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CHAPTER I
THE DIVISICN OF 1837

In 1824 in central western New York, Charles G.
Finney began a career in hinistry that was to have far-
reaching implications for the religioué as well as the
civil 1life of the peonle of the United States. In July |
of that year he was ordained by the Presbytery of St.
Lawrence, and assigned as a missionary to the little
tovns of Evans Mills and Antwerp in Jefferson County,

New York. Under the vivid preaching of this ex-lawyer a
wave of revivalism began to sweep through the whole region.
Following the revival of 1824-27, Finnev carried

the religious awakening into Philadelphia, New York City,
and Rochester, New York. The evangelistic methods, styled
"new meésures" by his enemies, soon broucht about organized
resistance on the vart of the orthodox Calvinists. It made
them aware of doctrinal differences already existing in

the Presbyterian Church, with its varied backgrocund and

lAllen Johnson and Dumas Malone (ed.) Dictionery

of American Biogravhy (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons,
1931)s VI, 394‘950




ethnical composition.2 Most of the supporters of the
"new mensures" were members of the "New School" wing of
the Church, largely men with New England bockercund and
training. Added to this wns the existence of "refined
intellectual =sbstractions of the New Divinity" thet come
out of New Haven as advocated by Nathaniel Taylor of Yale
University and Lyman Beecher.3 . |
By 1835 the division between the New School -~
the "new measure and new divinity men" -- and the 01d School
-- the orthodox Presbyterians -- had grown so bitter that
separation seemed to many only a matter of method and
gcope. At the same tiﬁe, as a result of the growing anti-
slavery movement in the country, the existence of slave-
holding in the membership of the Church was creating division
and dissenslone. .While attempts were being made to flood
the South with.abolitionist literature, the South had

become a more reluctant fleld for the vropagandze. They

2W G. McLoughlin, Modern Revivalism (New York:

Ronald Press, 1959), 26ff. William W. Sweet, Revivalism in
America (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1944), 134-36,
Frank G. Beardsley, A History of American Revivals (Boston:
American Tract Society, 190%4), 144-45., Gilbert H. Barnes,
The Anti-Slavery Impulse, 1830-1844 (New York: D. Appleton-
CGentury, 1933), 15-16.

3Biblical Repertory and Theological Review, New
Series; VII (October, 1835), 656-57. G.H. Barnes, op. cit.,
6-Te :




3
feared that it would incite insurr'ection.4 This hardening
of the resistance of the South was due to developments
concerning human bondage that had taken place since the
Presbyterian Church, with the full approval of the
Southern representatives, in the General Assembly of 1818
had pronounced "voluntary" slavery "a gross violation of
the most precious and sacred rights of human nature" and
"utterly inconsistent with the law of God" which reguired
"all Christians who enjoy the light of the present day eee
to use their honest, eafnest and unwearied endeavors to
correct the errors of former times, and as speedily as
posslible to efface this blot on our holy religion, and
to obtain the complete abolition of slavery" ....5

Chief among the causes for the changiﬁg attitude
In the Bouth was the ever-present Southern dread of a
éervile insurrection, which had been resuscitated after a
period of dormancy by the filasco ‘of Denmark Vesey at
Charleston in 1820.% It had been aggravated by the

4Leonard W. Bacon, A History of American Christian-~

1ty, Vol. XIII in American Church History Series (New York:
Christian Literature Co., 1897), 281.

5Minutes of the General Assembly of the Presbyter-
ian Church in the United States of America, 1818, D. 25.
Hereafter referred to as Assembly Minutes.

. 6James T. Adams (ed.), Dictionarv of American His-
tory (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1940), V, 364.




publication of "Walker's Appeal in 1829, and had been
fanned to a white heat in 1831 by the Nat Turner insurrec-
tion during which sixty-one whites had been massacred.7
Another cause of the change in the 1830's was the
rise of the new spirit of dynamic, aggressive_abolitionism
which was signallized by the publication of the first issue
of the Liberator in 1831. The "Essay on Slavery" pub-
lished in 1835 by William Ellery Channing, and the South
Carolina Nullification struggle, along with the abolition
of slavery in the British possessions in 1833, and its
aftermath, which furnished édnvincing argument doth for
the opponents and exponents of abolition, were factors in
the changing attitude.8
| On the other hand because of the expansion into

the Southwest, domestic slave trade wns becoming more prof-

itable. The Virginia Times, in 1836, estimated slaves

numbering 40,000 were exported from Virginia thot year,

in addition to 80,000 that were taken out of the state

7Samuel J. May, Some Reflections of Our Anti-
Slavery Conflict (Bostpn. Fields and Osgood 1869), 129.
Bacon, on. cit., 279ff.

8For a detailed account of this period gee:!:Henry
He Simms, Emotion at High Tide: Abolition As A Controver-
sial Factor, 1850-1845 (Baltimore: Moore and Co., 1960),
especially page 4.




by the owners.9 Thomos Jefferson Randoloh, speaking on
the floor of the Virginia lerislature in 1832, stated that
Virginia had been converted into "one grand menagerie,
where men ~re reared for the market like oxen for the sham-
bles. " |
-During the summer of 1835, a serles of meetings
were held throughout the South for the purvose of exciting
Teelings acainst the abolitionists. Almost without excep-
tion the clergy took a prominent part. At Charlestoﬁ "the
clergy of all denomihetions attended in a body, lending
their sanctions to the proceedings." A meeting ~t CGlinton,
Misslsslippl, resolved thzat the clergy should take a stand
in the crisis; silence was a cause for "serious censure."ll
Uncontrolled emotion had swept through this community
following the crushing of an iﬁsurrection planned for the

12

fourth of July. A meeting of clergy at Richmond, Virginia,

9W1111am H. Smith A Political History of Slavery
(New York: G.P. Putnam's Sons, 1903), I, 3. For a description
of this trade see: F.L. Olmsted, A Journev in the Seaboard
Slave States (New York: Dix & deards, 1856), I, 55. (New
York: Harper & Brothers, 1906), 123-30.

10paniel Goodloe, The Southern Platform (Boston::
J.P. Jewett & Co., 1858), 45.

11James Ge. Birney, American Churches, the Bulwarks
of American Slavery (New York:: Parker Pillsbury, 1885), 8.

12

Simms, op. cit., 50, T4.
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in July, 1835, considered the clergy unanimous in opposing
pernicious schemes of abolitionists.l3 John Witherspoon of
South Carolina, who was to be the moderator of the General
Asgsembly of the Presbyterian Church in 1836, informed the

Emancipator that the "remedy of Judse Lynch" was the South's

treatment "for the malady of Northern fanaticism".l4 William
Plumer, a Presbyterian minister of Virginia, felt that

"if abolitionists will set the country in a blaze, it is
but falr that they should receive the first warming of the
fire." R. N. Anderson, another Presbytérian minister of
Virgiﬁia, in a letter to the Presbytery of Hanover, ad-
vised that abolitionists should "be ferreted out, silenced,
excommunicaied, and left to the vubllic to dispose of in
other respects.”15‘ In 1836, Jeremiah Porter, Presbyterian
missionary in‘Iilinois, while writing.about the difficult-
ies of EliJah Lovejoy with his press, made the following
observation: "I think the time 1is near when every faithful

lBBirney, op. cite, Q.

: 14W1111am Goodell, Slavery and Anti-Slavery (New
York: W. Harned, 1852), 411.

lSBirney, ODs cite, 27, 33, 35. Goodell, op. cit.,
411. ,



Presbyterian minister will be driven from the Slave
States."16
Aéts were reinforced by deeds. A. W. Kitchell, a
Pregbyterian minister of Georgia, wvas tarred and feathered,

and ridden out of town on a rail merely on suspicion that
he was an abolitionistet! In July, 1835, Amés Dresser, a
student from Lane Seminary who was selling Bibles in Nash-
ville, Tennessee, was seized by a vigilance commlittee and
tried for having abolition docuﬁents in his vossession.

Hls penalty was twenty lashes.18 He was convicted by a com~-
mittee which included seven Presbyterian elders;lg

But the problem of evangelism with its “new meas-

ures" and abolitionism were really two horns of the same

16Jeremia.h Porter, "Diary of Porter, Missionary for
the Home Missionary Soclety, 1831-1848" (August 5, 1836).
Microfilm in Wisconsin Historical Soclety Library; original
manuscript at the University of Chicago.

17Dwight N. Harris, The History of Negro Servitude
in Illinois and the Slavery Agitation in That State, 1719-
1864 (Chicago: A. C. McClurg, 1904), 65. See Robert Ellis
Thompson, A History of ithe Presbyterian Church in the Uni-
ted States, VI, The American Church History Serles (New
York: Christian Literature Co., 1895), 122, for another
incident.

18pmos Dresser, The Narrative of Amos Dresser (New
York: American Anti-Slavery Society, 1838), 12-13. The
narrative appears in the Cincinnati Gazette, August 15,
1835, Seet: Birney, op. cit., 7ff; Simms, op. cit., T3.

19presser, op. cite, 3-4.
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dilemma. The interest in ailding the cause of the slave,
along with other reform movements, has been cz2lled "the
legitimate children of the revivalism."go After pointing
to the reform movement as a product of~the religious
awakening, a recent scholar concluded: "There is no
minimizing the genuine contribution whicﬁ it made. Re-
vivallsts hoped to scour and purify the ecrtkr a-ningt the
coming of the Messiah, and there was 2 thrilling urgency

n2l

about the job. Lymen Beecher c2lled abolitionism "the

22
offspring of the Oneids denuncistory revivals." The
principal anti-slavery Presbyterian newsnaper, the New

School New York Evangelist, was also one of the chief

2dvocntes of the new religious movement. It combined its
efforts with Finney to promote tnis sentiment. Finney's

lectures furnished one of the most povular attractions in

20w1111am W. Sweet Revivalism in America (Wew
York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1844), 159.

2lBernnrd A. Weisberger, Thev Gathered at the River
(Boston: Little, Brown & Co., 1958), 152 156.

227yman Beecher to Willlam Beecher, July 15, 1835,
in Autoblography, Corresvondence, ete. of Lymen, D.D.,
edited by Charles Beecher (New York: Harper & Brothers,
1865), II, 345.




9
23 '
the Evanceliste. When Finney died in 1875, the New York

Independent, in commenting on his life work, sz2id of the

anti-slavery movement that it "carried with it the men in-

terested in the revival movement.“24 The Evangelist vointed

to the union of the religlous awaﬁening,and anti-slavery
sentiment when it added to its mast head of 1831, then
"Devoted to Revivals, Doctrinal Discussions, and Religious
Intelligence" the additional caption of "Human Rights."25
Finney recognized the necessary connection. M"If abolition
can be made an appendge [§_i_c:] of a general revival," he
wrote, "all is well. I fear no other form of carrying this
question will save our ¢ountry or the liberty or soul of

the slave."@® Abolition could be spread across "“the whole
land in twé'years" 1f only "the public mind can be engrossed

with the subject of saIVation."27 In 1833 he had attacked

2MeLoughlin, ov. cit., 76, 109

2% ugust 26, 1875.

25January 2, 1837.

 G41bert H. Barnes and Dwight L. Dumond (ed.),
Letters of Theodore Dwight Weld, Angelina Grimke Weld and
Sarah Grimke, 1822-1844 (2 vols., New York: 1934), Vol. I,
318-19, Charles G. Finney to Theodore Weld, July 21, 1836.
Hereafter clted as Weld-Grimke Letterse.

2T1pid.



10
the American Colonlzation Society for its failure to take
2 bold stand In favor of immediate emancipation.28 But
in Finney's system anti-slavery was to remain secondary
to evangelism.29 It was left to Theodore Weld and others
that came under the influence of Finney.BO

Much of the South wns under the influence of the
spirit of revivelism until it»became obvious to many that

the benevolent programs were challenging the very structure

of Southern culture and society. The largest Presbyterian

vaper Iin the South was the Southern Religious Telegravh
of Richmond, Virginia, a New School sheet. But it soon
seemed that the new religlious methods led to fanaticism,
and, to the South, this meant abolitionism. After the
General Assembly of 1837 cut off the four synods for doc-
‘trinal errors, a "Circular Epistle" was issued explaining

the reasons why it was necessary to take this action. "One

28Emancipator, June 25, 1833.

‘290harles G. Finney, Memoirs (New York: A.S. Barnes,
1876), 324. Weld-Grimke’ Letters, I, 327-28, James A. Thome
to Weld, August 6, 1836. Robert S. Fletcher, A History of
Oberlin College from Its Founcation Through the Civil War
(2 vols.; Oberlin, Chio: Oberlin College, 1943), I, 144,
McLoughlin, gpe. cit., 108. MecLoughlin finds Finney's inter-
est In anti-slavery coming not from his revivalism but from
Joghus, Leavitt, the Tappan brothers, and others who were
following the lead of Garrison and the British Anti-Slavery
Societye. : )

30

Barnes, Anti-Slavery Impulse, 15.
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of the most formidable evils of the vresent crisis," in-
structed the Assembly, "is the wide-spread and ever rest-
less snirit of Redicalism eeee It has ... driven to extrenme
fanaticism the srent cruse of Revivels of Religion -- of
Temperance -- and the Ri~hts of Man."3l Thomas Sﬁyth of
the Presbytery of Cherleston, South.éﬁrolina, who wos &
member of the 0ld School Convention of 1837 which worked out
the plan for the exscinding of the four "offendins syn~”: "
considered the enlistle to have been a2 condemmation - M;oii—
tionism.32

After the Assembly of 1837, the editor of the
33

Charleston Observer, while spenking of the division said:

Troubles:.do not often come alone;

with equal stride errors in doctrine
of a multiform charascter, irregularities
in discipline indicating the peculilor
tralts of fanaticlsm, and abolitlonism
of slovery have been wedded together,
and together have marched, till by
thelr joint action they have nearly
completed the destruction of the
Christlan intercourse which once
obtained between the North and the
Southe.

In 1834, a communicotion from North Carolina appeared

31A

32Letter' to the South Carolina Charleston Observer,
- December 29, 1838. ' ' :

gsembly Minutes, 1837, ». 507.

330harleston Observer, Ausust 26, 1837.
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in the New York Evanzelist conteining a complaint that

a minister could not "enforce the law of love without
being suspected of favoring emancipé.tion."34 In answer to
an inquiry from the Presbytery of Champlain in 1836 about
revivals, William Plumer of the Presbytery of Easﬁ Hanover,
Virginia warned them: "There 1s a sorcery in fanaticism
that 1s most captivating .... When religious excitements
make men valnglorious, and boastful, they are spurilous.
Nor can any confidence be nlaced in such as beget a splrit

n35

of flerceness =z2nd intolerant denunciation. A correspondent

" to the Cheorleston Observer wrote that "the Spirit of the asze™

had adopted the maxim "that all men are created free and

equal." It was "driving at 2 proposition to unsettle

36

the existing state of our domestic relations." The

conservative New School paper, The Philadelohian, orinted

a letter that sounded "Alarms About Revivals", and warned

against "the fanaticism" that was "noised abroad. " !

John
Keep, a New Measures man of the Western Reserve and western

New York, in answering the Journal and Telegravh of Hudson,

34New York Evangelist, July 9, 1834.

35Letter to the Presgbytery of Champlain, April 13,
1835, in Charleston Observer, April 15, 1836.

36January 23, 1836.
3TNew York Evangellist, May 18, 1833,
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Ohio, informed the editor that if he meant "New Measures"
resulted in "extravegance" and excessive enthusiasm he |
slandered thése revivals by putting them down as the
fruits of new measures.”" But he admitted things had occurred
"which wisdom and prudeﬁce oondemn."38
‘ In 1829 the Synod of Indlana had asked the General
Assembly to take strong action against human bondage;39
The Synod of Illinois followed with a similar request in
1834,40 and during the same year the Presbytery of
Chillicothe called on the Assembly to bar all slaveholdérs

41

from communion. At the same time that the Assembly was

' being pressed for action on the Southern institution, a

38New York Evanselist, October 12, 1833, John Keep
was one of the prinecipal anti-slavery advocates in the
Western Reserve. 8ee Barnes, Anti~Slavery Impulse, 39.

39Records of the Synod of Indiana, New School, I,

1826-1845, 18-19, 22.

%ORecords of the Synod of Illinoils, New School, I,
1831-1855, 45. Cincinnati Journal, December 17, 1835.

4lPresb'yterian Historical Soclety, Philadelphia,
John D. Shane Collection, 80888, "Memorial of the Presby-
tery of Chillicothe to the General Assembly," April, 1834,
The Presbyterian form of church government consists of
several levels of church courts. The session 1s the gov-
erning body of the congregation. All of the sessions
within a district are united to form a presbyterye. The
presbyteries are combined to form a synod which usually
follows state lines. The national Church body 1ls called
the General Assemblye. .
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controversy was brewing concerning doctrine. But while
the division of the Church in the name of doctrine was
only three years away, much more concern was expressed
42

about the slavery cuestion. Although the embryo of the

principles of the "Act and Testimony,"

which proposed
to abrogate the Plan of Unlion and charged doctrinal
errors, took form in rursl Ohio near Cincimati in 1834,

the New School sheet, the Cincimnati Journal, was con-

cerned only about the graveness of the emancivation con-

43

troversye. An earlier issue of the New York Evangelist

mentioned the "Act and Testimony" as a petition that
would be laid before the Adssembly of 1834, but slavery
would be "more dii‘ficult.“44 The 014 School Presbytery
of Chillicothe answered the "Act and Testimony" of

42See: C. Bruce Staiger, "Abolitionism and the
Presbyterian Chureh Schism, 1837-1838," Mississivpi Valley
Historical Review, XXXVI (December, 1849), 391-414., Elwyn
A. Smith, "The Role of the South in the Presbyterian
Schism of 1837-1838," Church History (March, 1960), 44-61.
Stalger concludes that "if 1t had not been for the develop-
ments concerning slavery in the Agsemblies of 1835 and
1836, the break would never have occurred," p. 39. Smith.
says "the slavery-abolition issue did not cause the schism;
but the South played a role of the utmost significance by
giving the 0l1d School the victory and assuring the continu-
ance of a non-sectional Presbyterian denomination until the
out-break of the Civil War." (p. 60).

#Sgincinnats Journal, August 29, 1834, New York
Evancelist, September 20, 1834,

44New York Evanaeiist, April 5, 1834.
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Philadelphia, May 26, 1834, with a challenge that it was
ouestionable "whether the advocates of any of the heresles
.enumerated in 'The Act and Testimony' have done as much
towards bringing the Word of God into disrepute .... as
Presbyterians have done, in their efforts to make the Bible

Justify the sin of slaveholding."45

Thus, in 1834 the con-
troversy over human bondage was é grave problem while the
dispute over doctrine occuvpied a secondary vosition of
concern In church circles at least outside of Philadelphilae.
In 1335 the Synod of Western Reserve declared
slavery "a sin against God, a high~-handed trespass on the
rights of man.“46 In Michigan, declarations concerning
slavery were adopted by the Presbyteries of Monroe and

St. Josevh; and the Synod of Michigan unenimously declared

that holding man as property should “cease immediately.“47

45R.C} Galbraith, The History of the Chillicothe
Presbytery, From Its Organization in 1799 to 1889 (Scioto
Gazette Book and Job Co., Cincimnati, 1889), 128.

460hio Obgerver, November 5, 1835; Action on slavery
was also taken in several judicatorles in the Synod of
Western Reserve. See Records of the Presbyteries of: Trum-
bull, I, 1827-1847, (September 3, 1835), 221-25; Cleveland,
I, 1830-1849 (September, 1835), 142, Liberator, July 11,
1835: the Church of Austinburg, Presbytery of Grand River,
denied slave-holders communion..

47Charles Noble, Thirty-Third Anniversary of the
Monroe Presbytery (Monroe, Michigan: E.G. Morton, 1868), 5.
Records of the Presbytery of S8St. Joseph, 1833-1848 (September,
1835), 17. Records of the Synod of Michigan, I, 1831-1851,
(October, 1835), 33. Cincinnati Journal, December 17, 1835.
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Several judicatories in the Northwest felt that the "sin"
of human bondage should subject the verpetrators to the .
discipline of the church.48 In western New York, the Synod
of Utica adopted strong resolutions againsﬁ involuntary
servitude.49 Since the General Assembly of 1834 had re-
Jected the petitions, in the South only the Presbytery of
~South Carolina felt called uvon to condemn the suvvort of

50 The "Act

abolitionism in some of the lower judicatories.
and Testimony" was largely disrezarded, but the Presbytery
of Fayettevlille, North Cerolina, warned its members to avoid
any comnection with the meeting on doctrinal errors that
was to be held in Pittsbﬁrgh to consider the "Act and
Testimony".Sl

In the General Aséembly of 1835, the abolitionists

were well represented. While there were reported to have

48This vosition wes taken br the Presbyteries of
Indianapolis, Chlllicothe, and the Synod of Illinols. See
Records of the Presbytery of Indianapolis, I, 1831-1837,
219. Records of the Synod of Illinois, I, 1831-1855, 64.
Cincinnati Journel, May &, June 12, 1835. New York
Evancelist, June 6, 1835, Galbraith, on. cit., 130.

AgNew York Evancellist, June 6, 1835,
50 |

Boston Recorder, May 22, 1835.

5lNew York Evenpellst, May 2, 1835,
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been only two known nbolitionists in the Assembly of 1834,
Theodore Weld, a renresent-tlve of the Americon Anti-
Slavery Soclety, found one-fourth of the commissioners
in the ronks of this body in 18%5. Another agent said it
looked "as if the Presbyterian Church were becoming an

"52 Byt the conservatives dominsted

abolitiénist soclety.
the Assembly. The anﬁi—slavery memorials were referred to
a committee, four-fifths of which, Garrison observed, were
from the South.53 The report ﬁas re Jected by the house and
an ihterim committee was avvointed to revort on slavery

in 1836.54 After the Assembly of 1835, the condemnation of

abolitionism was general throughout the South and the right

525 nancivator, June, 15, 1835. Weld to . Elizur Wright,
June 6, 1835, Weld-Grimke Letters, I, 224, 243 44, Barnes,

Anti- Sluverv Impulse, 94.

53W.P. Garrison and F.J. Garrison, William Lloyd
Garrison, 1805-1879 (2 volsa; New York: Century Co., 1885~
1889), I, 478. Assembly Minutes, 1835, 472. The members
were: Samuel D. Williamson, Presbytery of Winchester,
Virginia; Thomas Clelland, Presbytery of Transylvania,
Kentucky, Allen Gallzher, Presbytery of St. Charles,
Missourl; James Hoge, Presbytery of Columbus, Ohlo, but
born and reared in Virginla; Thomas Elmes, not identified.

5%\ ssembly Minutes, 1835, 490.
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of the Assembly to interfere with slavery was ques‘t.ioned;55
The Presbytery of Georgia "earnestly beseeched" the next
Assembly "to beware what they do, lest they bring about,

"in the church, the separation of the north from the

south. "0 The Synod of North Carolina had not considered
the doétrinal controversy important enough to send delegates
to the 01ld School Convention of 1835,57 but now the Synod
viewed the work of the abolitionists as "tending to in-
terrupt or destroy all friendly intercourse between the

58

different sections of the union." The Synod of Virginia

557ne following judicatories took this general
stand: Synod of Georgla and South Carolina, Southern
Religious Telegraph, October 9, 1835; Presbytery of
Charleston Union,Charleston Observer, November 14, 1835;
Synod of Alabama, Charleston Observer, November 21, 1835;
Presbytery of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, Walter B. Posey, The
Presbyterian Church in the 0ld Southwest, 1778-1838
(Richmond, Virginia: John Knox Press, 1952), 80-81, citing
Minutes of the Presbytery of Tuscaloosa, 1835—1843, Synod
of West Termessee, 1826-1849, Presbyterian Foundation,
Montreat, North Carolins; Synod of Mississippl, citing
New Orleans Observer, December 12, 1835.

560harleston Observer, November 14, 1835. New York
Obgerver, December 5, 1835,

57W1lliam H. Foote, Sketches of Virginia, Histori-
cal and Biosravhical (Philadelphia: J.B. Lippencott, 1855),
Series II, 504.

58

Cincinnati Journal, December 10, 1835.
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had falled to support the "Act and Testimony" in 1835,
and did not send delezates to the Gonvention of that year.
Its delegates consistently voted in suvport of thelNew
School measures, but in the fall of 1835 Virginia nassed
strong measures onposing abolltionist3259
In the East, the Synod of Philadelvhia condemmed
abolitionists as "agitators of the nublic mind" who were
"endengering the intesrity of the American union, and the
unity of the Presbyterisan Church."™® mThis "Warrstive on
the State of Religion" was written by John Breckinridse,6l

who was to take a le~nd in the exscinding of the four synods

for doctrinnl fallacies. The Presbvtierian of Philcodelnhia

printed an article from the Philadelphia Inocuirer concern-

ing intelligence from Richmond, Virginia. The article made
the point that a2bolltionists had set back the ceuse of

emancipation which was making great headway before their

59Foote, on. cit., 504, Asgemblvy Minutes, 1835,
431-35, Cincinnati Journal, December 10, 1835,

60

Cincinnati Journal, December 10, 1835,

: 61Presbyterian, November 19, 1835. It was charged
before the Presbytery of Huntingdon by an abolitionist mem-
ber of the Synod that the paper had been passed by a "smell
portion of the Synod at the dead of the lagst night of the
session," (Emancivator, September 29, 1836).
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interference.62 As early as 1833 the New York Evangelist

n

had ovserved the excltement in the East "at the bare pro-

63

vosal of discussing the slavery cuestion," - and by 1835
a rumor was circulating among the conservotives of the
East that the New School »lanned to gaiﬁ ascendancy by
forecing fhe slavenholders out of the church. "In this way,"
John Moody of the Presbytery of Carlisle, Pennsylvania,
wrote confidentlally to Joshua Wilson of Cincinnatl, the
reformers would "gain a majority in the .A.ssst-:‘mbly."&)+

In western New York in the f2ll of 1835, the Pres-
bytery of Genesee and the Svnod of Utlca zdopted declara-

tions against humen bondage.65 In the Middle West more

62Presbvterian, November 26, 1835.
63New York Evangelist, November 23, 1833,

6AUoshua L. Wilson Papers (Menuscript: University
of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois) VI, John Moody to Joshua L.
Wilson, September 8, 1835,

65New York Obsgerver, October 10, 1835. Zebulon
Crocker, The Catastrovhe of the Presbyterian Church in 1837
(New Haven: B. and W. Noyes, 1838), 65-66. Liberator,
October 10, 1835. New. York Evangelist, October 20, 1835.
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drastic action was taken.66 Chillicothe sent the nine
resolutions adopted earlier to all vresbyterles, and sug-
gested Joint action against slavery.67 The Synod of Cin-
cinnatl passed resolutions denying communion to slave-
holders, and stralght way voted to remove Joseph C.
Harrison, who occupied this status, from a church within

its bounds.68 In November of 1835, the New York Evange-

list said, "The recent agitations have brought the true
ouestion to light. 1Is Slavery Sin? -~ on this the whole
matter turns, and here ... the Presbyterian Churches are
to be tried and perhaps divided asunder,"69

During the spring meetings of 1836, the Judicatories

66Records of the Synod of Ohlo, 0ld School, 1828-
1856, II, 94. John Robinson, The Testimony and Practice
of the Presbyterian Church in Reference to American Slavery .
(Cincinnati: John D. Thorpe, 1852), 48-49., GCrocker, obDe
cit., 66. Action was taken by the Presbyteries of Detroit
and Portage during the autumn of 1835 and spring of 1836.
See Records of the Presbytery of Portage, 1818-1843, III,
593 Records of the Presbytery of Detroit, 1828-1840, I,
116, 178-79.

67Joshua L. Wilson Papers, VI, Letter from the Pres-
bytery of Chillicothe to the Presbytery of Cincinnati,
December 24, 1835.

686inc1nnati Journal, December 17, 1835. Southern
Relligious Telegraph, January 8, 1836. See Records. of the
Presbytery of Cincinnati, New School, 1835-1843, I, 13,
188; Philadelphlan, Januery 14, 1836; Wilson Papers, VI,
Joseph €. Harrison to Wilson, November 4, 1835,

69New York Evangellist, November 21, 1835,
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of the South moved to 2 more determined positién. Slavery
va.s pronounced - civil institution over which the Church
had no authority. Commissioners were instructed to
withdraw if =2ction were taken on the cuestion of human
bondagze or to consult with other Southern deleg~tes a3 to
the course to be pursued.7o

The Southern Presbyterizn religious journals had

already set the vace for the South. A correspondent to

the Sguthern Christian Herald advised: the South "ought

no longer to suffer our feelines to be horassed and our
Christian integzrity cuestioned by fanatics." The editor
added, "There is nothing that we believe more firmly than
that the Subject of slavery will divide the General

71

Assembly." Secession was preferred to ansry debate.

The next issue of the Charleston Observer printed this

letter and echoed the opinion that "the next General

Assembly ... will be the last."’2 After the presbyteries

70Presbytery of Charleston Union, New York Observer,
April 23, 1836; Cincinnati Journal, April 28, 1836. Pres-
bytery of Hopewell, Georgla, Charleston Observer, Aoril
16, 1836; Southern Religious Telegravh, May 6, 1836;
Liberator, June 11, 1836; New York Observer, Anril 30,
1836; Birney, American Churches, 38. Presbytery of Lex-
ington, Virginia, Southern Religlous Telegraoh, May 27,
1836« Synod of Virginia, Cincinnati Journal, June 8,
1836; St. Louls Observer, June 23, 1836.

71 Southern Christian Herald, (Columbia, South
Carolina), February 3, 1836.

726harleston Observer, February 13, 1836,
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had adopted the advanced position in the spring of 1836,

the Southern Religibus Telemranh observed that these senti-

ments exvressed "the views and principles that vrevall «es

w73

in 211 our churches. This unity had been secured "with-

out concert," added the Charleston Observer. "Both parties

willl make an effort to secure the cooperation of our
Southern delegates on other auestions than those which we
are most deeply interested by holding out such expectations
as will not be fully realized in the event of giving those
T4

cuestions priority," continued the editor. "Gradualism

was no better than immediatism," warned the Charleston Ob-

server.75 A correspondent followed with fifteen reasons

why the South should withdraw; all concerned slavery; doctrine

was'not mentioned.76

73New York Evangelist, April 30, 1836.

74Gharleston Observer, Avril 23, 1836. The New
York Evanszelist saw evidence thﬁt "the Philadelvhia Party"
and the "Slavery Party" would "coalesce on the logrolling
prineiples, and by elective affinity." (Presbyterian,
Aoril 30, 1836; New York Evangelist, Aoril 30, 1836.)

7501 tea by Cincinneti Journal, April 28, 1863. The
Southern Religious Telegraph, printed this with apparent
approval, April 8, 183%6.

76New York Evangelist, May 28, 1836. The Philadel-
ohian concluded that the Southern press, because of slavery,
was sgunding the alarm for a war on the Assembly. (March 3,
1836.
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The Buffalo Spectator, speaking for the New England

party, called for sn end to "ecclesiastical hostilities"
80 the Church could devote itself to "the promotion of

truth and righ‘teousness."77 The Philadelohian optimistically

observed that "fears and surmises once were entertained
that New School and Anti-Slavery, 01d School and pro-
slévery.would form the dividing line. But such apprehen-~
sions are groundless. Some of the filercest opbvosers of

n78

Slavery are 0ld School men. "Wothing," said the Western

Presbyvterian Herald, a spokesman for conservatives at

Louisville "could be more unfortunate than divided counsels

among orthodox Presbyterians at the present crlsis."79

The Boston Recorder, looking on from the side-line, pointed

to the difficulty of finding a dividing line. "In order
to answer the purvoses, it must run through the midst of

Synods, Presbyteries, churches, familles, dividing the 0ld

77Philadelohian,'February 25, 1836.

781514., March 3, 183%6.

"961ited by the Presbyterian, February 18, 1837.
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School members from the New, and the abolitionists from
their opponents."Bo
But the optimists of the New School had counted on

the neutrality of the Princeton Bihlical Revertory. For-

merly occuvying a moderate position in the doctrinal dis-
pute, it now echoed the sentiments of the South by declar-
ing that "slaveholding is not necessarily sinful." The
opinion that "slaveholding is itself a crime must-operate
to produce the division of all ecclesgslastical bodies ....
Christ and His Apostles never denounced slavenholding as a

n81

crime. Elijah LovejJoy was later to charge that the Re~

oertorv had granted divine sanction for slaveholding.a2

A reprint of thé article was circulated among the members of
the General Assembly of 1836.-83 In the S§uth the Repertory
was glven credit for chonging thé northerﬁ Judicatories

from Antl-slavery to theoretical oro-slavery men.

80
1836.

81Bib1ica1 Revertorv, VIII, No 2 (Aoril, 1836),
277, 279, 301. .

82Emancipator, Ausust 24, 1837, cuoting the Alton
OCbserver.

Cited in the Philadelvhia Obgerver, November 10,

83Southern Religious Telegranh, June 17, 1836,

84Ibid., September 8, 1837.
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This article w~s written by Chorles Hodre, a Dro-
fegsor =t Princeton, who was to take =2 prominent part in
the doctrinal division.85 This wrs 2 radical denarture
from the position of the Revertorv in 1833 when it printed
Robert J. Breckinridre's unsigned a2rticle on abolition in
which the vosition was taken "th-ot slavery was criminasl"
and "1t ought, therefore for this and a thousand other
reasons, to be abolished."86 Although the Revertory had
oovosed the "Acts and Tesﬁimony" in 1834,87 a year later it
wes to discover that a union h2d taken place "between the
.coarse bustling fanaticism of the New Measures and the
- refined intellectual abstrsbtions of the New Divinity."88

This discovery was reflected in the changing attitude

toward the Soﬁthern institution. A correspondent to the

8501ncinnati Journal, July 5, 1838. 1In a letter to
the Presbytery of Chillicothe, John Rankin says Samuel
Miller told him he wrote the articles. A.A. Hodge, The
Life of Chcrles Hodge (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons,
lggo), 464, Charles Hodge to J.C. Backus, December 28,
1860.

86§;blica1‘ReDertory, V, No. 3 (July, 1833), 298.

87Philadelvhian, October 23, 1834.

88Bib1ical Repertory, VII (October, 1835), 656.
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Presbyterlian warned that the New England narty was deter-

mined to press the ocuestion of humen bondsge. This would
leave the "orthodox brethren in the embrace of a New School
ma jority." For what other reason did the reformers "devre-
cate ¢ontfoversy and division on account of the great doc-
trine of the Bible, and yet agltate, and invite, and provoke
controversy and division on the subject of slavery?"89 The

Christlian Herald echoed a2 warning that Southern secession

would leave the northern "orthodox" in a decided minority,
so that the triumph of heresy would be "more complete and
probably final."20
In the heért of the conservative countrv, the Pres-
bytery of Carlisle, Pennsylvania, sent out a "Pastoral
Letter" which warned against division. Citing Corinthians

I, 3, it ouoted a passage: ™'

There 1s among you envying
and strife, and division, are ve not carnal ...?' There is
no temper of mind against which Christians ought more

incessantly to be on thelr guard than the one just

named. "9 1
89Presbyterian, April 23, 1836.
. 90p1 ttsburgh Christian Herald, March 11, April 1,
1836.

91Presbvterian, May 7, 1836.
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But wilth the vassage of six months, and with assurance
that division would come along doctrinal lines instead
of because of slavery, the judicatory did an about face.

"It is our firm conviection,"

resolved the Presbytery, "that
there are ministers connected with the General Agsembly
who hold error" and "thev ousht to.be seperated from

u

us. They called for an orthodox Convention similar to

2
that of 1835.9 In New Jersey, the New School Presbyvtery
of Montrose =2dopted stronz resolutions a~2inst slavery,
while the conservative Presbvtery of New Brunswick declored

slavery "

2, civil and not an ecclesisstical relation®

with which the church had "o right to interfere."9% e
Synod of New Jersey, domin~oted by the 01d School, anvroved
the vosition of New Prunswick but refused to anmrove the
sction of Montrose." ? The First Presbytery of New York

found it "highly inexpedient for the next Genersl Assembly ...

to a2dopt any measure whoatever touching the gquestion of

2
9 Ibid., October 22, 1836.

93New York Evanaeiist, Moy 28, 1836.

94Presbvterian, May 7, 183%6.

95Records of the Synod of New Jersey, 1835-1847
(October 30, 1836), 7.
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slavery." At the s~ me time it defented = move to have
the Assembly drop the chrree of doctrinnl error arninst

Albert Barnes, a New School mnn.9o Before the Ascembly

of 1836, the Presbvterian returned with a fin=l warning
making the position of the South clear: Discussion of
slavery was contrery to "the example and teachings of
Christ and his Apostles .... It is impossible to enter the
subject without immedistelw interferiné with the nolitics
of the land."ST

Following the selection by the Assembly in 1835 of
the interim committee on slavery, the cheirman, Samuel
Miller, drew up a series of resolutions and mailed them to
the other committee members. John Witherspoon of Camden,
South Carolina, responded in conciliatory lancuaze. Later
in the year he wrote, "The spirit of hostility to any action
by the Assembly ... has greatly increased .... It will
require great prudence to vrevent a division. No revort
based on compromise will answer.“98 James Hoge, a commlittee
member, wrote from Columbus, Ohié, "It would be best to make

no report." If the cuestion was agitated the whole Southern

96Presbyterian, April 30, 1836.

TIbia., May 14, 1836.

988amue1 Miller, The Life of Samuel Miller (Philadel-
phia: Claxton, Remsenand, Haffelfinger, 1869), II, 295-96.
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delegation would probably "rise up as one mon and leave
the Assembly," warned Hoge.99

When the Assembly of 1836 met, the majority of the
committee on slavery reoorted that it was "not expedient to
take any further order in relntion to this subject.”" A
Minority report wss made by James Dickev of Chillicothe.
It confirmed the action of 1818 and called on the Assembly
to work to abolish slavery.loo The auestion wos set aside
in order to take u» the cnse of Albert Barnes. Only one
Southern delegate voted for postponement,lo1 and the dele-
gates from the Presbyteries of East and West Hanover with
geveral others walked out of the Assembly.102 John

Witherspoon, moderator of the Assembly, in a series of un-

signed letters to the Charleston Obsgerver, zave his views
concerning developments. "I can see nothing to save the

church from a division," he said shortly after the Assembly

9Mil1ler, oo. cilt., 296-97.
100, s semblvy Minutes, 1836, 248-50.
101Louisa C. Stoney (ed.), Autobiosraphical Notes

and Reflections by Thomas Smyth (Charleston, South Caro-
lina: Walker, Evans, and Cogswell Co., 1914), 157.

102650d611, op. cilt., 154-55; New York Evengellist,
December 12, 1840,




31
was organized.193 "The house is divided, and I fear cannot

stand," said a corresvondent to the Southern Religious

Telearé,nh.lo4 The Cincinnati Journal saw the Assembly as

105

"secretly heaving toward a rupture." Already it was re-

vorted "a strong bill was in the hands of a committee to

w106

dissolve the General Assembly. "The crisis is tremen-~

dous," azreed the New York Journal of Commerce.tO7 "I hope

that such another Assembly wlll never meet but once againt

and then only ... to,separate,' sald a correspondent to the

Southern Religious Telemranh.loa

The Southern delegates held a caucus as vlanned.
"Fanaticism of the wildest and most reckless character
abound in the body," wrote Georgse Payne of West Hanover,

but a convention of Southern delegates had passed resolutions

lo}Charleston Observer, June 11, 1836. The same
letters addressed to Thomas Smyth apoeared in Smyth's Auto-
biosgraphical Notes, Letters and Reflections, 155-58.

lO4Southern Religious Telezraph, June 10, 1836,
105

Cinecinnati Journal, June 9,'1836.

10680uthern Religious Telesravh, June 10, 1836.

1O7Liberator, June 18, 1836.

lOBSOuthern Religious Telesravh, June 24, 1836.
FOOte, _0_p_0 Cito, 505-5060
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that they would decline the authority of the Assembly if
action were taken on the Southern institution. They
drew up resolutions to substitute for those before the

109 '
house. The Philanthropist revorted that the "clerical

caucus" aimed "to rivet the chmins of the slave ... IS
this slave holding Christianity? Whet mockery!"110 Thne
Southern resolutions were vresented by John McElhenny of
the Presbvtery of Lexington, Virginis. The "General Assembly
have no authority to assume or exercise jurisdiction,"
concluded the resolution. While it was under considefn-
tion, James Hoge Introduced » resolution nostvoning consider-
ation of the slavery ruestion. Hoze's resolution was
vreceded by 2 preamble to the effect that the Church ousht
not to assume jurisdiction binding the "conscience." These
wzre ~donted as sen~rote measures.lll
On the ~fternoon th-t the Ascembly ad journed, the

orthodox commissioners hnad a conference and » policy of

severation or division was the decision. After this meeting,

logcharleston Observer, June 11, 1836. Birney, oD
cit., The American Churches, 3. Fourth Annual Renort
of the American Anti-Slavery Society (New York: 1837),
66-67. New York Evangelist, December 12, 1840.

110ph11anthronist, July 15, 1836.

1llAssemb1v Minutes, 1836, 271-72. New York Observer,

June 4, 1836. New York Evanselist, June 4, 1836,
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John Witherspoon is saild to hove remorked: "The die is
112

cast: the church ig to be divided." In Sepntember a

special committee of ten members issued a "Circular on

Errors."ll3

In January and again in Mareh of 1837, this
same grdup lssued » c2ll for an orthodox convention for the
ourpose of putting "an end to those contentions, which have
for years agitated our church, by removing the causes in

which they originate."ll4

The committee was made up of
members from the East; Committee members John M. Krebs, and
W.W. Phillivos, of the First Presbytery of New York, had
voted for the resoiutions that thelr judicatory had adoonted
in April, 1836, to the effect that "interference with the
prosverity of the wnole south‘ﬁas mbre to be devlored by

an evangellical spirit than the present existence of

slavery."115 Hugh Auschincloss, another committee member,

112 ,ra H. Gillett, A History of the Presbyterian

Church in the United States of America (2 vols.; Philadel-
phias: Presbyterian Publication Committee, 1864), II, 469,
note. BStaiger, loc. cit., 402, Following this meeting,
Withersvoon wrote Lyman Beecher that "it needs but the
lifting of a finger" to bring division about, and "if it
will promote the peace of the church, it shall be done."
Charles Beecher, Autobiograpvhy, Corresvondence, etc. 0of.
Lyman Beecher (2 vols., New York: Harper and Brothers,
1865), II, 428.

113Presbyterian, September 17, 1836. Southern Religious
Telegraph, September 25, 1836.

114Prespyterian, January 21, March 11, 1837. See
Cincinnati Journal, Sevtember 19, 1836.

115pnesbyterian, April 30, 1836.
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was present at the Presbytery meeting but avparently left
before the vote was taken. Two others, James Elroy and
James Lenox, along with Phillivs, were signers of the pro-
test acalinst the removal of a phrase from the revort
adonted by the Assembly of 1836. This deletion declared
many of the sbolitionist memorials and speeches to be

"highly abusive and disorderly,"116

George Potts, also one
of the committee, was a member bf the Board of Trustees
which had recently ﬁransferred over $130,000 of the Church's
funds from northern to southern securities.ll7 This was
invested in Southwestern banks where the unprecedented
briskness of domestic slave trade offered profitable

" concluded

118
returns. "It would herdly seem bprudent,
Bruce Staiger, "to agitnte for abolition of the very

institution upon which Southern vprosverity depended."119

116New York Observer, June 18, 1836. Not a single

signer of the protest against the deletion was from the West.

117 pgsembly Minutes, 1836, 305-307; 1837, 517. In
1835 apvroxim~tely $96,000 was transferred from northern
investments to southern bank stock vaying 8% to 10%
interest, and "Yielding an incresse of annual income of
$2,660." In 1836, $25,000 more was transferred, and in
1837, still mores

118

Goodell, op. cit., 154,

119Staiger, loc. cit., 403. BSee Goodell, Slavery
and Anti-Slaverv, 154, note.




35
Another member, John Breclkinridese, was the author

of the Declaration of the Synod of Philndelphia condemning
abolitionism,lgo and the son-in-law of Samuel Miller, who
wos taking an active part in spneasing the South ~and
pur~ing the Church of the four synods on doctrinal srounds.
Breclkinrid-e wns to issue still another nttaclk on ~boli-
tionism with which he associnted New Schoolism.121 In the
211 of 1837 after the sed-rotion, still another member,
Froneis Me Forlond, who w-2 Secretrrry of the Bo~rd of
Zduc~tion, attended » meeting of the Synod of Viprinia,
He spoke there of’the "disorders" in the exscinded synods.

A correspondent to the Philadelnhin Observer wrote: "The

stotement of Mr. M'Farlend ... h~d cre=t influence" and
many h~d voted to sustnin the Assembly becnuse of his
statement. "Much of the feelins now existing in Yirginia
on the subject of sleavery is to be traced wholly to the
bellef thet by sustaining the sction of the Assembly, they
shall rid themselvesg of the Anti-slevery influence of the
‘North.“leg |

After the Assembly of 1836, it wos 2 foregone

20 '
1 See footnote No. 61, poge 19.

121p.ssbyterion, April 8, 1837.
12

®Philadelrhis Observer, November 23, 1837.
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conclusion in the South thnt some—sclution must be found to
remove.the dissension in the church over human bondace.

The end was asreed on, the debate nroceeded concerning the

meanse A corresnondent to the Southern Relisious Telecranh

concluded that the nextlmeeting of the Ascembly should be
for the purpose of sedaration, so thot the South would be
free of "the scoffs and taunts ... end excommunications
and maledlctlons of the Abolitionists."123 An answer to
this letter maintained that a separatidn should not cone
until Mt be ascertained vhethsr the northern church will
not yelld the ground, that slavery 1ls not, in 1tself -

sinfule. The Chorleston Observer remarked that thne

South wns united in doctrine and in respect to "local
institutions." Geogravhic divisicn, however, would make
abolitionism "more rife" and "more extended" for "vindicntors
beyond the sebarating line woﬁld be fewer than they now

are."125 The Southern Religlous Telesraph, a paver suvporting

1EBSou’oher-n Religious Telecranh, June 24, 1836.
Charleston Observer, July 2, 1836. New York Evancelist,
July 16, 1836.

124Southern Religious Telegravh, July 8, 1836.

leSGharleston Observer, July 2, 1836. Southern
Christian Herald, July 29, 1846. The New York Evangelist
maintained that the record showed the South was not so
united in the Assembly of 1836. See the issue of July 16,
1836.
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the doctrinal liberals, favored o geographical divisionolg6

The Pregbyterian answered that the New School, North and

South, was trying to secure a sectional separation. "Let
the orthodox in thelr united strength oppose the enemies

of our church," it continued, "and in case of a division let
them constituté one varty; subsecuent arrangements could

then be made which would be mutually satisfactory both to

nla7

the South and the North. A correspondent, signed

' apreed with the sugrestion for "arrancements."

"Baxter,'
"o long-as our orthodox brethren at the north let the sub- |
Jeet of slavery alone, we have no right to separate from .
them «... I believe there must be a division," he added,

al28

but it "must be upon doctrine and discipline. The

Southern Christian Herald concurred, agreeing with the

Presbyterian and the Charleston Observer that e seographie

2
divislon would increase abollitionist activity at the North.l 2

126Cited in the New York Evangelist, July 16, 1836.

127Presbvterian, July 23, 1836.

12BSouthern Christian Herald, July 29, 1836.

1291p1d.; Presbyterian, July 23, 1836.
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A correspondent to the Nashville American Presbyterian

observed that an orthodox Assembly could be formed "with
scarcely a spice of abolitionism .... It 1is a matﬁer of
gratification ... to know that by delivering ourselves
from new schoolism we also gmet clear of abolitionism.”lBo
During the autum of 1836, the Soutnern judicatéry

maintained the nosition ﬁhat slavery wos a2 civil institution
over which the Church had no authority. They stood determined
to withdraw if the subject were discussed, but they now took

131

up the cause of doctrine. The Synod of North Carolina

denounced human bondage but also defended doctrine. The

130Presbvterian, October 7, 1836; Southern Relisious
Telesraph, October 7, 1836. ~

lBlAction was taken in this veln by the following
judicatories: Presbytery of Harmony, South Carolina,
Charleston Observer, November 12, 1836; The Friend of Mon,
November 8, 13836. Synod of South Carolina and Georgia,
Charleston Observer, December 10, 1836. Presbrtery of
Charleston Union, Charleston Observer, November 25, 1836,
Presbytery of Bethel, North Carolina, Presbvterian, November
1¢, 1836. Presbytery of Concord, North Crrolins, Ch-orleston
Observer, November 5, 1836; Foote, on. cit., 506. Swnod
of North Carolina, New York Observer, December 10, 1836.
Presgbytery of West Lexington, Xentucky, Southern Religious
Telesraph, November 4, 1836. Presbytery of West Henover,
Virginia, Southern Religiousg Telegraoh, November 11, 1836.
Synod of Virginila, Southern Religious Telezravh, November 7,
"1836. Presbytery of South Carolina, Southern Christian
Herald, October 28, 1836,
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Synod head not consldered the doctrinal controversy important
enough to send delegates to the convention of 1835, but in

the autumm of 1836 it emersed as the stalwart defender of

1352

the true doctrine. Although Virginla had failed to

support the "Act and Testimony,"

133

or to send delegntes to
the conventibn of 1835, ~nd its commissioners voted
persistently in suopnort of the New School measures in the
Assembly of 1836,13%4 it now voted unanimously for the "Act
of the Virginis Synod" which combined aboliticnism and
doctrinal soundness in a series of measures on heresies.135
In December, 1836, a corresnondent who was a member of the
Synod of South Carolina and Georgia informed the Presbyterian

136
that all the South was no conservative. E By April, 1837,

132New York Observer, December 10, 1836. Foote,
OV Cito, 5040 .
133Foote, ovn. cit., 504,

134Assemblv Minutes, 1789-1835, 431-35.

;35New York Observer, November 26, 1836.
136

Presbyterian, December 17, 1836.
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the editor observed that "a prodigious reaction had
swept the South." This section would "act harmoniously
and energetically with the 014 School brethren," he

concluded.137 The Charleston Observer and the Southern

Christian Herald had come out for united action through a
138

conventione.
In the autumn 6f 1836 and the sopring of 1837, the
number of resolutions and vrayer conrerts In ovvnosition to
slavery Increased in the Jjudicatories of western New
York.139 In the Middle West drastic measures were adopted

to remove slavery from the Presbyterian Church.lAO The

137Presbvter1an, Aoril 15, 1837.
138

. 139Resolu't.ions were a2dopted by the following Jjudica-
torles: Synod of Geneva, New York Evanselist, November 5,
1836, Presbytery of Londonderry, New York Evangelist, June
17, 1837, Presbytery of Otsego, Liberator, June 2, 1837;
Presbytery of Genesee and Presbytery of Buffalo, Liberator,
March 31, 1837; Presbytery of Ontario, New York Observer,
March 4, 1837; Presbytery of Delaware, New York, the Presby-
tery of Anpelica, and the Presbytery of Montrose, New York
Evanselist, June 10, 1837.

Presbyterian, February 18, 1837.

14O‘I‘he following judicntories took sction in opposi-
tion to slavery: Presbytery of Ottawa, Illinols: Neothum
Gould, "Manuscript History of the Ottawz Presbytery"
(Virginia Libreory, McCormick Theological Seminary), 21,
Presbytery of Palestine, and the Presbytery of Alton,
I1linols: Theodore Norton, History of the Presbvterian
Church in the State of Illinois (2 vols.; St. Louls: W.S.
Bryan, 1879), I, 245-46; Records of the Presbytsry of Alton,
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Presbytery of Ottawﬁ, Illinols felt thrt the holding of
men =8 nroverty oucht to be "immeiintelyv revnented," and the
Synod of Illinols ruled thnt sl=veholders who tre=tzsd men

28 nropsrty should be denied fellowship.l41

The Presby-
teries of Srlem, Indisna, and Chillicothe, Grond River, =nd
‘Cincinnati, Ohio, felt thot slaveholders should be denied
communion in the Church, =»nd acted accordingly. In 1its
ruling th~t ministers could be cuestioned to determine
their views on slevery, Cincinnati was sust~ined by the

Synod which followed this un by recuesting thet 211 judi-

cetories under its cherge concur in petitioning the Assembly,

1836-1850, 16; New York Evancelist, June 10, 1837, Presbytery
of Trumbull, Ohio: Llberator, October 29, 1836. Records
of the Presbytery of Grand River, Ohlio, 1836-1849, II, 24,
Presbytery of Medine, Ohio: New ¥York Evangellst, June 10,
1837. Records of the Presbytery of Salem, Indiana New
School, 1824-1840, I, 236; Cincinnati Journal, May 11, 1837,
New York Evnnrelist June 10, 1837. Presbytery of Chilli-
cothe, Ohlio} Galbralth, ov. cit., 138. Presbytery of
Cincinnati and the Synod of Ohlio: Cincinnati Journal,
November 17, 1836; New York Observer, December 10, 1836;
Emancipator, November 17, 1836. Records of the Synod of
Ohio, 0l1d School, 1828-1856, II, 107. Records of the
Presbytery of Detroit, 1828-1840, I, 230-34. Records of
the Synod of Michigan, 1835-1841, I, 50. Records of the
Presbytery of Detroit, 1828-1840, I, 230.

141Gould, ovn. cit., 21s Records of the Synod of
Illinois, 1831-1855, New School, 85.
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to declare "unworthy of the fellowshi@ of the church"
all who were gullty of oppression.142 In contrast the
Presbyteries of Richland, Ohio, and Blairsville, Pennsylvanisa,
refused to take actlon concerning the Southern institution
since it would not serve a good purpose.l43

Before the Convention and the Assembly of 1837,
added assurances were given of the soundness of the 014
School on slavery. The moderates of Princeton took their
stand with the conservatives of the East. In August, 1836,
a 1e£ter from Archlbald Alexander, a professor atAPrincetbn,
to C. C. Jones of the Synod of South Carolina and
Georgia was made public. Alexander assured the South that
christianizing the Negroes did not alter thelr status as
slaves or destroy "the right of selling them again at

nlM

pleasure. In April, 1837, John Breckinridre, soon to

become a brofessor at Princeton, addressed a letter to the

142Records of the Presbytery of Grand River, 1836-
1849, II, 24. Records of the Presbytery of Salem, 1824-
1840, (New School), I, 236. Galbraith, op. cit., 138.
Cincinnati Journal, November 17, 1836. New York Observer,
December 10, 1836.

, 143Records of the Presbytery of Richland, 1833-1841,
II, 114. Pittsburgh Christian Herald, April 27, 1837.

144Charleaton Observer, August 13, 1836.
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Presbyterian, concerning the doctrinal controversy. The

chief abettors Sf abolitionism "make common cause in almost
all the great questions of doctrine, order, and organization
which now disturb ... our church," he said. Assurances
were glven to the South, and he appealed to the North to

exclude the ocuestion of slavervy from the Assembly.l45

In
May followed the publication of a letter from Samuel Miller
to John McElhenny of the Presbytery of Lexington, Virginia.
Miller expressed belief that "a large mzjority" of the
Church would "frown on the conduct" of the sbolitionists,
and "refuse to take another step in concurrence with a

nlib

course so demented and destructive. The editor of the

New York Evancelist was later to observe that "all the

delezates from those presbyteries which used to go heart
and hand with the New School, such as Charleston, Hanover,
etc., are now all united under the other banner. The
elaborate defence of slavery by the Princeton gentlemen has

Pii
therefore not been lost."1 7

145
146
147

Pregbvterian, Aovril 8, 1837.

Charleston Observer, May 6, 1837.

New York Evanmelist, May 27, 1837.



44
¥ay 13, 1837, on the second day of the 014 School
Convention, the ocuestion of human bondage was openly dis-
cussed. Robert J. Breckinridge consldered it unfortunnte
that the southern delegates had come to the Convention in
this crisis and asked for a2 chanre of princivle as the

price of their aid. He w-s "

arainst introducing the subject
in the Convention or Assembly." He would lay no new burden
on them but ﬁhey should not ask to unsay what their fathers
had said. He stood on the action of the Assembly of 1816

as many felt that of 1818 went too fnr.l48 "Lenve the
ouestion untouched," summzd up the position of Thomas Smyth
of the Presbytery of Chrrleston Union. lLet the subject
"rest untouched," echoed William Plumer of the Presbvtery

of East Hanover. He m2ve seventeen reasons wny the Assembly
ghould consilder the Southern institution hevond ite
Jurisdiction. If the Assembly decl-red slavery a sin

the South would withdraw. Georse Boxter of the Presbytery

Q
149
of West Hanover, Virgcinia, concurred with Plumer. Brxt

\D

r

148New York Ohserver, May 20, 1837; Cincinnati
Journal, June 11, 1837.

149Presbvterian, Mey 20, 1837; New York ObLserver,
May 20, 1837; Charleston Observer, June 3, 1837: Southern
Christian Herald, June 9, 1837.
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l~ter told students =2t Union Theolo~ical Semin~ry, in
Richmond, that he went to the convention so that he might
feel the vnulse of the northern 2bolitionists of the orthodox

150

narty, and concluded that by getting rid of the New

School pnrty, thev would also =2t clerr of abolitionism.ls1
Like Plumer, who had recently been accused by the 2bolition-
ists of trying to apnnrehend his run-away slave, Baxter had
made the switch from the New to 0ld School 2fter the rise

of abolitiogism. The Southern delegates'had been among the
most acti;; in the convention, and it wns voiced publicly’
later by members of the convention that thé "Philadelphia
Junto ... h2d sold their influence tb Plumer and other
members of the South.“lS2 Cn Hay 13, Breckinrldese vwrote hils
wife: "The Southern members wvant us to say thinss in favor
of Slavery wiicn are both false end 1mpossible, a2nd seem

resolved to press 14."53  The same day, however, a committee

had been selected to draw ﬁp resolutions for consideration

15OCrocker, ODe Citey 57

1511bid.,'70° Charleston Observer, August 26, 1837.

152Paners of the Breckinridsze Family, 1752-1904, XC,
(Library of Congress), Henry Spies to Robert J. Breckin-
ridge, January 27, 1941: hereafter cited a2s the Breckin-
ridge Papers. See Beecher, Autobiographv, II, 428.

153Breckinridre Papers, LXXIV. Robert J. Breckinridge
to Sophy Breckinridge, May 13, 1837. .
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of the convention. W.H. Foote of Virginia, one of the
committee members, reveals that Miller, though not =2 committee
member, alded in consultation and hls recommendations and

154

revisions of the llst of errors were acceptede. Before
ad journing, the Convention adopted a resolution that "slavery
shall not be agitnted or discussed in the ... ensuing General
Assembly."155

In fhe Agssembly of 1837, the house accepted the
recommendetion of the Committee on Bills and Overtures to
lay the subject of human bondase on the table;156 The editor

of the New York Evanrelist pointed out that the committee

was composed of members who were residents or natives of

157

slave states. The cuestion wns brought before the house

on two other occasions. Plumer made a sveech in which he

attacked the spirit of fanaticism. It must be met or "it
158

n Plumer's speech was

willl ruin our nation,” he saild.
characterized as "designed to excite the South to vote as

one man agcainst those synods [exscinded synods] » because

154Foote, on. cit., 513.
155

Birney, American Churches, 33.

l56Assembly Minutes, 1837, 478-79.
157New York Evancelist, May 27, 1837.
158

Philadelvnhia Ovserver, July 20, 1837.
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o
they had dared to opvose southern slavery."15“ Elijeh

Love joy claimed "the leading men on both sides" were laboring
"to conciliate the South" and make "concessions on the
160

subject of slavery." Concerning that institution, the

I1linols Observer concluded thot "some of our lezding

brethren at the Enst have been disposed to temvorize and

. 161
resort to expedients of human wisdom."

The attemnt of
Nathan S, Beman of the Presbyterv of Troy, New York, to get
the petitlons on slavery recd on the floor was cuickly
suppressed.162 The Agsembly then issued a "Circular Letter"
which pointed to fanaticlsm and rodicalism as "the most
formidable evils of the CPiSiS."léB When the exscinded
synods and other New School judicatories held the Auburn
Convention later that year, they ngreed that there had been

an "epidemic of r~dicalism" thot hnd swept the whole country.

15901ncinnati Journal , June 15, 1837.

l6oA1ton Observer cited by Emancivator, August 24,
1837; Philadelvohia Observer, July 20, 1837.

161Philadelnhia Observer, July 20, 1837; Southern
Christisn Herald, July 28, 1837.

162

Charleston Observer, Aucust 26, 1837.

163) ssembly Minutes, 1837, 502-508.
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But it h~d been "prayerfully resisted" in the evscinded
synods and ™and massed away."164
Althousrn gl= "ery wns not menticned in the exscinding

~cts, oninicns were soon curvent thot it wos =2t the

heart of the couses. The New Encland Snectotor bluntly
n165

concluded, "Sl-verr h~s done it all. "The neculinr

treits of fonoticisn, »nd ~holitienism o... hoave been

wedded together 2nd togrether h-ve m~rched,” s-id the
166

Charleston Observer. "The nrinciples of fen~ticism -nd

rodierlism" were "ovenly avowed ~and defended by the ~Avoc-tes

of the New Divinity," claimed the Southern Christian

Her'ald.lo7 But it refused to c¢laim the Southern institution

58
~.s a cause of division.10 Tre Cinci-n~ti Journal flatly

informed its renders: "the oue-~tion is not between new and
0ld school -- it is not in relation to doctrinol errors;

but it is slavery and onti-slavery. It is not the strndrrds

l64New York Observer, October 5§, 1837.

lsBGharleston Observer, July 8, 1837; Phil~delnhia
Observer, July 13, 1837.

1560harleston Observer, August 26, 1837.

167Emancipator, August 17, 1837.

1685 uthern Christian Herald, July 14, 1837. The
Southern Religiousg Telegraph denied that the New School was
controlled by Anti-slavery forces, July 28, November 10,
1837.
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\ . n169
that are to be preserved but the system of slavery. A
correspondent informed the Journal thot 1t was "well under-

nl70

stood that a2 compromise hed been effected. The

Charleston Observer said four-fifths of the South had gone

with the orthodoxy.1’t "The Southern vote hitherto unpledged
on either side gove the decisive majority in the Assembly,”
said William Foote.l72 "Seeins the zeal ... to suard the
institution of slavery ... looking to the resolutions passed
in the presbyteries, the tone of their Jjournals ... we

think we cannot misjudge as to the moving cause which has'
brought up the south a2lmost as one man," concluded the Alton

O‘c:s;erver'.l'-”3 The New Yorlk Observer ncrultted the South of

"log-rolling," but saild, "thoush there may have been no
bargain made, yet consideration growing out of slavery

174
did influence the votes of some members of the Assembly."17

16901ncinnati Journal, June 15, 1837.

1701514, , June 22, 1837.

17l0ited by Gineinmati Journal, July 6, 1837.

1T2po0te, ov. cit., 51l

173A1ton Obgerver, July 20, 183%7.
174New York Obsgerver, July 15, 1837. The z2bolitionist
press were dlvided: The Friend of Man did not consider

“slavery a factor, November 8, 1837; while the Philanthropist
daid, April 17, 1838.
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The Biblical Revertorv denled that slavery was a factor in

the division,l75 but a corresvondent to the Phlladelnhia
Observer claimed he had information from a Southern clergy-
man that Princeton ha2d agreed to "stay the vprogress of the

176 The

northern hordes" in return for Southern supporte
Repertory had continued to point out that sleveholders
were admitted to the apostolic church,177 and the

Charleston Observer advised the South that the Repertory was
nl78

"the uncomoromising onnonent of abolition.
After the division had been accompliéhed many
Informed individuals considered human bondage to have been
é factor. Gardiner Soring of the Presbytery of New York
sald it was necessary "to rend the church to avoid being
engulfed in the sentiments, feelings, and schemes of the

abolitionists." 19 Jonathan Blanchard, a Presbyterian

175
176
177

Biblical Revertory, IX, No. 3 (July, 1837), 479-80.

Philadelvhis Obsgerver, July 13, 1837.

Biblical Revertory, X, No. 4 (October, 1838),

604,

178Charleston Observer, February 17, 1837. In 1839,
the Charleston Christian Sentinel felt the South owed a
debt of gratitude to the Revertory for this positione. See:
Emencipator, April 4, 1839.

179Emancioator, January 10, 1839; Cincinnati Journal,
January 3, 1839.
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anti-slavery ~rment, snid in London in 1843 that it wns
"zenerally =dmitted that the Presbyterian Church ... wns

snlit" by = difference of oninion or the Sovthern

institution.lSo F. W, Groves of the Presbvtery of Alton

wrote that, "The four svynods have been cut off becsuse they

tolerate and fellowship the sreat majority of those members
181

Tt

who dore to assert th-t 'slavery is a sin. Lyman

Beecher terselv concluded, "'twas slavery that did it,"182
and Samuel Cox of the Presbytery of Brooklyn asreed that
1t "mede the schism."83 Rovert J. Breckinridce claimed
the cuestion of humah bondare was of little or no imvortance
in the division,lB4 but Benjamin Gildersleeve, editor of

the Charleston Observer, rsvealed that "this same Robert

J. Breckinridce ... made repented addresses in

Philadelvhia ... during the sessions of the Assembly showing

180
Proceedings of the General Anti-Slaverv Conference,

British and Foreimn Anti-Slavery Society, June 13 to June
20, 1843 (London: John Snow, 1843), 94-95.

' 181F. W. Graves to Elijah Lovejoy, July 19, 1837,
in the Alton Observer, August 10, 1837. -

182

Beecher, Autobiogravhy, II, 429.

183Letter to Pittsburgh Presbyterian Advocate, Decem-
ber 189 18500 ' '

18480uthern Christian Herald, September 7, 1838.
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that the North was in much greater danger than the South
from the svirit of abolitionism."185

After the Assembly of 1837, the question of human
bondage came up in the Synods of North Carolina and
Virginia. wWhile North Carolina denied that abolitionism
was a factor in the division,186 Virginia took no official
action on slavery, but a correspondent to the Southern

Relisious Telegravh maintained that the latter's anovroval

of the exscinding acts was motlvated by considerations
concerning the institution. "Remove from these exscinded
synods all suspicion of abolitionlsm ...'and not one member
would have thought it imcortant enough to drag from its
obseurity the Act of Union of 1801," declared the

writer.187 The Synod of South Carolina and Georgia declared
the action of 1818 void.188 The Preshyteries of Charleston
Union and Hopewell took similar action in Aoril, 1838,189

and the Presbytery of Flint River, Georgla, instructed her

1850harlestgg Observer, June 30, 1838,

18651 wyn A. Smith, loc. cit., 45.

187Southern Religious Telegrarh, January 5, 1838,

1880hailest0n Observer, November 25, 1837.

1890har1eston Observér, April 14, April 21, 1838,
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commissioners to the next Assembly not to introduce "the

subject of abolitionism,”™ but if it came up to insist that

190

it involved only civil matters. In the East the Presby-

tery of Carlisle, which had instructed its commissioners
to the Assembly of 1837 "to opnose in every proper way the
agltating principles and practices of the immediate

nlol

abolitionists, now aaopted resolutions condeming,

these reformersel?2 In western Pennsylvania, Jonathan
Blanchard accused the Synod of Plttsburgh of putting a gag
193

on anti-slavery announcements. But in the }Middle West,
the Synods of TIllinois and Cincinnati took a stronger
stande Illinois considered that holding men as proverty
was gn offense.requiring discivline, and Cincinnati
petitloned the Asgssembly to recquire the Judicatories to act

194

on the same matters The New York Evanselist continued

l“OPhllanthrooist May 15, 1838.

191Georme Norcross (ed.), The Centennial Memorial of
the Presbytery of Carlisle (2 vols.; Harrisburg: Meyers
Printing and Publishing House, 1889), 134.

192

Emancipnator, September 14, 1837.

193Philanthrobist,'August 28, 1838.

194Records of the Synod of Illinois, 1831-1855 (New
School), I, 120. Cincinnati Journal, November 9, 1837.
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its atteck on sl-very: "Tt is the ob ject of the Christian
minister to nroclaim the nature, justice, and »urity of
the divine law == can he do it without inculeoting anti-

slavery principles?"195 The Cleveland Obgerver echoed this

sentiment by announcing, "slevery is 2 sin ond ... the

" lll96

nulnit is the vproper nlace to s~y so.
Before the Assemblyr of 1838, an orthodox convention

met in Philerdelnnls for consult-tion. Measures were

adopted to prevent the agitation of the »rcoblem of human

bondare in the Assembly. It wns ~rreed to disnose of

it : : : 197

without debete, any messure thnt came before the house.

When the Assembly of 1838 met, tihls ngreement wos

-~ 198 g

effectlively corried out. After the Assembly refused to

seat the members of the exscinded synods, 2 New School

General Agsembly was organized which also effectively

, 1
vrevented the slavery question from coming to the floor. 99

195Cited by the Cleveland Observer, February 22, 1838.
196

197

l98New York Obsgerver, June 2, 1838; Cincinnati
Journal, June 21, 1838.

199

Cleveland Observer, Apnril 12, 1838.

New York Observer, May 26, 1838;

Assembly Minutes, New School, 1838, 656.



North of the Chio River there wos 2 belt of strong
anti-slavery sunnorters who hnd migroted from the South
during the first two decades of the nineteenth century,
in a large vpart because of onnosition to slavery.goo
Their antl-slavery interest »re-dated the rise of the
Garrisonian movement in New York and New England.201
In contrast to Garrisonisnism the anti-slovery movement
in these ouarters was perv=ded with a strong religlous
inclination. In contrast to the orthodox Presbyterians

in other areas of the North, the conservatives in thnis

region were often stronser on the slavery ouestion than

200Manuscript History of the Presbyterian Church in
the State of Indiana (2 vols.; in Indiana State Histori-
cal Library), II, 95. Manuscript: Peter Van Arsdale, A
History Written by Himself (in Indiana State Historical
Library), 16. Alice D. Adams, The Neglected Period of Anti-
" Slavery in America, 1808-1831 (Boston: Ginn and Co., 1908),
58-61. David C. Schilling, "Relations of Southern Ohio
to the South During the Decade Preceding the Civil War"
QOhio Historical and Philosovhical Societv Quarterly, VIII,
1913, No. 1, 114, Robert E. Chaddock, 'Ohio Before 1850%
A Btudy of the Egrly Influence of Pennsylvania and the
Southern Population in Ohio" Columbila University Studies
in History, Economics and Public Law (New York: Longmans,
Green and Co., 1908), XXI, No. 2, 33. John D. Barnhart,
"The Southern Influence in the Formation of Indiana"
Indiana Magazine of History, XXXIII, September 1937, 276.

201Letter from Samuel Steele in Cincinnati Journal,
clted by Southern Religioug Telegraph, August 24, 1837.
Alfred A. Thomas, Correspondence of Thomag E. Thomas
(Oxford, Ohio: A.A., Thomas, 1909), 24. Edward B. Welsh,
"Chillicothe: A Distinguished Rural Presbytery" Journal
of the Presbyterian Historical Society, XXIII, No. 3,
September, 1945, 137-142. Adams, op. cit., 58-61.




56
thelr opponents. Two factors had pnushed the New School
group around Cincinnati ihto a more compromising vosition
on slavery. They dominated Lane Seminary and the restric-
tions on the anti-slavery nctivities of the students there

reflected upon them. The New School Cincinnsti Journal

tended to support the action of the Seminary. The 0ld
School abolitlonists became backers of the students and
mustered strength in the Synod of Cincimmati to condemn

the vosition of the Jour'nal.g02 Becnuse of the suppression
of the Lane debates, the abolitionists rallied to the-
prosecution of Beecher for doctrinal her-esy.2o3 When the
Presbytery of Gincinnati vermitted a slaveholder, Josevh
Harrison, to minister to one of its churches, 1t was thé
conser#atives that carried it to the Synod and vrosecuted

204

the charge by which he was removed. But the action of

202pecords of the Synod of Cincinnati, 1820-1834
(October 22, 1834), 166-167. See Cincinnati Journal,
May 8, 1835, for the Journal's attitude toward the Presby-
tery of Chillicothe on slavery.

203

Beecher, Autobiosravhy, 407.

2O%Records of the Presbytery of Cincinnati, New
School, 1835-1843, I, 12-13, 187-88. Joseph Harrison to
Joshua L. Wilson, November 4, 1835, "Protest of Joshua L.
Wilson to the General Assembly, October 29, 1835" Joshua
L. Wilson Papers, VI, Cincinnati Journal, December 17,
1835; March 10, 1836; November 17, 183%36; June 21, 1838.
Philadelnhian, January 14, 1836. Southern Relieious
Telegraph, January 8, 1836; September 28, 1838. New York
Obgerver, June 2, 1838. Phlladelohis Observer, July 27,
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the South in thnrowing itz weiesht with orthodoxy nut the
0ld School abolitirnists in this region on ths defensive.

Followins the General Assembly of 1838, = conven-
tion of New School men w~3 held in Cincinnnti. Renresents-
tives camé from most of Ohio and Incinn~, with a few from
western New York o-nd elsewvhere. The cdnvention reaffirmed
the scticn of 1818. Concerning the division, the conven-
tion stnted "there i1s rznson to believe that the influence
of sl=very wrs in a hizh derree effic-cious in le~dings to
the revolution~r: proceedin~s of the Assembly of 1837."205
After the division of the Smod of Cinecirm~ti in 1838,—the
vart going with the "Constitutional™ Assembly ~dopted

206 but the conservative counter-

measures arainst slavery,
part passed even stronser resolutions. The orthodox Synod
reaffirmed the Acts of 1818, and nsked the next Genersal

Assembly "to institute an incuiry in 2ll our vresbyteries,

in order to ascertaln whether thie duty has been neglected,

205¢4ncinnati Journal, July 26, 1838. This same resolu-
tion was adopted by the New School bvnod of Indiana when it
met in the autumn of 1838. See: A History of the Presbyter-
ian Church in the State of Indiana (Manuscript: Indiana
State Library); Records of the Synod of Indiana, New
School, 1826-1845, I, 257-58. 1In =skins the Assembly of
1839 for action on svaery, the PresbyterJ of Ripley said:
"Slavery has been the means by wnich the Presbyterian
Cgurch has been rent asunder.” Philanthrovist, July 30,

206gincinnati Journal, October 25, November 8, 1838;
New York Evsngelist, November 17, 1838; Philanthronist,
October 30, 1838.
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and if so, to take such order on the subject as will tend
to hasten the emancipation of the oppressed."207 But many
0l1ld School men were unwilling to split their-local bodies.
In the sutumm of 1838, before the Synod met, they organized
themselves into a convention under the leadership of
Robert Bishop of the Presbytery of Oxford. Bishop
addressed the conventlion with a plea for unity and asked
that the local bodles be permitted to belong to either
Assembly.208 In December, they met acain in more permanent
form and resolved that slavery wrs "a heinous sin" for
wnleh discipline could not be omltted without neglect of
duty«29° This "independent" movement lasted until 1840,210

In the West, doctrine-was not as important as the

aguestion of human bondage.zll A cuestion more urgent than

- 207Tg4ncinnati Journal, October 25, 1838; Presby-
terian, November 10, 1838; New York Evangelist, November
10, 1838; Philanthropist, October 30, 1838,

20801néinnati Journal, September 20, 1838.
209Philanthronist, January 15, 1839.

21oJames H. Rodabaugh, The History of Miaml Univer-
sity from Its Origin to 1885 . (unpublished Ph.D. disser-
tatlion, Department of History, Ohio State University,
1937), 132-35. ,

2]flSeé letter from John Rankin to the Presbytery of
Chillicothe, Cincinnati Journal, July 5, 1838.
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doctrine was$:"What is the attitude of the Synod toward
slavery?" This was posed as the first cuestion when the

Synod of-Cincinnati convened in 1838.212 James H. Dick:,

' on leave

an advocate of "old fashioned Presbyterionism,'
from the Presbytery of Chillicothe as an anti—élavery
agent, was unable to decide which way to go. "I hate New
Schoolism -- and I hate slavery," he wrote, and "the 01d
School Assembly are I suppose thé most thoroughly imbued
with pro-slnvery views."?1>  He fin21lly went with the
conservatives. Johh Raﬁkin,_who like Dickey, saw the
schoolg =2s not separating exclusively aleng doctrinal
lines, chose the New School as soundef on anti-slavery
sentiment.214 Although he had ovposed division like
others in the area, his cholce was nrobably influenced by
a clash of rersonality and feelings, long agitatéd-between

himself and some of the leading orthodox men in the

212History of the Synod of Cincimnati, New School
(Manuscriots Synod Depository, Wooster Collese, Ohio), no
pase, no date.

21350ym D. Shane Collection (Presbyterian Historical
Society, Philadelphia), James H. Dickey to William Dickey,
August 15, 1838,

quletter in the Cincinnati Journal, July 5, 1838.
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Presbytery of Chillicothe.“t® The Presbvtery of Rivley
was set off from Chillicothe s »n ~ttemnt to stave off
a division of that judic-torvs

In his speech before the students of Unirn Theo-
logical Seminsory, Richmond, Virpginia, Baxter had claimed
that in the Convention and Assembly of 1837, the Cld School
hrd had only two ~boliticnists. Ther were from the
Presbytery of Chillicothe and "professed to “Ye very moderate,"
nccording to Boaxter. Baxter also claimed that not a velce -
wes rolsed from amonc the conservatives, in defense of the
anti-slavery resolutions that Beman brought before the

Assembly.216

The two delesntes from Chillicothe were
Samuel Steele ~nd William Keys. Steele. wrote the

Philanthronist th~t slavery had nothing to do with the

division.217 When a corresnondent wrote a nublic letter
to Steele detailing Baxter's statements concerning the
Presbytery of Chillicothe, Steele renlied: Baxter's "facts

are mere fictions." He denied that any member of the

215the Life of Rev. John Rankin Written by Himself
in His Eightieth Year (Manuscript: Ohio State Historical
Society), 39. Joshua L. Wilson Papers, VII, Joshua Wilson
to Samuel Wilson, October 31, 1837.

2160harleston Observer, August 26, 1837.

217gincinmati Journal, July 27, 1837.
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Presbytery was in the convention or thst he or elder Keys
had “exchanged a svllable with Baxter on the subject" of
human bondage. Thev h~d returned home, because of 1llness
in Steele's family, before the subject of slavery ceme to
the floor.218 James Blythe of the Presbytery of M-dison
a2lso refuted Baxter's claim that the New School wes anti-
slavery and that the conserv-~tives considered slovervy -
Bible institution. "This 1-st I deem nmons the heaviest
heresies in the Presbyterian Crurch, if, indeed, there be
such a ﬁisgvided nortr in her bosom," anid Blythe.219 When
Ranltin wrote to the members of Chillicothe claiming the

220 , \

014 School w=s pro-glavery, he w~e answered by Steele.

Steele drew unon the nubllic letter of Samuel Crothers, of
221

the Pregbytery, to Forace Nve of Putnam, Chio, to show
that the "Constitutional" Assembly of 1838 hod suppressed
218

Southern Reliciocug Tele~ranh, Ausust 25, 1837.

219¢incinnati Journeal, Sentember 7, 1837; Philoadel-
phia Observer, Sepntember 21, 1837. )

22

0
Cincinnati Journsl, July 5, 1838.

22lpni1onthrooist, July 3, 1838.
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an anti-sleavery petition which Crothers crused to be laid
before thnt body.222

In the South there wns ~n nctive minority working
to attach th=t section to the New School. Ther =arsued
that the Constitution had been over-throwvm by the
conservotives. The best vrotection for slavery was sqid
to be in the New School wvhere resnect for the Constitution

223 On the other nnnd, in

would protect the institution.
the Synod of South Crrolina and Georgia, there wes a

strong movement for an indenendent Southern Assembly. It
was led by the majority varty of the Presbytery of
Charleston Union. They toolr the stand that if separation
were to come at 211, it should be a sevaration from 211 of
the North. They were under the leadership of Thomas
Magruder, I.S. Lerore, William C. Dana, end Elivha Wnilte --

all of New England crigin,224 and some of whom were connected

222¢4incinnati Journal, July 19 and August 2, 1838.

223Southern Religioug Telezraph, Aurust 4 and August
18, 1837. Remarkes on the Act of the General Assembly on
1837 Submitted for tne Consideration of the Southern Pres-
byterians by a Presbyterian of Virginla (Richmond, Virginia:
William MacFarland, 1837), 28, 36-37.

224Charleston Observer, January 26, 1839; Liberator,
July 20, 1838; Emancipator, January 10, 1839 Smyth
(Stoney, ed.). opn. cit., 175. George Howe, History of the
Presbyterian Church in South Carolina (2 vols.; Golumbus,
South Carolina: W.J. Duffie, 1883), II, 596, 573, 603.
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with the Congregational Church in Charleston before the
founding of the Presbytery of Charleston Union in 1822,
After the Southern conventions to establish an independent
church csme to nothing,225 Charleston Union became
indevendent and remained so until 1852.226 These groups
made much of the anti-slavery sentiments in the 014 School
Synod of Cincinnati. The Harrison case was cited as
evidence of the action the 01ld School would take on
slavery.227 The vosition of Blythe and Steele wzs brought
to the attention of the South. Steele's statements were
cited to prove that slavery would be called up later

’ 228
after the question of doctrine was out of the way. But

225pniladelohis Observer, November 16, 1837, May 19,
1838; Southern Religious Telegraph, May 31, and August 23,
1838, January 9, 1839; GCharleston Observer, January 26,
1839, November 14, 1840; Pittsburgh Presbvterian Advocate,
October 11, 1838, November 25, 1840.

226Howe, on. ¢it., 572-73, 603; Smyth (Stoney), op.
Citc I} 175. . . ’

Y

Southern Religious Telesraph, September 28, 1838.

22855uthern Relirious Telemraph, August 25, 1837;
Philadelohia Observer, July 6, August 17, and August 25,
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the New School made even more of the position of Robert
Je Breckinridge on the slavery aquestion. They brought up
his stand in the Gdnvention, his rgfusal to remain in the
meeting of the Synod of Kentucky when a stand was not taken

229

against slavery, and the seizure of an issue of his

Baltimore Literary and Rellgious Magazine from the post

office 1n Petersburg, Virginia, on the grounds that it

was 1ncendiary.230

Thomas Smyth answered these charges in
a well documented letter. He clted the Bpistle Circular of

1837, and the April 1836, article in the Biblical Repertory

as evidence that the conservatives were not anti-slavery.
He revorted that Miller, Alexander, and other Princeton
prqfaésors had informed him that "nineteen-twentieths of
the 01d School party were oprosed to abolitionism." What
little zbolitionist sentiment thet existed in the ortho-

231
doxy was found in the Mlddle West. 2 The counter attack

229Philadelnhia Obgerver, July 13, 1837.

: 239§9uthern Religious Telegravh, Januzry 19, April
12, 1838; Charleston Observer, June 30, July 7, July 14,
1838. Baltimore Literarv and Religious Magazine, IV,
No. 2 (February, 1838), 57-63.

23lCharleston Observer, December 2°, 1839,
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was 80 great that Smyth called on Robert Brechkinridge to
refute the charges and "Allav the excitement" in the South,
esvecially about the Acts of 1818.272 Breckinridce's

answer was made vpublic in the Charleston Observer of

January 26, 1839. It threw the burden of abolitionism in
the Synod of Cincinnati on the New School, =nd assured the
South that "the Presbyteri=n Church never did, and never
will claim any nover to make nevw laws, rules, or
regulations ... to bind the conscience urnen any subject
wvhatever." The cherres nnd counter cherges of onti-slavery
became so-great that Benjamin M. Palmer of the Presbytery

of Charleston Unilon accurately observed in a letter to the

Southern Relicious Telersravh, October 25, 1838, that "the

word abolition hng been a kind of tallsman in the hands now
of this party and now of that, to mnke each'its cdversery
as odious as possible."

At the time the éxscinding acts were passed in 1837,
and in 1838, the "Reformed" Assembly also broke off all
relétions with the American Educsation Society, the American
Home Missionary Soclety, and the Ameriéan Board of

Commissioners of Forelgn Missions. These organizations

232Breckinr'idgfe Family Papers, LXXIX, Thomes Smyth
to Robert J. Breckinridge, December 21, 1838.
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were all under the leadershiv of New Schocl sunnorters.
As the abollitionist influence begsn to extend over the
country during the esarly 1830's, the South became actively
concerned about the effects of thils movement on education.
This was more of a concern because heated debates were
raging at Western Reserve, Andover, ¥iami, Amherst, Lzne,
and Centre College.233 Oneids Institute, Knox, Oberlin,
and Illinois Colleges were tnorouchly abolitionized.234

Influenced by these circumstances, when a second

northern man wns added to the faculty of two at Columbla

Seminary, the editor of the Southern Christian Herald

sounded the alarm. "I want to say," he wrote, "fearlessly

233Barnes, on. cit., 70, BSee Jzmes H. Rodabaugh,
The History of Miami University From Its Origin to 1885
(unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Devartment of History,
Ohio State University, 1937); Frederick C. Waite, Western
Regerve University: The Hudson Era. A Historv of Western
Reserve College and Academy at ”udson, Chio, from 1826-
1882 (Cleveland: Western Reserve University Press, 1943);
Robert S. Fletcher, A History of Oberlin College From Its
Foundation Through the Civil War (Oberlin, Ohio: Oberlin
College, 1943).

234See' Hermann R. Muelder, Fighters for Freedom:
The History of Anti-Slavery Activities of Men and Women
Associated with Knox College (New York: Columbia Universit
Press, 1959); Charles H. Rammslkamp, Illinois College: g
Centennial History, 1829-1929 (New Haven, Connecticut:
Yale University Press, 1928); Charles H. Rammelkamn,
"Illinois College and the Anti-Slavery Movement" Trans-
actions of the Illinols State Historical Soclety
(Soringfield, Illinois: Illinois State Journal Co., 1909),
1902-203,
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and onenly that 1t ousht to go down and another be reared
uvon its ruins" if it should become "perverted from
its original design" by introducing, or even countenancing
the "innovations ... so prev~lent at the north." The
South should "not tolernte the introduction of men
onnosed to the interestszs of the South, added theveditor.235
The next year, in 1835, a2 correspondent to the Charleston
Observer poihted out thot since some Northern Presbyterian
ministers h~d "volluted themselves by tazing nart in the
unhallowed doincs of the abolitionists," all northerners
"will rest under the same anathemz." The South would. soon
become "forbidden ground" for the Northern Presbyterian
clergy. "What is our recourse? It is to take the
Columbia Theolorical Semin~ry into our heart of hearts,"
he s=2id, "and ca2lling upon God to bless this 'vine of his
own planting.'"236‘

This was exactly what was being done, according to

a. report in the New York Observer, bui it was with the aid

of Northern merchants and the conservative clergy of the
East that endowments were raised for the Seminary. On

Cctober 14, 1835, at a meeting in New Yorlz, funds were

235New York Evanrelist, November 8, 1834.

236Cha.r'leston Ohserver, November 5, 1835,
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reiged ~nd resolutlions w=zre ~donted that thev onposed nll
orronizotions thntlﬁimed nt operntins umon Southern
institutions "in wnvs subversive of its socisl tran~uility."
The mezeting »led~red 1tsel? to coonernte with the Scuth hut
to "~bstoin from officicus
of our Southern bretheren.
the Synoﬁ of South Crrolin~ ~nd Grorgla colachied - com-
mittee to conrsult with the 3:mod of ilgbamﬂ concernine the
shortrre of clersy in the South., The committee wes
instructed to wor: to su-nlvy the "demond for o trorourhly
educnted n~tive ministry ... Deculi-rly urcent br our

necnlirr cirennatoncen.”

Ther were ~dvigsed %o secure the

sunsport of the S:mod of Alab-mn for Columbia Theolorical
. 3 , ;

Seminrry. But bafore the renort could be mrde the

Semin~ryr wos forced to deny charzes in the Times-Grzette

that 1t wns trailning monvy students from the —morth, some of
which were ~bolitionists. There wrs only one Neorthern
student and no ~bolitirnists, »rotested the Seminars:

students.239

237Southern Relipmioug Telezranh, October 30, 1835;

Charleston Observer, November 7, 1835.

238

Cherleston Observer, December 17, 1836.
239011,

ed by Southern Christian Herald, February 3,

1837
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Willinam Plumer mr~de use of the brcleround of con-
troversy at Western Reserve Colleze 1n ~an attemnt to »rove
that anti-slevery sentiment wos rammont in Western Reserve.
Before the students of Unlon Theoloslcal Seminary ~nd in

an extra edition of the Southern Religsious Telesravh, he

s2id: "In the Western Reserve they hove a college where

the said B[eriah] Green wns some time nrofessor, and

where Elizur Wright, Es-~uire, »resent secretary of the
Americen Anti-Slavery Soclety, wrs »nrofessor, ~nd where the
late President [£.BJ Storrs w~s = thorough going zbolition-

ist." The editor of the Philndelvhia Observer, Ausust 17,

1837, charged that "for this the Western Reserve Synod

must be turned out of the Presbyterian Church, without
triasl, as o nunishment for having 'had a collese' where
three men became 2bolitionists, and resigned!"™ But the
slavery controversy a2t Lane Seminary was far more important
in attracting attention to the slavery controversy in the
colleges. "The place of the Lane Debate in the history of

anti—slaverj cénnot be minimized," said Charles Cole.gao

24OCnﬂrles C. Cole, The Sociel Ideals of the Northern
Evanzelists, 1826-1860 (New York: Columbia University Press,
1954), 199.
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It attrected nationwide attention and focused it on the
activities of the thoroughly abolitionist schools, Oberlin
and Oneides Institute. Oberlin was well endowed by the
abolitlionist supportsrs. But its activities, and the
announcement in its "Circular" that orinciples "widely
diffused by the college were "Moral Reform and Anti-

.slavery, would, according to the Boston Recorder, drive

off "those who did not wish to have these vrincivles more
widely diffused."2*!

The Americén Educatlion Soclety was the organ through
which the Presbyterian and Congregational churches worked
to contribute financisl suprort to the collegess overated
by thelr resvective churches. This was one of the methods
used to finance the training of the ministry. The Presby-
terian Church also had its own Board of Education which
.performed a similar service. The American Education
Society was under the leadershlp of New School men, and
. the colleges under the management of this vparty were more

often affected by abolitionism. At the same time increased

241Boston Recorder, August 5, 1836, September 2, 1836.
Some Dbacked down on their pledge because of the Oberlin
heresies. In 1838, because of the New York fire of 1836,
and the vanic of 1837, officials found it necessary to go
to England to ralse $30,000 to cancel Oberlin's debts. See
Fletcher, ov. cit., 61, 268, 491.
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confidence in the orthodoxy, no doubt, resulted from the
publicity of the suopressibn of J.W. Nevin's speech
scheduled pefore the American Anti-Sl~very Society.

Nevin was a professor at Western Theological Seminary.242
The commetltion between the American Education
Society and the Presbyterian Boerd of Education was the
result of two fectors; the natural rivalry between the
leaders of the two groups, 2nd the fear of the svrea’d of
"new measures" and "new doctrines." Before the exscinding

acts were vassed in May, 1837, in commenting 2bout affairs

at Oberlin College the editor of the Presbvterign said:
"We are certified that no inconsiderable portion of the
money collected from Presbyterian churches by this
disguised Socilety [the American Education Society] is
approvoristed to thne support of students in Oberlin." The

Southern Christian Herald added: "This Oberlin is a Theo-

logical-Literary Institution in that hot-bed of Tarlorism,
Finneyism, and sabolitionism, the Western Reserve of Ohilo.
It was formed originally ... for the accomodation of the

revolted students who left Lane Seminary."243

42
2 Weld- Grlmxe letters, 223, Nevin to Theodore Weld,

June 2, 1835, I; Liberator, June 20, 1835, New York
qunvelist, June 15, 1835,

24350uthern Christian Herald, March 17, 1837.
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But the ctrucsle concermins educntion went back to
earlier 2nvs, In 17235, 3rmuel B. How of New Brunswiclr,
New Jersey, wrote Joshur L. Wilson thnt, throusgh an -rent,

he hnd sent to the Cincinnnti region p~vers "

contninine my
views" of the orizin of the evils which now distrsct the
Presbyterian Church and "the suitoble remedy." In discussing
the difficulty in the E-~st, How s~id concerninc Dickinson
Colleze, Carlisle, Pennsrlvanina that "There is n strong‘
nresunmptive, 1f not direct, evidence, that [Georgé] Duffield
end others, hnd determined to chance it into a New School
College and were disannointed only by the vicorous resistance
of WeW. Farlane and myself. Duffield hod visited New England
and had corresnonded to myv certnin nowledre with Arthur
‘I‘appano"e44 Tapvan had glven aid to the nabolitionists in
both Lane znd Oberlin.245

But 014 School colleses 2lso contained rbolitionism.

Beslides difficulties 2t Centre College and Miami

244 108hua L. Wilson Pavers, VI, Samuel B. How to
Joshua L. Wilson, May 7, Aucust 5, 1835.

2%5F1etcher, op. clt., 238.
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University, there wog an Anti-Slavery Society among the
students of Hanover College. In 1836 this society »ublished
a2 "Preamble and Constitution of the Anti-Slavery Society of
Hanover College and Indiana Theological Seminary."246
At the semi-annual meeting of the Board of Trustees on
Mareh 19, 1836, the Board announced: "o such society is
~authorlized ... nor will be encouraged by those who are
entrusted with the management of the Instlitution. At least
nine-tenths of the students ... entirely disannrove and

condemn «.. the said society,"

insisted the renort of the
trustees. But the trustees félt the most effective way to
deal with the soclety was "to leave it to the influence of
the voluntary disapprobation'of an enlirchtened »ublic and

of the officers and studerrt,s."247 But the evangelical
faction of the South made full use of this situation. At

a meeting. of one of the presbyvteries in Virginia, in 1836,

1t was publicly stated that the President of Hanover College,
John Matthews, and the Professor .of Theology, were

abolitionists.248 A corresvondent to the Southern Religious

246Cincinnati Journzl, April 7, 1836.

247
1836,

24880uthern Religious Telegraph, April 29, 1836.

Ibid.; Southern Religiousg Telegravh, Aoril 22,
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Telegravh denied this. He claimed to have received a
communicatlion from the Hanover College Anti-Slavery
Soclety which revealed that the constitution of the
Society had been "prevered and partly printed" without the
knowledge of the College and trustees. OCnly nine students
were members of the saocie:*t.y.zq'9 In January, 1837, a few
months before the exscinding acts, it wns announced that
John Witherspvoon had been offered the presidency of the
college. No better choice could have been made to auilet

the anxiety about the charge of abolitionism in the orthodox

colleges. The Southern Christian Herald avpvrovingly

announced that Witherspoon had boldly resisted "new measures
"and new divinity." "He ... will ... be instrumental in
retaining the patfonage" of the college, concluded the
Herald.250 He did not accent the offer, but the decision
did not come until after the meeting of the Assembly of

1837

In September, 1837, the New York Observer published

a2 letter from Charles E. West, formerly a professor at

249114,
250

Southern Religious Herald, January 27, 1837.
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school ~gs "the fTocus of :

.....

ism." Before West "resi-ned in discust," he h-od wit-
i .

nezssed the President ~hsorbhins "no emell shere" of his

time "in ~ivin-~ lecturas on ~bolition."™ The imnression

Green "ende~vours to male ... is thot ... ~boli

be the ~bsorbin~ tonic," concluded the writer. Comment-

inc on this, the Presbrierinn added: "Until Presbvterions

~re »renzred to have the church flooded by such radicrlism

)

s 1s nurtured in Oneidn, they must persist in sustaining

the Assembly in its work of reform. "20°
Wnen the Synod of Virginia apéroved the action of

the Assembly of 1837, 1t w-s revorted that "a strong

influence was nut forth by personsbin the emnloy of the

Assembly's Board of Education to secure the result that has

been obtained. The arent of that Bosmrd for Virginis and

North Carolina, Mr. [F-meg) Wood, was sent to the North

in Augﬁst last, to a2ttend the Convention at Auburn, and

zather up the gossip and slang ..« Hls letters were sent

far and wide through the field of his lebours, and his

251
5 New York Observer, September 30, 1837.

252ppregbyterian, October 21, 1837.
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vergoncl influence and his officilal standing were employed
to secure [for] his statements both currency snd credit."
The statements of Francis M'Farland, Secretary of the
Board of Education, 2t the Syvnod meeting "had great
influence, and many ... voted to sustain the Assembly's
doings" because of him. The Svnod had voted to sustain the
acts in "the bellef" that they would "rid themselves of the
anti-slavery influence of the North,"2D)

In the svring of 1839 a corresﬁondent to the

Charleston Observer, in reporting the action of the Pres-

bytery of Hopewell, said that the Presbytery "with their
0ld School bretaren in other parts of the church" would

use all proper means to vrevent the funds becueathed to
~.the church by plous and orthodox Presbyterians ... for
educating the Ministry ... from being used‘by the New
School to promote Tavlorism and abolition."254 During the
same year a heated debate over slavery took place at the
meeting of the Presbyterian Board of Education.
éepresentatives from the West were strong on the sinfulness

of slavery, and Alvan Stewart of the Presbytery of Oneida

253pm1ladelohia Observer, November 23, 1837, James
Wood was a member of the Presbytery of Fayetteville, and
Francls M'Farland was a member of the Presbytery of
Lexington, Virginia.

254Charleston Obgerver, April 20, 1839.
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told the Board that the exscinded synods had been exvelled
"solely on account of slavery."255 Stewart, one of the
leading abolitionists, had beeﬁ responsible for the organi-
zation of the first antl-slavery soclety in New York.

There is no evidence that would indic~te that the
American Education Soclety wes actively vromoting aboli-
tionism. There 1s no mention of the subject in the Annual
Revorts of the Directors of the American Education

256

Societye. The American Quarterly Register, organ of the

Society, contained only one article on slavery during the
period from 1835 to 1843, In November, 1836, 1t carried

an article entitled "Russian Slavery." The article
concluded by saying, "What we can complain of 1is that an
irresvonsible power should be lodged in the hands of so
many over the great body of the subjects."257 This was a
conclse summary of the vosition taken by éhe anti-glavery
section of the Presbyterian Church acainst American slavery.

But on the other hand, the Society had worked to check the

2550harleston Observer, June 1, 1839.

56Annual Revorts of the Directors of the American
Education Soclety (Boston: Perkins and Marvin Publishers),
16th, 1832, to the 21st, 1837.

: 25Tupussian Slavery," American Quarterly Reglster,
IX, No 2 (November, 1836¥ 148,
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srowth of aboliticnism in the colleses. At the time of
the Lane debntes the Socilety was holdings its ~nnual

meeting in New York. A conference "

unanimously ~¢reed

th~t the time immerilously demanded thot 21l snti-slovery

acitntion should be supﬁressed." Thev sent copies of

thelr resolution to every membef collare in the country.258
The American Home Kissionﬂry Society wos the

~reney throush which the Presbvterisn »nd the Con-re-—a-

tional Churches sunmorted ministers in Jdestitute orers,

In discuscing the divisien verrs later, Jomss Johnston,

the Home Miscionary ~rent for Indiana, snid ~fter nointing

to doctrine ~nd mode of coniucting nisgions =s c2usges of

division: "But the division ... would not have been

effected by botn these causes united hnd it not been for

the f~tal efficocy of ~nother couse still ... Some who ~cted

the most consnicuous 2»art, ~nd exerted the gre~test influence

in resard to the whole matter were distinsuished for thelr

nostility to'anti-slavery sentiments. To this 1is to be

2ttributed, In =2 great mensure, thelr opnosition to ... New

England minister, and ... the American Home Missionary

Society, as the organ for introcducing such ministers into

258Barnes, Anti-Slavery Impulse, 70. Friend of
Men, September 15, 1836. ‘
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the Presbvterian Church."25® But Johnston's communica-
tions and revnorts to the New York office of the Americon
Home Missionary Socletyv contain no mention of slaverye.
That there were abolitionists in connection with the
Society, there 1s no room to doubt. Jonathan Cable of
Ohio and'EliJah Love joy of Mlissourl belonged to this class
of missionaries from New England,gso angd many‘were found
in the ranks of contributors to the AHMS fund. Danlel
'W. Lathrop, agent for Western Reserve in 1836, belleved
that the abolitionists contributed to the American Home
Missionary Society "orobably more than four-fifths of
all ... funds on this field."261 In answer to an inouiry
Absalom Peters took the stand.that the Society had nothing
to do with abolitionisgm or slavery, and was devoted to
sending the gospellto 2id feeble congregatlons without

262

resvect to political institutions. In October, 1837,

259James H. Johnston, A Historical Dlscourse Pres-
enting Facts Respecting the Progress Of Presbyterianism -
in the State, During That Period (Indiznapolis: Holloway,
Douglas and Co., 1865, 19.

260Amerlcan Home Misslonary Papers (Chicago Theolo-
gical Seminary), Jonathan Cable to Absalom Peters, June
15, 1837T. Hereafter: AHMS Correspondence.

261AHMS Correspondence: Lathrop to Absalom Peters,
February 27, 1836. _ ,

262AHMB Correspondence: Letter Book K. (1837-1838),
176, Peters to S.W. Magill, date illegible.
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Amos Savage of Utica, New York, lamented the silence of
the Soclety on the antl-slavery cause in order "to get
Southern contributions .... I am not prevared vet," he
said, "to go to the full length of some who refuse to
contribute to any of the Socleties which receive
contributions derived from the sweat and blood of the
Slave." But he felt the question should be settled, 03

buring the early 1830's missionaries of the American
Board of Commissioners of Foreign Missions were actively
engaged in trying to shape nublic opinion against slavery
in the United States. By 1835, rumors were beiné
‘circulated sufficlently to cause the Board to become
concerned about the influence of anti-slavery sentiment
among the mlssionaries in the Sandwich Islands. After a
committee investisation the Board, however, expressed_
complete confidence in the missionaries, "the gnfounded

renorts occasionally circulated not-withstanding."zs4

263AHMS Corresvondence: Amos Savage to Peters,
October 23, 1837.
264Annual Revort, 1835, American Board of Commis-
gsioners of Foreign Mlssionsg, Boston, 23. Hereafter:
Annual Revort: ABCFM. Charles K. Whipple, Relztion of the
American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions t to
Slavery (Bostont R.F. wa11cut 1861), 10.
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In 1837 thevBoard received two letters from missionaries
in Hawaii asking that slavervy be "immediately sbolished,"
and during the same year 2 similar letter from the |

Islands informed the Emancivator thot the mission where

the writer was stntioned wrs "to 2 man ... in favor of im-

265

mediate emancipation of the Slave." The missionaries

in Hawaii sent out two anti;slaVery documents printed on
the mission press=s, avpealing to Amerlcan Christians to
work to overthrow American sl=averyv, and askins the Board

to work to abolish sloverye. The Soclety referred the

whole problem to a committee which revorted that the
printing presses w.re not to be used to print "any'Letter,.
Tract or apveal «.. with a view to 1ts Beins Sent to Indivi-
duals, or Communities in the United States."266 It is
~very unlikely that the situétion in Hawail weas unknown in
the South, since some of the Board members were from the

South. There were missionaries in Hawaii who resularly

recelved the Southern Religious Telerranvh and communlcated

26
with the editor. 7 Early in 1837, James T. Woodbury

265“1113'918, ODs Cito, ‘6"70
266
cit. ’ 90

Annual Revort: ABCFM, 1837, 27. Whipole, op.

267Southern Religious Telegranh, Moy 27, 1836.
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addressed a letter to David Green, Secretary of the Board,
posing questions on the relations of the Board concerning
slavery. The Secretery answered that the Board had re-
fused a legacy of slnves; the misslionaries among the
Southwestern Indians hnd nurchased slaves in order to let
them work out theilr freedom; and the Board had instructed
these missionaries to discontinue hiring slave labor.

This letter and reply were piven wide circulation.268
In April, 1837, when a larce contfibution was pledged an-

nually by a misslonary meeting in South Carolina, the

Emancipator took up the étory and questioned whether the

Board could accept "the fruits of deliberate and svstem-

atic robbery .... Will God accept robbery for an offering?"

269

questioned the Emancivator. In June, 1837, the editor

of the Charleston Observer stated that he did not believe

the Missionarv Herald, Journal of the ABCFM, and the Pru-

dential Committee of the Board favored abolitionism. But

the Milledmeville (Georgia) Journal was by "no means solitary

: 268New York Observer, Anril 8, 1837; Southern
Religiougs Telegravh, Mzy 5, 1837.

2695 uthern Religlous Telesraph, April 21, 1837;
Philadelvhia Observer, August 17, 1837.




in the feelinrs" thet it did, concluded the editor.

The Journal nnd nointed out thnt the Missionarr Her~1ld

carried announcements of the Amaericon Anti-Slaverwv Society
under the hesdinc of "benevolent onerntions." Tt "merits
the execration of the too confidin~ Southsrn neonle,”

sald the Journal.gTo

The nctlon of the New School General Azrenblv of
1832 would seem to sarve as ~ ey for the eveluntion of the
derree of ~nti-slovery sentiment in thrt body. If the ~nti-
slavery forces h~d been ns stronc in the expelled synods
ns some Southern ndvoc~tes h~d clnimed, it would hnave heen
expected that sloaveholders would hnve been exnelled forth-
with from the New School. Inetend, it w s not until 1857
that slzveholders left the New School, and then lercely of
thelr own choice.

When the New School Ascembly onened in 1839, there
were memorials on sl~very from ten oresbvieries. Of the
twenty-nine precsbyteries ihat were exscinded in 1837,
three sent up memorlals -- Onelds of the Synod of Utiea,

Cherung of the Synod of Geneva, and Angelilca of the Synod

of Genesee. The other seven were larsely from the Middle

2700ited by the Cherleston Observer, July 29, 1837.
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West.2l1 Durins the debate on the slavery ocuestion, when
it appeared that the conservatives from the Enst would
commlit the Assembly to no =ction, Lucien Fornam of the
Presbytery of Peoria, Illinois, informed the Assembly
that "the western presbyteries would have no further con-
nexion with the body "
272

if nothing was done on the subject

of slavery. The Illinols Observer hed token a stand

similar to this in 1837 by saying the West should refuse

to connect itself with any new organizetion that tolerated

271Relig;j.ous Telegranh and Obsgerver, oy 30, 1839.
The Presbytery of Erie adopted non-fellowship resolutions
that the commissioners were instructed to present to the
Assembly. See::Records of the Presbytery of Erie, 1838-
1850, I, 46; New York Observer, June 1, 1839, The views
of the Presbyteries of Madison, Indiasna, and Cincinnati
and Oxford, Ohlio, and Knox, Illinois were to be presented
to the Assembly by the commissioners. See: Records of
the Presbytery of Madison, New School, 1838-1857, 23.
Records of the Presbytery of Cincinnati, New School, 1835-
1843, I, 296. Joshua L. Wilson Papers, VII, Resolutions
of the Presbytery of Oxford, 863. Records of the Presby-
tery of Knox, New School, 1838-1844, 4-7, 13. The commis-
sioner of the Presbytery of Athen, Ohlio, said in the ~
Assembly, that his Presbytery's memorial had been lost.
See: New York Observer, June 1, 1839. The Presbyteries
of Rinley, Ohlo; Montrose, Pennsylvania; the Church of
Ystes, Presbytery of Niagara, and citlzens of Phlladelovhia,
presented memorials to the Assembly. See: Assembly
Minutes, New School, 1839, pages 10, 11, 14, 15.

272New York Observer, June 15, 1839.
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slavery. After removinge 2ll reference to the Acts
of 1818 from the committee rewort on slavery, the
Assembly ~dopted mensures to send the nuestion back to
the presbyteries for whrtever -ction they considered
"judicious ~nd best ~dopted to remove the evil."g-{4
The vote on-thié decisive mansure wWo o 2 f%ir
barometer of the extent oT ~nti-glovery sentiment in the
nart of the churech th-t went with the evscinded =rnods,
as well ~z that in the four s

moig thot were voted out of

Synod of Al-

far
[©)
jo))
)
—
(D
[an
3
+
®
H
=3
’)
ct
iy
@

the Churech. MNeot - sinc
bny voted ~ooinst thclrefu311 of the Asgserbly of 183¢ to
uphoid the Acts of 1718 or to commit itcelf on sl-very.
Albony wes the onlv un-stnote New Yorln stmod not voted out
of the Assembly of 1837. In the exrsecinded srnodsz a2

-,

mo jority also ~nnroved the actiod of 1830 by = close vote.

4

The synods of the Middle West th-~t chose to oo with the

Hew School nlone voited in a majority acninst this actlon,

while the Eastern synods of New Yorlr, Permnsvlvaniz, and

2T3014ea bv Scuthern Christion Hereld, July 28, 1837.
274

Relirious Telerranh snd Observer, M~y 30 1839.
See Assemblvy Minutes, 1839, 20, 22.
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New Jersey cnve o strong majority in supnort of the
Assembly action.275

It is clerr thnt the anti-slavefy feeling in

central and western New York wns over-sold in the South,
and that it wns stroncer iIn the Middle West than wes
indicrted in the exvression of the nublic mind. It 1is
significant that there ssemed to be very little sumnort for
antiQSIavery sentiment in Albany, the only upper New York
synod not removed from the church. On the other hand, if
slavery hnd been the chief reason for the exscinding acts,

all indicotlons are that Michigan, which went entirely with

the New School, should hove been removed instend of Western

5Assemb1y Minutes, New Scnool 1832, 20. The votes
were divided as follows:.
Exscinded Svnods, 27 yeos, 21 noes.

Yeas Noes
Utica 8 3
Geneva 9 7
Genesee 3 8
Western Reserve T 3

Middle West. (exclusive of Western Reserve), 12 yeas, 17 noes.

Yeas Noes
Indiana 2 2
Illinois 4 4
Ohio 4 4
Michigan 2 7
Eastern Synods, 22 yeas, 3 noes.

Yeas Noes
New York 11 0
Pennsylvania T 1

New Jersey 4 2
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Reserve. With the excentlion of southwestern Ohlo, slrvery
seemed to have been an important factor in determining the
choice of "schools" in the Middle Wezt, but orobably more
important was the hatural symmathy of attachments along
ethnic lines with the New England ineclinations going with
the New School, and the Scotch-Irish dominance aligning
with the 014 School.'276 But in the East, it w~s doctrine
that w=s the decisive factor that brought the New School
men into thls connection.

In the heat of the debate on slavery during the ,
Assembly of 1839, Calvin Stowe, of Lane Seminary, intro-
duced a measure to make the synods the final court of
appeale. It passed over objectidons on the floor by Rankin,
- Alvan Stewart, and George Duffield. They felt thls was a
way of avolding a stand on slavery. Stowe denied that it
had anything to do with slavery, but added "yt i plain,"
that we "never could harmonize on the old basis." He
thought it best to leave the subject of slavery ﬁhere it
was and g0 Into a new arrangement which would relieve all
sides from the difficulty.2'! After a study of the liter-

ature of the period and the composition of the New School

276Sy1vester F. Scovil, "The Presbyterians of Ohio,"
Ohio Archaeological and Historical Publications, III, -
(1891), 215-216.

277New York Observer, June 15, 1839. See Agsembly
Minutes, 1839, 16, 27.
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Assembly of 1839, one must agree with the Philadelvhia

Observer that the 01d School had been successful in
effecting the division by "ecrying out 'Error' in one
vlace, 'Eastern Influence' in another, and 'abolition' in
another."278 Although doctrine was the cause of the

division; 1t is difficult to see how 1t could have heen

accomplished without the enterings wedsge of slaverye.

278ph11adelnhia Observer, July 26, 1838.




CHAPTER II
THE CHURCH CRYSTALLIZES ITS POSITION ON SLAVERY

The "Constitutional®™ Assembly of 1840 refused to
reaffirm tﬁe action of 18i8 a8 proposed by Henry 8hedd, of
the Presbytery of Marion; Ohio, but also voted down a pro-
posal that the "Church has no control or power tollegislate“
concerning servit‘ude.1 Many Judicatories had esked the
Assembly to take immediate action to abolish slavery or to
reaffirm the measures of 1818. On the other hand, the Pres-
bytery of Harrilsburg petitioned the Assembly to draw the
boundaries so that each would embrace all free regions or
Southern regions in order that eccleeiastical actlon would
rest entirely on those responsible for the 1net1tution,2
After considerable debate the Assembly indefinitely post-

poned all action. A more serioue‘question before the

lpgsenmbly Minutes, 1840 (New School), 12, ,19. The
New School Church preferred to call itself the "Constitu-
tional® Assembly and termed the 0l1d School Church the
"Reformed" Assembly.

2Records of the Presbyteries of: Trumbull, 1827-
1847, I, 363-65. Alton, 1836-1850, 73. Knox, 1838-1844,
25. Marshall, 1838-1845, I, 83. Presbytery of Watertown
asked the Assembly to take some action: P.H.Fowler, Hls-
&gggggleketch.g;,gxegbztegian%gmvligg;glggg Bounds of
the 8B8ynod of Cent 1_§gﬂ York (Utica, New York: Curtiss
and Ghilde, 1 77 155. Presbytery of Harrisburg: Nor-
cross, . cit., 134. Records of the 8ynod of Ohilo,
1838-18 I, 25-26.

89
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Assembly resulted from the rules adopted by many presbyteries
refusing to admit to their pulpits or communion those
Justifying or involved in voluntary servitude.3 The
Presbyterlies had taken this initiative 1n response to the
action of the Assembly in requesting them to take the order
best calculated to remove the institution. The Presbytery
of Cincinnatl had also asked the highest Jjudicatory to take
the initlative on this question, and the Presbytery of
Ripley had requested that an overture be sent down to the
Jjudicatories to changé the Constitutlion so that discipline
could be exercised on this question as readily as on other
gins. 8lavery had been the means by which the Church had
been "rent asunder, and for that reason it should not be
tolerated."* The Synod of Illinois had declared that all
who "“buy o; sell human belngs, or claim the right to hold
‘or use them as property" should be "excluded forever" from
commnion. It recommended to the presbyteries that they

adopt similar measures.s Near the end of the session the

SPresbytery of Ripley: Philanthropist, July 30, 1839.
Records of the Presbytery of Grand River (Ohio), 1836-1849,
104-105. Records of the Presbytery of Cincinnati, 1835-1843,

i, 327. Records of the Presbytery of Madison, 1838-1857,
2

4?hllanthro;gls&, July 30, 1839.

A SRecords of the Synod of Illinois, 1838-1855, I,
185-188.
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Assembly went into a dommittee of the Whole, which permitted
a secret session. A resolution was adoptedvrequesting these
presbyteries "to reseind such resolutions® that excluded
"glave-holders from their pulpits and from their
commmion. "6

The ;eeponse from the Jjudicatorles was anything but

submissive. Many adopted measures refusing the request or
asked the Church to reseind its action. OCthers reaffirmed
thelr former resolutione.7 The Presbytery of Salem renewed
its resolutions and asked the Church to send down an over-
ture which, if adopted; would "“forever remove this sin from
our body."® The Bynod of Illinois asked its presbyteries

to exclud; all of these offenders from the Church when found

guilty by “a regular process of church discipline.“9 Other

6§g! York Observer, June 6, 1840.

TRecords of the Presbytery of EKnox, 1838-1844, 48,

Presbytery of Ripley::New York %E%ggeliat, August 22, 1840.

Cincinnati Observer, July 30, 1 Advocate of Freedom,
Octobexr 29, 1 53% Synod of Cincinneti: Ohio Observer,

October 22, 1840. Records of the Synod of Michigan, 1835-
1851, 217. Records of the Presbytery of Madison, 1838-
1857, 127. Presbytery of Erle: Watchman of the Vallex,
March 4, 1841, Hereafter, ﬁggggggg.

8Records of the Presbytery of Salem, 1824-1840. I,
316-332.

9g1gnal of Liberty, July 7, 1841,
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10
Judicatories came forward with rules of non-fellowship.
In the Presbytery of Ottawa, Illinois, a resolution was
introduced récommendins that the Synod of Illinois with-
draw from the Assembly and the measure was indefinitely
postponed.11 In western New York, the Presbytery of
Genesee solemly protested against the request to repeal
the non-fellowship resolutions.l2 Many Judicatories saw
the results of emancipation in the West Indies as a full
demonstration that preparation was not essentlal, and that
‘immediate action should be taken. The non~fellowship rules
seemed clearly Jjustifiable to them'.l3

The Presbytery of Ripley addresased a letter to all

presbyteries. "It must have been obvious to you that
slavery has been a prominent means by which the Presbyterian'

Church has been divided," began the Presbytery, "and you

-

1°Presbytery of Peorila: Bignal of Liberty, July 28,
1841; Emsncipator, August 5, 1841l. Presbytery of Athens:
Signal of Liberty, August 11, 1841l. Records of the Presby~-
terlan and Congregational Convention of Wisconsin, 1840~
1861, I, 75. Hereafter: Records of the Convention of
Wisconsin. '

11Nahum Gould, History of the Ottawa Presbytery
(Typescript, Virginla Library, MeCormick Theologlcal
Seminary, n.d.), 60-61.

. BiaNeK ZOfk Obgerver, March 6, 1841; Liberator, March
19, 154l. o .

lsRecords of the Presbytery of Salem, 1824-1840, I,
331. Records of the Bynod of Indiana, 1826-1845, I, 279.
Records of the Presbytery of Marshall, 1838-1845, I, 103.
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mist see that peace cammot be expected while such an evil
is tolerated in our communion ... Are you willing to
tolerate slaveholders to preéch in your pulpits and
commune in.your'churches?”l4 The Presbytery of Bath, New
York, agreed that human bondage had been "a prominent means
of dividing the church," and informed Ripley that they
would deny fe;lowship t; those involved in such bondage;l5
The Presbyteries of Washtenaw and Springfield, however,
refused to deny fellowship;l6 Many presbyteries concurred
with the request of Ripley to memorlalize the Assembly to
gsend down an overture which, if adopted, would bar voluntary

1
servitude from the Church. 7 The Presbytery of Salem sent

lﬁﬂgﬂ York Evangelist, August 22, 1840.
lsL;beraﬁg;, March 19, 1841; Signal of Liberty, May
12, 1841, A similar position was taken by others. See:
Records of the Presbytery of Erie, 1838-1850, 106. Records
of the Presbytery of Alton, 1846-1850, 88-89. Records of
the Presbytery of Cincinnati, 1835-1843, I, 360-366. Rec-~
ords of the Presbytery of Madison, 1838-1857, 67. Presby-
tery of Marion: Watchman, May 19, 1842, The Presbyteries
-of 8Salem and 8t. Joseph postponed action: Records of the
Presbytery of Salem, 1824-1840, I, 301; Records of the Pres-
bytery of 8t. Joseph, 1833-1848, 102. The Presbytery of
Portage answered that they would meet the problem when it
became a practical situation: Records of the Presbytery of
Portage, 1818-1843, III, 250-251.

‘ 16Records of the Presbytery of Washtenaw, 1837-1848,
9?. stords of the Presbytery of Springfield, 1840-1856,
III, 1l4.

M Recoras of the Presbytery of Knox, 1838-1844, 34.
Records of the Presbytery of Marshall, 1838-1845, I, 118-121.
The Presbytery of Medina: Phllanthpropist, October 1, 1842,
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out its own request askins all presbyteries to answer the
following question:. "Shall the éin oss be tolerated in the
Presbyterian Ghnrch?"A The answers were to be sent to the
Assembly so that uni%ed action could be secured on the
question of eervitude;l8

In June, 1842, a New School Convention of western
Presbyterians was held in Cincinnati at the call of the:
Presbytery of that city;lg Strong resolutlons were adopted
and were approved by all delegates except the two from
Kentucky. The holding of men as property was considered
"a heinous sin against God +... The experiment in the West
Indles" was considered proof that "the only way to elevate
the coiored race" was to give them“freedom;zo The report
adopted was "stréng and explic;t, presenting-a logilcal
series of thérough anti-slavery resolutions,” saild the

N . l -
. ¥Watchman of the Vgllex.2 "From all accounts,"™ concluded
the Phiianthro 1gt, "they were just such as all abolitionists

’18Rgcords of the Presbytery of Salem, 1841-1861,
II, 11-14. - - :

o5 19Records of the Presbytery of Alton, 1836-1850,
106. .

2OWatchman, June 16, and June 23, 1842
2l3une 16, 1842.
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will approve."22 Letters appeared in the conservative
Christian Observer, of Pniladelphia, claiming that the
ﬁéasures of the Wéstern presbyteries and conventlon were
threatening the union of the Church. A letter from "an
Eastern Man" was addressed to Lyman Beecher concerniﬁg
"Union of the East and West." It implied that missionary
éid for the West from the Eaét was contingent on the
willingness of the West to keep qulet on slavery. The
writer warned:

The position taken by some of your

presbyterlies and by the Cincinnati

convention on the slavery question is

a seriocus bar to the union of efforts

which you invoke for the West. The

movement of some of cwr western

brethren to enlist the church in a

crusade without and beyond her

legitimate province of action ...

impairs confidence at the Easte.
The Watchman of the Valley pointedly answered:  "The desired
union is utterly unattainable until this fundamental prin-
ciple of union is settied, and ... the only possible way
of settling 1t is to meet the subject openly, freely and
czamd.ﬂ.d.ly."?‘j To the charge that the West was raising "a
separating wall" within the church, the Watchman of the

Valley agreed aﬁd precisely explained that the contest was

22Philanthrogisy, June 29, 1842.
2501ted by the Watchman, November 10, 1842,



96
"a struggle between the pertinacious slaveholder and the
conscientious opposer of his wicked practice.”

In 1841 the Presbytery of Cincinnatl addressed a
"Pastoral Letter" to all churches under its care, calling
éttention to the‘evils of bondage;25 The following year
the 8ynod of Cincinnatl asked the General Assembly to bear
testimony against the evil'.26 For the fourth consecutive
year, in 1842, the S8ynod of Ohio passed resolutions concern-
ing humen bondage. Fellowship was denled to those volun-
tarily involved in the evil;27 In up-state New York, how-
ever, the Presbytery of Chemung, while deeply deploring
the existence of human bondage, resolved that the Assembly
should pass resolutions condemning the institution but
"clothed in such a spirit as ought not to offend the feel-

ings of those who conceive themselves conscientiously bound

2hye tonman, November 24, 1842,
25Watchman, May 13, 1841.

26 ' ' :
Watchman, November 10, 1842. Philanthropist
November 12, 1842, *

2TRecords of the Synod of Ohlo, 1838-1848, I, 80.
Wat ,» November 10, 1342. New York Obgerver, November 26,
lo42. For other actlion against slavery see! Records of the
Presbytery of Indianapolis, 1839-1863, I, 23; Records of
the Presbytery of Grand River (Ohio), 1836-1849, II, 155;
Wisconsin Convention, 1840-1861, I, 97; Records of the
Presbytery of Washtenaw, 1837-1848, I, 202; Presbytery of
Des Moines: Watchman, May 26, 1842.
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to hold the enslaved, and as not to injure the cause of
freedom, nor the interest of religion.“28

In 1843, as the triennial meetiné of the "Constitu-
tional" Church drew near, the Presbyterian press began to
consid;r how the question of human bondage would affect
the highest Judicatory of the Church. The Watchman of the:
Valley frankly stated its desire "to enlist the moral force
of the whole Church" on the question;29 The New York
Evangellst called oﬁ the presbyteries to send to the Assembly
"nen who will be free to do whatever duty may require to
be done" if the problem of slavery comes before the body.
The cg;istian Observer deprecated the introduction of the
subject 1nto the highest Jjudicatory, and the New York
Evangelist, in reply, felt it shameful for the "Constitution-
al Presbyﬁerians" to cherish so great a horror of the knife
that cut the ligéments of four synods asunder.”Bo The
Watchman of the Valley concluded, that, "If the friendship
and alliance of our Southern brethren 1s to be purchased
by absolute silence on the subject ..., we shall deem the

boon too dear to be purchased with such a price."31 The

-

2§H§z York Observe » March 5, 1842,
®Yatchman, February 9, 1843.

%1 tea by: New York Observer, April 1, 1843,
3l¥atehman, May 11, 1843.
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New York Evangelist added, "The truth is ... gslavery must
dié eeee If there is no hopé of thils, then we know no
speclal reason for persevering in our connection with the
southern churches.”Ba The Watchman of the Valley complained
that ever since the Western Convention, the Eastern
presbyteries had been working to pack the Assembly, and the
New York Observer had sounded the alarm that they were
"preparing for another division on the subject" and urged
all "to the line in the battle."> Both the Evangelist and
the Watchman asked only that the highest judilcatory take
the position of the Western COnvention'.34

During the spring meeting of the Presbytery of
Cincinhati,‘a member was unanimously adviséd that it was
"improper" to attach himself to a slaveholding body, and a
licentiate, who asked for a letter of dismissal to the
Presbytery of North Alabama, was granted a letter but with
a recommendation."to put himself under the care of no

slaveholding presBytery.“ Strong resolutions were then
addressed to the Assembl& to separate itself from those

3201tec1 by: New York Obsgerver, May 20, 1843,

33Watchman, May 4, 1843. New York Observer, June 3,

1843,
3461ted by the Watchmsn, May 4, and May 11, 1843.
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upholding bondage. Cincimmatl also asked that it be
enjoined upon the Southern Church to expel the practice;35
Other Western Jjudlicatorles zsked the highest court to take
decisive action against the Southern institutions O
Measures were sent to the highest judicatory from sixteen
‘divisions of the Church asking action. The parent body
- also recelived a remonstrance from thirty-nine elders of
Philadelphia, and one from the Presbytery of lewes, in
Maryland and Delaware, asking that no measures be
adopted.”! In the Assembly the Committee on Bills and
Overtures, under the chalirmenship of William Wisner, report-
ed resolutions that the institution did not "fall within
the constitutional power" of that body;38 These were set
aslde 1In order to consider resolutions by H.H. Kellogg,
~of Illinois, which reaffirmed the Act 6f 1818 and urged the

presbyteries and sesslons to treat servitude as any other

3SRecorda of the Presbytery of Cincinnati, 1835-1843,
I, 448-51. Philanthropist, April 26, 1843. In 1844 the
Presbytery denlied a dismissal to a minister who requested a
letter to another slaveholding presbytery: Records of the
Presbytery of Cincinnati, 1844-1870, II, 31-33.

36Records of the Presbyteries of: Cleveland, 1830~ '
1849’ I, 285; Knox, 1838"18 ’ 115; Detroj.t’ 184‘0"1847’ II,
104; Galena, 1841-1863, 10-1l; Meadville, 1843-1855, 6.
Western Gitizen, February 23, May 25, 1843, Nahum Gould,
op. cit., 95-90. , ‘

FTassenbly Minutes, 1843, 15. See speech of H.H.
Kellogi,.of Enox, in the Assembly: New York Obhserver, lMay
27, 18434 .

38New York Observer, May 27, 1843,
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sin of "great magnitude."39 The New York Observer claimed
_that the New Yorlk Evangelist and the Watchman of the Valley

had been trjing to secure "decided Action ... In the true
spirit of ultfa-abolitioniém," and now "a body of men
chiefly from western New York, Ohio and I1linols ... were
prepared at all hazards to carry their meésures through.“40
Durfield denied the charge of the New York Observer that the
anti-slavery men had held meetings for consultatioﬁ at this
time.41 Wisner made a speech tzking the position that
bondage was not contrary to the Scriptures. "This speech
broke the ranks of the abdlitionists and prepéred the way
for thelr final defeat," said the New York Observer. 2

The Assembly adopted me;sures that it could take no action
on slavery as it was not "for the edificatian of the |
church. "3 )

Tﬂe Philanthropist now concluded that the New School,

1ike other national groﬁps, was "pro-slavery and time

-

.-39Assemb11 Minutes, 1843, 15.

4oNey York Observe ’ Juﬁe 3, 1843,

4lyvaa., June 10, 1843.

42Ibid'. For the posltions of those who influenced
the final vote see!:Watchman, July 13, 1843; New York
Obgerver, July 1, 10, 1843; Liberator, September 29, 1843;
Signal of Liberty, June 19, 1'%43. |

4'3As§em'b13[.M:!.nu‘t.es, 1843, 19.
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serving."44

A correspondent to the Watchman, writing as
"A Western Man," wrote a series of four articles on the
Question of humén bondage in the New School. Hs concluded
that the antl-slavery men of the West had three courses
that could be followed in attempting to purlfy the Church:
(1) to stay';n the present connection and use love and
persuasion, (2) to form a Western Assembly, or (3) to form
an anti-slavéry Asssembly.l"5 John Rankin addressed a letter
to all "Reformed" and “Constitutional Presbyterians
suggesting they ﬁithdréw and form anéantivslavery church.
The Presbytery of Ripley had already voted to send no more
commlsgloners to the Assembly if action was not taken in
1843;46 At the National Anti-Slavery Convention in Buffalo
in August, the Presbyterlians met to cqnsider what step to
take, but after several meetings there was no disposition
to forsake the Ghurch;éq-

After the meeting of the higher judivatory in 1843,

activity concerning slavery increased in the synods. The

Apyatanthropist, June 15, 1843.

ASyatohman, July 20, August 3, September 14, 1843.

46Pny1anthropist, June 21, 1843. Watchman, August 17,
1843 . L;'bgra.to;: 9 J‘zly 7 [ 1843. o .
4Tgignal of Liberty, October 2, 1843. Letter from
R.B: Bement. Presbyterian clergyman at Battle Creek,
Michigan, September 16, 1843,
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Synod of Indiana addressed a letter to all synods of their
conmection in the Southern states. The attempts to suppress
- discussion of slavery were condemned. The South was advised
that "the house of bondage" was not "the school of liberty,"

and that emancipation was "the best ﬁreparation for liber-

ty.“48

The Synod of Ohio sent a pastoral letter to the

lower judicatories on the holding of men as chattel and
"exceedingly regretted" the lack of "decided testimony in’
the last Assembly."®9 e Synod of ﬁichigan opposed attempts
to gag consideratian of the same subject in Congress, and
called on this body to enact or reject all petitions on
slavery. All "good citizens" were urged to petitlon Congress
to abolish slavery in the District of Columbisa and the

50

territories. While the Synod of Peorla renewed the non-
51

fellowship rule adopted earlier,  the Synod of Illinols left

48Recbrds of the Synod of Indiana, 1826-1845, 310-20.

49Records of the Synod of Ohlo, 1838-1848, 97-100,
107.

records of the Synod of Michigan, 1835-1851, II,
36~-37. Slgnal of Liberty, November 13, 1843,

5lRecords of the Synod of Peoria, 1843-1859, I, T-8.
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Christian communion entirely "“to the ministers and

52 The action in the presbyteries followed a

churches."
simllar péttern.53 Most of the western Judicatorles that
had not adopted non-fellowship resolutions took this position

54

during the next few years. But when the 8ynod of Western

Reserve passed these measures in 1845, the Presbytery of
Portage considered thls action "false and subversive. "D

In June, 1844, a Presbyterian and Congregational Gonv;ntion,
held in Cleveland, passed measures urging the duty of
avoiding fellowshlip with those who supported or were involved
in the system. A simllar convention was held in Detroit

in 1845 and these resolutions were renewed.

52Records of the 8ynod of Illinois, 1831-1855, I,
252-53.

53Records of the Presbyterlies of: Logansport, 1839~
1844, I, 36-38; Cincinnati, 1844-1870, II, 14-17; St.
Joseph, 1833-1848, 193; Alton, 1836-1850, 159-63%; Wash-
tenaw, 1837-1848, I, 237-38, 252.

5§Recorde of the Presbyteries of: Meadville, 1843~
1855, 39-41; Hamilton, 1847-1861, 11-13; Belvidere, 1847~
1863, I, 15-16. Presbytery of Peoria: New York Observer,
May 30, 1846. 8ynod of Peoria: Herald of the Prairie,
June 6, 1849. Records of the Wisconsin Convention, 1840~
1861, I»’ 1250 '

55Recorda of the Synod of Western Reserve, 1825-1845,
I, 324.64§ecords of the Presbytery of Portage, 1843-1863,
,IV, 3" L4

' 5§Egg York gbsegzeg, April 20, July 6, 1844, July 5,
1845. W » May 8, July 31, 1845, wggtegg Citizen,
Ausust' 22. 1 . 1&!&1 gg; Dibe;:lj], June 30, 1 45. M_Q_g
of . Presbyteprian and C egational Convention, Cleveland,
Ohio (Cleweland: T.H. 8mead, 1 » 3=6e .
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Outside of the Mlddle West the measures of the
Judicatories took a milder turn. The Synod of Western
Pennsylvania condemned the institutlion of slavery but
deprecated “the attempts ... to produce Schism ... on that
ground."5! The Synod of Genesee renewed its measures of
1837, wﬁich condemmed political preaching on Sunday, and
expressed disapproval of "all disorganlizing measures ...
attempting to promote aboiition ...'subveréive of the peace
and harmony of the church. "0 Only the Presbytery of
Angellica went as far as wiéhdrawing fellowshlp from those
who "persisted in the practice."59 In 1845 the Presbytery
of Geneva, New York, which had "hitherto remained silent,"
spoke agalinst human bondage but-in stronger terms cdndemnéd
"agitators."so

As thé date for the Assembiy of 1846 drew near, a
group of Indiana Presbyterians met at Logansport. They is~-
sued a call for a Presbyterian Anti-Slavery Convention to
meet in Fhiladelphls two déys before the convening of the

triennial meeting in order "if possible to devise a remedy

-

8 57R.ecords of the Synod of Western Pennsylvania, 1843~
1870, 9.

58The Synod of Geneva took similar action. New York
Obse » November 4, 1843.

59New York Evangelist, November 16, 1843,
6°Neg York Observe s August 31, October 12, November
2, 1844, February 22, 1 5. Resolutions on slavery were
also passed by the presbyteries of Oswego, Ithica, and
Montrose.’
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for the evil.“len February 12, 1846, a letter to the
Watchman of the Valley stated that "most strenuous efforts"
were being used to prevent a conven%ion or "to keep as man§
from it as possible." S8ince every synod "iﬂ the western
Free 8tates have deciarad that they will ﬁo longer fellow-
ship slaveholders,® he added, "to be consistent, then, they
can no longer felléwship slaveholders in the Assembly."

The Christian Observer objected to the convention, saying,
"The.strange fire mingled in these efforts awakens deep
éoncern in the minds of many of the most intelligent members
of the Church." The editor cited "an esteemed pastor in
Pennsylvania® “who viewsd the convention as a sign of the
storm which had been "gathering thicker and blacker for some
years.'62 The Dgggoiﬁ Observer considered the gathering
Mcontrary to the genius of the Constitution of the Presby-
terian Church," and the New York Observer concluded that
"the diversity of sentiment” on bondage rendered "further

63

éompromise difficult if not-impossible." In the West the

Presbytery of Dayton, Ohlo, alone expreésed disapproval,

61 .
Watchman, November 13, 1845. Anti-S8lavery Bugle
February 20, 1646. ’ ’

6201ted by New k Observe y February 7, 1846. Bee::
Watchman, December 18, 1845, February 12, March 5, 1846.

Lk6. 6361ted by New York Observer, March 7, February T,
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and viewed the refusél in the West to hold communion as sim-
ilar to the Convention of 1837'.64 Critics were answered by
the Watchman of the Valley, March 5, 1846, with assurance
that the Convention had "no sinister aim." When the Conven-
tion met, it agreed that-members who persisted in the sin of
slaveholding should not "be received or retained within ...
fellowship." A provisioﬁal committee was appointed to
correspond énd call meetings to this end.65

The 8ynod of Indlana gradually took the lead against
slavery. Feelling that a weakness in the past had been due
to a lack of synodical unity, Indiana selected a committee
to confer with others in the West in order to propose a
single united action to the parent body. In 1845 the
committee reported it had joined with others to ask that the
highest Jjudicatory send to the presbyteries an overture to
make slaveholding a sin forbidden by the eighth

.66
commandment. Several presbyteries also concurred in

6%4yatonman, April 23, 1846.
65New 'xdr- k Observer, May 30, 1846.

66This would have 1nserted the word "slaveholding"
after the word "man-stealing" in the answer to question.l42
of the Larger Catechlism. It-had been taken out in 1816.
Indiana had consulted with representatives of the Synods of
Ohio and Cincinnati, and Peoria united without consultation.
S8ee Records of the 8ynods of: Indiana, 1826-1845, I, 334-3%6,
350-52, Ohio 9 1838"1848 9 I ’ 119, Peoria 9 1843"1859 ’ I 9 26"'
28+ ‘Watchman, June 19, October 16, 30, 1845, July 16, 1846;
New-xorg Observer, January 4, 1845.
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thls;67 The Christian Observer objected to such measures,
and emphaslzed that the standafds of the Church d4id not
demand that slavery be condemﬁed. The Watchman of the
Valley called “for a decision different from that of the
last lnlszaembly.'.'68 Only four synods, all from the Middle
West, and tweniy-eight presbyteries petitioned the
Assembly on servitude;69 From the East came the prayers
of the Presbytery of Harrisburg beseechling the Assembly to
do nothing that would "in the least disturb the peace or
endanger the unity" of the Church.'® The strongest
“memorials came ffoﬁ the 8ynod of Peoria, and from the

Pregbyterles of Cleveland and Grand River.7l

67Presbyteries of Washtenaw, Genesee, Salem and
Scloto. 8ee Records of the Presbyteries of: Washtenaw,
1837-1848, I, 272; Alton, 1836-1850, 214. New York
Observer, July 16, 1846. .

68Watehman, May 7, 1846.

69Assemblx Minutes, 1846, 10. Anti-Slavery Reporter,
cited by Watchman, July 16, 1846. 8Seventeen presbyteries
were from.the Mlddle West, eight from central and western
New York, and three from western and northwestern Penn-
sylvania.

TOatchman, July 16, 1846.

71Records of the Presbyterles of: Gleveland, 1830-
1849, 346; Grand River, II, 1836-1849, 249-251; Meadville,
1843-1857, T4-76; Salem, II, 1841-1861, 123; Trunbull, 1827-
1847’ I, 599-604; 8t. steph, 1833-1848, 193; G’a_lena’ 1841-
1863, 38; Washtenaw, 1837~-1848, I, 272; Indianapolis, 1839-
1863, I, 72, T4-80. Records of the Synod of Peoria, 1843~
1859, I, 26-28. For the other memorials, see: Ne ng%s
Observer, May 9, 1846; Watchman, April 23, Julyri§, 1846.
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During the debate on servitude the consensus was
that they should reaffirm the Act of 1818. It was impos-
sible for the Assembly to decline action and still retain
unity after its 0ld School counterpart'adopted new res-
olutions in 1845. The delegates from the West: made it
clear that separation would come if action was not forth-
coming. Albert Hale, of the Presbytery of Illinois, saild
if measures were not passed, the churches in the Wéét would
be "likely to join a Western Assembly." 8. N. Steel, of
thegPresbytery of La Porte, said: "The West demands action...
The importance of the West demands action." J.G. Wilson,
of the Presbytery of Logansport, addedvtha% the
great body of the West was ready to form a new General
Synod of Assembly unless the right kind of action were
taken. Cyrus L. Watson, of the Presbytery of Cleveland,
speaking with the voice of "Young America," said, "The
star of empire travelling [ﬁ;g] westward will soon“
stand stlll over the Great Valley, and then we shall give
laws to the Atlantic and Pacific slope, and this great
~ country shall be free." Other Westerners spoke in the

same veine.

"2Ney York Observer, June 13, 1846.
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From the Eagst the attack on abolition competed with
the arguments agaeinst slavery. C.H. Read, of the Fourth
Pregbytery of New York, dld not know which was more to be
feared, "the results growing out of slavery," or the "unholy
fire" of abolitionism. H.A. Rowland, of the“Presbyte;y of
Mbnt;ose, felt the North and South should unite against
abolitionism, and J.P. Hovey, of the Presbytery of Ithaca,
stated frankly: "I consider abolitionism a heresy." E.F.
Hatfleld, of the Third Presbytery of New York, informed the
Assembly that his presbytery would welcome any Southerner
to its pulpits but there were many abollitlionists that would
not be welcome. "We have no confidence in them,” he
explained. ' | )

From the West, only Duffileld spdke against abolition-
ism.73 The Third and Fourth Présbyteries of New York were
for the mildest possible measures. The delegate from the
Presbytery of Rockaway "wanted action that would save the
South.® James W. Phillips, of Harrisburg, was for "a
masteriy inactivity." ThHe commissioner of the Presﬁytery of
Pittsburgh wanted anfindefinite postponement of the
controversj, whlle the delegate from North River, New York,

.73'éﬁ ork Observe y May 30, June 13, 1846; Watchman,
June 11, 1 o ,
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read resolutions "deprecating all divisive action.”
According to the é.elega.tes from the Presbyteries of‘ Hudson
and Newark, these bodles would be satisfled if no measures
were t.a.ken.74

When the Committee presented 1its report, the resolu-
tions followed the position of the conservative East. The
highest judicatory had no right "“to prescribe any new test
by which the churches ... shall}ﬂe guided in the reception
of communicants." The question of slavery was to be sent
back to the lowe; Judicatories. W.H. Beecher, from the
Presbytery of Maumee, presented a minority revort that took
the position of the Middle West. It asked the Assembly to
send down an overture that would make slaveholding a sin
forbidden by the eighth commandment. George Duffield,
chairman of the committee, presented a report that took
a middle position.!? After nine days of debate, during
which other proposals were rejected, Duffleld's modified
proposal was accepted by all except those froﬁ the South,
four conservatives from Pennsylvahia, and an abolltionlst

from the Middle West. The statement reaffirmed all of the
Church's resolutions on slavery from 1787 to 1818, and

'MM York Observer, May 30, June 13, 1846.

75&53 York Observéf, May 30, 1846. The Assembly of
1847 was .also asked to send down an overture on the eigh
commandment: Assembly Minutes, 1847, 1l43.
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condemmed that institution as "intrinsically an unrighteous
and oppfessive system.” The réport, however, had declined
"to determine the degree of moral turpitude." "Divisive
énd schismatic measures" were condemed and ihe.”withholding
of fellowship" was declined. Since the Assembly_had no
legislative or Judicial authority, the matter was left to
the presbyteries;76

The Signal of Liberty of June 27, 1846, considered
the pronouncement "very ingenious, pleading about equally
strong against the-'system' ess (not against slaveholding) ...
and against «.. aboiitioniéﬁs eses Three sections read one
way, and three the other." The New York Observer agreed it
might be read "two ways by some." It was called "an
explicit testiﬁony-against slavery," but "probably a slight
modification would have brought genéral aéreement," lamented

"7 The Wetchman of the Valley warned those who

the Observer.
joyfully proclaimed “the question settled" that 1t was “a
doomed institution. The anathemas of God 1z upon it +.s
Every successive General Assembly ﬁill'press the question
further and further to the final issue of a non-slaveholding

Church. "78

-

76Assemblx Minuteg, 1846, 28-31.
TTNew York Observer, June 13, 1836.
T8yatehman, June 25, 1846.
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One of the most dilvislive questions before the tri-
ennial meeting of 1846 was the so-called "Graham Case."
William Graham, of the Presbytery of Cincinnati, had de-
nounced zbolitionism and defended bondage as a scriptural
institution before the 8ynod of Cincinnati in 1843, He
published his statéments in pamphlet form in the spring of
1844. A member of Ripley brought a charge against him .
which was sustalined without a dissenting vote in the lower
Judicatory of Cincinnati. When 1t was-carried to the 8ynod,
‘he was censured and the Presbytery was instructed to bring
him to repentance. When it was reported in October, 1845,
that repentance had not been secured from the accused,
the Synod suspended him.79 Graham defended his position in
a pamphlet in which he posed as the defender of the position
of the General Assembly. His arguments, he said, were
aimed at counteracting the influence of the abolitionistslso

The Christian Observer, condemmed. the decision of

81

the Synod,S! and the New York Observer said, "The ablest and

~ TWatchman, November 7, December 12, 1844; October 30,
1845. William Graham, The Contrast of the Bible and Aboli-

tionism: An Exegetical Argument (Cincinnati: Atlas Office
1644) . . ’

. 80y1111am Greham, The Cause and Mamner of the Trial
and Suspension of the Rev. William Greham by the New Synod
of Cincinnatl (privately printed), 3-8. ~

8101ted in the Watchman, January 1, 1846,
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best men of the church"™ would be "liable to the same
condemation" if the Agsembly sustained the Synod inlits
review of th; case. In reference to the Philadelphia
Convention of 1846 the New York Observer stated, "An
ecclesiastical court 1ls about to sit .¢.. A numbef of Judges
meet together before the sitting ... and‘agree upon a
decisio_n!"82 The Princeton Review sald of Graham's pamphlet:
"His argﬁﬁgnt is so purely a reiteration of undeniable

seripture statements that we hold it to be una.‘nswerable."a3

When the matter came before the Assembly of 1846, the )
decision of ﬁhe 8ynod was called "unconstitutional and
irregular and therefore null and void." The 8ynod was asked
to correct its proceedings but twentyfﬁine members opposed

this resolution;s4

When the 8ynod of Cincimnati met in
October, 1846, it refused to reinstate Graham, and asked the
Assembly to reconsider the case;85. In January, 1847, the
Presbytery of Hamilton expressed a determination to remain

a part of the 8ynod of Cincinnatl only as long as defenders

82&93 York Obsgerver, February 7, 1846.
83ppinceton Review, XVI, No. 2 (April, 1844), 310,

842&9 vote agalnst 1t was divided as followa: seven
from Geneva, three from Genesee, one from Meadville, and
elghteen from the Middle West. Cinecinnati, of course, did
not vote on the matter. Assembly Minutes, 1846, 31-33,
Newy York Observer, June 13, 1846. - .

'85New'York.0bServer, October 31, November 7, 1846.
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of slavery were denled fellowship.86 Other Western
Judicatories objected to the decision of the Aesembly;87
Graham presented a memorial on his status to the adjourned
Assembly of 1847, but was requested to withdraw it until
the next meeting'.88 When Graham left the Synod and took
up an 01ld School pastorate in Pennsylvanla, the conflict
over this lssue dled down;89

By 1847, nothing short of a completely anti-slavery
organization could have stopped the disintegration of the
Church in the West. Three decisions in the triennial meet-
ing of 1846 had contributed to'this:. (1) the measures
adopted were not strong enough for many back home, (2) the
Graham case offended many bodles that occupled the eame

position of non-commmion as the Synod of Cincimnati, and

86Robert Bisghop Papers (Manuscript, Miami University,
Oxford, Ohio)e Thornton Mills to Bishop, December 1,
1846; C.E. Stowe to Bishop, December 2, 1846. Records of
the Presbytery of Hamilton, 1847-1868,. 11-13. Watchman,
January 14, 1847.

87Presbyteries of Ripley and Knox: Wetchman, July 9,

16, 1846; and June 3, 1847. Presbytery of Ottawa: Gould,
_ﬁ cit., 120-121, 133-135; Westé Citizen, October 27,

1686; Western Herald, October 21, November 4, 1846; May 5,
1847. -Records of the Synod of Peoria, 1843-1859, I, 4]~
42, Records of the Presbytery of Alton, 1836-1850, 134~
35« Records of the 8ynod of Illinois, 1831-1857, I, 304.

88 ) ssembly Minutes, 1847, 142+

89Records of the Presbytery of Chillicothe, 1846-
1860’ IV’ 39-400 G’albraith’ Ob. tho, 180"1810
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(3) the admission of the 8ynod of Mississippi had extended

90 A letter to the

the area of slavery in the church.
Watchman of the Valley on October 14, 1847, frankly posed
the question in the minds of many: "What can be done to
check and ward off the assaults of fhe 014 School on one
side and Congregationalists on the other?" Duffield ex-
pressed this fear in his diary. On one side'was the
"irresponsible spirit of wild lawless democracy ..., the
ﬁltra Congregationalists ... and 0ld School Présbyterianism
in another."gl' In June, 1847, a writer from the Presbytery
of Knox complained in the Watchman of the Valley that Knox
had lost almost half of ité-members during the past year
becaﬁse of the position of the Church on human bondage.

The editor observed that it was "a very easy process for
omigrants from New England to trensfer their relations

from Presbyterian to Congregational C!l‘luz'e.'l‘zes."'g2 By

1853, the Presbytery had lost one of its most-important'
churches, that of Galesburg, Illinois, because of the
connection the Chufch maintained with the Institution of

Opresbytery of Ottawa: Western Gitizen, October 27,
1846. MWestern Herald, October 21, 1846. Records of the
8ynod of Peoria, 1843-1859, I, 42, November 4, 1846.
Presbytery of Ripley: Watchman, July 16, 1846.

9lgeorge Durfield Diary (Manuscript, Detrolt Public
Library, Detroit), May 30, 1847, 152.

92Wétchﬁan; June 3, 1847,
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slavery.”> In November, 1846, the Sixth Presbyterian Church
of Cincinnati, which had split off from the Firsti Church
because of the question of servitude, became the Vine
Street Congregational Church for the same reason. By 1850
the Third Presbyterian Church of Cleveland, a Free Presby-
terlian body, split off from the 014 Stong Church over human
bondage and later became the Plymouth Congregational Church.
In Chicago, the Third Presbyterian Church, which had been
organized as a secession from the First because of slavery,
became Congregational in 1850 because of the same problem'.‘g4
In 1851 Charles Hall, Secretary to the A.H.M.S., in answer-
ing privately an article in a western Presbyterlan paper,
denied the statement that "Constitutional" Presbyterianism
falled to grow and keep pa;e wilth the Old—School and Con-
gregationalists in the West because of lack of denomination-
al zeal. The "Reformed" Assembly was so strongly “pro-
slavery” that it could rpovn down" agitation, and-the_
congregétionalists were‘anti-slavefy in sentiment. "Hence

in churches and presbyterles, members and ministers énd

93National Era, April 28, 1853.

| 94Charles F. Goss, Cincinnati: Tng Queen Uity, 1788~
1912 (4 vols., Cincinnati: 8.J. Clark, 1912), I, 5. W;R.
Coates, A History of Cuyshoga County and.the Gitx of
Cleveland (%4 vols., New York: American Historical Society,
1924), I, 399-400. Records of the Presbytery of Chicago,
1847-1870 '} 49"50 ] 67"70 9 72"76 . zz:esb:! te;:! Re Or‘ber 9 II )
NO. l (May l’ 1851)’ 44"460 coe : : -
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churches drop off individually or in masses to the one side
or the other to get rid of agltation or personal responsi-
bility. I know of many illustrations of this; and more are
in the pibspect," he sald.’®

In 1847, the Presbytery of Grand River, Ohio, began
to suffer severely because of withdrawals. Churches in
Austinburg, Painesville, and Thompson requested withdrawal
because they opposed human bondage. The Presbytery request-
ed the Assembly of 1847 to take "uncompromising action"
on the subject, and when this waé not done, the Presby%ery
was forced to deny a request for withdfawal from the Assembly
for the purpose of organizing a body on the principles of
"New England Assoclations.” But the worst was yet to come.
In 1850, the Presbytery st1ll had seventeen churches; in

1860 it had only five;gs

The 8Synod of Western Reserve was
also forced to refuse a request to withdraw from the Assembly
in September, 1847.”7 Since many of the churches in that
body were Congregatlonal in form, it was easy for them to

change their connections. A student of the Western

.95AHMB Papers; Letter Book X, No. 2050, Charles Hall
to illegible correspondent, March 18, 1851,

96Records of the Presbytery of Grand River, Ohlo,
179. :

97Records of the Synod of Western Reserve, 1846-1867,
II: 33’ 370 .
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Reserve has called Congregationalism "among the most potent
forces +.. at work" against the institutlion on the Reserve
but claims it was ﬁeld back by its commection with Presby-
terianism.9® But Nahum Gould, the clerk of the Presbytery
of Ottaﬁa in the 1840's and 1850's, claimed "slavery.was'
made a pretext for seéaration" and for the refusal of the
Presbyterian polity;99 The Cengregationalists in the West
were becoming more denominationally minded. In July, 1846,
at Michigan City, Indiana, for the first time a general
Western Congregational Convention was held. This convention
asserted that the "spread of genuine Congregationalism® was
an effective methoé of promoting the work of emancipation.loo
In the Synod of Indlana, it was necessary to vote down a
measure looking toward separation from the Assembly if it
did not take steps to remove the system of human bondage

from the church.101

98Geiser, _Q. cit., 79.
99@ould, op. cit., 89.

10°M1nutes of the Western Goggregational Convention

Held in Michigan C City, Indisna uly 30 - August 3, 1846
Cited by Muelder’ _B' Cj.to' 2940

101yatehmen, November 18, 25, December 9, 1847.
Records of .the Synod of Indiana, 1846-1857, II, 32-35.
Gould, o _Q. cit., 254~=55 ¢
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While the Presbytery of Lewes left the Assembly

immediately after the meeting in 18461972 because it opposed
any conslderation of the problem by the highest judicatory,
the Presbytery of Ripley did not establish its proposed
Anti- Slavery Presbyterian Church until after the Assembly
of 1847 had failed to take stronber action. In July, 1846,
Ripley published a statement that it could hold no relation
wlth the parent body which "implied fellowship" until all
constitutional means had been used ™o purge itself from

" and would consult with siéter units on the pro-

slavery,
priety o% forming an anti-slavery Presbyterian Church. The
following week it l1ssued a call for a conventlon to meet

in Cincimmati following the Assembly of 1847, to establish
the new church. On October 10, 1846, Judge S.C. Stevens
issued a call for a meeting of Evangellcal Christians to
convene in Cincimnatl, concurrently with the Ripley meeting,
"to devise means of action against slavery." The Synod of
éincinnati declared the proceedings of Ripléy unconstitu-
tional, but the Presbytery pursued its'course and set up

the Free Presbyterian Synod'.lo3

1°2New York Observer, July 25, August 15, December 18,
1846; Western Her Herald, August 12, 1846.

1034atehman, July 9, 16, November 12, 19, 26, 31,
December 11, 1846; January 21, August 5, October 28, 1847.
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In the West the "Constitutional" Presbyterians
also worked agalnst sefvitude beyond %he bounds of the
Church. In October, 1846, a Christian Anti-Slavery Con-
vention met at Granville, Illinols, and passed alseries
of strong resolutions that were addressed to all denomin-
ations. The usual stand of non-fellowship was affirmed.
Presbyteriéns attached to the "Constitutional" Assembly
made up a sﬁrong contingent of~those attendiné. Flavel
Bagscom of the Thilrd Presbyterian Church of Chicago, chair-
men of the resolutions committee, was one of the most
influential members of the convention;lo4 Bascom was also
chairman of the resolutlons committee of the Western
Presbyterian and Congregational Convention which met in
Chicago in June, 1847.105_ New School Presbyterlian anti-
slavery men held a convention in SOuthérn I1linols in
October, 1847, and adopted measures, but rejected a resolution
sanctioning the Wilmot Proviso;106 Pregbyterian and
Congregational churches in Portage, Summlt, and Msdina
countles in Ohlo summoned a convention that convened at

&kron, in February of 1847, to consider the problem of humen

1°4Wéstern Citizen, November 3, 1846; Western Herabd,
November 3, 11, 1846,

loswatchman, July 15, 1847; Ohio Observer, July 14,
1847; Western Citizen, July 13, 18%7.- .

osNgt;onal Era, October 28, 1847.
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bondage. Non-fellowshlp measures were adopted and the
Assembly was asked to declare itself on the institution.
The Christian Observer of March 12, 1847, censured the
convention.1?’ The Watchman of the Valley was blamed for
the development of "the divisive tendencles in the
'Gonstitutional' Church in the West." A writer accused
ihe editor of ufgins all of the Presﬂytery of Ripley to go
with the secedars;lo8 A letter to the Christian Observer
felt that the Watchman had "contributed little or nothing
to the support and diffusioﬁ of the principles of sound
Presbyterianism" because it was "endeavoring to meet the
views of Congreéationalists and ultra-abolitionists." 07

Before the triennial meetiﬁg of 1849 many of the
Western Judicatories called for progress either by declar-
ing humgn servitude a sin requiring discipline or by send-

ing down a declaration asking the sesslions and presbyteries

1oTCit.ed by Ohio Observer, March 31, 1847; February
10, 24, 1847 o

'1oswatchman,-June 10, 1847.

o - . . .
1 gcited by Presbyterian of the West, March 30, 1843,
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to commence disclpline of slaveholders;llo The Presbytery
of Ottawa instructed its commissioner to withdraw in the
neme of the Presbytery if measﬁres were not taken to free
the Church of the institution;lll A memorial, set up by
fourteen elders and sixteen ministers from the Middle West,
asked the Church to "declare plainly and unequivoecally" that
human bondage was an offense requifing discipline. The
Assemﬁly should "recommend to the_lower Judicatories to
take 1mmed1ate'aétipn." The Church was requested to restore
the note taken out of the Larger Catechism in 1816 which
made slavery a violation of the elghth commandment, or to
send the proposition down to the presbyteries;112

The Assembly recelved nineteen documents on the
problem of human bondaée, embracing memorilals from‘thirtean
presbyteries and four Middle Western synods. All of the
documents asked that the Church be freed from the system.

‘ 110records of the Presbyteries of: Cincimmati, 1844~
1870, II, 171; Crawfordsville, 1835-1868, 316, 325; Trum-
bull, 1847-1861, II, 86. Records of the Synods of: Ill-
inois, 1831- 1855, I, 336; Ohio, 1838-1848, I, 211-213;
Peoria, 1843-1859, I, 68. Synod of Gincinnati' New York
Obgerver, November 18, 1848, Presbytery of Knox: Assembly
Minutes, 1849, 179. .

111Gould, op. git., 38.

ll?New York Evan elist, May 24, 1849. Liberator,
June 15, 1849.
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The report that was accepted reaffirmed all previous acts
and stated that there were evils connected with servitude
which could not be neglected without guilt. These "should

' But there wes no information

be corrected by discipline.'
before the Assembly to showAthat members in the South were
not doing all that they could "“to bring about emanci-
pation."ll3 An amendment, by G.W. Bagsett, of the Presbytery
of Ottawa, which declared this sin "should be treated ..

' was voted down. This proposed

114

as other gross immoralities,"
amendment representéd the poéition of the West.
Speaking of the two Presbyterian Aésemblies of 1849,
the Western Citizen questioned: "How many have felt theinr
hearts bleed, thelr souls sicken, until all confidence is -
lost, at the tardiness and even wicked indifference" of
these bodies? > The New York Observer warned judicatorles
in the North,'which were about to act 6n the problem of the-
relation of servant and master, to "weigh the matter well,

and take no position that they are ﬁot able to maintain from

the word of God, and with the concurrence of the most stable

'113Aésemb11 Minutes, 1849, 188,

114y s sembly Minutes, 1849, 184-188.

llsﬁéstern Citizen, Jﬁne 19, 1849.
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w116 Joel Parker, one of the

minded men in the community.
leading Presbyterilan clergymén of New York, warned in a
sermon that "censuring the master” and "bitter words" would
accomplish néthing. An "appeal té the 5enevolence of our
Southern brethren" was the only course that could secure
resultss?! The Herald of the Prairie saw the Assembly as
faillng to rlid 1itself of those practicing slaveholding
because "their discipline 1s limited to cases of 'cruel
treatment.' The mere fact that a man is held as a slave
proves that he is not well treated as a man," concluded the
editor;lle -
In October of 1849 the Synod of Utica halled the
measures adopted by the Church that year as a step forw&niglg
But in the Middle West, the Synod of Illinois was forced to

120

beat down an effort to separate from the Church, and

the majority of the Presbytery of Ottawa voted itself out

116Néw York Oﬁserver, July 28, 1849.

1171p1d. Presbyterian of the West, August 23, 1849,

llgﬂéséli of the 22&1:;9;‘Ju1y 18, 1849.

119%ew York Observer, Odtober 20, 1849.

128ecords of the Synod of Illinois, 1831-1855, I,

347,
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of the body;lal Threats of secesslon were made by the
Presbyteries of Fort Wayne, and Indianapolis, as well as
the Synod of Western Reserve;122 The Indiana Christian
Herald, of Crawfordsville, tried to calm the agitation by
prinﬁing an account of the transformation taking place in -
the South that looked toward the abolition of slavery.. -

The Christian Observer, through a correspondent, took the
Synod of Western ReserG and the Presbytery of Indianapolis
to tagk in an article entitled: "Are They Presbyterians?™
"Are they sincerely attached to the Form of Government and
Book of Discipline of the Presbyterian Church?" asked the
vriter. He sald the Church needed purging and-suggested that
the S8ynod withdraw. The Ohio Observer defended these two
bodies'.lz4 Other judlcatéries in the West defeated

resolutions to withdraw, condemned the measures of the

12160u1a, ope cit., 39-42. Liberator, November 30,

1849. Anti-Slaver Qgglg, December 15, 1849. Independent,
November 22, 184G, -

- 122Records of the Presbytery of Indianapolis, 1839~
1863, I, 167-7T0. Crawfordsville Herald, September 13, 1849.
Central Watchman, October 5, 1849. Records of the 8ynod of
Indiane, 1846-1857, II, 78~84. Presbytery of Fort Wayne:
Evangelical Repository, VIII, No. 65 (November, 1849), 284.
New York Evangelist, October 11, 1849.

1231n31ana Christian Herald, July 17, 1849.

| 12461 4ed 1n Independent, October 25, 1849; Ohio
Observer, November .28, 1§E9.
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highest Jjudicatory, or asked for more posltlve measures in
1850.125

During the early months of 1850 the question of
secession was debated in Western Reserve. The Ohio Obgerver
 ran a three colum editorial on the inexpedilency of leaving.
the Church, and the debate continued for months in the
Obéerver.126 As a compromise between the forces involved,
é‘éorfeépondent suggested that the churches withdraw and
form an independent Presbyterian and Congregational .'E"ynod.i.lg7
A ministers' meeting on secession was held at Norwalk, Ohio,
.where it waé urged that the presbyteries meet the "quastion
in a calm and fearless manner." A speaker observed that Mof
the one hundred and forty ministers connected with the Byﬁod
of Western Reserve not one ... can be found who does not |
deplore the existence™ of slavery. Not one church "would
tolerate in its commuﬁion and fellowshlip a member wﬁo should

be known to buy or sell, for the purpose of gain, a fellow

125.Records of the Presbyteries of: Franklin, 1846-

1860, 117-20; Cleveland, 1847-1870, 42-46; Trumbull, 1847T-
83; Pataskala, 1848-1870, II, 36+ A.C. Crist, The History

of Marion Presbytery, Its Churches, Elders, Minlsters,
Mission .Bocieties (Delaware, Ohlot:Delaware Gazette, 1908),
45, Presbyteries of Athens, Logansport, and Fort Wayne: i

Central Christian Herald, April 25, May .2, 9, 1850.
1250110 Observer, February 20, 1850

127¢1ted in New York Evangelist, March 14, 18504
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n128 When the Assembly met in May, 1850, nineteen

creature.
memorials had been submitted to it. Two were from

synods -- Western Reserve and Indlana -- and thirteen were
from presbyteries. When the committee on slavery mzade its
report, Duffield, the chalrman, presented the majority
report, and Wisner that of the minority. Both left the
question of the sin of slaveholding to the presbyteries and
sesslions. The minority statement was more concise, brief
and energetic;129 Wisner had attended the “anti-slavery
caucus held by a few members from Ohlo, Indiana, and New
York, and thought he could harmonize the views of all by a

few bold vague general resolutions. "0

During the debate
W.C. Clark, of VWestern Reserve, warﬁed that if no action
were taken, "a large number" would leave the body. “There
exists in Ohio," he cautionéd, @a free Synod, and there may
exlist a free As;embly, and by tﬁe two mill-stoneé, the new
Assembly and the Congregationalists, this Assembly will be

ul3l

ground to powdere. J.C. Stiles, of the Third Presbytery

1285110 Obgerver, February 20, 1850.

, Assembly Minutes, 1850, 310-311l; New York Observer
June 1, 1850. S .’ 4 ! ? = N 'f“"

150george Duffield Diary, V, May 26, 1850, 49.
lB;HgE York Observer, June 8, 1850.
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of New York, made a very effective speech in defense of
the South. "Men who dwell south of Mason and Dixon's line
have done mofe to convert the heathen than the'wholé world
beside," he informed the Assembly. He made a devastating
attack ;n abolitionism beforeihe left the floor. Seventeen
congervatlives, almost all from the East, requested that he
prinﬁ 1t,152 A writer to the Southern Presbyterian called
Stlles' speech "the ablest defense of the South" that he

had yei seen.l33 The Washington Daily Unlon, a-strong

advocate of the union movement, called the épeech one of
"the most able and unanswerable arguments in favor of
Divine truth. n13%4

The minority report was amended and adopted
with only sixteen votes (all Southern) against it. It
pfonounced slavery, except in "y navoidable" cases, an
offense requiring the discipliﬁe of the chﬁrch. Since
the presbyteries and sessions were "the courts of
primary jurisdiction ... the whole subject of siavery "as

it exlsted in the Church was referred to thém to take

132Joseph C. Stiles, Speech on the Slavery Resolu-
tiong, Delivered in the General Assemblx Which Met in.
Detroit.in May Last Tﬁﬁshington, D.G.: Jonathan T. Towers,
5507 » 29"30 ’ 42'2m

| l33cited in the Independent, September 26, 1850.

13%0011y Union, December 17, 1850
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such measures "as in their judgement the laws of
Christianity require." 7>

After the division of 1837-1838, the "Reformed"
Assembly remained relatlvely free of contro;ersy in its
annual meetings. By and large, tﬁe guestion of servitude
remained a toplc of amlable discusslon at the lower levels
of the church courts; but in September, 1839, the Presbytery
of Chillicothe pessed resolutions that 1t could not hold
feliowship with those who treat men as property, or with any
presbytery or synod that Justifled the practice;136 When
the record of this action came before the Synod of Cincimmati, ~ -
it was declared "unscriptural and unconstitutional." The
Presbytery was iequired eee to reconsider ... and ;escind"

137

these measures. Chillicothe refused to rescind the act;,

but clarified them by stating that the resolutions applied
to eccleslastlical bodles which Jjustified slavery by scrip-

ture and did not exercise discipline as for other siné;l38

‘135Assembli Minutes, 1850, 325. (New School)

136Pnilan,tnro 1st, October 22, 1839. Galbraith,
ODe Q ey 1470

37Records of the 8Synod of cincinnati, 1839-1843, I,
13, 15-16. In 1842 the Presbytery of 8t. Clairsville asked
a church to repeal a simllar rule: Records of the ?resbytery
of 8t. CIairsville, 1839-1849, I, 112-13, 123-24.

Philangggop;s , December 31, 1839.
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The Synod of Cincinnati accepted Chillicothe's interpreta-
tion that the resolutions were not 1mmed1ateiy intended to
excommunicate all presbyteries involved in the Southern
Institution. The Synod itself, in 1841, enjoined the
ekerclse of discipline against those Jjustifying slavery,
but added an amendment that.immediate emancipation was not
universally desirsbles>>° The Synod of Plttsburgh tabled
a memorial in 1839 to separate from communion those guilty
of slaveholdling and overruled the Pfesbytery of Beaver and
one of its churches which had required the pastor to spend
part of his time exposing the evils of slavery. The Synod,
however, reaffirmed the Acts of 1818. After 1839 the 8ynod
elther refused to consider memorials concerning servitude
or referred petitioners to its action of that year;;
In the bounds of the Synod of Pittsburgh the Presbytery of
bhio removed a minister from the Church for assailing the
Preébytery in an article on slavery in the Christian Witness
in 1841. The Presbytery of St. Clairsville secured the
dismissal of a minister in 1844 and another in 1846 for

similar statements in the Llberty Courier and in the Libeftx

41393ecords of-the Synod of Cincinnati, 1839-1843,
I, 73'77: 93-94, 103-105.

140Presb%tegién Advocate, November 9, 11, 1840,

November 3, 1841, October 1, 1845



131

Advocate.141

The Synod of Illinois, in 1842, overruled a
decision of the Presbytery of Peorla to the effect that
a sesslon should not ask for the immediate abandonment of
the practice of buying and selling men for gain, but the
next year the 8Synod sustained the Presbytery in ;ts rule
that modern abollitlonlsm should not be introduced into
a pulpit wheré the pastor and congregation opposed 1t;142

The "Reformed" Assembly indefinitely postponed con-
silieration of the question of human bondage in 1841, and |
in 1842 rejected resolutions from the Presbyteries of Oxford
and Chillicothe asking for measures to.enforcé the Acts of
1818'.‘]‘4'3 In 1843 another memorial was sent up by Chillicothe
but was tabled along with the petition of the previous

yea,r't144 The Watchman of the Valley classified sueh action

lklRecords of ths Presbytery of Ohlo, 1835 1843, VII,

193, 291, 304-305. Records of the Presbytery of St.
Clairsville, 1839-1849, I, 176-79, 190, 251-56.

1 2Records of the Synod of Illinois, 1831-1855, 90~
91, 96-97. For similar action see: Records of the Presby-
tery of Richland, 1833-1850, II, 330-32.

143 ) sgenbly Minutes, 1841, IX, 419; X, 16, 18. New
Ior Obgerver, May 28, 1842.

144Ga1bra1th, _p. cit., 161-63. New York Observer,
Mgy 27, 1843. .
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nlids

as an application of the "gag law, and Chillicothe

denounced it as "protecting ... criminals from the censure

of the Church."-46

Following the general convocation of
the Church, th; Synod of Cincinnati met and witnessed the
much publicized debate between George Junkin and Thomas E.
Thomas. Junkin spoke for eight hours against abolitionism
after R.H. Bishop had introduced antli-slavery resolutions.
Thomas gave‘an effective answer, but the whole matter was

147 Junkin's speech was printed and

indefinitely postponed.
became one of the most powerful Noéthern religious statements
agalinst abolitlionism. It was a factor in securing his
electlion as moderator of the Church in‘1844, but made him

so controversial that he was forced to retire from Miami

University;148 The opinions expressed by Junkin were

145 yatohman, May 11, 1843.

S ——————

465 o sbrterian, October 7, 1843

147Records of the Bynod of Ohio, 1839-1843, 764-69,
184-89, 204-205. David X. Junkin, A Higtorical Biogra
of George Junkin (Philadelphia: J.B. Lippincott, 1@%15, .
440-241," George Junkin, The Integrity of Our National. Union
V.S. Abolitionism: An Argument From the Bible (Cincinnatis
R.P. Donogh, 1843). .Thomas, Op. Cite, 37

‘148141 anthropist, October 2, 1844. David Junkin,
op. cit., %53, %59. Thomes, op. ¢it., 64. Presbyterian,

September 28, 1844.
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characterized by the Princeton Revilew as the Judgment of
"the great body of the intelligent and plous men of the
éountry.“149 |

By-1844 the Western judicatoriles became concerned
because of the fallure of the majority of the 014 School
Assembly to permit a full discussion of the slavery question.
This problem was discussed in the Synods of Ginecimnati,

Indiana, and Northern Indiana;lso

In 1843 Northern

Indiana became the fifgt synod to petition the Assembly on
slavery. The Synod of Illinois had rejected requests to
memorialize the parent body in 1841 and 1844, and that of
Pittsburgh had refused the same in 1839'.15l When the general
‘church body falled to take action in 1844, nine delegates

152

entered a protest on the records. The anti-slavery

members of the Presbytery of Beaver, Pennsylvania, opened

149Pr;nceton Review, XVI, No. 4 (October, 1844), 551.

George Junkin Papers (Manuscript: Miami University Library,

Oxford, Ohio), Junkin to Joel Gollins, Easton, Pennsylvania,
November 8, 1844, - ,

'159New York Observer, November 9, 1844. Thomas, gg:
. git., 65.. Records of the 8ynod of Cincinnati, 1844-1864%,
IV, 19-20, 35-39e

151Records of the Synod of Northern Indlans, 1843~
1864, I, 26. Records of the Synod of Illinoisi 1831-1855,
54, 118. ZPregbyterian Advocate, November 13, 1839«

152)ggembly Minutes, 1844, 367.
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correspondence with those of the same stamp in the Presby-
tery of Chillicothe on the expediency of estéblishing a
new organization;153

When the "Reformed" Assembly met in 1845, memorilals
were presented from the Presbyteries of Chillicothe, Ohio,
and Donnegal, Pennsylvanla, and from corresponding bodies
in Séotland, Ireland and New Hampshire'.lS4 The measures
adopted by the Church, over the negative vote of thirteen
delegates, declared "that since Christ and his inspired
apostles did not make the holding of slaves a bar to
commmion, we, as a court of Christ, have no authority to
do s0." Although it recognized and denounced evils often
attached to slavery’, the report stated that "modern
abolitionism ..., s0 far from removing the evils complalned
of, tend only to perpetuate and aggravate thems "132 During
the session, James H. Thornwell, a delegate froi South
Carolina, wrote his wife that he, although not a member of
the committee to draw up the resolutions on slavery, had
submitted a paper to the group. Before.he~closed the letter
he added a postscript: "The committee did not adopt my

-

- 153Th6mas, op. cit., 63«

154Watchman, May 22, 1845. New York Observer, Juns T,

14, 1845.. Assembly Minutes, 1845, 13, 30, 3ke
1555sgembly Minutes, 1845, 17+
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report fully ..., but will bring in one that takes nearly
the same positlon, one which vindicates the South, and will
put the question at rest."l56 The Signal of Liberty observed
that the question had beeﬁ disposed of in twenty minutes-

157

without any discussion whatever. "Deep regret" was

expressed by the Assocliate Synod of Nérth America‘that
the 01d School Assembly adopted resolutions that had "a

direct tendency to encourage the slaveholder and his

nl58

abettor. The Watchman of the Valley sald the Asgembly

had a faise 1ssue,.and the Presbytery of Beaver echoed this
159

sentiment. The Presbytery of Blairsville, Pennsylvania,
considered the measures of 1845 to be in harmony with
those of 1818; but, since many did not, the Assembly was
asked to reaffirm the position of 1818'.16O Most of the

Judicatories that considered the action of 1845 felt that

G S  C——— S ——————  W——

Thornwell (Richmond: Whittet and Shepperson, 1875), 286-
The 13 votes against the Assembly resolutions were all
cast by Western delegatese.

156B.M. Pglmer, The Life and Letters of James Henle
6 57.

15783 mal of Liberty, July 21, 1845.

158Evangelical Repository, IV, No. 1 (June, 1845), 35.
159

Watchman, June 5§, 1845. New'York Qbserver,
November 1, 1845.

160p,0sbyterian Advocate, April 22, 1846,
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there had been no backward step, and that the Acts of
1818 had not been nullified;l6l

An 0l1d School Convention had met at Hamilton,'Ohio,
in 1844, to propose anti-slavery resolutions to the
Cincinnati convocation of the Church. A convention also
met early in 1845 in the bounds of the Presbytery of
Chillicothe and resolved to withdraw from the Church if it
was not immediately freed from connection with human

bondage.162

After the Church had adopted the new acts of
1845, another conventioh met In Cincinnati and voted
against wlthdrawing, but agreed on a convention to meet at
Alleghany, Pennsylvanla, to draw up resolutions to present
to the Church in 1846.163 Another convention met at Mt.
Pleasant, Ohlo, and protested the measures adopted in

1845, The Alleghan& meeting asked the Assembly to reaffirm
the Acts of 1818;164 Churches at Greenfield and Red Oak

petitlioned the Presbytery of Chillicothe to withdrgw,

l61Records of the following: Presbytery of Crawfords-
ville, 1839-1854, 247; Synod of Cincinnati, 1844-1864, IV,
85-99; Bynod of Wheeling, 1841-1849, I, 177-78; Presbytery
of Ohio, 1843-1850, VIII, 146, 149-50; Presbytery of Maumee,
1842-1852, II, 100. Presbytery of Sangamon, Illinois:
Norton, op. cit., 362+

162y esbyterlian, March 15, 22, 1845
16

3Phila.n opist, Moy 21, 1845, Anti-S8lavery Bugle,
June 5, 1846. Jonn W. Scott Papers (Manuscript, Miami v
‘University, Oxford, Ohio), J.W. Scott to Convention, May 13,
1845; 8cott to TiE. Thomas, May 12, 1845,

164Presb terian, September 6, 1845. Presbyterian
Advocate, April 27, May 27, 1846.
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but this request was refused. A protest against sending
commisslioners to the Assembly was also refused;ls5

When the general convocation of the Church met at
Philadelphla in 1846, memorials were received from the
Aésociations.of New Hampshire and the Presbyterian Church
of Canada lamenting the action in 1845. The Free Church of
Scotland and the Presbyterian Church of Ireland as well as
the General Assocliations of Connecticut and Massachusetts,
asked the Assembly to deal adequately with the problem of
human bondage. The Presbyterles of Beaver, Blairsville,
Hocking, and Lisbon, Ohlo, and Albany, New York, petitioned
‘the Church concerning servitude;l66 The Philadelphia meet-
ing adopted a declaration that the measures of 1845 were
not to be understood as having rescinded any previous testi-

167 :
mony e The Southern Presbyterien Review characterized
~ the Presbyterian Church as having "the wisdom given her to

165Records of the Presbytery of Chillicothe, 1846-
1860’ IV, 15"180 Galbraith’ _020 9—2‘&" 167"690

l66Pr1nceton Review, XXII, No. 3 (July, 1846), 421,
Evangelical Repository, V, No. 2 (July, 18465, T1-75.
New York Observer, July 5, 12, 1845; May 30, 1846.
Asgsembly Minutes, 1846, 206.

167Aésemblx Minutes, 1846, 206.
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understand the progress of events and to keep fully abreast
of the age."ls8

The minority of the Presbytery of Mahoning withdrew
from the 0l1d School in 1847 because of slavery, and became
the Free Presbytery of Mahoning. They had been aggrieved
by the decision of 1845, and withdrew when the Assembly
Insisted, In answer to letters from Presbyterlan bodies in
Scotland and Ireland, that the 0l1d School position on
slavery had been "deliberately and consclentiously taken."169
Mahoning became a‘part of the Free Presbyterian Church of-
America and continued to receive anti-slavery members from
the 014 School Presbyteries in the upper Ohio Valley:

E.H. Nevin from Richlend, T.M. Finney of Coshocton, James
Robertson of New Lisbon, Thomas Merrilll and George Gordon

of St. Clairsville./°

The Presbytery of Ripley received
secessions from Sldney and Chillicothe until it was

necessary to divide Ripley by forming the Presbytery of

168w1180n, op. eit., III, 710.

169Evangelical Repository, VI, No. iO (March, 1848),
495-500.

17oRecords of the Free Presbytery of Mahoning, 1847~

1855, 28, 34, 38, 48, Records of the Presbytery of St.
Clairsville, 1839-1849, 312-15. New York Observer, July 1,
1848. New York Evangelist, January 31, 1850. Presgbyterian
of the West, September 27, 1849. _
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171
Hillsboro. The Free Presbyterian Church continued to
grow until it covered an area from Pennsylvanla to Iowa
with over sixty churches. It drew mainly from the 0ld
School with over two-thirds of its ministers coming from
the ranks of this Church and 1t remained a thorn in the

172 The "Reformed"

flesh of this group through the years.
Assembly, however, stood 1ts ground and refused to alter

its position of 1845.. In 1849 the United Presbyterian,

organ of the Assoclate Reformed Church of the West, observed
the lack of discussion in the 0ld School Church on the
Southern Institutioh. "Is there not a vast amount of smother-
ed dissent, which will éooner or later burst forth with
eruptive power?" questioned the editor;173. But the Southern
Presbyterian Review answered, "So clear and triumphant do

we conslder the argument on‘thé side of the South, that

whefe it has falled to convince we belleve further discussion

£0 be uselesss "I 4

-

171Free Presbyterian, April 23, 1853. E.B. Welsh,

Wrestling with Human Values: The Slavery Years, in They

Seek a Country: The American Presbyterians Some Aspects,
edited by G.J. Slosser (New York: Macmillan, 1955), 228.

- l727/1‘6131&, op. e¢it., 229. Charles Hodge Papérs (Manu-
script: Princeton University Library, Princeton, New Jersey),
J.E. Alexander to Charles Hodge, August 23, 1851.

175United Presbyterian, III, No 4 (August, 1849), 183.
174'Southern Presbyterian Review, III, No. 3 (January,
1850), 367T.
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The small groups of doctrinal conservative Presby-
terians had largely solved the problem of the relation of
the Church to slavery before the rise of gbolitionism as a
reform movement. The Associate Synod of North America
had directed members to free their slaves as early as 181l.
Those who did hot comply were consldered unworthy of fellow-
ship. The more stringent Act of 1831 excluded forthwith
from communion all who held men in bondage. In 1840 a
letter was addressed to members in the South. It made
allowance for those who could not emancipate serfants be-
. cause of civll laws, provided they agreed to a moral
emanclipation. The moderator went into the South to read
the letter to thé congregations. When a riot occurred in a
church, the Presbytery of South Carolina declared itself
independent. Thus by 1840 the Assoclate Church was free of
slavery.l75 In 1845 the Church sent a pastoral letter to
its members warning them against voting for slaveholders.

The Associate Reformed Church was separated into

1755ames B. Scouller, A History of the United Presby-
terian Church of North America, Vol. XI of American Church
History (New York: Christian Literature Company, 1949),

178-79. . New York Evangelist, July 20, 1839. Evangelical
Repogitory, IV, No. % iJanuary, 1846), 369-T1l.

1762vangelical Repositor » IV, No. 3 (June, 1845);

23, 325 37«
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synods of the West, of the South, and of New York during the
1830's as a result of the difficulties of convening as a
unitéd church court. The only relation between these
groups became that of separate corresponding bodies. In
1830 the Synod of the West passed resolutions requiring
that all slaves be set free where state regulations allowed.
A letter of warning was 1lssued in 1832 explaining the
measures. The action of 1830 was clarified in 1838 by a
étatement that masters should put emancipation into effect
ag soon as servants were not liable to be selzed and sold

into bondage.l77

In 1837 both the 8ynod and the Presbytery
of Ohlo ruled that in receliving members from the South these
members should be questioned concerning thelr relatlons

to the Southern institution. The Presbytery declared that
churches should exclude from communion "those who live in
the practice of sin whether ... toleratéd or sanctioned by
the c¢ivil law or noﬁ. We should see that our sanctuary is

8
cleansed from this sin."l7 The Presbytery of Indiana, in

l77U’n1ted Presbyterian, II, No. 4 (August, 1848), 168;
18438)

No. 7 (November, |, 307-308. BScouller, Ope. cit., 218«
Christian Intelligencer, XII (June, 1841), 21-36. .

178ghristian Intelligencer and Evangelical Guardian,
VIII (December, 1837), 576-77. Extracts from the Minutes
of the Associate Reformed Synod of the West, October 18,
1837 (Hamilton, Ohio: I.M. Walters, 1857), Te
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1839, rejected a colony from the S8outh because of its

views on servitude; and when a Second Synod of the West was
formed, thils body interpreted the Standards as making
slavery a term of communion by sending two commissioners in-
to'Kentucky to visit a congregation and administer the
Lord's Supper to those they found qualified according to

the regulations of the Standards.. -

The Assoclate Reformed 8Synod of New York contained
churches in Philadelphia, New York, and Boston. Memorials
on slavery came before this body as early as 1837, but were
rejected. A similar course was followed down th ough the
years. A memoriliasl from the Presbytery of Philadelphia
was rejected in 1851 by a report which stated: "As there
is no slavery within the bounds of this 8ynod, aﬁy
testimony ... would be as unavailing for good as a testimon&

against 1dolatrqus practices in Indla or China .... Slavery
| is an institution wholly under the control of civil author-

ity."lso

-

179 i :
. Christian Intelligencer, X (January, 1840), 428;
XII (January, 1842), 346-L7. . o

189Resb1utions were rejected in the following years-
at leasts 1839, 1840, 1841, 1849, 1850. Scouller, op. cit.,
210-11. Christian Maga ine’ IX, No. 8 (Augu.st, 1840 ? 272;
X, No. 7 ZJulyg 1841 s 225 Evangelical Repogitory, VIII,
No. 3 (August, 1849), 130-31; IX, No. 5 (October, 1850),
247-248; X, No. 4 (September, 1851), 212. Presbyterian
Advocate, July 30, September 10, 1851. '
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In 1842 the Associate Reformed Bynod of the West
made an overture to the Assoclate Church for an organic
union. A serles of conventions was held with this view in
mind. During the convention of 1842 measures were adopted
making élavery e censurable offense that should be included
in the Standards of the United Church. The Synod of the
West and the Assoclate Church supported this measure, but
all of the delegates from the Associate Reformed Synod of
New York voted against the resolutions.181 In 1846 a
conventlion agreed that the eivil relations of master and
servant could be held without involvement in sin, and on
~ this basls the northern Assoclate ﬁeformed Churches were

" united in 1855 as a General Synod'.182

At a conventlon 1in
1852 the Assoclate Reformed 8ynod of the West concurred with
the Assoclate Church in adding slaveholding to the Larger
Catechism as one of the sins against the eighth commandment.
That human bondage "under certain circumstances" was

Jjustifiable was an.érror.l83 In 1858 when the éeneral Synod

lalchristian Magazine, XI, No. 6 (August, 1842), 207.

Evangelical Repository, I, No. 1 (June, 1842), 46-47.
182 : ’
Evangelical Repository, V, No. 5 (October, 1846),
251; No. 9 (February, 18375, E%3. Scouller, op. cit., 212.
183Ugited Pregbyterian, VI, No. 8 (December, 18?2),‘
’

344. Evangelical Repository, XI, No. 3 (August, 1852
151"580
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of the Assoclate Reformed Church united with the Assoclate
Church to form the United Presbyterian Church, members
of the 8ynod of New York objected to the article on
slavery on the grounds that by setting up new tests of
communion it violated "the compact by which the Associate
Reformed Synod of New York united with the 8ynods of the
West. 184

Despite the fact that Theodore Weld found the
Presbyterian Church rapidly becoming abolitionized in

85 the division of 1837 put the conservatives in

1835,1
control of both branches of the Church. This was the

result of two factors: An awareness that the queétion of
slavery would split the Church into fragments if any
poslitive decision were reached, and the departure of

many abolitionlsts from the Church during the early forties.
Arthur Tappan turned to the Congregaﬁionalists and gave them

| his support, and Gerrit 8mith gradually dropped his ties

1844

18 couller, op. cit., 183. New York Observer, May 28,
1857. '

185)gsembly Minutes, 1850, 325.
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with the Presbyterilan Church, making his break complete in
1843.186 Many turned from religlon to political action
to solve the problem of human bondage. Alvan Stewart
wrote in 1841, "We have no cholce ... left, but by a
vigorous use of political power as a Christian dﬁty to
storm the castle of slavery. The church has refused the
great and immortal honor of overthrowing this horrible
power."187 The press that sprang up to promote the

Libert& Party was often strong in denouncing the Church.
The Michigan Freeman, of Jackson, Michigan, compared the
resolutions adopted by the Presbyterian Church on the
question of servitude with the preaching of "teetotal
temperance in a Temperance Soclety®™ and then being & "'hail.

: 188
fellow well met' around the social glass.™ The Signal
of Liberty sald that testimony had been reiterated for

1861 cwis Tappan, The Life of Arthur Tappan (New
York: Hurd and Houghton, 1870), 238, 355. Ralph V.
Harlow, Gerrit Smith, Philanthropist and Reformer (New

York: Henry Holt and Company, 1939), 202-205.
187L1berato » December 3, 184l.

1881 onigan Freeman, October, 1840, No. 35.
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years. What was needed now was "action ... immediately

made effectual.“lag

As the abélitionists turned away from the Church,
they became more severe in criticlzing the failure of the
Church to move with them. Stephen Foster, speaking of the

Presbyterian Church, concluded, "No sect in the land has

nl90

done more to perpetuate slavery than this. William B.

Brown, of Ohio, found that the churches, which admitted
those who made chattel of man, were “exerting ... a direct,

powerful and studled influence to harmonize slaveholding

w191

with thelr respective enterprises. In 1847 the New

York Evangelist lamented:

The foremost men ... in the vindication
of the rights of man are men who make
no profession ... The church has ‘
pusillanimously left not only the
working oar, but the very reins of
certalin necessary reforms of the day
in the hands of men who, if not
Inimical to Christianity, will be
made so by Christianity's neglect of
what 1i éts proper mission to look
after.L.d : |

18934cna1 of Liberty, May 5, 1841.

19°Stephen 8. Foster, The Brotherhood of Thieves or =
True Picture of the American Church and Clergy (Boston:
American Anti-8lavery Office, n.d.), 42.

191ws111am B. Brown, Religious Orgsnizations and
 Slavery (Oberlin: James M. Fitch, 1850), 4.

192pyrxer Pillsbury, The Church As It Is -- Or the

Forlorn Hope of Slavery (2nd Ed., Concord, New Hampshire:
Republican Press Association, 1885), 82.
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In 1850, while observing the Presbyterian Church, Garrison
could still claim, "The whole weight of it 1s on the side of
oppression."lg3 Even in the Church, Samuel E. Cornlsh, a
colored Preébyterian minister and editor of the New York
8olored American, charged that after severteen years in New
York, “The ministry with which we have been connected have
failed; in all respects, to treat us as an Ambassador of
Ohrist."9% Albert Barnes, one of the most influential
'clergymén in the New S8School Church, admitted that the
Christian Church did "much to sustain slaveholders in their
own views."95 A legilslative committes in New York justified
1ts fallure to give civil rights to colored people by
putting the blame on the Church, which 1t claimed was
bound "to the car of tﬁe slave-power as 1its voluntary

196

victims and tools.™ Consciously and unconsciously, great

193Garrison, op. eit., III, 289.

194 sperator, May 11, 1838.

195a1bert Barnes, The Church and Slavery (Philadel-
phia: Parry and McMillan, 1857), 30. See Birney,
American Churches, 46-48. Horace Greeley, The American
Conflict: A History of the Great Rebellion in the United
Btates of America, 1860-1865 (2 vols., Hartford: O.D.
Case and Company,.186%4), I, 121.

196Goodell, Sléverz and Anti-Slavery, 215.
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numbers of clergymen adopted the viewpoint of the leading

members of thelr congregations, or as Samuel May phrased

it, "The shepherda were driven by the shee;p.“lg7

i While the clergy found it necessary to-hear what the
businesgs world had to say, the mercantile interests of the
great metropolises were obliged to listen to the volce of
the great staple agricultural interests. After an antil-
slavery meeting in the Houston Street Presbyterian Church
in 1835, a conversation took place between Samuel May and a
New York manufacturer which 1s revealing:

Mr. May, we are not such fools as not
to know that slavery 1s a great evil ....
But it was consented to by the founders
of our Republic .... A great portion

of the property of the 8S8outherner s
vested under its sanction; and the
business of the North, as well as the
South, has become adjusted to it.

There are millions upon millions of
dollars due from Southerners to the
merchants and mechanics of this city
alone, the payment of which would be
Jeopardized by any rupture between the
North and the South. We cannot afford,
sir, to let you and your assoclates
succeed In your endeavor to overthrow

197 gamuel1 Méy, Some Recollections of Our Anti-S8lavery
Conflict (Boston: Fields, Osgood, 1869), 329. BSee: Greeley,
op. cit., I, 121. Oliver Johnson, William Lloyd Garrison
and His Times (New York: B.B. Bussell, 1880), 43.
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slavery. It is not a matter of
principle with us. It is a matter
of business necessity. We cannot
afford to let you succeed.

May added that the manufacturer had not spoken for himself

198

alone but for the entire commercial metropolis. During

the same year the New York Evangelist printed a speech given

before the American Anti-S8lavery Socliety in up-state New

York:lgg

The merchants and shlp owners in Boston,
New York, and Philadelphia ... make large
profits by the importation and sale of
goods which are purchased and consumed
by the people of the slave states eese
They, therefore, are anxious to
conclliate the feelings, and even
flatter the prejudices of customers.
from whom they acquire great gain «...
The influence of these bodles of men

1s felt by all professions. With
several ... honorable exceptions, the
Reverend clergy ... are desirous to
soothe the feelings of the planter by

a sllent approval of his traffick [ggﬂ
in his fellow-man.

In 1847 Theodore Parker delivered a sermon on the'
sub ject of servitude. He found the merchants "blind to the
evils of Slavery." Since "this class controls the churches,"

he continued, "the clergy .e. are unconsciously bought up,

thelr speech pald for, or their silence."zoo When the Geﬁeral

198

199w York Ev eligt, October 20, 1835.

200L1beratog, January 22, 1847.

May, Recollections, 127-28.
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Assembly asked the presbyteries to rescind the non-fellow-
ship rules, the Presbytery of Madison noticed one thing
which 1t believed had some influence in bringing the
201

General Assembly to that decision:

The commerclal interest of our Northern

cities is so lidentified with the South

by the purchases of S8outhern merchants,

and the great amount of debts incurred

by them, that a strong pro-slavery

influence prevails in our Northerm

commercial cltles.
The South showed an unwlllingness to patronize those who
opposed its economic arrangements. In 1835 the Presbytery
of Georgla resolved that it would "countenance no minister --
nor merchant ... nor any other man" who held "the sentiments
of Northern abolitionists." - That the South was sélective
in i1ts business associates‘seemed to have been recognized
in the North. When one of the members of Straight, Deming
and Company, of Cincinnatl, was listed as a contributor to
a reward which had been given to a Cincinnatl citlzen who
alded a fugltive from bondage, the newspaper containing a
letter to which hils name was attached was sent to merchants

in the South who were dolng business with the compe;ny.eo3

2°1W3tchman, June 23, 1842,

202parleston Observer, December 12, 1835.

-2°3Liberator, May 9, 1856.
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By and large, the religilous preés, particularly in
the East, spoke wlth the voice of the conservative mercantile
1nterests.2o4 Count Agenor de Gasparin, a French clergy-
man, who visited in the United States before the Civil War,
viewed the scene in much the same way as the abollitionists
did. He was surprised to read sermons, listened to with
approval in New York, which justified slavery. "I know the
nagure of that theology too truly styled cottony, which is
diéplayed in the clerical columns of a weekly relligious
paper," he wrote, but added, "these revolting excesses
seldom“appear except in the sea ports, and especlally in
Now York."2%2 fThe Gount was without doubt speaking of the
New York 6bserveg which was "the richest and most widely
circulated" religious Jjournal in the country.206 The
Observer had always been a moderating influence in the Church

in dealing with Southern institutions. In 1837 Elijah

Love jJoy had found “its columns hermetically sealed to all

2040. D. Johnson, op. cit., 43. Garrison, op. cit.,
478-79.
205

Great
Le

_ Count Agenor de Gasparin, The Uprising of
People: The United States in 1861, translated by

Y
Booth (4th Ed., New York: Charles Scribner, 1861), 76.

a
r

2°6New York Times, January 21, 1854.
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reply or confutation."O! The Journal of Commerce, in 1850,

considered the Observég to be the only religious paper8
- 20

that was completely right on the sectional problems,

but to the abolitionists the religious papers were "the

willing servants" of the merchants. 0>

While the New York
Evangelist was conducted with "admirable Judgment ...
candor, firmmess, and ability,i the New York Observer
lacked "editorial power ... coﬁrage, and freedom of
discussion,"zlo according to the New York Times. Garrison
found the réngious press in the North "filled with
apologles for sln and sinners of the worst class." He sald,
except for the New York Evangelist, they were "préeminently'

n2ll

corrupt and servile. The Watchman and Refiector, of

Boston, commented thét the New York Observer “deprecated
any unkind words, or harsh judgment, or rigid church disci-

pline" concerning the South or its 1nst1tutions.212

207Joseph c. Loveeog'and Owen Love jJoy, Memoir of the
Rev._Eli jah P. Lovejoy (New York: Jomn 8. Taylor, 1838),
137. Elijah P. Lovejoy to Rev. Asa Cummings, February 9,
1837.

20801ted by Independent, June 13, 1850.

2090.D. Johnson, op. cit., 43. |

0 I .
2l New York Times, January 21, 1854.
211

Ga.rrison’ 22. _g;&o’ 478"‘790
2lawatchma.n and Reflector, July 16, 1857
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In the West and, éenerally speaking, in the rural
sections of the North, there was little interest in
appeasing the South.213 8o far as the "Constitutional"
Presbyterian Church was concerned, the West, almost as.a
unit, bitterly opposed human bondage. This attitude seeme&
to have come from two sources of influence that were exerted
on the frontier. tholars have recognlzed the existence of
an overpowering frontler sense of sin and the accompanying
fear of eternal punishment.214 This was partially a product
of the drab and monotonous life of the West that is evident
in almost every report of western missionaries for the
Home ﬂissionary Soclety. As a result, the frontler churches
#ere ready to do battle against sin without compromise.
Thelr moral absolutes separated right from wrong without
reference to the soclal consequences. Supplementing this
wag the frontler philosophy that made use of the Declaration
of Independence to proclalm that one man was Just as good as

another. The western Jjudicatories showed far more interest

in improving the status of the Negro in the South than in

213Adams, ope. cit., 99-100... weld-Grimke'Lettera,

I, 287; Weld to Lewis Tappan, April 5, 1836. Letters
of James Gillespie Birney, 1831-1857, Dwight L. Dumond, ed.,
(2 vols., New York: D. Appleton, 1938), I, 271, 361: Birney
‘to Charles Hammond, November 14, 1835; Charles Stuart to
Birney ’ Febmary ’ 1836 .

214Mbrr111 E. Gaddis, "Religious Ideas and Attitudes
in the Early Frontier," Chureh History, II, No. 3 (Septem-
ber, 1933), 155. -



154
working to elevate those in the Northwest. Whlle the New
School Presbyteries of Alton and Galena, and the Synods
of Illinois and Peoria did express dlsapproval of the
Illinois law which restricted the civil rights of Negroes,215
the 014 School action was limited to approving the efforts
of the Church in the South to educate and evangelize the
Negro.216

The Western church also found reason to complain
against the holding of men as property because of its

21T 1t was said to be holding

stifling economic effects.
back the growth of the country and laying waste to industry.
"It destroys or cripples agriculture, commerce, arts,
Sciences, Schools and Colleges. It diminishes population,

prevents national wealth and weakens the physical and

215Records of the Presbyteries of: Galena, 1841-1863,
180; Alton, 1836-1850 (October, 1846, 223. Records of the
Synod of Illinois, 1831-1855 (October, 1853), 412-416. Synod
of Peorila: Evapngelical Repository, II, No. 9 (January, 1844),
364. Presbytery of Alton: Presbytery Reporter, IV (May 1,
1853), 18. 8See Records of the Synod of Wabash, 1851-1869,
36-38. Bishop Papers, op. cit., W.L. Melain to Bishop,
April 9, 1852.

216Records of the Presbyteries of: Crawfordsville,
1839-1854 (September, 1844), 214; (October, 184T), 333.
St. Clairsville, 1839-1849, I (January, 1845), 186. . For
discusslion 1n the Presbytery of New Lisbon see: Robinson,
ope. cite., 39.

217Presbytery of Indianapolis: Watchman of the Valley,
April 23, 1846.
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intellectual energy of the white Race," complained ths

218

Presbytery of Maumee. The abolitionlsts and advocates

of the Liberty Party developed this theme as effective pro-
paganda in the West;, where monetary credit was usually
short. Joshua Leavitt, edltor of the New York Evangelist,

propagated this ldea by many speeches throughout the

Wést:alg

Men who have lent money, or given their
endorsements to others that have trusted
their all to the South ... now cannot
pay. And behind these another class and
another, and another until there 1s
hardly a remote hamlet in the free States
that has not been directly or indirectly
drained of its avallable caplital by the
southern debt.

His speech was widely printed in-abolitionlist and Liberty
Party Journals. "His remarks on the connection of slavery
with the financial embarrassment of the country cannot be

forgotten," wrote Gamaliel Bailey, editor of the

Philanthropiste o0

During the middle forties, sentiment was often
expressed in the East that interference with slavery would

218
Records of the Presbytery of Maumee, 1836-1859,
0ld School, I, 105.

219 u11an Bretz, "The Economic Background of the
Liberty Party," American Historical Review, XXXIV (January,
1929), 254. -

220Ph11anthro ist, September 8, 1840.
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endanger national prosperity, but in the Northwest
expresslons were more common that it was detrimental-to
economic development. But with the coming of the Mexican
War, the Compromise of 1850, and the Kansas-Nebraska Act,
a transition was to gradually occur even iIn the attitude
of the East toward the South. As early as 1850 the New
York Herald reported that "the detestation of the Presbyterian
Church 1s becoming as universal in the South as hatred
to an abolitionist .... The Presbyterian, as a church, is
the fountain-head of abolitionism." The merchants and
men of business were advised to "srown down® the efforts
of "religious lunatics™ which would only "puin and destroy c.e

' X 221
prosperity” in the commerclal center of New Yorke.

22161 ted by Liberator, May 10, 1850.



CHAPTER III
THE IMPACT OF THE FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW UPON THE CHURCH

The war with Mexico witnessed the beginning of a
radical change in the attitude of the Church concerning
slavery. Before the war there had been a strong tendency
t0 retain a faith in the gradual amelioration and disappear-
ance of servitude. The expansion and growth of the institu-
tion and the annexation of Texas dashed the hopes in the
minds of all except the ultra-conservatives in the East.

The abolitionist, George Julian, observed that, "The anti-
slavery agitation of 1848 and the passage of the.Fugitive'
Slave Act of 1850 brought large reinforcements to the cause
of freedom .s.. The dullest scholars began to get their
lessonse"l The sdvanced position taken by the New School
General Assembly of 1850 was adopted under the influence and
impact of the debate in the Congress of the United States.
This debate was glven extensive coverage in the Detroit
newspapers while the Aséembly was in sesslion in that citye.

In the Middle West there already exlsted a deep-
seated religious resistaﬁce to the return of fugltives long
before the enactment of the Compromlise of 1850. In September,
1843, the Presbytery of Elyria, Ohlo, had instructed its

lGeorge W. Julian, "The Genesis of Northern Aboli-
tionism," International Review, XII, No. 6 (June, 1882),
533~55, 554«

157
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members that according to the prohiblition of secripture they
"ought not to be in any way instrumental in delivering
the slave to his master."2 In 1848, after the Mexican War,
there was an acceleratioﬂ of iInterest in those fleeling from
the South who had, until then, been alded in relative quilet-
ness. The Presbytery of Monroe, Michigan, resolved that the
voluntary arrest and re-delivery of servants "“into bondage
is inhuman, forbldden by the word of God, and-ought to
subjgct those engaged in 1t to disgrace and infamy; and 1if
nominal Christians, to the discipline of the Ghurch."3
.Resolutions were sent up to the 8ynod of Illinois frém the
Presbyterles of Palestine and Alton requesting action on the
conduct of certain members of the New School Presbyterian
Church who were reported "to have been gullty of ... be-
gulling, and ... betrayiné, apprehending and returning to
bondage men, women, and children who were endeavouring to
gain their freedom." The Synod strongly condemmed any aid
in returning the ﬁléitives, and promised, if necessary, to
use its authority to bring such acts under the discipline
of the Church. It was, however, observed that the church
session, the proper authority.in the case, had commenced

action which, it was hoped, "would clear the Church from

-

2Record3 of the Presbytery of Elyria, 1842-1863, 42.

SNew York Observer, November 11, 1848.
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the reproach of so infamous a tra.nsaction."4 But the Pisgah,
Illinols, Church, which was directly 1nvol§ed, did not move
to take adequate discipline. The Presbytery of Springfield,
in which the church was located, selected a committee to
investigate the circumstance of the case, and this committee
reported that the session of the church relled on the state-
ment of the Indlvidual most deeply implicated in the arrest
of the fugltives to exonerate himself. The Presbytery con-
cluded that this procedure of testimony was "wholly
inadmissible in ecclesiastical law." The session was not
censured since there appeared to be-"no disposition to
sanction of connive at such unchristian condudt," but the
Presbytery enjoined all its church sessions in tﬁe future to
enforce, promptly and thoroughly, the dliscipline of the
Church in every case of this kind that might arisé.s

While Congress debated the Compromise of 1850, the
Central Christian Herald reminded the lawmakers that "the
'sceptre of His kingdom is one of righteousness;' and that

compromises which cover up injustice and oppression, He will

ARecords of the Presbytery of Alton, 1836-1850} I,
178-72, 185. Records of the Synod of Illinois, 1831—1855,
I, 334-35.

o SRecords of the Presbytery of Sprinsfield, 1840- 1856,
III, 163’ 167’ 169"’710
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- not recognize and approve. = The New York Observer, in
reply to a clergyman from the South, reasoned that, "If the
law of the land requires a2 man to violate the law of God, he
mist refuse to obey the law of the land; for the law of God
is paramount to all other law."™ But the editor concluded
that the number of men who belleved the fugitive slave law
violated God's law did not "form any considerable portion
of the populaa.'t.i.on.“'z Before a month had passed the New York
Observer returned %o the subject. The South was reminded
that the Constitution worked both ways. "It was intended
to secure, not only the right of the master to the service
of his slave, but the right of the freeman to hls own per-~
sonal liberty." This liberty, South Carolina was denying
to free Negroe; who came there as sailors on Northern ships.
While discussing the proposed compromise and the fugitive

9
- slave law, the Christian Observer reminded its readers:
God has assigned His Church a great and
honorable work essentlal to the salvation
of our country .... It can never be
effected by exclting the people in one
sectlon of the land to rlse against the

soclal relations or usages of another.
Interference in this way must be avoided.

Central Oggistian Herald, March 21, 1850.

~N_ O

New York Observer, April 13, 1850.

o0

New York Observer, May 4, 1850.

Christian Observer, June 29, 1850.

O
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The ggg York Observer moved back to a neutral position by
warning, "The position of the North is now so humiliating
that we aﬁprehend the splrit of her people will bear no
more.“lo On April 12 the conservative New York Journal of
Gommeéce came out with a devastating attack on the clergy,
who opposed the Compromise of 1850, under the title of
"Politics and the Pulpit." The Journal was owned by Gerard
Hallock, a prominent Presﬁyterian layman. The editorial was
written in response to a sermon by a New York Congregational
minister who had attacked Webster for following the dictates
of expediency. "Clergymen ought'to understand, that while
they attend to the proper duties of thelr calling, they
'wlll be respected, honored and beloved; but that if they
descend to the arens of pollitics, thelr black coats will
most likely be rolled in the dirt." The Journal went far
in effectively crushing opposition\to the Compromise from
the Eastern pulplt. It had 1little to say for most re-
ligious journals, but high praise for the New York Obser-
zgg.ll The Texasg Presbyterian, of Huntsville, Texas, found
most of its religlous exchanges opposing the Compromise.
"If this Unlon should be overthrown," it concluded, “the

feligious press will have added much to this disastrous

10New York Observer, June 15, 1850.

1 .
1 Liberator, April 26, 1850. Independent, April 18,
25, Ma.y ll, p 50.
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affair."? When the American Anti-Slavery Soclety scheduled
its mee%ing in New York in 1850 with plans to oppose the
Fugitive Slave Law proposals, ihe Syracuse Religious Re-
corder, a Presbyterian paper, advised that, "Phe chief of
the Police ought to have cleared the Tabernaéle, and to have

carriled Garrison and Rynders, par noble fratrum, to the

magistrate." The abolitionist journals claiméd that this
type of attéck by papers such as the Journal of Commerce,
the New York Herald, and the New York Express had resulted
in mob violence against the meeting.13

After the passage of the Fugitive Slave Law in Septem-
ber, 1850, the action of Presbyterian judicatories on this
law became more frequent and determined. The Presbytery
of Galena denounced the.Act for violating "in its spirit
and operations, the law of benevolence andnmercy laid
down in the Bible," and the Synod of Peoria adopted identi~

14 Tﬁe First Presbyterian Church in Chicégo

cal measures.
- held a meeting in December, 1850, and declared that it was
"irreconcilably opposed to this law" and would "labor un-

iiringly for its repeal." Even whiie it continﬁed in force, -

-

lacited by Chicago Daily Democrat, July 18, 1850.

1361 teda by Liberator, May 31, 1850.

14Records of the Presbytery of Galena, 1841-1863,

132-33. Records of the Synod of Peoria, 1843%-1859, I, 100.
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they pledged they would not "obey its requirements or heed
its prohibitions.“l5 In the’following spring the Presbytery
of Belvidere aske& the Assembly to express ltself on the
following questions: "Does the late law ... require individ-
uals to violate the law of God? What is the duty of Christ-
lans in reference to obeying said law?"l6 Several other
western judicatories denounced the act‘in uncompromising
terms.17 The Synod of New York-New Jersey took up the
matter and pronounced obedlence obligatory. It resolved to
"leave the constitutionality of the recent enactment ... to
be adjudicated by the civil tribunals of the country."l8
The Presbytery of Courtland, in western New York, sai& the
law was at variance with the divine law and declared it

would obey God rather than man.19

15knoxville Journal, December 31, 1850. GChicago
Daily Democrat, December 19, 1850.

16Records of the Presbytery of Belvidere, 1847-1863,
3le OQhlo Obsgerver, May 28, 1851.

17Presbzter1 Reporter, II, No. 1 (May 1, 1851), 19.
Records of the Presbytery of Springfield, 1840-1856, III,
195. Records of the Presbytery of Grand River, 1849~
1867, III, 54.

18Da.ilx Union, December 11, 1850. Presbyterian Advo-

cate, November 27, 1850. Independent, October 24, 1850.
New York Observer, October 26, 1850.

19pa11y Republican, March 8, 1851.
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As resistance to the enactment grew, the lay press
struck out at the opponents of the law. The New York
Evening Post of November 18, 1850, in a long article called
"Conscience and the Law," made an attack on the "politicél
clergy." The Daily National Intelligencer condemmed these
clergymén for "cursing thelr country ... and urging their
followers to treason, bloodshed, and civil war."ao The New
York Observer lamented that "If there had been a provision

for trial by Jury ... it would be more easily executed.”21

The Central Christian Herald reasoned:22 )

When we make concessions for the sake

of peace, 1t becomes us to understand

well what we concede -- whether 1t is

our neighbor's rights and interests

that we are giving upe.
Answering the claim that even the constitutional provision
concerning persons held in service violated the law of God,
the New York Observer stated that there was "nothing in this
article of the Constitution, nor ... necessafily anything in
slavery 1itself contrary to the law of God." But the Observer
felt wisdom dlctated that the law should be amended so it
would be "optional with the friends of the fugitive either

to permit-him to be taken by his master, or to pay for him

20Dailx National Intelligencer, November 21, 1850.

2lnew York Observer, October 5, 1850.
2acentral Christian Herald, SBeptember 19, 1850.
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at a fair valuation."?? On December 7, 1850, the New York
Observer returned to-the subject of the constitutional pro-
vision. "“We deny," said the editor, "that it is an immoral
or wicked‘provisioﬁ." The Central Christian Herald answer-
ed, "The Constitution of the United States, as far as it
sanc%ions and protects legalized oppression, 1s so far
inconsistent with the 'Higher Law' of the universe; and
laws passed td carry out the provisions of the Constitution
on this subject are morally wfong, and can never bind the
consclence of men."2* The 01d School Presbyterian Advocate
of Pittsburgh expréssed its attitude by printing from one 6f
its exchanges, "We have no faith in a man's patriotism or
humanity when hé deliberately resists, and recommends to
others to resist and break the laws of his country.”25 "Is
1t ever right ... to resist the law?" asked the HQH‘Zggg
Observer. ™Never ...," 1t sald, "No plea of consclence can
avall in such a case, for if conséience cannot obey, she can
suffer the pénalty."es While discussing the Fugitive Slave
Law, the Presbxterién of the West, an 0ld School sheet,

2New York Observer, October 19, 1850.
24Centra1 Christian Herald, November 7, 1850.
25Presbzterian Advocate, December 4, 1850.

2yew York Observer, November 30, 1850.
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observed that the religibus'press was rapidly assuming a
decided political character which would result in a loss of
its power fof good, comment.ing:27
Whenever ministers of the Gospel step
aslde from their proper sphere and
become political declaimers, thelr
power as minlisters has been destroyed,
and a deep wound has been inflicted upon
the cause of religion.
A correspondent of the Presbyterian contrasted the peace and
harmony in the "Reformed" Assembly with the disorder stirred
up by the law in many other bodies. "Standing forth as a
firm bulwark to hold in ‘check the conflicting element of )
strife among brethren," sald the writer, "it has incidentally
served as an 1mportantmpillar of national unity and .
strength.” The Washington Union reprinted this article as
a part of-a more extensive account thaf included church
action by many other groups on the political quest.ion;28
' The Thanksgliving Day Observance in 1850 brought a
flood of sermons on the Fuglitive Slave Law. The eastern
pulpits counselled obedlence to the act. The clergymen of

the 0ld School were unanimous in support of the new law, and

27§;esbxtegian of thé West, November 7, 1850.

8Presb terian, November 9, 1850. Washington Union,
Noveﬂber lE, 1850,




167
led the attack in defending 1t.29 New School clergy from
the East generally fell in line and firmly supported this
position. A correspondent from Edinburgh, 8cotland, wrote
Samuel I. Prima. editor of the New York Observer, in 1861,
that she was in the United Stateé at the tlime the law was
passed and was unhappy to learn that not one word "in de-
fense of the slave™ was spoken in the Thanksgiving Day

30

sermons. An 1nfdrmed‘correspondent to the New York Tribune

observed that most of the sermons supported the

29The following 01d School men defended the law:
David McKinney, Charles Wadsworth, H.A. Boardman, of Phila-
delphia; W.H. Green of Princeton Theological Seminary; John
C. Lord of Buffalo; Robert Davidson of New Brunswick, New
Jersey; John W. Yeomans of Danville, Pennsylvania; Gardiner
S8pring, George Potts, John M. Krebs, and Ichabod 8. Bpencer,
of New York; W.W. Eells of Newburyport, Massachusetts; W.P.
Breed of Steubenvllle, Ohlo; C.V. McKalg of Candor, Ebenezer
Henry of Alleghany, and J.W. Scott of Washington, Pennsyl-
vania. 8See: Ichabod 8. S8pencer, Duty of Obedience to Law
(New York: M.W. Dodd, 1850). John M. Krebs, The American
Citizen: A Discourse on the Nature and Extent of Our Relig-
~Jous Subjection to the Government Under Which We Live iNew
York: Charles Scribner, 1851). Oharles Wadsworth, Politics
in Religion (Philadelphia: T.B. Peterson, 1854). John C.
Lord, The Higher Law in Its Application to the Fugitive
8lave Billl (Buffalo: H. Derby and Company, 1851). National
Era, February 6, May 29, 1851. Liberator, November 8,

December 27, 1850. Presbyterian Advocate, November 18, 1854,
Cinecinnatl Enquirer, November 23, 1850. New York Herald,
December 13, 1850. Dgiiy Republican, October 25, 1851.
Daily Union, December 11, 1%50. New York Even Express,
November » 1850, Presbyterian Magazine, I (March, April,
1851), 93-94, 115-19, 199. FPrinceton Review, XXIII, No. 1
(January, 1851), 181-356. Southern Presbl;terian Review,
IV, No. 4 (January, 1851), 450; V, No. 1 (July, 1851), 173.

305amiel I. Prime, Memoirs of the Rev. Nicholas Mur-
ray (New York: Harper and Brothers, 1862), 413.
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law,31 and the Amerilcan Antl-8lavery Society recorded that
perhaps one-hundred and fifty sermons were written in de-~
fense of Webster's position when he challenged the state-
ment that there was a higher law than the Constitutilon.
Edward Beecher enumerated elghteen clergymen in the East who
also had taken the position of webster.32 In a sermon,
December 12, 1850, Samuel Gox, of the First Church in
Brooklyn, denounced those who encouraged resistance to the
Fugitive Slave Law as “wicked and unchristisn men." He ad-
vised submission to the law.33 William Adams of tﬁe Fourth
Presbytery of New York informed those who opposed the law:
Before you bring His name to sanction
resistance to human laws, you must show
us that it is His will that we should do
80 .¢o. I can not take any man's word
that there is a higher law than human
government.

This sermon was repeated again In another church before

the end of the month.34

The Daily National Intelligencer,
of Washington, gave extracts from a sermon by Adams which
analyzed consclence as simply the mind of man which could

be ignorant, imbecilic, or prejudiced. “Sincerity of

3lNew York Daily Tribune, December 26, 1850.

32char1es K. Whipple, Relations of Anti-Slavery to
Religion (New York: American Anti-Slavery Society, n.d.), G.

33New York Herald, December 13, 1850.

34New York Evening Express, November 11, 26, 1850.

Y
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35

Judgment is no proof of its correctness.™ In a sermon,

December 12, 1850, Samuel Spear, of the éouth'Presbyterian
Church, Brooklyn, advised in a sermon concerning the law=36
Cry out against it as long and as loud
as you please; write agalnst 1t; vote
against it; but be sure to stop here;
never lend your sanction to tumultuous
or 1llegal resistance.
A.D. Smith, of Brainerd Church, Third Presbytery of New
York, was less demanding for obedience in his Thanksgiving
sermon: "The right we advocate," he said, "is simply that
of declining obedience, and takiﬁg'the consequences;"37
As the 1ssues became clearer, he was finding it 1ncréagingly
more difficult to agree with hlis conservative co-workers
in the East. .
The most bopular gsermon in defense of the Fugitive
S8lave Law was that of I.S. Spencer of the 0ld School fres~
bytery of New York. It was copied widely over the country
and waé commended by the Journals that supported the lawe.

When the New York Independent attacked Webster and the

35paily National Intelligencer, January 14, 1851.

369g;o Observer, January 29, 1851. 8See Henry Wilson,
History of the Rise and Fall of the 8lave Power in America,
(3 vols., Boston: James R. Osgood, 1878), II, 311. Wilson
guotes Samuel T. Spear as saying, "I would sooner die than
be its agent. The higher law of eternal right would be in
my way, and by its decision I must abide."

37Ohio Observer, January 29, 1851.
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Fugltlve Slave Law, Spencer came 1o Webster's defense and
pointedly rebuked the Independent in anothef sermon. Samuel
Cox wrote to Spencer that his thanks and "those of the whole
country are due to you for such a service." Cox had read
the acecount in the Independent "with mute wonder and cold
horror."38 Gox and Gerard Hallock of the Jourmal of
Commerc; also addressed a letter to the New York Evening
Express denouncing those who advised resistance to the law.
In a letter to the Journal of Commerce, Cox also recommended
that the law was "properly inviolable and paramount, or the
shileld of our saféty is everywhere less than a sheaf of
straw."?° Albert Barnes, of Philadelphia, who was later to
be so important in shaping opinion in the New School
against slavery, spoke of "the duty of sustaining law" in
his Thanksgiving sefmons4o In 1853, Laurens Hickock, of
Union College, Schenectady, New York, observed that the
voleano could not be capped over with compromises. "These

materials for an explosion would shake down far mishﬁier

3BL;bera.t.or, February 21, 1851, citing the New York
Obsgervere.
39New York Evening Express, December 13, 16, 1850.

40pa11y Republicen, December 13, 1851.
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mountain barriers than any political compromise," he
said.41

Presbyterian layman Robert M. Riddle, editor of the
Pittsburgh Commercial Journal, counselled obedlence to the
law. David H. Riddle, his brother, of the Third Presby-
terlan Church in Pittsburgh, preached, to the same effect,
a2 sermon which was widely distributed in pamphlet form.42
While viewing the sermons which had come to its attention,
the Presbyterian Advocate commended "the healthful scriptural

43
character which ... pervaded most of these discourses.™

Although 1t was difficult for opponents of the léw
to get Into print, the western attitude was a contrast to
that of the East. Horace Bushnell, of the Presbytery of
Hamlilton, opposed the enactment of the law of 1850. In May,
1851, he wrote a friend that i1t proposed things that he was
not willing to do -- mot even to save the Union. "I could

cheerfully die to save it," he informed his friend, "but

4lLaurens Hickok, A Nation Saved From Its Prospsrity
Only by the Gospel: A Discourse in Behalf of the Ameprican

S i ————————— TG S ———  ————  ESeE St

Home Migsionary Society, Preached in the Cities of New York
1

and Brooklyn, May, 1853 (New York: Home Missionary Society,
1853), 15.

427rene Williams, "The Operation of the Fugitive
Slave Law in Western Permsylvania From 1850-1860," Western
Penns*lvania Historical Magazine, IV, No. 1 (July, 19215,_dﬂ

153-54. George Swetnam, The Growing Edge of Conscience in
The Presbyterian Valley, William McKinney (ed.), (Pitts-
burgh: David and Wade, Inc., 1958), 287.

4'3Presbxt.erian Advocate, January 15, 1851,
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chase a fugltive or withhold my sympathy and aid from a
fugitive from slavery! -- may God grant me grace never to do
the damning sin of such obedience!" Bushnell was rapidly
moving to the point at which he would withdraw his
connection from the Presbyterian Church.ha In July, 1851,
he annognced that he was leaving the Presbytery because
of slavery, and asked for a letter of dismissal and
recommendation to the Congregatiohal Assoclation of
Cincinnat1.45 The Presbyterian clergy in Cleveland actively
participated in the public meetings against the Fugitive Slave
Law. Samuel C. Aiken spoke before a protest meeting on
October 11, 1850,1'6 and then at a later gathering. Aiken
said the law should be treated "with the dignified contempt"
of the Bostonians when they resolved to ﬁake a teapot of ‘
the Atlantlic Ocean. At the same meeting, E.H. Nevin, who
had recently left the 0ld School because of slavery con-
victions, and was soon to organize a Free Presbyterian Church,

added: "There are no laws in Austria so bad as this. I

44M’ary Bushnell Cheny, Life and lLetters of Horace
Bushnell (New York: Harper and Brothers, 1880), 248.

hAsRecords of the Presbytery of Hamilton, 1847-1868,
112"1 )

%01eve1and Dally Flain Dealer, October 12, 1850.
Cincinnati Engulrer, October 16, 1850.
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would have my hand cut off rather than vote for a man who
is in favor of this oppression.“47

In Galesburg, Illinois, Fiavel Bascom and Jonathan
Blanchard spoke before a group protesting the passage of the
act of 1850.48 Both were soon to leave the Church because of -
its failure to break all connection with human bondage. On
November 19, 1850, & letter from Blanchard appeared in the
Chicago Western Citizen, covering seven columns, in which
he explalned why citlizens ought to disobey the recently
enacted law. George Duffield delivered a Thanksglving Day '
sermon, in Detrolt, which showed the difference between a
simple individual refusal oh grounds of consclence and "fact-
lous conspiracy and combination to resist the execution of
Laws."49 C.B. Barton, of the Presbytery of Springfield, de-
IIVeréd an uncompromising sermon, on the interests of the
day, before his Farmington, Illinols, congregation, on
November 10, 1850 in which he said:

It 1s idle to talk of compromise or
sllence on this subject. There can
be no permanent peace until either
slavery or freedom dies .... On the

one side 18 the dollar and cent
interest in human flesh and bones, on

47Cleveland Déilx Plain Dealer, October 28, 1850.

48Knoxville Journal, November 12, 1850.
49

Lewis G. VanderVelde, (ed.), "The Diary of George

Duffield,™ Mississippi Valley Historical Review, XXIV, No.
1 (June, 1937), 31. ‘
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the other is the simple but mighty
moral force of eternal truth, deep
down in the hearts and consciences
of the people, yea of the whole
people, that slavery 1s wrong eee.
The passage of this blll has aroused
the most stuplid to thought and action,
and caused to vibrate with unwonted
tones, every chord in the heart of
freedom. Its requirements are so
atrocious, that it 1s the right and
duty of every man who values liberty
of consclence and personal freedom,
to meet it g&th uncompromising
oppositione.

In the West only R.W. Patterson, of Chlcago, a New School
clergyman, spoke in defense of the new enactment. He
preached that the doctrine that God, rather than man;
should be obeyed was not identical with the doctrine that
all laws whlch confllect with the Divine Law are to be dis-
regarded.51 When the question of the Kansas-Nebraska Act
was thrust before the public, the Fugltive Slave Law again
became a toplec for sermons in the West.52

As the Assembly of 1851 began to draw near there

was a renewal of interest in the subject of the recent clvil

enactments in the Presbyterian Journals. The Princeton

5°Presbxterx Reporter, II, No. 22 (January, 1851),
387-88. .
510hicago Daily Democrat, December 18, 1850.

52George C. Curtis, Prospects Before the Country: A
Discourse Delivered in Adrian, Michigan, June 25, 185£
(Adrian, Michigan: Jermain Brothers, 1854), 12. P.B. Cleland,
The Higher Law, A Sermon Delivered in Greenwood, Indiana,

On Thanksgiving Day, November 20'; 1856 (Indianapolis: Cameron
and M'Neely Book and Job Printers, 1856), 5, 8.
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Revlew, in a well-reasoned article, reviewed a devastating
pamphlet by Mosges Stuart, a New England Congregationalist.
The Review concluded that the duty of the citlzen was '"not

53 The New York Observer réprint-

obedience, but submission."
ed part of the.article witﬁ apparent approval.54 The
Observer had already considered the Stuart pamphlet and
found it an unanswerable defense of the act of 1850.°9 "In
case of conflict" one was "solemnly bound to yleld to the

supreme authority,"

answered the New York Evangeliste. The
next week the editor added that the individual was "morally
bound to apply the Higher Law to the regulation of his con-
duct, and never more so than when it 1s contravened by tﬁe
authority of man., "56
When the geﬁeral conference of the "Constitutional®

Church met in Utica in 1851, the question of the new enact-
ment occupled a prominent position in the debate. A letter
dn this subject was sent from the Palmyra Church,57 in the
Presbytery of Geneva, asking that thlis subject be considered,

and the Presbytery of Belvidere also brought the sub ject

53Pr1nceton Review, XXIII, No. 1 (January, 1851), 151.
Skﬁg_ York Observer, February 6, 1851.

55New York Obgerver, March 15, 1851.

56§2! York Evangelist, March 27, April 3, 1851.

57

Assembly Minutes, 1851, 13.
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before the body.58 The new law was given as a reason why
the Assembly should adopt new policiles. -A delegate from
the Presbytery of Grand River informed the gathering that
10,000 fugitives had been aided while passing through his
region. He asked for a statement from the Ghurch.59 The
Assembly voted down an attempt to amend the resolutions
passed with provisions that encouraged political action
agalnst the Fugitive Slave Law, and ald for the fleeing
fusitives.6o In a discussion of the Utlca meeting the
Central Christian Herald, of Cincinnatl, characterized the
seﬁtiment of the Churech as being decidedly against the
political compromise of 1850. "Not one word was said in
favor" of the law to return fugitives, reported the editor,
but "many were spoken against 14,01

When the lower Judicatories.met in the autumn of
1851, the Presbytery of Alton adopted measures condeming
the civil enactment of 1850 as "contrary to the dictates of
humanity, ... the prineciples of justice, and ... the law of

God.™ A determination was expressed "“to use all lawful and

58Recorda of the Presbytery of Belvidere, 1847-1863,
31. '
59
New York Observer, May 22, 1851l.
60

Assembly Minutes, 1851, 13, 18-19. Presbytery
Reporter, II (July, 18515 37-38. 4

8lGentral Christian Herald, June 5, 1851.
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n62 The Synod of

only lawful means to procure its repeal.
Il1inois bore testimony against the "inhﬁmanity and in-
justice® of the 1aw.03 Other western judicatories came

64 Only the 8ynod

forward and took a "higher law" stand.
of Michigan faileé to take action after considering the
question of higher law and civil obedience.65 In up=state
New York the Presbyteries of North River and Cortland
denounced the‘Fugitive S8lave Law in terms somewhat milder
than was characterlstic of their sister New School
Judicatories in thé Middle Wbst.ss

The 0ld School Church showed a marked contrast
in its policy of refusing to take a position on civil
matters. R.J. Breckinridge, who we.s very much disturbed
by the conflict likely to grow out of the Compromise of

1850, asked the Assembly of May, 1850, to draw up a memorial

62Records of the Presbytery of Alton, 1850-1863,
II, 39.

88 63Records of the Synod of Illinois, 1831-1855, I,
388.

64Records of the 8ynod of Ohio, 1849-1869, II, 56.
Records of the Synod of Wabash, 1851-1869, 38. Records of
the Presbytery of Elyrisa, 1842-1863, 237. Presbytery of
Franklin: Crist, op. cit., 45.

6SRscords of the 8ynod of Michigan, 1842-1853, II, 12.

66D ily Re ublican, ﬁarch 8, 1851. New York Observer,
- October 2, 185l1.
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to Congress, which could be signed by the members, "on the
sub ject of the preservation and perpetuation of the-National
Union and the Federal Constitution." The resolution was
postponed indefinitely.67 A church-in the Presbytery of
Beaver petitioned the Synod of Pittsburgh to express an
opinion on the Fugltive Slave Law which the church denounced
as iniquitous. The 8Synod declared that any expression at

this time was 1nexpedient.68

The 01d 8chool Presbytery of
Chillicothe voted to “obey God rather than man," but would
"submit quietly to the penalty of the 1aw.“69 As early as
1840 the Presbytery of Clarlon, Ohio, of the Associate
Reformed Synod, had declared that it would not obey the old
law. Clarion had taken steps to ald members fined under
the‘law.7o The First Assoclate Reformed Synod of the West
asked its members to petition Congress for the repeal

of the Act of 1850, and warned them against accepting any
office in which'they would be called upon to enfdrce the u

law, while the Second Synod regretted the passage of the

67Assemb11 Minutes, 1850 (014 S8chool), 448-49,
58New York Herald, October 18, 1850. Presbyterian
Advocate, October 30, 1850. :

69Records'of the Presbytery of Chillicothe, 1846-
1860, IV, 130-132.

TOpnilanthropist, November 4, 1840; June 5, 1841,
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messure, and warned against holding an office that would
entall responsibility of enforcement.71 When the Second
Synod wag asked to meke 1t a rule that supporters of this
act should not receive the vote of the Synod members, it
resolved that "members should vote consistent with their
profession," but would not go so far as “to attempt to |
control men in this matter."'2 Before the passage of the
Compromise of 1850, both thé Assoclate Synod of North America
and the Free Presbyterian Church had passed resolutions to
refrain from voting for supporters of slavery and both de-

clared the law of 1850 null and void.73

¥hile both the
Assoclate and Assoclate Reformed Churches in the West took
a stronger position than the "Constitutional Church, the
branches of both of thése bodies in the East did not follow
the lead of Western churches.

As time sofﬁened reslstance, two years after the

passage of the Compromlse of 1850, the New York Evangelist
protested against "the insanity of saying that a statute

71Un;ted Presbyterian, IV, No. 8 (December, 1850),
375 9 416"17 )

721b1d., VI, No. 7 (November, 1852), 314-15.

73E

: vangelical Repository, VII, No. 2 (July, 1848),
211-13, 21§-vaii, No. 5 (October, 1849), 249-50; X, No. 1
(July, 18515, 87T. B8ee Records of the Free Presbytery of
Mahoning, 1847-1855, 24. Dally Ohio State Journal,
December 18, 1850.
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duly enacted by competent legal authority is no statute
unless it be morally perfect.,"74 but as to the long term
consequences of the act, it ié difficult not to agree with
the Presbyterian of the West, which noted, in 1853, that
the measure promised "to become a most powerful propagator

of anti-Sléverytam"75f

74§gg York Evangelist, September 30, 1852.
T

5Presbxter1an of the West, October 27, 1853.



CHAPTER IV
POLITICAL CONTROVERSY AND DIVISION

By 1851 the "Gonstitutional® Church had moved along
far enough that the Prairie Herald asked for moderation,
saying, the first two commandments of Jesus: "to love the
Lord ... and thy neighbor" should be aﬁplied as fast as
possible, and slavery would not only go out of the Church
but out of the world. The editor concurred with Horace
Bushnell in asking only "that a door be left opened for
slavery to go out of the Church."l When the annual meeting
of the general church body con.ver;ed.,2 memorlials were presented
by the Presbyteries of Chicago, Grand River, and Belvldere
asking for progress in accord with the measures adopted at
Detroit in 1850.3 The commissioners of the Presbyteries of
Fort Wayne and Salem were similarly instructed, but the

Assembly made no advancement beyond the position of 1850.4

1Pra.irie Herald, April 22, 1851.

2pfter 1849 annual meetings were held and the re-
view power of the Assembly was restored.

3Pra1rie Herald, May 6, 27, 1851. Records of the
Presbytery of Grand River, 1849-1867, III, 55. Records of
the Presbytery of Belvidere, 1847-1863, 31.

4Gentral Christian Herald, September 26, 1850.
Records of the Presbytery of Salem, 1840-1861, II, 266.
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The Synods of Indiana and Western Reserve were satisfied to
allow a period of rest, but the Presbyteries of Fort Wayne,
Franklin, and Athens asked for actlion and Jjudicial charges
against Southern churches on the ground of “common fame,"
but the Assembly of 1852 indefinitely postponed consider-
ation of the charges.5

The question of separation from the New School

Church was being thoroughly discussed in the West by 1851.
Samuel Alken preached two sermons in opposition to the se-
cession of Western Reserve.6 When Barnes' book on slavery
appeared, Alfred Nevin and other Free Presbyterian advocates
interpreted statements in the book ‘as Justifying separatione.
A debate was waged for twenty days in the Dgily True Demo-
crat between Nevin and Aiken.7 Alken had a letter from
Barnes printed in the Daily True Democrat which denied that
Barnes had advocated secession. The Free Presbyterian Church
was not giving a more honest testimony than it would be

giving if it were a part of the "Constitutional" Church.

SRecords of the following: SBynod of Indiana, 1846-
1857, 1I, 121; Synod of Western Reserve, 1846-1867, II, 106;
Presbytery of Franklin, 1846-1860, I, 163-64. Assembly Min-
utes, 1852, 160-62, 178. New York Observer, June 3, 1852.
Central Christian Herald, May 6, 1852.

60@10 Observer, December 25, 31, 185l1.

TDaily True Democrat, January 12, 14, 15, 20, 23,
31, 1852,
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The Presbytefian Church would continue in its progress
until clear of the Institutlon of human bondage, Barnes wrote
in the letter. This letter was reprinted widely as a means
of staving off secession tendencies.8 Barnes gave the
opening sermon in the Assembly of 1852 and used the occasion
to strengthen the Church's position against secession. He
sounded the keynote of progress. "“We cannot recede .... The
Age will not suffer us to recede," he said. The Church
would move on untlil 1t was clear éf slavery.g Separation
continued to be the chief topic in Western Reserve for the
remainder of 1852. The moderators of both the Synod of
Western Reserve and the Presbytery of Trumbull spoke against
secession in 1852.lo The Presbytery of Grand River rejected
an overture for separation in 1851, but asked the‘éhurches
to vote on it in 1853, only to withdraw consideration after
the Church actlion -of that year. Grand River asked the Synod

to adopt measures to quiet the churches, and Portage, al-

though opposing separation, expressed a willingness to

ngesbxterx Reporter, II, No. 6 (March 1, 1852), 131-3.

Central Christian Herald, January 29, 1852.

Sa1vert Barnes, Our Position: A Sermon Preached
Before the_General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in
the United States, May 20, 1852 (New York: Newman and
Ivison, 1852), 37. Presbyterian Quarterly Review, I, No. 1
(September, 1852), 290.

06hio Observer, September 22, 1852.
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follow the Synod. But the Synod of Western Reserve optimis-
tically saw progress that dictated against division.ll .

In 1852 Robert Bishop, who had changed over to the
"Constitutional" Church, opened correspondence for the pur-
ﬁose of having pregbyteries, both North and South, furnish:
statistics concerning the status of the colored population.
This was rejected by his Southern correspondent as imprac-

tical ’12

but Bishop had already proceeded to promote a plan.
to ask~for Southern statlisties, through a serles of letters
in the Central Christian Hergld. In the second letter he
included resolutions that he intended to offer before the
Presbytery of Hamilton, petitioning this body to ask the
Assembly to cell on the South to furnish statistlcs. He
suggested that other Jjudicatories take simllar steps.l3
Although Blishop was 11l and did not attend the next two
sesslions of the Presbytery, thé record showed the

resolutions were presented and rejected on the ground

11Records of the following: Presbytery of Grand
River, 1849-186T7, I1II, 50, 81, 91, 103; Presbytery of Por-:
tage, 1843-1863, IV, 206-0T7; Synod of Western Reserve,
1846-1867, II, 126.

12Robert Bishop Papers and Miscellaneous Notes,
(Manuseript: Miami University Library, Oxford, Ohlo),
W.L. McLain to Bishop, April 9, 1852.

gentral Cnristian Herald, December 18, 185l.
Bighop Papers, Resolutions to Be Presented to the Presby-
tery, 1852.



185

that the Church had turned down a similar request in 1851.%%

When the New School Assembly convened at Buffalo,
in 1853, eleven memorials were presented asking for progress
that would apply the Detrolt measures of 1850. The Synod
of Ohlio asked the Church to call for statistics from the
Southern presbyteries.l5 The committee on slavery presented
a report asking for informatlon on the status of Negroes
in the South. The report proposed that "competent men in
the several southern synods" be appointed to furnish statis-
tice and answer queries ?wiih regard to the extension of
slavery in the churches.”16 The report was indefinitely-
postponed after a day of-débate. A modified report was
presented and accepted. 8ince a Southern judicatory had
complained of "unkindness and injustice on the part of

Northern brethfen," the report requested the Southern pres-

byteries to supply‘information to the next meeting of the

1409ntra1 Christian Herald, April 22, 1852. Records
of the Presbytery of Hamilton, 1847-1868, 114, 122-23,
Prairie Herald, May 27, 1851.

15Records of the Synod of Ohio, 1849-1862, II, 90.
See Agsgembly Minutes, 1853, 333. Records of the Synod of
Indlana, 1846-1857, II, 132. Records of the Presbytery of
S8alem, 1841-1861, II, 300, 315. Presbytery of Indlanapolis::
Central Christian Herald, March 31, 1853.

16John Monteith Papers, (5 vols., Manuscript: Michigan
Historical Collection of the University of Michigan, Ann
Arbor, Michigan), III, John Monteith to John Monteith, Jr.,
Mey 25, 1853.
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Church as a means of correcting "misapprehensions which may
exist in many Northern minds.™ The report was adopted, but
protests were made declaring ihe action unconstitutional
and complaining that 1t had passed with less than a majority
of the full house, since many had departed following the
indefinite postponement. The protests were slgned by thirty-
8ix delegates, of which eighteen were from the East and
five from the Middle Wést.l7 The answer of the Church to
the Protest disclaimed any motive other than "the develop-
ment of facts calculated to correct misapprehensions,"18
but one of the members of the slavery committee, John-
Montelth, privately wrote his son:l9 |

The report ... 1s not a compromise secee

It proposes to advance slowly, not now to

commence discipline, but to make our-

selves acquainted with the facts ecee

This 1s the step by which we are to

prepare for future actione.

Another matter that caused controversy in the New
School Church in 1853 was a motion to have the Assembly
commend genéral circulation of G.N. Judd's book, The History
of the Division of the Presbyterian Church in the United

States of America. A proposal was made to have the chapter

17 pssembly Minutes, 1853, 327-331-34.
18)gsembly Minutes, 1853, 334-39. |
19John Monteith Papers, John Monteith to his son,

III, May 25, 1853.
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on slavery omitted. The author viewed the Presbyterian
Church as "conservative" on the question of human Bondage,
but saw the goal of the-Chﬁrch as an "everlasting
divorce ... from all connectlon with the institution."Z0
When 1t was moved that the book be accepted as it was*
written by the author, a delegate from Migsissippl ob-
Jected chlefly because the treatise claimed the Church was
. in advance of the 0ld School on the subject of slaféry. He
stated that the Southern Church had been "obliged to suppress"
fifty coples that had been sent to Jackson, Mississippie. )
W.A. Niles, of Wisconsin, informed the body that “the
circulation of an expurged edition" in Wisconsin would
"destroy the Presbyterian Church" there: "An expurged
edition will be death." A comprémiéé‘was finally adopted
that commended "the book to the careful examination of the
church. 2L

The acts of the "Constitutional Chureh 1in 1853

received almost unenimous approval by the judicatories

20

Presbyterian Church in the United States of Amerlca
(New York: M. W. Dodd, 1852), 218.

Zlggg York Observer, June 2, 1853,
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in the Middle West.2> The Presbytery of Salem also re-
solved that the Church oughi, from this point, to "advance
kindly, firmly, and without unnecessary delay" until this
sin of human bondage was removed from its porfals.23 Only
the Presbytery of Dayton, in the Middle West, asked the
parent body "to avoid all renting of the church by violent
agitation on-this vexed question."™ Dayton, however, approved
the acts of 1853 at Bu:t‘:‘alo.24 Méasures were presented to
the Presbytery of Schuyler expressing a willingness "for
the present that no further action be taken," but these
resolutions were laid on the table.25 In thé East the

225ee Records of the following: Synod of Indiana,

1846-1857, II, 149; Presbytery of Madison, 1838-1857, 310;
Presbytery of Greencastle, 1851-1860, I, 333; Presbytery of
Crawfordsville, 1835-1868, 441; Presbytery of Indianapolis,
1839-1863, 263; Presbytery of Franklin, 1846-1860, 207.
Wisconsin Convention, 1840-1861, 284; 8ynod of Michigan,
1842"1853, II’ 292; PreSbytery of mrShallg 1845"18613 II’
229; Synod of Western Reserve, 1846-186T7, II, 137; Presby-
tery of Cleveland, 1847-1870, 94; Synod of Peoria, 1843~
1859, I, 157; Presbytery of Chicago, 1847-1870, 135; Pres-
bytery of Belvidere, 1847-1863, 53; Presbytery of Elyria,
1842-1863, 203. Presbytery of Elkhart: New York Evangelist,
Agril 27, 1854. S8ynod of Ohio: Ohio Obgerver, November 16,
1853. ‘

23Records of the Pregbytery of Salem,'184o—1861, 1I,
327 : -

2469ntra1 Christian Herald, April 13, 1854.

s 25Records of the Presbytery of Schuyler, 1840-1856,
265.
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Presbytery of Montrose unanimously resolved: "Further agita-
tion in the General Asgembly ... is 1nexpedient.“26 The
S8ynod of New York-New.Jersey charged the highest-judicatory
with transcending its legitimate powers by making an
investigation that involved original Jurisdiction. The
Synod asked that the problem of dealing wilth property in
man be left to the lower courts of the Church.27 The New
York Observer had expected this Synod to take "decided and
manly® action, and to "put forth principles that would
compei conviction, comﬁand respect, and exert influence."
The editor was unhappy that the Synod of New York-New Jefsey
had included the foliowing qualification in its resolutions:
"Without any reference to the action of previous General
Assemblies, we belleve that in the present aspect of divine
Providence, the agltation ... is undesirable and inexpedient."
The Observer now saw two parties in the Church: "one party
intent on driving the wedge, the other party regretting

such action, yet fearing to correct it."

-

26393 York Observer, September 22, 1853. For similar
action of the Fourth Presbytery of Philadelphla see: Ohlo
Obgerver, November 16, 1853. The Presbytery of Otsego
agproved the Assembly action: New York Obsgerver, June 23,
1835.

2’7L1‘z:)er-a:l:.oz', November 4, 1853. Ohio Observer,
November'lE, 1853.

28Now York Observer, January 5, 1854.
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On July 4, 1853, a convention of Southern New School
Presbyterlians met at Murfreesboro, Tennessee, to consider
the Buffalo measures. Resolutions were adopted which de-
clared the Detrolt measures of 1850 and the Acts of 1853
unconstitutional. This meeting passed resolutions counsel-
ing the Southern Churches to "present themselves in full
force and unanimity, and demand of the General Assembly a
definite settlement." Tt was claimed that the Church had
adopted new tests not required by the Scriptures. The con-
vention advised the Southern Church to reject the request
for Information, and called on the conservatives in the
North and West to unite with the South in the next Assembly
to "ald in preserving the integrity of the Ghurch."®’ A
group of Virginia and Delaware Presbyterians addreésed a
circular letter to the Murfreesborec Convention which was
not received before adjournment. The letter was printed
in the Christian Observer so that it would have the effect
of promoting unity of action in the South on the steps that
should be taken to meet the crisis. The signers of the
letter committed themselves to withdraw, and "form a dis-
tinct organization," if agitation were permitfed in the
Church after a formél protest had been lodged in the Assem-
bly ageinst 1it. Thé letter advised the presbyteries to

29New York Observer, July 28, 1853. GChristian
Observer, July 5, 1853.
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pledge themselves to "decline sending any response to the

o)
inquiries proposed" in 1853.3

The Presbytery of Galena
considered1the resclutions of the Murfreesboro Convention
and the clrcular letter, and decided that the denial of
freedom of debate in the Assembly would be “unreasonable
and impolite." The right of debate was "an inalienable
and constitutional right which can never be surrendered."
The request by the Church for information was considered-

"strictly constitutional, and in its nature reasonables ">t

The Qentral Christian Herald noticed that the Buffalo
Measures had caused "excitement in the Eastern and Southern
sections of the Church." The editor added, "Some severe
ahimadvereions have beeﬁ.made upon the West, but we care
not to repeat or repel them."2 The Presbyterian of the
West supported the "Gonstitutional®™ Church in its request
for information on the Southern 1nst.it.ution.33
In September, 1853, the Presbytery of Winchester

sent a circular letter to all Northern'New School

3°New York Observer, September 1, 1853, Christian
Observer, July 16, 1853.

3lRecords of the Presbytery of Galena, 1841-1863,
186 ’ 191. ' .

2gentral Christian Herald, July 28, 1853.
33Presbxterian of the West, December 29, 1853.
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presbyteries. "The South must have some reasonable assur-
ance that this érusade against her ... in the Assembly

will cease,"

warned Winchester, "or her connection with

that body must necessarily come to an end." The letter
asked "no retraction™ of what had been saié, but simply “an
expres;ion of the 1mﬁropriety and undesirableness of any
further action by the Assembly on the subject of slavery."34
In answer to the letter the Third Presbytery of New York -
referred Winchester to the measures of the 8ynod of New York-
New Jersey in which a positlon of silence had already been
taken for the present. Asa D. 8mith objected to any agree-
ment to check progress.35 The New York Evangelist revealed
that it had received many replies to the Winchester letter,

most of which were from the Wést.36

The Presbytery of
Elyrla refused tc give a pledge of sillence but continued by

glving Winchester a lecture on slavery,37 and the Trumbull

34Presbzterx Reporter, IV, No. 4 (November 1, 1853),
99-100. .

3514berator, May 19, 1854. 8.D. Alexander, The
Presbytery of New York, 11?8 1o 1888 (New York: D.F.
Randolph and Company, n.d.), 119.

3ONew York Evangelist, May 18, 1854.

3TRecords of the Presbytery of Elyria, 1842-1863,
212-215. . 4
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Presbytery followed 1ts refusal with an account of how the
problems growing out of human bondage were wrecking and
dividing the churches under its care.38 "In view of recent
developments in Congress," the Presbytery of Huron could
not agree with the reques£.39 Not a single Jjudicatory from
the Wesf agreed to refrain from discussing the probleﬁ of
the relation of the Church to human bondage.ao

When the Nebraska Bill was Introduced in Congress,
it met surprising resistance in religious circles, particu-
larly in the East. Since "the Gospel is Love, Slavery is em-
bodled hate" and the "question of its extension «.. is one

that eminenﬁly concerns the Christian," said the Free

38Records of the Presbytery of Trumbull, 1847-1861,
II, 179"'830 .

39R. Braden lMoore, History of Huron Presbytery
(Philadelphia: William F. Fell, 18925, 186.

40See Records of the following: Presbytery of Galena,
1841-1863, 204; Presbytery of Schuyler, 1840-1856, 269~70;
Presbytery of Fox River, 1851-1870, 14; Presbytery of Mead~
ville, 1843-1855, 218-20; Presbytery of Grand River, 1849~
1867, III, 112-14; Presbytery of Belvidere, 1847-1863,
51-53; Presbytery of Indianapolis, 1839-1863, I, 274; Pres-
bytery of Madison, 1838-1857, I, 324; Presbytery of Craw-
fordsville, 1835-1868, 450. Synod of Iowa: Presbytery
Revorter, IV, No. 4 (November, 1853), 88. 8ynod of Peoria:
Ohio Observer, November 16, 1853. Presbytery of Ottawa::
Gould, ope cit., 175 Presbytery of North River: New York
Evangelist, May 4, 1854. Presbyteries of Athens, Hamilton,
agd Génzinnati: Central Christian Herald, April 27, May 11,
13150 )
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Pregbyterian, of Albany, New York. If the Missouri
Compromise can be nullified, “may not the Compromise of
1850 in its turn become nugatéry?" questioned the New York

42

Evangelist. The Central Christian Herald opposed the bill,

and the Ohlo Observer advised that firm opposition would
k111l the proposa.i.43 The Presbyterian of the West warneds:
"Set aside and trample on the Compromise of 1820, and that
of 1850 will not be worth a strawe"* Even the New York
Observer opposed the Nebraska Bi1l because it "ﬁroposed
annulling ... a solem compact which has heretéfore been

regarded as beyond repeal.“45

The Presbyterlan of the West

returned to the subject: "Shall a minority, ... with desper-
ate determination, overridé the solemn compact of the nation
for the purpose of giving despotism a wider kingdom?

Never!“46

‘The New York Daofly Times found "all the most

*lcited by National Era, March 2, 1854.
“%New York Evangelist, January 12, 1854s

%Sgentral Christian Herald, April 13, 1854. Ohio
Observer, February 15, 1854. ,

“APresbyterian of the West, March 2, 1854.
45

46

Cited by Chicago Tribune, February 13, 1854.
Presbyterian of the West, March 23, 1854,
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influential clergymen" in New York City opposing the
Nebraska Bill, and the New York Evangellst was rleased that

the clergy had shown ™no favor to this traitorous aggression
on the rights of humanity."™ The Journal of Gommerce was
sald to have reported that-3,263 anti-Nebrasks sermons had
been preached in New England and New York during six weeks
in the early part of 1854.48 A Chicago clergyman, travel-
ing in the East, wrote the Chicago Daily Tribune, March 30,
1854, that he had witnessed a meeting organized to resist
the Fuglitlive Law in Syracuse in which the clergy took a
prominent part. "The deep 1ndignation of the religious
community" was “"everywhere directed against Douglas and
slavery.“} But Samuel Cox, of Brooklyn, continued the posi-
tion he had taken in 1850. In a sermon before the Southern
Aid Society he said, "As Nebraska is not the Gospel, not
Justification by faith, not authorized in our commission «.s
let us Preach the Gospei, and let politlics, on both sides

of the Misslissippi aloﬁe@"Ag Outside of the eastern sea-
board the Nebraska Bill féﬁnd no defenders among ths
Presbyterian clergy. Joseph Bittinger, of the Presbytery

4TNew York Dally Times, March 11, 1854, Evangelist,
cited by the Liberator, March 24, 1854.
4801ted by Cincinnatil Daily Enguirer, April 6, 1854.

N 49F1rst Report of the Southern Aid Society, 1854,
Q.
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of Cleveland, took hls stand as an absolute moralist.
"Right and wrong admit no compromise. Every compromise in
the domain of ethics is treason or dereliction," he

50 Flavel Bascom blamed the northern ministry and

warned.
churches for creating a climate for'the current political
movements. If.slavery had been treated "as a stupendous
crime, northern politiclians would never have had presumptioh
to provose a scheme so black as the Nebraska bill."51 Alvah
Day, of the Presbytery of Ottawa, found the new poiitical
measures "pretty universally condemned" in the churches of
northern illinois. He promised ﬁhat a voice would come .
from the people of the Northwest during the next election

that would be "heard in High places.“52

Thomas Skinner, of
the Fourth Presbytery of New York, ﬁresided over a meeting
opposing the Fugltive Law and the Nebraska Bill at

Lockport, New York, and Williém Fuller, of the Presbytery

- of St. Joseph, Michigan, introduced anti-Nebraska resolutlions
at a similar meeting in Michigan.53

In New England, clergymen petitioned Congress

50016veland Daily Plain Dealer, May 10, 1854.
1
5 AHMS Correspondence; Bascom to Badger, March 9, 1854,

521bid.; Day to Executive Committee, Kendall County,
Illinois, July 3, 1854, October 1, 1854,

5 New York Tribune, February 28, 1854. Detroit Daily
Democrat, February 22, 1854.
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opposing thé Nebrgska Bill, and a petlition followed from
New York signed by one-hundred and fifty-one clergymen.54
Forty-one of the petitioners were from the New School and
seven were from the 0ld School Presbyterians.SS Forty-five
clergymen of Rochester, New York, signed another memorial

to Congress,56 and fifty-seven from Pittsburgh followed
suitf The Liberator sald that the Plttsburgh clergy were as

"stald and conservative a band of hunkers as could be
found," and expressed surprise that they would draw up a2
petitian.57 In Chicago twenty-five men of the cloth peti-
tioned Douglas and enlarged the memorlal to include five-
hundred and four ministers before it was seﬁt to Washington.
The day after the meeting to oggéﬁize the petition, Douglas
was burned in effigy -in (J‘h:lcago./58 Of the original signers
three were New and one was an 01ld School:Presbyterian. H.H.

Richardson, a member of the "Reformed" Assembly, was

54New York Tribune, March 16, 1854,

55New York contained 49 New School and 42 01d School
clergymen. Thirteen of the New School petitioners were
located outslde of New York.

568pringfield Deily Republican, March 28, 1854.

57L;berator, April 14, 1854.

58pai1ly Ghicago Tribune, March 28, 29, 31, 1854.
Dally Democratic Press, March 29, May 12, 1854.
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chalrman of the resolutions committee. He dellvered a ser-
mon earllier in the same month in which he had characterized
the Nebraska Bill as "a wicked, ungodly, and pernicious
measure." The sermon had been printed for circulatione”
When the—Presbytery of Ottawa met, it appended its entire
roll to the Chicago petition.6° Douglas answe;ed the
Chicago petition and thls climaxed a stormy counter-attack
in the secular press.s; The Daily Union censured political
activity by clergy and the Journal of Commerce called the
New York project "a dangerous influence .... This effort to
turn the pulpit aﬁd the clergy into engines for ... political

purposes wlll damage the cause 1t 1s designed to ;cn:'omot.e."s2

- The New York Evangelist interpreted this editorilal as an--
other attempt by the Journal "to overawe this class of

citizens and to disfranchise 1;hem.“63 Other secular papers

59Dailx Democratic Press, Aoril 1, 1854,
6

OGOU.ld, 22. _c_j_.;b.o’ 175"760 ‘

61Da111 Democratic Press, April 18, 1854. Daily
Democrat, April 19, 185%4. :

$2pa11y Union, March 11, 15, 1854,

63G1ted by Liberator, March 24, 1854.
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64 The New York petition was presented

took up the attacke
to the clergy of Western Reserve through the columns of the
Ohio Observer of March 15, 1854, and the Presbyteries of

Portage, Pataskala, Trumbull and Alton petitioned their
Senators and Representatives in Congress and asked that they

oppose the Nebraska Bill'.65

The Presbytery of Franklin
denounced the Nebraska Bill, and the Crawfordsville Presbytery
called it "an awful and wicked endeavor" and "a violation
of the pledged faith" of the government. Crawfordsville
petitioned the Assémﬁly "to express 1ts disapprobation."66
When the "Constitutional® Assembly met in 1854, a reo-
monstrance against the Nebraska Bill was submitted from the
floor but voted down. The New York Tribune's correspondent,
however, found this to be no test of sentiment concerning

the blll. Feelling was sald to be strongly agalnst the

64Dailx Evening Star, April 6, 1854. (Cleveland Daily

Plain Dealer, March 27, 1854.

5Records of the following: Presbytery of Portage,
1843-1863, IV, 228; Presbytery of Pataskala, 1848-1870,
II, 120; Presbytery of Alton, 1850-1863, II, 109. Presby-
tery of Trumbull: Ohio Observer, May 3, 1854.

66Records of the Presbytery of Franklin, 1846-1860,
215. Records of the Presbytery of Crawfordsville, 1835~
1868, 451. For opinions in the Presbytery of Portage, see
New York Observer, April 19, 1854, -
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Nebraska measure.67' Twenty-nine delegates protested against
the fallure of the Church to demand that the South answer
the inquiries of 1853. Twenty-one of the signers were from
ths Mlddle West, four of the remaining eight were from the
Presbytefy of Cayuga, New York, and the other four were from
western New York.68

When the lower Jjudicatories met in the autumn of
1854 and the spring of 1855, there was general protest
against the failure of the parent body to reguire the South-
ern churches to report the facts asked for in 1853, to state
explicitly 1t would not recede from the position then
occupied, and to adopt résolutions opprosing the Kansas-
Nebraska Act.69 The Presbytery of Cleveland, however, was

nbt disappointed with the fallure of the Assembly to

67New York Observer, June 2, 1854. New York Tribune,
May 30, 1854, .

68Assemblx Minutes, 1854, 498-99, 504-~505.

69See Records of the following: 8S8ynod of Illinois,
1831-1855, 435-36; Synod of Ohilo, 1549-1869, II, 146; Pres-
bytery of Franklin, 1846-1860, 224; Presbytery of Indianapo-
lis, 1839-1863, 283; Synod of WesternReserve, 1846-1867,
II, 162; Synod of Wabash, 1851-1869, 50; Presbytery of Green-
castle, 1851-1860, I, 113; Presbytery of Alton, 1850-1863,
II, 122; Presbytery of Elyria, 1842-1863, 233; Presbytery
of Cincinnati, 1844-1870, II, 281-82. 8Synods of Utica and
Geneva: New York Evangelist, September 7, 1854. Presbytery
of Ottawa: Gould, .op. eit., 155, 175, 179-80. George
Alllison, Forest, Fort and Faith: Historical Sketches of

the Presbytery of Fort Wayne (Fort Wayne: Presbytery of
Fort Wayne, 1945), 45.
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consider the Nebraska questlon, as this was considered
outside the scope of the Church's constitutions © In June,
1854, the Presbytery of Champlain, New York, adopted
measures protesting against the fallure of the Church to
act in such a way that it afforded “hope of a speedy
deliverance" from all connection with the Southern
Institution. A committee of correspondence was selected
to determine the views of other judicatories, and adopt
some definite plan of operation so that the next meeting
of the general Church body would offer hope of harmony and
success.?l The committee sentvout a clrcular letter to
all northern presbyterlies which called for co-operation in
order to deny fellowship and church membership to slave-
holders "through a solemn vote of the General Assembly,"
as soon as 1t could be regularly obtained.72 The lettef
was sent out in the name of the Jjudlcatory without previous
approval.73 The New York Evangelist felt that Champlain was
acting hastily as there were "difficulties in the case e.e

70New York Evangelilst, October 26, 1854.
Tlrpe Christian and Avostolic Abolition of Slavery,

Stated and Recommended in a Report Read Before Champlain
Presbytery (Rouse's Point, New York: D. Turner, 1855), 5.

Hereafter: Christian and Apostolic Abolition.

72New York Evangelist, September 28, 1854,

73Ghrist1an and Apostolic Abolition, 6.
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neither stated nor met." But the chairman of the committee
clarified the position of the letter as not proposing
T4

immediate separation. The Third Presbytery of New York
and that of Brooklyn reminded Champlain that the church
sesslon was the proper court to commence a process azgainst
members who had sinned.75 Many of the Judicatories in the
Middle West agreed with the end but not with the method.76
The Presbyteries of Indianapolis and Pennsylvania (located
in western New York) agreed by suggesting that Southern
church bodies be arraigned before thé Assembly, or that
the Constitution be changed to make slaveholding an
offense.77
After the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska Act, a de-
gree‘of optimism began to develop about the possibility of
keeping slavery out of Kansas. The Emigrant Aid Soclety was
being organized and the New York Evangelist predicted that

"a cordon sanitaire of free settlers" would bound the

T4 York Evangelist, October 5, 19, 1854,

New
75New York Ev elist, October 12, 19, 1854.

76Records of the Presbyteries of: Crawfordsville,
1835-1868, 459-61; Cleveland, 1847-1870, 110-17.

77Records of the Presbytery of Indianapolis, 1839~
1863, I, 284-85, Presbrtery of Pennsylvania: New York
Evangelist, October 19, 1854, ,
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southern frontier of Kansas and act as "an eternal barrier

w78 letter from a Presbyterian

to the inroads of slavery.
clergyman appeared in the ?resbzterian. It oolnted out that
Kansas was a grazing country and not likely to have many
slaves.A "The probability, ... amounts to almost a certainty,
that Kansas will come into the Unlon as a free State," sald

the writer.79

To the increasing threats that the North would
not permit the Fugltive Slave ﬁaw to be enforced because of

the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska Act, the New York Observer

replied: "Two wrongs will not make one right. The Nebraska
bill 1is wrong, but resistance to the fugitive slave law is
-not r;ght cees We shall stand by the laws of the United

Sﬁates, and at all hazards insist as every good citizen

should insist upon their prompt and literal execution."ao

When Will;am H. Seward suggested In a speech befére

a Republican meeting in Buffalo, in October, 1855, that the
menaces of disunion should be braved in opposing the exten-

slon of slavery, Robert Breckinridge appealed to him for

moderation.81 As a constlituent and kinsman, Breckinridge

8 ‘
7 Cited by Cincinnati Daily Enquirer, June 25, 1854,
79

Cited by Cincinnati Daily Enguirer, June 3, 1854.

80New York Observer, June 8, 1854,

81Liberator, November 30, 1855.
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had urged in vain on a distingulshed member of Congress
the necessity of opposing the repeal of the Mlssouril
' Compromise. But "it is as nothing in comparison with the

principles you avow and the ends you propose,’ wrote

Breckinridge.82
In the 01d School Church only the Presbyteries of
Chillicothe, Ohlo, and Dane, Wisconsin, went on record as
opposing the Kansas-Nebraska Bill and the extension of
slavery.83 While the Free Fresbyterian Church condemned
the Kansas-Nebraska Blll, the Assoclate Synod protested 1its
passage and recommended that church members unite in
petitioning for its repeal.sé The Assoclate Synod returned
to the subjJect again in 1856, and exposed the Fugltive
Slave Law "as a cruel and direct violation of the Divine
law." It deplored what had happened in Kansas, and "the

n85 A similar

brutal attack ... on & member of the Senate.
serles of resolutions was introduced in the éeneral Synod

of the Assoclate Reformed Church by an Illinois delegate

82New York Times, October 22, November 15, 1855.

83Records of the Presbytery of Dane, 1851-1870, 69.
Records of the Presbytery of Chillicothe, 1846-1870, 186~
88. Presbyterian of the West, April 27, 1854,

84Free Presb terian, November 1, 1854, Evangelical
Repository, XIII, No. 2 zJuly, 1854), 112.

85Evangelical Repository, XV, No. 2 (July, 1856), 1ll1l2.
National Era, July 3, 1856.
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only to be withdrewn vhen a New York delegate "kindly
appealed" to the mover not to vress for adoptién.ge A
convention of the Assoclate Reformed, Reformed, and
Assoclate Churches, in 1858, protested the "curse" of
imposing "the protection of slaveholding into our
Territories,"S7

As the Xansas-Nebraska Act forced the Church into a

stronger antli-slavery nosition, the New York Evangelist

counselled moderation. "We would with all deference suggest
a doubt vhether any addiﬁional action 1s at »resent called
for," advised the editor. But when the "Constitutional"
Church held its general meeting in 1855 in St. Louls, com-
plaints against the fallure of the Southerm judicatories

to comply with avrequest Tor informatlon came from the

Synod of Yestern Reserve, tenlM1dd1e ‘“estern preshyteries
and three presbyteries in uz-state New fork. In view of this
failure, all asked for additional measures by the Church.88
The Presbyteries of Indiananolls and Elyria asked that the

Southern Jjudicatorlies be nrosecuted on the ground of

"common fame." Elyria also asked that the request for

86New York Observer, June 26, 1856.

8TEvangelical Repository, XVI, No. 12 (May, 1858),

683.

88Assemblx Minutes, 1855, 29, See following Records:
Presbytery of Altom, 1850-1863, 1I, 138-39; Presbytery of
Cincinnati, 1844-1870, II, 281-83; Presbytery of Hamilton,
1847-1868, 164-65.
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Information be renewed and if refused that the Church be
divided into separate Eastefn, Western, and Bouthern Assem-
blies. A letter was sent to all Southern presbyteries ask-
ing that they honor the request of the Church.89 The Pres-
bytery of Wabash, Illinols, declined fellowship with those
who were involved with the 8S8outhern institution or those
Justifying 1t. They refused to.send commlssioners to the
Assembly "in view of the past, and the dull prospect of the'
future." ~Because of many requests, Wabash reconsidered the
question of sending delegates to the 8St. Louis meeting.9q
The Third Presbytery of Philadelphia "deprecated any action
on the part of this body" at St. Louls.”  The Assembly of
1855 appointed a committée to report to the next meeting on
the constitutional power 6f the highest Judicatory to remove

92

slavery from the Church. Although pvointing to the hazards

of division, the Presbyterian Recorder, of St. Louls, ob-

served that this Church was the only body that had fully

89Records of the Presbytery of Indianapolis, 1839-
1863, I, 296. Records of the Presbytery of Elyria, 1842-
1863, 229-230, 231, 235.

S Liberator, March 30 1855 Central Christiasn
F ] L]
Herald, May 3 1855.

91pesembly Minutes, 1855, 30.
921p14.
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disecussed the sectional problem without division.93 The
decision to review the constitutional power of the Assembly
concerning human bondage met general approval in the West.94
Other Judicatories asked the Assembly to use what constitu-
tional power 1t had to remove slavery from the Church or to
‘amend the constitution so that this could be accomplished.95
In eastern New York the'Presbytery of Champlain Informed the
Church that it would be satisfied with nothing except the
removal of "this great iniquity® from éll connection with
the New School body.96

As the Presidentlial election of 1856 drew near, the
sermons of ministers and the resolutions of the New School

Judicatories began to show political overtones. When the

Synod of Michigan met in 1856, it was asked to ‘express an

93Presbxterian Recorder, I, No. 4 (July, 1855), 1ll4.
94See Records of the followlng: Presbytery of Washtenaw,
1849-1862, II, 148; Presbytery of Portage, 1843~1863,

246; Presbytery of Franklin, 1846-1860, I, 241; Synod of

Ohio, 1849-1869, II, 163. Milnutes of the Synod of

Michigan, (Detroit: G.E. Pomeroy, 1855), 1.

95899 Records of the following: 8ynod of Western

- Reserve, 1846-1867, II, 199; Presbytery of Portage, 1843~
1863, 1V, 268; Presbytery of Cincinnati, 1844-1870, II,
326; Presbytery of Pataskala, 1848-1870, II, 160-61.
Presbyteries of 8alem and Fort Wayne: Central Christian
Herald, April 17, June 5, 1856: Presbytery of Ottawa:
Gould, op. cit., 182. | |

96Liberator, July 30, 1855.
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opinion on the guestion of the extension of the system of
servitude. The chairman of the committee, Duffield, relter-
ated the former testimony of the Synod and urged prayers to
"remove the evils" and "avert ... the bloodshed and horror
of a civil war." But such conservative counsels did not
prevall; substiﬁute resolutions were introduced from the
floor denouncing the "outrasre" against Senator Charles
Sumner and the attacké on freedom in Kansa.s.97 After these
resolutions had passed, Duffield wrote in his diary: "I
endeavored to lead them to consider the impropriety of
mixing themselves up with party politics, but stood a-

lone.“98

The Synod of Western Reserve regretted the tone
of the discussion and weakness of measures at St. Louls at
the very time "when the whole moral sentiment of the clty -
and country was outraged by the violence of the slave
power invading and proceeding to sack peaceable settle-

ments."99. Other judicatories expressed sentiments

against the extension of human bondage in the

—— m—— — (

98Duffield's Diary, VI, 1856-1858, 15 (June, 1856).

9909ntra1 Christian Herald, October 9, 1856.
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territories.loo

A.L. Brooks and R. W. Patterson, both of
the New School in Chilcago, spoke out on the moral aspects .
of the question of territorial expansion.lOl The New 1923
Evangelist came out for Fremont because "the only question
at lssue was the restriction ... of slavery within its
present béunds."loa The missionaries of the American

Home Missionary'SOciety stationed in the West, almost to a
man, backed the Republican Party and opposed the develop-
ments in Kansas. In Illinoils the lines were most completely
drawn. These clergymen stood against public opinion in the
southern part of the state, but often could not take.a

103

position strong enough in the northern part. It was

observed by the secular press that almost all ministers

in the North supported Fremont.lo4

looSee Records of the following: Synod of Peoria,
1843-1859, I, 225, 264-65; Synod of Wabash, 1851-1869, T71;
Presbytery of Elyria, 1842-1863, 287. 8Synod of Cincinnati:
Central Christian Herald, November 13, 1856. Presbytery of
Ottawat Gould, op. cit., 182.

101D ily Democratic Press, September 18, 1856. A.T.
Andreas, Hlstory of Ghicag From the Earllest Period to the
Present Time (3 vols., Chicago: A.T. Andreas, 1884), 418.

lozcited by Daily Democratic Press, September 3, 1856.
1OEAHMB Correspondence: to ﬁhe Secretaries from A.S.
Avery, Metropolis, Illinois, August 1, 1856; J.R. Smith, Jo
Davis County, Illinois, September 18, 1856, B.F. Cole, Dan-
ville, Indiana, November 15, 1856; J.R. Dunn, Wenona,
Illinois, July 2, 1856 H.D. Platt, Brighton, Illinois,
August 1, 1856.

10411 cago Tribune, September 8, 1856. Dally
Democratic Press, November 12, 1856.
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When the "Constitutional" Assembly met in Schenectady
in 1856, the committee on the éonstitutional power reported
that the Assembly had the power to remove slavery from the
Church. A minority revorted that thls power did not exist.
After the majority statement was adopted, the minority
vositlion was permitted to be entered on the record. Forty-
seven members protested this decision as tending to give
the minority report standing in the Ghui-ch.lo5 The protest-
ers were divided by regions as followlng: twenty-nine from
the Middle West, thirteen from up-state New York, and five
from the seaboard éynods.106 The Southern delegates addres-
sed a letter to the "Constitutional" Preskrterians residing
in the slaveholding states and assured them that Church

action did not make slavery prims faclie evidence of sin.

"We believe ... the law of love demands that the relation of
master and servant should exist." ~If the Assembly should

conclude that "the relation of master and servant, in any

' said the Southern commissioners, "we

w107

- case, 1s an offence,'

shall unitedly dissolve our connection with that body.

105 ssenbly Minutes, 1856, 197-211.

1064 e sembly Minutes, 1856, 216. Among the seabomrd
- signers were: Asa D. 8mith of New York; 8S.T. Spear, of
Brooklyn; and I.N. Sprague, of Newark, New Jersey.

l07New York Observer, June 5, 1856,
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When both the Synod of Western Reserve and the Presbytery
of Cleveland met in September, 1856, they endorsed the
course of those protesting the lnclusion of the minority
revort on the records of the Ghurch.lo8
| In 1856 Albert Barmes published his views on the
question of the relatlions of the church to the Southern
institution. The Church and Slavery called for an open'
and full discussion of the subject free from the realm of
politics. "By prayer, by patience, by exhortation, by
testimony ahd forbearance mingled with Christian fidelity ...
the work may be done.”log The Central Christian Herald
agreed with Barnes on-the power of testimony. As evidence,
the editor called attention to the steadfast resistance
offered by "nearly the whole of the great Atlantic cities"
united with the South. But, the Herald felt, testimony
was likely to separate the South from the Church rather

than from slavery.llo The Christian Observer agreed that

108Rec0rds of the Synod of Western Reserve, 1846-1867,
II, 223. Records of the Presbytery of Cleveland, 1847-1870,
154,

109)1vert Barnes, The Church and Slavery (Philadelphia::
Parry and McMillan, 1857), 166-67.

110:0ntral Christian Herald, February 19, 1857.
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the East would co~operate wilth the South to promote the
welfare of the slave by entrusting the servant to the
master rather than excluding the gospel from him.lll The

American Presbyterian, of Philadelphia, informed the

brethren of Cincinnati that "the grecat commercial centers
of the nation" had learned "to love and esteem the different
sections" of the country, and were "opoosed to the attempt
to drive‘off the South by such declérations as would make
it inconsistent with self-respect for them to remain with

wll2

us The Central Chrigtlian Herald vointed to the in-

creased morsl force of the Methodist Church since 1844 and
concluded that the Presbyterian Church would surely be
blessed "under a similar process of cure."113 |
As“the territorial question drew thé lines more
clearly over the whole nation, the New School members in
the South came forward with a stronger défense of the

Institutions of theilr section. In the Buffalo meeting of
1853 Robert MclLain, of Mississippi, informed the Church

11 '
Cited by Central Christian Herald, February 19,

1857.
1121p14., February 26, 1857. |
1130ontral Christian Herald, April 9, 1857.
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that slaves were held by as many Southern Presbyterians as
could afford them.114 In 1856 William E. Holley, of the
Presbytery of South Lexington, Mississippl, admitted on
tﬁe floor of the Assembly thatvhe held slaves by cholce and
principle.115 Alexander Newton, of Jackson, Mississipvi,
addressed a series of lettesrs to the Christian Observers
"As were our fathers," he wrote, "so are we slaveholders
from principle. Slavéholding is not a sin any more than

n116 When

monarchy, oligarchy, and aristocracy are sins.
the request for information from the Southern éhurch was
proposed in 1853, F.A. Ross, editor of the Knoxville

Presbyterian Witness, made a counter-proposal asking for

information from northern churches on "the number of
members who seek to make money by selling ... negro clothing,
handcuffs and cowhides." ! At the Schenectady meeting in
1856 Ross challengedvthé Detroit measures of 1850 as
meaniﬁg nothing:

They aré a fine specimen of Northern

skill in platform making .... A plank
for the North, a broad board for the

1l4w1114am Hosmer, Slavery and the Church (Auburn,
New York: William J. Moses, 1853), 193.

llsNew York Evangelist, May 14, 1857.
1161414,

117gnicago Datly Tribune, June 6, 1853
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SBouth eee. It 1is a gun-elastic
consclence stretecning now to a
charity covering all the multitude
of our Southern sins, contracted now,
giving us hard}zea fig-leaf
righteousnesse.

Late in 1856 Ross printed a seriles of letters to Andrew
Blackburn of Knoxville, Tennessee, and ran them in his own
newspaper. Ross maintained that the North was racked with
infidelity and the discussion of servitude would "result

in the triumph of the true Southern interpretation of the
Bible. The sin per se doctrine will be utterly demolished,"
he confldently predicted. His letters were widely reprint-'

119

ed. He approved the vosition of Newton and wrote a

serles of letters to the Christilan Observer in answer to

Albert Barnes' recent book. He defended slavery as a Bible
institution.120

The New School Synod of Mississlppi, in 1856, found
the agltation in the Church cripvling its efforts and in-
fluence. This agitation was “unjust, oppressive, and un-
wurrahted by the Word of God.“ The 8ynod voted to form a
committee to correspond with other Southern judicatories
for the purpose of forming a Southern Assembly. The Presby-

tery of Hanover, Virginia, decided to separate "if

118F.A. Ross, Slavery Ordained of God (Philadelphias
Lippincott, 1857), 65.
llgLiberator, September 5, 1856.
20
1 New York Evangelist, May 21, 1857.
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2
agitation should be continued."l .

It was "an unquestion-
able fact, that the public mind in the South" regarded the
relation between master and servant to be "sanctioned by
the Word of God," stated the Presbytery of 8Shiloh, Tennes-
see.l22 As the political struggle.became more bitter, the
New School men and churches in the South were pushed into a
stronger position in defense of slaverj not demanded of

the 01d School Presbyterlans. They wére forced to try to
live down the reputation of the "Constitutional" Church as
an abolitionist church. .

As a result of the feeling that slavery was expand-
ing and the defense of servitudelwas growing,:the western
church moved to a position of demending discipline. The
Presbytery of Portage asked the 8ynod of Western ﬁeserve to
withdraw and become independent if no decisive measures

if
were taken in 1857.123

The Synod agreed, and memorialized
the Assembly to send down a requisition to the Synod of
Mississippl to enjoin upon the Presbytery of Lexington,

South, to take steps to discipline W.E. Holley, one of its

lalNew Yorkﬁbbserver, August 21, October 23, 1856,
122yew York Evangelist, May 14, 1857.

123Records of the Pregbytery of Portage, 1843-1863,
IV, 276.



216
members. The ground for the charge was the statements
made by Holley on the floor of the Assembly in 1856+ All
of the presbyterles were asked to take similar action.124
After the death of Holley early in 1857, the Presbytery
of Lexington, South, adopted resolutions that all of its
members were open to the same charge that Western Reserve
had made against him.125 Other Judicatories made similar
charges agalinst Holley and also against Robert Mclain,
of Newton, Mississippi, Alexander Newton, of Clinton,
Mississippl, and F.A. Ross, of Richland, Tennessee.l
The Presbyteries of Illinois and Springfield and the Synod
of Illinois asked for a statement that would counteract
the circular 1lssued by the Southern delegates to the
Assembly of 1856. These Judicatories also requested

that the churches be enjoined to conslder slavery

prima facle evidence of unfitness for membership in the

1240entral Christian Herald, October O, 1856. Records

of the Synod of Western Reserve, 1846-1867, II, 215.
125New York Evangelist, May 14, 1857,

12689e Records of the followlng: Presbytery of
Cleveland, 1847-1870, 161-64; Presbytery of Elyria, 1842~
1863, 297-99; Presbytery of Grand River, 1849-1867, III,
157; Presbytery of Portage, 1843-1863, IV, 281-82; Synod
of Wabash, 1851-1869, 70-72; Synod of Indiana, 1846~
1357, II, 198-201. Presbytery of Huron: Moore, op. cit.,
1 90 ;
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Church.127 ‘The Synod of Cincinnati united with others in
calling for discipline and asked for the adoption of
a Declaration and Testimony to answer "the erroneocus
impressibns" spread abroad.128 The Central Christian
Herald called for united action on the Cincinnati

resolutions,129

and several western presbyteries adopted
the measures.lBo Immedlate discipline was demanded by thé
Presbyteries of Peorla and Knox, and Ottawa. The latter
proposed to withdraw from the Church if prosecution was not
started. The former invoked the Assembly to propose and
secure a separation from the South 1f the peace and purlty
of the Church could be better attained in this way.131

Memorials were sent up from other Judlicatorles in the West

27Records of the Presbytery of Springfield, 1856-
1866, IV, 5-6. Records of the 8ynod of Illinois, 1856-
1869, II, 17-18. AHMB Correspondence: C.L. Watson to D.B.
Coe, Sangamon County, Illinois, October 11, 1856.

1280entral Christian Herald, November 13, 1856.
1291134, , March 19, 1857.

130363 Records of the followlng: Presbytery of Salem,
1841-1861, II, 423-24; Presbytery of Hamilton, 1847-1868,
188-90; Presbytery of Pataskala, 1848-1870, II, 172; Pres-
bytery of Schuyler, 1856-1870, 10-1l. Presbytery of Ottawa:
Gould, op. cit., 186-87. Records of the Presbytery of
Kalamazoo, 1850-1865, II, 1l4.

131G-ould, op. cit., 186-87. Presbytery Reporter, IV,
No. 1 (July, 1857), 29.
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132 " In the East the Fourth Pres-

agsking for strong measures.
bytery of New York spoke out on slavery. It protested a-
galnst the interpretation of the action of 1856 as receding
from an anti-slavery positlon and testimony. The Presbytery
declared property in man to be "essentially opposed to the
rights of man, to the welfare of the Republic, ... and to

the principles of the Christian religion."l33

A total of

twenty-elght memorials were sent to the Général Assembly,

Including twenty-three from the Middle West, three from

New York, oné from Pennsylvania, and one from Mississippi.l34
When the General Assembly convened in Cleveland in

May, 1857, Robert Mclain and F.A. Ross were on hand to

defend ﬁhemselves. Ross maintalned that ﬁhe Blible sanction-

ed slavery. "It is a relation belonging to the same category

as those of husband and wife," he said. "The evils in the

system are the same evils of oppression we see in the

' 132Presbyterfés of Dayton and Franklin: Central
Christian Herald, October 23, 1856, April 16, 1857. Records -
of the Presbytery of Pataskole, 1848-1870, II, 165. Records
of the Convention of Wisconsin, 1840-1861, I, 343.

133Elizabeth L. Smith (ed.), Henry Boynton Smith, His
Liie and Letters (New York: A.C. Armstrong and Son, 1881),
i34, ' '

1534pnegbyterian Quarterly Review, VI, No. 22 (Septem-
ber;, 1857), 233: Ohio 11, Illinois 5, Indiana 3, Michigan 2,
Iowa 1, Wisconsin 1, Neéw York 3, Pemmnsylvania 1, and
Mississippl 1. In the New York Observer, June 4, 185T7::
Indlena was listed with 8. .
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relatlon of husband and wife, and all other forms of govern-

ment." Ross pronounced a long eulogium on Gerard Hallock,

of thé Journal of Commerce, whc supported him in this
ﬁosition.135 When the report of the committee on slavery
vas presented, 1t was accepted by a large majority. It
censured the official notice to the Assembly from the
Presbytery of Lexington, South, which admitted that members
of this presbytery held slaves "from principle, believing it
to be according to the Bible." A group of Southern delegates
protested against the measures of the Church as "the virtual

136

exscinding of the South. While still in Cleveland, the

Southern delegation met and drew up an "Address" to the
dhurch.l37 The Southern commissioners announced that they
were wlthdrawing from the Church because of the unconstitu-
tional measures adopted at the Cleveland meeting. This
address fastened the blame for the current troubles in the
Church on the western judicatories by declaring::

In consequence of the political agitation
of the subject and the pressure brought
to bear upon them by Congregational
churches holding most ultra abolition
sentiments, many of our western
presbyteries have become more urgent

in demanding progressive action of the
Assembly e... They have deslred the
Assembly to express its views of the

lBSCentral Christian Herald, May 28, 1857.
136 -

.3 Assembly Minutes. 1857, 403-406.

1 .
37§gg York Observer, June 11, 1857.
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sin of slaveholding so clearly,

that they can be made the basls

of discipline by the courts of

‘ the Church.

The address called‘for a meeting of all Presbyterians
opposed to the agltation of the sectional controversy to
meet in Washington, but later changed to Richmond, to
organize a new General Assembly.138 The convention of the
Southern New School Presbjterians met at Richmond and
formally withdrew from the "Constitutional”™ Church. They
adopted measures declaring slavery to bé aﬁ institution of
the state that did not properly belong "to the Church
Judicatories as a subject for discussion and inquiry." A
meeting was called to convene in Knoxville, Tennessee; during
April, 1858, to organize the United Synod of the Presbyterian
Church.139 When the Knoxville meeting opened, measures

were again voted which pronounced slavery essentlally a

political question that should be left to the civil

138Presb terian Quarterly Review, VI, No. 22,
(September, 1857), 246.

139Presbyter;§g Magazine, VII (October, 1857),
433-439,
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140
authorities of the land to settle. The United Synod

of the Presbyterian Church contained 108 ministers,

187 churches, and 10,877 communicants in 1859.141

140p,.cgbyberian Quarterly Review, VII, No. 25
(July, 1858), 124, =

141

S et e ——— S———  ———

America, in Papers of the American Society of Church

History, Samuel M. Jackson, ed., (New York: G.P. Putnam's
Sons, 1897)’ 240




CHAPTER V
THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH
AND THE AMERICAN HOME MISSIONARY SOCIETY

During the 1840's the American Home Missionary
Soclety, so far as public announcements were concerned,
generally malintained a studied silence concerning its rela-
tion with the system of servitude. In answer to private
correspondence, hoﬁever, it maintained the position that it
had taken during the 1830's. The answer the Sociefy made to
an inquiry from Lewls Tappan, July 18, 1844, was typlcal of
the response it gave to private requests for information.
Tappan wanted to know whether money was accepted from slave-
hblders, whether missionaries in the South preached against
human bondage, and whether aid had ever been refused to
churcﬁes which toleratéd the institution. Milton Badger,
one of the secretarlies of the Soclety, informed his aboli-
-tlonlst correspondent that only a small part of 1ts funds
came from the South. He did not know what portion, if any,
came from slaveholders. There were no specific instructions
to missionarieé as to what those living in the South should
preach and no church had been denled ald because of its

: 1l
relations to the Southern institution. But thls same year

1AHMB Correspondence, Letter Book R, 312, July 27,
1844, .
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the Soclety recognized that difficulties to the expansion
of religion in the South existed. "Another obstacle -- and |
cne of increasing magnitude -- which may well £ill the heart
of philanthropy with deep concern, is the exlstence of that
horrible anomaly in American institutions, slavery," report-
ed the Soclety.> Although the AHMB did not employ slave-
holders as missionaries,3 the collectlion of funds in the
South and support of churches connected with the institutioﬁ
caused'dissension In the Middle West. In 1844 a missionary
at De Witt, Iowa, resigned his commission beceuse funds
came from the South.4 _

By 1845 the question of abolifion had become the
most distracting force among the missionarles in the Middle
West. The rising interest in the question of emancipation
and its relation to the voluntary socleties were soon to
lead to a hearing before the Church courts and in conventions.
outside the framework of Church government. In 1845 the

Synod of Indiana was asked whether churches under 1its

2The Eighteenth Report of the American Home Mission-
ary Soclety, 1%£Z (Home Missionary Soclety: New York, 1844),
95.

3AHMB Correspondence: Arthemus Bullard to Milton
Badger, St. Louls, December 24, 1844; Isaac W.K. Handy to
Milton Badger, Berlin, Maryland, April 26, 1844.

4Ibid., 0. Emerson to Secretaries, De Witt, Iowa,
August 16, 1844,
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Jurisdiction should contribute money to benevolent socletiles
which employed agents to solicit funds from slaveholders and
used a portion of the revenue to build up and sustain chur-
ches that recelved slaveholders. The Synod declared that it
could not "approve of the organization of churches, ce.s by
any body, on the principle of sanctioning slaveholding."
It was hoped that the societies would soon be "oonducted ...
80 as to be manifestly ... opposed to all sinful practices,
and slaveholding among the rest." But for the time the Bynod
xnew "of no better, purer, safer, more intelligent or more
efficient>agents" than the national societiesos
| The Presbyterian and Congregational Convention of
Wisconsin, in 1847, addressed a letter to all ecclesiastical
bodies with which 1t was in correspondence asking them to
urge upon the various benevolent soclietlies the lmportance
of taking declded action against slavery.6 During the same
year the fresbytery of Elyria called on the missionaiy
boards to refuse membership in mission churches to those
holding thelr fellow men in bondage.7 . The AHMB responded

' to the growing interest in the subject by including an

5R.ecords of the Synod of Indiana, 1826-1845, I,
356=58. : ‘

6Wisconsin Convention, 1840-1861, I, 181.
Twatchman, June 24, 1847,
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article in the Home Missionary which detailed reports from

missionaries showing how servitude was holding back the
progress of religion.8 The executlve committee of the
American Board of Commissioners of Forelgn Missions made a
report of its investigation on the status of servitude in
the Indian Missions. When the Presbyterlan and Congrega-
tional Convention of Wisconsin learned in 1848 of the efforts
of the American Board to free 1ts churches of slavery, the
Convention urged the AHMS to take "similar action in
reference to the missionaries and churches ... receiving
their patronage."9

In 1845 Arihemus Bullard, missionary agent for
Missouri, journeyed to the East to raise $10,000 as a loan
- to help destltute churches in Missourl. The Watchman of the
Valley commented on the project undertaken by Bullard, and
added that it hoped the Society had "wisdom enough not to
assume the posltion of a church extension loan-offlice for
bullding churches" involved in the Southern institution.
The Soclety should not "do anything to embarrass the Church

v 10
in its efforts to remove entirely the stain of slavery."

8Home Migssionary, XX, No. 1 (May, 1847), 3.

9AHMB Correspondence: Stephen Peet to Badigr and

Charles Hall, Beloit, Wisconsin, October 31, 18

lowatohman, August 7, 1845.
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But Bullard's efforts were prombted by the 1nadequacy of
aild through the normal channels of the Soclety, which, he
sald, was falsely attributed to the inabllity to find men
willing to go to the South and become involved in 1its local
problems. He accused the AHMS of sending men to other
states despite the fact that they desired to go to Missouri.
Bullard interpreted the Soclety's failure adequately to
supply Missourl with missionaries as being motivated by a
desire to build up Congregationallism at the expense of
Presbyterlanism in the Southwest. Unless a different policy
were adopted, Bullard threatened to appeal to the Presbyterian
Church to form a mlsslonary soclety of 1its 6wn.11 The
Presbyterian Church had already set up a standing committee
on home missions at the adjourned meeting of 1847 after the
Congregationalists had moved away from the plan of union
at the Michlgan City Conventlon of the previous year.
In 1852 a standing committee on church extenslion was
constituted, and three years later the church extension
committee decreased the support of the AHMS while the
Congregationalists inereased thelr aid. Thus, says
Frederick Kuhns, the slavery controversy was "inextricably

bound up with the church extension policles of these two

llAHMB Correspondence: Arthemus Bullard to Secretar-

ies, St. Louls, August 19, 1847.
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denominations."® The Christian Observer expressed a hope
in 1849 that the AHMS would extend a more liberal and im-
partial hand in the support of faithful laborers in the
South and Southwest, and that the sacred work should not
be "marred by the least appearance of sectional preJudice

or feeling."13 Later, the Christian Observer returned to

the subJect—of its charge of sectional prejudice by showing
that the free states had more missionaries per population
than the Southern states.l4 Charges of this kind were
fairl& numerous; for in February, 1849, the Home Missionary
reported that two or three times a year newspaper editorials,
or correqundents, reminded the Soclety that it had very few
field workers in the Southern states while the free states
numbered, 1ln some cases, a hundred each. It submitted
extracts of letters from agénts in the South to show

the difficulties they must meet there. According to one

letter, 1f pastors came out openly, and avowed ?hostility

12ppedericx Kumns, "Slavery and Missions in the 014

Northwest," Journal of the Presbyterian Historical Society,
XXIV, No. & (December, 1946), 208, o

13Git.ed by Independent, May 3, 1849,

l4cited by Independent, June 14, 1849. New York with
2,880,000 inhabltants had 187 missionaries; Virginia with
1,295,000 had only 5; Illinois with 800,000 had 101;
Missouri with 589,000 had only 21; Ohio with 1,980,000
had 102; Kentucky with 890,000 had only 9.
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to the 'sacred' institution," all hope of doing good would
be thwarted; and "“a speedy pﬁssport from the country" would
be insured.l5 T.8. Reeve, of St. Joseph, Missouri, &rote
the AHMS in 1850 asking for a larger quota of missionaries
in that part of Missouri, but he warned the Soclety that
they must be the kind "who will let ... slavery alone,
save to bear upon it the express injunction of Paul." The

letter was printed unsigned in the Home Missgionary under the

title "Men Wantéd 'of the Right Stamp.'" The Society answer-
ed the letter by saying that i1t must be left to the pastors
to declde "the occasion and the way in which they will
bring the Gospel to bear on this and every other evil."16
One of the reasons for calling the Presbyterian and
Congregational Conventions was the bellef that church judi-
catorles could not act on questions involving the voluntary
socletles since these organizations transcended denomina-
tionél lines. If these socletles were to be freed of evils,
it was thought to be necessary to put pressure on them out-

slde of the church courts. In almost all of the conventions

the question of the relation of the AHMS to the Southern

15Home Missionary, XXI, No. 10 (February, 1849), 233.

lsAHMS Correspondence: T.8. Reeve to Badger, St.
Joseph, Missourl, August 6, 1850. Home Missionary, XXIII,
No. 7 (November, 1850), 159-60s ‘
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institution came up for conslderation. The Soclety gener-
ally had an agent present at the conventlons who gave
assurance of a deslire to clear the organization of any
connection with social evils. En route to the Detroit
Convention of 1845, a Soclety secretary, Charles Hall, wrote
the home office, "I dread that convention. What with
abolition, ... Presbyterian and 6ongregational sectarianism ...

I expect to meet more enemies than friends."l7

A delegate
from the Synod of Indiana expressed a desire to have the
relations of human bondage with the benevolent soclietiles

18 Byt that body voted

clearly defined at the convention.
only mild resolutions. Jonathan Blanchard, president of
Knox College, and G.W. Bassett, of the Presbytery of Ottawa,
were not satisfied with the measures adopted. The
resolutions stood despite the fact that Blanchard contended
that, "The language should be élearer and more explicit."d
At the'Philadelphia Convention of Western Presbyterians in
1846, the question of the relations of the Soclety to the

problems of emanclipation came up, but no measures directly

17

VByatohmen, May 8, 1845.

AHMS Correspondence: Hall to Badger, June 11, 1845,

19New York Observer, July 5, 1845. Watchman,
July 31, 1845,
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bearing on Home Missions were adopted.eo Action was taken,
however, at the convention of Granville, Illinois, in 1846,
declaring it morally wrong for miséionary soclieties to
recelve funds from forced labor, and the relation of the
Soclety to the Southern institution was thoroughly discussed
at the Akron convention the next year.El Finally, in 1847,
strong measures were rejected at the'Chicaso convention.22

The . fallure of the benevolent societies to take
action resulted in the founding of the American Missionary
Assoclation, a Congregational organization, in 1846, After
the Free Presby@erian Synod was organized, the Western
Home and Foreign Mlssionary Assoclatlon was formed in

23 Flavel

Cincinnati to compete with the older societies.
Bascom, of the Presbyterian Church of Galesburg, Illinois,
wrote that he feared the Western Home and Forelgn Missionary
Association would "cover the West with 1ts agencies and ee.
everywhere reap the flelds ... cleared and fenced and

tilled for years" by the AHMS. He advised the Society

Qowatchman, February 12, 1846. New York Observer,
May 30, 1846,

21Wéstern Citizen, November 3, 1845. Ohio Observer,
February 24, 1847,

22yestern Citizen, July 13, 1847. Herald of the
Prairie, June 23, 1847.

230entral Christian Herald, October 3, 1850.
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officers to avold collision with the Western Home and
Foreign Missionary Association by "stealing its thunder."
The Cincinnatli soclety hed made a collection in the )
church at Galesburg, but Bascom clalmed that he and
Jonathan Blanchard had exercised no influence on this
decision.24 A correspondent informed the Soclety that
Bascdm and Blanchard's objective was not to kill the AHMS
"out to give it a sweat. "2

As the culmination~of a drive in Iowa, Wisconsin,
and Illinois, Blaﬁchard contacted others in 1851 and
planmned a massive vetition program promoted through the

columns of the Christian Era, Congregational monthly at

Galesburg, Illinois. The petition called on the Executive
Committee of the AHMS to support no churches containing
slaveholders.26 Albert Hale, agent and member of the
Presbytery of Springfleld, recelved a copy of the petition
and wrote the Soclety asking for a clarification of its
position. He was for refusing ald to new churches

containing those involved in "“the peculiar institution"

24AHMS Correspondence: Bascom to Secretaries, Gales-

burg, Illinois, January 9, June 8, 1851.
25Ibid., Willlam Carter to Badger, Plttsfield,
Illinois, May 4, 1851,

261p1d., S.D. Helms to J.C. Holbrook, Cottonville,
Iéli?ois, March 6, 1851. Christian Era, I (February 24,
1851). e
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but would not go so far as the petition. When the secre-
tarlies explained the situation, he promised to back theme
William Kirby, a Presbyterlan of Jacksonville, Illinois,
asked the Society to act, and gave assurance the churches
would back it. He looked on the petition with favor.

Not a church in his agency, he believed, would be
alienated.28 Aratus Kent, agent of Galena, and from the
Presbytery of that name, wrote the secretaries, "The time
will éome when the AHMB must take a stand that they will
not commission men to labour in slaveholding churches. 27
Several Congregational misslonaries asked for action aﬁd
gave assurance that the West would back the Society.Bo
But, with the increased pressure for action, the AHMS
fell back on the old formula that the Soclety's con-

stitutlion 41d not allow 1t to exercise eccleslastical

27AHMS Correspondence: Albert Hale to Badger, Spring-
field, Illinois, March 13, April 21, 1851.

281p1d., William Kirby to Badger, Jacksonville,
Illinois, April 4, 1851.

291p14., Kent to Badger, Galena, Illinois, July 12,
1851.

3oIb_i,d.,' James Longhead to Badger, Morris, Illinois,
October 7, 1851. Levi Spencer to Badger, Peoria, Illinois,
October 5, 1851. 8S.H. Wright to Badger, Tonlon, Illinois,
July 1, 1851.
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authority.31 At the general church convocation of the
Presbyterian Church at Utica in May, 1851, D.B. Coe, one
of the AHMS secretaries, ufged the Church to act and in-
formed the meeting: "Many churches iﬁ the West which have
been so restless and restive on account of the relations of
this Assembly to slavery ... have been kept in your ranks
meinly by their dependence of the H [pmg] M flssionary)
Soc [lety) ."32  ps the annual meeting of the AHMS approached,
the Prairié ﬁerald warned: "We will accept no apologles, such
as that 'slavery is too strong for the Gospel' ... or that
the 'Soclety is not doing as it ought, but that 1t 1is
doing the best it can.'" The editor followed this with a
slmilar editorial the néxt week and informed the AHMS that
this was the only position that could be taken in the
Wbst.33
A Christian anti-slavery convention was held in
Cincinnati in 1850, and a second meeting convened in Chicago
the next year. Jonathan Blanchard was chairman of the
Chicago meeting. Out of 257 delegates to it only about

elghteen were Presbyterians, mostly of the Free Presbyterian

31Ib1d., Letter Book X, Badger to Willlam Carter,
April 21, 1851, No. 2308; Badger to Albert Hale, April 21,
1851, No. 2309, No. 2366.

321ndependent, June 19, 1851.

33prairie Herald, July 22, 1851. AHMS Correspondence:
J.A. Wight to Badger, Chicago, Illinois, July 29, 1851.
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Church. The American Home Mlsslonary Socliety was urged to
withdraw from the South. The Chicago Christian anti-slavery
convention backed the new organizations that opposed the
AHMS. A few days prior to this meeting a misslonary conven-
tion was held by the supporters of the AHUS aﬁd the ABCFM,
. with J.M. Sturtevant, president of Illinois College, as
chalrman. None of the secretaries of the Home Mission
Sociéty attended this meeting. . It was generally considered
that the AHMS suffered a loss of prestige that might have
been dlverted if someone from the home office had been
there. The convocation adopted‘mild resolutions in opposition
to any relation that implied approval of slavery, but many
wanted measures asking the AHMS explicitly to refuse support
to any new churches that sustained the Southern
institution.34

In 1853 when the General Assembly requested infor-

mation on the Southern churches in relation to slavery, the
AHMB quletly began to colleect information from the mission-
aries in the South on that subjecto35 During the same

34Prairie Herald, June 24, July 1, 8, 1851. AHMS

Correspondence: Aratus Kent to Badger, Rockford, Illinois,
July 12, 1851, NWestern Citizen, March 18, 1851.

35AHMS Correspondence: L.C. Brown to Secretaries, Dug
Spur, Virginia, March 10, 1853; Robert Gray to Badger,
Frenklin County, Virginia, January 3, 1853. W.A. Taylor to
Badger.', Lee County, Virginia, July 12’ 1853. C.T. Thx'ift,
Jr., "The Operation of the American Home Missionary Society
in the South, 1826-1861," (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation,
University of Chicago, 1936), 207.
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year thé Socliety took a stronger position in the Home
Migsionary. Its policy was stated as being that of em-
ploying no slaveholders and releasing'missionaries who came
to occupy this status. The missionaries themselves were
the proper agencies for deéiding when the gospel would be

n36

brought "to bear on this and every other evil. The Ohio

Observer editorially declared this policy to be a "“course

n37 But many of the

of action which to us 1is satisfactory.
Reserve 414 not agree with the views of the Observer as
was evinced by the increased problem of finding contribu~
tions in this field.38
The passage of the Kansas-Nebraska Act during the

next year soon brought the Soclety to decisive action. In
the annual report of the AHMS for 1856 slavery was given
as the cause for the fallure of the churches in Missourl
to expand as rapidly as those in the Middle West. In
reference to the activities of a portion of the people in

Missouri "to force" the Southern institution into Kansas,

the report concluded, "Nothing could well be more pernicious

36Home Missionary, XXV, No. 11 (March, 1853), 266.
37Oh:!.o Obgerver, March 9, 1853.

8
3 AHMS Correspondence: J.H. Newton, agent to

Secretaries, Cleveland, Ohio, April 1, May 1, 1856. D.A.
Grosvenor to Secretarles, Madino, Ohio, April 1, 1856.
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to the cause of religion and good morals than an effort

like this."? During the same year the Home Missionary

characteriéed the system 6f holding man as property as
being "a curse to all concerned in it, and an enemy to God
and mam."!"o In a letter to a Congregational clergyman

and agen£ in Wisconsin, in November, 1856, D.B. Coe saild
that the executlve committee almed at avoiding.all
complicity in the problems of servitude. But the Soclety
could-not go in advance of churches in matters of
ecclesiastical policy. "We mean to go as far as we can

without exeeeding our nower," Coe assured the missionary.41

During the early 1850's while the judicatorles of
‘the Presbyterian Church remained silent or expressed con-
fidence in the AHMS as the Presbytery of Franklin and the

Synod of Michigan did,*2

the Congregational. Associations of
Iowa, Illinols, and Michigan expressed a desire to see the

American Home Misslonary Soclety free itself from

39Thirtiéth Report of the American Home Missionary
Society (New York: John A. Gray, 1856), 78-79.

40Home Misgionary, XXIX, No. 1 (May, 1856), 5.
4':LAHMS Correspbndence: letter Book, 1856-1857, II,
Noe. 1444, D.B. Coe to Rlchard Hall.

4zRecords of the Presbytery of Franklin, 1846-1860,
I, 149é 241. Records of the Synod of Michigan, 1851-1853,
II, 286.
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entanglements with slewer'y.z*'3 It was easy for the Congre-
gationalists to take a strong position as they had no tiles
wilth churches in the South. The Iowa resolution of 1855
was referred to a special committee of the Soclety, and in
December, 1856, the AHMS executlive committee adopted a
rule:that financial aid would not be grented "to churches
containing slaveholding members" unléss it could be proven
that the relation was sustained for the benefit of the
servant.44 The new rule was first made public through the
colums of the Chicago Congregational Herald, but the home
office soon got off letters to all agents explaining 1its
action. The growing tendency to defend the Southern insti-
tution on principle and to Jjustify it by scripture was
sald to be the reason for the new measure. The action was
claiﬁed to be following only the eccleslastical grounds
ﬁaken by the Presbyterian Church i1n 1850 and 1853. Increased
- opposition to the Soclety in the South, and the activity
of the Southern Aid Soclety reduced the number of churches

in the South looking for ald to a very nominal figure.45

43AHMB Correspondence: 8S.D. Helms to Badger, Jackson
County, Iowa, April 7, 1851l. Records of the Synod of
Michigan, 1851-1853, II, 286.

44Gen'br-al Christian Herald, February 19, 1857.
. New York Observer, March 12, 1857.

45AHMS Oofrespondence: letter Book, 1857, III, Letter
No. 2308, March 10, 11, 1857. Badger to Edgar Ketchum,
Letter No. 2548, April 13, .1857.
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In 1851 the Synod of Mississippl set up its own

missionary soclety as a result of the failure to get aid
through the national soclety. In 1853 this example was
followed by the Domestic Missionary Soclety of the Synod
of Virginia. The following year a group met in New York and
organlzed the Southern Aild Society.46 Its constitution
stated that it was organized to take over where the AHMS
"paused or faltered." The Address of the Soclety declared
ihe organization was-created because of thé rule that slave-
holders could not serve the AHMS, and because the Home
Missionary Soclety was generally considered to be closely
allied with abolitionism. Many of the New School Presby-
terian Churches in the South and Southwest were said to be
'destitute since they had received no aild from any soclety
for several years.47 At the organizational meeting fifty-
one ministers were 1ln attendance. Included in this number

were seventeen New School and six 0l1d School ministers from

46New York Observer, May 31, 1855: see "“Assembly
Debate.' First Annual Report of the Southern Aid Soclet
(New York: D. Fanshaw, 1854), 18.

'47Southern Aid Soclety: Its Constitution and
Address to the > Christian Public (New York: D. Fanshaw,
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the East. One delegate was from Western Reserve and one
from western New York, both representing the New School.
Eleven "Constitutional"™ Presbyterians from the South were
present'and the remalning fifteen were scattered from among
other denominations.48 The Soclety was very closely tled

to the business interests of New York. The New York Tribune

called it "a pet of the Journal of Commerce." Gerard Hallock
was one of the founders and 1its treasurer.49..Joseph c.
Stiles, its general agent, said it aimed 2t collecting the
missionary contributions of the conservatives which did not

go to the other societies.so

Stiles was later replaced

by Robert Baird, a member of the "Reformed" Assembly from
New Jersey. The Presbyter, of Cincinnati, was critical of
the participation of the 0ld School Presbyteriané. When
Baird pointed out that laymen of his Church, such as Horace
Holden, of New York, participated in the Soclety because
they could do more in this organization, the Presbyter
replied that they "may do more for the fall and spring

trade of New York City" but would do less in sending pure

48First Annual Report of the Southern Ald Socilety,
1854, 4. v

4gNew York Tribune, October 31, 1854.

50New York Observer, October 4, 1855.
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gospel to the South.51 Both before and after the rule of
1856 was adopted by the AHMS, ihe existence_of the Southern
Ald Soclety served as an excuse for denying aild to Southern
churches that were involved in the system of human
bondage.52

Early in 1857 the AHMS began to take up the case
of each church involved in the Southern institution to
determine which should be retained in the missionary organi-

zation.53 But the Soclety met determined opposition from

the East. The American Presbyterlian, of Philadelphia,

agreed with the Louisville Presbyterian Herald that the

Soclety's rule was “an assumption of vower that no real
Presbyterian ought to submit to for a moment..'"54 The New

York Evangelist Joined the more conservative Presbyterian =

Journals and protested "against the whole thing from be-

ginning to end." It was "a gross assumption of power never

/

51Presbxter, February 9, 1860. Formerly, Presby-
terian of the West.

52AHMS Correspondence: Flavel Bascom to Badger,
Galesburg, Illinois, March 9, 1854. Letter Book, 1857,
III, Letter No. 2308.

531p1d., Letter Book, 1857, III, Letter No. 5, Coe
to BenjJamin Mills, Macedonia, Kentucky, May 5, 1857. Let-
ter No. 2120, February 16, 1857 and No. 2543, April 10,
1857, Badger to L.R. Morrison, Cross Timbers, Missouri.

5401ted by New York Observer, March 19, 1857.
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conceded to them."> The Christian Observer warned: "Do

they not know tha£ the unseriptural dogma upon which their
action 1s based, 1s loathed as nothing better than error
and folly, in many of the northern churches ce?"50 g

New York Evangelist returned to the subject to inform the

AHMS that "a voluntary society 1s not an arbitrary society"
which can consult only its "own will," and a week later the
editor accused the Mlssion Executive éommittee of trying

"to subjugate the Presbyterian Chur'ch."57

The response of
the Presbyterian press to the new rule was "one of the most
gratifying and encouraging signs of the times," according

to the New York Observer, and the editor added, "The churches
will not bow the knee to the Baal.of abollitlionism."5O

"The passive consent to be encroached upon and run‘over, by
independency and fanaticism, is no longer ... the peculiar
besetting sin of the Constitutional Presbyterian Church,"
protested the Genesee Evangeliste "There is one prevailing

sentiment on the subject in this section among ministry

SNew York Evangelist, March 26, 1857.
.5601ted by New York Observer, March 19, 1857.
57New York Evangelist, April 2, 9, 1857.

58New York Observer, April 16, 1857.
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and laity," added the editor.?”? "This action," concluded
the New York Observer, "is evidently an. appeal to a blind

n60. The

and indiscreet zeal, whose error time will expose.
Central Christian Herald stood alone. "It 18 ... in strict
accordance with the spirit of the resolutions of the
General Assembly at Detroit in 1850, We do not see how our
Church can, with any propriety, objeet to the action of the
Soclety," sald the editor.61 "Your statement of the prin~
ciples oﬂ which this action 1s justified is admirable, and
will commend 1itself to the great body of ocur denomination,"
D.B. Coe wrote to the Herald's editor.62 .
Almost all of the correspondents from the East op-

posed the action of the Execuﬁive Committee. A contributor
from New Jersey, who approﬁed the rule, wrote the secretar-

ies, "I xnow not of another one in this region who is with

me."3 But he was wrong; at least one other minister of

59c1ited by New York Observer, April 16, 1857.

60New York Observer, May 14, 1857.

61 .

Central Christian Herald, February 16, 1857.
62AHMB Correspondence: Letter Book, 1857, III Letter
No. 2305, Coe to C.E. Babb, March 10, 1857.

631bid., James Baggs to Coe, Falrton, New Jersey,
July 21, 1857. 8See W.H. Price to Secretaries, New York Clty,



243
New Jersey spoke up for the declsion and wrote the Soclety

to this effect O

The powerful voice of Jonathan Stearns,
in the Presbytery of Newark, had been ralsed against the
Society.65 When the eastern presbyteries met, the sentiments
expressed by the Jjournals and in correspondence to the AHMS
were made Church decisions. Only in the Third Presbytery

of New York was there a division of opinion. The debate oc~-
cupled the larger portion of three days. This was because
the Third Presbytery's membership included D.B. Coe,

A.D, Sﬁith, C-R. Robért, and Edwin Hatfield, all members

of the Executive Committee of the AHMS. The whole question
was eventually indefinitely postponed.66 The Presbytery of
Newark considered the rule as "striking a perilous blow at
the independence of all the miésion churches in the exerclse
of rights glven exclusively to them by the Great Head of the
Church."67 Simllar action was taken by the Third and Fourth
Presbytéries of Philadelphia and the Presbytery of

64Ib1d., D.G. 8Sprague to Coe, S8outh Orange, New
Jersey, May 16, 185T7. | ‘

651p14., A.C. Frissell to Goe, May 4, 1857.

661h1d., Letter Book, 1857, III, Letter No. 2457,
Badger to P.H. Fowler, March 30, 1857. New York Evangelist,
May 21, 1857.

67§g§ York Observer, May 7, 1857.
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Mbntroée.68 The Philadelphia auxiliary of the AHMS took
a position opposed to the action of the Executive Committee.
Robert Adair, corresponding secretary of the Philadelphla
branch, wrote A.D. Smith: "In this city and vieinity there
is but one mind among the ﬁinisters and laymen on this sub-
Ject. All regard it as the introduction of a new policy e..
one that conflicts with the Constitution of the Presbyterian
Ghurch.?sg The Philadelphia branch circuleted a petition
against‘the declsion, gathering signatures from as far as
western New York.'® Badger could well declare, "Philadel-
phia ié upon ﬁs 1ike a thousand brick[ﬁ}"7l

In western and central New York'coﬁncils were

divided. The strong voice of William Wisner spoke out

against the Home Mission rule. He was expected to carry

68AHMB Correspondence: Theodore Spencer to Badger,
Utica, New York, May 4, 1857. New York Evangelist,

April 30, 1857.

694.D. Smith, Home Missions and Slavery (New York::
John A. Gray, 18575 " ke

70 AHMS Correspondence: John A. Murray to Secretaries,
Geneva, New York, May, 1857.

Tl1p1a.,; Letter Book, 1857, III, Letter No. 2353,
Badger to Albert Hale, March 13, 1857.
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many with him.2 The course of eentral New York was stlill

doubtfu1o73

Theodore Spencer, agent of Ut;ca,'New York,
was not sure the action was desirable. "We have not much
trouble now, on this field," in relation to slavery, he

T4 John A.-Mnrray, agent for the Geneva,

wrote to Badgere
New York, area warned the home offiee that something should
be published to show the reasons for the adoption of the

late rule. The press opposed the Society. "Men are making
up thelr minds on the subject =-- and as they do not think

for themselves, they are influenced by what they read,"
advised Murray.75 Asa D. Smith wrote a series of letters

to the Presbyterian journals in defense of the position of

the Executive Committee. These were reprinted and distributed

widely.76 The executive secretaries got busy and a pamphlet,

7-albid., J.A. Murray to Secretarles, Geneva, New
Yoril, May 15’ 1857.

73Ibig., J«B. Shaw, Rochester, May 8, 1857; Daniel
.Gibbs, Ripley, May 9, 1857; A.C. Frissell, South Amenia,
May 4, 1857; D.M. Seward, Yonkers, Aovril 10, 1857; Ashbel
Parmelee, Malone, March 27, 1857; Thomas Larcorn, Andes,
ME.y 14, 1857; P.H. FOWlGr, Utica’ March 21, 18570

741bid., Spencer to Badger, Utica, New York,
Mh.rch 5’ 18570

751b1d., Murray to Secretaries, Geneva, New York,
March 21, 1857.

76See note 69, page 244.
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"The Position of the Southern Church in Relation to

" was sent to western New York for distributione.

Slavery,
The homeaoffice denied all responsibility for the pamphlet
but admitted it had been authored by Asa D. Smith. The
publication was “designed to meet the opposition from the
conservative_sidé."77 After receiving twenty-five copies,
Theodore Spencer iﬂformed Badger that he had "distributed
them to good purpose" and asked for more since the mischief
that the Evangelist ﬁad been doing had begun to show.78 When
the spring meetings of the presbyteries were held, Genesee
and Niagara opposed the new rule,79 and Champlain, Utlca,
Cortland, Otsego, and the'Boardvof Missions of the Presbytery
of Rochester approved the measures of the Executive |
Committee.ao
Asa D. Smith took the position that the decislon

of the Executive Committee was necessary because "the Kansas

77AHMB Correspondence: letter Book, 1857, III, letter
Noe. 2664, Coe to W.H. Goodrich, April 28, 1857.

781bid., Spencer to Badger, April 10, 15, 18, 1857.
Letter Book, 1857, III, No. 2565, April 15, 1857.

: 791b1d., J.A. Murray to Secretaries, June 3, 1857,
New York - Evangelist, May 7, 1857

8oAHMSOorrespondence: Spencer to Badger, April 22,
May 15, June 18, 22, 1857. J.A. Murray to Secretaries,
May 6, 18570
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outrage and the late declsion of the Supreme Court" had
aroused a spirit in the North and West which forced a cholce.
"It is vastly more to our interest to retain the Great West
than the feeble and plague-stricken South,™ he wrote. Smith
included letters from the West in his pampﬁlet to prove his
point.81 Correspondents from the East were given this same
reagon as a necesslty for the action by the Soclety secre-
taries.82 In the Northwest éentiment was united in expres-
sing the bellef that this section would welcome the new
rule.B3 The secretaries explained the rule to the mission-
aries and officlals in the Middle West as being in harmony
with the decision of the Presbyterian Church that slave-
holding was "prima facle evidence against a church. We

make 1t no more." The agents were asked to pass the

814.D. Smith, op. glt., 46.
82AHMS Correspondence: Letter Book, 1857, III,
Letter No. 2457, Badger to P.H. Fowler, March 30, 1857.

. 831b1d., E.D. Morris, Columbus, Ohio, May 6, 1857;
J.H. Newton, Cleveland, Ohio (agent), May 30, 1857; Warren
Jenkins, Trenton, Ohio, May 9, 1857; D.H. Coyner, Lexing-
ton, Ohio, March 30, April 20, 1857; N.C. Robinson, Vinton,
Iowa, April 13, 1857; G.G. Rice, Bluffs, Iowa, May 7, 1857
Henry Little, Madison, Indiana, April 28, 1857; H. B Holmes,
Belvidere, Illinols, February 1, 1858; Aratus Kent, Galena,
Illinois, April 20, 1857; Albert Hale, Springfileld, Illinois,
%gg%l 3, 1857; A.L. Harrington, Peru, Illinois, April 5, '
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information on to the judicatories.®* The pamphlet, "Home
Missions and Slavery," was distributed throughout the North-
wes‘b;85 When the pre;byteries of the Northwest met in the
spring of 1857, the AHMB found a steunch ally. In most
cases approval was unanimous or without a recorded vote;ss

Marshall Presbytery approved the action of the misslonary

organization by only one vote. The agent for this reglon

Segglg., Letter Book, 1857, II, Letter No. 1905,
Badger to A.L. Chapin, January 19, 1857; No. 1906, Coe to
Aratus Kent, January 20, 1857. Vol. III, Letter No. 2357,
A%bert Hale, March 5, 1857. New York Evangelist, March 5,
1857.

: 85AHMB Correspondence: lLetter Book, 1857, III, letter
Nos. 2659, Coe to J.A. Reed; 2660, to Kent; 2661, to Little
‘'and Newton. C.E. Rosenkrans to Secretaries, Columbus,
Wisconsin, June 5, 1857. Correspondence of Rev. Dexter
Clary, Home Missionary Superintendent, Beloit, Wisconsin,,
1855-1867 (lManuscript: Carroll College, Waukesha, Wiscon-
sin), Clary to Badger, February 15, April 1, 1857.

8639e Records of the following Presbyteries: Alton,
1850-1863, II, 90; Cleveland, 1847-1870, 164; Belvidere,
1847-1863, T77; Franklin, 1846-1860, I, 266; Madison, 1838-
1857, 390-91; Logansport, 1844-1870, II, 164-65; Cincimmati,
1844-1870, II, 327; Indilanapolis, 1839-1863, I, 327; Trum-
bull, 1847-1861, II, 231-32; Columbus (Wisconsin), 1856~
1865, I, 33; Kalamazoo, 1850-1865, II, 115. Records of the
Wisconsin Convention, 1840-1861, I, 356« Presbytery of
Ottawa: Gould, ope. cit., 186. AHMB Correspondence: Nahum
Gould to Coe, La Salle County, Illinois, April, 1856.
Presbytery of Coldwater: AHMS Correspondence: Willlam Fuller
to Badger, Sturgls, Michigan, M2y 13, 1857. The question
was indefinitely postponed to take up other matters in the
Presbyteries of St. Joseph and Elyria: Records of the Pres-
bytery of Elyria, 1842-1863, 296, 302. AHMS Correspondences
William Fuller to Badger, Sturgis, Michigan, May 13, 185T.
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attributed this élose vote to the influence of George
Duffield, who was bitterly opposed to the new rule.87 The
only western Judicatory that took a stand against the new
regulations of the Executlve Committee was the Presbytery
of Detroit. This body petitloned the Assembly to denounce
the attempt of a voluntary society to establish ecclesias-
tical control over the Presbyterlan Church. The action of
the AHMB was denounced as "tending towards the establish-
ment of an eccleslasticlsm ... far worse and more dreaded
and'condemned than the inqulsitorlal powers of any secret
organization or order, or the irresponsible despotism of
absolute, arbitrary episcopacy."88 These resolutions, which
were stronger than any drawn up‘by the Bastern branches of
the Church, came from the pen of Duffield;89 He was op-
posed to any action which would split the Ohﬁrch. This
strong churchman had'a grlievance agalnst the New York Mis-
8lonary office that went back to 1850. At that time the
Soclety had refused ald to the Second Presbyterian Church
of Detroiﬁ, and the Presbytery of Detrolt had made good

87AHMB Correspondence: Calvin Clark to Badger,
" Hillsdale, Michigan, May 5, 1857.

88Recoras of the Presbytery of Detroit, 1855-1869,
IV, 203, 228. New York Evangelist, May 7, 1857

89Duffieldis Diary, 1856-1858, VI, April 3, 14,
1857, 4%, 48, .
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Duffield's threat to establish a Presbytery missionary
association.go

Early in May, 1857, the annual meeting of the AHMS

came out in full support of the declision of the Executlve
Committee. The officers were considered to have acted in
harmony with the constitution of the body. It was the ob-
ligation of the officers "to be gulded by the kmown inten-—

tions of those whose agenﬁs they are."

A strong anti-
slavery sentiment had grown up in "New England, New York,
and the western states, from whichrmore than nine-tenths of
the revenue ... are received. They prefer not to patronize
and propagate the System of American Slavery'"9
The battle lines were now formed for the Tight in
the Assembly. Before the meeting of this body J.M. Sturte-
vant came East for the Home Mlssions conventlion and preached
a powerful sermon, in New York and Brooklyn, on missionary
objectives, Amerlican expansion, and slavery. Sturtevant
sald 1t was inevitable that free labor would push out
slavery and bring its destructlon as the northern borders

" were expanded and free institutions moved westward. The

90 AHMS Correspondence! Calvin Clark to Badger,
Marshall, Michigan, April 16, July 10, November 27, 1851.
Regords of the Presbytery of Detroit, 1848—1853, III,
116=17e.

91Regort of the American Home Missionary Societ ’
1857 (New York: John A. Gray, 1857) , 127-29+
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instrument of thils great coﬁquest, he saild, was the IMission-
ary Society.92 Milton Badger testified to the effectiveness
of the sermon and rushed to put it into print;93 But the
battle ovef missions did not materialize in the Assembly.
The political evenis and the new éégressive positiaﬁ of
defense for slavery in the South left the East with the
necesslity of choosing between the Wést and the South. With
little hesltation the East chose the West. When the
Assembly of 1857 met, and the Northwest asked for
prosecution of slaveholders, in order to hold this section,
it was necessary for the parent body to condemmn the open
support of slavery by South Lexington Presbytery. As a
result, the Southern judicatories withdrew from the New
School Churches.

92J M. Sturtevant, American Emigration::A Discourse
in Behalf of the American Home Misslonar (New York:

American Home Missionary Soclety, 1857), 26-27.

93AHMB Correspondence: letter Book, 1857, III,
Badger to Sturtevant, May 21, 1857.



CHAPTER VI
ANTI-SLAVERY LITERATURE AND THE TRACT SOCIETY

At an early date the abolitionists recognized the
effectiveness of using printed materlial to spread their
doctrine. It was natural to expect that they would make
an effort to persuade the socleties distributing religious
literature to promote their cause. The American Tract
Soclety, organized in 1825, was the chlef agency performing
this service. As early as 1835 Elijah Lovejoy created an
uproar in Missourl when 1t was dlscovered that he hgd
shipped coples of the Emancipator in boxes of Bibles that he
was sending out for distribution;l When the Free Presby-
terian Church was established, John Rankin and others set
up the Western Tract and Book Society. This was partly the
result of the fact that the American Tract Bociety, more
than any pther voluntary assoclation, had resisted the ef-
forts of the abolitlonists to get a hearing In the organr
ization. 8Slavery was one of the chief topics about which
the publications of Rankin's new society dealt.2

1The Wickett~Wiswall Collectlon of Lovejoy Papers,

" (Manuseript: Southwest Collection, Texas Technological Col-
- lege, Lubbock, Texas); S.G. Hart to E.P. Lovejoy, September
8, 1835. (Microfilm: Illinois Historical Society, Spring-
field, Illinois),

2 .
John Rankin, op. clt., Life of John Rankin,.56-57.
Oberlin Evangelist, June 8, 1853. ,
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In 1852 the Presbyterian and Congregational Conven-
tion of Wisconsin informed the American Tract Soclety that
"ridelity to the Gospel demands ... at least the same promi-
hence to the sin of oppression" as to other sins.3 The
Synod of Western Reserve expreésed a desire in 1855 to see
the publication soclety "act more directly on the subject

4 and the neit year the Presbytery of Grand

of slavery,"
River took ﬁp the same question for discussion without
decision.?

The pollicy of the Tract Soclety was to refrain from
publishing materlal that was not generally adcepfed by all
sections, and all participating denominations. During the
early fiftles, however, several Congregatlonal Associations

and the Independent made efforts to get this poliey

reserved.s‘ In February, 1856, the Executive Secretaries of

3Wisconsin Convention, 1840-1861, I, 266.

4Gentral Ghristian Herald, October 11, 1855.

SRecords of the Presbytery of Grand River, 1849~
1867’ III’ 141-143.

6Independent, September 20, November 22, 1855.
Smith, op. cit., Revivalism and Socisl Reform, 194,
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the Soclety found 1t necessary to lssue a letter explaining
its position in reference to humen bondage. It had practiced
the policy of leaving out of publications lines or phrases
which would be regarded as unjust, harsh, and denunclatory.
Very little had been published on slavery because few pub-
lications of this kind had been lald before the Socilety.

The secretaries agreed that there were certain aspects of
the problem on which Christians, both Northn and South,

might agree which should be publi‘shed.'? At the annual meet-
ing of the Boston branch of the Tract Soclety in May, 1856,
a resolutlon was adopted that the publication committee
shouid publish material on slavery In accordance with its
letter of February of that year.8 A committee of fifteen.
was selected by the national society to inquire into and re-
view the proceedings>of the Executive committee. All exéept
one member of the fifteen agreed, "that those duties which
grow out of the exlstence of slavefy as well as those moral
evils and vices which it 1is known to promote, and which

are condemned in Scripture, undoubtedly do fall within the

TGentral Christian Herald, May 1, 1856.

BRegort of the American Tract Soclety (Boston::
T.R. Marvin, 1856), 4.
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province of this Society."9 Albert Barnes was on the select
committee, and the measurés agreed on were in harmony with
the 1deas expressed in his recent book.10 At the annual
meeting of 1857, the national body approved these resolu-
tions as a course of action.ll

The New York Observer declared, "It was a measure

of aglitation. A most unwilse concessioﬁ to this spirit of
agitation."2 "Iet a book containing any sentiment offensive
to Southern Christians issue from the Society, and its

circulation will be instantly and effectively prosecribed,"

warned the Southern Presbyterian of Charleston, South

13

Cérolina. The Central Presbyterian, of Richmond, consider-

ed the resolution insulting. "Southern Christians contend
that slavery as 1t exists amoné us is an Institution
recognized and justified by Scripture, and that the evils
incident to 1t are not evils which flow from the system,

g 9Lgberator, May 29, 1857T. New York Observer, May 14,
1853.

10301 th, Revivalism and Soeial Reform, 194. Presby-
tery Reporter, 1II, No. 18 (February 1, 1857), 431,

1109ntral Christian Herald, November 5, 1857.

12yow York Observer, May 21, 1857.
13¢1tea by Liberator, June 19, 1857.
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but from thedepravity of human nature," declared the

editore

The South Carolina branch and the Georgia
auxillary of the Soclety voted to withdraw if the annual
meeting of 1858 did not rescind the measures adopted in
1857.1° It was sald thet the feeling was so strong in

the South that colporteurs were “forced to flee" the
region.16 Thomas Smyth, a board member of the South
Carolina branch, wrote a letter to the New York Observer
expressing the feelings of the Bouth concerning the new.
regulations. A tract, "The Duties of Masters," had al-
ready beén agreed on by members of the select committee,
but W.A. Hallock, secretary of the national office in New
York, wrote Smyth that the executive board had laid the
tract aside.’’ On June 15, 1857, Hallock addressed a private
clircular to Southern agents informing them that the Publi=~
cation Committee did not propose to publish tracts on the

18

Southern institution. When word got abroad in the North

14, , July 10, 1857..

aberator, July 10, 17, 1857.

16 r_J"ames Russell Lowell], "The American Tract Soclety,"
The Atlantic Monthly, II (July, 1858), 247. -

17po Evengelical Christians: The Suppressed Tract!
and The Rejected Tract (New York: John A, Gray, 1858), -
- 3=-4, Thomas Smyth, ope cit., 279

18L1,berator, July 17, 1857.
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and West that the circular had been sent to the South, the
secretarlies In New York felt compelled to explain their
action. It was felt tﬁat the Soclety had no intention of
pursulng a course wnlich would debar it from the Soﬁth or
cause the withdrawal of a fileld ®embracing nearly io million
souls." The secretaries were coﬁvinced they were in harmony
with tﬁe resolutions of the committee of fifteen which had
resolved that a poliecy should be followed which would “pro-
mote the wildest and best usefulness" of the Society thfough-
out the "whole country.";g This position was sustained by
the executive committee when it met on March 18, 1858:?0

The feeling of the western Presbyterians was re-
vealed by the reaction of the western Judicatorles of the
New School to this new 1nterpretation of the resolutions of
1857. The Synod of Illinois asked the next annual meeting
"either to remove the present Directory, or cause them to

21
fully carry out the intentions of the Society." The Pres-
bytery of Alton threatened to withdraw if the ﬁolicy of the

19Central Christian Herald, November 5, 1857.
Liberator, August 14, 1857.

20New York Obgerver, April 15, 1858.

21Recordg of the Synod of Illinois, 1856-1869,
(N.sio) 9 45.
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secretaries were not reversed in 1858.22 That the policy
was reversed was also regretted by the Synod of Indiana,
and the Presbyterian and Congregational Convention of
Wisconsin.23

As the debate grew, the New York Observer called
on the Soclety to follow its constitution. "If the publi-
catlon of the whole New Testament, with suitéble notes and
comments, is not sufficlent to express the testimony of this
Society on the subject of slavery," said the editor, "is it
probable that any testimony could ﬁe constructed in which,
Evangelical Christians, North and South, can agree?"24 When
the Independent called on the Society to turn its péesent |
directors out, the New York Evangelist pbjected that this
course was "meither just nor right in itself, wise, rnor
expedient, nor at all necessary for the end in view."25 As
the annual meeting of 1858 drew near, the Indegenden% began
to rally the Congregationalists and others to attend the

meeting in order to free the Boclety of its directorse.

22Records of the Presbytery of Alton;'1850-1863,
II, 192. :

23Records of the Synod of Indlana, 1846-1857, (N.8.),
II, 219. Oonvention of Wisconsin, 1840-1861, I, 356.

24New York Observer, March 4, 1858.

gscitéd by New York Observer; April 1, 1858.
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The anti-slavery forces published a pamphlet, "The Rejected

" and inecluded on the cover sheet a notice of the

Tract,
meetiné.26 The New York Observer and the Presbyterian urged
all conservatives and those who wanted a national soclety
to come out and vote to sustain the publication comm:l.ttee.g7
. The Pennsylvanla branch asked all its members to be present
at the annual meeting and Informed them that the aboiition-
1sts were electioneering in Pennsylvanla with a circular
signed by Nathan Beman and others;28

When the meeting convened and the position of the
directors of publications was sustained, the New York
Observer was overjoyed with the victory.ag The Central
Christian Herald declared, "The Tract Socliety has bowed to
Southern dictation. She'haé meekly recelved the gag -~ the
pro-slavery brand is upon her brow." The editor said that

the Journal of Commerce had sounded the trumpet and called

"on the merchants to leave their business for the great

5attle."3o The editor of the Chicago Congregational Herald,

26566 note 17, page 256.
2ZNew York Observer, April 15, May 6, 1858. Presby-
terian, May 1, 1858,

-

28
Eresb terlian, May 8, 1858.

29New York Observer, May 20, 1858.

3009ntra1 Christian Herald, May 20, 1858.
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who attended the meeting, said that a total of 1337 tickets
were lissued and 653 of these went to voters from New York
City end Brooklyn.31 James Russell Lowell, writing in the
Atlantic Monthly, pointed to the influence of cotton on
the Tract Soclety in reference to the meeting.32

In October, 1858, the Synod of Western Reserve broke
wlith the New York Soclety. Resolutions were introduced
- pralsing the merits of the American Reform Book and Traét.
Soclety, but the meeting finally voted to approve and
recommend the Evangellical Tract and Book Soclety of Western
Reserve.33 The Synod of Michigan and the Presbyteries of
. Greencastle, Indiana, and Grand River, Michigan, expressed
regret at the actlion of the American Tract Society.34 The
Presbyterian and Congregational Convention of Wisconsin re-

solved to withdraw from the New York group because of 1lts

31Cited by Oberlin Evangelist, May 26, June 23, 1858.

32Lowell, ov. cit., 250-51. See Gasparin, ov. cit.,
82. 8Smith, Revivalism and Social Reform, 195. Dumond,
Birney Letters, II, 1168-1169, Joshua Leavitt to Birney,
January 23, April 10, 1855.

33Records of the Synod of Western Reserve, 1846~
1867, II, 273, 180.

34Recoggg of the Synod of Michigan, 1858, 29. Records
of the Presbytery of Greencastle, 1851-1860, 185-86. '
Records of the Presbytery of Grand River, 1857-1870, 19.
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"studied expurgations of anti-slavery sentiment from its
literature" and because of the publication of "a tract
fitted to countenance and sustain slavery." The convention
recommended that its churches contribute to-the Society at
Boston or the American Reform Book and Tract Society at
Cincinnati.>® But in the East the Old School Synods of New
York and Albany supported the action of 1858.36

The Boston branch of the Tract Soclety wlthdrew from
the national organization and became indevendent after the
annual meeting in New York in 1858.37 It organized an
auxiliary in Hartford, Connecticut, in opposition to the
01d New York group.38 By 1860 the independent Boston
organization had published at least four tracts on slavery.39
It followed the prineiples that were recommended in the
special report of the commlittee of fifteen'of 1857 which

declared, "The political aspects of slavery lie entirely

without thé proper sphere of this Soclety, and cannot be

'BSConvention of Wisconsin, 1840-1861, I, 385.

36New York Observer, October 28, 1858.
.37Ib1d., August 11, 1859.
38

Ibid., January 13, 1859.

39Forty-8ixth Annual Report

of the American Tract.
Soclety, 1860, op. cit., 13, 15, 18.




262
discussed in its publications." Thus all of its tracts
concerned the moral aspects of.human bondage. In regard

to this, the Evangelical Repository said, "We are surprised

that thinking men, intending to do battle with slavery,
should have fettered themselves by any such declaration.
Slavery 1s wholly a political 1nstitution."4o

Another independent assoclation largély under con-
trol of the Congregationalists was organized in Chicagoe.

The Central Christian Herald, however, advised those who

wanted to sustaln an anti-slavery soclety to give thelr
money and influence to the Cincimnati body. "To talk about
getting up a fourth Soclety shows great ignorance ... and
great recklessness," said the editor.4l The Presbytery
Revorter felt that fresbyterian ministers had already had
"about enough of partnership socleties at present."ge
The New York American Tract Soclety refused io pub-
lish material dealing with any phases of the Southern
institution. When the slave trade guestion was brought up

in 1859 and a tract was suggésted on this subject, Gardiner

Spring moved that the measure be put aside. As a concession

4°Evange11ca1 Repository, XIX, No. 11 (April, 1861),
599—600 .

“loentral Christlan Hersld, October 13, 1859.

4QPresbxtery Reporter, V, No. 5 (January 1, 1860), 136.
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he introduced a resolution on the "“wickedness of reviving

w43

that inligqultous system in any form. In 1860 only a

single volce was raised in defense of antl-slavery tracts.
The Cld School Assembly had its own Board of Publi-

cations which was relatively free from controversy on the

"vexed question." In 1846 it published Alexander Keith's

Prophecies. A sectidn dealing with slavery was omltted.

The deleted portion which was included in the Harper's
edition was as follows: "What ever events the prophécies
reveal, they never sanctién any iniguity or evil .... And
any defence or attempted justification of slavery, ... must
be sought in vain."5 The feeling in the West was strongly
opposed to this alieration. Joshua L. Wilson, of Cincinnati,
- wrote his son that "The alteration of Books by the Board of
Publications must be ended or their books willl lie unsold
...."46 No judicatory, however, went on record as censuring

thisiaction, but measures to this effect were introduced

4'3I\Iew York Observer, May 19, 1859. Liberator,
June 24, 1859,

44.New York Evangelist, May 17, 1860.

45Evangelical Repository, IV, No. 12 (Mey, 1846),
577

46Joshua L. Wilson Bapers, VIII, 1843-1885, J.L.
Wilson to Samuel Wilson, May 16, 1846.
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into the Presbytery of Lake, Indiana, but were tabled.47
The Board of Publications quickly restored the omitted
section and denled any intenﬁion of purposeful omission.48
When a hymn book was published, a verse containing anti-
slavery sentiment was left out of a hymm. Robert
Breckinridge, who was on the publications committee, was
responsible for the printingf He denied that he and his
brother, John Breckinridge, had the slightest desire to
favor slavery. All the 6ther members of the committee were
from the North, and Breckinridge was convinced that.they

had no desire to promote the Southern 1nst1tution.49

47Records of the Presbytery of Lake, 1842-1857,
(0.8.), I, 85. '

48Robinson, ope. cit., 78

491p1d., 79.



CHAPTER VII
FOREIGN MISSIONS AND SLAVERY PROBLEMS

After 1838 the American Board of Commissioners of
Foreign Missions (ABCFM) was officially connected with only
the "Constitutional®™ Presbyterian Church and the Congrega-
tionalists. But as individuals many 01d School adherents
continued to support this voluntary soclety, even though
there existed a Board of Foreign Missions in the "Reformed"
Assembly. Although the Amefican Board refused to>consider~
the question of human bondage in 1840, it resolved in 1841
to "sustain no relation to slavery which implied avprobation

- 1
of the system."™  The New York Observer expressed approvale.

"It needs no défense," declared the editor. "It commends
itself to the cordial-approval of every reasonable man at

2 .
the North or South ...."" The Signal of Liberty felt the

Board intended to "steef a middle course," and treat servi-
tude as "an abstract question" but was obliged to lean a

1ittle aﬁay from slavery out of respect to the New England

lReDort of the American Board of Commisgioners of
Foreigg Missions, 1841, 60. Hereafter: Renort ABCFMe

2New York Observer, October 2, 1841..
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contributions.3 On February 17, 1842, the Emancipator car-
rled an article stating that some of the missionaries from
the South were known to be slaveholders.4 A letter appeared
in the New York Observer ldentifying John Leighton Wilson,

a Presbyterian fleld worker in West Africa, as belonging to
this class, and gilving the facts in his case.5 Contributors
asked the American Board to clarify the relations of this
misslionary to the Southern institution. Wilson had written
his superilors six years earlief that he had inherited the
servants before he was born and had tried to emancipaté

them. He had refused to compel them to separate from him

as a master, even though the relation was an economlie burden.
One servant would not willingly depart from him. No new
information had been gathered since 1836, but the secretaries
had written for additional facts. The ABCFM adopted a
committee report that 1t was deslrable that Wilson terminate
the relation of servant and master "with as little delay as

circumstance will permit."s' The Watchman of the Valley

38ignal of Libertyv, October 6, 1841.
4C1ted by Signal of Liberty, March 23, 1842.
5Ibid., April 6, 1842.

' 6Renort ABCFM, 1842, 46. John Bailey Adger, My Life
and Times, 1810-1899 (Richmond: Presbyterian Committee of
Publications, 1899), 136-37, 140-42,
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considered the action in the Wilson case "to be Jjust and

cendid."! The abolitionist sheet, the Western Citizen, in-

terpretéd the méasures as utterly discualifying slave-
holders from being missionaries. "This is as firm and open
as 1t is just," said the editor, "and goes gulte as far as
can be askéd."s In 1843 the Commissioners of Foreign
Missions addeé that Wilson was Justified only if he withheld
his sanctions to the system.Q By 1846 Rufus Anderson, one
of the ABCFM secretaries, reported that thls case had cost
the soclety one-half of its annual resources.lo In 1837
there had beén at least a dozen slaveholders in the foreign
missionary work, and by 1852, when Wilson retired, the
American Board had no one in forelgn service connected with
the Southern 1nst1tution.ll
At the annual meeting of the soclety in 1843 the
commisslioners refused to agree not to solicit funds from

those connected with human bondage or to send out field

7watchman, September 29, 1842.

SWestorn Citizen, September 30, 1842

gwatchman, July 6, 1843, |

A ——————————

10Adger, op. cite, 140,

111bid., 143. Report ABCFM, 1853, 50-5l.
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workers holding this relationship. "We cannot allow our-
selves to be turned aside," explained the Board.l2 These
petitions for action were prompted by a letter from the
secretaries of the soclety appearing in the Vermont
Chronical in response to the editor's request for informa-

tion. The Wetchman of the Valley felt that abolitionists

should not leave the Board because they disagreed with it.13
In 1844 the commissioners reaffirmed the refusal to reject
money from contributors connected with slavery. The next
year the soclety admitted that twenty slaveholders were
members of mission churches which they supported among thé
Choctaw Indiana. Although the ABCFM waé "eonvinced of the
wrongfulness and evil tendencies of slaveholding," the
missionaries among the Indians ani thelr churches were "the
rightful and exclusive judges" of what constituted "adeéuate
evidence of piety and fitness of church fellowship."14 "The
Lord's Supper cannot be scripturally and rightfully~deniéd

- to those who give credible evidenée of repentance and faith

in Christ," ruled the commissioners. This was almost the

12

Report ABCFM, 1843, 67.
Diatehman, July 6, 1843.
l4goport ABCFM, 1844, 68; 1845, 50.
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identical position taken by the 0ld School Assembly four
months earlier.l5

In 1845 the Sand Creek Presbyterian Church, in the
Presbytery of Indlanapolis, drew up a series of resolutions -
in which the soliciting of funds from slaveholding churches
was condemned. These measures were sent to the American
Board, to the Presbyterlian and Congregational Convention
meeting in Detroit that year, and to the Synod of Indiana.16
In answer to the Sand Creek Church the Synod of Indlana re-
gretted the relations of the missionary socleties to slavery
but still commended them to the "11bera1 patronage™ of the
churches, since "no better, puref, gsafer,; ee. more_efficient

agents" existed. The Synod expressed the hope that what-
ever 1ﬁperfection exlsted would be "speedily corrected."17
The 8ynod of Cincinnatl earnestly requested the commission-
ers of Forelgn Missions to recede from the ground taken in
the report of 1845 in which mission churches were not cen-

8
sured for admitting slaveholders.; The Presbytery of

. Portage considered the question of the mlssionary soclety

1580uthqgg Presbyterian Review, XII, No. 4 (January,
1329), 745-46. Report ABCFM, 1845, 55. Assembly Minutes,
1845, 1T7.

Oyatohman, May 22, 1845.
1TRecords of the SBynod of Indiana, 1826-1845, I, 358.

18Wﬁtchman, October 30, 1845,
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and concluded that the position of the Board did not imply
approval of the system of servitude. The demand that money
be refused from slaveholding churches was declared by the
Presbytery to be contrary to Scripture.19 The Presbytery
of Scloto deeply deplored the Choctaw situation and asked
that the Commlissioners of Forelgn Mlssions withdraw patron-
age if the evlil were not remove@ after sultable efforts;ao
A committee was selected by the Presbytery of Buffalo to
make a thorough "inquiry into the alleged relations of the
ABCFM to Slavery:"' The committee revorted, "There is not,
and never has beeﬁ, any unchristian relation between the
American Board and slavery." The report was adopted by
Buffalo.21 To the ﬂgE'nggiObserver the position of the
Board was now clear. Those who could not sustain the
forelgn missionary society under its doctrine should "find
other channels through which to give the gospel to thé
destitute,"?2

The Salem and Greenfield, Ohio, Churches, in the

lgWatchman, May 7, 1846.

201114,
21Alleged Relation of the ABCFM and Slavery (Buffalos
Committee of Buffalo Presbytery, 1846), 31.

: 22I\Tew York Observer, September 20, 1845,
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0ld School Presbytery of Chillicothe, contributed‘to the
American Board rather than to the Forelgn Missionary Board
of the "Reformed" Assembly. These churches chose the volun-
tary soéiety because of thelr strong antl-slavery sentimente.
Salem Church agreed that the American Board should not re-
fuse contributions from the South, but Informed the soclety
that the church could not continue to sustain the Commis-
sioners of Foreign Missions if the decision of letting the
Choctaws hold slaves was maintained. The Greenfield Church
declined further support as a result of the stand the Board
had taken concerning the Choctaw Mission.23

As the critleism of the ABCFM increased, the New
York Observer trusted that the Board had the "firmess and
moral courage" to refuse further attempts to turn it from
the "appropriate business." The editor again invited the
abolitionists to leave the-society since they could not
"proéecute the missionary work on the principles by which

Christ and his apostles prosecuted it."24

In contrast, when
a missionary to the Dakota Indians queétioned the authority
of the American Board to regulate church discipline, the

2
Watchman of the Valley took issue with him. 2 When the

2Watchman, February 19, March 19, 1846.
24New York Observer, Septéhbér's, 1846.
25W’a.tchman, July 30, 1846,
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Commissioners of Foreign Missions met in 1846, the soclety
declined to take any new action, since it "considered further
agltation of the subject here as calculated injuriously to
affect the great cause of missions. "0

'After 1846 two new members wifh strong anti-slavery
inclinations were added to the Prudentlal Committee which
wés the executilve éommittee of the American Board.27 Cne
of these, Selah B. Treat, froﬁ the Presbytery of Newark,
was selected by the secretaries of the soclety to visit the
GhoctawkNation and make a detalled report on the relatlions
of the missionary churches to the problem of human boﬁdage.28
After visiting the Ihdian missions, Treat addressed a letter
to the misslonaries glving them the vlews of the secretaries
of the Board. The fleld workers to the Indians were informed
that they should disown slavery. The only question was that
of time and mode. If twenty-five years was not enough time,.
the miséionaries were informed, "We may well ask when will

it come?" New members were to be told that human bondage

was primé facle evidence of the lack of plety if proof was

27

28peport ABGFM, 1847, 59.

Adger, ope. cit., 148.
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not furnished that it was otherwise.29 The Prudential
Committee committed itself to the "Treat Letter." When
Treat's report was made public, the committee revealed that
laws ﬁad been passed by the Choctaw Nation prohibiting the
‘teaching of slaves to read or permltting emancipation ex-
cept by application to the General Councll of the tribe.

30 But in

At times missionaries had hired bond servants.
defense of those who were taking the gospel to the Indigns,
the executive committee wrote that slavery existed among
the Choctaws before the Scriptures were brought to them.
Treat suggested that the clergymen statloned among the
Indians address a letter to the Prudential Committee pre-
senting their views.31 The pastors of the Indian churches
answered, 1f the executive board should deny patronage,

"1t will not be for the violation, on our part, of any
éondition on which we were sent into the fleld; but in
consequence of new conditions wlth which we cannot in

conscience comply."32

-

"Thirty years here cannot be equal

29Biblica1 Repertory and Princeton Review, XXI,

No. 1 (January, 1849), 24.
 30Report, ABCFM, 1848, 84-85, 90.

3%21911@&; Repertory and Princeton Review, XXI,
No. 1 (January, 1849), 2.
3

2Presbxterian Expositor, II, No. 11 (November,
1859), 609+
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in thelr religlous influence on slavery, to two hundred
years in the Carolinas," they continued. To the suggestion
that the hiring of slave labor be discontinuéd, they
answered, "With us 1t has been a matter of necessity."
The missionaries particularly complained of the Presbj-
terlian and Congregational Conventions held since 1845,
especlally the Chicago Convention of 1847.33 These conven-
tions had met ln Detroit, Akron, and Chicago, as well as in
other cities.34 The executive commlttee assured the religious
workers in the Indian missions that "the rights of your
sessions and your‘churches must be duly regarded .... When
you have exhausted your powers of persuasion by use of the
: Scripturs,” the member mist be left "answerable only to the
higher judicatories of your church, and to their Lord and
Master." The misslonaries were asked, however, to discon-
tinue the use of hiring bond labor in the boarding schools”>
When the Board met in 1848, it found human bondage

to be "at variance with the principles of the Christian

35Report ABCFM, 1848, 97-100. Letter from the Choctaw
Missionaries to the Prudential Committee, March 31, 1848.

348153&1 of Liberty, July 5, 1845. Watchman, July 15,
1847. New York Observer, July 5, 1845. Ohio Observer,
February 10, 24, July 14, 1847. New York Evangelist, July 8,
1847. Western Citizen, July 13, 1847. .

35Report ABOFM, 1848, 104, 110. Letter to Prudential
Committee to Choctaw Misslonaries, June 22, 1848,
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religion." But confidence must be placed in the mission-
aries, an& differences of opinlon between them and the
Commissioners of Foreign Missions must be tolerated to the
same extent that 1t was by the presbyterles and assocla-
tions, it indicated.36 The Choctaw Nation belonged to a
presbytery in the 014 School and the Cherokee Nation was
served by Congregationalists. The commlittee that drew up
the report for the Board was headed by Albert Barnés and
Nathan Beman, both Presbyterians and "decidedly the most
anti-slavery members ... present." Tﬁe committee recommended
that the Indlan question be left ;Ln.' the hands of the Pruden-
tlal Committee. The abolitlonist circles sald this was done
to avoild furnishing Joel Parker, of the Fourth Presbytery
of New York, and other "pro-slavery" men with an opportunity
to attack the "Treat Letter."’! Jonathan Blanchard proposed
an amendment to the Barnes-Béman'report to the effect that
the hiring of slave labor should be discontinued and that
servitude was prima facle evidence against the piety of a
candidate applying for admissioﬁ to the Church. ?his would
have been an approval of the principles of the "Treat Letter"
which Barnes' committee had suggested retaining in the hands-
of the executlve board. Blanchard offered to withdraw his

36Report ABCFM, 1848, 69.

37Western Citizen, October 17, 1848,
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proposal if the fact that it had been presented was allowed
to be printed in the report. When this was denied, Blanchard
and Lyman Beecher appealed to the meeting to grant this
concession in the interest of holding the West. "Through-
out the whole broad West, rank and file of the saéramental
host will go off in platoons from the Board, if once it be
falrly understood that the subject of slavery is to be shut

out from the Board,” warned Beecher. The concesslon was

granted, but Parker"informed the Board that it was not
going "“too fast, but ... going wrong.“38

The Presgbyterian of the West found the proceedings

of the Prudential Committee to border on ultra abolitionism.
It was probable, concluded the editor, that the Indian
missions would soon be abandoned unless the next Board
meeting declined to carry out the views of the Prudential
Committee.39 In reviewlng the action of the ABCFM, the
Biblical Repertory sald the soclety was not an eccleéiastical
body. "Authority to judge in matters of doctrine does not
belong to the Board," said Charles Hodge, the editor . Under
the existing conditi&ns in the country, the adoption of the

"Treat Letter" by the Commissioners of Foreign Missions

848 38Renort ABCFM, 1848, 112. Watchman, October 5,
1 .

39Presbxterian of the West, October 5, 1848,
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would be "a national calamity." In reference to the
question of hlred servants, the editor declared that every-
one in the North used the products of slave la.bor-.z*O The
article in the Repertory effectively challenged the "Treat
Letter.“41 By Februapy,'1849, the secretaries of the soclety
publishéd an open letter stating that the "Treat Letter"
expressed "only opinions then and still entertained by the
Committee." These opinions were not to be interpreted as

"Jecisions or instructions."42

At its 1849 meeting the Boar&
added that 1t had "never had any intention of 'cutting off®
~the Choctaw mission." The missionaries' last communicatioﬁ
which maintained that slave labor with them had been "a
matter of necessity" was accepted by the society for the time
be:1.n5r,.4'3 When the fresbyterian and Congregational Conventilon
of Wisconsin met in October, 1848, it expreséed "extreme

grief" to learn the facts concerning the Indian missions,

but rejolced in the efforts of the committee "to free those

4oBiblical Re ertor s XXI, Noe. 1 (January, 1849), 21.

Southern Presbyterian Review, XII, No. 4 (January, 1860),
750,

41
Adger, op. cit., 149. Southern Presbxterian

Review, XII, No. 4 (January, 1860), 750.

2New York Observer, March 3, 1849. Herald of the
Erairie, “March 28, 1849,

43Report ABCFM, 1849, 72, T5.
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" " “44
churches from all connexions"” with the "great evil. In
April, 1849, the Presbytery of Belvidere heartily commended
the Prudential Committee on investigating the relations of
the Indian missions to slavery. Belvidere expressed hopes
that the whole body would "fully sustain and carry out the

position of the Gommittee."45

In the autum of 1849 the
Presbytery of Long Island éxpressed confidence in the ABCFM.
"We cordlally sympathize with that body in the difficult

and perplexing clrcumstance through which it is at present
passing,” resolved this Eastern judicatory.46 The Christian
Observer indignantly condemmed the anti-slavery feature of

il ""If those Indian Mission-

the proceedings of the Board.
aries are morally bound thus to abjure Blavery as "e system
always and everywhere sinful,' why are not all we who live
in the American Slave States, morally bound to do the same

thing?" questioned the Southern Presbyterian Review. "Dis-

miss ydur anxieties about the civil liberty of the Slave.

44R.ecords of the Wisconsin Convention, 1840-1861, I,

200. Stephen Peet, History of the Presbyterian and Congre-
gational Churches and Ministers in Wisconsin (Milwaukee:
81las Chapman, 1851), 43.

s 45Records of the Presbytery of Belvidere, 1847-1863,
16. .

46New York Evangellist, September 6, 1849.

#o1tea by Herald of the Prairie, April 18, 1849,
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«ee He needs another and better freedom .... You have begun
at the wrong end," advised the Review.48 In reference'to
the likelihood that the ébolitionists would continue to
pressure the soclety, the New York Observer said, "Let us
hope that the wlsdom from above may be continued to this
venerated Board that 1t may ever reject the counsels of the
foolish, and adhere as in times past to the oracles of
“Goa."™ "It would make the blood come to our cheek to
beliéve that while the Wilmot Proviso which forbids the.
" extension of our republic in connection wlth slavery 1is
maintained,'the professed Church of Jesus Christ will not
cease to propagate a Christianity blighted by the curse of
slavery," complained the Herald of the Prairie while re-
viewing ihe action of the Amerilcan Board.5o

Foilowing the Introduction of the Nebraska Act in
Congress, thé Commissioners of Forelgn Missions met at
Hartford, Connecticut, under the full blast of excitement
about the admission of Kansas. During the previous Novem-

ber the Choctaw Councll passed a law that prohibited

teaching slaves to read in the missionary school. The

4830ut.hern Presbyterian Review, II, No. 4 (March,
1849)9 5§5“83'

4'QI\Iew York Observer, September 22, 1849.

Cherald of the Prairie, April 18, 1849.
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superintendent and trustees were required to be vigilant
to locate and remove abolitionists. The Prudential Gommit-
tee and the Board condemned these laws and asked the mis-
slonaries to withdraw from the operation of the boarding

school.51

To the suggestion that the Indian questlion be
returned to the executlive committee, J.M. Sturtevant warned
that In the Northwest there already existed a disposition

to forsake the American Board because it had not come out
and taken "open ground." Lyman Beecher supported him in
these viewé, and John G; Holbrook, a Congregatibnalist from
Chicago, sald, "I should hardly dare to go back to the West,
and confess that I am a member of this Board 1f you refuse
to take such action."' For the first time the Commissioners

n52 The conservatives

actually approved the "Treat Letter.
forced a vote on the question of retﬁrning the whole matter
to the executive committee in ofder to avold having the
Board approve the "Treat Letter." But they were voted down
nineteen to fifty-five. Fifteennof these Commissioners
were Presbyterlana. 81x voted to return the problem to

the secretéries, ﬁhilé nine were in favor of adopting the

Slrne Gitizen, September 30, 1854, citing Journal of
Commerce, September 21, 1854. ego;; CFM, 1854, 23-24,

52New York Observer, September 21, Oétober 5, 1854,
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resolutions.s3 Treat and Asa D. Smith were among the nine.
After this action of the ABCFM, the Wisconsin Pres-
byterlan and Congregational Conventién resolved that 1ts
"eonfidence was greatly increased" by the adoption of the

' 4
measures.>

The 8ynod of Michligan adopted a report of an
interim committee which characterized the Board as "thor-
oughly anti-slavery in its spirit and action. 1Its position
is just what 1s desired by those who are wholly opposed to

55

American slavery." The New York Observer reminded its

readers that the 6n1y purpose of the soclety was "the
salvation of perishing souls."56
The "Treat Letter" went further than the mission-

arles would admit by opposing the hiring of slave labor or

537ne 8ix votes to return the question to the Pru-
dential Committee were divided as follows: four from the
New School Synod of New York-New Jersey, one from the New
School 8ynod of Western Pennsylvania, one from the 0ld
School Synod of Albany. The nine votes for approving the
"Preat lLetter" were divided as follows: two from the 014
8chool 8ynod of Albany, four from the New School Synod of
New York-New Jersey, one each from the New School Synods of
Geneva, Cincinnatl, and Illinois.

54W1sconsin Convention, 1840-1861, I, 308-309.
55petroit Daily Democrat, June 21, 1854.
56393 York Observer, October 12, 1854.
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admitting unexamined slaveholders to communion.57 Secretarj
Rufus Anderson was in the East Indles when the annual meet-
ing of 1854 took place. In his absence the Prudential Com-
mittee sent acting secretary George Wood, of the New School
Fourth Presbytery of New York, to visit the Choctaw misslon.
Wood sécured a statement of policy that the missionaries
agréed to follow in the misslon work. Thls agreement was
in accord with the interpretation of the institution of
human bondage by the Assembly Act of 1818 and the American
Board of 1845. Missionaries were to examine those admitted
to communion with reference to thelr views concerniﬁg servi-
tude, but only to the degree that other equal moral ques-
tions were examined, "not less not more .... While slavery
is always sinful, we éannot esteem every one who 1s legally
a slaveholder a wrong-doer for sustaining the legal rela-
tion," agreed the missionaries. Employment of slave labor
was to be limited to those cases "of manifest necessity."
This platform was acbepted by the.ABCFM when 1t met at )
Utica 1n 1855. After hearing an explanation that the
Choctaw laws which concerned the teaching of servants to
read were nct enforced, the society voted to continue the

mission schools for the time being.s-8

57Presbxterian Magazine, V (October, 1855), 47.
58Report ABCFM, 1855, 18, 23-24, 26.
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When the Wood platform was published in the New
York Obgerver, the misslonaries sent thelr protest to the
Utica meeting, but it was ignored. Bince the soclety based
1ts action in 1855 on the report by Wood, the missionaries
sent in thelr resignations. But with Rufus Anderson back
on the executive committee, the Board asked the mission-
arles to withdraw their resignations, and they agreed to do
80 if the "Treat Letter" were repudlated. The Board did
not accept this compromise, but continued to vote money to
support the missionaries.59

The New School Presbyterians in the West did not
show the enthusiasm that they had shown in removing slavery
from the AHMS. While the Presbytery of Springfield expres-
sed confidence in ihe Board, the Presbyterian and Congrega-
tional Convention of Wisconsin asked the ABCFM to adopt "a
course similar.to that of the American Home Missionary

Society."6°

But by 1858 when the Commissioners convened
for the ;nnual meéting, the American Missionary Association
and the Western Home and Forelgn Missionsry Society had
made such extensive inroads on the patrons of the older

society that some kind of new action was necessary. The

59Ad5er, op. cit., 151. New York Observer, October
20, 1859.

60Records of the Presbytery of Springfield, 1856-
1866, IV, 25. Wisconsin Convention, 1840-1861, I, 384,
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ABCFM noted that the Choctaw Natlion had been affected by
the neighboring white community from which the Indlans had
drawn their standards. "It ssems desirable that the Board
should be relleved, as eérly as possiblé, from the
unceasing embarrassment and perplexltles connected with the
missions in the Indian territory," concluded the report.61
In October, 1858, Treat wrote the-missionaries, encouraging
them to withdraw from the Board or from all connection with
the Southern institution; but the clergymen in Indian ser-
vice referred the question back to the Prudential Committee

62 " The Prudential

to "be disposed of" as they saw best.
.Committes dealt'with the 1ssue by terminéting the connection
of the ABCFM with the Chociaw Mission.

When the society met in 1859, Albert Barnes of the
committee on the Indiana reported that the Prudential Com-
mittee's action was premature. A minority report sustained
the poéition of Treat and the other secretarles. Thomas
Erainerd of the Fourth Presbytery of Phliladelphia informed
the body that if the secretaries were sustalined it would |

not make a favorable lmpression in New York, New Jersey,

Pennsylvania, and Delaware. A minority report that approved

lReport ABCFM, 1858, 17-18.

62Adger, op. cit., 156. New York Obgerver, Octo-
ber, 13, 1859,
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the termination of the Board's connection with the mission

was adopted in a modified :f’orm.s3

Eleven Presbyterian clergy-
men voted on the measure. All were New School members
from the East. Nine voted against cutting off the mission.
The iwo votes cast in support of the position of the
secretarles were cast by Treat énd'George Wood -- both in-
volved in the declsion of the Prudential Committee.

One of the chief jJustifications for the action of
the ABCFM in 1859 was that the Indian missions should be
taken over by the mission board of the 01d School. The

64

Independent had suggested this as early as 1849, One of

the officers of this voluntary soclety had claimed that
separation from the Indian mission had been demaznded by New

England. To this the New York Observer replied, "The

deplorable result has been produced by a supposed necessity
of yieldiné to the dictates of Christian expediency. It 1s
needless t¢ say that in this view of expedlency we 40 not
concur." The Christian Observer viewed expediency as an

unworth& motive, slnce lmportant princilples were settled by

63Re ort ABCFM, 1859, 21-23. New York Observer,
November 2%, 1859.

641ndependent, April 12,.1849.
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the decision.65 As human bondage was the cause of with-
holding the gospel, the Presbyterlan asked, "Is this the
sin which, above all sins, renders thelr case hopeless and

?"66 "Had the senior Secretary ...

consigns them to perdition
rallied the conservative st;ength +es there might have been
achleved ... the glory of another Tract-Soclety victory =--

a victory over fanatlical clergymen by sober and rational

laymen!" declared Adger, writing in the Southern Presby-
terian Review. The Board “has elected to claim no longer a

" It has cnosen to

national but a sectional status ...
become, "the organ of the Congregational churches alone,"

he added.67 The New York Evangellst withheld censure, since

"no other mode of relief from this continually perplexing

68

éuestion" was open to the Commissioners. "Doubtless if

Paul himéelf were now on earth, and were a misslionary to the
Choctaws, ... he would share the same fate," concluded the

Presbyterian Expositor.69

65New York Observer,.October 20, 1859, citing
Christian Observer, October 13, 1859.

66Presb terian, October 15, 1859.

6780uthern Presbyterian Review, XII, No. 4 (Jahuary,
'1860), 7375 118

68

: 69Presbxterian Expositor, II, No. 11 (November,
1859), 611.

Cited by New York Observer, October 20, 1859.
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When the 014 School syhods met, there was a general
feeling that the Board of Missions of the "Reformed" Assem-
~ bly should take over the Choctaw churches.7o The executive
committee of the 0ld School Board of Missions met to
consider the Indlan question, and the secretary, J. Leighton
Wilson, announced that the committee had voted to support

(& Early in 1860, Gardiner Spring

the Choctaw churchese.
called a2 conventlon of Presbyterians asgsociated with the
"Reformed" Assembly to consider the Indian question and to
faise funds. The convention approved a resolution endorsing
the action of the 01d School Missions Board in promising

ald to the Indlans. As chairman of the resolutions commit-
tee, Spring reported a resolution which stated, "There is

no guthority in the Scripture for such a principle of
Administration" as that which regards "a slaveholder an
outcast from tﬁe kingdom of Christ; that no churech ought

to be regarded as unchristianlzed because some of its members

70839 Records of the following Synods: Chicago, 1856~
1869, 71l; Northern Indiana, 1843-18%4, 277-78. For the A
Synods of Ohlo, New Jersey, Philadelphia, and New York, see:
Presbyterian, October 29, November 5, 19, 1859. New York
Observer, October 27, November 3, 1859.

71Presbzterian Magazine, X (February, 1860), 89-90.
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are slaveholders." Members of the conventlon expressed
fears that the resolution would drive away ald that they
could secure in New England and would raise the question
of slavery in the Church. A delegate reminded Spring that
the policy of their Assembly was to refrain from discussing
the divisive question. Joseph McElroy questioned the ex-
pediency of discussing slavery at this time. He had bought
and sold slaves and would do so again under similar cir-
cumstances, and remarked that he preached to the same effect.

But Spring held his ground, and the conventioﬁ re-
Jected a motion to table the measure. Another commlttee,
however, was finally selected and brought in a resolution
to the effect that 1t recognized "no standard of procedure
in the great enterprise of Christian missions but the in-
structions and conduct of Jesus Christ and his apostles."l2
When the "Reformed" Assembly met, they sustained the de-
cision of the Board of Missions.

The western Presbyterians dild not exert as much
influence against the connection that the ABCFM maintained
with slavery as.they did in the case of the AHMS. While |
the American Board received more pressure from New England,

the Home Misslionary Soclety found it necessary to follow

T2 perator, April 6, 1860, citing New York
Evangellst.
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the lead of the western Congregationalists and Presbyter-
lans. 8Since the people In the West had many churches that
needed aid, and slince they were in direct competition for
the limlited resources of the AHMS, this séction of the
country was less tolerant of their Southern brethren
who did not meet the standards that the West had set up

for them.



CHAPTER VIII
A NORTHWESTERN SEMINARY

The question of an 014 School theological seminary
for the West became thoroughly interwoven with the slavery
problem during the 1850's. The Seminary of the Northwest
had existed as a departﬁent of Hanover College from 1830 to
1840. During the latter year the New Albany Theological
Seminary was established in Indiana. In 1849 E.D. Mac
Master was elected to a professorship of theology over the
obJjections of N.L. Rice, one of the members of the Board of

Directors.1 Rice, who edited the Presbyterian of the West

at that time, attacked MacMaster as an abolitionist, and
for this reason found him unfit, since he did not hold a
"seriptural view of slavery."2 In a series of articles Rice
éharacterized MacMaster as oﬁposing the position of the
Church on slavery. As evidence he pointed to MacMaster's

refusal to accept the acts of the Assembly of 1845 and his

- LJohn F. Lyons, "The Attitude of Presbyterians in
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois Toward Slavery, 1825-1861,"
Journal of the Presbyterian Historical Society, XI, No. 2
(June, 1921), 78. |

2Presb1terian of the West, November 1, 1849,
E.D. Ma

cMaster, "Letter to the Board of Directors of the
Theologlcal Seminary of the North West," in MeCormick Theo-
logical Seminary Miscellany (McCormick Theologlical Seminary,
Chicago, Illinois), 22. N.L. Rice, "North Western Theolog-
ical Seminary,® in Mclormick Theological Seminary Miscellan:
(McCormick Theologlical Seminary, Chicago, Illinois), 2-T.
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efforts to substitute other measures for resolutions ap-
proving those which were reported by a committee of the
Synod of Cincinnati. MacMaster was one of the two who
disagreed with the Synod of Cincinnati's approval of the
position of ths Assembly. MacMaster was defended by the
Louisville Presbyterian Herald which pointed out that he

was elecﬂed to his position by a Board of Directors with
a majority'from slave states. The Board supnorted Mac-
Master even though it was aware of his action in 1845 which
had been published in the Herald by MacMaster himself'.3
Although New Albany was having difficulty surviving, Rice
opened the Cincinnstil Theological Seminary in opposition
to the New Albany Seminary, and urged a unified school in
this city for all of the W‘est.4 William Breckinridge and
Edward Humphrey, of Kentucky, backed New Albany and Mac-
Master in the péges of the Herald and'in a pamphlet which
pointed out that New Albany was "admirably situated to

serve the two parts of the country whose interests are sup=-- -

posed to be in conflict." Rice's "clamor against Dr.

-

301ted by Presbyterian of the West, November 15,

1849,

4Presbxterian of the West, February 14, March 7, 21,
1850, November 17, 1857. FPresbyterian Expositor, I, No. 1
(December 15, 1857), 44-45, .
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MocMaster is without the shadow of foundation," the pamphlet
declared.s -

But a movement was growing in the Southwest for a
seminary south of the Ohlo River. The.Synod of Nashville
adopted resolutions to this effect in 1850.6 In the General
Assembly of 1853 the question of establishing a seminary
in the West was taken up, and extensive debate took place
concerning the locatlon of the school. Robert Breckinridge
spoke for Danfille, Kentucky, as the site, since schools
already existed in the West north of the Ohio. He claimed
that the opposition to this site came from those who wanted
_to discriminate against the South because of its institu~
tions and took Samuel Steele, of Chillicothe, to task for
opposing the site. This opposition was "entirely on aboli-
tion grounds .... It is time that not only abolitionists,
but that all men should be taught that they of the South
were not to be cut off from the falr franchises of the Church
because they reside South of Mason and Dixon's line," he
said. The Church voted to make Danville the.site.7 The

selection of Danville, however, was an abandonment of the

. 5W.L. Breckinridge and Edward Humphrey, Theological
geminaries in the West (Louisville: Hull and Brother, 1850),
8, 37

6Presbxterian of the West, November 7, 18504

| T1pia., May 26, June 16, 1853. Presbyterian
A%vocate, June 8, 1853. Free Presbyterian, September 7,
1853,
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1dea of a single institution in the West. The school at
New Albany which was to have been merged into the new school
was continued under synodical mana,gement..8 The Synod of
Cincimmati and others refused to support the new school and
retalned New Albnny.9 Rivalry between Danville and New
Albany came out into the oven. The revort of the Board of
Directors of New Albany expressed regret that the seminary
of Danville had been especlally urged with reference to the
question of slavery. For the Assembly to have established
a school on such an argument "strongly tends to a divisive
course," declared the report. "The responsibility for the
schismafic course rests with the Danville Seminary and
the attempt to shift the odium was unworthy a fair and
. honourable opponent.“lo Danville answered New Albany in
a8 defense printed 1nqthe Presbyterian, and the Presbxterian
Advocate regretted that "the unpleasent ... discussion |

: 11 .
was forced upon the Danville men." But MacMaster and

8Samuel Miller, Presbyterian Reunion: A Memorial
Volume, 1837-1871 (New York: DeWitt C. Lent and Company,

9Records of the 8ynod of Cincinnati, 1844-1864, IV,
September 29, 1853. Galbraith, op. cit., 199.
loReport of the Board of Directors of the New Alban
1853), 7,

Theologlcal Seminary (Cincimmati: John D. Thorpe,
15. .

llPresbxterian Advocate, June 7, 1854.
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others recognized that New Albany could no longer get

sufficient support in the present locatlon.12 During the
General Assembly of 1854 a meeting of commissioners from
the Northwest was held, and a call was issued for a
convention to meet at Freeport, Illinois. Another meeting
was called to gather at Galena, Illinols, and an agenda was
drawn up for the occasion which included the gquestion of the
proper distributlion of educational institutions. A simllar
convention was held in Indiana.13 In August, 1856, Mac-
Master and sixteen others, mostly Directors of the Seminary,
acting in an unofficial capacity, sent a pamphlet to the
churches and Judicatories in the Northwest thit currently
supported the New Albany Seminary. It proposed the estab-
1ishmehp of a new seminary that could more adecuately serve
the area covered by the seven synods. In September, 1856,
.the question was officially brought before the synods by
MacMaster and two others.l4 A constitution was dréwn up

and land was secured south of Chicago as the site of the

12W1lliam E. Dodd, "The Fight For the North West,
1gsoé" American Historical Review, XVI (April, 1913),
781-82." -

13New York Observer, August 17, November 23, 1854.
14Presbyterian Magazine, VII (November, 1857), 518.
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school.15 MacMaster and T.E. Thomas, one of the leading
014 School abolitionists, both of whom had been professors
at New Albany, were elected professors of the new seminarye.
It was generally assumed that MacMaster would be the
president of the institution. When the Board met in
Chicago, it made use of a.rule that a two-thirds vote was
necessary for the admission of any synod to participate in
the operation of the school. The Synod of South Iowa was
admitted, but Missourl was rejected.16 On January 22, 1857,

the St. Louls Presbyterian, edlted by Rice, charged the new

semlnary with being the embryo of a training school for
abolltionists. Rice declared:

It 1s evidently the design of Drs.
MacMaster and Thomas to form a
thoroughly abolitionist seminary

in the Northwest, and there to train
young men to become agitators and
destroyers of the peace of the Church.
Iet all who love the peace and unity
of the Presbyterian Church at once throw
thelr decided influence against this
unhallowed attempt to divide its
councils and destroy 1its efficilency.

Missouri had been tricked out of its rights, and a consti-
tution had been zadopted likely to keep the Synod out of

lS"Letter of MacMaster to the Reverend Board of
Directors of the Presbyterlian Theological Semlinary of the
Northwest," in McCormick Theological Seminary Miscellany,
19. .

16Presb terien, ‘December 5, 1857«
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the school, Rice charged.l7 He saw the new seminary as
likely to become another Oberlin and appealed in a personal
canvass to the ten synods of the Northwest to turn over the
whole business to the next meeting of the General Assembly.l8
MacMaster had been one of the few 0ld School men who had
spoken ur in public against the extension of slavery to
the territories.19 He sent a paper to the Board of
Directors of the Seminary vindicating himself of the charges
Rice and others had made against him. He explalned that 1t
was "generally if not universally understood" that Missouri
had terminated 1ts connection with New Albany in 1853 in
preference for Danville'"by an express condemnation of its
reorganization" and a refusal to appoint Directors to the

school. The charge that he was an abolitionist was denied.
MacMaster sald that he stood on the platform of the Church

17E.D. MacMaster, Speech in the General Assembly of
the Presbyterian Church, May 30, 1859, on the Presbyterian
Theological Seminary of the Northwest (Cincinnati: Gazette
Company, 1859), 6-T. Pregbyter, March 1, 1860.

18Dodd, loc. cit., 782.

T, | T T ——— el S—  — —

Sermon Preached in the First Presbyterien Church, New
Albany, July E, 18 New Albany, Indiana: Norman, Morrison
and Matthews, 1856), 24. E.D. MacMaster, The True Life of
A Nation (New Albany: Normen, Morrison and Matthews, 1856),
30"32’ 44"‘460 Thomas, _020 _c_iLo’ 590
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as adopted in 1818.2° A similar paper was sent to the
various synods that sponsored the seminary. The position of
MecMaster met general approval in the synods. Cincinnati
approved his stand but went on to "deprecate the attempt ...
to make the incldental differences, ... on the subject of
slavery, a test of qualification for any department of

usefulness or responsible Service in the Church."21

The
Synod of Iowa unanimously expressed satisfaction~with the‘
position of the Church on slavery, but voted fourteen to
six, with seven excused, that the Synod was "happy to £ind
Dr. MacMaster cohcurring therein." Only one negative vote
was recorded on the resolution exéressing confidence in

MacMaster. =

The Synods of Indiana and Northern Indlana
approved the position of MacMaster.23 The Synod of Chicago
voted to turn the Seminary over to the Assembly, but

Illinols rejected a similar measure only to return to an |

2°Letter of MacMaster to the Board of Directors,
13, Presbyterian Magazine, VII (November, 1857),
520~21,

21 .
Records of the Synod of Cincinnati, 1844-1864,
IV, 467.

22New York Observer, October 29, 1857.

25Records of the Synods of: Indiana, 1849-1860,
II, 510; Northern Indiana, 1843-1864, I, 244,
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ad jJourned meeting and vote to put the Assembly in charge.24
Rice's charges had been sown upon fertile ground.

The conservatlves feared anything that had the appearance
of giving a free hand to the anti-slavery West. They ob-
gserved a renewal of anti-slavery unrest in the West. After
the overtures for admission to the 0ld School Church were
made in 1857 by the Southern New School seceders, the
Presbyterlies of Chillicothe, Marion, Wooster, and Richland,
and the Synod of Ohlo took a stand against this by opposing
admlssion or by reaffirming the Acts of 1818.25 The New

XYork Observer noted that the Presbyterlan of the West was
the only abolitionist journal in the 01d School Church, and
advised this paper to keep 1ts opinions out of the
Assembly.26

In Chicago, Cyrus McCormick was also concerned about
the Northwest and the destiny of the country. He felt that
the seminary, if located in Chicago under the direction of
the right men, could go far in winning the Northwest for

the cause of conservatlsm and save the Union from division.

McCormick made efforts to secure the transfer of N.L. Rice

24Recordé of the 8ynods of: Chlcago, 1856-1869, 36-
37; Illinois, 1856-1869, II, 84-85.

25Records of the Synod of Ohio, 1857-1867, III, 18-
20. Records of the Presbytery of Wooster, 1854-1870, III,
75-76, T79-80. Central Christian Herald, October 29, 1857.

26New York Observer, November 12, 185T7.
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to Chicago in 1854,2 and succeeded in getting him to make
the.change in 1858. Rice published the Presbyterian
Expositor from this more'strategically located polnt. At
the time the transfer of the seminary from New Albany came
up, McCormick had written his brother that he intended to
try to get the school located in Chicago. It would be of

“"importance to our cause," concluded McCormick.28

The Presbyterian Ma“azine, edited by the powerful
Cortlandt Van Rensselaer, supported Rice. It "would have
been better to have waited for clearer proof" before taking

action that had the appearance ... of unfraternal separation"

of the Missourl Synod, he explained.29 A pamphlet was re-
leased by "A Ruling Elder of the Northwest" attacking the
position of Van Rensselaer. The Northwest<wou1d not be
driven from its "impregnable and scriptural ground ... main-
tained by the Assembly for 60 years," wrote the author.

"In the commerciasl citlies of the'seaboard and of the border,

g004d men ... may be drifting from their mooring by the

27Gyrus McCormick Papers (Manuseript: McCormick '
Library, Madison, Wisconsin), C.H. McCormick to N.L. Rice,
December 3, 1854. Presbyterian, November 28, 1857, citing

Chicago Dally Press. .

28Mccormick Papers, C.H. McCormick to W.S8. McCormick,
December 1, 1856.

29Presbxterian Magazine, VII (June, 1857), 262.
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marvellous power of commercial and business associations,
and of social sympathy," but "in the rural districts it is
not so likely to be so," concluded the elder.-C Thomas E.
Thomas, MacMaster's cloée ally in the struggle, felt all
was lost when he disoovered an important layman in Ghidago,
C.A. Spring, had gone over to Rice. If the synods trans-
ferred the school to the Assembly it woﬁld "be as safe as
that of Columbia, South Carolina," he wrote to a corres-

31

pondent. The whole Southern préss was denouncing the

semlnary and every Northern paper was unfriendly except the

32 Late in

Presbyterian of the West, according to Thomas.
1857 Rice published a pamphlet in which he included two

private letters that MacMaster had written to C.A. Spring.
MacMaster hed interpreted the plan to transfer the North-
west Seminary to the Assembly as a scheme designed to put
men in the institution who would be “sufficieﬁtly subser-

vient to our slave-driving rulers and their allies in the

so-called Free States," MacMaster had privately written.

3Ouletter to Reverend Cortlandt Van Rensselaer In
Relation to the Presbyterlan Theologlcal Seminary of the
Northwest by a Ruling Elder, June, 1857," in McCormick
Theological Seminary Miscellany, 13. ;

3lThomas, op. cit., 95. Thomas to Jared Stone,
‘August 10, 1857.

321h14., 102. Thomas to Nathanlel Fisher, October 2,
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"We can now see to what use the Northwestern Theological .
33

" wrote Rice.

Seminary is to be put, While discussing the
publication of the MacMaster letters, the editor of the

Pregbyterian Magazine concluded that, "Phe letters of Dr.

MacMaster «.. wlll destroy his influence in the Presbyterian
Church ¢ese These letters ... virtually decide the question
in favor of a transfer of the Seminary to the Genéral

Assembly."34

But developing a firm conservative sentliment
in Chicagé obviously requlred a more intensive program.
During the Assembly of 1858 the Synod of Illinois
proposed that the Seminary be turned over to the General'
Assembly, but the overture was not adopted since a quorum
of the synods engaced iIn the enterprise had not concurred.
The Synod of Cincinnati sent an overture to that of Indiana
and of Chicago in the autum of 1858 suggesting that the
Seminary be transferred to the Assembly. MacMaster advo-
cated the transfer before the Synod of Indiana. The editor
of the Presbyterian of the West found no objection as long

as "proscription" was not to be used in the highest

35§.L. Rice, "Northwestern Theological Seminary," in
McCormick Theological Seminary Miscellany, 16, 25; Mac~-
Master to C.A. 8pring, July 14, 1857. Presbyterian
Expositor, I, No. 1 %Décember 15, 1857), 42. McCormick
Papers, C.H. McCormick to W.S. McCormick, November 9, 1857.

34pregbyterian Magazine, VIII (January, 1856), 42.
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Judicatory and the wlshes of the regilon were to be respect-
ed as In other sections.35 The Indiana and Chicago bodles
accepted Assembly control. In the name of harmony'the A
Chicago group voted to admit the Synods of Missouri and
Upper Missourl if they desired to co-operate in supporting
the Seminary.36 The Presbytery cf Chicago went on record
in April, 1859, for Assembly control of the school.37
Before the annual meeting of the highest judicatory in
1859, Rice had carried eight of the ten western synods.38

As the Assembly of 1859 approached, the anti-slavéry
forces still had hopes of maintaining their influence in
the seminary. They now hoped to accomplish their goal by
voting Indlanapolis as the site of the school and retaining
the former professors. The strength of this group was
concentrated in a little circle that centered about the
office of J.G. Monfort, the editor of the Herald Presbyter,
formerly the Presbyterian of the West: They were convinced

that their hopes of retaining a voice in the seminary

3501 tea by Presbyterian Magazine, VIII (November,
1858 ) [ 520-240

36
39, 60.
' 37

Ibid. Records of the Synod of Chicago, 1856-1869,

8 Records of the Presbytery of Chicago, 1852-1864,
187. .

38p0ad, log. cit., 782
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depended on the willingness of MacMaster to keep gqulet to
the extent of not even defending himself in the Assemblye.
MacMaster was approached with this in mind, and it was
thought that the anti-slavery group had secured his agree—
ment to remain silenteo>

When the Assembly convened iIn Indienapolis, it voted
to make Chicago the site of the school, and followed by
electing Rice as the profeséor of theology by a large vote
over MacMgster. The victory for Rlce was climaxed by
electing his supporters to all the other pfofessorships.
Forty delegates of the Northwest voted for the Chicago site,
and thirty-four of them voted for Indianapolis.41 Just
before the Assembly took up the matter of eleéting the
professors, MacMaster rose and made a speech which reqﬁired
almost three hours for delivery.42 The aspeech was interpreted
as belng directed against iInvoluntary slavery, although
MacMaster said that he was not denouncing that type of

39Thomaa, op. eit., 103, J.M. Wampler to Thomas,
April 23, 1859.

%01p14., 108.
0

Presbytery Reporter, V, No. 4 (December, 1858),
106, citing Rice. :

42y ocMaster Speech in the General Assembly, 1859,
Thomas, op. cit., 108.
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: relationship.43 The Presbyter and the Presbyterian

Magazine attributed MacMaster's defeat to the offensive
delivery and tone of his speech. An anonymous pamphlet on
the semlnary question denled these claims and insisted that
his defeat was a foregone conclusion even before the
Assembly met. L.J. Halsey, one of the professors selected
along with Rlce, saild MacMaster was not elected to the new
seminary because of his "feelings and purposes in regard

to slavery which the Assembly could not sanction."44 Another
factor in the decisions made in May of 1859 was the gift

of $100,000 to endow the seminary. The authorization for
this gift b& Cyrus Hall McCormiék was put in the hands of
Charles Spring, a delegate to the Assembly from the Chicago
Presbytery. This was "a weapon so powerful that the issue
was.not long in doubt." The gift was for the endowment of
four professorships 1f.the seminary was put under the

4
control of the Assembly and was located in Chicago. >

43PresbxterianvEx ositor, II, No. 6 (June, 1859), 321~
22. Princeton Review, XXXI, No. 3 (July, 1859), 593.

Hurne Late General Assembly and the Theological
Seminary . of the Northwest, by Alpha,” in McCormick
Theological Seminary Miscell s 3=T. Leroy J. Halsey,
“History of McCormick Seminary of the Presbyterian Church,
(Chicago: McCormick Seminary, 1893), 122.

45W11liam T. Hutchinson, Oyrus Hall McCormick (2 vols.
New York: Century Company, 1930-1935), L, 20-21. Dally
Chicago Times, May 27, June 8, 1859. . '
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But there were unwritten pledges that were secured by
McCormick who saw thé agitation on slavery as threatening
the peace and securlty of the country. It was his view
that keeping "agitation out of the Church ... was an
important means for the preservation of the union.”46 It
was understood that the Church would maintain 1ts ﬁosi-
tlon as represented by the deliverance of Rice as:chairman
of the slavery committee in 1845.47 McCormick did‘notvleave
21l of the detalls in the hands of Spring. During the weeks
before the Indlanapolis meeting Rice traveled widely over
the country, and during the meeting of the Assembly "“un-
wearied consultations™ took place “in the lecture room,"
unknown to the public, where Rice and McCormick held their
receptions while the Indianapolls meetling was conveninge.

. When the Church courts met in the autumn of 1859,

46M’ccormick Papers: C.H. McCormick to C.D. Drake,
n.d., 1869.

47MbCormick Papers: C.H. McCormick to Willis Lord,
January 6, 1869 C.H. McCormick to C.D. Drake, n.d., late
1869. BSee Statement by D.X. Junkin, Presbyterian Banner,
March 24, 1869.

48urne Late General Assembly ... by Alpha," 3.
McCormick Papers, B.M. Smith to C.H. McCormick, May 12,
1366. Chicago Daily Press and Tribune, May 25, 27,
1859.. :
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the resentment against the removal from the Seminary of
all the previous appointments of the synods was very
evident. The Synod of Indiana dissented from the action of
the Church since the known wishes of the Synod had been
disregarded. It also resented that only one director out
of forﬁy had been assigned to Indiana although it had one-
8ixth of the church membershlp in the area. The Indiana
Judicatory, therefore, declined to recommend the Seminary
to its churches.49 Northern Indiana resolved that the
"action was not in such consenance (elc] with our views and
Judgment ... a8 to leave this Synod under any other obliga-
tions or relations to the Seminary ... than it sustains to

any other seminary."Bo

The Synod of Cincinnati toqk‘a

similar position, aﬁd the Presbytery of Cincinnati recommended
Danville and Alleghany to its people.51 The Presbytery of
Chillicothe regretted the refusal of the Assembly to elect

any of the professors whg had been repeatedly selected by

the synods. Thils was more regrettable since at least one

48 49Records of the Synod of Indiana, 1849-1860, II,
548 . -

5°Records of the Synod of Northern Indiana, 1843~
1864, I, 278.

51Gentra1 Christian Herald, November 3, 1859, citing
the Presbyter.
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of those elected to a chalr had been consistently refused
by the synods. OChillicothe declined to "take any active

" or to "advise candidates

part in sustaining the‘Seminary,
to‘piace themselves under its influence." The Synod of
Chicago reassured the professors of the éeminary by saying,
"They have our confidence and shall have our sympathy and
eo-operation," but the Synod of Illinoils was forced to table.
a resolution saying that the 8ynod "earnestly dissents
against the present orgenization® of the school. A measure
was later adopted by Illinols reeommendlng the institution
in Chicago "to the confidence of the ch.urches."53 The 8ynod
of Iowa did not have a guorum and no action wae taken by.
the 8ynods of South Iowa, Wisconsin, or Missouri..54

Slavery was unquestionably a factor in the seminary
dispute, and was probably the most lmportant element on the
scale of conservative values in the controversy. But other
factors were interwoven in the struggle. One of long

standing was the personal hostility between Rice and MacMaster,
which was primarily generated by Rice. Another matter

52Records of the Presbytery of Chillicothe, 1846~
1860, 301-302.

'55Records of the Synod of Chicago, 1856-1869, T9e
Records of the Synod of Illinois, 1856-1869, II, 146-48.

54Presbiterx Reporter, V, No. 4 (December, 1859), 107.
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that weighed in the dispute was the differences over the
cholce of a site for the school. The desire for reglonal
control of the school, reinforced the opposition growing
out of the anti-slavery sentiment in the West.



CHAPTER IX
THE CRISIS OF 1861

Unlike the New School Church the 0ld School of the
South was not a minority fighting battles for compromised
decision. During the twenty-five years from 1837-1861
the Southern Church had as many moderators as durlng the
entire preceding forty-seven years of 1lts exlstence as a
united national church. From 1844 to 1861 eight of the
ennual general Church meetings were held In the South. The
Southern Church had been falrly successful in keeping the
question of slavery out of the Assembly, 5ﬁt a serles of
events began to occur in 1850 with the passage of the
Compromise of that year which made 1t appear that to re-
frain from discussion in the future would be more difficult
to accomplish. The policy of the Presbyterlan journals in
the South had been to remain silent on the "vexed question,"
but after the Kansas-Nebraska Act, the Presbyterian papers ]
came to the defense of human bondage. In 1856 the
Southern Presbyterian Review defended servitude as being
authorized by the Bible. "Since the days of Job the Church
of God has had connection ﬁith this institution. It has
never known an hour In its existence that it 4id not em-

brace in its membershlp masters and servants. The

309
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institution of slavery 1s sanctioned in both the 014 and
New Tesﬁament," said the editor.l But when measures
were 1ntroduce& in the South Carolina legislature to
re-open the slave trade, the editor was aggrieved to see
"Southern people abandon their now lmpregnable position for
one which they cannot hold. Our position is one that has
proved, to us and to the world of our assailants, 1its
impregnable strength. The South must not forsske that

2

position."® The Presbyterian Expositor was "gratified to

see" the éouthern Presbyterian Review take this position.

Rice condemned those in the North who denounced slaveholding
as s8ln per se as well as those south of the Ohlo River who
'denied not only that it was a sin but that it was an evil.

"We are alike opposed to converting the evils of society

into sins or into virtues," he declared.’ Rice had accepted
the position of the Revieﬁ-on slavery with a élight refine-
ment. He said it was "recognized, though not sanctioned,

by the Seriptures; and-regulated also by Divine law."

David MeKinney, editor of the Prssbyterian Banner, aﬁprovingly

180uthern Presbyterian Review, IX, No. 3 (January,
1856), 352-53.

2Ibid., XI, No. 1 (January, 1859), 106.
3

’Presbyterian Exvositor, II, No. 7 (July, 1859),
363-650 ’
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accepted this refinement;4 Only the Presbyterian of the
West, among 0ld School journals, departed from the conserva-
tive position. But even in Cincinnatl a group of conserva-
tive Presbyterians went on public record "disclaiming all «..
implied responsibility for the course and spirit" of this
antl-slavery paper.5 But there was uneasiness 1ﬁ the North-
west. The objection of the Synod of Ohlo to the admission
of the Southern New School synods was followed by testimony
against the fenewa; of slave trade.

Those in the South who saw the unity of the 0ld

School threatened assumed a position similar to that taken
in 1837. 8Slavery was saild to be a temporal institution that
was outside the concern of the Church. This was the vosgl-
tion taken by George D. Armstrong, of the Presbytery of East
Hanover, in an article on slavery. The article was answered
by Cortlandt Van Renesselaer, editor of the Presbyterian
Magazine, and resulted in = series of exchanges between Arm-
strong and Van Renesselaér that ran from January to December,

1858. Armstrong declared, "The instruction of the Church e..

4Presbxteridn Banner, February 25, 1860.

'5Joshua L. Wilson Papers, VIII, 1843-1885, No. 1007:
Resolutions of Presbyterian Ministers and Elders, Cincin-

6Presbxter¢an Magazine, VII (December, 1857), 572.

Records of the Synod of Ohlo, 1857-1867, III, 60.
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has nothing directly to do" with emencipation. His adver-
sary replied that the Churéh should aim at securing for the
servant "the blessing of personal liberty, when Providence
opens the way for it."7 The New York Evangelist claimed the

Ross-Armstrong Bible éoctrine of slavery was largely left
unrebuked by the 0ld School. The editor wrote:s

The Southern perilodlicals of course applaud.
The Southern Presbyterian Review cheers on
the innovators upon the o0ld views, and seems
to consider it its especlal calling to set
slavery upon a Scripture basis. Meanwhile
Princeton is ominously silent. The Presby-
terian ... has nothing to say. The New York
Observer keeps true to the old chosen lati-
tude of Mason and Dixon's line, looking both
ways. The Banner and Advocate goes a little
farther South to extend its kindly greeting
to the Southern Review. Dr. Rice, wilith the
gallant bearing of an old Chevaller, careless
. of all odds, proclalms himself ready in his
Expositor, to take good care of Dr. Monfort,
the Presbyterian of the West, and the western
8ynods, keeping down all discordant notes eeee
It may be rather rude for any one man to dis-
turb a sense of harmony like this; but such a
rash assallant had appeared in the person
of Rev. Van Rensselaer.

In the Assembly of 1859, when resolutions were in-
troduced commending the American Golonization Soclety to
the consideration of the churches, James Thornwell, of

South Carolina, advocated that the Church had no authority

7Presb terian Magazine, VIII (January, 1858), 9,
23-24, 5- ) ’

Bcited by Presbxterian ogsitor, II, No. 2
(February, 1859), 91.
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to make ahy dellverance upon subjects outside the spiritual
domain of religious falth and moral conduct of her members.
"It is not the business of the church to build asylums for
the insane and the blind," declared Thornwell.® When &
delegate pointed out that‘the Church ﬁad several times
adopted similar measures on the Soclety, and that this new
position would nullify all previous action on slavery,
Thornwell advanced to the speaker and repllied In a subdued
voice, "There is no other doctrine that will save the
Church.”lo After extensive debate the resolutions were laid
on the ‘E.able.11 The Assembly took a similar position with
reference to the establishment of a Presbyterian Historical
Society. The Central Presbyterian, of Richmond, approved

Thornwell's theory that thé Church had its own exclusively
spiritual sphere that i1t could not pass beyond to rebuke

civil evil. The Presbyterian Banner, of Pittsburgh, answer-

ed the Central Presbyterian with indignation: "This is

a monstrous statement to go forth, editorially; in a
religious journal «... The Thornwell doctrine affords the
South 1ts only security. But the North cannot and will not

9Princeton Review, XXXI, No. 3. (July, 1859), 60T7.

loPresbxterian Magazine, IX (July, 1859), 322-23,
citing Central Presbyterian.

1lpesembly Minutes, 1859, 543.

a——
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"12

accept 1it. The Synod of Ohio protested "the principles

avowed on ihe floor and apvarently acqulesced in by many."’
The Synod felt obliged to dissent from the principles ad--
vocated by Thornwell as "unscriptural and calculated to
strip the Ghﬁrch of her moral power" and to "nullify its
past testimonios." The Presbytery of New Lisbon, Ohio,
condemed "the new doctrine" and ealled on all its "people ...
to use thelr influence in mainta;ning the 0ld and trué
position of the Church. "** Other judicatories in the West
regretted the course taﬁen by the Assembly on the colonf
ization resolutions.15 When the Assembly convened in
Rochester in 1860, the question of colonization came before
the Church again. A Northwest synod ssked the parent body

16

to re-affirm the past testimony on the subjecte. As a

result resolutions were adopted which disclaimed "all right

1261 tea by New York Evangelist, May 17, 1860.
13Records of the Synod of Ohlo, 1857-1867, III, 55-8.

14"Presbytery of New Lisbon on the Question of
8lavery," (Manuscript: Presbyterian Historical Society,
Philadelphia), No. 31803, September 14, 1859,

15Records of the Presbytery of Chillicothe, 1846~
1860, 302. 8Synod of Chicago: New York Observer, November 17,
1859. Presbytery of Madlson: Presbyter, May 3, 1860«
l6.301.1'c.her-n Presbyterian Review, XIII, Nc. 2 (July,
1860), 410 -
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to interfere in seéular matters," but "asserted the right
and quty ... to bear ... testimoﬁy in favour of truth and
holiness, and against all false doctrines and sin." Since
repeated action had been taken on colonlization, 1t-was
conslidered inexpedient to reiterate,it.l7 The resolutions
were drafted by Charles Hodge wholhad oprosed the implications
of the position of the Assembly of 1859 on the subject.18
"It 1s now clear that the advocates of what was regarded
as a new and revolutionary doctrine, and that the action of

the last Assembly, had béen misapprehended," ﬁe sald.19

The
Rochester action of 1860 met general approval in the West
as having sustained the Church's position on alavery.zo

In the January, 1860, issue of the Southern Presby-

terian Revisw, George Howe, of the Presbytery of Charleston,

wrote an article in which he said that such events as John
Brown's raid and the publication of Helper's Impending
Crisis had forced him to admit that dismemberment of the

17 pssenbly Minutes, 1860, 44.
183.1. Stanton, "Disruption of 1861," in Ecclesias-

tical Pamphlets, I (Virginia Library: McCormick Theologilcal
Seminary, Chicago), 8.

19Princeton Review, XXXII, No. 3 (July, 1860), 54l..

20Records of the Synod of Ohlo, 1844-1846, IV, 567-
68. S8ynod of Cincinnatl::Presbyter, October 4, 1860.
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Union was highly probable. He pleaded for a strict adher-
ence to the Constitution and the keeping of the “Covenant"
with the Southern states as the only‘possible way of avoi&-

ing this undesirable result.>-

But the election of Lincoln
caused a rapid change of sentiment in the South. After the
election of 1860 the Christian Observer dsclared, '"Many in
the South are in earnest for secesslon .... We trust that
good men, North and South,'w111 bring their influence to
bear in support of the union and peace of the country, by
meintaining, according to the letter and spiriﬁ, the
principles of the Compromise embodied in the Constitution."
But the New York Observer found "that many of the most h
exemplary Christian gentlemen" of the South believed that

the time had come for secesaién. The Presbyterian Herald

informed the other sections that "all parties in the border
«e. states" were against division-of the nétion. They were
willing to.wait untll Lincoln got to Washington to see

what he would do. "We would urge upon the South caution
and deliberation, and a disregard of counsels which would
persuade theﬁ that thelr brethren of another section are

their enemies ...; and on the North we would urge patriotic

21F D. Jones and W.H. Mills, History of the
'~ Pregbyterian Church in South Carolins zColumbia, South -
Carolina: Synod of South Car Carolina, 1926), 70.
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zeal to preserve the great family compact."®® John
Maclean, President of Princeton University;'protasted

against the incendiary pdlicy of the'Gentrq; Presbyterian.

He advised the Richmond paper to allay the unhappy exclte-
ment by studying "the things which make for peace."?>

The Presbytérian Church was the last remainiﬁg
strong link that bound the nation together. It was in the
ranks of this Church that some of the most effective work
was done to rescue the nation from its drift toward
division. While discussing separation, the Presbyterian
declared, "It has more than once been remarked by sagaclous
polliticlans that as long as the Presbyterian Church remained
united in 1ts wide ramifications North and South, there was
hope for the country amidst the turbulence of political
feeling Ve u2H In December, 1860, Robert L. Dabney, of
Union Theoloéical Seminary, Viréinia, wrote Charles Hodge

and urged him to use his extensive influence to set "on

. 2 -
foot a movement among Christians for peace." 2 Hodge had

22

25
T.J. Wertenbaker, Princeton, 1746-1896 (Princetons:
Princeton University Preés, 1946), é65.

Cited by Presbyter, November 22, 1860.

24Presb terian, December 15, 1860.'

20harles Hodge Papers, R.L. Dabney to Charles Hodge,
December 12, 1860, '
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already decided to write an article in the Princeton Review

to convince the Southern Conservatives that all Northern
men were not "abolitionized," and to moderate the
Republicans.26 He solicitedithe aid of R.J. Breckinridge
to exert his influence in saving the Union. Breckinrldge
had previously been working to keep Kentucky from following

the lead of the cotton states.27

George Junkin, president
of Washington College, Virginla, wrote Governor-eléct A.Go.
Curtin, of Pennsylvania, appealing to the Governor and
people of his native state to meet the requirements of the
Constitution and to wipe from the statute-books of the
state any enactments which seemed to conflict with the
national charter.28
Hodge's article, "The State of the Country," appeared
in January, 1861. Hodge was the most influential man
in the Church, h;ving tréined more than 2,000 seminary

students. Only recently he had published two articles

26A.A. Hodge, op. cit., 464-65, Hodge to H.A.
Boardman, December 16, 1860; Hodge to J.C. Backus,
December 28, 1860.

_ 27charles Hodge Papers, R.J. Breckinridge to Hodge,
April 3, 1861. GCharles Hodge Correspondence (Speer
Library, Princeton Theologlcal Seminary, Princeton, New
Jersey), Breckinridge to Charles Hodge, January 19, 1861.
The Papers of the Breckinridge Famlly, CCXIII, Hodge to
R.J. Breckinridge, January 10, 1861.

28DOXU Junkin’ _920 Cito, 512"140
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favorable to the South in Cotton Is King, edited by E.N.
Elliot;ag Hodge informed the South that not more than '
twelve clergymen in the 0ld School Church deserved to be
designated abolitionists. Nine-tenths of the "intelligent
Christian people" of the country egreed that siavery was
"not morally wroﬁg in itself," wrote Hodge.3o E.D. MacMaster
refuted Hodge's characterization of the Republican Party
as not being an anti-slavery party. MacMaster denied that
the organic laws of the country made it a duty to return
slaves. "“The framers of the Constitution determined that
the Constitution should not know slavery," MacMaster

claimed.31

But the Presbyterian, the Preéb ter, and the

Presbyterian Banner commented favorably on Hodge's

article.32

Breckinridge correctly predlcted the reception of

9Lewis G. Vander Velde, The Presbyterian Church
and the Federal Union, 1861-1869 (Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1932), 34.

3Ogginceton Review, XXXIII (January, 1861), 13-14.
31Presb ter, February 14, 1861.

32Presb ter, January 3, 1861l. Pregbyterian Banner,
December 29, 1860.
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Hodge's article in the South. He informed the editor of
the Princeton Review:>-

Your article, +.. wlll not -- according
to my vliew of things -- satlsfy any,
except temperate and thoughtful persons,
situated as you are, and looking out
upon, rather than feeling from the midst
of flerce and tempestuous excitementse.

I should not wonder if the entire
Southern press spoke 1ll of you for your
earnest endeavor to do goode.

The Southern Pregbyterian Review vroposed to vindicate the

Southern Christians from the "amazing misrepresentations™
of Hodge. "Many God-fearing men have gone heart and hand

with the poiitical movements of the South and they are
34

]

neither mad men or dishonest demogogues," wrote the editor.

The Southern Presbyterian, of Columbia, South Carolina,

viewed the article as a "one-sided and lamentable attack

n35 Henr& Boardman of Philadelphia wrote

upon the South.
Thomas Smyth that Hodge's article did not represent in any

" sense an officlal document and should not be considered
"the occasion for rending our Church asunder," as it "would
Be doing a great wrong on a very inadequate pfetext."Bs

In April the Princeton Review made an effort to stavé off

33Gharles Hodge Correspondence, R.J. Breckinridge
to Hodge, January 19, 1861.

>%3outhern Presbyterian Review, XIV (April, 1861), 1.
334.4. Hodge, op. cit., 463.
36Th0m8.8 Smy‘th, ODe _c_i_.__to, 604.
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division in the Church even if the country was hopelessly
divided. "A church which regards itself as commissioned to
conserve and perpetuate slavery, and a church instinct with
the prineciples of modern abolitionism, must both allke be
offensive to God, and injurious to men," Hodge declared.37
The Southern Presbyterian described thié new attempt of the

Review as a mere defense of the Republican Party, and the

North Carolina Presbyterian observed that the Church already
38

was practically divided. Samuel I. Prime, 01d School

editor of the New York Observer, proposed a National Fast

Day as a means of bringing reconciliation in the Church as
well as in the State. Many concurred in the suggestion and
the moderator of the "Reformed" Assembly of 1860 sent out a
clrcular to ministers and ruling elders recommending
January 4, 1861, as the day set aside for the service.
Buchanan also designated the same day as the official
Natlonal Fast Day.39 R.J. Breckinridge preached a union
sermon at Stanford, Kentucky, on Thanksgiving Day, 1860,

3TPrinceton Review, XXXIII (April, 1861), 325.

3801ted by New York Evangelist, May 16, 1861. See
A.A. Hodge, QD. Cilt., 25%4e

39Breck1nr1dge Family Papers, J.W. Yeomans to R.J.
Breckinridge, December 8, 1860. "A Day of Prayer,"
December 21, 1860 (Circular in Breckinridge Papers).

L.G. Vander Velde, The Presbyterian Church and the Federal
Union, 32.
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and gave a National Fast Day address at lexington, January
4, 1861.40 The Lexington address appeared in the Cincinnati
Gazette of January 5, 1861, and in the lexington Reporter

and the Presbyterian Herald. Charles Hodge had it sent to

the National Intelligencer and planned to do the same for

other papers. The speech was widely copled in other papers
and also circulated as a pamphlet. Breckinridge called for
assurance that fugltlives would be returned, and for a fair
division of the territory. Breckinridge's article on
union appeared in the Marech, 1861, number of the Danville
Quarterly Review. John H. Rice and Thomas A, Hoyt withdrew
as editors of that journal because of the inclusion of this

essay.41 The Southern Presbyterian Review frowned at the

article and sald, "If there be no bonds to hold states

together other than force and coercion, then we have

42
solved no problem."

4oBreckinridge Family Papers, CCXIII, 3.3. McRoberts
to R.J. Breckinridge, December 3, 1860; Stuart Robinson
to R.J. Breckinridge, January 24, 1861. See A.A. Hodge,
Ope. Cito, 2540 .

41Breckinr1dge Family Papers, CCXIII, Hodge to
R.J. Breckinridge, January 10, 1861; John H. Rice to
Breckinridge, January 25, 1861; Thomas A. Hoyt to -
Breckinridge, January 25, 1861. Charles Hodge Correspondence,
R.J. Breckinridge to Charles Hodge, January 19, 1861.

42Southern Presbyterian Review, XIV, No. 1 (April,
1861), 177.



323
On January 1, 1861, thirty-two influential conser-

vative clergymen from New York and FPhliladelphla addressed
a circular lstter to the South. Fifteen of thls group were
Presbyterians, mostly of the 0ld School. They assured the
South that the North did not support extremist views and
that the region had been grossly misrepresented in the
press and elsewhere. They appealed to the Southern clergy
to exercise a moderating influence on their section.hs A
conventlon of Presbyterian ministers and elders of Pitts-
burgh and the surrounding area addressed an appeal to the
whole country, and a group of clergymen in Chicago made a
similar a.ppeal.44 A group of educators primarily from
Unlion Theological Seminary, Virgxnié, gent out an address
to the North and Bouth in response to the New York circular
letter, and secured signatures froﬁ Virginia and the
Wilmington, North Carolina, area. The address called on
the people of that section to avold needless embitterment
or complication of the crisis. It asked the North to remove
the cause for separation by guaranteeing full rights for

45

the South in the common territory. No collective response

4'3Presbxt.er, January 24, 1861.

Moy York Observer, January 31, 1861. ZPresbyter,
January 24, 1861, '

45New York Observer, January 31, 1861.
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came from the deep South, but many individual letters
received from this area denied that the New York circular
letter expressed the true sentiments of the free states.
Shortly after Fort Sumter was qaptured, the Presbyterian
ministers of the Pittsburgh area met and pledged "unalterable
attachment and unconditional allegiance" to the government.
They called the developments in the Gonfederate States
"treasonable" and classed as enemies of the country those
who afforded "ald, comfort or countenance" to the new

gover*nmen’c..l"7 The Southern Presbyterian of May 11 expressed

surprise that the "leading ministers of the Old School at
the North -- especlally Dr. Spring, and the clergy of
Pittsburgh," had gone over "to the support of 'Lincoln's
war policy.‘"4§ |

The Thénksgiving Day sermons in the South in November,
1860, gave indications of the strength of the feelings .
in this region. In the sermons of both James Thornwell of
" South Carolina and Benjamin Palmer of Loulslana, stress
was ﬁut on the determination of the slave states to maintain

the Southern institution and rights of this section in

v, — Sp———

and Times of Gardiner Spring (2 vols., New York: Charles
Scribner's Sons, 1866), Il, 179-85.

47Presbzterian Banner, April 27, 1861.

46Gardiner Spring, Personal Reminiliscences of the Life
C

48New York Evangelist, May 16, 1861.
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the common territories.49 The Synod of South Carolina, in
November 1860, considered a proposal for withdrawing from
the Church and forming a Southern Assembly, but tabled it
by a vote of 77 to 21. However, substitute measures were
adopted which resolved that the Southern Church was living
in harmony with 1its Northern brethren since the Acts of
1818 had been "virtually rescinded."® The Presbyteries of
Charleston and Harmony met in the sﬁring of 1861 and voted
against sending commlssioners to the Assembly because of

the dangers 1nvolved.51

The Presbytery of South Carolina
resolved that 1t was inexpedient to send commissioners "in
the midst of the enemies."D° Some of the Presbyteries in
Georgla declined to send éommissioners, but the Virginia
Presbyterians showed "a strong desire ... to preserve the

integrity of the Presbyterian Church" as long as it could

be done usefully and comfortably. The Central Presbyterian

49F£.L. Stanton, The Church and the Rebellion Aszainst
the Govermment of the United States (New York:: Derby and
Miller, 1864), 50-51, 157, Thomas Cary Johnson, The Life
and Letters of Benjamin Morgan Palmer (Richmond: Presbyter-
lan Committee of Publicatlons, 1906), 209

50 .
' Presbyter, December 20, 1860. Jones and Mills
ODe Cito, 75"7 . ’

5ljones and Mills, op. eit., 77-80.

52Liberator, May 17, 1861. American Theological
Review, III, No. 11 (July, 1861), 586
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warned that it was not safe to go to Philadelphia. "No
Southern man will dare to risk his 1ife in that city,"
added the North Carolina Presbyterian.’- '

In the Northwest most of the serﬁons that dealt
with civic matters early in 1861 expressed firm loyalty to
the Federal Government.54 William A. McCorkle, of the
Presbytery of Marshall, saw slavery as the sole cause of the
nation's problems and advised the North to follow con-
sciencé, not expediency, in this crisis.55 The measures
adopted by the Synod of South Carolina brought the North-
west to an alert defense of the Acts of 18183. The Presby-
tery of Kaskaskla, Illinols, instructed its commission-
ers for 1861 to adhere strictly to the past dellverances

of the Assembly 1f the questlon of slavery came up. Sim-

ilar resolutions were adopted by the Presbyteries of White

5301ted by New York Evangelist, May 16, 1861.

54Presb ter, January 3, 10, 17, 24, February 7,
- March 14, 1861. W.T. McAdams, What Shall Be the Position

et EE———  ——  ———u—

of the Presbyterian Church on the Subject of American
Slavery? (Cleveland: Fairbanks, Benedict and Company,

1860), 27-32.

55William A. McCorkle, A Pure Christlanity, The Only
Basls of a Free and Stable Government::A Sermon Delivered
November 29, 1860 (Marshall, Michigen: Statesman Book and
Job Printers, 1860),; 19-20.
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Water, and Muncie, Indisna, as well as Saline, Illinois.56
"Vindicate the truth ... by some explicit declaration, show-
ing you s8till belleve and teach the sentiments uttered in
1818 .ee," asked Chillicothe, since opinions had been ex-
pressed that these measures had been "virtually repealed.™
Madlison concurred, but the resolutions were mislaid by thé
clerk and not forwarded to the parent body.58
As the Assembly of 1861 drew near, the New York
Observer warned, "If the o0ld advice to 'let well enough
alone,' is not strictly observed, 111 will come."?’ The
Pregbyterian was convinced "that it would be prudent and
wlse In the Assembly to confine ... attention to routine
business ..., and to avold all other questions which may

n60

engender difference of opinlon and debate seee. The New

York Evangelist urged the Assembly to follow the example of

56Records of¢ Presbytery of Kaskaskia, 1861-1870, 8;
Presbytery of White Water, 1860-1870, II, 69. Presbyter,
April 11, 18, 25, 1861.

5TGalbraith, op. cit., 228.

58Presbzter, May 2, 1861. Records of the Presby-

59
6

Cited by Bresbyter, April 18, 186l.
OPresb terian, May 11, 1861.
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the New School and "stend boldly forth for the right."sl
The Presgbyter adviséd that no new action be considereé, but
that the records of the Synod of South Carolina not be
approved.62 When a correspondent from Minnesota asked the
edltor of the Presbyter to work to put thé Church on anti-
slavery grounds in order to prevent the loss of the North-
‘west, he replied, "We prefer ... to wait upon our Southern
brethren for the 'overt act.'" The Presbyter received
other similar reqﬁests but di& not respond to them.§3

When the Old School Assembly met there were no
commissioners from the Synods of Alabama, Arkansaé, Georgila,
or North and South Carolina. 8ixteen delegates represented.
the Confederate states as compared with ninety in the

previous annual meeting.64

The sessibns, which were to run
sixteen days, opened on May 16, less than five weeks after
the fall of Fort Sumter.. On the third day of the sesslions,
May 18, Gardiner Spring offered a paper which pledged thé

loyalty of the Church to the Federal Government. After

lyew York Evangelist, May 16, 1861

62Presb ter, March 28, April 18, 1861.

63Presbxter, April 15, 1861.

64Bouthern Pregbyterian Review, XIV, No. 1 (May,

1861), 297



329
discussion, the motion was tabled by a vote of 123 to
102.65 Thomas E. Thomas objected to the check on freedom
of discussion and the refusal to take a recorded vote. He
charged the body with gagging the mouths and tying the
hands of the opposition. The applause from the galleries
indlicated that popular will ﬁas with him and that the
majority was making him a symbol of a martyred cause of
rejecting his bid.66 J«G. Monfort hastiiy wrote an announce-
ment calling for a meeting of all who favored action in the
present crisls in public affairs, to convene in the church
basement following the session. W.C. Andersén, of Califor-
nia, formerly of Ohio, occupled the chair, and J.D} Smith,
of Columbus, was secretary. On hils way from California,
Anderson had stopped at the office of the Presbyter in
Cincinnati for consultation with J.G. Monfort, the editor.
Between fifty and seventy persons were present at the meet-
ing. They appointed a resolutions committee which prepared
a paper, but after hearing Spring's new resolutions the

‘assemblage agreed to adopt his measures.67 The next day,

65)ssembly Minutes, 1861, XVI, 303.

6 presh ter, June 6, 1861. Thomas C. Johnson, The
Southern Presbyterians (New York: Christian Literature
Company, 1894), 326. Southern Presbyterian Review, XIV,

No. 2 (July, 1861), 332.

67Presb ter, June 6, 1861,
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Sunday, May 19, when Spring preached in Philadelphla, a
huge audlence assembled to hear him.68 On May 22, Spring
presented his new paper on the State of the Country and on
motlon by Hodge, it was made the order of business for
Moy 24. Between May 22 and May 24, "strenuous efforts were
made by some members of the Assembly, and some who were not
members" to get him to withdraw his resolutions. No one
worked Mmore assiduously and urgently" to accomplish this
purpose-than Henry Boardman of Philadélphia.s9 When the
question came up for conslderation the editor of the

Princeton Review introduced substitute besolutians. Follow~

ing protracted debate, on May 27 Hodge again moved that the
whole matter be tabled. His motion lost by a vote of 87 to
153,70

for loyalty to the Constitution, without committing the

During the debate, Hodge made the ablest defense

Church to pledge itself to support any particular govern-~
ment. Thomes maintalned that the Presbyterian.church had
a long historical tradition of loyaity to the Federal

Government that should be followed in the present crisise.

Anderson advocated the Spring resolutions, and informed the

68L.G,. Vander Velde, The Presbyterian Church and the
Federal Union, 49.

69Gard1ner Spring, op. c¢it., II, 187-88.
T0pggembly Minutes, 1861, XVI, 321-22.
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body that the Northwest would refuse to sustain the Church
if the Assembly did not sustain the national flag. The
West and Northwest would go off in a body and Join the New
School Church. He repeated the threats of secesslion of the
churches in the West and claimed that many letters from the
West had been recelved to thls effect following the tabling
of Spring's earlier paper.71 One of the delegates from
Wisconsin denied the claims of the men from Ohlo that the
West would secede if the Church did not act in accord with
the Spring measures, but another from the same state was
sure the "Buckeye" men had interpreted western sentiment
corréctly: J.W. Yeomans deprecated the appeal made to the
"Northwest sentiment." When he saw this "Northwestern
ééntiment leaping up into the saddle behind Dr. Spring, the
connection with the great guestion agltating the civilized
world was apparent.” Willis Lord, of Chicago, repelled
Yeoman's 1mputationnthat the West was motivated by a desire
to drive off the South because of slavery. "Refuse to pass
this resolution, and you might as well give up your Domestic
Missionary work," he warned.72 George Frazer, of Kentucky,

condemned the conduct of "Northwestern brethren" who

7;§gg York Observer, May 30, 1861. ZPresbyter,
May 30, 1861. a

T2New York O séfver Maj 30, 1861. New York
Evangeligt, June 6, 1861. - -
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wished "to make the Southern Presbyterians traitors.“73
"B.C. Wines, of Missouri, and others had made use of é
telegram from Attorney General Edward Bates to show that the
Government felt the Church should take no action. 8Six
delegates from the Northwest countered this action by
securing a telegram from Salmon P. Ghése, Secretary of the
Treasury, to the effect that he perceived no walid
objections to the Spring measures.74
On May 28 all of the proposals before the house
- were referred to a committee which was ordered to report

75 The committee was composed of Hodge,

later the same day.
Yeomans, Anderson, Wines, H.K. Clarke, of Michigan, M.W.

Ryerson, of New Jersey, W.F. Giles, of the Presbytery of

Baltimore, J.B. White, of the Presbytery of Nashville, and
'George.Musgrave, of Philadelphia, chairman. Anderson and
Ryerson ﬁad emphatically supported the Svring resolutions,
and Musgrave had announced himself unwllling to vote for a

substitute. OClarke had consistently advocated Assembly

action. Wines, Hodge, and Yeomans had opposed a pledge of

7380uthggg Presbyterian Review, XIV, No. 2 (July,

1861), 325. Danville Quarterly Review, I (September,
1861), 518.

74Presb ter, May‘30, 1861 New York Evangelist,
June 6, 1861. _

TSpssembly Minutes, 1861, 322.
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loyalty to the Federal Government. When the committee re-
turned, the chairmean presented a majority report signed by
eight of the nine members. It baslically followed the Hodge
formula. Anderson re-submitted the Spring measures as a
minority report.76 The majority report was rejected 84 to
128. 1In the North only the five eastern seaboard synods
gave more votes for, than against, the majority report.77
Eight votes in the border state synods and fourteen in the
South went against the re-vamped Hodge measures. Since
this reportvlost by only twenty-two votes, the slave states
could have carried the majority report with the moderator's
vote. The moderétor would have voted for the majorit&
measures as was evidenced by his signing of the'Hodge
Protest against the minority report;78 The Anderson measures
carried by 156 to 66 votes. Twenty-two of the adverse votes
came from the East. The Synods of Cincinnati, Northern
Indians, Wisconsin, Iowa, and South Iowa had no negative'
votes. Three opposition votes came from the 8ynod of
Ohlio, but all of these were from the northeastern part of

the state. Three other negative votes came from other

76é§semb;x Minutes, 1861, XVI, 325, 330.

TTrhey voted 42 for, and 30 against it.

78Assemblx Minutes, 1861, XVI, 293-97, 341,
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parts of the Ngrthwest, and one from the Synod of Pitts-
burgh. Thus seven negative votes came from the region of
Pittsburgh and westward. > Hodge submitted a protest to the
Assembly action that was signed by others. The protest
viewed the minority report as contrery to the constitution
of the Church. "The doctrine of our church," said Hodge,
"ig that the state has no authority in matters purely
épiritual, and the church no authority in matters purely
secular‘and civil ...." To determine ths particular govern-
ment to which a member-should pledge loyalty, despite
differences of conscientious convictions, set up new terms
of communlion not provided for in the standards of the Church,

80

reasoned Hodge. "A declaration of loyalty to the Federal

Government makes Southern members guillty of treason,"
stated the protest.Sl Of the forty signers of thelHédge
Protest, foufteen were from the North. Only five of this
number were from the region west of the Appalachlian divide.

No delegate west of the Synod of Ohio signed the Hodge

T9Prosbyter, June 6, 1861. Presbyterian, June 8,
1861. Assembly Minutes, 1861, XVI, 330.

80princeton Review, XXX (July, 1861), 557 564.
81Aesemblz Minutes, 1861, XVI, 340.
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82 While the Assembly refused to reaffirm the

statement.
action of 1818, it refused to approve the part of the
records of the Synod of South Carolina which stated that
the measures adopted that year had been virtually
repealed.a3

When the judicatories.met in the autum of 1861, the
Northern churches were almost unanimous in support of the
Assembly. In the Northwest only the Presbyteries of Lake,
Indiana, and Hillsboro, Illinois, found it necessary to
vote down measures oprosing the Spring resolutions. But
the Assembly measures on the State of the Country were then
approved in each by a largé vote. The Syhod of Cincinnati
followed a course similar to these bodies;s4 The Presby-
teries of Maumee and Marioﬁ, Ohio, and Vincennes, Indlana,
diéapproved of the course of their commissioners who had

85

voted against the loyalty pledge. Almost without

' 82Two were from the Presbytery of St. Clairsville,
Synod of Wheelling. Two were from the Presbytery of Cosh-
octon, Synod of Ohio. One was from the Presbytery of

. Clarion, Synod of Pittsburgh. ‘

83Assemblx Minutes, 186;, XVI, 3335«

84Records of the Presbyteries of: Lake, 1857-1865, II,
117; Hillsboro, 1858-1862, 105-107. Records of the Synod
of Gincimmati, 1844-1864, IV, 592-Ok

85Records of the Presbyteries of: Vincennes, 1842-
1861, III, 443; Maumee, 1853-1868, IV, 117. Presbyter,
 August 29, September 19, October 3, 1861.
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exception, the Northwestern judicatories approved the
Assembly's "State of the Country" resolution without any
show of oppésition.86 In easterﬁ Ohlo and western Pennsyl-
vania the Presbyterles of St. Clalrsville and Coshocton,
Ohio, and Clarion and Washington, Pennsylvania disapproved
of the adverse vote on the Spring measures.87 Thus wesat
of the Appalachian divide, ten of the eleven votes against
the loyalty pledge were repudiated, or fhe lowest court
refused to sustain them. Five of the twenty-two adverse
votes from the East were denied by the lower Jjudicatories.
In the Presbytery of Elizabethtown, New Jersey, no actlon
was taken until the meeting was aboug.to adjourn. One of

the commlissioners of 1861 introduced a paper approving the

86See Records of the Presgbyteries of: Madison, 1842-
1862, III, 544; Muncie, 1848-1865, 36; Crawfordsville,
- 1854-1870, II, 163; Bloomington, 1853-1870, III, 122;
Chicago, 1852-1864, 296; Columbus, 1853-1869, III, 157;
Lake Superior, 1857-1861, 328-30; Kaskaskia, 1861-1870, 11,
15; Ohio, 1850-1862, IX, 371. For the Presbyteries of
Chillicothe, Findley, Sidney, Marion, Schuyler, Cincinnati,
and Michigen, see: Pregbyter, September 26, October 3, 1361;
Presbyterian, November 9, 1861. See Records of the Synods
of ¢ ‘Chicago, 1856-1869, 117; Illinois, 1856-1869, II, 203;
Ogéo, 1857-186T7, III, 98. New York Observer, November 7,
1861.

87Presbyteriag Banner, June 22, 29, July 6, October

26 b} 1861.

88The Presbyteries of Troy and Buffalo City, New
York, and Northumberland, Pennsylvania: Presbyterian,
June 22, July 65 October 12, 1861.




337
Assembly's action which was reluctantly approved with many
abstainihg.59 Of the large eastern seaboard bodles, only
the Synod of Philadelphia took occasion to commend the
stand of the parent body on the "State of the Country."9o
In addition to supporting the Spring Resolutions, manyQOf
the lower courts in the Northwest went on record as ap-
proving the actlon of the Assembly in taking exception to
the records of the Synod of South Carolina. The Western
Judlicatorlies considered that this rejection had in effect
reaffirmed the measures adopted in 1818. Five of the eight
presbyteries that went on record as sustaining the parent
body on ihis gquestion were from the Northwest, and all were
west of the Avpalachlan divide. Of the eleven judicatories
taking this action, only the Synod of Buffalo was from the

eastern half of the coun‘t,r-y.g1

89Pre§bvte;;1an, October 19, 26, November 9, 16, 1861.

9°Ibid., November 2, 1861. The Presbyteries of Erie,
Luzerne, and Carlisle, Pennsylvania, and Newton, New Jersey
sustalned the Assembly. 8ee Presbyterian, June 22, July 6,
20, October 12, 19, November 9, 1861.

 9gecords of the Presbyteries of: Peoris, 1859-1870,
65-66; Logansport, 1857-1870, III, 7Tl. For the Presbyter-
les of Rlchland and Chillicothe, Ohio, Donegal and Wash-
ington, Pennsylvania, and Highland, Kansas, and the Synods
of Wlsconsin, Iowa, and Buffalo, see!:Presbyter, Septem-
ber, 5, 12, 1861; Presbyterian, June 22, October 2, 26,
November 2, 9, 1861; Presbyterian Banner, October 19, 1861..
New York Observer, August 29, September 5, 1861..



338

The Southern churches qulickly moved to organize the
Presbyterian Church of the Confederate States. A conven-
tion met at Augusta, Georgla, on December 4, ].861,92 and
the new organization was established. L_... synods and forty-
five presbyteries constituted the new Church, which number-
ed some 840 ministers and 72,000 communicant.s.93

The action of the 0ld School General Assembly of
1861 took place under the pressure of the firing on Fort
Sumter, April 12, Lincoln's call for troops, April 15, and
the Proclamation of a blockade of the South on April 19.
It was almost impossible to prevent thevsurge of national-
ism from rushing through the portals of the Church sitting
in Philadelphla. ZEach day the church was filled to a
capaclity of ﬁver 1200 persons, and the action of the Assembly
reflected the sentiment of the population beyond the rolls
of the Chﬁrch.g4 Those who resisted the action were

"denounced in the streets as secessionists, as pro-slavery,

92yinutes of the 8ynod of South Carolina, November 6,
1861 (Charlestons: Evans and Gogswell, 1862), 7=Oe

93Joseph M. Wilson (ed.), Presbyterian Historical
Almanac (Philadelphiats:J.M. Wilson, 1865), 333

94Johnson, Southern Presbyterians, 326. L.G. Vander
Velde, The Presbyterian Churech and the Federal Unilon,
49-51, citing the Phlladelphia Press, May 20, 1861.
Danville Quarterly Review, I, No. 3 (September, 1861),
512"130
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as trucklers to the South, as traltors to thelr country

N e The change in the temper of the Assembly between
May i8, when the loyalty cquestion was tabled by a vote of
123 té 102, and May 27, when a motion to table the new
resolutions lost by a vote of 83 to 153, is indeed striking.
It reveals the heavy welght of influence that went beyond
the body commissioned to serve in the highest court. The
fact that similai loyalty measures had alreédy been adopted
by the New School, and by the General Assembly of the United
Pregbyterian Church, and.appeared on the front page of
dally papers whlle the O0ld School Assembly débate was In
progress, strengthened the position of the anti-slavery

Wést.96

Threats and rumors of union of other Northern
Presbyterlan groups and the 0ld School in the West was an
effective wzapon in the hands of the Western delegates.
Supported by the galle#ies and urged on by letters fron
home, the Western delegates galned control of the Assembly
with the aid of many from the East, such as Spring, who

were swept into the current by the surging waves of

95ppinceton Review, XXX (July, 1861), 543,

96 Assembly Minutes, 1861, XII (N.S.), 445-48. New
York Observer, May 23, 1861l. New York Evangelist, May 23,
1861. Presbyter, June 6, 1861.

M panville Quarterly Review, I, No. 3 (September,
1861), 517.
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nationalism. Even though nationallism was a powerful force
in the Northwest, many, no doubt, voted for the resolutions
on the "State of the Country" because of their opposition
to slavéry in the Church.98 -

Viewed either as a universal Church or from the his-
toric American tradltion of the separation of the church
and state, both of which were strong in the Presbyterian
polity, 1t is 1lmpossible to find jusﬁification for the ac-
tion of the Presbyterian Church on the Spring resolutions.

On November 1, 1861, the Liberator declared, "In no
church have the ministers and church members heen mére
determined in the maintenance of slavery, in none have
greater hardness of heart and blindness of mind been
manifested." Garrison was not a fair witness. It was the
‘effective s%rength of the presbyter system of church organi-
- zation rather than the faillure to testify against slavery
that had kept the Church united. The national ties of the
0ld School Church were one of the most powerful and the
last effective force in the links that kept the nation
united. While the "Constitutional" Assembly was strongly
anti-slavery, the "Reformed" Assemﬁly was thoroughly |
conservative. Although the-more liberal body dfamatically

freed itself from all connection with slavery, its

9B1bid., 518.
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conservatlve counterpart was more successful in ameliorating

the lot of the slave in such a way that it offered more

hope of gradually abolishing slevery than simply removing
1t from the Church.””

1

99Presbxterz Reporter, IV, No. 1 (May, 1853), 10.
Evangelical Repository, XV, No. 3 (August, 1856), 191.
Asgembly Minutes, 01ld School, 1848, 47; 1851, 33-35,
1855, 277-78; 1856, 259; 1857 31-33-
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