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HINTS ON CHURCH DISCIPLINE.

Ix order to promote the healthy and useful existence of any
organic body, it is requisite that it should be governed by well
defined and wholesonie laws. The obligations imposed by these
laws should be fuithfully enforced. The penalties annexed
should be executed with wisdom and prudence—in a kind and
forbearing spirit, and yet with unshaken integrity—or derange-
ment, if not disorganization and anarchy may unavoidably ensue.
This is a primary truth, and applies to a gospel Church with
the same force as to any other organization. Restricted in its
membership, as it is, to true believers, fitly joined and compacted
together by that which every joint supplieth—each Church—
fn visible order—forms, in a certain sense, the body of Christ.
No candid, discerning BiBLE Student, will for a moment deny
that believers only can be rightfully admitted to church fel-
lowship. Each Church is a distinct, voluntary and independent
Society. Their constitution and the laws by which they are to
be governed, are contained in the New TestamexT. By these
faws, each Thurch is authorized to have distinet and exclusive
Jjurisdiction over ite own members. In his last charge to his
disciples, among other things, the Savior enjoined on them to
instruct the Christian converts to observe all things whatsoever
he had commanded. It was not sufficient that they were con-
firmed in the great fundamental truths on which their salva-
tion depended—they were to be instructed also in those prinei-
ples conducive to holy living—Christian usefulness; in the na-
ture—uses—and most proper way to administer the disciplinary
laws connected with the governmenf of the household of faith.

In every well governed Church, wholesome discipline, judi-
giously and faithfully enforced, will be found indispensabie. It
tends to preserve its purity—to promote its harmony and pros-
perity. It is all-impertant, however, that we understand the
time when, the place where, and the manner in which it should
be applied, if we would secure the objeet contemplated. Unless
these things are duly regarded we may fall into extreme error,
and convert it into an engine of mischief. Discipline, when
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4 HINTS ON CHURCH DISCIPLINE.

exercised in an ignorant and imprudent manner, is fraught with
consequences as serious, if not worse than to negleet it alto-
gether.

When viewed in its character and relations generally, disci-
pline enters in the very composition—forms an important ele-
ment—and is interwoven throughout with the nature and exist-
ence of a gospel Church. Its primary object is, or skould be
to prevent evil. When seasonably and judieiously employed,
discipline serves as an invaluable safeguard against those dis-
orders that too frequently interfere with the peace and harmony
which ought always to prevail among brethren—disorders that
sometimes threaten the Church with ruin. Where spirituality
is mutually cultivated among brethren—where usefulness in
the Savior’s cause is made their diligent study—where the most
favorable opportunities for promoting the spiritual benefit of
men- are earnestly sought—where a due regard is manifested
for each other in every condition calling for sympathy—where
there is a disposition to bear one another’s burdens—to shield
the unwary from temptation—to admonish with gentleness those
who stray from the path of rectitude——seeking in all kindness,
and with prudence to reelaim—making due allowance for edu-
cation and temperament—in a word, where brethren study
diligently to understand and do whatever might be conducive
to mutual improvement in knowledge, and piety, and usefulness
—you will there witness the most blessed results. Their union
and piety will be greatly increased in their measure and stability,
And where these are abundantly enjoyed, they will seldom be
interrupted by those evils which so ofien mar the peace, and
hinder the prosperity of our churches.

But while the Redeemer permits his churches to remain in
their present imperfect state, corrective discipline will be found
indispensable. But for this, it would be impossible to preserve
their order and purity. We are so liable, when admitting indi.
viduals to fellowship, to err in judgment—and then, in their
membership, our churches embrace such a variety in tempera.
ment and character, that without such a code, the most ruinous
disorders would be unavoidable. Intimately acquainted with
human character, the Savior foresaw the dangers to be appre-
iiended from these sources, and provided this sanative remedy,

The seriptures divide the offences between church members
uto two general classes—-personal, or private ; general, or public.
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Personal and private offences include such improprieties i
the conduct of one member toward another as is intended, ¢
&t least caleulated to injure him privately in his character or re-
ligious influence, to interfere with his interest or happiness, and
is indulged in 2 manner so privately as to be known to but few,
or none except the parties immediately concerned. He may
censure him severely and unjustly—heap upon him ungenerou:
and reproachful epithets—impute everything he says and does t:
improper motives—hold him at a scornful distance—indulge in
deception-and fraud in business transactions, &e.
Again—Personal offence may be given by an injury done to &
third person—as for instance, Bro. A. may wrong Bro. C., whici:
may be known only to Bro. B. In this instance Bro. C. is actt -
ally the injured party—yet without his knowledge. But Bro.E
and he only knowing the facts in®the case, has a just cause fo:
feeling grieved, and may, and with propriety should admonish ki~
offending Brother, and endeavor if possible to reclaim him frou:
his erroneous course, in a manner just as private as if the in-
jury had been done to himself. There are instances also where
offences more general in their nature may become private,—but
it is where the conduct indulged has been in a manner so pri-
vate as to render it next to impossible to become public, unless
made so by the very few who have witnessed the transaction.
The unchristian conduct indulged by one member towards
another, may occur under circumstances rendering it either pub-
lic or private. He may have prided himself in saying or doing
things in a most public manner, caleulated to injure his brother.
His course may have been persisted in, in all places and on all
occasions. Under all these circumstances, so far as individu-
ality has been the aim, the offence is private, and should be
treated by the aggrieved party in the same manner as if it had
been committed in the most private way. But so far as the
circumstances attending the offence have contributed to ren-
der it an open and wanton violation of the covenant whieh
unites the whole church in one common brotherhood, so far the
honor and happiness of the whole membership have been out-
raged, and it may be justly taken in hand by any other mem.
ber, or by the whole body. This same rule may apply to other
cases transpiring under similar circumstances. This generai
outline view may serve as a guide, enabling us to investigate

/7



6 MINTS OX GHURGH DISCIFLINE.

this branch of the subject moro in detail. 1t is a subject which
should be more fully understood by professing Christians,

Public offences are those committed more directly against
the whole Church. We will not trespass upon the reader’s time
and patience, so far as to enter into a minute detail of the offen-
ces which may beincluded in this class. The Seriptures specify
a few cases under this denomination, and aunthorize us to add to
the list all bearing a similar character. In doing this, every
improper bias should be studiously avoided.

It is a public offence in a church member to renounce Chriss
tlanity, either in its primary doctrines or precepts. The doc-
trines and precepts of the Gospel have been committed to the
churches by their sovereign Authorin all their purity, to be held
in trust, not to modify nor to mystify as will best serve party
purposes, but with a solemwn charge to defend and preserve them
in opposition to every anti-Christian innovation. So far as
trust possession can give property title, so far these doctrines
and precepts are common property. Bvery trespass, therefore,
growing out of a rejection of any or all of them by a ehurch
member, is a public offence, for which he should be held ac-
countable to the church where he holds his membership, to
whom public satisfaction must be rendered before the breach
can be thoroughly healed, even though it may have been given
to one or more individuals. Each Gospel church is bound to its
sovereign Lawgiver for the faithful discharge of this duty, and
is responsible for any neglect, and for any sbuse of the power
with which it is invested. 'The Seven Churches in Asia were
particularly directed to guard against the notorious heresies
that were discovered to exist among them, and to bring those
with! whom they originated to answer for the offence. Tha
Savior assured them that to neglect this duty would be highly
offensive to him, and if persisted in, would be visited with his
displeasure. “I have a few things against thee, because thou
hast there them that hold the doctrine. of Balaam, who taught
Balak to cast a stumbling block before the children of Israel,
to eat things sacrificed to idols, and to commit fornication,
So hast thou also them that hold the doetrine of the Nicolalians,
which thing I hate. Thou sufferest that woman Jozebel, which
calloth herself a prophetess, to teach and seduce my servantg
to commit fornieation, and to eat things sacrificed to idols.”

We are commanded to refect ag individual who holds heretical
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sentiments, after the first and second admonition, knowing' that
he that is such, is subverted and sinneth—being eondemned of
himself. All who deliberately and obstinately adhere to false
doctrine, and labor to beguile others into it, are public offenders’
against God, against themselves and their brethren, and against
the world, and should be held to answer for it.

Individuals connected with the church, habitually addicted to
notorious vices are public offenders. For a time they may seek
to indulge their unholy propensities in the most secret manner~—
but the offence is, in character, identically the same—and, when
discovered to the church, on credible testimony, deserves an
expression of its' disapprobation. The Bible furnishes us with
a concise catalogue of sins bearing this character, and gives
directions concerning the course to be adopted where any mem-
ber shall be found guilty. “Now I have written unto you,”
said an apostle, “that if any man who is called a brother, be a
fornicator, or covetous, or an idolater, or a railer, or a drunkard,.
or an extortioner, not to keep company with him—no, not to
eat.” According to this passage, these and similar offenses are
to be regarded as extremely offensive. For enormity, they are
placed on a level with stealing and murder, and other abomina.
tions, too infamous to find an epithet in human language suffi-
élently severe to stamp them with merited reprobation. It is
deeply to be lamented that, notwithstanding all this, such gross
immoralities can find so many apologists among professing-
Christians, and that such characters should find so many sym-
pathizers. By such influences church diseipline is often embar-
rassed, until offenders become irreclaimable, and their eonduct
grows so loathsome as to put common modesty to the blush,
and brings 4 foul blot of infamy on the Christian name and
cause.

Habitual neglect to discharge the duties connected with our
relation to the church, is a public offence, justly subjecting the
delinquent to censure and discipline. It would protract this
article to a length far beyond its inténded limits, to enter into
a minute detail of these duties—we must be content with glanc-
ing at them briefly. They are such as regular attendance on the
worship of God in his sanctuary; prayer, and other publie and
private religious meetings of the church; contributing accord-
ing to our means toward the support of the Gospel, the relief
of povor members, and defraying all other necessary expenses.
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in the church, with other duties, private and public necessarily
connected with its prosperity.

These duties stand, each, immediately and inseparably con~
nected with the interest of the whole body, and with the Re-
deemer’s declarative glory. The churches, in all their members,
derive 'a common benefit where each individual promptly and
faithfully observes them, and suffer a common injury where they
areneglected. Each individual, when he unites with the church,
professes to have fully and distinctly understood the nature
and extent of the obligations they were about to assume, and
they voluntarily pledged themselves before and to each othery
to habitually and faithfully fulfil them. Therefore, every
member that violates this pledge, has sinned before and against
all, and should, in justice, be held to answer to all for the de-~
linquency. We admit that this is a deeply humiliating posi~
tion, still, in our judgment, it is the only tFuly Scriptural one,
and every delinquent should be willing to submit to it.

Those who are in the habit of publishing abroad to the world
the business transactions of the church relating to discipliney
while such cases are pending, are guilty of a serious breach
of their covenant engagements. There are items of business
connected with every voluntary association which cannot right«
fully-concern nor affect the interest of any but themselves. It
does not properly concern any one, not connected with the se-
eiety, to be acquainted with what comes before it under the
head of special business, or how that business is disposed of:
The question— if what is being transacted be of a character
that can suffer no harm by being exposed to public scrutiny,
why throw around it a veil of secrecy ?’~-has nothing to do
with this matter—does not touch the merits of the case. In
some cases the question would bear with effective weight, but
not in all. A man by honest industry having acquired a vast
sum of money, is traveling to some distant place with his trea-
sure about him. Would we suspect him as a dishonest man,
because he declined publishing abroad, as he journeyed, the fact
that he carried about his person sueh an immense treasure ?—
Would we not set him down as deficfent in cautiousness and
wisdom, in case he made the fact knoewn wherever he went, thus
exposing himself to the mereiless rapacity of the pick-pocket,
the highwayman and the assassin? What would we think of
the officers of an army, should they in advance of an engage-
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ment, send to the enemy’s camp a programme of their whole
plan of battle? Why, we should regard them as utterly un-
worthy to occupy the station which they fill—as fit subjects for
the insane hospital, or, as deserving to be court-martialed, and
subjected to the severest penalty known to the law. Pure
intentions, and upright action, are not the only considerations
by which we are to determine whether it would be proper or
improper to make public or keep concealed for a time, what is
being transacted in a deliberative body, especially in matters
that {pertain to church discipline. The law of expediency
should, to every reasonable extent, have an influence over our
minds as to the course to be adopted. We should calculate, to
some extent, the probable mischief that might arise from the
case being made public before the church has come to a final
decision. It might prove a serious disadvantage to the party
accused. In case the difficulty should be satisfactorily adjusted,
it would be better to let the whole affair go into forgetfulness;
for it might be of such a nature that, if publicly known, the
individual’s reputation would suffer in the public estimation—
whatever might be the light in which the church might view it
—and all this injury would be uncalled for and ungenerous, so
far as concerns the course of those who have imprudently fur-
nished the world with the intelligence. Publicity might also
embarrass the case, and render adjustment more difficult, if not
defeat it altogether. The accused, perhaps, has friends who are
not members. Their sympathies would become enlisted. In
all probability they would give them unwise counsel, and by
giving heed to it, they might become obstinate, which would
cause a more tedious delay of the case, if all efforts to bring it
to a favorable issue did not utterly fajl. 1In these, and in
other respects, serious difficulties might arise to embarrass the
chureh in its diseiplinary measures ; and all just because some
idle tale-bearer counts it a luxury to send abroad on the wings
of the wind, and make public what will do the world no good
to know, and about which it can do them no harm to remain in
profound ignorance. These, to our mind, are sufficient reasons
for- saying that members should go out into the world with
sealed lips at such times, and for regarding an ppposite course
as a serious breach of discipline, deserving severe censure.
There are other things worthy of notice as public offences in
ghurch members. In many respects they lead djsorderly lives.
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Some are busy-bodies in other people’s affairs, and neglect their
own, for which reason the cause of Christ is left to suffer.—
Others are constantly at work sowing discord among breth-
ren, causing division and contention. Sometimes they succeed
in their object by an artful system of what politicians call wire-
pulling, so that it becomes difficult to trace out the link, in the
chain of circumstances, which connects them with the unhappy
disturbance. The apostle represents them as causing divisions-
and offences contrary to the doctrines taught in the Gospel ; as
serving their own appetites rather than Jesus Christ, and by
good words and fair speeches, or fascinating manner of address,
deceiving the hearts of the simple. All such are public offend-
-ers, and should be dealt with as such.

Let us now contemplate the course most proper to be pursued
in bringing Gospel discipline to bear upon the various offences
‘which may demand its exercise. The great law book of Zion’s
King should be taken as the only safe guide. Thisis sufficiently
comprehensive and explicit to meet every case when properly
understood and applied. It is extremely arrogant and extrav-
agant in us to attempt to modify or expunge any part of this
‘time-honored and sacred statute. According to whut we un-
derstand the Bible to teach respecting discipline, except in
extraordinary cases—such as very seldom occur—preliminary
measures should invariably betaken. No one acquainted with
the true intention for which discipline should be exercised, can
fail to see the propriety of this course, and every one who has a
desire to do good will not hesitate to conform to it. The de-
sign is to vindicate the Redeemer’s rights—the honor of reli-
gion against the foul aspersions cast upon them by their enemies
—to redress the wrongs incurred by brethren at each others
hands, and to reclaim and save the offender. In our ‘judgment,
a distinction should be made between private and-public offen-
ces as to the prehnnmraes to be used.

In adjusting private or persoml difficulties, the pre]iminary
steps required are laid down in Matthew v. 23, 24., xviii. 15—17.
In all such instances, these rules should be strlctly observed,
because, in the very nature of things, the offended and oﬂ'ender
are the only individuals who can be directly concerned. It is
their honor and happiness that are more immediately and serious-
iy involved. They should, therefore, make it their study to

prevent their difficulties being publicly known, either in the
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Church or the world, while there remains the least hope of their
being adjusted. - During the period when they are ‘seeking to
effect a mutual reconciliation, their interviews should be private.
If they succeed in restoring confidence and fraternal feeling
between each other, then it becomes their duty, by mutual
agreement to bury and forget the offence. So far as in their
power to prevent, they should never suffer it again to come in
question, In all cases it is a duty incumbent on the party of-
fended to wait on the offender, acquaint him with his grievance,
and labor to have the difficulty reconciled as speedily and per-
manently as possible. There ave instances, where the offence
is merely and altogether imaginary. Still, if any brother labors
under an konest impression, that he has a just provecation for
feeling offended, and nothing has been dene to remove that
impression, so far, to him, it is real, and he is bound to seek an
interview with the supposed offender, and state his grievance,
and the brother supposed to have given the offence, is under
obligation to listen to the complaint, and as far as in his power,
give a satisfactory explanation. He is not bound to confess,
where no cause exists for an offence, nor to ask parden where
nene is needed, but he should, and if actuated by a right spirit,
he will take all reasonable measures to satisfy the aggrieved
party, that he never had the remotest idea of doing him an injury.
And where such an assurance is sincerely given, nothing further
should be required. The same course should be taken where
the offence is 7eal, and the party with whom the difficulty ori-
ginated is bound to make reparation for the violence done to
his brother’s feelings, who in return should cheerfully forgive.,
After this the same friendly and christian intercourse should be
maintained as if no difficulty had ever existed.

There are many instances in which brethren, after having
suffered a supposed or real injury, act very imprudently, In-
stead of discharging their duty in a proper manner, they yield
to a sullen spirit of resentment. They may say nothing in
public, but their habitual demeanor toward the offending party,
while the cause is studiously concealed, may be such as to
excite anxious surprise, and provoke unpleasant remarks. Such
a course is highly improper. But where this is the case, and is
known to the individual on whose account this improper conduct
isindulged, it then becomes his duty to afford him every oppoz-
tunity for making known his grievance, But if, after a];l, he
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still persists in observing a sullen silence, and neglects to act
the part which becomes a Christian brother to act, it then becomes
his duty to seek a private interview with him, and ascertain if
possible, the occasion of his grief; with a view of effecting a
speedy and honorable reconciliation. *If thou bring thy gift
to the altar, and there rememberest that thy brother has aught
against thee, leave thou thy gift before the altar and go thy
way ; first be reconciled to thy brother, and then come and
offer thy gift.” The common impression among Christians
is, that the offender is under no obligations to go first to the
party aggrieved. If he has any thing against me, says one, let
him come and see me: I will not avoid an interview with him.
It is his undoubted duty to take the first step. But, if he neglects
or refuses to do it, this by no means exonerates the other. An
attempt to justify ourselves on such grounds betrays an un-
enviable spirit, even if the Scriptures were-silent on the subject.
It could certainly be no violation of Christian principle to seek
out an offended brother even on the ground of Christian conde-
scension. And where is there a sincere lover of peace and har-
mony among brethren, whose pride would disdain to make
such a sacrifice for the sake of healing a breach, especially
where it had its origin with himself, He who cheerfully acts
on a principle so laudable as this—evinces a spirit too pure
and lofty, wilfully and needlgssly to give a fellow Christian
pain—a spirit which, once manifested, would in itself be suffi-
cient to more than half heal the breach. It is earnestly hoped
that Christians will give more attention to this branch of duty,
and that it will be more universally observed.

But when one brother waits on another, at whose hands he
has suffered wrong, seeking reparation, he should pay particular
regard to time and circumstances. There are seasons when
they might come together with much brighter prospeects of
a favorable issue than at others. When the individual is at
leisure, when his mind is in a composed state, and under the
influence of elevated pious feelings, is the time when, more
than at any other period, he will be likely to effect his object.
It is incumbent on him also to study propriety in relation to his
own course. Before he commences to labor, it is his duty to
seek the Lord for direction, that his mind may, as far as possible,
be free from animosity and prejudice, and that it may be em-
inently spiritual. It is proper to place the most charitable
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construction on the offending brother’s motives, to avoid ab-
ruptness in manner, and a censorious disposition, and to approach
him as a fellow Christian, in a Christian spirit. Where such vast
consequences are involved, every thing possible should be dene
to bring the difficulty to a favorable termination. Nothing eould
be more appropriate than for the parties, when met together,
before the subject is introduced, to engage in solemn and fer-
vent supplication at the throne of grace, that they may be di-
rected aright. There are instances where a mutual conversation,
on some interesting religious topic, would serve admirably to
open the way, by which they may introduce the question to be
settled. This course is happily ealculated to remove obstacles
that might otherwise be encountered. It would tend to subdue
much of that asperity of feeling that had been engendered, and
enable them to take the case into calm and dispassionate con-
sideration. And even if the grievance were introduced in an
incidental, (rather than in a direct) manner, by degrees so as
to form, in appearance, part of a general eonversation, it might
prepare the way in which a more speedy, and happy and perma-
nent adjustment would be effected. Indeed, in numerous cases
the parties would become more than half reconciled, before
the offender would be aware of the distinct object of the inter-
view. “Be ye wise asserpents and harmless as doves,” is an
excellent maxim to be governed by always. Much patience and
forbearance will be found requisite when engaged in a duty so
unpleasant and yet so important. If in our first attempt we
prove unsuccessful, it is not advisable to conelude we have done
all in a personal and private way that is required. Before
the affair is disclosed to others it would be well to institute a
serious inquiry whether our failure has net been owing to some
defect on our own part. And then a second, and third, and so
on to the twentieth effort, should be made, provided there re-
mains the shadow of a hope that a reconciliation can be be ef-
fected. But, when every means taken in this way proves an
utter failure, we are then authorized and instructed to call one or
two brethren to our aid. Here we should move with great cau-
tion. Inthis branch of our duty, success will depend very much
on the selection. The difficulty has now assumed a new and
more serious aspect, and requires much piety, and wisdom, and
prudence, and gentleness, coupled with a great force of char-
acter in the advisers chosen in order to arrest and prevent it
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from becoming irreconcilable. The very best men that can be
found in the chureh, ought therefore to be selected. These
are not always found ameng the most wordy and blustering
individuals. Inthe event of the difficulties having arrived at a
point so critical, such individuals would frequently be as unsafe
as a coal of fire in a heedless child’s hand around a magazine
of powder. If you would secure peace between contending
brethren—equally honorable to both, select cool, reflecting, dis-
cerning men : men of a prayerful and Christian spirit, men whose
judgments cannot be biased by personal considerations on either
side. If this course, faitbfully and patiently pursued, fails of
success, then, as a last resort, it becomes a duty te refer the
whole difficulty te the church, for investigation and adjustment ;

. provided there be evidence to substantiate the c¢harges. In the

entire absence of testimony however, the aggrieved party had
better, after the first and second steps of labor, leave the case
without further agitation, otherwise he might invelve his own
reputation and membership in danger. But where there is evi-
dence, he should bring it before the church. If the accused,
on being convicted before this last highest authorized ecclesi-
astical tribunal, refuses to make restitution, then he must be
publicly expelled.

‘Where public offenees occur—the disciplinary eourse of the
ehurch wears a different aspect in certain respects. Public
offences, though they affect the Honor, and interest, and happi-
ness of each member, do not affect them in the same respect, as
when they are exclusively personal in their aim. An individual
addicted to epen immoralities inflicts an injury on all his breth~
ren, but it is in the relation they sustain te the church, and in
proportion to the commeon interest felt for its honor and welfare.
The same is true, and true in the same respect, relative to
delinquencies in religious duty, or where religious heresy is
imbibed and propagated. The sense therefore in which these
offences injuriously affect members individually is such as neces-
sarily render them public in their nature. It is optional with the
members, so far as obligation is concerned, whether they pursue
a public or private course in dealing with the offenders. We
have never seen any thing in the divine statute book, prohibit-
ing a private course where brethren feel disposed to adopt it.—
Where it would be safe to dispense with immediate exclusion,
and where a reasonable hope is entertained that the delinquent
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may be reclaimed, there can be no impropriety in resorting to
the milder measure of individual private dealing, indeed it is
commendable and advisable. By such a course his conscienco
may be aroused to a sense of the enormity of his backslidings.
He may in this way be led more speedily to repentance, to hold
his sins in just and deep abhorrence, and be reclaimed more
readily from his wanderings than in any other. In this way, much
valuable service may also be rendered to the ehurch, enabling
it to carryinto more speedy and effectual execution, those meas-
ures necessary to vindicate its own honor, and save the trans-
gressor. The individual would be likely to realize more deeply
the enormity of his sins, by secing the deep distress they have
occasioned his brethren individually ; and the tender solicitude
they have manifested for his spiritual welfare, would doubly
endear them to his heart through life. But being public in its
nature—though brethren in their individual capaeities may prove
eminently successful in gaining satisfaction, in restoring mutual
confidence, and in preparing the way fog the church to reclaim
the offender, still, the offence, for all this, requires the church’s
official notice. Here, however, as in private and personal mis-
understandings, it is proper in all cases, where immediate exely-
sion is not required, to take preliminary steps. These are to
be performed by a committee acting under the authority of the
church, The same privacy should be observed while prosecuting
these duties, as in private offences, with this difference; what
transpires between the parties in one case is to_be kept a pro-
found secret from the church, while there is any hope that a
reconciliation can be effected, and from the world altogether,
unless the accused party be excluded. The other being a case

- pending before the church, the same care is to be observed to
prevent it from being made known to the world while the result
remains undetermined. So far as concerns the world, the church
should invariably never suffer its disciplinary proceedings to bg
made known while pending. '

In the first place, we are not to lend an ear to every trifling
report, circulated by idle, gossiping news-mongers to injure a
brother’s character. 'Wé know that many of them are without
foundation, and that even those having a show of truth, are
frequently so magnified as to render them incredible. Duty,
propriety and Christian principle imperatively require that every
report injurious to a brother’s reputation, and the anthors be
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treated with silent contempt, except such as are substantiated
by the most credible testimony. It is to be deeply lamented
that we have so many brethren in our churches, who are always
ready to credit and cireulate every scandalous report they hear
against their fellow members. Their motto is, “ Report, and
we will report it.”

As already remarked, the preliminary steps taken in discipline
for public offences should be the appointment of a judicious
committee. They have a two-fold duty to perform. First, en-
deavor by impartial investigation to ascertain whether there be
any truth in the reports ; and second, labor diligently to reclaim
the accused, provided the evidence be sufficient to justify the
charges against him. They should be careful to discriminate
between offences, according to the temperament, and strength
of mind in individuals, and the circumstances under which they
have been committed. It is manifest to every reasonable mind,
that a righteous distinction may be made between individuals
as to the amount of censure due, where each has committed the
same act. There are possible instances where an offender by & -
satisfactory confession made to a committee, may be properly
exeused from making a public confession in person before the
church. It may be admissable through them. In all cases,
however, it devolves upon them to report what they have done
_ and the results, leaving the church to decide who shall confess
publicly, and who may be exonerated from the duty. There are
instances where a chureh cannot excuse delinquents from
making a public acknowledgement, without prejudice to its
own honor, and to the public and private interests of religion.
The opinion has been held by some, that there are instances in
which they should be required to confess their faults hoth before
the chureh and the world, and in this we see no real impropriety.
There are instanees where confession should be followed with
admonition and reprimand from the church. These should al-
ways be blended with the utmost Christian kindness, taking
special care to impress the offender’s mind with a conviction
that all is dene with an eye to his spiritual advantage. Tem-
porary suspension from certain church privileges may sometimes
be expedient; where this is done, it should be mingled with much
Christian tenderness, treating the individual as a brother. It
may be necessary sometimes to exclude an individnal, even
when we are fully satisfied with his sincere penitence, and that
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in all human probability he would never again be guilty of a like
offence. The honor of Christianity in the world’s esteem, and
the spiritual welfare of the commumty might require it; and
then there would be no other way in which the ¢hurch coﬁld
so properly and eﬁ‘ectlvely express its abhorrence for the of:
fence. It is our duty in all these cases to convince the
individual, that while stern necessxty urgés us to act, we ar¢
‘not indifferent to the genuine sorrow he has expressed for,
his iniquities, that we still chérish for him a tender regard. and
look forward with hope to the time when he will again be restor-
ed to fellowship. It may be advisable in some eases to exclude
members without making an effort to reclaim, and to close our
doors entirely against them ; even though we might charitably
believe they had repented. For there are some professing
Christians; whe while in the ¢huirch, will be an everlasting source
of trouble, and render the Chnstlan religion a hissing and a by-
word before the world. It is better for the church, for the
world, and even for themselves, for such persons to be sepas
rated f’rom, than to be conneeted with it. In all our disciplinary
transactions, we need to be eminently endued with wisdom from
above, with the temper and spirit of our Master, more by far
than wWe tsually are. It is all-important that we éoncern our-
selves more deeply about the spiritual welfare of these with
whor neeessity has compelled us to deal. Although they are
cast out, as a general thing, we should not utterly abandon them.
It still remains our duty to labor for their good, and endeavor to
fead them to repentance, and restore them to fellowship. We
are to remember that they have souls and that we are bound te
care for them.

In concluding this article, already extended to a length ex-
eeeding the limits originally contemplated, the writer would
beg the reader’s further indulgenee while he submits a few
thoughts to their serious and impartial consideration, in answer
to several questions which have been proposed to him at differ-
ent times, and by various individuals, relative to what consti-
tutes the proper exercise of church-discipline, so far as Baptist
usages are concerned, in connection with their general usages
in other matters pertaining to church meetings, &e., &e. It
has been asked,

1. “Is it in accordance with Baptist Church usages to exclude
& member witheut fivst citing him or her to appear and answer
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to any charges that may be alleged against them ¥’ Our reply
is: We have never met with any such usages, and if we had,
we could never lend them either our sympathy or influence.—
It devolves on a church to'make an offending member officially
acquainted with its grievances, and afford h1m an opportunity
either to investigate the charges, or to confess his wrong and
to retract. Should he—after every proper means have been em-
ployed to induce him to take these steps—refuse to comply,
the church might then be justifiable in excluding him without
further delay. The offence might be such in its natiire as to juss
tify excommunication, even were the accused disposed to ¢onfess
and make reparation. But, whatever may be the result, the
1nd1v1dual has an inalienable right to know the charges against
him, and is entitled to the privilege of meeting his accuser or
accusers, face to face, for the purpose cither of disproving the
charges, or of confessing his guilt, before the church can, with -
any show of justice or propriety, proceed to an act so solemn:
The common law provides that every man, before being con-
demned, shall; if he thooses, have the benefit of a trial-by jury.
And surely the Gospel does not ‘allow less privileges to those
‘considered as delinquents in a church.. It is asked
2. “If a person should be thus excluded, would it be right to
give him a certificate showing the reason for such exclusion, or
to allow the excluded person to see-theresolution on the church
ook by which he had been exeluded?” In our opinion, no church
has a right to dlscxplme a member at all without first giving him
‘notice that such is its intention, at the same time specifying the
charges on which that purpose is based. To do so would be
ealing about, and not with him. But provided any church
could ever forget and step so fat aside from what is right, as to
commit an act so rash and undignified—so unwise and unseriptus
ral—nothing could be more reasonable or just than that he should
have an official notice, certifying the fact, and the reasons for
the transaction—or that he should be permitted to see on the
record the resolution by which he was excluded. Any church
that would refuse compliance with either of these requests,
would betray a consciousness that they had in some way been
guilty of mal-administration, and are, either through dishonesty
or shame, unwilling to submit their proceedings to inspeetion.
8. “If'an offending brother be notified to show cause why the
hand of fellowship should not be withdrawn, have the church
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any right to retuse to allow him to give his reasons for his cons
duct?”  This, provided it be the first step that has been taken,
Is altogether an irregular proceeding with reference to a mem-
ber supposed to have walked disorderly. No chureh, nor
individual member in a church, is authorized to tommence to
discipline a member, with an eye to his ultimate exclusion.
Buch a result at the starting point, should never be allowed to
enter the mind. In church discipline, the first step, as has been
already remarked, is preventive in its aim; and were it general-
ly attended to moreé strictly, many of the evils among brethren,
rendering astringent measures imperative, would never have ex-
isted. The second step is corrective, and should always be
studiously avoided until preventive measures become unavailing.
But when it becomes necessary to use corrective means, prefer-
ring a public charge is not the point at which to begin. Ordina-
rily, individual and private labor is the starting point, and it
otight to be continued patiently, until Christian device has
exhausted all its stores without success in its endeavors to
reclaim the delinquent. After this the second step should be
taken, which is to take one or two other members and make a
fenewed attempt to reclaim the offender. This course should be
pursued without abatement, until it is manifest that their united
energies are insufficient to effect the desired object: Urged on
by dire necessity, as a last resort, the subject must then eome
before the church—not for the express purpose of excluding
the individual, but with an anxious desire to adjust the difficulty,
and to reclaim and save him. Exclusion ought never to be an.
ticipated until driven by fatal necessity to that solemn and
distressing act. If the above outline of Gospel discipline be
correct, what then would be the most proper notice sent by a
church to one of its members who had deviated from the path-
of rectitude? To come forward and show cause why the hand
of fellowship should not be withdrawn from him? Why? Has
he been convicted and found irreclaimable? In what way has
this been done? Has he had a trial with an opportunity to show
either that the charges were unfounded, or that there were many
palliating circumstances in his favor? If not, how has he beern
convicted and then called on to show cause why the church should
not disown him? Who ever heard of a court of justice acting
such a farce toward a criminal? Try and convict him without
giving any previous notice, and then call on him to assign rez-
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sons why the sentence of the law should not be passed and
executed! GIVE a man a fair trial, whether it be in common
or religious affairs, in due form, as in each is provided for by
their respective laws, and then act according to the facts, which,
on an impartial investigation, shall be developed in the ease. =
But if, after proceeding in this irregular manner until it had de-
termined on a member’s exclusion—calling on him to show cause
why the solemn sentence should not be executed, the church
should refise to allow him to offer testimony that would either
£o to establish his innocence, or palliate the offence—it would
all be solemn mockery—adding insult to injury. It is asked
“Is it an invariable rule with Baptist Churches not to
allow any but their own members to be present in a church
meeting, notwithstanding they are persons in good standing in
other churches?” In reply we would remark, so far as we have
examined the Bible on this subject, we have never miet with any
specific rule, and therefore consider it as optlonal with each
church to act its own pleasure in the premises. They are at
liberty to adopt and enforce such iules as afs ifi their judg-
ment most.conducive to the primary objeet for which these meet-
ings are held. We have known churehes on siich occasions to
throw open their doors and admit ail who choose to attend.—
Ordinarily, we see nothing in this course tending to evil. So far
as it regards members of sister churches, there ean be nothing
teasonably objeetionable in their attendirig at such times. It
might very reasonably be expected that their presence would
prove conducive to mutual improvement in the divine life. So
far as regards the unconverted, there could be no very weighty
objection urged against their being present. If the meetings
were properly conducted they mlght result in great good to this
class. But there are oceasions when, for good reasons, it might
be advisable to admit none but members; that is when the
church is exercising discipline. At such times it is desirable and
important to avoid every thing caleulated to give publicity to
what is transpiring; not because there is anything being trans-
acted that is wrong, but because it might prove injurious to the
parties concerned. There would not be « judicious individual
found in any church who would decide that it would be wise
to admit the world at such times. And it may be preferable to
admit none but its own members, because ne others can come
under the cognizance of the church for a violation of any rule
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it might deem proper to establish respecting the course to be
pursued in such cases. In view, then, of the fact, that so far as
the Bible is concerned, it is left at their option, and in view of
expediency, no individual, not a member, can justly esteem it a
breach of Christian courtesy, if a church should refuse to admit
them to its meetings on such occasions. We are asked

5. “ Can a member be excluded by a majority vote, or does it
require the unanimous vote of the Church ? We hesitate not
to say by a majority vote. Were it otherwise, it would be easy
at almost any time to defeat the most wholesome exercise of
discipline. It is also asked

6. “Does it require an unanimous vote, or can a majority
vote restore the individual to fellowship ?” To this we would
answer, by a majority certainly.

7. “ If the church, by a majority vote restore sueh member,
what is the duty of those members who opposed his restoration,
in regard to walking with the church, and communing with the
restored member ¥’ It is most desirable always to have a church
-in all its votes to act with entire unapimity—Dbut this is very
seldom the case. There are generally some in every church
who will take the negative side, whenever a question comes up

- to be decided, and will express their opposition either by a vote
or by remaining silent. There are some, also, whose indiffer-
ence, with reference to the result, will induce them to remain
silent—so that you do not know positively which side they are
on. They may be on the negative, or they may be on the affirm-
ative.  Frequently this class complain about the deeision
afterwards, whatever it may be. It is plain to be seen, there-
fore, that little or nothing would ever be accomplished in our
church meetings if the eonstitutionality of their progeedings de-
pended on entire unanimity. The majority, therefore, should
‘rule, .and the minority, should yield, and hold the restored indi-
vidual in fellowship, Those who pursue a contrary line of
conduct towards him, stand justly exposed to censure. It is
further enquired, '

8. “Have ministers any greater authority in church disei-
pline than a private member ?” So far as Baptist Church gov-
ernment is concerned, our own opinion inclines us to answer
the question in the negative. If a minister is invested with an
authority in the premises superior to his private brethren, we
should feel greatly obliged to any one who would inform np

’
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from what source that authority is derived. Is it from God?
Produce the evidence from the Bible. Does the church confer
it, when investing him in, or calling him to, the pastoral office ¥
The individual must be a member of that or some other church
in good standing, before they would presume to put him in the
ministry, even so far as such an act comes within their jurisdie-
tion. The church is made up of individuals equally entitled to
a voice, the majority ruling, or expressing the will of the chureh
as a whole, in the case. Suppose the will expressed to be

- unanimous. In that ease the will of each individual is the
clearly expressed will of the whole church; and the will of the
Chureh is elearly the will of each individual. Now is it reason,
nble to suppose that the office-creating power would invest
that office with an authority above itself? In other words,
does it look reasonable that any individual would, understand.
ingly and deliberately, lend his influence to clothe an offiee
which he has aided to create, with an anthority in disciplinary
matfers higher than he, by virtue of his relation to the chureh,
himself has a right to exercise ? If any minister imagine thjs to
be the case, and on this ground claims the right to exercise such
authority, he must have a love for pre-eminence—to which we
ever wish to be a stranger. Besides, it would be with extreme
reluctance that we should become a member of a church under
such a ministry. But if he has this authority, who is prepare_d
to define its limits? In our judgment it would never find a
stopping place short of St. Peter’s chair, provided his ambition
chose thus far to urge his claims. Prus has been driven from
that consecrated seat by his disquieted subjects, and it is to be
hoped that no Barrist MinisTEr will ever foolishly aspire to
become his successor. Again we have been asked,

9. “Is a minister to be disciplined for misconduct in a way
different from a private member?’ In reply we would ask,
Must 2 man be a member of a church before he can have its
sanction for entering into the public ministry ? Does the'chureh
by putting him into that office dissolve his relation with, or place
him beyond the disciplinary jurisdiction of that or any other
church with which he may choose to connect himself? If so,
where does it leave him? To what tribunal does it make him
accountable for his cenduct? Provided he is still a member
of the church, he isbound by the same covenant, and to be gov-
erned by the same discipline in common with his fellow members.
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If he becomes guilty of misdemeanors, subjecting him to disci-
pline, he is to be dealt with in the same manner as private
members for the same offence. The same preliminary steps are
te be taken, and with the same motives. The same secriptural
rule should be observed in bringing his case before the church.
The same caution should be used, and the same forbearance
and Christian spirit should be exereised in his case as in any
other, We see no reason why any difference should exist. It
is further inquired, )

10. “Has a council any right te aet in trying a member before
the chureh has decided the case ? Or has a council any authority
over the acets of a chureh? Is a church the highest tribunal to
which a member ean appeal ?” The acts of a council with refer-
ence to the conduct of a member, inadvance of the church, either
before it commences to act, or while it is prosecuting its investi-
gations, is in our judgment an act of gross usurpation, unworthy
the character or calling either of a minister or a christian. This
is not saying that it is impossible for men who are Christians to
participate in such an act. But we will say they are pursuing a
eourse altogether injudieious, and unauthorized. They must
have a peculiar fondness for meddling with their neighbers’ af-
fairs beyond any thing that we desire to cherish. In relation to
their authority over the acts of a church, two views may be en-
tertained: They can have no absolute power in the premises
whatever. Such a thing is never contemplated in their ap-
pointment. Suppose a chureh, in cemplianee with the request
from a neighboring church, appoints its pastor to meet in con-
nection with pastors of other churches, in the capacity of a coun-
eil, to adjust a difficulty, has he any reason to infer that they
have invested him with power to set asidle: the previous acts of
that church-? He must have a strange phrenological organ who
ean draw any such inference, Councils are generally called
to act only in an advisory capacity, and then only at the request
of the parties, each ehoosing an equal proportion of its mem-
bers. Parties may oceasionally agree to abide their decision.
A council cannot, in any other instance, elaim, even in appear-
anee, the right either to confirm or annul the acts of a chureh,
and then it is binding on the parties only on principles of honor,

But after all there is but little reliance to be placed in coun
eils. As a general thing we have but little faith in calling
councils, The practice has become too common to be produc-
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tive of results tending either to the peace and happiress of our
churches, or the divine glory. It has become a matter so easy
to get a ocouncil who are ready to act in accordance with the
wishes of those who honor them with the eall, that what they
do has but little weight with us. In this remark we intend no-
thing invidious in relation to our brethren. But we really wish
there were less of this council calling in settling church difficul-
ties, and that brethren would more generally refuse to act in
this capacity. Would all resolve on this course, there would
be less of them to settle. Every Baptist Church is an indepen-
endt body, and, as such, the highest earthly, ecclesiastical tri-
bunal, and is amenable to no other constituted tribunal on
earth for its disciplinary transactions. Again

11. “If a member in good standing asks a letter of dismission
from a church, has that chureh any right to designate what par-
ticular Baptist church that member shall unite with?’ If there
be a Baptist church in the immediate neighborhood where the
individual resides, and he or she should request a letter to
unite with one 20 or 25 miles distant, the church would be
justifiable, (unless reasons the most unquestionable were given,)
in refusing to comply with the request. But where there are
several churches withinan equal distanee, or nearly so, of their
residence, the church may advise, but have no right to dictate to
them, where they shall beeome a member. It is their-undoubt-
ed right to choose for themselves; and if, because they per-
severe in uniting with the church of their choice, the church
should refuse them a letter, that church would be perfectly jus-
tifiable in receiving them. Again it has been asked »

12, “Is every Baptist church an independent body—or must
each church unite with some association in order to havea good
and regular standing in the denomination ¥’ It is advisable,
when practicable, for churches to be associated together for
mutual spiritual benefit; but such a relatior is not essential
to a church’s independence. As an independent body it can use
its pleasure about entering into such a relation. Its remaining
separate should never be made to militate against its character
and standing in the estimation of the denomination. So far as
character is concerned, a church should sink or rise in the
estimation of the denomination by weightier considerations than
the simple circumstance of their connection with, or separation
from an association.



	IMG_0001_2R
	IMG_0002_1L
	IMG_0002_2R
	IMG_0003_1L
	IMG_0003_2R
	IMG_0004_1L
	IMG_0004_2R
	IMG_0005_1L
	IMG_0005_2R
	IMG_0006_1L
	IMG_0006_2R
	IMG_0007_1L
	IMG_0007_2R
	IMG_0008_1L
	IMG_0009_2R
	IMG_0010_1L
	IMG_0010_2R
	IMG_0011_1L
	IMG_0011_2R
	IMG_0012_1L
	IMG_0012_2R
	IMG_0013_1L
	IMG_0013_2R
	IMG_0014_1L
	IMG_0014_2R
	IMG_0015_1L

