without ¢onfounding their nature.

It seems that my -fl brother, Art ng, i g
Phl'&ﬂ(‘-n!-'_-"\', ( g, in it ronsidered, 18 not sinful,’
Povided T will o ]11m to make an exp lu.‘t ion that e \1] ins it
‘“y' but on ;:]1 such L'.\]I. anations as causes it to mean, *“slave-

ng free from its incidental evils,” I am constrained to put my

10111‘ explanation makes the meaning to be, *slavehol 1.1';:

“ “3P7f considered is right, if the ecircumstances are 11:1 it that

W, slayeholdin, g, without regard to circumstances is right, if the
simstances are right 1"

g Your proposition ce rtainly seems to justify the permanence
o #¥ery, Notwithstanding your protest and disclaimers, and

th“'-‘"h you mean not so, your doctrine es 1

amng

by the

3 meaning : and
“fundamental 1

catment under the

[11., wit
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Llige aunl the perpe tuity of despotism :unl slavery. You set forth,

ore. inni ICENT Il!',"}"‘l_

‘!mm article of faith, ‘.-rI:'nm* the conscience, that we must obey
pow

ers that fJL. and that IL“]"in“l‘i and avery are not sins.

B object to in terpolating into these propo y qualifying
4 ‘mlt'nﬂ ecireumstances, and have \uE"_r.u two elaborate Letters
8Eit. You, indeed, believe that circumstances may make then

_ng. P. 196. But, then, you believe this *“upon the authority

1t

t mmplies
luded, :
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I
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. to take it for granted t

uf ’1:.-‘ Ll-]\'t‘]'-.l" 1
dintes these o

the dootrine that leads to them by legiti nate consequences ;
lll gvenuls, IE not he, that the I‘-]"l"'. t0O whom the 1§
Sldressed, will repudiate it. However this ma]
rig'l:! to complain of an a .:.'.'--"- Ty r sl owing the
gf his opinions. To object to the r"".”l \tion o ' : .
WOwing its false consequences, is to object to its being refuted at

) .

be constrained to repudiate

ns, and hence w

SECTION VI.—THOUGHTR TOWARDS THE CLOSE.

£1. Itisnotatall unlikely that many *
B consider our respective
Salaveholding 1
Smuch better one than * slaveholding 1s
God."” My statemer
Props on every side. ,
§2. Your suggestion of spending ten
sidering the s : | v, i -

needs no explanations, whilst yours requires

y I CON-

Moral

FOpositions 1 being supj )t time.
llL"(‘i.'- Are some men, wioo are nlways rning, a
gme to a knowledge of the truth. 5. Oof ¢ it

Ippl.\‘ to yours 1f = « ; Wlly, bee :"_—-.'- you .'.'.'I'.:' near ti truth,
888t there is every reason t expect that you will soon reach 1t, 1n
8 perfection.

88, Your complaint that our brethren at the \
mbjﬁt‘li"l to much ‘i prehension ind obloguy b3 en
BEthe north is unfortunately true. 1 deprecate as
B0do. But a rood degree of this abuse has been 2
tltra tlefenders of slave ry, wh rantabl vd
siEuments have provoked a spiri tion

#h in sentiment and in >
o our Church depends, under th
mm}"'":ltiuh which has hithert M8,

8d mensures.
84, You sav. “ Let Mr. Barnes spe
lduul,r_ whether y he wonld obj
i!- iS l-rm-;; what \] A Ba
88, He may form his own

Bl areue it and endeavour to make all others receive it as tri

OV

ut h'" cannot enforce his own views as & moral standara v
16 admits that * Abraham's slaveholding was 1 sin, L
gml reason to il..{-. for n 1n neral. yut I I ’
oy any other 'l ke his own rule of morality, In mMALLers
8L are adiaphor
§r’- erll '|I~':_:

B tune with
l..'llI ].y the el
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like “ Old Hundred,” in which the whole congregation joi
will tell you. Your form of statement is unknown to the General
Assembly, from its organization down to the present time. You
cannot point toa single sentence in all our Church testimonies that,
ri 'llTl\.‘ “said or sung, " hiarmonizes with yours Dr. H--‘ll-_'-_'. on
the other hand, a grees with the General \-«uub]. , whose form of
statement is also adopted by your opponent. Dr. Hodge is in
sympathy with all the deliverances of the General Assembly,
to many of them you carefully avoid allusion, in the very m .
the subject which invites an appeal to them; and even the testimony
of 1845 you appear to desire to explain away, and to ex
very pith of doetrine from that majestic rod, that buds even like
A'lrm '8,

§ 6. The eternal principles of justice, which are revealed in the
I[nlvv "‘.t"HiHllh‘:-. and are the reflection of the attributes of God,
must decide the varions guestions relating to d i
and justify or condemn 'LCL’--'JI"iiH:,_: to eircu .
both :1_zt'|;e in the appesal to that tribunal, whose decision is “of
record,” .:1] pier is he ~\.}'r| will be found at last to have interpreteil
that record aright, and to have exhibited the truth in nearest con-
formity to the divine will!

t}
L

I am yours, truly,
(. Vax RENSSELAER.

Tousehold @houghts.

“DO THE LITTLE YOU CAN: FOR THAT LITTLE
“LtrHJ TO BE DONE.”
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JOHN KING, D.D.*

[Fru'..l Dr. Sprague’s Annals of the American Pulpit, Vol H[]

gons Kixa was born in Chestnut Lovel

ster County, Pa., De-

wmbler 5, 1740, I wr, Robert Kin plain, but pectabl
UIII., who emiern 1, and } -l 1 the f land on
which ho I'u:-'il. , which ocenrred a little after the year
1780, e a ruling elder in the church fo which he L- longed.

At the 4;_:. f thirteen, John King commenced his ¢l al studies at

till he had ln\-l‘u_, in a good
and Greek Qlassies, but with
His father feeli 1 -

which he conti
-au" with the

lg\‘ammur
Egnee, familiar 1
o, Me staphysics, and Moral i'"..i'; isoph
unnblc tmmediat L of siving him a eol q-
d]lu engaged in teaching a se l|---u] in West Conocoche: 1_'_ Cumber-
Lﬂuuh Pa., and ¢ lj'irl'..ul in this employment three _\.urrr. Among
pupils, Im,u~ this period, was John MeDawell, afterwards the Rev.
sJobn MeDowe I, ll ywost --J the University of Pennsylvania.

I1768, the Tndian War breaking out, his sister was killed by the
8¥iges : and, as his .wl; ol had considerably deelined, he gave it up, and
Hhurned to his native 5 56 oontinned il the autamn of 176 l

0 small pe FI”' xity life he should pursue. He ks
nﬁlo‘n]} liill the bencfit had been tl

farly re]:r---n-; impressions, the communi
1 I, while Le was

Melm, to |J ave

ear the expen

e rl as :L

3 attention o

lluu musnr'. . ‘u..[ what -_.ll I 0 51-4 digenn ement was, t

Was weak at best, 'HI‘,! it several ]-:.--'u--!n“; winters, he had st
EXtreme hoarseness. In these eirenmstances, after havi g ly
& the Divine guidance, and, as b hit, maturely revolved the

sion that Li;. Provide nee
| profession. He went ti l lii
appre

éﬂ(" m his own mind, he came to
lp“l‘ll' 1 him towards the medic
t i, and had nearly perfected an
nph\n sHan there, w & Was in .iu ed, by the advice of a friend,
Re'rh’ me to a definite conclusion till he ||:':l t n ¢ opi ‘5'_'"’ j"f‘ the
t h‘iI’r- Alison. Accordingly, he called on Dr. A., and stated his case
m whcrr-up-_‘u, the Doetor warmly advised him to give up all

: .-Auruluo:me.u
R WBYos of 1 Val

nement for an

Notipes—MS, from Rev. Pr. Archibuld Alexander—Nevin's
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¢ What shall it profit'a man, if he shall gain the whole world and lose
his own soul 7"’

4. Is it becaunse I am afraid that T shall not be accepted ?

¢ Him that cometh to me I will in no wise cast ont.”

5. Is it because I fear that [ am too great

“The blood of Jesus Christ cleanseth from all sin,

6. Is it because I am afraid that I shall not “ hold out?"”

¢ He that hath begun a good work in yon, he will perform it until the
day of Jesus Christ.”

7. Is it because I am thinking that T will do as well as T can, and that
God nught to be satisfied with that?

¢ Whosoever shall keep the whole law, and yet offend in one point, Jus
is ‘r,n’_“,r'r".“.ll.r J_f- a.f”.r'],”

8. Isit because T am postponing the matter without any definite reason?

¢ Boast not thyself of to-morrow, for thou knowest not what a day
iﬂ'il:‘_’ |-I'F1]a.”

9. Is it beeause I am trying to save myself by morality, or in any other
way of my own? -

#There is none other name under heaven given among men, wherchy
we must be save J
10. Is it because I do not clearly see the way to be saved?

i“ Repent ye, und believe the Gospel. God so loved the wo
he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him s

perish, but have everlasting life.” John 3 : 16.—Am. Messenger.

as

Mmny

A FIRST STEP.

Di. Durron, of New Haven, in his discourse commemorative of Dr
Taylor, narrates the following incident:

It was at some time duri lege life, in his senior year, [ th
that he becamea decided .
have heard
There was a elassmats
by the working of t
rests. Th

one

t of Christ

1 8€ 13 ]
tatement which is very instruct ind
i [.:-.;'{i-".L'u.:l' friend of his, who, at the same @
Divine Spirit, was concerned for his aternal
s communicated their f s to

, while walking together, they raised the que
ghould then ¢all on President Dwight, who had invited
ful’upon religion, to call and converse with him
ing and doubting on that question, they came to Presidd
e they stopped and hesitated. At length Taylor sa
o Well,” said | i
went in; ] ) b
ian guide was that he gave himeself to Christ in a covent

hiim make nd n

And

each other.

w

ten, and |

His companion from that time thought less and less on the

though he lived for many years afterwards a respectabls

evidence of a saving interest in Ch
-y of immortal souls. Thus it is that eomp

aopen p
|

wome to where they sse plainly tl
T, Lhey decide, the one t I.!.-_ihl_' [||g wav to everinst

They e

other pursuing

way to everlasting death, Q. let all

oternal destiny they act aright. Regari

these crises o .
and heed the Divine entreaty, * Quench not the

THE

PRESBYTERIAN MAGAZINE.

NOVEMBER, 1858.

Miscellaneous Articles

DR. ARMSTRONG'S SECOND REJOINDER.

LETTER V.
EMANCIPATION AND THE CHURCH.

9 me Rev. C. Vax Ruxsseuarg, D.D.:

If I correctly -q.i:re-h-;nfl the position you assume on the subject
8f “Emancipation and the Church,” in your second letter, we
#gree in the main, whilst on secondary points only we differ.

SECTION I.—AGREEMENT AND DIFFERENCE.

What vou assert for the Chureh is simply the right to utter
Bpinions, or give advisory testimonies in favour of I'L!:':.f]n‘_zipu‘-_luh:
but not to make deliverances which shall bind the conscience, or
i any way affect the standing of those who hold and act upon
Opinions different from those which she expresses. 1t Was against
the right of the Church to make the aunthoritative deliverances of
the latter kind. that the argument of my second letter was mainly
fdirocted : and had I understood your position at first, as I do now,
1 should probably never have w ritten that letter.

In so far, then, as authoritative deliverances are conecerned, w0
'ﬂgr»?.g_r.

:rhf.' point on whic
Spitions, or give 1

oht of the Church to utter

i

h we differ, is the ri ¢

isory testimony in favour of emancipati :

You write—** Sl v has both moral and pe litical a5pecis.

®Our Church has always avoided inte nce with the otate, m

Mitters that are outside of her own appropriate work. She has
¥OL. Y111, xo. 11. }

on.




l “;"_' _Z;’;', _'1j'?}e‘.\'f,“uu_r__r'x ,"\'-'_r'-;}irf .r’.’.;;".-.e';.-.?.- o [N.:n"eﬁ-}}_%l(‘-g'_

not claimed authority over the political relations of slavery, nor
attempted to extend her domain over subjects not plainly within
her own provinee. It is only where slavery comes within the line
1astical _ani-ﬂh- ion; that is to say, in its mn'.':l[ and reli-
3 aspeets, that our Church has maintained he
her testimo ny in such 1 rim, and at such times, as -u[h-[ best
She has “rendered unto Casar the l. ings that are C:
unto God the things that are God's. .I.n_-r. no one attempt
spoil her of this joy.”

Here again, if 1 understand you, is a sec f”ltI point on which we
agree, viz. : If the question of emanc .1}11. n be properly a pe i‘.f:'-:l
question, the f"]m:':'.]] has no **right to deliver her testimony"
specting if, being estopped by God’s law, which requires Ler to
‘render unto Caesar the things tha - i

re l.‘:vs:n‘ g,
We differ as to the catecory—relisi r political—to which

(lf ec a",u

the question of emancipation be olor NS,

BECTION II.—IS8 THE QUESTION OF EMANCIPATION PROPERLY A

POLITICAL QUESTION?

In my fourth letter, as well as in my * Christian Doct:
Slavery,” pp. 129, 1 30, I have endeavoured to |11<m the
tion between the ** ]'l-'ll.hlr.‘:sl "and s Tllll' al or Christ -
doetrine of slavery; and if the positions there assumed are :
ones, then emanecipation falls mto the eategory of political 4
tions, unless you can show either (1) That 1t 15 a question
liately concerns the interests of
not a question respeeting * eivil
or (=

a ¢li

immed

the life to come,”
ts and political frs
That the word of God, when fuirly interpre d,
deliverance an the sub

Le

First. For proof that the D “treats t NS
slavery creates as matters of very little i1u|.:_|1'=..11|. ), I S
the :.1 terests of the Christian L are concerned,’ and, ¢

quently, the question of emancipa 15 not one which 1
il|:1r_+'-l_\ concerns the interests of l]lr' ]:i'-- to gome,’" I refer you 10

“ (Christian 1’11i‘T!'th: of .‘“]::".'!‘_\'.'. f|r ba-T4.
In proof that the of the Bible here correspor :
he experience of the l_'F arely, I refer you to the two incontrovert
" proj jortion of the labouring classes

L |
ble facts—(1) That a lar:
belong to the Christian O
labourers are mostly ~.1.‘\ than in the Northern, where
does not exist: and (2) 'l’IJ‘ number of ecoloured r]wu- h m
in the evangelical churches in our Southern States, is nea

H(' T|_'..|'_ i-f '.'1“. 7': € evangoi ||| ='!ili"=,‘f:-.-.- -_-‘:I.'!L’!'c'-l [J'u_':u Amaon

urch in the Southern States, v

Lheathen throughout the world. * In 1855 keathen church
ip is set down at one hundred and eichty thousand.
estimate of coloured ehurch members in the Method:

South, is one hundred and seventy-five Lnu_m:nmi,

1,‘:..'—,5'.] Eman --".. wion and the Chu

ired membership at the South was re-
w thousand lesz than the Methodist. When to

== 11 ¢} TR 2y Ry e
adda all the coloured members O OUNel

;\_.C’:l['.‘i YL
('Ul'ti--ui ns l"u',".' o
these two numbers,

uuhl.r_'.]!]'iljli 0T} 'i|i'.",-.5]-nf..‘- of Metho s and ij.;]-ii:i:. also of l‘l:‘“
gopalians, Lutherans, 15, you readily reach as

ip near twice as large

rate -_'f 'f_'l-‘ll ured

Agov 1
the strictly heathen orthodox church membership of the world.
(Btiles's Maodern Reform, T

]"!-."F :.!ll' Wor

rod, when fairly interpreted, contain

ent erance on this subject !

You find such a deliver: i
man abide in the same ¢
galled bei care not for it; but if thou may
made fre e @ ' ' } 2
l'llliz:_‘i." SUys Panl, ¢ Zl.'l.‘-»ln'.-.,.

0 5120521,
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in years that are passed. From the close of the third until near
the beginning of the present century a union of Church and State
has existed throughout Christendom, In our country, for the firsg
time since the days of Constantine, has the Chureh assumed that
position of freedom which was her glory in apostolic days
would be strange indeed if, in such circumstances, she has never
transcended the limits which her great prescribed ; it
would be more than could reasonably be ex ut she had yet
fn?]_'.' comp irehended her true F'.-::-ll.l-l-,'. t id
1ni'tiv 1l church-deliverances, instead of being the novelty which
s0Mme 1 14.1";.11 tlw qm, date their nl‘] r:n as far L-u\_'}i as [hc llZI_'\'.‘: \'.f'.:ii

preaching,

this union of Church and State was formed.

You quote the paper adopted by the Assembly in 1818 a
taining such a deliverance respecting emanecipation as you o
for: :ii:'] '\".\11 call my attention to the [ that my old instri
Dr. Geors
the committee of three ]Y whom that paper was prepare d.
and admit all that you say about that paper. And I kn

3 .
. Baxter. “elarum et venerabile nomen,”" wi

that eighteen ards, when Dr. Baxter was sr—anil
may I not add—a wiser man, he entertained and | very

different views, as you will see by referring to his y on the
;\|:' ]i.l,:llhli of ";']'i'-'k'l"' & I‘.‘?[]L'(_‘Eil“'\' Pp- 4 :l!l‘l .' You ulil-ril.'-. also,
paper .ul u[ul..] by the q\'ll“'l of Vireinin in 1800, and e:
dy to reaflirm ulll-: testimony

opini in 1858,
That you are m]‘rnuwhf'[m you can easily satisfy '\ll”]‘\.” by read-
ing the paper on slavery adopted in 183 W, .H.-l the remark __"'1I_?“
by the \-il'_’il.i:l delezat in the convention which immediately
]rl eceded '|_|IEL" r‘n';n:et‘:l?in!i of the Old 5'l'|_.':| &1

portet

will there see

hat our Synod are re

in the second volume of Foots
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SECTION IIT.—MY POSITION.

Do not misapprehend the position I have assnmed respecting
this subject of Emancipation. It is not, that the word of God
teaches that slavery is to be *“a permanent institution, on a level
with marri and the parental relation,” but that it treats the
fuestion of clu'.'.|||‘ip‘liiun from slavery, just as it treats the analo-
gaus question of deliverance from despotie eivil rule, as a political,
antl not a religious question, and hence, makes no deliverance on
the subject. And forther, that the Church is bound to treat them
both .1111.1, just as her Head has treated them in the instructions
he has ker. And let me add, if you would convince the
many * e faith" with me on this poi you will have to show
pither (1 ve place the question of emancipation in the wrong
gategory ; or (Z.) That the Church has a right to meddle with
politics,

SECTION IV.—A SECOND QUESTION.*

Thus far, I have discussed this subject of slavery, with the espe-
gial purpose of determining, if possible, the proper limits of ecele-
Sinstical netion. Let us look at it now from a different point of
¥iew, for the purpose of determining what our duty is, as citizens and
Christian men, in a country where every citizen has a right to par-

ticipation in the civil government.

o the general proposition, that all men are
well-being, temporal and eternal, of their fellow-men, no one who
tEC(.’iVL"" ['5_,_- iii"nllt" s TE:(' \\'n':t‘ll of ‘ l;"l] can lkilikiiu v ni_li!:'-." '1‘1'0
ijanctions, ** Thon shalt love thy neighbour as thyself,” and “ All
things whatsoever ye would th at men should do to you, do ye ever
80 to them," in their true scope and plain import, place this duty
beyond all question.

How, then, can we best promote the well temporal and
glernal, of the slave race which in God's providence t& among ws £

ound to seek the

SECTION V.—POPULAR ERRORS.

Before attempting to answer this second question direetly, let
me turn your attention, briefly, to certain populur errors whiely, if
mistake not, at the foundation of the false reasoning current
Tespecting the slave race in our count
It is @ mistake to suppose that ti
fﬂtef{'f.‘.{;» ni desire « free dom.

ry.
slaves among ug have any

rovtnder
Minamite
0 1iis,
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nt time—it foll¢

expression—uthnt
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word of Uod,—**

Adam, our common

upon the face of all the earth, and every tree, in the whieh is the
fruit of a tree ‘I"r“I_ seed : to it shall be for meat” (Gen.

1: 39, compare with ¢+ 8). And every state of society whi th fails
20 secure this right, is vicious iu: it fatls. And eve ry eivil
government which does not protect this right of the weak and poor,

against the

1ch and pe ."--'."."sf.. is faulty in so far as it does not pro-

tect it. 18 rieht 18 of the most precious
which the poor man has, for on this his rt

da]n"h'

I'his richt 18 secured under the svstem of slavery which exists
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tory furnishes us with an instance in which n deeply degraded
race have made more rapid progress, upward and onward, than
has been made by this race since their introduction among us.
The general reasoning we often hear on this Q\ll]l:l falla-
cious, if I mistake not, because it takes no account of the grand
obstacle to the elevation of a degraded people; and that grand
obstacle is idleness. If history teaches unvilmw slearly, it is that
you can never elevate a pw}:lu in the seale of civilization, unless
you can bring them to labour. From what I have seen of the
African race in our country, I fully concur with Dr. Baxter in the
opinion, “If the Southern slaves were emancipated in a body,
and placed in a community by themselves, from their nnwii'lin-__r-
ness to labour, they would sink into a savage state, and li

live by
the chage, or the spontaneous productions of the earth, or else
they would establish new forms of slayery among themselves.
(1-:«‘-1\ on Abolition of Slavery, p. T.)

To a people such as the slave race in our country, the effect of
slavery is elevating and not degrading. History points us to but
one wi t\'—m so far as vl ..llli_ po .U('ni .1"1_‘11LI.L“- are concern ed—
in which a ill‘L‘})i"' degraded race has ever yet been fitted for free-
dom : and that is, through the ip."'ninu of a system of slavery,
gradually ameliorating as the people were ]mpllul for its ame-
lioration. In this wi ay our Anglo-Saxon race, once deemed by
Cicero unfit even for slaves, i_mL now in the van of civilization,
worked their way up to freedom,

SECTION VI.—EMANCIPATION LAWE.

In approaching this subject of emancipation, there are cerfain
points on which, I doubt not, we agree; and it may be well 10
note them distinctly at the outset. They are, (1) Present eman:
cipation would be a curse and not a blessing to our slaves; and
(2) Fm.nmpmu.. with the prospect of the unmu{nlul ed
remaining in this country, is neither pl'lCIh‘:le‘ nor desirable,
unless the slave race could be greatly elevated above their present
I}l....ll!'ltl hefore obtaining their freedom,

The plan of emanc 1}:111-)11 which you would favour is substan-
tially that .uiuplul by the Northern States, near the beginning of
the present century, with the addition of a provision for the rés
mm'ui to Afriea of the r.*mf.l.m'i|u|w-l slaves.

This plan embraces three p'n‘timﬂ-n" ViZ. 3

1. A law prospective in its operation—say that all
after a certain year shall become free at the age of twer Jf_'--i““

9. Provision for the instruction of those to it‘ emancip ated io
the l1]|I|]JILll1.‘- of learning. :

3. Provision for their transfer and comfortable settlement 1
Africa when they become free.

slaves born

“
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To all such plans as this I have several objections, for which I
will ask o candid and careful examination.

Objuction 1st. 1 believe that any such law would, in its practical
working, prove, to a very large extent, @ transportation and not
an emaneipation law.

Such was the fact with respect to the laws adopted in the New
Eni,]dtl't dll'l \ or |f|- ' “‘l iates. [ll ng ¢ \l ltll.f'l-ll F:l Iu] m Tbm-
mined’ - -JI_,'. Dr. Stiles makes the statement: * When t_'li:.'lH!)ip:L-
tion laws forbade the prolongation of glavery at the North, there
are living witnesses who saw the crowds of negroes assembled
‘11)1'7;-:5 the shores of New l‘:la_',,"{-‘l!'.\'l and the Middle States, to be
ghipped to latitudes where their bondage could he perpetuated ;
and their posterity toil té-day in the ﬂn.l-; of the Sounthern
planter.” In confirmation of this statement of Dr. Stiles, I can
show you in Virginia, some fifty of the descendants of these very
truw-[un .ml slaves, proved to be such by the records of our courts :
and I will add, it was the bringing out of this fact, in the course
of n tliu upon which I attended, .1lmnt fifteen years ago, that first
d.lslmr-tlv turned my attention to this matter. :

When a fow years ago it was proposed to make Missouri a free
Btate by the operation of such a law, so strongly did this same
temlum\' manifest itself, that the friends of a proper emancipa-
fion—Dr. N. L. Rice among the number—were obliged to lift
their voice against it, declaring that it would be better to have no
gmancipation at all than such an one as this. In truth, the New
Enghm-l and Northern States, although they had but a small
mumber of slaves at the time they became * free States,”’ never
did em-im“[['uu- o large part of that number. Their arr-culi-:nl
Bmancipation laws were, to a large extent, practically transporta-
#ion laws ; and the transportation of slaves by accumulating them
On a smaller area, is detrimental, and not beneficial to the slaves
themselves.

I eall your attention to this fact, not to 1{1'1".:111 the North—
OF it is not by crimination and recrimination the cause of truth is
to be ]:rnrrluau-ul—.uur to show you,in the light of history, \\]1.:!:
the practical working of these ** prospective emancipation acts’’ 18
]lkE]V to be.

Ofy-d;.m 2d. But supposing the objection just stated could be
Ob’b'lalul in Some Ww: I.\—]I\’ I:]w !H\'l]l[.l "l‘-llu]'t‘ll‘aLI'ﬂll 4 St..]JL’mL,
for ey; imple—I --1r‘<r . to the plan, on the ground that you cannot
Prépare the slave race among us for freedom by any short course
of education, _-ur_‘h as that propoesed. Often, when a child, did I

ear repeated the proverb, * there is no royal road to learning.’

id so may we say of a degraded race in slavery, * there is no
r"‘dl road to IlL'L’l]fI'IJ ;

Let me give you the result of an e xp eriment of my own on this
Point. Some eizhteen years ago, I had living in my { family a young
3]1’,].\,‘._ woman, who seem wed anxious to become free and Lo g0 1o
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Liberia. She was a person of good character, and
cently married to a man also of good character, who seemed
minded with herself. After consulting with her husband's :
a personal friend of mine, and ascertaining that he was willing to
Tu‘l"!':‘ a ilar course with him, I :||!'-';lt.11_'1.-\] the money for her
purchase, with the und nding that she was to remain i
gervice until it was 1 In the way proposed, the two he
free when from 32 to 25 years of age. In the meantime,
were taught to read, and in other ways the effort was made to fif
them for freedom. The result of all this has been that, inste f
sending two good e ists to Liberia, my friend and I have added
two to the number of free negroes in Virginia.

Were this a ;-'uln:ar}' case, I might think it an exceptional one.
But after I began to get my eyes open to the l'va-n':r-;luir- result i
this case, I was led to inquire into the result in other eases of li
nature. And I ean give you case upon case, with names and d:
where similar experiments have resulted in the same way.

But, perhaps, some may say they ought to have been compelled,
for their own good, to go to Liberia. To all such suggest
t]]].' my ‘I'[l]‘ g, (1 It is vain to expect to miake good ¢
for Liberia by sending them there against their will, like cor
to a penal ~._-.rl'm}. (2.) We deceive ourselves when we speal
Africa as ““their native country,” “their home.” Africa 18 no
more a “native countr’

71t sig e ym e, P Ttl our -‘]'1.\'(17- in their own
:1]'|5:1'|;h-- 1sion, than th

North of Ireland is my country, or Holland
is yours. (3.) Emancipation laws which <*r»mpni expatriation are
eruel in their practical operation, since they involve the sundering

of ties both of kindred and affection,—and thus revive, under an-
other name, one of the harshest features of slavery, a feature which

has now, praetically, almost disappeared from the slavery existing
in our eountry,

Objection 8d. T have yet a third objection to the ]'l‘m of eman-
U!r'h]l!‘l we are considering, and it is that I see not the least pr
pect of Liberia being able to do the part assigned it in this plan
for a long time to come—certainly not while you and I, my g od
brother, have a part in what is done under the sun—if k
of colonization is to be earried on with due regard to the salel]
the colony, or a proper attention to the wants and elaims upon us
of the Afriecan race in our country.

In order that you may under stand my objectior 1y ]u:t me seb |J_"
rou certain thoughts and opinions on the suhject of Liberia
tion, and let me ask for them a eandid consideration.

ain

SEECTION VIL.—CAPACITY OF LIBERIA FOR IMMIGRATION.
: bt 1% . o 3 ekt
In all our caleulations about Liberia, we must remember W&

she is yet an infant colony, and that the greatest danger

e

which
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does now or has yet threatened her, is from the too rapid immi-
gri ation of such eolonists as we are able to send her.

On th '. point, Rev. J. Leighton Wilson—eighteen years a mis-
Slonary in Africa—writes: “The directors of the colonization en-
terprise, we think, have erred in directing their efforts too exelu-
gively to the one object of transporting emigrt to Liberia.
Many regard the number actually sent out as the true, if not the
CII.I.IV test of the I"!'fl-‘lut'l‘if\' of the ent l[‘l<. e. DBuat this 18 a serious
ml-u[ lq__ ar {rd’ ." i ”.l[,li d to mueh L,.u,--, may pratve the rutm r[-'. the
gause. It requires something more than mere numbers to consti
tute a thrifty and flourishing commonwealth. On the other hand,
an undue :u_-.'_,m:ml.n.,(.u:: of idleness, improvidence, and vice, such as
would be likely to ascerue from thrusting large numbers of these
peaple indiseriming te ly into the bosom --l' this infant republie, would
gertainly result in its entire overthrow.” (Western Afries ]

Rev. D. A. '\\1|-nn——p1|ns ipal of the Alex: :nuhr ll i
Liberia—in the October Number of the Presbyt:
Writes : ““ A mere passage across the Atlantie works no trar
mation of character. Wonld that Colonizationists would think of
this, and regulate their actions accordingly. Would that it
M emancipating their slaves wounld remember it, and learn that

their first duty is, not to emancipate them, but to prepare them for

freedom. Indiseriminate immigration has been a great
Eiberin.”

That we may form some ide q—nin-n reliable d: at: +—of what a re-
publie can do in the way of assimilating an immigrant population,
I8t us call to mind the experience of our own country. We number
ot far from ljli"T" Il;i”i'-n of the best portion of the human ra
Our ave 1ge immigration is not far from a quarter of a millic
dnnually ; and these immigrants are certainly as far advanced in
8l that fits them for becoming good citizens as any we can hope to
gend to Africa for a long time to come. And yet, this nation is
tisked to the utmost to assimilate this immigration, and no thought-
#08] patriot would be willing to see it greatly increased at the pre-
sent time.

curge to

i

SECTION VIIL.—TRUE FIELD OF OPERATION FOR COLONIZATION.

The Colonization Society was forme d, and the colony of Liberia
fﬂun{]@], not to operate as an adjunct to a general emaneipation,
ut with a very different object.

The second article of the constitution of the American Coloni-

Zation "\.--:--[-1\- declares, ** The ob p-;i to which its \I.'[Tl"llt:.'ll'] is to

e c.}‘ﬂryen-e-h’f directed, is to promote and execute a p lan for eolo-

residin 1

mnn:r with their own consent, the free peaple of eolow

1[| our country. in A |.‘}'i'f'1l_. or ';-'.il'!'_ ther 11:L|-.- HES
€ém expedient.”
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In order to a fair understanding of the case, let me ask your
attention to tf‘r- following points. :

I. The African race in America consists of two r]i*tinv‘ classes
viz. : the free people of colour, and slaves. The number of the first-
mentioned class is now not far from half a million, of whom rather
more than one-half are resident in the slave States : the remai
in the free States.

IL. In so far as any claim upon us is concerned—either on t
ground of our common humanity, or any wrong done to
fathers by our fathers in their original transfer to this country
the two classes stand upon precisely the same footing. Neither
class can claim precedence of the other. '

III. The present condition of the free people of colour, in this
eountry, is worse than that of our slaves: and their condition in
the free States is worse than in the slave States. For proo f of
this I refer you to the statistics of * pauperism” and “ecrime” in
the census returns for 1850.

IV. The portion of the race in slaver y are rapi idly multiplying,
and graduoally rising in all that constitutes civilization, in the best
sense of that word; whilst the portion of the race in freedom mn
the free States, like the poor Indians, are fading, and muss ere
long perish, unless something more can be done for them than ]u-
“_i'L‘[- }J!_'I.ll done.

V. The portion of the race in freedom furnishes the be
most ]"'F'*i"ul subjects for Liberian colonization. The represe
tions given by some—not pro-slavery men—of this class as
de hnt-l and rleurt'i led set”—*“more addicted to erime, and vice
and dissolute manners than any portion of the mnpll." % pes-
tiferons class, whose increase in Ohio '-\IHL] { be the increase of
crime, misery, and want, to a fearful extent,” whilst true of them
as a class, as the census returns proved beyond all question, yek
fails to make a distinction which truth requires at our hands.
Among this degraded class there is to be found a number, say oné
in ten, of the most intelligent and best prepared for successful
colonization, of all the African race in our country. * Many ok
them have been emancipated either for merit in themselves oFf
their ancestors’ (Governor Wise); and the deteriorating effects of
freedom, in contact with the white man, must have been rapids
indeed, if this be not the case.

To these, my observation ‘would teach me, that we ot
say one more in every ten, who are as well pr I'”'"‘]
1illll as [i]"‘-" \\'Ii" ‘\'I'rll[l }l sént to ‘-\Ade BAT ]. r -'I f ,.E”_-l‘;g.’l-l'rll.
guch schemes of emancipation as that we are considering. .

Thus it appears that one-fifth, or one hundred tho !-&.=1JIi of the
free coloured people of our country, are as well or better prepars
for t‘.l!]‘)lli.‘a‘.ztlil}rl. on the coast of .\fl‘ii_‘.:‘l., than the r:-nl i
African race now in slavery.

Bring together, now,these facts. These two classes, t

\

ndey

g

..[ LE;L
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goloured people and the slaves, have an equal elaim upon us, in so
fur as our common humanity or wrong done to their fathers is
goncerned, The present condition of the one is worse than that
of the other. The one, unless it can be saved by colonization, or
some other such instrumentality, must ere long perish, whilst the
gther is multiplying and improving ; and this portion, more mise-
rable at the present time and in prospect; yet will furnish a large
blll}\' U" t"l[f nis 1n titer I\ifil'i for successful :'rrh.‘ni}{:l'[if_ln '[!J:ln
those which will ]“ 11-”‘:!»'1 h-'rn the other portion. And does
not every }'mw[l of a wise, ]111~r.,m philanthropy require us
%0 adhere to the course marked out by the founders of the Colo-
Hization Society, and attend first to the free people of colour, and
only after our work here has been done, to think of resorting to
golonization as an adjunct to emancipation ?

SECTION IX.—WHAT THE COLONIZATION SOCIETY HAS DONE.

At the close of my seco 1ul letter, in & guotation from Bishop
Htaphtn-«. a small portion of those now in slavery are pointed out
B8 proper subjects for colonization in Africa. T hese would become
frée in the natural course of things, and in all such caleulations
ought to be counted with free persons of colour,

It is from this class, I believe, most of the colonists, hitherto
Bent to Liberia, have been obtained. Of the five hundred and
Ei"hu‘w"-n-n persons carried by the Mary C. Stevens, sixty-three
onlv were born free. (See Forty-first Annual Report of C oloniza-
tion hnru ty, pp- 13, 14.)  As yet, then, the Colonization Sociéty
s hardly touched the large class of free coloured persons in our
emmm-

The Colonization Society was formed in 1817, but not until
1824 can the o colony of Liberia be considered as fairly established.
Since then thirty- four years have elapsed, and the colony now
Wimbers about ten thousand, of whom !mt a part, say three thou-
8and, are from the class of free coloured persons in our country.

SECTION X,—WHAT LIBERIAN COLONIZATION MAY REASONABLY
BE EXPECTED TO DO,

ady directed your attention to the grand obstacle
n. in so far as Liberia is concerned, viz.: the

1. T have alre
to ripid immigra
diﬂll“lltv in assi
Bend her.

On the subi ject of © Christian appliances,” as you term them, 1n
thigir relation to the rate of immicrration, listen to Rev. J. Leighton

tlson : “ Another thing against which it behooves these mission-
81y societies to be guarded, is that of doing too much for the
! I 4 i l[‘HL s e I'[lll’"ll"n ant 1 ]rl 0 1""-

immigration as we are able to

milating such an

’ therians, in the way of p roviding

ing.  We reg gard it as one of the chief failings of the Liberians,

1
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1o of the most gerious hindranges to their improvement, that
e too willing to be taken eare of. 'H-’“_"- have no self-su 1=
ols ¢ } :E;I.E).n'r the '“"I” 1

very little hias been done t

53 and there is a disposition to look to the mis-
m, and the

1es to ||-| :_".':_]"x'}lli!!if i‘t‘

SioNAary

SO0Ner T‘ill"\' are t ,-I,,-.!-_fa.' L0 |!|_-E\|__'|:.| 1]
( \‘.'--\-'- rn Afriea,

The

y t0 & r*.}.].l rrn|u'1 ition, on the part of

" egolour 1n our |_|_1l_||:nr\, 12 their de r'ir roo |=-'l uls
their own .-.-.l for s '

This I\'}-I'.l e is we
» free colonred man I had in my employ for four
1 to l‘l[ and persuade him to go to Liberin, when

matter by saying, * I know more of negroes
and I hl rather live amone white folks.”
h au‘.' these obstacles are of such a nature as to re
to overcome them. and to teach us the absolute necessity U

131‘114 nee in the manacement of African eolonization.
I[f now it has taken us r'!atr::\nt"nn!‘ years to place a colony of ten
ut three thousand of whom are from the ¢
M t of Africa, when can we

158 t'r[.

thousand,

“free persons of

1 {
the co

on

our work
M, ..hll \\H'-A npon every ground of :
im precer lence of the portion of

done with the one hun-

088 that bridee of boats,” said a certain eloguent
ing to the line of ramships which it was prop

ral l-...{m:':-‘lsr -}t--1.1.l establish between this .
i ith a tramp like an army with banners
dus will be more glorious than the
would be an easy matter for our p
boats.” 1t would be, t'n‘l’il“l"'lll'”],"

try '.m'i

al y matter to start “ mighty erowd,"” amid the wav
b | ereat rejoicing: but what is to become of them
oth he bridee? I confess, there is no vision rises b
my it that which Dr. Baxter saw, the vision of this *m
Crov ‘unwillingness to labour, sinking into th

s Or the spontaneous ]1"'1‘:"'“'”.‘

ch

new forms of s avery amo

nan, favour any sche
I may be mistaker
they are opinions honestly entert

tend to Liberian colot
ymplishment of great good if

end, that 1 deprecal

. am a I :
wre contemplated in the popular emancip
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SECTION XI.—THE WORK AKD THE WAY.

I
among us?

1 reply, yes; there is much that :
We may labour now, work for the ( Church, work for the Christian
gitizen, work 3'..1- the philanthropist, and all of
tell npon the slave race, and their pr
dom, if [1-_u_.u|m.| Fu‘-. what God in his providence has in store for

m

1 . 1 3 " 1
there nothing we can do, and do now, for the slave race

be done: work at which

it work which will
ation for ultimate free-

118

them.

As I read the lesson which history teaches—and in revelation I
find no deliverance on the subjec ‘t—'h- re is hut oné way in which
& people, in whose case the process of degradation by sin has been
guing on throngh many generations, and upon whom, in conse-
nence thereof, slavery has come, ean be rais
ﬂum again, and that one way is through the g
ameliorating slavery, the amelior y].u as they are
prepared to profit by it. Jadividual exceptions will oceur, as
Btated at the close of my second letter, but for a race, history
Points to no other way. In this way our Anelo-Saxon race, once
gunk under a more 7[“[!!” slavery than the African has
fered in our country, was I""i ared for freedom.

This process of am ration i8 zoine on, and 1
gver since the introduction of new bodies of

and fitted for free-
ency of a gradually

L1on G n"-

s been going on

1it!f
agency of the slave-trade, ceased. Many of the . , once
ﬁCUl‘-“H.“E"‘-" to restrain a barbarous 1"-"{':"" have 1?-.'1[-i"'?]l('ll from
our statute-books, whilst the others have become, to a v

5, throt

ery large
extont, o dead letter, und, in the natural order of things, will dis
appear. 1

For all such amelioration, Christianity lavs the only sure £
dation. The Church of God, without departing from the lott
8 insiruct .m~ without st l,'l-mT aside at all from the course

Christ || 18 marked out for her, must do a great work in pr
the w ay for any amelioration of slavery, safe l

.m-[ I i .
#laves themselves; and when the ( E:in'z_rh has once done her
the Christian cit i
to be done.

But for unreasonably }Il‘-.'ll':lf'iil
88 matter more in detail. As it
exhibiti m of the sclieme to the
Pb. 117-136.

n and the p lunthropist will do what

this letter, I would present
I must refer you for a fuller
hristian Doctrine of Slavery,"

SECTION XII.—EFFECTS OF ENTERTAINING THIS EMANCIPATION

SUHEME,
: As T have remarked, I have no confilence in the happy o]
ton of any general emancipation scheme; at least, for a long time
0 tomie: and the present agitation of the matter is doing harm,

‘Tli
{
4
!
__:
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id has !. ren doing harm for some years past, bot
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poses of Christian benevolence, and now, the “ American™ in the
title of our *“ American Home .\liniu-n:n"\‘ Socie
like the sculptured skull and erpss-I
memento of worth and piety departed. It has entered our ehurch
gouncils—and along with it have come strife and diszension. First,
*roilings, evil surmisings, and perverse disputings,” have taken
the place of Christian conference. And then, the ploughshare of
division has been driven through * the heritage of God.”

“0 my soul, come not thou into their gecret; unto their as-
gembly, mine honor, be not thou united.”

Yours, truly,
Geo. D. ArRMSTRONG,
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Agstmilation. The ore at uhm.uh is, as youn state, * the difli-

to Liberia.
The fact of an ** inc 11?.-1‘1‘!111i‘.1'\fi' immigration,” composed chiefly
of ..! aves, accomp l]::dl ing so much in LJ.J(‘I]I is very encouraging in

g to be sent out by the scheme nt {‘-lu':nr‘?p:i:il n
under review, vm'li | beof a higher ch'n‘:mn-r than the class already

there. One of the features of this plan involves * ptnumm for the
ns tion of those to be emancipated in the rudiments of learn-
ing.”" Eduecation is under God, a mighty elevator. The guestion,
whether a people shall be raised np in the seale of intelligence or
be alls 1in unlettered and in gross iznorance. decides
the desti h nations. It will lI".I.'J]\ decide the ~l|\”"\' of
African colonization. The proposed plan contemplates a ln\.nf in-
terval of preparation, an uunlml f thir ven  years, during

=
)l

which time a new generation is to come forward under ht'l 8YysS-
tem of ‘° Christian appliances.” A very ti;n‘% of emi-
grants \\1]:. therefore, be made ready for ¢ Nor is it
h rical to suppose that great elev er would

nd measures for the instronction of the yot ing ~| aves, 111',-|ir.-1" the
kindly intercourse, supervision, and example of one and a quarter
millions of white members of the Church of Christ, and hfteen
thousand ministers of the ‘r-.‘-¢] el.™ MThese emicrants, thus prepare |
for freedom, would be prepared for asstmilation,

1¢ diffienlty of foreign immigration to this country is in its
versity and irreligion. Speaking foreign tongues, '.-'..ilu 1l to dif-
ferent habits and customs, i! yased by [....,m, supe |~r1 ion, or cor-
rupted by German infidelity g
more difficult to fuse into our -‘z\m-_' nul ulati
; .r,u (' own al i l‘l e
nization in Liberia, the ]f-'-ul;l[i-,:. \\r-nl-l }..-"- homogeneou
1 rent order than the original population, and un
3 of, the Christian relizion.
1can J:J_._n\u._ r is improving in Liberia. Instead of det teriora-

the

1

1

ler e

when in contact with the white race, it is now gzaining
tical world. What has been v.'.'n';..n__' to ra
y character i8 eduecation, the habit of se ilf-reliance, and

yportunity for de velopment on a field of its own, 'IIll'itlwiUI'ul
tact with the white race. An illusteation of the elevating
I‘x:r'\\'-_-r of a removal to o congenial field, is geen in the case of thon-
f i ished whites in the ~'i-mn:'-]»lm: States. This
poverty, and often to d saradation, ]=‘\-' the law of
 to influence, wealth, and importance, when they emi-

18¢€

in the [..]'

# This is the hest estimate | ean make of the number of white communicants anl
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grate to new States. A similar influence will bless the negro race,
when separated from contaminating influences, and diseip slined to
bear its part among the governments of the world.

In Liberia, new eommunities would be formed. and settlements
established in different parts of the extending republic, to meat the
demands of emizration. * Assimilation™ is easier under circum-
stances of diffusion than of aggregation. As, in our own country,
facility of acquiring land in the new Territories and States, pro-
motes the welfare of the emigrants, and fixes them in homes
vmup":"r:i\'i-[\' remote from cities and overgrown Ihwr: so the

Liberian scheme proposes to establish. its la ge ac
grants in independent and separate eommunities,
mnnfmr with the demand for enlarzement,

The deep-rooted distrust of the cupacity of their own pe

emi-

for ¢ :[i‘-'|\' 1":>llllillt'[i-'1_'-" the affuirs of ’fl\'l_‘.l'[iTllt‘.“l“ need :i‘.'w i
of colonization no concern whatever. The race in this e
never had the opportunity of proving its capacity to take

of [-m:l]-_: interests, The only experiment hitherto made has been
successful. The government of Liberia is administered with as
much skill as that of most of the States in our Union, and the

republic is growing in importanee among the nations of the earth.
The Africans will learn soon enough to put confidence in Liberia,
and to Im-lu: their own administration to that of any other people
in Ameriea.

3. Your “rule of three” will hardly work in reference to the
developments of God's providence. * If now it has taken thirty-
four years to place a colony of ten thousand on the coast of Afy v
when can we reasonably calenlate I}.-.' our work will be done” with
hundreds of thousands ? Verily, by the Armstrong rule, ne |
uul-.:iiuu W'?Il]ll be "I'n_‘.H!".;1|a,|:'.-' \ 11 ”]"u L .--.’]i‘ L’.Ill.Illl f-\' ('i]-. i
out of her present civilization and s by writing down, f
basis of the !»1'-|'|.i|_-1u. the original Jamestown efforts at eol
The “rule of ?_E';!'l-t " irrelevant as it has alw ays hcl ‘J- \\1||

less and less Feome tries J ““as ye see the

will it work when * nations are 'ru-rn m a day ?"
st be admitted that, although the :-|‘|i-'_' 13 unfair in such a
the !il'llf.ajt-!ii of African co-
that many of our wi I
sful '||ij|1:j‘-: ' v emanct
in I]'H'-'l‘t'tlt e ||f i
Il ALEXAN
iIsdom and
ity of Liberi:
If Liberia should contin
. . not so tmprobable, as many supp
the greater part of the African 1 , now in this coun

the inscrutable di ispensations of Providence, be restored

CUssion, no

hu 3 ¢ity can scan

G E‘n a
flonrish and inecre;
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country of their fathers.” Some of our most distinguished political
characters have expressed the same opinion.*

There are various providential aspeets, which encourage large
expectations from Liberian colonization, in its connection with the
removal of American slavery, and which serve to show that an
emancipstion movement, of some kind, cannot be far off.

[11. Besides hoping great 7|'=i1|_f.~. and attempting great things,
we should “ look with t THE SIGNS OF THE TIMES."
]_'1'("-\'i=i1"21:_‘: I8 o I|‘I l‘fu ’\5!1 ¥ I'J'-";!I: or.

1. One of the sizns of the times is, the general sentiment ,:,&"-]“-,
Id in favour of measures of emancipation. Slavery
the United States for two centuries, during which

1 ll\' :!T-‘-‘. 20

[ix 7522,

has exi

period it has been overruled, in many ways, for great good to the
slaves. DBut it long survive the pressare of public sentiment at
home and |h1 l_‘ When all Christian and civilized nations are
opposed to 01 'ihll':hr'r'-_ must not, before long, adopt some

active measures [l 1|-Ill to its aboliti ']1 :

2. Another s imes is, the demonstration of A frican
eapability, made by '.':||= i‘..wl lic of Liberia. The light of this
Republie spreads far into the future. It illuminates the \M.l of
distant years, and cheers the heart of philanthropy with the s
reat and rising nation. The moral power of the successf
-_i.w.‘ on the shores of Africa, is like the voice of God .'-sp-*'lh-
the children of {_, ael to *“ 2o forward.'

:';‘ m,.-.-r-‘,-, Afriea, ||=~t at this period of her history,
is another che ‘!"'l__‘ B llll' colonization. ] [{}'.‘Hdtll_tlh for a "1:':1[
work are going 'III- that dark continent. Whatever developes
Africa’s resources, is a token of good to her descendunts every-

where Elevate 1'.10 ¢ ,:;-.:m-:.r, :1.1'I the race is free, These s_'-xinio-
rations will serve, in part, to satisfy the public mind in reference
to the healthf 158 and :bvl'lfiil\' of the 1”1] 1y \. back from the geaq,

1 I'[xlll to ”T]l"]ll‘}

and its
achi

4,
a_.r-sr-.'ﬁ

portant results, is in
1 f Inter

I to some 1m-
a long period of

: . of excitement, and

measures. if the African slave-trade.
ypular plan in six States, bids ¢ lefiance to (rod and
and and elsewhere,

to slavery; the move-

presents to

repose,

arations, commenc

1
enactment ; the laws

all the recent political ad-
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vances o ry, including the judicial decision denying the rights : For myself, I do not believe, that a calm and Christian discus-
of eitizensl ;|[ tn free Ilm*]‘_-_._ and carrying slave Ty into the nationa gion of this vast social and Ilirli[.ll.‘:tl l|it!'-‘-{':rlh will do any i!l‘illr‘_‘,‘ at
territories; and especially the lu.n_nu__' of the tone of public .«--mi- all. 1t needs investigation. It requires it before God and man.
ment on the whole subject of slavery and emancipation, to which The interests of the white race and of the black race, the welfare
of the present and succeeding generations, conscience, political

1111|'u ];u]m r 1,_]| g, iH]-I in_.in[_-‘ fo some .!_r‘!'o;';[ ]-L-,,u]; in ]’E\'il.-l: i’J-._,- econom "1 4;1!'--".'. 1i e 'II!l 11\ " mnion ul'. T_l 1@ C;\"lli?i"ll \\'I'I‘] 1 rvll-rion,
':r'-- —all invite seri nz- attention to the question of emanci-

dence, in ] of all the opposition of man; yea, and by means Pros 5' :
of it ! P! ll - nd why should a rational dizeussion um—rlm-v with * the

even ministers have eontributed : all this has the appearance of :

5. The times magnify Colonization as an instrument of eiviliza- religious instruc tion and gradual elevation of the African race !
tion. Behold the new States on the shores of the Pacifie, and the Its natural effect, one wonld think, would be to stimulate effort
rising kingdoms lin. Behold the millions who have peo- in this very direction, at least with Christian and sober-minded
pled our own Western States, ﬂ-[-umz ation has never before people.

The Free States have, unquestionably, been remiss in their duo-
to ties to the free coloured population. 1 confess, with shame, this

} and i].}ll\lic':'. Human nature is the same everywher
¢ } iny privileges. They hay
T \-\-i,--.-.I 13 they have ch Ulnll.w in abundance ; .|111 if they
1l q.lul""_ hey would long ago have bee "'.:r'-%i-
u ask, ** Are you co |'-‘|1.'ln » them

ad to go, not-

]|Ll_‘.‘l'|1 -%iu'}z ]'s-l\'.'l“' or won tni h'ulr 18 BO @ ive .'i].'=. 1':L}l:11.

has the black man ever attained such dignity as by en 1
Africa. Colonizatic n 15 one of the seleet ]
promote the civilization of the human race.

6. It "-‘r‘-‘t.lw!»-u."'f at God bad some special pur

CRSR

Ave !U-\\'u-'\'-\‘l I

co mrl r||1 ¥

an { oG Inesg to ac I'1u]r.|-ll '.\|tl lfav -']'.i"’r- race, on :I
ilw Africans have been torn from their homes,
of liberty and religion, civilized and elevated here, to
and yet, when set free in [l|~ land, dizowned it

COmMMunitlies. \
Vs iitherto they have refus
st earnest and persevering expostulations. The

milated'" in ¢

in Africa !

withstanding the m

jected to a soecial and T"'] ical conditi same class of fana who have urged immediate and universal
I ! emaneipation at the South, have decried colonization at the North,

clude the hope of fulfilling their mission in America.

noints to Africa as the field of their hichest cultivation and useful- and suee ini--H” !'i-.-i‘.:rr--]. its claims smong the free ]:i_'-.'|-€‘: of colonr.
Ness. ”!'E::-'.'-'- are evi l._' 1008 that a (_']|;::.|:-.' of --]-';h;--lz 1S noOw '%'.!::'.lit_'\' ‘.1|'.1|L—
T [ wvour of colonization. May God

7. The concarrine ['11'-'.‘\'j-i:_-zu_--s'--': of God throuchout
harbingers of the ti enovation and of mill 1
fulfilment of prophecy‘is at hand. Progress and revolution m

] t
md is not distant, when * Ile, whose ri;

m
yehalf, and to roll away the reproach,
of which you fait h[ull‘ ren ,'.iu.'i us, and for doing which I give you

the age, The

ill reign ;' and “ Etla ypia shall tch forth her hands 1
; SECTION XIIL.—THE WOREK AND THE WAY.
werpss the heavens, it 18 no tims
rican skv to sleen at their observatories: There is no difference of opinion between us about the work and
mugcl i y the way, althongh I helieve that we ought to keep the end in view,

it a time to doubt. Provid o) ; . 6w
. = as well as apply the means. Why work in the dark ¥ The great

race 1o II]

calls 'ilimn t
attempt gres at l],sh- .'-~[~ to Libe
t hopeful schem d for the elevatio

raded-children, and for their emancipation from the long :

obligation is the improvement of” the slaves, their inte elloctual and
11, '.:iil':. J..‘-Il]r]-n.*-.c. in

moral elevation. The slaves, in my jud

aver devi m
VOUrs, r.m:|it ta be L:tl.i;;hl the I'll:_l;ll".li[:.\l f learning, Our mission-

.f': [, = 1 ~ - . 1 = .
bondage and see ! Trust, and try ! aries to the Ihf—:.:]m_l place Christian -s"?-w-isl among the effective
instrumentalities of pamnurm\ religion and every good result.

' e What can be gained by keeping fi:L glaves in ignorance, it is diffi-
NG THIS EMANCIPATION cult to conjecture. 'I'J.-«'!ll not the Bible to be laced in their
h the Seriptures’” and po:

BECTION XII.—EFFECTE OF

hands, in order that ‘,}_-"'-, Ay ‘et

ypportunity of a more compl

yrovement of thelr rationa

In your judgment, the discussion of emancip Pl !

*“do harm." Why, then, did my gooi .'.l"-|[5;| powers? A ‘-.’-_‘I!ii]""" in their tl outh
Ij-‘l‘-""ﬁ{j\_'h. and in a Int-.n that seemed to demand an Carol . . 89, st 9 prap "
whole discussion is evidently foreign from the origi $ in D1L1E Iar as they can reaud It 10l

tween us, as most readers readily
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themselves, is, to all 111101;[. a sealed book.”” Bince 1833, progress
may have been made in |.|n_‘ instruction of the slaves in r‘n- rudi-
ments of knowledge. And yet, in view of the fact that se
the States, including Virginia, have, within this period, passed
stringent laws prohibiting the slaves from being taught to read,
18 diflicult to ascertain the nature and extent of this progress, if
indeed there be any. In some States, I fear there has been an in-
terposition that leads to retrogradation.

You are right in saying that the most effectual w:

y of promoting
emancipation is the agency of a gradually amelior
slavery, the .mmlln: ition taking place as the slaves are prepared
to profit by it.” What strikes a stranger, at the present time, is
that the laws have, of years, become more harsh, especially in
the matter of instruction, than ever before. An *‘ameliorati
S"t\'--!‘}'“ would llftH_J]'.'iH“,’ extend the educational and ¢ 1
leges of the slaves. Has there ever been any public le
action having in view the enlightenment of the Af.|\'1'-~".’ M‘.
Christian citizens accomplish much more in ameliors ;
by enlarging the privileges of the slaves in conformity \HIL the re-
commendations of Mr. Nott ?

The remedial suggestions of Mr, Nott, understood to be received
with favour by a lLLlu]u of rentlomen at the South, are of much
value. If generally a l-rlul.(l the work of amelioration wounld be
carried forward \\..h an inerease of power altogether nnknown in
the annals of slave 1

1
Lhiron

ing

111 'il'T‘ _'ih. ong lJJ"‘ illlllnll Il: sugpe ~<TJ'I.I-
which are :_'_\r_'-1|:'-r.'1i5.‘ i:l!l]--ll ated with much good sense, are the fol-

lowing : ““I'here may be -41111'||'hi'll admissible in the progress of
amelioration, first, some extension of franchises to those remaini
slayes; and secondly, an fm[mmmnv of full emancipation to such
as may choose it: thus giving to all some share in providing for
their social well-1 lm £, and opening the path for individual progress
and advancement.

An ameliorating system is the only, and the safest, way to eman-
cipation ; and in such a system, religious and moral instruction is
the strongest element. The plan of emancipation we have been
considering could have no prospect of a successful issue, unless,
in t‘u- course of thirty years, a great advance could be made
under God, in the intellectual and soecial condition of the slaves.
The r!:-'_r-!‘I!!l.'i|}.'1:.-- work is Christian elevation; after that, e
pation.

I am far from undervaluing the general tendency of Southern
eivilization towards ll.z- provement of the slaves. (reat credit

slongs to those of onr s lu-1|:-'ifl_-' brethren w ho have made _‘-']‘.-I'l'iil-l
efforts in their own honseholds and on neighl
this \\-n‘i\ go on, and thousands of slaves will be prepar d 3.',':.

]_i:__._ AL R £ -

1]'_--'- \a'-'.;'l;, and

v

JOUTIN e ]-].::1|‘.:11‘. S,
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SECTION XIV.—THE CHURCH AND ADVISORY TESTIMONY.

After this long digression, of your own seeking, I return to the
original topie of the rels stion of the Church to em: incipation, The
Church has a right to enjoin the performance of all the relative
duties specified in the Scriptures, and to give general counsel, or
festimony, in regard to the termination of the relation itself, as a
moral and lawful end.

Why a right to give counsel ! Because, as I have attempted to
show, the relation being abnormal and exeeptional, its ultimate dis-
solutio n is fairly inferred, as 4 mor al duty, from the general spirit
and pri :"i[ Jles of the word of God. So far as the ‘n»,whmun of
the relution requires the action of the State, the Church has no

ight to meddle with it in any form, either as to the plan, or the
The Church has simply the right to advise mrl urge her
members to prepare their ll\;h for tlu dom, as soon as Providence
ghall open the way for it.

Why may not the Church enjoin emancipation ! Because slave-
holding }-'.-‘]H;_" richt or wrong, according to circumstances, the
Church ¥ 1 .‘-'iji_'(_'iﬁl_‘ rule ni"]'mr!u::l:-._an:. and univer-
sal .-i-;l-_r;l;iu_:.n._ nor can it take cognizance of the cirgumstances of
each n.n-‘.i-’ul:n' case, which must be adjudicated by the mind and
conscience of each individual under his respo lity to God.

The Church, therefore, whilst it cannot prescribe po litical mea-
sures of emancipation, or the time of emancipation, has a perfect
right to say to its members, as our (General Assembly did, in

18138

can neither give

xhort them to econfinue, and, -'__7‘ posgibile, [0 inerease
exertions to effect a total abolition of slavery.
r no greater delay to take place in this

spurd to the pub lie welfare truly and ind

hort them to

o concern, than
fem \[:-i.-i."

Ar I'l we. at the same time, exhort others to forbear harsh censures,
and nncharitable reflections on their brethren, who unhappi unong
slaves, whom rIn 'y cannot immedia sat free; but who alcy using

all ence and all their end

of fre

rvours to bring them into a state

SIMIIL (18 2 do .fr,: tf e Le sately '-',-’-"-l’""."’-

Or; as the Synod of Virginia declare d in 1802;

We cor .-1 ;v it the indispens ble duty of nll who hold slaves to
puti Lo Lle etlucation, ,}., } ..-.lf.f.l-ur for a .‘-I"Jr_ ;
dn i fe them as soon [ appear (o lie ‘J"J'-'_.:',a q weli-

roilent

In thus maintaining the right of the ( Chureh to give advisory tes-
v. there 18 ~-'|Ju'l\.’ need to add, that the Church is bound to
with the wisdom which should ever characterize a court

Lord Jesus Christ.
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SECTION XV.—THE THIRD LETTER. HISTORY OF ANTI-SLAVERY
OPINIONE.

1. I do not conceive that my third letter was based upon the
glightest [misapp ulu-!'ﬁh'm The whole strain of Bishop Hopl
apology for slavery implies, like your own, that the institution

lawfully exist .JLufll"* u people, forever, without any concern.
I do not believe : .mnl this Ilu Christian Church has not 5.'w5i ved,
either in earlier or later times. I protest against such doctri n

however guarded ]u guage it may be expressed or concealed.

In the time of Chrysostom, who flourished after Constantine.
about A.D. 400, emancipation was encouraged throughout the Em-
pire; more so II'- 7 brother Armstrong seems to encontage it

oW, f i'um'h--'-n centuries. There is no reason to

rsostom’s fanciful inte rpre tation of 1 Cor. T : 21,
vocate of }u perpetuity of slavery. In some re-

, that «iés;:mt age was in advance of our own.

2. You think that in two instances I confound things that differ.
(1.) But I did not unde :'~".:m|] you as saying that the Christian
1= y phils lh']n-u[-«h of England were infidels, but simply
i[l:!l lil"\- acted quo ad hoe on infidel il'l‘h‘! les. 1 !II‘-'r\'t:ri that '”
principles were not those of infide lity ; that such an idea was pre-
posterous.® (2.) Nor did I confound slaveholding with the Afri-
can :_~E:='.'u_-—u':s-l:'-. The paragraphs from My, Baneroft's history em-
braced both subjects, so that one could ne

the other. DBesides, the traffic and the system sustain a eclose re
lation to each other. The abettors of perpetual glavery are always
prone to defend the slave-trade, as is lamentably witnessed at the

present time, in the extreme South.

BECTION XVI.—CONCLUDING REMARKS.

On reviewing our respective positions on this interesting ques
tion, I am confirmed in the correctness of those with which I set
out, viz.: that * slaveholding is right or wrong according to cir-
cumstances ;"' Ih;l‘L the General ;\wﬂ{"lill:l}‘ had a right to exhort
the members of the Church to prepare their slaves for freedom
whenever Providence should open the door for it; that the history
of anti-slavery opinions ‘-%L"_'IWR that the Church has never regarded
slavery as an institution to be |vt'1=~1::;1te 1; that it is wise
as eifizens, to examine "hr (juest tion of emanc |[II|ILJ:1 in all its
and that the border States, '.! no othe TS,
commence

with Libe

might advant;

» work speed

an colonization ¢
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On the other hand, if I do not misunderstand you, you have taken
the following positions: 1. * Slaveholding is not a sin in the sight
of God.”” 2. The Church has no right even to advise her members
to elevate their slaves with a view to their freedom, and that the
testimonies of the General Assembly, down to 1845, were wrong,
and ought never to have been uttered. 3. Slaveholding has always
existes l mn I.Il- L ‘hurch without .-m ¥ ['1-]-1- I'.'gi. from {ln’ cul liest iiiuc:-‘.
until Christian philanthropy, adopting the [.lll' iples of Infidelity,
has lately agitated the matter. -!., [t 18 expedient to do no Lhm r
in the way of emancipation at present, ¢, mdeed, lhc slaves are
ever to be free; and the South had better not send any more slaves
to Liberia until the North has sent its free blacks.

By the expression of these sentiments, I fear that, wiilu.nl. in-
tending it, you have lowered the tone -|' public sentiment wherever
il the oblizations of con-
ious Cliristians on this great subject. John Randolph declared
ngress, * Sir, I envy not the heart nor the head ul that man
from .":Jx: North, who rises here to defend slavery from principle.”
This remark has no direct application, of irse, to yourself; but
muny readers, [ fear, will :i.rl'n. in your behalf, the credit of doing
the very thi 1714 that John ]1::1|Il-r-!|I1 denounneed.

I aoree with you about the evils of the course of the fanatical
abolitionists; and no more '}mn }'nll]'.ﬂj-]t' do 1 desire to unite my
hononr with their assembly.

vour influence extends, and have

I stand upon the good old ground, occupied by the Presbyt
Thureh £ immemorial, Believing it to be serip tlll"tl ground,
wve endeavoured to defend it: and shall, by God's grace, con-

tinne to defend it on all fit oceasions, against extreme views either
at the North or at the South. I further believe that my beloved
brethren at the South ocenpy, in the main, the same vonservative
position—a IIL'-lt]-Ill which l|.:~ enab it"l our Chuorch to maintain her
seriptural character and her integrity. I do not expeet that my
brethren, either at the North or ."~:|!1,|.. will agree with me in all
the side issnes about plans of emancipation, which you have thrown

into the argument without any logical authority, and to which I
have replied according to the best i rht }..I\-u me.

Praying for spiritual blessings upon Africa and her descendants,
and that the cause of truth, liberty, and r :* teousness may prevail

from shore to shore,
I am yours fraternally,
C. Vax REenss
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