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heavens and a new eartb wherein dwelleth righteousness. 
Will God, then, introduce everlasting monotony and permit 
no changes in heaven? Rather would analogy lead us to 
conclude that it may be a succession of higher and higher 
economies of life and enjoyment, into which the law of 
change shall introduce us. We conjecture not what these 
new developments may be, nor would we form so Iowan 
estimate of that world as to fancy them a repetition of the 
mot4t beautiful flowers and fruits and gems and landscapes 
which earth now contains; but rather objects far more 
attractive and glorious; such as could not be understood 
and appreciated by our present powers, but such as an infi
nite Goa knows how to produce, and 8uch as infinite 
benevolence will delight to scatter in rich profusion all 
along the upward pathway of our immortal existence. 

ARTICLE III. 

DOCTRINES OF THE NEW SCHOOL PRESBYTERIAN 
CHURCH. 

BY QT. GEORGE DunIBLD, D.D., DBTIlOlT, IIIOBIG4 •• 

THE design of this Article is to answer a question often 
asked: "What is the difference between Old and New 
-school Presbyterians?" Ecclesiastically, they form two dis
tinct and independent bodies. Denominationally, they are 
known to be prosecuting different and separate interests. 
Yet they hold the same Confession of Faith; adopt and 
profeM attachment to the same system and form of eccle
siastical government; have the same modes and forms of 
discipline; and designate themselves by the same popular 
and corporate name, "the General Assembly of the Pres
byterian Church in the United States of America," and 
seem to be, and to be known in law, as the true and 
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rightful successor of the body so called, which originated 
in accordance with the previous action of the synod of 
New York and Philadelphia, and was duly organized in 
1789. Their ,ministers extensively exchange with and preach 
for each other; and the mass of their hearers say, we see 
no difference in their preaching, either as it regards the doc
trines they teach, the morality they inculcate, or the spiritual 
experience they seek to develop in the religiou of their con
gregations. 

It is not therefore surprising that many curiously inquire: 
" In what do they differ 1" The Old school l have for years 
had their publications circulating, some of which did much 
to forestall public sentiment, and to prepare the way for the 
rupture which took place in 1837. "A series of numbel'8," 
originally published, about the time of that rupture, in the 
Protestant arul Herald, of which paper the Rev. N. L. Rice, 
D. D., was then an editor, were republished by the Old 
school Board of Publication, in 1853, as his "exhibit of the 
most important differences in their doctrine and church pol
ity," between "the Old and New schools," thus reviving 
and perpetuating the allegations they contain. Other publi
cations of ephemeral character have appeared, which have 
found favor and been circulated among Old school Presby
terians. Little effort has been made by New school Pres
byterians to correct or counteract the fallacies they contain. 
Nothing has been published on the subject with the formal 
sanction of their General Assembly. 

In the weekly religiou's gazettes, which have contained dis
cussions, and refutations of charges of error made in the days 
of heated controversy; in the published accounts of the 
trials of the few arraigned before their presbyteries on such 
charges - two only of which processes found their way to 
the supreme judicature by appeal, and in disputations con
tained in Quarterly Reviews, must the curious reader search 

1 The terms" Old school" and .. New school," throughout thiI Anic1e, are 
used aimply as curreut and convenient forma of speech, in popular uM, for dee
ignating the dift'erent bodies, IUld with no other real or iDtentional aigni6oance. 
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(or the records of the times, in relation to these differences. 
The Presbyterian Quarterly, a few years ago, published 
8e\'eral successive Articles, prepared by a former member of 
the New school "Committee of Publication," intended to 
circulate information on the Imbject. The American Pres
byterian, a weekly sheet, still later afforded its coll1mns to 
another member of the same committee whose papers 
editorial were afterwards published, and are for sale at 
the bookstore of the publishing committee, in tract form. 
Beyond th£'m, we have no knowledge of publications, didac
tic or polemic, save one or two,l to which we would refer 
any inquirer for information relative to the differences be
tween Old and New school Presbyterians. The generation 
that has risen since the division between them finds no an
thentic sources of such information readily accessible. It is 
therefore thought that the statement this Article furnishes 
may be as useful as it seems needful. Even this statement 
cannot be satisfactory or intelligibly made in mere didactic 
dogmatic form. A reference to historic events connected 
with the development of whatever differences existed and 
manifested themselves in the discussions of the day is indis
pensable. 

HISTORY OF THE DIVISION. 

It is just one quarter of a century since the General A8-
sembly, in 1837, passed what is justly caUed its unconstitu
tional exscinding act, by which the four synods of Utica, 
Geneva, Gennesse and the Western Reserve - containing 
28 Presbyteries, 009 ministers, 599 churches, and 50,489 com
municants as reported - were excluded from their ecclesias
tical rights, and relation to the Presbyterian church. Thi8 
was done by a party represented in that body, who that 
year gained ascendency and controlled its councils. For 

J These are, The History or the Presbyterian Controversy, etc., by H. Woods, 
Loa!niUe, 1843, and Tbe Alleged Docttinal Dift'erencea of tbe Old and New 
School examined by an Old DiIcIple, Aubum,.1855. The antbor is the Rev. 
W. Baoon, of Auburn, N. Y. 
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several years previously that party had labored for the 
avowed purpose of frustrating what they belie\'ed to be the 
unpresbyterian views, both as to doctrine and polity, which 
had generally directed the sympathies and measures of the 
majority of delegates in the General Assembly. 

In the year 1837, the controlling majority in that body 
was of Old school predilections. It was secured, partly by 
zealous, interested efforts of leading men, securing pecuniary 
contributions to defray the travelling expellses of ministers 
and elders, appointed commissioners, and coming pre-advised 
and prepared for dismemberment; and partly and princi
pally by the sudden and alarming 6nancial and commercial 
crisis in the early spring of that year, which extensively 
absorbed the attention and awakened the anxieties of busi
nest! men in the northern and eastern portions of the coun
try, and which especially prevented a full representation of 
elders from the presbyteries of the state of New York, 
within the bounds of the four synods already named, 
where what was called New scliool views and measures 
prevailed, and whence also. it was believed, were derived 
their numerical strength and potent influence in swaying 
the councils of the General Assembly. 

There had existed since 1801 "a plan of union between 
Prt'sbyterians and Congregationalists i~ new settlements," 
which was 6rst proposed by the General Association of 
Connecticut, and mutally adopted afterwards by that body 
and the General Assembly. It was an arrangement, accepted 
and acted on in good faith, in which the higher obligations 
of morality and Christian love were more regarded by the 
parties than those originating in ecclesiastical or conven
tional authority. The we~tern and northt'rn parts of New 
York, and the Connecticut or Western Reserve in northern 
Ohio, were regions, in which its provisions had operated 
for the rapid growth and proltpt'rity of numt'rons churcht's, 
which had sprung up among the settlemt'nts formed by the 
great tide of emigrant population penetrating extensively 
the western wilderness. For a third of a century it ex-
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erted its influence, and was accepted and acknowledged 
as possessing the authority of common law in the Presby
terian churcb. 

In process of time, and in the conflicts and collisions in
cident to various domestic missionary enterprises and organ
izations, it became the occasion of disputelJ, and misunder
standings among those who preferred the distinctive forms 
of Congregationalism and Presbyterianism. Many of Old 
school Presbyterian affinities, in the Middle, Western, and 
Soutbern states, began to believe that tbere had been a de
parture from the fundamental principles and constitutional 
forms of Presbyterianism through the influence of Congrega
tionalism, where that element had entered into, and become 
incorporated with, churches and judicatories of the Presby
terian body, as in the districts of country above named. It 
was also belieVed and alleged that, incident to the great 
and extensive revivals of religion, especially in 1831 and 
tbereafter, throughout those and other regions, there bad 
arisen great irregularities in relation to the manner of 
preaching and measures adopted for their promotion. The 
policy and modes of missionary operations, both foreign 
and domestic, furnished exciting topics of debate, and led 
to rival efforts and enterprises, - some preferring voluntary 
and others ecclesiastical organizations for such purposes. 
Both methods had been in use, and were cordially aided 
tbrougbout tbe congregations, presbyteries, and synods of 
tbe General Assembly. Tbe American Home Missionary 
society had originated, and, to a very great extent, eitber 
absorbed or superseded different local associations for do
mestic missions. The General Assembly's Board of Mis
sions, whicb had operated from the earliest period, enlarged 
its field oC labor, aud quickened its activity, under a revived 
organization and more zealous administration. The rivalry 
and strifes incident to the attempt, for several years allowed 
and favored by the General Assembly, to secure the benefit 
of both systems, contributed to develop and invigorate the 
zeal and labors of their respective friends and advocates.· 

so 
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The first manifestations and movements of parties seeking 
ascendency in the General Assembly were in connection 
with this subject. Becoming unmistakable soon after the 
reorganization of the General Assembly's Board of Missions, 
with a view to its greater efficiency, the emulations and an
tagoDi~ms that had been engendered began to exhibit them
selves in those difference~ in sympathy and effort which, 
after a few years of conflict, resulted in separation. The 
terms" New" and" Old" school became the familiar desig
nations of the parties then growing into maturity. 

Their original differences were mainly those of polity, 
especially in relation to missionary and benevolent opera
tions. The voluntary and t.he ecclesiastical had each their 
zealous advocates. The attempt to make the one or the 
other the exclusive polity proved disastrous to the peace 
and unity of the Presbyterian church. Different elements 
of strife, in the progress of controversy, developed them
selves. Differences of sentiment and feeling, as between 
CongrE'gationali~ts and Presbyterians, distinctively 80 de
nominated, became more and more apparent; also as to 
those opposed to American slavery and those disposed to 
tolerate or apologize for it., a~ it was still countenanced in 
southern congregations and practised among their members; 
also, as between those who pressed the responsibility of 
the churches for reform in relation to this thing, and for its 
removal from them, and those who denied the practicability 
and necessity of such measures, inevitably conflicting with 
the slave codes of different states; also, as between those 
whose theological views and modes of preaching were 
claimed to be more conducive to revivals of religion than 
were theirs who suspected their genuineness and regarded 
them rather as transient and dangerous excitements. It was 
not until the strifes of party were approaching their cul
mination in division that particular prominence wa.~ given 
to erroneous doctrines, as alleged by the Old school against 
those of the New. Neutrals and medium ground were pro
nounced inadmissible by those who began to feel that they 
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were called to save the Presbyterian church from the inroads 
of error and irregularities by some attempts at reform, and 
for its liberation from dangerous elements which they be
lieved and declared bad been injuriously tolerated in it. 

A minority of the General Assembly, in concert with 
others, who assembled sbortly after its adjournment in 1834, 
prepared and signed what they called their" Act and Tes
timony," and recommended a convention to be held in 
Pittsburgh, Pa., the next spring, in pursuance of tbe design 
expressed in that document~ It was designed to be a test 
of orthodoxy, and in its spirit evinced a determination to 
role or rend the church. The convention assembled in 
Pittsburgh, May 1835, a week previous to the meeting of 
the General Assembly. A Jist of grievances was made out 
and a memorial prepared and forwarded to the General As
sembly, in whicb, among other things, c. an outline of the 
system" of error was given, and against which the testi
mony of that body was earnestly invoked. The neutral and 
moderate men, opposed to party strife, were forced into 
ranks. The nullifying" Act and Testimony" gained the 
ascendency; and at last the work of schism was carried 
forward with fearful despatch, in the exscinding acts of 1837, 
and the reform acts and ordinances of 1838.1 

They were in violation of the Constitution, revolutionary 
in tendency and design, and, establishing a new basis, con
summated a plan of secession for the Old school, from those 
who maintained the union and government of the Presby
terian church in the United States of A.merica, as its disci
pline had been administered and its policy developed for one 
third of a century and more, in accordance with the fifth and 
seventh of the fundamental principles stated in the first 
chapter of its " Form of Government." In 1837 the minor
ity entered and recorded their protests against the revolution
ary proceedings of the General Assembly of that year. In 
1838, despite of the resistance of the Clerks and Moderator, 

1 The IDltOry of the Presbyterian Controftl'8I, bI H. Wooda, p. 74. Louis
?iDe, 184& 
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in their attempts to carry out the revolutionary principles in
troduced and adopted by the majority of tbe previous year, 
the mf'.eting of the General Assembly was organized upon 
the basis of t.he Constitution. The rigbt of representation 
by all the Presbyteries comprising the ecclesiastical body, 
and by their delegates regularly and constitutionally con
vened, constituting" the General Assembly of the Presbyte
rian church in the United States of America," was recog
nized and formally declared. Tbe Old school revolutionary 
party subeequently organized their General Assembly upon 
the new basis they bad adopted. Having the officers and 
a majority of tbe members of the different organic Boards 
in their interests, the .archives and funds were retained in 
their p088ession. Soon after a suit was instituted before the 
supreme court of the state of Pennsylvania, upon a writ of 
quo warranto, tbat led to a full and careful investigation and 
trial by jury, for the determination of the question: " Which 
of her parties was tbe constitutional Presbyterian church, 
and entitled to its corporate powers and property 1" 1 The 
Hou. Milton C. Rogers, presiding judge in the Eastern Di&
trict of Pennsylvania, after a C8.J'eful investigation, during a 
trial lasting twenty days, pronounced the opinion, that the 
plan of union, made the pretext for the eIscindiDg act ot 
the majority in the (':reneral Assembly of 1837, so far from 
being unconstitutional, was "an agreement or regulation 
which the Gelleral Assembly not ooly had power to make, 
but one which is well calculated to promote the best intel'
ests of religion"; tbat, if it were unconRtitutionaJ, there is no 
evidence that tbe exscinded synods were forme.d under it; 
and that the resolutions of excision are" not only contrary 
to the eternal principles of justice, the principles of the com
mon law, but at variance with tbe constitution of the church," 
"u.nconstitutional, null, a,nd void." So he instructed the jury, 
who, "after a sbort absence, returned into court, and ren
dered verdict tbat they find the .defendants guilty." The 
effect was, to pronounce the General Assembly organized 

1 M'Elroy's Report, pp. 512, 514, 530. 
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in 1888 by the New school, in despite of the resistance of the 
Moderator and Clerks, "the true General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian church in the United States of America under 
the charter." 1 

Application was made for a new trial, and argued be
fore the court in bank, chief justice Gibson, and jutltices 
Rogers, Kennedy, and Huston on the bench. The chief 
justice and a majority of the court concurring, gave an 
opinion adverse to the decision of justice Rogers and the 
claim of the Constitutional Assembly, and granted a new 
trial. Justice Rogers then said, " After the patient and im
partial investigation by me of this cause, at Nisi Prius and 
in bank, I have nothing to add, except that my opinion 
remains unchanged on aU the points ruled at the trial." I 

The moral and popular effect, however, of this trial was 
deemed sufficient for all the principles and interests which 
the Constitutional Assembly sought and cared to establish. 
Before the trial therefore came on, they instructed their coun
sel to wit~draw the suit. It was done; and they have left 
the exscinding party in undisputed possession of the prop
erty and (unds, to which New school Presbyterians had very 
largely contributed. 

Several suits in different states- two in Pennsylvania, and 
others in New York and Ohio - have been brought by par
ties in the interest of the New basis or Old school Assembly 
against corporations in cOllnection with the Constitutional or 
New school Assembly. The verdicts have always been ren
dered in favor of the latter. And what is most worthy of re
mark is, that when the case of the party at York, Pa., was car
ried, upon appea~ before chief justice Gibson, he affirmed the 
decision of the lower court, which had given tbe property to 
the Constitutional or New school party. In explaining his 
opinion rendered in the previous case, he took occasion to 
correct the misapprehensions that bad grown out of his for
mer decision, and denied, as some had construed it, that the 
New scbool had forfeited name, rights, property, and all, 

I M'Elroy" Report, p. 618. 
~ 
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cleflrly expressing the opinion that the acts of the New basis 
or Old school Assembly were those of revolution, and IlaY
ing that the order for a new trial was granted because the 
Old school, at the tiine, were" the stronger party!" 1 

The above history is given with as much brevity as poBBi
ble, to render int.elligible the influence and procedures result
ing in the dismemberment of the Presbyterian church by its 
division into two distinct denominations, commonly called 
Old and New school. It is matter for Christian congratnla
tion that at the sessions of the Old school General Assem
bly last ~pring (1862) incipient measures were adopted for 
fraternal intercourse and correspondence by delegates with 
the New school. The General Assembly of the latter had 
adjourned finally before knowing t.his fact; but had adopted 
resolutions expressive of their desire and readiness for sucb 
correspondence. Communications on the subject have passed 
between the Moderators of the two bodies since their adjourn
ment; and it is very probable that, notwithstanding the great 
distance at which the two Assemblies will next convene, an 
interchange of delegates will take place before tbe close ot 
their sessions next May,i which, initiating a fraternal inter
course, may lead ere long to a much desired re-union. 

The question, therefore, may very pertinently be asked by 

1 Christian Observer. Jan. 25. 1841. The resson hel'll a88lgned by the chief 
justice Gibson for his decision in the case ia in accordance with his well·known 
political and revolutionary opinion. unfolded in an elaborate argument prepared 
by him and published in tbe American Quarterly, edited by Robert Walah. EiIq .. 
of Philadelphia. for some years editor of the National Gazette. ViL tbal writteG 
conslitulions. neither reaJly nor rightfnlly, politically nor morally. can or Mould 
have power to control beyond the popular will, thus placing a minority at the 
merey of a majority. without any guarantee of security for their rights w-tu. 
ever. This doctrine of irresponsible democracy may auit the tastes IUId imeraIa 
of demagogues and despots, who can contrive to form IUId coulrol public 
opinion for their purposes; but it is at war with all our American ideal of 
rational and political liberty. bounded and regulated by law. dirine IUId bnmaa, 
IUId is especially opposed to all those ideas of conetitntionalliberty which haTe 
ever been characteristic of, and cherished in. the Presbyterian church. the .-I
ous defender or reaponsible ropreallntatiou; in other word.. lUI euJighIeDed. 
rirtuOUI republiclUl government. 

S This Article was prepared for the lut January number. - EDL 
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some: Why trace Jines of difference probably to be oblite
rated by a restoration of ecclesiastical unity 1 It may suffice 
to reply, that doctrinal differences mayor may not be 
essential; and since tho~e only that are, afford justifiable 
grounds of separation, if it can be shown that there is in 
reality no radical antagonism between the views of Old and 
New school Presbyterians, it may conduce to co-operation 
and unity in the spirit of love to trace wherein they disa
gree, and thus relieve (rom misapprehensions tending to 
alienation and strife. 

The intelligent Christian needs not to be told that the
ology and faith are by no means identical. The one is of 
man, the other of God. The one, the teachings of human 
science, the other, the power of a divine life. The writer 
of this Article has for many years been convinced that the 
doctrinal differences between Old and New school Presbyte
rians are wholly theological, by no means involving radical 
error in respect to vital points of faith. With such convic
tion he has more readily consented to the urgent request 
that has induced him to prepare this Article. It i~ his hope 
in doing so, not only to subserve the gen~ral cause and 
interest of theological science, but to promote t.he reciproci
ties and courtesies of Christian confidence and fraternal 
fellowship. In the nature of things, from the very consti
tution of the human mind, there ever have been, and must 
ever continue to be, different modes of apprehending the 
same facts, and different forms of phraseology in stating 
them. If the fact itself can be well and accurately stated, 
so as to be readily apprehended by faith, the statement, 
when made in the spirit of good will and brotherly love, 
must just as certainly conduce to agreement and union as 
do theological discussions too often to alienation and strife. 

PRELIMINARY REMARKS. 

The differences in doctrine between Old and New school 
Presbyterians may be stated, in general, in one word: they 
are differences in philosophy, not in faith. By philosophy 
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u::wde,utullld the veritable n¥tinl rurum- This, if we may 
own divine however is nll%: 

the human The reasouu 
or nade known by 
divh'lf;L ObservatioF2, logical demou-
stration, careful analysis and investigation, leading by pro
cesses of induction to great gencral results and laws, are the 
appropriate and only proper means to be employed in the 
study of nature and in the acquirements of science. The ex
planation of phenomena; the tracing of effects to their proper 
ca1ULu, z'lIFLt'l_'llification of %:acts or truths 
the of them in hz'll'llRrz'llz¥2ious system, f'lll'll 
the the work of 
hun'llnu 
the 'll'll}fence. 

appropriate 

In matters of religion, it pertains to theology - the 
highest sphere of science - to state, explain, elucidate, and 
systematically arrange, in their just and proper relatioDs, the 
facts or truths, whether revealed to faith or discoverable 
from nature, and hence called revealed or natural theology. 
With this Article hzi'll there being 

doctrines, charaz"l%:'llFi'llRjfz nither school 
of theological Thdr doctrinal did-
to what may the theology 

revubtiuKll_ this we do not ]&%timate that thKll 
truths or facts revealed in the sacred scriptures are given to 
us by God to be arranged by the church, or any teaooel'lS ia 
it, into a system of consecutive propositions, or logical 
deductions, on metaphysical or philosophical principft 01' 

assumptions, to be made the testa and exponents of the faith 
esse&%tiKllI Creedsz Kllf faith, systemKll 
of Kllfftmmentaries, n'lle within theb 
prOp'llf hut they have divine, as th'll""n-
logiZlziI hzzwever valuabl'll be as aids £nKll 
hUlzRzhlz exponents oj z-'llntiment or 
lief in churches, text-books in the science of religion. A 
man may be thoroughly versed in ~m all, an aocom-
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plished expert, casuist, and doctor of theology, and yet be 
devoid of the faith which is unto salvation. 

Faith concerns itself with the matters of fact reported or 
made known by infallible inspiration, to be believed, simply 
and exclusively on the ground of God's veracious testimony, 
whether communicated directly by himself or through di
vinely authorized messengers or witnesses. The facts, or 
what we otherwise can the truths, of revelation as appre
hended by tbe human mind, affecting and influencing the 
aensibilities, controlling the conscience, and regulating the 
conduct, form the ground-work of religion, whether as 
developed in the experience and life of individuals, or 88 lIet 
forth in creeds and confessions of faith, or as specially modi-

. fied and characterized by ritual forlWl and ecclesiastical 
and social prescriptions, tactics, customs, sympathy, and 
assimilation. The genuine developments of vital godliness 
through the faith of Christ, and the spurious forms and 
phases of Christianity so variously professed in the world 
and in the church, to the production and promotion of 
which moral philosophy and scientific theology have great
ly contributed, are often so associated and intermingled, 
that it becomes difficult to trace the lines of differe~ 
between them. Every church has felt more or lells of this 
difficulty, and found it utterly impracticable, in judging of 
the qualifications of membership, to separate between the 
true and the false, the precioull and the vile, the wheat and 
the tare!!. Theology has concerned itself with these mat
ters; but only to increase the perplexity and difficulty in 
fonning a right judgment. How mucb of error there may 
be, and how far it may determine and shape the uae and 
application of the great facts· or truths revealed to faith, and 
lead to false ideas of Christianity, and false judgmenu of 
peNOnal piety, and false professions of religion, the disclo
lUres in the great day of final judgment will make known. 
Didactic and polemic theology both fail to furnish infallible 
tests of ebaracter, as well as infallible rules of faith and 
practice. Misinterpretations and misapplications of the 
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great facts and truths of scripture, dependent on, and deter
mined often by, casual external circumstance!!, partial igno
rance, false metaphysical philosophy, the imperfection of 
language, the influence of pride, prejudice, and various 
passions, popular opinion, state patronage, ecclesiastical au
thority, and other such like things, have rendered the the
ology of the schools, in the lapse of ages, an entangled 
net-work of subtle distinctions and contradictions. Yet, 
amid all the bald and naked facts, which form the marrow 
of the gospel, i. e. the great fundamental truths essential to 
the faith that saves, as they are stated and taught by God 
in the Bible, are believed by many simple, uneducated 
hearers and readers, with sanctifying and saving results. 
The Lord Christ rejoiced and gloried in this fact: "I thank 
thee, 0 Father, Lord of heaven and earth, because thou 
hast hid these things from the wise and prudent, and hast 
revealed them unto babes." 

It is not, therefore, out of place here to notice that the 
Presbyterian church, while in the ordination of its ministry 
it pledges them to its Confession of Faith, "as containing the 
system of doctrine taught in the holy scriptures," has never 
prescribed any doctrinal. test or form to be applied and used 
in the admission of membel'K into its communion; but 
always recognized that with the Session rests that responsi
bility, in the exercise of their best judgment, applying the 
rule!! and tests of Christian faith and practice as laid down 
in the sacred scriptures. It is the office of Christian charity, 
in all such exercise of judgment, to distinguish between tbu 
doctrines, traditions, and commandments of men, and the 
teachings of God; between mere knowledge of theology, 
and the faith that saves; and cheerfully to concede the 
largest liberty consistent with the cordial practical submis
sion of the mind and will to the divine authoritative teach
ing of the word by the Spirit of God, in matters of essential 
faith. God forbid that the revived sectarianism of late years 
should ever induce the Presbyterian church in tlfe United 
States of America to depart from this lofty catholic ground. 

1 Matt. xi. 115. 
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DOCTRINAL DIFFERENCES. 

We have deemed the foregoing preliminary and explana
tory remarks necessary for the better understanding of the 
points of doctrinal difference between Old and New school 
Presbyterians, to the statement of which we now pass. In 
brief terms it may be remarked, that the differences are 
nearly allied with those discernible between the Scottish 
and New England theologies, as they have" been sometimes 
styled. But the theology of New school Presbyterians can
not be identified with the latter, any more than with the 
former. It is especially characteristic of New school Presby
terian apprehensions and statements of the radical, essential 
truths of scripture, that they are those mainly of common 
sense, and le88 technical and scholastic than of either of the 
theologies just named. The" faith once delivered to the 
saints," i. e. the simple truth as it ill in Jesus and revealed 
to faith, is regarded of more importance and value than as 
it is taught in systematic theology, whether as it was a 
quarter of a century ago at Andover, New Haven, or Prince
ton, by Drs. Woods, Taylor, Alexander, and Hodge, or by 
Drs. Edwards, Hopkins, Bellamy, Emmons, and other theo
logians of an earlier day. All have severally contributed 
their share in shaping what has been called New England 
theology, of whom President Edwards and the younger of 
the same name were better known and hp.ld in higher repute 
among Presbyterians than any after them. But if any 
name particularly deserves to be noticed as of higher au
thority, and exerting more influence, in giving form and 
character, not to say originating, New school views of truth, 
and especially on the subject of regeneration, it is that of the" 
renowned Dr. John Witherspoon, who though a Scotchman 
by birth and education, became thoroughly American, and 
nobly and gloriously broke loose from the shackles of party 
and the tyranny of schools, to enjoy, commend, and estab
lish liberty of thought and conscience, in both church and 
state. The pertinency of this remark will appear as we 
proceed. 
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The doctrinal .differences between New and Old school 
Presbyterians relate mainly to the topics of human deprav
ity, involving the imputation of guilt and original sin, 
regeneration, the agency of the Holy Spirit, the atonement 
of Christ, justificatiou by faith, human ability, and the sove
reignty of God in the salvation of sinners. 

IMPUTATION OF SIN. 

The answers to the twenty-fifth and eighteenth questions 
of the Larger and Shorter Catechisms set forth the Presby
terian views of "the sinfulness" of human nature. It is 
described as comprising "the guilt of Adam's first sin," 
"the want of original righteousness," viz. "the righteous
ness in which he was created," "the corruption of man's 
whole nature, which is commonly called original sin," and 
"all actual transgressions." The use of the word" estate," 
which is by no means now, nor was in the days of the fra
mers of the Catechisms, a perfect synonyme, or identical in 
meaning with the modern term" state," as well as the com
prehensive range of the answer, we think, already indicates. 
that under the general idea of "the sinfulness of that estate 
~hereinto man fell," was comprehended the totality of hu
man corruption, or wickedness in the world from the first 
rebellious act of our first parenta, throughout the entire gen
erations of the race, in all time. 

The word" guilt" was Ulled by theological writers of a for
mer day, to denote obnoxiousness to punishment, as contra
distinguished from moral turpitude or personal demerit. In
asmuch as all the generations of the human race are subject 
to suffering and death, and inasmuch as "death," as the 
apostle Paul declares," reigned from Adam to Moses, even 
over them that had not sinned after the similitude of Adam'. 
transgression,"l the question of the derivation of moral cor
ruption by bis posterity has involved necessarily more or 
)ess of direct or implied theory, or attempts of philosophy at 
a satiafactory solution of the faet or phenomenon. Imputa-

1 Hom. v. If. 
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tion of guilt and original sin· are accounted by Old ~hool 
Presbyterians adequate fontes solutionum of whatever mJ8-
tery there may be in the fact of moral corruption derived by 
the race from our first parents. They are properly theologi
cal theories, deserving respectful consideration for their an
tiquity and authority in the schools, but unknown to many 
who have believed to the saving of the soul. The doctrine 
of imputation is employed by Old school theologians to ex
plain or account for the facts stated by Paul, that" as by the 
offence of one judgment came upon all men to condemna
tion, even 110 by the righteousness of one the free gift came 
upon all men unto justification of life." I Their idea is, that 
the one act of Adam's disobedience in eating the forbidden 
fruit became, to all legal intents and purposes, the act of 
each and every one descending from him by ordinary gen
eration. He is regarded as the federal or covenant head, the 
legal representative, acting by God's appointment for each 
one and all of his fallen race, so that the condemnation and 
punishment he deservedly incurred were justly, by the very 
same sentence, transferred to them. The disobedience of 
Adam was hi!! crime, and rendered him obnoxious to death, 
its ordained punishment. According to the theological theory 
of the Old school, that crime was imputed to his- posterity, 
and being 80 imputed, involved them in his guilt, and ren
dered them obnoxious to the 8ame punishment, that is death. 

"In imputation," say the Princeton reviewers, "there is 
first an ascription of something to those concernt'd ; and sec
ondly a determination to deal with them accordingly.'" "To 
impute sin" they say, with Dr. John Owen, "is to lay it to 
the charge of any, and to deal with them aceording to the 
desert, i. e. punish them for it." "When Adam's sin is said 
to be imputed to his posterity, it is intended," Poay they, very 
explicitly, "that his sin is laid to their charge, and they are 
ptnrisked for it.'" New school Presbyterians, dispense with 
this and every other theory by which to explain the moral 
relationship of Adam and hit'! posterity. They receiTe it as 

I Rom. T.18. 

VOL. Xx. No. 79. 
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a fact divinely revealed. Preferring the language of common 
sense to theological technicalities, they are contented to say, 
that, as the result or in consequence of Adam's transgression, 
hi!:! posterity became mortal and morally corrupt. There is 
no difference between them, so far as their belief of the fact 
is concerned. Even the author of the treatise entitled" The 
Old and New schools," which has contributed much to give 
currency to mistaken opinions concerning the New school, 
says: " When therefore we say that the guilt of Adam's first 
sin was imput.ed to his po~terity, the meaning is, not that 
there was between them and him such personal identity as 
that they really committed the same act, which is grossly 
absurd, but simply that God treatB them as if they had com
mitted it - they suffer all the consequences of his sin. 71Iu 
is precisely the doctrine of the Confession of Faith, and i" 
this sense they' sinned in him and Cell with him.' This too, 
as we shall presently see, is the doctrine oC the Bible."l The 
intelligent reader cannot fail to Bee that the disputes and 
differences here relate to what theologians call the federal 
headship of Adam, and to thei'r attempts to explain his 
moral relationship to his posterity. Cognate and intimately 
connected with the theory of the imputation of guilt is that 
of original sin, which topics must be noticed as correlate 
in giving a full and faithful statement oC the views of the 
different schools. 

ORIGINAL SIN. 

Such a statement, however, is attended with this serious 
difficulty, that, apart from the differences between New and 
Old school Presbyterians, theologians of the latter are not 
only far from being definite and perspicuous in their ideas 
and language, but actually differ among themselves. The 
phrase" Original Sin," occurs in the GonfeRsion of Faith, 
Chap. 6, Sec. 6, and in the answers to the twenty-fifth and 
twenty-sixth questions of the Larger, and the eighteenth of the 
Shorter, Catechisms. It is quoted there as a popular form 

1 The Old and New Schools, etc., by ReT. N. L. Rice, D.D., pp. II, 12. 
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of speech, current in the days of the Westminster Assembly, 
to designate the corruption of man's nature. In" The Con
fession of the Faith and Doctrine believed and professed by 
the Protestants of Scotland, exhibited to the Estates of the 
same in Parliament, etc., August, 1560, ratified and estab
lished in 1567, as the public and avowed Confession of Faith 
of the Church of Scotland," tke act of our first parents in 
eating the forbidden fruit is stated, at that day, to have been 
" commonly called original sin." In" Craig's Catechism," 
adopted and recommended by the General Assembly of the 
church of Scotland 1590, 1591, and 1592, "Original sin and 
natural corruption" are distinguished and affirmed to be two 
"t.hings which came to us by the faU of Adam from God."1 
The confession of faith, adopted by both Old and New 
school Presbyterians, affirms that "every sin, both or~oinal 
and actual, bcing a transgression of the righteous law of God, 
and contrary thereunto, doth, in its own nature, bring guilt 
upon the sinner, whereby he is bound over to the wrath of 
God," 3 etc. The New school Presbyterian believes this to 
be strictly accurate according to the plain meaning of the 
word 8, holding that original sin, if the term needs to be 
used, is unmistakeably reaffirmed in the confession, a trans
gression of the righteous law of God, and therefore voluntary 
on the part of a morally accountable creature. He does not, 
as did the Princeton reviewers, perplex himself with any 
theological theory of imputation of guilt, ascribing to one 
what belongs to another, by which to explain the confession 
as above quoted. When its advocates are themselves per
fectly agreed as to what original sin exactly is, it will 
merit, and doubtless receive, stricter attention. 

Augustine, to whose philosophy the Christian church is 
indebted for much of its didactic and polemic theology, 
explains original sin to consist in "an innate disposition 
derived from the voluntary transgression of the first man." 

1 See Art. 3 of that ConCession. 
, A Form of Examination before the Communion, qneations 3 and ". 

• • Chap. VI. sec. 6. 
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He calls it "an inborn vice,", and compares it to " an herf>di
tary disease." The Maoichees affirmed tbat tbere is an evil 
substance in man, of which God is the autbor. This be 
denied; for be would not make God the author of sin. But 
while denying that original sin is a substance, he attempted 
to explain it by calling it a quality of the affections, an evil 
accruing from the ancient sin, an accidental evil, as infirmity 
or weakness in the body is not a substance but a vitiation. 
His metaphysical subtilty, with whatever good intent em
ployed against the philosophical and infidel emperor Julian, 
would to the generality of readers at this day be as unsatis
factory to their common sense as offeotlive to their modesty.' 
Turretin says that the phrase "original sill" was first intro
duced in the churcb by Augustine, in bis controversy with 
the Pelagians, and being found a convenient form of speecb 
for expressing the nature of the sin, was ever afterwards 
retained. The reader will find in the note below the 
rationale of its import g as stated by Turretin, who calls it 
"some inherent vice propagated from Adam to all bis 
posterity, by natural generation."3 

Different theologians of later date have eX'pressed tbeir 
views differently, explaining original sin to be "an incli
nation to evil," "a corrupt disposition," "a propenRity to 
do wrong," "a depraved nature," "an hereditary tendency 
to sin." Zuingli called it " a disease, not sin;" as Thomaa 
Aquinas, in his Somma Theologiae, had done. Whether 
original sin consisted in a habit, or was the result of tbe 
want of original righteousness after the fall, or the loss of 

I See August. do Nupt. et Cone., I. 25. Comp. C. Jut VI. 18. 
IlIa vero dicitur, non ratione qriginu primat, qnam habuit homo a Deo ere&

tD8, sed ratione origini. ItCIlnd<U!,' quam habet a primo parente; tum ratiOIltl 

principii .ui, quia est a ptt:mIoorigintJIIU (viz. coneaplscentia); tulll 1'II&ioDe __ 
propagaadi (viz. generationis naturalis It quia ab ongiua nobis inbaeret; tlUll 
ratione effectorum ,uorUIR, quia eat origo peccatoram actualium. Tor. IDIt., 
Tom. J. p. 569. 

, Vitium aliquod iohllerens, quod peooatum origina1e dicitar, quod ab Adamo 
ad omoes ipmu. posteroe naturaU l'DeraQone ab eo orianda. proNO'U" 
Tar. lnst., Tom L p. 570. 
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barmony in the parts and powers of the moral creature 
man; whether it was a mere privatioo, and therefore not an 
evil per se; whether a prava vis, a causative power sui 
generis, of its own sort, like instinct in animals or the im. 
pulse of the paS&ions and affection!!; whether this prava vii 
was theirpropenBion, rendered sinful by irregularity and 
t'ltCeM; or whether it was a positive taint or lues conse· 
qoent on the 1088, and taking the place, of original righteous
ness, in which con!4isted the moral equilibrium of the soul; 
JOBt as sickness is a disordered state of the body and ita 
functions, arising from the 1088 of the equal temperament 
in which health consists, - were questions discussed with 
great subtilty in the school!!; questions wholly of meta. 
physical theology, the discu88ion of which can never be 
shown to be essential to the faith which is unto salvation. 
Far distant be the day when SUL-b refined theological subtile 
tie. as those of Andradins and Gerhard and Chemnitius, 
and the doctors of the schools, shall be revived and made 
occasions of dispute and contention in the Prellbyterian or 
any other Christian denomination. 

The intelligent inquirer into the history of polemic and 
dogmatic theology will not fail to l'ee that mere opinion 
and theory have much more to do with the differences on 
this l.4ubject than the simple belief of the facts as they are 
reported in the sacred scriptures. To the origin and devel
opment of these different opinions or theories t.he attempts, 
by various analogical illustrations, to explain these facts 
have greatly contributed. The Old scbool Presbyterian 
prefers the language of Luther, Calvin, Turretin, Stapfer, 
Edwards, and other renowned theologians, accepting their 
illustrative analogies and phraseology. The descent and 
development of original sin, in the successive generations of 
mankind, have been compared to the streams proceeding 
from a fountain; to pollution of blood in the parent, traus
mitting a taint or virus to the offspring, by the phY8icai laws 
of reproduction; to original Unity, evolved by seminal prop
ag~tion; to the root, giving life and character to the growth 

81,..,. 
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from it; to -the sap, carried into the trunk and eliininated in 
the branches, aud to other such like operations in nature. 
And it has been claimed that the very illustration of Christ 
himself, in which he avers, that the character of the fruit, 
whether good or evil, depends on that of the tree,l sanctions, 
if it be not itself, just such divine philosophy. The remark 
of the Saviour, however, is but the statement of a fact ia 
plain, common-seuse terms, viz. that according to men's 
principles of action will be their character and conduct. 
Grapes are not to be fQund on thorn-bushes, nor figs on 
thistles. "By their fruits ye shall know them." He is 
speaking of diversities of charact.er and condnct among 
men, and not of the nature of original sin. 

Analogies between moral or spiritual and natural things, 
must ever fail to convey ideas of exact identity. They can 
never lead to philosophical or correct logical definitions. For 
the things themselves are in their very nature radically dif
ferent. The" union of representation in Adam" is a form 
of speech which has by some been regarded as involving 
the idea of personal identity. Old school theologians have 
found it difficult to determine exactly among themselves 
what is meant by calling Adam" 8 public person," "the fed
eral head," "the representative of his posterity," as united to 
him by natural generation, whether by anticipation in the 
purpose of God, or de facto, by seminal propagation. The 
Princeton reviewers disavowed, so far as they were conrerned, 
- and they assumed to be the defenders of Old school Pres
byterianism,-that they held any philosophy or theory of 
imputation which involved" the notions of personal onenp.l!S, 
community in action, or transfer of moral character"; yet 
they did not deny that there have be~n those who" philoso
phized on this subject," and "taught a mysteriotu tmim& of 
the race." I 

This, if it be not altogether taking the same ground with 
New school Presbyterians, is so very near an approach to it, 
that practically we can see little or no difference. The lat-

1 Matt. vii. 11, 18. I Bib. Rep. U. p. 438. 
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ter disregard all attempts at philosophical explanation of the 
quo modo of the facts; and are contented to receive in sim
ple faith tbe Bible statements of them. Tbey believe that 
Adam, as the first and father of his race, became a sinner, 
and by his transgression, not only forfeited his own para
disaic life and estate, but subjected his posterity to the loss 
of the same, so that they are born into this world devoid 
of any righteousness of their own, or right of inheritance 
through any original or transmitted righteousness from 
Adam; are exposed and subjected to all the consequences 
of his first transgression, and through a natural bias thence 
arhsing incline to sin, and become sinners as soon as, in the 
language of Edwards, " they are capable of it." The reader 
is referred to the protest offered by the New school minority 
in the General Assembly, and recorded on their minutes in 
1837/ which he will find in the margin below, and in which 
their views were tersely stated, not only in reference to orig-

1 DOCTRINAL VIBWII 01' AlrBRIOAN PBESBYTBRI4IfIl, from 1M Protat of 
1837, re-adoplBd unanimoruly by 1M Aadmrn Convention, AugUlt 17, 188i. 

W 8 protest, finally, because, in view of all thtl circumstances of the case, we 
feel that while we were pre.,ented from uniting in the final .,ote .with the majority 
in their testimony against error, fbr the reasons above stated, we owe it to oor
selYe8, to our brethren, to the chorch, and to the world to declare and protest 
that it is not because we do, directly or indirectly, hold or countenance the errors 
alated. We are willing to bear our testimony in full against them, and now do 
110, when, without misapprehension and liability to have our vote misconstrued, 
11'8 avow our real !leutiments, and contrast them with the errors condemned, 
styling them, as we believe the tme doctrine, in opposition to the erroneous 
doctrine condemned, 88 fol1owl, viz.: 

Fint Error. "That God would have prevented the existence of .in in our 
world, but was not able, without destroying the moral agency of man ; or that, 
for aught that appears in the Bible to the contrary, .in ill incidental to any wise 
moral system." 

True DoctriRe. God permitted the introduction of sin, not because he was 
anable to prevent it consistently with the moral freedom of his crealnres, bnt 
for wise and benevolent reasons which he has not revealed. 

Second Error. "That election to eternal life is founded on a foresight of faith 
and obedience." 

Tnu Doctrine. Election to eternal life is not founded on a foresight of faith 
and obedience, but is a 80vereign set of God's mercy, whereby, according to the 
counsel of his own will, he has chosen some to salYation; "yet 80 as thereby 
Deither i. Yiolence ofFered to the will of the creatures, nor is the liberty or con· 
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inal sin, but to all the points on which tbey were charged by 
their Old IJchool brethren as holding and teaching erroaeoua 
doctrines. The document is one of sncb historical value, as 

tingency of second causea taken away. but rather established"; nor doee dlia 
gracious purpose ever take effec' independendy of faith and a holy life. 

Third Errur. .. Thac we have no more to do with the ftru .in of Adam ..... 
with the Sinl of any other parent" 

True Doctrine. By a divine constitution, Adam was 80 cbe head and repre 
sentative of the race, that, as a consequence of his transgression, all manltioC 
become morally corrupt. and liable to deacb, temporal and eternal 

Fuurth Errur. .. That infautl come into the world as free &om moral dellJe. 
ment as was Adam when he was created." 

1hre Doctrine. Adam was created in the image of God, endowed wilb bowl
edge, righteousne88, and trne holiness. Infants come into the world not only 
destitute of these, but with a nature inclined to evil. and only e,i1. 

Fiflli Error. "That infants su8tain the same relation to the moral go'IWII
ment of God in this world as brute animals, and that their BUtrerings and deadl 
are to be &Crou n ted for on the same principles as those of brutes, and not by any 
means to be <,onsidcred as penal." 

TrlU1 lJot:tr-W. Brute animals 8U8tain no such relation to the IDOI'Ill gmen
ment of God as does the human family. Infams are a part of the buman 
family; and their sulreringa and death are to be accoanted for eo the poand 
of their being involved in the general moral rain of the raoe induced bl the 
apostasy. 

Sixtla Error. .. That there is no other orlglncl lin dam the fact that all tIM 
posterity of Adam, though by natore innocent, will always begin 10 sill wIt_ 
they begin to exereiss mora) agency; that original sin does noc inclacle a limal 
bias of the human mind, and a just exposure to penal suffering; and tba& theIoe 
Is no evidence in IICl'ipture Ibd infants, In order to ea1vation, do need redempcioa 
by the blood of Christ, and regeneration by 'he Holy GIlost." 

Tnte Docritte. Original sin is a nataral bias to evil, retulcing ftoom Ihe first 
apostasy, leading invariably and cenainly to aetqaJ trIID8gTe1111ion. AM all 
iufants, as well as adults, in order to be saved, need redempuon by tile blood 01 
Christ, and regeneration by the Holy Ghost. 

&venth Errur. "That tbe doctrine of impntation, whether of the gun, 01 
Adam's sin or of the righteousness of Christ, hu no foundatioD ill the word 01 
God, and is both unjust and absurd." 

True Doctrine. The sin of Adam is not imputed. to his posterity in the __ 
of a literal transfer M personal qualities, aeIM, and demDrit; bot by _ of the 
sin of Adam. in his peculiar relation, the raee are treated u II &hey bad sinned. 
Nor is the righteousness of Christ iMpated to his people in the sense of a IitenI 
transfer of pp.rBona) qualities, acts, and merit; bot by reason of his rlghllllOam-, 
in his peculiar relation, they are treated l1li if they were rigbllllOUI. 

Eig/JtA Errrw. .. That the sofferings 8114 death or Christ wore not traIy nc.. 
rious and penal, but symbolical, go'l'ernmental and instrDcti'l'e only." 

1hre Doctritte. The ndFerings and death of Ch* were noC symbollea1, CO'"-
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well 88 10 pertinent to the design of this Article, as to render 
the presentation of it appropriate, if Dot in this statement 
Deceseary. 

ernmental, and instructive only, bat were traly -ricarions, I. e. a sabetitute for the 
panisbmenc dae to transgresson; and while Christ did not saft'er &he literal 
JIIIIalty of the law, invol-ring remone of collllcience and &he pains of hell, he did 
oB'er a eaeriftce which Inflnite wisdom saw 10 be a full eqaivalent. And by -rirtue 
of &his atonement o'f8l't1lres of mercy are sincerely made to &he race, and sal
ntion lecured to all who believe. 

Nirtt/a Error. .. That the impenitent sinner is by natare, and independently 
fill tile infiRt!DCe or almighty energy of &he Holy Spirit, ia full poueasion of all 
the ability n_ary 10 a fall compliance with all the commands of God." 

Trw DoctriM. WJ.ile sinnen have all the facultiee n_ary to a perfect 
moral agency and a just accountebility, sach is their love of sin and opposition 
to God and his law, that, independently of the renewing Inflaence or ahmght, 
-n' of the Holy Spirit, they never will comply with the commands of God. 

TmtA Error. "That Christ does not intercede for the elect antil after &heir 
regeneration." 

Trw Doctri.. The intercessloa of Christ tor the elect is pre1'ioas .. well .. 
.aheequa& 10 cheir regeneration. aa appears from the following scripture, vis . 
.. I pray not for the world, but for tbem which thou haat given me, for they are 
thine. Neither PI'llY I for these alone, but for them also which shall believe 
OIl me throagb their word." 

EInentA Error. .. That sa-ring faith is not an eft'ect of the operations of the 
HoI, Spirit, bid a mere ra&ional belief of the erath or _nc to the word of 
God." • 

Trw lJot::triu. Saving 'aith is an intelligent and cordial _t to tbe c
tiaoIly of God concerning biB Son, implying reliaoce 00 Christ alone for pardon 
MId eternal lile; and in all casea it is an eft"ect of the special operations of tile 
Holy Spirit. 

7'r«ljl1a Error. II That regeneration is the act of the sinner himself, and tha' 
k t'WIiats in a chaol6 of bill goveming purpose which be himself mast prodace, 
_d wllicll is .... resale, DOt of any direct iollaence of the Holy Spirit 011 the 
heart, bat chiefly of a persuasive exhibition of the troth, analogous to the iofia
...,., wbich one man exerts over the mind of aDother i or tbal regeneration ia 
DO& lUI baataDtaaeou Mlt, bat a progressive work." 
n- lJrx:triM. Regeneration is a radical change of heart, prodaeed by the 

.pecia1 operadons of the Holy Spirie, "detmRining &be Iiaaer to that which II 
good," and is in all ~ ioatantaDeoal. 

11ir1MnIA Error. "That God has done all that Ae CUll do for the salntion of 
all meD, and that man bimlMllf mUN do the rese." 

Trw DocIri_ Wbile repentance for sin and faith in Cbrilt are indilpenlable 
to "'1'&tion, all who are .. ved are in.ebted froOl flnt to iIBc to the gnce IUIIl 
Bplm at God. And &he ....- tIIat God does DOt lave all, is no& tha& he WUItI 
the f1O'D'!" tG clo n, ha. that In his wildom he does 110& _ fit 10 eaen tha& pow. 
f'utber than he actually does. 

VOL. Xx.. No. 79. 74 
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It is unnecessary to burden our pages with quotations, 
setting forth the views of those who were denounced as erro
neous, because they did 110t express themselves in the techni
calities of the Old school theology. It was done amply in 
the controversial publications current a quarter of a century 
ago. It may suffice to extract the following from the" Warn
ing against error, adopted by the Presbytery of Dtotroit at 
their session at Northville, Michigan, Sept. 29th, 1847, and 
afterwards by the synod of Michigan at their session at Kal
amazoo, Oct. 13th, 1847, and ordered to be publisbed for the 
benefit of the churchel! under their care.'1l "The successive 
generations of the race," say the presbytery and synod, " are 
born, not holy, under a violated constitution, with no secu
rity for motive influences to induce right and holy choices, 
but with a tendency to sin. It is this tendency to sin, in this 
state of things, which our standards call corruption and orig
inal !lin. It is not the moral depravity induced by each one's 
personal crime, but that selfish tendency induced through the 

·loss of original righteousness, aod the derangement of the 

FourteerJtlr Error. "Thal God eanno& exen such influence on the minda 01 
men, &8 ~hal\ make it cel18in thal they will choose and act in a particular mall

ner, without impairing their moral agency." 
1"", Doctrifll!. While the llbeny of tbe will is not impaired, nor the ee&ab

lished connection between mean. aud end broken by any action of God oa &be 
mind, he can influence it according to his pleasnre, aod does effectually determiae 
it to good in all cases of true convenion. 

Fifteentla Error. II That the righteonsneaa of Christ is not the sole ground of 
tho sinner's acceptance with God; and that in no sense does the righteowl_ 
of Chri.t berome ours." 

True Doctrine. All belieftrs are justified, not on the ground of penonal meri&, 
but solely on the ground of the obedience and death, or, in other words, the 
righteonsuess of Chris&. And while that righteou.neaa does not become thein, 
in the sense of a literal tranafer of personal qualitiee and merit; yet, ftoIIl n.pec& 
to it, God ean and does treat them &8 if they were rigbteona. 

Si:cteenth Error. "That the nl&8on why some differ from othan in regud to 
their nl!'6plion of the gospel is, that tbey make themselves to differ." 

Trlle Doctri_ While aU 8Ueb u reject the gospel of ChriH do it DOt by 
coercion but freely, aod an who embrace it do it not by coercion hut free)y, the 
reason why some differ from othen is, that God hu made them to difFer.
Min. of Gen. Assem., 1837, pp. ".&-.86; New Digest, pp. 81~818. 

I Warning ap.inst Error, p. 71. 
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primitive constitution by the sin of Adam. It would no 
doubt have been different had he obeyed; how, it is not 
for us to say. But as it is, we, through the fall of our first 
parents, come into being devoid of holiness, destitute of that 
state and tendency of mind in which they were creat.ed, and 
which inclined them to obedience, and naturally, therefore, 
begin our existence in a " sinful estate." " We mean, what 
onr IStandards affirm, that in all we inherit from Adam there 
is no proviRion made for our holiness and.salvation; but, on 
the contrary, it is morally certain we shall sin." A fuller 
statement on this subject renders it necessary to notice the 
differing views of Old and New school Presbyterians as to 

The Nature of Moral Depravity, or the Corruption of our 
Moral Nature. 

New school Presbyterians thought that their Old school 
brethren, in setting forth their views of original sin, regarded 
as the corruption of our moral nature, believed, and by their 
language and illustrations implied, that man's natural de-' 
pravity, as a moral and accountable creature, is something, 
if not physical, so inwrought or involved in his constitutional 
nature as to be transmitted like any other corporeal faculty 
or quality, lege procreation is by "ordinary generation." 
Altbough this was denied, yet their language and modes of 
illustration led unavoidably to the inference, that moral cor
mption was believed by tbem to be some psychical peculi
arity, property, or cause-something in the very constitution 
of the soul or mind-determining, by necessity of nature, to 
sin, and therefore itself sinflll. This view New school Presby
terians could not reconcile with the fact, as affirmed by the 
Confession of Faith, that God is not the author of sin, nor 
with tbe nature of God's moral government, the freedom of 
tbe human will, and the accountability of the moral creatul'e. 

The Old school Presbyterians, on the other hand, charged 
their brethren who dissented from their theological ideas as 
to the nature of moral corruption, with denying "that 
Adam's posterity inherit from him a depraved nature," and 

Digitized by Googi e 



688 Doctrirae, of eM Neto &/wol Pre~ [JULY, 

also " that there is any sueh thing as "a corrupted Dature" 
distinct from vol.wry acts.1 The ground of controvf'nsy 
here lies in a terra ineognita. New school Presbyterian. 
care not to explore it, objecting to the vague, ilI·defined nae 
of language on the part of metaphysical theologians, and not 
to the scriptural statements of the facts. It is appropriate to 
metaphysics and philosophy to discuss such qoestionsof the
ology, as whether moral corruption is an entity or a quality; 
whether it is a .ultant of organization, or an element 0{ 

being; whether it is developed by the same physical laws 
that regulate the procreation of tbe human species, or baa 
its incipiency in a generic state of mind, rendered ·morally 
certain by a tendency to evil, consequent on the sin and fall 
of our first parents; and whether selfishness be the sin oC 
our nature; or, the lusts of the mind and the lusts of the 
flesb are characteristically different and reciprocally affect 
and stimulate eacb otber. Less heat of controversy in such 
matters might conduce to clearer theological light. Bot 
who does not know tbat such inquiries are not essential to 
saving faith, and are eschewed by ninety-nine bondredtha 
of spiritual-minded, simple-hearted Christians 1 

Were sucb phrases as "nature," "moral and total de
pravity," "corrupted nature," "corruption of our whole 
nature," "inherited depravity," "corrupt inclination," "sin
ful disposition," "evil propensity," "depraved heart," and 
soch like, - so current as )001'e, convenient forms of speech, 
-- always accurately defined, and carefully and perspicu
ously used, witbout varying shades or degrees of signifi. 
cancy, the theological differences between New and Old 
school Presbyterians might soon be adjnsted. To do tbis 
is not appropriate to this Article or its design. It is 81Ifti. 
cient to remark that men's ideas of the nature of human 
depravity, moral corruption, a depraved nature,etc., will, and 
must be, mainly determined or regulated by their notions 
and definitions of sin. New school Presbyterians are satis
fied witb the scriptural definition, and that of tbe Larger 
and Sborter eatechisml. 

1 Dr. Rice'. Old and Ne .. Schooll,p. 71. Gooole 
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Tbe apostle John has aeourately defined it. "Sin is the 
transgression of the law." "AU unrighteousness is sin." I 
And Paul says, "By tbe law is the knowledge of lin." In 
uaci accordance with tbis divinely inspired definition is 

. that of the catechism: " Sin is any want of confonuity unto, 
or trausgression of, any law of God, given asa rule to the 
l'eQ8ODable creature." II The knowledge of sin by the law 
does not involve, directly or indirectly, the idea tbat simple 
exi8tence is sinful; nor that sin is a JlI'operty of man's 
created nature, physiologically or psychologically regarded; 
nor ihat sin is predicable of tbe faculties and constitutional 
aature of man, in themselvea COQsidered, irrespectively of 
their exercise; nor that it is the necessary result of any law 
of _ture, pbyeical or psychical, material or immaterial, 
whicb God has created or ordained. The author of it is a 
Jea80Ilable creature, a moral agent, whose will God bas 
"endowed with tbat natural Uberty, that," a8 the Confession 
of Faitb 3 affirms, "it is neither forced nor, by any absolute 
necessity of nature, detennined to good or evil." " In this," 
_Y8 Dr. Withenlpoon, " the sin of man originally consisted; 
and in tbis the nature of all sin, as such, doth still consist, 
viz. withdrawing the allegiance due to God, and refusing 
IIDbjeetion to God." 4 

Believing this, bowever, the New scllool Presbyterian 
does not deny that, in loose, general terms, the rational 
creature, the moral agent, human being&, may be eaUt'd 
unlnl, and 80 characterized, as well as thole acts and 
exercises of which this property or quality is more immedi
ately and accurately predicable. The Old school Presby
.nan, in charging him with making sin to consist axclu
mvely in adlUll tf'tIIIIg1'el8Um, and with maintaining tha~ 
t6 aU moral corruption consists of voluntary acts or cboiees," 
both mistakes and misrepre@ents the meaning and senti
ments of his brother. "AU U1Wigl&te~18 is sin," and 
unrighteoU8ness may and does exist through· the want and 

11 John iii. 4; v.17. • Larger Catechism, Q. 24. 
• Conf'aaion of Fai&b, Chap. IX. IMIC. I. 4 Widaenpoon'. Worb, 1.141. 
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failure, neglect or forgetting, to will and act as the law 
requires. Volitions and purposes, acts and exercises, of the 
moral agent, may secretly exist in the heart, known only to 
God and the individual's consciousness, which are never em
bodied in outward expression and deed. So the Savionr bas . 
taught, Matt. v. 24, 28. New school Presbyterians concede 
that, both by omission and commission, it is natural to 
fallell mall to sin. But when required by their Old school 
Presbyterian brethren, as does Dr. Rice,I to adopt his meta
physical tbeology and technicalities, and - with "Dr. Owen 
and tbe old Calvinists, to speak of original or indwelling sin 
(moral corruption) as a principle or SOMETHING which has 
the e.lficiency of cau.e, and whicb exists in men anterior to 
any act, performed by them," be demurs, and resists such. 
trespass on his libP.rty in Christ. 

When required by proper authority, or when it may be 
necessary for the interests of truth, to employ language with 
metaphysical import, and precision in theological discUl8ion, 
and to speak of sin as an effect related to its direct and 
efficient cause, he prefers, instead of the vague terms of 
" principle" or "SOMETHING" (1) to designate supreme eel· 
fishness, distinguishable from instinctive self.love, as the 
primary originating cause or source of all developments of 
moral corruption. He can trace the voluntary acts and 
exercises, of which he predicates sin, to the demands and 
control, or impulse, of a generic, governing purpose; or, to 
use the language of the catechism, " the chief end," which 
being for self, and not "to glorify and enjoy God," is it8elf 
a transgression of his law, and the fruitful cause of endless 
forms and manifestations of moral corruption. In so ex
plaining his theological views, he feels that he conforms 
more closely to the teachings of the Bible and the Presby
terian standards than do his Old school brethren; and also 
that he is far less liable to be suspected of believing that 
moral depravity and sin are "something" physical, resultinlJ 
from a necessity of Ilature, or from any cause whatever 

I Old and New Sehoob, p. 78. 
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inconsistent. with, and destructive of: the volnntary agency 
of a reasonable and moral creature, justly held responsible 
by God, in all his" thoughts, words, and deeds," perfectfy to 
keep his commandments. That the Old school Presbyte-

. nan believes differently here, we will not affirm; for many 
of them deny that they accept the inferences others draw 
from their theological teachings. They certainly differ in 
the processes by which they arrive at their ultimate results 
in their analyses of moral corruption. The faith that saves 
cares not to. penetrate the usages of metaphysical and 
philoaophical theology. When Old school theologians will 
show-.what they have thus far failed t.o do-how sin 
exists ill a moral creature anterior to, and separate or dis
tinguishable from, any or all volitions or voluntary exercises 
of intelligence and will, or actings of the passions and 
affections, then may they, with greater show of t.heological 
acomen, as well as aid to Christian charity, accuse their 
New school brethren with denying what, by such ill-defined 
and vague theological technicalities, they either do or design 
to teach about innate corruption, inherent depravity, a cor
rupted moral nature, a deep-rooted principle of depravity, 
and the like. Till this is done frankly lind fully, the teach
ings of the Presbytery of Detroit and the Synod of Michi
gan on the subject must be deemed satisfactory by all who 
prefer the language of common sense to that of scholastic 
theology. . 

"In the language of common sense," say they, "men 
attribute to the moral being, whose general state of mind 
manifests itself in uniform choices and prevalent governing 
emotions and passion!!, the same character t.hey do to th~se 
its manifestation!!. Both the general state of mind and 
its specific manifestations-as well in uniform, habitual 
choices as in occasional ascendant passions, affect.ion!!, or 
propensities - are regarded as developments and attributes 
of character, which are to be predicated of the person or 
moral agent; strictly speaking, of the rational, responsible 
mind or soul in which they exist, either as habitudes, or as 
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tcts or events, rather than of the specific faculties, suecepti
bilities, atrectionlJ, or passions. This man and the other is
called revengeful, malicious, lewd, lascivious, deceitful, cov
etoul5, avaricious, and the like, according to the ascendant 
passion, affection, propensity, or habit of mind, which dete,. 
mines his choice and conduct, and in 80 doing, develope his 
character. In the same way, we Ray of men in general that 
the!l are sinful; because of the manifestations of 80mething 
wrong or sinful in the .tate of mind and heart, the pas.
sious, affections, habits, and purposes wbicb determme their 
choiet>s. and conduct. So, too, we commonly speak of a 
I sinful nature,' meaning thOle constitutional attributes, ill
tellect, susceptibilities, and voluntary PO~I'B which in all 
the appropriate circumstanccs of man's being will only and 
uniformly be acted out or exercised in sin. The .. me 
nioral quality by which we characterize the actings 01' 

choices of a moral being, we predicate, in ordinary style 
of tlpeech, not only of the being himself, but also of that 
which determines him t.hus to chOO8e and act. Hence it ill 
common to speak of sinful dispositions, sinful affections, 
sinful words1 sinful conduct, as sinful choices, not as sinful 
per 8e, i. e. in themselves, by a mere necessity of being, bot 
as related to sinful choice, that is to say, the diapositions, 
affections, etc., influencing the sinful cboices of sinful beings. 
The language of the sacred l'!CI'iptures is in conformity with 
this usage. Thus we read of I men of corrupt mindts.,' wbo 
evince their corroption or moral depravity by I f>8"el'tle dis
putings' and by I resisting the troth'; also of I the old 
man which is corrupt acoording. to the de<".eitful lusts,' and 
of 'corrupt wordtc,' 'corrupt communication,' and 'corrupt 
doings;' of the mind being 'corrupted frum the simplicity 
of Christ;' and of 'the corruption that is in the world 
through lust.'" 1 A correct knowledge and careful dieoero
ment of the difference in the import of term.. wbeo aoa
logically or literally to be understood, would cootribme 

I W8I'IIiDg apiua\ Error, pp. 58-10. . 
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greatly to allay the beat and violence bl ahgry theological 
·oooiroYeny.1 

REGENERA TlON. 

From tbis statement of differing vie"" as to the natnre of 
moral corruption, we paM appropriately to tbat of regenera-

• tiOD. It is not ne0e881llY bere to compaB8 tbe whole ground 
of theologi('.al discOll8ion aud theories on this subject. The 
design of this Article restricts us to the differences between 
Old and New school Presbyterians as to its nature. Those 
who believe, with Dr. John Owen and the theologians of his 
day, that the eaeence of moral corruption is "something 
physical," or with Dr. Woods, in words much less perspicu
ous, " in the settled constitution of our nature," must, by a 
logical necessity, conceive regeneration to be something 
physical, or wrought, implanted, or settled in the constitution 
of the natnre by the power of God. Dr. Owen says ex
plicitl,.: "There is a real pkN,icai work of the Spirit on the 
sOuls of men, in their regeneration." Il " There is not only a 
swral but a p/&ylical immediate operation of the Spirit, by 
bis power and grace, or his powerful grace, upon the minds 
or souls of men in their regeneration." Il Accordingly he 
uodentood and used the phrases "new creature," "new 
creation," "ere.ted anew," in their strict, literal sense, and 
Dot either metaphorically or analogically, to denote resem
blance in a moral point of view. He attributed it to the 
same Omnipotence, which is exerted in every department 
of the material creation. Hence, to deny the reality and 
necessity of the intervention of this divine Omnipotence in 
regeneration he accounted a fatal heresy. So, too, averred 
Old school Presbyterians, 

His theory as to the nature of life, and his want of dis
crimination in the use of terms, whether in their literal or 
analogioal import, necessarily, by logical sequence, led him 

I See Brown', Treadse on DiviDe Analogy, -the author of" The Procedure, 
htell', and Limite of the Human UDderatandiag." 

• Owen on the SpIrit, Boot W. ebap. T. pp. 307, Sll. 
VOL. xx. No. 79. 76 Digitlzed~~too8Ie 
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into confused ideas 1 as to the nature of regeneration. The 
theory of the eminent German chemist and physiologist of 
that period, Dr. Geo. Ernest Stahl, as to the nature of life, 
had not only influenced extensively medical practice, but 
was well received ambng theologians. It made all the vital 
functions and phenomena in man to depen~ on the absolute 
dominion of mind or the will over the body. The 8OUl, in • 
fact, was regarded as the vital force, or cause of all vital 
actions in the body. This idea was readily and naturally 
adopt.ed by Dr. Owen and theologians of his day very exten
sively for the illustration of spiritual life. The life of the 
soul of the moral creature man, beginning in or with re
generation by the power of God, was referred to !he im
planting in the mind, heart, or soul a new principle, as the 
proximate and efficient cause of holy sensibilities and spir
itual actions constituting the life of ·the new creature, of the 
sinner born again. This" principle of boliness," created 
by the physical omnipotence of God, according to this 
theory of regeneration, when implanted in the mind and 
heart, formed tbe life of the soul, just as the 80ul itself was 
believed to be the life of the body. New school Presbyte
rians cannot understand this life-tbeory of regeneration, 
as we take the liberty to call it, according as Old school 
Presbyterians employ it for illustration, in any other light, 

1 It is with some deference that we speak thm derogatively of one for wbom, 
in common With many Old school Presbyterians, the writer entenainl a bigh 
respect; but the cause of tmth requires it. His style and want of precisioa of 
thought render his writings often wearisome, though enriched with mach nlaa
hie emdition and breathings of ardent piety. The tmth of the following &Dec

dote happens to be known to the writer, having received it from a very dear 
friend of early days, eye and ear wimess of the scene, viz. the lamented M. Bruen. 
It is given in justification of the judgment above expressed. The late joatly 
renowned Dr. J. M. Muon, than whom there were none in his day nper10r in 
theological lore and force, was engaged in converaation with the equally renowned. 
Robert Hall of England on theological qnestions. The merita of Dr. Owen 
passing under review, of whom the latter lpoke rather disparagiugly, Dr. Masoa 
remarked: .. Well Mr. Hall, whatever you may think of Dr. Owen u a the0-
logian, you must confess that he is very profouud, and dives deep." "Yes:' 
replied he, very promptly in his wit, .. he does iadeed dive deep, but briDge ap 
a oontinent of mado" . 
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than as intended to teach that the very same sort of phys
ical omnipotence by which God raises a dead body to life, 
is exerted and requisite to infuse spiritual life into the dead 
sinner by the work of regeneration. 

Dr. Owen denounces those who deny the literal reality 
of snch an effo~ of physical omnipotence in creating the 
sinner anew in Christ .Jesus, as utterly subverting " all the 
glory of God's grace." To say that such expressions as 
"qnickened," "alive to God," and the like, are metaphori
eal, is, in his deClared opinion, equivalent with making the 
whole gospel a metaphor; and so have some zealous Old 
school Presbyterians judged and expressed themselves. 

" If," says he," there be not an impotency in us by na
ture unto all acts of spiritual life, like that which is in a 
dead man unto the acts of life natural; if there be not an 
alike power of God required unto our deliverance from that 
condition, and the working in us a principle of spiritual 
obedience, as is required unto the raising of him that is dead, 
they may as well say that the scripture speaks not truly 
as that it speaks metaphorically," 1 We see not how any 
other idea could have been intended by such language, than 
that the lame sort of physical omnipotence which gives vital
ity to material organisms, is both real and necessary in im
parting spiritual life to the sinner in regeneration. This is 
the theology of Old school Presbyterians on the subject, who 
talk of implanting and infusing into the soul a principle of 
spiritual lifei. But that the New school Presbyterian ac
counts philosophic theory, and a very fallacious one also. 

1 Owen on the Spirit, Book m. chap. v. p. 829. 
t Dr. Rice defines mind to be "a BUb.ta1lQl which thinks, feels, and deter

mines." These he regards as its "properties" (acnter metaphysicians prefer to 
call them its actI, or, as he does elsewhere himself, e.rerci_). "Of the intimate 
lIIIluu of mind we know nothing. This is equally true of matter. Then if we 
know nothing of the phpical nature of mind, except that it is adapted to pro
duce thonght, feeliug, and choice, it is reasonable to suppose that we can know 
nothing of its moral nature, except that it gives a certain character, good or 
bad, to moral conduct. But it is as rational to deny that the mind poueases a 
pbysical nature aAlapted to thinking, feeling, and choosing, as to dony ~t it 
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The difference between them here lies within a very nar
row compass. It is a difference in the use and interpreta
tion of language; the Old school Presbyterians using terms 
in their literal signification, while the New school Presbyte
rians understand them in a figurative or tropical 8e'nse as 
metaphors, or, more correctly and properly ~xplained, as an
alogically employed. This analogical import of language 
grows necessarily out of the fact that God has 80 constituted 
us as intelligent creatures, comprising, as Paul says, "80Ul.. 

spirit, and body," that we have no direct intuition of things 
spiritual and divine, but must derive our knowledge of 
them from or through some revelation j and even the divino 
revelation of things spiritual, beyond tbe sphere of buman 
sense and consciousness, "does not exhibit to us any direct 
view or knowledge of the real, tf"tle Mbwe of things' di viae ; 

pQ8181111e8 & mof8l nature adapted to give character to ill 8llem-." Ie There 
is in every moral agent a moral nature, distinct from his acta, and which eiftll 
to them their character, or which causes him to act 88 he does." 

"This doctrine throws much light, not only upon the n_lty Itut upon tbe 
utQre of rtltIelllllfation. For if there is in man whal our standardl can original 
lIin, or a corrupted nature, regeneration, which is the beginning of sanctifica&ioo 
in the heart, and the cause of the first obedience in life, must be the removal by 
the Holy Spirit of this corrupted natore, at least in part, and the implantation 
el a DBW lIalure or diapoaitioa, which will lead to obedieoc:e to God'a law. N -

Old and New SchoolJ, pp. 82 - 84. Yet Dr. Rice a nule fllrtber OIl, __ to 
admit that"Buch lauguage must be taken only in ita analogical import, and not 
literally j (or he qualifies the above remark, repeating " Tbere is in regeneration 
a new creation, not indeed of &IIy pbysical (aca\ty, hot of a DeW bean or moral 
disposition j 10 dW tile regen..,u.ed man i. in bis moral chlllllCler u really a 
new creatore, 88 he woold be in hie physical character if the JVWlral powers 01 
his mind.were radically changed." -Idem. 

Tbe New school Presbyterian woold find no difBcalty in admitting the reality 
or truth of such a change thUB analogically expressed. that is, by way 01 
resemblance j bUt in88moch 88 Dr. Rice and Old school Presbyterians han DOC 
even accorately explained in precise terms, in any definition, wbat they mean by 
the words "heart" and "moral disposition," the New Ichool Presbyterian would 
prefer to expreaa himself more explicitly and perspicuou81y, .. not intending 10 

intimate thu tbe great and radical change which the Spirit of God procIlloel ia 
the ,inner wben be believes and becomes morally a new man, metapborically a 
aew creature, aIthoogh really an effect secured by the "mighty power or God," 
is accomplished by tbe 16me IOrt of divine omnipotence whiah is 8llerted ia 
creation, li&erally speaking. 
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yet it lays before us soob lively resemblances of them, that 
from thence we 'llltcellarify infer the existence of their sub-
8tanee and clWf'elp07lIi8'At realitie,; and that the,e become 
the subject of our faith and our hope. This is ,eeing them 
as the apostle speaks, through a glau darkly." lOur knowl
edge, in other words, of things abe tract and spiritual, be
yond the observation and sphere of our senses, is attained 
by reflection, by means. or through the aid of ideas obtained 
originally through the senses, which ideas the mind employs 
as representative of such things or truths, spiritual and di
vine, because of some assumed resemblance or analogical 
similarity between them. This being the fact, there should, 
therefore, ever be great care, courtesy, and forbearance, as 
well as the utmost cautiou and precision in the use of lan
guage by which we communicate our ideas to each other, 
that in matters of doubt, difference, and difficulty of appre
hension we do not misapprehend or mi8represent each other. 

The intimate nature of thingw or truths, spiritual or di
divine, which theology undertakes to discuss and teach, can 
never, by any direct process of intuition or consciousnesS 
or philosophical theorizing, be perfectly understood by us. 
We may aid each other by a comparison of ideas; but be
yond the (act or truth affirmed and revealed to us by God 
in the use of boman language, it is rash, presumptuous, dog
matical, tyrannical, to adventure and require unqualified 
assent. It is substituting human philosophy. for the truth 
of God; and disputes here must partake more of the logom
achy of theologians and the persecuting spirit· of dogmatic 
higots than the charity of the gospel. 

The Old school Presbyterian may employ his life-theory, if 
be chooses, for the expression of his ideas of regeneration 
and illostration of its nature, exercising his liberty in this 
matter. But when he demands that his New school brother 
shall receive the terms of bis moral and metaphysical philos
ophy, of necessity having but an analogical import, in their 
strict literal meaning, and as the ipsis'ima dicta of God him .. 

1 Brown's Diline Analogy, p. 58. 
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self, he should be reminded that he trespasses upon the 1ib
erty of Cbrist's house, the law of tove, and becomes an usurper 
of authority never conceded to him either by God or his 
bretbren. Tbe persecuting tyranny of the Roman Catholic 
church, whic~ bas required the Saviour's metaphorical lan
guage in tbe eucharist, "this bread i! my body," etc. to be 
understood as literally declaring it to be" his body, soul, and. 
deity," is only a more glaring exhibition of the dangerous 
excess to wbicb men may run wben they undertake to inter
polate or involve tbeir theories and philosophy iii the plain, 
common-Rense language of the Bible. 

Tbere have ever been different attempts among tbeologiana 
to explain the nature of regeneration. New England divines 
have had their" taste-theory." Dr. Dwight has said " This 
change of heart consists in a relish for spiritual objeota, 
communicated to it by the power of God,'11 His successors 
at New Haven, have had their modes of explaining the 
fact, by stating and unfolding the transforming influence on 
character exerted by a change of the ruling purpose, or chief 
Controlling end. Dispu~ and differences have prevailed 
among Congregationalists, as well as among Presbyterians, 
in relation to tbe metapbysics of regeneration. The writings 
of DI'!S. Hopkins, Bellamy, Emmons, Dwight, Woods, Taylor, 
and other New England divines, have had more or less influ
ence among both Old and New school Presbyterians. But 
few, if any, have bad greater authority, or done more to put 
a distinctive stamp upon the theological views of New 
school Presbyterianll, on the subject of regeneration especially, 
than the renowned, learned, arid patriotic Dr. John Wither
spoon, President of Princeton College, and a member of Con
gress and signer of tbe Declaration of .Independence. 

"I am sensible," says be," that regeneration or the new 
birtb is a subject at present very unfashionable, or at leaet, 
a style of language which hatb gone very much into desue
tude."~ Of tbe Saviour's remark to Nicodemus on tbe sub
ject, he says: "It deserves the serious attention of every 

I Dwight'. Theology, p. 418. I Witbenpoon's Works, 1.97. 
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Christian, that, as this declaration was made by our Saviour 
in a very solemn manner. aQd by a very peculiar metaphor, 
so this is not the single passage in which the same metaphor 
it' used." 1 The expressions" new creature," "workmanship," 
" created in Christ Jesus unto good works," and similar, he 
Jegarded also as metaphorical, remarking," as I would not 
willingly strain the metaphor, and draw from it any uncer
tain conclusion, so it is no part of my design to run it out 
into any extraordinary length." I Having noticed various 
comparisons used in the sacred scriptures in referring to it, 
he says: "It appears that regeneration, repentance, conver
sion, or call it whirl you will, is a very great change from 
the state in which every man comes into the world."8 Notic
ing various partial changes which take place in men's char
acters from different causes, he groups all under one generic 
class, and remarks: " There must always be some governing 
principle which, properly speaking, constitutes character.'" 
Of the true change of character, entire and universal, which 
begins in regeneration, hE! says: "it may by fully compre
hended in the three following things, giving a new di"ection 
to the understanding, the will, 9and the affections." "As 
therefore the change he infers is properly of a moral or 
spiritual nature, it seems to me properly and directly to con
sist in these two thing!:!, 1st, that our supreme and chi~f end 
be to serve and glorify God, and that every other aim be 
subordinate to this. 2nd, That the soul rest in God as its 
chief happiness, and habitually prefer his favor to every 
other enjoyment." I "Till this be wrought, the person is 
in sin, and call do nothing but sin. The reason of this is 
very plain; that the supreme and governing motive of all 
his actions is wrong, and therefore every one of them mUllt 
be so. Upon the whole I suppose, if they were to explain 
themselves fully, this is chiefly meant by those who insist 
that there is an essential difference between special and 
common grace." 8 

1 Witherspoon's Works, I. 100. 
I Witherspoon'. Works, I. 103. 
I Withenpoon'. Works, L 145. 

'lb. p. 101. 
4 lb. p. 112. 
t lb. p. 176. 
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In thiH view of the nature of regeneration Dr. Witherspoon 
confines him"elf within the range of human consciousness ; 
he adventures not back of it, into the terra iracognita of the 
essential or intimate nature of the 80ul or spirit of man which 
8peculative philosophic theology has attempted to penetrate. 
In this he stands a fair representative of the great body of 
New school Pre~byterians. 

Neither the Confession of Faith, nor the Catechisms, Lar
ger or Shorter, define regeneration. Whatever is to be found 
in them relative to its metaphysical natute is contained in 
the chapter of the former and the answers of the latter on 
the subject of Effectual Ualling. Dr. Witherspoon does but 
develop the ideas therein expre88ed, by aid of the answer 
to the first question of the Catechisms, viz. "What is the 
chief end of man." His illustration, so far as the metaphysics 
of regeneration are concerned, differs widely from "the life
theory" of Dr. Owen, and may be called that of "the gen
eric purpose." Dr. 'I'aylor and the New Haven theologians, 
whose views on the subject greatly alarmed many Old school 
Presbyterian II, might have appealed witb great force to this 
renowned father of the P":sbyterian church, if Dot as autho
rity, yet by his plain, common-sense illustrations, taken from 
the r9:nge of buman consciousness and expresaed often ill the 
language of the Catechisms, as sanctioning similar ideas, Dot 
to say identical, witb those much more extensively, carefully, 
and metaphysically elaborated in the Spectator's review of 
" Dr. Spring on the Means of Regeneration." 

THE NATURE OF THE HOLY SPIRIT'S AOENCY. 

IC regeneration be a new creation, in the literal sense of 
the terms, then the agency of the Holy Spirit - which both 
Old and New school Presbyterians admit to be nece..'18arY to 
a radical change of heart and of moral character-must be 
that of his pbysical omnipotence, This many of the former, 
along. with Dr. Owen, believe and declare; yet a different 
style of speech is preferred by others, shall we say more 
astute theologians among them. They talk of a " direct," 
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"immediate" agency of the Spirit in the work of regeneration; 
expressions employed to intimate the idea that it is without 
instrumentality. But as the Bible undeniably teaches that 
God "of his own will begat us with the word of truth," 1 

they themselves, in rather awkward and infelicitous terms, 
saying, "we are far, however, from denying that in regenera
tion the Holy Spirit operates in connection with the truth." ~ 
How in connection? whether by mere juxta-position, or as 
"over, above, and beyond the truth," - favorite phrases with 
some, - or, plainly and frankly, by means of the truth? 
The answer to this question would not be so embarrassing 
as it is to the Old school Presbyterian, if he did not believe 
the agency of the Spirit to be other than through, that is by 
means of, the truth. The word of God is the sword of the 
Spirit, and is so caned by the apostle. The New school 
Presbyterian accordingly believes it to be appropriately and 
fitly the instrument of his mighty power. He looks for'and 
apprehends the presence and aid of the Spirit - his agency 
in renewing, sanctifying, enlightening, comforting, etc.-just 
as he consciously accepts, yield&. unto, confides in, and does 
what God speaks to his mind, heart, will, and conscience in 
his holy word. How the Holy Spirit's agency" makes the 
word effectual" in him, or in one and not in another, is a 
question, not of faith, but philosophy with which he will not 
perplex himself. He knows, both from the testimony of the 
scriptures, and as confirmed by his own experience, that 
" the word of God is quick and powerful, and sbarper than a 
two-edged sword," 4 etc. ; also that" the weapons of our war
fare are not carnal, but mighty through God to the pulling 
down of strongholds, casting down imaginations 5 (vain rea
sonings), and every high thing which exalteth itself against 
the knowledge of Christ, and bringing into captivity every 
thought to the obedience of Christ." e 

The truths or facts revealed and reported to us in the 

1 James i. 13. 
I Eph. -rio 17. 

I Dr. Rice'. Old and New Schools, p. 87. 
4 Reb. iv. 11. 

• AtryuTpD6J, vain IIOphism. or phiboph, 
VOL. XIX. No. 79. 76 

'I Cor. x .• , 5. 
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sacred scriptures originally by the miraculous inspiration of 
the Holy Spirit, are the means of his divine and gracious 
agency wbich he employs to producp. faith in us, as Dr. 
Wither~poon says, " regeneration, repentance, conversion, or 
call it what you will." The apostle Paul regarded himself, 
in and by his teaching and preaching the great trutbs of the 
gospel, a subordinate instrumentality employed by the Holy 
Spirit in the work of sav~ng sinners. "In Christ Jesus," 
says he, "I have begotten you tltrough the go.<;pel"; 1 and 
sanctification, commenced in regeneration, as we learn from 
thp. Saviour'8 prayer, is carried on by the same instrumental
ity. "Sanctify them through thy trutb; thy word is truth." a 
Hence the scriptures uniformly represent that faitb, from 
its very incipiency to the end. of this mortal life, indicates 
both the agency of the Holy Spirit and the degree of its 
power in tbe mind and heart. Faith is the cordial belief 
of the truth on our part, - the yielding to, and relying of 
the whole heart upon the teachings or testimony of the 
Spirit in the word of God. Tbe fact of faith being the 
means of that agency of the Spirit brings bis operations in 
us within the range of our consciousnes8. For the instru
mentality of that agency - the truth as it is in Jesus, of 
which the mind and heart takes cognizance - is adapted to 
move, excite, direct, regulate, and control the rational sensi
tive nature of the moral creature man. Hence the apostle 
Paul utterly rejects all ritual, tactual appliances of the cer
emonial law, and yokes of bondage imposed by man, as 
vehicles of the Spirit's agency. He installs faith as the 
great and efficacious means through wbich personal holiness 
- all that is appropriate and of value in the charact.er of 
the renovated man - is to be developed. "In Jesus Christ 
neither circumcision availeth anything, nor uncircumcision, 
but faith which worketh by love." a This love is itself holi. 
ness, and its pc>88cssion and directing and determining power, 
renders us " partakers of the divine nature." For," God is 
love."" aud" his divine power hath given to us all thittg. 

I 1 Cor. i .... 1&. 

• 1 Gal. v. 6. 

I Jobn xvii. 11. 
t 1 John iv. 8. G I 
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that pertain unto life and godliness, through the knowledge 
of him tbat bath called us to glory and virtue; whereby are 
given to us exceeding great and precious promise" that by 
these ye might be partakers of the di·vine nature, baving es
caped the corruption that is ill the world through lust." I In 
exact accordance with this blessed and saving office of faith 
- the effect and index of the Spirit's agency in our minds 
and hearts - the token of his abode with us and power in 
us, the apostle Peter declared before the synod at Jerusalem, 
when speaking of God's" giving the Holy Gho!!lt" to the 
Gentiles, that his renewing and sanctifying energy was ex· 
erted through faith," - "purifying their hearts through 
faith." I) And long after, in addressing " the strangers scat. 
tered " in Gentile lands, he appealed to their own conscious 
experience, as having been renewed by the Spirit through 
their belief of the truth, and urged to increased "zeal and 
activity in the cultivation and manifestation of that holiness 
without which no man shall see the Lord." "Seeing," 
says he, " ye have purified your souls in obeying 3 the truth 
through the Spirit, unto unfeigned love of the brethren; see 
that ye love one another with a pure heart fervently, being 
born again, not of corruptible seed, bot of incorruptible, by 
the word of God, which liveth and abidetb for ever." 4 

The conscious experience of every Christian certifies to 
him that there is no other way to " overcome the world, the 
flesh, and the devil." If he looks for an agf'ncy of the 
Spirit to save him, lying back of and beyond the sphere of 
his own conscious exercise of faith in Jesus Christ, of hope 
toward God, it is a thing of which he has no direct oogni. 
zance and cannot with the utmost efforts of his philosophy 
explore; and he therefore may become the dupe of his own 
deceitful heart, through false inferences, mystical. perplexing, 
bewildering, distracting, or fanatical and foolish, like the 

1 2 Pe&, i. a, •. I Acta xv. 8. 9. 
a I,. -r6 ~ '"if 1lA,,&.Lu, by aft'ordiDg willing ean to the truth, a peri

phrui. for faith. 
4 1 Pet. i. 21, 28. 
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pagans that sought the afflatus or furor of t.heir inspiring 
god. The apostle John's testimony on the subject is in 
exact accordance with that of Paul and of Peter. "Wbo
soever is born of God overcometh the world, and this is the 
victory that overcometh the world, even our faith." I All 
here are in perfect harmony. 

The agency of the Spirit is not physicaJ, not literally cre
ative, but in perfect consistency with man's free moral agency 
as a rational, accountable creature., held rightfully under 
obligations of obedience to the law of God. It is such as in 
its nature may be, and often is, resisted; and, exerting its 
power through the truth, becomes cognizable by us through 
our consciousness, according as we believe or resist what 
the Spirit teaches. The Comforter, which is the Holy 
Ghost, whom the. Father, Christ says," will send in my 
name, he shall teach you all things, and bring all thingft to 
your remembrance, whatsoever I have said unto you."s 
" When the Spirit of truth is come, be will guide you into 
all truth; for he shall not speak of himself; but whatsoever 
he shall hear, that shall he speak."3 Whatever excitement 
of the affections and imagklations, impelling to action, is not 
produced through the troth, and cannot, as to its causes, be 
apprehended by the rational mind as the legitimate results 
of troth believed, may be set down to the account of sym
pathy, superstition, disease, a disordered state of the stom
ach and nervous system, and such like, but not to the Spirit 
of God~ as its author. For he is the Comforter, and his 
office is to minister light, conviction, reproof, comfort, joy, 
peace, holines!l, alld salvation to his moral agents througb 
their belief of the truth. 

While the agenoy of the Spirit in the order of nature 
must of necessity precede the action of the sinner, and is 
prior to, and the efficient cause of, the change which occurs 
in bis regeneration, yet that change does not actually take 
place, that is, the sinner is not de facto changed, so as to be 
rightly and truly called, metaphorically or logically, " a new 

11 John v .•. I John xiv. 26. • JohD xvi. 18. 
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creature" in Christ Jesus, a sinner" born again," unlesS and 
until, with bis own free will and consent, he yields to, and 
concurs witb tbe blessed divine Spirit, who is seeking to 
turn bim to God from the error of his ways, and translate 
bim from the kingdom of darkness into the glorious liberty 
of the sons of God. His office is not only thus to change 
the heart and character and state of the lost and ruined 
sinner that believes to the saving of his soul, but ever 
thereafter to abide with, watch over, keep, sanctify, and 
bring unto everlallting life those who commit themselves to 
his teaching and care, knowing in whom they have be
lieved. But in too very nature of thin~, from the instant 
in which the sinner is born again and passes from death to 
life, tbere must be the coucurrence or combination of tbe 
agency of ilie free moral agent man with tbe agency of the 
Holy Spirit of God. He that first subdued the rebel soul, 
and brought it to the feet of Jesus, will ever thereafter take 
care of those" who first trusted in Christ, in whom after 
that they heard the word of truth, the gospel of their salva
tion, and after that they believed, were sealed with that 
Holy Spirit of promise, which is the earnest of our inheri. 
tance, until tbe redemption of the purchased possession, 
unto the praise of Hill glory." 1 They are just as really de
pendent on the Spirit's grace and sanctifying care after the 
commencement of their new life as they ever were in the days 
of their unregeneracy; for without Christ we can do noth· 
ing. But while" we, through the Spirit, wait for the hope 
of righteousness through faith," II "we are kept by the power 
of God through faith unto salvation, ready to be revealed in 
the last time." 3 Such, as far as we have ever understood 
them, are the views of New school Presbyterians on the 
subject of the saving agency of the Holy Spirit of God. 

If Old school Presbyterians do not believe that the agency 
of the Spirit in regeneration is physical, like that of his 
physical omnipotence in creation, they have failed to make 
themselves understood. We confess ourselves utterly un-

1 Epb. I. 12-16. t a.1. v. 5. I} Pet. i. 5. 

Digitized b~oo8le 

• 



606 Doctrille, of the NetIJ &/wol Pre,~. [JULT, 

able to get any other idea from such language as this: " the 
format efficiency of the Spirit, indeed, in the putting forth 
the exceeding greatlless of his power in our q1Iicketliflg, 
is no otherwistl to be comprehended by us than any other 
creating act of divine power." I Dr. Rice, the exponent of 
Old school views, insists upon there being" a moral nature 
or disposition, distinct and anterior to its acb," produced, 
of course, by a new creation,l "so that the regenerated man 
is, in hits moral character, as reaUy a new creature as he 
would be in his physical character, if the natural powers of 
his mind were radicaUy changed." 3 If, in upderstanding 
such language as above stated, the New Hhool Presbyterian 
does the Old injustice, it is what the Old does the New by 
cbarging him with believing and- teaching, according to bis 
views, that tbe agency of the Spirit is wholly tbat of moral 
suasion. 

This phrase was used by Dr. Owen and others to denote 
the influence whicb one human mind can and does exert, 
by instruction, argument, and eloquence, upon another. 
The New school Presbyterian believes that the moralsuasioo 
of the Spirit of God - although the' phrase il seldom used 
by him - which, it cannot be denied, he has exerted by the 
trutbs revealed in tbe Bible, and enforced by exhortations, re
monltranees, appeals, motives, and considerations of varied 
character therein cont.ained, is just as much more mighty, Q.$ 

God employs them in applying them to men's minds, hearts, 
and consciences, and gives them force and efficiency, than 
anything man can do by his moral suasion, as the omnipo
tence of God exceeds the power of man. In 80 doing he is 
far from admitting, and utterly denies, what is charged upon 
him by Old school Presbyterians, that the Spirit's agency, in 
the regeneration or conversion of the sinner, is merely objec
tive, coneist.ing only in the presentation of truth before the 
mind - first by originally inspiring the scriptures, and 
second by the preaching oC the gospel. 

1 Owen on the Spirit, Book In. cbap. I. p. 225. 
I Old and New &bools, p. 89. • lb. p. Sf, 85. 
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The divine, miraculous inspiration of the sacred Icrip
tures, as matter of fact, he believes and teaches. But as to 
lunJJ this iospiration was accomplished, any further than as 
they themselves have declared it to be, in soch way as to 
make God responsible for the truth to be received by faith, 
he does not philosophize or specolate. A" thus saith the 
Lord" is sufficient for his faith, by whatever process or in 
wbatever way the Spirit of God may have first spoken or 
revealed tbe truth, and employed the minds, words, and 
pens of propbets and apostles to deliver them to their fellow 
men. Theories as to the nature and processes of justifica
tion, are accomplishing much evil, and subverting the popu
lar respect for the truth and authority of ihe word of God, 
as a standard of appeal in all matters of faith and practice. 
Some of them are but disguised infidelity-the kiss of Judas 
in the betrayal of his Master. 

He that at first made known his will, whether by dreams, 
visions, oral communication, prophetic inspiration, assisting 
memory, directing thought, or in whatever way he chol:le, 
and threw into the minds of prophets, apostles, alld holy 
men of old the truthR he designed and moved them to 
declare to others, in intelligible terms, of ordinary or excited 
speech, is jost as able to make use of the same, ana give 
them his own living potency at this day, to sway anll sanc
tify and save them that believe, so as to be "the author and 
finisher of our faith." New school Presbyterians believe 
that no created mind can ever use the word of God with the 
efficacy and power which "the Spirit, who searcheth all 
things, yea even the deep things of God," can alone give it, 
when he is pleased to make it his two-edged sword. Their 
prayers, public and private, as well as their teaching, preach
ing, and the publicationl' they have put forth, prove their 
conviction that the clearest and most vivid presentation of 
the truth which man can pretlent, cannot alone turn the sin
Der to God and renovate his heart. 

" It is the province of the Spirit of God, and his office as 
provided for in the gracious acheme of redemption through 
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Jesus Christ." says the Synod of Michigan ande}>resbyteTy 
of Detroit, "to help our infirmities, to come in with the aid 
of his motive power, to induce us to renounce our selfish
ness, and make choice of God and holiness. If left to 
himself, without the Spirit's aid, as providelJ for by the 
scheme of redemption, no sinner would ever repent and turn 
to God, or fly for refuge to Jesus Chri~t." "In what way 
precisely it is that the Spirit gives energy to the truth and 
renders it efficient, so that he becomes the author or cause 
of the sinner's regeneration, it is in vain for us to inquire." 
"The fact of his agency is asserted in the scriptures, and 
that is enough for our faithi" 1 

HUMAN ABILITY. 

We pass, naturally in order, from the consideration of the 
nature of the Spirit's agency to that of the sinner's ability. 
It has been a main and prominent poiqt of difference be
tween Old and New school Presbyterians. To deny man's 
free-agency, and regard him literally as dead and destitute 
of all ability as a block of marble or wood till a Ilew life is 
created within him, is in keeping witb the tbeory of the 
Spirit's agency in regeneration being that of physical om
nipotence. The language of Old school PresbyterianR on 
this Rubject has led many to believe that the inability they 
predicate of the unrenewed sinner is of this nature. For 
Jllany of the most zealous among them have utterly con
demned and denounced the distinction made by theologians 
of past and present times, between natural and moral abil
ity. Among both Old and New school Presbyterians, 
however, at this day, the distinction is acknowledged; and 
far less of discussion and dissension, for some ten years 
past and more, has prevailed upon the subject. The terms 
"natural" and" moral ability" are by no means of as frequent 
occurrence. 'l'he distinction is one that exists in the very 
nature of things i and though not in metaphysical terms 
expressed, is made by all classes of pel'8Ons. Dr. Wither-

1 Warning against Error, ppo 77, 79. 
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spoon expre88ed his strong desire that his hearers would 
consider it. "0 that you would bnt conllider what IIOrt of 
inability you were under to keep the commandments of 
God. Is it natural, or is it moral? Is it really want of 
ability, or want of UJill ?" 1 Neither New school nor Old 
IIChool Pretlbyterians deny the fact of men's natural and 
total depravity in their unconverted state. Both believe 
that the sinner's dependence on God for his aid is such that 
without it he can do nothing morally good, nor even exer
cise aright any of the functions of his eonstitutional nature. 
Neither assume that by the sin and fall of Adam the 
human 80ul or mind was deprived of any faculty essential 
or appropriate to man as a free moral agent. However the 
E'.xercise of them may be impeded and frulltrated by reason 
of depravity, both believe that the obligations to obedience 
bave uot been impaired, and that whatever may be the sin
ner's inability, it is sinful and inexcusable. 'rhus far there 
is no difference between them. Their preaching and exhor
tations are much the same, proceeding on the assumption 
that their hearers are not devoid of all ability to comply 
with the terms of the gORpel. It is only when they attempt 
theological explanations that they are found at variance. 

The incompatibility of two diametrically different states 
of mind, or the imposibility of two antagonistic choices or 
volitions, existing together at the same instant, are facts 
which should never be lost sight of by those who woul4 
correctly interpret the ordinary, common-sense language of 
mt"n. There are certain things which, in their very nature, 
it is impossible for a finite creature to do, as, for example, to 
know all things, to pot forth the force of Omnipotence, to 
tran:lfer itself into ubiquity, etc. There are absolute limita
tions of finite powt"r in the creature, who is infinitely re
moved from that of the Creator. There are some things 
too which transcend the highest capacites of created intelli
gence. There are other things which can be done by one 
class of creatures and not by another. Capacities or abil-

I Whhenpoon'. Works, L 215. . 
VOL. XX. No. 79. 77 
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ities vary endlessly. The human mind cannot by the eye, 
unaided by telescopic and microscopic powers, analyze the 
nebular universes, or discern the feathers on tbe wings of 
a butterfly. By instrumentalities we can greatly extend the 
reach of our natural capacities, and become able to accom
plish what otberwise would be impossible, as is w~1l under
stood in science and the arts, by the usc and combination of 
the mechanical powers, and of the forces of beat, steam, 
electricity, etc. To say that what man cannot do without 
such instrumental aids he cannot do with. them, would be 
to contradict universal observation and experience. 

A man has no capacity or power, like tbe bird of passage, 
to cross tbe ocean; but by ship or steamer he can. In cer
tain relations we have ability which in other::! we have not. 
Our natural capacities may fail altogether in one and be 
surprisingly extended in another set of circumstances. Exer
cise, education, science, skill, enable us to accomplish woo
ders. Why then should it be denied that men's natural 
capacities in relation to actions of a moral nature may also, 
by appropriate aid, be rendered effectual to do what otber
wise would have been impracticable? 

Both Old and New school Presbyterians say that inde
pendently or without the aid of the Holy Spirit, the natural 
man - man in the exercise merely of his own natural 
capacities - never will comply with tbe commands of God. 
~ut this is a vague generality. To be absolutely true, it 
must mean perfect obedience. For it is obvious that it is 
one thing to obey the whole moral law, all the command
ments of God perfectly, and another to do imperfectly this 
or that which- God requires. The law says: "Thou shalt 
love the Lord thy God with all thine heart, and with all 
thy sou], and with all thy might," 1 and "tby neighbor as 
thyself." 2 These, as tbe Saviour teaches, form tbe sum 
total of it.s requirements. 

Adam was endowed with capacities adequate to this; 
and was placed in circumstances favorable and conducing to 

1 DeaL vi. 5. I Lev. xix. 18. 
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it. But tbe tempter interposed his motive influence to alien
ate him from his obedience to God, He succeded in 
changing the state of his mind and heart, by overcoming his 
ruling purpose, as directed by the love of God. He ex
changed his confidence in God, by which he remained 
loyal and true to God, for that in his wife and the 
tempter; taking and believing tbeir counsel in preference 
to the divine command. The change was instantaneous. 
From love and devotion to God, the state of his mind 
became that of alienation and antagonism to bis supreme 
authority. By that very fact, perfect obedience became 
forever just as absolutely impossible as it is to identify 
failure and perfection. His offspring came into being in 
relations and under circumstances and motive influences 
tbat, from the earliest period of their moral agency, em
barrass, disincline, and prevent tbem from exercising their 
natural capacities in obedience to God. It is a matter of 
very little practical moment whether we say they will not 
or they cannot perfectly keep the commandments of God, 
under the circumstances and in the relations in which they 
came into being. Left to themselves in their natural con
dition and relations, it is morally certain they will sin. 
Wha' th~y mayor can be brought to do through the agency 
of the Spirit of God and a change of relations is a very 
different question. Related to Adam and tbe original moral 
constitution with him, there is no redemption, no r~covery, 
no means of restoration and salvation for them. They suc
ceed to an estate of moral dE'gradation, corrupt.ion, and ruin. 
But through Christ, the second Adam, provision has been 
made for redemption and recovery from corruption and 
ruin. He has secured an agency of the Holy Spirit of God 
for the renovation and salvation of men. Hence he says: 
"Without me ye can do nothing;" 1 and "No man can 
come to me except the Father which hath sent me draw 
him." II He introduced a new economy of grace, " God so 
loved the world as to give his only begotten Son, that who-

1 John xv. 5. I John vi. 44. 
Digitized by Googi e 



612 Doctrines of the New &hool Presbyteria",. [JULY, 

soever believeth on him might not perish, but have ever
lasting life." 1 Provision has thus been made in Christ for 
new and saving agency and motive power to be imparted. 
" Now," says he, "is the judgment of this world, now sball 
the prince of this world be cast out; aod I, if I be lifted up, 
will draw all men unto me."iI He procured, and now sends, 
the Comforter, of whom he said: "When he is come, he 
will reprove the world of sin, of righteousness, and of judg
ment; of sin because they believe not 011 me." a Undel' 
these circumsfiances he declares that the damning guilt, the 
cauSe of everlasting death among men, wherever his gospel 
is preached, is their neglect of bis salvation, tbeir refusal to 
come to him by faith and partake of life. "Ye will not 
come unto me that ye might have life.'" Salvation is not 
impossible. 

There are, however, certain things in this work impossible 
for men. There are certain others which are not. It is of 
importance here carefully to distinguish, and not view or 
speak of things in false relations. Thus it is forever impos
sible for a sinner to atone for his own or for others' SillS; 
" none of them can by any means redeem his brother, or give 
to God a ransom ..•.. that he should live forever." I Nor 
can any man, by his good works or deeds of righteousness, 
justify himself before God; "by the works of the law shall 
no flesh be justified." II God alone proddes tbe atonement. 
It is his pft'rogative to say whether, after having sinned wld 
come short of bis glory, any of our fallen race shall be par
doned ; and under what circumstances, in view of what COll

siderations, and in what relations he will exercise his 
pardoning prerogative. In Christ the atoning sacrifice for 
the remission of sins, "the righteousness of God." for the 
jUl~tification of sinners, have been provided. That which 
is forever impossible with man is possible with God. 

The gospel announces this gracious and glorious fact, that 
Jellus Christ" hath po~er on earth to forgive sin;" that" his 

1 John ill. 16. 
I John v. 40. 

I John xii. 31, 32. 
t P.alm ~. 7 - 9. 

• John xvi. 7 -12. 
I Gal. ii. 16. 
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blood eleansetb from aU sin;" and that in him" have we 
righteousness and strength." He is "the gift of God" to 
a lost world for salvation, and the dispenser of tbe Spirit for 
purposes of salvation unto everlasting life.' Thus coutlti
tuted "a Prince and a Saviour to give repentance unto Israel 
and remission of sins," he brings to us tbe motive power 
needed to torn sinners to God, and renders that po~sible 
for us whicb without him we never, by any effort of oorown, 
could have attained to. What, withoot the gospel and its 
divine aid, would have been for ever impossible is so no 
longer. Here is an instrumentality for us, united to onr 
weakness and wretchedness. Perfect obedience is no longer 
required of us as the means of eternal life. But believe and 
ye shall be saved are the assurances of Christ. We bave 
aU the requitlitc constitutional faculties necessary for the 
exercise of faith in our fellow-men. The same capacities 
bring us under obligations and adapt our minds to believe 
God. There is no natural impossibility to prevent us from 
setting to our tleal that God is true, and accepting the offers 
of grace and salvation, made freely to us by Jesus. Christ. 
Whatever difficulty or inability there maybe, grows out of 
a dominant state of mind and heart, utterly incompatible 
with faith, love, and repentance toward God. Aversion, dis
like, opposition, prevail and govern. But, in the nature of 
things, it is no more impossible that these may be overcome 
and superseded by love, preference, and obedience, than it 
was that Adam's holy obedience should have been exchanged 
for rebellion. It is the Spirit secured by Christ that accom
plishes the change; but he operates on man not as on 
matter. The change takes place as the sinner-operated 
on and ~oved by the Holy Spirit through the truth, exciting 
to the exercise of the capacities of his constitutional nature, 
viz. mind, will, affections - is induced to believe on Christ, 
to deny himself, to renounce his sins, and consecrate himself 
to God. Such is the ability of man in the matter of work
ing out his own salvation, making to himself a new heart, 

1 John iT. 10; vii. 37 -39. 
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believing, repenting, and turning to God "with foIl purpose 
of and endeavor after new obedience," which New school 
Presbyterians believe he has, placed, as he now ill, under the 
gospf'l of the grace of God and the dispensation of the 
Holy Spirit. 

'1'here may be, and are, theologians who believe and teach 
that man in his natoral state, independent of the go~pel and 
Spirit of Christ, has ability and power perfectly to obey all 
the commandments of God. New school Presbyterians DO 

more believe and 1each this than do the Old school. The 
former understood the latter's denial of all ability on the 
part of the sinner to believe and repent, as equivalent with. 
denial of the capacities or faculties requisite for moral agency, 
essential to moral obligation. The latter were offended with 
such an intimation, and in their turn charged the former, 
who insisted on the sinner's ability - meaning his natural 
constitutional capacities to believe and repent - with hold
ing that men are able in this life perfectly to keep the 
commandments of God. A better understanding prevails at 
present. 

The analysis of man's ability-a complex idea-into its 
constituents of capacity, faculty, susceptibility, motive power, 
and efficient volition, and the discussions which of late years 
have taken place upon the subject, have rendered it no lOD
ger the questio vexata it once was. "In estimating ability, 
we are in the habit of giving more or less import to the 
word, according to the oature of the subject and of the case ; 
at Ol1e time meaning by it the natural faculties or capacities 
for a given class of actions; at another time, the instru
mental agencies requisite; and at a third, the moving power 
appropriate and necessary to excite, determine, and restraio 
the successful exercise of those faculties. It is in this last 
!>ense the Saviour says: ' No man ~an come to me except 
the Father which hath sent me draw him.1I But this he 
does by the influence of the Spirit, who brings the mind and 
heart into that state which disposes and. inclines it to make 

1 John 'ri .... 
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cboice of God and holiness, and to come to Jesus Christ for 
'grace and strength to help in every' time of need.' In 
doing so, tbe Spirit employs the truth as his instrument; 
and that not at man's will, bu't of his own will." 1 

The dogma of " entire sanctifir.ation," "or sinless perfec
tion," which Old school Presbyterians sometimes charged 
the New with bolding, never formed an article of their 
beJief. Nor does it follow as a logical result from their 
views of ability. While teacbing and insisting, as important 
essential evidence of true Christian character, that ., whoso
ever is born again, doth not commit sin," that is, manllfac
ture sin,2 yea, and cannot deliberately make choice of, and 
allow himself to do, what he knows to be sinlu/,3 or refuse to 
do what he knows to be his duty, we neverthelez\\s admit that, 
as matter of fact, through weakness of faith and the bewil
dering influence of temptation, "in many tbings we offend 
all," so that" he that saith he hath no sin, deceiveth himself 
and the truth is not in him." The love of God may be 
supreme, but that does not prove it perfect. Integrity or 
uprightness of character, sincerity of purpose, transparency 
of conduct, and olltward moral perfection in the sight of 
man, as the apostle uses the word and speaks of the thing, 
fall far short of that perfection in the sight of God which 
his law requires. 

JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH. 

We think it can be safely said, that there never was so 
large a body of ministers and people so well and so en
tirely 'agreed on the subject of justification by faith as those 
embraced in the Presbyterian church before its division. 
The history of the last twenty-five years has not proved that 
there is any radical difference on the subject bet.ween its 
branches, Old and ~ew. Different forms of speech and 
modes of illustration, as a matter of course, have existed, 
and will continue to do so. Bllt separation has not im
paired the unity of their faith. 

I Warning against Error, p. 78, 79. 
t ~t.r oil 11'0'." doth Dot make a sin. I 1 John iii. 9. 
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Both agree that, on the ground of innocence or deed::! of 
the law, no flesh living shall be justified; that pardon of siD' 
and acceptance with God can never be merited by sinful 
man; but if ever and wherever they are enjoyed, must pro
ceed from the riches of his grace; that the ground or reason 
of his justifying grace is the redemption in Christ Jesus; Dot 
because of the sinner's morality, good works, repentance, 
and return to obedience, but solely on account of the obedi
ence unto death of the Lord Jesus Christ; that the way or 
means by which a sinner can be justified is faitb alone, 
without the deeds of the law; that justification, being an 
act of God's grace, takes effect in this mortal life, immedi
ately when the sinner believes in Christ, and is not to be 
a waited or looked forward to as a future good, but ac
cepted as a present boon; that the relation of the sinner 
who believes in Christ, and is justified by "faith ill his 
blood," is so thoroughly changed to the law, that he passes 
from under its condemnation into the glorious liberty of tbe 
SOilS of God, and is accepted as if he were righteoud, and 
adopted into his family, only for the righteousness of Christ 
and through the grace given in him; that justification is 
one sovereign, gracious act of God, done once and forever, 
aud begins immediately upon believing to produce the fruits 

. of the Spirit - peace, love,joy, the spirit of adoption, and 
access with confidence into the favor of God, etc.; that 
simultaneously with being justified the sinner believes in 
Christ, becomes renewed, "the workmanship of God, created 
anew unto good w:orks," and begins to lead a life of holy 
obedience; and that, while loving, grateful obedience proves 
both his regeneration and justification, neither his regenera
tion, nor 'good works, nor holy obedience, nor love, nor fRith, 
nor repentance, form the ground of his justification before 
God, but the righteousness of Jesus Christ alone, which 
God so accounts to him as to regard him as righteous, i. e. 
accepts and treats him as if he were so, agreeably to the 
gracious provisions of that covenant of redemption in which 
the Father stands engaged to Christ, and through him to all 
his seed. 
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It is mainly in relation to this last item that differences be· 
tween the two schools may be traced; but like all we have 
already noticed, not in point of faith, but of philosophy or 
'theological explanation. The Old school Presbyterian insist.~ 
upon using the ipsissima verba of the Confession and Cate
chisms when they speak of the righteousness of Christ 
being "imputed by faith." Tbe New school Presbyterian 
is not tenacious about this technical term of theology, but 
prefers to express the idea intended to be conveyed by it in 
the plain language of common sense. .AJJ to what is meant 
by the word" imputation," the reader will have gathered from 
what bas already been brought into view. The ideas of 
Luther and other early refolJllers - not Calvin - difter very 
far from those of Old school Presbyterians; who would be 
equally averse with the New to use his language expresflive 
of the imputation of our sins to Christ. It is unnecessary 
to notice the differences on this subject among Old school 
writera, or on other questions connected with it, such a!:l
whether Christ's sufferings during his life, or only those 
producing his death, or both, formed his atonement; whether 
his "active obedience" as contra-distinguisbed from his 
"passive obedience," made part of the righteousness on 
account of which we are justified; whether his incarnation 
and mediatorial work must enter into the estimate to be 
made of his obedience, by which many shall be made 
righteous; whether justification is entirely an act of grace, 
a perfectly gratuitous thing, with God, or whether it even
tuates on strictly legal principles as the award of justice, 
the glace of the transaction lying back of the act, in the 
provision of mercy made through Christ for its exercise; and 
bow the justice of God appears in the act of justifying the 
ungodly. No sliding-scale here would mark the lines of dif
ference as between Old and New school Presbyterians, and 
the members respectively of either. The main questions 
of difference between them relate to the real nature of the 
formal character of the justice of God invoh'ed in forgiving 
the sins, and accepting as righteoul'l the persons, of them that 

VOL. XX. No. 79. 78 84*C I 
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believe. In stating them we mu~t necestlarily prettent the 
differing views of Old and New school Presbyterians in 
relation to the atonement of Christ. 

THE ATONElfENT. 

The answer to the seventy-finlt question of the Larg~r 
Catechism, as to " how justification is an act of God's free 
grace," is cordially accepted and believed by all Presbyte
rians, Old or New. 1t speaks of the full satitlfaction to 
God's justice, in the behalf of them that are justified, made 
by the obedience and death of Christ, and traces the grace 
of God in the substitution of a surety, " imputing his right
eousness to them, and requiring nothing of them for their 
ju~tification but faith, itself the gift of God. It says no
thing of the nature of the justice of God, which has received 
a proper, real, and full satisfaction by the obedience and 
death of Christ. The ground is left open, and is legitimate, 
for the investigations of theology. Would that they had 
always been conducted in an humble and fraternal spirit! 

The consideration of the nature of the divine justice to 
which satisfaction h~s been rendered, necessarily suggests 
t.he inquiry: In what light or character is God, in the exer
cise of his justice therein to be viewed, - whether as a 
judge who hears, examines, and decides in a case according 
to law, or as a governor who exercises supreme authority in 
maintaining the laws and promoting the general and great
est good? The dist.inction is well understood in this coun
try, and" respected in our constitutional arrangements for 
the distribution of the functions of governmental authority 
into legislative, judiciary, and executive. God has revealed 
himself to us as judge, lawgiver, and executive ruler or gov
ernor, acting severally and distinguishably in these capac
ties, relations, or characters. They should not be confounded, 
notwithstanding the different functions are exercised by the 
one Supreme Lord and Creator of all things. 

Old school Presbyterians regard the satitlfaction rende~ 
to the justice of God by the obedience and death of Christ 
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as explicable upon principles of justice recognized among 
men in strict judiciary procedures. While they concede that 
there is grace on the part of God in its application to tbe 
believer, inasmuch as he has provided in Chril:lt a substitute 
for bim, they nevertheless insist that he is pardoned and jus
tified by God as judge, and as matter of right and stri~t jus
tice in tbe eye of the law, inasmucb as its claims against 
bim have all been met and satisfied by his surety. The 
obligations in the bond baving been discharged by his secur
ity, the judge, according to this view, is bound to give sen
tence of release and acquittal to tbe original failing party, 
the grace shown being in the acceptance of the substitute. 
Their ideas of the natore of the divine justice exercised in 
the pardon and justification of the sinner because of the 
righteousness of Christ, are all taken from the transactions 
of a court of law. New scbool Presbyterians, equally with 
the Old, concede the grace of God in the 8ubstftution of 
Christ, tbe whole work of his redemption to be tbe devel
opment of "the exceeding richeR of his grace, in bis kindness 
toward os through Jesus Christ"; but they prefer to re
gard and spe.ak of the atonement of Christ, his obedience 
and death, by which he satisfied the justice of God for our 
sins, as t.he great expedient and governmental procedure 
adopted by the great God of heaven and of earth in bis 
character (If chief executive, the governor of the universe, in 
order to magnify his law and make it honorable, rather than as 
a juridical plea to obtain a sentence in court for discharging 
an accused party on trial. 

There are two constituent parts of justification, or benefits 
accruing to the believer through the atonement and right
eousness of Christ. These are pardon of sin and accept
ance as righteous. Pardon is an act of sovereignty; to 
grant it is tbe prerogative exclusively of the highest exec
utive functionary of government, whether of our State or 
national constitutions. God, the sovereign ruler over all, 
claims it as his (Mic. vii. 18; Isa. xliii. 25). He only can 
release the sinner from the penalty of the law. This grace 
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and mercy he exercises in the person of the Son oC God, 
to whom, in his m~diatorial offiC'.e, " all power and authority 
in heaven and on earth are given." 1 The other constituent 
of justification is the acceptance of the person of the sinner 
believing, so as to treat him atl righteous. He is not indeed 
treated as if he were innocent; for he suffers and dies, like the 
great ancestor of our race, who forfeited by his transgression 
all rights and immunities guaranteed only to perfect obedi
ence. As a transgrellsor the sinner can lay claim to noue of 
these, nor have any rightful ground of hope to escape from the 
exaction of the forfeit to his everlasting ruin and death. By 
justification through faith in Christ his relation to the law 
is changed 1.'he forfeiture of eternal life aDd exclusi~n from 
the favor and friendship of God are not exacted. By faith 
we enter into the family of Christ, and become the children 
of God and recipients of the benefits received by his per
fect obedience, viz. forgiveness of sin, acceptance with God, 
and a title to eternal life. The believers' faith is " imputed 
to him for righteousness" ill it does for him what he never 
would have secured by his own righteousness, inasmuch as 
by the grace of God it places him in a new relation to his 
law, and entitles him to all the immunites and benefits for
feited by Adam, but restored and enlarged by Christ. " the 
second Adam." 

Neither pardon nor righteousness can ever be claimed by 
the sinner as due to him; no suffering or repentance or 
good work on his part can ever atone for his past sins. He 
must for ever be indebted to Christ for "the atonement." 
In like manner, by no possible effort or righteousness of bis 
his own can he ever justify himself before God. To the 
obedience of Christ unto death must he look for this. Here 
both Old and New school Presbyterians agree. But the 
questions, how Christ's sufferings and death atone for sin, 
and how his obedience avails unto justification through faith, 
as they do, - the philosophy of the way of salvation,-re
ceive from them different answers and explanations, accord-

1 MaUll. XXTiii. 18. 'Rom. it". II. 
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ing to their views of the nature of justice ",nd their theories 
of government. The simple faith that saves needs none of 
them, nor asks for them. They are not therefore essential to 
Christianity. Whatever merit they may claim as human 
attempts to explain facts in their nature mysterious, their 
admission or adoption should never be made tests of faith 
and terms of Christian fellowship. 

The theory of the Old school Presbyterians relative to 
thc satisfaction rendered to divine justice by the sufferings 
and death of Christ, accords with their ideas and illustrations 
of justice, taken partly from commercial and partly from 
penal tl1lnsactions. Some affect to despise the distinctions, 
as to the nature of justice, of which the younger Edwards 
and later theologians have availed themselves in their discus
sions on the subject of the atonement. They speak of three 
kinds of justice, more properly it should be said of three dif
ferent relations and classes of circumstances calling for the 
exercise and manifestations of justice. The general idea of 
justice admits of no dispute. AIr agree in regarding it as 
the attribute or virtue, which determines one to render unto 
others their due. It is but another phase of the righteousness 
which determines it.~ possessor to do right under all circam
stances. These circumstances vary according to the relations 
in which one is held to others. There are the relations of 
debtor to creditor, in endless variety of circamstances ; of the 
criminal to the law and government, and that in endless re
spt'Cts; and of those in authority to the general interest or 
public· good. In human governments, the legislative author
ity enacts the laws designed to s£'cure jast and righteous con
duct between man and man, and conrts of justice decide in 
matters of doubt and dispute, and determine awards and pun
ishments; and rulers, executive officers, are employed for.en
forciug the laws and maintaining their authority and promo
ting the public good. The justice concerned with commer
cial transactions, as between buyer and seller, debtor and 
creditor, is called commutative or commercial justice; that re
quired in the decisions and awards of courts for the punish-
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ment of offenders, is called distributive or retributive and 
punitive justice; and that by which the ruler or executive 
is required and determined to maintain the honor and integ
rity of the government and advance the public good, is called 
general or public justice. The merits of theological discus
sions on the difference between Old and New school Presby
terians as to the atonem~nt turn u~n the question: In which 
of these three relations and respects, are the sufferings and 
death of Christ to be regarded as a satisfaction to the justice 
of God? 

In assuming the first, the Old school Presbyterian takes 
hisllotions and illustrations of the justice of God from the 
justice exercised among men in t.heir commercial transac
tions .. The sinner is spoken of as a debtor to God, and 
Christ as the surety or security in the note or bond. His 
sufferings and death are regarded as payment in fuU for all 
the sinner owes to God. The payment having been made 
in full by the security, the law has no further claims, and 
justice demands that the bond be cancelled and the debtor 
releafled from all further obligations. This analogy may 
represent the completeness of t.he satisfaction rendered by 
Christ to the divine justice, and of the deliverance of the 
sinner; but it can hold good no further. The justice of 
God which demands satisfaction for flin, is different from 
that of the creditor, who justly requires payment in full 
according to the terms of the bond, and when paid is satUt
fied, whether that payment be made by the debtor or by bis 
security. It is a justice that takes cognizance of criminal 
and not of commercial matters. 

Old school Presbyterians aware of this, avail themselves 
also of illustrations taken from the several sorts of justice 
abqve referred to, viz. distributive justice, which acquits in
nocence and punishes crime. As in human governments 
punishment is sometimes commuted, as banishment or soU
itary confinement for death, or release from imprisonment 
by the paymeut of a pecuniary fine, so in the government 
of God, lOs justice, it is contended, admits of commutation, 
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and is satisfied as fully if the penalty be inflicted on a surety 
or tmbstitute for the transgressor as upon the transgressor 
hims~lf. The flufferings and death of Christ are accounted, 
according to this vie,,' of justice, by Old school Presbyteri
ans, to be the penalty of the law for sin, inflicted 011 him as 
baving stood" in the room and stead" of his elect. 

The analogy here is far from being p~rrect or correct; 
for tbe commutation of one form of punishment for an
other is a very different thing from the substitution of the 
pel'llon of the innocent for the person o( the guilty. It is the 
same guilty person that really suffers in human government 
in sustaining either form of puni8hment, except indeed 
wh~re the punishment it! commuted for a debt or pecuniary 
obligation, which the criminal by his friend or security .may 
di8charge. This however is to confound or identify crime 
with debt, which are distinguishable, and are not always or 
necessarily united. The Old school Presbyterian's idea of 
tbe substitution of Christ hI, that his persoll is commuted for 
the persons of the elect, and therefore his sufferings and 
death were the very same punishment in penalty, in law, 
which might have been exacted personally from them ill 
their eternal ,sufferings and death. To deny this, they 
account a denial of the vicariousness of Christ's sufferings 
aud death, and of their real expiatory virtue. 

The New school Presbyterian does not so understand it. 
It is contrary to the very nature of distributive justice -
which has reference to personal character and conduct - to 
punish innocence and protect crime. No legal fiction can 
ever make it possible to transfer the personal properties ot 
guilty sinners to the innocent Son of God, so that he should 
assume their character and become guilty and merit their 
punishment. The substitution of Christ and his vicarious 
suffering!! and death he does not believe to have been a 
procedure eitber of commutative or distributive justice. 
He suffered and died, "the just for the unjust," the holy for 
the unholy, not according to law, but according to the agree
ment or covenant between him and the Father, in pursuance 
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of which he offered himsel( as a substitute (or the inftictioD 
o( the penalty, to which penalty the sinner only i!l or can be 
deservedly subjected. Hi~ sufferings and death take the place 
in the divine government of the endless punishment o( any and 
every sinner of the human race who should believe in him. 

Hence there arises a difference between Old and New 
school Presbyterians as to the applicability and extent o( 
the atonement; the (ormer limiting it to the persons o( the 
elect, as the ransom paid specifically by name (or each one, 
and designed for th"em only. The definite nature of the 
atonement is a logical sequence o( the assumption, that the 
substitution of Christ's person was made for the persoms of 
the elect, so as t.o entitle them, on principles of either com
mercial or o( distributive justice, to exemption from punish
ment, because the penalty was endured by their Hurety. 
This Old school view of the definite nature of the atone
ment is felt, by many besides the New school, to throw 
embarrassment in the way of the free and universal offer o( 
pardon and salvation in the preaching of the gospel. It is 
but just, however, to say that all Old school Presbyterians 
do not deny the indefinite nature of the atonement. Some 
believe and preach its availability (or all, affirming it.~ infinite 
sufficiency, as in itself adequate (or the whole buman race, 
though not de8igned by God to be actually applied to all. 
Others, adopting the views o( " the marrow men" of Scot
land, proceed a step (urther, and affirm that, on the ground 
of the infinite sufficiency of Christ's atonement, God bas 
been graciously pleased to make a royal grant o( bim as a 
Saviour for sinners o( the lost races of mankind, so that by 
virtue of this" deed of gift," an interest in him is conferred 
upon everyone, and it becomes the duty o( all who hear the 
proclamations of grace in the gospel to receive and appro
priate Christ as his or her Saviour, - "the gift of God " to 
him or her for purposes of salvation. 

The truth and theological consistency of tbese views, were 
formerly objected to by maoy in the Presbyterian church 
who, with Dr. :Qellamy and other American writers of tbe .. 
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last century, condemned the language and ideas of the 
"Scotch seceders," viz. the Erskines, Boston, Wilson, and 
" marrow men" generally, on the subject of "tbe appropria
tion of faith;" but particularly as advocated in Dr. Hervey's 
" Theron and Aspasia," a work of ~xtensive. popularity in its 
day. Dr. Robert Smitb of Pecquea and Leacock, Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, father of the celebmted S. Stanhope 
Smith D.D., LL.D., president of Princeton C-ollege, and Dr. 
John McKnight, pastor of the first Presbyterian ch~rch of 
New York, and others, have left in published treatitles tbeir 
dissent from the seceder views as above stated. Yet they, 
in common with Dr Witherspoon, Dr. Davies, Dr Green, 
Dr. Miller, Alexander, and others, affirmed the infinite suffi
ciency of tbe atonement of Christ, ill itself, for tbe salvatioll 
of tbe :wbole world, if God sbooId see fit to apply it.l 
Although tbe New school Presbyterians would perhaps 
prefer the technical forms of speech, such as indefinite or 

1 The writer of this Article hopes he may be pardoned for notiring a small 
item of history, illustrative of the opposition once entertsinen by many in the 
Presbyterian church against the view of the I8ceder church~s and "marrow 
meu " of Scotland. When a student, under the care of the Presbytery of Phila· 
delphia. from IS13 to 1815, he was subjected to repeated and rigid trials, 
beca1ll!e of his views on the subject of the infinite sufficiency of the atonement 
lJeing the ground of God's gift of Christ to a lost world fur purposes of salvation; 
aDd of that gift being so proclaimed in the gospel as to afford a warrant to every 
sinner hem-ing it to receive and appropriate Christ as his per~onnl Saviour. 
Allhough his views were made the occasion of protracted disrussion in the 
presbytery, and 80me hesitated whether to license him, a majority sustained all 
his trials, and he was licensed without any retraction of his 8eutimentl wbate"rer, 
and some years afterward permitted to see a large portion of the seceder minis&en 
and churches cordially admitted into and incorporated with the Presbyterian 
church of the General Assemhly. It has also been no smail matter of satisfac. 
tion to obsene, that the Old st'hool Presbyterian Board of Publication, having 
&heir prellll and active members under the very eyes of the Presbytery of PhiJa. 
delphia, have published an edition of .. The Marrow of Modern Divinity," for 
sale and circulation thronghout that hranch of the Presbyterian church. What· 
ever may be the theological theory, and however logically inconsistent or other· 
wise, proTided that the inftnite sufficiency of the atonement of Christ, and ita 
availability and applicability for the salvation of sinners of mankind without 
exception, bepreached, and the Saviour of sinners be pressed on their accept
ance, and theconfident reliance of their hearts on him alone for forgivenees and 
jutiflcatioll and eternaJ life be required, therein he does and ever will rejoice. 
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general atonement, yet it is enough to agree in the faith 
of the fact that Chritlt " died for all," and that as a Saviour 
his blood and merits are applied universally, and are avail
able for all to whom the gospel comes with messages of 
peace and savlation. 

New school Presbyterians believe that the atonement of 
Christ may be much more sati:sfactorilyexplained by regard
ing it in the light of that sort of justice appropriate to, and 
requireP in, a public governor. This is called public justice, 
having retation to the public interests, the general good. 
The governing authority, the chief executive, has the special 
charge of all those great ends aud interests of the public 
weal which are to be ~ecured, not only by the execution of 
law, but also by measures which emergencies may demand, 
and which are not provided for by specific legislation. The 
obligations of public justice require, that right be done in all 
cases of which law may not have direct cognizance, and that 
in estimating right, in such circumstances, governmental 
authority should seek to secure the greatest amount of 
public good with the least incidental evil. Examples of 
lIuch justice in human government!! are not rare. In a 
raging fire, to stop it.s further ravages and prevent the utter 
destruction of the city, public justice dictates that the ruling 
authorities take possession of and destroy the property of 
privat.e persons, the question of compensation not being 
taken into account, but left for adjustment in the results of 
the future. So the governing authorities in time of war 
and peril, may seize the property of private citizens, levy 
contribution~, and require personal service, when neceliSary 
for the welfare of the government or the public security. 
All sanitary regulations and abatement of nuisances and 
measures for general improvement must be traced for their 
sanction, to the obligations of public justice. Its exercise 
has no direct reference to law, and its obligations are those 
of high, ennobling morality, enforced by the demands of 
benevolence and the dictates of virtue. In this respect 
public justice is but a phase of goodness, as the righteous-
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ness of God, essentially considered, is but the conformity of 
his will and actions to the promptings of his nature, which 
is love. It is by this that God, the great moral and supreme 
roler, governs the universe. His moral law bears the in
scription of his love, designed and adapted, as it is, to 
produce tbe greatest amount of good (Mic. vi. 8; Deut. 
xii. 28). 

The rebellion of tbe buman race against God is an event 
in the government of the universe, which demanded the 
exercise of the functions of his supreme authority. To 
have consented to it, and suffered it to run riot, would 
have been for God to have abandoned his throne, and 
proved himself-we speak witb reverence - unfit and un
able to govern. The law enacted for the human race was 
armed with tbe sanction of the penalty of death. "The soul 
that sinneth it shall die." All have sinned and become 
guilty before God. The execution of the penalty upon our 
guilty race would have vindicated the law, and honored and 
maintained the government of God. But this result would 
have been secured by the utter and eternal loss of the entire 
human race to God and holiness and virtue, and therefore 
would have afforded occasion of malignant triumph, on the 
part of the great enemy and avenger, the first rebel apostate 
and seducer of man. To have withheld the execution olthe 
penalty, and by an act of simple sovereignty overlooked and 
pardoned human guilt, would have been to have dishonored 
his law and renounced his moral government. Here, then, 
was an emergency of the most solemn nature. Shall an 
entire race of intelligent creatures be destroyed forever by 
the enforcement of the penalty? or shall God, by a gratui
tous pardon, refusing to execute the penalty, subvert the 
grounds of confidence in his wisdom, justice, and truth on 
the part of rational creatures, and virtually abandon his 
throne? 'fhese were the alternatives of the dilemma which 
the rebellion of the human race presented to the great moral 
Governor of the universe. It was an occasion befitting and 
demanding the exercise of public justice. What shall the 
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migbty ruler of heaven and earth do? It was a mystery 
beyond the solution of the loftiest created intelligence. 

This "mystery, which from the beginning of the world 
bath been hid in God, who created all things by Jesns 
Christ," has been solved by the scheme of redemption re
vealed to us in the glorious gospel of the grace of God. If 
the rights of God's throne can be maintained, his law be 
honored, rebellion be suppressed and overcome, and all tbe 
great interests of good and rigbteous government be se
cured, which had been provided for by the penalty of tbe 
law to be executed on the transgressor, and at the same 
time clemency be shown in the forgiveness and salvation of 
the penitent laying down the weapoD8 of rebellion and 
returning to allegiance; then the dictate of public justice, 
according to the promptings of that benevolence whiCG 
renders God the fittest being in the universe to exercise 
dominion, would be: let such an expedient be snbstituted 
for the ex~ution of the penalty by the eternal perdition of 
the human race. 

Such an expedient New school Presbyterians see in tbe 
divine plan of redemption, by means of the sufferings and 
death of Christ. It reconciles things that ditter, and those 
that were opposed, 80 making peace between God and man, 
hence called the at.one-mellt (IlaT~), tbe reconcilia
tion. It is not necessary to enter into minute detail~ bere 
of "the unsearchable riches of Cbrist," in order to unfold 
the marvellous adaptation of tbis expedient, the sufferings 
and death of Christ, for ~uring, through the salvation oC 
men, all the great interests of good government, even more 
effectually than by the eternal perdition of tbe human race. 
It may suffice to state that the incarnation of the Son of 
God; his voluntary devotion to the work of recovering rebel
lions, ruined man; his perfect obedience to the moral law; 
his absolute subjection to the will of God commanding him 
to lay down bis life and take it up again (John x.17, 18) ; 
his suffering even unto death in perfecting that obedieace ; 
his uniting himself to our fallen nature, and dwelling among 
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men in tbis revolted and accursed world; his t.hus meeting 
and enduring, in common with the race, the con!lequences of 
man's rebellion against God, as really as if he himtlelf also 
had been a transgressor; and his whole mediatorial work, 
80 honorable to GOO,-are in his sight an ample compen
sation and satisfaction for the dishonor done to his law and 
government by the sin of man. It more than meets all the 
ends of good government that might have been secured by 
the infliction of the penalty on the persons of the guilty, 
wbile it thos orenders it practicable for God to forgive and 
save, and provides a subduing power of love to make the 
rebel retui'n, in faith, repentance, and new obedience, to 
entire submission to God and friendly intercourse with him 
through a mediator. This atonement or reconciliation, 
secured by the sufferings and death of the Lord .lesus Christ, 
must ever thence be regarded by an intel1igent universe as 
a sufficient reason with God, an expedient, abundantly 
satisfactory to his public justice as moral governor, so that 
the exercise of his pardoning prerogative may be freely 
indulged, and without injury to t.he interests of his govern
ment. So far from encouragement being given to rebellion by 
forgiveness under such circumstances, the motives and obli
gations to obedience are greatly and eternally enhanced. 

It is obvious, therefore, that although Old and New school 
Presbyterians differ in their views of the justice of God 
more particularly concerned in the maintenance of his di
vine moral government, and in their illustrations of the 
natore of the same, yet are they both agreed in the belief of 
the following facts, viz. the necessity and reality of the 
atonement made by Christ; the full satisfaction rendered to 
the divine justice, 80 that God "might be jnst and the 
justifier of him that believetb in Jesus"; tbe substitution of 
the sacrifice of Christ for the inflictioo of the penalty on the 
persons of guilty sinners; and the expiatory virtue of his 
vicarious o1£ering up of himself to God. They are both 
eqaally far from believing, that the sufferings and death of 
Christ were merely educational or scenical displays, sym-

354t 
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holical exhibitions for illustrating the love of God for falleal 
man. But while the Old school Presbyterian, with his 
views of a· limited atonement, designedly restricted upon 
principles of commutative justice to the elect only, is em
barrassed in preaching the free and universal offers of 
salvation by God to sinners of mankind without exception, 
although his faith may overpower his philosophy, the New 
school Presbyterian, according to his view of the nat.ure and 
rationale of the atonement, finds no difficulty whatever in 
proclaiming to sinners universally of the human race the 
infinite sincerity of God in his offers of mercy and salvation, 
but can take his· word and oath without the shadow of a 
doubt, as reliable assurance that he "hath no pleasure in 
the death of him that rueth, but rather that he would tum 
[unto him] and live." 

• 
THE DIVINE SOVEREIGNTY. 

Neither the high supralapsarian scheme of ultra-Calvinist& 
of a former age, nor the conditional election of Arminians, 
can be charged on either Old or New school Presbyterians, 
as an item of distinctive belief. Both believe, according to 
the doctrine of the divine decrees, as set forth in the ConCe&
sion of Faith and Larger and Shorter Catechisms, that God 
has a plan predetermined in his own mind from all eternity, 
which he is prosecuting in his providence, according to 
which all things eventuating are so rendered certain to him 
as to be the objects of his Coreknowledgt'. Their differences 
on these subjects relate to the methods, metaphysical and 
philosophical, employed by them in attempting t.o reconcile 
the predestination of God with the free-will of man and the 
contingency of second causes. The Old school have charged 
the New with believing that God could have prevented the 
existence of sin in the world, but not without destroying 
the freedom of the human will, and that sin is incidental to 
any moral system. To this the latter reply, that God per
mitted the entrance of siu, but not because he was unable to 
prevent it; but for wise and benevolellt reasons which he 
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hath not revealed. As to the disputations, whether sin is 
the necessary means of the greatest good, or whether God 
permitted it in order to, give greater intensity to his glory, 
the New school Presbyterian prefers to remain ignorant, be
cause it is not a matter revealed to us in the sacred scrip
tures. If a brother should say, that as friction is incident 
to matter so is sin to a moral system, and that therefore 
while God would not absolutely prevent it alt.ogether, he 
seeks, like a skilful machinist, to limit and restrain it, and 
overrule it for the greatest good, the New school Presbyterian 
will be contented to reply: "prove it if you can." Should 
he in rejoinder be challenged to prove the contrary, he 
deems it sufficient to say: " when we so aver, then may yoo 
demand of us the proof." He prefers neither to assert nor 
deny, but lets it rest where God has left it, among the secret 
things tbat belong not to us. 

That God foresaw that man, when tried, would act as he 
did and sin, neither Old nor New school Presbyterians will 
deny. If asked how God foresaw it, he prefers to be igno
rant rather than wise above \That is written. If the Old 
I5Chool, Presbyterian affirms that God's foreknowledge is 
fouuded on his purpose, the New school Presbyterian replies 
that the absolutely certain futurition of any event is 110t 
eMential to its being apprehended by Omniscience; for God 
bas spoken of contingencies as possible, and onder suppos
able cases certain, to arise, which never actually diJ occur, 
as when by oracle he replied to David (1 Sam. xxiii. 11, 12). 
He will not circomscribe the mind of Omniscience by reduc
ing it within the limits of God's conscious intention. His 
foreknowledge is part of his Omniscience, the result of his 
predestination or of the adoption of bis plan. In 80 saying 
he reverently assumes that there may be predicated an 
analogy between the divine and the buman mind; but he 
prefers to let such themes pass, IUb silentio, and to take off 
his shoes in deep humility when adventuring 80 near to 
God. The Confession of Faith is plain enougb for him 

Digitized by Googi e 



632 Doctrin.e, of tile New 8chool Fr~. [JULY, 

when it affinIl8 that "God knows whatever mayor can 
come to pass upon all supposed conditions." 1 

New school Presbyterians do Dot affirm that God exer
cises his sovereignty arbitrarily, i. e. wiUing for mere will's 
sake, but believes with the Confession that the decrees of 
God, his plan, or predestination are " according to tbe COIltl

sei of his wil!," for reasont!· known to himself, and in all 
retlpects wise and good, like himself. 

In the decree of election they believe that the sin and ruin 
of the human race are presupposed. . If, after having in vari
ous respects so misstated the difference between Old and 
New school Presbyterians, Dr. Rice will be admitted as an
thority, there is here in reality no difference. "Our doo
trin ," says be, "concerning the first sin committed by man, 
and in which. the human race was involved, is simply that 
God for wise and good reasons decreed or purposed, first to 
permit sin, and seoondly to overrule it for his glory." t The 
same position is applicable to the decrees of election and 
reprobation: they are for good and sufficient reBSOnK known 
to God himself. New schOol Presbyterians do not affirm 
that faith foreseen is the condition with God for his decree 
of election, much less any good works. The objeots of his 
election are to be made holy by the redemption of Christ; 
and the work of the Spirit is designed for this purpoee. On 
this subject, according to the admonition of the Confession 
of Faith, cautious speech becometh us. Belie'lingthat GOO 
foreknew all of the human race who, in the progressive de
velopment of his plan of redemption through Christ, could 
be led to faith and repentance by the Holy Spirit, the New 
school Presbyterian avers that he affirlll8 nothing at variance 
·with the sacred scriptures and the standardB of his church, 
when he says, that the divine decree of election e-mbraces 
all whom God foresaw that he could, by the blood and 
spirit of Christ, in the providential development of his plan, 
briog to faith and repentance. The apostle Peter allinns 

I Confession of Faith, Chap. In. sec. ~. 
II Rice on Divine Sovereignty, p. 4. 
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believers to be "elect according to the foreknowledge of the 
Father." 1 Elect, says the New school Presbyterian, expand
ing this thought, not because God foreknew that this one 
and the other, left to themselves would believe; but because, 
according to the mystery of the divine Omniscience, he fore
knew whom he could, by the truth and Spirit of Christ, bring 
to faith and repentance, as the plan of redemption should 
'be developed and prosecuted by him throughout all the 
generations of men. Hence be affirms with the Confession 
of Faith, that the number of the elect is "so certain and 
definite (in God's view) that it cannot be either increased or 
diminished." Tbis relieves the whole 8ubject in bis opinion 
from the harsh aspect of absolute, unqualified, arbitrary will, 
or a decree of election or reprobation without" counsel" or 
good and wise reason. 

Old school Presbyterians are apt to adopt a more sum
mary process by which. to explain the mystery of election, 
affirming the choice of God to be wholly arbitrary, a simple, 
absolute exercise of sovereign will, witbout any reason what-' 
ever, except its designed arbitrariness. Rom ix. 15, where 
Paul quotes God as saying to Moses, " I will have mercy 
on whom I will have mercy," etc., it! adduced in proof of the 
absolute, unqualified arbitrariness of the decree of election. 
It is however worthy of critical attention, that the original 
Greek expressions, by which Paul has translated the Hebrew 
in Exod. xxxiii. 19, admit not of such a rigid interpretation. 
'E'M1}a0> &" c1" e'AeciJ, ICCL' oilC7'e,pTJuo> &II c1" ol.lC7'elpo> are his words. 
He employs the Greek particle d." in' connection with the 
subjunctive mode, as though the exercise of the sovereign 
will, a88erted in the first part of the sentence, was dependent 
or conditioned on some circumstances apprehended in the 
divine mind. "I will have mercy on whom I mayor can 
have mercy." The differences on the subject of the divine 
sovereignty are not radical; but like all already noticed on 
other topics, reiate more to theological explanations of facts 

11 Pet. i. 2. 
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than to the facts themselves, as reported to and received by 
the Christian's faith. 

CONCLUSION. 

The reader will draw his own inferences from the state
ments made in this Article. We think that in most 
instances he will agree with us in saying that the differences 
are not such as should separate brethren whose hearts and 
efforts might be much bettel' Wlited, ecclesiastit'.alIy and 
socially, in advancing the great interests of Christ's truth 
and cause against the common enemy. Even Dr. R. Brecken
ridge, who contributed as much, if not more, than any other 
man, to the dismembennent of the Presbyterian church, five 
years afterward was constrained, in his disconrse preached 
at the opening of the Old school general Assembly in 1842, 
to bear his testimony (though by no means in a kind spirit) 
to the radicallSOundness and superior orthodoxy of the New 
school branch of the Presbyterian church. Referring to the 
protest already noticed, which embodied a statement of the 
views of New school Presbyterians, as the reader has seen, 
in opposition to the false charges of error alleged against 
them, he says: " This extraordinary party could not lay aside 
its moral characteristics; and after doing 80 much to destroy 
the church and corrupt its faith, they drew up and recorded 
a confession, not only at dire~t variance with their own 
published declarations, but more orthodox than many who 
dreaded and opposed them ever held." 1 That protest con
tributed greatly to neutralize the reproach of heresy which, 
for a few years previously, had been so industriously circu
lated. His insinuations against the honesty and sincerity 
of those who adopted the confession it embodied, call not for 
our animadversion. Tbe day, we trust, draws nigh when, 
instead of unkindly magnifying differences and making 
them pretexts for separation and angry contention, it will 
be found much better to study the things which make for 
peace, whereby we may edify one another. The want of 

I The Calling of the Church of Christ, p. 111. 
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this spirit was, we doubt not, the prime cause of the meas
ures which resulted in separation. Truth requires us to 
state our conviction that both sectional and Sfctarian jeal
ousies exerted their influence to separate us, long before the 
division took place. That prolific source of incalculable 
evil in our country, the slavery cherished in the Southern 
States, had inflamed the minds and alienated the hearts of 
many; and afthough it was not publicly made a pretext for 
the division; yet the sectional relations and unmistakable 
sympathies which beca~e apparent immediately thereafter, 
afforded undeniable proof, that differing views and disso
nant moral sensibilities on this subject so inflamed and irri;. 
tated as to render separation a desirable means of peace. 
The coup tf Eglise, if we may so call it, by which the separa
tion was attempted in 1837, would have been lately imitated 
by a txYUp tf Elat in the state, for overriding the Constitution 
and establishing a new basis for the administration of the 
Federal government, had all the circumstances necessary for 
it as favorably concurred. Sectional strifes and jealousies, 
sustained by differing views and conflicting moral sensibili. 
ties on a great question of morality and religion, have 
convulsed the nation and shaken the government to its very 
centre and foundations. Ecclesiastically, the Old school 
branch of the Presbyterian church has suffered more deeply 
from it than the New. What Providence may have in store 
for the future, it is not for man to predict. But as to the 
great interests both of church and state, now so rent and 
perilled, our hope rests in the love and wisdom, the grace 
and care, of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, the great 
administrator of divine providence, and" head over all things 
to his church," " God, blessed for evermore." Haste the day 
when a united country. and united church, delivered from 
self.destroying measures and hostilities, shall have occasion 
to say: "Lo this [Lord Jesus] is our God ; we have waited 
for him and he will save us: this is the Lord; we have 
waited for him, we will be glad and rejoice in his sal· 
vation!" 
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