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 THE NEW-YORE PRESBYTERY HAS
4 LIVELY MEETING. -

“¥F DISCUSSES THE QUESTION OF PEB-
MITTANG REPORTERS TO BE PRES-
ENT AT ITS SESSIONS.

The New-York ’Presﬁytery Teld a long meeting
in the lecture room of the Scotch Church, in
‘West Fourteenth Street, yesterday afternoon and

*had an unususlly lively session. Ten young
men were-axamined:for Heenses to preach, but
the most interesting part of the meeting was de-

voted to a discussion of the advisability of mak-
ing public the proceedings of the Presbytery by
admitting reporters to the sessions. On this
point there was a wide variance of opinion and
at times the debate was full of spirit.

The immediate cause of the discussion was &
report of the preceding meeting, credited to &
member of the Presbytery, and to which several
other members took serious exception. Beyond
a doubt, too, the influence of the comiroversy
over the revision of the Confession of Faith
played its part in the proceedings. The Mod-
arator was the Rev. Jesse F. Forbes.

There is a two-year-0ld rule on the Presby-
tery’s list which directs that onlty one reporter.
shall be present at the meetings, and that his
report of the proceedings shall be supervised by
the Becretary before its publication. For many
months this provision has been disregarded.
Soon after the opening of yesterday’s meeting
the Moderator announced that he had received
a communication from a member of the Presby-
tery asking that ‘the old rule be carried out
strietly. The Moderator laid the subject before
the Presbytery for discussion and such action

as it saw fit to take. The Rev. D. G. Wylie
moved to rescind the rule. His motion was sec-
onded, and then the debate began.

The Rev. Dr. R. R. Booth made a vigorous de-
fense of the old rule. From the circumstsnces
under which it had been "adopted he thought it
was deserving of the greatest consideration. A
committee had been appointed to consider the
question of admitting reporters at a time when
%’reat trouble had been bronght to the Presby-
tery and 1ts members by the reports of its meet-
mafs %nj.m:ed in the newspapers. Members had
sald things without considering how the remarks
would look in black and whité. Somebody.had
declared that ““ the Presbytery are not ninnles,”
and the papers had seemed to take delightin

uom.n% this remark and using it as a subject
or d jesting.

Some newspapers, he went on, seemed to take
pleasure in -bailting a minister. Men had been
worn ou$ and heads had been made gray thron%h
these attacks of the press. No greater calamity
ocould come upon the Presbytery than the open-
ing of 1tg doors to the reporters.

“ Would to God,” the speaker continued, “ that .
the Moderator had enforced this rule during the
last six months. Itisa neoessary rule. Itisan
outrage to propose to abolish it.

Then Dr. Howard Crosby pald his resgoecte to
the press. There could be but two ways to-setile
the question of making the meetings public or
private. Either there must be full Iibexty given
to the reporters or they must be exgluded alto-
geth% The half-way measure would not do at
all. Having brought his subject down to this
basis, Dr. Crosby announced that he favored the
total-excdlusion polioy, éven if, he added, some of
the brethren found it pleasant, as he did, to have
their bright sayings recorded m the newspapers.

The Rev. Dr, G. W. F. Birch believed ub-
Heity. He could not understand why the New-
York Presbytery should be the only one to close
its doors, while all the others took the other
view of the ecase and was glad to have reports of
thelr doings carried to the churches by the
newspapers, If there were need for privacy at
any time, the roll of the Presbytery could be
called and all persons not mmembers of the hody
could be made to withdraw. At other times
%ub]icﬁry should be given to the proceedings.

r. Birch, however, advocated a_censorship of
roporis of the meetings. They should be sub-

tted to the Secretary for approval hefore be-
ing published.

‘The Moderator them put the question on the
motion to repeal the existing rule. There was
chorus of ¢ Ayes.” When the *“ Noes’” were calle
‘for, w&orous negatives were heard. The presid-
ing oilicer ruled that the motion had been car-
ried. A member on one of the rear benches pro-
tested that he had not understood the real mean-
ing of the question at issue, and another ex-
plained that as there were candidates for licenses
to be examined it would be better to table the
motion which had just been declared carried.
This was agreed to, and Dr. Booth triumphantly .
gointed out that the old rule was thus leftin

orage.

‘While the Presbytery was dealing with the
candidates it was suggested tbat there was dan-
ger of unfair criticisms of the papers submitted
by them, thus doing the young men great harm.
Thereupon all persons in the room not members -
of the Presbytery were made correspondin
members. One gentleman decided not 0 accep
this honor and quietly withdrew from the hall.
It was Mr. Kiliaen Van Rensselaer, who had
come to the meetfing as a member of a church,
but not of the Presbytery.

A variety of other business was transacted be-
fore this question of pubgc meetings wag taken
: zxp again.” Then Prof. C. A. Briggs took the floor

0 express his regret that it was impossible to
correct mistakes made in either the daily or the
religious papers. He was sorry to say that on
‘that score the latter were very little better than
the former. Xt was hard to get in a correction
in any case.

“I would suggest,” he added, * that the stated
and permanent clerks be allowed to employ a
stenog;apher. In that way wo could have full
records of everything that was sajd. If the
‘brethren knew that everfrthing they said would
go on record a great deal that 1s now said would
be left unsaid,”

*The remedy is worse than tho disease,” quoth
Dr. Crosby. ‘A stenographer’s report has to
be read over very car ly. When I was on the
State Temperance Comimission appointed by our
admirable Governor—"’

There was a hearty laugh from Dr. Croshy’s
hearers at this point, and the gpealter went on to
explain that he had then found there was &
great deal of bother in ¢§etting a stenographic
report. ‘“Better do as I do,” he advised the
Presbytery. *Don’t mind what the papers say,”

Prof. Brigegs looked more favorably on the
newspapers. “I would rather give the whole
press of the city full privileges,” he said, ‘“than
rive exelusive privileges to anybody, even if he
is & member of this body.”

“ Lot roporters come here and let us be care-
ful what we say,” inferposed another member.

Then Dr. Booth picked up the cudgels again.
“ Regort:ers as such,” he declared, “ should not
be tted. Otherwise we shall be subject to
all sorts of abuse. If anybody says, ‘Let us be
pachyderms,” I don’t agree with him. It is no
slight thing that an honorable man can be lam-
basted from one end of the country to the other
for doing his duty. The experience of the last
month has been atrocious,”

This led directly to what had been hinted at
several times before—a report of the last meet-
ing published in.a morning newspaper and writ-
ten, it was charged, by a member of the Pres-
bytery, the Rev. J. B. Devins. The Rev. Dr.

omas 8. Hastings took up this report in a sort
of personal explanation {o his brethren.

“The article charged,” he said, * that I had
practised the lowes %)Slmcal methods. Such
statements are simply absurd; but I have been
misrepresented from here to the Rocky Mount-
ains. The su)%gle facts were these: My friends
who voted with me on the question of revision
got me to call a conference ¢f those on our side,
and we decided thata unit delegation to the
General Assembly was right. There was no
political tfrickery about "this. Those Wwho
say 60 simpl{ slander their brother and
lie about it. I dow't care who they
are. To represent fairly the majority in favor
of revision we could not afford to waste our
strength. We settled on our nominations and
..decidéd to send out a letter containing the

pames. It could not be sent anonymously. The
i Secretary of our conference was called away

and so my name alone appeared on the letter.
- T object to_the charges of unfairness in this.
' The other side had & perfect right to a confer-
ence, t00.” .

« We aidn’t have any,” interposed a represent-
ative of the other gide.

«7 understood that you had,” said Dr. Hast-

ings.

<Y didn’t hear of any,” cried another anti-re-
vigionist. ,

The Moderator’s gavel fell, and Dr. Hastings
went on to say thatit was rather discourteous
to bring the Union Theological Seminary into
the matter, as had been done, on account of his
connection with the institution. “I deny that I
have displayed any bossism,” the speaker con-
cluded. “Itisn’t my nature to do such things.”

Dr. Crosby said that the question was simple.
Had not g majority a right o decide how to con-
centrate its force on a delegation? Withoutsuch
arrangements being made the anti-revisionists
might have captured the delegation. It was
merely a question of common sense.

The end of the debate lefit the motion for pub-
lic meetings where it had stood at the beginning
of the discussion. . .

The candidates who received licenses to

reach were Thomas Baillie, Willinm Adams

rown, Herbert Ford, F. D. McRae, George ‘H.
Newell, Gaylord S. White, Herman Jacot, and
Messrs. Hudnut, Petrie, and Merrill. The
Presb 'y will meet to-morrow night in the
French Evangelical Church to ordain Messrs.
Petrie and Jacot. The Rev. Henry L. Grand-
lienard was elected an alternate to the General
Assembly.
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