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| TO THE REV. 8, PECK, D. D., COR. SEC. OF THE A)Y,
BAP. MISSIONARY UNION,

LETTER 3.
‘| Rew. and Dear Sir:

Having given a hasty sketch of what I con-
eeive to have been the primitive mode of con-
ducting Missions, I now propose to examine
|| those of our own times, and to show that, in
| many important respects, they are opposed to
the spirit and principles of the Gospel. Tor
the purposes of such an examination, we must
look at the practical operations-of our system
and not merely at the professions or intentions
of those by whom it has been introduced, If
the tree is good, the fruit will be good, if the
fruit be evil, the source whence it sprang must
be corrupt.

One important feature of a gospel wmission,
as I have already observed, is a recognition of
the right of the churches to free and open in-
1 tercourse with the Missionaries, and Lo the fullest
information in regard to the manner in which
their Missions are conducted. Probably fow in-
stances have ever occurred, 1o which this right
has been more strikingly violated, than in the ap-
pointment of the late deputation,and in the meas-
ures adopted for carrying out their policy. It
| might have been supposed that astep ofso grave
import as the sending of a deputation,for the cor-
rection of errorsin our eastern Missions, would
not have been taken without the general con-
currence of the members of the Union, and
upon grounds that had been publicly and fairly
presented.” The denomination were entitled to
know what the errors were, into which the
Missionaries had fallen, and what were the
changes to be effected by the deputation. It
was certainly due to the churches, that their
views should as far 88 - practicable, be ascer-
lained in reference to these changes, before en-
trusting the deputation with authority to carry

LETTERSON THE MANAGEMENT COF IMISSIONS. |

them into execution.
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In appointing the Deputation, it is well
kaown that neither the Union or Board of Man-
agers was consulted. Itis stated ln the Mag-
azine, that the Executive Committee would
gladly have availed themselves ofthe adsice of
the Board of Managers, had there been time

"for a reference to them. What sudden emer-
gency could have arisen,in the interval between
the annual meeting in May 1852, and the ap-
pointment of the Deputation in October, to
justify such haste, it i= difficult to understand.
| The re-opening of Burmah was koown at the
May meeting. . In July, directions were sent
to the Missionaries to hold a conference for the
purpose of selecting individuals to occupy the
most desirable stations in the newly annexed
territory.  That conference would no doubt
have been fully competent to perform the duty
assigned them. No persons could be better
qualified to select the proper stations
and the laborers to occupy them, thun the
Missionaries themselves. It does nof appear
to have been thought, at the time this confer-
ence was appointed, that a Deputation would
be necessary. If anything unusual had occur-
red, it would not have been more difficult to
call an extra meeting of the Board than it was
iu 1855, when information had been received
that pamphlets from the Missionaries were on
their way to this country. But no such meet-
ing was called; no oc:urrence had taken place
which would justify such a call; and no one, 1
am persuaded, can-be more fully aware thao
| yourself, that the call for such a meeting, and &
fall and fair disclosuse of the measures to be
-carried into execution by the Deputation
would have resulted in a refusal on the part of
the Board and the denomination generally, to
sanction their appointment.

It may be said that this statement is too
strong, and that the measure was sanctioned by
the Board at the annual meeting in Albany in
1853. But the question returns, Were the
objects, for which a Deputation was sent, fairly

| presented before the Board of Managers, at
the time the measure was endorsed by them?
Did they understand the original grounds of

the appointment, and still more had they the
remotest apprebension. of the changes which
were, at that moment, being effected among our
_Missions in the east? Up to thetime of that
meeting; #0 far a3 the ‘churches bad the means
of information,; the re-opening of Burmah was
the prime cause of sending ‘@ Deputation. No
one appears to have suspected that this was
not the real reagon. . The object of the Dep-
utation was announced in the Magazine for
Dec. 1852, in the following terms;
«To devise the best methods of organizing,

appointing and directing the Mission when it
; shall be thus enlarged, and to establish the en-
terprise on a just footing in relation both to
our past and to our prospective efforts for the
evangelization of the races of Burmah, a gen-
eral meeting of the Burman and Karen Mis-
sionaries is to be convened at Manlmain; and a
Depatation from the Executive Committee are
{ now on their way, to sit with them, to aid their
| deliberations, and to communicate the imme-
diate resalts to their brethren at home.

The same ground was maintained at the an-
nual meeting in 1853. No indication appears
to have heen given of a change in the policy of
the Missions, if we except the opposition to
schools offered by Dr. Wayland. His remarks
however, appeared to have no connection with
the actica of the KExecative Committee; and
it is probable that scarce on individual in that
meeting, beyond the parties concerned, had
any idea that while Dr. Wayland was propos-
ing a resolution of inquiry, in reference to
schools and the press, the work of revolution
was going on in Burmah, under the sanction
of authority committed to the Deputation by
the Exccutive Committee. It appears proba-
| ble, indeed, from some of the debates in}|
1854, that the Executive Committee themsel- |
ves were not aware of the extentto which Dr.
Wayland's views were being carried out by the '
Deputation. The following isan extract from al
gpecchof Dr. Hague,vreported in the Macedonian \

with Dr. Stow’s reply;
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. “It now appeared there was & preconcer-
ted intention of making great changes in the
Missiori ehanges amounting to a revolution.
The charge of preconcert having been denied
and deprecated,he remarked that the individuals
discluiming might clear themselves, but the
fact could not be denied. "The coincidence of'
tbe motion of Dr. Wayland on this subject- with
the work which the Deputation were then doing
on the other side of the world, was not acci-
‘dental.” Ty :
“Dr. Stow said that the Executive Commit-
| tee were not responsible for Dr. Wayland’s mo-
tion, nor @t all concerned with it. On the
conirary, they all regretied that it was made
at tke time" g g

The Executive Committee must have known,
when they appointed the Deputation, that at

least one of them entertained views on the
subject of schools identical with, those which
Dr. Wayland had been urging for many years.
They could not therefore have been greatly
surprised to find that the ample powers with
which the Deputation were clothed, had been
exerted in favor of the new theory.

Before the meeting in 1854, it had become
generally known that the proposed re-occupa-
tion of Burmah had created no necessity what-
ever for the appointment of a Deputation. It
was plain that the designation of individualsto
occupy the new posts, might have been safely
left with the Missionaries; and that they were
in fact, theonly proper persons to make the
selection. The Execulives profess to have con-
fidence in the Missionarics as a body; if such
was the case, why should they not allow the se-

‘lection to be made by a vote of the majority?
| Why did the Deputation withdrasw the permis-
{sion to nominate individuals, which had been
! given to the Convention by the Exceative Com-

mittee? . '

The ground {aken the previous year having '
beconie untenable, new reasons for the appoint-
ment of a Deputation were brought forward, |
and the Union was startled by a series of the '
boldest and most sweeping charges ngniubtf

: tions, and g conference wag called, at a meeting

Missionaries, ever listened to by a religious
audience. These charges made by the high. |
est authority, and asserted with such conﬁde;ce '
could not fail to obtain credit with most of the
members. On the supposition ‘that they were
true, what must be thought of the system
‘which, at the previoung anniversary, demanded
the concealment of go important ‘facts from
t.hose who bhad aright to the ‘fuilest informa-
tion; a system to maintain which it wag Deceg-
sary tokeep back the true reason for a great
public measare, ang substitute another, which
was at best but incidental and compnr’utively
unimportant?

I:e.t us look for a moment at the different
poimous occupied by the officjal organs in
1853 and 1854; Ty the former year the lap.
8unge used in reference to Iy, Wayland’s pro-
xpt:)sml for an inquiry concerning the time and
,::, g)lilz.:‘itjnued on schools and the press, wag
; “T!le Home Secretary  had no objection to
.mveshgatiou. They were agreed that preach-
ng was the chief instmmentnlity to be used, and
he-was not aware that- the system of an’y of
was liable to jyst exceplions in

this matter,”

Here the Secretary appears to be ignorant
thl.at_there was anything in the pruclicz of the
Missions, in the matter of schools aud printing,
that called for executive interference, Bat aé
lthe_mumal meeting in 1854, he made the fol-
Owing stutement, which i ied fi
R Reco;der. h is copied from the

“The Executive Committee founq that in
certain Missions theip instructions were not
compiied with, They thought it was better
t'o send a Deputation, anq save the proclama.
tion of these things. In thig we have fajled
aud you shall have the whole, if that be the,
determination, In 1846 the Rev. Mr. Vinton
wag here, and spoke of the predominance of
schools over preaching jn the Missiong, In
Consequence of this [r, Wayland made objec-

of the Board in New York; and the result
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was to place preaching before teaching and
‘bookmak_ing_, and the Deputation were instruc-,
ted to give information as to this point. The
revolution they have made there is oue that
this  Board and Execative Committee have
sanctioned in almost every report, for five
years past. . It could no! have been done with- -
out them; it was that which the Board could
not do, because the Missionaries refused to *
comply.” ' :

The following, from the same speech, is re-
ported in the Macedonian.

“The whole subject of tlie proper proportion of
Missionary labor wus considered in 1849, and
the Execative Committee were instructed to
carry into effect the measures complain-
ed of. Why were not these jnstructions car
ried out? Because—he regretted to say it, but
the avowal was called out by others—the jn-
stractions of the Executive Committee were a
dead letter in some of the Missions. Ever since
1849, the Committee had endeavored to falfil
the instructions of the Board, but had been
thwarted, and it was their conviction that a
measure must be adopted- adequate to that
end, if such a measure could be devisged.”™ .

“ But why could not the missionaries do the
needed work ? Because missionaries are men,
of like passions with others. Many people
seem to think them angels. He loved his mis-
sionary brethren and would not willingly speak
of their infirmities; but the {ruth must be told,
when the most important measures were thus |

71

assailed ,

It is difficult to reconcile the language of
the last extracts with that of the preceding
year.” It would seem that as early as 1849,
schools had been placed before preaching. The
‘Executive Committee were instructed to re-
verse that order. They endeavored to do so,

“but in some of the Missions their instructions

were o dead letter; the reversal could not be !
effected, because the Missionaries refused to
comply. Up to July 1852, the sending of a
Deputation had not been contemplated; but

from’'some unexplained developments, occurring |
between that time and October, the Commi-
ttee came to ‘the conclusion that some meas-
ure must be adopted equal to the end in view,
if such a measure could be devised; which f-
nnliy proved to be the appointment of a Dep- |
utation. And yet the Home Secretary, in 1853,
did not know that the system prevailing in any
of ‘our Missions, was liable to just exception,
in the matter of teaching and book-making.
_If the plain unvarnished import of the state:
ments made by the execative officers is not
such as I have given, it is impossible to attach
any meaning to language. There could have
i beenbut one impression made upon the minds
of all who listened to the explanations of the
Home Secretary.

‘What now must be thought if: the facts ad-
duced in 1854, to justify a Deputation, should
tarn out to be purely fictitious? What if it
should appear that schools and printing had
rnever been placed before preaching, and that
0o Missionary had ever refused to comply with
the instructions of the Committee in this res-
pect? Yet such is actually the case. If the
ground first relied on to justify the appointment
[of a Deputation was untenable, that which
| Was subsequently adopted will be found still

more unfortunate, because directly opposed to
facts. Had there been a wish to disclose the
real objects of the Deputation, it might have
! been done in the compass of a single sentence;
‘but to this day, so far as official information is
relied on, the supporters of Missions are as
much in the dark as they were at the aunual
meeting in-1853.  Respectfully yours.
N. Browx.
T Toor e 7
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| and more absolute than that of any Anglican

TO THE REV. §. PECK, D. D., COR. SEC. OF THE 4M.
BAP, MISSIONARY UNION.
Rev. and Dear Sir: b
Not ouly were the churches ignorant of the
objects of the deputation, but all real fofor- |

| mation in regard to the extent’ of the power '

with which they were invested, was carefully
withheld from the publie. That power was
essentially episcopal; and wag, in fact, greater

bishop, In the aonouncement in the Maga-
ziae, the caatious phrase, *a just discretionary
power,” was softened by the specification of
the szrvices to which that powar was confined
viz, “aiding the deliberations ” of the confer-
ence, and “communicating the immediate re-
gults to the brethren at homo.”

« Subseguent information, received from the
missions, has constrained the Committee to be-
lieve that a deputation of faithful men, clothed |
with a just discretionary power, and charged
with the two-fuld service of aiding the confer-
ence in its deliberations, and of bringing home
complete views of the measures discussed,|
would be acceptable to the missionaries, |
and greatly subserve the economy and eﬂicien-:,
cy of the missionary work through many suc-|
cesgive yeurs.”

This carefally guarded language was not
calculated to convey an idea that the deputa-
tion were clothed with episcopal power, but the
contrary. No one on reading it would re-
ceive the impression that iostead of aiding
the deliberations of the conference, they were
empowered to reverse its decisions; no one
would suppose that such was the course spo- |
ken of as likely to prove * acceptable to the
missionaries;” no one would suppose that in-
stead of being deputed to consult with their
brethren and bring home the rezulte, they were
clothed with the whole power of the executive,
to be used at their discretion in controlling and
coercing the missionaries.

v
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The instructions given y the Executive
Comnmittee, including the act of authorization
by which the deputation were invested with’
absolute power, an act of which every member
of the Union had a right to be informed, haye
never yet been publihsed, It properly formeq
a part of the records of the Maulmain Conven-
tiop, but in printing the minutes, the most im-
portant portion of the document was omitted.

When you had convened the mission in Asam
and presented this paper as a warrant for yon;
authority, you were requested to allow g copy
of the paragraph under whose sancfion you
acted, to be inserted in {he records of our
n.xeeting. To. this you objected.  After con-
siderable discussion, You allowed a copy to bhe

taken, but with the express injunction, that i

should:not be published, Tt appears, however,
that during the investigation at Albany, tbi;
iufitrument was placed in the hands of g bnm-
mittee of which Dy, Wayland was chairman;
and at the special meeting in March, 1855 ilz
was called for and read befope the Bonrd, of
l.lanagers. Had it not been for the discus-
stons which have arisen on the subject; it would
never have seen the light. As thig act of au.
thorization has been publicly read, I consider
that I am violating no obligation by giving it
an jnsertion in this place, It is draw: up with
all the formality of & legal document.

“To accomplish these and suck other ob-

jgcts as may engage their deliberations,

“T. The Deputation' will tegard themselves| "

as clothed with authority, as the Representa-
tives of the Executive Committee, and for the
time being will act in their behalf and their
.stead. They are therefore to deliberate with
the missions together or severally; and where
the Deputation agree in opinion that the inter-
ests of the missions require the immediate de-
[ cision of any question or questions, they will
consider themselves as authorized to act de
finitely in all such cases, with all the powers
constitutionally possessed by this Committee,
with the single exception of the appropriation

ol mongy from the treasury. Whenever they
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have acted uuder this authorization, they will
be expected immediately to report their doings
to the Executive Commiltee, with a detailed
statement of the reasons therefor.”

feet changes is not limited to those cases in
which the missions and the deputation are
agreed, but to those where the members of the |
deputation agree with each other. By another
article, the same absolute power was vested in
yourself alore, whenever the deputation should

Assam.

It is said that some of the missionaries de-
sired & deputation; N othing could be more
naturai. It i3 probable there was not a labor-
er in the field, who wonld not have been de-
lighted to sce a deputation of unbiased, disin-
terested men, clothed with no anthority beyond
what the New Testament sanctions, Such a

i
It will be noticed that the authority to ef~

separate, and with this power you acted in| /

deputation would have been Jraternal, not in
word only, but in truth; their office would have '
been to examine the operations of thejr breth-
ren, to give them advice, and to make repors of
what they had heard and seen, good and bad,
and without waiting until they were forced by
¢ pressure” 10 “commaunicate all they knew.”
The three-fold responsibility of examination,
counsel, and giving a report, would, it appears
to me, be quite as much ag any sound Baptiat
would desire, without the exercise of a dictato-
rial power over their brethren, The venerable
fathers of our denomination, who commenced
the work of modern missions, would not have
sent out a brother deputy clothed with this ar-
mour of Saul. But times are changed, and
we change with them, The Macedonian for
Sept. 1854, says:

“The Prudential Committee of the Amer.
can Board of Commissioners for Foreign Mis-
sions clothed their deputation, recently sent
forth, with precisely the same power a8 was
given to ours. Indeed, we do not believe that
any Board would consent to withhold such ag.
thority from men worthy the appointment, or
that any two competent men would consent to

go forth as a deputation to India withont en-
joying the right to do what. they conscientions
ly believed could not be safely delayed.”

“The Deputation of the American Board of
| Commissioners have gone to India to seel to
introduce substantially the same principles of
missionary labor in their missions, and a depu-
tation, for the same object, leave London the
present month on behalf of the English Bap-
tist Board.”

. There can be no doubt that the Macedonian
had the wmost accurate information in regard to
the facts here stated. All our great missionary
societies either act in concert, or follow each
other’s train. The mutual understanding be-
tween our executives and those of the Ameri-
can Board, Las long been manifest. It is un-
derstood that the officers of the prin-
cipal missionary societies in’ London are
accustomed to meet for mutual consultation on
the mavagement of missions, Before leaving
these shores, as we learned from your state-
ments in the Maulmain Convention, you were
| aware that the officers of the American Board
had adopted the same principles in regard to
schools ag those advocated ‘by yourself; and
‘you were, doubtless, not unprepared to expect
that a deputation from their Society would
soon follow in your steps. It is not surprising
that the same legal instrument of authority
secured by yourselves, should also answer for
them. 1t might be supposed that the English
Baptist Missionary Society would have st
their deputation with a commission less repug-
nant to their original principles But it has
been stated by one of the officers of that Soci-
ety, that they did invest their deputation with
plenary powers, although they had not deemed
it advisable to make this (pajt public. How
paioful to find that Baptists are thug following
in the wake of other denominations, and adopt-
1ing a system of worldly policy, such as we have
{always been taught to suppose was confined to
earthly governments and churches established
i by law,
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i It is, however, very satisfactory to learn that
Ithe English deputation, Rev. Mr. Underhill,
although clothed with such authority, has pur-|
sued a course marked with candor and moder-
ation, and that the Home: Committee, so far
from adopting any nsrrow views of missionary
operations, especially encourage the prosecu-
tion of eduecational eforts, together with the
teaching of English.

The Macedonian contend- that “ competent
men ” would not consent to go out, unless they
were clothed with this arbitrary power. It
would seem that Baptist ministers have such a

would not go to India, unless they could enjoy
the right of enforcing whateyer they thought
best, irrespeetive of the opinion.of their mis-
sionary bretbren! Or, if any individuals could
be found who would consent to go-with less
power, they are not the men that would be
deemed competent! We should suppose that
a decent respect for the venerable fathers of
our Zion might have secured them against such
iojurious imputations. Until we haye evidence
that the Macedonian has some suthority for
attributing such sentiments to the ministers of
onr denomination generally, I shall continue to
believe that the exercise of compulsory power
over their missionary bretbren, would be alike
repugnant to their principles and their feelings,
and that they woald much sooner visit our mis-

sion fields for the purpose of inspecting our|

operations and giving advice, than they would
go for the purpose of controlling ounr move-
ments and breaking up our plans.

Suppose a missionary were to be appointed
on a deputation, (for there is nothing absurd in
the supposition,) is it to be believed that he

predilection for episcopal authority, that they |

would desire to be invested with the power of|

control over hig bretbren? Who, amongst all
our missionaries, would be found willing to
place himeelf in a position so totally inconsis-
tent with the fandamental principles of our
denomination? And yet, if episcopal author-
ity could properly be intrusted to a delegation,

it would be to one composed of old and expe-
rienced missionaries, who, in addition to their
sympathy for the trials of their brethren, would
combine a ripeness of knowledge and Judgment
that could never be obtained by persons on a
flying visit, however much they might have pre-

|| pared themselves by previous study.

Our charches:are .urged to be reconciled to
the late measures, by the probability that the

| hecessity for sending & deputation will seldom

occur.” This {aa delusion. - On “our present
system, missions cannot be managed except by !
the frequent appointmsnt of deputations, or |
the exercise of episcopal power in \8ome other |
form. The necessities for interference will in-"»

crease instead of diminishing. The f'requencyl

with which some societies already send their
deputations, shows that it it must ultimately
become & permanent arrangement. And it
will soon be found that a residence of two or
‘three years, on the plan contemplated by the
present deputation of the English Baptist Mis

sionary Society, will be absolutely necessary,
in order to prevent the evils of hurried legis-
lation. Experience will show that the daties
of government can be much more satisfactori-
ly performed by deputies who reside in the
{field than by transient visitors. Indeed, if we
| must have a system of authoritative direction,
the sooner a regular episcopal government is
introduced the better. Let the gronnd on
which ‘we staud be fairly understood.. Far
better to have superintendents, openly and
regularly appointed, as in the English Church,
than to have persons deputed to exercise the
same powers, by an act of authorization con-
cealed from public scratiny, and unsanctioned
by the nsages of the denomination. It -ig, at
all events, quite certain that missionaries, who
{have entered the field on New Testament
{ principles, however much inclined to submit
i for the sake of peace, will naver recognize the
!vulidity of the powers assumed and exercised
i by the late deputation.

{ Tremain yours, very respectfully,

NATHAN BROWN.
e e -



LETTERS ON THE MANAGEMENT GF MISSIONS.
TO THE REY. 8. PECK, D. D,, COR. SEC. OF THE AM.
BAP. MISSIONARY UNION.
LETTER 0.
Rev. and Dear Sir:

The public have no means of ascertdining
what were the objects of the deputation, ex-
cept from the work they have actually done.
Judging from the course they have pursued
with all our missions, as well ag from their ex-
pﬁessed opinions and written documents, I feel
that I am standing on sure ground, when I
maintain that the leading objects of their mis-
sion were as follows: 5

First, to reorganize our missionary opera-

tions, on the busis that the oral proclamation
of the gospel is the “only mode of evangeliza-
tion authorized by Christ’s commission.

Second, to reduce missionaries to the condi-
tion of hired servants, and to enforce a system
of mechanical uniformity in every department
of missionary labor.

To the former of these objects the efforts of
your colleague were chiefly, though not exclu-
sively, devoted; while the latter was, asT be-
lie:ve, the paramount object with yourself, and
one to the attainment of which your labors
hiave been long directed. It i3 undonbtedly
the paramount question;it affects the very |
fioundation of our ecclesiastical structure, and
cleserves the first place in all our discussions,
et aa the other subject was first in the pro-
ceedings of the Maulmain convention, it will
be most convenient to follow the game order
in these letters. g

I do not wish to be understood as asserting
that the executive committee had these objects
in view, when they empowered the deputation
to act. I am inclined to doubt whether the
committee anticipated that so many radical |

‘charges would be introdaced by the deputa--j
tion. With Drs. Ripley, Stow, and Neale,
and Deacon Lincoln, I had the pleasure of an
acquaintance hefore leaving this country; and
I feel quite sure that, with a fall km_)wledgo. of
fiacts, they would not have lent their sanction

it-o what has been done, On the present sys.

| tem, it is indeed impossible for the executive

! committee always to obtain a proper knowl

ledge of the numerous subjects on which they

| are required to vote. They are liable to mis-
t ake inregard to facts. When it is remember
e:d that these brethren are fully occupied with

;1 heir appropriate pastoral and other duties,
how is it possible that they should be familiar,
with the details of missionary operations?
They must depend on the secretaries, who are
able to devote time to.the examination of mis-
sionary correspondence. If the gecretaries, |
the real executives of the Union, are acting |
from erroneouns views, it would be strange . if
the executive committee did not imbibe, to a
greater or less extent, the same impressions.
The representations against missionaries which
have been scattered broadeast over the land
for the last two years, alienating the ministers
and churches from their brethren abroad, have
no doubt been operating for a much lénger

- time on the minds of the execufive committee,
Still, as the recent measures have been carried
into effect in their name and by their author-
ty, itis proper that they should bear the fall
responsibility. i

~ 1 have already remarked that, so far as offi-
cial information is concerned, the supporters of
missions are still ju the dark as to the changes
which the deputation sought toeffcet. A per-
son attentively perusing the files of the Mace-
donian and Magazine, would fail to discover
the real points at issue between the deputation
and the missionaries who differed from them.
The ge(nerul impression conveyed by the publi-
cations of the executive is that they regard
the preaching of the gospel as more important
than schools or the operations of the press, and
that it was to bring the practice of the mis-
sionaries into accordance with thig principle,
that the deputation were sent out, Thig is
distinetly asserted by the Home Secretary in

| bis remarks already~quoted, and is brought to




view in a variety of forms in the papers on the
Work of the Dzputation, One or two quo-
tations will suffice.

“The deputation availed themselves ol every |-

| means within their reach to learn precisely in
what way and to what extent the missiona-

ry work in Burmah should be modifled, o as

to secare to the preaching of the gosgel its

rightfal position and effectiveness, and to other

agencies a just subserviency to it.”
“1. With respect to securing to the work

of preaching its rightfol position and effec- |

tiveness, the ground was taken by the depu-
tation, and in the end concurred in by most
of the missionaries, that every ordained mis-
sionary should give himself to this work dur-
ing the whole of every dry season, and at oth-
er times to the extent of his ability; that. his
connection with auxiliary agencies should be
adjusted, as far as possible, to such employ-
ment of his time;that ‘the burden of all preach-
ing should be the way of life through Jesus
. Christ;’ that it should be directly to the heath-
en in ‘the tongues'ia which they were born,
and, as far as practicable, in zayats, the places
of common resort.”—Magazine, July, 1854.
“As stated in our previous paper, the dep-
utation, regarding the preaching of the gospel
ag the prime agency for the conversion of the
people, and desirous to give it ‘the widest
scope,” advocated and pursued measures pro-
viding ‘that every ordained missionary dufing
thé whole of every dry season, and at other
times to the extent of his ability,” should
preach directly to the heathen in the tongues
in which they were born.” &
Magazine, May, 1855.
The intimation, conveyed in these papers,
that missionaries, or at least some of them, do
not consider preaching the gospel of more im-
portance than schools and other auxiliary agen-

[and colleague well know that not a single

member of the Maulmain Convention everad-
vanced an opinion of this kind. Yon cannot
have forgotten that when charged with such
opinions, members of -the convention arose
and repelled the insinuation. ' Vot one of our
missionaries has ever placed schools above the
preaching of the gospel; and yet this stigma

| deputation; and the official publications teem

re-echoed through the land. The cars of
{ American Christians “tingle;” ministers at
| home send out affectionate remonstrances to
| their missionary brethren, warning them against
$ substituting schools for preaching the gospel;
| missionuries in Germany, Siam, and China are
| amazed that their brethren in Burmah should
hold views on this point different from the

with testimony, against the supposed heresy,
from every quarter of the globe.
It is true that the statements put forth by
the executives are guarded, and in some in-
stances concessions have been made which
go far to neutralize the accusations that have
been so widely circulated. There has evident.-
ly been o feeling that the charge of “regard-
ing schools as a substitute for, or a mode of
preaching,” needed softening. The following
is from the Work of the Depatation;

“It was found that the missionaries were
ready to admit that the preaching of the gos-
pel was generally to be regarded as the
prinie agency in the work evangelization, but
that there were wide differences of views both
a8 to what should be considered as embraced
within our Lord’s commission to preach the
gospel, and the relative importance of co ope-
rating agencies.”

In the supplementary paper,’ presented

cies, i3 a most grievous injustice.  Yourself

March, 1855, the charge is still further limited:

“In saying™that such policy and measures
were advocated by the deputation, it is not
designed to intimate that they were corrective
of the ordinary usage of missionaries, or were
not sustained by the general voice of the mis-

upon-our labors has been stereotyped and |

sionary body.”




Dr. Williams' report on the same paper is
yet more explicit:

“All are united in allowing that the example
and law of Christ, the great fountain of wis-
dom, and the centre of all power in heaven and
earth, have made preaching—the oral utter-
ance of his gospel—the foremost instrumen-
tality for the conversion of the world.”

The following admission was made by Dr.
Granger, at the special meeting in New York,
as reported in the Macedoniun: Ta

“He must, in justice to Lis brethren who dif-
fered fromi the deputation on some points, say
‘that they ‘did not . approve of such schools as
the India press and Dr. Duff advocate.”

If, then, the missionaries who were opposed
ta the deputation, did regard preaching as the

prime agency in converting the world; if they
were all uniled in holding that oral preaching
was the foremost instrumentality; if they did
not approve of so extended a system as that
of Dr. Daff; what was the difference between
them and the deputation? That those mis:
sionaries who were most dissatisfied with the

deputation should have held those very princi- -

ples which it is asserted the deputation were

sent out.to advocate, i3 somewhat remarkable.
! No wonder theTriends of missions are perplex-
"ed, when they hear that “all are united” in re-
' garding oral preaching as the “foremost in-
strumentality;” after having been told, the year
previous, that-the work which the deputation
had effected, was “to place preaching before
teaching and book-making;” a work “which
the board conld not do, beeause the missiona-
rieg refused to comply.”
T remain, yours very respectfally,
Naruay Broww

LETTERS ON THE MANAGEMENT (F mSSION 8.

{'TO THE REV. §. PECK, D. D., COR. SEC, OF.THE AM.

BAP. MISSIONARY UNION.
: LETTER 6. )
Rev. and Dear Sirs i
‘ I retarn to the question, What was the real
point of difference between the deputation and

i t}xe m.i&qionaries? This question, 1 believe, can
§ bl? answered definitely and satisfaetorily, not-
+| Withstauding the false issues, that have been

raled, and the confasion -thrown over *the
whole subject, by the manrer jn which the pe-

i culiar theory of the deputation has been ioter<!
woven with principles known and acknowledg-

ed by all, but of which th deputation claim

| to be the especial advocates. The following
: extracts exhibit traces of the new theory.
Those passages which correspond with the pe- //-

c{xliay views_ urged by the. deputation, I have
givea in italics, to distinguish ‘them from those
heldin common with the missionaries.

“The two'elementary principles which seem |

tf) haye had decisive control over” the deputa-
t!olf, “were, ﬁrst,that; ischools are not a wise or
s{:rq')turally appointed . agency  for Jpropa-
gating ' Christianity among ' a heathen peo-
Dle;that they are not the scriptural mode of
‘evangelization;’ secondly, that, whateyer be

ing: the gospel to. the adul¢ population; that
they are in no respect to be regarded as a sub-
stitute for, or a mode of p=taching; and that
t}.:e measure of demand for them is in propor-
Hon'to the success which attends the preaching
of the gospel.’—Work of Dep., p. 238.

| “The second exception, having - respect to
‘vi_lluge schools among the heathen, designed
for children of both sexes, was' taken ou° the

ground that if &' mission schoo] education was

au approved mode of evangelization, its adop-
tion should not be limited by the phrase tto.

their valae, it is subordinate to that of preach-:

no great extent;” and if such education was |
nolt.an approved mode of evangelization, byt
| designed for Christians and their families, it




was' doubtfal whether it should be prosecated

to any extent among the heathen.” :
' Work of Dep., p. 231.

“If the school teaching is not to be consid-
ered as & work preparatory to the preaching
of the gospel, nor @ seriptural mode of evan-
gelization, we are to look npon it as a means
of doing good by itself, and disconnected from

divinely appointed missionary labaor.” 3
-Wayland's Report, May, 1854.

These extracts furnish a partinl view of the
operation of a principle, extended by the dep-
utation to all the departments of missionary
labor. In order to bring ous this principle
more fully, I will transcribe o few pAssages

fr001 manuscript notes, taken dowa at the time
of our discussions in the Maulmain Conventiop,
The first extract is from the debate on the

thorizes any mode of evangelization - except

understood to admit thet althongh the mean-
ing of preach was specific, yet that the com-
mission recorded in Matthew, did allow other
modes besides preaching. . I expressed my
gratification to hear this admission; but Mr,
Granger arose and offered an _explanation,
showing that T had misapprehended your posi-
ton. In this explanation yon expressed your
entire concurrence, e

“Mr. GRANGER explaing the - statement of

question, whether the great commisgion ag- !

oral preaching. In this discussion you were |

Dr: Peck in regard to the great commission,
It was not that the great commission jn Mat-
thew was different in signification from that in
Mark; the word preach in Mark defined and
limited the term disciple uged in -Matthew; it
shewed how this discipling of all nations was
to be accomplished, yiz: by preaching. Mat-
thew indicates the end to be accomplished;
Mark the means. And after they are disci-

pled, then comes the teaching, which inclades |
tracts, schools, &e., 5o far ag they come at all.

The executive committee do not wish to jm-

pose any new ideas, only to guard against such

a perversion as hag prevailed in India.’

-

“Mr. Stevens takes the commisson in Mat-
thew on the broad platform. The second form,
used in Marlk, is not intended to contract the
commission. What is the idea con'vcyed in
Matthew? To make diseiples of all nations.
How is this {0 be done? By the word of God.
The communication of the word is the great
thing. How shall this word be communicated?
By the mouth, certainly, but not only so. He
is called upon to make known the word by ev-
ery means. If he is dumb, and can write, the
commission calls upon him to write, If he |
can proclaim the word only through an inter-
preter, the commission calls upon him to do it
inthat wey. He has as much liberty to stand
upon the broad platform of Matthew ag any
brother has ‘to call him dowa from that plat-
form to the narrower: one of oral preaching,
In regard to the original word kerusso, trans-
lated preach, its first meaning is to make proe-
lamation. ~ This was usually accompanied by a
written decree. It was sometimes done by
posting up the decree or proclamation. The
noun kerugma also Sometimes means an
ediet.”

‘Mr. Graxeer. Disciple all nations, does
not point to themeans; the second passage re-
stricts it. Matthew tells s what is to be done;
in Mark the speeific Way is pointed out preach;
and that is the only way indicated by the com-
mission. In regard to kervsso, it was well
known that it meant to proclaim by word of ;
mouth, in classic Greek. In the New Testa-
ment it meant to proclaim or declare the gos-
pel. Kerugma, in every instance where it
was used, meant proclamation, exhortation,
preaching, »

“Coming down—being: cramped—he had
heard these things at home, ha did not expect
to hear them here. Cramping them? Shall
we say, because Christ tells us to preach, that
we won’t be cramped?”

I will insert another paragraph, taken from
the minutes of April 14th, in which your own

views are stated with much distinctness:




j missionary ivat liberty to turn aside from the

very deliberately, as he has not had time to ar-
range his thonghts. He came out to India

the question of schools as a means of evangel-
ization was an open question. He has since
arriviog tried to obtain all the information in
his power bearing on this question. He con-

preachmg We huve nuthonty to'do good in
varions ways, but he does not; feel it necessary
to go to the commission for it. In giving |
command to disciple all nations, Christ meant [
that preaching should be the means. He says |
preach, and a man who leaves preaching for
any other means, comes down. There may be

good reasons for coming down, but it is com- |,

ing down. He does not think a preacher
should turn aside from preaching till he bas as
clear a eall ta do so as he had to prench in the !
first place.  But, granting thie, has a man ap- l
pointed to do a eertauin work by his employers | '
| & right to leave that Work for m:n’her work ! i
thhout their consent, even though that me
be a good one? He doez not eonsider that a i

engagement he made at the outsef. And yet |
since he left home, he has found a large body.
of missionaries teaching schools, as a means of
| evangelization, when they were sent out to
( preach the gospel.  As a question not of right,
hut' of practieal expediency, he might verge
towards those who to a limited extent advo-
cate these schools. Ie feels embarrassed by
the course of those who advocate them asa |
means of evangelization.” ‘
It'is not my -purpose, in making this quotn
txon to remark on the injustice done to mis-
sionaries by these severe charges, cspecnally by
your statement, that you “hbad found a large
body of missionaries teaching schools, when
they were sent out to preach the gospel.” I
shall show, in the proper place, that such an
assertion bas no foundation in fact; not ‘even |

“Dr. PEck claims the privilege of speaking '

with his mind free; he came with the idea that

siders that the commission anthorizes onlyll

[in regard to the Scotch missionaries, who' were |
| not sent out as preachers, but for the expres
purpose of teachng. My only object now is, |
to show what was the point in dispute be-"
i tween the deputation and their own missiona-
nqs As we learn from the Macedonian, in an
darticle to ‘which T have already referred, that
the: Amierican Board have adopted the same
pnncxples of mlasnouary labor ag our own, it
may not be amiss to quote, In this connection,
& passage from the special report presented by
the prudential committee at thelr ‘meeting in
Hartford, in'1854.

#“T'he commissior, as recorded by Matthew,
reads thus: ‘Go ye therefore and teach ‘all na-
tions'—disciple, make Christians of all nations.
There isthe rwork to be done The great com-

mission, as recarded by Mark, reads thus: ‘Go
ye into all the world, and preach the gospel'—
proclaim the glad tidings ‘to every creature.
Here we have the mstmmentahty, by ‘which
the work is to'be done. One evangelist. tells
s what—the other tells us houw.”

We have now a distinct view of the point at
issue between the deputation and the “three or

io regard ‘to the comparative unportance of
schools and preaching; the question was, wheth-
erschools and other kindred agencies were to
be used us means of ‘evangelization? _You
maintain that they were not; and on this point
you found the views of the Manlmain Conven-

tion to be diffsrent from your own.

No one can fail to perceive from the above
extract how perfectly your views of the great
commission correspond with those of the pra-
dential committee of. the American Board,
- The doctrine advocated is, that the commission
in Matthew'is no broader than the one in Mark;
that neither of these authorizes any other
meaus of evangelization than oral preaching;but

«that after individuals are evangelized, schools

and other agencies are to be used for mstruct-

Jour" missionaries whom they represent as. .0p- |
posing their maasures. The uzaerence wasnot |

iug them in “all things commanded.” - .




l
he gave the special commission under which hia ) \

o) ol f ‘
_5/'('\/

/ Here, thien, we are at issue. You regard

% J disciples, generally, were to labor for the gt |

Al BT the command, “Preach the gospel, as»tbo i, ' |- version of their fellow-men to the end of time. ‘ i
\ //L/V sionary's specific warrant, You deny that his 1 Heonor Blorradian, miriodlons powers or “\
\ appointed work extends beyond the limits .of | ! { | gifis of healing; he nddressed his. disciples y\“
oral preaching, so far as the !xeathey 8ra con, | | Faithont any distinction of Q@Se, 4 'p;-enchers W\
fokue, - Others iy L d n.feren: op nien. "or otherwise; he used a t.err-n of-universal ap(; ( {
thers take the broad commission, ‘@, teach i plication—teach, make disciples; a term broa \ {
all nations,” ag the appropriate, special divec- | . !

e to enongh to include all the energies of all his |
.tion, in accordance with which they are to Ja-

3 . people, acting through every instrumf.mtality P
- bor for the conversion of (hq ht?athen. I am | o within their reach; and he extende‘d'thls com- ! g
i one of those who embrace this view. I do ot ‘ 3 mission to the churches of our own'time by the \ {
i g e N if A ey e | Y
i : Y 31 | { the end of the world. § [0\
the commission in Mérk as having especial ; [ Such is the commission under which we act; } ./
\ xeference to the apostles; that in Matthew ag i Y V who shall restrict for us that which Chuist has {
0. A 1.._ beiog more particularly t‘ilegigned for the whole : ' left broad and expansive as the wants of hu- ’
g by, 24 ., | charch, in every age.axfrf clime, - i . i . manity? We hold, and .}mve ever l.xeld, thn;
A In the first plat.:e, 113 certain that the com. | oral preaching is the readiest, most dxrect., an
) /| mission recorded in Matthiw wasg ;}tered on a I natural way of reaching u\? human.conscxel;)c:;
/[ different occasion from t at in Mark. The d and as such we give it all - prominence; |
|/ | latter was addressed to the apostles at or near l when ywe are told that other agenciesare un-
;’ | Jerusalem.  Robinson, in his Harmony of the - scriptaral and unnuthoiised,yve protest againat |
Gospels, places it in connection with the events { - Shmp '

‘of the first evening after our Lord’g resurrec-
tion.  Others suppose it to have been subse-
'quent to the meeting in Galilee, and shortly
before the ascension, Robinson jg probably
I'eorrect; but the question is not material, Along

the doctrine as an innovation unspn(-lioqe(l by \ ."
I

!

i

f

| ith this commission wero given thoie miracu-
!

}

f

{

1

' the New Testament. ) i
Even if we had nothing beyar ™ the com-
| ; mand in Mark, to preach, or rather, to proclfx;m
\the gospel as heralds, stll we should consider
'that the spirit and intent of the precept fnllz {
justified us in using schools and ofher kindre
lagencies, not merely for enlightening converts,
=] A
i but for evangelizing the heuthen'. ey
T remain, yours very respectfully, '
: Naruax BrowN. |
t B : P L

~

lous powers exerciseq by the apostles and their
immediate followers, In addressing the twelve
aposiles, the specially appointed preachers or
heralds of the 80spel, it was natural that our
;’ Lord should employ terms corresponding to
J . their official calling, and hence he uses the word
;  herald, or proclaim, rather than the more gen-
1 eral and comprehensive term teach.
| : The commission in Matthew was given to
‘\ / the whole church, A gpecial meeting had
been appointed in Galilee, where his numerous

e ——

\. { followers could most easily assemble; and thig
1 | { was no doubt the dceasion on which he met
\ | “above five hundred brethren at once.” Here
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* LETTERSON THE MANAGEMENT GF MISSIONS.
XO THE REY. S. PECK, D. D,, COR. SEC. OF THE A,
BAP. MISSIONARY UNION,
LETTER 7.

Rev. and Dear Sir: - ‘
I have shown in the preceding letter that the,
restriction of Christ’s commission to a single
mode of evangelization, was the real point of
|difference between the deputation and the mis-
sionaries. We have seen that the effort to
shift the ground of dispate, .by charging the
missionaries with exalting schools above preach.|
ing, is confated by admissions of the deputa-
tion and by official documents. But an endea-

| vor is made to show that the charge is sub-|
| stantially trae, by asserting that missionaries,
| while admitting the pre-eminence of « preach-
ing,” do not use that term’ in its ordinaryf'

| preaching to be the prime agency, they yet
| maintain that the work of “school” teaching, |
book-making,” &c, is “preaching” I will
firsv insert the statements of the deputation,
and then inguire how far'they are sustained by
BRI T P g e -, o -
“The Foreign Secretary rose to correct
some misapprehiensions as to the work of the
deputation. - He confessed that he had found
himself much older than he bad supposed him-
self... He had entertained and acted upon no
. views of missionary duty that were not univer-
sally entertained forty years ago. The depu-
tation had jntroduced into the missions noth- |
| \ing new, but had merely removed certain inno- '
| vations, and sought to bring the missions into
the old paths. He found on getting abroad
that there wag an ambiguity in'the use of lap-,
guage; the words preach and teach were used '
in diverse senses.  In the first years of the Ka-
ren mission, the missionaries went into thef
jungle in the dry season and preached
aod. taught the people. 1In  the rainy |
season the people came to the missionary, pa-'
rents and children, when the same work was

. e

 acceptation; that although they acknowledge | :

e ———————
me—— o
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done.
'but were in fact congregations, More lately, |
jother and different schoold had beén establish-'
led. Al similar verbal duplicity existed in the'
word preach.—Macedonian, June 1854, !
*“ While all concurred in'the pre-eminéncs of!
preaching, some maj ntained that to make books,
to distribute Scriptures’and tracls, or to teach'
a school, was to preach the gospel.—uce.'
| donian, July 1854, b e ot

} 3 !
| “It-wa sthe conviction of the depufation, and.

in the end, ‘of most of the missionaries, that
the use! of these agencies was not preaching
;hae gospel” " Work of the Deputation, P
We shall, by and. by, cease,to.regard any-,
thing a3 extraordinary, Here js.a large con-
| Yention (of missionarics, with the chosen repre-
sentatives of the Kixe utive Commitiee, grave.
ly.;diséussing the. question, whether making
books; is preaching? * Whether (distributing
‘ Sgr_iptureh”ixhd'_‘frﬁctg is pr@;ﬁcl_lingi’(""-_whbther
{ feaching sehool is preaching?  Aud after long
¢ & majority of the. missionaries

| discussion,
not,all, fell in ‘with the ‘view
tion, and became persunded th
;terms wad'not Gorrect] — Allown )t
of all the members of the convention, has ren-

dored hitmself Jisble to. this charge of “verbal |

MUBGS DL
1

daplicity?? Who, of them was it, that;main-
tained the" ideitity” of *sehool-teaching and
f,piiinc?liiﬂg?‘ Was it IBi'I Stevens? His re-
marks above quoted show the contrary, Was
it Br. Haswell, or myself? We both distinct.
!y repudiated any such use of terms, Br. Has-
' well remarked as follows: 5
. “He mever ‘calls’ anything ‘preaching, but
' declaring " the' gospel orally.  Yet he under-

These gatherinigs werg called “chools, |

| stands thé great commission to mean publish.- | -
 ing the Gospel in every possible way. Still,'
prenchi'ug is the great means of doing it, and,

to this he' cheerfully devotes his life.” °

It is true the opinion was maintained that’
to communicate gospel truth, whether by the

3 press, the peu or schools, was obeying our
| Lord's commission, 8s i the remarks of Bro.

A ¢



T that any mis-
sz but I have yet to learn th

S‘*Y@cﬂh&&aﬁioﬂ'hu ever applied the teln:
el - to ééﬁéolé;’hpdli—lflhking or transla
prcasli;is“ also maintained that thﬁ go?npei
og T achod in a school, as well as i |
m"g“ﬁ}"- g he%‘i Q‘ i3 ‘éi':,q'gntaiuly thi.s sl

h % i .ocl@b ‘teaching is preachiog.
M‘“]}Q‘;;wh yme may. have used the term
Berepes %, RO ST, A, e o Tigk
oreach in an jmproper mauner; aud 1 am
P!

inds, appear gmrgeﬁble-wfﬂ!.' the same confly
| mind: 2o

which you & tribute to missiona- |

L] i ou attrib :
:%}s. !%ﬁé' following paragrapbs in the

, 1 {187 desig=4
T lTeawn up b youﬂelf on the
e Sotond o the Nomgong O |

-kzi fustitation, and published i @hz ]:‘1;‘%{:
(ﬁomnn.lm You hepeﬁga&tha}; p :
ing- among the ‘h‘eltiﬁ‘b'_e;nﬂjys k}e,glpl;:gti?ally ’n'n

pre-eminently Zeaching,” ?gmi that « teachink
is one of the most efficacious forms,of pre]ach,-;
ing;” that “ the religious teacher preaches,”

and that ©the preacker must in effect, if not

fnti atyour language, on a fair construe-
’ Tﬁ? wt:m!w objection; ;Q;gf.,ig:i; had been
uttered by missionaries, ‘how gquickly would it
have béen scized upon as an evidence that they
had imbi?édéﬁ&é@e&ds notions in regard to the

{ missionary work. b
the relative importance _of preaching and
teaching; and many excellent hearts have been
| troubled Jest in the founding aud multiplying
1 of schools, the great work of evangelizing
should be departed from, and ministers, called
to the ap&stleship of the gospel, ‘should leave

partly arisen, doubtless, from a niigggnc?p.tion
| of what preaching or teaching i, in missions
' among the heathen; transferring to those terms

preaching among the heathen is emphati'ca.dly
and pre-eminently (teaching; it is instilling
/| knowledge, elementary religious truth, drop by

- «Nuch Has been said, _abrdéd'aﬁd’at home, of |

i i

“yoursell ‘might not, to some,
|

in form, act as Zeacher.” I would by no means |

the Word of God and serve tables’ This|
solicitude, highly commendable. in itself, has

{ there the meaviog which they bear kere. But |

.

drop, into minds with difficulty and by patient

—— ——

skill laid open to réceive it T is; at first, dis- |
ciplining these minds, teaching them to think,
distinguish and reason, and farnishing them
with new means and facilities for right acquisi-
tion and impression; and then communicating
and iterating this elementary trath, even as
they are able to bear jt. ‘And teaching, ot
least as it is conducted among  the missions. of
our own connection, is one of the \mdst Eﬁgctive
forms of preaching, if by preachiog. we .menn
80 to.exhibit trath as'to ¢ make wise unto sal-
vation.’ . The wholé  history. of: our ‘mission
'schoolsiis; & b : on of -
They, have

|

)Bgiquis_igﬁnlly nurseries: of; piety, |
and, in its noblest sense, of sound, Jearning,— |:

lessed e_'xempliﬁciiﬁiqp of this— | -

The Word'of God has dwelt in them richly, |

and the Spirit of God has quickened the Word
|| With a regenerating apd ganetifying power.”
‘ A principal hindrance to the saving operii-,
tion of divine truth, whether in Christian or
heathen lands, consists in the things which
prevent its ingress into the understanding and |
the heart, and its abiding there, Give the
truth a lodgement and it will,' ordinarily, in
some form or other, assert its power. - The'
leaven will diselose its. presence, if' once hid.
And hence g primary question with all mis-
| sionaries is, How reach the 'understnmling
! and the heart? how deposit the seed of the
i «word, and keep it there, till it germinate and!
grow? The answer is, Preach the word.  As
said our Lord, who knew what was in man
and how to enlighten, and move, and save,
man, ‘Preach my gospel to every creature.!
Publish the glad tidings OrilTy; froe so g, ce; )
where eye shall meet eye, and heart hieary.
Preuch in the house and by the way, in the

1

solemn assembly or by the river side, in the | .

chariot or in the prison. * And why preach?
Because the voice and the eye are God's
appointed miunisters to reach the understanding
and the heart; and hecause, being so appointed,
and adjusted to-each other, they are faithful
fellow-helpers, and _cannot, one *or the other, !
forego their mutual aid without virtnal self~
despoliation.© But' does not the r?ligious:?

cher preach ? - i 5
.??.“Mv RV avag Uy teacner preach?’—

{Does he not with voice, and eye, and heart,
dabor to convey to the duderstandings and
hearts of the little group around him the facts
and principles of “the life eternal?’” And does




eminently propitious to success? Apart from
he heathen-world around and all its corrupt-
ng abominations, with nothulg pandering to
the eyeor earthat shall clog ‘the entrance
of the word that giveth light,’ or ‘catch away

work day after day and week after week, with

with noxious, weedc, and - lenst scnrched and
blackeued with the ragmg of heathen lusts—

till the waste b(.comes a garden, and buds nud i
bloonlls of rlcﬁeet promlse and the early ripen- |

ing fruit begm to agppar T

~«Substantially the same process, to be suc-|

cessful, must be diligently prosecuted by the
preaclzmg _missionary, ‘though with inferior
advantages. His puplls are, abropd in the busy
haunts of men, worldly, heatheu men, and in
the midst of sights and spunds unspeakably
abhorrent and ummagmnbly vile. The henr-

ers mﬂfbc nmilcrons, but of all nges and oceil-
pauons, and they are ever shifting, ~ He
prenebes the Gospel, but ﬁhey are listless; the
seed falls by the wn;sxde, or on.the rock, or

| gather xt,.bnnrs and thorns choke it. He needs
to, prepare the soil.. The preaoher must in

\effect, if notin form, act the tencher He must; |

.call aside the arrested i mquxrer, must teach hlm
dny by day, and gradunlly upralee h;s mmd
Arom the st.nPor nnd feebleness ot‘ henthemsm
by gmdnally mf'usmg mto ;t, xq Lhelr simplest

elements, the l;ght and power of the Gospel. |
T'his is the ordmnry method and if there are |

exceptions, it is when God.in some mnrvelous

measure. Ims nlreudy preparerl the way . before |

him.”

These mstrucuons were glven in reference to |

the qugong Qrphan Institution, a boarding
school, the object of which was to cvangelize

heathen children, and train them for usefalness. |

That school stood on the same fonndation when

these instructions were given as it did in 1854, |

he not labor to do this in clrcumstances most |

the bountifally scattered seed, be plies his
line upon line and precept upon precept, upon |

the same undemtnudmg and ihe same hearts, |
—and those minds and hearts Jenst overrun |

among thorns and thxstrea, Blrdg of the mr;

s e s o s ol

\

*|the official pubhcatwns} for the last ten years.

, Wwhen you came to remodel it and exclude the

| tion.:s; And yet you seek to invalidate . your

| ingrand preachmg huve come 10 .be used .in |
| somewhat dlﬂ‘erent acceptntxons and re]atlons u

1 lief that not.‘mthatnndnw all these alarming
| transmutations of Zeach and pr each the mean-

evangelizing element. (The, ,Orphan Ingtitation,
as well as the girly’ bonrdlug schoolg, was never
more “strictly .evangelical,” never .blest . with
more conversions, than i in ihe penod immedi- |
ately precedm«r ‘the uppomtment of the deputa-

prevxouls tcstnnony in favor of such schools, by |
asserting in the. Magazine of Feb, , 1855, that |
since, the occnsnon ref'erred to, "Lhe Words teach- |

that.& mlssx' hools have taken’ or have been
tendmg to ¢ ke (‘) new forms .and thnt to ap-|
ply your lanrrun[,e to these schools would be
to compel it to a servxce for wlncb it never was
demgned and to whlch 1!: ié’éusceptlble only in
consequeuce of the tiew. use of ‘terms!” You

will pardon me, dear sir, f'or expressmg my be-

ing of thoqe two. plaip, simple wmde, has not
undergons the slightest change, oufside of

~ But with yourself, dear sir, there hus been a
change.; It is impossible to maintain your as-
jsertion that “tbe depututlon have introduced
nothmg mew.” Th > fnct stated in The Work
of the; epumtlon, P-, 250 in teference to “the
chanves suegesled or ‘made by the deputatlon
jin the mlodeg of missi ‘nry operuhon,, that “in
some respect. those chanrres are fundamen(al L
is too obvious to be demed The rale for abol-
.1shmg blonrdm" scbools, and for restnchng the
benefits 'of educutlon to the ‘Christian popula-

tion, nlthourrh it ‘may. be consuiered by you as|

‘merely an eﬂ‘ort to' “remove muovuhons, and

\ “bring.the missions into the old paths” will
(not be so regarded by the pubhc. To the
statement that you “had entertained and acted
upon no views of missionary duty that were
not universally entertained forty years ago,”

/Y

I will simply append an extract from one of

| your speeches in the Mnulmam Conventnon.‘

| Lt bears, date April 15
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‘Di. Pick: We are here to settle principles.
After ti‘ii_a; is ,dm_lg_ it will 1b9;-gomp:):ratlvely |
eay to apply them to the differeut nations and
tﬁhe&a@gpg’,’ﬁ}mg we,l_pbog;l - The subject of

' schools bas been before his mind for many years, \'
and there has been some change in_his views.

\For more, than, thirty years he had thought.
;more:hi "ltv?gzxfﬁl‘qs}? 43 5 means of evange-
lization than he does, now. . He bad his eye.
{on the schools in Ceylon. The Roman, Cath-;
‘i schools attracted his attention, he felt their.
infiuen (‘Dﬁ& thought, too, that we might,
essan, from, them. They had ‘made
yery efficient jnstrament; might we|
em equally useful? But he has since,

ha
5

¢ it did not follow, that, because:a,

instrumentality was suceessful in the,

ropagation of error, it would: be gqqally;qs,e-l
ful ia the propagation of trath, . He is happy |

to say also that his fears, of. Roman; Oatholic;

schools have not been realized. - He would not,
follow them in anything. ~The plan of Board-,
infan, his bosom friend, for boardiog sehools,
served to continue him in his: opinioss. But!
{his views have since changed. He trusts Le is;
@ wiserman. He would present a fesy statis.)
tios llustrating tho working of the school sys.
Galiai@erion.” " C tenh, tend i1
. Enough, T trast, has been gaid.to show that!
'Whatever| change of  views theré ‘may vhave
'beeq, it has not been with, the missionaries; and |
‘that if there hag been & forsaking of “ihe old!
'pathe™ it js by those who, have souglit to in-i
troduce « fundamental changes ” into gur iniss
sions. - M HD v & |
" 170 remain, yours, very respéctrully,.'- |
v di weewwN. BrOWN, -
b R LT e S Rtk
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From the Obrlstian Times,

'LETTERS ONn THE MANAGEMENT OF
MISSIONS,

] —————

¥O THE RRY, 8. PECK, D, D,, GOR, SEC, 0F THE |
| AM. BAP. MISSIONARY UNION,
1 Letter 8.
| Bev, and Dear Sip -
1t has been still further alledged that some
i of the missipngries “ appeared to think tha
preaching should be preceded by other means |
| ‘Preparatory to the reception of the gospel.” |
* The Work of the Députation in the Magazine
| for July 1854, presents . the allegation as
follows: - ;
“The discussion of theso topics’ showed
that howaver firmly the faith"of missionaries
may-be fixed in the ultimate power of the
. gospel, some’ of them have been impressed
with the need of Dreparing the way for
' Iriumphs by other means than the preaching
of it in its simplicity and fallness; but the
deputation and a majority of missionaries,

' claimed for the means prescribed in the com.
. mission of Christ, complete adaptation to the

work of evangelization in all countries to the
end of the world.” i

The implication here given that some of our
missionaries have not as’ full faith in the ade-
quacy and adaptation of the gospel to the work
of evangelization, as the deputation, is most

- unjust, Not one of them believes in waiting

| for the education of a people before preaching

to them the gospel. The charge is reiterated
and amplified in Dr. Wayland’s report, in
the same number of the Magazine.

“It is supposed by many excellent men,

 that, before we can preach the gospel success-

fully, some preparatory work is necessary,
andy’this preparatory work must be done by

 teaching, especially teaching the young. One

of our able and highly-esteemed missionaries*
has declared that ‘missionary work has a
two-fold object; the destruction of heathenism

and the establishment of Christianity.” ' This
' ‘preparation work consists in infusing info the

public mind the elements of human knowledge

' which shail prove the feligious systems of

 the heathen to be false, and this being done,
; idglati; will fall of itself The Ggspel of
« Christ will then be built on its ruins:

mrr—

#Rev, M, Bronses,
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To refute the doctrine enunciated in the
latter part of this paragraph, Dr. Wayland
roceeds to bring a series of lengthened and:
%rmal arguments. I am happy, however, to
say that no such doctrine has ever been ad- i
: vocated by any member of the Assam mission,
The clause to which exception has been taken
should have been quoted with its context: -
“In view of all these spectacles, united,
tell us what people on the face of the earth
. present & more powerful opposition to the
' Gospel than the deluded votaries of Hindoo-
ism. In heathen as well as Christian lands,
1o one sees cause for embracing a new belief,
until his old belief is clearly proved false.
Missionary work therefore has a two-fold ob-
ject, viz.: the destruction of heathenism and

the establishment of Christianity. The one
precedes the other.” S 35
What is the natural and fair constructio
to be put upon this passage? Does it imply
anything more than is contained in your own
instructions to the superintendent of the Or-
phan institution, in reference of the labors of
the missionary in “preparing the soil,” and
removing the “ things which prevent the in-
1gress of divine truth into the understanding |
‘and the heart?” The passage speaks not of
an “infusion of human knowledge into the
public mind,” but of removing error from
individual minds; nor was it intended to
convey the idea that heathenism is to be de-
stroyed in the mass, and idolatry left to “fall :
of itself,” before commencing the Christian
edifice. No one would separate the dislodge-
ment of error and the ineulcation of truth,
as distinct and independent processes ; the
wwo are ever to be conjoined as phrts of th
same work, Paul followed up his argur: ,etia
against idolatry by preaching Jesus and the
‘resurrection, and missionaries consider it gafe ‘ /
to copy his example. T gl
But it is denied that the refutationof hea-
then systems forms any part of the missionary’s
work. Thedeputation would not allow that the
example of Paul, in that most persuasive dis-
course against idolatry ever uttered, justified
a missionary in attacking the errors of hea-
thenism. The report of the committee on

05 T st P P o PN Py

i| missionaries ? The note states that it is not the

burden of all preaching should be tho way of
life through Christ Jesus,” and that «the
Gospel, ‘in simplicity - and . in love, is thef:
preaching ordained of God for saving men,”
contained a note, stating - that “this was not U
all the work a missionary had to do ;" and’in
Justification of hig engaging in disputation |
when necessary, and exposing “the errors - of !
idoltary, cited the example of Paul in his ad-
dress to the Athenians. To this note both
yourself and collegue made the strongest ob- |
Jections ; you maintained that the report was '
& “two-headed one, of which the latter part :
swallowed up the former;” that “Paul’s dis-
puting in the school of one Tyranus, was not |

(disputing in the ordinary sense of the term,

and that every Greek scholar knew it meant

(discoursing or arguing.” The exact position

of the deputation will appear from a single
passage in the debate on  that report.

“Mr, GRANGER, while ignorant, practically,
of the missionary work, contends that the
principle on which the work is to be carried
on, may be known unmistakeably from the
New Testament ecclesiastical history. Min-
isters at home need rules, ministers at home
require to be cautioned, and why should not

only work of a missionary to exhibit Christ
crucified, even with simplicity and earnestness,
There is not a man among us at home that
would risk his reputation by subscribing to

/| naries that * it might in certain cases be the
| first duty of the missionary to. translate and

' | opiniony of
| country wh

such a sentiment. The greatest man among
us could not carry a council with him on
that point. No, sir, when I have exhibited
Christ crucified, in simplicity, earnestness, and
fullness, I have done my whole duty as a
minister of the Gospel.” ;

One other subject of difference, in this con-
nection, is alluded to in the work of the de-
putation, viz. : the .opinion of some missiona-

irculate the Scriptures, or to prepare and
fllils(::'libute other books and tracts ; or even‘to
establish and telac1}’ schools, conducted on
isti inciples. : il
Ché??:: asrthe granslation. of the Scri tures is |
this-statement is correct. “16 is the
gome, that on entering a heathen
ere the Biblo is not known, it may
\ly is, one of the first, if not the

concerned,

/modes of preaching, after asserting that “ the | be, and genera




very first of a missionary’s duties to commence
the translation of the sacred volume. Tt is
the opinion of some, and I trust I shall ever
be found among the number, that the trans-
lation of the Word of God is not to be placed
among the subordinate. and auxiliary agen-
cies of mission work, While fully recognizing
the preaching of the gospel as the chief and
principal business of a missionary, I also
believe that the work of giving the pure
Word of God to a heathen people in their
own tongue, is fully as important and
fully as much within the missionary’s ap-
proprjate sphere. When the classification
of the various auxiliary agencies, as schools,
books, tracts, &c., was under consideration in
the Maulmain convention, I objected to placing

|ments made by the deputation and Home

J mi_ssionaries, and at thesame time 5 rove the
doings of the deputation, If their Is)&temenfs

~

the translation of the Bible in a subordinate
position, and proposed a resolution of a con-
trary import. My resolution was opposed by
the deputation, and was withdrawn' at your
special request, the report under consideration
being recommitted for revision.

Such are the grounds on which missiona-
ries have been charged with “forsaking the
old paths,” Such are the facts in regard {6
their supposed departure from the simplicity
of the Gospel, and such the accusations
brought forward to justify the ExPERDMENT,
which in the language of Dr. Williams’s report,
HAS BEEN INAUGURATED, Lest there should'
be any doubt as to the mannerin which the
missionaries in Burmah regard these assaults
upon themselves and their labors, I quote a
few extracts from their published letters.
The following is from Mr. Kincaid, dated
Prome, Sept. 20, 1854 ; .

“ A few days since the June and July num-
bers of the Macedonian came to hand, con-
taining a report of what was said and done
in Philadelphis last May, during the sitting |
!{of the Board and Missionary Union, As the
Macedonian is an official organ of the Executive
| Committee, I suppose the report is a correct
outline of tha proceedings. Of course it must
'{ be a very meagre outline, but still revelations
are made astounding to Bro, Simons and me.
| How they may strike brethren in the several
missions in Burmah, and the old provinces,
I do not know ; but it seems to me thoy must
be more than men or Zss than men, not to
feel something like indignation at the state-

Secretary. Afier what they sai
£ y 8aid of us, I do
Dot see how it was possible  for the Board of
Anagers to passa. vote of confidence jn the

are true, we are unworth of confidence an
unfit for the great work }(')f preaching Chris(!l:
and planting churches in this heathen land,
If their statements are not true, we have been
cruelly slandered, and the slander published
in an official paper, to be seen and read b

foul.st'igma has been cast upon us as men, as
hristians, and as missionaries to the heathen,

|| No middle ground can be taken,

. “An impression was made that missiona-
ries had abandoned, at loast in g great degree,
the work of Preaching to the heathen. I think

Al

Any one,in reading the Macedonian wonld
hardly fail to be painfully impressed with this
fact. Every man that is ‘now preaching,
was preaching before the deputation came
to Burmah. “Of those men now in  the
field, no change in their mode of labor
has taken place. Those who are now preach-
ers have always - been preachers; the depu-
tation’s coming has wrought no . change
I this direction, Tn the very nature of
things, no rules, regulations, trammels oy

“orders, everdid or can male a preacher out of

& man whom the Lord has not made a preach-
er. When the Lord males a preacher, all the
thunders of the Vatican cannot silence him.
It is all nonsense to talk about putting ¢ tram-
mels” on men, Men who can be trammeled
are not men. - Those who make ¢trammels,”
and those who wear them, will accomplish
little in evangelizing the world, or I have
read the Bible and history to little profit,
“In reading the Macedonian, it would ap-
pear that every man who would speak favor-

‘ably of schools and-books, was accused of

being no friend to preacking, and some of our
most distinguished pastors were obliged to
defend themselves from the charge of heresy.
How was it possible to work up such a feeling

'in America? yhen some of the most emi-

nent ministers had to.stand forth and defend
themselyes-as true and orthodox, how can
missionaries on this side of the globe ever

et e
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hope to redeem their character as ministers of
the Gospel § 'What a pity there had not been
an honest bold man in Philadelphia, who
knew the facts, to get up in the Assembly and
tell the simple truth, that there was but one
single school in all our missions in Burmah
taught by a missionary, and that he had act-
ed under authority from Boston. Some years
ago two other missionaries had schools for a |/
time as a small part of their work.”

The following extract is from Mr. Brayton’s |
letter to the Executive Committee, dated Dan-
ubyu, September, 1854 : 2 -

“Every one, and all of us, have held, and
do still hold, and that most strongly too, that
preaching the Gospel is the first and foremost
work of the minister of Jesus Christ, whether
in Christian or heathen lands, Hence it

grieves our hearts to the very quick, to see
the false issue got up, that missionaries were'
putting books, schools, &c., beforo preaching.
And this false impression must have been very
widely spread, for different missionaries are
receiving letters from our good old fathers in |
Israel, in widely different sections of the
! country, mourning over this heresy as much
- as though it were an established though la- |
mentable fact.”

The Foreign Secretary said, “ the deputa-
tion had introduced into the missions nothing
new, but had merely removed certain innova-
tions, and sought to bring the missions into
‘the old paths.” T ask what innovations? 1
cannot conjecture what can be meant by this
expression, # Introduced nothing new !” But
the rule making baptism a pre-requisite for
admission into our mission schools, is some-
thing that I am quite sure no Karen mission-
ary ever thought of before. And if it be not

‘new, what is it ? It certainly is not bringing

the mission into the old patks, for they have

never been in such a path. Again in speak-
.ing of the schools in the first years of the
' Karen mission, he said ‘more lately others
jand different schools had been established.’
i Not school, but in the plural schools, Now
the only single instance of the kind I know
of in the whole Karen mission, is that of the
Normal school in Maulmain, which received
the unqualified support of the Executive Com-

i ed that the work thus described is * the needed

mittee, for some eight years, and bid fair to
be one of the most useful s¢hools which has
ever been known among the Karens.”

In his review of the work of the Deputation,
as described in the July number of the Mace-
donian, Bro. Brayton says: “ As it is called
 the work of the Deputation,’ and as it is the
only description of that work which we have
seen officially published, we take it for grant-

work,’ which missionaries could not do be-
cause they are men, and hence the need of
the deputation.’ Let us then examine in de-
tail that very important work. !
““First, then, the general principle laid
down. It was their leading object to advocate
those measures which were caloulated to give
the widest scope to that prime agency in ef-
fecting the conversion of the people, the
preaching of the gospel, and to endeavor to
bring each of the other departments into a
natural and effective subserviency to it! A
very good foundation certainly. But then,
did the deputation first lay that foundation in
our missions{ If they did not, then how can
this be called a part of that needed work ?
Let us examine the subject a little, and see if
they did lay that foundation, or whether it
 was not laid at the very commencement of
the mission, and continues unmoved and un-
shaken even to the present day.
#Tt is well known that Br. Judson was the,
first on the list of American missionaries to
Burmsh ; and that he distinctly held and car-
ried out the above principle in practice, is |
most clearly shown in his late memoir. We
have no desire to detract one iota from this
pioneer brother, in th?s respect; for, thougp
he spent much timq in work other than di-
rect Pregching, yet it only proves that such‘
| work must be done, and that it can be done
consistently with the great fundamental truth

ching the gospel; that is, it can be
gﬁﬁ;ﬁt ‘ingto ‘a natural’and effective subser-
i to it )
:Iii’::g; of simple historical fact, that every

single missionary, from Bro. Judson to the

' present time, has held a1 8
n{)?ve princip’le just as sincerely and practt

i lso
id Brother Judson himself, Weal
gzllgv?iel& b:a a simple fact that ho was quite

as strong an &

Now we believe it to ba a:

1d and carried out the

dvocate and firm supporter of

T
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schools, as any other brother in the mission ;
and even more so than some who have al-

ways strongly opposed-his school measures. |

In regard to the single instance of the brother
who spent several years in teaching, it was by
the urgent request of Bro. Judson, (contrary to
the brother’s own conviction and strong opposi-
tion of several brethren,) that he wasinduced
to commence the school, and Bro. Judson was
the continued and main supporter of the
school. These are simple historical facts,
Now after missionaries have spentsome forty
. yearsin carrying out the very.-principle there
laid down, we ask a candid public to decied
whether the ‘advocating of such measures’
can be legimately called a part of that needed
work, that required a deputation to be sent
off in such haste that, the Executive Commit-
tee could not wait to consult the General
Board ; or whether the fact of publishing such
things, to the world, as the work of the depu-~-
tation, does not necessarily imply that the
missionaries held and, practised a different

doctrine, and thus a foul stigma is fastened |

updn our missions and missionaries. ;
Tt was provided : 1. That every ordained
missionary give himself to preaching during
the whole of each dry season, when alone 1t1s
possible to traverse the jungles, and at other
times to the extent of his abilities ; and that
other employment should be so arranged as

to give scope to this” Now this in itself is

of course very good. But really, had the *

bove sentence appeared in anything but the
grgan of our Exelc):ﬁiive Committee, we should
have been disposed to think that some scoffer
had intended to write a burlesque on our
mission, Did the deputation really intend to
publish to the world that our missionaries
have not been doing this very identical work%
And doing it to the very utmost .extent o

g ; . T
their ability, and in many instances even :
ond the e{;duranoe of their physical powers !

« Tt was provided that the way of salvation
should be cI:)nstantly proclaimed to the hea-
then in their native tongues, Can it be pos-
gible! Really, we are almost d}s_posed to
doubt the correctness of our own vision. Do
we actually see it published in the official or-

gan of our Executive Committee, that thcg)
' sent out a deputation to Burmah in 1853,

¢ provide that the way to salvation should be
‘ consistently proclaimed to the heathen 7n
their native tongues? Yes, there it is, there
can be no mistake on that point. Now what
| will be the natural and legitimate inference
tof those who read and think for themselyes 2/
+ It must be something as follows : ¢ What can
 those missionaries have been doing these forty
1years past?  'Wa certainly supposed they had
been preaching to the heathen in their own

\ tongues ; and if they have not done this, if
we have been deceived all this time, no won-
der that a deputation was sent ; it was high
time that some decided step should be taken.

single instance, in the whole history of our
Burmese and Karen missions, be pointed out,
where an individual has ever made an attempt
| to preach to the heathen in any other than

“ But, we would seriously ask, can the first | |

| their own tongues? 'We do not believe there
| has ever been a single instance of the kind ;
|and it grieves our hearts exceedingly to see
such things published to the world..
; I remain, yours respecigeelyf"

CBrownx.
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From the Ohristian Times.

MISSIONS.

AM, BAP. MISSIONARY UNION.
Letter 9.
Rev. and Dear Sir :

A rew days since my eye chanced tolight
on the following passage in one of our popu-
Iar magazines, deseriptive of the policy which
it is expected will prevail in the Republic of
the year Two Thousand : ; { :

“ Everything now-a-days is done in pursu-
ance of a system. We have constantly the
best men in the Republic at work in search
of the best mode of doing what has ‘to be
done ; when they discover that best mode, a
law is immediately passed to declare it the
only mode, and all others are prohibited un-
der a heavy penalty.”’ :

The writer probably little knew how far his
anticipations had already been realized in the
management of missions. For several years
that feature of our missionary policy, which

'aims to reduce all our operations to a system.

of absolute uniformity, has been gaining
ground. Rules and systems have no doubt

. their advantages, when not extended beyond

, their proper sphere. In matters of worldly
/business, they are indispensable; yet even
o here they have their limitations. Their ap-
plication to religion, and especially to the du-

i ties of the Gospel ministry, needs to be guard-
“ed with more caution. How often, in the histo-
1y ofthe Church, has the attempt to regulate the

LETTERS ON THE MANAGEMENT oF

TO THE REV. 8. PECK, D. D,y COR. SEC. OF THE |

safely be left to Ppursue their own convictions, |
. and manage their own affairs, provided always
:that the expenditure of moneys shall be con-

by the Executive Committes, With this safe-
guard, it is difficult to see why  different mis-

have cause for thankfulness; but certainly the
commencement of their career does not war-
rant the expectation of any better results,

o diversified are the circumstances of. dif-
ferent missions, that any system of rules adapt-
ed to obe_mission, would be liable to ope-
rate injuriously if applied to others. It would
seem that, with the New Testament in their |
hands, the members of each mission - might

fined within the limits of appropriations made

slons may not be allowed the liberty of pursuing
their own modes of action, whether they hap-
pen to be in conformity with the modes of
all other missions or not, The original con-
tract between the Board and the missionaries
made it th.e duty of every missionary, before
éngaging in any new or important undertak-
1ng, to obtain the advice and consent of the
mission to which he belonged. This rule has
ever been faithfully observed by the missiona-
ries 3 and it remains to be seen whether more
stringent rules, and the enforcement of a more

or the prosperity of the cause.

ed to meet simply as a conference, for- mutu-
al consultation, encouragement, and advice,
like our “associations,” it would no doubt

| have been productive of good ; but its ‘char-
| | racter was not merely advisory, it was legis-

rigid uniformity, will subserve either the peace

Had the Maulmain convention been allow‘:.

lative. In your own language, we were there
‘“'to settle principles,” and afterwards it would v
be “easy to apply them.” This settling of
principles, and the adoption of rules, “ to be car-
ried out'in all the missions,” was essentially a
worle of legislation.  The decisions of the
convention were not indeed final, their ratifi-

"duties of religion by a system of rules resulted
in a cold, dead formalism? How often has
it resulted in strife, and party, and the sepa-
ration of those who, with a proper degres of
individual freedom, might have labored in
harmony and love ! We know what have

been the general consequences of councils in
former days ; we know that power has been
acquired and majorities obtained, ostensibly
for the purpose of preserving the principles
and practices of a pure Gospel ; but, in reali-

cation depending on the approval of the Exec-
utive Committee; but the legislative charac-
ter, of the convention was' in nowise affected
by this circumstance. The difference between
the action of the convention and the -ordina-

ty, as the end has proved, to coerce and re-

strain such as dare to exercise an independent ry transaction of a single mission, will te seen
, ‘at once ; in the latter case a vote is taken on

opinion, and to reduce all dissentients to the ) e : i
alternative of submission or expulsion. If a practical question inyolving tgfoe"“d‘t‘;;’ic?l‘_'
modern missionary councils fail to produce otherwise affecting the interests of a p

these bitter ﬁ'ujts, the friends of Zion will ! st L R g




‘lar mission ; in the convention, on the con-
trary, we were required to form rules of fature
‘action for the predcher of the Gospel, as well

‘a8 rules of discipline for the native ch_urches,; :
rules that, once ratified, would be “carried out”

through the whole missionary organization.

But supposing the desirableness of perfect '
unity in all missionary operations conceded, |

still, if the Executive Committes wished to
avail themselves of the opinions of the mission-
ary body it was evidently important than those
opinions should be spontaneous and uncon-
trolled. To secure an unwilling acquiescence
‘in measures which the missionaries did not
heartily approve, could be of no service to the
executives, unless their object was to relieve
themselves of responsibility in making the
desired changes. The plan adopted by the
deputation was certainly not calculated to se-
cure the spontaneous action of the conven-
tion. So far from this, the whole course of
procedure was shaped by them; the topics
for each of the principal reports on which the
deputation desired a decision were indicated

to the committees; and those reports which |

failed to coincide with their views, however
manifestly in accordance with the general
sentiments of the body, were strenuously op-
posed, and without exception recommitted,
to receive such abridgment or alteration as
should render them, if possible, acceptable to
the deputation. Thus the convention, while
refusing to insert anything contrary to their
own convictions, did not hesitate to omit,
as a matter of compromise, important por-
tions of their reports solely in deference to
the wishes of those who sat there “as the
representatives of the Executive Committee.”
Little did the members of the convention sup-
pose that, after these concessions and compro-
mises, the deputation would unceremonious-
ly proceed to reverse their decisions, and in
some instances to render nugatory the very

 recommendations which they themselyes had |

proposed !

{ It has been strenuously asserted that the
deputation exercised no proponderating influ-
ence or restraint over the convention; that
they merely entered into deliberations as
brethren and equals. Such a relationship
was rendered impossible by the very terms of
their appointment. They were to “appear

in the convention as the renresentatives of the

=
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Eaecutive Committee,” and in no other capa-

city. Fraternal co-operation and authorita-
tve control, are terms that can never be made
to coalesce. 'Where one relation commences
the other ends. To say that no pressure wag
exercised upon the convention, is simply to
deny that which is patent to the apprehension
of every one. The very object of clothing
the deputation with the whole power of the
Executive Committee, was that they might
exert a pressure. If it had not been intend-
ed that they should exert a pressure, no such
authority would have been given ; there could
have been no possible object in giving it.
Sitting in the convention as the representa-
tives of the Executive Committee, the depu- |
tation were in a position simila it
delegates from the President §f)the Senate of
the United States, who should be sent to sway
the debates in the House of Representatives,
Whether such a proceeding would be allowa-
ble, even in a worldly government, we need
not be at a loss to decide.

Under the circumstances of the case, thero
was evidently no inducement for the conven-
tion to adopt, but every inducement to omit,.
all resolutions which were in known opposition
 to the views of the deputation. As the lat-
, ter possessed the power to set aside whatever

they disapproved, the passage of resolutions
on disputed points would have been at best
a fruitless labor; and it would have exposed the
non-compliant members to all the consequen-

considered that a large majority of that con-
vention were unsettled in regard to their lo-
cation ; that the selection of their future field
was under the absolute control of the deputa-
tion ; that further, all plans for usefulness
hung on the approval or disapproval of the
same authority ; it is impossible that a feel-
| ing of pressure should not have been realized
by every one who felt it his duty to oppose
their measures. If any additional proof is
wanting, it will be sufficient to look at the
proceedings subsequent to the convenfnon, a.nd_
to witness the unremitting severity with
which evary missionary in Burmah has been
visited, whose misfortune it is to be rparkeg
'on your catalogue as one of the 'dlsaﬁected.
'But these cases will form the subject of a fu-

ces of executive disapprobation. 'When it is |!

| ture lotter.
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Those who were so fortunate as to coincide
| with the plans of the deputation, may not
have been sensible of the pressure which others
felt ; hence you have been able to bring for-
ward returned missionaries to testify before
the Union that the discussions were perfectly
free and fraterual, and that the deputation
“wshowed no disposition to urge their views
against the missionaries.” Yet one of the mis-
sionaries who offered this testimony had, just
before his return written to a missionary bro-
ther as follows : : {
“The Karen English school is dead ; we
deeply deploreits loss. Our boarding-schools
are all cut away and floated off. One board-
ing school, named the Karen normal school,
is to be established. The deputation are not
yet through with their work. This is an ex-

ceeding dark day in our mission, here, both |

Burman and Karen. Little is known yet
what will be the final distribution of men and
things. This, however, is certain; the pres-
ent movements are not satisfactory to ‘those
'most intimately concerned. The Executive
| Committee, through the deputation, are tak-
: 1ing steps which will cause a most sad reac-
'tion in the progress of the cause in this land ;
steps that will be retraced with sadness.”

g —— S

There must ffhave been some pressure in
America as well as in Burmah. Strong in-
fluences must have been operating to chauge
so distinct a testimony of disapprobation
into one of approval. The two statements
may not be absolutely contradictory; but
there was in the public testimony, to say the

. least, an important suppression of very mate- |

rial facts. Respectfully, yours.
4 N. Browx.
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