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The Baptist Schism must be undersiood in the light of its history.
Three things seem to stind out thet led to the schism in 1845: The
different ideas which existed zs %o orgenization; controversy in the
field of home missions; snd the positions taken on the sluvery issue,
The conflicts existing beccuse of the first tvo things mentioned were
going on when the slavery issue ceme into focus, but the slavery is:cue
seemed to bring these others to a heead and definitely point the schiem
to a North-South 4division insterd of &n Fost-Fest division which latter
could have tsken place had the slavery cuestion not become & part of
the issue,

These three are distinct issues, but they overlap ecch other in
time and in substance. The method of orgenization, for example, 15
seen reflecting itself in the controversy on Home Missions, just as

slavery is seen reflecting itself into the Home ¥ission controversy.
; y
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CHAPTER I
MPTHOD OF ORGANIZATION

Two distinct types of general organization develoved among
American Baptists: the associational or denominational method and
the society method. The first chronologically was the associa-
tional movement, which had no rival for almost a century. The

initiel orginization in America was the Philadelohiaz Association.

n 1688 Tlims Keach wes called as pastor of the Pennepek Church

in Pennsylveniz. He had just coie from Wagland end was femilicr
rith ecclesinsticul develonments there. Tglish Beptists nere
already orgrnised into sscociztions. The visgorous missionary
activity of Kerch in the large aresm ~urrounding the Pennepek Church
resulted in the orgenisation of other Buptist churches and the
crention of a spirit of fellowship. Xezch encourz:=d the snnual
gathering of a number of churches at Pennepek for the wurnose of
observing the Lord's Supper, for i'ellowship, end for vre: ching.

Tuarterly meetings for these uri -ues begen to be held in rotation



at Burlington, Cohansey, Chester, and Philedelphiz. Although
Ksach returned to Englend in 1692, the logicsl result of his uc—
tivity was the formation of the Philadelphia Bantist Association in
1707. Prior to this date the annusl gztherings had been simply
mass meetings, but following this formal orgenization the churches
begen to cend representatives.

The escrly history of this ss-ociation reveasls the extreme
sensitiveness of Bantists towsrd connectionalism snd suthoriteri-
anism, Vithin this orgunized ascociation, there was no suzgestion
for Forty yenrs of eny sort of authority on the purt of the associ-
ation. Furthermore, no other RBantist cscociation of churches
enperred in America tor forty-four yeurs, snd when others d:id
annenr, meny of the churches did not af'liliaste For fesr thet too
much autiority would be vested in a centrul orgrnization. Ap%rt
from Tellowship -nd inerirition, the nrincincal function of the
Philacelnhin Ascociation for four decades concisted of wiving ad-
vice on docirinal cuevtions sent in by the churches.

Two developments occurred elrost simultenecusly that nrecented
2 new nattern of zssociatvicnal sctivity. In 1749 sn ecsay wmas
orepired end unanimously nassed by the vote of the Philudelnhis
LAssocintion, vhich made it olain whet power sn sssociation of
cturches had, ond vhoet Auty wes incumbent on an associction. The
esray denled thot an association wes a judicuture with superior

povier over its churches, tut sugse-ted that all Baptist churches



should volunterily enter into zn a ‘reement ond confederation for
their mutual strength, counsel, =nd other voluable advent ages. It
asverted that an ascociation of the delegates of aszociate churches
have a very consider~llec rower in their hands s resnecting those
churches in their confederation. This nower wus delined as the
right of withdrawing “ellowship Trom any church or uny disorderly
verson that might be at viriance in doctrine or vractice, and of
advertising sﬁch exclusion so that &ll zssocizted churches might
also withdraw fellowship. The association claimed suthority to
disown erroneous te:fcheré s to send delegsted percons to support
the sentence of the aszociation, and to deliver these decrees to
other churches. 1In additiomn, the =srociation mizht set vs judge
o the doctrines of sny nerson or party in one of the agsocirted
churches -nd sdvisge the charch to whom such rarty Lelonged how to
denl with the situation. It also could send aile ren to help the
church in executing the sower vested in her by the ordinance of
Jesus Chris"c..}'

The second significant development ceme in 1775 when the
Pniladelphis Acsocization tegan the syotematic nrosecution of loesl
miscions within the zres covered by its own body. In 1766 a ner-
manent fund was estoblished for locsl missions. By 1771 the

. A, D. Gillette, ed., Minutes of the Philedelphia Baptist

Association from A. D. 1707 io A. D. 1807, p. 63. As presented

in Robert Andrew Baker, Delations Between Rorthern and Southern

Baptists ( Fort Worth, Seminary Hill Press, 1848), pp. 9-10.
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Philadelphia Aszociation was looking to mission needs beyond its
borders znd ennointed an evangelist at large, who reported in the
following yesr thot he had visited churches to the southward., This
ministry under tvio successive evangelists continued until the Ameri-
can Revolution. Other essocinutions were in the “rocess of being formed,
end they, likewise, were looking to mission needs outside their own

.
territory.

In 1802 a plan was adopted by the Shaftsbury Assoeiation of
Vernont, proving for sn effective domestic mission program. &
comnittee wes appointed to h:ndle mission contributicns, examine
the candidates, recommend the time and place of appointments, ard
pay salaries to the missionaries.2 Other agsociations in the North
and the South began similsr programs, und it appesred that domestic
missione were firmly entrenched in the hinds of a denominationcl
organizetion which was based imediately uvon Baptist churches.

Upon the ocecasion of ﬂe formeztion of the Warren Association,
Dr. Semuel Jones, moderator of the Philadelphia Ascociation, wrote
to James Manning of Verren, Rhode Iclend, September 8, 1767, =nd

this letter was the official expression of the Philadelphiz Associ-

ation,.

2 Stephen "right, Bistory of the Shaftsbury Beptist Associ-

- ation, pp. 37-33. Is presented in Robert Andrew Beker, Relations

Ry

Between Northern zad fouthern Roptists (Fort Worth, Seminery Hill

Press, 1948), p. 1l.



"For as varticular members are collected together

znd united in one body, which we cell a varbiculer church,

to answer those ends tnd purposes which sould not be

accomnliched by :ny single member, so & collection rnd

union of churclias intoc one wmsuociational body muy ecsily

be conceived cupable of znswering those still grester

purnoses which any nrrticular church could not be ecual

to. And, by %ne -ume Teison, a union of ascocistions will

sﬁllimwawetMammyinwﬁﬁﬁzmdswmmﬁhzmdmﬂm

it good thut a three-Told cord is not ensily broken.n3

In 1770 Worgsn Tdwards actually proposed a plan for & notional
union of Baptists in one body nolitic, by having the association of
fhiladelphia (the center) incorporzted by charter, and by tuaking
one delertte out of esch associstion into the corporztion. In 1775,
the Varren Association isrfued a e~11 for a general meeting of del-
egrtes from our societies in every colony in the interest of
religious liborty. A meeting of Baptists was called to convene
in Virginin, October 17, 1775, to Fform & "Continentsl hssociation",
but the conditions of the time prevented this meeting from tuking

plrace. Sectional organization was now developing 4o the extent

that theire was

&

desire for closer cooperction between churches in
arecs which were frr removed from the Philsdelnhis center.A
In 1799, the Philadelphir Associ tion issued & cull for a

national mecting., Rin on's Resister reports as follovs:

3 Re A. Guild, "The Denominational Vork of President Manning,"

BE:.}Jt.iSt ReViEW, ll (1880) ] p‘ 559'

% Robert G. Torbet, A History of the Beotists (Philadelphie:

The Judson Press, 1952), p. 251,



"hnprehencive of the advantase likely to result
from & GINPRAL CONFPWRENCE commosed of one member, or
more, from ench sssociation, to be held every one,
two, or thres ye'rs, as night seem most subservient
to the general interest of Christ's kingdom, this
asgocintion in 1799, resrectfully invited the dif-
ferent cssociations in the United States to favor

hem with their views on the subject. At this meeting
(thet is, in 1800), having received aporoving reso-
lutions from three of their sister acsocintions, they
recommended that the next yenr 2 committee be avnointed
to digest a plan, which may tend to accelerste this

o

This associution thinks nlso, thot it would be
adviseable to invite the genernl committee of Virginia,

e

and different associstions on the Continent, to unite

with their own body, in forming a missionary vociety,

and for emnloyinz Yigsionaries among the natives on

the Americen Continent."

In the first decode of the nineteenth century, Dr. Richard
Furman, of Charleston, corresponded with Dr. Thomss Baldwin, of
Boston, and Rev. John Gene, of New York, concerning a national
union of Baptists. The national union, in the thought of the
early lesders and of those in later deccdes, was to be composed
of Baptist bodies such as associztions and stcte conventionsg—-
comraradle to the Presiyterian General Agsembly and the Metho-
dist General Conference.

Thile all these develovments vere teking place, we find
that a riv?l to the associational method of connectionalism
apneared with the organization of the Massachusetts Domestic
Miselonary Society in 1802. The differences between the ussocia-

tional and the society methods may be clearly drswn. The former

5 John Rivron, ™d. The Bantist Annual Register (London:

1790-1%02), 11, p. 262,



grew out of 2 listinctly denominutional consciousness, thzt is,
of having all rheses of the work of the denominational nrogram
carried out under the susnicles of a cormittee or committees
vipointed for this wraosze. Thig ides is basic to the connec-—
tionel idea of this denominationally centered group. e have
here a denorinational body alresdy in existence taking up another
aspect of denominational 1ife., It has already bsen pointed out
that the matter of conducting domestic migsionary operations
lagged far behind the denominational aspect of the first associa-
tional organization. Matters of doctrine, discipline, =znd even
education hed received precedence chronologically. The associa-
tional method was, in other words, & denominational progrem based
unon the narticipation of churches in a formal connection. This
was not just a method for conducting missionary sectivity, tut

wne a method for conducting all the aeffeirs of denominational
life, »nd opercted on the iden of loe-l churches cooverating
together by sending delegrtes to the meetings to diescuss and
transact the businesg of the denomination., A different ermphacsis
and a comnlately ~ew set of connectional idesc may be seen in the
orgdnigut1on of the missionary society, or, as it may be called,
the society method of conducting micsions. Instead of having
miscions as secondary interest, or s one thing arong rmany thinge,
the missionary soeiety wic orgenized solely for missionary pur-
poses; snd instenxd of & constituency comosed of churches in a

formal connection, the migsionary cociety was based unon individuals



1 weg coruletely voluntary., Inctend of having

whose narticipatio
gach #s would be avvarent in a

ecclesiastie~]l signific nee,
formal connectionalism besed vnon official church representztion,
any reletionship to orgsniszed churches

the society method renounced
concerned.

2g for s representotion ves
Yhy wnas the society method of conducting micsions introduced

end the

socintions, particulsrly in Pennsylvenia
rewiy begun a dowectic mission srogram?  Un—

when the s¢

Ceroliinas, had :lre-d

doubtedly Americsn Banticts were grertly influenced by the exumple
£. About ten yeirs

and continentsl miszionary Cocietice
ist society,

of fnglis
before the orgenization of the ™rst Emericin Banti
ionary fociety had be-

T
F1SS

’

Tilliem Carey end the Tnglish Bantist I
Other Afmericsn denominations had

scions. The

gun their epochal vrogram.

alresdy sdonted the tociety method of conducting mis
¢egized upon this new

cagerness with which Americrn Baptists

mode of 2ctivity is best expluined by their extreme srnsitive-

ness toward the development of ecclesizstical bodies that might
The fezr of centrali-

usurp the antonomy of the loesl churches,
zntion was in the minds of many «s they saw the associations,

#red immediately upon the clurches in an ecclesiasticsl con-
The

L.

b
nectionalism, begin to incrense in activity and authority. Th
11s nroblem com-

formetion of a nissionary coclety by-pussed tl
A mizcionavy socicoty was composed only of individuals
ith the churchies;

pletely.
who hzd no sente of ecclerisctieal relstions -
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it embr-ced only those vho were nositively miesionary snd elimi-
neted the hslf-hesrted or snbti-micrion group; and those interested
in miscions could join enthusiastically into the society pro-
grem knowing that eceidesisstical centrelization was not being
Corwnrded.

Before 1814, then, there were two stresms of thought con-
cerning connectionsliesm. ne louwied towsrd a denominaticnal
body brsed upon churchies; the other emiharized a society entirely
senerete from the churchas and consisting solely of individuals
interested in missions. Tae collision of these two currents of
thougit ~roduced a revolution in Bavtist organizationsl life.

The need was at once felt of some one central organization
that would unite these forces into a missionary csuse. Luther
Rice had joined the Bantist chureh after being & wember of the
Congreg-tional Church, and he had in mind a semi-connectionalism
brought over from his Congregstional training. During a journey
from Boston to Snvannah, 1013-1814, in the stagecoach between
Richmond and Petersburg, a plan emme 4o him. Leter he wrote
to Adonisrsm Judson who was in Indias

"The niun which suggested itself to my mind,

th=t of forming cne mrincinal gociety in esch state,

beuring the nrrme of that ctote, end others in the

seme etvte, suxiliary to thet; snd by these large,

or st-te coeleties, delegstes to be arnointed to form

one gencral society . . . severcl state conventions

have been formed alrendy, ond more will te orivinsted.

Ve g

To these, it is culeulated, cuxilisries will be Tormed,
end that associations will also become constituecnts;
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ond that from there delegntes, perhecps, ultimately,

the delegytes »ill be apointed to the genersl con—

vention."

The urgency wss so great thot the lesders did not have time
to rerfect the national denominationsl organization contemnlated
in the scquence sugeested by Rice. Judson was in Burma, and

Rice wished to return and join him, and some means needed to

e

be devised at once in order to sup-ort these missionaries in
India, Then, too, not 21l Americen Baptists favored such highly
articulated denominztionalism. Furthermore, many Baptists vere
oprosed to the very nrinciple of missions. It wes impossibdle

to lead some churches and associations into a denominational
organization, because they were afraid of any centralized control,
and others because they were onnosed to missions, the main ob-
jective of the new organization. In most cases, these two
grounds of owrosition combined.

The eitnation czlled For immedizte sction. The New Ingland
leaders, with the euception of Dr. Bzldwin of the Second Bantist
Church, Boston, favored the "society™ ideology as over against
the "denominational." The Reverend Daniel Sharp insisted that
a Boston society should be formed &t once to supvort Rice znd
Judson, but Dr. Bsldwin, having in view a nationsl organisation,

advised delay until others could be consulted.

6. B Taylor, Mermoir of Luther Rice (Bsltimore: Arm-

strong and Berry, 2ne., 1841), bp. 146.
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A local society wns formed in Bsoton at once to supnort
Rice, at home temrorarily, and Judson in India, until Dr. Baldwin's
national plans might be perfected. But Sharp and others still
thought in terms of locsl societies, limited to the Northeastern
part of the country.

"Brother Rice was employed by the new society

formed in Roston, to visit and stir up the churches

an try to excite 2 missionary spirit among them.

He st rted from Mac:achusetts to Rhode Islend, Con-

necticut, New York and Pennsylvsnia, znd met with so

much ruccess thet the brethren in Pennsvlvania encouraged

him to 2o South where he vroduced s strong impression

in frvor of missions. It wns 2t this juncture that

proposals were made end received through the medium

of the agent to meet in Convention for the purp:ve of

taking into consideration what ought to be done in re-

gard to foreign miscions.”

The need was at once felt of some one central organization
that would unite these forces in the mitsionary ccuse, tnd after
mutual counsel among the of“icers of seversl existing bodies, s
meeting wes colled for the orgenization of & national vociety,
The meeting was held at Philsdelnhia in May, 1814, ond resulted
in the formation of "The General Convention of the Bautist De-
nomination in the United Ststes for Foreign Missions." The
constitution declared the object to be to direct the energies

of the vwhole denomination in one sacred effort for sending the

¢lad tidings of sulvation to the hecthen, and to nations destitute

7 Deniel Sharn's address, The Christisn Reflector (Boston),

June 1%, 1846,
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of yure gospel light., From the circumstances of its mesting once
in three yesrs, this body was popularly lmown as the "Triemnial
Convention," thoigh that wes never its official title. It con-
tinued to be the organ of the denomination for its foreign work
until 1845. The Bantist churches of the entire country were
represented in its orgeniszation and conduct snd suport. Richard
Furman of South Carolins was slected its first rnresident.

This convention wrs a foreign mission coclety, comnosed of
individuals and offieixzl bodies interested in missions. These
bodies might be churches, associations, or stete conventions.

If such Baptist bodies as thess could not be eniicsted for missions,
then rocieties, comnhosed of interested individuals, were formed
within a church or sn ascocistion. From these local societies,
messengers were sent to the General Convention on the basis of
contributions to the treassury of the Convention.

Even after the national body for foreign missions was formed,
the Boston leaders were not national in their thinking, as re-
flected in the address vhich Dr. Sharp delivered upon retiring
as a member of the Boston Roard for thirty-two yenrs and its
president for many yesrs. In enite of this, the denominaticnal
consciousness was ¢ till nrominent. It vas more pronounced from
Philadelnhia southwerd, and espeeially in Vieginia and the Caro-
ilinae. There were certain ideas embodisd in the vork and organi-

ze.tion of the Baptists in those strtes that determined the thinking
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then and.thzs continued to the nresent to determine trends in
Soutnern Bantist lifs.

The pcint of view held by the MNew Englander's had triumphed
in the convention by 1826, snd so we have prevailing this idea

of decentralization over agningt that of a denominational organi-

n

zation exercising a general direction of missionary, educationzl,
and‘aublication enterprises. The Convention beczme primarily a
foreign mission society, while home mission work was placed in
the hands of the American Baptist fome Mission Society, organized
in 1832, and education and oublication were put in the hands of
societies estublighed for those purposes, From 1820 to 1832

the battle between the two tyves of thought relative to con-
nectionslism continued. By 1832 it was clear that the society
method had emerged the victor,

The denominational consciousness was still prominent, al-
though this iden of decentralization seemed to prevail. It wes
more pronounced from Philadelphia southward and especially in
the Carolinas and Virginia.

4.

ke already ini'icated, the General Convention was composed

£

of individual, stmte, snd cesociationsl missicn-interested socie-
ties. There were still leaders like Luther Rice, Richerd Furman,
Tilliam B. Johnson, and others who had the hope and expectation
of trgnsforming the Convention into a truly represensiiive de-

nominational body. 1In 1817 changes in the constitution enlarged

the scope of the Convention to include home missions and educaztion,
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but a resction set in by 1320. In thut yerr, the srdent friends
of foreizn miscions und those onmosed to the plan of making the
Convention into a denominationel body succeeded in holding the

General Convention to foreign missions only; however, the agzi-

s

tation continued. William Staughton, a Philadelphia pastor ac-

tive in the General Convention, had written in 1813:

"The plan of a general Asscciation is a good one.
I wish it success. Such an Association is practiced
by seven of the individual Assoeiations in Virginia,
criled a General Conference; but it has extended no
farther through our American Union."8

Vorgan Edwards, also a vastor in Philadelrhia, had written

ecrlier, in 1770, concerning the Philadelphia Associztion:

"But what I deem the chief advantere of this
fssocietion is, thet it introduces into the visible
church what are celled joints and bands whereby the
whole body is knit together und compacted for increacze
by that which every nart susplieth. 4nd therefore
it is that I am so snxious to render the szid com-
bination of Bantist Churches universal upon this
continent."?

The Reverend Frencis ¥rylend, writing in the American

Baptist Mogazine under the pseudonym "Isa:cc Backus," suggested

a national nrogram for Baptists--churches combined into

8 7illiam Staughton, Bantist Megazine (London), Febru-

ary, 1813, p. 83

? Morgan Fdwards, Bantist Family Magozine, July, 1857,

on. 211-212,
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associations, as:ociaotions into state conventions, snd state
conventions into a netionel body. He even suggested en inter—
national program; "thus the Baptists on both sides of the
Atlantic would be united tozother in & solid phanlenx,™O0 1In
the 1820's, associstions begen to call for a national repre—
sentative body. Iven from Boston, where there was little
sympathy with a centralized denominationalism, an editorisl in

the Christian Vatehman commented:

"fhen these Conventions (that is, state conven-
tions) begen to be organized it was contemplated . . .
that the whole world meet at some central point by
their delegates in a General Convention. Such a meet-
ing would have many adventages. It would not be anong
the lenst, that a large number of brethren from dif-
ferent st=tes, united in the doctrine of Christ, and
in their views of Gosmel ordinances, would see each
other on the most {riendly terms, and for mutual con-
sultetion on the best means of comcentrating their
energies in prouoting the common interest of the
Redeemer's Kingdom . . . To diffuse a conviction of
this duty, lebt us have the wisdom and_strength of
the whole denomination in a phalanx.™

The year 1826 saw decentralizrtion. The General Convention
disassociated itself from education and ~oved its headcuerters
to Boston. Its seminary had slready closed in Tashington snd

enother opened in Wewton Center. The Bzptist General Tract

Bociety moved to Philadelphia, The plan for a true denominationsl

10 Reverend Francis Vayland, under the pseudonym "Isazc

Backus," fmericen Baptist Magszine (Boston), 1823, pp. 198-202.

11 The Christisn Tatchman, Boston, June 27, 1827.
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body seemed to be dead. The zgitation pro ¢nd con in reference
to en all-inclusive body continued for two more decades. Fven
cs late as Februsry, 1844, Dr. ¥. C. Buck, ecditor of the Baptist

Benner and Uestern Pioneer, provosed that the General Convention

be trensformed into o denoiinationally all-inclusive bedy, and
this snttitude shows thet the people in the South who followsd
this trend of thinking were determined to have & denominational

body, and this determination led to the schism of 1845.

"Let the Convention be regarded as a great
national Association of the Stutes . . . a grand
council fire, around which every chie?ten of the
host, elect, and every soldier ol the crosc ~ay be
invited to relly. . . Here we might display our na—
tional motto e plurivus unum. . . Should such & mode
of action be adopted, it wil' supersede the neces—
sity of @ Vestern organizotion, and will bind the
union in Tetters of love.nl”

On Merch 28, 1344, Dr. Buck published a propoced constitu-
tion for a new general convention of the Baptists of the United
Stotes. This convention was to be composed of delegstes from
the stcte gonventions and general associations, the number foom
eiach to be determined by the Baptict membershin in esach gtete.
Berticets in the North roved in their thinking towerd decentrali-
zations Associations in the Worth ceused to observe the Lord's
fu-per in their meetings. The Board of the Bantist Stete Con—

vention of New lampshire had issued & new confession of faith

12w, ¢, Buck, Beptist Banner and liestern Pioneer, Louis—

ville, February 15, 1944, p. 2., cols. 4-5.
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in 1%33 with no reference, direct or indirect, to the general
church ider, limiting the oriicle dealing with ecclesiology to
a definition of & particular church.

In the South, it =ill be seen, the trend continued in the
direction of centralized thinking and action. But the acecented
rethiod of conducting denominationszl work on & national scale was
brsed on the Northern idens of ecclesiolosy—--a teparate and dis-
tinet orgsnization 'or each marticular vhass of work. Contribu-
tions were made by individuals and Baptist bodies of any charccter
to eczch orgenization according to the interest of the contributors.

The acting Board, loczted in Boston, conducted the work of
the General Fissionsry Convention of the Bapitist Denomination-in
the United States for Foreipgn Missions. The Fxecutive Board of
the Amevicrn Bantist Publiestion Society was loczted in Philadelnhia,
The fmericen and Foreign Rible Society, estoblished in 1837, car-
ried on Bible distribution from its New York hesdcuarters. South-
erners and Nertherners, churches nd individuals, made contirbutions
to the vork of one or more of these societies, zccording to the
information and interest involved.

There continued to be suggestions and calls for a more com—
orehensive denominational organization from both the North and the
South, but the grgmter nurber were “rom the fouth. Ptute conven-
tions were orgunized on & more inclusive baeis, vhich zept alive
the desire for & nationzl orgénization comparable in the national

sphere to the stute convention in its sphere. This issue, along
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with otrers we will - tudy luter but wivich existed at the seme time,
kept Americun Buntist life, as well as other shases of Lmerican
life, rent to its denths for » decade and a half following 1830.
Because of this issue, as well as some others which we will
see in the following chapters, Southern and Northern Baptiszts
narted company in 1345--the Northern Baptists going further in
the direction of the society method; Southern Baptists going in
the direction of denorinationalism. Thus, we see here one of the

imnortont factors that led to the Baptist Schism in 1845.
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CHAPTER II
THE HOME MISSION CONTROVERSE

During and immedintely after the war of Independence there
was a tremendous tide of emigration from the seabozrd states
intc the territory beyond the Allegheny Mountains. There were
many Bpatiste among the multitude that were going into this area.
The humen tide was moving westward into the Ohio and Mississippi
Vulleys.

¥hen the General Convention was formed in 1814 to suopport
Rice and Judson on the Toreign field, there was a call for home
mission activiﬁy also. Those who favored a general denomina-—
tional organization joined with the promoters of home missions,
and at the next meeting of the General Convention in 1817, changed
the constitution to provide for heome missions and education. In
that year, J. M. Peck and J. E. Vielch were sent to the West zs
home missionaries. There came a reaction te these men being sent

as missionaries, and three years later, the General Convention
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resolved to hold itselfl to foreign missions only and let home mis-
sions end educ-tion be cured for otherwise. To that extent, the
onoronents of a general denominational organization triumphed and
the formation of sevarste sccieties for each phase of the work
becime the accented method.

The Kasscchusetts Domestic Missionary Society, under the
lerdership of its secretary, Dr. Jonathan Going, supported Mr.
Peck until permanent plsqms could be evolved. In April, 1932,
the Americen Buptist Home Miscion Bociety was formed. Its motto
hze salwnys been "North America for Christ." The society's hesd-
cuarters was in New York, cnd, from the beginning, most of its
mi:gionaries come from New Zngland #nd New York znd were sent to
the upver Wississipni Valley, north of the Ohio. "In the year
1332, when the home miesion scciety was orsinized, there were in
its —~eculier field--the west--nine hundred churches, a large
nart of them feeble snd vustorless, since there were but six
hundred ministers, and the totsl membership wes but thirty-two
thousand .13

Within three yeﬂré after the formstion of the society, there
were compleints in the South and Test, and calls for a Southern
organization to meet the needs south of the Ohio and later, in

the ‘Republic of Texas. The Christien Index, March 24, 1835,

reviewed ihe report of the Society and said that little attention

13

Torbet, op. cit., p. “30
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ves siven to the Migeission i Valley, south of Tennessee. In the
iceue of July 73, =2n avpenl from Naghville, Tennessee, wos pub-
lighed, zddressed to Dr. Going. A correspondent in the Baptist

Banner was more soecific:

"It anuenrrs from the last report of the Executive
Committee of the American Beotist Home Wission Society
that they have not a single Missionary in zll Kentucky,
Alabama, Louisiana and Florida, znd that they partially
or zntirely sustain one missionary in Mis:issipni, three
in Tennessee and three in Arkansas, making in all seven
micsionaries for these six stotes and one territory ...
only one nissioniry to every 428,581 souls, while in the
state of Yichigan . . . tiiey have sixteen missionsries...
one missionsry to every 4,200 souls . . . Thy are these
stotes (Illinois nnd Indiacna) so liberally surplied?

Are they more needy? ZAre they more destitute? They are
more liberally sunwlied because of Northern contribu-—
tions, und because Northern precchers refuse to come %o
the south . . . It is, therefore, apparent, that the

only way to produce effort in the South must be brought
about by the formetion of a Southern Bantist Home Mission
Society.“l4

The cuestion of u Southern home mission orgasnization was
nroposed in the suxiliczry convention of tenneszee for the Vestern
district, held at Prris, Tennessee, in 1837. It was freely dis-
cussed and wes referred to the annual meeting of the stute con-

vention, at Mill Creek, the same year:

"The expediency of the messure vias argued on the
ground thet the American Baptist Home Mission Society
« « « hnd treated the South znd Southwest with almost
total negléct; that the distance of our region from
New Yorkx . . . wzs so great that they obtained but
little information of our circumstances, and consecuently

14 The Bantist Banner, Louisville, September 12, 1837, p. 3.,

cols. 2-4.



cild not, ag we believed, feel so decp an interest in
our =ffuirs 25 they otherwise would; thet they, being
nerzonally ccrucinted to no great extent with ony
minioters besides thoce residing in the North, seldom
engaged the cervires of southern wen; cnd northern
men, with but vory few excentions, were unwilling to
ilve gmongst us."

In November of the ssme yecr a call Prom the Rerublic of
Texes was gent by a committee, annointed by the recently org nized
“ashington Church, to the "Buitist Board of Foreign Missions in
the United St:tes," ond to the American Beptist Home Mission
Society. A cooy of the apneul to the Foreign Board vas received
by the Raverend S. G. Jenkins of Mississipni, trother of a mem-

ber of the cormittee. He sent it to the Christian Index in which

it wuis opublished February 22, 1838.16 Dr. Jesse Mercer, the
editor, wrote and asked that the American Bantist Home Wission
Society take the subject under immediate consideration, and as
soon csg nracticnble, send some cunlified brother or brethren
inte the svrceious field.

The call to the fome Hission Society from the chprch at
ki sﬁingnon; in the Resublie of Texzs, reuched the board of the
society &t its regular meeting, December 18, 1837. Ceveral

efforts were made to heed the call. After nezrly two years,

Reverend Jrmes Hucxins of Vermont, agent of the Society in South

15 =, B. C. Howell, The Baptist Bunner =nd Vestern Pioneer,

Louisville, March 21, 1339, p. 3., col. 3.

16 The Christien Index, ‘mshington, Georgias, Februrry 22,

1338, pp. 101-102.

i
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Curolina end Georgis, agreed to go. He had become popular among
the Bentists in those two stetes and was recommended for the Texas
mission, probably by Dr. %. B. Johnson.

The snti-mission foreces in the churches in many instunces
Wefe onnosed to centralization of suthority, to an educated and
»uid ministry, and to such mzn made organizations as Sunday
Schools, missionary zocieties, and theological seminaries. The
hyper-Cslvinism, which so often characterized the theological
frume of mind of this group, was Treguently used to bolster wund
justify their othor arguments against exerting any effort to
evangelize the lost. 7 Alexznder Camnbell, the prominent anti-
mission spokesman alcng the Ohio Valley, expressed the fear that
missionary societies, which he regarded es unscriptural, would
dominnte the churches, thus impairing local autonomy.18 The

July 19, 1844 issue of The Christian Index read as foilows:

"Hitherto our contributions have been generally
expended in the frece states of the Vest, Michigan,
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and the territories of Iowa
and Yisconsin. A few missionaries have been sent
to Missouri, a still smaller number to Arkansas and
Texns. Florida and Louisiana have been overlooked
« » o« ecually destitute with Iowa and Visconsin,
and where =robably a greater amount of good could
be effected, with the same expense and labor . . .
The Americen Home Mission Society have made it (Mis-
siseipri Valley) the chief scene of their operation
« » » Mennwhile the South and Southwestern new st: tes,
erually destitute, have been mezsurably overlooked.

The emigront to the Vest have been chiefly from
the New Fnglend =nd Widdle St:tes « . « In Floridsa,

5 Henry C. Vedder, & Short History of the Buptists, (Phila-

delphia: American Bantist Publication Society, 1507), p. 286.

18 Torbet, op. cit. p. 286
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in Jou1,1“n$, in Arkemsss, is sn extensive field, more
destitute, #s fer sce Boovists ure concerned, thqn any
other in the Unlted Stotes. Indisne has an ecual number
of ministers vith Alobame, Illinois and Mississipoi,

velt ccores of micnionaries have been sent to these tvo
western states, snd none to the luter.. . .

Tiis feel’ng (of Tostility to the south) is the
str ngest in Meine, New Hempshire, Vermont, and Wich-—
igen; yet these stutes, while sunplying thousunds of

Lmlgr:nts to the Tlest, have never collectively siven
half as much in one yeer' to the fHome Mission Society,
as has been centributed by Virginiz in the seme sonuce

of time."19

The Bantist Banner and Vestern Pioneer justified separation

on the basis of this neglect of the South., In en editorial review
)

f the thirteenth annual repcrt of the Home Mission Socicty—-—
nine Southern strtes reporting it says:

"The South is sustaining missions in the Rustern
and Northern States instead of the contrary, as many ,
of our Fastern friends sup:-ose. . . Those nine southern
states have not only supvorted all the domestic mis-
sions of this Board in the entire south, but those of
Cenada and Texas also, end furnished the liberal sum
of %554.975 to support domestic missions in northern
stetes. . . The south will not only lose nothing by
being thrust out from the Northern Society; but it
elco nroves that the domestic missions of the south
can be better sustained in our separzte existence. . .
e once before (zbout two years ago) made a similer
exnosge from s monthly rensrt.n

These complaints, voiced by Baptists in the South, were
honestly made but were bused on inadecuste information. Hovever

little foundation there was for the complaints of Baptists in the

19 The Christion Index, Penfield, Ga., July 19, 1844, p. 3.,

COlS- 3_4-‘

20 The Baptist Banner and Vestern Pioneer, Louisville,

June 26, 1845, p. 2., cols. 1-2.
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South that the Soclety was neglecting thot area, those vho were
registering the complaints were sincere and the effect on Southern
minds was the scme ag if the charges of negleet had been true.

The work of the Socicty in the South from 1832 until 1845
(vhen the Southern Buptist Convention was formed) may be seen in

the following chart.21

Year No. of States No. of missionaries Missionary weeks
of labor
1832 3 7 77
1833 4 14 410
1834 7 26 1011
1835 g 28 Not Shown
1836 9 24 Not Shown
1837 10 2% 1041
1338 7 29 1152
1839 10 25 1139
1840 10 20 786
1841 1l 26 1083
1842 12 29 1089
1843 12 21 837
1844, 12 29 _ 917
1845 10 22 754

The true index of how much was accomplished in the South is

seen in the number of weeks of missionary labor. Cuite often

<1 Robert Andrew Baker, Relutions Between Northern fnd Southern

Ravtists (Fort Worth: Seminsry Eill Press, 1943), ®. 31.
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missionarices apnointed to the Southern field would serve for a month

or less.

Then this was true, it is evident that no accurste picture

of the work done on the field could be gained by noting the number

of

missionaries apnointed.

The number of apvointments is importent,

however, in that it shows the intention of the society. In order

to set out the scove of the work, this chrrt is amplified &t five-

yesar intervals to show
individusl Southern states in a particular year.

Year

1837

1

=

O

ey

18

32

4,

22

State

Kentucky
Mississippi
Missouri
Arkansas
Delaware
Florida
Kentucky
Maryland
Hississipni
Missouri
South Carolina
Tennessee
Virginia
Arksnsas

Delaware

Ibid., pp. 31-32.

No. of missionaries
anpointed

2

1

he number of missionesries serving in the

Missionary weeks
of lzbor

78
13
86
2a
B2
13
52
104
13
525
26
69
96
41
65
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District of

Columbic 2 52
Florida 1 52
Kentucky 2 ‘ 60
Yaryleand ‘ A 169
Kisgissipoi 2 o1
North Csrolina 1 26
Tennessee 2 52
Texcs 2 117
Virginis 1 52

The Socinty, of course, wes endeavoring to secure the grectest
amount of co-cperztion from those interested in home missions.
Yhatever resources were provided by the auxiliaries were prorated
according to the judgment of the Society. The distribution of
the miscionaries, it will be seen, wes the oceasion of sectional
comslaints, and was one factor in advancing the idea of Southern
seprration in 1345.23

One of the complaints alleged thuat the South was furnishing
more money to the fociety thin the Society wos expending for mis-
sionaries in the South. The following takle of receipts from the
South and exnenditures for wissionaries in the South covers the

decade from 1832 to 1841.°%%4

7. %. Barnes, "Why the Southern Baptist Convention was

Formed,™" Review and Expcsitor, Louisville, January, 1944, po. 11-17.

R4 Baker, op. cit., p. 34.



Alabama
Arkansas
Delaware

Dist. of Columbia
Florida
Georgis
Rentucky
Louisisna
Meryland
Mississippi
Missouri
North Carolins
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texos

Virginia

Miszionaries

27

3)
20
12

96

28
L

10

Apnrooriation

& 37.50
2,725.00
1,025.00

50,00
400,00
None

1,675.00
865,00
25435.00
1,610.00
12,180.00
600.C0
300.00
3,340.00
2,225.00

1,375.00

28

Receipts

% 450,00

None
55,00
772,00
100.300
6,325.00
228,00
37.00
15825,00
1,760.00
248,00
4,985.00
4,5530.00
463,00
100.00

6,810.00

The summery shows thet in this decude there were two hundred

and twenty-nine missionaries ap-ointed in sixteen southern gteotes.

Total aporopriztions were 30,842.50 and total receipts from the

South were :£29,093.00,

If it is zgreed that the states listed in

this chart constitute the South of that period, this would mean

thet the South did not “urnish more money to the Society in gifts

than it received in expenditures for missionaries.

If the view
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of a fevw others should be accepted, plucing Kentucky, Tennessee,

and ¥issouri in the category of Testern rathsr than Southern

states, it would mean that the thirteen southern and southwestern

states gave £28,149.07 for missions during this decade, with

only #13,646.50 being spent in their area. That, of course,

night give grounds for complaint.

On the other hand, the fol-

lowing chart shows the amounts contributed by the northern states

during the same period.25

State
Connecticut
Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Maine
Mascachusetts
Michigan
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Ohio
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont

Wisconsin

Missionaries

1
164,
102

10

18
152

11

1.5

25 11ib., p. 35.

Appropriation

& 75,00
18,547.00
11,325.00

750,00
300.00
None
10,160.00
150.0¢
216,00
6,555.00
17,4/48.00
1,247,00
None
415.00

1,337.50

Receipts
& 7,520,00
497.00
18.00
32.00
2,510.00
15,547.00
265.00
2,637.00

3,625.00

51,942.00

495.00
3,699.00
3,040,00
1,384.00

6400
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These fifteen states gove & total of 293,217.00 to the work

)

of' the Sociaty durlng this first decade, wi'ile receiving aopro-
sriations of [:63,525,50. It is not correct to say, then, that
Southern contributions during this decede were zpplied to the
evangelization of northern fields?

A related cuestion, however, in all fairness must be asked.
bocrt from the financial contributions of any purticular area
of the country, did the Society neglect some sections that vere
just o5 needy as places vhere missionaries were being sent? The
last chart shows the ground for this comvlsint by the South. In
the four northwestern frontier states of Illinois, Indisna, Mich-
igan, snd Okio, & total of 7ive hundred six missionaries were
aovointed during the decade shovn, at 2 cost of {57,480.00, with
receints amounting to £1,275.00. The combined populction of
these strtes in 1840 was 2,893,783. In the six southwestern
frontier strtes of Kentucky, Tennessee, Louisians, Miselssipni,
Arkensas, and Miecouri, a totnl of one hundred seventy-seven
missionaries vere an-ointed at a cost of £22,395.00, with re-
celpts amount to °2,741.00. The combined vnopulstion of these
states in 1840 was 2,318,276, In Louisiana, with a populetion
in 1840 of 357,411, #865.00 was spent for missionaries during
these ten yesrs; while in Michigan, with a copulation in 1840
of 212,207, 10,160 was appropriated. In Illinois, with & vopu-

lation in 1840 of 476,183, one hundred si:ty-four missionaries
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were emploved during this ‘eriod at o cost of #18,547; in Missis-
sinni, with a population in 1340 of 375,651, twelve missionaries
were emnloyed =t = cost of 1,410,

gs of the board of the Home

S
54
-
t«)
oo
4
~
o]
@
cF
e
=

Tite racords of the mo
Mirgion Zociety show clesrly that the bosrd was endeavoring to
meet the cnlls €or mission work in the Southern =tates. The board
had diffieulty in finding cuelified men who were rezdy to work in
needy nleces in the South. The bosrd s:iveed to pay Dr. . B. John-—
son & szlary of one thoussnd dollsars ner yesr to lsbor in New
Orleang, and this wss a high snlery et this tise. The high salury
w's agreed to becrmse of *the abilities ond high st:nding of Ir.
Johnuon. He agreed to go, but circumst:nces seem to have arisen
thet prevented him from doing so.

Ry looking st the facts, it ctn be found thet the Southerners
hed zome ground for cause of their complsints, and made other com—
plaints thet were biuced on ingdenuste information. It must be
keot in mind that the people making these complaints were sincere
men interested in spreading the Gospel of Jesus Crrist. They did
not inow how greatly the bonrd wag endes voring to secure the men
needed for the work in the South., The effect on Southern rinds,
hovever, wss the same zs if sll the charges of neglect hed been
true, and did as much to bring about the schiem among Baptists in
1845 as if they had had proper grounds for all the compleints

which they made.
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te eurly as 1835 there were cells for a Southern Convention.

The Bib'ie.l Becorder, December 2, 1835, did not think such a

meeting wrs wise., Hovever, in 1837, its editor, ¥r. Meredith,
rroposed such a convention, btut Tditor Sands of the Religious
flerald thought thut the difficulty and exrense, due to lack of
comrunicztion, uere too greut. He vroposed thst each stote con—
vention send eight or ten delemotes to consult in the interest
of the denomination. The tendency to separstion wes grester in
the Test beciuse of the avosrent neecd of mission work. The
Reverend Robert T. Duniel, a North Carolina leader who had gone
to the Vest and vreached through Tennessee snd Northern Kissis—
sivpi, issued a cell for those interested to meet ot Columbus,
Mississippi, to form a Southern Bautist NMome Mission Bociety.
Some of the leaders in Kentucky and Tennessee thought the move-
ment was hacty and favored delaying action until all the state
conventions and genersl associations in the states of the south
could be enlicted, but the meeting convened, nevertheless, and
the soeciety wes formed Way 16, 1839, It functioned for nearly
three yeers; after the denth of Elder Deniel, it lapsed.

The Test wos developing 2 consciousness of its own. In
1828, Andrew Jackson wus elected President of the United Stetes,
the Tirst one to come from west of the filleghenies. Nany of the
necional lezders were thinking in terms of the Tast against the

‘est. fome of the Bautict lesders in the Test were thinking like-

vise. Bantist anniversaries were alucys held in the Fust end
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usually north of the Potomzc. Some of the Testern leaders ressnted
the attitude of sureriority ascumed by the Tzsterners. There de-
veloped strong sentiment Tor ¢ Vestern denominational orgenization.
Reverend J. M. Peck, of Illinois, Reverend ¥. C. Buck, of Kentucky,
and Reverend R. B. 0. Howell, of Tennessee were greatly interested
in evangelizing the Mississippi Valley. On Mzy 11, 1839, in the
home of Dr. Buck, in Louisville, a group met to consult upon the
advisability of forming a Western Baptist home mission society,
having the valley as its particular field. But Zditor Buck's
views enlarged. fe conceived a Tiestern denominational orgeni-
zation to embrace all phases of religicus gctivity. A Vestern
Bantist Convention had convened in 1833, meinly in the interest
of educzmtion. It wss & convention without power of zction, with-
out funds or any means to obtain them. It was something entirely
different that Dr. Buck had in his min@, a denominational sort of
organization in the Testern part of the country.

At the meeting of this convention in Louisville, June 3,
1840, Dr. Buck pgroposed & reorganizution, forming a general con-—
vention of ¥estern Baptists, comnosed of delegetes from the General
Asgociations and State Conventions in each Vestern Stute and Ter-
ritory that contributes funds. This plan of reorganization was
submitted to the several state bodies and their answers considered
in the meeting of the Western Baptist Convention in Louisville,

June, 1841. The majority favored reorgsnization, but upon the
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earnest recueet of the advocates of the Western Publicetion Society
the cuestion wes deferred.

Division was in the zir during the second half of the thirties,
due to the naturel desire of each section to realize its own needs
and objectives. Should the division be Fast against West or Nofth
against South? If the need for domestic missions in the valley
had remained the major issue, a Western denominational organizztion
might have developed. The cuestion of slavery arose, however, to

divide the Vest as well as the East, end forced the issue along

the lines of North and South instead of Eagt and Vest.
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CHAPTER 1III
THE SALVTRY ISSUE

0f all the divisive factors in American life in the second
quarter of the nincteenth century, slavery cut the deepest be-
ceuse it wes &t once a politicsl, economie, soecirl, morsl, and
relizious issue. But not until the onposition took the form
of abolitionism in the 1830's did the issue begin to nortend
those divisions in the religious and political spheres rezlized
in the decades following 1830. In December, 1833, the Board
of the Generzl Convention for foreign missions, loecated in
Roston, the hub of abolitionism, received a communication from
the Baptist ministers in and near London on the cuestion of
slavery. During the previous year, under the leadership of
Fnglish Beptist missionaries in Jamaica, emencipation of slaves

was accomplished in that island.26 Out of the enthusiasm of

26 Baker, on. eit., p. 40.
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victory, the London ministers wrote to American Baptists. The
Boston Board replied, September 1, 1834:°7
"Resolved, That the Board esarnestly desire a
closer intimacy with their Beptist brethren in Fng-
land, believing that the cause of truth in both
countries, and throughout the world, would be pro-

moted by & more cordial union znd cooperztion of the
two grest branches of the Beptist femily.

Resolved, Thet while, as they trust, their love

of freedom and their desire for the happiness of all

men are not less strong and sincere than those of

the British brethren they cannot as a board inter-

fere with a subject that is not among the objects

for which the Convention and the board was formed.

Daniel Sharp. V. Pres.
Lucius Bolles, Cor. Sec.

The existence of a potential conflict within Baptist circles
in America may already be glimpsed. Vhen this correspondence
wes oublished, C. P. Grosvenor, Bzntist pastor at Szlem, Wassa-
chusetts, and zlready an outspoken abolitionist, took prompt
igsue. About fifty Bantist ministers of his persussion met at
Boston on May 26 and 27, 1835, and voted their aporoval of
enother reply to the London group, which had been prepared by
Grosvenor. This second reply condemned slavery and pledged
every morel effort to accomplish its overthrow. BRefore being
sent the document wes signed by about one hundred thirty other
Baptist miniuters.

In the soring of 1835, Flders F. A. Cox and J. Hoby (the

Tormer being the chairmen of the London Board of Baptist minis-

ters which had addressed Americen Baptists on slavery and had

27 The Baptist Magazine (London), January, 1835, p. 1l.
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teken a very active cart in securing the English emancipation
victory) were appointed by the Baptist Union of England to visit
the churches in the United St:-tes to promote the saucered cause of
negro emancipation. They greatly disappointed Americaen aboli-
tionists, however, by their refusal to spezk out on the slavery
issue because of its political bearings. After their return to
.England the Baptist Union sent a resolution to America again
condeming wigorously the alliance of Ameriecan churches with
slavery. The accompaning letter urged action on the question.
Replying Tor the Acting Board of the Gensral Convention on Janu-
ary 7, 1837, Baron “tow expressed appreciation for the spirit
and tone of the communicstion, but szid that since the consti-
tution of the Board limits them to the business of foreign
mierions, they will not, under existing circumstences, inter-
meddle in any way the question of slavery. During May end June,
1836, a great many strong resolutions were passed by English
Baptist associations, some declining any fraternal union with
thoge in America who aprnroved slevery. On Jenuary 18, 1838, the
English Beptist Union agein addressed American Baptists in strong
vwords of rebuke on slavery. The reply by Baron Stow is signifi-
cant since it shows a considerable development in the direction
of abolitionism in official correspondence of the General Conven-
tion. He urged the English brethren to be patient with Americen

Baptist and not think them tardy in accomplishing an object which
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Americen Brntists, as well as fnglish Batists, are anxious to see

1

imnediztely effected. He clozed by saying that God was on their
side and their ceuse would vrovail., In 1838, again there ceme
an avelanche of resolutions from English associations condemning
slavery. It is worthy of note that in 1839 and 1840, the English
Baptists Union addressed its sopeals to the Baptist abolitionists,
not to the General COHVBntion.28
In addition to this official relation with English Baptist
abolitionists, many of the American abolitionist lesders had in-
formal contacts with them. At the world enti-sluvery convention
held in London in June, 1340, Tor example, Nathaniel Colver, Flon
Gelusha, and C. P. Grosvenor vere delegztes from various fmerican
orgenizations ¢nd imbibed the spirit of the Fnglish who wanted to
do awsy with slavery immediately. These three men were the fivrst
principal officers of the American Baptist Anti-Slevery Convention.
Southern Buptist grew irritated by the nropogsnda of northern
abolitionists, and shifted from their earlier willingness to for-
seke slavery to & readiness to defend the institution., In 1822
and again in 1835, the Charleston Association in South Carolins
defended the practice before the state legisleture. The clergy
of all the denominations in Richmond, Virginia, among whom vere
many Baptists, passed a resolution in 1835, disapproving of abo-
litioniets interference from other stetes. In the North, on the

other hend, a small but vigorous group of snti-slevery Baptists,
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in the 183C's, guined control of some churches znd essociztions,
narticularly in Moine, In 1836 the Hancock Associction urged
immediate emzncipation, while the Vashington Association, also

in Maine, forbade its members to have fellowship with slave
holders., The snti-slavery interest won Churches znd then Associ-
ations to condemn sluvery snd Turther not to have fellowship

with those who had any kind of connection with slavery.

The movement towurd organizing a nctional Baptist enti-
slevery society came in 1839. There had been considerable
agitation in the ranks of the Baptists themselves relative to
the formation of a denominatienal anti-slavery society. Several
state Daptist papers were outepokenly abolitionist, including

the Eastern Beptist, Brunswick, Maine; the Baotist Register,

Concord, New Hampshire; the Telegraph, Brandon, Vermont; and

the Christian Reflector, Worchester, Massachusetts. Tyoical of

the denominational agitation in the zbolitionist vapers were
the articles in the Fmancinotor on Jenuary 31, 1839; One (writ-
ten snonymously) urged z Baptist anti-slavery soclety; another
signed by a Baptist Vinister launched a bitter attack against
sl&very.zg
On May 11, 1839, in conjunction with the meeting of the

American Anti-Sluvery Socliety in New York, a group of Baptist

abolitionists met for two sessions to consider methods to be

29 1bid., ps 48.
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used in organizing o Bnntist abolition society. At this meeting,
a central commitiee for correspondence was tormed znd an invitation
was wrepared for publication, wsking &ll advocetes of Immediate
emsncination among American Bavlists to send in their nemes to the
secretary, or by way of Bevntist nbolitioni:st newspapers or indi-
vidusls. It wes nlonned that thereafter a formel call for organi-
ation would be made &and videly circulated. On December 7, 1839,
more thun eighty Bantist ministers and leymen met zt Vorcester,
Massachusetts, and urged that slavery should not be tolerated
Jjust to advance the cause of missions. On Mzrch 19, 1840, and in
sﬁcceeding issues of the Emancipator, official notices were »Hub-
lished announcing thg mecting of a Baptist national anti-slavery
convention in New York on April 27, 1340. The official cell was
dated Frbruery 14, 1240, aznd represented seven hundred Bapiist
from thirteen stcotes. Iore tiien half of them were Beptist
ministers.30
The convention met at the lcDougal Street Baptist Church,
New York, on Anril 2d8-30, and about one hundred attended. Two
addresses were prepured, one to Northern and ocne to Southern
Baptists. The address to the Northern Bantists opened by identi-

fying the convention ag being a provonent of immediate emancipstion.

=
[0

t insisted that Northern Baptists had a duty to do something
about sluvery in the churches of the South, and closed with the

assertion that after the South had been urged to put awey the

30 The Christisn Vetchmen, Boston, June 19, 1840.
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syster should the Southern Bantist Churches still cling to the
evil, and defend it zs scrintural and ri.ht, "It »ill become your
duty, in the Tear of God and in & maunner the mogt solemn and de-
liberate, to withdraw yvourselves from their fellowship."Bl

The lengthy szddress to Bantist in the South, signed by the
president and the secretary of the convention, asserted that
glavery was wrong and unscriptural, and that it brought a curse
upon those engaging in it and disrepute upon all Baptists. Southern
churches were urged to confess the sinfulness of holding slaves,
and to remonstrate against laws vhich entrenched the system. If
this was disregarded, the church members should gather their
femilies and nossessions and emigrate to the North. It closed
by suying that if Southern Bentists would not do this, they could
not be recognized as consistent brethren in Christ and "their hends
could not be cordially taken at the Lord's table.n32

The yerr that followed the organization of this Buptist Abo-
1itionist convention and the wide cireuletion of its addresses
was one filled with muech {eeling and attempts of groups to further
their ovm cruse.

In New York and New Englend, the Free Baptist Foreign Mission-
ary Society was formed in 1840 on abolitionist vrinciples. No

missionsries were iddediately appointed, but missionaries of the

31 1bid., May 22, 1840.

32 Tbid., June 19, 1840.
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Beston Board, anti-slevery in sentiment, were apnrosched. DRecause of
the delay by the fmericsn Béptist Free Yissionary Society in the
aprointment of missionaries, the more militant abolitionists formed
the Amsrican and Foreign Bartist Missionary Society to begin home
and Toreign work at once. The constant agitation of these two
societies, both strongly abolitionist In centiment but disagreeing
in method, accomplished the objesctive of sach: to develon abolition
sentiments zmongz the rank snd {ile of Bantists and thus force the
Roston Board t) refuse Fellowship with DBaetists in the Southern
stutes. The missionuries of the Boston Board were aporoached znd
some of them zgreed to accept supvort from the new society rather
than continue under the putronage of the Board of the General
Convention.

Yany Bentists in New Pngland creferred to remsin with the
Boston Board in the hope cnd exectation of influencing the Board
to teke some zetion thzt would couse & rupture with the South,
thus working hand in hand with the Free Baptist Missionary Socicty.
There were slaveholders among the missionaries of the Board. If
the board could be influenced to dismiss these, or to secure their
resignation, the issue would be gained.33 Among these missionaries
was the Reverend Jesse Bushyhead, chief justice of the Cherckee

Nation, working under the Board esmong his people. The Christian

Refiector asserted that Dr. H. E. Paittison, home missionary of the

Board, wus endeavoring to get Mr. Bushvhead to resign beczuse he

33 Baker, op. Cit., p. 63.
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owned slaves. The micsionury died July 17, 1844, & parently before
the iswsue wes settled. Wr. ond Yrs, Davenvort, missionaries of
the Bosrd in {izm, were sluve-tolders, and Mrs. Henrietta Hzll
Shueck, missionsry in Chine, would inherit slaves upon the death
of hor father.34

By the year 1840, the abolition issue was beginning to be
felt among Baptists in the South. The Alabema Convention, Hov-
ember 7-9, 1840, took cognizance of the matter and appointed a
committee of five--Jesse Hartwell, D. P. Bestor, ¥. C. Crane,
J«. H. Devotiie, and ¥, P, Jowett—to make recommendsations. The
cormittee rerorted: (1) That zbolitionism was unseriptural, was
agrinst the national constitution, was against the pesce and
nrospzrity of the churches, and dongerous to the permanency of
the Tnion; (2) thot money should be vithheld from the Board of
Foreign Missions snd from the Amsricsn and Foreign Rible Society
until Alb:me Benticts were sssured that these azencies had no
co-mnection with the anti-slrvery sgitetion. The following reso-
lution wrs zdopted:

"Resolved, That, if sstisfactory inlormation be
not obtained upon this subject, we recommend the for—

mation of a Southern Board, through which our funds
mey be directly tronsmitted.n35

34 The Beptist, Nashville, April 5, 1845, p. 5l4., col. 1.

35 Beitist Benner snd Testern Pioneer, Louisvilie, Novem-

ber 26, 1340, ». 3., col. 3.
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The Board of Kenagers of the Triennial Convention iceued an
address, Noverbor 2, 1340, simed by Duniel Sharp, President, ond
Boron Stow, recording secretury. This was included in the Board's
report to the Convention in Beltimore, April, 1341. This stated
that as a Board they had no right to tuke action on issues, ex-—
cept ap they had been voted that povwer, but they vwere members of
individual churches and as such could vote as they tﬁought best
in the particular churech of vhich they were members. The Gencral
Convention, in A-~ril, zdopted the report of the Bosrd, and, aot-
withstznuing the nersonal :nttitude of some of the members und
officers, the o”7iciel oronouncement for the time being alleyed
gome Southera feevs concerning the Foreipgn Board. The Alabama
Convention esuthorities séemed to be satisfied with the officicsl
#ttitude of the Fosrd of the General Convention.

¥nile the fear of the Alubama Convention was sllayed, neither
the abolitionists nor the cluveholders vere ontirely saticfied
with the position the Bosrd hod toiten. "hile the Board ey not
have t:zien sny direct action sgainst the position held by the
Alabama Convention, the peonle of Alubema knew thie personal views
of the members of the board, and this made it so they were not
entirely satisfied. The strength of the abolitionists in the
convention was increasing.

"hen the Triennial Convention met at Baltimore in 1841, both

sides vere nrepured for buttle. Some effort was mude, however,



to =void the issue again; for in a cecret mecting of the Northern
conserv:tives and Southerners, a compromise pronocal discourzging
innovetion and new tests and disclaiming pariicipation in the do-
ings of the abolition Baptists vas signed by seventy-four persons.
The understanding was thet sluvery vas a subject with which the
convention had no right to interfere. In the same year, the Board
of the American Baptist Home Mission Society also issued a decla-—
ration of neutrality.

All this was not agreeable to meny Northern Baptists, who
criticized the Baltimore Compromise, that is, this proposal which
was signed by the seventy-four and luter sdopted by the convention.
The Provisional Foreign Mission Committee of the Americen Anti-
Slavery Convention sent a circular letter to one or more of the
missionaries of the Foreign Board of the Triennial Convention,
presumably inviting them to receive their sunport from the enti-
slavery convention. This seems clear from the reply written on
November 15, 1842, by Solomon Peck, the secretary of the Foreign
Board. He insisted that the Board members had yielded their
personal neutrality, vwhich the Board hod said that they would
keep on the issues involving the guestion of slavery. He also
stated that the Board members refused to be subservient to either
the South or the North. He admitted, however, that they were not

apologists for slavery.36

36 The Baptist Missionary Magazine, Boston, November, 1843,
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The enti-slovery movement wes teking on a definitely religious
tone 28 the churches were being enlisted in i1ts support. Meny
wished to send their missionary funds through some channel other
than & convention vwhich condoned slavery. Consecuently the Ameri-
can =znd Foreign Free Bantist Board of Foreign Wissions was formed
in Boston in 1843, but the Baptist Board of Foreign Missions which
administered the missionary funds of the convention, ruled aguzinst
the existence of such un organization,

When the Triennial Convention met in Philedelphia in 1844,
there vere 460 delegates vresent, eighty of whom were from the
South. Distance was an important factor in keeping fthe number
from the South at such a low figure.

Dr. W. B. Johnson, the retiring president of the Convention
and 2 Southerner, declined reelection for reasons of health,
fince the Convention had been led by a Southerner for twenty-one
years out of thirty years, end possibly to appease the Northerners,
Dr. PFrancis Vinylownd of Rhode Islsnd, & moderate on the abolition
cnestion, was chosen as oresident. A Virginian, Dr. J. B. Taylor,
became secretary.

On Thursday evening Acril 25, Dr. Richard Fuller,.a Baptist
minister from South Carolina, presented & resolution calling upon
the convention to restrict itself solely to iis missionary enter-
prize. Dr. Fuller, being a slave-owner, was anxious to keep the

slave question from being discussed by the Convention. Dr. Spencer
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I'e Cone, & 2rominent minister of New York City, favored the attempnt
to rezove the issue of slavery from the cenventions policies, but

Dr. Wathaniel Cloves, pastor of Tremont Temple, Foeton, rose to

speak againsglt the resolution as being sinply an avoidance of the
issue at hand. After much debate the resolution was withdrawn and
a new one introduced by Dr. George B. Ide, who was the pastor of
the First Baptist Church of Philadelphia. The new resolution was
a second attempt to mointain unity by a roncommittal policy on the
institution of slavery. Dr. Ide urged that the members of the con-
vention continue to cooperate in the work of foreign missions,
disclaiming all sanction, being free to express and.promote wha t--
ever views they heed on the institution of slavery. The vhole
matter was agein laid on the table in this conventicn. The Home
“ieslon fociety issued another declaration of its neutrality by
a2 vote of 173 to 61, but it also aopvointed a commitiee of nine to
congider the amicable dissolution of the society.

pe 2z test case, therefore, the Georgila Baptist Convention,
ew dzys after the Triennial Convention had adjourned, in-
structed 1ts executive committes to recommend to the Board of the
Home Migeion Fociety Jumes . Reeves of Georgis for appointment ag
a2 missionary to the Cherokee Indians, his support to be guaranteed
by the Triennial Convention. 1In proper manner, the Board ﬁas in-
formed that he was a slaveholder and that this was to be a test

case. The Board reached a decision in October, having held five
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meetings of three heours each. The vote was seven to five against
spnointing YVr, Reeves,

This resnonce led the Alabama Convention to present to the
Foreign Wission Board, not a specific case, tut a hynotheticul
cuestion. There were certain Southern men who claimed that just
subsecuent to the Philadelphia Convention in 1844, the Bourd had
caused the retirement from itz service a highly respected Indian
preacher, because he had owned slaves. ALccordingly, the Alzbama
Convention in November, 1844, sent a letter embodying vhat is
known as the Alsbama resolutions to the Board of Managers of the
Triennial Convention, insisting that the foreign mission sgency
which they supnorted give slaveholders and nonslaveholders the
same privileges. The resolutions asked specificully if a slave-
holder would be apnointed as a missionary if one should apply to
the Board. The resolutions further stated that no money would
be sent from the treausury of the Alabama Convention until the
Flebams Convention had received an answer to these resolutions.

The Board answered the resolutions in a frank way stoting
thet they hated these particular resolutions.mere sent tc then.,
In their answer the Board made it pnlain that they could not zu-
point a person who held slaves as e missionary if one should
hapven to aply. They went on to say that in their experience
with the Bosrd no slaveholder had ever applied for a missionary

anpointment.
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The decision of the Bourd ap ears to have been a clear vio-
leition of the Convention's instructions, although the Board
ingisted that its stotement was not an impairment of its positiﬁn
of neutrulity with resvect to the slavery issue in the denomina-
tion. Bolomon Peck, the Board's secretary, explained in a letter
that he had given his vole in faver of the decision with reluc-

ence and with a full consciocusness thot it verged closely, ot
best, on the iimits of the Board's consiitutional power, snd it
is wise to avoid in the eyes of all members of the Convention
the least approach to a violstion of cousztitutional rights. Wr.
Peck, also, saw that this could be virtually an et of division
in the convention.

From the decisions of these two mission boards, it appears-
that Abolitionist symnathizers were gaining more influence than
the advocstes of union in the national bodies., This is not to
be wondered at, because the major societies of the denomination
had origincted in the North, pringéirally in Philadelphia, New
York, &nd Boston. The policies, therefore, were influenced, if
not actually formulated, chiefly by ministers snd laymen of these
centers. This is all the more remarkable since there were more
Baptists in the Southgrn States than in the North and Vest com-
bined. The distance from the urbsn centers of Baptist work in
all vprobability prevented the Southern stotes from enjoying a

full representation at the meetings of the societies.
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Naturally enough, when the decision of the Foreign Mission
Board becsme known, debate concerning the action began almost at
once. Many justified the continuence of slavery on biblical
grounds, pointing out thet the Negroes'! contacts with vhite
masters brought them in touch with the gospel. Northern aboli-
tionists slso argued from the Scriptures, holding that they
taught the inherent dignity ond worth of every individual in the
sight of God and mornl wrong of the enslevement of men by thelr
fellows. At the ssme time, others were seeking to conciliate
the two groups.

Baptists in the South were almost unanimous for separation.
There were differences in opinion concerning the time and extent
of separation. Dr. R. B. C. Howell of Tennessee recognized thut
separntion from the Board rust come for three reasons: The Board
had done violence to the Tord of God, had violated the consti-
tution of the General Convention, snd had reversed the judgment
of the whole church as expressed in the last session of the Con-
vention. There was no question of separation now, except as to

when, how, end how far.
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CHAPTER IV

THE, SCEISH

The Virginia Baptist Foreign Mission Society, following the
action of the Boston Bosrd, took the lead znd issued = czll for

a consultative convention:

"To the Buptist Churches of Virginia and the
Baptist Denomination of the United States generally:

Dear Brethren:

You will perceive by the accompanying resolutions
of the Executive Committee of the Georgia Baptist
Convention, that they have scceded to our proposal to
hold in Augusta, Georgia on Thursdey before the 2d
Lord's day in May next, a Convention. The Church in
Augusta cordially approving the design, it may now be
considered as certain, providence permitting, that
the convention will be held. On this important move-
ment we desire briefly and plainly to express our
viewg., Ve remerk then,

l. Ye wish not to have a werely sectional con-
vention. From the Boston Board we sepmrate, not
bectuse ve reside at the south, but because they have
adopted zn unconstitutional and unseriptural principle
to govern thair future course. The nrinciple is thig—-
that holding slaves is, under all circumstances, in-
computible with the office of the Christisn ministry.
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On this point we take issue with them; and verily
believe, that, when the mists of nrejudice shall have
been scattered, we shall stand justified in the eyes
of all the world. For ourselves we cordially invite
all our brethren, North and South, East and West, who
are aggrieved by the recent decision of the Board in
Boston, and believe that their usefulness may be in-
crensed by cooperating with us, to attend the proposed
meeting.

2. Ve are desirous to see a full Convention.

Let ue, brethren, have a meeting concentrating in a
good mezsure, the wisdom, experience, and sentiments
of the denomination in the South, and Southwest, and
such nortions of our brethren in other places &s may
deem it best to unite with us. As we shall have no
principle of representation, the churches, associa-
tions, mission societies, or other religious bodies,
may send as many delegates as they choose. Appli-~
cation has been made to the Railroad and Steambost
lines to furnish the delegates free return tickets.
Should the apnlication »rove successful, as we hope
it will, the cost of going and returning from Rich-
mond, will not much, if at all, exceed twenty-five
dollars. Should our avplication result favorably,
the earliest possible information shall be given of
it.

3. Several imnortant subjects, beside the ques-
tion of organizing = Foreign Mission Society, will,
we presume, come under the consideration of the Con-
vention. %e will mention some of them, that our breth-
ren in Virginia, especially, may learn, as far as
practicable, the views and wishes of the denomination.
Fhether it will be better to organize a separate Bible
Society, and Publication Society, or to continue our
conmexion with the existing institutions, are questions
which must be discussed. It is cuite likely too, that
the subject of building up a common Southern Theological
Institution will claim a share of attention.

And now brethren, you must perceive that the con-
vention will stand in vressing need of divine guidance.
For this let us all devoutly and constently pray, then
agsembling in the fear of God, snd with a sincere desire
to promote his kingdom and glory, we may effect his
blessing:

James B. Teylor, Pres,
C. "althall, Sec'y."37

37 The Religious Hernld, Richmond, Virginis, Vol. 12., April

1845, p. 2, cols. 3 and 4.

10,
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Three hundred twenty-eirht delegates ‘rom the churches of the
South met at Augusta, Georgia, May 8, 1845; to organize the South-
ern Baptist Convention. It proved to be & new type of Baptist
organization, being a firmly centralized denominational body func-
tioning through verious borrds. Thus, it was unlike the Triennial
Conventicn, which in r=slity h:d been principally a foreign mission
society, end which it continued to be evem after the division when
it changed its name to the American Baptist Wissionary Union. The
newly constituted convention wrs a tyve of orgenization thct had
been rejected by the Northern leaders after 1820. It was such an
organization as Luther Rice cnd Richard Furmen desired in 1814;
such a one as Dr. Puck and Dr. Howell desired to form in the Vest;
such a one as meny desired in the General Convention in 1823 and
1826; such an organization as had been functioning in the seversl
state conventions. It was truly a denominational convention, com-
nhehending within its scope any phase of work, missions, education,
and benevolence: that the convention should desire to nerform.

Tendencies toward this schism that took place in 1845 could
bc detected almost from the beginning of Baptist people in this
country. The conflict between the society plan and the denomi-
national plan of orgenizstion was something basic to the confiiet
thot ensued over a period of years among Bsotist people. ith
this conflict going on, the accusctions made in the realm of

llome ¥issions tended to make the matler worse, and meke sectional
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differenceg show up as they ahd never done before. These two
things seem to be the basic cause of Baptist difficultles at this
time, so, when the slevery issue became dominant it served to
bring toc & heed different ideas snd disputes which hed been brevi-
ing for many years, and so we see the culiination of these decades
of disutes tzzing nloce in the Bantist Schism of 1845, and an
entirely new orgenization set up called the Southern Beptist Con-—

vention.
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