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PREFACE

Learning about the National Association of Congregational Christian Churches is not easy. No
comprehensive history has been written. Only a few of the founders remain active. No seminary offers a
course tailored to it. Months or years of participation, informal contacts, and overhearing the scuttlebutt
are usually required. The "Congregational History and Polity" course is designed to accelerate the
learning curve by immersing the student in modem Congregationalism's traditions and practices, as well
as in the more comprehensive Congregational story.

We see this as essential for seminarians seeking a firm foundation in the community they are
preparing to serve. Equally important is educating the many ministers who come to Congregationalism
from other traditions. Church members seeking a better understanding of their faith may also appreciate a
package that brings widely scattered materials together.

The first volume, for instance, of Readings in the History and Polity of the National Association
of Congregational Christian Churches collects Congregational reflections of the nature of the church(es)
as recorded in the Congregationalist magazine. The articles collected are neither comprehensive nor
definitive; we are not even certain to what extent they are representative. What can, however, be said is
that the authors are men and women active in the Association whose views the magazine's editors deemed
worthy of distribution.

At the very least the readings collected inform the reader of the parameters of discussion within
the NACCC. They will additionally provide an introduction to leaders of the Congregational way and
hopefuily some insight into this movement's peculiar contribution to the Body of Christ.

This project is in its early stages. We would appreciate your suggestions and notice of our errors

and omissions.

Rev. Dr. Arlin T. Larson, editor
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INTRODUCTION

Though of paramount importance to the sixteenth century founders of Congregationalism,
and to the twentieth century founders of the National Association of Congregational Christian
Churches, polity concerns have never constituted the sole focus of Congregationalism.
Congregationalists have been deeply involved in the full range of American intellectual, cultural,
social, and political life. The Supplementary Readings will engage you in this wider scope of
concerns. Most are excerpted from longer works, hoping to give the flavor of the authors’ style
and letting them define the issues in their own terms. Perhaps you will want to follow up with the
complete version of some. The Congregational Library in Boston is available to help you find
documents that are no longer in print.

These authors expressed concerns and views in ways considered exemplary or definitive
by their contemporaries. It behooves us to pay attention. To understand earlier sections of the
path we are now on. To gain insight into contemporary situations. Perhaps even to be wakened to
issues and modes of understanding to which our ancestors were better attuned than we. Are
certain actual events the will and action of God & others not? When, for example, Edward
Johnson marvels at the “Wonder-working Providence of Zion’s Savior,” which he sees at work
in the Puritan migration, it makes our contemporary sense of God’s working seems vague &
indefinite. As mainline Protestantism is challenged by Pentecostalism and evangelicalism, the
early Congregationalists’ focus on conversion and church membership again becomes relevant.
Urbanism, multiculturalism, immigration? We have still not resolved the issues attended to by
Josiah Strong and Washington Gladden.

Some works may feel vaguely alien, even objectionable, from a twentieth century
perspective. It could be literary style. The use of “f” for “s” and “v”’ for “u” (and vice versa), the
“thee’s” and “thou’s” of the seventeenth and eighteen centuries. Or it may be more substantive.
Jonathon Edward’s “angry God.” William Ellery Channing’s debunking of traditional doctrines.
Josiah Strong’s celebration of (and challenge to) the “Anglo-Saxon” race. The point, however, is
not so much to judge as to understand the depth and scope of Congregational faith, and to
appreciate its enormous creativity. Hopefully to let our minds be expanded by our forebearers
and join the dialogue with them in contemporary circumstances.
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William E. Channing, D.D.

With an Introduction

New and Complete Edition, Rearranged
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BOSTON:
AMERICAN UNITARIAN ASSOCIATION.
1886,
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UNITARIAN CHRISTIANITY .

Discourse ar the Ordination of the Rev. Fareq Sparks.
Daltimore, 18 19.

1 THeS v, 203 Prove ail things ; liold fast that whicly
h is mood '

ciples which we adopt in interpreting
13 o >

the Scriptures ; and 2dly, Some of (),e
doctrines which the Scriptures, so inter-
preted, seem to us clcnrly to express.

I We regard (e Scriptures as (i,
records of (od's suceessive revelations
to mankind, and particularly of the [as,
and most perfect revelation of his i)
by Jesus Christ. Whatever doctrines -
seem to us to be clearly taught in tha
Scriptures, we receive without reserve
or exception.  We (o not, ho\vevcr, at-
tach equal importance to all the boolks
in this collection, Ouwr religion, we le.-
lieve, lics chiefly in the New Testament,
The dispensation of Moscs, compared
with that of Jesus, we consider as
adapted to the childhood of tl,e huiman
race, a preparation for a nobler systen,
and chiefly useful noy as secving (g
confirm anc illustrate  the Christian
Scriptures. Jesus Christ is (he only
master of Chrislinns, and whatever he
taught, either during his personal minis-
try or by his inspired Apostles, we re-
gard as of divine authority, anc profess
to make the rule of oup lives,

This authotity which wae give to the
Scriptures is g reason, we conceive, for
studying them it peculiar care, and
for inquiring anxiously into the princi-
ples of interpretation by which their
trite meaning may he ascertainedd, The
principles adopted by the class of Chris.
tians in whose name [speak need 1o he
explained, hecanse they are often mis.
understood.  We are particularly ac.
cused of making an unwarrantable use
of reason in the interpretation of Script-
ure.  We are said to exalt reason ahove
revelation, to prefer our own wisdom to
God's.  Loose and undefined charges
of this kind are circulated so freely, that
we think it clue to ourselves, and o the
cause of truth, to express our views
with some particularity,

Our leading principle in interpreting

Tur peculiar circumstances of (hjs
occasion not only justify hut seem to
demand a departure from (he course
Eenerally followed by preachers at the .
introduction of a brother into the sacred
office. 1t is usual to speak of the nat-
ure, design, duties, and advantages of
the Christian ministry: and on these
topics I should now be happy to insist,
did 1 not remember that a minjister is
to be given this day to a religious soci-
ety whose peculiarities of opinion have
drawn upon them much remark, and,
may I not add, much reproach. Many

0od mins, many sincere Christians,

am aware, are apprehensive that the
solemnitics of tlis day ave to give g

cgree of influence to principles which
they deem false and injurions.  The
fears and anxicties of such men { re.
spect; and, l)elicving that they are
grounded in part on mistake, 1 have
thought it my duty to lay before you, as
cleanyas I can, some of the distinguish-
ing opinions of that class of Christians
inour couatry who are known to sympa-
thize with this religious society. [ must
ask your Patience, for such a subject is
not to be despatched in 2 narrow com-
Pass. I mast also ask you to remember
that it is impossible to exhibit, in a sin.
gle discourse, our views of cvery doc-
trine of revelation, much Jess the differ-
ences of apinion which arc known 1o
subsist among ourselves, | shall con-
., fine myself to topics on which our sen.
: lUments have beep misrepresented, or
;. which distinguish us most widely from
s others, May I not hope to be heard
Y5 with candor § God deliver us all from
prejudice and unkindness, and f] us
with the love of truth and virtue ¢
# There are two natyra) divisions under
Which m thoughts will be arranged, |
= $hall endeavor to unfold, 1st, The prin-
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Scripture is this, that the Dible is a
book written for men, in the language
of men, and that its meaning is to be
sought in the same manner as that of
other books.  We believe that God,
when e speaks to the human race,
conforms, if we may so say, o the cs-
tablished vules of speaking and writing,
How clse would the Scriptures avail us
more Lhany if communicated in an un-
known tongue ?

Now all books and all conversation
require in the reader or hearer the con-
stant cxcercise of reason; or their true
import is only to be obtained by con-
tinual comparison and inference. Hu-
man language, you well know, admits
various interpretations ; and every word
and every sentence must be modificd
and explained according to the subject
which is discussed, according to ‘the
purposes, fecelings, circumstances, and
principles of the writer, and according to
the genius and idioms of (he language
which he uses.  These are acknowl-
cdged principles in the interpretation of
human writings 5 and a man whose words
we should explain without reference to
these principles would reproach us justly
with a criminal want of candor, and an
intention of obscuring or distorting his
meaning.

Were the Bible wrilten in a language
and style of its own, did it consist of
words which admit but a single sense,
and of sentences wholly detached from
cach other, there would be no place for
the principles now laid down.  We
could not reasan about it as about other
writings.  But such a book would e of
little worth ; and perhaps, of all books,
the Scriptures correspond least to this
description.  The word of Goad bears
the stamp of the same hand which we
see in his works. It has infinite con-
nections and dependences.  Lvery prop-
osition is Jinked with others, and is to
be compared with others, th' t its full
and precise import may be understood.

Nothing stands alone. The New Tes-
tament 1s built on the Old.  The Chris-
tian dispensation is a continuation of
the Jewish, the completion of a vast
scheme of providence, requiring great
extent of view in the reader. Still more,
the Lible treats of subjecls on which
we receive ideas from other sources
besides itsclf, —such subjects as the

of man; and it expects us to restrain and
modify its Janguage by the known truths
which observation and experience fur-
nish on these topics.
We profess not to know a book which
demands a more frequent exercise of
reason than the Bible. In addition to
the remarks now made on its infinite
conncctions, we may obscrve, that its
style nowhere affects the precision of
science or the accuracy of definition.
Its language is singularly glowing, bold,
and figurative, demanding more frequent
departures from the literal sense than
that of our own age and country, and
consequently demanding more continual
exercise of judgment. We find, too,
that the different portions of this book,
instead of being confined to general
truths, refer perpetually to the times
when they were written, to states of
society, to modes of thinking, to con-
troversies in the church, to feelings and
usages which have passed away, and
without the knowledge of which we are
constanty in danger of extending to all
times and places what was of temporary
and local application.  We find, too,
that some of these books are st-ongly
marked by the genius and character of
their respective writers, that the Holy
Spirit did not so guide the Apostles as
to suspend the peculiarities of their
minds, and that a knowledge of their
fcelings, and of the influences under
which’ they were placed, is one of the
preparations for understanding their
writings,  With these views of the
Bible, we feel it ouwr bounden duty to
cxercise our reason upon it perpetually,
to compare, to infer, to look beyond the,
letter to the spirit, to scek in the nature
of the subject and the aim of the writer
his true meaning; and, in gencral, to
make use of what is known for explain-
ing what is difficult, and for discovering
new truths.

Need 1 descend to particulars to prove
that the Scriptures demand the exer-
cisc of reason? Take, for example, the
style in which they generally speak of
God, and observe how habitually they
apply to him human passions and or-
rans.  Recotlect the declarations of

“hrist, that he came not to send peace
but a sword; that unless we eat his
fiesh and drink his blood we have no
life in us; that we must hate {ather and

nature, passions, rclations, and duties

mother, and pluck out the right eye;

and a vast number
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to excrcise reason on nature and society
because men have crred for ages in
explaining them? We grant that the
passions _continuwadly, and sometimes
fatally, disturb the rational faculty in
its inquiries into revelation. The ambi-
tious contrive to find doctrines in the
yible which favor their love of dominion.
‘I'he timid and dejected discover there a
aloomy system, and the mystical and
fanatical ‘a visionary theology.  The
vicious can find examples or assertions
on which to build the hope of a late
repentance, or of acceplance on easy
terms. ‘The falsely refined contrive o
light on doctrines which have not been
soiledd by vulgar handling.  But the
passions do not distract the reason in
religious any more than in other in-
quiries which excite strong and general
interest ; and this faculty, of conse-
(ucnce, 35 not to be renounced in re-
ligion, unless we are prepaccd to discard
it universally. The true inference [rom
the almost cndless errors which have
darkened theology is, not that we are to
neglect andt disparage our powcers, but
to exert them move paticutly, circam-
spectly, uprightly 1 the worst ervors,
atter all, having sprung up in that church
which proscribes reason, and demands
from its members implicit faith.  The
most pernicious doctrines have been the
growth of the darkest times, when the
Fencral credulity encouraged bad men
and centhusiasts 10 broach theiv dreams
and inventions, and to stitle the faint
remonstrances of reason by the menaces
of cverlasting perdition. Say what we
may, God has given us arational naturc,
and will call us to account for it. We

may let it sleep. but we do so at our
Revelation is addressed to us as
We may wish, in our
sloth, that God had given us a sys-
tem demanding no fabor of comparing,
But such a sys-
tem would he at variance with the whole

peril.
rational beings.

limiting, and inferring.
character of our present existence; anc

itis the part of wisdom to take revela
tion as it is given to us, and to iater

sret it by the help of the facultics which
it everywhere supposes, and on which

it is founded. i L
To the vicws now given an objectio

is commonly urged from the chavacter ) S
Je 2 gz | too consistently to be questioned, by.aj

of God. We are told that God bein

UNITARIAN CHRISTIANITY.

elation from such a teacher we ought to
expect propositions which we cannot rec-
oncile with one another, and which may
scem to contradict estahlished truths;
and it becomes us not to question of
explain them away, but to belicve and
adore, and to submit our weak and
carnal reason to the divine word. To
this objection we have two short an-
swers.  We say, first, that it -is impos-
sible that a teacher of infinite wisdom
should expose those whom he would
teach lo infinite crror.  But if once we
acdmit that propositions which in their
literal sense appear piainly repugnant to
onc another, or to any known truth, are
still to Le literally understood and re-
ceived, what possible limit can we set
to the belief of contradictions 2 What
shelter have we from the wildest fanati-
cism, which can always quote passages
that, in their literal and obvious sense,
give support to ils extravagances ? How
can the Drotestant cscape from tran-
substantiation, a doctrine most clearly
taught us, if the submission of reason,
now contended for, be a duty? How
can we even hold fast the truth of rev.
elation ; for if one apparent contradic-
tion may be true, so_may another, and
the proposition, that Christianity is false,
though involving inconsistency, may stitl
be a verity ? ‘

We answer again, that if God be in-
finitely wise, He cannot sport with the
understandings of his creatures. A wise
teacher discovers his wisdom in adapt-
ing himself to the capacilies of his puplls,
not in perplexing them with what is un-
intelligible, not in distr.. sy them with
apparent contradictines. pot i filling
them with a sceptival distrust of their
own powers. An infinitely wise teacher,
who knows the precise extent of our
minds and the best method of enlighten
inge them, will surpass all other instruc-
tovs in bringing down (ruth lo our appre:

3.

t | and harmony. We ought, indeed, ta*
- | expect occasional obscurity in such 2
.| hook as the Bible, which was written
for past and future ages as well as for:
the present. But God’s wisdom is 4.
plecige that whatever is necessary fors
n | us, and necessary for salvation, is re
vealed too plainly to be mistaken,

sound and upright mind. It is not the

infinitely wiser than men, his discoveries
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head is not a fundamental doctrine of
Christianity ?

This doctrine, were it true, must, from
its difficulty, singularity, and importance,
have been laid down with great clear-
ness, guarded with great care, and stated
with all possible precision.  But where
does this statement appear? From the
many passages which treat of God, we
ask for one, one only, in which we are told
that Heis a threcfold beine, or that Ile
is three persons. or that lic is [Mather,
Son, and Holy Ghost.  On the contrary,
in the New ‘Testament, where, at least,
we might expect many ¢xpress asser-
tions of this nature, God is declared to
he one, without the deast attempt to pre-
vent the acceptation of the words in
their common sense @ and He is always
spoken of and addressed in the singular
number, that is. in language which was
universally understood to intend a single

erson, and to which no other idea could

have been attached without an express
admonition.  So entirely do the Script-
ures abstain from stating the Trinity,
that when our opponents would insert
it into their creeds and doxologies, they
are compelied to leave the Jible, and to
invent forms of words allogether un-
sanctioned by Scriptural phraseology.
That a doctrine so stranue, so liable to
misapprehension, so fundiomental as this
is said to be, and requiring such careiul
exposition, should be left so undefined
and unprotected, to be made out by in-
ference. and to he hunted through dis-
tant and detached parts of Scripture, —
this is a difficulty which, we think, no
ingenuity can cxplain.

We bhave another difficulty. Chris-
tianity, it must be remembered, was
planted and grew up amidst sharp-sight-
cd enemics, who overlooked no objec-
tionable part of the system, and who
must have fastened with great carnest-
ness on a doctrine involving such ap-
parent contradictions as the Trinity.
We cannot conceive an opinion against
which the Jews, who prided themselves
on an adherence to God's unity, would
have raised an equal clamor.  Now,
how happens it that in the apostolic
writings, which relate so much o objec-
tions against Christianity, and to the
controversies which grew out of this re-
ligion, not one word is said implying
that abjections were brought against the

not one word is uttered in its defence
and explanation, not a word to rescue it
from reproach and mistake 2 This argu-
ment has almost the force of demonstra-
tion. We are persuaded that, had three
divine persons been announced by the
first preachers of Christianity, all equal
andd all infinite, one of whom was the
very Jesus who had lately died on the
cross, this peculiarity 0( Christianity
would have almost absorbed every other,
and the great labor of (he Apostes
would have been to repel the continual
assaults which it would have awakened.
But the fact is, that not a whisper of ob-
jection to Christianity on that account
reaches our ears from the apostolic age.
In the lLpistles we see not a trace of
controversy called forth by the Trinity.
We have further objections to this
doctrine, drawn from its practical influ-
ence. We regard it as unfavorable to
devotion, by dividing and distracting the
mind in its communion with God., Itis
a great excellence of the doctrine of
God’s unity, that it offers to us oNE
ORJECT of supreme homage, adoration,
and love, One Infinite Father, one Being
of beings, one original and fountain, to
whom we may refer all good, in whom
all our powers and affections may be
concentrated, and whose fovely and ven-
crable nature  may pervade all our
thoughts. “Frue picty, when directed to
an undivided Deity, Kns a chasteness, a
singleness, most favorable to rcligious
awe and love. Now, the Trinity sets
before us three distinct objects of su-
preme adoration ; three infinite persons,
having equal claims on our hearts ; three
divine agents, performing different of-
fices, and to be acknowledged and wor-
shipped in different relations.  And isit.
possible, we ask, that the weak and lim-
ited mind of man can attach jtself to

and source 7 Must not devotion be dis-
tracted by the equal and rival claims of

Christian be disturbed by an apprehen-

other of these his due proportion of
homage !”

gospel from the doctrine of the Trinity,

these with the same power and joy as .
to One Infinite Father, the only First «
Cause, in whom all the blessings of nat- 1384
ure and redemption meet as their centre

three cqual persons, and must not the -
worship of the conscientious, cousistent .
sion lest he withhold from one or an-

We also think that the doctrine of the 3
Trinity injures devotion, not only by’
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purposc of reconciling certain difficult
passages, which a just criticism can in a
great degree, if not wholly, explain, we
must invent an hypothesis vastly more
difficult, and involving gross absurdity.
We are to find our way out of a laby-
rinth by a clue which conducts us into
mazes infinitely more inextricable.
Surely, if Jesus Christ felt that he
consisted of two minds, and that this
was a leading feature of his religion, his
hrascology respecting himself would
R;\\'c been coloved by this peculiarity.
‘'he universal language of men 13
framed upon the idea that one person
is one persou, is one mind, and one
soul; and when the multitude heard
this language from the lips of fesus,
they must have taken it in its usual
sense, and must have referred to a sin-
gle soul all which he‘ spoke, gll\lc:ss
expressly instructed to interpret it dif-
ferently. But where do we find this
instruction 7 Where do you meet, in
the New ‘Testament, the phrascology
which abounds in Trinitavian  books,
and which necessarily grows from the
doctrine of two natures in  jesus?
Where coes this divine teacher say,
«This | speak as God, and this as
man; this is truc-only of my human
mind, this only of my divine 2" Whers
do we find in the Episties a trace ot this
strange phraseology 2 Nowhere. It
was not nceded in” that day. 1t was
demanded by the ervors of a later age.
We believe, then, that Chyist is oue
mind, one being, and, | add, a being
distinct from the one God.  ‘That Christ
is not the one God, not the same
being with the Father. is a necessary
inference from our former head, in
which we saw that the doctrine of three
persons in God s a fiction. But on so
important a subject 1 would add a fow
renirks,  \We wish that those {rom
whom we differ would weigh one strik-
ing fact. Jesus, in his preaching, con-
tinually spoke of God. The word was
always in his mouth. We ask, does_he
by this word ever mean himselt? We
say, never. On the contrary, L\c most
plainty distinguishes between God and
himself, and so do his disciples, Fow
this is to be reconciled with the idea
that the manifestation of Christ.as God,
was a primary object of Christianity, our

Jesus is distinguished [rom God, we
shall see that they not only speak of

Is called God, and

him as another being, but seem to labor
to express his inferiority. He is con-
tinually spoken of as the Son of God,
sent of God, receiving all his powers
from God, working miracles because
God was with him, judging justly be-
cause God taught him, having claims
on our belief because he was anointed
and sealed by God, and as ahle of him-
self to do nothing. The New Testa-
ment is filled with this language. Now
we ask what impression this language
was fitted and intended. to make?
Could any who heard it have imagined
that Jesus was the very God to whom
he was so industriously declared to be
inferior; the very Being by whom he
was sent, and from whom he professed
to have received his message and
power ? Let it here be remembered
that the human birth, and bodily form,
and humble circumstances, and mortal
sufferings of Jesus, must all have pre-
pared men to interpret, in the most un-
gualiticd manner, the language in which -
his inferiority to God was declared,
Why, then, was this language used s0
continually, and without limitation, 3E.
Jesus were the Suprewe Deity, and if
this teuth were an essential part of his
religion 2 [ repeat it, the human condi-
tion and sufferings of Christ thcled
strongly to exclude from men’s minds
the icdea of his proper Godhead; and, of
course. we shoukd expect to find in the
New ‘lestament perpetual care and
effort to counteract this tendency, to
hold him forth as the same beirg with
his Father, if this doctrine were, as is
pretended, the soul and centre of his
religion. We should expect to find the
phiraseology of Scripture cast into the
mould of this doctrine, to hear familiarly
of God the Son, of our Lord God Jesus, S8
and ta he tokd that to us there is one. A
God, even Jesus.  But, instead of this,
the inferiority of Christ pervades the
New Testament.  Itis not only implie
in the gencral phrascology, but repeat-'og
edly and decidedly expressed, and un ‘:
accompanied with any admonition tox
prevent its application to his whole natd
ure. Could it, then, have been the great;
clesign of the sacred writers to ex lblt :
Jesus as the Supreme God ? 2
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very clerpgatory to God's justice, as if
this attribute could be satisfied by [
sophism and a fiction. v
) .We are also told that Christ is
Inieresting object, that his love ang
Mercy are more feit, when lhe is vie\‘ved
as the Supreme God, who left his glory

Every man et (0 EI(‘)I take humanity and to suffer for men
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equally with his Father filled heaven
and earth, and immensity,  This :I'rin’
'tarians acknowledge ; and still they
profess to be touched and ovcrwhelmcc{
by the amazing humiliation of this im-
mutable being I'  But not only (locs.(hcir
clgc{nne. when fuily explained reduce
Christ's humiliation to 1 fiction. it almost
wholly destroys the impressions with
which ‘lns cross ought to be viewad
/\ccorrhng to their doctrine, Christ was
comparatively no sufferer at all. It js
true, his human ming suffered ; but this-
tl!cy tell us, was an infinitely small pnrt'
ot Jesus, bearing no more proportion to
his whole nature thin a single hair of aur
heads o the whole bady, or than a dray,
to the ocean. Thedivine mind of Cl\risl
tlmt.\vlugh was most properly himself,
was Inﬁmtely happy at the very moment
of the suffering of fiis humanity, Whilse
hf‘mglng on the cross, he was the hn|~)-
ptcstlhcn]g’ in the universe, as happy as
the infinite Father; so that his pn'ins
compared with his felicity, were noth-
g, This Triniariaus do, and must
acknowledge. It follows ncccssnrily‘
from the immutableness of the divine
nature which they ascribe to Christ: so
that their system, justly viewed, rohs
his ((cnl!\ of interest, weakeny our svm.-
pathy with his sufferings, and is. of all
others, most unfavorable to a love of
Christ. founded on a sense of his sacri-
fices for mankind, We esteem our own
Views to be vastly more affecting.  Itis
our belief that Christ's humiliation was
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real and entire, that the whole Saviour,
and not a part of him, suffered, that his
crucifixion was a scene of deep and un-
mixed agony. As we stand round his
cross, our minds are not distracted, nor
our sensibility weakened, by contem-
plating him as composed of incongruous
and infinitely diflering minds, and as
having a balance of infinite felicity. We
recoguize in the dying jesus but one
mind. This, we think, renders his suf-
ferings, and his patience and love in
bearing them, incomparably more im-
pressive and affecting than the ‘system
we oppose. :

3. Having thus given our belief on
two great points, namely, that there is
one God, and that Jesus Christ is o
Leing distinct from and inferior o God,
1 now procecd to another point an which
we lay still greater stress. We believe
in the moral perfection of God. We
consider no part of theology so impor-
tant as that which treats of God's moral
character: and we value our views of
Christianity chiefly as they assert his
amiable and venerible attributes.

1t may be said that in regard o this
subject all Christians agree, that all
ascribe to the Supreme Deing infinite
justice, gooriness, and holiness.  We
reply, that it is very possible to speak
of God magnificently, and o think of
him meanly: to apply to his person
high-snun(l{ng epithets, and to his gov-
crnment  principles  which make him
odious. The Ieathens called Jupiter
the greatest and the best; but his his-
tory was black with cruelty and lust,

We cannot judge of men’s real ideas of

God by their general Enguage, for in all

ages they have hoped to soolhe the

Deity by adulation.  We must inquire

into “their particnlar views of his par-

poses, of the principles of his adminis-
tration, and of his disposition towards
his creatures,

We conceive that Christinns have
generally Jeancd towards a4 very injuri-
ous view of the Supreme Being,  They
have too often felt as if He were raised,
by his greatness and sovereiznty, above
the principles of morality. above those
eternal laws of cquity and rectitude to
which all other beings arc subjected.

We believe that in no beingis the sense

of right so strong, so omnipotent, as in

God.” We believe that his almighty
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ceptions of rectitude; and this is (e
ground of our piety. It is not because
He is our Creator merely, but because
He created us for good and holy pur-
poses: it is not beeause his will is
irresistible, but because his will is the
perfection of virtue, that we pay him
allegiance.  We cannot bow before a
being, however great and powerful, who
governs lyrannically.  We respect noth-
g but excellence, whether on earth or
in heaven. 'We venerale not the lofti-
ness of God's throne, but the cquity and
goodness in which it is cstablished.

We believe that God is infinitely
good, kind, benevolent, in the proper
scnsc of these words, — good in disposi-
tion as well as in act; good not to a
few, but to ally good to every individ-
ual, as well as to the general system,
We bLclieve, too, that God is just;
but we never forget that his justice is
the justice of a good being, dwelling in
the same mind and acting in harmony,
with perfect benevolence. Dy this at-
tribute we understand God's infinite
recard to virtue or moral worth ex-
pressed in amoral government : that is,
m giving excellent and equitable laws,
and in conferring such rewards, and in-
flicting such punishments, as are best
fitted o secure their observance. God's
justice has for its end the highest virtue
ol the crcation. and it punishes for this
end alone; and thus it coincides with
benevolence : for virtue and happiness,

conjoined.

God's justice, thus viewed, appears
to us to be in perfect harmony with his
mercy.  According to the prevalent
systems of theology, these attributes
are so discordant and jarring, that to

the most wonderful achievement of in-
finite wisdom. Yo us they scem to he
intimite friends, alw rys at peace, breath-
ing the same spirit, and seeking the
same end. By God's mercy, we under-
stand not a Llind instinctive compas-
sion, which forgives without rcfiection,
and without regard to the interests of
virtue.  This, we acknowledge, would

with enlightencd benevolence.  God's
merey. as we understand it, desires
strongly the happiness of the guilty;
but only through their penitence, it

power is entireiy submitted to his per-

has a regard to character as truly as

though not (he same, are inseparably

reconcile them is the bardest task and -

e incompatible with justice, and also .

his justice.
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end in pride ; for pride grows out of a
consciousness of high distinctions, how-
ever obtained, and no distinction is so
great as that which is made between the
elected and abandoned of God.

The false and dishouvorable views of
God which have now been stated, we
feel ouwrsclves bound to resist unceas-
ingly.  Other errors we can pass over
with comparative indifference.  But we
ask our opponents to leave to us a Gon
worthy of our love and trust, in whom
our moral sentiments may delight, in
whont our weaknesses and sorrows may
find reluge.  We cling (o the divine per-
fections, We meet them everywhere in
creation, we read them in the Scriptures,
we see alovely image of them in Jesus
Christ; and gratitude, love, and venera-
tion call on us to assert them. Re-
proached, as we often are, by men, it is
our consolation and happiness that one
of our chicf offcuces is the zeal with
which we vindicate the dishonored good-
ness and rectitude of God.

4. Having thus spoken of the unity of
God; of the unity of jesus, and his in-
feviovity to God ; and of the perlections
of the divine character: [ now proceed
to give our vicws of the mediation of
Christ, and of the purposes of his mis-
sion.  With regard to the great object
which Jesus came to accomplish, there
seems to be no possibility of mistake.
We Delieve that he was sent by the
Father to effect a moral or spivitual
deliverance of mankind: that is, to res-
cue men {rom sin and its consequences,
and to bring them to a state of everlast-
ing purity and happiness. We belicve,
too, that he accomplishes this sublime

urpose hy a variety of methods, — by
s instructions respecting Cod’s unity,
parcntal character, and moral govern-
ment, which are admirably fitted to
rechim  the world feom idolatry and
impicty, to the knowledge, love, and
obedicnce of the Creator; by his prom-
ises of pardon to the penitent, and of
divine assistance to those who labor for
progress in moral excellence; by the
light which he has thrown on the path
of duty; by his own spotess example,
in which the loveliness and sublimity
of virtue shine forth to warm and
quicken as well as guide us to perfec-
tion; by his threatenings against incor-
rigible guilt ; by his glorious discoveries

death; by that signal event, the resur-
rection, which powerfully bore witness
to his civine mission, and brought down
to men’s senses a future life: by his
continual intercession, which obtains for
us spiritual aid and blessings; and by
the power with which he is invested of
raising the dead, judging the world, and
conferring the everlasting rewards prom-
ised to the faithful.

We have no desire to conceal the fact
that a difference of opinion exists among
us in regard to an interesting part of
Christ's mediation, — [ mean, in rvegard
to the precise influence of his death on
our forgiveness. Many suppose that
this event contributes to our pardon, as
it was a principal means of confirming
his religion, and of giving it a power
over the mind; in other words, that it
procures forgiveness by leading to that
repentance and virtue which is the great
and only condition on which forgiveness
is bestowed. Many of us arc dissatisfied
with this explanation, and think that the
Scriptures ascribe the remission of sins
to Christ's death with an emnphasis so
peculiar that we ought to consider this
cvent as having a special influence in
removing punishment, though the Seript-
ures may not reveal the way in which it
contributes to this end.

ing the connection between Christ’s

nection which we all gratefully acknowl-
edge, — we agree rejecting many
sentiments which prevail ‘in regard to
his mediation.  The idea which is con-
veyed to common minds by the popular
system, that Christ's death has an influ-
ence in making God placable or merciful,

honorable notion is disowned by intell

Christ as having dicd to appease God's
wrath, and to pay the debt of sinnens

strong persuasion that the language o

mode of stating the doctrine of Christs
mediation, still communicate very d

o
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afession, for

may be used, would not be the object o

f | ness that self-possession without which

We would not, these remarks, be
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all their dignity, | understood as wishing to ¢
they have abandoneq themselves to ex-

e brought con- | We honor
Most certainly, if the sensibility,
love of God be that which often bears

$ we have of it the

ays | the love of (

| our | unbounded fervor ang Joy s and w
reason to the reputation of zeal, We | si

and reliksion to maintain
anity, sudden
trans- | be valued when j

love of Gdd unforced, when jt
d on aclear obedience, when j
a high es-
moral per-
perfectly coincides,
and is, in fact, the same thing, with the
} ( goodness.
“You will easily judge, then, what we
y decisive signs

- of piety, We lay no stress on strong
 excitements.  We esteem him, and him
. only, a pious man, who practically con-
orms to God's moral perfections and

is delight jn
's benevolence by loving and sery-
lng his neighbor ; his delight in God's
justice by being resolutely upright; his
sense of God's purity by regulating his
~ thoughts, imagination, and desires i and
- whose conversation, business, and do-

y a regard to
In all

L

b E

xclude fr
religion warmth, angd even transpor;

and highly value trye religion:
We  believe that Chers

tianity is”intended to act powerfully ¢

owr whale nature, on the heart as

' be the shipwreck of as the uaderstanding and the conscien.
understanding, we Camitot keey too far

We conceive of heaven as a stare whi
sod will e exalied into g,

'C g
sire, in our pilerimase liere, (o din
into the spirit of that better world, |,.,-
we think that refigious warnuly i only to
tsprings naturaliy {ro-
an improved character, when come.
is the recompense o,
s the warnih of a
mind which understancls God by heing
like him, and when, instead of disordicr.
ing, it exalts the undcrsmnding. M.
orales conscience,

gives a plaasure (o
common duries, and’ is seen (o eXISt in
connection with cheerfulness, judicions.
ness, and a reasonable frame” of ming,
When we observe 3 fervor called relig-
fous in men whose generaf character cx-
presses little refincment an clevation,
and whose Piety seems at war with rez-
s0n, we pay it little respect.  \We hong:
religion too much 1o give its sacred
hame to a feverish, forced. fluctuating
zeal, which has [ittle power over theé
life..
Another important branch of vire
we believe to be love 10 Christ.  The
greatness of the work of Jesus, the Spiri:
with which he executed it, and the suf-
ferings which he hare for our salvation,
we feel to e strong claims on our gra-
itude and veneratjon, We sce in nature
1o beauty to be compared with the loye-
liness of his character, nor do we find on
earth a benefactor to whom we owe an
equal debt. \We read )is history with de-
light, and learn from i\ the perfection of
our mature. We are particularly touched
by his death, which was endured for gur
redemption, ang by that strength of
charity which trinmphed over his pains,
His resurrection js the foundation of
our hope of immortality. His interces-
sion gives us boldness to draw nigh to
the throne of grace, and we look up 1o
heaven with new desire when we think
that, if we follow him here, we shalf
there see his benignant countenance,
and enjoy his friendship for ever.
I need not express 10 You our views
on the subject of the benevolent virtues.
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We know that zeal for truth is the cover

for this usurpation of Christ's prerog-
alive; but we think that zeal for truth,
as it is called, is very suspicious, except
in men whose capacities  and advan-
tages, whose patient .(lchl)cr.jt.lon, :}ncl
whose improvements in humility, mild-

We attach such importance to these,
that we are sometimes reproached with
exalting them above picty. \We regurd
the spirit of love, charity, mecekness,
forgiveness, liberality, and_ l)cncﬁc?:m_:c,
as the badge and distiugtmn of Chris-
tians, as the brightest image we can

not merely because
be true, but because e regard it as
purifying truth, as a doctrine accordin

logodliness, as able to “worl; mightily 7
anc to “bring forth fruit” jn them who
believe. That we wish to spread it, we
have no desire to conceat ;

we believe it to ence for God.

If any light can pierce
and scatter the clouds of prejudice, it is

that of a pure example. My brother,
may your life preach more loug)y than
yourlips ! Be to this people a pattern
ot all wood works, and m

) . y ay your instruc-
e il Coneen I>b(|t we think | tions derive authority from a el
: o 1t we wish its diffusion tcause we | erounded | lief i
o e andor, give them A Hght to ] i grounded belief in your hearers that
: . best proof of picty. | ness, and candor, g N regard jt ; e [r ‘actic
‘())Cmtln’E (‘Ollll,‘::t tlhcnc)o(l nlot and C’lmn()t hope that their views are 1ore just than igrd it as more fuendly to praciical
n S St )J . N4 + v

those of their ncighbors. (i\-[uch of what
passes for a zeal for truth*we lonk upon
with little respect, for it often appears
to thrive most luxuriantly where other

virtues shoot up thinly and feebly ;)and

enlarge ; but there is one bhranch of hen-
evolence which T ought not to pass over
in silence, hecause we think Ll\'nt we con-
ceive of it more highly and justly than
many of our brethven. [ refer to the

you speak from (ho heart, (has
preach from experience, th
which you dispense |y
erfully in vour own he
Jesus, and heaven,

Piety and pure morals thaq the opposite
dactrines, because it gives cleaver and
nobler views of duty, and stronger mo.
tives to its performance, hecause jt
recommends refigion at once to the un-

you
at the truth
as wroaght powy-
art, that God, and
are not merely wars
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duty of candor, charitable judgment,

we have no gratitude for those refu¥mers

derstanding an

d the heart, because it

on your lips, but most alfec

ting realitics

s the jond l o to your miud, and springs of hape, and
- : asserts the lovely and venerahle attri- lati ength, | ’

' ) . trine y © aftr- consolation. and strey rth, in all

: il oW ifer ‘e~ | who would force upon us a (!0‘3 . " . ! ° rength, h your
C“I""C‘““Y.u?“m(h ll“)hc'wllcmldlgiLxl\ lllx‘nllhx- which has not swectened their own h(xtcl)s of (1(')(l, l)ecglf]sc it tends to restove | trials ! Thuys l.\hr)rmg, may you reap
ligious °P'“.i‘”.\'  We “”n‘clldl; departed | tempers, or made them betler men than \'i)(?c lene\lo ?r'l‘.tt“l’i”t] of {C-"“" l“,’ his di- | abundantly, and have A lestimony of
ing have Christinns so wide K HICES, ( @ and afflicted church, anc eeause ’
lflr\gm their religion as in this particular, | theiv neishbors. i

D

We read with astonishment and horror
the history of the church; and some-
times, when we look back on the fn'.cs .of
persecution, and on the zeal of Chris-
tians in building up walls of separation,
and in giving up one another o per-
dition, we feel as if we were reading the
records of an infernal rather than a
heavenly kingdom.  An euemy to every
religion, if asked to describe a Christian,
would, with some show of reason, (.lc-
pict him as an idolater of his own distin-
guishing opinions. covered with |)':lflg(35
of party, shutting his eycs on the virtles

We are accustomed to think much of
the dificulties attending religious in-
quiries, — difliculties springing {rom the
slow development of our minds, from
the power of early impressions, from
the state of society, from human au-
thority, from the general neglect of the
reasoning powers, from the want of just
principles of criticism and of lmportané
helps in interpreting  Scripture, an
from various other causes. We find
that on no subject have men, and even
good men, ingralted so many strange
conceits, wild theories, and fictions of

It cuts off cve
except that whj

cal conformity to the lifa

of Christ.

y hope of God's favor
ch springs from practi-
and precepts

' We see nothing in our views
to give offence save their

purity, and jt

is their purity which makes us seek and

hoec their exten
H

duties ;" to e

and the
“We trust

which the Son of God did not

to devote yourself to that religion which
the most hallowed lips

most precious blood

sion through the world.

My friend and brother, — You are
this day to take upon

you important
with an ofiice
disdain ;

clothed

have preached,
sealed,

cons
ues.

the /
that

the o

To all wio he

shrink

without investj
Christianity is now se
rors as to nced

There is much ¢

your faithfulness, not only i

cience, but in the esteet
and improvements of

Apostle, Prove
which is good,

innoce

ation.

N your own
n love, vige-

your people 1+
arme I would say, with
all things, hold fast
! Do nat, hrethren,
from the duty of searching God's
word for yourselves, through fear
man censure and denunci
think that you may

fear of hu-
Do not
ntly follow

pinions” whicl prevail aroand you,

no laboriou

gation, on the ground that
puriied from er-

s rescarch,

i 5 blo l ‘eason to helicve that

i iy : 1t you wi rmg to this | Christianity is at this moment (js)

: - F i 2 as on religion s and remembering, . - ! R ) y s o, ishon-

and his ears an the mgum.cntl? ot ht'(s) Elns,};’ do, that we ourselves are sharers - work a willing mind, a firm burpose, a | ored by gross and cherished corruptions,

oppanents, arrogating all e.\cg'e.nlccl is ‘of the common frailty, we dare not as- -mu?;'lyrrs spirit, a rcn(lmcss‘to toil and | If you remember the darkness which

his own scet and all S;le;gl lzcl)‘\L\Lnlmc:c \“~[ swme infallibility in Uhe treatnient of our ‘scstcro:)l; thte tJutl), a clcvoncfm of your hung over the gospel for ages: if you
reed, sheltering under the n s Hbi : o . . ver. St :

piou l‘”'ull. Al\lmulux:(l:‘golf ‘c(lttmimliou the | fellow-Christians, ov encournge in com A virtur Tave spoliacrests of piety and

pious zeal the lo 3 '

conceit of infallibility, and the spirit 9[
intolerance, and trampling on men’s
rights under the preteace of saving their
Is. i
So:-w can hardly conceive of a plnmeri
obligation on ucings of our [r:u! an
fallible nature, who are instructed in the
duty of candid judgment, than to abstain
from condemning men of apparent con-
scientiousness and sincerity, who are
chargeable with no crime but that of dlif-
fering from us in the interpretation of

mon Christians, who h..-wc little time _for
investigation, the habit ot clun}ouqcxng
and contemning other denominations,
perhiaps more enlightened and virtuous
than their own.  Charity, forbearance, a
delight in the virtues of dilferent selcts, a
Lackwardness to censure and condemn,

practised by us, we admire and r_eclom- %
mend ; and we would rather joinourse ﬁ/es
to the church in which they abound,lt n;
to-any other communion, however elate

]
these are virtues which, however poorly 3%

B virtue,

I'have s;
Yhich you will
0 not mean that
self to controver
ber that good p

ity preaching, and wi

5

Isputants,

ople holy livers rather than skilful
Be careful lest the desire
defending what ¥
$xi% of repelling repro
wii tatlon, tura you

you aside from your great
gbusiness, which s

soken of the doctrines
rabably preach : byt |
you are to give your-
sy. You will reqem.
ractice is the end of
I labor to make your

ou deem truth, and
ach and misrepresen-

to fix in men's minds

consic

subsists in

ler the

try between the church and

which
bition
if you
not on
tion :

not ha

Papal

yet to be burned ;

enlists men’s sclfishuoes
on the side of establis|

impure union “which still
almost every Cliistian coun-

state, and
s and am-
red error;

recollect in what degree the spirit
of intolerance has checked free inquiry,

ly before but since the
you will sce that Christj
ve {reed itself from all ¢

inventions which disfigured it

tyranny. No.

Reforma-
anity can-
he human
under the

Muach stubble s

2 livin et i ' much rubbish to be

: : . thodoxy, 328 g conviction of the o igation removed ; many oaud decorations which
. ey he belief of its own or ) 4 ; . ation, ) Y gaudy wh

the crlé)t\erS, and differing, tool, ?)n n,(l)t\il‘e:er strict in guarding its creed, g : lm.xt):i‘hand happiness of Christian a false taste has hung around Christian.

topics of great and acknowledgec 0b- however burning with zeal against im: Yirte. e best way to vindicate your | ity must be sw

scurity. Ve are astonished at the hard- | b eatiments s to

ihood of those who, with Christ's warn-
ings sounding in their ears, take on
then the responsibility of making creeds

agined error. o oo
‘DI have thus given the distinguishing,
views of those Christians.in whose names

aa,
PSP
a

og-and life, thej

show, in your preach-

life r intimate connectjon
‘Christian morals, with 2 high and

born fogs w

eptaway; and the carth-
hich have long shrouded it

must be scatlered, before this divine

: g X fabric will rise before us in its native

ise ty, with candor to- | and awful majesty, in jts | 10niou

. We have embraced this: ¢ sense of duty, theca ) / SUesty, in its harmo ous

for his church. and cast out professors H;::Z;S?\Zl:el?astily or lightly, but after your opposers, with inflexible proportions, in Jts mild and celestial

of virtuous “vef-fol\r'lma me(the;r:?srcslbfezr ;z’uch deliberation; and we hotd it fast, 3% egrity, -and with an habitua] rever- | splendors. ~ This glorious reformation
the guilt or thinking tor ' :
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in_the church, we hope, under God's
blessing, from the progress of the hu-
man intellect, from the moral progress
of socicty. [rom the consequent decline
of prejudice and bigotry, and, though
last not least, from the” subversion of
human authority in matters of religion,
from the fall of those hierarchies, and
other human institutions, by which the
minds of individuals are oppressed un-
der the weight of numbers, and a P’apal
dominion is perpetuated in the Protes-
tant church.  Our earnest prayer (o
God is, that He will overturn, and over-

turn, and overturn the strongholds of
spiritual usurpation, until Hr: shall come
whose right it is to rule the minds of
men ¢ that the conspiracy of ages against
the liberty of Christians may be brought
to an end; that the scrvirc assent so
Jong viekled to human creeds may give
place to honest and devout ingliiry into
the Scriptures; and that Christianity,
thus purified from error, may pit forth
its almighty energy, and prove jtself, by
its ennobling influence on the mind, to
be indeed * the power of God unto sal-
vation.”



