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Anr, V.—DR. NEVIN AND HIS ANTAGONISTS.

Tur Syned of the German Reformed Church, convened in
Bultimore in October last, unenimously elected tho Rev. B.
C. Wolfl, D.D., Pastor of the Third German Reformed con-
gregation of that city, to the Professorship of Theology in
the Seminary in Mercersburg. Provision has thus finally been
made to sapply the vacaney occasioned in that Institution by
the previous resignntion and retirement of its much csteemed
Inte President, the Rev. Dr. J. W. Nevin. It wns only after
n year's delay, snd then -with great reluctance, that the
Chaureh thus yielded to the earnest selicitations of one whose
cflicient services in the department which he bad filled so
leng and se well, she could, ot the present juncture, so badly
spare. The work of rapid Church extenston, prosccuted so
briskly at- this time by the German Reformed scction of the
American Protestant Church, and the great difficulty of enlist-
ing n number of zealous laborers, adequate to the annually
inereasing demands, secms to make every one of her ministers
an indispensable component of the particalar charge he serves;
50 that in ease of congregational vacancies, it is almest impos-
sible to suppply one important post without depriving another
of pastoral services as greatly needed there. The diffienlty of
supplying & vacaney in her Theologienl Seminary is greater in
proportion to the higher responsibilities of the place. It will
not be surprising, therefore, that the Church was thrown into’
groat perplexity by Dr. Nevin's withdrawal, and hesitated a
year in the hope that he might yet bo induced to return fo the
post which he had occupied so honorably for himself, nnd so
faithfully for the Church. But as he felt justified, after pro-
tracted consideration, in reiterating -his desire to be relieved,
for o season at least, from the burden of his official responsi-
bilities as Professor of Theology and President of the Semi-
nary, and renewed his formal notifiention to that effect, i was
ut length believed to be due to his personal feclings and claims
to ncquiesce in his wishes.

Dr. Nevin occupied the chair of Systematic and Pastorazl
Theology, thus vacated by his resigpation, for move than
twelve years. Ile came to it, nt the carnest call of the Ger-
man Reformed Chureh, well worn already by arduous labors
undergone in previous stations of a similar character. In his
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new sphere e devoted himself to the severe and responsible
duties of his Professorship, and pesition in the Church at
Inrge, with untiring assiduity and distinguished obility. No
Theelogical Professor of this, or probably any other country,
ever labored more faithfully and more indefatigably at his posﬁ,
than he; none ever better understood, or more deeply and
solemnly realized the weight and value of the vast intercsts
depcrrldmg 80 largely upon the intelligence, picty, and fidelity
of a Theological Professor. His view of the proper extent of
his sphere of labor was far-more intelligent and just than to
suppose 1t limited by the precinets of the Seminary grounds

or the number of students actually present in the several clas.
ses of the Institution. Keenly conscious of the grent moral
mfluence with which his office naturally invested him, especially
in the Church to which ho had pledged his services, he cheerfully
recognizod the corresponding duty imposed by the possession
:Jf' such influcnce. -Ocoupying a high tower upon tho walls of
Zion, one from whose upper windows he could have on unob:
structed and comprehensive view of the wants and perils of the
city spread out beneath, it was his duty, not simply to qualify
others for being wise and fuithful watchmen, but to be one
himsell. So he ovidently believed, and few, if any, will dis-
sent from this conviction. In addition therefore to the more
immedinte dutics of his professoral office, he constantly and
conscicntionaly labored to warn the Church of what were sup-
poseil by him to be most seriously threatening dangers, and to
divect her in that course honesily believed hy Lim to be the
best and safest. Whatever else therefore his many, and in
some cases indeed apparently malignant adversaries, could or
did gay ngoinst him, none ever dreamed of charging him with
being n dronish slave to traditional systems, sometimes so
gladly seized and appropriated, to escape the annoyance of
tollsome thought, and the drudgery of disgusting penmanship

and none evor hinted or suspected that Dr. Nevin was bccoming,
obese~upon u’sinceure. : Manifestly fitted and designated by
natural ondowments, for lnborious study and profound research
‘his whole life has been almost unremittodly and always in-
tenscly devoted to those pursuits for which, by constitutional
predilection, he had so strongly marked o preference. In-
deed he seems for many years, 1f not during hiz whele life, to
have necustomed himself to double duty, This, as an c:;rly
f'r}enﬂ and classmate has reeently told us, was a (,:hn.ractcriatic
of his colleginte course alrcady.” Of the distinet nature and
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extent of his lnbors during Lis official conmnoction with the
Princeton and Western Theological Seminaries, we cannot
gpeak with certain knowledge. But it is well known, that
since the death of the lamented President Rauch, Dr. Nevin
has been sustaining the double burden of the Presidency of
both the Theological Seminary and Marshall College, and that
of tho lntter gratuitously. The amount of nectunl mental and
physical labor performed during this period, muy be partially
caleulated from the numerous and lengthy contributions of lus
pen, formerly to the weekly periodicals of the Church, and of
late more exclusively to the Mercersburg Review, the work of
such leisure moments as the stuted duties of the offices he filled
allowed him. Thesc contributions have always been upon sub-
jects of the highest theological moment, and such as were
most intimately interwoven with the practical life of the
Church. And’ it may be remerked, by the way, that by his
treatment of the various themes thus discussed, and the palpa-
ble influence which they have cxerted and are still exerting,
Dr. Nevin has most effectually quashed the indictment for
vapory idealism, and misty transcendentalism, which seversl
prosceutors have preferred against him.  On the contrary, he
geems to have thereby proven himself capable of being most
significantly, nnd, for some, most harrussingly practical, even
in the discussion of the profoundest topics. It would not be
easy, however, from what is thus known to have been mentally
and physically achieved by him, to estimate the amount. of
mentnl and moral anxiety, endured by one so conscientious in
the discharge of duty, and so heartily concerned for the true
prosperity of the Church, especially when the peculiarly trying
circumatances, in the faco of which alf was done, are duly cansid-
ered. T'owmen, oceupying a similer position, have encountored so
much misrepresentation in the proscention of their work, And
we know of no one, whose words and warnings, from the fivst
utterance of his protest agoinst the pernicious extravagances
of the Anxious Bench system, to his latest reprehension of
Leahey-itical nnti-popery harangues, have been so diligently
caught up and improved, and who has yet ot the same time been so
unsparingly denounced for nttering those words and warnings.
~ Nothing of all this however was suffered to deter him from
firmly maintaining his position, and elaborating lis views upon
the momentous questions at issue, until he has fully developed
his theory of the Church and her institutions, and avowed and
defended his convictions of her dangers and her duties. This
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done; the Church to which he has been devoting the best years
and energies of o vigorous life, hag felt that he had a right to
ask relense from at least one of the burdens resting upon him,
and to seck the privilego and comforts of a temporary retire-
ment from the more stirring and noisy arena of an officinl
theologicul life. And the circumstances under which this haa
been at length assented to, must be as grateful to the heart of
Dr. Nevin as they seem to have been annoying to some of his
more viclent oppunents. To state, or even specificnlly refer
to the various appliinces employed, for the greater part outside
of the German Reformed Churel, with the professod design
of counteracting what were supposed to be pernicious errors,
but the success of which would inevitably have brought about
Dr. Nevin's official and theological bankruptey snd ruin, could
gserve no profitable purpose, and is assuredly not to be un-
dertaken for the pleasure of the thing. Their utter failure
moreover to injure him in the estimation of the Church, would
render such a detail doubly gratuitous. Ior his own golemn
repudistion of the charges preferred against him, and his
voluntury reitoration of the pledge of faithful adherence to her
standards, always proved sufficient to assure the Church, that
notwithstanding all the gainsayings of his opponents, Dr. Nevin
stood truly rectus in ecclesia. He therefore takes with him
to his retirement the most undoubted testimony of the Church's
continued confidence and osteem, her cordinl thanks for his
pust important and sclf-denying services, and her sincere
prayers, that the Chief Shepherd may bestow upon him, in
sbundnnt measure, Ilis richest blessings. - This indeed, tem-
porally eonsidered, may be n mengre compensation for the
services rendered. But it is the best the Church ean give.
And we are confident, that in Dr. Nevin's appreciation, its
value will be above that of golden medals, or of silver plate,

The event thus noticed, and for which a justifying reason
has been so definitely assigned, because wo regard it as one of
the grievous faults of the times, that men, on whom rcst sol-
emn ordination vows, binding them for life to the public service

of the Church, often too lightly relinquish their ealling and aban--

don their work,—munifestly forms an epoei in the bistory of the
Church, within whose limits it has ocearred, and hrings us theolo-
gically and ecclesiastically to a momentary pause. The occasion
scoms therefore to furmish a fit opportunity for o calm and
candid review of the important and earnest controversy be-
tween Dr. Nevin and such antagonists as have, rather irvegu-
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larly it must be allowed, assailed him and his theory, for the
most part from beneath some overshadowing newspaper am-
buscatte, n controversy which will now most probably cease, at
lenst for a scason. The' intrinsic magnitude of the subjects
involved in this controversy invests the discussion of them with
immense interest, and renders a bricfreview appropriate. - They
form® the very foundation of all Christian faith, and constitute
the vital clements of the Church's being. For many gencra-
tions English and Americon Theology hos been well nigh all-
absorbingly engaged in the ndjustment and defence of the
leading five pomnts of more rigidly defined Calvinism. The
consideration and development of these, either positively or
negatively, have beon the great burden of almest every theo-
logical discussion, as they have been the most notable occagion
of nearly all the ecclesiasticnl dissensions by which the Prot-
estant Church has boen variously agitated for the last hundred
years. And so ardent have been these discussions and attend-
ant dissensions in which the various porties concerned have
been enlisted, from the fatalistic supralupsarian to the flattest
Arminian,that no time or place was allowed for the more gen-
eral consideration of other doctrines. However clearly there-
fore the actual condition of the Protestant Church interest, in
this country especially, indicated tho importunce of giving
attention to other subjects, subjects more nearly affecting the
actuel life and edification of the Church, the voice wrs unheard
or unheeded amid the din of zealous or anpry debate of Cal-
vinist and Pelagian, Old School and New School, Andover and
Princeton. Amid these earnest, and perhaps vastly important,
contentions for the precise form and terms of certain speculative
doctrines of the evangelical Church, the still greater necessity

- of correet apprehonsions of the fundumental faets, upon which

the very life and subsistence of the Church depend, and of
intelligent and active faith in those facts, was nt lenst measu-
rably lost sight of, or undervalued. However high our estimate
of the thoroughly tested, and most prominent tenets of orthodox
Calvinism muy be, and however hearty may bo our adherence
to them, it must yet be admitted that Christianity, or the
Christian Church, a8 a system of supernatural means, divinely
devised and developed, for the moral redemption of the world,
merits far higher regard, and far heartier devotion, For after
all, a theoretical system, and  living and life-giving cconomy
are not necessarily identical. Indeed there are many mourn-
ful illustrations at hand of their being widely sundered from
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ench othor in actual life. DBut it is far otherwise with regard
to-principles and facts' which. concern the actunl relation of
Christ to belicvers individunlly, and to the Church collectively,
and of them and the Church to each other and to Him. TIiis
otherwise with reference to the crdinances of the Church and
the divinely invested virtuo attendant upon their proper admin-
istration, especially the dispensation of the Holy Sacraments,
God’s appointed signs and seals of that grace without which
there is no salvation. And it is otherwise finally with regard
to the actual constitution of the Christian Church,—not her
outward construction, or the form of government by which her
affairs may be externally managed, and her oecasional domes-
tic difficulties' may be adjudicnted,—but, thet real internal
orgunization which constitutos the law of her life, and condi-
tions its historiez] mapifestation and growth. Here we have
themes, ‘which, like thé arteries of the human system, connecs
with the very heart’of Christinnity, themes which form the
veritable “* marrow of divinity.” _ s

This now is the immedinte character of the topics discussed
in the varions treatises of Dr. Nevin, which have given rise
to the controversy under consideration. ILaying hold of doc-
trines which had come to be comparatively neglected, aithough
they were the glory of the theological labors of the sixteenth
and seventeenth centuries, he has brought their vast impor-
tance into view once more, in o light which has amazed, and
even disturbed defenders of the faith, moving in quite another
sphere of thouglht, and comforting themselves meanwhile with
the belief that they were contending for the only opinions
worthy of a theologian's study or o Christinn’s zeal. The first
snoouncement of these seemingly new themes, appeared indeed

only to-excite n sneering smile, or was trented with contemp- -

tuous silence. . Those occupying the higher places of American
theology, and espeeinlly metropolitan editors of religious news-
papers, - felt- disposed rather to be merry at the idea that
any--thing. renlly -significant, or worthy of serious notice,
should ‘issue from the mountains of Judes, and least of all
from ‘the Zoar of the German Reformed Church. DBut the
inherent power of the traths discussed soon made itself felt,
and the persevering carnestness and pious solemnity with which
they wera advocated speedily commanded for them a hearing.
The notes proceeding from & small sceluded hamles, deeply
conccaled in the shadows of the North Mountain, in one of
the retired parts of Cwnberland Valley, extended end spread,
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until they penctrated the farthest limits of New England Puri-
tanism, and aroused the attention of Protestants and Papists,
orthodox and heterodox, both on this and on the other side of
the great deep. It may therefore assuredly be assumed, that
discussions involving the trentment of sucl subjects, and con-
straining such general consideration, must ha intrinsicully en-
titled to some special notice of the manner in which they have
been conducted, and the reaults thus far reached. g
But the consideration which, in the present csse, is para-
mount to every other motive for the volunteering of thia re-
view, is derived from the intimate official relation sustained by
Dr. Novin to the German Reformed Church, during the whole
course of this controversy, and his close identification with the
Colleginte Institution with which the Association, responsible
for the character of this Quarterly, is filially connected. In
view of the highly important and responsible position le oceu-
pied, as President of the Theological Seminary of that Chureh,
the Church has been held answerable for'the influence of his
teachings, and the character of his productions. At leust it
has been assumed os the Chwreh’s duty to preserve her own
fountaing pure and unsdulterated by  commixture with perni-
cious error, and also sceure the Profestant evangelical interest
at Jorge against boing overrun by poisonous streams. Those
Christian denominations especinlly, with which the German
Reformed Church is mere closely allied by ecclesiastical cor-
respondence, have held that Church under particular obligations
to this effect. We have no disposition to dispute the justice of
this expectation. Unquestionably the German Reformed
Church 18 bound, by & most solemn moral guaranty, to the
Evangelical Protestant Church of the land, and indeed to the
Holy Catholic Church in the world, to maintain inviolate the
sacred treasure of truth with which she belioves herself, and is
acknowledged by others, to be entrusted. By the holiest obli-
gations is she pledged not to permit the acknowledged founda-
tions of her fuith to be moved or altered, nor to connive at the
agitation and edvoency of theeries and opinions, the legitimate
effeot of which would be to undormine and to subvert those
foundations. And noconsiderations of strong personnl regard,
or of heavy claims for past services, would be sufficient to
acquit her of the charge of denominational perjury and deccit,
if she could be convicted of such connivance. Huas she then
given just reason to fear thet he has been unfaithful to her
solemn trust? Tas she so connived at crror taught, and
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defended, with almost unparalleled boldness, and yet with tlu; '

adrojtest gubtlety, in her high places, end by thoss exposed by

their official elevation to eonstant inspection, as to have for- -

feited all claims to the continued confidence of the Evangeli-
cal Pratestant Clurches of this country ?  None have ventured
cxactly openly to offirm this, and charge upon that Church
such guilt. And yet, as mueh as this has. more than once
been insinunted. It i3 not easy cither to see how she ean
eseape on indictment to this effect, if all the theological erimes
and ecclesinstical obliquities eharged upon Dr. Nevin, bo really
sustained. If Dr. Nevio has indeed revived Eutychianism,
charged our Lord Jesus Christ with being o sinner, denied the
divine nuthority of the Seriptares, rejected the Reformed doc-
trine of the atonoment and justification, plead for purgatory,
and prayers for and to the dead, advocated the warship of the
Virgin Mary, tought the crasscst transubstantiation, reviled
Protestantism, and made common cause with Popery as for as
this eould bo done by him in the existing premiscs, then the
German Reformed Church, which has il the while not only
looked ealmly on, bub refused to listen to the alarm-cry
raised by two or three watchmen within her walls, and repeated
with magnified force by thrice as many more without, must
cither be most irretricvably astute, or most perversely set upon
ruining herself, and doing mischief to others. And this pre-
cisely is what some of those professedly concerned for her
pence and prosperity fear and prophesy, For ourselves we
feel assured that their fears are gratuitous, and thut their dive
prognostications will prove most happily delusive. The
grounds for this assurance will appear in the prosecution of
this review, in which we think it will be made munifest, that
the Chureh had no good reason to sustain the charges preferred
against Dr. Novin, but the very best assurance of his theolo-
gicnl orthodoxy end ecclesiastical integrity, .and that she ig
. Sherefore not chargeable with  a:-breach of trust, in refaining
his services to the :last, and finally furnishing him with ee
strong.a-token of her confidence and regard as he takes with
him to his retirement.

Retrospectively considered, the various charges brought
agurinst Dr. Novin in the course of this seven yenr's war, as it
hng been fitly tormed, arrange themselves into two distinet
clusses, viz. : first, charges of specific heresies, and secondly,
charges of a general betrayal of  Protestantism and a zealous
though cunningly cloaked. vindication of Popery. We ghall
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find it most convenient to our purpesc to pursue the subject in

“the order thus presenting itself. -

iThe untagonists of Dr. Nevin have brought five distinct
charges of heresy aguinst him, either one of which, if sus-

“tained, would be sufficient to merit his immediate exelusion
from an orthedox Protestant Church, and to brand him with

roprobacy to the Apostolic fuith; and the patient tolerntion of
cither ono of which in her midst, would justly subject the
Church guilty of it to the most painful suspicions, and the
geverest remonstrances of avangelicnl Clristendom. What

~ evidence, pro and con., has been presented to the mind of the

German Reformed Chureh in reference to the several items of
this grand indictment ? .

' The first chavge, chronologically, (for this prosceutionary
controversy is not without its gradual historical development,)
and that which, on nccount of its comparntively minor impor-
tanee, may a8 well he primarily disposed of, is, that #he eole
supremacy of the Bible as the Divine Rule of Faith for the
Clwristian Church has been denied by Dr. Nevin, and that the
necessity of Tradition, as co-ordinate with Sacred Seripture,
hag been advocated Ly him. In other words, it is affirmed, that
upon this point the fundamental Protestant doctrine of the
supremacy of tho Holy Scriptures in all matters of faith and
practice has been virtually repudisted, and that the papal

error of the divine autherity of Chureh Tradition, or n subtle -

modification of it, has been substituted in its place. With thig
serious and alarming charge for his theme the counsel for the
prosecution opencd the case ngainst Dr. Novin moro than seven
years npo, nt the Synod of York. It was professedly based
upon sentiments detected in the translation of Dr. Schaff’s
Principle of Protestantism, and their endorsement by Dr.

Nevin, That able and interesting Tract, published origimally -

by the reguest and with the approbation of the Synod, was
nceused of teaching and defending the error set forth in the

above charge, “of asserting that Seriptaro may, under some
ciroumstances, be undervalned in favor of human addition and-

tradition,” and the specinl attention of the Synod was chal-
lenged in the case. A full nnd fuir discussion was accordingly
allowed to tuke place. To this discussion fur grenter latitude

was granted than could have been asked or expeeted for o

prosecution sprung upon the Synoed with such flagrang irregu-

larity. Ultimagely the lendor of the opposition, Dr. Borg,

finding himself siuking in the pit dug so deep for the Mercers-
‘ 7
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burg Professors, tricd to help himself out of it _ugniﬂ,:by'
making the manly confession that the churge had  béen
raghly proferred, and that it could not bo sustained. = It Was

even concedod, in the solemn and cautious paragraphs of s-
recorded Protest, that the Book in question “certainly did

admit, that the Holy Seriptures constitute the pure and proper

souree, as well as the only certain measwre ¢f all saving truth;

and oceupied ground which in his opinion was sqfe, with' the
single exception,” (fortunate fugitive, to find so convenient a
covering for so lhumilieting a retrent!) “of that distinction
which is denominnted formal dogmatic traditien !” It might
have been expected that after such o defeat, the more morti:
fying beecnuse of the exulting menaces with which the onset
was introduced, nnd ofter suel concessions, the more signifi-
cant for being incorporated into a Protest, this item at least
would be stricken out of the indictment, and that the prosecu-
tion would confine itself to the remaining points. This, how-

ever, is not found to be the cage. On the contrary, the charge

huas heen reiterated {from that day to this, almost as often as
Dr. Berg, and his friendly coadjutors in Philadelphia, New
York, and Boston, and * our faithful brother” of the so-called
Lutheran Obgerver in Baltimore, have found it opportune and
expedient to excite the interest of the Christinn community in
heholf of the Professors and Institutions in Mercersburg, or
torevive fraternal concern for the true prosperity of the Germa
Reformed Church. .
And what is really the offence eommitted by Dr. Nevin in
regard to this vital dogma of Evangelical Protestantism ?
What sin has he actually perpetrated, (for of course the Church,
as an ccclesiastical judicatory, can only take cognizence of
overt acts, or of n spirit and tondencies made palpable by
such acts,) to render him obnoxious to the charge in question,
and oblignte the Church to condemn znd chastise him for the
error I- Has he any where denied or questioned the Divine
Authority of the Sacred Seriptures, or hinted at their being
deficient at all as a revelation of divine truth and liuman dut.y%
Hag he any where argued that in a case of manifest discrep-
ancy between the doctrinal confessions, canons or traditions of
the Church, and the Holy Scriptures, these should he made to
yield -in subservient deference to such traditions, as being of
higher authority and superior force! THas he cvor most
remotely suggested that the teachings of the Chureh, speaking
through her ndopted symbols, could or should be used as an
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pll-sofficient substitute for the circulation of the Bible?
Judging him and his theory from the tone and charaeter of
the various newspaper and other expositions of it, through which
the public has been made acquainted with both, all this, and
more and worse, would cerfainly have to be suspected and
believed concerning them. No wonder therefove that the
Church, which not only tolerates but clings to o man, who
holds and advocntes such views, should be considered recrecant
to the good old faith of her futhers, by those who derive il
their nowledge of the case from such warped extempore mis-
representations. But does mot Dr. Nevin hold views corres-

ponding with those expositions of his sentiments? . 'We answer,

most asswredly not, if the public nnd unreserved avewals of
his gentiments, which have been freely spread ount during the
lnat ten years before the gaze of the Christinn community, are
to be talken as an honest and sincere exponent of his views.
Cf his venerntion for the Saered Seriptures, his profound def-
orenco to their divine authority in matters of faith and piety,
and his oxaltation of them abeve all human traditions, the
Church has had such evidence as coennot easily be shaken by
the nlarm-cries of those who have constituted themselves
watchguards of her citadels, or the anxicus warnings of those
who have become notorious a8 panic-mongers in her midst,
erying ever and anon, “the wolf, the wolf,” but still exposing
their own nervous timidity, er presumptuous dishonesty, by
failing to point out the wolf, when the Chureh amaswered to
their felse cry, and showed her readiness to cnich and expel
the intruder. I'recly as Dr. Neovin has written, and frankly
(some have thought quite unnecessarily o), as he has declared
and published lhis opinions, the Church may safely challenge
his opponents to adduce o single sentence, or expression, from
sl hiw writings, which, being fairly interpreted, is in the least
collision with the views upon this subject under consideration
at the Synod of York, and in regard to which we have already
given Dr. Berg’s concession. Upon what then is this charge
Dased? It is havdly supposable that so much ado would be
made shout nething, or that sensible men would permit them-
gelves to become go fearfully ngitated, or would teil so strenu-
ously to excite the fears of others, without some reasomable
ghow of actual peril! At lenst their loud and reiterated
ghouts of treachery! treachery ! have received far moro atten-~
tion than would otherwise have been paid to them, but for their
presumed plausibility. It was rather naturally assumed that
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no. true friends, and certainly no membery or ministers, sin-
corely devoted to tho inferests of the German Reforn}e.d_
Church, or chorishing, as neighbors, the fraternal affection
professed, would wantoniy hold her up to suspicion, endenvor
to distract Lher with internal dissensions, or expose themselves
ultimately to reproach and condemnation as false witnesses.
What motive could tempt or incite to such an unkind and un-
christian course 7 The desire of notoriety could not justify
it? No fair vindication of it could be found in strong predi-
leptions for the puritanizing influences notorionsly at work in
the old stock German Churches of Pennsylvania and adjacent
States, and upon the eflicacy of which a few ministers within
their limits might build theiv expectations of furthering God's

glory and their own renown, as the chicf instruments in the .

hands' of Providence of sccomplishing the revolution in {ha
entire structure and character of those churches, aimed at by
the operntion of those foreign influences ? Why should puritan
medes of thought, however good in their way, and puritan
forms of worship and church economy, however suitable and
cexcellent in their place and circumstances, be preferred by the
posterity nnd successora of Germoen Christians and German
ministers, te the peace of their Church, or to the inestimable
legacics bequenthed by theiv fathers? Amd yet if we take up
all that is tangible, and most serutinizingly review all that is
vigible in the case, we can find nothing upon which a verdiet
against Dr. Nevin upon this first accusation could be based.
Do we ask him, through his written avownls of his opinicns,
Do you belicve “that the Holy Seriptures of the Old and
New Testoments, which are called the canonieal Seriptures, are
genuine, suthentie, inspired, and therefore divine Seriptuves?”
He answers, I do believe ““that the word of God, as it has
heen handed down to us in the eanonical books of the Old and
Naw Testaments, iz the pure and proper source, as well s the
only certain measure, of all saving faith.” Do we further
inguire, Do you acknowledge that those Scriptures ¢ contain
all things which relabe to the faith, the practice, and the hopg
of the righteous, and are the only rule of faith and prnetice
in tho Church of God; that, consequently no traditions, as
they are called, and no mere conelusions of reason, which are
contrary to the clenr testimony of these Scriptures, can be
received og rules of faith and Life?” Iis response hefore God
is: “If thercfore there be any unerring founiain of éruth
needed to satisfy veligious wani, it can be found only in TUE
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wonp or Gon, who ds Lineself the truth; and this becomes con-

sequently the TIGIEST NORM and RULE, by which fo measure

o all feman truth, all ecelesinstical tradition, and all symodical

deerees.” (Principle of Protestantism, p. 78.) Does this im-
port a ropudintion of the supremacy of the saered Seripiures
23 the Christian norm of fruth and rightcousness ?  How could
the German Reforited Church condemn, ag heretical on this
point, the man who solemnly avors that the above declarations
gob forth his faith? But his accisers call for n cross-examina-
tion. They desive to ask whether Dr. Novin s not affirmed
and decs not hold that, in addition to the Bible, some suspicious
thing, tormed formal dogmatic tradition (this tailawoid * tra-
dition”” malkes them see a bear!) “is indispensable to the
comploteness of the rule of fuith”? Wo say no, it is nowhere
affirmed to be indispensable to complete the rule of faith, but
“indispensublo ahsolutely a3 o channel for carrying forward in
history the eontents of the Secriptures, and to the onward
development of Christisn doctrine and Christian life.” s it
insinuated thot this amounts to the same thing as is charged,
and that it savers of Rome, to suy the least, to speak of
tradition. in any form as necessary in addition to the Serip-
tures? Then we ask these opponents, whether. they and then
Churches do not hold in fuet to the same necessity? Or do
they deny the indispensablencss of the ministry, a5 instituted
and ordnined by Christ? Do they consider that Paul did not
speak by autherity, when he deelared thas ¢ faith cometh by
hearing,” and then asks, “how shall they believe in him of
whom they have not heard, and how shall they hear without a
preacher ¥ Is not the rrmacuiNe of the Gospel, held and
maintained by the Chureh, to be the gront means of heaven's
appointment and choice, for the spread of the truth, the salva-
tion of souls, and the final prevalence of Christ's kingdom ?
12 not the living Church set for the light of the world, snd the
salt of the earth, though indeed Ly an honest and upright
rollection of the rays that fall upon her from the sun of right-
cousness through the medium of the saered Seriptures 7 Is it
not of the living Church that the Giver of this very Itule of
Taith affirms, “ Ye are my witnosses, both in Jerusalem and in
all Juden; and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost parts of the
carth ¥ With which could the world at any time more casily
have dispensed, according to the plain tenchings of tho Bihle

_itsclf, with the written word, or with the living Charch ! We

put this guestion not by any means ns o suggestion of the
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comparative suporfluity of the Oracles of God, but merely
that it moy present the indispensableness of the traditional
testimony of the living Church, in the most forcible light.
Now z legitimate inference from the terms of this charge, and
the manner in which it is pressed against Dr. Nevin and the
Church, is that those who prefer it do not consider the contin:
ual testimony of the living Church, by its public preaching
its oral or written confessions of faith, &e., indispcnsnble:tt;
the presecution of its work in spreading the Gospel and con-
verting the world. Ave they willing to nceept of this infer.
ence ! Can they hold to such Quakerism, or Radicelism, snd
yet each in their severnl ceelesiastical homes, stand “ Breotus
i ecelesia™ 7 Is Gibralter strong enough to detain a man of
such loose views? But we need not ask questions which pro-
ceed upon any doubts as te their views upon this mafter.
The antagonists of Mercershurg do hold that the living ministry
is indispensable to the spread and growth of the living Church™®
They have as little faith as any of us in the ail-sufliciency of
the Bible for the conversion of sinners, and the universal
spread of Christ’s kingdom ; are as strenuous as any in urging,
not the expediency only, but the necessity of the Churcl’s
having gome defimite understanding of the true sense of the
Seripturcs, whether that understanding be memorized or writ-
ten. But what is this else than holding to the necessity: for
formal dogmatic tradition? And yet, for advocating this
view, Dr. Nevin is to be banned, or the Chureh that rofuses to
ban him to bo blockaded and besiemed as o violator of the
charter of union which binds together the Evangelical Protes~
tant Confederacy of this country, and a dengerous foe to the
peace and purity of American Christian Orthodoxy ! = Assu-
redly it must be conceded that injustice has been done, ns well
to the German Reformod Church as to Dr. Nevin, by atigma-.
tizing the latter as the advocate, and the former es the virtual
abotter . of dangerous and anti-Protestant opinions upon this.
particalar subject. D S
::The'next gount, in this special indictment, claiming consid-
eration, is the charge of tho denial of the rights of private
Judgment, or of such & curtailment and limitution of this right
as involves a virtual annihilation of the vight itself, This
accusation is regarded as for more serious in its character and
boarings than the proceding.  And although it is found usually
in the second place only in the chronological ecnumeration aud
ascending grade, it is clearly hold forth as most deserving of
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all proper ceelesinstical rebuke and Christian condomuation.

Commonly we find the charge presented with a solemn flourish

of premonitory rams-horna. *‘T'he denial of tho right of private

judgment, in the interpretation of Seripture, we cannot but
regnrd a8 the mpuror gerdes of those systems of bondage, Popery and

Pusoyism. The ‘Man of Sin’ would nover have beon anble

to introduce his most monstrous crrovs, if the liborty of the

individual had not first been trampled under foot, And yet
for Popery we have some respect. . . . . Puscyism, on the

other hand, besides grief awakens only contempt. ~ (The proper
climax is wanting, but in lieu thereof we arc asked a few sen-
tences lower down!) What are we to think when learned
men, who are far from avowing sympathy with cither Reme or
Oxford, can speak of the ‘quostionable right of private
judgment,” and can compare the relation of the individual
member to the Churel, to that of the ehild of immature years
to its parent ¥*  Thus did “ a momber of the Reformed Dutch
Church” mourn ever Dr. Nevin's depreciation of the right of
private judgment, in an claborate, though not remarkably
lomogeneous arficle on the subject in the Protestant Quarterly
for Jonuary, 1847. If there were “babes™ in tho Churchin
Paul's days, who needed to be nourished with milk, and ¢ little
children” even so late as townrds the closo of the aged and be-
loved John's Apostleship—Ue thinks that by this timen travailing
Church should bring forth only full grown mon, able, like par-
tridges, to set up and set off for themselves right from the shell.
And he finds cause for dolorous lamention and complaint in
any denial or doubt of such ability, and that it should De
thought expedicnt, on the part of the Chureh, to attempt to
interferc with the freest exercise of such ability., Whe article
is written as o roview of this particular feature of the Principle
of Protestantism, and o trinmphant reply to it. Of course
the writer gives lis own interpretation and paraphrase of
what he considers Dr, Nevin's view as set forth in the publicn-
tion under review, cnlarges or climinates, as best suils his
purpose, or rather perhaps as Lig sineere but very violent and
Dblear-cyed impulsive zeal, for what le supposes to be the right
assailed and fruth jeopardized in the case, impetuously leads
him to do, and then leaves the alarmed reador to weigh the
evidence, and pass sentence wpon Dr. Nevin, and the Church
tolernting such a man, according to his honest conviction of
thoir mutual gnilt.  As far as can he gathered from this arti-

" cle, and sceusations upon this same point made by likeminded
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-antagonists of Dr. Nevin, he is charged with denyiug to the
individual Christian all right and liberty to think, decide and
net for imself in every thing pertaining to Christian truth
and duty, and requiring him blindly to bow to the dictates and
decisions of o Church claimed io be invested with supreme
authority and infullibility of judgment for this purpese.

Now so far as the Church to which Dr. Nevin has heen
amenable in his official capacity, for the views he promulgates,
has the means of knowing or ascertaining his sentiments, he
hus taughi no such sentiments as those he is acensed of adve-
cating, and does not now liold them. On the contrary, he has
been laboring all along most strenuously and heartily, to vindi-
cate the rights of tho individual Christian against the claims
of & tyrannical hierarchy. Uhis is the burden of his masterly
criticism upon Popery, in his review of Brownson, in which
he does the very thing, only with o mueh sharper axe, and
more powerful siroke, which his adversuries desive to have done,
namiely, cuts with a sure and deep aim, at the very taproot of
the Romish system. And it would take more theological skill
than we believe even Dr. Nevin possesses, to heal the gash
then inflicted, or bhind tegether again the parts then severed,
sufliciently to cnablehim to draw life for his faith from a trunk
so mangled by his own sharp eleaver, Speaking of Romanism,
he says: ¢ The theory involves o gencral wreng against our.
luman constitution, naturally considered, inasmuch us it will
not allow its ordinary law of freedom to have foree in the
sphere of religion, which is precisely that in which it is required
to make itselt compleic. The gencral luw of our nature is that
mind must fulfil its mission, not Ly following blindly o mere
outward foree of any sort, bus by the activity of its own intelli-
gence and will, both as general and individusl. It must move
i the light that springs from itsclf, and the power it generntes -
continually from™ within. This moral conatitution includes
complex relutions, Inws, organie interdependence, action and
reaction, us in the world of nature, on a vast and magnificent
scale.  Still to the iden of it as a whole the conception of
freedom appertains, in the form now stated, as n NeCessnLy
universnl distinction. T'he theory of Mr. Brownson, however,
if we rightly understand it, requires us to assume that in the
highest form of religion, that which is reached in Clristianity,
the human mind ceases to be directly netive in the accomyish-
ment of what is brought to pass in its favor and is a passive
recipient simply of foreign action brought to bear upon it in
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an-outward way. It docs not help tho matter, that it is taken
to be active with regard to Christinnity in o different sphere;
the dificulty is that no activity is a-l_lowed to it, in the realizs-
tion of Christianity itself, ns the highest fuct 'of _the world.
Christianity claims to be the perfection of man's life; this, in
its ordinary constitution unfolds itself* by its own self-move-
ment, in the way of thought and will; bub just hore all this
is superseded by another law altogether ; the super_na.tm-nl
comes in us the outward complement of the natural, in such
sort as to make the force of this Inst null and void in afl that
pertains to its higher sphere. This wrong against human
neiure becomes most immediately plain, in the viclence which
the individual mind is made to suffer, by the theory in favor of
what is taken to be gemersl. . . ... ~ Romanism mukes
anthority to be every thing and freedom nothing.  The nuthority
too is eut off from: the proper life of the subject, and in this
way comes to no real union with his intelligence and will. 1t
comes from abroad, stands over him in an ontward way, nptl
requires him to submit to it ns o forcign force, Authority
thus is not mediated at all by man’s actual life ; 18in no scnse
living and concrete, but altogether mechanieal, rigid and fixed.
Tt is from the start a given quantity, just so much, and nothing
cither more or less. It excludes private thought and will
according to Mr, Brownson.” (Mercersburg Review, January
1850, p. GO, 61.) o .
Does all this sound at all like a renuncietion of the tig]]ﬁ
and duty of excrcising private judgment in matiors of religion ?
Ts this covert ircachery lo the good cause of Protestant evan-
gelical liberty 7 Remecwhber too that these sentiments were
published only two years ngo, five years after Dr. Nevin's
lieresy on this subjeet was first broached.  Deeanse he then
denotneed the zelf-willed licentionsness which distinguishes radi-
eals in religion, calling themselves Protostants, to the groat sean-
dal of our canse, e was denounced a8 & masked Puscyite or
Tapist. e had declared it o be “an abominable presumption
for nsingle individual to cast off all respect for Church authority
and Chureh life, and pretend to deaw his faith 11111119d1:l.tc1y
from the Bible only, and wholly through the narrow pipestem
of his own private judgment.” = Compare this with the above
unanswerable scientific defence of the right of private judgment
in its proper form, consider the difficrence in the dates of the
two utterances, and then say whethor the Mercersburg horesy
“has indeed been advaneing, at least in reforence to this point,
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with such rapid strides, towards the abominations of Rome?
So far again as palpable progress is concerned, the Church has
good reason to believe that it will take D. Nevin longer than
an average lifetime to got to Rome at this gait, unloss he
reaches it by the Orogon railrosd and Pacific route. So for
from Dr. Nevin's approving of the wrong which Rome does to
human freedom in o gospel sense, he has shown himself a
strong champion in its defence, not only against the infringe-
ments of the Papal hierarchy, but alse agninst the equaily
perilous violence of individunl, mobocratic tyranny. Who that
knowsthe temper of the unsanctified, unrestrained human heavt, -
or the higtorieal exhibitions of its inflamed and maddened pas-
sions, does not know, that hwman liberty, private judgment or:
whatever you choose to term if, has as much to fear from
anarchy as from o hierarchy, not to say more? There was no:
Romish Pope to muzzle men's mouths in France during Robes-
pierre’sreign. - Neither was gospel Protestantism therc to curb,
with the gentle reins of evangelical authority, the medness of
the mob., DBut was there liberty of thonght, of speech, of
aotion{ Wns private judgment free then, or in chaina? In
chains! It daved not loek: n free thought or feeling, much less
utter it.  Suspicion, the lenst suspieion of ity exercise, doomed
the suspected to the guillotine, and so summarily saved the
peor pregnantmind or heart the tears of travail and the pangs
of birth.  Ilereis o foe to relizious freedom and to the rightfal
prerogatives of private jndgment, as deadly and as relentless,
s ever Rome has beon, though history has as et not afforded
it nuito so much space or time for the development of its
tempor—which God grant it never may ! Dnt that this may
never be, we need to bo as eavnestly admonished ngainst its
insidious nfluences, and thercfore to havoe its true charneter as
fully cxposed, as the perils which may threaten us from a
reinvigoration end prevelence of Popery in the laund, This, ns
wo apprehend him, and as wo believe the Church apprehends
him, is the aim and purpose, of what Dr. Nevin has said in
roferenco to this subjeet. e sces and deprecates the danger
of being engulphed in the Roman ¢ whirlpool on the oneside.”
Biqually conseious of the existence of a fatal rock on the side
of lnwless anthority and defying religions licentiousnoess, he
speals out in no unecrtain tones of the neeessity of the most
cuutious stecring to escapo ruinons perit here.  This can be
done, he believes, only by a proper subjection on the part of
the individual member of the Chureh, to the authority of the
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Church hersolf. With such subordination of the part to
the whole, the memhor to the law of life conditioning the
very existence of the body, the individual eomponent to the
community in which he is embraced, the doctrine now practi-
cally prevalent in tho wilder sects, and even to a great cxtent
theoreticnlly contended for by the legitimate branches of the
Protestont Christian Church, 13 in hostile conflict- True the
advocates of this theory belonging to these branches, find
themselves no little perplexed in reconciling their aworn snlle-
giance to tho standards of faith and practice on which their
rospective denominations rest, with their zesl for personal
liberty, and individual vight- They seom incapable -of com-
prehending how man can enjoy the truest freedom under the
Lighest suthority, if his imwmost life is only in full harmony
with that authority, or that for the true and perfect Christian
Inw censes to be a bit and bridle, or a scourging lash, and
becomes only n friendly guide, or lamp-bearing companion.
And yet the necessity of some such directory or canon, or
stundard of faith, dare not be repudinted. What shall be
done? Sure cnough! Here is o sad dilemma! And yet
those thus hrought to fuce it, like not horns, cver since they
have learncd to know the Romish beast. What then can they
do? DBut let these good brethren tell their own troubles.—
“What then?” it is asked.” “ Are we to reject creeds, and
cetechisms, confessions and symbols?  Shall we make 2 bon-
fire of them, and just take tho Bible without any extruncous

‘help ?  Assuredly not. Hore i, for instance, o very valuable

book, containing . vast amount of most important knowledge,
distributed over thousands of pages. This book has an index,
o table of confents, an epitomne of the whole volume. This has
cost great labor in its prepavation; and it onables the reader
to refer to the passages and points in the velume, a8 oceasion
may reguire their use. Shall T tear this index out, because it
is only an epitome, and not the book? Shall I burn it in the
fire, becanse I can find all that it teaches, and more than it
designates, in the body of the work itself? No; I will do no
sueh foolish thing. Suppose even that this index is full of
orrovs, whut then? (Flear, hear!) I will refer to the boolk
itaelf, and rectify those mistnkes. I will prove all things, and
hiold fast that which is good.” Trunkly nud fearlessly spoken
this, for o candidute knocking at the gates of Gibralter. Thero
could he no misunderstanding of the terms on which admission
was sought, and consequently no fault can be found with any
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attompt made af eorreciing the ¢ Index,” if bye and bye some
mistakes should be detocted.  Iow those stationed to guard
the “cnnons " mounted there will hear the questioning even of
their make, their calibre, and mounting, one need not curiously
conjecture. But we may hope for pence sake, that all due
invostigations were made previously to enlistment there, o
that no crrovs will be likely to be detected, or only such as
may be conveniently endured. :

Sueh then ave the prerogatives which Dr. Nevin's antagonists
ask for Private Judgment. And because he not only refuses
to allow them, but wnqualifiedly denounces the claims thercto
u8 preposterous, nnd the exereise thercof as destructive of the
holiest intevests of truth and the Chureh, ho is condemned iy
Pusoyistic and Poplsh.  And yet if he had held and procticed
such viows as the above, he would hiave been false to his solemn
oath to the Church which called him to serve her in her highest
post of responsibility. For him the Heidelberg Catechism,
and the Constitution of the German Reformed Church were
to be more than merely an sader to the contents of the Bible;
they were the form in which he was to reccive the teachings
of the Bible for himself, and the dogmatic rule to guide him
in instructing others. As such he was pledged to hold and
maintain them.  Suppose he sheuld find errovs in them, in his
opinion ! What then ? - Why fivst suspeet that the error might
be in Lis own logic, or in his own glasses. And noxt fear the
discovery of crror might after ull spring from some corner of
solf-exaltation in lis  own mind.  And at long last allow
himself to hope that alter all the Church might be right and
he himsclf wrang, ov if it could not after proper struggling
conscientiously come to this, modestly and decently retire to
some *“ more eongenial home.”  But with this his antaponists
would not be antisfied. No; far from it. If he finds mistakes
in the standerds of the Church he must Iny hold forthwith and
correct them. Well would this satisfy them? Tet an illus-
tration answer. . In a case of ne doctrinul importanea whatever,
a matter purely Listorical in its character, Dr, Nevin did sug-
gest, in o work published, if we mistake not, nfter his resignation
as Professor took cffect, that one question in the Ieidelberg
Catechism did not properly belong to the book in its original
pian, and had hetter been omiticd as not quite in harmony
with its prevailing peaceful spirit and tone. That is, in nvery
small mattor, and in o most modest way, he ventured for once
to exercise the right of private judgment, eccording to his
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antagonists’ definition of thatright. Weall know whut followed.
Hven the nmiahle and excellent Dr. Proudiit lost all patience
with the man, and administered a most zealous scourging.—
Really Detween the sibboleths and shibboleths which these
worthy opponcnis put into owr mouths, it would be_impossible
for tho most genuine Gileadite to hit the true sound. But we
may congratulate all concerned, upon the felicitous inconsis-
toney with which these worthy defenders of tho faith, cun ot
one timo contend most valorously for some fuvorite theory, as
though 1t were  one of the institutions™ of Christinnity, and
a8 though tho least attempt at a proper limitation and modi-
fieation of it were proof of lurking treason against the king-
dom of rightcousness and éruth ; and yet forthwith visis ﬂmt
man with swift and econdign displeasure and condemnation,
who may venturc to put their theory info practice, in a wuy
that scems in the least derogatory to the minutest item of their
chosen croed. It is fortunate indeed, if not {for the intogrity
of their argument, yet for the integrity and perpetuity of
interests worth vastly more than any hobbling theory, that
they are in foct far more orthodox and rational in their real
gentiments, than they sometimes scem te be. Their con-
troversy with Dr. Nevin and the German Reformed Church,
furnishes very decided, though rather amusing, illustrations of
this fact. Under other circumstences, and with other objects
in view, much more caution and eonservatism would liave been
exhibited in their defenco of the right of private judgment,
and their indignant recjection of the claims of ecclesinstical
authority. When men have committed themselves in various
ways, and for many yeurs, to one or ancther of the several
phases of the rabid radicalism of the present day, and find
their influecnce nnd popularity well nigh inextricably invelved,
in the maintenance of those errors in whose meshes they have
heedlessly and rashly become entangled, it must be hord for
them to humble their pride of opinion, forego their love of
fume, and rogardless of the repronches of these who may
formerly have applauded, confess their error, and acknowledge
the truth of what they had unwittingly or through blind pre-
judice opposed. A difliculty of this sort evidently embarrasses
some of Dr. Nevin's antagonists. Not but there are those

" among them whose natural tenucity of their own opinions and

confidence in the infallible correctness of their own views,
would lead them to reject fo the last, with cordial disdain,
every supposed infringement not only upon their “right of
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search,” but also upon their right of discovering what they
please. " This,  avowedly, is the ground upon which Dr. Berg
stands.: - He was very candid in declaving, as he stood on the
desert bench opposite the Gibralter of Protestantism, that upon
this condition alone, would he bestride the intervening strait,
and take his place within the strong cmbattlements. Not a
whisper of disapprobation dare lie raised, if upon due examina-
tion of the * Index” of Dort, (will the excollent T. D. W, like
¢ Index,” as a subatitute for ¢ Canons,” any better than con-
fession ?) Bome errors arc deiected, exposed, and corrected.
They were duly forewarned that this would Do done, and yot
extended the cordial right hand of fellowship. Badly ns the
German Reformed Cliareh needs lnborers in her vineyard, we
opine that thoi man who should prescribe such conditions,
would be allowed to stand long enough at the gate to rcpent
somewhat of his presumption, To say nothing of the ecol
self-complacency betrayed in the ense, such conditions involve
an insinuntion made with bad grace hy so young o man agninst
a Symbolic “Index,” now nearly three hundred years old !
But there is little danger that any such attempt at tinkering
with old established creeds will ever be tolerated by any of the
evangelicnl denominations, which now seem to be in theorefi-
cal sympathy with those who claim the vight of practising it
The Reformed. Duteh Church, the representatives of genuine
Lutheranism, or the Goneral Assembly of the Presbyterinn
Chureh, have no more idea of permitting the Canons of Dort,
Luther's Cotechism, the Augsburg Articles, or the Westminster
Confession, to be reduced to the low level of a common dex

rerum, to bo altered or nmonded according to the uger’s “honest

convietion” of its deficioncy or mistakes, when tested by %is
comparison of it with *the Book itself,” than Dr. Nevin has
of dealing gently with such individual presumption, orthan the
German Reformed Church would liave of conntving at it, should
any ono attempt ‘such presumptuous tampering with her own
adopted symbols. Thoy, and even many of those particular
antngonists of Mercorsburg, know very well, that the Church
ia invested, both by en explicit charge, and by her very con-
stitution, with “the power of the keys,” in some significant
and efficient form; and that unless she did posseas spiritual

anthority within her proper sphers, and when need bo exer-

cised it, she could not possibly maintain her integrity, preserve
her purity, or even perpetuate her existence. Bui if the
Church has authority over matterd of Christian faith and prac-
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' tice, and is invested with the right not only of clabming but

exercising such authority, then nssuredly those bound to her
communion, and constituting her membership, owe her a cor-
responding duty, the nature of which is clearly indicated by,
this right te rwle. Morally, not politically, spiritually, not
civilly, as members of the Church, not as citizens of a tompo-
ral government, they ore under obligations of the most solemn
foreo to submit to her autherity and acquicesce in her decisions,
so long as she does not dlagrantly abandon her faith, and arbi-
trarily trample upon the laws of her own cxistence.  Of course
mon that are “lovers of their own selves, bomsters, proud,
disobedient to.parents, . . . heady, and highminded,” will scorn
and scout ot o doctrine so obnoxious to their wilful vanity.
Your Jacob Albrights, and Alcxander Campbells, and John
‘Winebrennaers, to name no others whose enumeration in such a
list might be deemed invidious, are of ligher metal than to
saffer their necks to bo galled by sueh o yoke of bondage, or
their mouths to be gagged with such an hierarchical bit. Why
should not they stand up as new Luthers, and second Zuinglis,
10 re-reform a Church, proved by their imprognable domonstra- -
tions, to be in as great need of purification and reconstruction
as was the corrupt and apostate Church of the sixteentl cen-
tury ?  But Alexander Cumpbell, and John Winebrenner, and
Jacoh Albright, nre not exactly considercd commendable illus-

- trations of the glorious prerogative contended for. And we

presume that reflecting man is not to be found in either of the
dengminations cited above, who would justify either of those
renowned reformers, for the schisms they occasioned to pratily
their personal vanity, or the peace they sacrificed ns holocausts
to their self-glorifying zeal, under the pretence of a self-~immo-
lating offering to Jehovah-Nissi! Not one among them, unless
the disorganizing radicalism of French infidelity, is regarded
with more veal favor than we are willing to belicve it is, would
yield to the individnal Christian the right to set himself up
against aoll existing law and order, excepting only what his
own . arbitrary presumption may approve, and so, if it were
possible for him to succeed, to subvert the established organi-
zation of the Church, and throw Christianity inte anarchy
wild ns the raging sea, and dark as a storless night.

About this, assuredly, therc can be no serious diversity of
opinion between the opposite partics. None of us believe in
our hearts, that the Church's authority is but a powerlessleaf,

with an impotent confession imypreseed upen i, possossing no
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highor significancy or force than the index of a book! To
allirm this were to ent the sinews of ecclesiastieal government,
and resolye every act of Church diseipline into the tyrannieal
oxorcise of power. Dut the opponents urge that there is o
difficulty in the way here, and that in the perplexity which it
ocensions, we must be serupulously careful to guard the right
of private judgment against pernicious infringements. -
questionably, the proper harmonizing of the right of the indi-
vidual with the authority of the collective hody with which he
is ipcorporated, presents a prohlem which is not to be solved
by o few bold dashes of the pen in the Protestant Quarterly.
The concession is gladly sceepted, and it is hoped, for candor's
sake, it will never be recalled. DBut it is n difliculty by no
meonng confined to the spliere of Church life, or peculinr to
theological casuistry. It confronts us at the fumily fireside,
and domands how far a child is bound to honor his father and
mother, by obeying his parents, and desires us to fix the defi-
nite boundary, beyond which a child is at full liberty to think
and aet for Limself, and in defiance of parentul rule ;—to say.
distinetly at what age (if ever,) nnd wnder what cirewmstanoes,
(if any) the son may rise up and say to his father, “T can no
longer submit to your commands, release me from your authority,
give mo the portion of goods that falleth to mo, that I may
depart and hencelorth be a luw unte myself.” It {aces us in
the forum, and asks us to define moral treason against existing
civil power, to tell in unequivocal torms, hiow fur the citizen 1s
required to Dow to the powers that be, and at what point he
may refuse such obediencge, resist the law (if ever,) and, ringing
the tocsin of revolution, summon the oppressed to o vielent
vindication of their rights, snd the viddance of their necks from
the chafing chaing of tyranny. Here indeed are nico ques~
tions to be settlod, questions which are not to be disposed of in
a passionate nowspaper cditorinl hastily written, and which
maey puzzle the sagacity even of as profound thinkers ag Dr.
Nevin's antagonists. .
. Of this character now preeisely is the difficulty of determin-
.ing the proper limits of the Church anthority, and priva’cc&
judgment. And how do the accusers of Mercershurg meot the
difficulty ¥ By respectfully acknowledging that ecclesiasticnl
authority is a very good and useful thing, and that it is indis-
pensably necessary to maintain it in some form, whilst at the
sume time, oll power of any officient oxercise of such authority
is wrested from the Chmreh, and the fullest right is guaranticd
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to the individual to do as he pleases, provided he only acts
conscientiously. That is in a word, Church authority Is ren-
dered nugatory, snd individual presumption, or private judg-
ment enthroned. No guotations need be made to prove that
this, substantially, is their solution of the troublesome problem.
Their assumption of the defence of the prerogatives of private
judgment in on age so notorious as the present for running
into the wildest extremes upon this very point, as well as the -
ardor of their zeal in denouncing Dr. Nevin, for ittering some
earnest words of wurning against tho growing evil, furnish the
most satisfactory evidence of their views. It isthereforeby a
virtual nullification of “the power of the keys,” that ‘the
difficulty is sottled by this party, How docs Popery meefand
mettlo it ? By wresting all right of personal thought and will
from the individual, forcing from him o full surrender of his
whols being, soul, body ond estnte, into her hands, assuming
infallible authority, and exercising irresponsible power over |
him, not only for this world, but long after he has. been
launched ‘into. the next. - That is, she forges the keys™ of
Church power, into an iron sceptre of violent and nrbitrary -
rule, with which she graciously subdues resistance to her over-
tures of pence, by striking the man down to the ground, and
octending over him the protection of her heavy foot. And
kow does Dr. Nevin meet this solemn question? - He has told
us-in his articles on Brownson’s Quarterly, in terms so plain ©
that no room is left for honest misapprehension, and with such
p cogency of argument against the Romish doetrine on this .
subject, 08 to have defied all Mr. Brownson's skill at evasive
refutation. This is Dr. Nevin's lnnguage :* T
¢ Unitarianism and Romanism are the' contrary poles of -
Oliristianity, freedom and nathority, the liberty of the individ- -
nal subject and the binding force of the universel object, carried
out each, by violent disjunction from ench other, into nerveless
pantomime and sham. Thus seemingly far apart, they are in
reality always closely related; just as oll extremes, by the
force of their own falsehood, have an innate tendency to roact,
pendulum-wise, into ‘the very opposites from which they scem
tofly. Hence the familinr observation that Romanism in many
casos leads to Rationalism and Infidelity. In bursting the
bonds of mere blind authority, a Rongo has no power to stop
in-true Protestantism, but swings clear over-into the darl void
of full unbelief. So it is not unnatural, on- the other hand,
that Rationalism should lead the way occesionally, to popery
8
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and superstition.. » This. transition. we sco exemplified. in- the.:
cage-of My, Brownson.... . . . Having violently given himself:,
awey ;te o, theory of the Church which puts an: end toialll
private: thinking..in:religion, he makos o merit. apparently: ofi:
the; most . violent. consistency, in following it out to its’ mosti-
difficult. consocuences on all sides. The Christion salvation; g’
for him a.process that goes -like clock-work. To. hia- New:!
England ;mind, the operation: of the mackine is oll: settled, age:
clenrly- as. two and, two make four, by the fixed nature of its::
pullies and’wheels. . ... . Has it become thus a maxim. of -
reason with him, to obey with unquestioning. frith the Roman:-
Church 7 He will be rational then in such style to the full:;
cnd of the chupter. . . Ho will play the very Yunkee himself:

in this.new: game; he will. be. o, Puritan Romanist; making n-

king still: of his- own: mind, and. wilfully allowing his will to
have.no freedom: whatever. . . . .. . This. is the natural ex-:

tremo of Romanism. Against it the Reformation formed . !
legitimate and:absolutely necessary reaction and protest. . ...
It is a8 frue now o8 it was ab the-beginning of the sixteenth.’
contury, thet the astualization of trutli in the world is some- :
thing which.can be aceemplished.only through the modium.of:+
intelligonce.and will on the part.of the world itsalf; that libertys:
inits genuine senso:is npt simply the outward echo of authority,s:-
but the: very clement- of its lLife, and the co-efficient: of. its:!

power, in.that which-it brings-to pass; that manis no.passives:

machine meroly in:the business of his own salvation ; that the::
Jreoiactivity, of the individual, subject n- the world of - mind, .

never.can be paralyzed or-overwhelmed: by the sense of law, ag:-
a nature foreign and: transcendent: wholly:to its own. nnture,.:

without: such-bondage. 2s involves, inithie ond:the, overthrow of

reggon:, altogether.” . (Mercorsburg Review, January,: 1850, p.
83,89, and..ue-they-sometimes: edd;:though:withi less:reason;:

than jin-this.cagey:-etipassim £).. 7t o0

- wPhismanifestly:is -notz_;the:.il’vopié:l; ‘thcmy Wliu.févér.—- else;ir :

thejoppongnts., of :Dr:,N..may ‘make out:of ‘such- declarations,
they;must; candidlyconcede; that thiey: betray no-disposition:to

surender: human . liberty.to. the. tyrannical claims. of : Romes:r
And;,yet:the: Germon: Reformed: Church s held responsible;. :

under - heavy ponalties, for- retaining-.a Professor, whe holda::

such.opinions of private judgment, and even complimenting him:.’

with - o unanimous: vote gf thanks. for past-services ! She-is:
asked.to forget, that.sentimenis. like the above, and mach more:
of the, same character-than-we dore venture.to re-ocoupy these-
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paged with quoting, were ever published, pud” consider instc:}"tf
thercof only their carienture-paraphrase of a scriterice publishéd

. some’ soven’ years ago, e sufficiént evidénde” to’ prove thig’

céuni!" But the Chureh would not do' “any' such' foolish
thing” 1* And “sober, reflécting’ Protestantism” will’ comimenil’
her wite and prudent’ judgment' i tho, cilde, even ‘thongh" it
pisent the disappointed antagonists of Dr. Nevin ‘should ¢ry
oltt with vexaticn and chidgrin: ¢ We haye a-law, anid by ‘thet”

* Jow the man anil’thie Church otight to' e condemned.”

Tl third: chiige, in this list of leresics™tibled agaist
Mércorshurg, aceuses’ Dr. Nevin "of advoenfing' views' of the |
sicrament of tho Leid's Supper, wlicl’ are denounced’ ag™
unprotestant and pernicious, Upon’ this” subjeet Dr. Nevin,
his written so fully and so freely, that'it’ would be'a’'work of
sipererogation to ocerpy a morment of ‘e’ line, in presenting
evon only o condensed statement of his® thicory, but for the
pertinacity and partial’ succesd with which his opponenta have
persisted “in- caticaturing” or” misrepresenting’it. I theh’
atterapts ot this, they stem’to have had nd small advantage in”

_ thig"faot’ already; that Mercersburg was so diligent in”its ‘inves=

tigntion' of this’ subject, and s6 enrncat in its” discudsion.” Tt"
was nssumed to'be’suspicioud at’ lenst, thiat’ the German Re-
formed ' Prafessor should’ thinl'and’ write”so miuch 'about wlat'’
engaged so little attention among otheis: To'be'so zénlous™

" foi the' horior of an’ordinance which’ affotdéd 86 Tittle opportu-

nity, it the administration of i, foi’” the " didplay”of hunian™
ingenuity pnd power; stood in” such'stidiig * contrast with' the’
manworshiping’ masiia of the sge, ad” mide those” exhibiting.
such’ zoul appear to' lesn’ most dangerously in’ o wrong direc~
tion.  Althongh but very few, therefors, of” those wlio sympas
thized with the alarm-c¥y raised ngaint the sacidméntarianism’
of Merccraburgy; preterided’ at all to'éxdmido’or kaow for them--
selves’ what really were the views advanced by that sehdol, it
wig’ taken'as prima facld " evidence against Dr.' Novinthat he
meéddled “ot’ all with” sucl an’ old" bone’ of contention in” the”
Qliristitin Cluiveh, nnd “revived the discussion” of wliat' othery’~
soeted fo’corlaider s’ lonyy since sottled to'the full sutisfaction
of “orthodox ‘Protestantizm: ** Taught”in” thiir”

‘ i it ouily’ youtk'a'
system' of ‘religion " which "adsipned ' to” other” saivices "of ‘the
saiictiiory ad’ importines ‘and effieféericy Which thirew tho'sicra-. |
ments compuratively into” the shadc, and” ectustomcd by lodg,

habit' to"consider’'it an’ evideneé of ‘superstition; to aftach any .
special virfue to such externdl forms of*worship, i€ was' to start”
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serious misgivings, 28 to the actual aim, and probable issue, of

o discussion which. clenrly invested the subject with greater

significancy then it was supposed fo possess. . From this van- .
tagge*gi‘dnnd novw, the assailents of Dr. Nevin attncked him with |
sn impetuosity of nrgument which threatened at once to over- -

whelm him, and unanswerably prove him a reprobate to the

Protestant faith. e has been charged with muintaining the -
ubiquitarian heresy, the opus operatum abomination, and in o |
word with tenching Popish transubstantiation in the Protestant :

dialect.  His theory is nccused of ubigquitarianism, because he

tenches the real spiritual presence of the Lord Jesus Christ in -
the Holy Supper, and the participation of believing communi-
cants in his glorified humanity. . Heis charged with advocating .
the opus operatum error, because he insists upon the presenca

of on inherent power in the sacraments, to convey the grace

they are designed to symbolize and scnl. And he is accused
of holding views in general upon the subject, which must be -
popish in their preveiling spirit and bins, because they do not

hormonize with his antagonists’ theory of Protestentism. And |
agsuredly the man proved guilty of so sericus a departure from -,

the old paths, is not fit to be_continued in the post which Dr.
Nevin has been permitted so long to accupy ; and the Clurch,

tolarating his wild vagaries, merits the severest censures of her -

more orthodox neighbors !

The hetter to see how Dr. Nevin does stand with refcrené_&
to. the genuine Reformed doctrine of the Lerd's Supper,.it:,
maoy. be;ivell simply to enumerate the four most prominent :

theories .held upon the subject. First, we huve the Roman

Catholic dogma, of transubstantiation, nvowing the total trans- .
mutation of the natural elements of the Supper into the nata- .
ral flesh  and blood of Christ, and. the unconditionally saving:

officncy. of participation thereof under. this form. Ihen we -
have Juther's characteristic modification of this old Romish .
fancy, in which he so vainly strives to,shun the manifest absur-
dity .of jnsisting upon s gross plysical change which has yet .
ovidently not taken place, by his peculiar scheme of. consub:.,
stantiation, which allows the eloments to remair in their natu-
ral form, but insists upon the actunl presence of the natural body - .
of Christ in the clements, and the real communication thereof ..,
to all that partake of the sucramental bread and wine, though' ',
only to beliovers in an efficacious manner. A third theory .
atill holds t0 a presence of the Lord in the sncraments, in-a -
form so real and so nctual as to make it perfecily casy and .
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“patural for its advocates to speak of helicving communicants
“eating Christ’s crucified body and drinking his shed bloed, of
“their thus becoming more and more intimately incorporated

with Christ, flegh of hig flesh, and bone of his bone, of the
“presence in the Holy Supper, of some real mysterious virtue,
constituting it, by God’s appointment, the channel of the com-
munication of certain apecial grace, and investing it .thercfore

* with peculinr snoredness, and claims to extraordinary reverence
- a8 the concentration and symbolical “embodiment of the most

‘holy and consoling mystories of the Gospel; and yet we find

“this theory guerding itself at the same time most cautiously
.~ against the errors involved in the two preceding schemes, de-

.- nying any physical change in the elements, any concorporation
- with them of the body of Christ, and rejecting whelly the idda

‘of their being any saving or sanctifying efficacy in the conse-
crated eloments themselves. The fourth doctrine concerning

-the Lord’s Supper is that which strips it entirely of all these
-enveloping mysticisms, and casts them awny as the swaddling

clothes, in which it was natural enough for puerile’ Protes-

- tantism to dress up its superstitious fancy concerning ‘the

sanctity of the Holy Fucharist, but which badly become the
manly form to which the evangelical doctrine hns grown in the

-spce of three hundred years. Completely divested now of

all the absurd and childish conceits, which it was naturally
difficult for the carly Reformers at once'to prune off and cnst
away, we see in the Lord's Supper the severcly simple' com-
memorative meal described in the Geapel as instituted by our

~blessed Saviour, He is present indeed to believersin the

Sacrament, but in a purely spiritual manner, just as he is
always and everywhere present to his people’s minds, when in
their pious meditations they rise up to more intimate commu-
nion with him. Hec manifests himaclf to them there ns he
does not manifest himself to the world, but only by assisting

‘their memories, by means of the figurativo breaking of the

bread, and figurntive pouring out of the wine, to call vividly
up before their mind’s eye, as by the help of a suitable picture,
all that Christ did and suffered on their behalf, and more
intenscly to meditate upon it. And in this wny alone, by
having pious feolings exeited, and past cvents called” vividly
up to review, are communicants said te cat and drink the bedy
and blood of Jesus, and enter into eloser fellowship with his
flesh and bones and life. The ontire transnction is resolved
into a purely rational operation, involving no ‘mystery at all
in its nature or observance, and possessing no special virtue.
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now, . But thaf:i.is not, requires no more special proof than
the-cordial reception into its bosom of the man who with. the
.Canons- of Dort bound up with the Heidelberg Catechismiin
sone- hand, 2nd the other uplifted in solemn appeal to heaven,
¢ould gay, © If- I believed that in that sacrament, I received
the body and blood, soul and divinity of Jesus Christ, or. tha
“the glorified humanity, or that the Person of Christ was-by
some stupendous miracle communicated in the supper to- the
believer, I too should insist upon the intrinsic virtue of the
sacraments, but as a German Reformed Protestant Iom taught
differently. I can find no such doctrine in the Bible. I can
find nothing of the kind in the symbol of the Church's faith.”
Whether this inability to see the doctrine thus ceremoniously
repudisted, arises from ohbtuseness or perversity of vision
matters little for our purpose. It is quite enough to prove our
charge of the Dutch Church's departure from its original
faith, that it npplauds so flat a renuncistion of the very terms

even of its catochism and confession, and espouses so cordinlly '

the cause of the author of it.

But if the Reformed Duteh Church has bartered its aneient
creed upon this subject for the more rational and unmystical
theory of New England Puritunism, it does not follow that the
German Reformed Church must do so too. She prefers the
old doctrine in its good old substantial sense, and is glad to
bhave found the man in her midst, who was willing and able to
defend her doctrine agninst the encronchments and mockeries
of modern improvements. The Germsn Reformed Church,
continues, in the simplicity of her heart to believe, that sin-
cera Christians, do, in the holy sacrament, receive the body of
Chrigt, cat his flesh, and drink his blood, and that the snora-
ment possesses inherent power to unite them ever more and
more closely to the Lord Jesus Christ, so that the same spirit’
which animutes Him, mgy more and more animate them, just
as.one:goul animates all the members of the same body, This
would be hard doctrine for the Puritan Recorder to swallow;
but this is not the only bone in the Heidelberg Catechism at
which a New England Congregationalist of the New Haven
school would choke. We however who are bred and born in
the old Reformation family, have probubly, a different plysical
organization, which makes such food our natural aliment, so
that we find no inconvenience at all in using it. Accustomed
to walle much more by faith than by sight, and implicitly to
believe many things which we do not pretend to understand,
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.we find it much casier to humble- our reason than turn }*gcremnt

; ?;e;ﬁur Church, when some “ mystery of the kingdom ™ 15 to be

g eived. s T . .
recN;"?r the issue between Dr. Nevin and his -antagonsts, end
_between those who symputhise with his antagnnists-and the
.Germun Reformed Church, is manifestly -this: Shall the 91(1
~Reformed. doctrine concerning the sacraments be retained,: or
“shell the modern Puritan theory be ‘substituted in .its stend.
i Dr. Nevin has lnbored indefatigobly and nobly- to resuscifate
.and defend the ol view, or what he has cleavly shown to be

its full and fair equivalent. - The Church in whose- service he
has toiled has witnessed his labor, weighed its results, and

‘rejoices in finding itself so for restored aguin, to those old

foundations from which the strong current of modern innova-
f?n;lns had somewhat pushed it. Agnd we think she does well to
rejoice in it, and lias no reason to deplore her present trulﬂs,
g0 long as lier opponents can prove nothing worse sgamst lier
or her Professors, than that they have shown themselves more
consistent and firm in the maintenance ‘of thew ovangelical
integrity, and’ their resolute adherence to their ancient st:m(i
durds, than those who arrogate to themselves n higher an
‘more intelligent standard of orthodoxy. -
Altogether the hostility evinced by the opponents of. 1&
Novin, against the old au.c.mmentul' doctrine of the Reforme
Cburch, ag reviewed and defended in his unanswered, and we
presume unanswerable, tract upon this subject, f:m'msh.ea ocon-
gion for serious alarm, and sincere regred. There is, to be
sure, something unpleasantly and painfully ominous 1n the
ardor with which they espouse the disorganizing and sepﬂti
engendering teneta of ulira independency, and in their cordia.
animosity agninst the churchly conservatism, or constitution-
alism, for which Mercersburg has been contending so coumgé
aausly for the last ten years. It augurs any thing but goo
for the great Protestant interest of this country, that those
desiring to be regarded, and most cpmmonly accredited, as its
most intelligent and valiant champions, should seem thus to
make common cause with the authority-despising freigeisieret
of the age, and virtually sanction its impatience of cclccsm—at{cal
restraint, by rearing its radical ervor into ono of the prou e;t
pillars of Protestantism. Butallowence must be made for the
blind and mistaken zonl exhibited upon this point, in- view of
the agitations and convulsions of the times; especially, con-
sidering, o8 has been scen, how happily their practice contra-
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“dicts,"and : 8o disproves: their argument. - For:their shandon-

~ment however-of the -o0ld Reformed doctrine - concerning the -

- doep'imyaterions. import and efficacy of the holy sacraments,
sand «most- emphotically -that of the Lord's Supper, no- such
iconsoling palliative presents itself. Indeed -the form.of their
-opposition  to- it, involving not merely a renunciation, but'a,
denuncintion of it, and farthermore a solemn condemnation, by
~their erimination of Dr.  Nevin and the Germnen Reformed
“Chureh, :of the most renowned and venerated among the old
‘Reformers; %Zwingli, ‘Melancthon, Calvin) who +have been
‘incontrovertibly proved to have held the very doetrine for
which we have contended, this hetrays a radical departure from
the ancient landmarks, ond 5 repudintion of 4ime-honored
dogmna,—uw disposition and readiness to barter the mostsacred
“verities of the past, for the'more popular conceits of our more
“rational era—iwhich cannot fail to aweken in every thoughiful
“heart, tho-most distressing anxieties for the future. It may
:serve tho present purpose of these antagonists of Mercershurg,
to render Dr. Nevin’s views odious by charging them with
“being identical with the grosser fancies of the Popish doctrine,
But to profer a charge, and to prove it are different things.
Dr. Nevin has nowhere teughtsuch n presence of our Lord in
the sacramonts as involves the wbiguity of - Clrist's body.
His positive nnd unqualificd denial of “this charge, would hayo
satisfied more gonerous antagonists than he has had the fortuna
for the most part of meeting with, that they had wrongfully
aceused him in this rospect, especially as Lis langurgo conld
‘hardly be made to hear the sense they put upon it, even by
‘the most forced construction. If they eannot malke the dis-
tinction which lie-most clearly makes, between humanity and
corporiety, between the -grosser flesh and blood, bones and
-sinews, muscles and limbsiof the Imman body, and the human
nature-they outwardly invest, why that is ne fault of his. The
doctring of the Ontechism he s bound to go by in liis instruc-
-tions, menifestly implies and ealls for such a distinetion, and
so he -was fally justified in making and main taining it. And
80 again in reference to the efficacy of the sacraments as means
of grace. ~ In order to make their ncousation the more Plausible
and popular, the adversaries of Mercershurg have eharged Dr.
Nevin with advocating a scntiment synonymous with the per-
nicious error of the Romish Church upon this point, although
he has repentedly repudiated the calumny (for such it renlly
beeame wpon their reiteration of it in the fuce of his solemn
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.denial) nnd shown whercin they misapprehended his languege
.and distorted his view. If his.opponents are: unnble to_ se&
any. difforence between the opus operatum efficncy mmnbtnu;}c

by Reme, and that adaptedness of the sacraments to be 13
nactunl seals of the grace.they.so :u.ppr_oprmtely:mg_mfy,-u{-}!}l

;;therefore to be possessed of .divine eficiency. as-media fog &g
.jacfual. conveyance of the grace they:offer, which our sﬁan ar s
imost unequivocally tonch, assuredly he.and the. Churd imrg Iilb

o ‘be ostrocised for that. ‘The difference is not ..a.I’mul ed ty
“-their inability -to discern it, neither ig Dr. Nevin's duty -to
stench and defend it, or the Chureh’s-right to sustein him.n 8o
va_doing, thereby annulled. Indeed it is o fortunate cu‘cumatu.u}ce
for the old Reformed faith, that-there are yot left those who

" -man see what othere slur or slight.

Instead therefore of frightening the German ‘Refomnc;d
Church from her proper and natural position in rcfereuc}o 0
_these subjects, the strong disposition betrayed by those, \;r.mse
more orthodox pretensions justified the hope of better: tungsi
from them, to frittor awny the ancient faith of our fathers unti
its beauty is marred, and its strength destroyed, has only con-
vinced her of the necessity of adhering to that fire and ator;m
-proof faith with the more unflinching fidelity. Whatever elso
the adversaries of Mercersburg have failed to prove _133 l;ell'
mind, they lave most fully satisfied her of this. Inel edni 1
evidences of o growing tendency on the part of Oorrcspo%l ling,
Denominations to fall in with the eurrent anti-sacramentarian-
ism of New England theology, had indeed not been (;ﬁant;lng
previously. Buf not until recently had any of the urigﬂes
claiming blood-aflinity with the old Reformed Theology, o flg
‘sixteenth century, given its formal sanction to this mournful
dofection. I was time therefore for the legitimate ropr eien
tative of the oldest daughter of the Refori}fmtmn in this coun ryé
to fix her foot more firmly upon her ancient foundnnonfflan
doclare her determination not to be moved from thonce. . ;[?Ifﬂ
ghe knew were comperetly built and of solid mﬂyema].b ,bc
hemlock of these modern © platforms,” and the 8111}1 ala 1 N
which they nppeared to be propped, seemed 1nsccm?"to % 053
accustomed to rest on vocks, Iiven ‘Plymouth Rock se(:‘;rfe‘
not as fuir and firm in her cyes, (had not the security of which
ages of trisl gave asswance,) ns the “Rock of Aggs rofu
which her fathers built, and taught her implicitly to trust. 10
_this therefore she has resolved to eling.  And the more w:xo]cn‘t; ¥
the storm of opposition strives to beat her off from Ler refuge,
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the more closely does she cling to it, and prove tothede'who:
may. choose - to observe her-struggle, that .though her:fo
slender, and’ her hand be small, she 'still has'n heroiohéaH
and.o believing grasp!: ¢/ - - o T ol seiet s aung
It mny indeed grieve her to find herself the object of ui
suspicions among those whosoe friendship she desires to'merit
enjoy. We do not think that she con bo charged ‘with
tempt - for the confidence and good will of sister'Churcl
Bugit is surely better, if it must be, to forego the present fa
of migjudging friends, than to forfeit her faith. ~ Congeip
integrity, and convinced that she- is folsely aceused; and i
rightcously suspected, she seems to think it best 'to‘bidd'?}i&
time, endure her present wrongs, and patiently await thencguy
ting vindication of the future. And we are fully confide
that-she will then find, in n retrospective view of theunapp
cisted gervico she is ‘now, mccording to her’ humblosmeani?
secking to render the cause of gonuine Protestantism, anal
dent recompense for all the reproaches now endured.
Reserving the considoration of the other points invelved!
thiy controversy for the next issue of the Review, wo herewith
closo for the present. - : : e JVHUAYB



