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The Works of President Edwards. with a memoir of his life, in ten volumes.
S. Converse. 1829.

For this valuable edition of the works of President Edwards,
the public are indebted to the Rev. Sereno Edwards Dwight,
though his name as editor does not appear on the title page. Nu-
merous and important additions have been made to the writings of
Edwards, from manuscripts in the possession of Mr. Dwight; and
in the memoir which fills the whole of the first volume, a great va-
riety of interesting information is laid before the public for the first
time. To this memoir we shall now confine our attention ; having
ventured on a former occasion® to express our views at some length,
respecting the principal productions of the great New-England
divine.

As a memoir, this volume is indeed swelled to an unwonted
size ; but few persons, we believe, who read it with proper care,
will wish it to have been much, if at all, abridged. Should they
meet with a few things which might have been omitted, they will
wonder that so much of what they now meet with for the first time,
had not been published long before.

For our own part, we are much gratified with the industry of Mr.
Dwight in collecting his biographical sketches of the ancestors of
President Edwards; and have been particularly interested in the
record which he has inserted in the appendix, concerning Richard
Edwards, grandfather of him who has immortalized the name.
Such notices of the early fathers of New-England are invaluable.

- * Vol. 11l. First Series.
Vou. 1L 43
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Arr. I.—Ruview or Hawes' Twisvre to T Memory ow
Tur PiLcraivs.

A Tribute to the Memoriy of the Pilgrims, and a vindicatior of the congre-
gational churches of New- England. By Joer. Hawes, pastor of the
first church in Hartfurd. Hartford: Cooke and Co. 1830.

Tue old puritans are * a sect every where spoken against,”” and
yet every where regarded with deference. The influence which
they have exerted in giving character to the world, is necessarily
admitted by all who know or regard historical truth. There
has been no cluss of men since the days of the apostles, whose
principles and institutions contained so much right and so litle
wrong, or were calculated to do so much good and so little hurt.
Yet they have always lain under obloquy. It has been the fashion
to revile them. KEven those who have moct fully admitted the
good they achieved for their posterity and for mankind, have still
felt obliged to reproach, or at liberty to misunderstand their prin-
ciples. But after all, it is to their principles we are to look for the
source of their actions, because they were, in an eminent degree,
men of principle. So deep rooted and universal is the enmity to
the puritans, that there is not a leading author in the whole circle
of English literature, whose subjects led to speak of them at all,
who has not abused them. Even to this day, if one of their de-
scendants sets himself to inquire, in the most dispassionate manner,
what were the principles which made bis forefathers such men, it
is sure to call forth a new volley of obloquy and ridicule. As
claiming descent from the puritans, (higher honor than the blood
of royalty,) we think it our duty to venerate their character and to
vindicate them, a: far as truth will go, from the opprobrium with
which it suits the enemies of their principles to load their memory.
Meaning to embrace all fit opportunities of doing this, we express
our thanks to the respected author of the work before us, for the
ability and zeal with which he has paid his willing ¢ Tribute to the
Memory of the Pilgrims.” Such a tribute is becoming from the
successor of Thomas Hooker ; and is given with beautiful consis-
tency by one who has in his doctrine and his character so uch
of genuine puritanism.

The ¢¢ Tribute” consists of six lectures, which the author tells
us *were delivered on successive sabbath evenings during the
months of March and April, 1830.” Lecture 1. is on the Con-
stitution and Order of the Primitive Churches—I1I. Origin, Princi-
ples, and Influence of the congregational churches of New-Eng-
land—TIII. Deductions from the foregoing Lectures, shewing the
striking resemblance of these churches to the primitive churches,
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their adaptedness to all the exigences of the church, even up to the
millennium, and their entire harmony with the genius of our civil
institutions—IV. Character and Vindication of the Pilgrims—V.
Causes and Extent of Declension in the congregational churches
of New-England—V . Means of Recovery and Defense.

It is hardly necessary to say, that these topics have been treated
by one who sincerely believes, and cordially loves the principles,
character and institutions of our pilgrim fathers, and that they bave
been handled with ability and in the spirit of christian candor.  The
author loves truth, and secks it diligently, judges with discrimina-
tion, and presents the results of all his studies in a style of great
simplicity and perspicuity. Every father of a fomily in New-LEng-
land, wha wishes to bring up his children to reverence the memory
of their ancestors, should make them acquainted with this book.
As a specimen, and for the sake of refreshing the memory of our
readers respecting the early history of the puritans, we copy from the
beginning of the second lecture the following brief historical sketch.

Tue object of the present Lecture is to trace the origin, exhibit the
principles, and illustrate the influence, of the Congiegational Churches of’
New England.

These churches, then, are not to be regarded as novel institutions,
known only in modern times. They are rather the revival of the churches
that were planted in the earliest and best days of christianity. The
immediate agents of this revival were a society of christians in the north of
England, who in 1602, separated from the established church, and ¢ entered
into a covenant to study the scriptures, as the only rule of religion, rejec-
ting all human inventions, and walking in all the ways of the Lord, made
known or to be made known to them, according to the best ot their en-
deavors, whatever it might cost them.’

This holy purpose was formed in troublous times; and the cxecution of
it cost the venerated founders of these churches incredible hardship and
suffering. Popery had indeed received its death blow in England, in the
reign of Henry the eighth. But its corrupt and persecuting principles
were so inwrought into the very texture of society, and so combined with
all the civil and religious institutions of the country, that for nearly a cen-
tury and a half, they maintained a fierce and bloody conflict with the rights
of conscience and the dearest hopes of man. During the reign of Ed-
ward the sixth, the reformation made rapid advances. But by a myste-
rious providence, that wise and pious prince died at the early age of six-
teen; and by his untimely death, all the unoble designs of reformation,
which he is said to have formed, were at once blasted. Mary succeeded,
—who was a bigoted papist, and of course, a bitter enemy of reform.
Popery was immediately restored in all its abominations, and the reformers,
who about this time received the name of puritans, were persecuted with
relentless cruelty. At the accession of Elizabeth, in 1568, the fires of
Swmnithfield were quenched, and the power of Rome restrained. But the re-
formation during her reign, instead of advancing, went back. Though pro-
fessedly a protestant,she was in heart more than half a papist. ‘I'oleration
was a virtue unknown to her thoughts, and abhorrent to her feelings; and
though she restored the reformed hiturgy of Edward, it was not without ma-
ning many alterations in it for the worse. and ectablishing. anew. many of
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This is a specimen of the ministers under whose instructions the
pilgrims formed their character. "Thesc men regarded the ques-
tion of church government as one of the chief things that require
christian investigation in the latter days. ‘They felt a conviction,
that they were laying foundations for the final glory of the church,
and that it was an important time to inquire for truth.  Says Hook-
er in his preface, *truth seemeth to be in travell, having fulfilled
her appointed months, and the instant opportunity of her deliver-
ance drawing on apace.” They had large expectations concerning
the progress of the church in the knowledge of divine things; and
church order was one of the main subjects on which they expected
and desired add:tional light.

Hooker has doubtless expressed a cominon scntiment among
them, where bho says,

« These Two things scem to be great reserves of inquiry for this la:t
age of the world.

1. Wherein the spirituall will of Christ’s kingdome consists, the manner
how it is revealed and dispensed to the souls of Lis servauts inwardly.

«2. The order and manner how the government of his kingdame s
managed outwardly in his churches.

« Upon these two hinges the tedious agitations that arc stirring in the
carth turn—to set forwards the shakings of heaven and earth, which are to
be seen even at this day.”

The successors of these men have pursued the first of thesc in-
quiries, concerning thc operations of divine grace in regeneration
and sanctification, with diligence and with much success. The
other has been of late too much neglected.

As another evidence of the intcrest which our fathers felt in the
subject, we quote from Increase Mather, President of Harvard col-
lege(,] a man of eminent piety and learning, and a very discerning
mind.

« 1 profess, I look upon the discovery and settlement of the congrega-
tional way as the boon, the gratuity, the largess of divine bounty, which
the Lord graciously bestowed on his people, that followed him into this
wilderness. Here good people that came over, shewed more love, zeal,
and affectionate desire of communion with God in pure worship and ordi-
nances, and did more in order to it, than others; and the L.ord did more for
them than for any people in the world, in shewing them the pattcrn of
his house, and the truc scriptural way of church government and admin-

jstrations.”

Such men, so qualified, did not take up a question which they
deemed so important, and decide it without inquiry or argument.
They had also many peculiar advantages for deciding it right.
They were not acting under any control as to church government.
Indeed they met this question more free from civil entanglements,
than any other modern churches. The whole power of civil
affairs was in the hands of members of the church. Their communi-
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ty was in fact, what no other has heen, a christian commonwealth.
'I'his made them difler from all the retormed churches of Europe, ev-
ry one of which regulated its policy under more or less influence from
csovernment.  They had no buman founder. There was no one
ian, living or dead, whose opinion was authority with them, as
that of Calvin was to the presbyterians, and that of Wesley to the
methodists.  T'hey had every interest in favor of deciding right,
for they cast themselves wholly upon God’s protection, having no
human hope whatever when they left their country.  Of course
they could only expect the divine blessing upon their enterprise,
by so forming their institutions as to plcase God. ‘They acted un-
der the distinct perception that they were called to serve God spe-
cifically in this way, by establishing such church order as, on the
fullest inquiry, should appear most agreeable to his will.  They
were also called to suffer the loss of all things, on the very account
of their mode of procedure in church affairs. No other churches
have ever been so specifically called to act and suller on this very
point, and had therefore so much reason to expect a special divine
guidance in regard to it.

The clergy also came well prepared to their investigations. The
body of them were men of learning, and their minds were strength-
ened by the times in which they lived. They could not have
been brought to the adoption of the congregational plan by the love
of power, for it is the very essence of congregationalism that it
throws all power into the hands of the people, and decides all
church qucstions by the vote of the majority. They could not
have been driven to it reluctantly by the spirit of liberty among
the people, for there never were ministers who enjoyed more of
the confidence and respect of their congregations. They em-
bodicd a large share of the learning in the community. They
were the devoted friends of civil liberty. Many of them were pos-
scssed of considerable estates, which they freely expended for the
common good. The magistrates and people were in the constant
practice of consulting the ministers in regard to all important
measures. All this shows that congregationalism did not arise out
of any popular jealousy, guarding against clerical usurpation.

Congregationalism, therefore, was established by the deliberate,
unbiased, intelligent, solemn and prayerful judgment of a large
number of sober and pious men, who set themselves to the inqui-
ry under the weightiest responsibilitics, and risked every thing
upon its being according to the will of God. As such, it has a
claim to a respectful hearing. We submit it to the candid judg-
ment of our rcaders, whether they can mention any body of chris-
tians since the days of the apostles, who have settled their church
order inder circumstances so favorahle to the prevalence of sim-
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ple truth, and the mere authority of the word of God; and whether
there is any church organization, which, froin the known circum-
stances in which it originated, could seem so likely to have been
adopted under the guidance of the Holy Spirit.

What is congregationalism ?

1. The first leading principle of congregationalism respects the
original formation of a church. Itis held that, when it 1s for edi-
fication, professing christians have a natural right to covenaunt toge-
ther for enjoying and maintaining gospel institutions ; and that by
so covenanting, they become a church. Such a church has the
power to do all church acts, admit new members, exclude the un-
worthy, choose their own officers, and remove them for just
cause. So far as they give evidence of walking in the faith and
order of the gospel, they have a claim to be recognized and
treated as a church of Christ, by all others. A church is simply
an association of christians, for enjoying the ordinances of Christ;
and being organized, they are charged by him with the execution
of his laws in discipline, etc. 'The right to form a church, does
not descend from any superior kind of church, or from any ima-
ginary organized body, called the church universal. T'he church
universal counsists of the whole body of true believers, of every
name. But it has not, and never was intended to have, a visible
organization on earth. Consequently, it never was capable of put-
ting forth any corporate acts; nor can any man or body of men,
rightfully claim to represent the church universal.

It is the act of covenanting together, that unites persons in-
to a church. Thre church is a corporation before it has officers,
otherwise it could never put forth the corporate act of choosing
officers. For, as our Hooker says, ¢ The setting of the candle in
the candlestick, presupposeth the candlestick.”

2. All church power, i. e. the power which Jesus Christ has de-
legated for administering his laws, resides in the church itself. Of
course, all church questions are to be determined by the church,
or the voice of the majority, independent of any control or prohi-
bition, either of church officers or councils. This is a point for
which our fathers, both ministers and others, earnestly contended,
against both presbyterians and prelatists. It is the great point now
in debate concerning ciril affairs, whether the power of government
is conferred by the people on the officers of state, or whether pri-
vilege is conceded to the people by their rulers. Most denomi-
nations of christians hold, that church power originally belongs to
am imaginary body, called the church universal, or to the superior
officers of the church, and is thence dispensed to others ; so that
particular congregations or churches are formed under them, and
receive all power to act from this superior authority.
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3. That all church questions are to be determined by the church
itself, by the voice or vote of the brotherhood. According to our
fathers, the power of church officers is to preside. and to execute.
But for any of them, whether called prelates, or preachers, or el-
ders, to claim the prerogative of acting for the church as a matter
of right, is usurpation. And for the brotherhood to give it up to
their rulers, as a matter of convenience, or to save themselves the la-
bor and responsibility of self-government, is a desertion of duty. Our
fathers held that the Loord Jesus Christ has laid upon the churches the
duty of watching overtheir own members, of administering discipline,
and of choosing and removing their officers, as an important exer-
cise of christian graces, and a nccessary means of sanctification.

4. That individual churches have no superior but the Lord Je-
sus Christ. They are constituted under his laws, and subject to
no other authoritative control than his. Every church is complete
in itself, and has all the authority which can reside in any corporate
body of believers; and is thereforec competent to perform all
church acts, without warrant from any superior church power, and
without appeal to any superior church judicatory. The whole au-
thority residing in the church, and being placed there by Jesus Christ,
it follows of course, that no other earthly tribunal is competent to
reverse the determination of the church. And any authoritative
acts of a bishop, or presbytery, or council, purporting to control or
reverse the acts of a church, are acts of usurpation, and merely
void.

The largeness of a church gives it no additional authority ; it is
still a church, and nothing more, whether it embraces the occu-
pants of ‘“an upper chamber,” or the professed believers of a city,
a province, or an empire. The only churches which our Lord has
appointed or recognized, as organized corporations possessing
church power, are all on an equality. ] ]

Congregationalism rejects the idea of a presbyterial or provin-
cial church, constituted by the union of several distinct churches,
and exercising a control over its members. It is manifest, that
when the rulers of a church are delegated to act in presbytery or
classis, they exercise a jurisdiction over other churches, and over
the individual members of other churches, which they could not
by virtue merely of their office in their own church. But a new
jurisdiction implies a new office, that of commissioners. And as
the power of commissioners extends to the reversing of any act
of the rulers of the particular church, it is a higher office. But
there is lawfully no office in the church, but such as Christ ap-
points ; and no rightful jurisdiction but such as he bestows. .

According to the principles of congregationalism, all councils,
consociations, presbyteries, classes, conferences, synods, or what-
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cver else they may be ealled, composed of delegates from many
churches, whether they ave ollicers or private brethren, have only
advisory power.  Heoker lays this down in the following unquali-
fied terms.

The truth is, a particular congrexation is the highest tribunal, unto
which the party may appeal in the third place : If private counszell, or the
witness of two have secemed to proceed too much shareply. and with too
much rigor against him, before the tribunal of the church the causemay
easily be scanned, and sentence exccuted according to Christ. 1t ditli-
cultios arise in the procceding, the counsell of other churches should be
sought to clear the truth: but the power of censure rests still in the con-
gregation, where Christ placed it. = Survey, Part iv. p. 19.

hat is, in cases of discipline, whatever aid may be sought
{rom other churches, the power of censure still remains in the par-
ticular church. And whatever the ecclesiastical council may de-
terimine, their acts have no force until adopted by the church. And
of course, the church may adopt them, or not, according to their
own judgment. Thisis grounded on Matt. xviii. 17. ¢ Aud if be
shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church: but if he will

not hear the church, let himn be unto thee as an heathen man and
a publican.”

Congregationalists think thisa divine warrant for making the voice
of the church decisive in all cases. They regard all re-hearings
before councils, as only aids to the church to come to a proper de-
termination. And all appeals, properly so called, carrying the final
act away from the church to some other body, are but human de-
vices, to improve the institutions of Christ.

So far as the reason of the thing is concerned, they approve of
the scripture plan. They think it more likely that cases will be de-
cided right by a man’s own neighbors, than by strangers; that the
advice of other churches is the best safeguard against error ; that it
we carry a question ever so far by appeals, the farther we carry it,
the less practicable it is to make the tribunal acquainted with the
merits of the case ; that in the end it must be decided by imperfect
men ; that the supreme tribunal, whutever it be, is liable to er-
ror, and its errors cannot be corrected this side the judgment seat,
while the evil consequences of the error to an individual or a
church, are more easily remedicd, if the decision of the churchis
final. They think that, so far as experience and observation go
to prove any thing, the character and privileges of a church mem-
ber, are as safe here as under any other government, and as likely
to receive the protecting care of his Master, if he lives as he ought.
And morcover, they cannot close their eyes to the grievous wrong, of
compelling a whole church to walk in fellowship with a man, whom
they conscientiously believe to have been convicted, on suflicient
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cvidence, of crimes which render him unworthy of the commun-
ion of saints. But what settles the question in their view, is, that the
power of the church itself, to choose its oflicers and excreise disci-
pline, is a delegated power, derived from the authority of Christ,
and consequently they have no right to delegate their powers, and
transfer their responsibilities, to others.

5. That separate churches stand in such a relation to each’other,
as obligates them to a certain mutual recognition and care, which
is called communion of churches. ‘I'’he greatest difticulty which is
found, in conveying to those who are accustomed to other modes
of church government, a clear understanding of congregational
principles, respects the relation or connection of scparate churches.
Most of the objections which we have heard against the institutions
of our fathers, have gone upon the idea that they held the churches
to be independent of each other, as if each church were a world
by itself. Nothing can be farther from the truth. The congrega-
tional churches never were independents.  As proof, we give
two extracts, one from Thomas Hooker, the father of congregation-
alisin in Connecticut, the other from the Synod of Cambridge, which
was held A. D. 1648, and composed of ¢ the Elders and Messen-
gers,” or pastors and delegates, of all the New-England churches,
including Mr. Cotton of Boston, and the greater part of the minis-
ters that first came 1o America.

She, (the church,) is o far subject to the consociation of cliurches, that
she is bound, in case of doubt and difliculty. to crave their counsel, and if’
it be according to God, to tullow it: and if she shall err from the rule, and
continue obstinate therein, they have authority to renounce the right
hand of fellow=hip with her.

In the =cecond sense, the church may be said to be independent, namcly,
<ufficient to attain her end; aud theretore hath complete power, buing

rizhtly constituted, to exercise all the ordinances ot God.”
Survey, part 11. page 0.

Although churchies be distinct, and therefore may not be confounded
one with another, and equal, and theretore have no dominion one over
another; yet all churches ought to preserve church communion one
with another, because they are all united unto Christ, not only as a
wystical, but as a political head, whence is derived a comiunion suitable
thereto. Rev. i. 43 Cant. viil. 8: Rom. xvi. 16; 1 Cor. xvi. 19; Acts
xv. 23; Rev. ii. 1.——Cambridge Platform, chap. xv. p. 54.

The obligation of churches to perform the various acts of fel-
lowship, arises from their relation to each other and to their com-
mon Lord. It does not arise from any express agreement to be
in fellowship ; nor does it depend on their morc or less complete
coincidence in doctrine and practice, but on the simple fact that
they are churches of Christ.  As such, they have a common in-
terest, are  pursuing a common chject. possess a common charac-
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ter, serve a common Lord, and live in a common hope ; and their
relations are such, that each is deeply interested in the welfare of
the other. If one suffers by declension, error, iniquity, or perse-
cution, all suffer, for the cause suffers. This conmunion of church-
es therefore, is not at all confined to churches that are congrega-
tional in forin, or calvinistic in doctrine. It is due to all who af-
ford evidence that Jesus Christ owns them as hkis churches. It is
actually exercised to all, whose ministers we allow to preach,
whose members we admit to the Lord’s table with us, or to whom
we extend any act of christian recognition or intercourse.

‘The Cambridge Platform specifies the following, as the princi-
pal ways in which church communion is exercised. 1. ¢ By way
©of mutual care,” in taking thought for one another’s welfare, pray-
ing for one another, etc. 2. ¢ By way of consultation ;> as the
<hurch at Antioch consulted with the apostles and elders of the
<hurch at Jerusalem, when they were in difficulty about the ques-
tion of circumcision. 3. ¢“ By way of admonition ;> when a
church lies under any public scandal, for heresy or immorality,
and does not take measures for its removal. 4. ¢ By way of par-
ticipation.” This is when members of other churches are admit-
ted to the Lord’s table, or their children are baptized, or the min-
ister of one church preaches and administers ordinances to anoth-
er. 5. *“ By way of recommendation.” If the member of one
church bas occasion to reside in another, he is furnished with let-
ters recommending him to fellowship, or is dismissed and recom-
mended to membership. 6. ¢ By way of relief;”’ as the church-
es of Galatia contributed for the relief of the church at Jerusalem.

It follows then, that all christian churches are bound to exercise
mutual care and sympathy, and aid, doing one another good to the
.extent of their power; and that they have a right to advise and ad-
anonish each other. When a church, by its conduct, ceases to
exhibit credible evidence that it is a christian church, it is proper
that other churches should cease to hold communion with it, as
such. From this fellowship of churches, there results as
much mutual power, restraint, and influence, as is consistent
with their freedom and distinctness and enough to answer all the
purposes to be answered by church organization and discipline.
Churches have a relation and influence and responsibility, like that
which would be created, if a number of christians should be thrown
together in a heathen country, and should there be desirous of do-
ing what they could to promote the gospel around them. We ma
take the case of christian missionaries, of different sects, at Malta,
as an instance. Each would feel tenderly alive to the spiritual
welfare and purity of all the rest, and would be under obligations
to sacrificc every thinz but the law of God, and 4 good conscience.
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for the sake of mutual fellowship and brotherhood. 'Fhey would
also exert a powerful influence over each other. No one would
feel warranted to take any important step, affecting their common
object, without consulting his brethren; nor would any one
fcel at liberty to act contrary to their deliberate judgment and ad-
vice, unless he had very weighty reasons for so doing. In any
case of embarrassment or doubt or difficulty, even about the man-
agement of his own private affairs, each would still feel that it was
his privilege and duty to avail himself of their counsel and aid.
Sometimes he might apply to an individual, and sometimes, in
inore weighty affairs, to a select council of several.  If they found
him pursuing a course which was likely to be injurious, they would
kindly advise him. If he was doing wrong, so as to bring a re-
proach upon religion, or weaken their hands, or embarrass their
efforts in the good cause, they would admonish him of it; and if
occasion required, they might go in a body, inorder to give greater
weight to their remonstrances. If they found him perverse, or
blinded with passion, so that they could not act with him, nor re-
cognize him as a christian brother, they would feel it necessary to
withdraw from him, until he should come to himself again. All
this while, there could be no act of authority, no assumption of
power by one over the rest, or by the community over the individuals,
no means used, but those of advice and persuasion, no influence
but ¢ light and love.”

Persons so situated would also very naturally fall into certain
modes and habits of iIntercourse and business, for mutual con-
venience, and the furtherance of their common end. And these
inodes, whether established by express agreement, or only by
usage, would have a sort of binding force, so that no individual
would feel at liberty to depart from them, unless they were about to
lead him into that which was wroug, or for some other very power-
ful reason. And yet they would not be laus, because each indi-
vidual would still feel at liberty to break them, rather than break
the laws of Jesus Christ. They would be merely conventional
articles, subordinate to the laws of Christ, and subordinate to their
great and common end. Each would thus preserve his own in-
dividuality, and be answerable to his own Master, and stand or fall
by his own acts. He could never plead the acts, or requirements,
or usages of the rest, as a justification of himself. The Cambridge

Platform has this very illustration of the power of churches towards
each other.

Paul had no authority over Peter, yet when he saw Peter not walking
with a right foot, he publicly rebuked him before the church. ‘Though
churches have no morc authority one over another, than one apostle has
over another, yet as one apostle might admonish another, so may one
church admonish another, and yet without nsurpation.  p. 56.

Vor. TIL. 47
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articles, to give them a binding authority upon all the churches,
or at least, to give to the churches that should adopt the platform,
some peculiar legal advantages as ¢ established churches.” But
the exceptions in the act destroyed its operation, so that those
churches which became consociated, and those which declined,
continued to enjoy all their equal lega! rights and privileges.

When the plan came before the churches, it produced a
great agitation. Many of the churches apprehended that the
platform conferred powers upon consociations, which infringed
upon the final jurisdiction of the churches ; and would not con-
sent to its adoption, until they were satisfied that such was not its
intended effect. The consociation of Fairfield county, in accept-
ing the platform, passed a vote, declarative of their understanding
that the rights of the churches were not impaired.

In New-Haven county, it is said, several of the churches gave
their dclegates instructions to secure their constitutional rights.
Mr. Pierpont, of New-Haven, who had drawn up the platform,
explained its articles to their satisfaction, and it was adopted.™
Nearly a quarter of the churches, as we are informed by President
Stiles, in his convention sermon, never adopted the platform at all,

It has been generally understood of late years, that the Saybrook
platform has taken away from the churches the right of final de-
cision in church proceedings, and has vested in consociations a
Eower of deciding questions authoritatively over the churches.
“rom the best examination we have been able to make, we are
strongly inclined to doubt whether such was the original intention,
either of the convention, or of the churches. The question respect-
ing the power of councils, had always been agitated among the min-
isters; but the great body of them, the synods of Cambridge in
1648, and of Boston 1662, and the churches generally, had deci-
ded that councils had advisory powers only. The people were
strongly attached to this principle. The term consociation was
well understood, and habitually used to denote an express agree-
ment for church communion and aid, upon congregational princi-
ples. This appears from the writings of those days, and from the
reply above quoted, of the synod of Boston. ‘The Saybrook Plat-
form then provides for consociations, without defining them at all;
and thus authorizes the inference, that they intended to establish
consociations as every body would naturally understand them, with
no greater powers than other councils. The fact, that all their
language was thus explained to the New-Haven consociation, by
the man who wrote it, Mr. Pierpont, confirms this presumption,
It is certain, that the churches never would have accepted the plat-

——

+ Tudd’s Narrative of the Wallingtord care. p.
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form, if they had not so understoodit. It is true, the platform says,
that the consociation shall ¢ finally issue” cases that come before
them, and that the parties shall sit down determined thereby.
This language, in its obvious import, would imply that the decisions
of consociations were to be decisive, without going back to the
church for ratification. But if we look at the history of the case,
we shall find that the evil to be remedied by consociations, was not
the disposition of churches to throw off the proper authority of coun-
cils, but it was the calling of council against council. See Trum-
bull, Hist. Conn. Vol. 1. p. 480. If this is so, then all the plat-
form intended by ¢ final issue,” was, that this should be the final
council. That it was not intended to give juridical power, appears
farther from the explanations, with which the New-Haven conso-
ciation accompained their act of acceptance. The sixth article of
the platform provides, that if a church obstinately refuse conformity
to the determination of the council, they shall be reported guilty of
scandalous contempt, and sentence of non-communion shall be de-
clared. * And the churches are to approve the sentence, by with-
drawing from the communion” of the offending church. This is
explained to mean, that the churches are to be informed of the
council’s judgment, and if they approve the sentence, non-com-
munion is to be declared. But without the approbation of the
churches, there can be no non-communion. So in regard to the
fifth article, where the platform requires the consociation, after
a ¢ final issue, to see their determination duly executed,” it is ex~
plained to mean, that the council should, as a body, or by comunittee,
“ observe whether the counsel of God, sought in this way, may be
complicd with or refused;” i. e. they are to ascertain whether the
church executes it or not. This would seem to imply as the un-
derstanding of thase who made the platform, that all acts of con-
saciation would be referred back to the church for ratification, as a
matter of course. It was a matter of admitted right, or common
law, that the final act, in all cases, belonged to the church. And the
convention did not deem it necessary to enact that provision, be-
cause every body would so understand it. They were to have a
standing council, instead of one selected for each occasion; and
were to end the matter with one council, except in some cases
of extraordinary difficulty. We cannot doubt that this was the
sense in which the churches received the platform.

There were doubtless individuals among the ministers, and more
among the leading politicians of that day, who contemplated a great-
er degree of power in consociations, as an instrument for repressing,
with the strong arm of ecclesiastical authority, those dissensions
which the declining state of religion let in upon the churches, and
which the civil governinent had tried in vain to control. And this
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idea was industriously kept up, until it became extensively preva-
lent. Afterwards, when the agitations arose about Whitfield and
revival measures, the experiment was made of the powers of this
machinery. Those who were opposed to the revival, attempted to
employ the power of consociation, in controlling or removing those
ministers who favored the work. Afterwards, in the famous Wal-
lingford controversy, the powers of the consociation were tested,
for keeping out heresy. The disastrous results of both those cases,
showed that consociation is impotent to every thing but mischief,
when not sustained by the judgment and conscience of the church-
es. And the effect has been, that consociations have since avoided
measures that have the appearance of authority, and have relied on
the milder means of persuasion, argument, and prayer, to secure
their object, viz. the purity and harmony of the churches.

If any further evidence were needed, to prove that the Saybrook
convention did not intend to renounce the principles of the puritans,
and introduce a new order into the churches, or form a new de-
nomination, it may be found in the harmony and union which has
generally subsisted between the consociated churches and those
which declined it. They have never treated each other at all like
different denominations. Their practical administration of church
affairs has been the same. Churches have joined consociation, and
withdrawn from it, whenever they thought they had good rea-
son. And unless there were circumstances which marked it as
disorderly, they have withdrawn without censure and without dissa-
tisfaction. The churches in New-Haven, and several others in the
neighborhood, are disconnected from consociation. And yet they
are, in every material respect, as much united to the consociated
churches, as these are among themselves. They are called in
to assist in ordinations and in difficulties, very much the same as if
they were consociated. And the churches which are consociated,
have always claimed to be perfectly free to use the consociation, or
a mutual couneil, as seemed to be most advisable. Some call in
consociation, only at the ordination of ministers, others only at their
dismission, others only in cases of discipline and difficulty, and
others in all cases ecclesiastical. President Stiles says there was
not one instance of ordination by consociation, for forty years after
the platform. Some of the consociations have formed constitutions
of their own; and nobody has ever thought of asking them, ¢ why
do ye so?”

In short, we are persuaded that consociation, according to its
original design, as well as its present use, imparts no new powers
to councils, and impo-es no new restraints upon churches, ex-
cepting the obligation, in ordinary cases of discipline, to use
a standing couuncil instead of a select or occasional council ;
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that those churches which practisc consociation part with no
liberty, and those which withdraw from it, gain none. Conso-
ciation being only an agreement to practisc that fellowship with
other churches, the obligation to which arises out of their common
relation to the Lord Jesus Christ, and which will abide on them as
long as they remain christian churches, there is no way in which a
church can become really independent, but by renouncing alle-
giance to Christ and communion with his saints. The question of
formally consociating, therefore, becomes a simple inquiry, whether
the union and discipline of the churches will be promoted by it.
On that ground alone our churches ought to decide it. We
do not doubt that, where they are kept in their proper bounds,
consociations of churches are eminently calculated to promote the
union and purity of the churches, and that churches are bound to
consociate together, as far as they can do it consistently with the
preservation of their unalienable rights. Yet the whole history of
the church, and the early experience of our ewn churches in
the cases of Guilford, Branford, and Wallingford, show that there
is a tendency to the assumption of power in such bodies, and that
they always need to be watched by the churches with jealous care.

We have one word to say respecting the manuner in which the
opinions or advice of a council settle ecclesiastical difliculties.
When a case arises, which a church cannot decide to the general
satisfaction of its members, a council is called in, of other churches.
This may be the standing council, where consociation is practised,
or it may be a council mutually chosen by the church and the other
parties concerned, or a council selected by the church for its own
advisement in the case. The council make themselves as fully
acquainted with the matter as they can, and then express their
views of what is proper to be done. In most cases, the church, and
all concerned, adopt the result of the council and abide by it. A
distrust of their own judgment, where passion is so liable to operate,
and a suitable deference to the unbiased decisions of such a body of
men, give great weight to their result. But when any party con-
cerned is clearly convinced that the result is wrong, contrary to
truth and to the word of God, they refuse to accept it.  If the result
respects any act of the church, of course the church must still decide
whether it will perform the act recommended by the council, or
not. Suppose the council advise to restore an excommunicated
person. If the church are still fully convinced that he is un-
worthy, they refuse to restore him. He cannot then be restored,
because the final act in all cases rests with the church. Then if
the council, or neighboring churches, are satisfied that the church
act honestly and conscientiously, all parties must leave it to the
decisions of the judgment day.
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We suppose there may be cases, where the conduct of a chureh,
in rejecting the result of a council, shall be so contemptuous and
obstinate, and so directly contrary to truth and evudcnlge_, as 5133“
prove the church to act wilfully, from a disorderly spirit, wh}(‘ll
renders it unfit any longer to be recognized asa church of .Chns.t.
So the continued tolerance of any other palpable wrong, cither in
doctrine or morals, may make a church cease to be a church ol
Christ. In all cases of flagrant evil, we take it to be the congrega-
tional principle, that neighboring churches may remonstrate with
the offending church, and if thought proper, several o.f. them may
join, in order to give the greater weight to their adnonitions. And
if all their friendly persuasions and prayers fail to reclaim the
offending church, then those churches who are satisfied that this
one has ceased to be a church of Christ, are bound, on their part,
to cease from church fellowship with it, either by exchange of min-
isterial services, or by mutual participation in ordinances, or by re-
ceiving or recommending members. But this step of our com-
munion is the act, properly, of the individual churches, each one
acting under its own convictions of duty, no church, or body of
churches, having a right to act for others, or to insist that all other
churches shall ratify their sentence of non-communion. But such
has ever been the spirit of brotherly love among congregationalists,
that there have been, in our whole history, but very few cases, in
which things have been suffered to go to the result of non-com-
munion, excepting that a practical non-communion has been adopt-
ed of late years, in regard to churches that have avowed latitudina-
rian sentiments. Heretofore it has generally been found, that by
patient inquiry, persevering efforts to persuade, and powerful ap-
peals to the conscience, accompanied with much prayer, the case
may be settled before proceding to such extremes.

The obligation of abiding by the result of council, then, arises
from the presumption afforded, that their decision is right, and not
from agreement to abide by it, either express or implied. Indeed
no agreement beforehand, however explicit, could rightly bind the
parties any further ; for no promise can oblige them to do that
which, to their minds, is manifestly wrong. The small proportion
of cases in which the advice of council is rejected by the churches,
shows the efficiency of the system. The existing discipline and
harmony of the congregational churches, prove beyond a thousand
theories, the blessing of God upon this primitive mode of church
government, uniting at once the most perfect freedom with all ne-
cessary subordination.

.To the sons of the pilg!'im.s, no ap(_ﬂogy is necessary for this
lfnef exhibition of th(’:ll' principles. It is brought forward at this
time, to awaken inquiry, and call forth discussion, till the whole
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subject be cleared of its difliculiics. We are not among those
who believe that great and dividing errors are the insepamb‘fe con-
comitants of christian liberty. When all religious opinions shall be
formed by the unerring standard, we believe the churches of our
Lord will arrive at a substantial agreement, as well in discipline as
in doctrine.

We shall be pardoned, if we now make a few reinarks upon the
influence which congregational principles have had upon the condi-
tion of the world. ‘The sccond of the Lectures before us, is partly
devoted to an exhibition of the influence of these principles in form-~
ing the character of our own community ; in establishing the spirit
of liberty, in diffusing iutelligence, in promoting good morals, and
extending evangelical religion in New-IEngland.  We wish to turn
our thoughts to a wider sphere. And we wish to bring to view the
truth on this subject, because the truth is alike honorable to the
character of our fathers, and to the grace of God, which raised
thein up to be the benefactors of the world.

1. The puritan congregationalists have been the means under
God, of nearly all the civil and religious libertyi n the world. The
puritans who came to this country, were, for more than one hundred
and fifty years, the only community, which acted upon the princi-
ple that all power originates with the people; and this principle
they derived from their church order. Their church order recog-
nized the inherent right of all members to an equal voice, in decid-
ing every question that concerns the common welfare. The civil
coustitution which was formed on board the Mayflower, before the
first pilgrims landed on Plymouth rock, was based upon the prin-
ciple that all men are naturally free and equal. Those colonies
which first formed a republican government at the revolution, only
adopted the principles which had already been in practice, for more
than 150 years, among the puritans. Mr. Hume repeatedly de-
clares, that the English owe the whole frecdom of their constitution
to the puritans. And if he had not been constrained by the force of
evidence to admit so unwelcome a truth, it were an easy matier to
prove the same thing now, to the satisfaction of any candid mind.*

* The great body of Baptist charches, in this country, are congregationalists,
i. e. they act upon the principle that all church questions are to be determined
Ly the brotherhood, and that the churches are related and bound to each other,
but that no ecclesiastical body has power over a church. Allthe influencethere-
fore, of their government, in favor of liberty.is the influence of congregational-
iam. To illustrate this, v e give the following anecdote. which was communi-
cated to the Christian Watchman, a few ycars ago, by the Rev. Dr. Fisiiback,
of Lexington, Ky.

“ Mr. Editor : The following circumstances, which ocenrred in the State of
Virginia, relative to Mr. Jefferson, were detailed to me by Pider Andrew Trib-
ble. ahbout six years ago, who since dicd when ninety-two or three veoars oid.

Vor. IHI. 48
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We need not ask where there are to be found free institutions
on earth, which are not derived from those of England and the
Ubnited States. In the eloquent language ot the Edinburgh Re-
view, concerning the puritan struggle for liberty under the commeon-

wealth,

The destinies of the huinan race, were staked on the «ame cast with
those of the English people. Then were first proclaimed those mighty
principles, which have since worked their way into the depths of the Ame-
rican forests, which have rouscd Greece from the slavery and degradation
of 2000 years, and which, from one end of Europe to the other, have kind-
led an unquenchable fire in the hearts of the oppressed, and loosed the

knees of the oppressors with a strange and unwonted fear!
Ed. Rev. JQug. 1825, p. 325.

In regard to religious liberty, we find the true principles of
christian toleration first developed in the writings of Milton and
other puritans, in the time of the coinmonwealth. And though
there were things done by the early governments of New-England,
which none at the present day approve or justify ; yet we desire it
to be borne in mind, that they were done by the civil power, not
by the churches; and that the object was the preservation of the
public peace, not the enforcement of uniformity in religion by civil
law. Weare persuaded, indeed, that the mere any candid person
enters into the spirit and design of the pilgrims, and the more fully
he realizes the difficulties of their situvation, the more forbearing
will be his censure of their conduct towards the quakers and bap-

tists.
At any rate, such measures are proved to have been contrary

to the genius of the people, for they were very soon repealed.
We ask for another instance in that age, where intolerant laws
were repealed by the genius of the people. And we present these
colonies and states as the only instance on record, where the great
body of the people have repealed ecclesiastical burdens from a
very small minority. In Virginia, a very large body of presbyte-

The facts may intercst some of your readers—Andrew Tribble was the pas-
tor of a smnll Baptist church, which held its monthly meectings at a short dis-
tance from Mr. Jefferson’s house, eight or ten years before the American revo-
Juton. Mr. Jefferson attended the meetings of the church for several months
in saccession, and after one of them, asked Elder Tribble to go home and dine
with him, with which he complied.

Mr. Tribble asked Mr. Jefferson how he was pleased with their church gov-
ernment ?  Mr. Jefferson replied, that it had struck him with great torce, and
had interested hirn much; that he considered it the only form of pure democra-
¢y that then existed in the world, and had concluded that it would be the best
plan of govcrnment for the .American colonics. This was several years before
the declaration of American independence. To what extent th s practical ex-
hibition of religious liberty and equality, operated on Mr. Jeffc:son’s mind, in
torming his views and principles of religious and civii freedoi, which were

atterwards so ably exhibited, I will not say.
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rians were compelled to pay for the support of the church of Eng-
land, up to the time of the revolution. The same is true of New-
York. In Connecticut, episcopalians were exempted from taxation
in the year 1721, when there were only three episcopal congrega-
tions in the colony.

2. The rule of church fellowship, which congregationalism n-
poses, requires the acknowledgment of all as christians, who give
credible evidence of piety : it recognizes the church state and rela-
tion, in all bodies which give credible evidence that they are form-
ed for the objects of the gospel. T'he Old South Church in Bos-
ton at its formation, expressly covenanted ‘ to hold, maintain and
promote fellowship and communion with all the churches of saints.”
‘This is the true principle of congregationalism. 1If congrega-
tionalists become sectarian, they depart from their principles. They
are bound to recognize the right of other churches, to regulate their
own internal polity according to their several views of right. And
we can lawfully use no other weapons than reason and argument,
against those methods of church procedure which we consider ei-
ther unscriptural or injurious.

Our doctrine of the equality of all churches, pledges us to ex-
tend fellowship to all bodies, large or small, which afford us reason
to believe that Jesus Christ recognizes them as christian churches.
In strict conformity to this principle, we believe the common
forin of invitation to visiting brethren, at the Lord’s supper, is toin-
vite all members, in regular standing in ckristzan churches, to unite
in this act of communion. The extent or intimacy of this fellow-
ship with other churches, corresponds, of course, with the more or
less perfect accordance of doctrine and discipline. Thus we see
that the congregationalists are so much united with presbyterians, as
to be habitually confounded with them. In KEngland, where the
congregationalists and baptists stand on the same footing, the de-
gree of intimacy is very close. It is not unusual for ministers and
churches to act togcther, as cordially as if there were no difference
at all. Often they worship in the same meeting house. Some-
times feeble churches of the two denominations, unite in supporting
the same minister. There are many cases where baptist churches
employ congregational pastors, and congregational churches bap-
tist pastors. ¢ The distinctive principles,’” therefore, which hold so
prominent a place in the minds of sectarians, and form an argu-
ment of so much weight in favor of standing aloof from other sects,
never ought to operate on the minds of congregationalists at all.
Consequently, there is no ground on which the churches can act
against christian brethren, of any name, so long as they appear
worthy of the name.

Congregationalixin. therefore, recognizinz the equality of the
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the churches, and all the members, were agreed in the whole con-
fession. But they were agreed in recognizing it, as in the main con-
formable to the word of God.

Being at perfect liberty to investigate for themselves, our minis-
ters and members liave not employed their best strength in de-
fending received doctrines and modes of expression, but have car-
ried their inquiries forward into the boundless field of inspired
truth. We believe that nearly all the advance which has been
made in two hundred years, in regard to the great doctrines of re-
ligion, has been made by congregationalists, or those who are es-
sentially such. Fuller and Scott freely acknowledge theirindebt-
cdness to Edwards for their advance in knowledge. 1f smaller
men disown the obligation, it proves nothing as to the present case.
Indced there are no churches but the congregational, in which a
man can examine every subject of religion, and yet have no fear
that he shall forfeit his standing, unless he makes shipwreck by
putting away faith and a good conscience. Men may indeed stu-
dy systems, and may study the bible to support systems ; but we
see not how they can ever come to the proper study of theology,
unless they adopt the essential principles of congregationalism, re-
quiring that every man should adopt opinions of his own. Let us
ask, what have other churches done, towards carrying forward the
reformation? In our own times, Stuart, Gibbs, and Robinson, have
done more to promote the profitable study of the word of God,
than all the divines of the English and Scotch churches together ;
and the English theologians of the present day, are going to school
to American congregationalists in biblical studies, just as their fa-
thers did to Edwards and Bellamy, in doctrinal discrimination.

4. We cannot but regard the congregational system as the only
one which can secure the proper effects of discipline in the churches.
‘The proper end of christian discipling, is the maintenance of a
system of moral influence over members of the church, by the
oxecution of Christ’s laws. Merely to relieve the church from
unworthy members, is only a secondary object, or rather, it is one
way in which discipline seeks its end. We should not say, that
the end of surgery is to cut off diseased limbs. The excision 1is,
in fact, the opprobrium of the art, and is used only because the re-
sources of the practitioner are exhausted, without removing the
disease. ‘The efficacy of discipline is tested, in regard to individ-
ual cases, by the skill and faithfulness with which the private and
preliminary easures are used to reclaim the offender. Its effi-
cieney in regard to its great end, is found in the influence which it
imparts to the laws of Jesus Christ, in the conscientiousness of the
people. in the prevailing conviction. that the rules of Christ’s house
are binding. Wheve this is found, we shall sec a power in disci-
pline, which few offenders can trifle with.
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It is manifest that the moral influence of discipline, depends very
much upon the moral sense of the religious community. We are
taught this, by simply considering how powerless discipline is ren-
dered, when the public voice does not sustain it.  Suppose a man
excommunicated, when the body of the church believe he did not
deserve it, and what force has discipline, either upon his mind, or
that of the public? In whatever form discipline is administered,
then, its moral power depends on the sentiment of the church.
To this our Savior himself refers it. when he says, ¢“if he will not
hear the church, let him be unto thce as a heathen man, and a
publican.”  Let whoever will administer discipline, they must
speak the voice of the church, or they speak to the winds.  Now
a minister, or a consistory, or session, does not in faet, speak the
voice of the church, unless they speak just as the church thinks.
And however easy it may be for the church to delegate to their vir-
tual representatives the power to act for them, we apprehend it is
difficult in this country, to persuade the people at large to let their
ecclesiastical rulers think for them.

Our congregational system of discipline, arrives by a direct road,
at the point which other modes reach circuitously, and by impli-
cation. It speaks the voice of the church, and always speaks just
as the church thinks. It is an expression of the sentiments and
convictions of the whole body. As such, it has a force in honor-
ing Christ’s laws, and in rousing the conscience of an offender,
which other modes have vainly essayed to obtain by imposing
forms, solemn warnings, and dreadful denunciations. 1f any proof
is required, we appeal to the puritans. Without vaunting, we may
appeal likewise to our own churches of the present day, and we
are willing they should be compared with any other body of pro-
fessing christians of equal extent, and equally exposed to worldly
influences. And we are persuaded that the solemn forms and de-
nunciations, with which other churches have accompanied ex-
communication, have weakened the power of discipline, as well as
destroyed its strictncss, just as capital punishment for petty of-
fenses, destroys the authority of the laws. It is plain, that such dis-
cipline must be effectual, where there is in the church sufficient
religious principle and intelligence to secure its execution. Any
other mode of discipline then, just purports to be a substitute for
religious principle and intelligence in the church. Other commu-
nities may admit, if they please, their incompetency to govern
themselves. We hope the sons of the puritans, with their sound
doctrines, their able ministry, their universal education, and their re-
vivals of religion, will never see a necessity for engaging ecclesias-
tical courts of any kind to relizve them from the burden of self-
govermment. Indeed, we are strongly disposed to question the
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utility of the modern improvement of a stauding commiittee of dis-
cipline. It may render church business easier.  In like manner,
cispensing with trial by jury, would render civil business easier.
But in all difficult cases it is less satisfactory.

And what is the difficulty of maintaining discipline in the sim-
ple congregationa! way, pointed out by our lLord in Matt. X viil.
15—17? There is none, certainly, where the church are friendly
to strict discipline. And in any case, it is only the difficulty of
convincing the people that the offender deserves censure, or that it is
their duty to execute the laws of Jesus Christ.  Until this is done,
discipline under any system, is powerless.

It is seriously objected against our mcde of church discipline,
that it makes no provision for re-cxamining the decision of the
church, and revising it, if it is wrong. But this is no more than
is true in regard to every other mode. Where an appeal is al-
lowed, it is only an appeal to what is held to be the church in a lar-
ger sense, presbyterial, or synodical, or diocesan, or the like.
And then if the final tribunal decides wrong, there is no remedy.
You may have as long a series of appeals as is allowed in the
presbyterian church, first to presbytery, then to synod, and finally
to general assembly; and still you are liable to a wrong decision ;
the more liable, the farther the judges are removed from the know-
ledge of the case. But our system has an advantage which is pe-
culiar. It gives to the final tribunal, the church, the aid of advice,
from the concurrent wisdom and piety of the neighboring churches.
In all cases of difficulty, where the church feel at a loss, or where
their decision does not give general satisfaction, and where a single
individual feels grieved by their acts, it is usual to request the ad-
vice and assistance of several neighboring churches. These send
their pastors and some judicious members, and they together form
a council, who hear the whole case, and then, after prayerful con-
sideration, give their opinion as to what ought to be done. With
the aid of this advice, the case comes again before the church for
final decision. And though these councils claim no authority
whatever, yet it rarely happens that a church acts contrary to the
opinions of such a body of advisers. Though it is perfectly com-
petent for them to reject the advice of council, yet in ninety-nine
cases out of a hundred, this “result’’ is final. ‘The cburch may re-
ject the result without any breach of fellowship ; unless it is done
under circumstances which render it proof ol'p a disorderly spirit.
In that case, the neighboring churches might individually feel bound
to remonstrate with the contumacious church, and even withhold
fellowship, on the ground that their conduct rendered them unwor-
thy of the name of a christian church. But the mere act of reject-
ing a result of council, is not in itself, a ground of censure. Ac-
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cording to our view, a church has no right to bind itself before-
hand, to submit to the award of a council, right or wrong. 'The
final responsibility rests on the church. And if they do what to
their own minds is manifestly wrong, the advice of a council will
not shield thein fromn guilt.

The solemn responsibility of self-government, thus resting upon
each separate church, has in itself a powerful tendency to produce
that general stability of character, seriousness, carefulness, inde-
pendence of opinion, and intelligence on public affairs, which so
ceminently distinguish the people of New-England. It has been
observed by travelers, that the French people, since the revolu-
tion, are no longer distinguished by their levity of spirit. The
solemn boon of self-preservation and liberty, is fast forming the
nation to a greater severity of character,—thus by another experi-
ment, unfolding to us the true cause of the sternness of our puri-
tan fathers. Those who think frivolity a more rational enjoyment
than frcedom and intelligence, will of course regret the change.
‘T'he same persons may rail at the sternness of the puritans.

This acting together, this mutual responsibility and watchfulness
and care, this* bearing one another’sburdens,” forms the only effect-
ual bond of union among the members of a church. Let the care
of the members only be in fact,—what it is in the theory of other
forms,—thrown upon the officers of the church, and there is nothing
left to attach the individual members to each other. Our plan, on
the other hand, lays the care upon the shoulders of every indi-
vidual. Such responsibility creates a demand for the exercise of
piety and intelligence ; and this demand is the only means of pro-
ducing the supply. Spirituality, zeal for the purity of the church,
brotherly watchfulness, fidelity, and love, require exercise to make
them grow. Waihile other forms treat the people as children, inca-
pable of self-government, they take the very course to keep them
always children.

Whatever arguments are advanced against self-government in
the churches, the same may be urged, and with the same perti-
nency, against civil liberty. Indeed, every thing we have ever
heard against congregationalism, seems alinost as if it had been
taken word for word, from the writings of the enemies of popular
freedom and equal suffrage.

5. It has been a standing objection against congregationalism, that
it furnishes no barrier against the introduction of unitarianism. In fact
those who can see only a single point of a subject, need only to be
pointed to Boston and Massachusetts, to be filled with dread of
congregationalism. We do not doubt, that many good men among
the presbyterians, are truly alarmed at the rupid spread of what
the‘y; call ¢ congregational predilections,” in their body, as the sure
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precursor of a relapse into unitarianism. 'The episcopalians are
still louder in their boasts, that the liturgy forms the only sure bar-
rier against heresy. And the Jesuits pont to us all, amidst our
multiplied divisions, and call upon us to return to the holy mother
church as our only security.

The fact is admitted, that about onc hundred and fifty congrega-
tions in Massachusetts, have become unitarian, and employ unitari-
an ministers. But we say, in the first place, that congregational-
ism is not the only form of government,which has left the doors open
for crror to creep in.  What will episcopalians say to Dr. Scott’s
account of the prevalence of unitarianism among the English cler-
gy, at the time when he commenced his ministry ? In the year 1772,
a pctition was presented to the British parliament, signed by about
two hundred and fifty clergymen of the episcopal church, who held
unitarian scntiments, praying for relief from subscription to the
thirty-nine articles.  And when the petition was rejected, these
unitarians neither left the church, nor were censurced by it but
continued in regular standing, subscribing the articles, and read-
ing the liturgy, and enjoying their ecclesiastical immunities, as be-
fore, notwithstanding their public declaration of unitarianism. Is
episcopacy or a liturgy, then, a preservative against unitarianisim ?

At the restoration of Charles II., the presbyterians in England
lost the civil ascendency, which they had usurped over their con-
gregational brethren, and were reduced to the same level as dis-
senters. DBoth forms stood on equal grounds. Since that time,
onc hundred and seventy cight orthodox congregations have become
unitarian, of which from six to ten were congregational, a few
were episcopal and methodist, but the great body were presbyte-
rian. Perhaps this is the only case in which the two forms have
had a trial on the same territory, and on equal terins, and we sco
the result.

It is but a short time since a large number of presbyterian minis-
ters in Ircland, who had acknowledged the confession of faith, and
the assembly’s catechism, and were in as regular standing as any
presbyterian minister could be made according to ¢ the stan-
dards,” were inquired of by the synod, whether they believed in
the doctrine of the trinity ; they refused to answer, but with-
drew. Nota single congregationzal church in Ireland, we believe,
has become unitarian.

There is no doubt, that a large body of unitarians are found in
the Scotch national church. Men of like principles with Robertson
the historian, and other advocates of lax theology, are still more
numerous, and hold the power of that church ; while Dr.Chalmers,
himself a presbyterian, says of the Scotch congregationalists, that
thev form ¢ the purest body of christians in the United Kingdom,”
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If congregationalism leads to unitarianisin, how does it happen
that unitarianism has made so litile progress in Connecticut, New
H'nnpslnre, Vv ermont, and Maine ? This of itself proves, that the
origin of unitarianism in Massachusetts, is to be soughtin something
else than the form of church government. We believe, that all
who Znrow any thing on the subject, agree in tracing that heresy to
the unhappy measure introduced by the synod of Bostonin 1663.
‘I'bis synod recognized all baptized persons as members of the
church,—a principle now laid down and contended for by most
presbyterian writers. Of course it was inferred, that all such might
bring their children to be baptized, without mal\lng a personal pro-
fession of saving faith.  This practice, we believe, is still preva-
lent in many parts of the presbyterian church, and we know has
been given up in some with reluctance, through an influence from
New England. At the same tine, the practice was adopted, of
not constraining these members to come to the Lord’s table, though
they were acknowledged as members, and had their children bap-
tized. This too is a presbyterian practice to this day. And this
is the noted ¢¢ half way covenant,”” which wrought such mischief
among the New England churches, in the days of our fathers. We
must therefore trace the declension and heresy of Massachusetts,
not to their mode of government, but to the introduction of some
pure presbyterian principles and practices.

We go farther, and aver that it is congregationalisin alone, which
has prevented the declension from spreading farther, and is now
rapidly restoring primitive truth and order. ‘The whole history of
the declension, shows that the seat of the mischief was in Boston.
Its spread was by the influence of a wealthy and refined city upon
the dependent country. Nothing shows this more satisfactorily,
than the circumstance of its being bounded by the lines of the
state on every side. The manner in which unitarianism has gen-
erally begun in the country towns, through the influence of the
merchants, lawyers, and representatives, who were in the habit of
frequenting Boston, is another proof that unitarianism has been
spread by the influence of the metropolis. It is a point now con-
ceded, that the body of ministers and churches in and around
Boston, became lax and even embraced unitarian sentiments, a
considerable time before they avowed their departure from the an-
cient faith. Those who remember the course of things from 1805
to 1815, know how exceedingly difficultit was to procve this defec-
tion, in reward to individuals. Indeed, we doubt whether a charge

of heresy “could have been fastened eccleamstlcally upon a single
minister, up to the time when the extracts from Belsham’s history
were republished at Boston. How then would presbyterian govern-
ment have kept out the evil ?
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We go farther. Let us suppose, that the churches of Massa-
chusectts had been presbyterian, with all that sameness of charac-
ter which exists among her population ; and that Boston had been
to them, what Philadelphia has becn to the general assembly, the
place of all meetings, the head quarters of learning, and the resi-
dence of those who transacted the business of the church ;—the
Boston presbytery, standing in the metropolitan relation, so long
claimed for that of Philadelphia. This presbytery, we see, would
have become unitarian without any possibility of detecting the
error, and would have dispersed its ministers and its principles in-
dustriously through every presbytery, and would have gained an
influence, through the forms of church polity, that nothing human
could counteract. Geneva, at this moment, furnishes us with a
living example of the effect of presbyterianism, in establishing uni-
tarianism beyond the power of removal. But in Massachusetts,
happily, there are no difficulties in the way of reform, excepting
those which grow out of the native opposition of the heart.  Only
preach the gospel, and have revivals of religion, to both of which the
church organization furnishes no barrier, and reform must triumph.
We wonder it has never occurred to politicians, both in church and
state, to consider how every thing human naturally inclines to evil
rather than good. The stronger then you make it, the more
powerful will it be against the good. The whole of this immense
convulsion, which now agitates the church and the world, is a
struggle of light and liberty against human institutions, which
were formed to protect the people against themselves. In New-
England, every kind of church reform is easy, because what-
ever recuperative power may be brought into exercise, there is
no organization to counteract it. The recovery which is now so
happily advancing in Massachusetts, might have cost imprisonment
as in Lausanne, perhaps bloodshed, if the churches had been
under presbyterian government.

In fact, the impotence of both the episcopal and presbyterian
form of government, to keep out truth, is fully proved. Inregard to
the latter, at least,we must be allowed 1o suy, that in every instance
abroad, where it has been brought in contact with unitarianism, it has

ielded to the infection. This is found true in Holland, Geneva,
i‘rance, England, Scotland, and Ireland. We have no instance
of the power of either form to keep out error. And we are yet
without examples to prove the possibility of a reform in a presby-
terian body infected with unitarianism. But congregationalism
has limited the mischief, and now, by the blessing of heaven, with-
out any aid of human safeguards, is rolling back the waves of error,
and will probably soon be free from danger.

6. While urging the claims of congregationalism to christian re-
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spect, on the ground of the fruit it has produced, we ought not to
overlook the spirit of expansive benevolence, which has been cher-
ished in these churches. The whole system of extended benevo-
lence now in operation in this country, commenced in these church-
es, or with men whose characters were formed here.  Nme tenths,
at least, of all the money that has been raised in the United States
for foreign missions, has been contributed in New-England; and
a large share of the remainder by men educated here. The
American Tract Society was transferred from New-England, and
is indebted for the most of its efliciency to New-England men.
The American Sunday School Union was planned in New-Haven,
by a pious brother lately deceased.* 'The system of charitable
assistance for pious indigent young men, who are studying for the
ministry, is a New-England system, and the principal funds which
have been expended in this cause, have been raised here. In re-
gard to domestic missions, we can point our presbyterian brethren
to four hundred of their own churches, planted and sustained by
the benevolence of the congregationalists of Connecticut alone.
And all over our country, and in all denominations of christians, we
sec those who were educated in New-England, uniformly bearing
a leading part in every operation of benevolence.

We have been struck, too, with the different motives which
prompt to contributions for religious purposes. Congregational-
ists not being an exclusive, organized body, have none of those
principles which lay the foundation of an appeal to sectarian attach-
ments, as a motive to charity. The only appeal which can affect
them, is, that souls are perishing for want of the gospel. The
object held out to their view, is the extension of christianity, the
diffusion of knowledge, the conversion of sinners, the establishment
of christian churches. Among all other classes, we hear men
urged to contribute for the sake of establishing our church, or be-
cause other denominations are occupying the field, or because itis
a shame that our whole church does so little for its own extension,
or because missions will do so much towards building us up at
home. In all these cases, it would seem as if the idea of sectarian
enlargement, if not the predominant considaration, was thought
indispensable to the efficacy of other motives. Perhaps there is
not a more happy evidence of the apostolical character of congre-
gationalism, than the fact, that it furnishes no ground for such ap-
peals to party spirit. It has nothing to talk about but the simple
work of Christ.

The same character of public spirit, and judicious zeal for the
general good, has ever marked the children of the puritans, in their

* Timothy Dwight Williams.
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sceular transactions. Witness their school system.  Witness their
cilicieney in the war of the revolution 3 and the influence they ex-
crted in shaping the operations of the present government of the
United States. Witness the fact, that politicians, either in church
or state, who were bent on self-aggrandizement, or devoted to
party purposes, or opposed to the too rapid progress of improve-
ment, have always been compelled to vilily New-England ; shew-
ing by their earnestness how much they stand in awe of a hand-
ful of educated people, whose birthright it has ever been, that
each individual is free to think and act for himself.

7. As another proof of the influence of our institutions, we may
observe the want of a clannish or local spirit, among the emigrants
from New-England. They bhave never exhibited any thing like a
bigoted adherence to any one set of institutions. Every where
they assimilate to the churches and people where they reside, and
become amalgamated with those around them. In our large towns,
for instance, all other nations have societies designed to cherish the
patriotic attachments of the members. A New-Eungland society
is always a dragging concern, without life, because without any
thing in the habits of its meinbers to cherish it. A New-Eng-
Jand man, when he removes, carries his home with him. All
others invariably leave their homes behind.

We doubt not, that this characteristic of our people, is a lead-
ing reason why our congregational institutions have not been ex-
tended, by the multitudes of our people who have emigrated to other
parts of the country. Wherever New-England people have gone,
their influence is felt in favor of public improvement and good or-
der. But it is a remarkable fact, that they have no where, to any
considerable extent, established those principles of christian liberty,
for which their fathers first braved the terrors of the wilderness.
A primary reason, we take it, is, that in the settled parts of the
country, they have always been ready to fall in with establishments
already existing. In New-York, New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, Vir-
ginia, etc. they have always found presbyterian churches differ-
ing so little from their own in regard to doctrine, spirit, and exter-
nal powers, that they have overlooked the diversity in the princi-
ples of church government. Early in the history of western emi-
grations, and western domestic missions, a plan was also adopted
by the Presbyterian General Assembly and the General Associa-
tion of Connecticut, by which presbyterians and congregationalists
wcre effectually amalgamated in the new settlements. This plan
places the two classes on equal terws, in union churches, securing to
vach a mode of discipline corresponding to their principles, and re-
ceiving the delegates of congregational churches, on the same terms
as ruling elders, in all their ecclesiastical assemblies. When we
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consider how fecble and scattered the presbyterian churches were,
when this rule wus adopted, and how much of their preseut growth
and compactness has arisen from the operation ol this compro-
mise, we confess our amazement at the ground taken in the Gen-
eral Assembly, of refusing 10 admit committee men, as commission-
crs, and thus setting aside a solecmn compact, and heaping oblo-
(uy on the means of their own elevation.

Auvother reason why congregationalists have been so corirely
engaged in building up presbyteriamism, is found in the cencral pre
dilcction of ministers towards the presbyterian form of goverament,
We would not be understood to intimate, that the direct object
ministers s the acquisition of church power, though we retion-
ally suppose them to be not unsusceptible 1o the passions of other
men. Buat it is very natural that they shounld desire an ¢2sicr mode
of procedure, than that of subjecting all questions directly 1o the de-
cision of the whole church. In a state of declension, when evils
aris¢ 1 the churches, and there i1s a want of zeal among the mem-
bers, it is natural for good men 10 desire some arm of power, by
which matters can be set right, errors exterminated, and conten-
uons crushed, by authority. 'I'his is much casier than refori-
ation, much ore speedy in its operation than the slow process
of argument and persuasion, which is necdful to bring the whole
body into a state of health, suflicient for the naintenance of chris-
tian purity. ‘They forget indeed, that by substituting authority for
religious principle, they only cleanse the outside of the cup, ma-
king the church appear more holy than it is, and thus prevent it
from showing, either to the pastor or to other churches, how much
1t needs their counsels and their prayers.

We have sufficiently accounted for the fact, that ministers, even
in New England, should be favorably inclined to presbyterianisin,
and that the great number of those who have emigrated, should fall
in with it, and lead the churches to embrace it. Thus the chris-
tian encrgies of New England, have been expended in planting the
gospel, and have saved our western country from popery ; while
the ehurches there, which are modeled after those of the pilgrims,
are so few and scattered, that they have hardly a name to live, and
are never reckoned in the enumerations of our religicus census.

We do not doubt that the arrangements, by which all these
churches have been thrown under the power of the general assem-
bly, were made with the most upright intentions, from a regard to
peace, for the avoidance of contention, and a solicitude for the pu-
rity of the churches, and the enlargement of the Redeemer’s king-
dom. But for ourselves, we cannot doubt that they originated in
an error of judgment. The compromise has never produced
peace ; for the time has never been, when New England doctrines
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and New England men were not subjccted to obloquy and jealousy
among rigid presbyterians. It has done nothing towards preser-
ving the purity of the church, either from false doctrine, or corrupt
ractices. We have seen, that no church order whatever is avail-
able for this. Nor are we satisfied that it has facilitated, in any
considerable degree, the establishment of christian institutions in
the newly settled parts of the country. On the contrary, a large
share of that intellect and energy, which ought to have been em-
ployed in diffusing the gospel, has been used up in managing the
cumbrous machinery of church polity, or in contending for the
first principles of christian liberty. When we look at the embar-
rassments which our brethren have suffered from their ecclesiasti-
cal government, at the little they have consequently accomplished
for the conversion of the world abroad, and especially at recent
cases, in which presbyterianism has endeavored to bring its whole
force to bear in putting down New England sentiments, together
with the attempts which are now making by some men at the west,
to cast reproach upon the New England members of the presby-
terian church, we cannot withhold our wish, that our fathers of the
last generation had been more enlightened, and more firmly rooted
in the ecclesiastical principles of the puritans. If all our emigrants,
ministers and people, had adhered to the principles of our fore-
fathers, a large majority of the churches now presbyterian, would
have been formed on the puritan model. The general assembly
would have controlled only the affairs of a sinall sect. The jang-
lings, and usurpations, and jealousies, which agitate the minds and
exhaust the energies of all those ministers and churches, two or
three months every year, would be unknown. We are persuaded,
that the amount of moral power in the churches would have been
doubled. ‘The threats of division also, would be unheard. For
we believe the congregational churches constitute the only body of
churches, of equal extent, since the reformation, which have walk-
ed together for two centuries without a division. We look at pres-
byterianism to see what is its power of securing union ; and we
6ind an enumeration of sects, Presbyterians, Cumberland Presby-
terians, Reformed Presbyterians, Associate Presbyterians, Associate
Reforined Presbyterians, besides the Reformed Dutch, and the
True Reforined Dutch churches, all Calvinistic presbyterian, in
their general prineiples, and differing from each other, only as being
organized into different and often bitterly hostile squadrons. Tru-
ly, if congregationalisi be a rope of sand, it is adamant compared
with the substitute proposed for our adoption.
If any should ask how the mistake of our fathers, in establishing
presbyterianism among their emigrating brethren, is to be remedied,
we truly confess ourselves unable to answer. We have thrown out
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these remarks, for the purpose of awakening inquiry, and courting
investigation. We know, that our people will never consent to
place their eivil rights at the disposal of others ; and we can account
for the inconsideration with which they surrender the management
of church affairs into the hands of bishops, conferences, church
sessions, and presbytcries, only as showing the low value which is
placed on christian privileges, compared with civil rights, aud
the criminal remissness of ministers in understanding and teaching
the true principles of ecclesiastical procedure. Iet there be light
thrown on the subject, and let the churches consider their rights
and the usurpations to which they are subjected, and we cheerfully
leave the designation of the remedy to the God of our fathers,
who in return for the self-devotion and zcal of the pilgrims for
church order, gave them here in the wilderness the inestimable

boon of CONGREGATIONALISM.

Art. lII.—REeview oF MeMoirs oF HowaRrb.

Memoirs of Howard, compiled [from his diary, his confidential lllers, and
other authentic docwmnents. By James Batopwin Brows. Abridged by
a gentleman of Boston, from the London quarto edition. Boston: Lin-

coln & Edmonds. 13831.

Wge are accustomed to speak of Howard, as some ¢ visitant
from heaven,” charged with messages of mercy to a race of suffer-
ers. His name can never be pronounced without veneration and
gratitude. It comesover us like the spring, balmy and genial and
soothing ; and we so readily associate it with all that is beautiful
in philanthropy, that the bare mention of the man, produces in our
minds the most delightful sensations. We dwell in idea on those
noble sympathies that yet attach to our fallen nature, especially
when rectified and refined, (where such is the fact,) by the grace
of God. Our emotions are such as might be expected to arise
from contemplating some personification of mercy herself, bending
over the couch of disease, or holding out the cup of consolation to
the iron-bound prisoner. Our hearts, softened by so striking a
spectacle of generosity, betray the luxurious feeling within, by the
moisture of the eye. In Howard, we picture to our view, (and this
is no more than the reality,) a man, who, like our Savior, ¢ went
about doing good,” visiting the various scenes of human wretched-
ness, whether in the cottages of the suffering poor, or in the pub-
lic receptacles of more suffering debtors and felons—relieving
want whenever it was in his power to do it, rescuing the oppressed
wherever his influence could reach the oppressor—and giving to the
inmates of dungeons their liberty where it was consistent, and if not
that, yet comforts which make the loss of it less appalling.  We pic-
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