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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

This study is an attempt to trace the history of the
Evangelical Alliance, I was introduced to the Alliance by the biogre-
phy of Philip Schaff. It appeared that this was an interesting and un-
explored area of Church history. The Evangelical Alllance has been
overlooked by most popular historians of the ecumenical movement. The
only work that presents a comprehensive study i1s the all-embracing
history of the ecumenieal movement by Ruth Rouse and Stephen C. Neill.
Even the renewned Church hlstorian Kenneth 5. latourette relies upon
Rouse and Neill's work for the note he makes of the Alliance. I am con-
vinced that this has been a loss to theose participating in the ecumeni-
cel movement. The material on the Alliance is available and should be
more widely used. Many of the "new" problems of unity discussions were
also troublesome to the Alliance.

I have been somewhat bound in this study by the faet that
avallable materials deal extensively only with the Ameriecan Alliance.
This study is of such a nature that sources of information are continu-
ally being discovered. I discovered the British Evangelical Alliance
8ti1ll exists just in time to receive some information from them.

This study will begin with a rapid survey of the efforts to

promote Christian union prior to the nineteenth century, This section

is not intended to be anything but a bare sketch. In this introductory




chapter, I have included a sample of nineteenth century ecumenical
thought prior to the Alliance in the work of 8. 8. Schuucker. The next
chapters tell the story of the actual formation of the Allilance; the
gbory of the Ameriean Alllance; the British Alliance; the major contri-
butions of the Allience in certailn areas; and a brief analysls of the
present relation of the Alliasnce to the modern ecumenical movement.

This last chapter has been hindered by my lack of a complete understand-
ing of the World Council of Churches.

A history of this type uses a special vocabulary. In this
study the term "ecumenical movement" is used in reference to the World
Couneil of Churches and the movements connected with it. Another word
with a speclal meaning 1s "evangelical." This term applies to those
persons or groups who subseribe to a conservative statement of the
Chrigtian faith such as the doctrinal baslis of the Evangelical Alliance
or the World Evangelical Fellowship. "Christian union" means mutual

recognition as Christians by members of differing Church traditions.

"Christian union" may or may neot include organic unlon.




CHAPTER IT
THE ALLIANCE IDEA

Barly Efforts at Unity

Ever since the Jerusalem Council, called to hesl the rift in
the Church between the Judaizers and the Helenists, thoughtful men in
the Church have been seeking to bring about a manifestation of that
unity which is in Christ.  The FEcumeniecal Councils of the first thousand
centurles were generally eoncerned that the faith in Christ and its im-
plications be correctly and unifermly manifested in the Church. Those
who denied the councile and broke the unity of the Church, either for
doetrinal or for practical reasons, found that they were outside of the
fellowship of the majority of Christian believers. For the most part
these heretical and schismatlical groups eventually diled out. The
Monophysite and Nestorilan Christians, who were cut off from general
Christian fellowship as a resgult of the Christologlecal controversies of
the fifth century, have continued to maintain a separate existence to
the present time. Untlil recent times there has been neo regret on the
vart of the Christian community at large over this schism. These groups
are consldered heretical and, therefore, damned.

Another anclent schism presents a somewhat different picture.
The Great Schism between the Eastern Church and the Western Church has
prompted sincere regret and sporadic attempts to unite these two por-

tlons of the Church who share a common tradition reaching into the




middle ages. Since the split became final in the period of the eleventh
to thirteenth centuries the two churches have grown further and further
gpart in their doctrine and in thelr practices. Still, attempts at uni-
fication are being made. As late as 1963, the Russian Orthodox Church
gnd the Roman Church are making overtures toward each other.

Almost as soon as the Reformers proncunced thelr Independence
from the Pope at Rome, they began to seek ways to recover the broken
unity of the visible church, The Diet of Augsburg was the well-known
attempt t0 re-unitethe Romans and the Iutherans. This attempt failed
because nelther side could abandon the points whieh split them. After
Trent, such attempts have been doomed to failure.

The Reformers, then, looked at each other as possible allies
in their confliet with the Roman hierarchy. The Marburg colloquy of
1529 is the best known attempt at union among the reformers. ILuther and
Zwingli could agree that the proper administration of the Sacraments and
preaching of the Word are the essence of the Church; but, they could not
agree on what the Sacrament was. Other attempts to reconcile the
German, Swiss, and English reformation were made both by individuals and
by consultations. None of them succeeded in forming any lasting union.
Bach group went ite own way, dividing and sub-dividing as contemporary
1ssues seemed to make division imperative. MNatlonal divisions separated
those groups which held to the same confessions and creeds, causing them

to develop customs and usages differing widely from practices of those

of the same confession in other nations.
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It 1s not our purpose cloesely to examine the attempts to pro-
mote and express the unity of the Church prior to the nineteenth centu-
ry, A few of the most outstanding efforts have been briefly mentloned
+o show that though, through human frailty the Church is divided,
thoughtful Christians have always been distreseed at the lack of harmony

and unity in the visible Church.

The Elghteenth and Nineteenth Centurdies

The Church in Great Britain has been the scene of extensive
gchism, Whether this is caused by the natural temperament of the
British, or becausge of the rather stiff regulations of the government,
1t has had far reaching effects. By 1846, there were at least 45 sepa~
rate and competing churches and sects in England, Wales, Scotland, and
Ireland. There were extremely bitter relatlons between many of the dis-
penters and the Established Chureh. The Established Church was itself
split into two parties long before the Tractarian Controversy. The
Church in Sceotland presents an impossible pieture of division, re-
alignment and re-division. Scottish ecclesiastical feuds were as bitter
‘as Begttlsh clan feuds., Attempts to enforce the Protestant Establish-
ment in Ireland did not make for pleasant relations between Roman
Catholics and Protestants in that part of the British Empire. The
division between Christians was so deep that it was a common eonviction

that members of various denominetions eould not pray together. Some

doctrine which caused division was certain to be mentioned and a fresh




impetus would be given to controversy. The British and Foreign Bible
Society never had a prayer in its sessions from 1804 to 1859. Quakers
were welcomed into the Bible Society and they could not perticipate in
pre“arranged prayer. To many the best policy teo promote unity was to
avold all contect with those of different opinions. It was generally
belleved that conferences aiming at restoring the unity of the Church
would only intensify exlsting quarrels. Unanimity in belief was deemed
to be a necessary prerequislite to conference between members of
different sects.l

The Hvangelical revivals which began spontaneocusly in various
countries in the mid-eighteenth century, were substantially to change
the eccleslastical climate. When Christilans began to feel the need to
help theilr fellowman as a result of thelr own personal contact with the
Savior, they found that it was sbsclutely necessary to form secietiles
for this work which croesed ecclesiastical boundaries, When the
Protestant churches began to look out from their own natiopal and
czcleslastical limits they discovered that there were multitudes ignor-
ant of the saving power of the gospel in their own countries and in the
world at large. It was in evangelistic activity that the Protestant
churches first began to lament their divislons and sericusly attempt to

remedy them. Here the Church discovered that the divisions which 1t

2 Ruth Rouse and Btephen Nedill, A History of the Ecumenicsl Move-
ment: 1517-1948 (Philadelphia; Westminster Press, 1954), p. 315.




took so seriocusly were incomprehensible to the unceonverted.

One result of this re-awakened evangellstic zeal was schism in
the church, The German Moravians and the English Methodists secon found
thet it was impossible to be a church within the Church. Their extreme
warmth of devetion could net live inside of the rather celd established
church. And yet, thelr passionste concern for the gespel and the seuls
of thelr fellows could not allew them to be Indifferent to the need for
unity in the Church. It is no accident that the German pietist, Count
Zinzendory, was one of the leading eighteenth century advocates of
Christian unlon.

The Evangelical revivals of the elghteenth century were close-~
1y followed by a more wide-spread and far-reaching awakening in the
early nineteenth century. This mood was expressed in the United &States
ag the Second Great Awakening. This new wave of Evangelistiec zesal found
expression In both the United States and in Great Britein in a plethora
of socleties formed to de geood works In response to the gospel.

Hundreds of voluntary societies were formed with members from varicus
denominations represented in all of them. The Bible Societies even
hired Roman Catholics to distribute the Scriptures in some countries.
The socleties were each organized for a specific purpose:. There were
Blble and tract societies, missionary societies, societies for seamen,
societies to ﬁramote the Sabbath, temperance socletles, anti-slavery

socleties, and anti-Roman Catholic societies. Many of the members of

these socleties were laymer who could not understand why the Church was




divided. As the Protestants worked together in their good works they
came to realize that, though the differences between them were great,
they were in agreement on & surprising number of points of doctrine.
Cooperation in these voluntary societies set the climate for further
dtscuseion on fuller Christian cooperation.

In this climate there began to appear letters and appeals to
Christians of all denominations to consider the causes whiech separated
them and to see if there was some way 1n which the unity of the Church
could be made visible, Dean Kniewal of Danzig, in 1842, made tours
throughout the Centinent advocating a plan for federation of Christians
which would be similar to the federation of the United States. Dr.
Merle d'Aubigné, the French Protestent leader, was working in the 1830's
for a confederation among the Bwiss churches, A%t Lyons, he succeeded in
forming & "union church” of the various French Reformed factions in that
eity. As early as 1749, Gilbert Tennent, the American Presbyterian re-

vivalist, wrote his Irenicum Ecclesiasticum with his views of peace in

the ehurch. Another American J. M, Mason, made a Plea for Sacramental

Communion on Catholik Principles, in 1816. We shall teke a close look

8t the plan of 8. S. Schmucker later. Hls Fraternal Appeal to the

American Churches appeared in 1838 .2 The edltor of the New Englander in

April, 1844, while reviewing a eermon by Rev., Thomas Brainerd et the

Third Presbytery of Philadelphia in 1841, dreams of a council “for union

R — T —

2
Rouse and Neill, op. cit., p. 318.




and communion, and for the extension of the saving knowledge of

Ghrist-"3

In 1839, repeated conferences were held between ministers of
various denominations in London. The subject of Christian cooperation
was considered by the London Congregational Board but was cfi.rca_p]_aecl.)1L
Interest in finding some means of promoting union or cocoperation was be-
coming lively. Dr. Patton, an American Presbyterian, wrote, in 1845, to
J. Angell James proposing a convention of delegates from the Evangelical
aaurches of Furope, Awmeries, Scotland, Ireland, ete., to meet in London.
The exact origin of the ecall for the conference at Liverpool, which was
the climax of this pericd of "ecumenical"” concern, is a disputed ques-
tion. We shall conslder this further when we discuss the Liverpool con-
ference and the formation of the Evangelical Alliance, in the next sec-
tion., The polnt is that in the nineteenth century there was a number of

men concerned with the problems of the division of the Church.

8. 5. Schmucker

We shall now take a c¢loser look at the ideas of 8. 5.
Schmucker which are generally acknowledged to have served as the impetus

for the discussion that culminated in the formaetion of the Evangelical

3
DP. 254,

N
The British Querterly Review, Vol. IIT (London: Jackson and
Walford, 18565, p. 526.

The New Englander, Vol. 2 (New Haven: A, H. Maltly, 18hk),
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plliance. Samuel 5. Schmucker was & liberal American Lutheran. His
1iberal ideas caused him and his followers to be looked upon with suspl-
elon by the more conservative Lutherans in the United States. He was
the First professor of the Lutheran Theolegical Seminary at Gettysburg,
Penpsylvanis., He served as head of the seminary from 1826 until 1864.
ge dled in 1873, just before the New York Conference of the Evangeliecal
Alliance.

His paper on Chrilstian union was first published in The

P

Biblical Repository for January and April, 1838.”7 Notlce of his paper

wes made in several religious periodicals. At the annual meeting of the
American Tract Society in New York, in 1839, a socilety for promoting
Christian union and cooperation was formed. The soclety distributed

Schmucker’s Fraternal Appeal %0 the Amerdican Churches, with a Plan for

Catholic Union on Apostolic Prineiples, to most of the evangelical

clergy in the United States. Although the soclety survived only a short

time, Schmucker's plan was thus made known to a larger audience.6
Schmucker analyzes the causes of Protestant strife and finds

several reasons for contlinued Protestant disunity. The first cause is

that churches are not connected by geogrephiecal locatlon but are

% The Christian Review, Vol, XIT (Boston: William Heath, 1847),
i 05 fF, - '

Philip Schaff and 8. Irenseus Prime (eds.), History, Essays,
Orations, and Other Documents of The Sixth General Conference of the
Evangelical Alliance (ilew York: Harper and Brothers, 187L), p. Th3.




connected with other churches, elsewhere, of the same creed. This
peaturelly fails to promote unity in a single city. The second cause is
closely related, in that churches of the same confessionel femlly are
divided en the ground of doctrinal diversity. Another reason for dis-
cord 1s that the churches insist upon using "ereeds which embody not

onily the undisputed doctrines of Christianity, but alse the sectarilan

principles of some particular denomination.” No one seems to be trying

+to overcome denominational differences, because each new generation is
trained to become sectarian. A deeper cause of strife is "sectarian
idolatry or men-worship." Each denomination has its theclogian whose
words tend to become more important than the words of Christ. Then the
churcheg are proud of thelir divislons, they are proud of thelr history
and traditions, and because of this self-pride they maintain their
pecullarities. A source of strife in the community with a divided
Church is the perticular zeal with which sects geek to proselytize in
order to get more menbers and, therefore, more money into their treas-

ury.d

Schmucker thus points up the cause for much of Protestant strife.
Hig task 1= then to see how the situation can be remedied snd what ob-
stacles must be overcome.

Schmmicker called for a close federation of denominations in

which each denomination would retain its own organization and worship

= hal
. 1 5. 8. Schmucker, Fraternsl Appeal to the American Churches, with
Q%Elan for Catholic Union on Apostolic Principles, second edition (New
York: Gould and Newman, 1839), p. 72 £Z.
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practices. The denominations would resclve not to discipline any member

or minister for holding any doctrine which was held by any other of the

I econfederated churches as long as his character was unexceptionable and }
he conformed to the rules of government, disci;pl‘ine-, and worship adopted
by his group. Schmucker's doctrinal basis was an amalgametion of the J
|
eonfessions of the confederating groups:. He states his guiding prinei-
ple!
That all those doctrines which the great body of all
Christians whom God has owned by his grace and Spirit, and
who have free access to the Seriptures, agree in finding in
them are certainly taught there; and all those points on ‘
which they differ are less certain, are doubtful. |
Sehmucker was convinced, as have been many men before and after him that
the essentials of Christian faith could be defined and set up as the
i standard of Christian belief in a united Church. He rejected the idea

of a council to arrive at the common confession because 1t would have to

re-do all the discussions on each article, thus causing mere strife. Sco
he compiled what he called the United Protestant Confession in order to
eliminate these problems. He used, entirely, phrases and articles from
the recognized confessions. This creed was to be used as the term of
sacremental, ecclesiastical and ministerial communion, Ids final ecreed
wes in two parts, the Apostle's Creed, which served teo link the

Protestant church with the aneient Church, and the United Protestant |

Confession. Schmucker believed that concord in fundamentals was the

—————

5 Ivid., p. 98. |
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‘ only doctrinal unity which existed among the New Testament Christians

\ and thus was all that was necessary. He could not see the time when
greater unity in doctrine would exlst in the Church on earth. With this
commen confession of faith there would be no cause for discrimination at
the communion table. He proposed an annual jolnt communion service to
be held in each community, which would further strengthen the unity. In
bhis plan, the Bible would gain a much larger place in Christian educa-
tion than 1t had hitherto enjoyed. There would no longer be any need to
spend so much time on peculiar confessions.

In cases relating to the common cause of Christianity there
would be complete cooperation and unity in action, Missionaries going
into forelgn lands would use and profess no other creed than the Bible
and the Apostolic Protestant Confession. They would be free to adapt
eny form of worship and government which they would prefer and which
would best sult the needs of thelr converts.

There would be no supreme governing body in this plan because
Behmucker was convinced that such bodies tend to "an inecrease of power--
they are the foster-mother of papacy, and dangerous to true liberty of
conscience.” A small "senatorial delegation” chosen equally from each

denomination might meet for advice, not for legislation. They would not

even meet at stated intervals lest they might become too pe:nwerf‘ul.9

He made no preovision for the adoptlion of his plan. He asked

e —————

9 Schmucker, op. eit., pp. 90-128.
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that prominent individuals cooperate and exert thelr Influence for his
proposals. He requested that his plen and the Apostolic Protestant Con-
fession be printed in religious periodicals. He thought that he had to
f£irst gain friends among Christian individuals in the various denomine-
tions, who would then work for his plan, or for same better plan of
unlon.

As to the adoption of the plan by individual dencmine-

tions the duty and the glory of that is left to the leading

minds and active friends of the Redeemer in each. Will they

not speedily ceme to the help of the Lord, by stepping forth

in behalf of the plan, forming voluntary essociations of its

friends, and bringing it before their several judicatories

for discussion?t0
Sechmucker envisioned that these veoluntary assoclations would be formed
Shpougnout the land. They would discuss the subject of Christian union
in 81l It5 relations, approve the proposed Flan of Apostolic Protestant
Union, or build a better plan if the need arose. They could raise funds
to distribute good tracts on the subject; and each member would resolve
to bring the object of the Appeal to the ecclesilastical bodies to which
they belonged.

Although Schmucker's appeal was enthusiastically received in
some quarters, the bulk &f American Protestantism falled to take much
note of it. Therefore , Schmucker reminded Protestantism of his appeal
in 1845, in an address called, "Overture on Christian Union." In the
"overture,” he called for a meeting in New York during May, 1846. Due
e

Schmucker, op. ecit., p. xv.
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|

o the fact that a similar call was 1ssued almost simultaneocusly from
I

Schmucker cancelled hig call., Schmucker went to London and took part in

the organization of the Evangeliecal lfi.'i_l:f_ance.:L-L
- Sehmucker was not satlsfied wlth the Evangelical Alliance in
its completed form, He locked upon it as a step in the right direction;
but, not 2z the Pulfillment of his dream. In preparation for the Inter-
national Conference of the Evangelical Alliance whiech met in New York in
1873, Schmucker prepared a "Fraternal Appeal to the Friends of the

Evangelical Alliance and of Christlan Union." Although consideration of

11g document puts us beyond the formation of the Alliance, it would be

~ well to consider Schmucker's plan for readjustment of the Alliance to
better fulfill his hopes for Christian Unipn., This plan was for a coun-~
11 or federation of Churches. The World Evaengelical Alliance would be
srmed of one hundred delegates from each national branch of the
Alliance. These delegates would be elected by each denomination,
geeording to its size, The delegation would be equally lay and clerical.
The World Evangelical Alliance would meet every seven years. Its doc-
trinal besis would remain the same as that of the 1846 Evangelical
| Alllance. No one would be admitted to menbership except members of a
confederate church or congregation. Members would sign the doctrinal
ledge, epprrove the design and constitution of the Evangelical Alliance,

i :
Schaff and Prime, op. clt., p. 743. See Chapter 2.
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and pay @ set due. This world organization would be an "advisory coun-

11" to promote cbjects of common interest. "The design and great work |
of the World's Evangelical Alliance is to take under its review the
general interests of Chrisgllanity and humanity in all nations, through-

nl2

out the entire field which the S8avior says, is the world. This work

ould include foreign misslons, subjects of peace, war, and internstion-

The naticnal Alliances would be free to organize as they saw
fit. Schmucker gives a plan for the American branch., There would be an
equal delegation from each denominastion of lay and clerical delegates.
They would meet triennially. The same qualifications would held true
for membership in the national branch as in the World's Evangelical
Alliance. Delegations would come from church bodies counting five
undred mlnisters or over. Bodiles with less than five hundred ministers
would combine to meke five hundred and send joint delegates. Ee
Buggestes twenbty-five delegates from each body; but, this number mey be
altered. The meetings of the American Alliance would be open to all
church members, An individual might become a contributing mewber by
sending in a contribution. Schmucker foresaw that not all of the
"highest judicatories" of the denominations would consent ta send dele-
gates. In this case those members of such dencminations eould group to-

gether and send one-half the dencminational quota of delegates. The

e —

12
Schaff and Prime, op. cit., p. Thi.




objects of such a nationsl alliance would be to promote harmony, to

M?ly the gospel to waste places, to maintain Bible reading in publie

senools, to prepare tracts and circulste them, to make concerted action
in missions to heathen immigrants, and "to premote love and sacramental
communion, recognltion and co-operation among Christians of different
denominations in objects of common interest. "3

The individual denominations would maintain their existing
officers and rules. They would act as a branch of the Alliance by
gssigning time in their fixed order of business to the affairs of the
Allience. It goes without saying that the denominations must be
evangelical and muet have five hundred ministers. They would also have
to approve the Constitution and design of the World's Evangelical
Alilarce and the American National Branch, and elect delegates to the
conferences of these bodies. When acting as a branch of the Alliance
thelr actions would be merely advisery to thelr congregations. The
chief duty of the denominational branches would be to discuss the topics
and recommendations of the world and nationel bodies and to take any
necessary action on them.

It is interesting to note that while Schrucker's plans are
h&Bicale federations of churches, he envisions far more than has been
embodied in present-day federations. He would have complete inter-
communion and free exchange of ministers. He would have the federated

B mia.




wody take charge of, or at least set policy for, forms of outreach be-

yond the local parish. He envlisioned that denominational organizations

would speedily be dissolved. This is somewhat more than a mere federa-

tion of churches,

Schmucker's plan of union suffers from the same fault which
efflicts any plan that tries to set a minlmum basis of deoctrinal agree-
ment. There is never agreement on what constitutes these minimal re-
‘gﬁiremen‘ts; Terms of admission of members cannot be left as a non-
eggential to the Baptist, who must insist upon baptism of adult members
by ilrmersion. This implies a difference in understanding of the meaning
of the Sacraments within the evangelieal churches that Sehmucker ignores,

Scehmucker was heard by only a part of his own American
Lutheranism. Most people regarded his suggestions as an interesting ex-
periment and nothing more. The Evangelical Alliance refused to have his
lest paper read at the New York conference. It was merely printed in
the final report with the note that slthough this was a proper subject
| for discussion, no action could be teken due to constitutional restric-

tions against interfering with denominational relstions end ecclesiasti-
cal legislation, Schmucker wes not in a position to be heard by a wide
- public. He was 2 small volce in a minority group. He was satisfied to
meke the appeals for action and to leave the actual work to more capable
‘hands for accomplishment. When the Liverpool invitation came he was
happy to cancel his meeting in order that the other might have free

reign. Schmucker's voice was heard by others who were able to reach a




er audience and who could accemplish a part of that for which he
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The Liverpool Conference

THE EVANGELICAL ALLTANCE IS FORMED

i By 1845, the need was widely felt for a general conference of
Protestant Christians. The mood had gained several proponents in

nelend and in America. Both countries can justly lay claim to giving

rise to the idea that sparked the Liverpool meeting in 1845, Dr.

‘sunard Bacon, Dr. Willlam Paton and Dr. Robert Baird, in the autumn of
1843, wrote to Rev. J. Angell James of Birminghem and to Dr. Merle
d'Aubign® to ask them to bring the proposition forward. Dr. Beird says
that they did, in 184k, and that their call resulted in the Liverpool
eon _;:erence.l J. Angell James had already suggested at a meeting of the
rregational Union, in 1842, that a union of voluntary churches would
This suggestion led t0 & meeting, on June 1, 1843, at
Exeter Hall, of peogple from many denominations including the Church of
and. There were 12,000 tickets issued to people in attendance at
thi ='meeting.2 This meeting could have led to the Llverpool conference.

editor of The Christian Observer, the paper of the evangelical party

in the Church of England, credits the Liverpool conference to the

1
~ Robert Baird, The Progress and Prospects of Christianity in the
ited States of Americe (London: Partridge and Oskey, 1851), p. 52.

2
Rouse and Neill, op. eit., p. 319.




edings of the Anti-Meynooth Committee that met in the spring of

This meeting was called by Sir Culling Smith In protest of the

ywevnooth College Endowment proposed by Sir Robert Peel and the cabinet.

whe Maynooth endowment was an attempt to endow a Roman Catholic college
= British cabinet. Thie protest meeting brought Protestants te-
r in opposition to thls measure and the discussion could have led
‘&0 the Idiverpool meeting.3 All of these events contributed to the reso-
n of a group of Scottish ministers to issue the call for the
erpool conference. J. Angell James and Sir Culling Smith were active
e Idverpool conference as well as these preliminary meetings. It
been suggested that the duty of calling the conference was given to
Scottish churches because they were not so involved with the strife
the English churches.
L At any rate, the call which directly resulted in the confer-
: 1:;:;. from fifty-five SBcots who represented the Free Church of
and, United Secesslon Church, Relief Church, Reformed Presbyterian
h, Original Session Church, Congregational and Baptist Churches.
went to "Evangelical Christians of England, Wales, and
lend." The announced object of the meeting was, "To associate and
ntrate the strength of an enlightened Protestantism against the en-

hments of Popery and Puseyism; and to promote the interests of a

. 3 The Christian Observer, Vol. 45 (London: J. Hatchard and Son,

5J1 P. 135.
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edings of the Anti-Maynooth Committee that met in the spring of
. This meeting was called by Sir Culling Smith in protest of the
vaynooth College Endovment proposed by BSir Robert Peel and the cabinet.
Meynooth endowment was an attempt to endow a Roman Catholic college
he British cabinet. This protest meeting brought Protestants to-
in opposition to this measure and the discussion could have led
z.f s Iiverpool meeting.3 All of these events contributed to the reso-
n of a group of Scottish ministers te issue the call for the
pool conference. J. Angell James and Sir Culling Smith were active
the Liverpool conference as well as these preliminary meetings. It
! *tg;gen suggested that the duty of calling the conference was given to
Scottish churches because they were not so involved with the strife
English churches.

At any rate, the call which directly resulted in the confer-
e came from fifty-five Scots who represented the Free Church of
1, Unlted Secession Church, Relief Church, Reformed Presbyterian
1, Original Session Church, Congregational and Baptist Churches.
1 went to "Evangelical Christians of England, Wales, and
The announced object of the meeting was, "To associate and
rate the strength of an enlightened Protestantism against the en-
ents of Popery and Puseyism; and to promote the interests of a

3 Zr"l,@,e?Christian Observer, Vol. 45 (London: J. Hatchard and Son,
p' 35.
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ural Ch:rist:T.a.n:l_'l:y."LL This invitation was sent only to those who

publicly manifested their concern for union. In addition to repre-

atives from the above free churches there were twenty members of the
 shed Church present. In all, about 216 persons were actually

nt. The meeting lasted three days, There were six public meetings
everal sub-committee meetings "Por framing resolutions and the

of future action." The entire first meeting was given to prayer

2 From the beginning of the conference it

sading of the Secriptures.
wae clear that the meeting would be more than a devotional, union meet-
The intention was to indicate a basis for a greater meeting on the

of Christian Union.

The Christian Observer published a letter from the Rev. E.

; rsteth, an evangelical Anglican, in which he lists the resolutions
e Liverpool conference. The meeting was chaired by the Rev. J. A.
- of Birmingham; the Rev. Dr. Raffles of Liverpool; the Rev. Edward
rsteth; the Rev. Dr. Newton; the Rev. W. Innes of Edinburg; and the
Dr. John Brown of Edinburgh. The important resolutions are in-
ded as an appendix.
Then the conference expressed its opinion that "alienation of
tlans from one another, on account of lesser differences, has been
of the greatest evils in the Church of Christ." This has been the
.

- Ibid., p. 735.

2 Tbid., p. 728.
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» hindrance to the progress of the gospel both at home and abroad.
e assenmbled expressed thelr own humiliation for their part in theo-
and ecclesiastical disputes. They had good reason to do this
1se many of them were leading antagonists of the Established church.
Megrnestly and affectionately recommended" that they, as well as
heir Priends "put away all bitterness and wrath, anger and clamour, and
speaking, with all malice.” They agreed to spend some time in the
on of each Monday in prayer for the Holy Spirit to hasten and

all attempts to promote Christian union. The conference was
bpy to report that not only was there "a general and warm desire for
ended Christian union, but ample ground of common truth, on a cordial
' in which the assembled brethren could themselves unite, for many

;ant objects."

At this time it was still deemed necessary for

e to be broad agreement on doctrine before any Christian organiza-
auld be formed. This was one way of insuring a kind of harmony

b 'snight' not be so easily attained in a more heterogenous group. The
's of this conference, as well as those at the London conference,
conscious of a threat to Christianity from skepticism and the com-
ustrial revolution. Already at this time the social reforms of
h voting practices had been accomplished. This concern led the
‘ence to see this doctrinal basis as a kind of testimony to Truth.
Xt conference was to embrace only such persons as "hold and main-

- What ere usually understood to be evangelical views" of Christian

ine. The basis agreed upon at Liverpool is as follows:
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1. The Divine inspiration, authority, and sufficiency of
Holy Scripture.

2. The unity of the Godhead, and the Trinity of persons
therein.

: 3. The utter depravity of human nature in consequence of
the fall.

L. The inecarnation of the Son of Ged, and his work of
atonement for sinners of mankind.

5. The justification of the sinmer by faith alone.

s 6. The work of the Holy Spirit in the conversion and
sanctification of the sinner.

<

T« The right and duty of private judgment in the inter-
pretation of Holy Scripture.

- 8. The Divine institution of the Christian ministry, and
the authority and gerpetuity of the ordinances of Baptism and
the Lord's Supper.

The Conference made provision for a Provisional Committee of

uary and at Birmingham in April. The aggregate meetings were em-
ed to make all the necessary arrangements for the general meeting
held in London in the next summer. The Provisional Committee was
"use their efforts, by holding meetings, and by other suitable means,
awaken attention to the subject of Christian Union, to explain the
» and, as far as possible, to diffuse the Spirit of the present

nce in several Zl_ocza.l:f.ties.."7 There was little discussion on what

" The Christian Observer, Vol. 45, p. T729.

' ?.Ib.id.,‘ p. T29 ff.
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.
;,@ﬁactical objects of the proposed Alliance would be. These were to
me from the Provisional Committee.

An extensive body of literature rapidly appeared on the sub-
ot of the Proposed Evangelical Aliiance. The conference published a

tatement of the Proceedings of the Conference in Liverpool for

ting Christian Union, and of the Object of the Proposed Evangelical

- The ILondon Branch of the Provisional Committee published an
on the subject. Persons who were at the conference wrote brief
sses which were either published separately or in periodicals. The
hop of Dublin, Richard Whately, published an open letter to his
r in which he forbid them to join the Alliance, because it could

lead to further division by starting a new church. The Christian

ver published severe criticisms of the Alliance after it was urged
sh a letter of Rev. Edward Bickersteth on the subject. The edi-

The Christian Observer was alarmed at the thought of the propesed

nce because some of the members of the Liverpool conference and

of the Alliance supporters were public exponents of definite anti-
1shment principles. He quoted all of the Alliance leaders who

oke against the Establishment and assumed that they had not

L their minds on this subject. It was apparently true that some
more zealous evangelicals did see the Alliance as a move to get
Popishness and Establishment in one blow. Because the invitation
TPool came from Scotland, the Alliance was identified with a re-

nterest in the Solemn League and Covenant occasioned by the two-
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b, h anniversary of the League. One doubtful source of the invita-
n was from an anniversary celebration of the League and Covenant held
and just prior to the Liverpool invitation. The editor did not

- united opposition to establishment nor could he understand how

Church of England man could associate with dissenters in

Union.

The Christian Observer makes its sharpest blows at the doc-

'
)

al basis adopted at Liverpool. The editor charged that the basis
‘ambiguous and open to such wide interpretation that it did not
hing. The phrase "what 1s generally understood to be evangeli-
" had no meaning to him; given their interpretations it could
e the Tractarians as well as Papists. "The divine institution of
ﬂs*bian ministry" was open to the same charge. Did this mean the
ic succession or did it mean some general ministerial function
utside of the traditional laying on of hands. He makes quite a
of apparently unreconcilable doctrinal differences. He wonders
will sing Wesleyan "free grace” hymns or Calvinist "predestina-
ymns. Certainly some of his fears were well taken; but he seems
ted by fear of the dissenters and fear of trying the unknown more
common sense.

Other persons shared these fears of such an organization as
posed Alliance. At the fiftieth anniversary celebration of the
: 2, A. J. Arnold tells of a man who remarked to Rev. J. Angell

s, "Oh you will, all of you, be like the clean and unclean beasts in
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f; ark.” Rev. James is reported to have answered, "If we get on as
; y and harmoniously as they did in the ark, I shall be quite satis-
Tt was still a popular opinion that the best way to act toward
ose who differed from you was to bring them around to your point of
.. Tt seemed ridiculous and even scandalous to many persons to think
nding to be in agreement with other denominations, even if dis-
ents were acknowledged. This opinion i1s summed up in the follow-
wuotation from the dissenting newspaper, The Patriaot.

ugh men may have the root of the matter in them, yet, if
y, or even a few of their leading sentiments are anti-
-iptural, or if their conduct in some chief particular is
variance with the rules of the Gospel, it is my duty to
fuse spiritual fellowship with them, till they become
orthodox and holy. I am not to hate or injure; but instead
of treating them as worthy disciples of Christ, I am to do
'all God commands me for reclaiming them from the paths of
“error and sin.

|

London Conference

Invitations to the General Conference to be held in London
it to evangelical Christians throughout the world. Some of those
ved the invitation in America met in New York, on May 12 and
, to discuss the proposal, The meeting rejoiced in the proposed

ral Convention of Christians in London. They approved of the basis

of the Tenth International Conference. Held in London, June
» 1896 (London: John F., Shaw and Co., 1897), p. 45.

“ The Christian Observer, Col. 46, p. 498.
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implied a doctrine of eternal rewards and punishment. This
ion resulted in a ninth article of the basis. The Americans felt

he London meeting should say something about the Sabbath. They

ed that in the proposed union individual liberty in regard to worship
ns would be maintained. They hoped that one result would be a wider
of the Bible. They rejoiced in the proposal to hear reports
state of evangelical religion in various countries. dJustin

.~ Henry Pohlman, John McLeod, William Patton, Leonard Bacon,

o Elton, and Alexander Mann signed the document which was sent to

1don provisional committee .lO

After careful and thorough preparation the Conference on
an Union finally got under way in London on August 19, 1846.
were nine-hundred-twenty-five members who listed their names on

5. Almost one-third, or two-hundred-ninety-five were laymen.

~ Report of the Proceedings of the Conference held at Freemason's
don, from August 19th to Sept. 2nd, 1846 (London: Partridge &
47), p. xxvli. Hereinafter referred to as, Report of the Pro-
»+«. Correspondence in reply to the invitation to come to

s receilved from several sources: The Church in Geneva; a
Conference in Berlin; the Evangelical Synod of Tecklenburg; A.
» M.D., the Hague; A. W. Mdller, Liibeck; a Pastoral Conference
lcal Ministers at Konigsberg; Evangelical Church at Morges;
s In Dantzic; Dr. Merle d'Aubigné containing a plea for

- In Russian; Missionaries and other Christians at the Cape of
pe; an Evangelical Alliance formed in Canada; Convention of

©of Christian Union in New York; the Toronto Association for

- Union; the Ministers of Baltimore, U.S.A.; New Hampshire Free
1sts; Perth, Canada, Evangelical Alliance; Baptist Union,
Methodist New Connexion, Manchester; Wesleyan Methodist

» Whose annual assembly urged that the basis be changed to
LR€r's to become members; The Wesleyan Conference; and the Anti-
»ociety of London, who urged the exclusion of slave holders.
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erican delegation was rather small; seventy-five persons listed
mited States as their homes. This American delegation was largely
cal; only fifteen laymen are listed. Most of the Americans were
ted by thelr ruling ecclesiastical bodies to attend the conference.
ot of delegation indieates an active interest in Christian union
the American churches. A complete list of American delegates will
und in the appendix. The meeting was dominated by British Congre-

, Methodist, and Established Churchman. It is interesting to

he 1list of denominations represented. Many of the groups listed
ong since disappeared or merged with other groups. There is also

apparent confusion of denominational names. Some members refused

1list their denomination, preferring to be known simply as evangelical
lans. There are fifty-four denominations listed, some with only

"ijéﬁresentative.ll

The complete list is as follows: Advent Church, 2; African

1st Eplscopal, 1; American Episcopal, 1; Assoclate Reformed, 1;
ate Synod of Ulster, 1; Baptist, 76; Bible Christians, 4; Calvin-

Methodists, T; Congregationalist, 183; Church of God, 13 Dutch Re-

b; English Presbyterian Church, 34; Church of England, 135;

of Geneva, 2; Church of Scotland, 1h4; Evangelical Church, Brus-

L5 Evangelical Church of France, 2; Evangelical Frilends, 1;

al Lutheran, 33 Free Church of England, 1; Free Church of Scot~

3 Free Evangelical Church of France, 1; French Congregational

1; French Protestant Church, 1; Swedish Protestant Church, 23

- Church of France, 2; French Reformed Church, 5; General Baptist,

al Lutheran Church, 1; German Reformed, 1; Irish Established

193 Irish Presbyterian, 17; Lutheran Church, 7; Methodist Epis-
ch, 17; Methodist New Connexion, 3; Moravian, U4; Original Se-

23 Primitive Methodist, 8; Reformed Church of Bremen, 1; Re-

urch of Geneva, 1; Reformed German Church, 1; Reformed Presby-

 15; Reformed Swiss Church, Uj (continued on page 30)
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The Conference was chaired by Sir Culling Eardley Smith.

. of possible chairmen for devotional, business, and public meetings
4‘poaed by the Provisional Committee and approved by the Confer-

- ' A1l of the chairmen for the business sessions were laymen, There
: e concern that Americans should be represented on these lists;

. 1t was declded not to include them because they were unfamiliar
glish ways of conducting business. Reporters were banned from

ference, The proceedings and discussions were recorded by

phers and made public in the Report of the Proceedings of the

e.... Members were asked not to release reports to the press
ter the conference was over, The reason for this is obvious,

1 not want the meeting to be misrepresented.

The members were invited by Rev. B, W. Noel, of the Church of
to participate in Holy Communion at his church on the first
of the conference. About 150 of the brethren from various de-
ons attended the 8:00 se::‘v:l.ce.l2 Fach session was opened with
L exercises conducted by various ministers.

The Provisional Committee had done its work well. A complete

a resolutions was proposed and placed in the hands of the

d from page 29) Theological School, Geneva, 13 United Church,
#s United Evangelical German, 1; United Secession, 47; Welsh
tlonalist, 1; Welsh Calvinistic Methodist, 2; Wesleyan Associa-
5 Wesleyan Methodist, 168; Relief Synod, 7; Secession Church, 1;
"13)«-11; U,8.A,, 31. (Report of the Proceedings..., Appendix C,

"~ Report of the Proceedings..., p. 159.
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of the conference., These resolutions were carefully serutinized
‘;mmference before they were adopted. The first hurdle which had
sed in the formation of the Alliance was the feasibility of the
e idea, This had been well debated in the preceding months; the
came with the conviction that they could and would form an

cal Alliance. At the Liverpool conference, there was some ques-
to just what this union would be. Some clearly hoped for an

ed union of churches, others believed that a federation of

would be possible, while the majority were of the opinion that
1d be no visible union except of persons on the basis of cer-

1 common and essential points of doctrine. Denominational differ-
ere still too important to be overlooked. The goal was a mani-
on of the essential unity of the invisible Church, which could be
aetically expressed in the lives of individuals acting on the
theilr common Christianity. The purpose of the Evangelical

was not to create the unity of the Church, but to confess and
58 1t. It was hoped that the members could exhibit to the world,
1iving and everlasting union binds all true believers together

1lowship of the Church of Christ."” The conference expressed

he divisions.

~ The Alliance was formed with the following resalution.
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s therefore, the members of this conference are deeply

vinced of the desirableness of forming a confederation on
basilis of great evangelical principles held in common by

em, which may gfford opportunity to members of the Church

- Christ of cultivating brotherly love, enjoying Christian
ercourse, and promoting such other objects as they may

~after agree to prosecute together; and they hereby pro~

d to form such a confederation under the name of "THE
ANGELICAL ALLIANCE.".3

. ag this resolution passed, the conference rose in unison and
doxology. It took several minutes to restore order, so great
rejoicing. The first hurdle had been passed; the Alliance had
med, The rejoicing was great but a little premature; they had
ided on the need for such an organization and its name. There
thorny problems in the road to complete formation.

The next crisis to be faced in the formation of this new ex-
nt in Christian cooperation was to determine what the doctrinal
admission would be. The Liverpool doctrinal basis was only in-
to be & guide for further discussion. There had been plenty of
ussion in the months between Liverpool and London. Dr. Chalmers,
very influential in the formation of the Alliance, urged that
posed Alliance abandon the Liverpool basis and replace it with
ple confession of Peter: that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of
He argued that this was the only essential in which they could
+ But, his argument did not make much impression on the

of the Alliance., Instead of being shortened, the basis was en-

feport of the Proceedings..., p. Th.
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~ The Americans had insisted that a ninth article be included
would serve to witness against Universalism, which was presenting
'_ threat to New England theology. The conference was very much
ed with satisfying the Americans. Thus, the article that became
th article was introduced.
- The basis was considered seriatim and then sent to a cammittee
ed it with the articles rearranged in their present form. In
to the introduction of the article on the judgment, the article
with the Christian ministry and the Sacraments received much
ion. This wag due to the desire of many members of the confer-
inelude the Quakers in their fellowship. It was generally con-
hat the Quakers were Christians; but, as the discussion pointed
e Quakers were rejected by the article on the Scriptures as sure-
ey were by the sacramental article. This article testifying to
: leiency of the Holy Scriptures was deemed so important in the
ant protest against Rome that it could not be abandoned, If this
le é‘ast out the Quakers then there was no reason to delete the
» on sacraments, because the conference was fully agreed on its
A very interesting point was brought out in these discussions on
> basis. The sentiment was stated without challenge that
ance did not propose to include all Christians. This is a
fact. While they wished to witness to Christian unity, they
5 include all Christians in their fellowship. There was a

debate over the explaining clause which followed the statement of
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gis. The clause was sent to a committee where it was completely

ded, but still maintaining its original sense. The original

e was clumsily worded and was passed in an improved form.

The doctrinal basis was finally ratified, nemine contradicente,

t 24, At the announcement of this, the conference rose and
g, "Al1l Hail the Great Immanuel's Name." The basis with the accompa~
ing explanations is as follows:

With a view, however, of furnishing the most satisfactory
explanstion, and guarding against misconception, in regard to
ir design, and the means of its attainment, they deem it
edient explicitly to state as follows:

Resolved, That the parties composing the Alliance shall
be such persons only as hold and maintain what are usually
erstood to be evangelical views, in regard to the matters
of doctrine understated, namely,

1., The Divine Imnspiration, Authority, and Suffieciency of
Holy Scriptures.

2. The Right and Duty of Private Judgment in the Interpre-
lon of the Holy Seriptures.

3. The Unity of the Godhead, and the Trinity of the
sons therein.

4. The utter Depravity of Human Nature In consequence of
Fall,

5. The Incarnation of the Son of God, His work of Atone-
for sinners of mankind, and His Medlatorial Intercession
Reign,

6, The Justification of the sinner by Faith alone.

i n”‘T; The work of the Holy Spirit in the Conversion and
anctification of the sinner,

8. The Immortality of the Soul, the Resurrection of the
Y, the Judgment of the World by our Lord Jesus Christ, with
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FEternal Blessedness of the Righteous, and the Eternal
punishment of the Wicked.

9. The Divine institution of the Christian Ministry,

the obligation and perpetulty of the ordinances of

tism and the Lord's Supper.

It is, however, distinctly declared: First, that this

hrief Summary is not to be regarded, in any formal or

~siastical sense, as a Creed or Confession, nor the

ption of it as involving an assumption of the right
horitatively to define the limits of Christian Brother-

od, but simply as an indieation of the .class of persons

m it is desirable to embrace within the Alliance:

nd, that the selection of certain tenets, with the

ssion of others, is noet to be held as implying that the

er constitute the whole body oﬁ important Truth, or

the latter are un-important

The Evangelical Alljiance has been criticized because of the
ed nature of its doctrinal basis, While the limits of its basis
n one of the causes which prevented the Alliance from fulfilling
2ams of 1ts founders, 1t must be remembered that this basis was

0 in 1846. Christians were still generally confident in the ab-
ruth of their dectrinal statements. It must be admitted that

sis is a summary of Christian doctrine as taught and affirmed by

ity of Christians. The basis has served its purpose of limit-

could not in good conscience overstep. S. H. Cox of America

p the reasons of the conference for having such a doctrinal

eport of the Proceedings..., p. 189.




hig speech supporting it. He says that it will be used as a
admission which will serve to guard the Alliance against embrac-
Christians. It will serve as a bond of unicon, a point to

| members can testify as true. And most important of all it will

a testimony to the world of the truth which binds all evangeli-

stants. It will show the Romans and skeptics that Protestantism
d even though it may appear in diverse forms. The feeling was

- such an affirmation of Truth would help stem the advancing
the foes of evangelical Christianity.

Cne of the chief objections to the Alliance was that it did
ose any practical objects. Those who had not been invelved in
ngs were convinced that the Alliance members were sitting up in
ory tower having some kind of esoteric experience which had no

'n with everyday life. The editor of The New Englander thought

'y had sacrificed a great deal to get this pleasant spiritual

L.

‘HE could not see assoclating with Established Churchmen, who

0 corrupted by their system. He called for an Alliance based upon
> anti-establishment principles. He wanted the Alliance to set
Jects the removal of all state churches and of Roman Catholi-
LS was one proposed object for the Alliance. Dr. Chalmers had
feme object in mind when he proposed a Protestant Alliance without
“Urinal basis but with the practical objects of anti-Remanism and
of the poor.

- Happily, the members of the Alliance saw that there were al-
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many societles organized for such practical ends, The editor

+tish Quarterly Review must have had several supporters in the

e, because his warning that the Alliance must not be "organized
e" was heeded. He could not see how the Alliance could under-
r practical action with such a vast and diverse membership.

p vocatlon, as the friends of Christian Union, is, not to become

s of public bodies or of systems, but simply to receive all

wld

ren who are willing to be of their fellowship. It was hoped

3 object would be to promote the causes of Christianity and the
of the Church.

Since the Alliance was composed of individual Christians only,
cts were those whiech would be accomplished by individual action.

The great object of the Evangelical Alliance be, to aid
manifesting, as far as practicable, the unity which exists
the true disciples of Christ; to promote their union by
raternal and devotional intercourse; to discourage all envy-

8, strifes, and divisions; to impress upon Christians a

r sense of the great duty of obeying their Lord's command
love ong another," and to seek the full accomplishment of
mprayer.l6

csmbers of the Alliance were reminded that it would be an important

ard Christian union if they would do their duty

~

0 be kind, tender-hearted, forbearing one another in lave,
iving one another, even as God for Christ's sake hath for-

e British Quarterly Review, Vol. III, p. 533.

Report of the Proceedings..., p. 24O0.
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ven them; in everything seeking to be faollowers of God, as
gr children, and to walk in love as Christ also has loved

. and helpful encouragement.

To further the Alllance's objects 1t was decided to receive at
world and to open and maintain correspondence with Christian

se interest in their welfare.

Alliance contemplates chlefly the stimulating of

tilans to such efforts as the exigencies of the case may
demand, by giving forth its views in regard to them, rather 18
n carrylng out these views by an organization of its own.

area of promoting religious liberty the Alliance found what was
1ts chief object.
Dr. Schmicker was given the responsibility of moving the

lon of the organization of the Evangelical Alliance. The plan was

1

an "ecumenical," world-wide fellowship, Immediately, it was de-

consider Schmucker's motion seriatim. The Pirst clause read:

- That the Alliance shall consist of those persens, in all
A of the World, who shall concur in the Principles and
ects adopted by the Conference; it being understood that
‘:Mbmbigs adhere as Christians, in their individual

1ty. :
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as this clause had been read, Rev. J. Howard Hinton, a London

moved !

That in the First Clause, after the words "those
ons," the words "not being Slaveholders," be inserted.

20
this because of the proposal to make a General Organization
lgﬁuld bring all branches into close contact. This motion caused
rq;-@vstir from the conference, so much so that one brother had to
to ask that there be no more "audible marks of disapprobation or
ntrary.” Thus the controversy began which was to wreck the
s hopes of accomplishing a world-wide organization. Dr.
d most of the British members could not recognize the
character of slaveholders and could not meet with them in
ian fellowship.

It had been anticipated that this issue would arise. The
had hoped that the Alliance would leave this issue complete-
and busy itself with other urgent matters, The relations be-
1e United States and Great Britain were rather touchy at this
use of commercial and political difficulties. There was also
trong anti-slavery sentiment throughout the British Isles. The
ion of British slaves had come, peacefully, only ten years
», after a long and bitter conflict. The British could not under-

- apparent American compromise with slavery. The radical

fIbid., p. 290.
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nist views of Garrison had gained a wide audience in Britain.

the Provisional Committee, at an aggregate meeting in Birmingham
, 1846, passed a resolution as follows:

_ That, while this Committee deem it unnecessary and in-
expedient to enter into any question on the subject of

veholding, or on the difficult circumstances in which

istian Brethren may be placed in Countries where the law
Slavery prevails; they are of opinion, that invitations

ught not to be sent to individuals, who, whether by their

fault, or otherwise, may be in the unhappy position of

blding their fellow-men as Slaves.

13 new restriction did not reach New York until May, when several of
legates had already embarked for the meeting. The Americans did
time for any formal actlon on this matter before coming to
Upon their arrival in London they were given a form to sign
h they approved of the "Doctrinal basis and principles con-

in the accompanying document.” They were thus enrolled as
ponding members of the Evangelical Alliance. At the same time

I

ttention was directed to a separate document compiled by the
Division in July, 1846. This document called attention to the

am resolution printed above, and stated that this matter

brought to the attention of the August conference. The

Solds;, p. Lop,
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g regarded this document as objectionable. In addition to the

!Afgeing irrelevant and coming too late for consideration, it was
ve to them as Americans. They stated that it was calculated

d the feelings of unoffending Christian Brethren in the Slave-
,statés, and to retard the abolition of slavery" in the United
The British just did not understand the Amerdican position.
could not see how a man could be opposed to slavery and still

4 slaves. The American protest finally met with some sympathy when
re delegation suggested that they would pull out of the

if the Britisi& did not stop interfering in this matter.

The Americans were disappointed that this issue had been
They had hoped that all members in good standing of all

tant denominations might be members of "this holy Alliance"; and
§ any difficulties and evils seemingly "inconsistent with true re-
" would be taken care of by the "proper ecclesiastical organiza-
They would have left all national and local evils to national
al agencies.z2 This was not a straw man that they were fight-
There were Americans who tried to enter the conference but were
lembership in the Evangelical Alliance because they were slave~
Dr. 5. H., Cox reminded the conference of the case of a Mr.
& plous man from Kentucky, who owned nine slaves and who had

ected by the Alliance. American slaveholders continued to be

‘Robert Bairg, op. cit., p. L43.
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ed from British and international Alliance meetings until after

This issue came up late Thursday night. All day Friday was
. in debate. The conference had planned to adjourn before the
a5 over, but without a settlement on this issue this was not
le. Finally the issue was referred to a committee to meet early
day morning and to report back that evening with a solution.
y a resolution allowing Slaveholders was passed, provided that
eld their slaves because they had no other choice. This was an
ppy compromise. The conference recessed to meet again on Monday.
y the subject was again brought forth. Both the abolitionists
e Americans were not satisfied with the compromise requirement.
the matter had been discussed all morning, it was decided to re-
ra 1t to the same committee for reconsideration. The conference
ned until Tuesday morning, September 1. The conference had been
ion for eleven days. Many of the members had left and those
1ing were getting weary of debate.

- The outcome was that, on Tuesday morning, the conference
sed resolutions which left the details of organization uncertain
the branch Alliances could be formed and another general con-
held, Members of district organizations could become members
Alliance only by the consent of all the district organizations
vote of a general conference. They could be members of any

> Organization by requirements set up by the district. The
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ct orgenlzations were not to be held responsible for the actions
» other district. Seven areas were recommended for the formation
district organizations: The United Kingdom; The United States;
Belgium, and French Switzerland; North of Germany; South of

and German Switzerland; British North America; the West

A General Conference was to be convened as soon as it was
by the district organizations and with their unanimous con-
ce. Provided, that the members of the London conference, who

. their membership, were considered members, and that "all ques-

jance."3 Thus, in the words of Sir Culling Smith, "The Con-
nce refused to give a diluted testimony against slavery. That it

ound it impossible to retain its testimony as it stood; but that, it
iced to its sense of duty in the matter of slavery, the cherished
f an immediate, numerous, mutually responsible Ecumenical mem-
e

To many of the English, the Alliance had shown a soft stand

| the subject of slavery by refusing to pretend to form a General

23
3 Report of the Proceedings..., p. 503.

Arthur Tappan, et. al., Remonstrance and Protest against the
pursued by the Evangelical Alliance on the question of American
(New York: W. Harned, 18L47).
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entire American delegation. The extreme radical anti-slavers

only believe that the slavery issue had been purposely avoided

d in Exeter Hall by the Anti-church-and-state party. The rally-
point of the meeting was anti-slavery. Lloyd Garrison and George
son were the chief speakers. They vehemently attacked the

iglish ministers for giving in to the Americans and the Americans for
- "hypoeritical and sanctimonious support of slavery." The meet-
et with such hearty approval from the English people that the

n Patriot pronounced this as the death blow for the Evangelical
wee.25
Thus, in spite of open opposition, and misunderstanding, for
' or for worse, the Evangelical Alliance was launched. In spite
8 rather unhappy ending the London conference was truly remark-
It was the first meeting of its kind, Never before had so many
om so far been convened with the sole purpose of doing something

- the divisions of the Church, It was unique in that, in an age
€N such a thing wes unheard of, it tried to embrace Calvinist and
lan, dissenter and Churchmen in its fellowship, The task was not

‘ 2 The New Englander, Vol. V, p. 106.
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. as Dr. Edward Steane, the first Secretary of the Alliance,

Tt has required incessant thoughtfulness and the most
chful care lest an indiscreet word spoken or sentence

ten should wound the sensitiveness or offend the preju-
es of the curiously mixed %nd balanced ideas of which
» association is composed.g

The meeting was a mountain top experience for the members.
: urned to thelr respective homes with a new inspiration and en-
born from this unique experience in their lives. They had
sed what they had believed all along--Christians are one body in

Thus they took as their motto--Unum Co/rpus in Christo. Many

e believed that this was the first step toward the time when
would be an "Alliance, not only of individual Christians, but of

Christians and all the Churches throughout the World."27

- Rouse and Neill, op. cit., p. 320.
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CHAPTER IV

 THE EVANGELICAL ALLTANCE IN THE UNITED STATES

pts at Forming an American Branch

Upon their return home, the American brethren who had
n part in the great Alliance Meeting in London, in
lost no time in calling the attention of the

stian publie to the subject. Several large and in-
ing meetings were held in the city of New York, at

h the Doctrinal Articles and Practical Resolutions
ead, and statements made by those who had been

ent at the meetings in Europe. ,

During the Anniversaries in New York, in the month of

1847, after much consideration and discussion, the

cles of the General Alliance were accepted with entire
‘:ﬂmity.l

American Church historian, Robert Baird, describes what

in America as a result of the London conference., The ques-

? what to do with slaveholders had come up in London and could
ded in America. Baird reports that the problem was put "in
le a shape as was consistent with the maintenance of

with the General Alliance." He does not explain what this
it apparently meant that the American Alliance had to make
rictions regarding slaveholders. It is probable from the
sion at London that the Americans allowed slaveholders, who

A no fault of their own were slaveholders, to become members.
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With high hopes, the American Alliance was launched.
ies were started; meetings for prayer were held. In smaller
Alliance held meetings with all or most of the evangelical

ng. A monthly magazine, The Christian Union, #as started in

As long as Baird served as editor the magazine was published;
hen he left in 1850, the magazine ceased. For several winters
» meetings "for prayer and exhortation in reference to the duty

mn

ian Union, were held in New York City. An agent was em-
- the Alliance to "visit churches and preach on the subject.”

g small group was maintaining the Alliance with annual

| ‘Baird's report was given to the First International Confer-
f the Alliance in 1851. There is no record of American activi-
n this time and 1867. In his report Baird tells of the
lties confronting the American Branch. The foremost objection
Alliance was, of course, the slaveholding issue. The restric-
opposed by moderates because they felt it would hurt persons
I; ding states who justly needed Christian fellowship and
union. The abolitionists objected because they thought the
menbers of the Alliance had taken a weak attitude against
The second and third objection listed by Baird further ex-

he first. The Americans did not like the idea of forelgn




on in any sphere, especially ecclesiastical. This was

of the British Alliance to discuss and iron out their diffi-
Nothing was settled in these meetings. But, the British
ot least willing to listen to the Americans.

The American Civil War finally came in 1861. The exigency
he moment and the natural death of the members of the 1846 confer-
meant that, for all intents and purposes, the feeble Evangelical
was dead in America. The Civil War did stimulate the cause
cal énd social solidarity. Men found that there was a world

nd their local horizens inhabited by fellow Americans just like
The War also affected thinking about Christian union. Minis-
om different churches left their parishes to minister to the
and found that they were offering the same prayers and

the same Savior., The chaplains found a new attitude toward

il Chrj.st:l.za.ns.lL

nry B. Smith, Report on the State of Religion in the United
iémerica made to the Fifth General Conference of the Evan-
ance at Amsterdam, 1867 (New York: Evangelical Alliance,
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can Alliance Is Revived

It was not so much the Civil War as the leadership of Philip
¢ that caused the revival of the Evangelical Alliance. dJune T,
the Madison Square Presbyterian Church, Dr. Schaff presided
oting designed to promote the cause of the Evangelical Alliance
e United States. Dr. James McCosh, professor in Queen's College,
was the featured speaker at this meeting. Schaff says that
"ealled forth radical speeches against ancient creeds, but
. carried substantially in the end." Schaff, the historian,
have any union not based upon historie Christianity. The

id not meet with too much success, for we find Schaff writ-

months later, to Dr. McCosh: "Unfortunately, we have no en-

nt whatever from the laity as yet. But we hope for the

The American Branch was reorganized, January 30, 1867.
Dodge, a prominent and philanthropic merchant from New
elected presgident. He served in this capacity for at least
LX years. During his presidency he, personally, met most of
ce expenses. In addition to the details of organization, a
headed by Henry B. Smith, chairman of the executive com-

'y drew up a report for the Fifth General Conference of the

d ‘Schaff, Life of Philip Schaff (New York: Charles
ons, 1897), p. 25L.
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, which met in Amsterdam, in 1867.6 S. Irenaeus Prime, who was

at this time, presented the report. The American Branch

- 1846 doctrinal basis of the Alliance, with the explanation
rticles and explanatory statement are to be seen as "a sum-~
e consensus of the various Evangelical Confessions of

The explanation also emphasized that the Alliance was "taking

n

orical, and evangelical catholic ground, and more emphasis

laced upon the person and work of Jesus Christ. Schaff's influ-
, the formulation of these explanations is eviden.'t..7
The Civil War had solved the great practical problem which
Aathe ruination of the American Alliance--the question of

p with slaveholders. Membership in the Alliance was open to
who on his own application, signed the Constitution and

d to the principles, basis, and objects of the Alliance. The

e set a rather ambitious object as 1ts goal, It hoped to act

- au of Correspondence and Information" in obtaining facts, and
hem with pertinent suggestions, about organized infidelity
‘stition, religious freedom, the observance of the Lord's Day,
immoral hebits of soclety,” Of course, the promotion of evan-

union was to be the chief object. In 1874, this elaborate

Henry B. Smith, op. cit., p. 3.

basis is given in full in Appendix O. It appears in each
ort.
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ent of objectives was shortened to:

The objects of this Association shall be to manifest

and strengthen Christian unity, and to promote religious

erty and co-operation in Christian work, without inter-

ing with the internal affairs of different denomina-
Provision was made for the adoption of local organizations.
the Alliance was gaining wider popular support. Auxiliaries
ormed in fifteen different cities. They ranged from Boston to
us, Kansas, and Pella, Iowa; and from Duluth, Minnesota, to

bon, D.C. Cleveland, Cincinnati, Springfield, and Oberlin gave
, more auxiliary units than any other state.9 As 1s the case with
ocal cooperative efforts, these auxiliaries were probably

Nineteenth Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
tates of America, 1887 (New York: Evangelical Alliance,
Bl

e list published in the 1871 Annual Report is the most com-
t of auxiliaries available. All of these units were

zed in 1870. Washington, D.C., Peter Parker, M.D., Pres.; Rev.
Butler, Sec., Boston, Mass., Hon. Robert C. Winthrop, Pres.; Rev.
. Dunn, Sec. Baltimore, Md., Charles J, Baker, Pres.; Prof.

D. Baird, Sec. Philadelphia, Pa., Geo. H. Stuart, Pres.; Rev.
tehkin, See. Cleveland, 0., T. P, Handy, Pres.; Rev., Wm. H.

1, Sec. Pittsburgh, Pa., Felix R. Brunot, Pres.; Rev. S. F.
>¢. Cincinnati, O., Rt. Rev. C. P. McIlvaine, Pres.; Rev.
Moore, Sec. Chicago, I1l., John V. Farwell, Pres.; Rev.
tterson, Sec. Syracuse, N. Y., Rev. 8. B. Canfield, Pres.;
se T. Peck, Sec. ©Northern N. Y., Willard Does, Pres.; Rev.
raner, Sec. Springfield, 0., Rev. Samuel Sprecher, Pres.;
Lowry, Sec. Americus, Kans., M. L. Hancock, Pres.; Rev. J. A.
Sec. Oberlin, 0., Rev. Henry Cowles, Pres.; Rev. W. C.

, Sec. Iake Superior (Duluth, Minn.), Rev. Mason Gallagher,

V. J. R. Creighton, Sec. Pella, Iowa, no pres.; Mr. C.

'ger, Sec.
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ical and their continued existence depended upon the en~-

f a few leaders who might move at any time and leave the
die, If the auxiliary did notl_ling more than to cause some

rest in Christian union, even if it was transient, they

rk Conference

At the General Conference of the Evangelical Alliance in

the United States delegation invited the Alliance to New

or its next conference in 1870. The Amsterdam Conference

ted the invitation and suggested that the American Branch "enter
-espondence with the other Branches with a view to the accept-
the invitation, should it be found ‘desirable and practi.cable."lo
ondence between Branches to set a General Conference was made
y when the proposed General Organizetion lost all of its power
11t of the slavery issue at London.) The U.S. Alliance soon
preparation for the New York conference. It met on November L,
n Collegiate Dutch Reformed Church to set up the program;

)00 were raised to be applied toward the expense of the conference.
Dr. Schaff journeyed to Europe to promote the coming con-

e and the cause of the Evangelical Alliance. He worked

y in his native German Switzerland and in Germany. He met

‘Eenry B. Smith, op. cit., p. U3.
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he leaders of strict confessional Lutheranism, Tischendorf,

| 1itzsch, Tuthardt and Keil, only to discover that while they
ested in "Christian union as distinet from church union and
Ign, " they could not come to the New York Conference, as it

. them in the position of associating with "Unilonists,

and Methodists whom they oppose at home."u Schaff contacted
» and Tholueck. Tholuck declined his invitation because of old
agreed to send a paper instead. Schaff was particularly

to have these men in New York, in hopes that thelr prestige

nhance the Alliance. He wrote articles for many of the German

papers; but, wished that he could solicit someone else to do

. "But I cannot withdraw from the Alliance work, for the
of Protestantism and the honor of the United States are now in~
this co::xferenc:e_.":LE While in Germany Schaff secured a
encouragement for the Alliance from Kaiser Wilhelm.

On his way home, Schaff stopped in London to attend a meet-~
here in preparation for the New York conference. Three hundred
;s from England were announced. But, as Schaff wrote to

er, "I cannot believe that more than one-half that number will

Meetings were held every Sunday in New York City to arouse

- David Schaff, op. cit., pp. 248-9.

- Ibid--, Pe 256.
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in the coming conference.

neral Grant, Vice-President Colfax, and Secretary of

e Fisk have set their names to a paper indorsing the

of the conference and expressing the hope that it may
her the cause of Christian union among all the churches

the 1and.13
While Schaff took care of the promotion of the conference

opeans, S. Irenaeus Prime, editor of the New York Observer,

he leading spirit in making the local arrangements for the con-
Prime collaborated with Schaff in writing the history of the
e .

The roar of the guns of the Franco-Prussian War meant that
1d be no General Conference of Christians in New York, in the
870, The conference was postponed indefinitely. Schaff

his journal:

The General Conference is dead and buried, in the hape
blissful resurrection in 1871. I am busy all week with
ng up the business, It is a very sore disappointment.
uch precious time, strength and care apparently wasted!
hen God speaks man must be silent. The postponement
be overruled for the best,

1 he speaks only as a German protestant could:

:ables are turned, France is invaded and humbled to the
+ Napoleon is doomed. With him goes military despotism,
bty imperialism, a standing menace to the peace of

Pe, perhaps also the temporal power of the pope. God is
ing harder blows to Rome now than the General Conference
have dealt. Germany is united, and the union cemented
lood spilled in defence of the fatherland. We stand in
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awe before the judgment of the Almighty, who is now

ing a stirriﬁg chapter of history on the soil of unhappy,

ded France L

Wars are continual, but they never last forever. After the

rry of the war which ended in crushing defeat for France,

rairs soon returned to "normal.” One year after the war, in

he U,S. Alliance re-scheduled the General Conference for

2-12, 1873. For the most part, the arrangements remained the

+the new meeting as before. The Y.M.C,A., agaln, offered the

s building along with St. Paul's Methodist, Fourth Avenue

lan, and Madison Square Presbyterian churches. Interested
kers offered to open their homes to delegates. The three years

, ,:f'—y served to increase interest in the meeting,

The conference opened in the Y.M,C,A, building, on October

{3, with a social reception for members of the conference,

;’;’ of contributing churches, families entertaining delegates, and

friends of the Alliance, "All branches of the one Evangelical

e represented by clergymen and laymen, distinguished by

laritles, yet rejoicing to feel that they were one in

1.2 The history of the conference and the newspaper re-

detalled accounts of the elaborate decoration of the room

15 oOccasion, The room was decorated to suit the taste of the

Ibid., p. 257.

P Schaff and Irenseus Prime, op. cit., p. 6.
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hn bunting, flags and mottoes--an impressive stage for an
oressive meeting. Cordial greetings were exchanged the

ing from Lord Alfred Churchill; Rev. George Fisch of Paris;
k Coulin of Geneva; Prof. Dorner of Berlin; Prof, Christlieb

an; and Narayan Shesﬁadri, a converted high-caste Brahmin of

s

Williem E, Dodge presided at the opening business session on
-r 3, in Steinway Hall. It was reported that there were five-
sixteen delegates present from twenty-three countries. The
s delegation with two-hundred-ninety-four members far out-
he next largest delegation, that of the British with
ve members. This was clearly an American conference.
» Woolsey of New Haven, Conn,, was elected president of the
517 The conference adopted the following rules of order.
1. The proceedings of the conference shall be conducted
ording to the rules and regulations governing parliamentary

e 5.
2. A committee on the daily programme shall be appointed,
hom shall be referred, without debate, the papers, and

cures, and other matters submitted for the conference.
3. As the object of the conference is a comparison of
and free discussion, and not legislation, no resolu~

S committing the conference to special measures will be
Gained.

sy Dp. T=11.

3] D. 11 ff,
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li, No member shall be allowed to speak more than once
the same subject without the unanimous consent of the

erence,

e seen from these rules just what lines of action were to be
- the conference. The meeting was to be strictly a meeting for
ip and the exchange of ideas and information.
Even though the membership rolls contained only five-
ixteen names, the meetings were open and interest was high in
The second day the crowd was too large for the Y.M.C.A.
g simultaneous meeting was hastily arranged in the Fourth
| egbyterian Church. The general topic of the second day was
n Union.” October 5 was Sunday and the pulpits of New York
1led by the visitors. On Monday, the conference listened to
"Christianity and TIts Antagonisms.” Again the crowds forced
onal meeting, That evening the Alliance broke up into language
A French meeting was held in Assoclation Hall and a Welsh
in the Welsh Presbyterian Church. The general topic for the
was "The Christian Life," A children's meeting was held in
noon at the Church of the Disciples. Henry Ward Beecher and
arker spoke at two meetings in the afternoon, an improvised

g in Association Hall and the meeting of seminarians at the

n Square Presbyberian Church. The subject was "The Pulpit of
fige." The evening session held in Broadway Tabernacle dealt with

L Ibld,, pp. 16-17.
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schopls. Wednesday morning three meetings heard the

scuss "Romanism and Protestantism." This was a popular

- 1873, so soon after the Vatican Council. On the seventh
two meetings on "Christianity and Civil Government,” a

1 evening session was held. Prof. Christlieb read his paper,
Methods of Counteracting Modern Infidelity." "For two hours
~quarters he held the attention of a vast assembly and many
tanding during the whole time .M A special feature of the
ram was a visit to the prisons, charity homes, and insane
in New York, On Friday, the crowds caused a necessity for
irete meetings on the general topic, "Christian Missions--

i Domestic.” In the evening Dr, Schaff presided at a German
The remainder of the conference enjoyed themselves at the
mansion of William Dodge. The closing business session

d on Saturday. Aside from the usual expressions of apprecia-
lng was done. The closing public meetings were in three

on "Christianity and Social Reforms." The meeting offieially
t the affernoon session. The next week many of the foreign
visited Princeton, Philadelphia, and Washington, D.C., as
of the Pennsylvania Railroad. In Washington, they were

Ly received by President and Mrs. Grant and the Cabinet R

id., p. 33.

d., pp. 20-L46.
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pyblic interest in the meeting was extremely high. The New

s §s=published the complete speeches of each speaker for every day
l;;énference. Advance notice was given of every meeting through

of the newspapers. It was reported that as many as 15,000

s attended one day's sessions. The conference thus accomplished
hed meant to do. It was a demonstration of Christian union. It
~e than this. It was an exchange of ideas and information,

| ~ We rally here for no purpose that is selfish or secular,

inal or ecclesiastical. We have come simply for God's

or and man's help. We have not assembled for the defense
otestantism. The necessity for that is passed, thank

- But this Christian convocation has been summoned for fresh
ations of unity realized, for the interchange of the ele-~
3 of varied Christian civilizations, for debating and arming
defense of Christian liberty, for asserting the franchise of
conscience, for making full expesition of catholic ortho-
¢y in applied religion, proving that the Evangelical Alliance
ds and enforces those measures of truth which all Christian
lenominations confess and apply as essential for righteous rule
n government, the correct ordering of society, and the salva-
of the soul.=l
g

and teke between speakers was not as evident as that witnessed
' London conference in 1846; but the purpose of this meeting was
and the climate had changed considerably, The speakers were
0 say, politely, what they thought of one another. They were naot
ind to the Americans. J. F. Astié reported that Europeans had

the duty of "remonstrating with the religious public of

~ Ibid., p. 708.
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» concerning the too ample space they give to statistical details,
.d this as a very worldly and superficial mode of estimating

ess of the kingdom of God."™

Apparently, Americans have been

ed with numbers for quite some time.

~ Ideas were not only exchanged in the speeches; but also, in
spondence placed in the records. The Conference received

rom the Archbishop of Canterbury, who, while not a member,

ed with the Alliance idea. BSchaff received another statement
Alliance from the Emperor William of Germany, which was also

in the records. Several letters were received urging the confer-

. take some form of action, Because of its rules these were

lently placed in the records or turned over to a proper organi-

These included the subject of peaceful arbitration, Russian ad-

sia, Sanctification of the Lord's Day, the need for an Inter-

ologetic Association, and information about religious liberty

pium trade in Turkey. The conference was also informed of the

of an Alliance in Brazil, July 21, 1873. The branch was

pean and was unable to attend the c:on:E'erence.23

:Zi?ﬂobably the most interesting correspondence came from the 0ld

Congress. One of the chief factors for making the New York

guccess was the Vatican Council of 1870, The council's

ﬁ‘) b. 550.

b Pe 71O £F.
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. on papal infallibility came as quite a blow to the Protestant

to certain Roman Catholics. The growing strength and extreme

atism of Pius IX gave all Protestants new fear of Rome. The

olics, who could not accept the new dogme of infallibility,

from communion with Rome under the leadership of Bishop

as and Dr. Dollinger. They maintained friendly relatiomships with
Protestants. They invited Protestants to thelr first three con-

The Swiss Evangelical Alliance sent a letter of encouragement

. Dr. Schaff, himself, personally invited Prof. von Schulte,

inkens, and Dr. DSllinger to attend the New York Conference

t committing them to our Protestantism, nor committing the

2 to their O0ld Catholicism,"” Circumstances not named in the re-

ted them from attending. Schaff looked upon the (0ld Catho-

h much sympathy. As he read the letter from Bishop Reinkens, he

Old Catholics meet Protestants half-way, and are sin-
alming at a Reformation of the Romish Church by a re-
primitive purity and simplieity, Protestants ought to

it a duty and privilege tohextend to them the helping
prayer and active sympa.thy.2

d to note that the Alliance's contact with the 0ld Catholics
=2
“th the active leadership of Schaff.

A note of sadness marred the return of two of the European

Prof. Pronier of Geneva and the Rev. Antonio Carrasco of
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,»e- killed in a shipwreck on the way home. A fund was raised by

angelical Alliance for the widows! support and the education of

1dren. Mrs., Pronier made a cash settlement with the Alliance.
sco re-married; as her children reached their majority, they
ted by the fund, The fund remained in the hands of the U.S.
ce, until 1898, when it was given to the International Institute

s at San Sebastian, Spain, an undenominational institution in-
in Massachusetts. The total amount of the gift indicates the
of the fund--$5,000 in 4% U.S. bonds plus $500 interest.>”

- Schaff sums up the feelings of most of those who attended the
igs of the conference, when he wrote in his journal:

What a conference! It has surpassed the most sanguine
ectations. The Spirit of God toock hold of it and subdued
explosive elements and antagonistic interests, national
ch and German), sectional (North and South), sectarian
sonal, and has made it a grand and imposing exhibition
stian unity. God has shown what He can do when He

and He will bring about a real unity in His own good
the amazement of the world. All little discontents
wned in the ocean of universal harmony. Great encour-
of faith and hope. Gratitude of delegates who were
1lmed with hospitality and kindness, such as they never
need before. The interest of the community has been
nding, All my labors of four years are abundantly re-
Thus ends the most important chapter of my life, too
be noted down here, God be praised. I never felt
hankful and humble .20

irtieth Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
s of America, 1897 (New York: REvangelical Alliance, 1898),

ld Schaff, op. eit., p. 273.
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can delegates were amazed at the vigor and dedication of the
churches. For most of them this was the only trip to the New

. of their lives. Dr. Dorner wrote to Schaff:

The memories of our Journey continue to be fresh and

/id, and I am sure that North America, the much-ridiculed
i11-famed, has won a place of esteem in the eyes of the

man Christians, from a churchly and Christian point of

. For us the gain is this, that our hearts look out in-

the future of the church with more courage and freedom.=(

The general American public, apparently, never caught the same
4 of spiritual accomplishment from the meetings. The American mind

regter emphasis on the practical outcome of the conference than

its spiritual accomplishments. The New York Times, in an editorial

conference, was concerned that the conference had cost the
about fifty-thousand dollars.

We are not to Jjudge the good effected by this interest-
gathering from the mere reports in the papers, They only

us what is going on upon the surface. The great value

e meetings arises from the fact that they tend to make
rotestant ministers go to work with more heartiness than be-

‘ore, and to impress upon thelr minds the convietion that how-

=ver much they may differ on many points, they are in the main
working to maintain a common cause.

The immediate result of the conference in America was a spurt
est in the Evangelical Alliance. Any organization that could
show as big as the New York Conference caught the imagination of

.can publie, The American Alliance met the next day after the

he New York Times, October 9, 1873.
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1 Conference. At this session they voted to hold "a biennial
' -@r the discussion of living issues in religion, morals, and
‘“29 These meetings never occurred, the two national confer-
one international conference sponsored by the Alliance to deal
nese "living issues of religion" belong to another chapter in

an Alliance history.

The actual members of the Alliance met annually in Néw‘York,

. the month of January, to take care of necessary business, which

election of officers and recognizing new auxiliaries. In spite

he imagination of a capable leader with sufficient time and in-
give full time to promoting the Alliance. ©Schaff, had so many
erests, in teaching and writing, that he could not give perma-
ld to the Alliance. He was the only man who had the ability to ad-
~}and promote the Alliance. Except for a few scattered centers
"-tand influence throughout the country, New York City was to

center of Alliance activity.

ng and the Alliance's Social Reform Program
- The members of the Alliance thought that they had discovered
r they needed in Josiah Strong. Joslah Strong was the minister

ral Congregational Church in Cincinnati, Ohio. He had had a

aff and Prime, op. eit., p. 710.
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reer ranging from mission pastor to college professor to home

. gecretary. Strong gained national repute through his book, Our
., which was published in 1885, This book was originally a hand-

» the Congregational Home Missionary Society; but, in Strong's

i

was completely rewarked. The book dealt with the needs and

to the American way of life and to the Christian religion. These

féz@nﬁdy for these evils was the social gospel, His book became
t success, The executive board of the Alliance was impressed
3§§pman who could state so well the needs of the times and who

0 the gospel as the saving agent for society. On October 29,

r called Josiah Strong to be the General Secretary of the

| Alliance for the United States, He would give his "whole
duties of his office,"S0

There was a certain emphasis in the Alliance from the begin-

n the social aspect of the gospel, In addition to being an ex~

the Sabbath. The framers of the Alliance and those at the New
.ng, though, never spoke of the Alliance as an agent to fight

and the evil they brood. By 1886, the social gospel with its

eteenth Annual Report, 1887, p. 5.
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, upon the kingdom of God coming upon earth in the immediate

had such a hold upon the minds of American Christiang that

s program of social reform seemed to be the providential call to
of work for the American Alliance.

Strong's first concern was for social reform; then Christian
ould come of itself. Thus, he reversed the pattern of Alliance
Tnstead of unity for reform, he wanted reform for unity, Empha-
. Christian union is absent frowm Strong's writings. Cooperation
ary for the church to fulfill her social mission; it would cut
n needless competition, make the best use of existing resources,

31

op latent forces in the church. This new twist on the

jce idea was almost imperceptible. The Alliance had always been
nt toward organic union as the answer to unity, and had sought
n organization of individuals. Now it was individuals organized
ose--to remedy the evils of society, The Evangelical

or the United States had found its object. The Alliance set

1se and unite the members of the Evangelical churches toward

The Nineteenth Annual Report of 1887 was the declaration of

W line of work., Aid was planned to be given to the local

8 in their efforts at "reaching the entire population with the

ah Strong, The New Era (New York: Baker & Taylor, 1893),
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.1." Social and labor tracts were written and sent out for distri-
n. Plans were under way for conventions to educate and stir the
for their new work. Strong hoped to "create a literature of

Christian work, of such value that it alone would justify all

32

and expenses." If the people only knew the condition of the

v their "foolish optimism" would be overcome and they would work
the evils.

n the Alliance becomes a great bureau of information, there
1 be a mass of papers and facts sent in from all parts of
land, which, when carefully sifted and verified, will

ord sbundant material for a valuable monthly publication.

33

> reagon the American Alliance was never able to publish a regu-
er for this purpose. A guess would be that the reason was in-
ient funds. In its new work the Alliance, in Strong's words,
recognizes Jesus Christ as the only Savior of society as

as the only savior of the individual ... (and) shall seek
prove the deep practical interest of the allied churches in
ever concerns human welfare, all its activities shall be

3 vient to spiritual resultsA which must always be the
eme object of the churches,3

%@e;new thealogical basis of the American Alliance was laid: it
social gospel as interpreted by Josiah Strong and his followers.,

111 maintaining the Basis of 1846, to accommedate the European

* Nineteenth Annusl Report, 1887, p. 9.

pibicd., p. 11.

nty-eighth Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
ates, 1895 (New York: Evangelical Alliance, 1897), Dp. 5.
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the American branch rejected the articles on the sufficiency
Scriptures, by adding the progressive theory of evolution to
s of revelation; the article on the utter depravity of human
as altered by asserting the basic divinity of man; the "American"
n judgment and eternal punishment beceme the final triumph of

n of God over the lives of every man., The other articles were
ed to fit the new mood.

he method chosen by the Alliance to carry out this vigorous

n was house-to-house visitation. This call for cooperatiocn
al level by churches and individuvals fit perfectly into the
leas about unity. This method of evangelism, social reform,
cooperation was to be the distinctive mark of the Alliance
ve years, from 1886-1898, that Josiah Strong served as
retary. The method was not new with the Alliance. At the

wristian Cormission (formed as the U.S. Christian Commission

,C.A. during the Civil War) meeting in 1868, a speaker pro-
;—to—hguse visitation in the cities as a systematic method of
ng the city by the Y.M,C.A.35' Judging from the close rela-
 £n the Alliance and the Association, this is probably the
the Alliance idea of visitation.

House-to-house visitation became the sure mark of a local

rop Hudson, American Protestantism (Chicago: University
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Organization of new auxiliaries was discouraged if this pro-

.7 vigitation could not be started under supervision. The Alliance
hat if this method was rapidly adopted, leaders could not be
trained and it would tend to become a mere religious census.
this method would lead to failure and frustration, The method
I:~definite object that was for the visitor to get to know,

7, every person in his area~--to know his physical as well as
yal needs. Baltimore was the first large city to become fully
in 1887. In one year twenty-five thousand families were

|

d. The secretary of the Baltimore Alliance wrote:

given a new conception of Christian work and interest to

who have enlisted in the movement. By testimony of

tors from many churches, it has led people to church and

It has provided the organization and materials for a

lete system of visitation of the Who%e city, and has demon-

d its feasibility and usefulness.3

lzation of house~to-house visitation by the Evangelical

made necessary the appointment of Dr., Frank Russell as Field

to supervise the new work, He began his job in March, 1888.

.

Wo full time staff members and a challenging object the Alliance

0 be strong and healthy.

~ For the Christian the first step in soecial reform is evangel-

cuse~to~house visitation the Alliance had found a method of

elical Alliance, National Needs and Remedies. The Dis-
he General Christian Conference held in Boston, December,
York: Baker and Taylor Co., 1890), p. 10.
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m which not only reached the people but when carried out as

. it kept the people in the church. The problem of reaching the

any social reform. As Strong says:

It is among the masses that the greatest and most sig-
ant changes are taking place; it is the masses in this
ry which control ocur institutions and which will de~

ne the character of the coming civilization, and it is
masses which are, for the most part, alienated from the
-ches. The very class which most needs the moulding

2, ] hand of the church, if the new civilization is to be
tian, is the very class which today never comes within
each of the pulpit. When these facts are appreciated

e churches they will certainly see that if the people
not seek the churches, the churches must seek the

le; and if the people are to be sought, it must be where
- are, viz., in their homes and shops. This means ‘house-
wouse! visitation,

believed that personal contact through cooperative effort was the
n to the evils of the century. This could be achieved in larger
&8 1f they became institubional, but most churches could not

kind of program. The method of house-to-house visitation

= other option,

~ The exact method of approach to house-to-house visitation was
to0 the local auxiliary, The method had to suit local condi-

It was hoped that successful approaches would be shared with

8 through the National Evangelical Alliance. The object of

venty-fourth Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
es, 1891 (New York: Evangelical Alliance, 1892), p. O.
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was to remain the same--"to cover all the inhabited territory

38

e kindness of Christian acquaintance,” The various methods

he same requirements upon the auxiliaries in the various cities.
sy for house-to-house visitation to be effective it had to have
:ive support of a number of laymen, This meant that a larger

the church membership would have to be employed as a working
force. The denominations had to be massed together for this kind
d work, yet their distinguishing characteristics would remain un-
The workers in house~to-house visitation would have to develop
ility to make individual acquaintance with those not connected with
in their area. The community would be so thoroughly visited
- family would share the influence of the work, The work must
led as a part of the regular church life in the community.
point was the most difficult for the Alliance to maintain.
io-house visitation was not merely another religious census, It
nest effort to learn to know, personally, every person in the
This was a big assignment; but, the Alliance believed it
done with the cooperation of every church.

- The plan for organizing a local Alliance as advocated by Frank

churches in the work. They contact the national office or

ank Russell's report in: Redford, R. A. (ed.), Christendom
dpoint of Ttaly. Proceedings of the Ninth General Confer-
Evangelical Alliance held in Florence, 1891 (London:

- the Evangelical Alliance, 1891), Dp. 223.
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state secretary for the Alliance. With the backing and infor-
hus obtained they hold a public meeting in which the Alliance is
In a short time, a second meeting is held for all pastors and -
, for every hundred members in each participsting church. A
slate of officers is chosen; they report at the next meeting
titution, by-laws and permanent officers. At this second meet-
rritory is divided into hundred family units. A group of lay-
=d supervisors, are given a section of hundred family units with
for each hundred family unit under them, These hundred family
then divided into ten family areas for each visitor. No visi-
to be responsible for more than ten families. At the third meet-
pastor and the visitors from his church meet and directions are
the visitors. Previous actions are ratified at a fourth meet~
all visitors and a monthly meeting is set. Sectlon meetings

1 family units) are scheduled and the visitors are assigned their
At the monthly meetings, reports from the visitors are received
tion supervisor. The visitors are to obtain the church rela-

- each family and report it to the proper church. Only if a
oes not state a church preference are the visitors to invite

heir denomination, Most important of all, the visitors are to
'physical needs of the families in their areas. They are alsc

} a w?lose tab on illegal and immoral activities and businesses
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are being conducted in their areas.39 The national Alliance

pized that such a plan might be toco camplicated for small cities or

areas. Therefore, they approved two other patterns of visitation.

irst pattern was a simple auxiliary without the duty of visitation.
form the,

local Alliance is econcerned with everything that

1gbianity is intended to do for the community in which
s organized. It is a Sabbath alliance; it is a temper-

ther reform which is related to human welfare; it is an
1iance & the good for the purpose of overcaming evil.

Lo

an annual canvass of the community. A third pattern of organi-
s known as the community plan, This was less simple and "the
ion of Alliances of this sort beyond the reach of personal
ion from the New York office is nct :r'eccsmmmrld.ed..;"LI'l The pre-
ttern of systematic house-to-house visitation was tried

111y in Oswego, N. Y., according to Frank Russell's report to
ngton Conference in 1887.

'The advantages to the church and the community that used

nouse visitation were supposed to be several, First, the pro-

= National Needs and Remedies, op. cit., p. 104 ff.

ods of the Evangelical Alliance, no information.

d. The complete copy of the folder giving the Alliance
brinted in Appendix F.
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d a large number of lay pecople. It served to intermingle the
snations, so that the distinctions began to vanish. Real Christian
yehip among the workers and the people they visited was estab-

The method made certain that the entire territory would be

ed by gospel workerss Denomination work was actually aided by the

- program; a census was obtained enabling denominations to know
+heir members were; denominational work was not affected; and the
gained in visitation would serve as a gulde for new denomina-
] - ork. As the work continued it tended to improve when the

3 learned their Jjobs better. The methods were flexible and adapt-
situation. The work was spread among several laymen and

. and thus did not become a burden to any one, The program was

ve and most important of all, it was an attempt to "discharge
duty to the unreached."ug
The Alliance program sounds like an effective way to meet the
the eity., It is now recognized as the best form of evangelism
ninational level, There is little doubt that in those communi-
e this could succeed, it would be a help to the churches and to
mmunity., Needless to say, the program did not produce the results
Russell lauds it. House-to-house visitation failed because
t0o much time away from the pressing parish work of each pastor.

1t that the laymen had to spend a lot of time in ealling and

ional Needs and Remedies, pp. 108-111.




1>

+ing meetings, Cooperative community effort of this type never
unless there is the full participation of every church in the com-
Tn many communities, this is impossible to expect. In communi-
hat are small enough for this type of unilateral cooperation,

one knows everyone anyway and the program is useless. In the

tan centers where this type of program would be very helpful,

. not possible to accamplish. The Alliance recognized some of these
ons» They never trled to organize the entire city of New York.
this work was limited to the medium-sized city., By 1893, just
after the program was initiated, the Alliance dropped this re-
from its local Alliances. The Alliance had to admit that the
g "are not as ready for the movement as was believed." The pro-
not understood by the churches. It was intended to be more
inviting people to church. It was intended to be used to get to

' in a manner simi-

e ople in "friendly, helpful, personal relations,'
the Alliance hoped that it could become an agency to co-ordinate
etivities of the milieu of organizations formed in the 1880%s and
& for social reform, This co-ordination would extend only to dis-
hristian groups. In admitting its inability to adequately pro-
Jakl 5 form of evangelism and reform, the Alliance did not give up

f:_’@i%incipl.es of "persanal conduct and co-operation in Christian
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Only the method was changed..LLS

~ Another important factor in the decision to drop this require-

the resignation of Frank Russell from his position as Field

. He resigned in 1891L.Lm In this same year the flurry of

ance activity begins to end, The Alliance failed to capitalize on

slasm generated after the New York conference, because of lack

:gﬁgrship; and for the same reason this program of local cooperation

| not exist without a zealous leader. For the five years that

=11 had been Field Secretary he had worked hard for the Alliance

He travelled throughout the Eastern half of the United States

x the Alliance objective. In 1890 he visited the Oberlin Theo-

3l Seminary and presented the evangelism methods of the Evangelical
e to the students. But, the task of overseeing house-to-house

on in the various cities was too overwhelming for one man to

The program of house-to-house visitation was originally con-

> Inelude both the rural distriects as well as the city areas.

enty-seventh Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
tes, 1894 (New York: Evangelical Alliance, 1895), p., 6.

Lwenty-sixth Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
tes, 18903 (Wew York: Evangelical Alliance, 169%), p. 12.

€ same report which carried the announcement of the resigna-
‘rank Russell, included a memorial to Dr. Philip Schaff, The
>lons were noted and he was duly eulogized. Schaff had remained
Secretary to the Alliance, even though i1t had strayed from
Tn he set for it in its re-organization in 1867, p. 13.
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o summers oOf 1889 and 1890, five counties in New York state were

sated by Allianece teams. It was discovered that only one-fourth

ties in New York., By 1892, the Alliance was taking credit for the

s of the religious condition of surrounding populations which were
: carried on in several communities at that time., The chief com-
1t of the Alliasnce reports is that the local clergy did not give
' support to the Alliance program, The clergy was precccupied and
ened with their abounding labors that they did not even read the
ical Alliance materials. The Alliance continued its interest in
‘ural communities. We find in 1899, the Alliance had made an inves-
don into the power of Protestantism over nominal Protestants in New
2nd and New York. The conclusion of this study was that a vast
it of work needed to be done in these areas. Town-centers were
ad where morality was at a low ebb, while large regions between town-
"I'S were completely void of any religious influence, "Such town
“r'S and neglected interspaces, are not only in sore need, they are

8 moral and spiritual menace." Only with a pure and spiritually
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+ minlstry, a faithful membership and loving cooperation could New

.4 become "Immanuel's land, in very truth."45 Through such studies

> in arousing interest in a problem which continues to be one of

.olected areas of the Church's outreach effort. Rural people knew

sins still harbored the myth of the "pure" country life of their
Through these investigations into the spiritual conditions
she rural and urban communities the Alliance hoped to arouse the
rt of Christians in its efforts for social reform and redemption of
Without continuocus renewal of the stimulus, such arousal does
lasting contributions.

The Evangelical Alliance also made efforts at reform outside
celesiastical sphere. The earliest atbtempts at influencing

tive reform were made in the New York state legislature. The
fdace set up a legislative committee with the Rev. James M. King as a
His duties were to guard particularly against laws that would
“ny power to ultramontanism. The Alliance tock credit for the de-
a bill proposing a "division of the common school fund and its

on ta sectarian uses."46 The Allisnce shared the fear of a

Thirty-seeond Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
tes, 1899 (New York: Evangelical Alliance, 1900),pp. T-8.

Nineteenth Annual Report, 1887, pp. 18-19.
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jpjority of the American protestants that public funds might be

Roman Catholic parechial schools, thereby strengthening the

the common schools as the best means of assimilating the immi-

into the American culture. Outside of New York state the Alliance

v directly Llobby for the reforms which it advocated. Bishop

d Andrews of Washington, D.C., reminded the Washington Conference

Allisnce that they did not seek the cure for evils in legislation

s in the "faithful preaching of the word, and the luminous

and personal effort of each ]oel:!.ever."ll'7
- On the national level the Alljance wrote letters to Congress-

d issued resolutions supporting or opposing legislation. Here,

1, the major issue was separation of Church and State. The twenty-

nal meeting, in 1894, asked for the passage by the United

& Congress of a sixteenth amendment to the United States Constitu-

ibiting states from establishing religion and using tax money

6 any institution which is "wholly, or in part, under sectarian

siastical control.” At this time it was particularly feared by

ional Perils and Opportunities. The Discussions of the
istian Conference held in Washington, D.C., December, 1887
Baker and Taylor Co., 1887), p. T-
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ng government funds to support sectarian schools among the

n Indians. This was a touchy issue because several Protestant
 depended upon government funds to operate their schools. The

e hoped that the free common school system would be extended by
States government to the Indians.

The cause of international peace was another one dear to the

~ President Cleveland and his Secretary of State, Walter

had negotiated and signed a treaty with Great Britain which was
uwary 11, 1897. The treaty pledged the two governments to sub-
- serious matters of dispute that might arise between them to

by ax-‘bi'l;;rzal.iz:l‘.on..l‘8 The Alliance sent letters in behalf of the
to several thousand leaders throughout the country. Their re-
summarized and sent to every United States Senator. But the
rejected the treaty., The Alliance hoped that its effort Iin be-

f the treaty had had an educational value for the cause of peace.
‘The same report that carried the results of the Alliance's

8 for international arbitration carried notice of the organization
Pernsylvenia State Evangelical Alliance with Rev. William Webb as
eeretary, The organization was not only for "education of public

and of the popular conscience” but also a "medium through which

row Wilson, A History of the American People, Vol. v (New
r & Brothers, 1908), p. 245.
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1d be quickly and effectively brought to bear on legixsla'l:!:I.cm."49

ylvenia with New York and Michigan were the only states to farm
_wide Alliances, In Pennsylvanis the Alliance began another
ach to soclal reform, This was a campaign among the young people's
ations-~the Christian Endeavor, Epworth Leagues, Baptist Unions,
ather Leagues--to aid in distribution of literature for social re-
They were to distribute this literature especially to the "in-
srent” class of people, The literature was written by the "best

s in the country”; it was adapted to every class, with special
n given to the task of better acquainting the immigrants with
gn institutions and their rights and duties as American citizens.
Ohristian Endeavor societies in California were particularly eager
in this type of activity, Josiah Strong made a speaking tour of
a to further arouse and organize this new work,
The American Alliance gave extensive support to the General
's program of Unlversal Week of Prayer., The Week of Prayer will
dscussed in a later chapter. In 1896, the materialism and soeial
of the end of the nineteenth century and the demands of the
aching century caused the Alliance to call for Tuesday, November 17,
To be set aside as a "Quiet Day,"” a time for deepening the spirit-

of pastors and church leaders through prayer and meditation in

Thirtieth Annual Report of the FEvangelical Alliance for the
=2 tates,.189jz (New York: The Evangelical Alliance, 1898), p. 8.
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n for the "campaign of the coming winter." The call went to

papers, seminaries and pastors. The day was "extensively ob-
This was the most passive of the Alliance'’'s many sided

effecting soeial reforms,

Perhaps the most influential and the most spectacular ex-

of the Alliance's determination to do something about the so-

sms of the nineteenth century were the three conferences held

.these problems. The first two of the conferences were

The last conference, held in connection with the Chicago

. Exposition, was international in name only. The titles given

official reports of these conferences serve as accurate indica-

he motives of the Alliance. The first conference was held in

. D.C., December, 1887; the report appeared as: National

Opportunities., The Boston conference of December, 1889, re-

discussions ast National Needs and Remedies. The Chicago

issued its report in two volumes entitled: Christianity

1y Applied. The confident note of optimism which characterized

enth cenbury American mind is clearly sounded by these convo-

In the call to the Washington conference, the Alliance stated

which prompted the need for the conference, and gave a clue

enty-ninth Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
5, 1896 (New York: Evangelicel Alliance, 1898), pp. 12-15.
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o remedy which would be discussed.

The exlistence of great cities, severe competition, an un-
loyed class, increasing pauperism and crime, are the oecca-
and evidence of a wide-spread discontent, for whiech the

ot affords no remedy.... Will not those who have enjoyed
vernment of the people, by the people, and for the people,”
e first to learn that the essential evils of society are
d, not by misrule, but by sin, and that the gospel, there-
e, must furnish the solution of the great soeial problems,

The Christian church has not yet fully recognized its re-
ions to the entire 1life of the community and the nation.

Denominations and local churches, each intent on its own

saod work, have fallen into a harmful competition instead of
ngaging in an intelligent and comprehensive co-operation,

Do not important changes in population and in the habits

and temper of the geople require some changes in the methods

Jf Christian work. t

s are really opportunity for the Church. The questions put to

> in the call express confidence that by hearty cooperation of

elical Christians through the methods of the Evangeliecal

> the Church will respond to its responsibilities. The call was

i by prominent eitizens, ineluding Phillips Brooks, Timothy Dwight,
L 0. 0. Howard, U,S, Army, James Fairchild, and John Jay,52

The conference was held the first week in December with between

and fifteen hundred delegates present. Since the Alliance had a

rule that no question could be brought to a vote, resolutions

Y be privately urged. This meant that the conference would

itional Perils and Opportunities, p. vi.
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& means of expressing public opinion and urging action upon the
:ﬁgislative and ecclesiastical bodies. It is impossible to
e the influence of such a meeting because similar pleas were com-
1gvmany other sources.
Tn his address Strong explained the plan of organization of
\11iasnces already discussed in this paper. Strong noted that
le lack initiative™ and that it was one of the chief duties
'faiiances to arouse and organize this potential power. He hoped
e experience of each Alliance would be shared through the
1 organization and thus develcop new and better methods for
social reform.
' :W‘ E. Dodge, the president of the Alliance sinece its forma~
eminded the meeting that the Alliance had no theories of its own
ert; it was simply calling for study and investigation by indi-
groups, lacally, in the hope that this would lead to co-
on of the churches in a spirit of love. He sounded the note of

gospel whiech was now characteristic of the Evangelical

The duty is clear and plain, and the call of God direct.
istian Church must be united in heart, must co-operate
must assume the aggressive, and advance along the

The times eall for an applied Christianity that can meet

€ needs and relations of man to man, It cannot remain
defensive, and must prove its adaptedness to all needs
conditions. The full brotherhood of men under the one
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er and in one household must be its watchword, with a
eaning never known before.

. had been taken in by the shift from unity for soecial reform to so-
rm for unity.
Bishop Samuel Harris of Michigan expressed the conviections of
okbes regarding the relationship of American civilization as
it to the Church of Christ. American civilization was viewed
"¥ fillment of God's plan because it was both Protestant and
elical in its foundations. Any change in the American way of life
be grievous., This is why the Alliance listed immigration as one
s major perils and worked incessantly for the "Americanization" of
umigrant as soon as possible, The American church was, therefore,
le for the maintenance of American culture, "If our American
lon is much longer to endure as we prize it, then combination
- place of competition among the evangelical Christians of this

It was at this meeting that a Professor Wolf from Gettysburg

éave the other side of the issue, He reminded the Alliance of
é@ntributions of the immigrants, and that most of the Germans

’evangelical Christians. He asgked that the older American

;:Eﬁave the Germans alone in their Americanization. He did not

€8, of American missions among German protestants, Of course,
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nece did not pay much attention to this address.
Philip Schaff addressed this conference; but, his speech ig-
. 1ssues and discussions that dominated i1t. He spoke aboub
union. He stated that the time had come to place less empha~-
con individual cooperation and begin to work for "mutual official
on" on the part of the denominations, Mission societies in
r needed to get together to prevent "injurious rivalry and
,"55
The subject of ecomity came up in another conneétion at the
rence. The Naetional Congregational Council of the United States
ted a comittee for the promotion of inter-dencominational com-
Tn the Evangelical Alliance they believed that they had found the
for this work, "one function of which is the promotion, by
-means of just that sympathy and concurrence of action which
Congregational Council was anxious to procure," The
d no more than recognize the letter, with the excuse that no
d be taken on any matter. Comity never received more than a
approval and timid assertion from the American Alliance.
The Washington Conference ended with shouts of success from

ers, The published edition of the diseussion was widely eir-
,ﬂ%e second genersl conference for Christians to discuss social

»5 D. 334,
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s was held in Boston in 1889. This conference was not as well
as the Washington Conference; only five hundred delegates were
. Denominational representation was comparatively large, with
7,@gnominations listed. The needs of the times and the Alliance's
~-cooperation and personal contact--were the subject of this con-
The eonference operated under the same rules and procedures as
us conference in Washington, It was seen as a continuation of
er conference; after discussion of the perils and opportunities
ow proper to examine the needs and remedies.
W. B, Dodge'!s speech at this conference shows the further in-
se of Strong’s social gespel., He says: "laying aside for the mo-
our individual church connections, we are simply Christian brothers,

n56

ing to aid each other in doing our Father's work. Dodge hoped

- Alliance would not see the need for any multiplication of agen-

or organizations, outside of the unlted activity of the churches as

onstituted., "The various denominations are fully organized and
Duty and responsibility rests with them,™ | This attitude

to be a major promoter of the Federal Couneil of Churches,

The Boston conference was certainly not a conference on Church

. the tradition of the Evangelical Alliance conferences, The

A, J. Gordon of Boston gives an interesting view of Christian unity,

National Needs and Remedies, p. 3.

g,
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'?‘ few tears to shed with those who are weeping over ‘the

of a divided Christendom, ' as the phrase is." He went on to ex-
hat each sect in Christendom contains the full Christ. Christ is
He uses the illustration of the communion wafer, that con-
wlness of Christ. The nineteenth century seems to prove to

& Christ can and wants to use a divided Church to brlng higher

o himself, The missionary accomplishments of the century seem to
fﬁg'thesis. The division of the Church has been divinely in-

nd 1s good. Division is the best means of reaching the world;
time comes for unity in harmonizing the world. This
rpretation of Church unity and division is not necessarily
sslon of the Alliance's point of view but it is included to show
| nbers of the Alliance were thinking along these lines.

Qﬁe speakers at the Boston Conference made some penetrating

- of the nineteenth century mood, Fulton Cutting, in his re-
W York, speaks of the vast number of organizations, "nobling
an ever ready philanthropy"; bu#, he says these organiza-
tly "an element of excitement"” and "an element of interest
y-~the ordinary interest in humanity which is felt by

40 not have very much heart in Christian work."58 Walter

t Troy, New York, gives a most appealing statement of the

10od ever .since the early nineteenth cenmtury. "Our people no

i 'P’ 29.
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d themselves as a soclety of the saved, but begin to regard

n>9

as a society of saviours.

‘The World's Columbian Exposition, in Chicago, in 1893, gave
ignce a chance to place its program of social reform before a

rge audience. The exposition was the major event in the United
in 1893, The Alliance feared that the commissioners of the expo-
would keep it open on Sundays. Therefore a committee on Sunday
of the Columbian Exposition was formed and sent a resclution to
| States Columbian Commission asking that in accordance with
\stoms and convictions, social and religious, of the American from
ings of their history" that the exposition be closed on

The protest probably had little effeect.

~ The World's Christian Conference, as it was called, is further
5’;Gw far the American Alliance had come from the World Alliance
;_ﬁ'ﬂhe conference is not considered by the Alllance as being in

n of international conferences. The preoccupation of this con-

2 was unabashedly soeial reform. The reports of the conference

5 discussed at this conference ranged from the mission of the

sociological training for the ministry to public bath houses

d., p. 37.

~wenty-fourth Annual Report, 1891, p. 4.
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}ggrk Ccity. Strong planned this meeting to be a "School of applied

- {anity of the utmost practical value." The "school™ dealt with
four areas: (1) The religious condition of Protestant Christendom.

ristian union and cooperation, (3) Christian liberty. (L4) The

5 and social problems. The first three areas and part of the last

firet volume, Charles Bonney, President of the World's

The Evangelical Alliance is a speecial agency raised up by
he hand of divine Providence to promote the unity and peace
mankind. Its specilal province seems to be to destroy that
d of theology which sets the different sects and organiza-
ns of the Christian religion at war with each other about
points of difference, instead of uniting with each other
‘ st the common foes of infidelity and religion everywhere.
I suppose the last part of the twenty-fifth chapter of Matthew
be declared almost the divine constitution of the

elical Alliance.... The Evangelical Alliance, as I
stand it, is a grand demonstration of applied Christiani-
« To be evangelical, we are told, is to act according to
. Gospel or what is contalned therein, And so this Alliance
before the world declaring that it seeks the furtherance
f its opinions gith the intent to manifest and strengthen
istian unity,Ot

The subject of Christian union was again the subject of
'”ﬁApaper. Schaff was an old men but he was present at the con-

¢ to read his paper called The Reunion of Christendom. In this

he discussed the need for reunion along the lines of the federated

istianity Practically Applied. The Discussions of the
nal Christian Conference, held in Chicago, October 8-1l,
I. (New York: Baker and Taylor Co., 1894), p. 2.
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,antons. The paper opened with the words, "With men this is im-

. but with God all things are possible." In the paper he ad-

s of biblical and historical criticism, and natural science."62

r which was read to the Parliament of Religions as well as the
Alliance conference, was printed by the Alliance in separate
This was Schaff's last public appearance.

Bishop A. Cleveland Coxe presented to the conference the

nge of organic unity as proposed at the Lambeth Conference of 1888.

ned the Lambeth proposals which presented the historic episco-

of community division of America. He was not clear as to
18 would be worked out in practice. These three papers were the
the discussion on Christian union.

The British Alliance was represented at the conference by A.
1d, General Secretary in Great Britain, A few other foreign

w8 presented reports of the state of Protestantism in their coun-

1ip Schaff, The Reunion of Christendom (New York:
Alliance, 1893), p. 31.
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The remainder of the conference was given to the soclal gos-
By this time the experiment in house-to-house visgitation had

s therefore this subject was not discussed. dJosiah Strong stated
sition of the Alliance and the conference. The Evangelical

,ce for the United States has for "its supreme aim at the present
o assist the churches to see and to accomplish their social

n," Cooperation will follow as a matter of course because of the

of the taSku63

~ Dodge was not convinced that this was the supreme aim of the

The object of the present Congress is simple and direct.
wish to reaffirm our belief in the essential unity of all
lievers, and repeat our assurance that they can only come
er to each other as they come closer to Christ, and to
those for whom He died.

But we are especially met to study the present position
f Protestant Christendom, to learn the new conditions which
affecting the social and religious life of the world, to
' the wonderful opportunities for good which are open to
Churech, and which afford development for i1ts unused power
esources--to feel more keenly our dubty and responsi-

>, and we hope to suggest such practical methods as may
Christians of all names to work gladly and in hearty
ration, and this without at all interfering ﬂith their
1ty to the denomination to which they belcng,6

would concede to Strong that for this conference the major empha-
wld be on social concerns; but, he was reluctant to allow the

‘® to merely wait for cocperation.

Christianity Practically Applied, p. 250.

S, p. 21.
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gtrong was enthusiastic about the outcome of the conference.
?ggin the Annual Report:

A spirit of hope and even of confidence seemed to per-
;de the conference, due partly, perhaps to the unwavering
ction that the principles of the gospel are fully equal
olving all existing problems before the Church, provided
those principles are applied, and partly to the belief
we are no longer feeling our way amid changed condi-

s, but that those principles have been already success-

11y applied, and that now we need only to popularize

thods whose value have been demonstrated by a few. P

highly practical and theologically shallow note the last confer-

# the Evangelical Alliance for the United States was held.

can Alliance Gives Way to Other Forms of Cooperation

Strong had hoped that he might reform the Alliance into an
ization which would promote social betterment by the social gospel.
he Chicago conference until 1898, Strong became more and more con-
that the Evangelical Alliance would or could not accomplish his

June 1, 1898, Josiah Strong resigned from his position as

betterment” could best be promoted by an organization formed
pose. He immediately formed the League for Social Service,
:came the American Institute for Social Service in 1902, Strong

S21f off completely from the Alliance. In his last work, New
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he part of those engaged in it, it was essentially church
and only incidentally social work,... Had the work been
spired by the a%%s and motives of social Christianity, it
,ht have lived.

{glly minded leader, the Alllance died.

Death did not come immediately to the American Alliance. L,
rlain took over the duties of Strong's position. He served

art-time and without compensation. Chamberlain's first statements

annual report, were resignation to the will of God. "God will

his servants to the wisest course."67 The Alliance was ready to

gy to other movements and organizations who were better equipped

. pUrposes.

The Alliance had long been interested in any method or pro-

f Christian cooperation. An interdenominational commission

Maine in 1890, to prevent friction among denominations, was

d by the Alliance. In 1894, the Alliance was meking plans to form

terdenominational state commissions modeled after the one in

They were to "afford a permenent basis for the active coopera-

nome missionary societies and of churches in country communities

" Josiah Strong, New World Religion (Garden City, N. Y.: Double-
« Company, 1915), p. 463.

hirty-first Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
ses, 1898 (New York: Evangelical Alliance, 1898), p. 5.




9

. 4111 ultimately meet the needs of the destitute rural districts."68

Lst avallable annual report of the Evangelical Alliance was pub-

. 4n 1900. This report does not give any formal notlce of official
ent. The Alliance just disappears from the picture. The
Alliance died with a smile on its face.

A word is also to be said concerning the "Federation of

ches" in New York City, and in many cities and communi-
throughout the country, By that means great good 1s be-

- gccomplished. While the Alliance has not attempted to be

- medium for effecting the actual federation, it has been

vileged to feel that to the movement it has contributed
uggestlive inspiration and practical support.

ae>Alliance] has the joy of witnessing a wide response to )
Appeal and suggestions, and a large adoption of 1ts in-

enominational spirit. é

At the formstion of the National Committee on Federation of

Evangelical Alliance leaders were present and gave impetus to

ent, William E. Dodge became the permanent chairman of this

. Another Alliance representative at this conference, of

ﬂ%{lQOO, was William C. Webb, Secretary of the Pennsylvania State

The following year, at the organization of the National

n of Churches and Christian Workers at Philadelphia, the

ites of Boston, Philadelphia, and Pennsylvania were represented.

rong had taken a leading part in the organization of the "Open

wenty-seventh Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
es, 1894 (New York: Evangelical Alliance, 1895), D. 5.

birty-third Annual Report of the Evangelical Alliance for the
€8, 1900 (New York, Evangelical Alliance, 1900), p. 11.
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+1tutional Church League,” even before he gave up his position

v Evangelical Alliance. The Alliance served, in part, as an in-
for the Federal Council of Churches which was organized in
1908.70‘ The place of the Alliance in American Church life was
» by the Federal Council.

One of the major reasons for the failure of the Alliance was

e doctrinal basis of 1846 was too narrow and confining for the

i

1 American spirit, and conservative Americans were not yet ready
d action. As we saw above, Strong had strayed far away from

e doctrinal basis in his thought. By 1887, membership in the
s automatic with a ten dollar donation and life membership

dollars‘7l

Adherence to the doctrinal basis was no longer a
for membership. Anyone who said he was Christian and had
could become an Alliance member.

The American Alliance as an organization has left no impact
story of the American churches, Its impact is felt through
men who caught a vision of Christian union through the

used this vision to promote Christian union through other

h 1ts extravagant social emphasis the Alliance lost its pur-

.88 B. Sanford, Origin and History of the Federal Council of
8 of Christ in America (Hartford, Conn,: S. S. Scranten Co.,
- 3’ 112) 11'1'6n

Nineteenth Annual Report, 1887, p. 32.
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mhere are many "ifs" in the history of the American branch. If
tes to the 1846 conference had been able to avoid the subject
very and capture the imagination of the Americans, perhaps the

sould be more cheerful, If the Alliance had found some strong

tians. And if the Alliance had not called the "soeial gospel

he fate of losing its true identity. The Alliance received the
of the leading philanthropists of the nineteenth century: John
r, K., Van Rensselaer, J, C. Havemeyer, John Jay, James Coates,
), Rockefeller, James Talcott, Cornelius Vanderbilt, William E,

Edward Colgate, J. A. Bostwock, and H., M, Schieffelin; it

ice never attracted an adequate, inspired leadership for its ob-
hristian union. As a Christian union movement the American
ee had little effect ; as a social betterment movement the Alliance

ven less effect.
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CHAPTER V

THE BRITISH EVANGELICAT, ALLIANCE

1ts of Its Work in the Nineteenth Century
Although there were branches of the Evangelical Alliance
from the beginning, in several countries in Europe, Great

n has remained the focal point of Alliance work. The British

ance was formed just three months after the 1846 Londen conference.
{5 therefore the only branch to have a permanent and continuous
fence. During the interval between Alliance meetings the British

- called upon to speak for the Alliance, espeecially in regard to re-
pus liberty. The Alliance in Britain served as a bond of unity be-
he different branches through the Universal Week of Prayer.

s for the Week of Prayer were always issued from Britain and trans-
nto the different languages of the countries participating. Many
_ branches of the Alliance in the various countries were directly
ligted with the British orga.niza.tion.l

At the Paris Exposition of 1867 and 1868, the Salles

iques were built and the services conducted by the British

€. Other tlmes when the united voice of Protestantism was in

Of being felt it was the British Alliance that spoke.

A, J. Arnold's report in: Christianity Practically Applied,
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The British Alliance became the parent of several societies

‘nc;ies for doing Christian work. The Mildmay Conference was

_r by William Pennefather, a member of the Alliance. Mildmay was
tempt at a "platform of spiritual fellowship, which while firm in
asis of truth should be high enough to rise above the hedgerows of

a;#;;ion.."2 Another international, interdenominational retreat,

tian Literature Soclety of India was formed. A Turkish Missions
iety to aid American missions in Turkey was ancther offspring of

tish Alliance. The Alliance also gave birth to the Christian

3

‘nce Society.” The journal of the Alliance, Evangelical Christendom,

circulation of a few thousand per mcanth,)+ The Alliance sometimes
cific Christian work, such as preparing for D, L. Moody's

sh Crusade.

lliance Work in the Early Twentieth Century

Toward the end of the nineteenth century the British Alliance
U0 engage in united evangelistic activities. J, D. Kilburn, F. W.

and Adam Podin were sent into Russia to preach in jails and to

e and Neill, op. cit., p. 332.

Stianity Practically Applied, p. 240,

chapter 6, p. 118.
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pute the Seriptures. Much of this work was carried on by the

. River Mission. Following the Florence Conference, 1891, the

| e kept the Salvinl Theater for two months and held daily evan-
stic meetings there.

In 1937, the Alliance cooperated in founding a Bible School in
i to train ministers and evangelistic workers. The Alliance has
od at evangelism projects in Malta, Spain, Portugal, and Greece.

iless to say, much of the effort of these missions has been to

5

from the Roman Catholiec Churech.
The British Alliance has remained on guard against any en-
cﬂ‘qmts from Romen or Angleo Catholicism upon the "true Christian
h," This was especially true during the attempts to revise the
ook in the 1920's. The Alliance believed that the revisions

1 were proposed tended to weaken the Protestant character of the

n Church. Protest meetings were staged in 1923 and 1925 by the
nee. These meetings undoubtedly assisted in the defeat of the
Prayer Book in Parliament.6

Occasional Alliance sponsored public meetings were held in
% of or protest against a variety of contemporary issues and

Anniversaries never went unnoticed, whether they were the

John W, Ewing, Goodly Fellowship: A Centenary Tribute to the
Work of the World's Evangelical Alliance, 10L46-19L6 (Tondon:
Morgan & Scott, ILtd., 1046), pp. F1-48.
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1s coronation or the Augsburg Confession.
The British organization made a decisive move in 1912, when

aeis was shortened and the Alliance was incorporated. Acceptance

e shortened and simplified basis would be sufficient qualification
sneral Alllance membership. Members of the Executive Council were

1

required to sign the 1846 basis. The shortened statement is as

- All are welcomed as members of the World's Evangelical
Alliance (British Organization) who, acknowledging the
ine Inspiration, Authority and Sufficiency of the Holy
Scripture, believe in one God--the Father; the Son, the
Lord Jesus Christ our God and Saviour, who died for our
sins and rose again; and the Holy Spirit, by whom they de-
slre to have fellowship with all who form the one Body of

'§t know whether or not this shortened form is still permissible.
uld appear that the British Alliance's entry into the World Evan-
F%llo;;hip woula make it necessary to require submission to the
71846, form.

| The Alliance had some contact with the International Christian
ionary Society at the Tambaram conference in 1938. The conference
Qgﬂﬂded in the topics for the Week of Prayer for that year. The
sent warm greetings to the conference and received a reply from
. Mott. The reply stated that the message had added a sense of

le fellowship to the conference,8 The Alliance continues to
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the dates of meetings connected with the World Counecil of

Revivel of the British Evangelical Alliance
By the time of World War II, the Alliance in Britain "was

rpetuating itself on its endowments and its traditions. There

In the early post-war years, it enjoyed an infusion of new

argely through its sponsorship of Billy Graham's Crusades in 195k

About this time the Couneil of the Alliance decided that it

be more true to the facts to drop the title "World's Evangelical

fﬁﬁ” which had been adopted in the early twentieth eentury, and

to the original designation, "Evangelical Alliance.” For several

he Alliance had had little or no influence outside of Britain.

1, the Evangelical Alliance has been a member of the World
Fellowship.lo

The modern Evangelical Alliance has a number of auxiliary

b8 which it sponsors. The Evangelical Radio Alliance is described

voluntary association of evangelical groups actively associated

nll

ienary radio. The Radio Alliance is composed of allied
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y it operates through its independent council. There are some
_societies linked with this part of Alliance work.

One of the Alliance's most strategic ministries is the organi-
. of Ministers' Conferences. Every year hundreds of ministers of
tions join in both residential and one-day conferences in

; parts of the ccmm:.ry.l2

The British Alliance publishes a large volume of literature

I stribution throughout the world through its publishing agent,
magazine. This magazine has the character of the early Alliance
als, with articles on such subjects as

immigration control, the Common Market, nuclear disarmament,
stian social work, medical matters, the history and

esent role of the different denominations in Britain,
Christian song, the 0ld Testament prophets, and ..., a regu~
supply of devotional teaching and news items.
Alliance publishes a full range of Christian literature, textbooks,
ional aids, ete. A line of audio-visuals, tape recordings and
; are produeced and distributed by the Alliance.
In 1958, the Alliance gave birth to the Evangelical Missionary
an alliance of Missionary Sccieties and Bible Training

The societies are mostly "Faith Missions,” but there are

' Church of England Societies, one Baptist, one Presbyterian and two

ostal societies. The Missionary Alliance highlights its year with
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j_on Boards' Conference held annually. A list of literature on
ns is published for the Missionary Alliance. Missionary informa-
ses are offered at the Bible Colleges. Another child of the
working closely with the Missionary Alliance is the Worldwide
ization Crusade. The Evangelical Alliance Refugee Fund has allo-

e thousand pounds to relief and evangelistie work amongst
1k

The Alliance maintains some hostels for retreats and regular
pdations throughout England. The Alliance Club in London holds
worship services on Sunday and monthly lectures on Christian doe~
Members of all denominations and all religions are welcome to
ilth the Alliance. The hostels are aimed at students who are
London.

- The Alliance has taken as its new slogan, "Spiritual Unity in
This is the aim and objective of its multiple agencies. The
€ has been stimulated by the return to orthodoxy of the mid-

h century. It has a conservative basis, a long tradition and is
.y endowed; with the leadership of G, W. Kirby, it has a forward-

3 program of Christian work.

ce in Other Countries

- We must not overlook the fact that the Alliance was organized

~ Ibid., pp. 10-11.
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vor nations, and is still carrying on in some of them, At the peak

influence, in 1896, the Alliance listed branches in: Great
in, France, Belgium, Switzerland, Germany, Netherlands, Denmark,
. Spain, Greece, Turkey, Syria, South Africa, Japan, China, New
-- Wales, and the United States. In time many of these Alliances
out” and in some cases strayed from the doctrinal basis.

: less, at the Annual Conference of the European Evangeliecal
nee held in 1962, in Berlin, there were nine European countries
sented. The Alliance has the support of the Anglican church in
and in New Zealand. The Archbishop of Sydney and Primate of
a is the president of the Australian branch. Evangelical
wships in various countries and the National Association of
elicals in the United States are related to the Alliance through
orld Evangelical Fellowship.

The future of the Evangelical Alliance is the future of the

i Evangelical Fellowship.
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CHAPTER VI
THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE EVANGELICAL ALLTANCE

Ruth Rouse lists five major contributions of the Evangelical

e to the life of the Church. "It stimulated united prayer.,”
international conferences were something new in Church history."
‘,:;a powerful instrument of international Christian education

‘ ts journals in different countries.” "It was a powerful advo-

Missions." "It had one distinctive, strong, and continuous
2

ersal Week of Prayer

For centuries the Church has prayed for unity in truth.

r the Roman rite 1s used, daily prayer is made that our Lord will
to his Church "that peace and unity which is according to his
a1 other liturgies contain prayers for the unity and peace of
h. Aside from these liturgiecal prayers, organized groups to
Jie prayer for unity have sprung up in the Church. Therefore, the

> Was not entering new ground when it appealed for united prayer.
iverpool meeting and the London conference had both requested that
TS join together on Mondays for prayer for the unity of the Church.

I

Rouse and Neill, op. cit., pp. 321-322.
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tated times for united prayer by the members of the Alliance were
wged. The Week of Prayer, for which the Alliance is famous was

-5

these stated times that was specified at the 1846 Loondon Confer-

And that it be further recommended, that the week begin-
with the first Lord's Day in January in each year, be

d by the Members and Friends of the Alliance through-

e World, as a season for concert in prayer on behalf of
Qreat Objects contemplated by the Alliance.
Thus, from its beginning the Alliance set aside the first full
January as a week of speclal and united prayer. This appeal did
ve much support; therefore, at the Paris Conference of the
Alliance, in 1855, the plan for united prayer was commended
. of the branches of the Alliance., The Alliance program of united
eived an added boost from a group of Americen missionaries in
India. In 1859, they inaugurated a week of prayer for missions
second week of the year, The Lodiana missionaries were
L In their appeal by a mission conference held in Liverpool in
Allisnce was asked to support this appeal and to "take ad-

all the means at their command to circulate the invitation

gh all pvarts of the world." This appeal for prayer was coupled

ort of the ProceedingSse., D« 348.

A. J. Arnoldts report in: Christianity Practically Applied,
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The American Alliance gave the Week of Prayer its enthusiastic

Materials for use during the week were sent to any church re-

ing them, From 1890, the offerings were one means of support for
werican branch, In 1897, 124 churches sent in their offerings from
of Prayer services.h The opening of the twentieth century caused a
¢ of interest in the subject of prayer. The material for 1901 was
y circulated. The week of prayer was extended to include the first
y in December which would be set aside as a time for united prayer
n to earnest consideration of the great need and to faithful re-
4 for God's great blessing." A watch-night prayer service for New
s Eve was also suggested. During the week of prayer, itself, all
ers were invited "to devote this first week of the New Year and
w century, to special prayer for one another, for the Church Uni-
and for the unsaved world." Suggested topics for prayer for
day of the week were ineluded.”’ In the mid 1940's the promotion of
rayer in the United States was taken over by the Federal Council
furches, The American promotion is now in the hands of the National
ion of Evangeliecals.

The Alliance Week of Prayer services have undoubtedly had an
"iupon the relations of Christians of differing denominations. In

' countries this is the only time of the year when mutual recognition

“;Twenty—eighth Annual Report, 1895, p. 8.

~ Thirty-third Annusl Report, 1900, pp. 3-7.
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de between Christians., A. J. Arnold, in his summary of Alliance
says that the Week of Universal Prayer has furnished reports from
‘I-; lands’ "eonstantly telling of revivals of religion and inereased
1ife follewing the observance.\"6
The Universal Week of Prayer continues to be one of the most
‘ae.nt of the activities of the Evangelical Alliance. Due to con-
n between the Week of Prayer for Christian unity, sponsored by the
| Council of Churches, and the Universal Week of Prayer, the Council
e Evangelical Alliance has moved the observance of their week of

» t0 the week immediately prior to Whitsuntide. Both observances
held in the month of January and there has been some confusion on
.ocal level where both weeks are observed. The change in date,

11y, affects only the observance in Britainji but, it is hoped by
bodies that the change will be made in other countries as well.
henge came about after discussion with World Counecil leaders and
"prolonged and prayerful thought and discussion" on the part of
lance, The change became effective in 1963. "It was recognized,

er, that in some areas strong local preference would be expressed
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1 for ynited prayer in preparation for Whitsuntide. Therefore, the
= of the week immediately prior to Whitsuntide as the new time for
the Universal Week of Prayer is more easily understood. The
sl of Pentecost had been seen by the Alliance as an ideal time to
tod for a new work of the Holy Spirit in Church and nation. The
smtide call to Prayer had received the endorsement of the Arch-
'and Bishops of the Anglican Church, heads of Free Churches, and
-fﬁén 1a.ymen.8 The new move will surely increase interest in the
¢§z@f united prayer conducted by both the World Council and the
elical Alliance.

The 1963 topics place "stress upon prayer for spiritual reviv-
nce that is clearly the most urgent need of the Church the world
An interesting feature of the topics for 1963 is that each day

- is requested for Christian work in a certain part of the world.?
3 impossible to practically assess the value of spiritual activity

rnational Conferences

: The international conferences of the Evangelical Alli-
ance, through their size, character, and representative
ure, were of the greatest importance in stimulating a

John W, Ewing, Goodly Fellowship: A Centenary Tribute to the
Work of the World's Evangelical Alliance, 1846-1946 (Londoni:
Morgan & Scott, Ltd., 1946), p. 39.

Evangelical Alliance Annual Report, Autumn, 1962, p. 7.
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.nse of unity amongst Christians of different nations and

iance held eleven important international conferences in differ-

+g of the world from 1851 to 1907. The conferences were usually

| Americans were barred because of the slaveholding issue.
The first of the international conferences to be held outside

gland was the Paris conference of 1855. The conference, like most

Two years later, the British Alliasnce planned an international
Brence to meet in Berlin, This conference met with oppositicn from

extreme conservative wing of the German Church, Dr, John Cairms of

£ wrote of the Berlin Conferencet

3 It was substantially a protest against a narrow and
bigoted confessionalism, which puts a clergy-church, Popish

" Rouse and Neill, op, cit., p. 321.

" See chapter 4, p. L47.
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~p Lutheran, in place of the Bible and the universal priest-
ood of Christians; .... It undoubtedly helped, and that in

Va small degree, the downfall of the Stahl-Hengstenberg party,

%%d the extrication of the Kirchentag from their influence,

and the liberal career of the present Prussian ecclesiastical
administration, of which the best fruit_is the institution of

jay eldership in the Eastern provinces.12

sonference overcame this opposition with the aid of King Frederick
IV of Prussia who put his weight behind the Alliance, He enter-
the delegates at Potsdam and sent his son, the Crown Prince

- to the conference meetings. The conference was a demonstration
- fellowship could be held with members of the free church without
se of the position of the conservative confessional groups. The
nce also served as a stimulus to the Sunday School movement which
beginning to be introduced into Germany at this timeQ13

Geneva was the site chosen for the next Alliance conference.
de from Geneva being the home of Calvin, the Alliance hoped that it
e able to witness to the truth of its doetrinal basis in this

ier citadel of Reformed faith which had become infiltrated with a
ligtic spirit. While the Alliance had been attacked by the con-
ive elements in Germany, the opposition to the Alliance came from
Sxtreme liberal side at Geneva. "A very sharp war of pamphlets was

"

on,  when the Alliance asked for the approval of the Church of

~ Gavin Carlyle (ed.), Proceedings of the Geneva Conference of the
ical Alliance, held in September, 1861 (London: Hemilton Adams
any, 1862), p. xil.

A. J. Arnold, op. cit., p. 50.
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wa for its conference. One pamphlet sharply criticizes the Alliance
its positlon on the Trinity.

Tt calls to its conference all those who are united with
it in faith in the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost--the living
and true God. It invites, then, only the supporters of the
doctrine according to which there exists one God in three per-
ns. Such an invitation is not addressed to all Protestants.
excludes distinctly those who do not believe in the doe-
trine of the Trinity, and this exclusion is so much the more
marked, since the Alliance pretends to unite Evangelical
Christians of all countries and every denomination. There is
this, we are forced to say, a sad forgetfulness of the

rit of Protestantism and of that of the Reformation, this
rgetfulness, which is to be regretted everywhere, is par-
ticularly out of place at Geneva, because it is oppesed to
our habits of tﬁleration, and to the constitutional principles
of our Church.l

. wonders whether or not the author of this document ever heard of

8.) The Evangelicals finally gained enough support to hold the

nce in Geneva. The conference was one of the larger of the in-
onal conferences, as a result of controversial publicity; there

. eighteen-hundred-eighty-seven registered male members., Nearly one-
,%féf the delegation was from Geneva with the remaining delegates
England, France, Germany, Holland, Belgium, Sweden, Denmark,

ia, Ttaly, United States, Canada, India, and the Cape of Good Hope.
tonference was mostly French in character and served as a reminder
°iﬁrstrength of French Protestantism, The bitter battle preéceding

- tonference served to unite the delegates so that the "celebration of

rd's Supper was probably the most remarkable in the history of the

Bold., p. vii.
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Vee,"ls The conference encouraged its members to set up branch

ces in their home countries that would make wide use of pamphlets

periodicals. The committees of the Evangelical Alliance throughout

of persecuted Protestants and sympathy was expressed for the vie-
< of a Massacre in Syria, in 1860. A note of sympathy and encourage-
+ was sent to the American brethren in their efforts to suppress
very; the conference invited all Christians to join the United States
& day of humiliation and prayer on September 26, 1861. As a result

e
g

e Geneva conference the "International Federation for the Observ-
e of the Lord's Day” was formed as an added stimulus to the better
servance of the Lord's Day. The Geneva conference was seen by the

| as a strong defense of evangelical truth.

The next international conference was held in Amsterdam in
tion with a large missionary meeting at Vogelensang, in August,
In addition to a natural missionary concern, the conference was
ed with the challenge to Christianity from developments in

theology and from society.l6

The New York Conference of 1873 was the largest and most

A_ 8. Irenaeus Prime, An Account of the Ten Days Conference of the
cal Alliance, at Amsterdam, Holland, August, 1867 (New York:
cal Alliance, 1867).
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wusiastically received of the International conferences. Coming so

, after the Civil War it tended to further unite the American

German Switzerland was the scene of the 1879 internaticnal

serence at Basel. The distinctive note of the Basel conference was

The only Alliance conference to be held in a Scandinavian

mtry was held in Copenhagen, in 1884, at the suggestion of Dr.

The Alliance had not received much support from Scandinavia be-
je of 1ts out-spoken support in defense of the Scandinavian dissent-
The British Alliance, again, took charge of the arrangements.

il the attendance of the Danish Royalty, the meeting was successful.
By 1891, the Alliance decided that the time had come to make a
d witness to Protestentism in Ttaly, itself. The meeting was held
Y Irom Rome to avolid open conflict; but, close enough to demonstrate

1 Catholics, the unity of the Protestant Church. Florence was

1 See section on New York Conference in chapter L4, p. 52 ff.

18

. D. D. Whedon (ed.), Methodist Quarterly Review, Vol. LXII (New
! Phillips and Hunt, 1880), pp. 261 ff.
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1te of a Waldenese seminary and it seemed a logical cholce because
,g the home of an early anti-Papal movement, that of Savonarola.
galdenese churches were not large enough to accommodate the meetings
ey were held in the Salvini theatre. This conference attempted to
plish a committee to handle Alliance business during the interim be~
n conferences. Although the necessary constitutional changes were
the resolutions were not binding on the branches and this attempt
fy the Alliance on a world level fa.iled..:L9

The fiftieth anniversary of the Evangelical Alliance was ob-
ed with a conference in London. The conference was held jointly

he Mildmay Conference at the Mildmay meeting hall. This confer-

was second in size only to the New York conference. The theme of

ed States. The Alliance in the United States had, by this time,

ts character and become a social reform organization. The German
nch speaking churchmen always had difficulty at conferences held
1tain because the entirety of the sessions would be conducted in
8h. They frequently complained that language barriers kept them
articipating in the discussions, Like all of the other Alliance

rences, the jubllee conference closed with a united Communion ser-

R. A. Redford (ed.), op. cit., p. 311.
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For all intents and purposes this was the last of the inter-
conferences of the Evangelical Alliance.

In 1907, +the Alliance made one final attempt to hold an in-
stional conference. The Britlish Alliance was the only branch with
@fstrength left to stage a conference. The title given to the dis-
of this conference is indicative of the problem facing the

. The report is called, Maintalning the Unity. The meetings

eld in King's Hall, Holborn. The conference recelved greetings

i the Archbishop of Canterbury and King Edward VII and the Dean of
bury, Henry Wace, delivered a paper. Several pleas for membership
e Alliance were made from the platform. There was a continual

upon firm adherence to the doctrinal basis of 1846. Apparently
ssure was being exerted upon the Alliance from the "New Theology."

his rather pathetic note the last Alliance international conference

The international conferences have proven to be important
nstrations that Christians from differing traditions can occupy the

?@atform without compromise or bitter quarrel. The Alliance

I +

the Church that such conferences were possible and practical. An
tant contribution of these conferences, from an historian's point
dew, is the reports on the state of religion in the various coun-
These reports are usually in detail and contain information not

available from usual sources.
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. +o the Cause of Mission

The international conferences are responsible for ancther of
- mejor contributions of the Alliance. Ruth Rouse says that it is
seicult to exaggerate the services of the Alliance to the cause of
sgions, At each conference, at least one session was devoted to a
scussion of missionary interests. Throughout the New York Conference,
;igpeakers on missions appealed to the Alliance to aid in stopping de-
dnational and creedal rivalries on the mission fields. The Alliance
rted a system of comity agreements. Prof, Christlieb's report at
e Basel conference occuples one~hundred-sixty-four pages of the re-
art. In the missionary discussions, "an advanced and forward-looking

y is often advocated on questions of self-support, the indigenous

and, in general, on missionary comity."eo

”5 nical Religious Journalism

In the days before large scale, ecumenical religious press
rvices, the journals of the Evangelical Alliance served as informative
S to Christiang of news from all of the religious world. The news-

» Bvangelical Christendom, was launched immediately after the

“iish branch was constituted, in 1846. The paper continued under this

‘tle until 1860, when it became known as The Monthly Intelligencer, and

';Evangelical Alliance Intelligencer from 1861 to 1868. The present

20
- Rouse and Neill, op. cit., p. 322.
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izl organ of the Evangelical Alliance for Britain is the Evangelical
.oadsheet. Each new branch began its work with the publication of a
odical: The United States branch with Robert Baird's Christian

 and the Canadian branch with The Canada Protestant Hersld. Oub-

A
11

edecessors. The Evangelical Broadsheet covers only the area of

Jiance activity or that of its associated evangelical fellowships.

ioug Liberty

The ardent work of the Alliance for the cause of religious
lberty has been alluded to several times, This is considered by many
lisnce members as its chief practical work. The Alliance's interest
religious freedom stems from the conviection that Christian union and
sligious liberty are inseparably connected. It is impossible to recog-
Ze a member of another denomination as a Christian and at the same

iie deny him the right to worship according to his convictions. Even

. group should be considered in error according to the Alliance, they
should be granted complete freedom to practice their religion, The

nee feared that the encroachment upon the religious liberty of any
b would lead to further measures of intoleration. It must be remem-

I also that the Alliance membership was predominately "free" church.
only natural that those who have been persecuted themselves will

o\

" YPponents of persecution,
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The cause of religious liberty came to the Alliance rather un-

ctedly. Very soon after its formation the Alliance was appealed to
on American missionary in Upper Egypt for aid. The Alliance rapidly
sed a reputation of effectively and discreetly handling cases of re-
sous persecution. The Alliance worked privately with the ranking
secuting officials through delegations and memorials. Only after

we efforts failed did the Alliance make public appeals and censures.
t of the cases which came to the attention of the Alliance were
handled with the utmost secreey in order not to embarrass the
ment involved, Not only did the Alliance intercede for Protes~
but, also, for Roman Catholies who were being persecuted in
fiestant lands and for Jews under persecution anywhere. Persecution
enians and Nestorians in Syria and Turkey was also protested by
Alliance. At the 1907 conference in London the Alliance passed a
olution that states their position in regard to religious liberty.

- That Protestant Christians in all non-Protestant coun-

tries should enjoy the same freedom as is extended to Roman
Catholics and others in Protestant lands; and that for it not

to be s0 in any case is alike unjust and contrary to every
principle of Christian truth. The Evangelical Alliance feels
that attention should be widely and emphatically called to

‘the fact that it is not so, and that many of their fellow-
Christians suffer greatly in various lands as a consequence.

The British branch has been the recognized leader of these

Orts for religious liberty. While the American branch was functioning

~ Maintaining the Unity, p. 371.
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did most of ite work in this area in conjunction with the British.
The Turkish empire was one of the major areas of persecution
Lﬁdem&nded the attention of the Alliance. The Alliance worked in-
santly to aid Christians who were being forced to yield to Islam or
@@ﬁoxy'in the Ottoman Empire. In America the National Armenian Re-
xj@cmmittee was formed to keep a watch on the situation and te assist
,:;d Cross in administering aid to the victims. Letters were sent to
s Sultan, the British and American governments were asked to inter-
ne, and public protests were made. This work was only temporarily
ecessful 2

Russia was another target for the Alliance, In 1871, Dr.

v'f headed a delegation from European branches of the Alliance to the

sr on behalf of Protestants in Russia. Although they received promises

%@tion from the Czar, there were no results. At the Florence confer-
ce, the Alliance admitted that their efforts in Russia appeared fruit-
88 and sent a message of sympathy to the persecuted Russians.

There was always an appeal from some evangelical who had been
‘rested in either Spain or in one of her colonies. The Alliance usual-

ﬁﬁﬁnaged to secure the release of such men. In Protestant countries,

Efforts on behalf of religious liberty have their weak side,

‘menicelly speaking. It does not always make for good-will from the

)
Twenty-eighth Annual Report, 1895, p. 7.
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ghed Church to defend the sects which are troubling it. Ruth

ce states that the "Alliance was always prone, sometimes perhaps un-
ally, to defend the small body or sect against the national
ughb“gs This is probably a fair judgment. The Evangelieal Alliance
. 1ike religious bigotry in any form, As an organization it held
rather rigid doctrinal peosition but it did not deem it necessary
end it by force.

I Although the Alliance has never disassociated itself from the
se of religious liberty, this phase of 1ts activity is rather limited

present.

Rouse and Neill, op. eit., p. 323.
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CHAFTER VII

THE EVANGELICAL ALLTANCE AND MODERN ECUMENISM

The Evangelical Alliance was doomed never to become a world-

fgrganization, after it failed to find harmony in settling the ques-
;J@f slaveholding. In the years between 1907 and 1948 there was

tle Alliance activity except for the Universal Week of Prayer. The
itish Alliance and a few European branches managed to maintain a
‘ﬁzwce of organization and consistency throughout this period. It is
cant to note that it was during this period of inactivity on the
4 of the Alliance that the embryonic beginnings of the World Council
ches were taking place. This was also the period of bitter theo-
controversy between conservative and liberal Christians. Of

the tumultuous condition of the political world would not prove

to an organization composed of individuals, such as the Alliance.

Netional Association of Evangelicals in the United States

In America, the Federal Council of Churches met with extended
8ition from all shades of conservative Christians. The American
ance adopted wholeheartedly the soeial and non-theological position
e Federal Council. During World War II, many conservative

WQQQLS, who could not accept the liberal position of the Federal
¢il, felt the need for a unified, constructive and dynamic program

'fike-minded.Christians. This interest culminated in the formation
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National Association of Evangelicals. In many ways this organi-

mey be considered the "new" Evangelical Alliance for America.

nev organization was to be compeosed of crganized church bodies and

{eties, who could annually subscribe to the following statement of

1. We believe the Bible to be the inspired, the only
4infallible, authoritative word of God.

2. We believe that there is cne God, enternally existent
in three persons, Father, Son and Holy Ghost.

L 3. We believe in the deity of our Lord Jesus Christ, in
His virgin birth, in His sinless life, in His miracles, in

His vicarious and atoning death through His shed blood, in

' His bodily resurrection, in His ascension to the right hand

of the Father, and in His personal return in power and glory.

Lk, We believe that for the salvation of lost and sinful
man regeneration by the Holy Spirit is absolutely essential.

5. We believe in the present ministry of the Holy Spirit
by whose indwelling the Christian is enabled to live a godly
Y ;.ife .

6. We believe in the resurrection of both the saved and
the lost; they that are saved unto the resurrection of life
and they that are lost unto the resurrection of damnation.

1 T. We believe_ in the spiritual unity of believers in our
Lord Jesus Christ.t

The National Association of Evangelicals approximates the
ce position that a wide degree of doctrinal agreement is necessary
"€ any Christian action may be undertaken. Members of the Associa-

1 of Evangelicals are largely those denominations which are normally

James D. Murch, op. cit., pp. 65-66.
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sect groups. They are headquartered in Wheaton, Illineis. They

sse both the American Council of Churches, for their obstinate stand

| the National Council of Churches for its "apostasy” from the Protes-

oith through liberalism and friendly approaches to Roman Catholics.

g’rld Evangelical Fellowship

The National Association of Evangelicals has played an im-
role in revitalizing the British Alliance, by serving as an

and stimulus to it. The centennial of the Alliance was the

rersations at this time resulted in a proposal to hold an unofficial
g of evangelicals at Clarens, Switzerland, in 1948 "to consider

2 The Clarens

yerfully the establishment of a world fellowship."
ference met August 7-10 and decided that national fellowships should
Afde the formation of a world organization. The following guide was
en for the formation of national associations of evangelicals:

- The Asscociation ... aims at coordinating the efforts of

the various churches and organizations and doing what individu-

al churches and other organizations can not do separately, in:

1. Creating unity among the believers.

4 2. Serving as a center of information and coordination of
evangelical activity.

3. Representing evangelicals before Governments,
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-g.;specia.lly evangelical minprity groups whose religious
jiberty is threatened.

iy, Informing the N.A.E. in America of real needs in
 Europe.

5. Advising as to the equitable distribution of funds
which may be sent from America for relief and other forms of
evangelical united actlon such as: (l) Evangelization;

(2) Printing and distributing evangelical literature;

(3) Training Christian workers in Europe for places in other
parts of the world where there 1s need for evangelical

workers speaking European la.nguages.3
There was little enthusiasm from the evangelical world. Lt.
Sir Arthur Smith and Mr. Roy Cattell of the Evangelical Alliance

an to inspire a new zeal into the British Alliance. Accordingly the

A
2 Constitutional Convention was set for Woudschoten, in the Nether-
¥ '
s, for August, 1951. Conservative Christians had come to realize

it spiritual isolationism was a sin against God and Christian

f1d Council was believed to be in the hands of liberals who gave

gelicals no voice. In the preamble to its Constitution, the World

° Ibid., p. 180.
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lical Fellowship declared its purpose to be:
1. Honoring God and His Word.
2. The furtherance of the Gospel.

3. The defense and confirmation of the Gospel.

k. Fellowship in the GOSPEl-A

e nevly formed World Evangelical Fellowship, accordingly, established

' ement of falth to which all member groups would be required to
ibe annually.

I, The Holy Scripture, as originally given by God,

divinely inspired, Infallible, entirely trustworthy; and the
supreme authority in all matters of faith and conduet,

IT. One God, eternally existent in three Persons,
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.

IIT. Our Lord Jesus Christ, God manifest in the flesh,
Eis virgin birth, His sinless human 1ife, His divine miracles,
His vicarious and atoning death, His bodily resurrection, His
‘ascension, His mediatorial work, and His personal return in
pover and glory.

IV. The salvation of lost and sinful man through the
- shed blood of the Lord Jesus Christ by faith apart from
works, and regenerstion by the Holy Spirit.

V. The Holy Spirit by whose indwelling the believer is
enabled to live a holy life, to witness and work for the Lord
Jesus Christ.

v VI. Unity in the Spirit of all true believers, the
Church, Body of Christ.

VII. The resurrection of both the saved and the lost:

y
Ibid-h:, P‘ 1860
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they that are saved unto the resurrection of life, and they
that are lost unto the resurrection of damnation.é

At the first convention under the constitution at Clarens, the

1lowship took into full membership national organizations from the

w1lowship, and the National Association of Evangelicals (USA). The
“s of membership were enlarged to include individual members. Four
@ ;’"s nent commissions were established: a Commission on Evangelism,
‘ommlission on Christian Action, Commission on Missionary Cooperation,
and Commission on Literature .6

The Fellowship met again at Barrington, U.S.A. in 1956, and at
Kong in 1962. At Hong Kong it was decided that the International
ce of the World Evangelical Fellowship would be in London in the
ritish Evangelical Alliance office. The ties between the W,E.F. and
ke Alliance were further strengthened with the election of Gilbert W.
drby, Secretary of the Alliance, as General Secretary of the Fellowship.
Bother Alliance man, Dr. Everett L. Cattell, replaced It. General

F. Smith, President of the British Alliance, as President of the

Ibid.a’ P. 187.

6
Ioid,, p. 190.
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The members of the World Evangelical Fellowship believe that

. the w.E.F. they have found an organization which solves their need

o spiritual fellowship. Many sincere Christians when faced with the

oice of membership in the World Council of Churches felt that they

ere being torn between two alternatives: "ecumenical bigness, superfi-

ty and heterodoxy on the one hand and of continuing fragmentation, ‘

1 The attitude of

sdividualism and self-righteousness on the other."”
e W.E.F, toward the World Council of Churches is not yet solidified.
. gre of the conviction that they can ccoperate through their offi-
church bodies with it, while others are vehemently opposed to the
apostasy” of the leadership of the Council. There would seem to be a
lace for both types of organizations, one with a somewhat narrow con-
servative Protestant attempt to express a kind of spiritual unity, the

ther with a more comprehensive outlook, ineluding all Christians in its

tle Nineteenth Century Alliance Approach

The conservative idea of Christian unity as expressed by the
vengelical Alliance since 1846, and by the present-day World Evangelical

ellowship, is essentially an attempt to express the unity already

Ww

1l
esent in Christ. Evangelicals do not believe that denominational i

‘ II‘{

\
N
». [ World Evangelical Fellowship Bulletin, No. 1, 1962/1963. In
~@hgelical Broadsheet, Winter, 1962-3, p. 5.
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suctures, as such, are barriers to this type of fellowship. It is co-
eration which they seek, not organic union. There is much emphasis up-
s@iritual fellowship and waiting for the Holy Spirit to move to bring
5 culmination God's plan for the union of all believers.

Philip Schaff, in Reunion of Christendom, sums up the position

 the Alliance in the nineteenth century. He says that Christian union
5 an organlc union under one government is impossible, because union
s+h Rome is Impossible. He advocates a comprehensive federation much
that proposed by S. S, Sc:.‘mrru.;:kez:'.8 He says, Christ promised "one
c under one shepherd, but not one fold." The united Church would be
the Federal Headship of Christ.”

Schaff gives five ways in which Christian union may be pro-
d. (1) Assume an ironic and evangelical-catholic spirit in
proaching individual Christians of other denominations. "Assume that

ley are as honest and earnest as we in the pursuit of truth." (2) Talk

hilenthropy, (3) Comity arrangements should be worked out for both

e and foreign missions. (4) The study of Church History from a broad
: Peetive, with attention given to symbolic or comparative theology
#ads to increase understanding of other traditions. (5) The duty and

lege of prayer for Christian union is binding upon all Christians.

8
See chapter 2, p. 11 ff.

4 Philip Bchaff, op. cit., p. 1h.
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n evangelical efforts have not advanced much beyond these posi-
In the end Schaff leaves the divisions of the Church to the

¢ power of the Holy Spirit.C

The present position of the evangelicals is not as broad as
t of Schaff. The intervening years have produced bitter quarrels
ich point up the depth of the breach in Protestantism. There is a
rge and rapidly growing segment of the Church that is out of fellow-
) with the old-line established denominations and their ecumenical
verent, In recent years the Alliance has recelved a new zest for its
rk and life. This is in part a reflection of the increasing im~

ce of the "sect groups.” The Alliance has recently stated its
de toward Christian union, Ibts members are happy to have fellow-
lp with all who sincerely love our Lord Jesus Christ. They still
intain that active Christian cooperation is not possible without
u on basic Christian truth, A unified understanding of the

- of the Gospel is thought to be a necessary prerequisite to co-
tive evangelist work. The Alliance has taken a new slogan,

tual Unity in Aetion.” Evangelicals like to quote three phrases
' the first chapter of Philippians as the objects which they seek.
*llowship in the Gospel,” (v. 5), "The defence and confirmation of

10
dbid,, pp. 38 fr,
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v}fgospel," (v. 7), and "The furtherance of the Gospel." (v. 12).11

In preparation for a United Service of Holy Communion,

-nuary 10, 1963, a study group prepared a statement on the nature of
;@§church for the Evangelical Alliance. The statement is intended to
»Afess in general terms the views of evangelicals on this subject. It
ﬂfg a long way in explaining the hesitation of evangelicals to heartily
ndorse the contemporary ecumenical movement as expressed in the World
jouncil of Churches.

The Church of God consists of His elect in every age who
have been united to Christ by His grace through faith, and
are indwelt by the Holy Spirit. This union with Christ, sig-
nified by baptism though not created by it, finds visible ex-
pression where believers meet together for worship and the
ministry of the Word, and at the Lord's Table.

This spiritual unity is further expressed when Christians
of varying traditions participate together in the Lord!'s
Supper, unhindered by differences on secondary matters. The
existence of this God~given unity does not, however, absolve
Christians from endeavouring to understand the differing view-
points held on these secondary matters, such as forms of wor-
ship, systems of government, and orders of ministry,

Nevertheless, there are certain essential doctrines on
which no compromise is possible, such as the Trinity of
Father, Son and Holy Spirit, the deity of Christ; the sole
sufficiency of His atoning work for the salvation of men; the
- supreme authority of Holy Scripture in all matters of faith
and practice; the justification of the sinner by the grace of
God through faith alone, and the priesthood of the whole
Church whereby every believer has direct access to God the
Father through the one Mediator, Jesus Christ. To the extent
to which churches (whether in the World Council of Churches
or not) fail to express these truths, to that extent they

1
Evangelical Broadsheet, Winter, 1962/1963, p. 1,
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f£all short of being churches in the New Testament sense,
though individuals within them may be true believers.l2

Evangelicals stress the point that they are not in competition

th the World Council of Churches. Their groups are not being formed
el @pposition to existing groups, but seek to serve Christ in a way that
ther groups can not do. It would seem that the purpose of the

vengelical Alliance today is the same as when it was founded, to witness
y evangelical truth. Historical criticism and liberalism have caused

e evangelical fellowships to explain the authority of the Scriptures

1d the divinity of Christ in a more detalled way than was necessary for

eir nineteenth century forebears.

nalysis of the Evangelical Alliance

Ruth Rouse lists several reasons for the failure of the Evan-
cal Alliance to capture the enthusiasm of the Christian world with
i program of Christian uni1l:.y. She says that the Alliance ignored the
slations of Churches to each other in being an organization of indi-
idual Christians. This is true to a certain extent ;3 but, by being an

rganization of individuals the Alliance was enabled to comprehend in

e
Evangelical Alliance Annual Report, Autumn, 1962, p. 1lh.
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ped it would have been impossible to form any kind of cooperative

.gociation for Christian union embracing both the Church of England, as

whole, and the £ ree churches, The modern evangelical fellowships have
vercome this objection by encouraging membership from organized bodies,
nile still keeping the door open for individual membership.l3
The second criticism which Rouse gives of the Alliance is that
doctrinal basis was too ma,:c':c'cm.:l'LF This is a valid critieism if one
hes to include in Christian unicn all who claim the name Christian.
7t would seem that in the twentieth century as well as the nineteenth
there are many groups who call themselves Christian, but who by honest
eomparison with Biblieal and historic Christianity can not be considered
Christian. The Alliance doctrinal basis was seen as a witness to truth
not as a creedal statement. It was open to wide variations of inter-
pretation. This was one of the major points of attack by nineteenth
century critics. The basis of the new Evangelical Fellowship with its

lifying clauses would seem to be more liable to this kind of criti-

It can not be denied that the narrowness of the basis has been
of the major causes for the failure of the Alliance to come to the
« It would seem that here 1t offers haope of providing a means of

Wl ening the horizons of those Christians who in good conscience can not

4 Rouse and Neill, op. cit., p. 323.

o Tbid.
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n

essential evangelical

ows." There is a growing body of Christians who can not be repre-

uted in the World Council of Churches because of theologieal problems.
is group needs to be in vital contact with other Christians. The

Ang elical fellowships can serve this need.

One of the more practical reasons for the failure of the

1isnce is well stated by Rouse. The Alliance lacked any central

sadership and organization. There was no strong leader who would

The real reason for the failure to provide for a central organi-
on goes back to the London Conference of 1846 and the slaveholding
lestion. The Alliance falled when this issue was introduced. When

ils issue was no longer a reality, the Alliance had established itself
. the pattern of independent national organizations '.15
Rouse lists a lack of forward locking programs as another
‘uf.*ﬂ:cism. The Alliance arrived on the scene too late to secure for it-
1f an important practical object, Individuals who are agreed on major
oints of doctrine can enjoy the sublime heights of spiritual unity for
1Ly a short period of time. The American Alliance tried to establish a
‘ogram, only to have the program destroy it. On an international level

Allia.nc;e discovered the promotion of a week of prayer and defense of

'liglous liberty to be its only practical purposes. The Week of Prayer
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d not need extended preparation and appeals for help in religious per-

cutions were rather sporadic. Some of the practical objects which

mdersta.nd how an organization for the promotion of Christian union
find a practical object. Is not Christian union a sufficiently
ractical object?

The modern British Alliance can not be charged with this
-iticism. It has engaged in an extended program of practical activity,
g described above.

Ruth Rouse daes not understand the Alliance when she says that
its objectives 'were incompatible .l6 She can not understand how brother-
love and hatred of Popery and Puseylsm can be combined, The Alliance
1ade a strong anti-Papal stand. Tt was opposed to all efforts to extend
he Roman Catholic system. But, the Alliance members saw a difference
setween the system and those under the system. The Alliance expressed

- concern for Roman Catholics in a very practical way when it pro--
2sted on their behalf in Sweden, The Alliance made it very clear that
dle it was absolutely against the presuppositions of Roman Catholicism,
it could feel Christian love for individuals within the system who had
“een touched by the Lord and who were sincere bellevers in Him.

The Evangelical Alliance has never been a voice in the modern
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ment for Christian union for another reason in addition te those

ed by Ruth Rouse. It was in a period of inactivity and near death

the contemporary movement was beginning. Thus, the Evangelical
11iance has been completely forgotten by historians of the ecumenical
ent., In its resurrected form it is clothed in new garments with
.4 essential position unchanged. TIts appeal for Christian union is not
as novel as it was in 1846. The Alliance needs to be studied and
nderstood by the modern ecumenical movement. Its conferences were
orerunners of all modern Protestant inter-de;lominational, internation-
1 conventions. The influence of its Week of Prayer can not be ade-
ely assessed. During its early years the Alliance was, almost com-~
ely, the only means of Christian fellowship beyond the Llimits of
ation and denomination. The Evangelical Alliance is a significant

eer in Christian union.
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APPENDIX A

REPORT OF THE LIVERPOOL CONFERENCE-

That as the Conference rejoice in the substantial agreement
which exists among the people of God, so they are deeply impressed with
g gsense of the importance of exhibiting and carrying out that agreement;
believing as they do, that the alienation of Christians from one
another, on account of lesser differences, has been one of the greatest
evils in the Church of Christ, and one main hindrance to the progress of
the Gospel; and that the aspeet of affalrs, in a religious view, both at
home and abroad is, such as is to present the strongest motive to union
and co-operation.

That this meeting desires to express its humiliation before
God and his Church, for all the divisions of the Christian Church, and
egpecially for everything which we ourselves may have aforetime spoken,
in theological and ecclesiastlcal discussions, contrary to speaking the
truth in love; and would earnestly and affectionately recommend to each
other in our own conduect; and particularly in our use of the press,
carefully to abstain from, and to put away, all bitterness and wrath,
and anger and clamour, and evil speaking, with all malice; and in
things in which we may yet differ from each other, still to seek to be
kind, tenderhearted, forbearing one another in love, forgiving one
another, even as God, for Christ's sake, hath forgiven usj; in every-
thing seeking to be followers of God as dear children, and to walk in
love, as Christ also has loved us.

That as the Christian union whieh this Conference desires to
promote can only be attained through the blessed energy of the Holy
Spirit, the Conference unanimously recommends the members present, and
‘absent brethren, to make this matter the subject of simultanecus weekly
petition at the Throne of Grace in their closets and families; and
suggests the forenoon of Monday as the time for that purpose.

That the Conference records with delight and heartfelt thanks-
glving to God, that, after the most frank and unreserved expression of
their sentiments by brethren of various denominations present, there has
been found, not only a general and warm desire for extended Christian
union, but ample ground of common truth, on a cordial belief in which
the assembled brethren could themselves unite, for many important

e

- Christian Observer, Vol. 45, pp. 729 ff.
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objects, and also invite the adhesion of all evangelical Christians; so
+hat, cheered by these auspicious commencements, the Conference would go
forward with its great object, depending on continued help from the
pivine Head of the Church; and now determines that a more extensive
meeting shall be convened in London, in the summer of next year to which
Christians from variocus parts of the world shall be invited.

That the Conference postponing the preparation of a full and
formal document on the subject, deem it sufficient for the present ta
intimate that the parties who shall be invited to the future meeting
shall be such persons as heold and maintain what are usually understood
to be evangelical viewes in regard to such important matters of doctrine
as the following, viz.

l. The Divine inspiration, authority, and sufficiency of Holy
Seripture.

2. The unity of the Godhead, and the Trinity of persons therein.
3. The ubter depravity of human nature, in consequence of the fall.

4. The incarnation of the Son of God, and his work of atonement for
sinners of mankind.

5., The justification of the sinner by faith alone.

6. The work of the Holy Spirit in the conversion and sanctification
of the sinner.

T. The right and duty of private judgment in the interpretation of
Holy Scripture.

8. The Divine institution of the Christian ministry, and the
authority and perpetuity of the ordinances of Baptism and the Lord's
Supper .

That it be recommended to the future meeting in conneection
with the promotion of Christian union, that they form an institution,
whose name shall be The Evangelical Alliance.

That in the prosecubtion of the present attempt, the Conference
are clearly and unanimously of opinion, that no compromise of their own
views, or sanction of those of others, on the points on which they
differ, ought to be either required or expected on the part of anyone
who concurs in it; but that all should be held, as free as before, to
maintain and adveocate their views, with all due forbearance and
brotherly love. Farther, that any union or alliance to be formed,
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should be understood to be an alliance of individual Christians, and not
of denominations or branches of the Church; and the design of this alli-
gnce shall be to exhibit, as far as practicable, the essential unity of
the Church of Christ, and at the same time to cherish and manifest; in
its various branches, the spirit of brotherly love, to pen and maintain,
by correspondence and otherwise fraternal intercourse between all parts
of the Christian world,--~and, by the press, and by such scriptural means
gs, in the progress of this alliance, may be deemed expedient, to resist
not only the efforts of Popery, but every form of superstition and infi-
delity, and to promote our Common Protestant faith in our own and other
countries.

That in the Judgment of this Conference, one of the most im~
1@er‘ba.n’t objects which the contemplated alliance ought to have in view,
is, the promotion of sound views on the subject of the sanctity of the
Lord's daye...
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APPENDIX B

AMERICAN MEMBERS OF THE ALLIANCE IN 1846+

Rev. Gorham D. Abbott, New York, Pres.

Rev. John Adams, Mass., Cong.

Rev. Emerson Andrews, Reading, Pa., Baptist
Rev. Samuel Ashmead, Phil., MEC

Rev. Robert Baird, N. Y., Pres.

H. Bange, Esq., Newark, N, J., Pres.

Rev. Lyman, Beecher, Cineinnati, 0., Pres.
John Bevridge, Esq., Newburgh, U.S. Ass. Ref. Ch.
Rev. T. Brainerd, Phil., Pres.

Rev. H. N. Brinsman, Newark, N. J., Pres.
Rev. F. G. Brown, New Bedford, Baptist

Rev. W. Brown, New York, Pres.

W. D. Buch, Esq., M.D., Cong.

Charles Butler, Esg., N. Y., Pres.

Prof, Merritt Caldwell, Carlisle, MEC
Robert Carter, Esq., New York, Pres.

Rev. Pharcellus Church, Rochester, Baptist
Rev. M. M. Clark, AMEC

J. W. Corson, Esq., M.D., New York, MEC
Rev. 8. H. Cox, New York, Pres.

Rev. J. Dempster, Vermont, MEC

Rev. T. DeWitt, New York, Dut, Ref. Ch.
Rev. Jd. Durker, Utica, Am. Episcopal Ch.
Rev. Romeo Elton, New Haven, Gen. Baptist
Rev. Brown Emerson, Salem, Cong.

Rev. President Robert Emory, MEC

Rev. G. G. Exall, Virginia, U.S. Baptist
Rev. Jd. Forsyth, Newburgh, New York, Pres.
Rev. Charles Galpin, Michigan, Pres.

Rev. G. W. Gowdy, Xenla, 0., Pres.

Rev. Oscar H. Gregory, West Troy, Dut. Ref. Ch.
R. T. Haines, Esq., Elizabeth Town, N. J., Pres.
J. Harper, New York, MEC

E. R, Hill, Esq., Wadsworth, 0., MEC

Rev. Joshue Vaughn Himes, Boston, Advent Ch.
Prof. M. B. Hope, Princeton, Pres.

Rev. Asa T. Hopkins, Buffalo, Pres.

e —

4 Report of the Proceedings,.., Appendix C.




W. S. Huggins, Esq., Yale College, Cong.
Rev. E. P. Humphrey, Louisville, Pres.
Willard Ives, Esq., Watertown, New York, MEC
Rev. Pardon T. Kenney, New Bedford, MEC
Rev. E. N. Kirk, Boston, Cong.

Rev. Benjamin Kurtz, Baltimore, Ev. Luth.
Bev. W. Livesey, Rhode Island, MEC

Rev. John Marsh, New York, Cong.

Rev. Erskine Mason, New York, Pres.

Rev. J. B. Merwin, Poughkeepsie, N. Y., MEC
Rev. J. G. Morris, Baltimore, Luth.

Sidney E. Morse, Esq., New York, Cong.

R. D. Mussey, Esq., M.D., U.S. Pres.

Rev. D. J. Noyes, Concord, N. H., Cong.
Rev. Stephen Qlin, Middleton, MEC

Rev. H. S. Osborn, Phil,, Pres.

Rev. W. H, Passavent, Pittsburgh, Ev. Luth.
Rev. W. Patton, New York, Pres.

Rev. L. H. Pease, Albany, N. Y., Pres.

Rev. G. Peck, New York, MEC

Rev. Abrham Polhemus, New York, Dut. Ref. Ch.
Rev, S. L. Pomroy, Bangor, Me., Cong.

Rev. J. T. Pressley, Alleghany, Pres.

Rev. A, Reid, Salem, Mass., Pres.

Rev. Adam Reid, Salisbury, Conn., Cong.
Daniel Safford, Esq., Cong.

T. C. Safford, Esq., Boston, Cong.

Rev. 8. 8. Schmucker, Gettysburg, Pa., Luth.
Rev. 0. Scott, New York

Rev. T. H. Skinner, New York, Pres.

Rev. T. Smyth, Charleston, 5. C., Pres.
Rev. 8. Spicer, Lansingburgh, N, Y., MEC
Rev. Tobias Spicer, New York, MEC

Rev, John B. Urwin, Poughkeepsie, MEC

Rev. A. B. Van Zandt, Newburgh, N. Y., Dut. Ref. Ch.
Rev. G. Webber, Kent's Hill, Me., MEC

Rev. Alonzo Wheelock, New York, Bapt.

Rev. H. R. Wilson, Phil., Pres.
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APPENDIX C
GENERAL ORGANTZATTON:

That, -~whereas Brethren, from the Continents of Furope and America, as
well as in this Country, are unable, without consultation with their
countrymen to settle all the arrangements for their respective Coun-
tries,--it is expedient to defer the final and complete arrangement of
the details of the Evangelical Alliance, of which the foundation has now
been laid, till another General Conference.

That the Alliance cansist of all such Members of this Confer-
ence, and Members and Corresponding Members of the Divisions of the
Provisional Committee, as shall adhere to the principles and objects of
the Alliance. Persons may be admitted to membership of the Alliance, by
consent of all the Distriet Organizations, or by a vote of & General
Conference; and to membership of any District Organization, by such mode
ags each District Organization may determine.

That the Members of the Alliance be recommended to form Dis-
trict Organizations, in such manner as shall be most in accordance with
the peculiar circumstances of each District. Provided, however,

First,~-That neither the Alliance, nor the respective District
Organizations, shall be held responsible for the proceedings of any Dis-
triet Organization;

Secondly,-~That, whenever a District Organization shall be
formed, the Members of the Alliance, within that District, shall act
collectively in its formation.

That,--In furtherance of the above plan, it be recommended,
for the present, that a District Organization be formed in each of the
following Districts, viz.: --

1. The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland.
2. The United States of America.

3. France; Belgium; and French Switzerland.

e —

d Report of the Proceedings..., p. 503.
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4. The North of Germany.
5. The South of Germany; and German Switzerland.
6. British North America.

7. The West Indies.

And that additional District Organizations be, from time to
time, recognized as such, by the concurrence of any three previously-
existing Organizations.

That an official correspondence be maintained between the
several District Organizations, and that Reports of their proceedings be
interchanged, with a view to cooperation and encouragement in their com-
mon object.

That a General Conference be held, at such time and place, and
consist of such Members of the Allianece, as, by correspondence between
the District Organizations, and under the guidance of Divine Providence,
gshall hereafter be determined by their unanimous concurrence. Provided,

- First,--That any Member of the Alliance, who was entitled to
attend this Conference, and shall retain his membership, shall be en-
titled to attend the next also;

And, Secondly,--That all questions relating to the convening
of it shall be determined by such Members only of the District Organiza-
tions, as shall also be Members of the Alliance.

A Conference of any two, or more, of the Distriet Organiza-
tions may be held by mutual agreement.
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3. The Unity of the Godhead, and Trinity of the persons therein.
. The utter depravity of human nature in consequence of the fall.

5. The incarnation of the Son of God, his work of atonement for
gins of mankind, and his mediatorial intercession and reign.

6. The justification of the sinner by faith alone.

T« The work of the Holy Spirit in the conversion and sanctification
of the sinner.

8. The immortality of the soul, the resurrection of the body, the
judgment of the world by our Lord Jesus Christ, with the eternal
blessedness of the righteous, and the eternal punishment of the wicked.

9« The divine institution of the Christian ministry, and the obli-
gation and perpetuity of the ordinances of Baptism and the Lord's
Supper.

It being, however, distinetly declared, that this brief sum-
mary is not to be regarded in any formel or ecclesiastical sense, as a
creed or confession, nor the adoption of it as involving an assumption
of the right authoritatively to define the limits of Christian brother-
hood, but simply as an indication of the class of persons whom 1t is
desirable to embrace within the Alliance.
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APPENDIX E

CONSTITUTION OF THE AMERICAN EVANGELICAL.ALLIANCEl
[Adopted January 1867]

ARTICLE I

This Organization shall be known as the Evangelical Alliance
for the United States of America.

ARTICLE IT

The objects of this Association are: +to promote evangeliecal
union, with a view to greater success in Christian activity; to maintain
and exhibit the essential unity of the Church of Christ; to counteract
the influence of infidelilty and superstition, especially in their
organized forms; to asslst the cause of religious freedom everywhere; to
hold up the supreme authority of the word of God; to urge the observance
of the Lord's day; and to correct the immoral hablts of soclety. And to
‘accomplish these ends, it proposes to act as a Bureau of Correspondence
and Information, obtaining facts and diffusing them, with such
suggestions as may seem pertinent, always avoiding a dogmatic or legls-
lative style, and "endeavoring to keep the unity of the Spirit in the
bond of peace."

ARTICLE IIT
Any person may be introduced as a member of this Alliance, on
his own application, by signing the Constitution, and assenting to the
principles, the basis, and the objects of this Asscociation.
ARTICIE IV

The officers of this Alliance shall be a President, Vice-
Presidents, Corresponding and Recording Secretaries, and a Treasurer.

ARTICLE V

The business of the Alliance shall be conducted by a Board of
Councillors, including the executive officers and the Vice-Presidents--

1 Third Annual Report, 1871, pp. 13-1k.
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who shall be members ex officio--any ten of whom shall constitute a
quorum of a meeting when regularly convened; and all the officers and
councillors shall be elected annually by the Alliance, shall be account-
able to 1t, and subjeect to its instructions and shall hold their places
until the election of the successors, The menbers of the Board are em~
powered to fill their own vacancies; and shall meet by the appointment
of the Society, or on their own adjournment, or at the call of the
President, by the request or with the consent of any five councillors;
provided, in the case of every special meeting, due notice shall be
given for ten days through the press.

ARTICLE VI

There shall be an Executive Committee elected annually by the
Board of Councillors, consisting, as nearly as possible of one member
from each denomination of Christians represented in the Alliance, and
the executive officers of the Board; and any five of this Committee
shall constitute a quorum when regularly convened.,

ARTICLE VII

The Alliance shall meet annually, at such time and place as
the Board may appoint.

ARTICLE VIII

Local organizations in the United States, adopting the prin-
ciples of this Alliance, may become connected with it by a vote of the
Board of Councillors, their members thus becoming individually members
of this Alliance.

ARTICLE IX

This Constitution may be altered only at an annual meeting,
and by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, provided notice of
the amendment be given at a previous annual meeting; unless the altera-
tion be recommended by twenty of the Board of Councillors.
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REVISED FQNSTITUTION OF THE EVANGELICAL ALLIANCE FOR THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERTICAL

Adopted January, 1867. Amended January, 18Tk; June, 1885; December,
1886; March and June, 1887; January, 1889, and January, 1890.

o, e S o Bt .

ARTICLE I
NAME AND INCORPORATTION

This organization shall be known as the EVANGELICAIL ALLTANCE
FOR THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

It was organized in January, 1867, and incorporated in June,
1885, under Chapter 319 of the Laws of 1848 of the State of New York,
and Amendments thereto, inecluding Chapter 446 of the Laws of 1883.

ARTICLE II
OBJECT

The object of this Association shall be the furtherance of re-
ligious opinion with the intent to manifest and strengthen Christian
unity, and to promote religious liberty and co-operation in Christian
work, without interfering with the internal affairs of the different de-
nominations.

ARTICLE IIT':
MANAGEMENT

The Board of Managers named in the certificate of incorpora-
tion shall control the affairs of the Association for the first year,
and be eligible to re-election, and shall fill its own vacancies and
make by-laws, rules and regulations for the management of the affairs of
the incorporation, not inconsistent with this Constitution or the laws
of the State of New York. In the interval of the meetings of the Board
of Managers, an Executive Committee, appointed by the President with the
approval of the Board, shall have authority to conduct the affairs of
the Alliance, subject to such rules and regulations as the Board may
from time to time prescribe.

The Alliance shall meet annually on the Friday after the second
Sunday of January, at such hour and place as the Board of Managers shall
appoint, at which meetings Managers shall be elected.

Twenty-second Annual Report, pp. 18-19.
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ARTICLE IV
CLASSIFICATION AND ELECTION OF BOARD OF MANAGERS

At the first meeting of the Board of Managers under this Con-
stitution, the Managers named in the certificate of incorpeoration shall
be classified by lot into four classes, one of which shall hold office
for the current year, another for two years, another for three years,
and another for four years.

The members of the Alliance who are entitled under this Con-
stitution to vote for managers, shall annually elect ten managers to
f£ill the class of those whose terms of office first expire, who shall
hold office for four years.

ARTICLE V
OFFICERS

The officers of this Alliance shall be a President, Vice-
Presidents, Honorary Secretaries, Corresponding and Recording Secre-
taries, a General Secretary, a Field Secretary, and a Treasurer, who
shall be elected by the Board of Managers, and who shall be subject to
removal by the Board. '

ARTICLE VI
CLASSIFICATION AND ELECTION OF MEMBERS

Of the members there shall be two classes: 1st, Contributing
members; 2d, Honorary members. All persons elected officers or managers
of the Alliance shall be taken from the roll of members of either class,
and all such members can serve on special committees appointed by the
President or the Board of Managers, without being members of that board.

The payment of $10 shall constitute the donor a member of the
Alliance for one year, and the payment of $50 at one time shall consti-
tute the donor a life-member of the Alllance; and all contributing mem-
bers shall be entitled to the publications of the Alliance issued during
the period of their membership.

All members who adhere to the basis of principles heretofore
adopted shall be entitled to vote for managers.

ARTICLE VII
LOCAL AND STATE ORGANIZATTIONS

State and local organizations of the Unlted States composed of
evangelical Christians, in sympathy with the objeet of this Alliance as
set forth in Article II of the Constitution, may become connected with
it by a vote of the Board of Managers on compliance with the rules or
conditions that may be established by the Board in that behalf.
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ARTICLE VIIT

This Constitution may be amended at any annual or special meet-
ing of the Alliance, called for that purpose at ten days' notice, pro-
vided the proposed Amendments shall have been first submitted to and
recommended by the Board of Managers, and the same shall be approved by
two-thirds of the members of the Alliance entitled to vote for managers

and present at the meeting.
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APPENDIX F

METHODS OF THE EVANGELICAL ALIIANCE:

METHOD I

An alliance adopting this method is as simple as possible. It
is composed of the pastors of the evangelical churches of the community,
together with a few active and representative laymen of each church,
selected as the church may see fit; or membership may be enlarged by
making eligible to it every member of any evangelical church who is in-
terested in the objects of the Alliance. These objects are:

1. To afford a point of contact for the churches, to bring them in-
to closer relations and to cultivate their fellowship. The lack of
fellowship and confidence, so far as it exists, is due almost wholly to
a lack of acquaintance.

2. To cultivate a broader idea of the mission of the church in its
relations to the entire life of the community, and to enable churches to
discuss together their common interests and whatever requires their co-
operation.

One great weakness of the church is due to a too narrow interpre-
tation of her commission. The Gospel was intended not only to bring men
into right relations with God, but also to rectify all human relation-
ships; to save not only the individual, but also institutions--the
family, the community, the state; to purify polities, to reconcile capi-
tal and labor, to perfect life, whether physical, intellectual, moral or
spiritual.

The local Alliance is concerned with everything that Christiani-
ty was intended to do for the community in which it is organized. It is
a Sabbath alliance; it 1s a temperance alliance; it is an alliance to
enforce law and order; it is an alliance for tenement-house reform and
for every other reform which is related to human welfare; it is an alli-
ance of the good for the purpose of overcoming the evil.

3. To afford a means of crystallizing, and a medium of expressing,
the public sentiment of the churches as occaslon may regquire.

'l‘MEthods of the Evangelical Alliance. (No information. Published

about 1890.)
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METHOD IT”

An Alliance adopting this method is composed like the former.
It has also the same objects, but, in addition, undertakes an annual
canvass of the community, which it makes through the churches or other-
wilse.

A canvass is by no means as valuable as sustained visitation,
but when it is well done and faithfully followed up, it is very fruitful
of good. It shows where the new comers are, who are the nen-church
goers and what are their church preferences. It finds many unused
church letters. It better acquaints the churches with the condition of
the masses and brings them into eloser relstions. It affords an oppor-
tunity to furnish the cilty with the Scriptures and other religious read-
ing, to gather the children into the Sabbath Schocls and to invite the
whole population to attend the church of their preference.

The knowledge gained by a canvass 1s of little value unless it
is used. Every co-operating church will find that it needs a committee
of visitors to assist their pastor in attaching to their church all the
newly discovered families who express a preference for it.

Alliances of the first and second class meet onee a month, or
once in two months, or once in three, as often as they see fit.

METHOD ITT

An Alliance adopting the third method has the same general ob-
Jects as those already described, but 1s distinguished by its work of
systematic visitation. There is an important distinction between the
canvasser and the visitor. The one is a stranger (in all cities), the
other becomes a friend. The primary object of the former 1s informa-
tion, that of the latter 1s influence. The latter accomplishes all that
the former does and much more. The visitor makes the several families
assigned to-him.(or her) a study, and special objects of prayer. He'
seeks to gain their confidence, to do them good in every possible way,
and then uses the influence thus acquired to win them to Christ and his
‘church, which of course requires time and patience.

Alliances of this class undertake the work of visitation on
what is called the district plan, the essential features of which may be
stated as follows:

1. The churches of the community agree to divide the territory
among themselves, no church taking more than it can work thoroughly. It
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is far better to work one half of a city or township well than to half
work the whole.

2. Each church holds itself responsible to carry the gospel, by re-
peated visitation, to every non-church going family in its district.
The non~church~goers are more easily reached if the church~-goers are in-
cluded in the visitation, the object in calling on the latter being to
arouse their interest and enlist their co-operation in influencing their
non-church-going neighbors.

3« It should be distinetly understood that the district does not in
any sense limit the activity of the chureh accepting it or that of other
churches. The district is not a parish with any exclusive rights.
Boundary lines may be crossed either way, The churech accepting a dis-
trict agrees to see that at least every family within that limit is
reached by Christian influence. It is perfectly at liberty to reach as
many more families elsewhere as it is able. '

L. The invitations to church and Sabbath School are given in the
name of all the co~operating churches, and notice of preferences is sent
to the churches or pastors for whom preference is expressed. It is ex-
ceedingly important that a church should not discontinue its visits as
soon as preference is expressed for some other, but to conbtinue its
efforts in behalf of the preferred church until the family is thoroughly
identified with it.

5. Each church is left perfectly free to adopt its own method of
work. Some will leave the pastor to do it all, until he discovers that
he can't. Some will commit it to the officers of the church. Some will
employ the paid service of missionaries, but it is to be hoped for the
sake of the spiritual quickening of the churches, that the work will
generally be done by the laity. In the latter case the church will
select as many visitors as 1t pleases, and as many supervisors, or none
at all. The great object of supervisors is to secure the greater effi-
ciency of the work without overtaxing the pastor.

6. The object of this visitation is not simply or primarily to ob-
tain facts, but to establish friendly relations between those who are
Christians and those who are not to acquire a personal influence, and
then to use that influence to do all possible good. If the visitors
undertake the work under the impression that its chief object 1s tao ob=-
tain information, they will be indisposed to make a second visit.

7. The co-operating churches meet statedly--once a month, or once
in two months, or at least once a quarter--to report the work done, to
devise and execute plans for meeting more effectively the needs which
have been disclosed, and to profit by each other's experience.




158

The churches may be employing a half-dozen different methods 5
but this comparing of results will ultimately lead to the survival of
the fittest.

This method of work makes a happy application of two funda-
mental principles which must be adopted before the church can effec-
tively reach the masses with the gospel; first, that of personal effort,
or perscnal contact, which 1s no other than the principle of the leaven
mingled with the meal, and, second, that of co-operation, which enters
into all the great movements of modern times.

METHOD IV

Alliances adopting this method have the same objects as the
preceding. They undertake systematic house-to-house visitation, but on
what is known as the commnity plan. This plan is less simple than the
preceding and the organization of Alliances of this sort beyond the
reach of personal supervision from the New York office is not recom-
mended. Particulars concerning this class may be had by corresponding
with the New York office, No. 117 Bible House.
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