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CONDITIONS 1881
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“A marked difference in the state of 
the brotherhood may be seen 

twenty years after the war. In the 
North the Christian Standard and 
the American Christian Review 
were locked in combat. Each 

paper represented a different type 
of thinking.
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Society as a whole was changing. 
The increase in population, the 
advancement of science, greater 
educational opportunities- these 

were inherent causes. The 
Christian Standard, keenly aware 
of this fact, assumed its greatest 
task to be that of redefining the
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earlier restoration principles in 
terms of the growing demand for 
progress. The American Christian 
Review, while not opposed to 
progress, clearly assailed the 
redefining process. The Bible 
truths were static, the Bible 

teaching the same thing in 1885
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that it had taught in 1845., and 
any attempt to change the church, 
to alter the laws of God to conform 
with the changing environmental 
factors in society, the Review
considered objectionable.”

West, p-177



CONTENTION: THEN & NOW

36

In 1809 Thomas Campbell coined 
the phrase, “Where the Bible 
Speaks, We speak; Where the 
Bible is silent, we are silent.”
Defining the importance of the 

silence of the Scriptures has been 
an ongoing debate then and now.  
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Briefly: Does the silence permit or 
prohibit? If the silence is 

permission- then we can do and 
practice anything the Bible doesn’t 
specifically condemn. If silence is 
prohibitive- then we can only
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practice what the Bible authorizes 
in commands, approved examples 
or that which is inferred in order to 
carry out the command. Example: 
We are to care for the orphans. 
(Jas. 1:27) How? The silence allows 

us to choose the method.  



BAPTISM
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Baptism is a command! Immersion 
in water in the name of the 

Fathers, Son and Holy Spirit for the 
remission of sins. (Mt. 28:18-20, Mk. 

16:16,  Ac. 2:38, Ac. 22:16, etc.)  About the 
only variable is the place. “Look, 

here is water…” (Acts. 8:36)



APPROVED EXAMPLES
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Building a boat like Noah’s or 
erecting a Tabernacle like Israel’s 
are not approved examples for us 
today. Partaking of the Lord’s 

Supper like the Christians at Troas 
is. (Acts 20:7)



NECESSARY INFERENCE
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“Go into the world and preach the 
gospel.” That which is preached is 
specific- the gospel. The method of 
going is generic- walking, riding, 
flying, etc.. The emphasis is not on 

the going but on the message 
delivered there.
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In 1884, Isaac Errett decided that, 
if the church was to change and 

conform to an age of progress, the 
motto of Speaking and Silence 
would have to be changed. He 
wrote “that nothing should be 
urged as a term of Christian 
fellowship for which there
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could not be a thus saith the Lord.”
(Christian Standard, 1884) In other words, 
where the Scriptures are silent, we 

are at liberty to do or practice 
anything not specifically 

condemned in another place. This 
would open the door to many 

innovations.
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John. F. Rowe took issue and 
pointed out that why not join the 
ranks of the denominations and 
give up the plea for restoration? 
Every denomination wanted to 

hold to its basic peculiarities while 
fraternizing with others with 

different peculiarities.  West, p-178 
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“‘Behold how good and how 
pleasant it is for brethren to dwell 
together in unity.’ The church of 

Christ, when first organized, was a 
unit; continued a unit until a human 
creed was made. We were once, 
as a religious people, a unit in our 
faith and worship. But how things
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have changed in some churches 
called Christian churches, within 
the last few years! Some of our 
editors and preachers are now 

contending for human institutions-
organs, festivals, societies, etc.; 
while other editors and preachers 
are reviewing and exposing all
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such institutions and things as 
unscriptural and hurtful. Yet both 
parties say, ‘Where the Bible 

speaks, we speak; and where the 
Bible is silent, we are silent.’”

Dear brethren, do come back, and 
be satisfied with the purity and
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all-sufficiency of the holy 
Scriptures. Let us all unite once 

more in contending for the unity of 
the faith. ‘Let all envy and strife be 
put away from you and be kind one to 
another, forgiving one another as God 
for Christ’s sake has forgiven you.’”

American Christian Review, 1881 



50



DIVISION
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“We have not doubted, for years 
that if the course of adding 

innovation to innovation, pursued 
by many, is persisted in, that 

division and separation will come. 
Nay, it ought to come. God will 
cause it to come. If a separation 



DIVISION

52

will, and ought to come, it may be 
asked how it will be brought 

about? All the true disciple has to 
do, is to firmly stand for the truth, 
and to be true to it. God in his 
providence will then bring it.”

David Lipscomb, GA, 12/1883



DIVISION

53

“I have but little sympathy with 
those brethren who seem to dread 
disunion among themselves as the 

direst of all evils. If we would 
inspire sensible men around us 

with a desire for union with us, we 
must be careful to show them
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that we do not and will not maintain 
unity with anything unscriptural, 
whether it shows itself within our 
ranks or outside of them. Truth 
first, union afterwards, and union 

only in the truth. That is our 
motto.” J.W. McGarvey, GA, 1/1885



DIVISION or COMPROMISE?
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1 Cor. 11:18 In the first place, I hear 
that when you come together as a 
church, there are divisions among 
you, and to some extent I believe 
it. 19 No doubt there have to be 
differences among you to show 

which of you have God’s approval.
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“It pains me to make this statement, 
but the fact is so patent and 
palpable that is in vain to try 

longer to conceal it. We might as 
well prepare to meet the issue first 
as last. We are grieved to say that 
the line of separation is becoming
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more distinct every day. There are 
two classes among us- those who 
represent ‘The Ancient Order of 
Things’ and those who represent 
‘The New Order of Things.’ It is 

manifest that these two parties are 
not only acting in sympathy,
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but that the men of the New Order 
of Things are determined to crush 
down, if possible, the Ancient 

Order of Things.”

John F. Rowe, American Christian Review, 3/1880
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“After the Civil War, a trend set in 
among many brethren to reduce 
the church to the status of another 

denomination. Some openly 
defended using the word 

denomination with reference to the 
churches of Christ. That there 

were Christians in all 
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denominations now began to be 
openly advocated. The term, 
Disciples of Christ, was now 
elevated to the dignity of a 

denominational appellation, with 
its ‘reverends’ and ‘pastors,’ a 

royal sect among sects, was now a 
reality.” W.B.F. Treat, ACR, 6/1880
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“I remember well when we had no 
meetinghouses to dedicate by 
professional dedicators or 

successful beggars of money. We 
had no organs to entertain the 

congregations, but the natural one 
the Lord had given to his children. 
We had no hired boys just out of
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college to play the clergyman and 
usurp the authority given to the 
heaven-ordained elders of the 

church of God. I have lived to see 
nearly all things we once preached 

and practiced changed to the 
modern, fashionable, sectarian 
practices, where all expedients
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are used to entertain the people 
and gain thereby the recognition of 
the conflicting sects about us, to 

become popular, and be 
considered orthodox and really 

one of the branches of the church. 
When I became a member of the 
church almost fifty years ago,
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I never expected or dreamed that I 
would live to see the change in 
doing the Lord’s work, as it is 
called, that I have seen.”

Gospel Advocate, 2/1888



NUMBERS
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1906 

Disciples of Christ Churches of Christ

Churches = 8,293 Churches = 2,649

Members = 982,701 Members = 159,658

Ministers = 6,641 Ministers = 2,100
*Ten years later the churches of Christ had 

doubled their membership  while the Disciples 
had only increased by 20%. 
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In 1889, Dr. R.C. Cave delivered a 
sermon at the Central Church in 
Saint Louis, MO., in which he 

asserted that both Abraham and 
Moses were grossly ignorant of the 
true character of God, and denied 
both the virgin birth of Jesus and 
the bodily resurrection of Christ.



TRUE LIBERALISM

69

He described the Bible as an 
evolution, not a revelation, and 
declares that there was no such 
thing as a divinely-given “plan of 
salvation.” Added to this was his 
affirmation that water baptism was 
not found in the great commission.
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“Cave declared: ‘He who brings 
himself, according to his measure 
of knowledge and ability, into 

obedience to the will of Christ and 
into oneness of life and character 
with Christ, is a Christian and 

entitled to all Christian privileges,
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among which is membership in the 
church. To this basis I invite men.’”

Resolved: “The Christian Church 
makes nothing a test of fellowship 

but that which a man’s own 
conscience tells him is right and 

true. Strict loyalty to self is the real 
loyalty to God.” West, p-259
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J.H. Garrison later wrote to Cave:  
“If you, my brother, can look at the 

wreck of the Central Church, 
which a year of your ministry has 
wrought, with its divided homes 
and its saddened and alienated 

hearts, and with the fearful burden
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it imposes upon those who propose 
to stand by their colors, with a 
‘clear conscience,’ as you say, 
that is the severest possible 

condemnation of the sufficiency of 
conscience as a guide in matters 
of religion.”Christian Evangelist, 2/1890
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Webster’s def.: 1. the principle or 
practice of accepting reason as 
the only authority in determining 
one’s opinion or course of action 
3. Theol. the doctrine that rejects 
revelation and the supernatural, 
and makes reason the sole source 

for religious truth.



RATIONALISM

75

The so-called “higher criticism” of 
the study of the Bible developed in 

Germany in the 18th and 19th

centuries. It was an attack upon 
Scripture. It is the opposite of 
Fundamentalism and denies the 
inspiration and infallibility of the 
Bible, the virgin birth and the
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divinity of Jesus Christ, the 
sacrifice of Christ on the cross as 
atonement for sins of all people, 
the physical resurrection and 

second coming of Christ, and the 
bodily resurrection of believers. 
Liberals then and now have taken 
all or parts of these doctrines.
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These attitudes toward the Bible 
continue today. The most popular 
is the doctrine of Naturalism that 
affirms that nature is the whole of 
reality. There is no supernatural, 
and they believe physics and 

chemistry are sufficient to account 
for all phenomena.
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“Within less than a decade following 
the Civil War it was thought by 
some that there was a strong 
inclination toward what is 

abstractly called ‘modernism’ in 
Missouri. Then it was referred to 
as ‘rationalism,’ a term borrowed
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from German theological circles. 
Alexander Proctor and George W. 
Longan were especially singled 
out as accepting the usual theory 
of Biblical interpretation used by 
German and French rationalists.”

West, p-269
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“By the year 1890, David Lipscomb 
thought back over the last twenty 
years of his life and recalled many 
statements coming from Missouri 
preachers, all of which were 

closely allied to rationalism. He 
recalled that E.B. Cake, president 
of the Missouri Sunday School
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Convention and a frequent 
contributor to the Christian-

Evangelist, had time and again 
declared that God and man were 
one. God talks to himself when he 
talks to man. Man hears and obeys 
the voice of God when he does 
what his intuition directs him to 

do.” West, p-270
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“The New Theology has been 
spreading with alarming rapidity 
during the last ten years. A mutual 

admiration society has been 
formed in Missouri, and when one 
member of the society would make 
a bold rationalistic statement, the
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other members would applaud. 
Their very pompous actions would 

seem to say, ‘We are the only 
advanced thinkers.’”

Simpson Ely, president of Christian College at 
Canton, Missouri, Christian Register, GA,1890



DEPARTURE

85

“Ely’s last charges were directed 
toward  (Geo. W.) Longan. But 
according to Lipscomb, Longan 
had gone farther, insisting that 

Matthew and Mark were confused 
upon the second coming of Christ, 

and therefore he denied their
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credibility. He also questioned the 
reasoning of Paul. Lipscomb 

charged that when the Scriptures 
say Jesus cast out demons, 

Longan understood that Jesus was 
a victim of heathen superstition.”

West, p-271
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HONOR ROLL 1865-1900
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Ben Franklin, J.W. McGarvey, David 
Lipscomb, James, A. Harding, 

John, F. Rowe, J.M. Mathes, Moses 
Lard, J.A. Meng, W.S. Harper, F.G. 
Allen, W.B.F. Treat, Jacob Creath, 
F.D. Srygley, David Sommer, J.D. 
Tant, T.B. Larimore, P.S. Fall, P.W. 
Harsh, A.G. Freed, J.C. McQuiddy, 
Austin McGary, John T. Poe, etc.  
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“On Sunday, August 18, 1889, six 
thousand members of the church 
gathered in Shelby County, Illinois, 
at the site of the old Sand Creek 
congregation in a great mass 

meeting. Since 1873 large masses 
of brethren had congregated at
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this site to enjoy a few days of 
fellowship, and hear prominent 
preachers. With the passing of 

years the general condition of the 
church had a tendency to reflect 
itself upon this gathering,…

contemplating the rising threat of 
division in the church.” West, p-430
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On this occasion Daniel Sommer 
preached for an hour and forty 
minutes on the condition of the 

church. He blamed the 
“innovators” for all the division, 
discord, bitterness and strife with 
in the church. P.D. Warren read a 

draft of a historic document.  
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“To All Those Whom I May Concern, 
Greeting: Brethren- You doubtless 

know that we as disciples of 
Christ, with scarcely an exception, 

many long years ago took the 
position that in religious matters of 
doctrine and practice, ‘Where the 

Bible speaks, we
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speak, and where the Bible is silent 
we are silent.’ Further, we held 
that nothing should be taught, 

received or practiced, religiously, 
for which we could not produce a 

‘Thus saith the Lord.’ And, 
doubtless, many of you also know 

that, as long as the above 
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principles were constantly and 
faithfully observed, we were a 
prosperous and happy people. 

Then we were of one heart and of 
one soul; we lived in peace and 

prospered in the things pertaining 
to the kingdom of God and the 

name of our Lord Jesus Christ….
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Some of the things of which we 
hereby complain, and against 

which we protest, are the unlawful 
methods resorted to in order to 
raise or get money for religious 
purposes, viz.; that of the church 
holding festivals of various kinds, 

in the house of the Lord, 
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or elsewhere, demanding that each 
participant shall pay a certain sum 
as an admittance fee; the use of 

instrumental music in the worship; 
the select choir, or the virtual, if 
not the real, abandonment of 

congregational singing. Likewise 
the man-made society for
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missionary work and the one-man, 
imported preacher-pastor to feed 
and watch over the flock. These, 
with many other objectionable and 

unauthorized things, are now 
taught and practiced in many of 
the congregations, and to the 
great grief and mortification of
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some of the members of said 
congregations…..

And now, in closing up this address 
and declaration, we state that we 
are impelled from sense of duty to 
say that all such as are guilty of 

teaching or allowing and 
practicing the many innovations
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and corruptions to which we have 
referred, after having sufficient 

time for meditation and reflection, 
if they will not turn away from such 
abominations, that we can not and 
will not regard them as brethren.”
signed -members of Sand Creek church, Liberty 
Church, Grove Church, Ash Grove Church, Union 

Church, Mode Church. West, p-431-432
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In 1892, Daniel Sommer wrote an 
article strongly recommending 
that every church that bought 

property should put a clause in the 
deed declaring that no instrument 
of music or other innovations 
should ever be used on the 

premises.
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“This suggestion touched off a 
verbal warfare that had 

repercussions upon all the 
brotherhood, and became a 
subject of discussion in all the 

papers. The Christian-Evangelist
insisted that this was a new creed 
made binding upon the people,
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that Sommer was now using civil 
law to enforce his beliefs. Sommer 

denied it. As for the matter of 
using civil law in church matters, 
the deed itself was that. The 

clause in the deed was simply a 
declaration that the property 
would not be used for other
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purposes than that for which it was 
purchased. Sommer observed that 
brethren were tired of building 
church houses, only to be driven 
from them when someone comes 
along to put in an organ with which 

they cannot conscientiously 
worship.” West, p-434



CONTROVERSY

123

The controversy ran its course 
and the brethren began to realize 
this was the only practical path to 
follow. Since the beginning of the 
20th century all buildings of the 
churches of Christ of which I am 
familiar have this clause in the 

deed. 
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The non-instrument clause is 
contained in the deed of many 

buildings. I think the need for this 
clause is now more acute that at 
any time in the last 100 years.
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