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THE REV. THEODORE L. CUYLER.

the ngeting. It was not quite certain that the
Presbytery knew exactly what they had come
together for, or what was the real nature of Dr.
Cuyrer’s offense. The Rev. Dr. Srear and
the Rev. Dr. Tarmage and the Rev. ALFRED
Tayror contended that the Presbytery had no
occasion to act in the matter ; but the Rev. Dr.
Vax Dikg, the Rev. Mr. PaTToN, and others
took the opposite view, and spoke strongly in
condemnation of women as preachers. What
they had to say on the subject was most plainly
and succinctly stated by the Rev. Dr. M‘CLEL-
LAND, a blind Scotch clergyman. He contended
that preaching by women was not sanctioned by
church law nor by the Scriptures.  Not from the
beginning of Genesis to the end of Malachi could
a single instance be found where a woman was
installed into ordinary ministerial functions.
"That vecord covered 3500 years, and during all
that time only three prophetesses were mention-
ed, and these clearly had qualified powers.
Thus you have an average of one in 1200 years.
The exceptional cases, he argued, established
the rule against the women. In the New Testa-
ment he contended that the authority was all
against the women. The Christian church, he
remarked, was founded on the synagogue, not on
the temple, and who does not know that no wom-
an was ever permitted to teach in the synagogue ?

Both history and presumption =~ ~~~*~~t wom-

T e sonclu ending
vas ag

1g and lebate,

of opi...... ... .._opted:

assv x suumy wury «eeeing been informed that a
woman has preached in one of our churches on
Sabbath, at a regular service, at the request of
‘homomtos il ool oo-cent of the session ; there-

gbytery feel constrained to
strict regard to the follow-
eral Assembly:

men by themselves for con-
tirely approve. But let not
f the great Apostle as found
hians and to Timothy be vio-

lated. To teach and to exhort, or to lead in prayer in
public and promiscuous asscmblies, is clearly forbid~
den to women in the Holy Oracles,’”

The Presbytery then adjourned, without having
brought Dr. CuyLER or his church to a sense
of the enormity of their offense in listening to a
sermon by a Christian woman.

Miss Smirey, of whom we give a portrait on
this page, is a woman of maturity, of sweet
Christian character, and gifted with extraordi-
nary powers as a preacher. She has passed her
life in doing good with the talents God has given
her. Two years ago she made a ‘‘ religious visit”
to Great Britain, and was not only honored by
the British ¢ Yearly Meeting” of Orthodox
Friends with fullest fellowship, but was cordially
welcomed by eminent persons of all denomina-
tions. ‘The most brilliant man of letters in Scot~
land (himself a Presbyterian) sought her friend-
ship, and opened up to her some of his spiritual
difficulties ; and as PrisciLra of old expounded
to the eloquent Arorros ¢ the way of God more
perfectly,” so this gifted woman brought her wise
counsels to the man of genius. After the war
was over she left her cultured home and went as
a voluntary missionary to the emancipated slaves
of the South. She taught and addressed both
males and females. Those liberated bondmen
‘“ heard her gladly.” And, says Dr. CuyLer, I
do not believe that if the Apostle Paur had
stood by her side he would have said, ‘‘ Woman,
it is a shame for you to preach Jesus Christ to
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THE POLITICAL PROSPECT.

HE report that the meeting of the Cincin-
nati convention had been postponed was
perhaps due to the fact that the responss of
the country to the movement for the disso-
lution of the Republican party has not been
satisfactory. Indeed, the summons has been
nowhere very heartily welcomed. Mr. GROS-
VENOR, the chairman of the Missouri conven-
tion which issued the call, says that success
depends very much upon co-operation in oth-
er States. But that co-operation does not
yet appear. Of course Mr. GROSVENOR is
tan chrawd a nnljtjcian to rate the applause
of Democratic conventions
'he Connecticut Democracy
‘he Missouri resolutions, but
vuuy wiuw uuvv anlide to Cincinnati, and they
have only taken un a smiline nosition upon
the fence. The;} perate”
for the benefit o: "an op-
portunity offers. limit of
their co-operation, wnue wne wew xork Trib-
une, which is the chief anti-Administration
-Republican journal, can have no very vital
sympathy with an assembly of revenue re-
formers.

It is very possible that the disaffection in
the Republican party may have been wrong-
ly estimated both in character and extent.
We have more than once stated that Sena-
tor SCHURZ is the only conspicuous Repub-
lican who has declared that he can not sup-
port General GRANT if he should be renomi-
nated. Senators SUMNER, TRUMBULL, FEN-
TON, and LoGAN have as yet made no such
declaration. That they would prefer an-
other nomination is unquestionable, and that
they will take all lawful methods to defeat
it is very probable. But that these gentle-
men and certain newspapers, which are brill-
iant free-lances in politics, really represent
a great sentiment in the party nowhere ap-
pears. The main effort has thus far been to
cast suspicion upon the honesty of the Pres-
ident. There has been a constant shower
of innuendoes against “the White House.”
It is announced with an air of profound con-
cern, by those who are striving to defeat the
renomination, that the President’s friends are
ruining him ; and when every thing that in-
genuity can plausibly invent about the Pres-
ident has been exhausted, ingenuity turns
and asks whether it is not suicidal folly to
renominate a President of whom such things
are said ¢

But the important question is not what is
said, but what is believed. The Cincinnati
managers seem to have mistaken the signifi-
cance of the criticisms upon the Administra-
tion. There have undoubtedly been many
things which good men in the party do not
approve, and there is a wish among some
members of the party that another candidate
than the President may be selected at Phila-
delphia. But that is very far from a dispo-
sition to connive at a Democra+ic restaration
by refusing to support thereg
an nomination. Senators in
breathing the air of person:

“--=7-' —**-* is the atmospnere or every
:apital, see the President not

a the country, and very dif-

he great mass of the people.

2v vuv puvpsy of the United States the Presi-
dent is the hero of the war of the rebellion,
and a plain, honest man seeking to do his
duty. We do not believe that they suppose
him to have made money by the general or-
der system, nor by selling arms to France to
defeat Germany. Nor do we believe that
they hold him personally responsible for the
knavish tricks of those who hold positions
in the government. They see what one
Jjournal declares to be incontestably proved
. another journal insists not to be proved at
all. In aword, they see that in the passion-
ate tumult of assertion and denial it is not
easy to discover the truth, and they rest
upon the one thing which remains, and that
is the general results of the administration,

and their faith in the personal purity of the
President.

If the Administration were the seething
mass of corruption which it is sometimes
alleged to be, would the Democratic party
be in the moribund condition which the ac-
tion of its Connecticut convention reveals ?
Could that party ask any thing more favora-
ble to its hopes than a dominant opposition
dissolving in its own corruption? What
does the situation show but that the Repub-
lican hold upon the heart of the country is
very sure? Yet what has so confirmed that
hold but the general confidence in the char-
acter and purpose of the Administration ?
It is true that certain sentlemen who are

called the Presiden meas-
ures which he has ’h as
the reform of the ci 1esty.

But the gentlemen uave wiways upposed
them, and have opposed them openly, and
despite their opposition the President urges
them. It is alleged that this shows the
President’s interest in them to be a shallow
pretense. Indeed! and when was it shown
that the will and tenacity of General GRANT
were less than those of the gentlemen who
are called his friends? And what events in
his career justify the theory that his action
is mingled of folly and duplicity ?

From this time to the assembling of the
Republican Convention the attempt to stain
the character of the President, and to stig-
matize him to the country as unfit for anoth-
er term, will be incessant and malevolent.
But he has been in the Wilderness before—
and he came out of it. They mistake pro-
foundly and perilously who suppose that the
people forget, or that the mists of calumny
that gather about every Administration have
obscured the remembrance of the days when
General GRANT was the hope of America
and of liberty. Coming fresh from the camp
to the cabinet, has he betrayed one of the
great principles of the party which lifted
him to power? Differing from many hon-
ored leaders, as they differ among them-
selves, has he forgotten the emancipated
race, or the honor of the »~+inm o» the wel-

fare of the people? Si ture and
by the conditions of hi 1as he to
one honest mind seemed ny of the

foul charges that have woeen tvhundered
against him? There will certainly be an
indignant reaction in the mind and heart of
the American people against the relentless
effort to injure the good name of the Presi-
dent of the United States—a reaction which
will surely and triumphantly re-elect him,
as a man who, in the “fierce light” of the
intensest party animosity, as in the long
doubt of the war, has shown himself a mod-
est and faithful servant of his country.

THE ENGLISH TREATY.

MRg. THOMAS HUGHES is so frank a friend
of the United States, and the feeling for him
in this country is so kind, that his late letter
to the Tribune upon the treaty difficulty may
be considered as the view of what may be
called the American party in England. Mr.
HUGHES says in substance that there was a
certain understanding in regard to the treaty,
which we have violated in the presentation
of our case under the treaty. The under-
standing, he says, was that there was to be
no claim for indirect losses or constructive
damages. We have heard the same asser-
tion made by others: there was ‘“an under-
standing” that certain points were not to be
included, but that we were to be satisfied
with an apology, with the concession of cer-
tain principles, and with the payment of
actual and proved losses. But if there were
such an understanding, who were the parties
to it? Where is the record of it? Mr.
HuGHES really accuses the United States
Government of the utmost dishonor.

No treaty of which the cardinal condition
is the reference of disputed points to an ar-
bitration can be interpreted by what is
vaguely called a tacit understanding. The
essential understanding between the ne-
gotiators is recorded, as it was in this case.
When national w~mtine £~ an andinany treaty

differ as to its ill very
properly often 1judica-
tion. But whe yrovides

for such a settiement, tnere 18 no question
left except that of accepting the award of
the arbitration. In the case of the Treaty
of Washington, the claim of ‘“an under-
~bamdina) et he relinquished, because the
1t issue was not left to under-

American case, as we showed

always been the same. It

e wn o vy o wocdl cOmposed of two claims, for
direct and for indirect losses. In the very
protocol to which Mr. HUGHES refers it is
expressly stated that the right to demand
the indirect losses was not waived if the
amicable settlement was not made. That
amicable settlement was an apology and the
payment of a gross sum—and England de-
clined it. That having failed, and the right
to claim indirect losses being resumed, the
treaty was negotiated, by which every ques-

tion and every claim were referred to the
tribunal.

Mr. HUGHES quotes the words of the treaty
as sustaining the English view of the case,
but he must be aware that the meaning of
the treaty can not be finally settled by
either of the parties. “ The high contracting
parties agree that all the said claims, grow-
ing out of acts committed by the aforesaid
vessels, shall be referred to a tribunal of
arbitration.” And that means, says Mr.
HucHEs, the claims arising from vessels
actually and unlawfully seized and destroy-
ed. But why are not the expenses of pur-
suit, and the enhanced payments of insur-
ance, and the prolongation of the war to be
considered “as growing out of acts com-
mitted by the aforesaid vessels¥” Because
every body knows that they were not meant,
says Mr. HUGHES. But he must excuse us.
We do not know it in this country, and it is
the very question that we have referred to
Geneva, not to England.

It is very evident why the English people
and Mr. GLADSTONE should be annoyed by
this view of the subject. They had laughed
at the idea of consequential damages as grow-
ing out of the Queen’s proclamation accord-
ing belligerent rights to the rebels. And
when General GRANT stated that each na-
tion must decide for itself when to recognize
belligerency, they undoubtedly considered
the remark as a renunciation of our claims.
But the claim of indirect loss remained. It
was not, however, based upon the proclama-
tion, but upon the acts of “the aforesaid
vessels.” And the American concession in
the treaty was the reference of both the in-
direct and direct claims to a tribunal which
might award damages for neither. Thisis a
point which Mr. HUGHES and his fellow-En-
glishmen fail to see. The United States said
that deep and universal as was the national
sense of injury, and great as was the possible
amount of the claims they might prefer, yet,
to heal bitterness of feeling and to avoid the
chance of war, they would, in consideration
of the expressions of regret, and of the retro-
active principles of international law, leave
the entire pecuniary question to the tribunal.
Should that tribunal not award the United
States a single dollar, they will abide by the
treaty which contains the regret and the im-
proved law.

Mr. GLADSTONE knows that the pride of
Englishmen is touched by the supposition
that they could possibly have left the ques-
tion of payment of an incalculable sum to
the decision of five gentlemen at Geneva.
But that he should insist that England
should disregard the treaty if her own view
of it is not conceded in advance of the arbi-
tration for which the treaty provides, is a
position so singular and untenable that we
must expect it to be abandoned. Why
should the United States accept the En-
glish theory of the treaty, and England not
accept that of the United States? We think
thatit coversindirect losses. England thinks
that it does not. Geneva must decide. If
England declines, she tears the treaty.

THE SPOILS OF OFFICE.

THE resignation of Mr. TERWILLIGER, and
the circumstances attending it, show how
deep-seated is the danger which now most
threatens free government, and to which the
public niind is fortunately now so sensitive.
Yet the assurance of remedy is by no means
so positive as the loud demand for it, and
for the simple reason that the spirit of the
demand seems so often to be personal or
party hostility; and not the public welfare.
That Mr. TERWILLIGER, as his letter states,
has acquiesced in an evil custom is unques-
tionable; but nobody doubts that what he
did was consonant with the usnal standards
of political morality, and that he is, there-
fore, not guilty in the sense that he would
be if he were convicted of the charge of al-
tering the amounts of bills, It is, indeed,
no extenuation of his conduct that nobody
doubts, also, that many of his loudest ac-
cusers are guiltier than he. But this fact,
again, only shows the depth of the evil, and
the total want of confidence in many men of
conspicuous public position.

Tt is remarkable that the active opponents
of a reform of the civil service do not see
that so long as the present system continues
it offers a premium for dishonesty., The
reform which the President proposes is de-
nounced as a proposition to disband the par-
ty. But will honest reform disband it faster
than rascality? If an election is to be re-
garded as a battle to secure the control of
the public revenue, and of the thousands of
minor offices which have charge of it, it is
mere folly to talk of the American hostility
to a caste of office-holders as the reason of
opposition to the reform. The principle of
those who contend that the minor offices of
the government should be put up as prizes
to stimulate partisan zeal is simply and only
that to the victor belong the spoils of the
enemy, and they ought not to be afraid of
the phrase which describes their faith,

But if that is to be the principle, its con-
sequences must be frankly accepted. The
offices must be called prizes and rewards.
Dramicas and pledges of positions must be

18 the lawful currency of a cam-
hose who obtain them must make
- the sun shines. Conscientious-
asvuny veswiiDy into methods, diligence, fidel-
ity, must take their chance. The object of
political or party activity being money, or
place as the means of getting money, the
rest will follow, and those who defend the

spoils system ~on not complain, But it is
defended upo ounds. Do the in-
vestigationsa hen, help the party ¢
Do the expost seneral order system

help the party + woes the rdncorous schism
in New York help the party ? Does the des-
perate fight every where, in the Senate and
out of it, help the party? Do impatience,
doubt, and disgust help the party? They
all spring from the system of the spoils for
the victor. And does any sensible man sup-
pose that such things unite the party, and
that an effort to reform them will disband it ?
The President, we are glad to believe, does
not think so meanly of the people. He does
not seem to suppose it a chimerical idea that
they would prefer to remove as far as prac-
ticable all temptation from the officers of
the government to betray or to neglect their
trusts. He seems to believe that if clerks
and other officers were selected because they
were suitable and qualified, and not because
they had been useful to Senator A, or were
family friends of Representative B, the coun-
try would not complain. He evidently re-
poses upon the common-sense of the people.
In this country, indeed, every man should, in
a certain sense, be a politician ; that is, he
should be so familiar with political princi-
ples and tendencies as to be able to vote in-
telligently. But there is a class of men call-
ed by distinction “ politicians” who natural-
ly suppose that they monopolize all political
knowledge, and that the world is on the way
to ruin when they are not exclusively heed-
ed. But it is not to this class, we believe,
that the country gives its confidence. To-
day, unless we are mistaken, it trusts the
President more than the politicians, and
doubts him chiefly when he seems to yield
to them. He is not likely to approve any
measure of reform which seems to him im-
practicable or foolish. But if any man in
the country may be supposed to know the
working and the results of the doctrine that
to the victor belong the spoils, it is the Presi-
dent, and he has declared his hostility to it.

ARMS AND HONOR.

THE investigation into the grounds of the
aspersion upon the Government of the United
States, made in a resolution of a committee
of the French National Assembly, will be
heartily desired by every good citizen. The -
resolution declares that ¢ certain American
officials” are suspected of participating in
the buying of arms for the French Govern-
ment during the war. What are the names
of these “ officials ” and upon what grounds
are theysuspected? These are the questions
of interest for this country. Were they
“officials” of such character that the allega-
tion, if true, constitutes a breach of inter-
national law ? or were they only dishonest
knaves who took fraudulent commissions?
It would have been befter, it seems to us,
as Senator SHERMAN ruggested, if Senator
SUMNER had omitted the preamble to his
resolutions, and for the reason that the pre-
amble is in the nature of an argument favor-
ing the suspicions alleged, while all that was
necessary wasthe declaration that the French
Assembly had entertained a resolution of
suspicion of American officers. But tHe in-
vestigation will, we hope, be made quickly
and thoroughly, and the whole subject plainly
exposed.

The facts we believe to be very simple.
When our war ended there were great sup-
plies of arms and material of war, which Con-
gress authorized the War Department to sell.
From the 1st of April, 1865, to the 30th of
June, 1871—the close of the last fiscal year—
the amount realized by the sales was some-
thing more than $15,000,000, of which the
United States has received every dollar.
The material was sold, and the money was
fully counted into the Treasury. During the
French and German war the United States
Government refused to sell arms to either bel-
ligerent, but, of course, it could not prevent
sales to those who might sell again to the
belligerent governments. All it could do was
#n wofnon 40 call +a Tnown agents of those

it did. The apparent

he amount of receipts

Department and the
amoune paua ww vae freasury is due to the
fact that the reports are not simultaneously
prepared, nor for the same term. But the
important fact is that the whole amount of
more than $15,000,000, realized between April
1, 1865, and Jnly 1, 1871, has been paid into
the Treasury and accounted for, except a bal-
ance of something more than $114,000, which
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