PHE CONGREGATIONAL GENIUS OF OUR CHURCHES @

Phis Institute is opening with a considerstion of the Con-
gregetional Genius of Our Churches. The rise, develo.ment and

the implieations of the Congregational rolity take us into the

very heart of that process of the modern world in the unfolding

of whieh we see g democratie order of society émsrging from the

feudal erder of the Middle Ages. In the midst of that process

- we now flnd enrselves faced with Eroblems of almost Gverpawering

magnitude. Fo more illuminating rewardsrto an understanding of

the past five hundred years of religieus thought and gractica can

one get than by regarding the whole process as an evolution from -

the suthoritarian Middle Ages with its assuapgtion of revelation,

authority, and obedience, to a still emerging world whose basic

= asa&mﬁﬁiéﬁs are freedom, &isea#azy, aﬁﬁiysxsuasiaa; Freedom, dis-

covery, and persuasion are the characteristic assumptions of the

' Congregational ﬁolity as they have been working themselvea out in

this long histeric process. FEven the most autocratic of dietators

. in Church and State is compelled to pay li: s-gervice to these grinr

7c1ples, however devious and disingenuous that tribute may be.

This study will suﬁgest to you that not only in‘'the face of

our immediate problems, but also as we turn out minds to those gues-

'tions which loom on the hsrizan ¢f tomorrow, we have in the Congre-

gational Genius of Our Churehes the most promising and dependable

5grineigles,of guidance for an age of profound and revslatianary

chaenge. BEven if the immediate future brings a period of pseudo-

. authoritarian resction in soeiety as a whole, the need will be

 grester for s minority to bear witness to the yrinciples of free-

dom, discovery, and persuasion, rooted in the Congregational Genius

that we have inherited.
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In developing this report the group as a whole has not been
~able to meet together at any one time. We have conferred one with
another as opportunity offered. The combtribution of each has been
msde with the idea that the particular topic assigned to him should

be treated in sueh s menner as to serve a twofold purpose: first,

to be an adequate treatment in itself of the phase assigned, and,
second, to be alse a contribution to the toylc-as a whole. The
chairmen has had thé task efrwsaving°these parts into a whole, and
adding such material as seemed to maké a framework and fill in the'
£aps. .fershanae, many or'the statements in this paper may not
- meet wi;h the compiete apErQVal‘éf the entire group, but in'the
main they re,resent the substance of thé eontributions as a whalé.

| Any a%tempt'to trace the develoyment énd the implications
raf th& G&a&x§g§§ig‘§%
‘Firqt of all, it is 1myortant to emphasize the distinction between

the development of the Congregational rfolity as to its fundemental
= principles, and the thought forms and doctrinal beliefs in and
through which at any particular peribd theaevprinsiplés,wars wagk*
1ng themselves out. The early New Englanders were Calvinistic as

to their beliefs and their theologicel systems. We are prone to
averlock/the fact that important as those doctrinal systems wefe
to them, the process of history has shown that they were of less
5v\ ; permanent signiflcanee $hen the Congregationsl Polity within the
y/ff The evulutien of the Congregationsl Polity is the unﬁarlying

; Vglug that gives continuity to the past three hundred years.*'

ta.diétinguish betﬁeen the concrete events, situations, and pro-
blems that had to be faced as-grim rc8lities, on the one hand, and
the general trend ¢f an evolutionary process towards a possible end,

on the other hand. The bésic‘yrinciples of the Congregational

2@11&@ demands the. recognition of two. aangera!>_,- 
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Polity at work mey be discovered f% operastion in the history of
_any New England Church of the Congregational order. The limita-
tlons, as well as the positive and immeaqur&ble valuas of this
§§Ii%y are also to be ie&a& in the records of each individual
church. All of this means that the working out of the Congre-

- gational Polity is still in grocess-¢indeed we have but made a

~§ﬁg§f?g4; Qf making exgliait the pr@i@n&é im@liéstioas of that

politv
Wwithout raising the questious as to the beginnings Qf-%ﬁls

 polity, we may agsune that it came over in the Hgs:lewar.an& in

__the Shigs that brought the furiten aettlers. They faunﬁ their

r In the beginning their problem was raiher simple. The church
%ﬁyi#**“*ﬁiﬁﬁi}meath had already njoined themselves (by a Covenant of the’
rch estate, in the reklawéhig of the Gospel, to

.. lovd) imto & Chm
= walk in all his ways, made known, or %o he made khﬁﬂn unto them,
L | aeaerding to their best endeavors, whatever it should cost thenm,
. the Lord assisting them." Then Sslem followed suit, framed its
Covenant and became a Church.
Before these sturdy fol¥ had to faee the difficult yroblem 3
of the relationship of thelr chureh to others simil&rly gathered ‘
. and near at hand, and to consider differences of opinion, end var-
; iatieﬁs from their commoaly ageegted_daetrines, they had set the
- pattern of a Church of the Congregational Polity. By signing
their Covenant, they became a-Church Estate,~eémpetent/te exercise

all the functions of a Chureh, to eleet officers, and to diseipline

ﬁemiers'grAs'Thcmas Hooker phrased it, "Phe Churel as Totum essentiale



vl e

is and may be before its officers." )

In theory also these beginners of Congregational Folity in
Hew Engiand held to a complete separation of the Church from the
State. But 1t‘ta;% a good two hundred years' experience and at
times bitter controversy to untangle the complicated relationships
that violated their assumption of a complete seyaratiénvof the
Chureh and the State. This problem is not yet settled.

Besides these two princiyles;'?irst, the self-sufficiency of
fhe Church in matters of religion and diseipline, and, sasené&?,
the separation of the Chureh an& the State, the third important

_characteristic was their attitude towards the minmistry. The

miﬁistry, whether teaching or yreaching,-ﬁas not an order, but

- an office.-'The minister beeame minister, not by»virtue-ar his

eleeticn to office. He was set apart as an officer 10 do a yart—

ienlar task and to share with the eungrsgation in the resyoaai»

biligias_af the Church. ?he aft»quet&ﬁ bit tram*Bradford's histcxy

‘deseribing the Salem process of ordaining Higginson ané Skelton

is ome of those gems where a zunaaasntalrﬁrinciyle of Gongragati@nél,

;Eglity sténds out elear-cut, to me almost sublime in its forth-

right simplieity. Both Higginson and Skelton had been ordained
by thé Chureh of England, but after being elected o office in
Salem, as the letter records, "ir. Higginsoun, with three or fdur

-of the gravest members, laid their hands on ur. Skelton, using

prayer- therewith. Thieg being done there was an imposition cfrhaads
on Mr. Higginson also.® At least a thousand years of ecclesiastical

tradition and suthority was Thrust aside in this simple and forth-

*®

right act.
The Shairman.thxbws in the suggestion that a remewed emphasis
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upen-this‘thaught of the minister as a member and an officer of
the chureh is worthy of serious consideration. Perchance a very
sigple service éf signing the Covenant of the ehgreh and being
aceéyté& into the membership thereof before imstallation would have
a very praetieal as well as a sentimental and ceremonial Y&l&ﬁ;g
ThisAsimple, straightforward arrangement--the Chureh, a seif-
Sﬁffi%itﬂ& aangrsgatiag aampeten& to earry on all the oleees
of religion, its minister, not of orders, hut an 0rfiaer of the
Church; and the Church estate thus conceived independent of and
‘ séyarate from the state--this ceme $0 be known as the New England
,ﬁgy; ?ﬁrilling‘anﬁ gcomplieated is the story, as these 9ianssrs<
Taced the unexpected and exasperating grnblems that erop.ed u.
at every turn. We cannot tr&ce that history, but it is imyartant
sk S sl ce s T amn :‘”"“'§€-§er =

Sy

_of the Churches of New England were of the Congregatlional Polity.
By the end of the aévehteenth cent ry these unforeseen aLfe-
iculties haﬁ beaaEe most apparent, and the colony was torn by
terrifie controversy. .If we take out stand at about the year 1700,
" we shall discover that during the intervening years three factors
iin the develoymﬁﬁt of the colony had brought to the_front two
issues upon the outeome of which much depended. First, the increase
in the number of churches of Christ gathered in the colony had
ralsed at an early date the grablem of relationship between these
- ghurches. What autnority had = council over an individual chureh?
Who h&é the right to call a council? What was the status of assdc-
iations of minlsteré? Phis matter, difficult as it was, had be-
come tied up with the compliecsted relationships of the Church
Estate with the town and colonial governments.
Second, the re:érming zeal of early days had waned; the
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comparative uniformity of doetrine and yiactice had given way to
the natural variations of thought; changes qr’politieal opinion in
England registeféd corresponding 6hanges in the colony. In other‘
words, immediate problems were démanding their attention ané foreing

into the baékgfound matters that were of prinary concern at the

 beginning. Third, and most important, a young generation;was

aaaiag ta the front, men and women born and bred in the new world,

whose interest in the old Puritan eonfliet was remote. Something

entirely new, born of the wilderness and ibs vicissitudes, an’

indiéenous sense afizreaaaa!ané independence, courage and self-

reliance was slready shaping itself in their thought and action.
‘It was a development that was implieit in the "New England Way."

The conservetives, of whom the Hathefs--father'and gon--were

ia&xsagiag power anﬁ the

strengézeffltude of this younger generetior.' To them it was the
decay of religion, the disintegration of all that they had eher- .
ished and in devotion to which they had staked everything. Some=
thiag almost tragic, and yet so revealing, lurks in the background

of the record that Cotton Mather has left to the point "That the

fqaestian most commonly considered of importance at the Annual

tConvention of Ministers' at the beginning of the eighteenth cent-
nry was "What may be further proposed for the jreserving and pro-
moting of true piety in the land?'"( How like a Monday morning

_report in the New York Times of Sunday's sermensz\

= In the yesr 1705, the struggle, complicated and bitter, between
these two parties centered about two elear-cut issues, the pres-
idenecy Qf Harvard.CGQlega, end the proposed ehanges:ig the Congre-
gational»Poiity. o = '
The election of John Leverett as Pfesident"of Harvard inl707
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was a vietory for the Liberal Party; henceforth, the Mathers

turned their interests to the new college in Conneeticut, com-

E

monly spoken.of today as Yale.
In the year 1705 the comnservative party, with the Mathers

still struggling manfully to preserve true piety, to strengthen
the'waning power of the ministers, and to éave the churches from
innovetions and heresy, brought tofward for aecégtanee and adopt-
jon them"sixteen Proposals of 1705.7 _‘ 7 '
These progasals struck at the very roots of the Congregational
Polity. The first part provided for associations of ministeré /
through which, among other provisionms, said assoeiation maey cause
_any miniétar, accused of seandal or herésy to be brought before a
aounnil "by whom sueh an offender is to be proceeded against.m
m poond part @w&h&ﬂ projosals g@ﬁ.é&ﬁ for the %Erml&g@
tion of the Churches into a ﬁstanding or stated couneil, whieh

ahall consult, advise, and determine all affairs that shall be
_proper matter far’eonsideraticn of an eeclesiastical councll within
their reapestive limits." This outline of a changed polity, eommanly

ealled Consociationism, manitbstly undermined the very reuaﬂatian

of Comgregational polity, by ‘transfe: ‘ring the determlnlng authority

as to the qualifications of a minister, the fellowship of churches,
and the calling of a coundéil from the individual ehureh to the
standing couneil. The proposals were approved by several assocla-
4tions of ministers but never became effeetive in liassachusetts.
They were, howe#er, adopted pg and became the yrevailing polity
of éonnecticut. :" -

" Just whet was at staké here in this sontroversy ié well
illuetrated.by two ineidénts s hundred years later in the life of

the Reverend Luther Willson, first Unitarian minister in the rfetersham
ehnreh. ‘5

y <
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 Here the Petersham Church ealled a eouncil, aeeordlng o congre-

?issiﬁaggi.t:ggi%ian,”"**f&~»ﬂv&*vﬂf“°~%\

: =G
He was firat settled over the chureh in Brioklyn, Conneeticut,
where this Consoeliatlion Polity was in ogeratiﬂn; While minister
in Brooklyn, lir. Willson came to disbelieve in the Trinity, and 80
declared publiecly. It is a complicated story, but in spite of the

faet that a majority of the church was content to have him as mlnister,
eharges of heresy were br@ught agalnst him; he was tried by the
standing council of Windham County, found guilty, and deposed. Lo-

‘cording to Consociation Polity, that deeision was mendatory and

fingl. The relationship between Mr. Willson and the Brooklyn chureh
was ﬁissal¥&é, not by the church in Brooklyn direetly, but by the
sction of the Windham County Couneil, whase action the chureh in

Brooklyn was compelled to accept as final.

Two years later he was settled over the chureh in feterském

have been a Qacked'council; but whether packed or not, as a counell

1% had no suthority to interfere with the choice of or the install=-

‘ation of a minister.of the Petersham Church. Its funetion was purely

advisory and neighborly. All but one of the churches imvited to
this couneil later became Unitarian. :
It was ihis profound difference that was involved in the pro-
posals of 1705. : '
As we look baek upon these proposals from a distence of tw@

hundred yéars, thej ecommand our attention ;ar several ressons. First,

 they betray the alarm of the Conservative party in the face of its

lbé%—pr@atige and failure to understand the significance of the new -
forees operating about them. Agein they illustrate the familiar

device of substituting the authoritative eontrol of ececlesiustical
machinery for a waning intellectual and spiritual leadership. They

were willing to destroy the liberties $hrough which they had enjoyed :
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ﬁ léadershig, if per?hanﬂe they could retsin the conirol of those
institutians‘ whieh their lesdership had hilped to ereate, under
= the libersy which thsy prepev"a $o destroys. It is a detlee ram@ant
in our world todsy. =
‘ Zt.is interest@ngnakﬁa*to note that in 1814-15 these proposals
of 1705 vere dug from the archives and presented as & ééssihle
method of dealing with the Uniterian Hevesy. Although not long
’ecnsidered as, origin&llv presented, an effort was made to have a
dilateé form cr them adogteﬁ. They were dropped in 1815 as they
were drogped a eea%uzy sarlier in large measure baaaase of the de- =
 ¥astatiag stalrical examination to whieh thgy were subjeot by the
Reverené John §1se of Ipswieh in his book published in 1710, under
%ke title: Wmhe Qhurches‘ Quarrel Esroased. or, A Reply in Satire, |
gwnmggmsmp_ﬁm$_:

Eher steps Are %6 By Taken That TV s Tt Hay Have pué'coasti-

%ntian'and Efficaecy in Supgorting, Pregerving, and ﬁe;l—ordering the =
Interest of the Churches in the Country? :

The kaan thrasts, the sound cemmonsense, ‘and the mereiless‘
exposure of the real character of the proposals brought forth suech
‘a response from the publie that a second book under the title %A
Vindication of the Gawafamsnt of the New England Churches. The
Constitution of New England Churches, as settled by their Plasfora,
may be faifly justified, from Antiquity; the Light of Hature; Holy
Seripture; and from the Noble and Excellent Eaturé of the‘cansti-
tution itself. And lastly, from the Providence of God dignifying
= : , = -

In these two books ws_finﬁ a thorough examination not eniy
of the basie prineigles_af the Cengragatiehal Polity, but sueh an
exposition of these prineciples from ﬁﬁe’light oflégason and the / ,'é

light of nature, thgt the books became the accepted authority on the

EhlaNal TR ) S
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eongregatlonal folity in the Courts of ﬁ&ssachusetts‘ I commend
them ta your eareful study. Indeed, 80 important were they that in
the year 1772 a subseri tion edition of the books was yublisned as
pamphlets in the growing st;ugglg-for inﬁependénce. Two hundred
and siity»two subseribers, from seventy-six cities and towns, ac-
counted for 1153 copies. Almost'all of those towns later became
Unitarian. William Dawes of Boston subseribed fqr one hundred
éopiés,“ The Reverend Edward En&raag'afisancara subssr%bed for
twenty-four; Twenty-five of the two hundred and “sixty-two sub-
sériberﬁ were ministers. 4
From the p@iﬁt\ai view of the many problems that we are aeai~
e ing with today and in particular the problem of &‘united Chrlsteaéem
e which has such an emotional ayyeal John Wise's analysis of the
e, ﬁature of government itself, and the forms of gavernmsnt as apylied
‘ ~ Man in his 1 enimal estate

v;<;s zreeborn. This rreedom born of his natural estate is curtdiled

' as ig response to his soeial nature he organiges himself,znto-a

; = go%ernment. There are three main fcrms‘or gevernmenx. The first

? : is momsrehy, in whieh free man yields himself to one ruler; the

| eorresponding ecclesiastical government is Prelacy--the chureh of

| Rome. The second form is aristoeracy, in which the free man yields
: himself to the control of a limited group of rulers; in the relig~

ious world, the earresyonding pgolity is Presbyterian. The thirad
form is democracy, in which the free man retains his original free-

"'&em an& subjeets himself to sueh eontrol and restraints as shall be
i ' ' aetermxned by mutual consent; this corresyonds to the Congregational
Polity ﬁeveloyeé in New England. This Polity has the sancetion,
,therefore, not only of natur%, and right reason, but slso of revelag~
tion, for it is the fu:m of the early Christian churehes; hence it
has the sanetion of Gﬁrist and, theiefare, of Godg Right reason,

[ s



the laws of natnre, and rgralafien are to Joha Wise equally the xill

;m‘sf‘ﬁaﬁ, anﬁ aggggﬂuﬁrﬁﬁerly understoods S&s discusgion of obser-.

~_w¥atioms of the laws of nature and eaaﬁlnsiens drewn %hsrerra& by

’ffg a:aa,g§#-ahsa$rss ﬁgga*a statemzat of what we h&ve come te

1 the methcé of scienee as any statement that I know;
T) he divides the ecelesiastical world into th$e§ graat

ii?iqxens, not ”;;t,ﬁaetring; or llturgy,

on the basis of polity: the Roman Cathalic Chureh, whiech i&

&

the :reshvterian. whiﬁh is aristaeracy, a@é?§£§5§§w Eng- = r%

7,,*§&:ﬁeraey is.

N hr‘ugh the complieateé and tnmnltaaas:ye ‘hk'éiéﬁiéesik?

'%we(ﬁan trace the gradusl yrocess.through which the Hew

‘Englanélchureaen bee&me éi?ié&é iata two quits &1stinet yartlss,

",gsvte éﬁgﬁriaal élfferenﬁes, ba& as %o gali%y ané. in a

large masﬁre, as to geograsiieal é.iafsribntian; - 4is important fac~

_Vtora in this process, if ia~a§¢§ssary te bear in mind the 1mylioa'

=
-

iJJtians of "The Great Awaksningﬂ in the fertiea, the infiuenae of
' :1Jeﬂa§haa E&wsrﬁﬁ and hise fallewers, ana. most imﬁsrtaat, the gxawiag

;apirit of 1§&eyendeney whiéh was slawly develcking into the. R§¥alu~
tion of 1775 : e i = _ =
== B the year 1895, the liveral party had become the dominating

V,Farty in %he eaztern portion of New Englend. They had retained csa*
trol of Harvard uollege anu had clung tenacicusly to the congrega=
"+1a§al prineigle of a self-sufficient and indeyendent ehureh, hawe?er

. much that was iﬁvclved in‘the government of tswn and state. They
-hgﬁ also developed some strange and iistur%ing.&oatrlxss gui%e
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© pointment of Henry Ware as Hollis Professor of Divialty in Harvard

"glicateu Si-fece that Febuitss in UTVEALG, cintohes, pariched vk

il
profoundly et variance with the Cslvinism of an early day.
‘On the other hand, the conservative jarty was dominant in the

xéstarn éleSLen, it had elung to the five oolnts of Calvinism and

~had eentsred its affectlans on Yales It had ﬂﬁ&ifieé its eangra*

gatianal polity iﬁta Gensoeiatianism, as in Gonneetlcuﬁ, and was
strongly disposed to consort with csresbyterians to the weat»f(fz
%his gaint we may leave our crthonX*frlenﬁs $o thexr fate as thsy .
journey towaré 2 fr%sayiarisa gality, @0 the liberal party the -
siggiflcanee of the turn towards ﬁresbyterlanlsm gelity aas'gungeﬁtly |

ajfaxgxesssé in the werﬁs.r “gssséiatianlsm leads %0 anseeiatienzsa,rrl -

Gonsociationisa leads to fresbyterianism, fresbyterlanism leads

;ﬁﬁgaﬁ Catholicism; and Roman Gathaliaisa ig an ulti mate fact.”

In the year 1805 the liberal party won a vietory in the &~

'”*fﬁaaiﬁkﬂlﬁ'scngregational order into two ecamps whose differences

were. aecenﬁnated by yartiaaﬁ zeal. For our purpose itvis iééaxﬁaat

ii%ﬁspeiai out %he fact that in-the liheral Qartg thﬁ guestion of
.;esagregationalism was of some eaneern: We may let Chenning be

‘the sgakesman'

*Qar fathers &aintaingd the independence of Ghristiaa churehes»

‘ ?hia ‘was thelr rﬁndamental Jrinaiyle; - They taught that every &aurah'

or eangrsgatian of Christians is an in&egenﬂeﬁt community,~-that it

' is competent to its own government, has the sole power of mangging

1té own eangerns; eleeting itsrewn ministeré, anﬁ deeiéing its own

; eantroversies, and that it is _Bot subject tc aﬁy other churches, or
to %1shaya, or syaeﬁs, sr assamhliss, ar %a any Iareign.eeclesiasiiaal

- %ribunal whatever. This great grinsipla ssemeé to our fathers no

only true, but 1niinitely L 0rtanteseess®
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"Congregationalism is the only effectual protection of the
‘Church from usurpation, the only effectual security of Christian
freedom, of the right of private judgment. As such let us hcld‘it
dear. Let us esteem it an invaluable legacy. Let us resist every
effort to wrest it from us. Attempts have been made, and may be
repeated to subjeet our churches to tribunalé subversive of their
independence. Let the voime of our fathers be heard, warning us tﬁ
stand fast in the liberty with which Christ has made us free. The
independence of our churches was the fﬁndameﬂtal prineiple which
they aimed to establish here, and here may it never die.n

By the time this eritieal strugglé was over, several compli-
cations which had compromised the congregational polity through the
years were cleared. The separation of the churches from their en-

tanglement with the towns and the state had been effeated. The j

-churehes were free to go their own way as burely voluntéry entities,

to perish or survive without support by texation. Also it is fair |
to say that the fate of pure congregationalism, as driginally con-
ceived, and as difined by Chaunning, was passing into the hands of

the liberal or Unitarian wing of the Congregational order.

Two important and difficult problems were léft for the nineteenth
century to solve. The first concerns the fellowship of those churches |
that had so persistently cherished their independence and freedom.

One can underétand, in view of nearly two hundred years of struggle

against Presbyterian téndencies,'why the liberal churches looked with
sﬁspicion upon associations, and the possibility of organizations

and councils whose Qecisions would be mandatory. As we trace the |
brocess of the past hundred years, and examine the results of our
fellowship from the point of view of the Congregational Polity, it
seems fair to say that we ére learning ﬁ5 work togethér in associations

of various sorts without violating the fundamentsl freedom and integrity
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‘of the individuel churches. It is still in process, aud it is
wéll to remiﬁd ourselves from time o time of this basie principle
of our tradition. OQur bond of unity amid diversity of opinions is,
after ;11, this eongregational polity as & valid éethad and guide
ih our Jjourney towasrds a new ahd'better day. lImmediate Qunsldera~

tions and objectives may appeal to us with aslmost overwhelming pres-
sure, but never should they become so compelling as %0 Ojer—ride

<

this ancient liberty..
Another problem which the Unitarian eontroversy, ana its after-

math, bequeathed to the nineteenth_aentury to contend with was that
of the authority of the individual chureh over the beliefs of the

individual members. The problem was implieit in the Covenaht Church
at Salem and Plymouth. They were by assumption and common cousent
Gal?lnlsts, and I presume thatthey took it for granted that they
,:§§§3$#§%¥ﬂr¥§§%£~~

&idst. From time to time creeds were adepted as exyressions of i
eommon belief, but also from time to time this guestion oftthe

e T

aﬂﬁhs;ity of a chureh over the beliefs of its members eropped T

By the time the Civil War was over, and the doetrine of evolution

‘had come upen the scene, questions of belief of a much more search-
ing eharacter were raised. As t1me clarified the problem, it aygeared

1n its true light, not as a question as to the truth of this doe- - 2
-trine or that, whether Calvinist or Armenisn.

 Chenning betrayed an stbitude of mind st bimes that undercut

the whole coneeption of the authority of éevelatienj Where is the
- Tinal seat of authority for g man's religious beliefs? . Channing :
said, "If after s deliberate and impartial use of our best feculties V E
8 professed re?elation seems to us plaindy to disagres with itself

or clash with great prinei les” which we eannot question, we ought
not to hesitate in w1thholding irom it our belief. I am surer that .
my rational nature is frem God than that any book is.n

This statement of Channing's cebtainly undercuts the whole




=]5e
idea of the authority of revelation. Certainly it expresses a
point of view that has become so well established as t0 bevcon-
gsidered one of the great achievements of the past hundred years
in the field of religious thought. Whatever may be the religious
beliefs of an individual, in the world of religion with which we
are familiar, it is quité true to say that those beliefs are accepted
not on the basis of authority or even on the baéis of the coercive
demands of any individual church with which one may be associated,
but because such beliefs by their own intrinsic worth command/the
7 assent of the believer. In othér words, during the past century,
we have freed the individual member of the church from the coercive
eontrol of the church body over his beliefs, thus &lVlﬁé tgfthe
individual within the independent church the same }ﬁéeﬂeﬂﬁﬂﬁte that
the church of which he is a member claims in its relationship to
other churcges.f :
; e your\faith in the velidity of these congregatiomal prin-
» ciples is in any degree affected by the circumstance that they
constitute the polity through the oéeration’of which we have become
what we are and hope to be, you may say'that they are vindicated
"lastly, from the Erovidenée of God‘dignifyingﬁwghem:A Here they
are--our heritage, the distilled essence of 700 years or more of
not sltogether peaceful histqry. As the yroéram of the Institute
ig outlined, it is not at éll the funetion of this committee to
answer any of the questions which the program gets before us.
Rather it has been to regresh our minds as to the past out of which
we have come; to deseribe the boundary lines, drawn by historic pro=
cesses, of the domain in which we live and move and have our belng.
At every step in the process éé have come upon ineidents and tén=
dencies that had a beariné ﬁpon many of the subjects to be considered.
In the main we have refralned from“ap*llcatlon."

We have, however, begides the hlstorlcal aspects of the topie,
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: conceived of the genersl applicability of thﬁse“prinﬂigles under b
three main divisions. : :
Pirst, turn your attention to small-town or federated churches,
where relétiens are intimate and very personal. Thg y@ars are re-
plete with the suaaessfnl anﬂ enriching experiences of churches A
under the pure Congregational . olity, where the ?&aﬁershig of the
rminist&r as an offleer of the church has had a yrafcunﬁ and con-
- struetive effect upon the life of a church and eammanity. There
'have ‘been fellures and traglc mzstakes—-but sueh have been the re~

sult, all %o frequently of the vialation of, rather than aanexenss : '7,;

to these pringiﬁlﬁs; They eall fer ninistsrs of ‘high gaality and
1nxegrity, and offer e practical basis for experiment and rederatiﬁnoif%kﬁ
7 When we turn to thg ¢ity churches, large or small, ﬁa s@ill

cammend the cangrsgatiunal ga;;tg in that it favers flrst 8. ministry

of great freedom.. E%fﬁ*ysi it ﬁsff,v it of a
‘ﬁnitarian Chureh is more broadly free than the platrarm of any other =

crganizatian, religious or seeular, in aﬁr social Qrder. This f?&&*,r ,"5%
dam carries great resgcnsibilities, and ﬁemands a ministry'ﬁf high
-intellectual and a%hieal standards as wall as af general abllity.,—

In the third place, the cangregatienal ;alitv gives oppor=-

. tunity for sdjustment to changing conditions of urban life. It calls
for alert leadership not only on the part of the minister, but also
on the part of the laity; The dangers which the minister of a eity

~ church and the ohurch of vhich he is the minister face in their
adjustment to changing life of the community are twofold. First,
both face the danger of weskening their own institutions through
‘whiech they seek 0 influence-the community life, and, secondly, the
equally ingidious danger of seeking 0 spread their influence over =
~¢§> too wide a territory of interests. But inkpite of these dangersr
' ~ the ceﬁgregatienal~pblity of:ers b?th minister and layman the
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opportunity of exerting a powerful 1nfluence in their eommunity.
=% Again, the ccngregatlonal polity offers the opyortunity of
wide and indeed original exyeriments in the forms and usages for
publie worshig..,ﬂere & wise and understanding use of materials
from all sources may result in infiuencing not alone a congregation
but = eommqnity ag to the méaning ana‘plaeebcf publie worshiypy in
human 1ife. |
Viewed fron another angle, we raise the question of the effec-
ti#eness of the Congregational Polity in meeting'fhe problems which
the grest movements of our time forece upon us. Whatever may be
the meaning of it, wé have to récognisé a faet 9! g widespread in-
difference to, even opprosition to the institution of religion. Var-
ious changes in social customs have a direct effect on sttemdance

at ﬁuhlic worshig and its suggort; The attituﬁs cf large numbers e

churches is such as to cause serious examingtian and apgrehensien','
 These irritants have been a factor, on the other hand, in stimulat-
ing experiments in and modification of forms of worship; in the
adoption of more maaern methads aﬁdran inereasing emphasis on relli-
>~éiaus education; and in developing =u genersl improvement in the
quality and effectiveness of preschings

Beyond these changes going on within one fellowhi. we have
4o take into consideration great trends discernable beyond our bore.
ders that eompel our sttention.

 We have to note the current emphisis upon what is commonly
ealled the Social:Gosyel. Important as this emghasis‘is and'aught
to be %today, we are inclined to forget that from the beginning of
the Rerarmstion, the ngoeial gospel” has been an integral vart of
religiaus evolution dawn %0 the present day. It belongs to the

very nature and strueture of religious thau&ht and practice as in-
" ferpreted by a lcng 1ine of grest leaders. There are many in&leaﬁiana
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51 gagggg _gospel is keiag soized ugon as an ‘eseape from more

pressing and searching problems. It might easily become a Buper-

xiﬁial nyertunlsm with dlsguleting QGSSlhiiiﬁiBSt :

Eowafar far

t»uyon cur 1ndlvidnai lihertissi.

;gi&u&l&,

Eram the point of view 9! ths

‘%ifilizatlen has been a trend in the dzrestian

of collectivism. The momentum of this process indicates a still

wwfﬁ?i*ﬂ%s an ettempt to discover some iina of a snperaatural revelation
,hiﬁﬁi!;in the background of hlstery that shall have an authoritativei

'7atatuw quite regardless of its evpeal to our total experiences in

~ life. Eaasibly it ie a rerlection in the woriﬁ af religious thought
:st the tendeney that expresses. itself in the pﬂlitieal world in the
dictatarahips of our day. It seems so mneh like the attitude of ;hs
Mathers of 1705 end that of Jedidieh Morse and his followers in 1805
that we should got be lured zrom our own trail by this trend. To
apeak harshly of it, it seems te be the outgrowth of a lack of

- eeurage anﬁ faith in. zaeing the yr&hlems and reayeasibilitias which

fraeﬁam presents.
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o= All these tendencies are in a way related to a fourth that-k:f
iaéeenstantiy‘braaght td our shtention and frequanﬁly with such a
very senﬁim&ntal appeal as to command our sympathy. A united ehurﬁhr
of Christ scunds very fine and it gi?sa voiece to & thought that com-

yels serious aanside ration. The fsot remains that not sinee the

ewww vausuie AVLEMPTS Nave been made by a

= et

coercive suthoritarienism to control the thought and conduct of the

_church as a unit but the history of those atfempts is too illumin~

ating. %hatévgr the future may have in store for this attempt at

e united Protestantism ér a united ahursh/univeréal, it s&eés'cléar
thaﬁ.énly upon a democratic basis may we expect any lasting r@salta;
A united church on the basis of a menarchf hastbeen tried anﬁ‘téﬁﬁea :
by long cantnries of persecution and blocééhééeA Protestentism with

;eaﬁaal and ethieal a8 well as azganzza% onal 3aaiuaian %hgt it‘caa o
hardly command the respect and supyort of a free nen. ’ :
We have left the possibility that in the face of this direet

appeal to a united church of Christ and the still further appeal

“that lurks in the baekground of a common interest for all religiens

the demoeratic methods of the Congregational Polity may prove to

be the answer . ‘
"If there is indeed any logie in the process of ﬁistary it is

at least a sporting proposition that the future will continue the

 magrked trend in the direction of a demoecratic society. Not only has

our thinking both‘;hilosokhiéal and preetical for the past centuries
been moving inrtha% diregtian; but the contributions of $eienea.gnre
and practicel are contribuling tremquéus strength to the long-range
democratie trend. - In fact, strange as it may seem, it appears %0 '

yaar ehairman tha@Jattharity conceived of s a revelation to which




ans mug$ ankmit in anuestianlng oheéicase hes ?eally gassaa zraﬁ

ths warla*s stage& The most au%horitariaa Lnstltutiens* even the

et

sBQan ahur@h that onme compelled obedience, now pleads for adherence

hy'ﬁvesy social de?iae thet it ecan create or porrow from the insti-
‘The future in the fleld of reliéien is in the

A

tntiaqg a%‘aueiety.
prtﬁﬁﬁ@L@h of the eangrsgatianal polity.
”‘i 51
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Some of tie gheividusl papers con{;ibute& include biblio=-
graphies pertsining to tﬁe particular sub-division. While thE'lisf
of books that hgve a bearing upon the topie as a whole is almost
limitless, there are two or three that should be mentioned in par-

ticular.

The most useful source of gener:l documents is Walker's

The Creeds and Platforms of Congregationalism, Charles Seribner's

"Sons, Hew York, 1893.

The Religious History of New England, King's Chapel Lectures,

Harvard University ‘ress, Cambridge, 1917, pp. 1-134. These in-

elude six lectures by John Winthrop flatner and William W. Fenn.
John Wise, A Vindication of the Government of RNew England

Chureches and The Churches' Quarrel Esgoused; or, A Reyuly %0 certain

ﬁiaa, 3aatan, 1869*

These are very rare R fouﬁd for the most part only im L

public libra r1em.

The Works of Williem F. Channing, D.D., American Unitarian

Association, Boston, 1900, pp. 138-158,"Remarks on Assoeliations,"®

William Henry Chenning, The Life of William Ellery Chemning, -

The Centenary Memorial Fdition, Ameriean Unitarian Assoeiation, =

‘Boston, 1899, Dpp. 222-223.

411 the oceasional addresses of the late William Wallace
Fenn, D.D., oﬁe time dean of Harvard Divinity School, on New Eng-

land chureciaes, and in fartxaular, the Historieal Address Delivered

-on June 23, 1919, the Hundre&th Anniversary of the Installation

of the Be Bavind Luther w?;‘f; as Minister of the Church of Christ

e Worcester County Conference and

in Petershanm, publishe&

the Petersham Centenary %’ﬁtee .







