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PRETACE .

The historian'se task is always difficult., It is especially =0 when he under-
takes to write the history, not of a nastion or of an individual, but of a systen
of philosophy or doctrine, for theories and faiths are not so tangible as the or-
dinary subjscts of historiecal research., If he entars a new field of enquiry his
work is yet harder because, having none to guids him, he must explore unknown re-
gions, frequently finding no reward, ©Still anothsr burden is added if he treats
of a controversial subject, for then it is not only necessery for him tc adduce
facts but he must alsc bring forward documentary proof of sach statemsnt, All
three of these difficulties have hssn met with in the preparation of this histo-
ry and it is hoped that an appreciation of their magnitude will cause a charita-
ble view to be taken of thas following pages.

The vast number of quotations in this thesis may at first excite surprise,
but nearly all of them are gleansd from documents contemporary with the evants
of which thay spesk and are ussful in giving a pieture from the inside, which is
far better than the description of an outsider who could scareely convey himself
into an atmosphers of half a century ago, I hope that this sketeh will cause
soms, at least, who differ among themsslves to ses eye to aye on several ques -
tions whieh now divide Southern Baptists,

Louisville, Kentucky, Mareh 31lst, 1900,
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I ¥ZTRQDDU.CT.ON,

If the churches which our Saviour and His apostles instituted had continued
to practice and teach all the things "whatsoever" He "commanded" them, therse
could bs no such thing as a history of doctrines. But even God's elect are
so prone to err that we find them divided in faith from the days of Christ un-
til now, Our Lord Himself,vhile in the world,had to guard His pscple lest
Phariségism should enter among them,and immediately after His ascsnsion the
churches were shaken to their very foundations by the assaults of Judaism, Be-
fore they had recovered from this attéck, Docetic Gnosticism had cerept into
many congregations. It seemed Tor o while that the refining power of perse-

ble
cution would purify God's people but even this gave rise to an objectional

form of Chiliasm, When persecution csased the churches rapidly dec%}ned
from the teachings of the New Testament and many of them became the nucleus
of the Roman Catholic hierarchy.. Others kept & purer doctrine; yet for many
centurifs history speaks of none excspt the Catholics with any ecsrtain and

distinet voice,

In ths seventeenth century we find our Baptist forefathers in England
earnestly discussing the question of church succession, ses=ming to be about
equally divided on the subject. About this time many Arminian sentiments found
sntrance into the Baptist churches, which were not dispelled without great ef-
fort. YNone cof these differences caused a dirset and lasting division in the
denomination, The next controversy was over the question of missions and
since it affected men's greed as well as their theclegical bheliefs the lines
were very distinetly drawn and division =snsued. The'"reformation" of Alexan-
der Campbell made great inroads on our churches, yet his movement should not

be considersd as a division of the Baptists but as a saparate enterprise,




So when the Baptist churches of the South became engaged in a violent con-

troversy in the middle of the nineteenth century it was no new experienés to
them, but rather history repeating itself, Thig disposition to controvsrsy
in our denomination from time immémorial may be accounted for by the exist-
ence of threes principles in every normal Baptist-—- human nature, individual
liberfy in matters of faith, love of the truth. The wrangling tendency is to
ba deplored, yet fear of strife should lszd no one to give up the truth, Ath-
anasius stood against the world and saw it filled with dissension when he could
have mads peace by yielding; but he remained firm for the divinity of Christ,
and conqﬁered. There is nons to say that he should have yielded for the suke
of peace. Luther brought about the Reformation by agitation and controversy,
and most leaders of God's people have had to fight their way ouﬁ of the dark-
Ut
neses into the light, It is no% then an evil spirit but God‘ghich raises up
men to resist the encroachments of error and to restors true doctrines when

they have bheen forgotten.

The landmark controversy in comparison with others which the Baptist de-
nomination has experienced did not include such vital issues as some, yet it
was carried on with wost intense zeal and involved nearly all Southern Bap-
tists *o0 such an extent that at one time a division of the denomination sssmed
imminent. It is remarkable that for more than fifty years its issues have
been discussed with more or less earnsstness without any decisive stand,in re-
gard to ity being taken by the denomination as a whole. Séme of the questions

involved bid fair to remain another half ©f 2 century, if not as long as there

ars Baptists.

Recantly, intarest has been awakened in landmarkism by the Whitsitt con=-
troversy which has given riss to diseussion of various asspects of the doc-
trine, The fact that two prominent Baptists are now preparing biographies

of Dr., J. R, Graves is evidence of wide interest in the question,



CHAPTER I.

DEFINITION OF OLD LANDMARKISM,

The term "Landmarkism" has a very uncsrtain meaning to many, aven of the
most intelligent Baptists, and it is difficult indesed to get a satisfactory def-
inition of i%, for those who spesk most confidently on the subject differ among
themselves., It is necessary, however, to decide what landmarkism ies befors we
write a history of it. Hence, we shall exsmine the definitions of several who

are most capable of knowing.

2

Dr, 7, T, Eaton says: "Then;(twenty vears ago), a Landmarker was one who *
believed that Pedo-baptist ministers should not be invited to occupy Baptist
pulpits., Today a Landmarksr is one who rejects alien immersion and belisves

*
that Baptiste have existed sincs the days of John the Baptist."

Dr. J. B, Gambrell says: "The essence of landmarkism is that the gospel ,
ninistry is an institution of a gospel church, and that all authority for the

spread of the gospsl is vestsd in the churches as executives of Christ.®

Dr. R. H, Carroll says: "01ld Landmarkism refers to pulpit affiliation; its x
author's position heing that Baptist preachers should not recsive ﬁinisters éf
othar denominations into our pulpits nor go into theirs in such a way as to
zive quasi acknowladgement to their ministerial oi’;‘fica.";H

Thess quotations spesk of landmarkism in its narrowsst sense as first prop-
agated in J, M, Pendleton's tract,entitled,"An 0ld Landmafk Re-set", in which
he says: "Is there any authority to preach which does not coms thraugh a church
and if Pedo-baptist ministers are not in Christian churches have they any right

to preach?"§§ On this premise he procseds to show that Baptists should not

v
%  "Western Recorder"- Haz 11, 1899, ‘
3 !The Daptist Standard," Teas, Jine 29, 1899,
*% M85, Letter, Oct. 26, 1899, v
§§ man 01d Landmark Re-det! - p.16.
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practics pulpit affiliation with them lest they should sndorse them as gospsal

preachers and their churches as churches of Christ. It was not long after this
tract was written until a number of othar dogtrines clustered around this one
as corollaries to it and soon becama a part of it, The term "Methodism!" oncse
msant a movement toward stricter and more spiritual life in the ipiscopal
Churchpbut no one would say that this is all that lMsthodism means today, Nei-
ther should it be said that the matier of pulpit affiliation is all thers is to
the landmark question. Henee, the following definitions of eminent men, inclu-
ding J, R, Gravas himself, give a bhetter idea of what the expres=ion meant af-

ter the landmark movement had developed:

The eminent historian, Dr., A, H., Newman, says: "The distinguishing faa- «
tures of the 01d Landmark system are the zealous advocacy of Baptist apostol-
ic succession, insistencs on the necessity of a properly authorized administra-
tor of baptism to the validity of the ordinancs and consecuent refusal to rec-
ognize as valid, baptism administered by a Pedo-baptist, and rafuéal to recog-

*
nize Pedo-baptist ministers as preachers of the gospel,"

Dr. B, 7, Riley, in his history of the Baptists in the Southern States,

givas a similar definition, except that he adds that 01d Landmarkism involves -

7 2

a "denial that Pedo-baptist organizations ars churches," and afterwards inelu-

ded''non-interconmunion".

Ve give two other definitions, ons by Dr. Geo. A. Lofton who knew the laad-

ers in the controvsrsy and was in ths midst of it for a time, the other by Dr.

¥

J. R, Graves, the real author of the 01d Landmark movsment,.

* > 3 & "'ix ot M 7 %
History of the Baptisttﬂpf the United States,/ vol.II,; p.495,
§

Dr, Graves propagated 0ld Landmarkism years before Pendleton wrote hLis tract.
Sez Chapter IV,




Dr. Lofton says that Dr. Pendleton's tract was "en argument against pul- -
pit affiliation upon ths ground of ths unscriptural order, office and ordinan-
cés of the Pedo-baptist churches and mesant among Baptists no alien pulpit, no
alien immersion, no alien communion, no alien ordﬂ%ﬁfion. Dr. Pendlaton hased
his argument solely on the Scriptural vosition of the Baptists versus the anti-
seriptural position of the Psdo-baptists. Farly in th2 movament Dr. Gravses bhe- -

- gan to agitate the question of church succession which became an adjjunct to the
landmark position and was intended to imply,according to Matthew 16:18 con-
firmed by history,an orderly, ofthodox,unbroken succession of Raptist churches
from Christ until now, "

Better than any of these d=finitions is that of J. R. Graves which we give __
fully because the question of the meaning of>iandmarkism is the most disputed
point in this history. He saysy Many believe that simple opposition to invit-
ing P?go-baptists into our pulpits is the whole of it, whils the title of the
tract EDr. Pendleton’s; indicates that that was only ons of the landmarks of our

$ fathers."§ The following is a list of the ten landmarks, as given by him:

"1, As Baptists we are to stand for the supreme authority of the‘Ne% Tes-
tament as out only ruls of faith 'and practics,.

"2, The ordinsncas of Christ, as He enjoined them.

"3, A spiritual and regensrated church,

"4, To protest and to use all our influence against the recognition on the
part of Baptists of human societiss as scriptural churches by affiliation, min-
isterial or ecolesiastic;l,or an allianes or coéberation that is susceptibleA
of bheing construed . . . into a recognition of their ecclesiastical or minis-

tarial equality with Baptist churches.

MSS., Letter, Nov, 1899,
§

"01d Landmarkism," p.xiii,.




"5. To preserve and perpetuste the doctrine of the divine origin and sanc-

Fity of Epe churches of Christ and the unbroken continuity of Christ's kingdom
i 5 L . :
(ehurches ) from the days of John the Baptist until now, according to the words
of Christ.

"6, To perpetuate the divine, inalienable, and sole presrogative of a Christ-
ian chureh, to prsach the gospel of ths Son of God, to select and ordain har
own officers, to contrel absolutely her own ordinances.

"7, To prasarva and perpstuate the seripturalhdesign of baptism and its
validity and rscognition only whan scripturally administeraed bv a gospsl church,
"8, To preserve and perpetuate the true design and symbols of the Lord's

\
Suppsr as a local churech ordinancs, . . . .
"9, To praserve and perpstuate the doctrine of a divinely called and script-

urally qualified and ordained ministey.

110, To preserve and perpetuate the prinitive fsalty and faithfulness to
the truth."

He adds: "ot the belief and advocacy of.one or two of these prineiples, but
the cordial rsception of all of them constitutes a full, 0ld Landmark Baptist."*
0f the above, 4,5, 6, 7, and 8 are distinetively Landmark doctrines, with the

possible exception of 7.

A, C. Dayton, in "Theodosia Ernest," 1857, agrees with the ideas of J. R,

Graves,

A comparison of these definitions shows a practical unaninity as to ths
.mesning of 0ld Landmerkism. The first two do not go as far as ths others but
they svidently viewed it only as set forth in Pandleton's tract and not as it
aftsrward appeared, Several editions of the traect pontained appendices.by 1y,

Graves,setting forth peculiarities other than non-pulpit-affiliation.

* 1014 Landmarkism', p.l139 ff,




Dr, Pendleton basad all his argument on the fact that Pedo-baptist societies w
were not in accord with New Testament teachings, Graves, Dayton, Orchard, Ray,
and others, while using Pendlston's argument, insistsd sspascially on church con-
tinuity, proved by interpreting lMatthew 18:18 as a figure of speech, the word
"church" being used by synecdoche to signify the locsl church as an institution
which should continue through all time. This interpreatation was corrohorated
by historieal inquiries., Hences, church succession became a part of 01d Land-
markism and<;heir publications‘>eemed with articles on that subject.* D
Graves and his followsrs, feeling ths inadequacy of the historiecal proof of
succsssion,wers led mors and mors té emphasizes the importance of a seriptural
promise of church contiﬁuity. This forced them to reject the ancient Raptist -
doctrine that théra is a universsl, invisible, spiritual church§ in order that
they might apply to the locai church as an institution all the promises mads

in regard to the invisible church, Although the founders of 0l1d Landmarkism
did not adopt'this peculiarity it eventually became s part of that system of

doctrines. In truth, it is essential to its consistency and unity.

The rejection of alien immersion on the ground that the church adminis-

tering the ordinsncs had no succession ' . fyom & the apostles is a landmark doe-

%%
trine.* Henecs, many Baptiste think that if we give up the idea that we have

succession we will have to endorse alien immsrsion and even practice opsan com-

*

See "Tennessee Baptist" Oct.26, 1854; Jan,20,27; Feb,.3; lch,3; May 5; June 2,
and June 9, 1855, Also, "Theodosia Ernest", vel,II,pp.97-104, Also, "0ld
Landmarkism", pp.26-121, Also, Orchard's History of the Baptists.

§ 101d Landmarkism", Chapter III, especially p.39. Also, "Thecdosia Ernsst,"
voliLlE, pp.978F,

¥ ¥ :
"Had such a work as Orchard's History of the Baeptists been put into his
hands, Dr, ##% would have seen where Baptists obtained a valid baptism,"

--d, R, Graves, in "Tennsas=ee Raptist"Mch,10,1855,




munion, Those who are not landmarkers say that %his is dangerous grounq,for
the vast difference of opinion as to the teaching of history and as to the in-
terpretation of lMatthew 16:18 makes it very unwise to bass any doctrine or
practice on the succession idea, which many Baptists have naver accspted and
othere are relinguishing. Theraforsa, ﬁany objsct to alien immersion and opsn

communion on other grounds.”

*

NOTE:- Some reject alien immersion on grounds of its inexpediency and ir-
regularity, but others havs a2 mors sasrious objsction to it., Baptists believe
that baptism has no rsal efficacy in itsslf but is puresly a symbol. Christ
inatituted it to teach certain truths. If it is administered in such a man-
nar and in sueh an atmosphare as to prohibit it From satting forth these
truths, it is not propsr baptism for it has failed to fulfill the very object
for which God instiututed it. Ths Bible plainly teaches that this ordinance
is intended to show the hsliaef of the parson baptized in a buried and risen
faviour; also that the candidate is dead to sin and alive to righteousnsss,

Ve may add to this purification or eleansing, which some passages ssem to
taach,

Now it is evidsnt from this definition of the purpose of baptism that
alien immersion never fulfills ths true design of the ordinance. Take for in-
stance the caze of a person immsrsed in s lMethodist or Presbyterian chureh,
both of whieh deny that baptism sats forth the burial and rssurrsction of
Christ or the dsath to sin and resurrection to a life of righteousness on the
part of the candidate, but claim that it only symbolizes purification, The
immsreion of this man has symbolized only one thing,--- purification, for this
is the well-known teaching of these denominations in regard to baptism, Ivery
beholder of the act who has besn taught by them and not by Baptists sees no
teaching of burial and resurrection hsre; although he doss sees a burial and
resurrection he is taught that this signifiss nothing and that the only sym-
bolism is emhraced in the element water and teachas only cleansing. - Hence,
two of the main objects of baptism are not atftained by this act.

Then.take the cass of a person immersad into a Campbsllite church. By
this act he says to the world that hs balieves,not in Christ as a complste
Saviour, but in the water as a helper in salvation, Again, ha does not sym-
bolize that he is dead to sin and alive tc rightsousness but claims that in
thic act the death to sin and the nawhess of life are consummated. Then he
says that this water washes his sins away and does not simply typify his clean-
sing by the blood of Christ. Hence, we sea that here,toc, the symbolism of
baptism ig entirely missed. It is well to bear in mind that the -sole object
of baptism is to pieture certain truths. If alien immersion fails to do
this it fails in ths very thing for which baptism was ordained.

That would not he the Lord's Supper which used wine and hread, yet de-
niad that the wine typified ths hlood and ths bread the hody of Christ and
claimed that the only objset of the Supper was to yisld obedience and devotion
to the Lord. Such a Supper would miss the object for which God ordained it,i.
8., to bs a memorial of Christ's broken body and shed blood., Even so an im-
mergion which outwardly conforms to the Seripture mecdsl, yet fails in its
spirit to be a setting forth of a memorial of the burial and rassurrection of
Christ as well as a typs of the burial and resurrsection of the candidate is



Dr. Graves had an idea of the kinzdom which was not shared by all of his agso-

ciates and is not inseparable from 01ld Landmarkism; but it undoutbdedly had An
influepce on that system of doctrins. He held that the visibls kingdom was

an institution composed of all the loecal Baptist churches existing on sarth at
any one time, It was denisd that this idea was similar to the Roman Catholie
idea of the chureh, i,s,, that all of the Catholics of the world considerad as
a wholas constitute the kingdom of God on asrth. The only difference betwesn
the two theories, however, lies in the fact that Dr, Graves insisted on the in- _
dependencs of tha loecsl churches, whieh the Catholies denied, and called the
sum total "the kingdom" instead of "the church, His ides of ehurch success-
ion also was similar to that of the Catholies and in many particulars he ap-
prlied it as they did to ths doctrine and practice of the churches. These
facts have mads the Landmark Baptiste liable to the chargs of Romenizing ten-

denciss.

Thile nearly all Pedo-baptists have some of the marks of Roms, it has been
the proud bhoast of Bapntists that they have lept themselves pure from Cetholi-
cism, It is indesd trus that our confessions of faith,as well as the majority
of individuals in the denomination, have always been fres from such tenden-
cieé. Yet in view of the above facts it must be admitted that soms of the tra-

ditions of Rome have found lodgamsnt in ths minds of more than a few Baptists,

not valid baptism; it has failed in the prime object for which God ordainad thse
ordinance,

As to restricted communion, if alisn immsrsion is rajected,. there is noth-
ing to prevent Baptists from clinging to the Seripture exampnle of confining the
Suppsr to the baptized. But there are other eonsiderations which have hearing
on this question which are pointad out by Dr, E. C., Dargan in his "Ecclesiology"
pagel 378f; "The Suppsr is the highest privilags of church membership, Why
then should it he given to those to whom church membership would be denied? MNem-—
bership would ba denied %o any person claiming to be haptized, who did not first
make a confession of faith befors the church, sztisfying ths church that he was
2 tru= believer and had bs=n regularly baptized and was now admiited by formal
vote of ths body itsslf, This is the sscantial point in the whols Baptist
contention for restricted communion. . Bsing a church ordinencs it rsquirss rags-
ular church membsrship, i



After this review of the suhiset the essential prineiples of landmarkism are

pasily understood, but in ordsr that the features which distineuish landmerk Bap-
tists from regular Baptists may be readily grasped, the following table is iﬁ—
corporated in this chapter:

THE ATTITUDE

OF THE VARIOUS CLASSES OF BAPTISTS TO THE PECULIARITIES OF OLD LANDMARKISH,

Extreme Landmarkers loderate Landmarkers| Striet Baptists Ultra-Liberals

|
Chureh continuity Same as Hxtreme A sentiment not Denial of Baptist
hasad on Matthew Landmarkers, unfavorable to the [ehurch continuity
16:18 and history. acceptancs of the |in any form.

idea that there
have been Beptists
in all ages, pro-
vided adequate
seriptural or his-
torical svidence
can he producad.

Denial of the uni- Sams ss Exitrems Belief in universaq Same as the Strict
versel ,invisible, Landmarkers. invisible,spirituall Baptists.
spiritual church. church, #

Baptist 1loeal Baptist local chur-|Baptist loecal chur- All evangalical re-
churchss conmpose ches are the only ches sre in ssseni | ligious hodiss are
the kingdom of God churches heing in tial accord with churches,

and the brids of accord with the the New Testament

Christ, having suc- |New Testament and model, while oth-
cession from the a- |having succsssion er congrsgations

postles until now from the apostles. |of Christians va-
and being in accord ry to a greatar
with New Testament or less extent

o Y

rom this model and
in the strictest
- sense are not

y churches, But from
the fact that they
ars sssemblies of
Christians, in the
broadsst sanss they
ay be called chur-
ches, yet imperfect
hurches,

prineiples.$

* Dr, T. T, Faton gives perhaps the clearsst statement that we have of
this disputed doctrins: "Sines all the redesmed are 'called cut' from the
world wa find the term applied to them collectively; e.Z.,'0On this rock I
will build my church!'(Matt,xvi,18); !'Christ is the hezd of the church;' fas
Christ also loved the clhurch and gave himsslf for it!'(Eph,v.23,25), !'The
ehurch, 'as the bride of Christ ineludes all who are saved,of all ages and
lands," --"Faith of the Baptists",p.7. (Dr, Eaton has recently stated that
he mads ths refersence to lMatt.xvi.18 not intentionally Jout "mechanically."




lon-reccgnition of
Pado-baptist prea-
chers as gospsl min-
igters by pulpit af-
filiation or in any
|other way, on the
principlas that they
are not baptized,do
not presach a pure
gospel and their or-
dinations are from
churches without suc
eession not in
accord with the New
Testament. Also, a
denial of their right

PO |
il

to presach st all,
A rejection- of alien

immarsion bacause

it is administered
by a church not in
accord with the New
Testament and having
no succssszion from
the apostolic chur-
ches,

Communion restricé-
ed to the members

of the local Raps-
ist churech adminig-
tering the—ordinancs
i.e. ,non=intercom-
minion, *

Practically the samgq
as
ars, except that pul
affiliation is
cticed in the
most extrems cases,

nra

Same as Extreue
Landmarkers.,

Communion restric-
ted to mambers of
Baptist churches,

Ixtreme Landmarkdi:

A refusal to affil-
: as a rule with
~-Pedo-baptists on
grounds of expedien
cy alons, thers be-
ing occasions when

it is expedient.

A rejection of alie
immersion because
t
lisver's baptism
and bacause the
teaching of the ad-
ministrator and the
snvirenment of the
administration de-
stroy to a large
extent the Cod-or-
symbolism of
haptism, and becaus
it is inexpedient
to reeccgnize it,
causing dissension,
irregularity,etc,

i

i

i

dained

W

Commuinion restric-
ad to members of
aptist churches,

s
L
o)
2

is not always beii

i i

Pedo-haptist preach
ers regarded as prac
tically on an equal
footing with Baptist
preachers,

o

Indorsement and ac-
captance of alisn
irmsrsion,

Open communion,$

I

Ses "Intercommun

T
aves ).

ion" (Gr

See Note on papgs 49,
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It is evident after this lengthy considsration of the subject that all the
doctrines of 0ld Landmarkism may bs traced to the extreme emphasis it puts on
the importance of the local Baptist churches as the perpstuated institution of
Christ,constituting Hie kingdom and being His brids,” To the anti-landmarker
this is undue emphasis; to the landmarker it is only dus emphasis; he says "let

the bride of Christ be megnified!" The answer comes,"Let not the bride exalt

herse1lf but let Christ be magnifiesd!"

*

NOTE:~ This is at the root of the strenuous opposition of landmarkers to
the doctrine of the universal spiritual church for they wish to apply to the lo-
cal churches 2ll that the New Testament savs of Christ's invisible church,



13
CHAPTER II,

IS OLD LANDMARKISK OLD ¢

Only the foolish accept thingé because they =re new nor is it wise to accept
things simply because they ars old, Yet that which has stood the test of time is
not rejected without proof of its worthlessness while the new iz not acceontad un-
less it brings with it evidence of its worth, Hence, the conservative majority
of menkind give greater cradences to the old than to ths new. Therefore, it is
nearly always the first task of a leader of a movement to establish a clainm
that his theory is old and his movsment a reformation -- a reforming of some-
thing that has been formed in the past., Thus, Luther's movement was called ths
Reformation. And when John Calvin and Alaxander Campbell wished to propagate
their peculiar views thay each called thair raspactiva enterprises reformations

and their followers reforumsrs.

Reformers have ten followers whers inventors have ons. Hencs, the propa-
gators of 0ld Landmerk doctrines were wiss in calling them old and in searching
the pages of history for proof of {£;$antiquity. d. M, Pendleton's tract on
this subject was purpossly entitled, "An 0ld Landmark Re-set!" as a denial in
advance that ths doctrine was new. Tha first edition of the tract contsined
an appendix by Dr, Graves for ths purposs of proving the anticquity of landmerk-
ism, An inereased number of pages on tlie same phase of the subjsct wers addsd
to subsecuent editions, while "The Tennessse Bsptisi! and "Old Laﬁdmarkism" de-
voted scorass of pagés to it. The princigzk\argument brought forwsrd was the
fact that Baptists in ancient times wers so rezgardsd and peréecuted by others
that it would he improbable Eﬁat they would practice pulpit affiliation with
them, Consequently it was inferred that they wers Landmarkers and this infar-

ence was stated as a positive and irrsfutable fact,

In the first stages of Christianity there was only ons dsnomination; hencs,

we have no opportunity of knowing the opinions of early Christians on pulpit
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affiii&tion. But we find that they did not agrse with 0id Landmark Baptists in
one important particular, for they helieved that thsre was a univaréal, invisible
spiritual church., This is mads clear by the teaching of Christ and the avostles
and the apostolic fathers. Christ said: "On this rock I will bufld my church"*
(Matt.16:18); see Broadus, Gill, Dagge and all Baptist commentators in loco.

Paul says: "Christ loved the church and gave himself up for it ., , that he might
pressnt the church to himself a glorious church”§(Eph,5:25~2?.) Again, "The
genaral anqembl& and church of the first-born which ars written in heeven”**

(Heb,12:23.)

Ignatius, who lived before 150 A,D., wrote: "That he might set a standard

for 21l ages through His resurraction to all His holy and faithful followers,

whether among Jews or Gentiles, in the ona body of His cehurch. "§§ (Epistle to
the Smyrnasans, I1.2.) Again, "He is the door of our Fathar by which snter i

oxw
Abraham, Isazc and Jacob and the prophsts and the apostles and the chureh,”

(Epistle to thé Philadslphians,chap.IX, )
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Anastasius Sinaita says of Papias, who lived about 100 A.D,, "Taking occasion
from Pa‘piés of Hierapolis, the illustrious, a disciple of the apostles who leaned
on the bosom of Christ, and Clemens and Pantaenus, the priest of the Alexandri-
ans, and the wise Ammonius, the ancient and first expositors who agreed with

each other, who understood the work of six days as raferring to Christ and the

whole church.

The Didachs, betwsen 150 and 200 A,D,, contains the following: "Re-
J ? ’
member, 0 Lord, thy church to deliver her from all evil and to parfect her in
Thy love, and gather hear together from the four winds, sanctified for Thy king-

& 1
dom which thou didst prepars for hsr."®

The Shepherd of Hermas, written about the middle of the second esntury,says

o

of the old woman seen in a vigion: " It is the c¢hurch . . . she was eresated

* ¥
firet of all . . . and for her sske was the world mads Y
Again, "The tower which you ses heing built is the chureh (literally, I am the

church, ¥ 3%
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From this period forward no body of Christians hes denied the doctrine of

. . . - *
the universal invisible church axcept the Catholice and FEpiscopslians,

The first clesr historical evidencs of oppositionrto pulpit affiliation is
the case of William Kiffin ;f whom Crosby says: "He joined himself to the church
of Mr, John Spilsbury, but a differencs arising about permitting versons to
preach among them that had not besn baptized by immersion, they parted by con-
sent, yet kept good correspondance."§ But this does not necseéarily prove that
he was a Landmérkar-for at that time in England some wers cslled Raptists who
did not practics immersion,*gnd it was thersfors very necessary to insist on
its importance, Few even of the most.eztramely liberal Raptistes of today
.would bé in favor of recognizing as a Baptist minister a preacher who had not

been baptized; yet it was probably this very thing that Kiffin refused to do.

L

The Cathari, Paterines, Grecian Conventicles, Waldenses;Wickliffites,Lol—
lards, Bohemian Anabaptists,etc, are claimed as Landmarkers, - The proof how-
ever if all of an inferential nature, On the other hand, Renier§§says (chapter
vi.) of the Paterines: "The papal preachers of the Catholic church whom they
invited into their secret assemblies,such ss Arncld of Brescia and Claud of
Turin, contributed to their incrsass." This statemsnt is corroborated by

Muratori and Dupin,

#* See G,F, Hambleton's thesis,"Sketch of ths Interyratation of 'church' in
Matthew 16:18.%

§ TVol,IIIL.p.4.

h%
#% Dee "The English Baptist Reformation™(Lofton) and "A Question in Baptist
History" (Whitsitt.)

§§ Quoted by S.H.Ford.




Kurtz, in spezking of the Cathari, says: "Bernsrd (Catholic) prevailed

(among them) most by the powsr of his love, and subsequently learnsd Domenicans

i
had more effect with their preaching and disputations.!

Francowitz wrote: "The Grecian Conventicles wers often addrsssed by those

§

popular Catholic preachers whom they invited among them.!

Robinson, in his "Ecclesiastical Researches', says: "Huss was not a Bap-

tist but as his ssrmons were full of what are called Anaghsptistical srrors

* %

oo

Wickliffites and Waldenses became his admirers and followers,!

Wickliff never left the (Catholid church; yet Walden calls him "the leader

.38

of the Anabaptist sect,

o _— S * Rk x
Kurtz speaks of Wickliff's influenc=s over the Lollards; while Ford affirms

that the Paulicians and lontanistes received the grandscn of Heraclius as a prea-

§§§

cher of the gosp He also says that the Bohemian Baptists invited Ste-

-

phen to preach .for them hut rsjiescted his proposition of churdh union on the

o

ground. of gome spacified errors held by him,

Dr. Waller, speaking of landmarkism, says that Baptists who were persecuted .

in the derk days of Popery and when Prasbyterianism had the ascendency in

» LR =
England, never taught such doetrine (as landmarkism, )

¥  Church History, §108:div.2,
§ "Ancient Landmarks of the Gospel Church"(TFord), p.76.

*k Page 481,

ek Chureh History, §119: div.l.

§8 "Ancient Landmarks of the Gospel Church" p,77 and 79,

1

#Hdk "Western Recordesr!, Sept.20, 1854,

A
i
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At a meeting of over ons mmdred churches in London A.D,1689 the following
question was put bsfora the body, "Whether haptized believers are not at libsriy to
hear any sober, pious men of the Independent and Presbyterian persuasion, whan they
have no opportunity to attend on ths prsaching of the Word in their own assemblies or

¥*

have no other to preach to them?" Anewsred in the affirmative, roference being made

to Acts 18:24 ff,

During this pariod the Baptists of England thoroughly discussed the question
of church succession and baptismal succession. A few o” them wers somswhat similar to
the Landmark Baptists of the pressnt century. After due consideration however,they

rejected the succ=ssion dogma as a characteristic of Roms and the Episcopacy.

In the Confassion of the Seven Baptist Churches in London, A,D.1644, the
validity of beptism is not dependent on sueccesszion. The testimony of John Spilsbury
corroborates this, for in his itrsatise "@oncerning the Lawful Subjscts of Baptisn",
(1652 ) he says: "There is no succession under the New Testament but what is spiritual

by faith in the Word of God." Lofton ssys that Smith,lslwys and Mert@n give similar

testimony .,

In the eighteenth cantury ths same spirit prevailed and we find Robert Rob-
inson, the most prominent scholar and leader of the Baptists of that period,saying
Nminterrupted succession is a specious lurs set by sophistry into which all parties
have fallen and it hath heppsned to spiritual geneslogists as it hath to others who
lave traced natural descents: both have wattled together twigs of any kind to fill
remote chasms., This doctrine is necesssery cnly to such churches as regulate their

§

faith and practice by tradition and for their use it was first invented!

#*® .
Ivinmey's History of the English Baptists, p.4924.
L §
N
Sy "Ececlesiastical Researches,! (1792), p.475 T,
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We have now shown that landmsrk doctrines are not old in Furope. It remaing

-

or us to ses if they ars new in America, The line of dema t}a ion hatwean mod-

erate landmarkers and strict Bantists is -0 uncertsin that it is diffiecult

ot
o

procead with confidencs in sxamining this question. Ividence which sesms con-
clusive to one may be regarded as very deficient by another, especially if he is

of opposite belief, For instance: in the back of Pendlaton's famous traet J.R,

-

*
Graves says that the first Baptist Association formed in America was undoubt-

a

ily a landmark body, and quotes as proof the following question ant rer which

were before. that body in 1734: "Thether we may accspt and take a minister of a |
§ \
different persuasion at our appointed mestings? Answersd in the negative,unless

the church sees causs upon some particular occagion, The fact that the rule

was suspendsd on particular occasions shows that it

of prineciple but mersly a question of expediency.
markers do not practice pulpit affiliation as a rule but only when they see

Lf"'~ &
"cause ‘on some particular ocecasion,!

Spencer H. Cone says, in 1845, that the First Baptist church of New York _
had rejacted alien immersion for ons hundrad ysars and’that in 1821 the Neaw
York Association recordsd its opinion that Baptist churches should not receive
glien immsrsion bscauss it brought about unsssiness, inconvenisncs, disunion,

ete,, and because Pedo-baptist administrators are unknown in the Holy Secripture.’

This seems to be landmerkism but the rejection of alien immersion is not exelu-

sively a landmark doctrine, heing so only when its rejection is based on certain
prineiples,

From the fact that Pedo-baptists before the days off Alexander Campbell sal-

o

dom immersed any one, the alien immersion question rarely came bsefore Baptist

finad idecs on the subject,

churches; consequently they did not all have well-c

%

* 'An 01d Landmark Re-set", p.34,
§ Quoted in "01d Landtarklﬂm”, p.208,
* See Chapter I.,p. %




In the majority of cases, however, it seems that alien immsrsion was accepted.

J. R, Graves quotes from Semple's History of ths Virginia Baptists an account of
the Ketocton Association of Virginia pronouncing Psdo-baptist immersion invalid
and adds: "I have shown in what light the fathers of Virginia BRaptists without
axception treated Pedo-baptistes and their immersions."* Yet Semple's History
says on the very page from which he quotes: "Their procseding on this occasion
was mors striet than that of any other Association., The question had been befors

most of the Associations and in every other instance they left it to the conscience

!l§

of the party to be rebaptized or.not,

25
(7R
The Georgia Baptists decidsd likewise., Even in Mississippi we find that

the first persons beptized there were immersed by Richard Curtis, who was not a
7

E
regularly ordained minister, The baptism of Roger Williams was irregular and

the regularity of the baptism of a largs numbsr of the first Baptists of New Eng-
land is by no means & gettlad cuestion, lotwithstending these facts it is nev-
ertheless true that the more strict churches in America have as a rule inéisted
on the necsssgity of a fully quslified administratﬁr to the validity of the ordi-
nance of ﬁaptism. It is a matter of dispute whether this always or sven at any
time involvad acdhsrsnce to landmark principles; yet it displays at least a tenden-

ey in that diréction,

As to the question of pulpit affiliation much decisive evidence exists to

3

show almost conclusively that faew, if any, befére the day of Pendleton and Graves

took a dscided stand against it. Instances of failures to invite Pedo-beptists

& v

t01d Landmarkism", pp.201-203,

s

Pags 391, ¥

% Riley's History of the Baptists in the Southern States, p.42.

2




to geats in associations ete, do not necesserily furnish proof to the contrary.

Since this is a mooted point somes suhstantial testimony is in order here,
John Wéller of Virginie is c¢laimed as a landmark Baptist bscaﬁse he was cast into
prison in 1774 for preaching Baptist doctrineu§ But his grandson, the scholarly
John L, Waller, D,D,, who was born only seven years after the death of his grand-
father, says in the "Vestern Recorder" (Sept.20, 1854): "Nor did the Baptists of
Virginia when persecuted in every way that ingenuity could invent or malice in-
fliet, by Puritan and Episcopalian bigotry, assert these new (landmark) issues.,”
Again, we find Dr, ienry Holco@\ gserved jointly the Beptist and Presbyterian
. EE
pulpits at Savannah, Georgia, in 17939, Moreover, Backus' History of the Bap-
tists of New England, chapter IX, gives several instances of Pedo-baptist preach-

ers heing invited into Raptist pulpits, yet records no ovposition to it.

"0f courss, duriﬁg the period of persecution thers was littl~ opportunity
for Baptists to exchange fratsrmal courtesies with others; but as soon as it
ceased they frequently affiliated with Methodists especially and toock part in
the rovivals of Wesley and Whitfield with great enthusiasm. Indeed, it is to he
doubhted whether any man of their own denominaztion ever influenced Baptists as
much as Whitfield, a Pedo-baptis%.§§ For he was the leader of a grsat revival
movemsnt in which the doctrines of Calvinism were prominent and multitudes of Bap-

. » * ("-) « . - - .
tiats who were tinetured with Arminianism and in a low spiritual condition were

through his influence brought to the truth anft filled with new zeal,

*

This was frequently done for fear that things said in the Association might
seem discourizous {o Pedo-baptists and cause needless friction; or because their
ﬂ
(=]

presence mlgnt deter free expression of opinion on the part of Baptists,
§ A large part of the effort to prove the antiquity of old landmarkism con-
sists in inferring that eve Baptist persecuted by Pesdo-baptists would be so

inceansed toward them that 1t would be imposeible for him to treat them with
fraternal courtesy.
ek Riley's History of Southsrn Baptists, p.l43
7

§8 BRenedict's History of the Baptists,(1812), p.27%4 T,
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One of the strongest evidences against the antiquity of lendmarkism is the
fact that the peculiar doctrine of the church which was so sssential %o the .ays-
tem was new among Baptists, Thair denial of the universal, invisible, spiritual
church and their peculiar interpretation of llatthew 16:18 are not found in any
Baptist Confessions of Faith, The greatest commentators of the denomination,
Gill, Wayland, Jeter, Shaver, Valler, llanly, Boyce, Broadus, Dagg and all oth—g.

ers are against them. This goss far to prove that old-fashioned Baptists were

not landmarkers.

It was freely admitted by J. R. Graves that for a scores or mors of years
before his agitation of the subject landmark principles were not observed. Hig
effort to prove that they were widely held prior to that tims was not a success,
While ona of the grounds upen which he urged the aceceptance of his views was their
antiquity ons of the princiﬁal arguments brought aéainst thiem was their newness,

Some of the best scholars of the denominastion ridiculed the idea of their antiqui-

ty.

After all of these facts have been considered it is reascnably certain that =

old landmerkism was not old in the days of Pendletan and Graves,



CHAPTER III.

THE ORIGIN OF OLD LANDMARKISL.

All movasments exist in the thoughts of one or mors men before they have
place in the world's history. The true story, however, of any enterprise must
‘bezin not in the mind of its author but in the eauses which led him to coneceive
certiain ideas and develop them into living issuss, The world will nsver know
what it has lost of weal or woe by the authors of great schemes being vrevented
by the lack of courage or the hand of death from launching their reformations or
innovations into its whirlpool of events.

It is not difficult to discover the causes which led its propagators to con-
ceive of the landmark doctrine, neither is it hard to decide whether they had the
ovportunity and courage to disseminate their views.

Most Baptists of all ages have as a rule held to restricted communion, They
have given as their principal reason for it the sound argument that since the New

ple and no othsars partaking of the Lord's

&

Testanent gives examples of baptized peo
Supper, and since the general trend cof its teaching is to the end that only the
baptized havs a right to partake of it,thersfore unimmersed people are not prop-

o

erly qualified to approach the Lord's table, This reason was perfectly satisfac-

|

tory and seemed to them to be incontrovertyble,. But during the first half of the

’
bt A " {
P Aty y O

nineteenth century events fransp@red which sesmed to‘pndermine this breastwork
of the Baptiste. For the discussion of the\gcriptufalness'of irmmersion led an
inersasing number of Pedo-baptists to practice it. In addition to this the
movement of Alexander Campbell produced large numbers of'innersed people who
were not Baptists. The question then arose, if Baptists practice restrict—v

ed communion becsuge they clain that only properly haptizsd persons are qual-
ified to partake of the Lord's Supper, why do they refuse to commune with immersed
Pado-haptista? To many this was a hard question. Pedo-baptists, with ill-con-

cealed ioy, said that it showed the truth of their old contention that Baptists :

held to "close communion! because they were bigoted and selfish, and not because $
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of devotion to New Tastament principlses. In a few cases Baptists weakened in

the face of this formidable charge and became open-communionists. Othefs raplied
that many of these immersed persons did not have believers' beptism and that even
those who were Christians at the time of their immersion could not urge it as
valid baptism, for being administered by Pedo-bhaptists it was an endorsement of
their srrcrs and feiled in many particulars to fulfill ths design for which Christ
instituted ;he ordinence. (See note on pags - Sy On these grounds they re-
fused to recognize the validity of their baptism and consecuent right to the
Lord's table. Others, while not denying the validity of alien immersion, still
clung to restricted communion in the interests of church order,fellowship, dis-
cipline, expediency, stc. But fhe minds of some of the leaders of the dencm-
ination were not at all satisfied by these answers and thought that they left

low placee in the Baptist fencs. "The Tennessee Baptist! of February 24, 1855,
said,"Why should my neighbor quarrel with me because I wish to put the eleventh
rail on my fence and he thinks ten sufficient to keep out the unruly stock??

& d. R, Graves explicitfly étates thet one of the main objects of propagating
his theories was fo five Baptists a solid ha8is on which to rast restricted com-
munion., He did not think that the ordinary arguments used by Lis brsthren were
at all conclusive. In his apinion consistency was a jewel which Baptists never
possessed until they received it as & gift from his hand. For he says: "I was
the first man in Tennessee and the first editor on this continent whe advocated

the policy of strictly and consistently carrying out in practice those principles

whick Baptists in all ages heve professed to helisve! 2 (Emphasis ours, )

Consistency is a jawel,Anot when it is accord simply with past actions and be-

lief, but when it is accord with the truth. I{ was a saying of Bismarck's that

*Consistency is the clog of men who do not advance."  Another has said,"Con-

sistency is a virtue of fools.? These twc proverbs are aimed at that weakness
"

of human nature which leads men to try to s%ere presant conduct by past action;

whereas we should endeavor to live today imconsistently with our imperfect life

*
"0ld Landmarkism," p. xiv,
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of yesterday, by perfecting the imperfesct, completing the inccmplaie,

It is a grave mistake to shrink from the advocacy of a true principle because
it seems inconsistent with something we have taught in the past. It is far bef-
ter to acknowledge that we have erred in our first belief or to show that®two
truths that se=m to be irreconcilable may yst be true; e.g.,free-will and election,
It is just as great a mistake to rush precivitately to the advoczey of soms idea
in ordsr to bolster up a cherished doetrine which seems to be suffering under at-
tack,. This was the very thing that the landmarksrs did. In a time when the air
was full of controversy they felt that a Baptist doctrine was in danger and con-
coived of the landmark system as necessary to their denomination if it maintained
a consistent position on the communion question; the following quotations are suf-
ficient evidence of this:

Jd, M, Pendleton seye: "It is often said by Pado-baptiste that Raptisis sact
inconsistently in inviting their ministers to preach with them, while they fail
to bid them welcome to the Lord's table, I acknowledge the inconsistency for
this charge of inconsistency defies refutstion and the only way to dispose of it
is to tske awey the foundation on which it rests. The Raptist argument on com-
munion is paralyzed whenevsr Pedo-Baptiste can say 'You invite our ministers inte
your pulpits, but you do not invite us to commune with you, ' 3

Along the same line J, R, Graves writes: " I am free to say that could I be
convinced that Pedo-baptist and Campbellite societies are evangelical churches,
and could conscientiously invite their ministers into my pﬁlpit, and granting the
general practice of inviting members of all sister churches to the table is Seript-

- * ¥
ural, I would with the next dip of my pen proclaim myself an open-communionist."

Rgain, "Fifty years from this writing the Baptists of America will be either old
V ***
landmarkers or open-comminionists."

* "
"An 0ld Landmark Re-set." p. 15.
2
101d Landmarkism," p.220.
* ¥ %
1014 Landmarkism," p.221,
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Other reasons than the above might be given for the origin of landmarkism,
such as the prevalence of the gpirit of controvarsy on the one hand and an in-
creasing looseness of views by some Baptists on the other hand. But if we care-
fully review the whols field it hecomes avident that the communion question was
the main cause of the landmark movsemant,

It was the conception of the landmarksrs that the only consistenf ground for
Baptists to cccupy was to hold that Baptist local churches were the exclusive pos-
sassors end guardians of the ordiﬁances and all church privileges, that they and
they only held them by direct suecession from Christ and lis apostles, that they
constituted the "kingdom of God" and "the Bride of Christ;" consecquently, only
members of Baptist churches, members of the kingdom, were to partake of the Lord's
Supper, an ordinance of the kingdom, This logieally involved a denial of all
claims of Pedo-baptists to have the right to baptize, ordain or presch, These
denials were emphasized and the cry was "No alien communion," "No alien pulpit,"
No alien baptism!" Most Southern Baptists were opposed to open communion and to
alien immersion; consequently the controversy raged arocund the queztion of pulpit
affiliation which casual obéervers have censidered the whole of the landmark ques-
tion, while in reality i% is only the conning-tower of a submarins torpedo-bhoat.
Renesth the surface lie the weightier matters of church succession and denial of

*
the doctrine of the universel, invisible,spiritual church., | For a while only ﬁj&

5((p{1;4f

the conning-towsr was visible; of late years, héwever, attention has besn detrac-

ted from it by the whole boat rising to the surface. This formidable craft has

2 way of appearing in Baptist waters at.the most unexpected times and places. In

order that it may be recognized wherever it appears we have written the three pre-
cading chapters concerning its origin and charascter, The next chapter will detail

its launching and trial trip.

¥*
Dr. Graves says, in "Cld Landmarkism" p.xiii, "Many believe that simple oppo-

gition to inviting ministers into our pulpits is the whole of it,(landmarkism.).....

while that was only one of the landmarks of our fathers." [
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CHAPTER 1V,

THE INITIAL STEPS OF THE LANDMARK MNOVEMENT.

In 1846, J. R, Graves took chargs of "The Tennessee Baptist,"published at
Nashville, and began sgitating the aquestion of the propriety of Baptists recogni-
zing gy any act, scclesiastical or ministerial, Pedo-Baptist societies and preach-
ers as churches and ministers of Chrisf, This agitation gave rise to the con-

. { ,
vention which met at Cotton Grove, in west Tennessee, Juns 24th, 1851; it was com-

posed tof &ll Baptists willing to accept the teachings of Christ and his apostles

in referencs to these matters." This Convention passed the famous Cotton Grove
- :
resclutions, offered by J. R, Graves. They are as follows:

"1, Can Baptists consistently with their principlea or with the Scripture rec-
ognize those societies not organized according to the pattern of the Jerusslen
church but possessing different govarnment, different officers, a different class
of members, different ordinences, doetrines and ?ractices, as churches of Christ?

"2, Ought they to be called gospel churches or churches in a»religious sense?

"3, Can we consistently racognize the ministers of such irregular and unscript-
ural bodies as gospel ministers?

4, Is it not virtually recognizing them as official ministers tc invite them
into our pulpits?«

"5, Can we consistently addréss as brethren,(emphasis ours ), those professing

Christisnity who not only have not the doctrine of Christ and walk not according
*
to His commandments, but are arraysd in direct and bitter opposition to them?"
These resolutions were widely discussed in dsnominational papers, especially
the "Tennesses Baptist."
Shortly after this, Dr, Graves assisted Dr, J. M, Pendleton in conducting a
revival meeting at Bowling Green, Xentucky, and during their stay togetlier led

him to thinking his way. Aa a result, in 1854, Dr, Pendleton, at the request of

Dr, Graves, prepared an article entitled, "An 0ld Landmark Re-set,” which was

#*
101d Landmarkiesm." p. xii.



published in the "Tennsssee Raptist," and soon after appeared in tract form.
This treatise fell like a bombshell amdng Baptists; for according to J. R, Graves,
"Pulpit affiliation, reception of alien immersion and inviting Pedo-baptists to
seats in associations and convantions were |gensral throughout the South.* Con-.
sequently this vigorous attack on the denominational practice met with secathing
criticisms which had the effect of causing it to be widely read and have increas-
ing influence on Southern Beptist doctrine and practics. So great was the int-
erest in it that the first edition was seon exhausted and another sdition was
printed in 1858, followed by others in 1857 and 18689 respectively. Iﬁterest re-
cently revived in the subject by the Whitsitt controversy has produced an edition
printed at Fulton, Ky. All of these editions had extended appendices by Dr,
Graves, insisting on Baptist church continuity and the antiguity of the landmark
doctrine,
For years these issues occupied nearly all of the space in "Ths Tennessee
Baptist," which had the largest list of subscribers of any Baptist weekly in the
e
world, With these facilities for their propagation, it is no wonder that the
landmark views wers widely disseminated, Other facts also tended to make them
popular, In thésgouthwest at this time society was in that bustling, formativel
#* %
state which is conducive to a spirit of controversy. Debates between the dif-
ferent sects were frequent and fervid. Such an atmosphsre as this was the normal
element of the leader of this movement, "His challenging tone coupled with hié
ready utterance end forcible dietion won eésily for Lim the popular sar and eye;"
he accepted invitations to visit conventions and associations throughout the whole
South where he urged his views with convincing argument and moving eloquence,
Again, the very charactsristics of landmarkism which made it distasgful to many

Baptists caused it to be readily embraced by others, for its whole trend aduinis-

¥*
"Tennessee Baptist," Sept. 3, 1859,
* %
Out of fourteen articles in the "Tennessee Baptist" of Feb. 26, 1854, eleven
wors controversial, Out of twenty-six becks advertised by the S.-W.Pub.House,
twenty-one wers on controversial subjsects,
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tered to the pride of Baptists that consoclation which is sweet to all mortals.
For from one standpoint, its foundation prineciple was the emphatic declaration
off the expression "WE ARE THE PEOPLE," "We are the church", "We are the kingdom",
"WTe are the Brids", "We have church succession,!

All of these thi;vs congpired i to sweep like wild-fire throughout
the South and Southwest. They were discussed in the associatipns and were the
subject of resclutions in churches and the cause of changses of pastorates. Out

of them grew vegorous attscks on denominational agents and boards which did not
favor them, A flood of +tracts contributed to the controversy and a delﬁ;e of
newspaper articles added ﬁuai=$gz%he=£%amet.—<;1V4§pp¢;§; A=t —a;;4¥i¢£i»;.
The landmarkers pupported their contention by a series of forc£ble argunents,
They argued that "the kingdom of God " or "kingdom of heaven!" in the Wew Testa-
ment sense is a visible institution, composed solely of local Baptist churches,
and that the kingdom embracas all the churches snd could be used as a synonomoﬁs
term with denomination (applied to Paptists, ) s It was seaid of Christ's use
of the word "kingdom"., "It was a visible earthly organization lie spoke of,His
church, ! b Again it was contended that the term church or'scclesia had but
one literal meaning in the Greek, that of a local organization, Apparent sxcep-
tions are where it is used figuratively by synecdoche.’j9 0f the universal, in-
visible, spirifual church theory Dr. Graves said that it ﬁas "too preposterously
absurd to be put forth by men who have any respect for the divine foundsr of the
church."§§ Consequently the word church in lMatthew 16:18 was said t; be used

by synecdoche: to represent the local church as an institution, so that the pas-

sage taught churcech succession,

*: "01d Lendmarkism." p. 32 f,
wxx i p. 82,
1 1 P
§ n 1 p. 39,
§§ 1 " p. 19
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The pages of historyIWere industriously perused for the sake of finding cor-
roboration of this interpretation of Scripture. And so satisfactory did the re-
sult seem to Dr., Graves that he scid, "Not those who affirm but thoss who deny
the'continuity of the kingdom (churches ) of Christ, are to be pitied for their ig-
norance or their prejudice " ; On these.principles wes built an iron fence be-
tween Baptisté and other Christians as being outside of the church and visible
kingdom of Jesus Christ and unworthy of any fraternal recognition., Not only was
their right to be called churches and to administer the ordinances denied, but al-
so the right of their minister%%o preach was earnestly essailed. The contention
being that there is no scriptural authority to preach which does not come through
a church cf Christ and that Pedo-baptist ministers are not in Christian churches
and therefore have no right to preach.§ Again, their privilege was questioned
of acting undsr a commission "soms of the injuncétions of which they totally dis-
regarded," Objection was mads sven to czlling any Christians brethren who were
not Baptists (see pagegiy.)

The more congervative element of the dsnomination,undsr the leadership of
Drs, Everts, Jeter, Ford and others,‘combat\ed these extreme positions through
the columns of the "Religious Herald," "Western Récorder," "Christian Index" and
other journals, They lebored to show that the position,that the churches and the
kingdom and the Bride of Christ were identical, was untenable.and that the pecu-
liar interpretation of Matthew 16:18 was not corrsct,neither was the historical
evidence brought forward conclusive enough to base upon it the doetrine of church
succession and its cor&@llaries. They further argued that if these premises
were granted -- and many granted one or more of them -- it would not necessarily
follow that pulpit affiliation violated any of them for it would remains® to be
proved that inviting a man into your pulpit involved an endorsement of all his

doctrines.,

=

"0ld Landmarkism.," p, 128,

§
"An 01d Lendmark Re-set,." p,10. Also "0ld Landmarkism". p. 45,
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One of the most foreeful treatises from the conservative side was a pamphlet.
by 8. H, Ford, entitled, "Ancient Landmarks of the Gospel Church Unmoved and Un-
movable," in which he takes the position that preaching and prayer are not church
ordinances for they existed Wefore the sstablishment of churches by Christ; that
to make them church ordinances is to admit the Pedo-baptist idee that Israel is
the 01ld Testament church. He ssys: "0fficial preaching did not originate with
the church but existed before it and outside of it; and tharefors never was and
is not now confined to those who are within the visible boundery lines of the
city. All within the sacred confines may proclaim the joyful sound; all without,
who dwell in their suburban villeges and around which they have built their own
walls, and which they may think are parts of the city itself, these,though not
regular citizens, not members of a Gospel church, may nsverthaless say *Come!’

The Spirit and the Bride --that is, the church, the eity proper -- may say come;
'and let him that hearsth say,Come.' 'Let him that heareth say Come' is the com-
migssion to avery soul whoss heart has heen atiracted and melted henesth the melo-
dy of the joyful scund,'say, Come.' In the strong languege of the gresat Carson:
'"The dsadly heresy which confines tle preaching ;f the Gospel to coffice conveyed
by a certein succession is an infernal machine for destroving the souls of men .

. ; *
. « the Seripture knows nothing of such a succession,'"

Others referred to the fact that Paul rejoiced that the Gospel was preached,
though it was through envy and strife; and to our Saviour's condsmnation of @ -

Johnts wishing to forbid others to do the work of the Gospel because they followed

not with them. Drs. Everts, Waller and Jeter also wrote series of articles on
the subject whieh were in turn snswered by leaders on the other side.

In addition to these vigorous yet dignified discussions we find "anti-land-
merkers! as well as their opponents using extreme arguments =and expressions, "The

Western Recorder"§ called landmarkism "High Churchism”,

*
"Aincient Landmarks of the Gospel Church." pp.64, 66.

§
Jan,10, 1855,
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¥
"The South-Testern Baptist" accuses the landmark brathren of teaching "that it is

batter to be systematically damned than irregularly saved," and adds: "This is the
vary conclusion to which high-churchism always conducts its votaries.,! Again,
it calls the system of docetrine "the new theology."§ Another charges Dr, Graves
with putting three new planks in the old Baptist platform: "High 6hurch Episcopal
views on pulpit communion, Chi;iasm and Oppbsition to conventions and boards.“**
Mueh also was eaid on ;;;£usida of tha question of church succegsion end the
validity of alien immersion. The latter was only an incident to the landmark doc-
trine and was rejected by all landmerksrs and many of their opponents, yst on dif-
ferent grounds. In sddition to these a number of minor issues were invelved in
the controversy. In fact, it can scaracely be doubted that a majority of the ser-
moqﬂs preached smong the Baptists in the South at this time, at least touched on
the current discussion. All of these far-reaching influencas had their center at
Nashville, Tennessee, and it was here that the most serious consequences were re-
alized, The First Baptist Church of this city, which had scarcely recovered from
the shock that it received from Campbellism, was cslled upon to pass through a

sinilar trial from landmarkism., From thence dissension sprsad throughout the South

and even antsrad the Socuthern Baptist Convention.

#*
"8outh-Tastern Baptist®, Dec, 24, 1857,
§

v

. " " Dec. 10, 1857, v
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CHAPTER V.,

DISSENSION AND DIVISION,

It is not surprising that the vast amount of rsligious controversy that
raged just previous to the civil war caused division. The W&nder ig that it did
not do untold injury. Storms frequently do great harm, yet they havs bensficial
affacts by clarifying the atmosphere and ridding the forest of unsound trees..

It is the purpose of this chapter to notice somes of the harmful effecte of this
storm of controversy, resarving the mors plsasing features for another occasion,

J. R, Grave=s was a member of the First Baptist Chmrch of Nashville, Tennes-
see, of which R, B, C. Howell was pastor, Several members of the Bible Board of
the Southern Baptist Convention, then located at Nashville, were also members
here, "7hen the landmarlk controvarsy was near its height strenuous afforts wers
mads by ‘Dr., Graves and A. (. Dayton to induce the First Church and ths 2ihle Board
with its publications and agents to favor their movement. These efforts having
failed, they changed from appssls to dsamands, which almo mst with emphatic and
earnest reafusals, Consequently fwo parties grew up in the First Church, one com-
pos=d of Dr, Graves and his followers, the other compossed of Dr, Howell and the
’remainder of the church, Very naturally thoss who sympathized with his peculiar
views sided with Dr., Graves, so that the landmarkers were on one side and the an-
tHandnarksers ware on the other. This condition of affairs caussd tle breach
to widen., Another factor also had influence on the situation. This ocdirred
ijust beforse the war when excitsmsnt on ths slavsery question was at its hsight
and the feeling of anmity batwasn the North and South was intense, Now it happsen-
" ed that J. R, Graves, A. C, Dayton and nearly every one who sympathized with them
in the Nashville Church wers Northern people, whils tho rsmainder of the church
was composed prihcipally of slavsholders., Thig fact addad much to ths rancor be-
twveen the pariies, Two living witneses who were members of the clurch at the
tine of the difficuliy say that ons of the maih rsessons that influenced them and

many others to be so determined in their opposition to Dr. Graves ardd his coadju-~

tors was that they wers stylad "Yankees,™
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As a natural result of this state of affairs, acrid criticisms on the pastor
of the chureh and meubsrs cf the Bible Board ensusd. The "Tennesses Baptisi!
and ites editor lad in this respect and somatimass indulged in extrems statemsnts
which wars not always verified before they weres published, The membars of the
First Church wers incenesd at these attacks on thsir pastor and recriminated.
So matters went from bad to worse until Dr, Graves was summoned before the church

to answer ths following charges against him:

"1, He has sought to injure R, B, ¢, Howell by bringing hinm into eonflict
with A, €., Dayton.

"2. He has endeavored to distract and divide the church.

"3. He has uttersed and published against R, B, ¢, Howsll, the pastor of this
church, sundry foul and atrocious libels,

"4, lle has at various timss attacked, slandsrsd and abusad membsrs and brath-
ren of high character belonging to our denomination throughout tha country, in
his papsr.

: *
"5, He has uttersed and »nublished nine wilful and déliberats falsehoods.!

In reply to the summons he asked for time to prepars for trial; two weskeg, then
thres wers given, making five wesks. Whan hs appsarsd it was evident that he had
not haen preparing for trial but perfectiﬁg his echism. He ignorsd the charges
against hin and damouncsad the church as no church and declarsad that he snd his
varty were the church, refusing again to appsar before the church, He said that
the charges wers against his private'charaater and that the church hed not followed
the Scripturs dealing in regard to such offsncss, and that therefore the church
could not try him; for not 'being in Scriptural order it was not a Scriptural.
church, He c¢ited as a precsdent the fact that the mincrity of the membership had
declared themsalves the church twenty years befors when the msjority became fol-
lowers of Alexandsr Campbsll. Rev, A, C, Dayton then read the following dsclar-
v
ation:

# The "Baptist Standard", Nashville, Jan.8, 1852, gives a full report of the
Graves trial.
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"Wa withdraw oursslves from the majority which has departsed from ths law of
Christ and we declars oursslves the regular and Seripturasl church of our L;rd'Je—
sus Christ worshipping in this place, and in His name claim for oursslves as His
true and proper ehurch all rights, privileagses and authority, which ars by His

word conferred upon His church,”

After the reading of the resolution, twenty-thres withdrew and afterward formed
the 8Spring Strsat Church., Twenty others subsequsntly joined with them.

The First Church, howsver, continued the trial and on November 10, 1858, by a
unanimousg vote expslled J. R. Graves from the membsrship of the church and deposéd
him frbm the Gospel ministry. A short time afterward the remaindsr of the seced-
ing party were also expezlad,

Although doctrinsl diffspences wers not the only cause of this division,yet
it éannot ba doubtaed that the landmark issue was in realiiy the foundastion of it.*
"The Tennessee Baptist" said: "It was a plot to destroy 01d Landmark men and prin-
eiples M But just‘at this tims many claimed that it was merely a matter of orderly
church practice and that the church had not acted according to the New Testament
injunction in the trial, It is remarkahls, howsver, that nearly all landmarkers
were absolutely certain that the First Church acted disordarly in the matter,
while the anti-landmarkers were equaily surs that the majority was right and the
minority wrong. It is a sad fact, nevertheless a Toct, that sven religious pseo-
vle when engaged in controversy indulge in parsonalities and coma to doubt the
veracity and moral charactsr of their opponents. The parties involved and the .
igsues at stake wers go prominent that the affair excited much intsrest throughout
the South, espscially in the nsighboring churchesf*and.associations. The expected
crop of resclutions cppeared and the denominational papers teemed with them, The

following is a fair semple:

¥ "Banner & Baptist', lay 31, 1860,
"Temmessee Baptist," March 12, 1859,
The church at Jackson, Tenn., was split on landmerkism a few months aftsr this,
Ses "Beptist Standard", Jan.22, 1859,
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"RESCLVED, that we regard the charges preferred in the First Boptist Church,
Nashville, againet Elder J, R. Graves, as the last expiring throes of eney, nal-
ice and the darksst passions of the‘Luman heart (which is desperately wicked) and
chegrin, deep mortification and bitter disappointment of the parties engaged in
this unholy and wicked attempt to alisnate hin frém the affections of his breth-

#*
ren."

Bafore the trial was complsted the General Association of Tannesses and North
Alabama met and the Spring Street Church applied with messehgers as the ?eal First
Church of Nashvilla, Ths landmark influencs was so great here that the Associ-
ati&n denounced Dr, Howell and the First Church and sndorsed Dr. Graves end the
Spring Street Church, This addad new fuel to the flames and instead of intimida-

»

ting Dr, Howsll and his church it made them more aggressive, so that sn the follow=-
ing month, Nov.8th, the long contlnued trial was completed and the entire forty-
three who had gone into Spring Street Church were excluded. It was claimed that
twenty of this numbsr were connacted with the "Tennassee Baptist", South-Western
Publishing House and Board of the Sunday School Union, in all of which Dr. Graves
had an interest. Notwithstanding their andcrssmant by ths General Association,
the members of the Spring Street Church falt that this dirsect sxclusion from the
First Church was a stigma upbn them which should be erased. Hence, a council

was callad to mest in Nashville, Mareh 1859, This council was composed of prom-
inent men and was summbnéd as an impartial body. BRut Dr. Howsll and~the First
Church said that they had no knowledge of it except from hearsay and that it was
entirely an ex parte affair; so they refused to take any noties of it, The coun-
cil, however, procasded to consider the whole matter, having before them the tes-.
timony and arguments of one side'only. After due deliberation, resolutions were
adopted endersing Dr, Graves and his following as ‘the reasl First Baptist Church of
Nashville and condsmning Dr, Howell and the majority as having violated the New

Testament principles of orderly church practice.§ They further held that the

’g "Tennesses Baptist", Oct,12, 1858,

"Baptist Standaggli;ﬁiihville, March 10, 1860,




acceptance of the pastorate of this churéh by R, B, C, Howell was in pursuancs of
a "foul conspiracy" to deastroy J, R, Graves,

Shortly after the adjournmsnt cf this council the deacons of Spring Street
Church sent a latter to sach of the members-elect of the Southern Beptist Conven-

; B : ! L : ’h :
tion which was soon to meet in Richmond, Virginisa, opposing the raselection of

R, B, 0, Howell {o the Presidsency of thét body. It was so much in accord with
the methods and spirit of the times that we make a quotstion from it:

"It would be a daring sc¢t in the Biennial Convention to override the decision
of the Gensral Association or local Associations of any state, to pronounce any
chureh in regular‘or good order, that had besn almost pnanimoualy disfellowshipped
by the General or District Associations of a state. Will you aid in plaecing the
Convention in this attitude before the denomination? By securing the election
of Elder Howsll and the reslsction of most of his male mambers ss = 5Sibls Board
they will elaim that the Bisennial Convention has . . . endorsed the disorderly
party as a regular church, Fldsr Howsll and his party have nothing to lose,while
the Convention has averything to loss -- the supvort of the masses in the Scuth-
wast, perhaps of ‘the whole South,"

Signed by the desacons of Spring Street Church, who add: "All this is strong-

ly advocated by the "llississippi Baptist," "Texas Baptist," "Western Rscorder,®

#*

and "Tennassee Baptist.!

This eircular shows the vast magnitude of the grievance of ths foll§wers of
the landmark champion as seen by their own eyes. The implied thresat of rending
the Convention was not entirsly new for Dr, Gravses had assurasd them several months
beforse that "the rending of ths Scuthern Baptist Convantion next spring would ngt
necessarily divida the denomination."§ The circular did not have the dssired
effect, for when the Convention met Dr, Howell was realsctesd to the Presidency of
the body but declined to accept it under the circumstances. The Convention also
discountenanced ths landmark contingency by remppointing members of the First
Church on the Bible Board and by dropping the names of ths few that had besn on it

* "Baptist Standard", Lasnville, larch 10, 1860,
§ "Tenneseese Raptist," Nov,6, 1858,
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who wers now members of the Spring Streest Church. To thisg diserimination J. M,
Pandleton sericusly objected and offered a resplution to the effect that in the
appointment of ths Bible Board at Nashville the Convention hed "no intention to

express an opinion one way of the other in ragard to the Nashville affair.t

This was laid on the tabls by a two-thirds majority. He then offered a protest

against the appointment of tha msmbers of the BikBle Board, signed by himself and
a largs number of Tennesseesans; this caused a heated discussion, He finally a-

gread to withdraw it, providsd his resocluticn be withdrawn and the motion to lay
on the table bs expd;Eg£§d from the minutes.*

Frombthia time forward the leaders c¢f the landmark movsement saw that fhg
Southern Baptist Convention would not favor them; hencg, they began to criticise
_and oppesa its work. At this very meeting Dr, G;aves made a long spssch againnt
ths mathods of the Mission Boards of the Convention. This épi;it grew unfil oppoO-
sition to tﬁ; Convention and advocacy of Dr, Gravses and his fbllowing warsa "sé i~

§

dantical that'they saamad parts of the seme question." An sxamination of ‘thes
fiias of the "Tennessee Raptist" and "Landmsrk Bannsr & Cherékee Baptist" of !
Gaorgia reveals a great similarity betwsan their attituds to the mission work of
the Southern Baptist Convention and “thé- attitude of thoss papérs in Texas which
ars now opposihg the mission work of the Texas State Convention. There is foﬁnd
no direct objeption‘to the Cbnvantion'ggp se, or to missions, but numerous adverss
.criticisms on men ané mathods. In consequance of these criticismsvchurches and
avan assoeiations withheld contributions from. the Convantion aﬂd passed resolu-
tions condemning its attitude. In August, 1859, the Concord Association, Tennes-
ase, endotssd Dr, Graves and dsnounced his'opponeﬁts. About the same tims the
‘Rehoboth Association,of Georgia, practically savarad ite connsction with the South-

ern Baptist Convention and the "Landmark Bannar & Cherokee Baptist® pfaised and

upheld its sction. A faw months later Bethel Association, Kentucky, passed raso-

* "Baptist Standard," Nashville, May 21, 1859,
§ "Southwestarn Baptist", March 1, 1880,
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lutions on the subject and stated that it would withhold contributions from cns
of the Roards of the Convention.* Numeroug examplaes of the game character could
be given.

The discord did not decrsase as the waeks went by, for when the General As-
sociation of Last Tennsssee metirssolutions were offsred by the landmark slsment
which were discussed at length and with bitterness, but utteriy failed to be
passad., A resolution was then offered to dissolve the Association; this also
failed, Whersupon the minority withdrew, saying that they left the body "redsemsd,
regenerated, disenthrallad,”

Again these questions cams u@ hafors tha General Association of Middle Ten-
nessee and North Alabama, the sscond time in the fall of 1859. The hody andorssd

the zction of ths previous year. When membsrs of this Association visited the

t
- . ‘ 3 §
Fast Alabems Convention they were refused seats hacauss of this very metter.
‘ot only in Tennessee, Kentucky, Georgia and Alabema was dissension caused by
these issues, but eleo in llississippi, Arkansas, Texas and other states. A di-
. - . . . > . - ‘. s .

vision of the Baptist denomination ssemed imminent at this tins. In a leading
editorial in the "Tennessee Baptist", Dr. Groves discussed the question of a gplit

in the denominstion ut was somewhat inclined to opposs it. The "Baptist Standard?

of April 7, 1860 said: "the erisis has arrived.," A writer in the "Banner & Bap-

<)

tigt" gaid: "Every one is led to belisve that a serious and irreconcilable dif-

EEE .
fliculty is forming in the bosom of the great Beptist family.™ Again, it was

#

Minutes Bethel Association, 1860,
-§ "Benner & Baptist"- Aug,23, 1860,
*%* NOTE:- :
This deplorabls condition of Southsrn Baptists must not all be laid upon
X Landmarkism yet all of it can be laid on Landmarkers, for slmost without excepticn
those who opposad the fouthern Baptist Convention were landmarkers., But in some
cases the oppogition was bhased on"Crawfordism" or Gospel lission tendencies rather
than on landmark prineiples, In other instances personal admiration for Drs,
Gravag, Dayton, Pendleton and others was the prime motiwve. Nevertheless,*land-
markism wasz the great cause of strifs,

##+  Oct, 26, 1859,

¥ (
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%
gaid, "If certain men and measurses were prsssed upoan the churches division would

result."* The editor of the "Banner & Baptist" wrote: "Facts, stubborn facts,
go very far toward raising the bealisf that the landmark elements ars at the bot-
tom of the proposition for division. UNearly all on ons sids havs bzsn violent
anti-landmark men. In the order of a Lind providsnce thoss known as Landmark
Baptists are in a tolerable condition to act indspendently under Christ. They havs
a. fair share of the papers already in full blast; there are also publishing houses
which ecan furnish reading to our children and gll claszses of our friends.!
The following words of Dr, R. C, Burlesson show a similar state of things in the
§gg§thest: "It is painfully evident that a cautious but powsrful affort is being
mads to array Texas Baptists egainst the Southern Baptist Convention."

The above opinions of the denominational press g£ive only a faint id=a of the
gravity of the situstion. The spirit of dissension affected the inner life of
the churches to such an extent that the missionary and revivel spirit was almost
cerushed out in many localities, aspasially in Tennessee.H In partes of Georgia
also the same state of affairs existed. In thosa ssctions where the "Tennsssee
Baptist" was read a contemporary witnese styled the churches under its influence
."oypositién Baptists®, The following extracts of the minutes of Concord Associ-
ation, which was the home association of Dr. Gravses, leaves no doubt as to ths
influsnce of the landmark agitation in and around Nashville: "In the majority of

our churches thers have besn no revivals,” .
"Indian Kigsions: nothing is being done in this department of Christian la-

bop.H :
"Bihle distribution: The Assocciation.is not actively engaged in this work.!

"State Vissions: The Association has given $90.40 to this work during the

year "

* "Landmark Banner & Charokse Baptist", Feb.2, 186C, -
"Baptist Standard", Nashville, May 12, 1860,
# % "Contributions to the Convention have been cut off, Tennessse is doing noth-

“on

ing." ‘'"Southwestern Baptist," March 1, 1860,
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"Sunday School report: There is less intarsst manifested in the Sunday School

within the bounds of Concord Association than at any other portion of the South,'"x

Undoubtedly during the year preceding the war the great landmark ccntrovsrsy
seemed to be producing most serious consequences end reached its climax.  Each suec-
ceeding month added new infensity to tho strife among brethren. Indeed the threat-
sned division of Southern Baptists was imminent. It se=med that no humsn wisdom
could prevent it, but "God moves in a mystoriocus way His wonders to psrform." By
a strange providences the divisicn among fellow Christians was diverted by strife
betwesn fallow-countrynen, The eclouds of denominational disunion were overshadow-
ed by the desper gloom of a nation rent in twain, The voice of the debater and con-

traversiatist was drownsd by the yelping of "the dogs of war, M

Minutas Concord Association, August, 1880,
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CHAPTER VI,
WAR THE CAUSE OF PEACE,

It is a physical law that sach of two objects cannot be raspectivaly above
tha other at +he same time, It is likewise a psychological law that only one prom-
insnt thopght can b2 uppermost in a man's mind st one time. Shrewd rulers are cog-
nizent of this fact and when their kingdoms are rent by political dissension they
fraquently cause a diversion by stirring up a quarrel with some foreign power,

Thus peacs at home is obtained by war abroad. About the only periods of internal
peace that ancient Gresce ever knsw were caused by the invasions of"barbarian"
hosts and &s soon == ithe Persians wers driven back civil strife was renewed with
old-tims vigor. Even in America we have witnessed 1iké results, for ths war with
Spain did more to unite the North and South then sny other event that has occurred
since the days of the Confederacy. |

Among the multitude of evila~ that wers involved in the @ivil War there were
some good things, Not the lasst of the latter was that it caused Southern Bap-
tists to ignore their differences and to forget menv personal dislikes which had
almost grown into enmities, From 1861 to 1865 was nc time to magnify the differ-
ence bhetween landmarkers and antilandmerkers. It was 2 time for brethren to
stand together. Over their parched corn and rye coffes they spoke not of the foi-
bles of their fellow-Christians but of the fate of fathsr, brother or son on the
hattlefield. Thoses few who kept up the controversy found no listeners,

The approach of the Federal army caused Dr. Graves to discontinue the publi-
eation of "The Tannesses Baptist!" and to flee further South., There he employed his
marvellous abilities in supplying the soldiers with New Testaments. A nunbar of
Baptist weeklies were forced to discontinue severgl times during the war on aceount
of lack of paper, caussd by the blockade. A rsader of the files of some rsligious(?)
pépers a few years preceding the war, wondefs if it would not have besn hatfer if

paper had given out thres or four ysars befors it aid.
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Many Associations and Conventions wers almost hroken up and when a few Bap-
tists did meaet togathar it was not to call each other heretics}but to unite in
prayer o their Heavenly Father that he would desliver their land from the Lorrors
of war, So nany things conspired to break up preaching services that the paople
became so hungry for the Word of God that ideas on pulpit affiliation did not pre-
vent them from wsleoming the Gospel even from Pado-baptist lips.

The afflietions of war had such an effect in welding them together that it is
scaresly within the rangs of possibilities for a serious division to occur among
Southern Baptists. A similar beneficial effect is observed among all Christians
of the South. The spirit of bitter controversy has given way to a more conservar
tive and commandable denominational -comity. It is not the provinee of the histo-

=5
rian to interpret Providencs. But is it not possible that an All-Tisse Father used

the war to chastise his children that they might learn'to love one another?" *

Dr. Graves said in the first issue of "The Baptist", after the close of the
war, "Nor will old personalities be revived by me. I say to svery brother from
whom I have diffsred, or whom I mey have wronged, let us bury all the past at the
foot of the cross, and lst past animosities bhe changad to lova by the wondrous al-

chemy, that blood which cleanseth all sins, and henceforth let our ambition be to

do the most for Christ.®

"




CHAPTER VII,

READJUSTMENT AND NEW ISSUES,

The close of the war left Baptist affairs-in a prostrate condition: chur-
ches had been broken up, houses of worship had been burned, endowments of schools
had been loést, contributions to missionary enterprises had almost cesased and avery
aspect of the work neseded revival, J. R, Graves returned to Tennessee and locs-
ted at llemphis where he revived the "Tennessee Baptist" under the name of "The

¥

Baptist." But he and his coadjutors did not continue their opposition to the
Southern Baptist Convention and its Boards, On the other hand,they fell in line
with denominational enterprises. Nevertheless, they continued the landmark agi-
tation, yet with abated vigor. "The Baptist" soon had a subseription list equal
to any journal in the dencmination. A publication society was also formed at Mem-
phis and placed undsar the control of landmark Baptists. Through these agencies
their doctrines were kept before the denomination. Nearly all of the space of
"The Baptist" was taken up in doetrinal discussions. The publications of their so-
ciaty were of like character, Consaquently, only a few years had elapsed after
the doﬁnfall of the Confederacy hafors something like the old-time interasst had
been awakensd in the landmark issues, Yet, in 1866, Dr. R. B. C, Howell was elec-
-

ted Vice-President of the Southern Baptist Convention without any sﬁecial disturb-
ance being caused thersby.

In 1872 the Stat~s Convention of Georgia passed resolutions which had a daeid-
ad landmark tinge; lississippi followad suit, and West Tennegsee, Louisisna and
Arkanszas took action in the sams dirsection, In none of these cases, howsver, was

ths controversy bitter, neither did any divisions occur, Again, some interest wes

aroused in the question in Illincis and we find in "The Baptist" of May 17,1873,

movement never amounted tc anything of consequencse,
Abhout this time an attack was made on the Southern Baptist Theological Semi-

nary, on the ground that Dr, Williams was teaching that alien immersion was valid

baptism, A correspondent of "The Baptist" opposed the Seminary for several reasons,
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the principal of which was that "there were doctrines tsught in the Seminary against
which four or five State Conventions had sarnestly protested; whereupon, the "Re-
ligious Herald" observaed, "No State Convention has a right to add any new article
to the Confession of Faith, If it is to b2 amended let it not b= done by the hasty
vote of a Convention assembled for another purgose?* This opposition incrsasad
rapidly and was quite ;zg:;;;ting at the time from the fact that Dr. Boyce was ma-
king desperate efforts to increase the endowment of the Seminary. Dr. Boyce wrote
a series of articles in the lMississippi department of "The Baptist"§ in answer to
the objections which had been made to the institufion. He did not argue the alien
immersion question hut ‘seid that if any Sfate Conventions had protesté8d against
the teachings of the Seminary he had knowledge of only two, Gescriga and Mississippi,
and they had not notified the Trustees of such action, from which he inferred tBat
it was very doubtful whether they intended to lead to any action of the Board of
Trusteses, The matter was finally settled by transferring Dr. Williams from the
chair of Church Government and Pastoral Duties to ths chair of Systematic Theology
where it was no longer necessary for him to express his opinion on alien immsrsion,
It has besn chown thest nct all opponents of alien immersion are landmark
Baptists.- But in this agiatation in regard to the teachings of the Seminary they
were the most prominent and to them belongs the credit or discredit of E;dding it
of, what was to them and many othars, a harmful doectrinse. They wers pécified by
the concession that was made, yet there remained in their hearts a secret mistrust
of the Seminary, which has revealed itself more then cncs. Indeed, it must be
confessed that the dogmas peculiar to landmarkism are not found in the Seminary

Confession of Fgith, nor in any of the crmeds of Baptists. It is remarkable that

in the faée of this fact landmarkerg insist on ecalling all other msmbers of the de-

* ¥
nemination "unsocund Baptists."

* Apr,16, 1874,
¢ ' Apr.18, 18%4,

#¥ NOTE:- An sditor recently s=id of a prominent historian, who had undsrmined

the idea of an unbroken chain of immsrsions back to the apostles, "He never knew

a day in his 1life when hs was a sound Baptist." The editor received his baptism

at the hLands of the Hardshe®l Baptists (opponents of human free sgency and missions)

and was satisfied with it. 'The question arises, if succession is necessary,is not




The Memphis"Baptigt? found a valusble ally in "The lMisgissippi Baptist Rec-
ord" and its versatile editor, Dr. J. B. Gambrell.* i, Gambrell‘used his pol-
ished pen in ths cause of landmarkism without indulging in the personal thruste
and extreme statements which for many years seemed identical with that cause. In
1877 he engaged in a protrected discus=zion with J, B. Jeter on the merits and de-
merits of pulpit affiliation. These two giante said everything that was wobth
saying on their respective sides of the question, The debate was published in
both "The Mississippi Baptist Record" end the "Religious Herald" and being con-
dﬁcted in a thorough manner and in an admirable spirit did muech to eiarify the

aubject under consideration.

While Dr. Gambre:l was giving a milder aspect to old landmarkism, Dr, Graves
was carrying it to an extrems, It has bsen shown that the essence of this sys-
tem of doctrine is an undue emphssie put upon the importanee and independsnce of
local Beptist churches, Attention has also been called to the fact that it was
the 2im of Dr. Graves to construect an iron-clad argument for restricted communion.
A resultant of these two facts was the idea of non-intercommunion. It was argued
that if one church had to recognize at the Lord's Table those who were msmbers of
other churches and undsr the discipline of other churches, it was not entirely in-
dependent of them, Again, stress was leid on the affirmation that a church should
invite none to partaks of the Supper who were not subject tc its discipline. Thesse
two contentions were thought to furnish two good and consistent ressons for re-
stricted communion, which would loss their consistency if Baptist local churches

practicad intercomminion, A third argument in support of the theory was based on

succession of right ideas about human free agsncy and missions just as important
as succession of right idess on baptism? The fact that the lethodists do more
for the cause of Christ in a month than the Primitive Baptists have don= in the
whole period of their existence, illustrates the comparativs importence of thasa
doetrines, If succassion means snything, it must be a succession of orthedoxy in
every respect,-- nct meraly of ons ordyénance to the nsglect of many of the funds-
mental truths of Christianity.

* It is thought that Dr, Gambrell has of late modified his views with respect
to old 1andmarkism.
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Dr, Graves' interpretation of the symbolism of the Lord's Supper. He contsnded
that one loaf and one cup symbolized one church as s unit parteking of Christ. .
This argument had a similar relation to that of the other two to the restricted
commumnion controveréy. The non-interd%hmunion idea is not strietly speaking es-
sential to cld landmarkism but may he regarded as an adjunct to it. Few of the
leading men who had stood by Dr. Graves through his carser hitherto followed him
in this new departure. ZEven tc him it was new, as the following extract from the
minutes of Concord Association,1887, testifies:

"RESOLVED, that in the future, at each session of this body,on the Lord's Day
the Lord}s Supper be administered,!

"Yilliam C. Buck, Matthew Hillsmasn and J.R. Graves preached; after which J.V,
Bower concluded the communion servicsa. Jd. R, Graves, Modsrator."
The succeeding year J . R.Graves aided in the administration of such a communion
sarvice.*

It has been affirmed that Dr, Graves got his ncn—intercommun?on idea from an
Illinois Association and from S,P.Williams' circular on the subject., It is.diffi-
cult to determine, however, whether he got it from them or they from him, But
whoever invented it, he propagated it with all the means at his disposal and con-
vineed some, at least, in almost every old landmark Baptist church in the South-
west, The result was not pleasant to contemplate, In many cases individuais
would refuss to commune with their church as long as it practiced intercommunion,
In other cases where the dissatisfied elemant was large the chureh would zo for
months and even years without celebrating the Lord's Supper. Some' churches were

/8

gplit on the question, Tha evil affects of this doctrine wers soon chbserved .

and it eventually passed into comparative dasuetude.*

* Pord's Repository, Nov.1889,
§ All three of these results have come undsr the personzl obssrvation of the
author in one Association in Texas,
3% Dr.Graves was misied as to the popularity of this doctrine. He said,"The

heavy drift of sentiment throughout the whole South and ths great West and South-
west is gtrongly in faver of Baptist churches ., . . restricting the participation
of the Supper to the local church celebrating it." 01ld Landmerkism,p.xvi.
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After the advancement of this new adjunct to his system of doctrine the land-
mark champion- seemed to lose something of his old-time controversial spirit.
The last years of his life wers spant in delivering his wondeffully eloquent
"Chair talks" on ths subjects of Salvation by Grace, the Institution and Nature
cf the Church, and the Second'CQming of Christ.* These addresses tendsd to modi-

fy the polemical spirit of his followers.

Subsecuent to the death of Dr, Graves there was little agitation of landmark
principles until the spring of 1896, when the Whitsit% Controversy caussd a thor-
ough discussion of the question of church succession and of the doctrine of the
Church.§ Dr, Whiteitt proclaimsd that he had discovered that prior to 1841 thare
wasg a period in which "the Baptists" of England did not practice immersion. This
statement created such a stir iﬁ the Baptist family that it left no room to doubt
whether landmarkism was dead. It was not claimed that any article of any Baptist
Confession of Faith was endangered by Dr, Whitsitt's position, nor that any Rible
doctrine was called in question, except the teaching of Matthew 16:18 when given
the peculiar landmark interpretation. It is true that some thought the import-
ance of immersion was minimized by Dr. Whitfett. This arose from reading bia;éd
papers which were not as careful as they should have been to state clearly Dr.
Whitsitt's position., The whole cquestion of Baptist church sucecsssion was opened
by this ineident, but special attention was paid to the history of the English
Baptists of the seventsanth century, In the latter stages cof ths controversy it
became evident that the advocates of successiocn could not meke out an irrefrag?%le
chain, Comssquently they began to lay great strees on Matthew 16:18,intsrpreting

a4 :
if\}ikefDr. Graves had done and using the same arguments in support of their asxe-

gosig, While in ths heat of the controversy it was desnied, it cennot now be gain-

* The last book of importancs that Rr,Graves wrote was "The Seven Dispsnsstiocns',
which was not,strietly speaking,a landmark documsnt,
§
Referencs to Chapters I and II will show that church succsssion and denial of
the universal invisible church are characteristics of old landmarkism,
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said that only two doetrinal points were involved in the Whitsitt controversy.
Both of these were distinctly landmark doctrines,one,church succsssion; the other,
certain ideas of the church, Whers landmarkism was strongest,thera,mas opposition
toL e, Whitsitt the most intense. The Baptist State Conventions of Kentucky, Ar-
kansas, Texas, lMississippi and Lcuisiana passed resclutions condemning the posi-
tion teken by him, The matter never came to a vete bhefore the Southern Baptist
Convention, The Board of Trustees always sustained Dr, Whiteit$, Dr, Hatchsr
said that Dr, Whitsitt would have remained President of the Seminarx}if he had not

of his own accord offered his rssignation.

A full discussion of the Whitsitt controversy is Aot called for in this the-
sis. Yet it must be considared as showing the extent of the landmark doctrines,
It plainly showed that something like one half of Southern Baptists are tinctured
with landmarkism., Another thing that was menifested by the Whitsitt controversy
was that,if we except a few advocates of church succesesion in England, old land-
mark Baptistes are confined for the most part to half a dozen states in the south-

ern portion of the United States,”

If error in regard to succession and the universal spiritual church will

lead to serious evils,, our denomination in the South is not in an enviable posi-

®

L
tion; for it appears to be almest evenly digged on these subjects,

This statement is hasad on the attitude of the denominational journals in va-

rious sections, and on other data.
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CONCLUSION,

-

. . * } g ,
01d landmarkism was concsived in debate, born in strife,’ waxed strong in

§8

dissension™ " and flourishes in controversy, Yet this alone does not condemn
1%, Vhen Israel wés troubled there were two theories as to the evil: "the Ahadb
theory,and the Elijah theory.! "And it came to pass when Ahab saw Elijah that
Ahab said unto him, Art thou he that troubleth Isresl? And he answered and said,
I have not troubled Israel, but thou and thy father's house in that ye have forsas-
Rk
ken the commandmsnts of the Lord." An admixture of an acid with an alkali
cauvses fomentation; so does an admixiture of error with truth. He who mixes error
with truth causes commotion and is blameworthy. He who brings truth to error,
light into the darkness, likewise causes commotion, but is worthy of honor. The
question naturally arises here, was the landmark controversy error attacking
truth or truth attacking error? The anti-landmark Baptist replies that it was

the former; the landmark Baptist that it was the latter; while a plain, unpreju-

diced Baptist might answer that it was neither’but a combination of the two.

~

In the days of Pendleton and Graves there were in the Baptist dencminstion

sone tendencies toward extrsme loossness in doeirinal matters. Landmarkism met

-

these with the opposite extreme and the tvo exiremss have tended to destroy sach
! other, The result has been in some respects beneficial, for although the land-
mark doctrines may not be orthodox, yet to landmarkism is due most of ths credit

for the fact that Southern Baptists are more strictly crthodox than any other largs

8 &
B

body of Baptists in the world.

* See Chapter III,
§ ] i § i 08
* % 1 1" .
§ § 1" n VII.
¥ ke e I hlngs swdage 17 R
§8§ NOTE:- Prof.Norman Fox, Morristown, N.J,,recently sent out eleven hundred

letters to Baptist preachers in New England and Middle States, asking their opin-

ion as to restricted communion. He received 310 replies; 103 favored restricted

communion; 123 would give'wider welcome;" 84 would welcome beptized or unbaptlzed

church members or non-church membnrs, just as to prayer-meeting. |
--The Standard,Chicago,Dec,9,1899, p.26,

L - (- c .‘
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The agitation of the subject has been very unhappy and has not yet ceased,
When the question is finally settled the truth will be made evident to the good of
the Baptist family. It is a reason for thankfulnsse that thg mors acute stages
of the controversy have passed without lasting disruption, and there is kope that
the final discussion which seems to be now in progress will be unaccompanied by

bitterness,

The old lendmark movemsnt has laft us an important lesson and an urgsnt duty.
The lesson is, that we should not dissipate in endless controversy the Christian
energies which should be exercised in leading the world to Christ; the duty is'"to
determine how we can harmonize the different elements of the denomination and how
we can stop movaments set going‘by Dr, Gravsg in two opposite directions -- an ex-

treme doctrinal system and its opposite, denominational looganess,

The prineipal evils which flow out of landmarkism are bigotry and pride,which
iead to contention end strife and czuse the presaching of a prectical Christianity .
t0 be neglected while the local churches are being lauded to the skies by their own
voices, / The loeal Raptist churches are ordained of God and are the most import-
ant .institutions on earth today. But they have a grsester missiogvthan self—lauda—
tion. This thesis will not have been written in vain if it has sheown the evil
of the praise of gelf and denunciation of others to the neglect of the preaching

of the Gospel of humility and love,
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