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LETTER I,

Pehruary 10, 3537
My Dear Baornen:

Althoogh I never had the pleasure of “E:ﬁ
your face, I have for some tl.l]].E felt aequain
with you, having heard so munhrmpeﬁ(mf ou
from our muateal friend, Mr. Netileton. ;
therefore fully prepared to reciprocate every

preszion of confidence contained in your ir.md
and friendly letter of the first inst. 1 can assure
you that brother N. remembers with deep inter-
est the season which he spent under your hospi-
table roof; and that he will ever cherish a grateful
senze of the tokens of affeetion which he receiv-
ed from you and your family. And here permit
me to say, that, haring been intimately acquaint-
ed with him for the last five and twenty years, [
can cheerfully subscribe to every which
you have said in testimony of his worth.

But I must proceed to answer your inquiries
respecting ‘* the origin and progress of Arminian
views inngiew Engifnd." IP you refer to
the New Haven speculations. ]ura had oppor-
tunity to know something of the history of these

1*
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culatione ; but the story is long, and cannot
Enmld in a single ]E“E:rg If ;-:F will have pa-
tience with me, will attempt to give you & brief’
history in a series of letters, promising to bring
my narrative within as narrow compass as pos-
sible.

It is true, as was stated by Dv. Porter in his
letter to Dr. Beecher, that * Arminianism re-
ceived from the hand of Edwurds its death blow,
of which it Iingered more than half acentory in
New Figland and died. Our orthodoxy had set-
tled into a solid, tranquil, scriptural state; and
perhaps no bﬁ-lij' of ministers since the world
began have been so uniied, and 20 manifestly
blessed of God, as the ministers of New Eng-
land.” Buch was the state of things, when, as
Dr. Porter says—"* A battery was opeoed in
Connectiont, a standard raised, and a campaign

he first indications that the New Haven di-
vines were beginning t0 adopt opinions at vari-
ance with thoze which commonly prevailed
umong the orthodox, appeared winle the cop-
troversy between Dr. Woods of Andover, amd
Dr. Ware of Cammbridge, was in progress; which
wasg in 1520, '21. Dr. Taylor expressed to some
of his brethren at dizaatisfaction with the
manner in which Dr. Woods had conducted the
controversy, and with the views which he had
advanced, particularly on the subject of Native
Depravity. He was heard to say, that on that
subject Dr. Ware had the better of the argo-
ment, and that Dr. Woods had put back the con-
troversy with Unitarians Gty years, Under the
impulse of these feelings, he prepared an article
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for the Christian Spectator, which he sabmitted
to the association of gentlemen, by whom, in
connexion with the editor, the work waa conduct-
ed. The Association decided that it was not
expedient to publizh the article, Of the charae-
ter of the piece, and the sentiments which it
contained, you may perhaps form some conjee-
ture from the following circumstance. While
Dr. Taylor was reading it, one of the gentlemen

present composed and wrote with his pencil this
stanzs ;

Tmmorta! Edwards, whom relizion hails
Her favorite son, & Taylor overthraw
A Taylor now the preat man’s ghost assnide,
Hia doctrine dogbts, and ervor Famps anew.

I em not able to fix the precise date of this
event. [am not eertain whether 1t was previous
or subsequenf to the fact which I am about 1o
relate. On Satorday eveming, Dee. 15, 1821,
Professor Goodrich of Yale College, in his course
of leetares to the college stodents, came 10 the
doctrine of Original 8in. He commenced his
Ieetore by observing that he was about to present
a different view of the snbject from that which is
commonly received; and proceeded to exhibit
the views which were afterwards publizhed in the
Christian Spectator ; and which I shall have ce-
casion to notice 10 & future letter. Some of the
pious students, who had read the coutroveray
between Dr. Woods and Dr. Ware, thought that
the views exhibited in this lecture bore a strik-
ing resemblance to those of Dr. Ware. They
were grieved and alarmed. Bome of them wrote
to their friends, and in this way considersble un-
easiness was excited. Mr. Nettleton was at this
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time laboring in Litchfield with Dr. Beecher.
On hearing whaj had transpired at New Haven,
Dr. Beecher wrote to Dr. Taylor, and some cor-
respondence ensued. Professor Geodrich sent
hiz lecture to Litchfield. About that time Dr,

Humphrey, then paster of the chorch in Pitts- -

field, now President of Amherst College, hap-

to be there on a visit. He and Mr. Net-
tleton examined it mﬁ:_, er, and were greatly
digsatisfied. Dr. Beecher did not approve of the
views gxpressed by Professor Goodrich and Dr,
Taylor; yet in his correspondence at this time,
he made some concessions with which Mr. Net-
tleton was not sabisfied ; and in a letter which
be (Mr. N.) wrote to Dr. Taylor, he said:

" With all iy love and respeet for brothers
Tayler and Goodrich and Beecher, I must say
that neither my jadgment, nor conclence, nof
heart, can scquiesce, and I ean go with you no
farther. Whatever you may say abouf infanis,
for one, I do solemnly believe thut God views,
and treats them in all respects, just as he would
do if they were sinnera. To say that animals
die, and therefore death can be no proef of sin
in infants, 18 to take infidel ground. The mfidel
has just &s good & right to say, becausc animals
die without being sinnets, therefore adulis may.
If death may reign to such an alarming extent
over the human race, and yet be no proof of
gin, then you adopt the principle that death may
reign io any extent over the universe, and it can
never be made & proof of sin in any case. . Then
what Panl says ** Death by sin, and so death
passed upon all men for that all have sinned,” is
pot true.  Infants die either on acpount of ﬂm:
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own sin, or the sin of Adam, or neither. Hence
the most that Panl can mean ia this, death by »in,
if they live long enough; if not, they shall die
withont it. You may speculate better than I
can; but I know one thing better than you do.
T know hetter what Christiana will, and what
they will not receive; and I forewarn you that
whenever you come mt our best Christians will
vevolt, I'felt a deep interest in the eontroversy
between the Orthodox and Unitarians, while it
was kept oot on the open ficld of Total -
ity, Regeneration by the Iloly Spirit, Divine
Sovereignty, and Election. For this was takin
the enemy by the heart, and 1 knew who woul
conquer. Buot you are giving the discussion a
bad turn, and 1 have lost all my interest m the
Iubjent and do not wish my fellow sioners to
hear it. Ido fear itis a trick of the devil to
eend brother Taylor on a wild poose chase after
what he will never find, and which if found would
ot be worth one straw.” These are only short
extracts from a lony letter. The whole has not

ived. This letter Mr. Nettleton read
fo Dr. Beecher.

This was in December, 1821, After this Mr.
Nettleton had repeated private discussions with
the brethren at New Haven, in which he express-
ed his dissatisfaction with their peculiar views,
and faithfu II}r ﬁp-nat.ulateﬂ with them oo the dan-
ger of l.'.aumrl:? division among the ministeras and
churches of New England. And yet for several
years it was currently reported, and extensively
believed, that he agreed with the New Huven
divines, !md the influence of hie name was made
use of to give currency to their peculiar views
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How unjustly this was done, iz evident from the
foregoing extracts. The alarm whieh was occa-
sioned among the pious students, by the lecture
of Professor Goodrich, was somewhat allayed by
some explanations which he made to them, and
for a sesson the matter was in a great measure
bushed. But Mr. Netteton, and some others
who were scquainted with the facts, were not
withoot great solicitude. Meanwhile the Pro-
fessorship of Didactic Theology was founded in -
Yale College, Dr. Taylor was appointed Profes-
sor, and the Theologica!l School was orgamzed
in its present form in 1822, The founders of .
this Profussorship, required the Professor to sign
the following declaration: * I hereby declare my
free aszent to the Confession of Faith and Eec-
¢lesigstical Thscipline, agreed wpon by the
churches of the State, in the year 1708."
Tayior signed thiz declaration and was inducted
into ofice. The Confession of Faith here speci-
fied is what has been denominated the S8aybrook
Platform, and so far as doctrines are concerned,
differs acareely at all from the Confession of Faith
of fhe Presbyterian Church.

In 1828, Professor Fitch preached and pub-
lished his diseourses on the natore of ain, in
which he advanced the position that all sn con-
sists am the voluntary fransgression of known
fawe. This was regarded by many as a virtosl
denial of original sin and native depravity as
maintained by Calvinists, These discourses
were reviewed by Dr. Green in the Christian Ad-
vocate. Professor Fitch replied to the Review.
Meanwhile young men began to issue from the
New,Haven aschool, and to proclaim the discov-



