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Yie SECOND BAPTIST CHURCH 1y NEW-YORK,

TO THE
Warrick Aficciation,
MET 1x BEDFORD, CCTOBER !5, 1793, SEND CCHRISTIAN SALUTATION.

RSP ¥ S A ——

DEAR BrxTHREN,

ALTHOUGH we are not in your particular connelion, yet, efteeming you friznds to Zion at
large, we hope to be indulged by you, fo far, as to give our Letter an impartial hearing an? 2 ::udid difcoffion
in your own breafts.

When any body of men publifh to the world a2 !srge, the iuppofed or real faulis of individuals or churches,
%tis but a part of candcnt to hear a defence made oy frch individoalsor churches. We thea, as a church of
Jefus Chrilt, take this m:thod to vindicate our condu@, which you have in fo public a2 mauner (withour due

~ proof) contemned. Brethen, we with to ufe great plainnefs of fpeech, in reprefenting matters ; hoping, at
+ the fame time, to goard againft all fournefs or :norofenefs of temper, which unbecomes the followers of the

meck and lowly Jefus, who, when reviled, reviled not again,

We, as a charch, think you, as an affociation, have given mucl: »ffence to us, both -refpeively and ass
colle&ed body, by receiving into your fellowthip, and in our name, a cumber of perians whom we excommuui-

caied for diforderly, wicked, and bafe condu®, which they had pradised gaig(t the church, of which cupded
- s Sl - Witimui-difpute, malk be the bel idyd. -And how yeuy .

Y Drévhten, FYNK ARLLRTON, 8IS
claiming all authority over charches, acknowledging their independence, and right of gevernment over their

. own members, could aflume a fuperior judgment to the church, and sveceive her cut off members, is to us
. mifterious. It is a HORN of power we wifh not to fee on the heads of affoviations. It is a power they aré not

invefted with by Chrift, nor the particular churches which compofe their body ;-~it is a power every Chriftian
(in this land of light and liberty) abhors ;.—it is a power your conftitution difc!zims ; and yet, in the face of all
this, you have exercifed it.  In fo doing you have fulfilled the old farcaftic proverh, viz. looked one way, and
rowed the other. In your conflitution and articles you have, with fcripture boldneiy; looked Zion and the world
inthe face, and exprefled your fentiments truly refpe@ing the independency of each church, and their ferip-
ture warrant, to govern themfelves, without being ameanable to any church, or body of churches, for their
condu& ; and yer, notwithftanding this publication of your fentiments, you have a&ed a contrary part, in
receiving members under the juft cenfure of a church of Chrift. In fo doing, you have not only in pra&ice
denied your principles (as to church governmant), but you have poured contcmpt an che rightful autbority of
Chrift’s church, you have re-judged her judgment, and have taken a lordiy ftride over her, and have told the
world vcu knew better about the condué of her members than the did, and have taken them into uniorr on this
principle. 1f this is not tyranny, we know not what tyranny is. Your conduct in this affair deftroys all church
governmert, and cftablithes Popery in a Proteftant land.

It was not poflible, brethren, for yon in an affociated character, to know the merits of a caufe refpe@ing thofe
cenfured perfons, if you had even the right of judgment over churches, Judgment thould be according 1o
evidence ; evidences are produced en the trial of cafes; but no trial concerning them perfons came before you,
nor was it ruleable there hould—your conftitution forbad it—the church which cut them off did not apply for jr—
fhe knew her own right of government better, You acknowledge yourfelves, at bett, butan advitory council ;
but is there fuch perte@ wifdom and authority in your advice, that churches have no right to recede from jr
and if they do, be judged by you and condemned, yra unchurched ? This horn of anthority we hope may'
never be feen among you again, and if it thould, dilcountenanced by ali churches of Chrifte It has been feen
once, and we have feen the efle@s of its defpotifm.

We did not fend to you for advice how to deal with our delinquents, nar did we {end to afk your opinion in
the matter, whether we did right or wrong in putting away from among us diforderly walkers and covenant
breakers—we had for our guide in the marter a more infallible infiru®or, viz. e word of God, and the rule
was fo plain, we could run and v~ad. Our brother, Francis Vandyke, was not ai'horifed by us,” either to af);
your opinion, or gain your appi.uation refpeing what we had done in the affair pro or con, which he frank| y
told you ; and yet you wonld appoint a committee to make enquiry, and bring in a judgment, whether we o};
our excemmunicatert members, were the Second Church in New-York. We cannot help thinking bmh;m
that, upona cool and deliberate reflection, or more mature mveligation of this piece of condu@, yoy \;‘ill {cc n;
departed from your conflitwion, and a&ed unbecoming the dipnity and charaéer of an adociatign, A
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~ But the committee’s mode of trial is curiovs, and calls for our attention.~-Whatever was affcrted by either
_ party, and denied by their opponents, the ailerter muft prove or loofe his cafe : This may do where pariics,
{ with their evidences, are prefent.  Bur circumftances alters cafes, We afk you, brethren, ia the name of
t Common Serfe, what chance did we ftand, admitting, for a moment, we fubjeéied to it 2 Whatever our brother
 Francis Vandyke might aflert, be it ever io true, it muft fall for want of evidence : for he was alons, he had
. no evidence to call on to fupport his affertion; in the mouth of two or three witnefles thall every thing be
! eftablithed. Our opponents had the advantage as to this; for whatever any one of them affcried, they could
call one or more evidences to fupport it.  Burt is it confiltent with reafon to belicre we authorifed cur brother
Vandyke to a& for us under fuch circurnftances?  But if we had, which we deny, did there not appear fo much
, craft and defign in the mode of trial, conlidering the circumftances our brother was in, as would jultify him,
| or any man elc in the like cafe, in receding from it, let juftice and found policy determine. But the tridh of
| the matter i. . is—our brother, Francis Vandyke, did pofitively, and in plain terms, inform both the convention

i ap? covmitice, he aad no audhority to enter into an inveftigation or proof of any thing the church had done
' 1 ecting her excummunisated members, and immediately withdrew,

! Nrw, if our information be true, the committee came to no determination that night; but next morning, Me
; Job.1 Caton informed them, Mr Fofter had been to Captain Wiiles’s, and told him the beft thing the commit-
t ree couid do, would be to bring in Mr Montayne, snd his party, the Second Church. How far this falfehood
*influenced them te determine in their favour, we leave to God and their own confciences.  But a falfe report
it was, as was fufficiently proved to Mr Caton’s face. For Captain Willes being atked, whether Mr Fofter had
. been to his houfe that morning, and faid what Mr John Caton reperted, he perempiorily denied both ; and
faid Mr Fofter had not been that morning at his houfe, nor did he fay to him any fuch words. Here were two

: palpable lies charged upon Mr Caton; who, to extenuate both, faid, that if Captain Willes had not told him,
- fomebody clfe did. '

W e fhall now peint out fome untraths yon have publithed in your Minutes of May 31t 1792, We fhall infert
; yonr own words between iuverted commas.—¢¢ A difficulty arofe in the Sccornd Church, refpe@ing the method
:¢¢ of exerciling church government.”” This is not true~1there was no difficulty in the church of any kind,
. but all, as we thougnt, in peace, previous te a church meeting held February 28th 1795, when it was ther
' moved and fecondz=d, (b: the party we bave fince excommunicated) to break the church covenant, which
| covenant they helped 10 make, or new-model e’er they joined us, and then expreffed their entire approbaiion
.of it, and in the prefence of God, angels, and men, folemnly (or to appearance fo) entered into with us, and
 fo became of vur number. _(This move they made brought us into trials.)
|among us, they, by fecret intrigues, premeditated the abolition of the covenant, and exclufion of all who fup-

iported it ; and cxpeited to feize on all the temporalities of the church, which had been colle@ed at the expence
:and labour of others.

You al{o fay, ‘¢ A feparation tock place, as much as two tcone.” It is a great unwruth, For there were no
oresthan- clcven=swembers who applied to the charch for a difmiffion, requefting to be conftituted 2 third Bap-
{tift church. Their names were inferted in the paper they brought for thrat purpofe, which paper we have, and
is a proof of the falfity of the affertion in the Minutes. Their requeft was laid before the church; and to end
ali difpates with them, it w. - agreed to difmifs them if we found we could do it according to rule : but there
were four of the leaders in the difturbance already cutoff from thechurch, therefore we could not difinifs them as
in good ftanding with the church, which was what they demanded ; the church was willing to difmifs them, and
fay nothing 2bout good or bad ftanding ; but they refufed this, and-immediately called themfelves the Second
Church. The inconfiftency of fuch condu is too obvions not to be feen by the impartial. They, in the firit

place, acknowledged us to be the church, or why did they a%k a difmiffion fromus? If we were not 2 church,

we had no righ* to receive-or difmifs members ; and how they, 9n a fudden, becume the church they afked a

difmiffion from, is beyond any thing recorded in facred or profanc hiftory, wherc any thing is faid about the rife
of charches.

Thus the church fprung up, without a precedent or example in all the annals of hiftory. And this new
church, compofed of excommuaicated members, you have received, under the appellation of the Second Bapiiff
Church in New-York ; but whether yon have not been impufed upon by 2 counterfeit, affuming the title of the
original church yet in being, iet truth and a fair ftatement of faéts determine, \

After this fudden and unaccountable church was thus formed, they tried by falfehoods and mifreprefentations
to deceivetheheartsof the fimple, and draw away with them as many as they could. They alfocounted in their
number all that were members of the original church both at home and abroad, This device is a feature of
their unfair condu@. 1f they denied the re®itude of the covenan: the church acknowledged and came topether
‘on, had they a right to a& for others, who knew of no necc Tity nos defired ro have it aliered ? if nor, s it not

fraud and deception to tack to their number thofe who neither knew of their bafe condu@, and if they did, they
'had no reafon to believe they wonld have approved of it ?

" You further fay, ¢ That Francis Vendyke, of the minor part of the Second Church in New-York, rejected
¢ the body of the Church.”  This is no more true than the reft of your affertions concerning us in yous Mi-
'nutes : For none were confidered members with us, but fuch as have acknowledged our covepant, and walks
'agreeable thereto.  But when their condu@ is manifefily oppofed thereunto, and they proved guilty of breaches
it, we confider them no longzr as membersin Randing with us : and, in fa&, they exclude themfelves, ac.
cording to un article of our church covenant, which runs thns :—viz. ¢ That if any pevfon, or perfons, de viaie
or diffent from the faid confeflion, or church dif~ipline, or this covenaut, they are c}eclaycd 1o have noright :‘f ‘T
voice or memberfhip in this charch.” And on this principle, and agreeable to this aricle, we as af]l_w‘u..cl; \'l“"« '
¥rancis Vandyke) excommunicated the perfons [you have received, Was i even bue wastyon @nerted, t

Having now a feat and a voice
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they were the body of the church, and as much as two to one s yet we l.wld that, that pariof the church whick
ftands to their covenant, are the clhurch, even thqugh they were the micor part. BUI' we declare they nev -
had a majority in their favour which among otheir proofs we can produce, their application to us for a dif-
miffon, is one. But wher men depart from the truth, inconfiftencies and error attend their condudt, while
they, through weaknefs or wickednefs attempt 10 juftify themfelves. And what makes thefe expelled mem.
bers condn& appear fo criminal, and renders them inexcufable, is, that th~y knew there was a provifionary
article in the covenant for a regular difmiffion, had they made fuch application as the article required. The
article runs thus, ¢ Neverthelefs, any perfon or perfons, fo diffenting, may have a difmiflion, feuting forth
their diflike to any part of the do&rines or difcipline of faid chirch, pruvided they apply orderly for the fame
at any regular -iw=ch meeting, and not try to fow difcord and diviiions among the members before fuch appli-
cation is made.”  If thefe men did not ke the covenant, they were under no obligations to abide by it ; if
others in tae church approved of it, Why did not thefe men leave them to at agreeable to their confcicnce ?
Why did they firive tobreak the peace of the church ? They knew they could be difinifled to join any where
clfe, npon a proper application being made to the church ; but, the truth is, reftlefs, ambitions, and vain.glo-
.W ti s chara@ers, are like the waves of the fea, always in commetion, cafling up mire and dirt, and foamijng
sk out their own thame. This is the glaring condu& of thefe men, whom you have fet forth in your Minutes,
@ ¢ As orthodox in faith, and defirous of good order.”” We donot know how orderiy they havebehaved among
5 yon, as a member of your body ; but we-know and can fay, (and that too without refiection) they have broke
ihrough the hedge of good order in two churches of Chri:t.

You charge our brother Vandyke with ¢ Afluming the key of the meeting-houfe, where the church met,
and, of locking the door againft all, but fuch as would fcl:>w him.” We are forry you have put us fo otien to
the difagrecable neceflity of faying your charges are falfc : but, in juftice to ourfelves, and to you, and to the
truth, we fay, this is as falfe as the reft.  He did not aé «.;on the principle infinuated in the charge, but upon
the unanimous voice of the church, who faid they could not in confcience worfhip with thefe meu, who fought
to bre-k the covenant, and thereby difturbed the peacs of the charch.

o Now, before Mr. Montayne and Garnifs fignified their intention to break the covenant, the church admitted
- them to improve their gifis, and lead the publick worlhip by prayer and exhortation when we had no
§ minifter. But when they divolged their inention, and fought 1o break up the covenant, we could no
x Jonger walk with them, nor wait on their improvements. But aboat locking 1he meeting-houfe, our brother
: Vandyke, before a number of us, laid the keysof the meeting-houfe on the table in the hovfe where we
& were affembled, and faid to the brethren, there wasthe keys, if they choofed to open the meeting-houfe next
Lord’s day, they might do as they pleafed. We did then agree net to open it for the reawns above afligned ;
and it did appear to us, from fundry circumftances, that thefe men had a defign to feize on the temporalitics
and name of the church.  Onc of their own pariy-confefled, that it never was their delign, to ftand to the
covenant any longer than till ilicy could get a majority to break it. Was not this rank hypocrify, to openly,
before God and his church, ackmowledge a covenant, and at the fame time have it in their hearts to break it?
¢ O how are the hidden things of Efau fcarched out.” And this perfon gave fuch proof of this, as was fuficient
to confirm it. Another proof of this we will mention : one of thefe deligning wen, told a certain perfon 10
come to church meeting, and informed her what was going to be done, viz. they were going 1o break the
covenant, and difcipline the old man, and we belicve others who would oppofe them. You tee by all tinis what

jeopardy we ftoocin ; and can you fuppofe we could worlhip with thele men, and fuffer them to 1ake the lead? -
Put your foul in our foul’s ftcad and anfwer. ,

But it was the church that locked the meeting-houfe door, and mot Francis Vandyke, as has been falfd
alledged. Butif he did, two things appear in his favour : in the firft place, the houfe was his, he paid the
rent of it, and the expence of the repairs, 20 or 30 thillings excepted, and he had 2 right to do with his own
B s he faw good, efpecially in that critical jun&@ure of time. Another resfon may be offered : he well knew
B thar thofe who would follow him (asis tcrmed) were onc in heartand principle with him ; they were fuch as

| mecant to abide by their church covenant ; and he knew that neither he, nor we, could approve of any o lead
& in church worfhip, who broke covenant with us. So that on every conlfideration, circumflance, and voice of
i his covenant brethren, we think he might be juftified if he had done even as flander has reported. But, he is

| not yet exempt from the pen of calumny. You charge him in your Minutes, ¢ As claiming the keys of the
kingdom, excommunicating at his pleafure,” This is a high charge indeed, greater in magnitnde of offence
than locking the meeting-houfe againft covenant breakers, to prevent their intrufion in the lead of worthip,

But, brethren, arc you all acquainted with this man’s condu@ throughout the trials in the ¢
fully perfuaded he is ““ the man of fin” yon have reprefented him %o be? You have fprcagu;gkr?o:iﬁoio:{
hini throughout the American and European Ziors, and the world.  Did ever any refpe@able aflociation before
yourfelves tell the world, that one of their Baptift brethren had turned Pope ! O brethren, we think if you
are men of feelings, you muft blafh on the reflection of fuch a publication coming ont under the fignature
of the Warrick Affociation. Many of you have not fo much as ever feen the man, yon have had no ;t'rfonal

acquaintance with him, nor knew what fteps he took under church trials: o

: s s and how you, under fuch difad-
vamageousl; c:rc;n‘m(tanclcds, lc?uldf rxh»bn to the world fuch a charge againft l;im, appcarys ﬂ;angc tous. Butif
even you have been told this of him, and was the charge true, it did not b ’ \

and we will report it. : 4 1t d cconte your charader to fay report,

But the charge is falfe. We have known the man, fom i ived i i
with him through all the trials; we never have ch e oy phaog time s we have lived i fellowthip

feen any thing like his ¢ :

. ., ' g like his ¢“ affiming the keys of he
ku()igdom, nor can there be an inflance produced where his voice or vote ftood oppof%d to thg church;
and fo far from ¢ excommunicating at his pleafure,” :

. ! we do affert a ing.
leaders of the difturbance in the church were excomm 83 truth, that when the ring

unicated by the unanimous vote of the charch, |
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at a regular church meeting, though he was with us in fentiment, yet he did not vete; nor at zny
church meeting whatever has he cver prefumed to Jord it over the church.  Yon muit alicw esto be botier
judges of this our brother's character and condu¢t than you poflibly could be under the circumitances mentioned
above, And how you could be fo loft to vandour and common charity as to lift your voice on high, and publicly
exhibit fuch glaring uniruths againit a wan who never fought 1o hurt you, nor any part of Z:on willingly—
sgainft a man of zuod moral condut —againft a member in good flanding in the church of Chrift—it appears
inexplicable to us. We cannot believe it willadd to your reputation for you, in your infant ftate 4s an atfocia-
tion, to enter the field of flander, and publith all you hear from the mouths ot fa@ious men as tru.lis.  There
are, we doubt not, men of principle, wife and judicious, among you, who, if they had not been blinded by the
falfe gloffes and mifreprefcnrations of artful defigning men, they would not bave confe ted to have fuch a
feurrilous letter go out in their name.

You have not only, in 2 very barefaced manner, reported many untruths againft a brother in Chrifl and cfficer
in the church, bur you have (in the Minutes referred to) refle@ed very highly on fome refpetable characters
in the miniftry, whofe ufcfulnefs and labour of love to the churches is well known, and gratefully remembered
by them. Bur, brethren, we wot many of you have done it through ignorance, and have beecn hurried on by
the influence of fome men among you. We take notice of the following, piblifhed i your Minutes fo often
referred to—*¢ Thofe who found themfelves the major part, as much as two to one, wifhing to have the matter
¢ feuled, fenr a requeft to fone other churches for advice and afflitance ; and notwithitanding there were
‘¢ meffengers came from the churches fent to, thefe who fent for them were refufed any afliftance trom them;
¢ and the fame perfons that refufed, received the minor part as the church in the convention, and aéed with
¢ them on the 12th of April,” &c. &c. If it were true, that they were the major part of the church, and or-
derly members, they might have proceeded to bufinefs, we fhould think, when the meflengers came.,  But the
truth of the matter is this~—The meflengers found they were impoulcd on by the excominunicated party ; for
they reprefented it-vas by delire of both pariies they were fent for; and being informed that the party who
fent for thein were by the 2d Church excommunicated, and remembering a fimilar circomftance had raken place
on them previous to this, and as the Second Church had no knowledge of che meffengers coming till they actusliy
arrived in New-York, they declared they would have nothing to do in the matter, nor did they choofe to inter-
fere in the government of any church refpe@ing their members. And we do believe it would have been much
to the honour of the Warrick Affociation had they adted the like part.  But inftead of this, you have jndged 2
matter before you heard it you have taken for granted, all our excommunicated members has told
you——you have received into your fellowlhip, though you was told at the convention they were cut
off members, and fufficient proof was offered you then if you would hear it you have publifhed for
truths what we in this letter prove falfchoods——therefore, in juftice to onr brother, Francis Van.
dyke, whom youn have publicly acenfed falfely—in jultice to onrfelves as a church ot Chrift, on which you have
poured contempt, and without a (hadow of truth or juftice, have received a church in our name—in juttice o
Zion at large, who have been blinded by your mifreprefentations—in juftice to the world, who may be impofed
on by your leiter of untruths—in juftice to you as an affociation, we have thought proper thus to writc, and
have given you fuch a fair ftatcment of Faé?s as muft, we think, carry convi@ion you have done us wron-.
There remains one way, brethren, you can repair the injury, viz. by a frank acknowledgment (in your M.
nutes) you meddled with a matter that did not belong to you as an affeciation : and alfo to put thofe men you
received as the Second Church where you foand them,

We hope our plain dealing may give no effence ; for though we may have been rude in fpecch, yet we hope
not in knowledge. We have made ufe ot no terms or phrates with a defign to irritate, nor do we wifh you
any cvil, but fhall rejoice in your profperity. We pray you may be led by the Spirit of God 10 a¢t up to yo +
chara&er as Chriftians, as Charches, and as an Aflociation, May you a'vance the Redeemer's canfe—may you
firive for peace and make peace, and feek the univerfal good, peace, and harmony of Zion at large—mniy von
be advocates for good order, rule, and government in the churches.—and we with you may rite, as a body,
refpe@able, and venerated Ly all your fifter affociations, and at length rife to celeftiat mantions ; where iirs,
tumulte and wars, are not known ; but peace and endlefs felicity reigns irinmphant in cvery breaft,—and Gop
isall and inall,

This Letter was read at a church meeting, beld O&ober 8th 1792, was approved cf, and ordcred
to be figned and fent out, in the behalf of the church.

WILLIANM HURTIN.




