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this point very strongly. 2. The time iiras t9)o short foi' a procese tlîat wvould en-
sure a protraeted discussion of phraseology. Many ministers feit this to ho itself
a potent r'eason. 3. It ivas thouglit by some to ho a little ridiceulous tliat the
Congregational body could not corne together without dircctly setting theixiselves
at creed-making. 4. It was regarded as needîcess. Our faith had been 41sufficien-
tly set forth"' often, and recently. Moreover, the relation of the individual
chî1rches to the local and general Associations or Conferences is tlîat which tests
their creeds and setties their status. 5. Some had a growîng conviction of its,
unsuitablencss, as being rather a Presbyterian than a OongýregaIltional rnethod. A
crced framled by the Council wvould, by the Council's own declaratioii, have no
binding force on aýny of the cliurclics. 6. Some persons, undoubtedly, were in-
fluienced by a desire for the appearance of catholicity. Trhe disclaîiiier of sec-
tarianisas by individiuals, howvever, wvas generally thiouglit to be overdone ; and
mnaîy privately expressed tijeir weariness of it, sayiîîg, " \e arc a deii.>miliationi,
or we have no business hiere ; and this our action wili ccrt-ainly make us more
80."

These reasons are known to have been at work ; and the main consideration
seenîed to be- the unwillingness to, undertake a diicuit and wholly unnecessary
task. Soine, probably, ivould have preferred Lo mnake a newv and very explicit
confession of faith. But they preferred not to attenipt it under the pressure,
haste and limitations of the more imnmediate objects of the assemnbly. Many liad
decided objections to singling out any oue previous declaration, such as that of
the Boston Couxicil. We thotught it too rhetorical and incomplete, for sucli
honour. WVe did not cftoose to ereet it into a seeming, standard. We did not
wish to sanction the practîce which we were told some 0charches had adopted of
organizing on the Ilcoinmon" section of it.

Secondly. The Council did intend very summarily and very unambignously to
express in its organization the fundamental and characteristic principles of or-
thodox 0ungqreqationaism as distinet from ail other denominations. If they did
not iint--nd this, two hundred and seventy-seven intelligent men singularly imiposed
upon theaiselves and each othenr. For', before the final action on the subjeet, it
was stated to the Couincil by the Ohairinan of the Reporting Coinmnittee that the
aiin had been iii the briefest mode "lto indicate two things, namnely : Our doc-
trinal basis and our historic relations." After this explicit calling of attention to
the subject, and three or four deliberate readings of the setion reported, it was
adopted by an uuihesitating and unanimous vote . Oile brother, indeed, rose and
said lie should prefer to strike out the word "our"'- a very short but significant
word-yet xio notice whatever Nvas taken of his suggestion.

This is what, as I uxîderstand, the Council intended. And it is whiat they did.
They cleaily detined thîeir position ivitliout detailing their creed. The fact lies
not alune in individual clauses, but runs through the Constitution. The w]îole
document nîanifestly assumnes and plants itself upon the well-kiowni actual base
of (ongregationalisrn, ivith, its recoqnud methode,, orderly procedutres, restrictions
and safeguardà, as wvell as its whole hitrearlier and later. Upon this and noth-
i1ng elsc. It is Ilthe Congregational Churches of the United States, by Eiders
and Messenîgers ,ssembled. " Thie representation is to be by delegates regularly
appoiited in the local Congregaitional bodies ; special meetings mnay be called by
those bodies, and alterations suggested by t1bem. Nothing is left loose here, as a
bait for itinerants.

Furthermore, the empliatie and re-iterated assertion of the "lself-governmnent"
of the "llocal churches " separates from Romanisni, Episcopacy, Presbyterianisin
and Metlîodism, and places them wholly out of the purview of the Constitution,
as explicitly as does the assertion of the absolute supremacy of the Seriptures se-
parate from Unitarian Congregationalism (sometiries so-called) and £ronm every
other form of Rationalismn or Deism.

The more strictly doctrinal paragraph is as follows:
IlThey agree in belief thiat the IIoly Scriptures are the sufficient and only in-

fallible mbl of religions faith and practice ; their interpretation thereof being in


