We are req wested o publish the following ex-
tract from the New York Obscrver, and
the accompany ing remarks,

“rom the New York Obscrver. *

“JUDGE CLAYTON,

Judge Cluyton quotes the Bible, in sup-
port of the doctrines of pussive obedience
1 support of the duty of Christians to sub-
mit to human governmeuts in all cases whate
ever!  We can find no other meaning m
that prit ol lus remarks in- which he replies
to the plen of the Missionaries. The State
ol Georgin had passed o law requinog all
white wen residing in the Cherokee territory,
to tuke the oath of alleginnce.  The mis-
sionaries refused to take this oath on the
grounds of counscientious seruples,  They
believed that Georgin had no right of juris-
diction in the Cherokee Territory 5 and that
an oath of allegitiee would be an oath
to support her o her usurpation.  How.
doesJudge Clayton reply o this plea? He
contends  that the Missionarics, notwithe
standing their conscientious  conviction that
the powe wed by Georgia is an usarpa-
ton, (for 1" he dues not mean this, he means,
pothung to the purpose) are sull bound on
christian principlesto take the oath, Hesays
that Holy Writ requires us ** to subinit our-
selyes to ev ordinance of man, for the
Lord’s sake ;" that 1t enjoizs upon the citi=
zen o keep the Kiug's (State’s) com-
mandment ;" that it directs *““to render un-
to Civar, the things that are Cresar’s,” that
it declares, ** whosoever resisteth the power,
resisteth the ordinance of God,” and finally
Lie comes out with his doctrine fully and ex«
phicitly in the following sentence

% my wind, and 1 would feign believe,
to every dispassionate man, there 18 no g
reason {or runniag upon the severe penllty
of the I, and foolishly defying wta con=
scquences. It cannot be excused upon any
priveiple of cound religion or a rational and
cot desire to senve the causo of piety,
for surcly thut religion which requires us “to
render teibute to whom tribute is due; cus-
too to wloan custom 3 fear to whom fear ;
honor to whon horor,” never eonld demand
steh resistanee W laws of the land, as would
tncar in the delinquent a forfeiture of all the
enjoyments of hiberty, nnd umpose in their
stearl all the hardslips of an ignominious
slavery.”

Weare surprised that nny man in this
country ealling himself o Christian, and  es-
preeinlly any man holding the station of a
Judge, should “manifest such ignorance of
the genius of christianity and of the whole
tenor of the Bible, as Judge € ayton disco=
vers in his application of the text quoted
ahove. We presume that there are a few Suns
duy Seholars in Georgin, certainly there are
few ehildren of ten years of age, in this part
of the country, who canvot shew Judge
Clayton that Lie has totally mistaken the
meaning ol these pussages 3 and that the Bi-
ble abounds with examples of holy men, who
not only made **such resistance to laws
of the lind,” as incurred “the forfeiture of
joyments of freedom, and imposed
1ips of an ignominious slavery,
but who resisted even in the face of death in
its most hortid forms,  Why were Shadrach,
Meshach and Abeduego thrown into the bur-
ning fiery furnace?  Beeause they refused
to ohey u law of Nebuchadnezzar their King.
Why was Daniel thrown into the den of
lions 2 . Beeanse he chose to pay more res-
peet to the dictates of his own conscience
than to the decree of King Dnrius.  Why
was Peter and other Apostles beaten and im-
prisoned atJerusnlem? - Because they refu-
sodto obey tee law requiring them not to
speak or tench in the name of Jesus. “Why
did Pau! endare hondg and imprisonment,
and cvery suffering which the malice of Jew
or Gentle could nflict?  Becnuse he would
obey Gad rather than man---becanse he enr-
ed wore for the souls and the rights of the
peeple than for the laws of Kings. But we
feed not muliiply eases,  BEvery man who
has resd his Bible knows that it is nothing
but cou who, like Waor-
sence saka, throw
and this vies
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Jing friend of Liberty and justice, & if Judge
Clayton was ignorant of the examples
which we have quoted from Holy Writ, he
ought ot least to have been gufliciently ue-
quuin!ed with modern history to know, that
all which is most valued in British and A-
merican freedom, was won fram tyrants by
nren who imbibed  their principles of action
from the holy volume.  Even the Infidel
Hume, admits that England is indehted for
her liberty, in a great degree, to the sufferinas
of the Puritans in the dungeoiy aud at the
stake, and every American school-boy knows
that the liberty of this western world origin-
ated in therefusal of a christian people to
obey the mnndulga of usurped power. We
are acquainted with no sect of christians who
do not admit the right of wen to resist tyr-
anny and usurpation, when it can be done
peaceably ; and if' the people of Georgin are
disposed to incorporate into their religion the
slavish doctrines of Judge Clnymu, we re-
joice to know, that in - the Missionaries now
10 their Penitentiary, llwf' have met with
men who better understand their duty to God
and their Country.”
REMARES.

No man has had a more embarrassing
task to perform than myself, on the subject
of our Indian relations.  T'he whole weight
of the question, in 1ts Judicial character, has
exclusively fulleu upoun wme, and such has
been the peculiar versaulity of the public
mindy I have been unable to manage the case
to its entire satisfaction.  When my deci-
sions pleased my own State they gave great
offenice abrond, and there was no abuse uiider
which my eharucter and feclings were not
doomed topass.  When of an opposite effeet,
then, any where but my own land, they were
thesubject of all praise. My decisions in the
eases of Stancell and Tassell-5 my addresses
to the Grand Jury of Ciirk and to the Mis-
gionaries; all going to gustain the authority
of Georgin, over the Cherokee nation, and
which have actually settled that question
beyond all further difliculty, were reccived
with great approbation at home and while
they have been forgotten there, they seem to
be recellected clsewhere with a view to us-
auil, and, if possible, complete the ruin of a
fair reputation, 1t was fondly Lelicved, had
been honestly acquired, in a long course of
public service. T'hese remarks have been
drawn from me by the severe strictures upon
my conduct, in relation to the Missionuries,
found in the above extract from the * New
York Obscrver,” a religious paper, or rath-
er I should say, one professing to be such.
To make them the more couspicuous the;
are headed, “JUDGE CLAYTON,” aud
commence by stating that ** Judge Clayton
quotes the Bible in support of the doctrine
of passive obedience—in support of the duty
of Christians to submit to human govern-
ments in all cases whatcver ! We can find
1o other meaning in that part of his remarks
in which he replies to the plea of the Mis-
sionnries.”  Canat be possible thut this is a
sincere declaration T Can it be possible that
this assertion has been brought up to the
standard of gospel truth, and there measar-
ed according to the candour, kindness and
charity of its meek and peaceful temper 1
Ts this the * genius of christianity” and the
true spirit of the Bible as understood and
practised i the refined and enlightened city
of New-York ? If so, may we of the South
be delivered from such christianity.  But io
charity to the good people of thut place, 1
cenceive 1t to belong alone to the source
from which it springs and can never provoke
the envy of any bosom at peace with cither
God or man. I must suy the Editors have
suid what they do not belicve,  ‘Phey do not
believe that I quoted the ** Bible in suppeic
of the doctrine of passive obedience.”  They
do not believe that I quoted 1t ** in support
of the duty of Christians to submit 1o hu-
man governments in all cases whatever,"—
They do notbelieve they can find * no other
meaning in my remarks.”  They know my
references are truly quoted, thiey know they
are'to be found in the Bible, they kuow they
must have some meamng or they would not
be in that sacred volume. What meauing
then is to be attaclied to those scriptures?
Of what use are they 7 What lesson do thiey
convey T They surely are designed for some
object.  Nothing in the holy Bible is use
Perhaps I shall be told they are intended to
instruct christians, as well as all others, to
be obedient to the lawful uuthority of gov-
ernment, in all civil matters,  'Plis 1s pre-
cisely the object for which they were quoted.

''The Editors say * the State of Georgin had
passed a law requiring all white men residing
in the Cherokee territary to take the outh of
allemance. The Missionaries refused to ke
this oath on the ground of couscientions
scruples.’”  Now here is an incorrect and
consequently an unfair statement, and all
reasoning founded upon it is, of course, cr-
roneous, T'he State of Georgin required no
such thing. It wished toremove all disaf-
fected white men from the Nation, on the
ground that they were stimulating the Indi-
dinns to a very disobedient course of con-
duct townrds the lafvful authority of the
State, That they must do one of two things,
either leave the nation or give the usual
pledge of fidelity to the government, in do-
ing what thousands have to do, viz : swear
to support the Constitution of the State. 1
they could not do this, what scruples ofcon-
seience could they have in leaviug a territo-
ry that did notbelong to them 7 1'he law was
directory fo all white men, not to the Mis-
sionaries ulone, notto citizens of other States
only, but to our owu citzeus, indeed every
white man found on the territory.  Precise-
ly such a law as the Umted States had fre
quently passed to prevent whitemeu from go-

ing among the Indians, My quotations are
next presented and after arraiguing, in no
_modest terms, my ignornnce of the Bible,
they state, * the Bible abounds with exam-
ples of holy men, who wot only made such
resistance to th laws of the land s incurred
the forfeiture of freedom, but who resisted
even in the fuce of death w its mast horrid
forms.” ‘I'hey ask * why were Shadrach
Meshach and” Abedonego thrawn into the
burning fiery furnuce”  And then answer
the question themselves * because they re-
fused to obey n law of Nehuchudnezzor their
King.”  And isthis a specimen of Northern
theology ? Surely it must he that which be-
lmlgs to * Sunday scholars,” boys of ten
yearsold ! Pray let me ask what was that
law?  Did it relate to CIVIL MATTERS?
Was it alaw wholly addressed to their eivil
dutics, in common with the rest of the peo-
ple, unconnected with their reli or the
rights of conscience? They know it was
not.  And so with their ather examples of
Daniel i the den aof Yions aud the persecn-
tians of Petor, Pa
ey full well Lno
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to laws that attempted to control their re-
ligion.  RBut will they sny that the case of)
the Missionaries is purallel to the cases put
by them 1 Will they be so disingenuous as
to suy there is no distinction between luws
regulating <human conduct, in a temporal
point of view, and laws regulating conscience?
Was there any thing in the Georgia law that
invaded the religion of any one? Is there
one syllable in that law on the subject of re-
Ligious wor. hip, or directs how persons shall
demenn thewselves in the exercise of the in-
estimable right of Conscience ? Nothing !
And I boldly say it, not a text can be found
authorising the resistance of a municipal reg-
ulation (unless the whole peoplechooseto alter
or nholish their government) where that reg-
ulation conzults alone, the civil policy of the
land.  Qur blessed Saviour himself ‘died for
the sake of conscience, but, even he direct

ed Peterto respect an unjust law, passed by
the proper authorities, and pay n tribute im-
properly exacted, “lest we should offend
them”  Mat. xvi. 27. Wlho does not per-
ceive the justness of the distinction between
Inws regulating the nctions of men in a state
of civil society, for the benefit of their tem-
poral concerns, and those laws which seek to
coutrol the thoughts and conduct of men as
between themselves andtheir God!  Human
laws have ncthing to do with the latter, but
the moment you allow a mun to ohey or diso-
bey the former according to his scruples of
conscience, the moment you make every man
a judge of the law as it comports with his re-
ligious belief, 1 should like to see the inge-
nuity that conld frame a law that would not
affect the tender conscience of some one or
other bent upon the comwission of the erime
it was designed to prevent.  Think you there
is a man in the Pemtentiary who would not
raise the” shime plea, if it were available, in
the ense of the Missionaries, and follow them
out from that prison with as good and equal
a right to his discharge upon every prine:ple
of even handed justice? There 1s not a
murderer. who could not train his conscience
to ery out shame upon the law that could
take the life of a man for the mere mdul-
genee of lis natural passions.  Noone more
sincerely regrets the delusion of the Missiona-
ries and its fatal consequences to their prace,
than T &b, or would more cheerfully have
avoided the prinfgl part T had to Lear in
their case, if such could have been done con
sistent with duty.  But when it is remem-
bered thet their's was a fate of their own
seeking, and mine was a task from which
I dare not shrink, it does seem to me a much
less eharity thun that required by holy writ,
would have spared my feelings.  "This, at
least, is my religion, aud though it may not
be as learned, yet I trust it is as benevolent
as even that of the NEW YORK OB-
SERVER. A. S. CLAYTON,
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