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Abstnct 

The American Civil War 1861-1865 drew the atteadon of Free Church 

Presbyterian, Methodist, and Baptist denominational editors in British North America 

This thesis seeks to examhe the religious aad political ideas which influenced how 

these editors in the Maritimes and central Canada interpreted an event of significant 

meaning to them 

These religious editors in British North America viewed the conflict, its causes, and 

issues through a pdcuIar set of religious ideals. Particularly important in this regard 

was the idea, prevalent in much of the Anglo-American world during the mid- 

nineteenth century, ofpodennial optirnism-that Christ's return to earth would be 

facilitated by society's m o d  reformation This view led editors from alI three 

denominations to see Southern slavery as the defining and central issue ofthe war. 

Their interpretations of the Civil War were, however, influenced by differing 

denominational histories. The historical and religious background of Free Church 

Presbyterians in British North America was closely linked to events in Scotland, and 

was reflected in the Presbyterian editon' views of the American conflict. The Free 

Church view that dvil govemmeat must be conceived within the framework of 

Christian principles moved them to see the United States' republican form of 

government as idolatrous and tolerant of slavery, and therefore as a major cause of the 

war. 

Methodists and Baptists had longer and more varied historical backgrounds in 

British North America. The commentary of these denominational editon on the Civil 

War M i e d  by region. In the Maritimes these denominations were influenced strongly 



by British social and political ideals, causing editors there to look to republicanism in 

the United States as a political system which accommodated slavery and provoked 

political division between the Northern aud Southern states. In central Canada, 

Methodists and Baptists possessed a duai Anglo-American heritage. With 

denominational ties to the United States, editors there did not form a causal 

relationship between republicanism, slavery, and the war. Instead, they looked to a 

reformed American Union as the most promising means of effecting the emancipation 

of the South's slaves, 
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Chapter 0nc-I.troduction 

The American Civil War challenged the people of the United States to reclefhe 

hdamentally their political and social institutions and perceptions- As a period of 

upheavai, it remains unpadeied in the nation's history Tensions over states' rights, 

slavery, and the nature of territorial expansion which, despite growing North-South 

social difEerences in the decades previous to the war, had remained contained within 

the fUuneworL of the Union, were unleashed with the tumultuous political change 

which occurred after the election of Abraham Lincoln in the autumn of 1860- Five 

years later, issues which could not be solved politically before the war were solved 

militarily, with the surrender of Confederate forces during April 1865. Historians 

since, despite a multitude of differing interpretations, have seen the war as an 

immensely important watershed in the development of the United States as a nation. 

Religion, as historians increasingly recognize, played a significaat role in the social 

and political divisions which affected the United States prior to and during the war. 

Politicians were not the only public figures to affect the crucial social and political 

issues of the period. Rather, religious figures in both the Northern and Southem states, 

particularly those influenced by evangelical Protestantism, were prominent actors in 

the unfolding course of events. 

The period of the American Civil War has received a staggering amount of 

attention from historians in the United States. Yet, events of the period did not occur 

within a bubble;. other nations and regions, including the British North American 

provinces, took a keen interest in the struggle between the Union and the 

Confederacy. In particular, political disputes which arose during the war between 



Britain and the American government threatened to spill over into Canada and the 

Maritimes. The North's seizure of two Confederate agents ftom the Trent, a British 

vessel., in 1861, held the potential to disrupt Anglo-American peace.' So too, fiom a 

different angle, the attack on the Vermont village of St. Albans in 1864 shook relations 

between Britain and the United Stcrtes government; in that instance, the raid was a 

delibenue attempt by Confederate provocateurs to exploit the physical proximity of 

Canada aud the United States and force the Union to open a second from on which to 

fight.' These are but the most prominent of a number of political incidents between 

Britain and the United States during the war wbich, directly or indirectly, involved the 

British North American provinces. 

Aside tiom these explicitly political and diplomatic issues, a number of social issues 

attracted attention kom observers north of the border. Slavery concerned British 

North Americans for both morai and pragmatic reasons. Commentators widely 

identified the Southern institution as a source of irritation between North and South in 

the decades prior to the war, and as a major cause of the commencement of armed 

conflict- Indeed, discussion of slavery and its relationship to the American political 

system became a focal point for thwe inched to examine the religious and political 

diffe~ences between Britain, its North American provinces, and the United States. 

Just as importantly, however, were the practical considerations which attended 

slavery, particuiarly for the Proviuce of Canada. There, a shared border with the 

' Brian Jenkins. Britain and the Wu for the Union, 1701- one (Montreal & Kingston: McGill-Queen's 
UnivefSity Press, 1974), chapters 8-10; Donald Creightan, The Road to Confederation: The 
Emeweme of Canada 18634867 (Toronto: Macmillao, 1 %4), 74. 

' Creighton, Road to Confederation, 194-195,2 12-2 16. 



United States, and the passage of the Fugitive Slave Law in Arneh in 1850, ensured 

that a large number ofblacks would migrate north over the border in the 1850s. Wth 

the passage of the law, which greatly expanded the power of Southern slaveowners to 

reclaim escaped slaves h g  in the Northern states, American blacks flooded into 

central Canada A number of communities wosisting of escaped slaves were formed, 

with Canadian social reformers and religious leaders in particular playing a key role in 

aiding the establishment of these dements. Most notable was the Presbyterian 

minister Warn Kiag who, prompted by the inadvertent inheritance of a number of 

slaves through the fbdy  of his d d  American S e ,  established the Buxton 

settlement in Canada's southwestern fBnning countrytry 

It is here, on the moral and religious issues attendant to the conflict, that a greater 

amount of Canadian historical research needs to be undertaken The Civil War has 

traditiody attracted historians interested in weighing the conflict's role in the 

formation of the Canadian nation and in the development of British North American 

political ideologies and social attitudes. A compelling case, however, can also be made 

for the study of Canadian and Maritime religious figures and the particular 

interpretations they drew fkom the war. The focus of this thesis will be on Maritime 

and central Canadian evangelical interpretations ofthe American Civil War. 

Drawing on the definition of David Bebbington, it can be pointed out, evangelicals 

as a group shared four distinctive characteristics. First, evangelicals stressed biblicism, 

and thus took the Bible as the primary source of religious authority. As well, they 

emphasized crucicentrism, or the centrality of Christ's atonement as the source of 



salvation Also important was c o n v e m i o n ~  or the New Birth experience of spiritual 

regeneration Tbis in turn hed implications beyond individual piety, for the converted 

individual was to express his co mmitment in an activist involvement in the mod 

reform ofsocietyetY The latter is esp5al . I~  important for this particular studYm3 

In British North America during the mid-nineteenth century, evangelical 

denominations included Free Church Presbyterians, Methodists, and Baptists as well as 

a smaller number of Congregationalists and "low church" Anglicans, especially those 

with a strong Irish comectioa The focus of this paper is, however, on the first three 

denominations. Free Church Presbyterians, Methodists, and- Baptists were, during the 

period, the largest and most influential ofthe British North American dewminations in 

terms of shaping a national awareness of  issues, and would play an increasingly 

key role in the development of an evangelical social and political outlook in Canada in 

the latter half of the nineteenth centurytury4 These denominations, whose moral concern 

with social conditions moved them to support a variety of refom movements, keyed in 

on slavery in the United States as a social issue of paramount signiiican~e.~ The 

importance of central Canadian and Maritime evangelicals' interest in the American 

See the introduction ta Madr A Noll. David W. Bebbiagton, George A Rawlyk, eQ, 
Evansli-: COmr*uative Studies of h d a r  Rotestantism in North America, the British Isles, 
and Bevond 1700-1 990 (New Y o k  Mord University Ress, 1994), 6. This Minition draws Eiom 
David W. Bebbington, Evan~LiEalism in Modem Britain: A Histow fiom the 1730s to the 1980s 
(London: Unwin Hyman, 1989), 2-17. 

% for example, Marguerite Van Die, "The Double Vion7: Evangelical Piety as Derivative and 
Indigenous ia Victorian English Canada," in Mark A. No& David W. Bebbington, and George A 
Rawlyk, eds., Evan~l icdbm Com~151tative Studies of- Pmes&&m m North America. the 
British Isles. and Beyoad 1700-1990 (New York: Word University Ress, 1994), 313,274. in 
Canada in 186 1, Methodists accou~lted for 25.1 percent of the puplation, Presbyterians, 2 1.7 percent, 
and Baptists, 4.4 percent, 



conflict and the underlying moral issue of slavery increases with the realization that 

evangelical leaders of the period tied their views of society md morality to political 

action6 Furthermore, as will be seen, Presbyterians, Methodists, and Baptists in the 

United States were instrumental to the social and political debates which polarized the 

Northern and Southern states prior to the war. As such, their co-denominationalists in 

British North America took a keen interest in how these denominations responded to 

the foremost social and political a is is  ofthe period. 

In pursuing this Line of  inquiry, this study reflects developments in American 

historiography wwhh show how, both sucially and politically, evangelicalism in the 

United States affected national events in the period before and during the war, while 

itself being transformed by the immense social and philosophical changes wrought in 

American society as a result of the conflict. A significant number of recent American 

works linking religion to the Civil War draw &om Timothy L. Smith's Revivalism and 

Social Reform in Mid-Niimeteenth Century America. Smith's pioneering work, 

published in 1957, clarified the direct relationship between the p o ~ e n n i a l ,  

optimistic theology of sllltebeflum American evangelicalism and the rising sectiod 

debate over Southem slavery. Smith placed evangelicalism in American society as a 

broad, socially-conscious movement for reform born of urban revivalism and driven by 

a postmillennial spirit which focused on God's active role in earthly affairs. 

For a study of one moral Mom inue wbich, during the nineteenth antmy, amacced the close 
interest of a large number of evangelicals in British North American, see Jan Noel, Canada DIV: 
Tem~erance Crusa&s before Confederation (Totanto: University of Toronto Ress, 1995). 

John WCbM Grant, A Profusion of Spires: ReliPjoa in Ninetenth-Century Ontario (Toronto: 
University of T o m  F~~SS, 1988), esp. cttapter 11; Neil Semple; The Lord's Dominiotl: The WON 
of Canadian Methodism (Montreal & Kiagstoa- McGill-@een's University Ress, 19%), esp, chapter 



Importantly, antebellum postmillenniaiism demanded societal p e r f i o n  as a precursor 

to the Second Coming-a view wbich, when adopted by Northern evangelicals, acted 

as a powerful impulse toward the eradication ofslavery. 

Furthermore, Smith linked evangelical postdlenaialism to one of the most divisive 

social and political issws of the antWum paid-the Sectional division of the 

nation's major Protestant deuorniaatioos, divisions which would, as will be noted later, 

not leave Canadians d i e d .  American Presbyterians, for example, split into Old 

and New Schools in 1837 over theological interpretations which would later take on 

sectional overtones. New School Presbyterians, who moderated Calvinism with a 

greater emphasis on revivalism and social activism, tended to embrace the pohically 

sensitive abolitionist movernenc Old School Presbyterians, in opposition, held to a 

strictly Calvinist interpretation which was pdcularly attractive to Southerners who 

looked to a traditional idea of social order to sustain the legitimacy of slavev- The 

Methodist Episcopal Church in 1844 and the Baptist Missionary Convention in 1845 

also separated along North-South liws over the issue of slaveq? 

Smith's emphasis on Northern evangelical postmillm-alism and the consequences 

of this view for social and political relations between the Northern and Southern states 

has received greater historiographical attention in recent years- These developments 

are significant to the interpretation of American politics during the Civil War period, 

and, as will be seen, are relevant to the study of Maritine and central Canadian 

13: William H, Elgee, The Social Teachings of the Canadian Chmches: Protestaat. The Earlv 
Qeriod, Wore 1850 (Toronto: Ryemn Ress, 1%4), 165-168. 

' Timothy L. Smah, Revivalism and Social Worm in M i d - N i n t h  Centurv America (New Yo& 
AbingQn Press, 1957). 



evangeiicals' political interpretations of the war. Both Daniel Walker Howe and 

Richard Carwardine, for example, have argued for a more cogent understanding ofthe 

extent to which Northern evaagelical social reformers played an active role in shaping 

the nation's political landscape- In particular, antebelium antislavery movements and 

their bearing on Northern politics may be seen as diredy contiguous with the rise of 

the Republican party and the subsequent North-South political coaflict which directly 

precipitated the Civil war.' The illwnination of the historical relationship between 

religion and politics in the United States during this period is relevant to the study of 

Canadian religion; it raises the question of whether religious commentators in British 

North America formulated explicitly political interpretations of events in the United 

States which were diredy influenced by their evangelical views. 

Daniel Walker Howe. "Religion aad Palitics in the Antebellum North,- in Mark A No4 ed, 
Rehion and American Politics: From the Colonial feriai to the L980s (New Yo& Word 
University Ress, 1990), 195-127; Richard Catwardiae, "Evangelicals, Politics, and the Comiag of the 
American Civil War: A Transatlantic Respectivem in Mark A NoU, David W. Bebbington, George 
A Rawlyk, eds., Evan-gelic=itiSm: ComDarative Studies of Paaalar Rotestantism in North Amen* 
the British Isles, and Bevond. l7OO-lWO (New Yo* Ordbrd Uaiversity Press, 1994)- 207-2 1 1. Howe 
sees as misleading past Percepions ofthe Whig party as a conservative entity opposed to Jadrsonian 
D e d c  "pogress". Anfebellum Whigs did not constitute a political body dedicated to middle- 
class social control, but were for the most part emngniicals who, deeply influenced by 
postmillennialism, saw the-lves as "shapers of society and opinion+" Howe deCtive1ly refutes 
common neu-Mancist historiographiical assertions that Northern e~illl~liEalism inadvertently b l e d  
reform with social control and the promotion of capitalism Rather, be a q p s  that seLfantrol, and 
not sociaI control, de6ned evangelicalism daring this period Camdine aqps that evangelicals' 
preference for political perties in the antebeZIum period reflected particular religious belie. 
Denominational divisions fWhbd and reidorced the hardening of sectional evangelical political 
positiom and m&mined the idea that there exis&ed within the United States a care set of religious 
and political values to which bth Northerners and ~ ~ r s  d d  adhere. In the North, the 
divergence of sectional p e q e c h s  coJmiaated with the election of the Replblican perty in 1860, 
when evangelid expiicitly melded ReprMican political maxs  with a postmillennia1 undersbnding 
of unfolding events to produce an mpmxdented fusion of religious aad political goals, "Moral 
meaning" as interpreted by Northern and Sopthem evangelicals, is key to nndersbading anletffllum 
American political identity as well as sectional and religious divergence. 



D i f f i g  religious and polidcal perspeaives in the United States between Northern 

and Southem Protestaats were key to the sectional tensions within the nation's 

churches and government wbich helped lead to the outbreak of war. C.C. Goen has 

noted that just as the Presbyterian, Methodist, and Baptist churches in the United 

States helped tie the North and South together, so too did the sectional schisms of 

these denominations contributed to the growing alienation of Northerners and 

Southerners from each other, a development which directly contniuted to the 

outbreak of war.9 British North American Protestant editors were caught up in these 

divisions; much Like their fellow evangelicals in the Northern states, they were at a loss 

as to how to reconcile Southerners' expressed religious belief with their vigorous 

defense of slavery. In the South, evangehcals occupied a differing position in society 

f?om those in the North. Geographically removed fiom the genesis of postmillennia1 

social activism in the Northern states, and affected by a host of social customs which 

stratified Southern society and Limited evangelicals' ability to e E i  change, Southern 

Protestams acted in a manner which suggested compliance with the Southern social 

order. A number of recent studies have examined the nuances of the relationship 

between Southern religion, culture, and slavery.10 As will be seen, this relationship 

C.C. Goen, Broken Churches. Broken Nation: Denominational Schisms and the Coming of the 
American Civil War (Macon: Mercer Uaiversity Ress, 1985),13, 

lo E. Brooks Holifield, Tbe Gentlemen ThaIoaians: American Theolwv in Southern Culture 1795- 
1860 (Durham: Duke University Ress, l m ) ,  153; James 0. Fanner, Ir., The MetaDhvsical - 
Confederacv: James Heniev Thornwell and the Svntbesis of Southern Values (Mima: Mercer 
University Ress, 19%6), 267-269; Mitchell Snay, Goad ofDisuui011: Religion and mmatism in the 
antet#llum South (New Yo& Cambridge University Ress, 1993), 8,2 14-2 18. Holifield suggests that 
Southern clergymen based their defense of slavery on a rational view of Christianity, and no& on fhith 
alone. The South's "gentlemen theologians," a group of urban and literate clergymen, developed a 
highly rational view of slavery gmunckd both in Biblical imerpcetation and in the fh belief tbat the 
South's social system was an essential element of a greater, everdumging divine otder, As James 0. 



drew pointed criticism fiom British North American evangelicals during the conflict, 

aad was viewed by the editors as an important underlying hctor in the commencement 

of hostilities- 

More importantly7 however7 the Ci War is now seen as a major watershed in the 

history of American religion As Mark Noll has shown, the involvement of two highly 

religious Mans vying for superiority in the conflict ultimately led to a lessening of 

the importance of religion in American society- Issues which had brought American 

evangelicals to the forefront of the nation's political life appeared to have reached a 

logical end; the massive Northern response to Southern slavery Wed with the end of 

the war and the emancipation of slaves, while the opportunity to open the west, over 

which both sections had fierdy contended before the war, proceeded in a socially and 

economically rapid and haphazard manner which displaced the importance of religion 

to settler's lives. Perhaps the lesson drawn fiom the war which proved most damaging 

to American religion was the apparent obsolescence ofmoral philosophy as a means of 

defining the nation's character. Given that "armies, not arguments,"" had settled the 

Farmer Jr- shows in his study of Southern Presbyterian James Henley Thornwell, an influential 
member of Columbia TheoIogical Seminary, Southem evangelicals' more conservative theological 
and political positions cliredly led to the idea of constnrcting a new sbte as the means by which to 
seek insulation fiom the North's alien values. Arguably, the articulation of this consemtive 
evangelical position fed incipient Southern desires for political hkpencknce firom the North, Snay, 
examining the schistus of the Resbyterian, Metha&, and Baptist churches fkom the Southera 
perspective, argues persuasively that the South's churches and political institutions inmasingly found 
reiaforcement in each other's language as they focused on the issue of slavery. The strength of the 
churches' stand on the legitimacg of slavery produced a amensus which lent moral hacking to the 
plitical drive to preserve slavery. Conversely, h South's churches took from the schisms a keenly 
developed ability to incorporate political language into -nt sectional arguments- The vital 
feature of the church schisms, then, was the ability of the South's churches to Qvelop a monoLithic 
view on the insepetability of slavery and Southern i&ntiv, without such a view, the South's 
economic and social diversity might have prevented the unity of thought and purpose aecessary to 
bring about d o n  



conflict, religion no longer seemed as vaal to the national identity- Into this vacuum 

stepped the new and growing pfeoccupirtio~~ with science as a means of philosophical 

explanation12 Here, it is of interest to note the commenta~~ of religious figures in 

British North America who, while feeling a sense of common religious purpose with 

fellow evangelicals in the United States, were not directly &ected by the social 

upheaval left in the wake of the conflict. Protestant editors in the Matitimes and 

Canada evinced a keen interest in, and often a pessimistic assessment oc the immediate 

effect of the coaflict on the United States7 churches. 

The views of religious figures in British North America have received littie 

attention fiom Canadian scholars who, traditionally, have studied the impact of the 

Civil War upon the process of Confederation, arguing that the American war was one 

of the factors which pushed British North American political leaders to pursue politid 

union. h particular, it is argued that Anglo-American tensions during the war and the 

gradual realization that Northern victory was imminent made it clear to colonial 

politicians that the United States, provoked by Britain during the war, might easily 

choose to look north as a subsequent avenue of expansion For this reason, British 

North American politicians moved more quickly than they might have otherwise in 

their attempts to unite the provinces within a common political structure. l3 

" Mark A NoiL A his to^ of Christianitv in the United States and Canada (Grand Rapids: William 
B. Eerdmans, 1992), 329. 

l 3  PB. Waite, The Lie and T i  of Confederation 1864-1867: Politics Newsp~err~ and the Union 
of British North America (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1% I), 28-30. 



Secondly, scholars have argued that the achlal nature of the easuing British North 

American union was shaped by the experience ofcivil war to the south. The Americaa 

conflict convinced colonial politicians of the need for centralized government, for in 

their view the devolution of powers enshrined in the American cooStmmon had led to 

the pursuit of regional sdf-iterest, and ultimately war, in the United states." 

Other exambtioas of the relationship between the Cod War and British North 

American union look to Anglo-American relations as an expeditiog fkctor in the move 

toward Canadian Confederation Ged Martin has recently argued that Coafederation 

reflected British, moreso thaa Canadian and Maritime, political interests. 

Confederation was seen by Britain as solving the dilemma of its obligation to defend 

militarily British North America; it would act as an effective check to American 

expansionism, and prevent the gradual annexation of the British North American 

provinces. A.er 1864, when it became clear that the North would emerge victorious in 

the war, Confederation moved fkom being an abstract concept to, in the British view, 

an immediate political goal for the defense of Canada and the ~aritimes." 

There have been attempts, most notably by Robin W- W k ,  to gauge popular 

opinion of the war within British North America as well as the extent to which 

Canadians participated militarily in the conflict. Wiaks identifies what he terms a 

"generally negative nature of press resp~nse"'~ to the Civil War fiom British North 

'* Creigbton, The Road to Confederation, 142, 150; k t e r  L Smith, Wrmc Ideological Origins of 
Canadian Confederation," in Janet Ajmmmt and Perer J. Smith, eds., Canada's Oris@s: Llk* 
Tow. or RePPMican? (Ottawa: Catleton University Press, 1995), 70. 

l5 Ged Miuth, Britain and the Origins of Canadian Contiederatioa 1837-67 (Vancower: University 
of British Co1arnbia Press, 1995), 187-202. 



Americau periodicalsS It is more 8ccuc8te, he argues, to id- editorial opinion by 

what was dsfiikd about either side, rather than by allegiance to the cause of either the 

Union or the Confederacyefacy Impor&ntly, W& notes, both moral aad political 

questions informed Canadian papers' judgment of the war's participants, and cwkl 

lead to potentially contradictory editorial positions. Papers which supported Northern 

victory in the hope that it would lead to the abolition of slavery were by no means 

supportive of the Noah's political institutions; conversely, support for the South's 

right to secede did not imply a fkvourable view toward slavery. As well, Wtnks argues 

that the issue of Canadian enlistmeat in the Northern and, to a lesser extent, the 

Southern armies during the war was equally complex Wbile the number of British 

North Americans who fought in the war has generally been overstated in Canadian 

historiography," those who participated did so for a variety of motives. Some, 

including firgitive slaves from the Buxton Mission in Canada West, fought for the 

Union because it opposed the slaveholding South. Others, however, viewed enlistment 

as an economic opportunity, to such an extent that some Canadian eolistments were 

executed by the Union for repeatedly deserting and reclaiming enlistment bounties. lg 

The impact of the Civil War on Canadian Confederation, as we1 as British North 

American c'participation" in the American conflict, in the form of political or editorial 

Robin W. Winla Canada and the United States: The Civil War Years (Baltimore: John Hopldas 
Press, 1960), 222. 

" See Robin W. W i  The Creation ofa "Canadiann Enlistments in tht NoRbcm Armies 
During the American Civil War," Cana&an Historicd Review (Match 1958), 2440, 

Winks, Canada and the United States, 178-205. For a local stu& of Caaadian enlistaaents Wrn 
Oxford Country, Canada West, see his E, Danoch, "Caaadiaas ia the American Civil War," 
Ontario History (March 199 l), 55-6 1, 



commentary or actual military enlistment, are areas which interested a broad scope of 

contemporary observers. At a time, howeva, when, as noted, a large percentage of 

the British North American population belonged to aa evangelical Protestant 

dewmination, there are fkw examinations which considered the conflict's implications 

for this group in the Maritime and central Canada 

Few studies han made reference to the Civil War as an event of political 

signiticance to British North American evangelicals. SI. Wise, tracing Canadian 

sentiment toward the United States during the mid-nineteenth century, has argued that 

political conservatives and reformers in Canada focused primarily on the perceived 

excesses of republicanism as the United States' signature political M t s .  Importantly, 

he notes, religious figures of varying political opinion also displayed a particular 

hostility to republicanismraniSfn Anglicans characterized republicanism as a "godless" form 

of government, while political reformer George Brown, a Free Church Presbyterian, 

attacked repubticanism on the grounds that it sustained slavery. The war vindicated the 

views of both conservatives and reformers within the Canadian political culture. 

Reflecting a broadly held conviction that the war was the natural result of the 

American political system, they utilized the conflict to reflect positively on Canadian 

society and politics.lg Religious opposition to republicanism can thus be seen in the 

context of historic Canadian opposition to American During the war, 

l9 SE: Wise, T h e  Annexation Movement and Its E&ct on CaMdian Opinion, 1837-67~ in SE. 
Wise and Robert Craig Brown, eds., Canada Views tbe United States: Nii th-Centurv  Political 
Attitudw (TotOIitO: Macmillan, 1%7), 48,56,83-88. 

a George A Rawlyk, "Politics, Rdigion, and tbe Canadian Experience: A Reliminary m" in 
Mark A Noll, d, Religion and American Politics: From the Colonial Period to the 1980s (New 
York: Word University Press, 1990), 263. Rawlyk argaes that much of the anti-American sentiment 
evident in Canadian society, both in the present and the past, auy be linked to the United States' 



a period when here existed an explicit threat to Anglo-American peace, it is important 

to examine in some detail the explicit criticisms of republicanism lenled by religious 

commentators in their interpretations ofthe war and its underlying causes. 

The issue of slavery, on the other hand, because of the m o d  importance it held for 

mid-nineteenth century evangelical refomen, is one of the f w  areas in which 

Canadian scholarship has examined British North American religious interest in 

American social and political issues of the period Protestants in British North 

America, assessing social and political issues fiom an evangelical moral perspective, 

took an active role in criticizing slavery as a social sin The Canadian concern with 

slavery was more than theoretical, for increasingly strident slave laws in the United 

States forced fugitive slaves to seek &eedom in British North ~ m e r i c a ~ l  

Organizations such as the Upper Canada Anti-Slavery Society were comprised of large 

numbers of evangelicals, while, as has already been noted individuals such as 

Presbyterian minister Wllliarn King organized the Buxton Mission in southwestern 

Ontario to settle escaped slaves. 

The leading historian of Canadian blacks, Robin Wmks, has argued that religious 

leaders in British North America took up the antislavery cause largely for pragmatic 

particular idea of religious destiny. The American idea ofmanifka destiny on the North American 
continent, which contained a strong sense of the United States as a model C- republic, 
produced a significantly different sentiment within those against whom American expansionism was 
targeted. Historically, then, anti-replMicanism in British North Ametica grows h m  the reactive 
natwe of Canadian settlement after the American Revolution. Lqalist settlement in the ptovinces, as 
well as survival through attemnrpA American iavasion dnring the War of 1812, caused Canadians to 
feel that theirs was a society unAE?r God's potection A oontinuing sensitivity to American 
republicanism, argues Rawrptls &fined both political arrd rebgious ideas of loyalty within Caaada. 

" See, for example, James M McPberson, Baa* Crv of F&m: The Civil War Era (New Yo& 
Mord Uaiversty Press, LM), 79-86 



reasons. Robin W h  sees the geographical proximi@ of the United States and British 

North America as an important determinant in the response of denominational 

abolitionists to the rising number of escaped slaves who Surived in central Canada in 

particular sub~eqllent to 1850. Suggestive for this study is his argument that religious 

abolitionists in Canada viewed slavery as a continental, rather than specifically 

American, problem? 

The most extensive exsunination of Canadian religious leaders' thoughts on slavery, 

however, while revising the interpretation put forward by Winks, largely bypasses the 

Civil War, AUen StouEer's The Liaht of Nature and the Law of God: Antislaverv in 

Ontario 1833-1877, a broad portrayal of Canadian racial attitudes of the period, 

focuses on Canadian religious figures because they comprise 'tirtually all the actors in 

the story" Stouffer argues that abolitionist sentiment was r t o ~  the nonn in Canada; 

rather, its strength derived largely tiom transplanted British ministers and immigmt 

members of the middle class, affected deeply by antislavery efforts in that country. 

Antislavery activity was both a means of expressing evangelical social concern as well 

as a means by which British immigrants integrated into a new society.24 Stoutlier's 

work, however, almost completely ignores the American conflict itself; as his study 

moves fkom the pre-war period through to the reconstruction of the United States in 

an attempt to piece together Canadian antislavery movements and racial views. This 

omission is significant, givea, as will be subsequently demonstrated, the extensive 

'3 GUaa P. Slwffer, Tbe Light of NanUe and the Law of W Antisham in Ontario 1833-1877 
(Montreal & Kingston: McGillQPeen's University Press, 1992), xh. 



attention paid to the issue of slavery by British North American denominational editors 

during the war. 

Historians should, thenfore, examine the religious dimension of British North 

American commeatary on the Civil War with greater depth and breadth A lller 

approach to the subject would shed insight into Cslradian and Maritime Protestant 

views of the sod& political and religious aspects of the conflict and, in tum, reveal 

more about the religious views which affected society and politics in mid-nineteenth 

century British North America This approach would also help illuminate the extent to 

which religious leaders in British North America drew f?om either British or American 

influences in the formation of their political views. A comparative approach has 

already been employed successfUy by historians of British evangelicalism seeking 

fbrther insight into their own religious traditioas. Richard Carwardine, for example, 

has examined the social and political activism of evangelicals in the United States in a 

comparison with evangelicals in Britain in the nineteenth century. It is his conclusion 

that a "common transatlantic marked the political activity of evangelicals 

in both nations. Nonconformists in Britain, traditionally wary of direct hvolvement in 

politics, he notes, began to change their "quietist'' position in the first decades of the 

nineteenth century as a number of social issues-among them slavexy--caught their 

attention and demanded their political invol~ement.~ Given the organizational links 

" Richard Carwardine, "Religion aud Patitics in Nineteenth-Centmy Britaiw The Case Against 
American ExGepti~nalism.~ in Mark A NoU, ed., Religion and American Politics: From the Colonial 
Period to the 1980s (New York M o r d  University Ress, 1990), 228. 



between denominations in British North America and the United States and the 

tremendous interest shown by Maritime and Canadian evangelicals in the conflict, it 

would be to look at the British North American religious response to American 

events in order to learn more about domestic denominations themselves as well as the 

similarities and differences between evangelicals in these locations. 

Examining the British North American religious response to the American conflict 

offers the W e r  advantage of comparing political, social and religious views between 

the United States and the British North American provinces. This approach as well has 

been successrlly employed by scholars of British evangeLicalism. W. Harrison Daniel, 

focusing specifically on the response of British Presbyterians and Methodists to the 

Civil War, has shown that evangelicals in that nation took a keen interest in American 

political developments of the 1860s. In particular, evangelical editors wrote of the 

religious implications of the Civil War, slavery, it was contended, was the root cause 

of the majority of the United States' social, r Jonal, and political crises? Here, 

significant parallels may be made with evangelicals in British North America, who also 

viewed social and political events in the United States largely through the lens of 

s Iavery. 

As these previous studies have shown, there is significant potential for an 

examination of British North American religious views of the American Civil War. The 

study of religious attitudes toward American political events of the period, whiie 

having been successfUlly employed in regard to evangelical Protestants in Britain and 



the United States, has received sparing attention, if any, in the British North Amerim 

context- In order to begin to rrcbifjr this historiographical gap, this paper examines the 

editorial views of a number of leading Canadian and Maritime evangelical 

commentators toward the American Civil War between the autumn of 1860 and the 

spring of 1865. Three Free Church Presbyterian periodicals an studied: the 

Pre~byte~un W-, published in the denomination's official periodical in 

central Canada, Tk EccIesiastrastrcuI md Miksi-imny Record (in 1861 renamed The 

Home cad Foreign Reco@, published in Toronto; and, thirdly, a ccsecular" paper, the 

Toronto Globe. The largest component of Presbyterianism in British North America, 

the Free Church, as will be seen, took a much more active interest in social and 

political issues than its sister denominational rival, the Church of Scotland. As such, its 

interest in the American conflict was considerable- The Globe is included for 

comparative purposes, as its publisher, George Brown, was a Free Church 

Presbyterian whose evangelical views affected his interpretation of social and political 

issues. The Methodist periodicals examined reflect the regional and denominational 

diierences of the period. Two Wesleyan papers, the Halitjur Prov&ciai WesIeym, 

published in W a x ,  and the C h r i ~ m  Gumdim, published in Toronto, are studied. 

Also examined for its Methodist perspective is the leading paper of the second major 

Methodist gmup in Canada, the Methodist Episcopal C& Christiiian Adkwte ,  

published in Hamilton To complete the focus on both the Canadian and the Maritime 

provinces, three Baptist periodicals are examined: the C d i a n  Baptist, published in 

27 W. Harrison Daniel, "The Reaction of British Metbodism to the C'd War and Reco-on in 
America," Methodist History (1977), 7-9; Daniel, "English Presbyterians, Slavery and the American 
Crisis of the 1860s," J m a l  offresbyen'an History (Spring 1980), 5 1-56. 



Toronto; the CkMi' Messenger, pubblised in Hal&q and the Nw B m c k  

Baptist md Chn'3tkm Visifor? published in Fredericton 

In Qcsmining these papers, two reasons may be offered as to why the 

denominational press offers important into evangelical religious and political 

interpretations of American social and political issues during the period. First, writing 

on a regular basis, denominational editon were compelled to stay informed of both 

foreign and domestic events and issues if they were to offer to their readers a religious 

perspective on the greater world The denominational press is both an accessiile and 

direct source of religious opinion on coatemprary events? as well as an excellent 

means by which to gauge the religious and historical backgrounds which infIuenced 

these editors in their interpretations of current events. 

Second, studying the religious press is an effective method of following the keen 

interest these editors displayed in the American conflict because of the strong religious 

ties between denominations in British North American and the United States. As will 

be seen, not only did British North Americaa religious editors see themselves as active 

participants in the course of events in the United States, but they also evinced 

considerable concern over the roles played by their American co-denominationalists in 

these events. As seen, Presbyterians? Methodists, and Baptists not only f o d  the 

bulk of evangelicals in the United States, but their religious and increasingly political 

positions played a role in moving the nation toward internal conflict. This fact was 

noted, with considerable interest, by religious editors in British North America during 

the war, 



In sunrmary, then, this study of Canadian and Matitime evangelical editors' views 

of the American Civil War follows three gemral themes of insuiry. F i  the 

relationship between these editors' religious views and the political significance they 

attached to the conflict is examined- As noted, British North American evangelicals 

were moved by their postmill- optimism to oppose slavery in the American South. 

it is not surprising, then, tbat, as will be seen, these editors looked at slavery as both 

the primary cause and dehhg issue of the war. What is not as well understood, 

however, is the relationship they saw between the United States' political hnework 

and the issue of slavery. Furthermore, as historians have noted, many British North 

Americans attached considerable significance to the war as an event of importance to 

the political identity of the emerging Canadian nation It remains to be seen exactly 

what sort of political significance these religious editors attached to the conflict, and 

whether they in turn used the conflict to articulate their particular views of politics in 

British North America, 

Second, in examining the religious and political significance these editors attached 

to the Civil War, it is necessary to examine whether their views were influenced by 

differing denominational backgrounds. Free Church Presbyterians in British North 

America drew strongly upon a religious and historical heritage oriented toward 

Scotland. Methodists and Baptists, however, were intluenced by indigenous British 

North American historical factors and events. In central Canada, these denominations 

drew on a dual Anglo-American historical heritage, while in the Maritimes, their 

histories were marked by a closer adherence to British political ideals. It is important, 



then, to study whether regionally Wering denominational heritages translated into 

differing perspectives on the conflict. 

Fiiy, the editors' interpretation of the Civil War are, where possible, placed 

within the context ofthe wider body of religious opinion on the conflict. This objective 

is made easier by the willingness of these editors to engage their readers, each other, 

and religious spokesmen in the United States in debate as to the war's causes, issues, 

and the most promising means of resolution Id-g similarities in, and differences 

ot; opinion on the war between British North American editors and those in Britain 

and the United States aids in tracing the extent of Anglo-American influences on these 

denominations in the Maritimes and Canada. By putting these editors' views into a 

historiographical context, and by following the numerous debates on the war in which 

they participated, we are W e r  able to trace the national and historical influences on 

these denominations in the British North American environment as well as discern the 

political views of religious leaders on the most pressing North American event of the 

period. 



Cbapter Two-Free Church Presbyterians 

Free Church Presbyterians in the Matitimes and central Canada were influenced by 

their Scots Evangelical worid view when interpreting the American Civil war.' Two 

s p d c d y  Free Church periodicals, the Presbyten" WI"tne., published in Hdifkx, 

and the ~ c f e s i ~ c c ~ f  and MiWiormy Recwd, published in Toronto, displayed a 

similar analysis of the conflict. The editor of each paper viewed the war's issues 

largely as thy related to the moral issue of slavery, and @om a religious perspective 

which emphasized that civil government must be based on Christian principles. From 

this perspective they made specific criticisms ofthe United States' form of government 

and of the position taken by its churches as contributing to the oation's political and 

social divisions. Their commentary revealed a significant gulf in the religious and 

political perspectives between British North American Presbyterians and those of the 

Northern states. As we& the lessons which the Maritime editor drew fiom the war 

influenced his position on the national religious and political consensus in the British 

North American colonies which was emerging during this period. Significant parallels 

can also be seen between these specifically Free Church periodicals and the views on 

the war expressed by the Toronto Globe, whose publisher, George Brown, was also a 

Free Church Presbyterian. 

The term ''Scats Evangelicaln is emplayed by Richard Vaudy to &scribe the religiously and 
politically h i d  group within the Church of Scotlad who, led by Thomas CbaImers, seceded fiom 
the church in & d a d  on May 18,1843, aud whose views were to have mWantbl resonance in 
British North America. See Richard Vaudry, The Free Church in Victorian Canada 1844-186 1 
(Waterloo: Wilfrid Laurier University Press, 1989), 6-12, 



Badrgound-Tbe Free Chureb in British North A w r i u  

Before we begin the analysis, it is necesssry first to examine briefly the foundation 

of the Free Church in British North America in 1844. In Scotland in 1843, the Church 

of Scotland split ova the right of the state to judiciate in matters which were, to many 

dissenting Prrsbyterrerrans, of spiritual and not temporal sig&cmcece Presbyterian 

minister and Edinburgh University theologian Thomas Cbalmers, who led the 

dissenting group which resented state intrusion into such matters as clerical 

appointments and which f o d  the Free Chwch, represented a large body of Scots 

Evangelicals who stressed social action and personal conversion This theological 

perspective stood in marked contrast to Scots Presbyterian Moderatism, which 

stressed reason and deference to civil a~thority.~ Close organizatiod connections 

between Presbyterians in Scotland and British North America quickly brought the 

dispute overseas. The establishment of the Free Church in Canada and the Maritime 

was aided to a significant extent by the efforts of Free Church Scots to propagate the 

idea of the new church in the British colonies. Robert Burns, secretary of the Glasgow 

Colonial Society, migrated to Canada in 1844 to promote the Free Church cause, 

while the Toronto Bmmr, under the influence of Paer Brown and his son George, 

emerged as a vocal supporter ofthe dissenters. 

The founding of the Free Church in British North America has been described as 

the overseas transfer of a predominately ideological dispute.3 This fact is of no small 

importance7 for it sets Free Church Presbyterianism apart from both Methodists and 



Baptists in Canada and the Maritimes. While the latter two denominations were 

influenced by the British North Amenencan context in which they developed, the 

transferal of Free Church thought to Canada and the Maritimes was rapid and less 

affected by previous historical developments in British North America The 

predominance of the Free Church perspective within British North American 

Presbyterianism after 1844 was aided by the rapid and remarkab1e growth of the 

denomination. Canada West (which wouM become the province of Ontario after 

Canadian Confederation in 1867) saw its number of Free Church ministers grow h m  

20 in 1844 to 129 in 1861.~ At ten percent of the population, Free Church 

Presbyterianism constituted the lsgest segment of Presbyterianism in the region.' In 

Nova Swtia in 1861, when the Free Chwch united with the much smaller but 

evangelical and politically licberal United Secession Church, the newly-formed 

Presbyterian Church of the Lower Provinces numbered 21 percent ofthe populatiod 

In the period before the American coaflict, then, Free Church Presbyterians in 

Canada and the Maritimes constituted a si@cant portion of the Protestants in each 

province. Wth the strength of its growth and its evangelical perspective, the Free 

Church constituted a much stronger voice in social and political issues than the non- 

evangelical Church of Scotland in British North America which, after the 1844 split, 

' Grant, A Profirsion of Shires, 124. 

5 Vaudty, Free Cbucck .xk 

PB. W i e  .Ibe Lives of Dalhwsie University Lord aalbousie's Colkee (Kingston & Montreal: 
McGill-Queen's University Press, 1994), 84. 



experienced substantid numerical decline in canada7 As such, the Free Church 

position inherited &om Scotland rather than from the United States was crucial to the 

Cadian and Maritime Presbyterian perspective on North American social and 

politicat issues. 

Particularly importaat to the Free Church assessment of the American Civil War 

was the denonrinatioa's concept of the nation While Free Church Presbyterians 

gradually became more c%oluntarist" in the Maritime and central Canada after 1844 

and moved away fiom demands that the state support their church,' the 

denomination's religious heritage demanded an active role not only in religious but in 

social and political matters as well. Active participation in social and political matters 

was an important aspect of the Free Church heritage derived from its roots in the 

Scottish Evangelical traditi~n.~ Crucial to this tradition was the conviction that Christ, 

and not civil government, demanded ultimate allegiance." As such, while the Free 

Church had moved away from insisting on state support for churches on a 

denominational level, it intended to maintain and increase the moral alliance between 

church and state. The Free Church view held that not only people but the nation, and 

Vaudq, Free Church, 12. Adherem of the Church of Scotlad Synod (Canada) represented 
percent of the population of Canada West in 1842; by 185 1, they repeseated only wen  and a half 
percent of the poprlation. 

' Richard W. VauQg. 'Rtex Brown, the Toronto Bmner, and the Evangeiical Mind in Victorian 
Canada," Untmo History (March 1985), 6-7; Grant, A Profision of Sr4req 125. 

Vaudcy, Free Church, 63. 

'O W. Stanford Reid "The Scottish Tradition,* in W. Stanford Reid, ed., The Scoairh 
Tradition in Canada (Toronto: McClellad and Stewart, 1976), 119-120; Donald C. Smith, Passive 
Obedience and Probhetic Pratest: Social Criticism in the Scattish Church 18304945 (New York 
Peter Lang, 1987), 6. 



9 its political, social, and economic aspects, must be subject to scrutiny in terms of 

their compLiance with Christian principles. 

Drawing on their religious heritage, Free Church editors in the Maritimes and 

central Canada looked to events and issues in the United States as one area on which 

to artidate their vision of state and society- Their interest in the Civil War lay in 

marked contrast to the disinterest shown by the British Noah American Church of 

Scotland periodid, The Presbytriizn, on this subject." For these Free Church 

editors, the religious, social, and political turmoil in the United States during the 

antebellum period and into the war confirmed for them the truth of their inherited 

concept of the role of religion in society and the type of government which should 

direct the nation. In light of regional and social polarization in the United States during 

the period of the war, two related issues captured the attention of Presbyterians: the 

increasingly strident debate over slavery, and the polarization of American 

Presbyterians within this debate. 

The Free Church view of the relationship between church and state and its strong 

interest in moral issues acted as a strong basis fkom which to criticize siavely in the 

United States. Significantly, the establishment of the Free Church in British North 

America brought a number of Presbyterians with strongly antislavery views to the 

Maritimes and Canada Michael Willis, a former theologian in Scotland who became 

professor of theology at Knox College, Toronto, in 1847 and later its first principal in 

1857, was also the first president of the Anti-Slavery Society of Canada fiom 1851 

I '  A monthly plblication, llre Presbyterian Qes not rda to social and political issues in the United 
States Erom 1860 to 1865. 



uatil the association's t ermination in 1863." Robert Burns, a Scots Free Church 

theologian who toured the Canadian wionies in 1844 to stoke interest in the new 

denomination and who eventuaUy became a Knox professor and moderator of the 

Canadian Free Church, was also active in promoting the F r e  Church's anti-slavery 

position and in aiding fugitive slaves in ~anada." As Allen Stouffer bas noted, the 

antislavery sentiments of these influential Free Church Presbyterians were formulated 

in Britain and carried overseas. Burns was active within the British abolitionist 

movement in the 1820's and 18307s, when public agitation against the condition of 

slaves in the West Indian colonies culminated in the 1833 Emancipation Act. Wfis 

had joined the British movement after the issue of slavery in the West Indies had been 

settled, and British abolitionists began to direct their efforts toward slavery in the 

American south-" The Free Church contrilution to anti-slavery efforts in Canadian 

West in particular was numerically substantial, comprising a full twentyfive percent of 

the anti-slavery leaders between 1849 and 1865 whose denominational &iliation can 

be ascertained. I5 

[mportantly, the growing expression of Free Church antislavery sentiment in 

Canada and the Maritime coincided with a marked rise in abolitionism which swept 

through Presbyterianism in the United States. The antebellum period in the United 

States saw a surge of post-millennia1 optimism (the idea that Christ's return would be 

AUan L. Far&, "Michael W w "  hhctioniuy o/Cma&an Biography 10: 707-8. 

l 3  KJ. Bridpan, "Robert Burns," DCB 9: 104-8. 

'' Stouffer, The Light of Nature and the Law of God, 19.33. 

IS kid, 181. 



fhcilitated with the "perfectioaist" sweep of sin &om society) among American 

evangelicals. Revivalis0 and moral reform influenced the course of  national politics on 

a scale unprecedented in the history of the United ~tates! Postmillennialism, and its 

emphasis on a direct relatioaship between religion, morality, and political action, 

shook the United States by exacerbating the North-South debate on the institution of 

Southern slavery. Northem evangelicals in particular, as historians increasingly 

recognize, played an active role in the debate, comprising a considerable portion of 

the Republican party by 1860." The differing religious and political views between 

Northern and Southem Protestants found expression, as has previously been noted, by 

Presbyterian, Methodist, and Baptist denominational schisms during the 1830s ami 

1840s. In 1837, American Presbyterians split, on thedogid grounds, into two camps 

which roughly followed a North-South division. Old Schod Presbyterians, strongest in 

the South, preferred a strict, traditional view of the Bible which placed much emphasis 

on the Old Testament, an interpretation which lent itself to a defense of slavery. New 

School Presbyterians, meanwhile, brought to their interpretation of Scripture an 

activist approach to social issues which viewed slavery in a negative tight. Old School 

Presbyterians contended that the New School had forsaken church tradition and 

l6 Timothy L. Smith, u~~ a d  Hope: Christian Holiness and the Millennia1 Viion in 
America, 1800- 1900," American Quarterly (Spring 1979), 2 1-45. 

l 7  CarwarQle, %vange4icals, PDtitiq and the Coming ofthe American Civil War A Transatlantic 
Perspectiven. See esp. p. 207 for the &ion of evangelicalism and plitics in the North during the 
1850Ts, as well as the extent to which this shitting view drew the opposition of Southern evangelicals. 
For a discussion of how American hisloriographu bas treated the relationship between religion and 
antebellum Northern politics, see Daniel Walker Howe, "Religion and hlitics in the Antebellum 
NO&" 121-145. 



abandoned its historic roots for the sake ofcontemporary radicalisdg White a number 

of slaveholders remained witbin the New School after 1837, these members broke 

away in 1857 aAer the increasingly anti-slavery New School went beyond condemning 

Southern slavery in principle to make slave-holding a church offence subject to 

denominational disciplinee * 

Free Church Presbyterians in British North America were keenly interested in how 

Presbyterians in the United States approached the slavey debate, and strove to e m r e  

that they were not associated with pro-slavery American Presbyterians. Disturbed by 

the continuing pro-slavery views of many American Presbyterians7 the Free Church 

took an uncompromising position on the issue. Synod meetings of the Free Church in 

1845, 185 1, 1853, and 1857 condemned slavery in general and American Old School 

Presbyterianism's tolerance of the institution in particular? In 1854, a voluntary but 

almost total boycott of American Old School Presbyterian literature took effect, and in 

1856 the Free Church began to examine ministerial recruits fiom the United States on 

their views toward slavery, with those refusing to take an absolute stand against the 

institution rejected as candidates for the Canadian churchZ1 The strength of the Free 

Church connection with Scotland and its position on the social issue of slavery 

Stu& of Thought and T k o l o ~ ~  in Nheteenth-Centwy America (New Haven: Yale Uaiversity Press, 
1970), 98-103. Marsden argues that the debate aver slavery was symptomatic of a greater theological 
debate ocurring witbin American Presbyterianism, and not the primary cause of the I837 schism. See 
also Snay, Gospel of Disunion, 116-126. 

l9 Goen, Bldren Chmhes. Broken Nation, 76-77. 

'O John S. Moir, "American Influences on Caaadh Eb&stant Churches Before Confederation," 
Church History (kcember 1%7), 454. 



resulted, therefore, in insignificantly weaker denominational linlrs with the United States, 

where this branch of Presbyterianism had not taken root.* 

Throughout British North America during the mid-nineteenth century the Free 

Church constituted a significant voice on social issues such as slavery. The 

pervasiveness of the Scottish influence would be crucial to the denoarinston's view of 

American religious and political events during the Civil War period. What remains to 

be seen, however, is how these particular religious and social views translated into 

editorial wmmentary within the denomination's periodicals. 

The Maritime.--Robert Mumy and the P r e s ~ e r i r r n  Wrlness 

The Presbyterian Witness, published in Halifax and edited by Robert Murray, 

served as a denominational periodical for the Free Church in Nova Scotia Mer 186 1, 

when the Maritime Free Church united with the d e r  but equally evangelical United 

Secession Church, the paper served members of the newly-formed Presbyterian 

Church of the Lower Provinces. Though Murray would hold the position of editor for 

fifty-five years, he possessed an education better suiting him to ministerial work than 

to journalism. A graduate of the Halifax Free Church Academy in 1852, he received a 

license to preach but never fidfilled the role of ordained minister, accepting instead the 

position of editor at the Witness in 1856. As editor, his writings reflected a firm desire 

for social and ecoaomic progress, not only within Nova Scotia but beyond the 

" John S. Mou. Endnring WI~XS: A Histam of the -rim Church in Canada flomnto: B~yant 
Press. 1975), 127; Vaudfyt Free Church, 79. 

" For an example of Free Church preference for Or as qqosed to American theotogy in the 
context of denominational education, see Brian J. Fraser, Church. C o U e  a d  C l e w  A History of 
Theological Education at Knox Collegle. Toronto. 18444994 (Kingston & Montreal: McGill-QueenTs 
University Ress, 1995), 58. 



province's borders as well" PoLitid and social issues consumed much of Murray's 

attention, and his position on these has received some historical attention. The few 

historians who have examined either Murray or the Witness have, however, largely 

overlooked how his Free Church rehgious heritage influenced his views.2' 

The seeogth of the Scots Evangelical in&rence on Murray's Civil War commentary 

is considerablee Importantly, his conviction that the fhithtd must involve themselves in 

the nation's civil as well as spirinral matters allowed hirn to address what he regarded 

as the particular suscepbii ofthe United States to division and disruption As seen, 

Free Church Presbyterians held that civil government must make reference to Christian 

principles. From this perspective Murray criticized Awrican repubiicaaism, seeing it 

as a form of government which he saw as leading to idolatry as well as being tolerant 

of slavery. As such, he criticized the North for attempting to reunite the nation within 

a repubhcan framework which, he contended, had been responsible for the very origins 

of the war. In 'The Nemesis of Nations," published on March 9, 186 1, Murray spoke 

of the United States' excessive pride in its govanment and institutions, and challenged 

his readers whether they could %orget the b o d  and arrogant tone assumed by the 

great majority of the American people whenever their country was spoken of?" 

E M  Stevellson uRobert Murray Tadrtes Confedetation," Nova Scotia H ' o i c o l  Review 1 (198 l), 
33-38; Kenneth G. Ryke, Nova Scotia and Coafederation 18644875 floronto: University of Tomato 
Ress, 1979), 229-230. Stevenson's briefarticle mentions t&e importance of the CYibtess to Nova 
Scotian Resbyterians as weU as Murray's WR of Codederation, but makes no serious attempt at 
analyzing Munay's thought and influence. Ryke makes no mention of Murray or the Witness ia the 
text of his work He states, however, in his note on sources that "fsliing into a merent category were 
those papers such as the Presbyterian Wimess aad the Burning Bush, which were mqqxmd by 
various Protestant bodies. Thae papers provide a mzhl insight into intellecaral and social &him 
although they rarely couunented on political disprtes." 



Americans had "looked with supreme contempt on the institutiom of the old world 

and regarded them as so m y  effete tyraMies.+.They could scarceiy speak courteoudy 

of the conStitutional government ofGreat Britain-" Wtb the apparent collapse of the 

Union, Murray called his readers to see 

... how a just Providence is now dealing with the United States! The great idol of 
the Union is dashed to pieces, and the strength and wisdom ofman proving 
unavailing to save it... Thus is God causing the great Republic to learn its sins that 
it may repent and turn to righteo~~lless.~ 

Murray, convinced that civil government must be guided by Christian principles, saw 

the war as proof of God's direct iatervention in the Uuited States' political a£Ers. 

As a Free Church Presbyterian, Murray tied his view of the United States' 

government to his moral opposition to slavery, which he saw as the issue precipitating 

the war. The apparent contradiction between the institution of Southern slavery and 

the public rhetoric of American liberty was of special interest to Murray. It was 

transparently d i s g r a d  that "this '&eest nation on the globe,' this b o W  republic, 

was not ashamed to hold within its limits no fewer that fm millions of our race in the 

bitter bonds of ~lavery!"~~ American republicanism, tolerant of slavery, placed 

pragmatic political decisions before Christian principles. 'Man always aims at living 

and governing without God and ignoring His laws," he wrote as he compared 

America's "lawless democracy" with other human forms of "despotism." The war, 

then, was the result of God "strikingly illustrating his own sovereignty and vindicating 

the authority of his most holy law" with the intent of shattering a style of government 

HaMax Presbyterian Witness, March 9, 186 1. 
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which sanctioned the worst fonas of human behaviour- "How7" Murray asked, could 

God "spare the nation or the individual who spurns His righteous laws and for mean 

and mercenary objects tramples on the dearest and most sacred rights of human it^!"^ 

Munay, critical of republi-sm and the role he saw it as playing in 

accommodating slavery in the United States, spoke out agahst the idea of the North 

waging war to amhtah the American Union. He singled out the urnoderates of all 

parties" for criticism. n o s e  who "eim[ed] at keeping to the old position of aEh" 

implicitly supported a return to the d aud political order which, prior to the war, 

had accommodated slavery. Northerners in particular c'require[ed] to be scourged and 

taught still; for the majority of them an tolerant of Slavery and they fight now only for 

the idol of ' ~ n i o a ' . ' ~  

Murray's Free Church perspective on social issues caused bim to see slavery as the 

war's primary issue and underlying cause, much like Presbyterians in the Northern 

states. His particular view of dvil government, however, distinguished him fiom 

Northern evangelicals, including Presbyterians, who placed much greater importance 

on the United States' form of government. Richard Carwardine has noted that during 

the antebellum period in the United States, and particularly in the North, a large 

number of evangelicals identified the American Union as an instnunent of divine, 

rather than secular, origin The American political system was seen as the best 

guarantor of religious as well as material progress for the United States. This political 

perspective caused tension between evangelicals' respect for the Americaa 



Constitution and their moral opposition to slavery. It affected coastitutional decisions 

concerning slavery such as the 1850 Fugitive Slave Law, for example, where respect 

for the decision of the United States Supreme Court superseded, to some extent, 

evangelical opposition to slavery? 

Importantly, Murray's criticism of replblicanisxn and the American Union allied 

him more closely to abolitionist radicals than to the larger body of Northern 

evangelicals. In the North, hard-line abolitionists were seen as threatening to American 

unity in much the same manner as the h e s t  defeaders of Southern slavery. America's 

radical abolitionists, however, bad drawn deeply fiom postmiUennialismYs emphasis on 

perfectionism Relying on the ''purity" of moral suasion as the only legitimate means 

by which to end slavery, abolitionist radicals regarded participation in political 

activities such as voting as Furthermore, many Northen radicals prior to 

the war, advocated the dissolution of the Union because of the poLiticai protection 

afforded slavery by the American ~onstitution~' The goals and means of hard-line 

abolitionists were opposed by the majority of mainstream Northern evangelicals. Some 

radical abolitionists, moreover, abandoned Christianity in their anti-slavery efforts, 

arguing that the Bible had historically been used by Southerners to just@ slavery." 

'9 Richard Canwdiog Evandcals and hlitics in GPtebeUum America (New Haven: Yale 
University Ress, 1993), 18-2 1,180-186,3 10-3 1 1- The Fugitive Slave Law of 1850 geatfy expanded 
the legal powem of Soutbem SlaVeboIckrs attempting to reclaim slaves who bad fled to fiee states. 

" Cuais D. Jobasan, Ibbminp: America: Evan~licals and the Road a Civil War (Chicago: Ivan R 
Dee, 1993), 142-144. 
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Unlike radical abolitionists in the United States, however, Munay's emphasis on 

the moral issue of slavery and his criticism that the North was fighting to mahtah the 

Union, rather than for emancipation, was derived fkom bis Free Church perspective. 

While paraleis appear between Murray's views and those of Northern radical 

abolitionists even greater similarities may be seen between bis commentary and the 

opinions of other small Scottish-influeaced Presbyterian denominations, most notably 

Presbyterian Covenanters, in both the United States and the Matitimes. 

John R McKivigan has noted that Covenanters in the North were looked upon 

with favour by radical abolitionists for their refusal to participate in a political system 

which both abolitionists and Covenanters viewed as flawed. [o the United States, 

Covenanters looked directly to Southern slavery as proof that the American 

constitution, without reference to God as the supreme head of civil government, was 

an immoral basis of As such, they regarded the outbreak of war as 

inevitable and necessary to the abolition ofslavery? 

Carwardine- Evangelicals and Patitics in Antebellum America, 135,140,289. The tension evident 
in the antebellum period between moderate mangeticats and radical abotitionist pedectionists is also 
Qxn'bed in Curtis D. Johnson, Reckemin~ America, 142-144, The tension between maiastream 
evangelicals who opposed slavery withia the nation's political and social framework, and radical 
abolitionists who advom&d a subslaatial rethinking ofthe United States' institutions as a means of 
ending Soathem slavery, came to h e  fore in 1840- Tbat year, the American Antidlavery Society 
underwent a significant division; followers of radical abolitionist William Lloyd Ganisoa took control 
of the Society, while mxbmate anti-slavery evan#icals under the leadership of Lewis Tappan left to 
form the American a d  Foreign Anti-Slavery Society 
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RearbLic. 1830-1860 (Chapel Hill: University of North Catoliaa Press, 1994), 173 1~55, 
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Davis, L892), 121-129. 



Similar views were held by Coveuanters in the hhdhes. There, a group of 

Reformed Presbyterians with o ~ o d  comections to Covenanters in the United 

States viewed the war largely as a conflict over the moral issue of slavery. Though 

constituting a small minority of Maritime Presbyterians, Covenanters in the region 

argued that slavery could not be SUStSLiaed by Scripture; as one observer noted, " a  

faithrl application ofBible doctrine would eventually extinguish human bondagee")' 

As Presbyterians who held that civil government must be subordinate to Christian 

principles, both the Free Church and the Covenanter positions on slavery as the 

primary issue of the war speak of the extent to which moral questions interested those 

Presbyterians whose theology drew fkom the Scottish tradition 

In summary, Robert Murray's Free Church emphasis on morality, similar to the 

postmill-alism of Northern evangelicals, moved him to interpret the war as a 

snuggle against the sin of slavery in the South. Agreement on these views, however, 

ended on the issues of the American Union and republicanismsm Murray, whose Free 

Church heritage held that civil government must adhere to Christian principles and 

morals, argued that historically the American Constitution bed worked as a tool of 

political compromise, and as an idol which drew attention away fiom urgent social 

issues. Most Northern Presbyterians, meanwhile, regarded the Constitution and 

republicanism in the exact opposite light, as the means of enhancing and asswing their 

miilennialist aspirations. Robert Murray's Free Church perspective, free of any 

attachment to the American CoastiMion and to republicanism, caused him to see the 



war, its causes, and issues in a diti;erent light tiom most Northern evangelicals His 

interpretations resemble those of the North's radical abolitionists and, in particular, the 

views of Scottish-influenced Presbyterriaas in the United States and the Maritimes. 

II 

The Civil War had the potential to influence both British North America and 

Presbyterians there to seek wider political and denominational union. Murray 

contrasted the divisions attendant to the American war, both within the nation's 

churches and, obviously, within the nation itself, with the move toward religious and 

political union in British North America during the same period. The Free Church was 

itself a product of schism in Scotland in 1843; however, fiom the perspective of the 

seceders, the separation had been necessary since, in their view, the Church of 

Scotland had abandoned the necessary reiationsbip between the state and Christian 

principles.36 In the North American context, moreover, the denomination had shown 

considerable interest in promoting union between evangelical Presbyterian bodies. As 

previously seen, the Free Church in the Maritimes united with the evangelical United 

Secession Church in 1861, while in the same year the parallel Presbyterian 

35 EldOn Hay, The Cbimxto  Covenanters: A Regional Histow of Reformed E%e&yteriaaism in New 
Brunswick and Nova Scotia 1827-1905 (Montreal & Kingston: McGill-Queen's University Press, 
19%). 144 n 18. 

36 See, for example, Free Church opposition to the 1843 Temporalities Bill, The bill, meant as a 
management plan for congregational property, was opposed by Free Church Presbyterians who f m  
that it gave civil courts too much control over congregational independence. Significantly, a number 
of prominent Fctx Church Ptesbyterians saw t4e bill as an attempt by the Church of ScaIand to retain 
legal control over the newly seceded Free Church congregations. Richard Vandry has argued that the 
debate over the Temporalities Bill heightened the importance of the Disnrption of 1843 to 
Presbyterians in Cam& as it gave the Disntption a distinctly "Canadian relevance." See Vaudry, 
Free Chlrrch, 22-26; Moir, Encbuing wtuess, 103-109, 



organkatiotls in Canadanthe Free Church and the United Secession Church- 

completed a similar unionn 

The trend toward union was a matter o f  significant contemporary interest to 

Murray as he reflected on the political and religious situation in the United States. 

The co~ection between Presbyterian union in Caoada and the Maritimes and the 

move toward political union of the provinces bas been noted by historians such as John 

Moir, who has argued that the Presbyterian unions of the 1860s acted as a precedent 

to the political union of the British North American provinces.38 The extent to which 

Presbyterian and provincial unions were affected by the Free Church Presbyterian 

heritage may be better understood by Bcamining Robert Murray's views of the 

American Civil War. 

For Murray, the experiences of national and church schism in the United States 

reinforced his own views of political and religious union- Most important for Murray 

were the severe divisions which took place within the American Presbyterian 

organizations in 1857, when 15,000 Southern members of the American Old School 

split from the main body, and in 1861 when the commencement of war saw the Old 

School split completely along North-South lines. 

Against this backdrop of American political and religious division, Murray 

formulated a Free Church position on schism and union which had implications for 

both church and political organization in the British North American provinces. In a 

May 1 1, 186 1, editorial entitled "Schism," Murray responded to the writings of the 

'' Moir, Eadurinp. Witness, 12% L 3 1. 



influential American Old School Presbyterian Dr. Charles Hodge, theologian at 

Princeton Seminary and editor of the Princeton &view. Specifically, Murray's 

editorial was a commentary on Hedge's assertion that deaominatiod schism, under 

certain conditions, was justified. Hodge argued that a split within a dewmination 

constituted schism only i f  perronaf animosity was the motivating influence- 

however, a split was the response to a direct infbgement on a group's conscience or 

liberties7 the departing party was absolved of respombility- Hodge's argument that 

schism could be justified was related directly to the split between Northern and 

Southern Old School Presbyterians in the United States, and would lead him to oppose 

reconciliation between the two branches after the conclusion of the Civil war3' 

Murray welcomed Hodge's clear definition of schism as it related to the church, 

and extended his discussion of the subject to encompass the nation as well. "Schis~q" 

he flatly stated, 4s undoubtably a sin, a grievous sin in the sight of God and right- 

thinking men" He did, however, agree with Hodge's assertion that, within the context 

of the war, the sectional division of Presbyterians in the Uaited States was a matter of 

conscience for Northerners unable to remain within a denomination which contained 

Southern slaveholders and rebels. From this perspective he agreed with Hodge that the 

South's Presbyterians had played a significant role in the nation's division. 

Importantly7 however, Murray made no distinction between schism within the church 

and within the nation. Both scenarios he argued, could be traced to the prevalent 

emphasis on political liberties in the United States. The concept of schism had a 'tvider 

* Ibid, 135. 
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application," and could be used to show that "men are prow to err in matters 

ecclesiastical as wen as civil." Political schism in the United States was contrary to the 

ordination of govment on which Chtistian progress rested. From this position, he 

criticized the South's political ambiious as disruptive and contrary to the nation's 

w e k e -  ''While you live in a country you must abide by its laws and respect the 

'powers that be,"' he argued. cWthings are not just in accordance with your h c y  you 

do not raise a rebellion..Ifyou do not like the Governor, you do not commence a civil 

war." Implicit in his criticism of the South's divisive ambitions was the idea that the 

United States' emphasis on political li'berties had wntniuted directly to the splits 

within the nation's churches as well as its political fhmework "it is well to have fW 

liberty of cooscience7'' stated Murray, 

... but there is danger of liberty running into license, and of men demonstrating 
their c'indepeadence'' at the expense of injuring the body of Christ. You may prove 
your dignity aad importance very satisfkctorily without endangering the peace of 
the Church-without scattering firebrands and death and sowing dragon's teeth- 
without wounding sensitive hearts and burdening hearts already well nigh broken- 
without hindering the progress of the Gospel and laying a stumbling block in the 
way of those who know not the ~aviour.'"' 

Republicanism, then, encouraged a sense of Itiberty contradictory to both national and 

religious welfare. This sense of l i i  had directly contributed to the South's demands 

for political independence. 

Murray's annual end-of-year editorial for 1861 allowed him another summary of 

American events. Again, he linked the United States' apparent political success with 

the moral price paid to maintain the Union. 'The bubble that astonished the nations for 

half a century has burst,'' he wrote. 'Evils of long growth and gigantic magnitude are 



working their own punishment and cure; and in the disasters that have M e n  a great 

and enlightened people we see clearly that God will not let national sin go 

unpunished" The arrogant nationalism which Murray identified with the United States 

also merited mention The grand lesson ofthe yearS read before the whole world," he 

argued," is HUMZLITY!" Humility was certainly not a quality which Murray felt that 

the United States possessedSSeSSed "Never," he wrote," was there a prouder nation than the 

United States; the Union was their idd; things the most precious were relentIessly 

sacrificed at its throne." 

In the Civil War could be found lessons for the British North American provinces 

as well as the United States. Murray, in a statement reflective of his growing concern 

that the war's implications might extend north of the border, made a direct coneast of 

the fortunes of religion in America and British North America 'In the religious 

world," noted Murray, 

.,.we have had to note fiom time to time marked interest in the cause of truth. The 
Presbyterian Churches of Canada consummated a happy union. Many churches in 
the United States have been shattered to pieces by the sad civil convulsions which 
have shaken the nation." 

In the United States, religious decline followed the nation's disintegration, and 

provided an explicit point of comparison for the development of Murray's own 

denomination in Canada and the Maritimes. 

Murray's general position on schism and union was confirmed by the trials of 

Presbyterianism in the United States resulting fiom the outbreak of war. Using the 

" Kesr, M y  11,1861. 
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North-South split ofthe Old School Presbyterian Church in 1861 as an example of the 

dangers of schism, he contended that the denomination's orgaaizational fhnework 

bad been significantly weakened in a manner parallel to that of the oation's civil 

structure. 'We have at this moment before us," declared Murray, 

... a melaacholy illustration of the & i i s  of war on religious communities, in 
alienating the affections and perverting the judgements of most pious and 
estimable brethren The Old S c h d  Presbyterian Churcb, with almost every 
other large denomination, has been shattered more or less disastrousLy in 
proportion to the support received &om the SO&" 

To Murrayay, for whom the church was a vaal component of society, the effects of the 

war on the American religious community were of as much concem as the broader 

poLiticaf divisions which the conflict had wrought on the American nation 

Robert Murray saw religious and national schism as a sin derived largely from what 

he considered the licentiousness ofrepubticanism. The war and its effects on religion in 

the United States exemplified the benefits of religious union for Presbyterians in 

British North Ameria As will be seen, he would also apply this lesson, as he saw it, 

to political union in the British North American provinces. 

Murray's warnings about the dangers of schism caused by the Civil War took on 

heightened meaning not ody within the context of religious, but also of political 

change in British North America In 1864 and 1865, at a time of serious discussion 

about the union of the Canadian and Maritime provinces, Murray adapted the 

interpretations he derived from the conflict in order to comment on domestic political 



issues. Foremost in Murray's mind was the promotion of British North American 

political union in the fkce of Maritime opposition to the scheme. 

Historid study of the Maritime's entmce into Canadian Confederation centers 

largely on political discussion of the benefits and detriments of with ~apada'~ 

In particular, Maritimers who favoured union are desc~aed as economic h i s  of an 

emergent nativeborn middle-classfSJ or as political consematives who supported union 

provided that its political £tamework limited public participation and, therefore, 

counteracted what they saw as the excessive democracy which marked the political 

culture of the United stated5 Political conservatives in Nova Scotia, and especially 

~ a l i f i i x ~  looked directly to the American Ci War as codhation that limits on 

public political participation were necessary. 

Robert Murray's interpretations of the Civil War provides another angle &om 

which to view the ideological forces which shaped the emergence of the Canadian 

nation As a member of the Nova Scotia elite, his editorial position agreed with other 

conservative writers in the province who maintained that the American constitution 

was responsible for the political collapse of the United states." However, Murray also 

wrote &om an evangelical perspective which stressed the religious benefits of 

Pmp A B&merT The Maritimes and Coafederatio~ A w" in Atlantic Canada 
Before Confiration (Frederict001 A c a d i d  Press, lm), 370-345- 
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provincial union; political form was important not for its own sake but for the e f f i  

which it would have on the rdigious development ofthe new nation His commentary 

reveals the extent to which his Free Church Presbyterian views of government led to a 

position which was both and optimistic. 

As union between the British North American provinces evolved fkom an idea to a 

reality, with conferences held in Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island and Quebec City 

in 1864 to discuss the details of confederation, Murray wrote of the national and 

religious potential for the proposed union Importantly, with these discussions being 

held while the American conflict raged, be contrasted the new nation's religious and 

political potential with the discord evident in the divided United States. 

In September 1864, shortly after the Charlottetown Conferencey Murray wrote of 

the religious potential of the uniting provinces. Declaring that ''the Kingdom of Christ 

is not of this world, and is not necessarily affected by geographical, political, and 

ethnical considerations,'' but that ccpraddy, these considerations have a very 

important influence on its prosperityy" he called his readers to look beyond their own 

interests and consider the opportunity for the spread of religion in a united British 

North America- His argument that 'Christianity [was] headed to be universal, not 

merely provincial or secti~nal,'~ contrasted denominational unification in British 

North America with the sectional separation of American churches before the civil 

war. 

-- - - . - - . - - - 
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As the movement for British North American union i n t d e d  and the prapmic 

details of Mion were fleshed out, Munay stepped up his support of the proposed 

scheme- The idea of union was what mattered to Murray; details were, in themselves, 

bound to be imperfect. "Himan wisdom has never yet devised a plan of government 

that is above criticism, or that is fne tiom serious theoretical Wts,'' he wrote early in 

1865. is himself imperfkct, and all his works and his plans bear witness to the 

fact." He then contrasted the American conflict and that nation's strict allegiance to its 

wmtitution with the meeting of provincial representatives at Quebec the previous 

autumn. The disagreements evident at the Quebec Confiience were not cause for 

undue concern, he argued. Indeed, the Civil War proved that the allegiance which the 

United States attached to its own political h e w o r k  was deceptive, and had only 

hidden what he saw as the faults inherent to the American constitution- It was his 

opinion that 

Your wild constitutions, your model states, born ofthe wild fever of red- 
republicanism and socialism, always come speedily to grief..The Fourth of July 
orators ofthe neighbowing Republic have come to confess that even their 
wondem Constitution is not faultless. This being the case it would be astonishing 
indeed if the QUEBEC CONVENTION had succeeded where all the world had 
~ e d . ~ ~  

The perceived f a k e  of American repubiidsm strengthened Murrays' view that the 

proposed details for civil government in British North America were of less 

importance than the actual idea of confederation. 

Murray's support of British North American union was bolstered by an evangelical 

optimism rooted in his Free Church Presbyterian perspective of the intimate bond 

J9 mtnes. January 7,1865. 



between a aation's spiritual and polkid arrangements. W m  this framework, he was 

able to contrast the Canlrdiaa trend toward union with the American war, The causal 

connection Murray formed between the American ~IlSfjtufion and the nation's civil 

war, and his subsequent endorsement of the process of confederation, should, 

therefore, be seen dultimately in the light of his evangelical view of the religious 

potential of a potitically united British North America. 

IV 

The perceived connection between the religious and the political did not mean, 

however, that Munay's interpretations were succesdid in forming a Free Church 

Presbyterian consensus on the implications of the American Civil War. Not d Free 

Church Presbyterians were williog to see the American conflict as a reason to bring the 

British North American provinces into union. James L. Sturgs has argued that Nova 

Scotian opposition to Confederation was derived fiom a fear of the political structure 

which would shape the new nation, a critique which drew fkom the example of the 

contemporary dissolution of the United States federal system. It was a f a ,  in his 

view, compounded by the culwal c c ~ n t ~ e n t ' '  with the status quo in the province.50 

Nova Swtia Presbyterian opposition to British North American union, and its 

relation to the American Civil War, revealed itselfin a remarkable debate carried out in 

the Presbyterian Wimes through the late winter and spring of 1865. This debate 

occurred at a point of considerable opposition to the scheme of confederation in the 

Maritime provinces. Public reaction to the 1864 Quebec conference, at which the 

JO James L. Shngig "The Opasirion to C o a f i o n  in Nova Scotia, 1864-1868tn in Ged Martin, 
ed, The Causes of Canadian Confederation (Fredericton: Acadiensis Press, 1990), 1 15, 1 19, 



specifics of colonial union were hammered out, forced Premier Leonard Tiey of New 

Bruaswick to put the plan to the electorate, and Led the Maritimes into an agitated 

discussion ofthe benefits of union?' Betweem Jaauary 28 and March 25, the Witness 

-ed a series of six letters &om Alexander James, a Nova Sootia Presbyterian 

opposing the prospect of proviacia1 union The debate reveals not only that Free 

Church Presbyteaians were not of a single mind on the prospect of Canadian political 

union, but that the American war could also, converseIy to Murray's position, be held 

as an example of the dangers inherent in attempting to bring about union Though 

differing politically, both positions7 nevertheless, reflected a shared religious heritage 

which emphasized the centrality of religion to both society and politics. 

'Was the curse of war come upon us?," asked Alexander James in his first letter to 

the WitnessSS "Have intestine broils disturbed us?" The rhetorical question, an apparent 

reference to the bitter and prolonged war between the states, was meant to stir fellow 

Nova Scotia Presbyterians against the growing movement for union between the 

British North American provinces. Much of James' opinion on the subject of union 

places him squarely within Sturgis7 model of the conservative Nova Swtian, not 

interested in wntemplating participation within an expanded social or political 

fiamwork. Importantly, however, it was lames' Presbyterian view on the connection 

between civil and religious matters which served as his rationale to maintain the 

political status quo. 'The &st reason why I consider that we ought to be satisfied as a 

people and contented to remain as God has placed us," wrote lames, ''is that He has 

not withheld fkom us any blessing in our present condition that we have asked fkom 



him-" Commeating on the proposed confederation, he drew on a view that civil 

government must reflect Christian principles, and argued that 

... this Union, as now proposed, would be offbmive in the sight of GOD, in that 
it has been entered upon and so fhr promoted without any public prayer for His 
blessing and guidance, and even without any recognition whatever ofHis being 
or soverei gnty... the name, or even the existence ofthe LORD GOD of Hosts is 
not mentioned or alluded to in the Corrstianon prepared at Quebec fiom 
beginning to end, nor in any of the resolutions, correspondence, or other public 
acts which led to or have succeeded itn 

James' fear, on religious grounds, of the form which union might take formed the 

backbone of his opposition to C a d a n  Confeddoa Specifically, he feared that the 

political f'ramework in which the union might be formulated would deny the primacy of 

Christianity in the new nation Seeing a lack of reference to religion in the provincial 

negotiations, he argued that such an omission was 'Cidicative of the worldly and 

ambitious spirit in which the matter has been originated and conducted." His fear of 

union lay in the possibility that the new nation's polity would not be subordinate to, or 

even recognize, Christianity. Significantly9 he held up the United States as 

exemplifying the type of political arrangement which Nova Scotia must avoid. Y do 

not desire," stated James, 

... that this Christian country should enter into any political arrangement which, like 
the godless Constitution of the United States, does not recognize the sacred 
religion which we profess, or the Supreme Arbiter in whose hands lies ail our 
future happiness or misery as a people.s3 

Without an explicit reference to Christianity within the proposed nation's political 

- 
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h e w o &  James was unwilling to venture into a broader political arrangement with 

the other British North American provinces. 

The Free Church view that the nation must be built on Christian principles could, 

therefore, also lead Presbyterians to oppose confederation on the grounds that the 

proposals for provincial union contained w reference to religion. From this 

perspective, Maritime Presbyterhs such as Alexander James could look to the 

American constitution and see the form of government which might, if allowed, frame 

the new nation. This perspective preduded a consensus on the views of Robert 

Murray, who also looked to the Civil War and the American constitution as examples 

upon which British North Americans should draw when forming the framework of a 

new national government. 

Central Canada-Wiliilm Reid and the RecvRd 

The Free Church in central Canada was officially served by The E c ~ I e s i ~ c a I  and 

Missionary Record which, after the denomination's consolidation with the United 

Presbyterian Church in Canada in 1861 to form the Canada Presbyterian Church, 

continued as ihe Home md Foreign Record. The monthly periodical, though 

concerned primarily with domestic church issues, commented occasionally on the 

American conflict. Thematically, the issues of slavery and political and religious schism 

and union dominate the paper's commentary, as these issues did under Robert 

Murray's editorship at the Witness- These similarities may be traced to the paper's 

editor, the Reverend Wfiam Reid, a native of Scotland who, like Murray, was 

influenced substantially by a Free Church 



Like Murray, Reid's antislavery views brought him to interpret the war in moral 

terms and to view the war's disruptive inauence on the United States as the result of 

the issue of slavery. He noted, for example, that "commercial and financial distress is 

seriously &&g the country7 @ally the great centres of business." This 

disruption, which Reid argued could be traced directly to the blight of slavery, had yet 

to be recognized by the North's politicians. Tt is to be regretted," wrote Reid, 

... that the Federal Government does not openly recojpise slavery as being the 
cause of the present stru Je- There is no doubt that it is in reality the great origin 
ofthe present evils, and we trust that in the providence of God, the result of the 
conflict may be the destruction of this, the sum and source of d evils." 

Moral issues, particularly slavery, were to Reid the leas through which he interpreted 

the war and its effects on American society- 

Reid's commentary on the Civil War also indicates a perspective which viewed 

God as the true head of civil government. His editorial of January 1862 included a 

discussion of the possibility of Anglo-American war which, in the wake of the North's 

seizure of two Confederate agents fkom the British ship Trent in international waters 

the previous month, seemed a distinct possibility to many British North Americans. 

The ccrumours and alarms of war" were "most anxiously watched" by those in central 

" Reid was instrumental in the formation of a theological c@artment under Resbyterian leadership 
at Queen's University, Kingston, Canada West in 1841- With the Scottish -on, Reid joined the 
Free Church and WOW as Secretary and Treasurer of K w x  College in Toronto. Throughout his 
career, he was proprominent in the various unions between A.esbyterian bodies in central Canada Reid, 
as clerk of the Free Cbtlrch, read the RoU ofthe Synod upon the anion of Free and United 
Resbyterians oa the sixth of June, 1861; later, in 1875, as a Clerk of the Canada Presbyterian 
Church he would read the Articles of Union at the formation of Tk Presbyterian Church in Caaada. 
See John Thomas McNeiU, The Presbvterian Church in Canada 1875-1925 (Toronto: General Baud, 
Presbyterian Church in Canada, 1923),45; RG. Mi~Beth, The Burninn Bush and Canada (Toronto: 
The Westminster Press, 1926), 76; William Gregg, Short H i s b ~  of the Resbterian Church in the 
Dominion of Canada (Toronto: C. Blackett Robinson, 1893), 157. 194, 

'' E c ~ f e s i ~ c a l  and Missionmy Record, w m b e r  186 1. 



Canada, Reid wrote, and noted that "it beoometh us earnestly to pray that God may 

still avert dreaded war? He was, however, optimistic that the present tensions 

between Britain and the United States served a larger purpose "No doubt," he argued, 

.-.earnest prayers wiU be offbed up by good men in both countries tbat peace may 
still be continued. May God lend us a fkvourable ear in these supplications! 
Meanwhile let us rejoice in the assurance that God reigneth, that He is governor 
among the aatioos, and that He can make even these storms and tumults 
subseryient to the advancement of His own great and blessed purposes? 

Reid's Free Church religious heritage caused him to see God, as head of the world 

and its natioas, directing the war toward what Reid saw es a greater moral purpose. 

Closely related to Reid's view that God commanded contemporary events was his 

conviction that political and religious schism was contrary to social and religious 

progress. Shortly before the actual secession ofthe Southern states f?om the Union, 

Reid attacked the rationale by which the Southem states claimed that their interests 

were best served by severing themselves fiom the Northern states. He, like Robert 

Murray, agreed with Charles Hodge, the influential Old School Presbyterian who 

edited the Prhcefon Review, that the Confederacy's argument for secession fiom the 

United States was selfaeudhg and harrml. Reid, like Hodge, felt that 'the bright 

vision of prosperity, which the Slaveholding States are contemplating as the likely or 

certain result of disunion, is a work of the hagination" Morally, the secession of the 

Southern states would be regressive, for "'as long as slavery exists in the United States 

it will be the source and occasion of perpetual and unending troubles."" 

Home and Foreign Record, J ~ a a u v y  1862. 

17 Ecciesiusfical and Missionary Record, February 1860. 



Reid also looked to the division of the United States to confirm his opposition to 

what he saw as hanrtfirl denominational divisions in centrsl Canada, The Civil War was 

an example of the dangers of -an identityy and worked against the development 

of national interests. From this peFspective he commented on the state of religion in 

central Canada In particular, Reid resented that Anglicans in Canada, in choosing to 

refer to themselves as the United Church of England and [nland in Canada, had 

assumed a national identity which excluded other denominations. 'Wiu not the least 

inspection shew any man," argued Reid, 

... that in so fiu as the church is a church of Christ it is for all ~ o m y  and that so 
fm as it is Anglican, it is fit only for the fm islands that are Anglican? To prosper 
in the United States it must be American, and now must be either Federal or 
Confederate; and to prosper here it must be Canadian, and Anglican only so fm as 
Canada is ~ngiish'* 

Thus, to Reid, the Civil War was an example for Canadians of the dangers inherent in 

identifying the Christian church with a particular political or ethnic identity. 

Wfiam Reid, similar to Robert Murray, expressed his views of the American Civil 

War from a Free Church Presbyterian perspective. This viewpoint moved him to 

interpret the war as a conflict which derived fiom the moral issue of slavery, to see 

God's influence in the war, and to oppose religious and political sectarianism both in 

the United States and central Canada. 

George Brown and the Toranto GIobr 

Further evidence ofthe Free Church perspective on the American Civil War may be 

found in the editorial pages of the Toronto Globey a paper which, though not 

specifically religious in focus, was strongly Mueuced by evangelical Scots 



Presbyterianism, On the matter ofthe Civil War and its implications for British North 

America, the Globe continued to rdected the Free Church sentimeat which expLicith/ 

guided its predecessor, the Toronto Bomter- Founded by Peter Brown and his son 

George, Scottish ~~ who settled brietly in New Yo& City and established the 

British Chronicle More moving to Toronto in 1843, the Banner endorsed a number 

of evangelical Presbyterian causes, the most notable being that of the Free Church in 

central C d a  The strength with which the paper and its proprietors, Peter Brown 

and his son George, transmitted Scots Evangelicalism from Scotland into the central 

Canadian context has been established by historian Richard Vaudry who, in examiniDg 

the Browns' ardent support of the Free Church cause, has noted that, like other 

Presbyterians in British North America, they saw themselves as 'part ofa transatlantic 

Presbyterian commu~~ity."~~ 

Thus the Banner was evangelical in outlook in its promotion of social causes such 

as anti-slavery while adhering to the view that Christian principles must sbape a 

nation's government-a Importantly, this perspective -Inauenced the Brown's second 

journalistic venture, the Toronto Globe, established in 1844. The GIobe would, with 

time, become the most influential newspaper in central Canada. Under the editorial 

leadership of George Brown ad, after 1850, his brother Gordon as well, the Globe 

espoused many of the causes of the Reform Party. Most notably, the Globe promoted 

the political and cultural interests of the largely English and Protestant Canada West 

" Home and Foreign Record, I ~ l e y y  1862. 

" Vaudry, " F e r  Brown, the Toronto Bcnner, and the Evangelical Miad in Victorian Canada," 5. 
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which, since 1841, had become tied politically to French Catholic Canada East. As a 

spokesmen for these interests, the Globe discussed a number of issues which were of 

interest to central Canadian evmgeiicais. Though the Browns, as Free Church 

Presbyterians, felt that religion was essential to society and civil g o v m e n t ,  they 

s t e a M y  opposed state preference in supporting m y  particular denominationtl As 

such, the Globe persistently opposed prefixential provincial funding for the Anglican 

church in the form of clergy reserve lands, the extension of government-bded 

denominational schools, ad, after 1850, the establishment of a Catholic church 

organization in ~ o g f a n d . ~ ~  

The importance of the Globe as a political journal allowed it to transmit a Free 

Church perspective to a broader audience than dewminational organs, and to exercise 

a social and political influence which transcended the bounds of Free Church 

Presbyterianism in central Canada. As such, the extent to which the Globe 's positioas 

on social and political issues were influenced by evangelical Presbyterianism merits its 

examination for its views on the Civil War, in order that some comparisons with the 

Witness and the Record may be put forward. 

Few studies have made a complete link between the Globe's implicit Presbyterian 

perspective and its interpretation of the issues involved in the American conflict. S.F. 

has noted that George Brown criticized the United States' political Wework 

" JMS. Careiess, Brown of tbe Globe: Voice of Uwer Canada 18184859 flomnto: Dundum, 
1989), 125428- B m ' s  public reaction to "pa@ aggression+' in England defined him as the pre- 
eminent defender of Protestant rights in Canada, and provoked considerable opposition h m  
Catholics in the pmince. This issue fbrther strengthened his conviction that sectarian conmversy in 
Canada was best avoided through the strict application ofvolunta& principles in matters concerning 
church and state. 



for the protection he perceived that it afforded Southern slavery In particular, Brown 

Linked slavery and the Civil War to a political system which was excessively 

democratic, rooted in partisanship and which d c e d  political authority fbr regional 

self-interest." Wise, however, is more interested in noting the Globe's view of 

American political issues in order to BFamine liberal and conse!rvative Canadian views 

of the United States during the middle of the nineteenth century. George Brown's 

biographer, JM-S- Careless, though he notes both George and Peter Browns' 

criticisms of American republicanism, emphasizes the Globe's support of the North 

during the war. In particular, Careless' delineation of Brown's liberalism leads him to 

argue that Brown's democratic leanings and antislavery views moved him to see the 

North as the United States' only option for preserving political fteedoms." More 

recently, Allen P. Stoufk's examination of central Canadian antislavery movements 

looks to the Globe as a powem supporter of the Anti-Slavery Society of Canada, 

formed in response to the passage of the 1850 Fugitive Slave Law in the United 

States. This legislation had broadened the power of Southern slaveholders to pursue 

hgitive slaves in non-slaveholding states, and dramatidy increased the number of 

escaped slaves seeking refuge in British North America. StoufEer notes the importance 

of evangelical Free Church Presbyterianism in moving the Browns toward an actively 

antislavery position, and, while he touches on the Banner's criticisms ofthe American 

" Wise, T h e  Annexation Movement and Its EBect on Canadian Opinion," 5648,86437- 

" JMS. Careless, Brawn of the Globe: Voice of U m r  Canada 18 18-1859, 17, %, 102403; 
Careless, Brown ofthe Globe: Statemmn of Confederation 1860-1880 (Toronto: Dundurn, 1989), 52- 
54. 



political system for its accommodation of slavery in the 18409, he does not apply their 

views to the American political context during the C i i  War period." 

A more complete examination ofthe relatiomhip between the Globe k Free Church 

perspeaive and the American Civil War allows one to draw parallels between the 

Globe and the two other Presbyterian organs and to deepen ones' understanding of the 

political ideology of a paper which significantly affected public debate during this 

period. Furthermore, the similarities which emerge between the Globe, the Wintes, 

and the Record reveal the strength of the regional consensus between Maritime and 

central Canadian Free Church Presbyte"ans on mod and political issues. 

During the war the Globe made explicit refefence to the wnnection between 

slavery and the American political system Employing language which resembled the 

Witness' the Globe argued that "the Great Republic [was] in imminent peril; the hour 

of its trial has come at last." A '0loody torrent" would characterize what the Globe 

regarded essentially as a struggle between M o m  and slavery. Slavery had "divided 

parties, distracted churches, disturbed the operations of trade, [and] interrupted the 

harmony of states aad the peace of hniIies." However, while slavery, as a moral issue, 

was a cause of the division of the United States, the Gfo6e argued that the American 

Constitution itself had facilitated the division of the nation. Southern secessionists who 

regarded the Union as a loose collection of sovereign states, and who argued that the 

formation of the Southern Confederacy was a legitimate exercise of states' rights' 

were "encouraged in this belief by the tradition of the constmmon," a political device 

containing "these fktal words, 'sovereign' and independent', first used by the fathers of 



the republic to strengthen the feeling of l i i  and Oatioaality-* They were words 

which hod "become, by a strange perversion, the very watchwords of treason and 

disunion..at once the greatest embarrassment to the fiends of the Union, and the 

strongest support to its enemies.*.' 

Importantly, the Globe's assessment of the war as a moral conflict exacerbated by 

hdatnental flaws within the political fhmework of the United States corresponded 

with the interpretation put forth by the Witness- Thuq Robert Murray's view that the 

American Constitution fostered self-interest, sustained slavery, and promoted h i r t y  at 

the expense of political and social union was mirrored by the Globe's assertion tbat 

"the notion that this 'sovereignty' might at any time be reasserted and resumed, that 

the federal compact could be broken at the option of any of  the parties to it, lies at the 

bottom of the present diffcultytY4 Furthermore, Like the Witnessy the Globe's 

interpretation of the war as a moral struggle against siavery moved it to argue that the 

experience of war was a penalty which the United States deserved to pay. "It must be 

recollected," wrote the Globe on January 4¶ 1864, 

... that there are some things worse than war. Slavery-wbich subjects whole races 
to misery, degradation, and ignorance-is a greater evil than a briefcontest. In our 
horror of bloodshed we must not withdraw ii-om the oppressed the ulrina ratio of 
the sword.67 

Brown's moral opposition to slavery, and his conviction that civil government must 

reflect Christian values, drew him to point out the obvious contradictions within a 

a Stouffer, Ligbt of Name and the Law of God, 74-76, 108-109. 

" Toronto Globe, January 8.1861. 

Globe. January 8,1861. 



nation which prochimed its religious d u e s  and its political freedoms while allowing 

the passage of laws strengthening the iastiMion ofslavery-a 

Like the Wi-s, the Globe saw the Civil War as a lesson for British North 

America as wen as the United States. On Thanksgiving of 1863, the GIobe offered its 

readers a lengthy editorial on the merits of  being Canadian, the themes of which were 

remarkably similar to those offked by Murray in the Witness. Canadians, who were 

generally "apt to under-rate the blessings of a state of peace and prosperity))) should 

not "forget to whom gratitude is due." They were fiee of a conflict which divided 

America 'bvith the fury of utmost bate." Like the Witness, the Globe looked to the 

United States' natioaal pride as selfaeuding arrogance. Tour years ago," wrote the 

... the United States counted themselves the happiest ofnations The Republic had 
grown with a rapidity never before equalled or approached in the history of 
mankind. Pow& and united prosperous and contented, it bade defiance to its 
enemies, and scouted all thoughts offiture danger or reverse. Its harvests were 
plentifid, its riches great, its population increasing, it proudly proclaimed that all 
the good men hoped for it possessed. 

Prosperity had not, however, assured that the United States was immune to internal 

strife. Instead, a f d t e d  political structure, the tolerance of slavery, and an excessive 

67 Globe, January 4, 1864. 

68 On the Link;rge of &my as a moral issue to American reprblicaaism, the Globe 's commentary 
was amistent with the opinions expressed by Brown prior to the war, In a lengthy speech to the 
Upper Canada Anti-Slavery Association on March 24, 1852, Brown reacted to the passage of the 
Fugitive SIave Law in the United States by making explicit references to the m o d  implications of a 
political system which empdrasized the f h h m  it offeted while maintaining slavery in the Southern 
states. "Who," spoke Brown at the meeting, "can talk gravely of h i  and equality in the States 
while slavery exists? Every intelligent American who professes to be a ChrisSian, and uphofds slaveryy 
is committed to a glaring infi&lity,,Hw crushingly the upholders of tyranny in other lands must 
turn on the friends of h i !  "Behold your fhe institutions," tbey must say. "Lodr at the American 
republic, proctaiming al l  men to be born fiee and equal, and keeping nearly fm millions of slaves in 
the most ctuel bodage!" See Alexaadet Mackemie, The Life and S~eeches of Hon. Geom Brown 
(Toronto: The Globe Printing Co., 1882), 260. 



national pride bad led to the United States' division "into hostile sections, both 

determined on figtning to the death-" The &kcts of the nation's political and social 

schism were evident to the Globe. ".Hundreds of thousauds of men have fden victim 

to the cannon and the sword," it noted, 'bvhile vast tracts of country, once occupied by 

an industrious population, now lie utterly waste." The American Civil War was a 

moral and political lesson upon which the Globe's central Canadan readers should 

reflect. 'Tt is only by thinking upon such sad fms as these-" argued the paper, 

... that we at all appreciate the happiness of our own condition. In firmre years it 
may be that similar trials await us. Then to this present year of grace we shall look 
back to as a golden period; as one almost too happy for a second realization. Then 
we shall thoroughly understand what cause oftha&fUness we now have." 

Again, the war served as a lesson which might remind the Globe's readers of the 

dangers ofnational pride and complacency. 

With the mender of the Confederacy in April 1865, the Globe noted both the end 

of slavery and the North's reaction to the end of the war. As with earlier commentary, 

a critique of republicanism accompanied the philosophical discussion of the war's 

greater purpose. Importantly, Americans should not 'tegard the maintenance of the 

union as the grand object of the war," but instead temper their national celebration 

with the reahtion that the abolition of slavery had llfilled the conflict's moral 

purpose. In the fitwe the uation would ''be called upon to rejoice that Providence had 

over-ruled a wicked war, begun in the interest ofthe slaveholder, to make it end in the 

emancipation of the slave.770 Hoperlly, the experience of war would instill in 

@ Globe, Novembw 11.1863. 

'O Globe, April 6, 1865. 



Americans a greater sense of humility and introspection. The Giok found satisfaction 

in the evidence that at '?he height oftheir seIf-glorification over the result," America's 

public speakers arpressed ''genuine thiddbhess to God for his goodness in fieeiag 

them fkom dire calamity." This reahation led the Globe to hope that "the trials 

through which they have passed have sobered and reudered more dignified the uatiod 

character ofthe American people.'"' 

The Globe, in essessiag the war, emphasized the moral issue of slavery, the 

inherent dangers of republicanism, and the instruction which its readers might draw 

from the conflict. These themes, and the extent to which they parallel commentary in 

the Witness and the Record, underscore the paper's Free Church beritatge as well as its 

importance in disseminating opinion influenced by a Scots Evangelical world view. 

Conclusion 

A Free Church Presbyterian perspective influenced the Civil War commentary of 

the Presbyten" Witness, the EccesiaSficaI and Mimunay Record, and the Toronto 

Giobe. The papers strongly emphasized the centrality of the moral issue of slavery to 

the cotrflict, and linked the United States7 form of government to the nation's social 

and political rupture. Moreover, the Civil War was a significant event for British North 

America as well as the United States, and served as a point of reference for the 

emerging Canadian nation. The similarities in the papers7 views speak of the extent to 

which Free Church Presbyterianism in British North America looked to its Scottish, 

Globe, April 12, 1865. 



and not British North American, religious and historical heritages for guidance in 

analyzing current issues- 

The particular importance placed on the American political system as a cause of the 

war differentiates Free Church Presbyterian commentary fiom the views of mainstream 

Northern Presbyterians and other evangelicals who, while espousing similar anti- 

slavery views, melded their posaninermial social activism with a significant reverence 

for the American Union The parallels between the papers' criticisms of the American 

Constitution and the views held by smaller Scots Presbyterian bodies such as the 

Coveaauters in both the Maritime and the United States speaks to the strength ofthe 

evangelical Scots Presbyterian influence in North America importantly, the strong 

position of Free Church Presbyterianism in British North America brought these views 

to the forefkont of public thought and thus, arguably, into a position to exercise some 

innuence on Canada's emerging sense of social and political identity. 



Chapter Two--Methodists 

Methodists in the Maritimes and c d  Canada had a longer and s i @ d y  

different historical heritage in British North America fiom that of Free Church 

Presbyterians. Unlike Free Church Presbyterians, whose intense, rewnt links with 

Scotland produced a relatively uniform perspective in British North America on social 

and political issues in the United States, Methodists were a group hctured by national 

association, political views, and difliering religious and historical heritages. 

The two main groups of Methodists in British North America were Wesleyans, who 

predominated in the Maritimes and comprised the majority of Methodists in central 

Canada, and Methodist Episcopals, who constituted a substantial minority of 

Methodists in central Canada. Three periodicals are the focus of this chapter. The 

Provincial WesIeyan, published in Halifax, and the Chritirm & d m ,  published in 

Toronto, were Wesleyan Methodist papers. The Camrio Christian Advocate, 

published in Hamilton, was the periodical serving Methodist Episcopals in central 

Canada. The editorial positions of these papers toward the Civil War were influenced 

by differing religious and historical heritages and were shaped by events in both the 

United States and British North America. As such, the reaction of British North 

American Methodists to the war is typified by differing regional views of the conflict's 

causes and issues. 

Maritime Methodists and John McMumy of the Ptovincial Wesleypcm 

Nineteentb-centuq Maritime Methodism reflected the region's close ideological 

and political ties with Britain The denomination was shaped by a set of historical 

circumstances which ailied it closely to British, rather than American Methodism 



Subsequently, the response of Maritime Methodists to the American Civil War must be 

set witbin the context of a denomination W y  oriented toward British, rather than 

Amenan, religious, social, and poIitical values- 

The roots of Nova Scotia Methodism can be traced to the late eighteenth centurycentury 

Between 1772 aad 1775, a group of immigrants fiom YorLsbire, England settled in 

Nova Scotia; many had previously belonged to Methodist societies in England, and 

maintained contact with English Methodist founder John WesIey. One of this number, 

Wfiam Black, was converted to Methodism in 1779 and began to disseminate 

Methodist views in the wake of the religious f ~ o u r  spawned by Congregatioaalist 

'New Lightyy preacher Henry AUiw throughout Nova Scotia during the same period. 

After the American Revolution, the ranks of Methodism in Nova Scotia were bolstered 

by the influx of thousands of Loyalists. These Loyalists, a number of whom were 

Methodists and who formed part of a consewathe Halifax elite,' were ideologically 

opposed to the polit id ideals of the revolution which had forced them fiom their 

American homes2 

The British orientation of Methodism in Nova Scotia was made permanent by the 

connection which its leaders sought with the mother Westeyan movement in England. 

In 1783 Wesley agreed to aid Black in his request for British volunteers who wuld 

establish a Methodist organization in the Later, in 1800, Black formally 

Grant ''Mecbodia OrigiaJ in Mantic Canada," in Charies R Seobie and Iobn Webau Grant, edr, 
The Contnion of Methodism to Atlantic Canada (Kingston & Montnxl: McGill-Queen's 
University Ress, 1992), 40. 

Neil Sempie, The Lord's Dominion: The Histow of Canadh Methodirm (Montreal & Kingston: 
MdSill-Queen' s University Press, l9%), 3 1-32. 



sought Nova Scotia's entry into the British Wesleyan ~onference.' Subsequently, 

Bishop Francis Asbury of the Methodist Episcopal Church in the United States was 

reluctant to send preachers to a region which was tied to the British organization, and 

which he regarded as a foreign outpost outside his denominational sphere.' 

By the turn ofthe nineteenth century, then, Mkkhe Methodists enjoyed a close 

relationship with British Wesleyanism, Earn which they recdved organizational 

support and religious directiont16 The British Wesleyan heritage of the Maritime 

Methodist leadership reflected itself in the political views which played a significant 

part in directing the denomination's poIitical outlook &republican and keen to 

retain their ties with the British mooarchy and the Wesleyan mother denomination, the 

region's Methodist leadership resembled British Methodism in their political views.' 

IbiQ 5041; George A Rawlg4 The Canada Fi: Radical Evan@icalism in British North America, 
1775-18 12 (Kingston & Montreal: McGill-Queen's University Ress, 1994), 133, Rawlyk argues that 
this move was in pazt due to the position of American Methbdist Episcopal leader Francis A&my 
who, wary of the region's religious enthusiasm, stopped sending itinerants to Nan Scota. a decision 
which forced h&bdi& in the region to pursue closer ties with British Methodists. 

Goldwin French, Pvaolv and Politics: The role of the Weslevan Metha%& in U p r  Caoada and 
the Maritimes from 1780 to 1855 (Toronto: Rpemn, 1%2), 59. French notes, for example, that at the 
1823 Nova Scoth Distn'ct Meeting, over half the clew pesent were post-18 12 immigrants, and tbat 
only two were nativelbom Nova Scotians 

' Symptomatic ofthis pempxth was the accommodating relationship which existed between Nova 
b t i a  Methodists and the povi.lce's Anglican heirarch- &ring the first third of the nineteenth 
century? with Methodist leaders emphasizing their tolerance for an established church and declining 
to involve themselves in political struggles over religious rights, Anglicans, in return, viewed 
Methodism as a socially stabiliziag inaue~~ce whose reach extendedkpnd their own to include the 
region's middle and lower classes, Even as the ceataty progressed and Maritime Metha&& 
developed a of i n d e p e h ?  and &spite the &nomination's imolvement in dBerem fhcets 
of Maritime politid life, Methakt leadership in the region was m e d  by pro-British loyalty and 
an emphasis on political stability- See Semple, Lard's Dominioa 103; French, Parsons and Rolitics, 
62,95,210; Grant, "Methadist Origins in Atlantic Canada," 4 3 4 .  



While mid-aiaeteenth ceatury Maritime Methodism was characterized by a politid 

conservatism which stressed the British connection, it retained an evangelical 

perspeaive which placed much importance on moral issues. In S a d  Job, New 

Brunswick, it has been noted that Wesleyans played a leading role in promoting the 

causes of temperance and Sunday school edudotl,' Wesleyan Methodist interest in 

moral rdorm was rooted m the conviction that reforming the individual's behaviour 

was a key element of his spirihral regeneration, and was compounded by the growing 

postndlennialism during the nineteenth century which held that social reformation on a 

national scale would accelerate Christ's return to earth. 

Two strong motives, one toward political conservatism and the other toward 

evangelical moral reform, directed Maritime Wesleym Methodists during the period of 

the American Civil War- Both were reflected in the commentary of the Rev. John 

McMurray7 editor of the Provincial WesIeyarr7 published in Halifsx. A political 

conservative who viewed political events largely for their relevance to religion and 

morality7 he was particularly critical of the United States' form of government for the 

role it played in the nation's current crisis. 

The North's embrace of the American Constitution as an iastrument of political 

fkeedom struck McMurray as arrogant and idolatrous. With the commencement of 

military engagement in 1861, he criticised the Northern press for exaggerating the 

Union forces' victories instead of offering a hctual assessment, and accused it of 

construing mistruths to serve as a rallying point for the North. Simply put, Northerners 

T. W- Acheson. Saint John: The Making of A CoIonial Uxbn Communitv floronto: University of 
Toronto Press, 1985), 156, 16243. 



were too williog to espouse nationalist rhetoric at %is sad and solemn &sis in their 

history," a time when they should be & W i g  a greater sense of critical introspection. 

Especially galling was the 

--.constaut exhiion of bravado and bombast and extravagant self-conceit, ill 
supported, as yet, by actual performance. Month after month, have we been 
reading, in the columns ofthe Northem press, the most Wsome laudation of 
almost everything connected with the Federal Union The Federal Constitution, a 
matchless creation of political perfion The Federa1 Government, the purest, the 
wisest, and strongest the world ever saw. The American people, f%iW to the 
Union, the best, the noblest, the most patriotic on earth.' 

McMurray7s criticism of the Noah's tendency toward self-gltdication originated in a 

wariness of turning government into a form of idolatry. This view, rooted in his 

political co~l~ervatism, closely resembled that put forward by Free Church 

Presbyterians in British North America. 

The United States' form of government further offended McMurray because 

reverence for the Union appeared to have supplanted reverence for C h r i s t i e  in the 

nation In an editorial discussion of the various forms and dangers of idolatry, the 

American Union was roundly condemned as an idol currently bringing disaster to the 

people who worshipped it. Here, McMurray's political conservatism melded with a 

religious heritage inherited fiom John Wesley which, as Goldwin French has noted, 

caused Methodists to see events in terms of their religious ~i@cance.'~ The 

American Union was an idol 

... we must m e ,  because of his recent origin and remarkable peculiarities. He is a 
native of what was once the United States of America. His name is Union. A day 

'* Goldwin French, T h e  Evangelical Creed in Canada," in Shield of Achilles: ArPeas of 
Canada in UE Victorian Age (Toronto: M c C l e W  and Stewart, 1%8), 25-26. 



in every year has for a long time past been set apart, as a day of special devotion to 
this god. In the national coutlds he bas been more honoured then the Living 
God- -until at length, the God of heaven, in vindi~8tl*on of His own honour, has 
overthrown in vengeance this R i d ,  and now he lies prostratey unable to help 
himself or others. ..God is aow curing them in a severe Manner of idolany. 'l 

McMmyY political consewatism, forged in the particular historical development of 

Methodism in the and his evangelical tendency to see events through the 

lens of religion moved bim to view the North's political views as a m o m  and 

idolatrous- 

Slavery, as the key issue dividing the United States, could not be considered 

separately tiom the system of government which, in McMurray7s opinion, had allowed 

its continued existence. Regardless of W e  immediate result on the politics of the 

country," the war portended 

... the speedy and certain doom of the abominable system..Could its veil once be 
removed, slavery would instantly wither and become dead in the burning light of 
the nineteenth century. This secession movement will do much towards stripping 
off that veil. * 

McMurray singled out the American political system for the protection it offered to 

Southern slavery. From a historical perspective, internal American division had been 

assured fiom the time of the nation's founding: 

The early statesmen of the Republic started with a capital error. They imagined 
that by ctaAy Legislation they could set at nought the etemal laws of the Most 
High. They passed high-sounding resolves and called very bad things by very 
pretty names. To al l  ingenious and statesmanlike expedients did they resort. But 
all has been of no avail. The dark and detestable system which they suffered to 
remain has "grown with the growth and strengthened with the strength" of the 
country. To day it threatens to ruin it, as it ruined the republics of Attica and 
~ome.  l3 



Thus, the political framework of the United States bore signiscant responsibility for 

the entrenchment of slavexy within American society- From tbis perspective, the 

attempt to accomoQte an immoral institution through legislation had, &om the 

nation's inception, laid the fomdhg for the current social and political crisis. 

John McMwray7s view that the American political system bore the responsibility 

for the accomodation of slavery differentiated him fiom the large nutnber of 

Protestants in the United States who, it has been noted, identified Christianity with 

republicanismM Like Maritime Free Church editor Robert Murray, McMurray did not 

see the importance of maintaining the Unioa; rather, he argued that the war must be 

fought over the moral issue of slavery, regardless of the politid changes wrought in 

the United States. To this end, he advocated the nation's sectional disunion, in order 

to isolate the slaveholding South and hasten the emancipation of blacks in the region 

McMurray7s advocacy of disunionism parallels, to an extent, the radical frioge of 

abolitionists in the North who, prior to the war, pursued a similar course of action. 

Followers of William Lloyd Oarrison, for example, rejected religion and argued for 

disunion of the United States on the grounds that both the Bible and the American 

Constitution had been used by the South to defend slavery.'5 In contrast, Northern 

members of the Methodist Episcopal Church in the United States played a prominent 

role in opposing the Gamsonian radicalism of the 1830s and 1840s, and held that 

" Wesfeym, January 9, 186 1. 
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emancipation must be dcted within the adsting fhmework of the Amerecan political 

systemt6 

More expected are the p d e l s  between McMurray's opinion on disunion and 

those of British Methodist editors. There, as W. Harrison Daniel has noted, 

denominational commentators questioned whether the North was fighting to end 

slavery or to maintain the Unioa Some British editors firrther advocated disunion on 

the grounds that a weakened United States would be less of a threat to world peace." 

McMurray too did not see the preservation of the Union as fundamental to the 

abolition of slavery during the war, and argued instead that the separation of North 

and South might do more to hasten the end of slavery than a bitter fight to keep the 

Union whole. Arguing that "the race is not always to the swift nor the battle to the 

strong," he did not see the North's apparent military superiority as necessarily 

beneficial to American slaves. lastead, he interpreted Lincoln's claim that the North 

was fighting with the intent of preserving the Union as, in facf ddrimental to the fate 

of slaves in the United States. Any war fought for the presewation of Union, aad 

supported by the legal framework of the American Constitution, could in fact be seen 

as reinforcing Southern slavery, given the South's record of using the Americas legal 

system to protect slavery. Furthermore, to conquer the South "would involve vast and 

perpetual expense," with the likelihood that such an occupation would only intensify 

IS James Brewer S t e w a ~  Hotv Warriors: The Abolitionists and American Slavem (New York: Hiu 
and Wang, 1976), 89,93,88; McKivigin, The War a m  Pdavenr Reiipion, 58-59. 

' 6  Donald G. Mathews, Slaverv and Merhodisn: A Chamr in American Moralitv 1780-1845 
(Princeton: Rinceton University Press, 1%5), 170-174. 
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sectional discord and lead to firEure conflict- His solution was to allow Southern 

independence, with a view toward the formation of a "cordon of the Free States" to 

"engirde the Slave Empire and prevent its expamion-" This course of action, he 

argued, %odd be the d t  least detrimental to human liberty7 and least injurious to 

the gee people of the United states."" 

The WesIeycm 's position did not change d e r  the Emancipation Proclamation came 

into e f f i  on January 1, 1863. McMucf8y7s first comment on Lincoln's abolition 

measure reiterated his position that the most effective method of freeing the South's 

slaves was to let the Confderacy separate and wait for the inevitable death of slavery. 

Moreover, to continue the war was, he felt, a needless waste of life in the United 

States. Maritime Wesleyaas, he argued, "long[ed] for peace," and 'tegard[ed] the 

continuance of the war, so utterly hopeless as it has been for some time pa st... as 

involving the North ia still deeper national guilt." Nor did he see '%he truckling policy 

of Abraham Lincolu," as he terrned the Emancipation Proclamation, to be a significant 

antislavey measure. Rather' he argued that 

The Highest will give the word in His own time, "Let the oppressed go free." This 
may not, in its West sense, be accomplished immediately, though it cannot be fa  
in the firture. We hope to see, however, as a direct and immediate result of this 
war, that the grosser forms ofthe iniquity of slavery will be abolished ... that the 
negro shall be recognised in his claims of the rights of manhood ... that it shall be 
allowed to continue only in such a form as in the Providence ofGod may be 
necessary to introduce him to the blessings of advanced christian civilization ... 19 

Lincoln's explicit antislavery measure did not, then satisfy McMmay. Instead, the 

war's human cost outweighed the bends of immediate emancipation., especially as he 

" Wesleym, July 31. 1861. 



was convinced that allowing the Confederacy to separate would bring about the 

abolition of slavery, aIb& at a slower pace. 

To John McMurray, the Americaa Civil War was a moral conflict which was 

rooted in the flawed polit id institutions ofthe United States. This perspective was 

forged both by his evangelical moral opposition to slavery as well as the political 

consewatism of Maritime Methodism As such, disunion ofthe United States appeared 

as a viable option for ending the conflict and hastening the emancipation of the South's 

slaves. McMurray7s assessment of the war and the course which he felt the North 

should pursue differentiated him fiom Methodist Episcopals in the North, and allied 

him more closely to American abolitionist radicals and, in particular, to British 

Methodist editors. 

Background-Methodism in Central Canada 

The response of Methodists to the American Civil War in the central Canadian 

provinces of Canada West and Canada East was affected by a more complex historical 

heritage than that of Methodists in the Maritimes. Unlike the Maritime, where 

Methodists Uljforndy were dram ideologicaily to Britain, Methodists in central 

Canada were influenced by both British and American religious and political ideas. 

Reflecting these differiog national influences, two dittering denominational forms, 

Wesleyan Methodism and Methodist Episcopaliruu'sm, shaped Methodist ideology in 

the region. These dual influences allowed for a more complex assessment of American 

political events than that offered by John McMurray of the WesIqan. 

L9 Wesfeyan, February 4, 1863. 



U&e the Maritimes, whose Methodist population was iduenced largely by 

British Wesleyan ministers, the population of central Canada induded a substantial 

number influenced by American Methodist Episcopais in the province's eady years. 

Preachers such as William Case and Hemy Ryan spent much of  Caoada's first quarter 

century spreading an enthusiastic Methodism which took as its source the reyivalisrn 

occurring in the adjacent United states." The ease with which religious ideas spread 

across the border became evident as the American Methodist Episcopal organizational 

framework quickly established itselfin central ~anada'' 

Importantly7 Methodists in the region were affected by political tensions between 

the United States and British North America The War of 1812 between the United 

States and Britain, which played itself out in large part on Canadian soil, affected the 

closeness of the religious relatiomhip between American Methodist Episcupals arid 

those in Canada Because of their close Arnexican ties, Methodists were perceived as 

having been disloyal during the 1812-14 conflictP This perception was compounded 

by the expansion -of British Wesleyan Methodism, more conservative in its religious 

and political outlook, into the region during the period. To reduce competition, in 

1820 both factions of central C d a n  Methodism reached an agreement whereby 

Wesleyan activity was limited to 

East) and Methodist Episcopal 

Kingston, York and Lower Canada (later Canada 

activity to Upper Canada (subsequently Canada 

" RawIyk Canada Fi 143-161- 
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west)." Later, in 1828, Canadian Methodist Episoopals, still seasitive to cbarges that 

they were unduly sympathetic toward American political ideas, formed an 

organizational conference independent of the American Methodist Episcopal ~ h u r c h * ~  

The two branches of Methodism did not, however, move entirely in dafaent paths. 

In 1833, centraI C d - a n  Methodist Episoopals and Wesleyans, trying to avoid 

destructive competition, sought a compromise through union A significant number of 

Methodist Episcopals, however, wary of the Wesleyans' political cooservative and 

intent on retaining their episcopal form of organization, withdrew from the new union 

in 1834 to reconstitute a Methodist Episcopal Church which would last through to the 

permanent union ofthe Canadian branches of Methodism in 1 8 8 4 . ~  

Internal conflict continued to characterize the remainiog members of the 1833 

union, known as the Wesleyan Methodist Church in Caoada Despite the departure of 

many Methodist Episcopals in 1834, a significant number remained within the union; 

their political ideals Mered sharpy fkom the more conservative Methodists whose 

background was British Wesleyanism, The issue of voIuntarism, or state support, 

remained a point of contention between the two groups within the union. At the core 

of the debate was the province's distriiution of "clergy reserves," an endowment 

intended for the support of the Anglican Church in central ~aaada? Members with 

an American background such as Egerton Ryerson whose opposition to a state- 

' Semple, Lord's Dominion, 5 1. 
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supported Anglican church led him to support reform politics in central Canada, came 

into conflict with conservative members such as Matthew Richey and Joseph Stinson 

who were willing to accept exclusive state support for the Anglican church in 

canadan The tension between political reformers and conservatives within the &on 

was heightened with the Rebellion of 1837; once again, in the wake of the region's 

political unrest, Methodists were labelled by political and religious conse~~atives as 

disloyal? These underlying tensions led to a breakup of the union in 1840, with the 

conservative members of the denomination re-establishing connections with the British 

Conference and the more refor-minded members establishing an independent Canada 

Conference- Neither group prospered independently, however, and in 1847 reunited 

fiuther to form one Wesleyan organization in Canada West. In 1854, Wesleyans in 

Canada West and Canada East united to form a strengthened Wesleyan denomination 

in central Canada. The denomination remained financially connected to the parent 

British Wesleyau conference, though increased responsiibitity for its operation 

devolved onto Canadian Wesleyan auth~rities.~ 

During the period of the Civil War, then, WesIeyans and the smaller group of 

Methodist Episcopals co-existed in central Canada and reflected the dual Anglo- 

American influence on Methodism ia the region. Methodist Episcopals in Canada 

preferred an episcopal system of church organization similar to that of Methodism in 

27 Semple, LAWS Dominion, 94-95. 
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the United States, as well as a more rural, revivalistic form of re1i&oaM They 

continued to d e c t  the independence of post-Revolutionary American Methodism, 

where Francis Asbury adapted British Wesleyan principles to the newly-independent 

nation's differing political and religious needs.3' Canadian Wesleyans, meanwhile, 

changed the definition of loyalty to Britain by stressing allegiance to the British 

motherland while maintaining that the state should regard religious denominations 

equally and without Thus, both American and British historical heritages 

continued to influence Methodism in central Camda, and diffintiated it &om the 

British-oriented m v e  of Wesleyan Methodism in the Madhes. 

This dual influence was exemplified by the fact that Wesleyans and Methodist 

Episcopals in the region each sought recognition tiom the American Methodist 

Episcopal Church as the legitimate body of independent Canadian Metbodism 

Between 1836 and 1864 the two groups of Methodists competed for financial support 

and the right to sit as delegates at the American General Conference-crucial 

considerations in a period when both groups continued to compete for members within 

the province. Importantlyy this recognition was granted to the Methodist Episcopal 

Church in Canada during the Civil War in 1864, after repeated appeals by delegates 

Clark Church and Sect, 3 15. 
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fiom both branches of Camdim Methodism to the General Codimmce of the 

American Methodist Episcopal ~hurch," 

hportdy,  this competition for recognition f?om American Methodism affected 

central CannAian Wesleyans' assessment of slavery in the United States during the 

mid-nineteenth century. The connection between central Canadian and American 

Mettrodism and the issue of slavery took on heightened meaning in light of the 1844 

debate between Northern and Southem Methodists over the right of Methodist 

clergymen to own slaves. Seeing the debate as a direct rebuke of their regional culture, 

which included slavery, Southern Methodist delegates to the conference met the 

following year to form the Methodist Episcopal Church, south? 

Significantly, the retention of a number of border state Methodist churches within 

the Northern General Conference meant that the American Methodist Episcopal 

Church with whom both branches of Cananian Methodists sought closer connections 

still contained slaveholders within its ranks.3s M e n  Stouffer has argued that for this 

reason C d a n  Wesleyans were reluctant to criticize either slavery or the American 

Methodist Episcopal Church through the 1840's and 1850's." As we& the issue of 

slavery was symptomatic of continuing tensions between reform and conservative 

a WEL. Smi* The  Method& Episcopal Church in Canada, 1833-1883," The Buiietin ( L M ) ,  11. 
On the competition between Methodist Episcapals and Wesleyans for membership during the mid- 
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elements within Can& Wesleyanism The dewmination's most conservative 

members were also vigorous opponents of slavery and American influences within the 

church, and reflected the importation of British Wesleyan antislavery ideas into the 

centrai Canadian context. The antislavery voice became muted, however, as the 

Canadian WesIeyan Church sought closer ties with Methodist Episcopals in the United 

States. Strong supporters of abolitioa such as Ephraim Evans, an English-born 

Wesleyan minister who acted as editor of the Guardian from 1835 to 1838 were 

moved to the margins of the organization, thus reducing anti-slavery agitation within 

the denomination-37 

Methodist Episcopals in ceutral Canada also took into consideration the 

competition for American recognition when commenting on slavery in the United 

States. Though staunchly antislavery, Methodist Episcopais maintained that Southern 

Methodists bore a large degree of respom'bility for the perpetuation of slavery in the 

American South, and were much quieter on the accomodation of the remaining 

slaveholders within Northern ~ethodism.~' As such, their moral opposition to slavery, 

like that of Wesleyans in central Canada, was affected by the desire for recognition by 

the American church, and W e r  reveals the extent to which Methodism in the region 

continued to be affected by its historical connection to the United States. 

Stouffer, The Linht of Nature and tbe Law of God, 158. 
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The dual Anglo-American influences on central Canrrdlanrrdlm Metbodism were 

represented by the editors of the WesIeyan Chriitian Guardim, published in Toronto, 

and the Methodist Episcopal Cmrcrrh Chn'snbn Amtocare, published in Hamilton 

Importantly, editorship ofthe C ~ ~ m  Guardiim passed in 1860 fiom James Spencer 

to Wellington JefEers, a British-born ~ e s l e y a m ~ ~  As editor he took a keen interest in 

the abolition of slavery, this interest, it bas been argued, was derived from his close 

kuowledge of British antislavery efforts? In contrast to the influence of British 

Wesleyanism on J&ks, the editor of the Methodist Episcopal Cmtrr&r Chridan 

Advocate, James Richardson, was influenced by American Methodist ideas. 

Richardson became both a bishop of the Methodist Episcopal Church and editor of the 

Advocate in 1858, and held both positions until his death in 1875. A former editor of 

the Chnhnstian Guardian from 1832-1833, Richardson left the Wesleyan church in 1836 

because of his opposition to the influence of British conservatives within the 

conference. As a result, he worked for the following year in an American Methodist 

Episcopal church at Auburn, New York Upon his return to the Methodist Episcopal 

Church in Canada he assumed an active role in the promotion of moral causes in the 

province as a member of  the Upper Canada Bible Society and the Temperance 

Reformation Society- Richardson's deep interest in moral issues were likely affected 

by his experience in the United States, given the currents of social reform active in 

New York state during the period.41 
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Ceatral CaDadian Methodism, then, was influenced strongly by both British and 

American religious heritages- These haitages were reflected in the organizational 

history of Wesleyans and Methodist Episcopals in the region, and were fbher  affected 

by historical developments in Canada West which forced both groups of Methodists to 

define their political and religious positions in the province. Both groups continued to 

compete for recognition &om the American Methodist Episcopal Church in a manner 

which affected their commentary on slavery, the pre-eminent social and political issue 

in the United States during the period Finally, given Richardson's participation 

initially in the Wesleyan church, both editors reflected the dual Anglo-American 

influence on central Canadian Methodism. These influences would be reflected in their 

commentary on the Civil War, which differed substantially fiom that of Maritime 

Methodist editor John McMurray. 

Wellington Seffen and the C W d k t  Gumdian 

During the American Civil War, the political and religious views of central 

Canadian Wesleyan Methodists differed significantly fiom that of the perspective of 

Wesleyan Methodists in the Maritimes- Owing to a historical heritage in central 

Canada in which the American Methodist Episcopal Church influence figured 

prominently in religious and political debate, Wesleyan Methodists in the region did 

not, like those in the Maritimes, cling steadfastly to negative views of the United 

States. The commentary of Wellington J e @ i 7  editor of the Chri&im Gumdb, on 

events in the United States was of a fkr more moderate tone than that of John 

" Goidwin French, "James Richardson," DCB 10: 615-17. Though interested in the American style 
of Methodism, Richardson's loyalty to his own povince bad already been proven, A veteran of the 



McMmy of the Wesl'. Rather than linldng republicqnism and slavery to the war, 

l & i  offiefed a much broader and neutral d i . d o n  of the war's political issues. 

And, while slavery coasumed much of his attention, so too did a variety of religious 

issues reiated to the war. 

The dual Anglo-American influence on central Canedian Wesleyan Methodism was 

evident in l&ers' moderate view of repubtianism- Importantly, he was less convinced 

than McMurray of the inherent tidli'bility of republicanism and the superiority of 

monarchy- Outlining his desire to see an ideal nation which was ''truiy and entirely 

Christian," Jeffks had to admit that %e world has never yet seen such a nation-" The 

ideal Christian d o n  

..... would be one in which the Word of God was universally read, believed, and 
understood; where Christian ordinances were universally established and f-y 
attendedJts d e n  would fw God, its legislators would be wise and f w  its 
judges upright, its public servants incor~uptable.~~ 

The ideal nation was to be defined in religious terms, then, rather than according to its 

form of civil government- 

Jeffers fiuther defined his vision of the ideal nation by commenting on the role 

which republicanism had played in instigating the war. In reference to an editorial in 

the New York Chrisr-m Adkate  which defended American republicanism in Light of 

the conflict, he held that imperfection was not particular to any specific form of 

government, but was endemic to those governments which neglected religious values. 

The United States' republican form of government was not inherently flawed- Rather, 

War of 1% 12, Richardson lost his left arm while fighting American forces at the battle of Ckwego in 
1814. 
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it was "sad to think that the %onuption of politics7 is so universal. It is not confined to 

the Uaited States; there is plenty of it in Enghd and France, an4 we feer, in Canada 

too." Only with a ''general abhorrence of the infidel doctrines of seffishness 

expediency, and utilitarianism," and with a "resoIute ...regard for the principles and 

institutions of the only religion of truth"' could governments of various character rise 

above imperfection and approach leffers' vision of the ideal nation. 

leffers' lack of hostility toward the United States' form of government led to a 

more balanced assessment of the United States and Anglo-American relations during 

the war. In the wake of the North's s e k m  of the Trent in November 1861, and 

amidst internationat tension over the capture of two Coafederate agents fkom a British 

ship in international waters, leffm sought to portray to his readers the similarities, 

rather than differences7 between Britain and the United States. In a political 

atmosphere in which American, British and British North American commentators 

feared and expected waGu Jeffers maintained Canada's political independeace while 

stressing the religious ties which transcended intemational borders. 'The Canadians," 

argued Jeffi" are loyal to Britain; they prefer their own political institutions; they 

have not, and never had, a desire to be one of the United States." Jeffers' words 

implied a nationalist perspective rooted in Canadian Wesleyan Methodists' historical 

sensitivity to accusations of disloyalty to Britain, particularly after the Rebellion of 

1837. His assertion of loyalty to Britain was, however, moderated by the view that 

similarities, rather than differences7 characterized the Anglo-American relationship. 

j3 Gu~fdm, October 14,1863. 



This perspective was essential in the atmosphere of competition between Wesleyans 

and Methodist EpiscopaIs for recognition by American Methodism. Canadian 

Wesleyans, he stated, 

... desire friendship, and are anxious above all things that the two great kindred 
nations of the earth, the two great nations which bave so much in common, so 
much that is similar, should always love each other, and always help each other in 
every good work upon earth4' 

Even at a time of politid crisis, J e f f i '  assessment of the United States was moderate 

and emphasized Anglo-American social and refigious cornmo&es rather than 

poIitical differences. 

Jeffers offered a strongly postmiliennial view of the centdity of  slavery to the war. 

However, without explicitly Linking slavery to republicanism, as did Iohn McMurray, 

he emphasized the importance of the American Union in aboiishing the Southern 

institution Slavery was the product of the American South, not the American political 

system. As such, the abolition of slavery was best assured by Northern victory and a 

strong, reunited America. 

The American Civil War was, to JefKers, essentially a trial through which God 

would cleanse the United States of a tremendous moral transgression. As in the case of 

Iohn McMurray, he viewed the war largely in terms of its religious significance. 

Jeffers argued that ''if if governments were thnrthfirl, upright, and honourabIe, there 

need never be such as thing as war." However, ''until the world is renewed, there will 

always be some nations actuated by a wicked and reckless selfishness." The paper's 

readers could take consolation in the fact that 



..He who rules over al l  is able to make all these conflicts work for the world's 
ultimate weWee It is awrl and homble to see such bloody slaughter in the 
fhtricidal American war, but ifit fkes four millions of slaves, ifit eees the nation 
fiom the corrupting influea~x ofslavery, ifit dehers this whole continent f?om 
slavery, and extinguishes it throughout the world, for all fbture time, will not this 
war be productive of goodf 

Wellington J d m '  interpretation of the war as a fight for slave emancipation was 

consistent with a postdenoial assessment of the conflict- The Civil War, then, was 

evidence of God's intervention in human agaLs, for the express purpose of ending 

Southern slavery. 

To J&ers, the respoosiility for slavery lay with the South's defense of its society. 

Key to this interpretation was the role which the Southern churches played in 

defending slavery. Biblical defences of slavery were but a mask for the defence of an 

entire social system, Those who followed the South's religious press would quickly 

see that it was "not slavery in the abstract that they are defending, but the whole 

Southern system with all its wrongs." The actions of Southern churches showed that 

the war, while national in scale, was ultimately rooted in individual subjugation. 'The 

course of the Southern churches7" argued Jeffm in discussing Southern religious 

journals such as the Nashville Adhate  which advocated war as a means of defending 

slavery, 

... is every way to be deplored. By firmly and prudently checking acknowledged 
evils, by seeking gradually to abate the severity of slavery, by instilling principles 
of mercy and justice toward the slave; by preparing the way for the extinction of 
the whole system, they might become the saviours oftheir country. But at present 
their course only aggravates i ts miseries." 



The South's churches, then, were particularly tesponsiible for maintaining the social 

system which, in J&m' view, had led the United States to war. 

Importantly, Jeffh held that the resolution of the conflict, and of the slavery issue, 

lay within the context of a reunited American Union. In this respect, his view of the 

war closely corresponded with Northern Methodist opinion It has been noted that 

Northern evaageticals, including Methodists, gravitated toward the Whig, and then the 

Republican, party in the decade before the war? The propensity of these Northern 

evangelicals to view the Republican party as a vehicle for the moral reformation of the 

United States was reflected by JefKers who, ~ L U &  the war, stridently supported 

Lincoln's expressed purpose of fighting to maintain the Union This perspective led 

him to confiront his Maritime colleague John McMurmy about the sincerity of his 

antislavery convictions. Specifically, he took the Provincial Wesieym to task for its 

proposal that the American Union be dissolved in the hope that isolating the South 

would hasten the end of slavery. 

The basic philosophical difference between the Maritime and centraI Canadian 

Wesleyan editors over the military and political course which the North should pursue 

was expressed in the Gum&an in the autumn of 1864. Two American Methodist 

Episcopal periodicals, the New York Chriktian A&ocate and the Cinchatti Western 

Christian Advmute, published editorials which cast doubt on the strength of British 

North American Methodist support of the Northern cause. The New York paper took 

issue with both British and Canadian Wesleyaas for seeing emancipation and 



presetvation of the Union as separate issues, while the Cinchatti periodical insinuated 

that Canadian Wes1eyans were not as supp&e of the Northern war dort as they 

might be due to the recognition that year of the Canadian Methodist Episcopal Church 

by the pareat American Methodist organbtio~~, Both papers were reacting to the 

position taken by the Maridime ProM'muI Wesieycm. The New York CIaistian 

Aduomte, for example, refmeti to Wesiepm editor John McMurray as "a Wesleyan 

apo10gist for slavery" in reference to McMmy's stated editorial position that the 

North was fighting for maintenance of the Union alone, and that the Confederacy 

should be allowed its independence. 

Both American papers received swift and extensive replies f?om the Gumdim. To 

the New York paper, which argued that Canadian Methodists had shown relatively 

W e  support for the North's fight to preserve the Union, the Gumdim replied that its 

antislavery position was, in fBct, proof of their support for the Northern cause. He 

pointed to his critics that the Gumdim had Ckepeatedly contained editorials decidedly 

condemning the objects of the South and contending that slavery was the sde cause of 

the war ... it has never given utterance to one sentiment of a different This 

view of slavery as the key issue of the war d i d  substantially fiom McMurray's 

assertion that American republicanism was in large part responsible for the nation's 

sectional division. 

Johnson. Redsemin~ America, 152-154; Carwuctin+ "Evangelicals, htitics, and the Coming of 
the American Civil War," 206-207. 
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To the Westem Chn'&cm Advacate, I & i  made clear his prefwence fiK Northern 

victory, with prrservation of the Uaion leading directly to the abolition of slavery. 

Separating the two issues might have disastrous results; the Guardirxn would 

... regard it as an i n d d a b l e  calamity to the States, and to mankind, for a great 
Southern nation to be established on the foundation of slavery We could not 
contemplate such a prospect witbout horror. As British subjects, aad still more as 
Methodists we carmot possibly wish othemise tbaa that the fiends of slavery 
may be defeated in their objects, and the fiiends of fieedom come out ofthis 
struggle purified and strengthened and delivered for ever fiom the curse of slavery. 
And as friends of h i  and the BiMe we wish and pray that Britain and America 
may always strengthen each others hands; and always be joined in f3endsbip and 
alliance to spread the blessing ofthe Gospel as well as ofcivil liberty over the 
whole earth.' 

W1th a positive view of the United States as a religious nation, and concerned 

primarily with the abolition of slavery, J & i  vigorously opposed the idea of allowing 

the political separation of the republic. This opinion was consistent with Methodist 

Episcopal editors in the North who attached much importance to the maintenance of 

the Union as a Northern goal during the conflict. 

Jeffers' opposition to Southern independence highlighted his strongly postmillenm*aI 

interpretation of slavery as the central issue of the war. Agreeing with the American 

editors who had criticized McMurray, he wrote that it was his 

... duty to say that 4lct views are as different fiom his as it is possible for them to 
be. We felt saddened and shocked to see such sentiments expressed by a Wesleyan 
editor, and we feel the utmost confidence in declaring that they are not the 
sentiments of Wesleyan Methodists in caoadaS1 

To Jeffers, the Maritime WesIeyan's proposal for Southern independence had 

'kecanted the principles of universal Methodism" which demanded an uncompromising 

SO Guardion, September 14, 1869. 



attitude toward the elimination of moral injustices such as slavery. The hgmentation 

ofthe United States would not, in his estimation, achieve this goaL Furthermore, his 

postmillermid view of slavery drew him to set the war as the went which would 

permanently eradicate the Southern institution fiom American society. The end of 

slavery was 

... now demanded by the Word o f  God, by the Providence of God, and by the cause 
of God. It is demanded by the interests, temporal and spiritual, of humanity, both 
for the present and the future. If slavery is abolished now, it is abolished for ever 
throughout the world .. . Southem slavery is an abomination to God, and a blighting 
curse upon earth. Nothing can make it justifiable or tolerable. Our respected 
contemporary must be misunderstood; but ifnot, we cannot find words too strong 
to express ow dissent tiom his views." 

Jeffers' p o d e r m i a l  view of slavery caused him, then, to see it as the defining issue 

of the war. From this perspective, the only option which he felt would obtain the 

quickest emancipation of the South's slaves was Northern victory. Maintaining the 

integrity of the American Union was crucial to this course of action This opinion 

closely aligned Jeffm with Methodists in the North. As we4 this position further 

highlighted a significant difference between himself and John McMurray, whose 

political conservatism moved him to see the American Union as, in fjlcf ammodating 

slavery, and who saw Southern independence as an effdve, though gradual, route to 

the abolition of slavery. 

Subsequent debate between the Gumdim and the Wesfeyyra showed that, unlike 

their views on the Union, their difference on the slavery issue was a matter of means 

rather than principle. The Wesf' maintained that its convictions were resolutely 

Guardan, &tobt~ 26,1864. 
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abolitionist, and that 'kere there no choice but the immediate emancipation of the 

negroes ofthe Soutb, or their perpetd enshvement, we should unhesitatingly prefkr 

the formern However, McMurray maintained that Lincoln's emancipation policy could 

be wnsidered little more than a war measure, and not part of God's greater scheme 

for fieeing Southern slaves. "What Providence may be working out by tbis war for the 

benefit is one thing," he wrote, "but what the Federal Government are hoping to 

accomplish by their emancipation policy, is quite mother." McMurray continued to 

promote a gradual route toward abolition He held the "conviction ... that at once to 

elevate the slaves to all the privileges of United States citizenship would not be the 

very best thing for them" What was c'theoreticaUy right may not be practically 

possible;" if mistaken, the "emor is one of philosophy rather than of morals.'43 It was 

a position which, when articulated, appeared to mollifil Wellington Jeffers. 

Subsequently, he might ccstiu Mix @om the WesIeyunCc as to the route which abolition 

should follow, but he was satisfied that "so exceUent and truly Wesleyan a paper could 

not be an advocate for the continuance of slavery.'*4 

The diffience between the two editors reveals the differing historical heritages of 

Wesleyan Methodism in the Maritimes and central Canada. In the latter region, where 

the influence of the American Methodist Episcopal church was an ongoing reality, 

Wesleyan Methodists were more open to religious and political ideas fiom the United 

States. Without the conservatism which directed John McMurray, Wellington Jeffers 

did not explicitly link republicanism to slavery and the war, and instead saw the war as 



a moral struggle against slavery best resolved through a strengthened and r d o d  

American Union. 

l e f f i  displayed considerable concern for the war's potential & i s  on American 

religion acld society. In his reply to Toronto Baptist miaister H Grattan Guinaess, 

who, d y  in 1861, had published a pamphlet concluding tbat true Christians had no 

place participating in the American wnfIict, ldm maintained that 'heither scripture 

nor history" supported such a claim J & i  exonerated Americans who fought in the 

war, arguing that 'the sin of war is wholly on those rulers who provoke ic or engage 

in it when it can be avoided." Furthermore, since he saw the war as a means to 

eradicate slavery, he viewed it as a just war, noting that it was 'hot contrary to duty 

nor to Christianity for a person to bear arms under the Government, for the defence of 

his country in a just cause, for the suppression of an unwarrantable rebellion, or for the 

punishment of evil doers.'*5 

Jeffers' acceptance of the war as a necessary means of eradicating Southern slavery 

aided him in coming to terms with a considerable dilemma kced by religious leaders 

during the conflict. Both North and South i d d e d  themselves as Christian societies, 

sought Biblical justification for their participation in the war, and accordingly 

employed rhetoric during the war which suggested that theirs was the cause nearest to 

God's wishes. Though the Gumdim solidly favoured the North in the contest, Jeff=' 

religious fiame of reference allowed him to admire '?he sincerity of the christian 

" Guardan, March 12, 1862. Entitled On the duly of Christians in the present mXs, Guhness' 
position precluded participation in the d e f i  of one's amtry, or, within the context of 
contemporary events, pertidpation in the suppession of civil rebellion 



people of the So&" He admitted that the concept of both North and South praying 

for the defeat of the other was cPerplexiag,* but maintained that Wlough one's own 

government may not have taken the oorrect... position on the disputed question," all 

Americans "ought still to pray for the pre~efvation and  we^" of their netion To 

pray Uin the spirit of envious rivalry" or 'kith a kling of batred," regardless of the 

cause, was sinti& to pray "in a spirit of pbilaathropy, that the world, the cause of 

human progress, may reap advantage Eom the result of the conflict" was the proper 

concern of Americans as well as "Christians of other natioas, who are spectators of 

this awlid strife? Here Jeffers, fiw of the sharp political bias which affected 

McMurray's interpretation of the war, could focus his view of the war as an event of 

religious and moral as well as political importance. Potdally, the Civil War might 

end slavery and, as the postmillemid tone of J&ers7 commentary indicates, aid in the 

religious regeneration ofthe United States. 

The war, however, might also impede the progress of religion in the United States. 

Jeffers argued that "allowing religion to lose ground while attending to the war" was 

potentially ''the greatest of the nation's perils."' While '?he sermons, prayers, and 

writing of American Christians have been chiefly employed upon the necessifies of the 

present struggle," he fwed that "the salvation of souls and the spirituality of the 

churches almost seemed likely to be forgotten" Of sidar concern was the fact that 

while the United States' religious leaders had diverted their attention to the war, the 

nation's politicians had also deemed the role ofreligion to be of secondary importance 

56 Guardian. August 3,1864- 



to the war's military goals. Commenting in 1863 on a '%ry curious debate" in which 

the United States Senate denied the exemption of  clergymen for active military duty in 

the Federal army, Jeffers argued that the North's govemmeat was a d y  

endangering the nation by neglecting spiritual guidance at the scpeose of milimy 

senice. Rather than concerning itself with augmenting the North's m*tary ranks, 

It would have been a proper inqlriry for these sage Senators, whether clergymen 
would not be more usefid to the nation, and a better support of the national spirit 
in the war, if employed in exercising the proper functions of their office-whether, 
indeed, those fimctiom are not absolutely necessary in time of war, to prevent the 
ruin ofthe country, by the increase of wickedness among the soldiers and the 

'' 
Thus, despite his optimistic view that the Civil War would end slavery and might 

potentially provide for the spiritual regeneration of the United States, he was alarmed 

that pragmatic mdhry and political coosiderations would turn the nation's attention 

away from what he viewed as an era of religious potential and significant social 

change. 

Jeffers, as editor of the Chrisi-ian Gumdim, reflected the Anglo-American 

influences on Wesleyan Methodism in central Canada Without a historical heritage 

which sharply moved the denomination toward political conservatism, as in the 

Maritimes, central Canadian Wesleyans such as Jeffers were more prone to assess a 

nation's value in terms of its concordance with religious values rather than viewing its 

political system as a cause of the conflict. Coupled with a view of slavery as the central 

issue of the war, JeEers interpreted the war and its causes fjlr d i f E d y  than his 

fellow Wesleyan editor John McMunay. The roots of slavery lay in the South's 

Gumdon, November 26, 1862. 



particular social system, rather than American republicanism.. Thus unlike McMuffay7 

whose political conservatism mowd him to view disunion as an acceptable means of 

ending the war and bringing about gradual emancipation, Je&rs held that the abolition 

of slavery must be attained as quickly as possiiIe within the cootad of Northern 

victory and a strong Amerkan Unioe From this perspective his views padelled those 

of Methodists in the North who aSSOciated Northern victory with the moral 

reformation of the United States. This position also moved I&ers to criticize publicly 

McMurray for his views, and to assure Methodist critics in the United States that the 

Gumdim most accurately represented British North American Methodist opinion on 

the Civil War. Fiaally7 J&ers7 moderate view of the United States' form of 

government and public opposition to McMurray must be seen in the light of the 

Wesleyan Methodist history in central Canada and of the denomination's continuing 

competition for recognition by the American church, with whom it had historic ties. 

James Richardson and the Con& CRridim A k a f e  

The Methodist Episcopal Church was the second largest group of Methodists in 

central Canada at the time of the American Civil War. James Richardson, editor of the 

denominational Canrda Christian Adroccde, was influenced in his interpretation of the 

war by his own denomination's close ties to the American sister church As noted, this 

branch of the denomination was, until 1864, in competition with the Wesleyan 

Methodist Church in Canada for recognition and support tiom the American 

Methodist Episcopal Church. This tension between Wesleyaos and Methodist 

Episcopals in central Caaada reflected a deeper ideological d0ierence between the two 

Guurdian, March 25,1863. 



groups. After 1833 the coatinuing Methodist Episcopal Church in Canada viewed 

itself as the true heir ofMettrodism, a perspective which reflected its preference for the 

epixopal form of denominational organization originally established in the regioa 

Methodist Episcopals, whose form of  church government was the same as that of the 

American Methodist Episcopal Church, feared tbat central C&*m Wesleyaas had 

allied themselves too closely with the province's Tory heirarchy in their efforts to 

dissassociate Methodism fiom elements of political radicalism in the province." 

Both of these influences moved Methodist Epismpals in central Canada to 

strengthen their denominational ties to the United States and t o  view that nation and 

its political issues through a lens less clouded by suspicion or hostility. Richardson did 

not condemn the United States for the role which its political institutions had played in 

contriiuting to the onset ofthe war, but preferred to assess the American W o n  as a 

moral agent for the emancipation of the South's slaves and for the spread of 

Christianity. Richardson's views on the Civil War lacked hostility toward the North 

and its war aims, and instead emphasized the maintenance of the American Union as 

an effective means of emanipating the South's slaves. His support of the North and its 

political strategy during the war distinguished hhn fiom John McMurray of the 

Provincial Weskyon and his critical portrayal of the defms of the United States' 

government and constitution. Richardson's views were largely consistent with those 

expressed by Welhgton l&m of the Gu0dim. However, 

shortly7 the ties between American and Canadian Methodist 

59 Semple, Lord's Daminion. 91. 
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history of Methodism history in the region, left RichardS011's Civil War commentary 

open to criticism from leflks. 

The issue of slavery was of primary interest to Richardson throughout the war. To 

Richardson, the start of the war prompted a renewed, closer exsmiaatoa of Southern 

slavery. The Ccmadz Clb+"am Adhcate, in a lengthy examhion of the details of 

Biblical slavery, concluded that % two things on earth can be more dike, both in 

principle and practice, than Hebrew and Negro ~ l a v e r y . ~  The South's religious 

leaders, attempting to just@ Southern secession, were quickly targeted as playing a 

significant role in the defense of slavery- 

Sigdicamly, Richardson was convinced that preservation of the Union and the 

emancipation of the nation's slaves were symmetrid, inseparable goals. The 

Advocate, arguing that the Confederacy was motivated solely by the desire to preserve 

slavery, insisted that fighting for the nation and fighting for the freedom of slaves were 

one and the same. It was "undeniable, that not to allow the slave States to retire in 

such an emergency, and for such a purpose, but to insist on the preservation of the 

Union, is exactly eqyivalent to a war against slavery*' With the Northern 

government's announcement of the Emancipation Proclamation after the North's 

victory at Antietarn in the autumn of 1862, the Admmte announced that Lincoln had 

"aimed a heavy blow at the head of the Slave Dragoa" There was no equivocating in 

the position that "Slavery in America, or the American Union must M. They can no 

60 Canada Christian Advocate, March 6, 186 1. 
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longer live togetherd Hem, his emphasis on the Union as central to the abolition of 

slavery p d e i e d  the view of fellow central Canadian Methodist editor Wellington 

Jeffers. 

Richardson, in common with Methodists in the North, regarded Lincoln's 

administration as a help, rather than a hindrance7 in regard to the principal issues 

involved in the Civil War. Fighting to suppress the Confederate rebellion was, in his 

opinion, synonymous with a fight against slavay. From this penpective, Ricbanlson7s 

commentary, Ore that of Jeffers, foUowed American Methodist trends closely. 

Reflecting Northern Methodist sentiment that the South's defence of slavery was the 

cause of the war, Richardson regarded the Federal government in a positive light for 

its effort to maintain the Union. A united American nation was, to Richardson, 

essential to ensuring that the United States' religious prosperity would continue. It 

was, furthermore, essential to the nation's moral condition; a separate Coafederacy 

based on slavery would only propagate an immorai institution which was unacceptable 

to Richardson As with l&ers, herein lay a significant difference in perspective 

between Richardson and Maritimer John McMurray, who argued that the roots of the 

war were to be found within the United States' political h e w o r k  The seeds of war 

were not inherent in republicanism, as McMurray had argued, but lay instead in the 

"wgratified selfishaess" of the Southern states. For Richardson, the secediag states, 

''with paracidal hands," had "rent the goodly Union, cemented in the wisdom, and by 

the blood of their f~r&thers.'~ 

~dwocute, October 15, 1862. 



The American form of goveflunent, then, was not an agent of enslavement but 

rather the most promising means by which abolition might be attained. It was a 

position which Richardson articulated clearly with the re-election of Abraham Lincoln 

to a second tam as Amaican president in November 1864. Calling Lincoln's re- 

election "a triumph of freedom," Richardson declared that the ''Presidetlt's new leasey' 

would "not end till 'liberty and union' are one." Canadian Methodist Episcopalq he 

added, had "faith in the Republican party- faith in their principles, f& in their 

President, and tddtering fkith in the God of battles and of justice who rnaketh the 

wrath o f  men to praise Him, and bringeth the counsels of the ungodly to naught.'* 

James Richardson's acceptance and endorsement of the North's government, and its 

explicit goal of fighting to restore the Union, derived &om his view of the American 

government as an institution which could enhance and presewe morals and strengthen 

America as a Christian country, rather than lead to intend division. 

Richardson and Jeffers agreed on the importance of maintaining the American 

Union as a means of abolishing slavery. However, within the context of Wesleyan- 

Methodist Episcopal competition for recognition by the parent American church, the 

two editors disagreed sharply as to political leaning which characterized Methodists in 

central Canada, In 1864, with the heightening of Anglo-American tensions during the 

war, views of the United States became a divisive issue among Wesleyans and 

Methodist Episcopals in the region. This exchange of opinion between the Gumdm 

and the Advocate7 separate from Jeffed previous engagement of Maritime editor John 

" .ldvocute. Febmasy 27,186 1. 
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M c M m y ,  allowed both central Canadian Methodist editors to clarify their political 

views against the backdrop ofthe Civil War. 

The Guardim's criticism of the political perspective of Canadr*an Methodist 

Episcopds was prompted by an editorial in the Northern Advocate, an American 

Methodist Episcopal journal which, in discussing the recognition of Canadian 

Methodist Episcopals, noted the continued hostility of Wesleyan journals in British 

North America to the Northern cause. Northern Advdcate editor Dallas Lore, an 

ardent abolitionist,6* noted that, unlike British North America's Wesleyau periodicals, 

the Canadian Methodist Episcopal Church had 'Wways sympathized with us heartily 

and honestly, and has unhesitatingly expressed it-" In supporting the Northern war 

effort, the Northern A d b a t e  prarrarsed Canadian Methodist Episcopals for having 

"imbibed ... the spirit of American liirality." The Guardiany which carried the 

Northern Aduocc~te editorial, took these remarks as a chance to make a distinction 

between the political views of C d a n  Wesleyaas and Methodist Episcopals. The 

Northern: Jeffers stated, 

... thinks the Episcopals in Canada are more Ainetirn, and better republcansy than 
the Wesleyans. This may be; we are rather inclined to tbink it is so. The 
Wesleyans love the British Constitution better than Republicanirm; even while 
they greatly admire American progress, and feel a very ardemt love for the 
Methodist Church in the United statesQ 

Victor B. Howard, kligian and the Radical RemMian Movement 1860-1870 (Lexington: 
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As Jeffixs7 words show, the residue from this acrimonious period in central Canadian 

Methodist history still affected Wesleyan-Methodist Episcopal relations two decades 

later' despite significant changes in the region's political atmosphere. 

Richardson, however, would make no apology against Je&rs7 accusation tbat the 

American Methodist Episcopal Church had recognized Methodist Episccipak in central 

Canada because of the C d a n  deno~llination's political outlook He noted tbat the 

American and British governments were yet on peaceful terms, cbotwithstand'ig the 

unreasonable and unchristianlike agitation of the press on both sides of the Atlantic." 

Richardson pointed to examples of Anglo-American cooperation and suggested that 

republicanism was not at all incompatiile with Christianity. Indeed, he W y  stated 

that it was a sentiment which Canadian M&odism as a whole should endorse. 'Wthis 

be the 'spirit of American liberality'," wrote Richardson, 

... we care not how much our membership and our whole country "imbibe" it, and 
we trust our contemporary will pardon us for suggesting that they too become 
heavy importers. The Guardian call this republicanism. We call it christian 
charity, and are glad to know that it characterizes the greatest monarchy as well as 
the greatest republic the world ever saw. We trust the day is fu distant when it 
shall be other~ise.~' 

Richardson's support of the United States' government indicates the influence of 

American religious and political ideals on central Canadian Methodism during the 

period. Furtbemore, J&ers' criticism of Richardson reveals the extent to which 

religious opinion in the United States affected relations among Methodists in central 

Canada, even though the discussion centred on the Civil War and its issues. 

" Advocate, September 14, 1864. 



In summary, James Richardson's interpretation of the American Ci War was, in 

many rpspects, quite similar to that of CJtridan Grrradim editor Wellington l e f f i .  

Like l&irs, he viewed slavery as the centraI issue of the conflict, the fMt of which 

fay with the South's social system rather than the United States' republican form of 

government. As such, he viewed the North's war strategy and emancipation as 

essentially similar goals. MaintainiDg the American Union by suppressing the political 

goals of the Confederacy was tantamount to a fight against slavery. Like JefEers, then, 

his view of the conflict and its fundamental issues differed substantially fkom that of 

Maritime Wesleyan John McMurray. However7 within the context of discussing the 

war, significant differences arose between Jeffers and Richardson which related to the 

history of Methodism in central Canada. The pressures of Weskyan-Methodist 

Episcopal competition for recognition by the parent American Methodist church, 

compounded by historical perceptions of central Canadian Methodist sympathy for 

American political and religious ideas, led J & i  to question openly Richardson's 

political sympathies- Importantly, this debate was instigated by e x t e a  not internal, 

pressures; Je&r's criticism of Richardson was spurred largely by favourable 

commentary toward Canadian Methodist Eposcopals by an American Methodist 

editor. The extent to which commentary on American events could be related to 

divisions within central Canadian Methodism highlights the close religious and political 

relationship between American and Canadian Methodism during the mid-nineteenth 

century. As we4 these views indicate the tenous balance between American and 

British religious and political ideas which affected Canadian Methodism during the 

period. 



Conclusion 

Whereas Free Church Presbyterian views on the American Civil War were 

influenced by the nature of that denomination's receat history in British North 

America, Methodists in the Maritime and central Canada possessed a more diverse 

religious and historical heritage which led to a regional division in interpretations of 

the conflict. Halifax editor John McMmy argued that the United States' political 

system was respomible for accomodating Southern slavery, the most pressing issue of 

the conflict. His view of the moral issue of slavery, and of the nature which 

abolitionism should assume within the context of the war, was influenced by a 

politically conservative outlook wbich derived fiom Mrvitime Methodism's close 

organizational relationship with British Methodism In central Canada, however, 

Wesleyan editor Wehgton Jeffers and Methodist Episcopal editor James Richardson 

were influenced by a historical heritage which inciuded American as well as British 

influences. Each viewed slavery and the South's political struggle to maintain the 

institution through independence as the central issue of the war Furthermore, each 

commented on American events in an atmosphere in which Wesleyans and Methodist 

Episcopals in the region competed for recognition by the parent American Methodist 

church. These factors precluded them fiom explicitly linking republicaoism to slavery. 

Like Methodists in the Northern states, they saw Lincoln's attempt to maintain the 

American Union as essential to the abolition of slavery. Here the agreement between 

the two editors ended. Wesleyan editor J&et5, sensitive to historical perceptions of 

Canadian Methodist loyalty to Britain, used the Civil War as a backdrop against which 

to shed an unfavourable light on the province's Methodist Episcopals by insinuating 



that the American Methodist Episcopal Church's recent recognition of the Methodist 

Episcopal Church in Canada was due to the ease with which Richardson and the 

denomination he represented looked on American politid ideals. 



Chapter Four-Baptists 

Baptists ia British North America, much Wre Methodists, were influenced by 

different histotical hetitages when commenting on the American Civil War. The 

denomination's membership included Maritimers influenced by both American 

religious movements of the late eighteenth century, converts from An@caaiism, 

American Baptists who migrated in significant numbers into the western portion of 

central Canada in the tint half of the nineteenth century? and British-influenced 

Baptists who settled in the eastem part of central Canada These differences were 

reflected in the editorial positions on the war put forward by the Christian Messenger? 

published in Halifax, the New B~UIISWICR Bqtist and Chf ian  Visitor7 published in 

Fredericton, and the C d m  Buptisf, published in Toronto. Like Methodists, their 

views of the war were shaped sirndtaaeously by both American and British North 

American events. As with Methodists, these differing backgrounds led to significant 

regional Werences in commentary on the war. 

Maritime Baptists-Stephea Sddon of the C%risria~ Messenger and Ingrabam 
Biu of  the CMktitm VISIIOT 

Maritime Baptists were s e n d  by two periodicals, the Clmi"4n Messenger? edited 

by Stephen Seldoa, and the New Bnmnvick Baptist d Chrstian Wor, edited by 

Ingraham Ebenezer Bill. Like Methodists in the r Jon, the historical experience of 

Baptists in the Maritime provinces directly aEected the editors' interpretation of 

events and issues surrounding the American conflict. The two editors offered a sharp 

critique of both North and South, and engaged the American Baptist press as well as 

Maritime readers in debate over the war's causes, issues? and implications. 



Social reform was of considerable interest to the denomination; as several studies 

have noted, Baptists were amoag the foremost supporters of temperance in the 

~aritimes-' The Baptist desire for moral improvement in society was not confined to 

temperance, but included calls to end sIaveqr. W~ the onset of the American Civil 

War, both Seldoa and Bill explicitly referred to Southern slavery as a moral blight 

which had caused the war and which was key to its resolution, Shnilar to Baptists in 

the Northern states, both editors saw the war as the result of Providential intewention 

in American a f b i r s  for the purpose of ending the institution of Southern slavery.2 

From this perspective, both emphasized that religious institutions in the United States 

had played a significant role in propagating slavery, as well as having a key place in its 

abolition, 

Bill contrasted the positions of Northern and Southern religious figures on slavery 

in order to offer a postmillenoiai vision of a slavefkee United States. He praised, for 

example, the address of the Episcopal Rev. Stephen Tyng to the New York Bible 

Society in 186 1, the theme of which concentrated on Southern slavery as the cause of 

the war. To Bill, Tyng's abolitionist stance was a 'hoble and manly declaration of free 

and righteous principIes," and he lamented that 'fwould to God that all Ministers and 

laymen were equally consistent and clear as to the great guilt and sin of Slavery." 

Here, he pointed out what he saw as the hypocrisy of the South's churches and clergy 

on the slavery issue. It required W e  effort to discover the inconsistency of a 

church ... whose Discipline declares Slavery to be the 'sum of all villaiaies,' but many of 



whose pa pas... admit column after column ofarticles in defense ofthe vilest system of 

iniquity-" Bill's vision of the desired outcome of the war was clear, the 'boblest results 

of the present di&iculty'" would lead to "a land a slaw ri, it." When the United 

States was "no more ... injured by the spectacle of a cbristian nation tdlickiug in the 

liberty, the blood, and the Life of hwnan bein&' the world woukl "'see the dawn of 

that long predicted and glorious period, when all shall know the Lord Erom the least to 

the greatest, and man shall recognize in his fellow-man only a fknd and a brother? 

Seldon, from his vamage point in Halihr, recognized the considerable role played 

by the South's churches in supporting the Confederacy's drive for political 

independence. Historians have argued that the South's clergy, by defding slavery as 

an integral part of Southern culture, made independence more acceptable to 

Southerners by investing the political act of secession with religious meaning-' Seldon 

was more apt, however, to point out the detrimental impact upon religion in the South. 

His view paralleled that of Northern evangelicals who argued that the Southern 

Christian defence of slavery was a pe~ersion of their fkith. Reacting to the explicit 

support given to the Confederacy by Southern Christians, he wrote that ""one of the 

worst symptoms of this most unhappy catastrophe" was the "deep perversion of 

religious feeling which seems univedy to w a d e  the Southern churches." Nova 

Scotia Baptists, he wrote, c'dare[d] not believe that the pious-..of the South, many of 

them esteemed hitherto among the excellent of the earth, have in reality abandoned 

' For Baptist anti-slavery thought in the Nonhem states, se Smith, Revivalism and Social Refom 
199.2 1.); Goen, Broken Churches. Broken Nation, 92-94; Snay, Gos~el of Disunion, 135. 
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some ofthe plainest precepts oftheir fiith, and given themselves over to be the willing 

tools ofan ungodly political party, whose very watchword is ~aarmoa" 

Both editors' opposition to slavery and to those Southerners who defended it did 

not, however, t rda te  into unqualified support for the North during the war. While 

both Bill and Seldon solidly opposed the South's interests in the confI.ict., they tended 

toward a critique of the United States as a whole, a position characterized by a 

sweeping perceived relationship between the United States' form of government, 

slavery, and the onset of war. 

The editors' political perspective on the American conflict was influenced by the 

context in which both men wrote; Seldon worked in Halifax, while Bill edited in 

Fredericton. The urban environment in which both men worked, and its particular 

relationship to Baptists in the Matitimes significantly affected the ideas which both 

men attached to the conflict. Understanding how a denomination Suenced heavily by 

American religious betiefk came to adopt a strongly 'British" view of the American 

Civil War becomes clearer when it is understood that urban Maritime Baptists were 

influenced considerably by conservative forms of thought during the period. 

Significantiy, a number of prominent Baptist religious and political figures of the mid- 

nineteenth century were, in fact, former ~ ~ @ i c a n ~ P  

4 snay, Gospel of Disunion, 214-216- 

5 Messenger, April 17, 186 1. 

in 1824, the Reverend John Thomas Twining of St Paul's Anglican Church in Halifan in 
disagreement with Bisbop John Inglis over Twining's evangelical leanings, led his congregation out 
of the Anglican Fold Though most of the seceders eve- ret~mred, the remaining dissenters 
formed their own congregation and were recognized as a Baptist church in 1827. The fhct that some 
HaMkx Baptists were former Anglicans had a p o f d  & i  on d m  Maritime Baptist political 
ideology. The newly-minted Granville Street Church, while Baptist in name, was characterized by a 



Compounding the political conservatism which a number of urban Maritime 

Baptists inherited fiom their Anglican roots was an effort by the denomination's 

second generation to adopt the sheen of middle-class respe*ability- Though the 

historiography of this phase of Baptist change has focused primarily on the 

denomination's recognition of the need for bigher educadoq7 the coasemtive shift 

within urban Maritime Baptist ideology also reflected a process of fec~nciliatiion with 

the colonial political and religious establishments of Maritime Canada- With the move 

toward religious voluntarism in British North America by the mid-nineteenth century, 

and as Baptists became a more visible presence in urban Maritime society, they in turn 

membemhip which was generally urban, camemthe+ and loyal to Britain in oatlook Members ofthe 
Halifax elite abmded in the congegation, among whom James William Johnston, lawyer and fUture 
premier of Nova !3co& was most promineat, Johnston's membership in the congregation speaks 
volumes about the cbangiug social position and political p q e c h e  ofprbaa Maritime m. The 
I&g biographer of Nova Scotia Reformer Joseph Howe, for example, has &cmiIbed Johnston as 
one of the leading members of HaWids infIueatial and mmemtive dliance between Baptists and 
the Tory party. See Judith Fin- "Job Thomas Twining," DCB 8: 901-2; D A  SutherIand "James 
William Johnston," DCB 10: 383-88; i, Murray Beck, I d  Howe: Volume L Conservative 
Reformer 1804-1848 (Kingiton a d  MontreaI: McGill-Queen's University Press, 1982) 249,253, Bill 
has been d e s c n i  as a "traasitional'' figure in the deveIopaent of Marithe Ba@t ideology Qring 
the nineteenth century- See Jonathan Wilson, "Leading the 'New Epch': Charles Tupper, Ingram 
Bill, Ricbard Burpe and the Regufar Bagtists &New Bcunswick, Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward 
Island, 1800-1850" (MA thesis, Queen's University, 1995) 71- importantly, Bill took pains later in 
lire to portray Johnston not only as a firm Ba@t but as a Tory who emphasized respoll~~ie 
government rather than replMican excess. On Johnston's political views, Bill noted that he "freely 
reco~[edJ the right of the people, thmagh their m t i v e s ,  to conaol public a&ks, yet he 
&sired tbat changes so radical as those sought in tk political constitution, should be ma& with 
caution and e8ticiently gmded, in o&r that the rights of all might be respeaeQ and liberty be in no 
danger of degeaerating into license, or being mnverted into an engine of oppression." See Ingrabam 
Ebeaezer Bill, F i  veats with the bsDtisr mb&m and churches of the maritime aoviaces of 
Canada (Saint J o ~ ,  1880), 266-269- 

' C w  Church and Sect, 253; Bany M hibody, ?ba&h of Viion, BrPadlh of Mind: The Bapliac 
and Acadia C~Uege,~ in Canadian Baptis6 and Chtistian H i e r  Education G.A. Rawlyk, ed. 
(Kingston and Montreal: M f f i i l l w s  University Ress, 1988) 16, 



were decreasingly viewed as the Wtimate dissenters'' and moved to adopt many ofthe 

politid views previously held largely by the Uaritime's Anglican establishment8 

This coll~efvative perspective influenced both editors' interpretations of the social 

and political issues involved in the American conflict Again, as with Free Church 

Presbyterians and WesIqm Methodists in the region, the editors' political 

conservatism caused them to see the war differently fiom many Northern evangelicals. 

Thus though Seldon and Bill, in common with a vast number of Protestants in the 

North, viewed slavery as the key issue of the conflict, their political conservatism 

precluded them fiom shariog the deep atFnity for the American Union felt by many 

Northern evangelicals. 

Seldon and Bill, like Maritime Free Church Presbyterians and Methodists, held that 

republicanism in the United States led toward excess and ~e~interest. Bin, assessing 

the state of Christianity in the world at the beghhg of 1861, described American 

government as a form of extremism on p with that of China and Italy. In each 

nation the c511~~table principles of social, civil, and religious h'berty" were CCstrugsling 

for ... mastery over the crushing influence of despotic monarchy on one hand, and of 

democratic tyranny on the other.'" Seldon argued that republicanism ultimately 

worked against a nation's h i  and interests. In the current cCconflict of passion and 

power," he hoped there might result a cCdimin~ation of the boasting so prevalent in that 

really great country, and more charity towards other countries where less of power is 

Achesow S a d  John, 1 19,136; Naacy Christie, "In These Times of Democratic R a g  and 
Delusion": Papllar Religion and the CMeuge to the Established Order. 1760-1815," in 
Canadian Protestant Experience 1760 to 1990 G A  Rawlyk, ed (Burlington: Welch Put,li.ching, 
1990) 42. 



in the hands of the peoplewhere coustiMional monarchy exercises its checks to hasty 

legislation, .. ." 

To Seldon, repubticanism in the United States had traditionally fostered the 

nations' desire for territorial expansion- The Civil War, then, was seen to be a check to 

both the nation's political system as well as on its selGheId idea ofC'manifest destiny" 

over the North American coutineat. Historicallyy both North and South had 

"suppose[d] that republieard*sm is in advance of all othersy to secure freedom for the 

subject." This assumption drew f?om '%he ambition to combine under one flag, the vast 

American continent-" It was an ambition which was currently being ccseverely 

rebuked ... we know not at present within what limits the wings of the great eagle will 

in f5twe be wnfined."1° 

Both editors' critical view of republicanism as a form of government led them to 

question the motives of the Federal government during the war. Like Maritime 

Metb~dist editor John McMurray, Bill and Seldon held that the North's stated purpose 

of fighting to restore the American Union was detrimental to the struggle for abolition- 

Rather, to fight to reinstate the Union was to return to the political and social s t ' s  

quo which, in their view, had historically accommodated slavery. 

Such views did not go unheeded in the American press. Bill, in an exchange of 

opinion with a Baptist periodid in the United States, the Wachmarr and Reflector, of 

Boston, argued that he could not condone the North's war measures if they simpiy 

reinstated the prewar social and political order in the nation. Thereupoq the 

Msitor, Janwy 9, 186 1. 

10 Messenger, bhy 29, 186 1. 



American journal, echoing a widespread Northern view that British North Americans 

were reluctant to support the North because of a desire to see England intervene 

militarily on behalf of the South, accused the Yisilo* of holding a similar sentiment. 

Not so, argued Bill: the VWor's desire was for Engiand to "continue @dy 

neutral" in the conflict. If abolition was the North's motive for fighting, then %odd 

England and her colonies give to the North their deepest and warmest sympathies." 

Bill, however7 saw the war as an &ort by the North "csimply to compel the South to 

remain under the Stars and Stripes with its 'peculiar institution7 in operation, thus 

retaining slavery under the protection of the national wing." If the North was fighting 

to preserve the union, and its repubtican ideals, at the expense of allowing the 

continuation of Southern slavery, he could "not perceive why there should be 

disappointment or vexation when English or Colonial sympathy is withheld."" 

Bill went further and argued that the American constitution was a political device 

which historically had accommodated slavery. The North's current attempt to restore 

the Union would, if successful only reinstate a political system wbich sustained the 

immoral institution This position attracted the attention of a second American paper. 

In January 1862, the Chicago C ' i m  Ties  characterized Bill as "sympathizing 

with, fondling and coddling the rank pro-slaveryi~m'~ of the South, and claimed that he 

rationalized this perceived support of the South by proclaiming ''the pro-slavery 

character of our Government." Bill responded to this accusation by outlining his 

understanding of the historical relationship between slavery and the American 

constitution Pre-war measures such as the Missouri Compromise and the Fugitive 



Slave Law were measures which "had their origin in the campromise which was made 

in the original Coastitution" The Wnion between the Northem and Southern States," 

as he termed it, was ' b e d  upon the law of compromise between slavery and 

fieedom" Furthermore, "all subsequent compromises to uphold and peqetute the 

gigantic abomination-.were but natural outgrowths of the original compact." Hence, 

Bill argued, a previous generation of Northern politicians such as Daniel Webster had 

been compelled to a@esce to Southern slaveholders in order to preserve the Union. 

Webster "saw plainly that his iddied Union could only be pre~efved by throwing the 

wing of the uation7s power over the idolized I i tu t ion  of the South." President 

Lincoln, argued Bill, might be regarded in the same light as previous Northern 

politicians who had Fdied to come to terms with the South's domination of American 

government. Lincoln and his d i e t  "may be anti-slavery men, for ought we know," 

concluded Bill," but so long as they fight for the old Constitution as it was, so long 

will they be regarded by disinterested spectators as fighting for the perpetuation of 

human thraldom-" He concluded that any American conflict fought for union, and not 

abolition, was indirectly complying with the preservation of Southern slavery. The 

solution he advocated for ending the crisis grew directly from his comernative political 

ideology, which placed little value in republicanism as a form of government. 

Reforming American government during the present crisis, argued Bill, was a means 

of moving toward abolition, Southern rebellion '%as given the North the golden 

opportunity of remodeling the Constitution upon an anti-slavery basis, why not 

l 1  Visitor, September 11, 1861. 



embrace it at once, and give to the worid a model government? Do this, and British 

sympathy wiU be no longer withhe~d."~ 

Seldon, like Bill, opposed the North's motive of fighting to restore the American 

Union However, whereas Bin advocated refinning the United States' form of 

government during the war, Seldon, like Marithne Methodist editor Jobn McMurray, 

explicitly argued that the American union be dissolved in order to basten the end of 

slavery. He questioned whether it was jWifiabIe to fight for "a Constitution of which a 

leading principle goes to sap and poison every essential of human fkeedom ... which has 

brought reproach upon the f& names of Union and L i  in the eyes of the world." 

Instead, it would be CCinfinitely more wise and consistent for the North to seize the 

opportunity and dissolve at once the unholy union that for years past has only 

engendered injustice, hatred, and violence." Such a division, which he conceded would 

be a "bitter sacrifice for a powerttl and ambitious nation like the United States," 

would ultimately work against slavery; the institution would "receive a fa  heaver 

blow by the entire isolation of the Sou th... than by the restoration of a system, where in 

effect ... the whole country was compromised as Slave owners, or abetted"' Seldon, 

unfettered by any atfkction for the American constitution, saw the sectional division of 

the United States as the most pragmatic means by which to bring about resolution to 

the issue which he, as a Maritime Baptist, considered vital: the quickest possible 

emancipation of the South's slaves. l4 



Not aN Maritime Baptists, however, agreed with the editors' perception of the 

relationship between repubfi-sm, slavery, and the war. One correspondent to the 

Christfm Messenger, signing himseif"AC." and writing hut King's County, Nova 

Scotia, disagreed with Seldon's view of republicanism and the North's war strategy 

Importantly, however, this correspondent, like the editors, spoke from the perspective 

of a Maritime Baptist deeply concerned with the moral issue of  slavery- 

To "AC.," the preservation of the American Union was a worthy end in itself, 

given what he saw as the benefits of republicankm in the United States. In his words, 

the 

... Life of the A n t e r m  Nmon; the Protection ofa Iiberal Constitution; the 
defense andpermanent establishment of afiee andgoodgovemmenf; of 
whoiesme law mdorrler, ace the objects for which twenty millions of that nation 
are now worthily stnrggling8" [*iaIics his] 

To this commentator, then, the American Constitution was a political device which 

would guarantee the utmost amount of fieedorn for the people ofthe United States. 

Importantly, ccAC." saw the North's fight to restore the American Union as a 

hdarnental step toward the abolition of Southern slavery. He identified Southern 

independence with the expansion and preservation of slavery; its rebellion had been 

cOoldly declared a crusade for the m e m b n  of slavery-" To maintain the Union, then, 

was to oppose directly "the mainspring of the Southern Rebellion-" He was ticrther 

convinced that the North in its determination to suppress Southern secession 

- - - pp - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
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increasingly viewed the war as a fight against slavery as well as to prevent the political 

disintegration of the Uaited States. A 'tery marked change," he commented, 

... has come over them, epciufly A respect to slbvery. Christian-and worldly- 
men now see God's hand visibly beckoning them to wipe out at once and forever 
fiom their d o n  the foul curse of slavery, and the* cktennill~fibn is sfeadiiy 
grOWIjtg to see i h  it be & m r d 6  r i a  his] 

To maintain the political integrity of the United States, then, was to suppress the 

South's political and social goal of preseniag slavery. The views of "AC." indicate 

the differing interpretions which Maritime Baptists attached to the war. Wbile he and 

the editors each fwsed on slavery as the main issue ofthe war, they differed 

substantially as to the role which the United States' form of government played in 

either accommodating Southern slavery or in actively suppressing the South's pro- 

slavery political ambitions. 

In their commentary on the war, the editon of the Meswnger and the Yisior 

reflected their own particular views as Maritime Baptists. Politically conservative, both 

Bill and Seldon empbasized the relationship they saw between American 

republicanism, slavery, and the North's fight for union This position was, however, 

interpreted by some religious editors in the United States as implicit support for the 

South And, as shown by a correspondent to one of the papers, the criticisms of the 

North and of its strategy during the war were not shared by all Maritime Baptists. 

Central Canada-Robert Fyfe and Eoyes Uoyd of the bdh BEpriist 

Similar to central Canadian Methodist editors, Baptist editors in the region were 

affected by both British and American influences when interpreting the American Civil 



War. Like Presbyterian and Methodist editors, a pstmillennial perspective caused 

them to assess the war as part of a greater moral struggle to eradicate slavery. 

For this reason, when cornmating on the American conflict Robert Fyfe and Hoyes 

Lloyd, who successively edited the Toronto-published cimudian @tist, focused 

explicitly on slavery and the maintenance ofBritish North American neutrality. 

Central Canadian Baptists during the mid-nineteenth century were composed of 

two groups Mering in geographical location, religious practice7 and political outlook 

In the eastern section of Caaada West and in Canada East, a large number of  Baptists 

were of British origin, the result of early nineteenth-century migration of British 

Baptists to the region As John Webster Grant has noted, this group provided a 

disproportional amount of leadership to the denominationL7 In particular, these 

Baptists included a large number of well-educated members who sought out positions 

in the denomination's press and educational facilities as well as its pulpits.'8 Central 

Canadian Baptists of British origin have been descnied as urban in outlook, typSed 

by cccultural attain~nent,"'~ and consemttive in political ideology. At the same time7 

Baptists of British origin were more Lira1 in that they tended to favour the practice of 

open communion to include those baptized at birth. 

A significant number of Baptists in central Canada, however, were influenced by 

the views and practices of Baptists in the United States. More rurd in orientation, 

Robert S. Wilson, British Influence in the N i i  Century," in Ebptists in Canada: Sarch for 
I&ntitv Amidst Diversity Jarold K. Zeman, ed. (Burlington: G R  Welch Co., 1980) 34-37; Clark 
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these Baptists were concentrated geographically in the western portion of the province 

of Canada West. -can Baptist missionary work in the area prior to the War of 

1812 not only instilled religious practices in the western end of the province, in 

particular the restr-ction of communion to immersed bdievers, but passed along an 

ideology rooted in the American Revolution wbich heightened the emphasis on the 

separation of church and state? Poiitically, many of these Baptists identified with 

reform movements in mid-nineteenth century C d a n  politics.21 

Fyfle and Loyd, editors of the C d m  Baptist, were aware of the distinct national 

influences on the denomination in central Canada Fyfe, editor &om 1859 to 1863, was 

of Scots descent and influenced by the British Baptist heritage of his native Quebec. 

Fyfe's f o n d  education took place at both Canadian and American schools, in 

Montreal, Hamilton New York, and Worcester Massachusetts. While the majority of 

Fyfe's career work took place in Canada, between 185 1 and 1855 he served as the 

pastor at Baptist churches in Rhode Island and Milwaukee, Wisconsin. Fyfe held a 

versatile view of Baptist religious practice; one of the major efforts of his career was 

his attempt to reconcile the dispute between Baptists of eastern and westem Canada 

over the issue of communion? Similarly, Hoyes Lloyd, who assumed editorship in 

1863, was also exposed to both influences on central Canadian Baptism. Raised in 

Quebec, he received his formal education at the University of Rochester in New York 

Welch, 1988) 29. 
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State and served in Baptist churches in Port Hope and Whitby, Canada west.* This 

exposure to the drul mots of central Canadian Baptists is important, for it precluded 

the editors h m  fonning a politically conservative view of the issues of the conflict, as 

expressed by the Maritime Baptist editors- Rather, a w m  of  the diversity of opinion 

within the body of Baptists in central Canada and, as wiU be seen, of historic 

perceptions of Baptist loyalty to Britain in the region, both editors emphasized slavery 

as central to the war while, against the backdrop of Anglo-American tensions during 

the war, they insisted on British North Americaa neutrality in the conflict. 

Fyfe's strong view of slavery as the definiag moral issue ofthe war was consistent 

with his previous experience as a spokesman against slavery in both Canada and the 

United States. Already in 1845, at a Canada Baptist Union meeting in Beamsville, 

Canada West, Fyfe had moved a resolution strongly condemning slavery. His 

biographer notes that Fyfe also spoke out against slavery while a pastor in Rhode 

Island, where he undoubtably was influenced by the postmiUetllljd optimistic social 

outlook prevalent in the northern states during the period.Z4 

Consistent with his previous experience, then, a strong tone of moral opposition to 

the institution of Southern slavery and explicit support of the North in its war aims 

characterized the C d m  Bqtisf 's interpretation of the conflict. Importantly, Fyfe's 

approval ofthe North depended on its government's recognition of slavery as the key 

issue of the war. When the Southern states began seceding fkom the Union in 

Harold U. Trinier. A Century of S e ~ a  (Toronto: Baanl of PuMication of the Baptist Convention 
of Ontario and Qwkc, 1954) 52. 



oecember 1860, Fyfie auhtabed that the North shoutd not accede to Southern 

demands that the Fugitive Slave Act be upheld It was his fear that the North might 

potentially make "some serious sacrifice to propitiate the Moloch of slavery" if it gave 

grouml on the matter. Ifthe North was 

... actuated byprim:ipIe-ifthey really thiak the fugitive slave law a bard and cruel 
eoactmeut, and ifthey really want Uno more slave territory"-we see not how they 
can c'compromise" things to suit the South They had better stand on the right.2S 

Fyfe, viewing slavery as the key issue in the split between the North and the South, 

morally opposed any concession to the demands ofthe emerging Confederacy- 

Fyfe's interpretation of the politid events surrounding the Civil War was firrtber 

Muenced by a moderate view of the United States which was rooted in his Baptist 

denomination's Anglo-American heritage. His commentary on social and political 

issues in the United States may have been written with the denomination's history in 

central Canada in mind. Baptists bad long been associated with movements for 

political reform in the region? it was popularly assumed by Anglicans and political 

conse~atives who prefaed a state-supported church that these movements were 

rooted in political ideals imported tiom the United States. Thus when political unrest 

in the region had erupted during 1837-38, Baptists bad been wrongly assumed to have 

played a leading role in the disturbance because of their opposition to the privileges 

af5orded to the province's AngIican oligarchyYn In short, as a dissenting religious 

group, many of whom also held historic ties to Baptists in the United States, d in 

Canadian Baptist, Deamber 20, 1860. 
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their vigorous calls for the sepamtioa of church and state, Baptists continued to be 

viewed with suspicion by those who m d  the concept of loyalty according to the 

adherence to British social and political values. 

The C d m  B q t i ~ l ' s  view of the American conflict indicates that the issues of 

loyalty and political orientation were of ongoing concern to the denominatio~~ Thus, 

political tensions between Britain and the United States within the context of the war 

off& the editors an opportunity to clarify their thoughts on the meaning of political 

loyalty fiom a Baptist perspective- 

Fyfe offered a potitid position on the war within the context of the strained 

Anglo-American relations at the beginaing of 1862 in the aftermath of the T m  dF&- 

He chose to d e  the issue at greater length and in more depth than the quick 

reaction to the incident which characterized much of the American, British, and British 

North American press, and used the event to discuss the meanings of natiodsm and 

loyalty as he understood the concepts. 

Fyfe was adamant that Britain and British North America maintain a neutral stance 

on the conflict despite the diplomatic tensions caused by the T m  incident. In 

response to those in Britain aml Canada who saw the atfhir as d c i e n t  provocation to 

declare war on the North, he argued that Canadian Baptists were 'hot of the 

number ... who have adopted the motto, 'My country, right or wrong;' for we hold that 

n'ghf comes before love of country." Instead, he was convinced that for Britain, and by 

extension, British North America, to wage war against the Federal government was to 

support the ambitions of the slaveholding South. For Britain to engage the North in 



war was to "belie, practidy, d our professed disiike of davezy, and range ourselves 

on the side of the most nnhless slave system the worid ever saw." To Fyfe, it was 

unconscionable that Britain might fight "shoulder to shoulder with a power whose 

key-stone was perpend slavery.7a 

Fyfie's insistence that the Trent incident was -ciat reason for Britain to 

engage the United States in war mirrored the opinion of  religious commentators 

generally in Britain who, d i k e  much of the d a r  press, argued that the affair must 

be peacefblly resolved through negotiationw Strongly committed to British neutrality 

in the conflict, Fyfe supported the care taken by the British and colonial Canadian 

governments in negotiating with the Federal govetnment subsequent to the seizure of 

the Trent. This incident also offered him the opportunity to support the moderate 

course pursued by the British authorities by defining his understanding of the concepts 

of loyalty and nationalismsm 

Fyfe's emphasis on British neutrality in the wake of the Trent incident, in 

consideration of the denomination's history in central Canada, allowed bim to offer a 

balanced commentary to Baptist readers of both a British and American background. 

Furthermore, on the d a c e  he could discuss the concepts of nationalism and loyalty in 

reference to their religious meaning, while, by insisting on neutrality, he could 

effectively address critics of the denomination who had traditionally questioned the 

loyalty of Baptists in Canada In the current political crisis he argued that the idea of 

" Canadian Baptist, January 2, 1862. 

" Daniel, The  Reaction of British Methodism to the Civil War and Reconstruction in America," 14; 
Jenkins, Britain and the War for the Union, voL one, 236. A general account of the Anglo-American 
negotiations resulting from the Trent alfkk can be f d  in chapters 8-10. 



loyalty had "been made a kind of Shibboleth, by certain presses as we1 as persons in 

Canada? As such, Canadian Baptists should ignore seIf-interested loyaltyy the "loud 

tongued blatant loyalty which generally means 'I am true to those that pay me best'." 

Loyalty to government was conditional upon that governeat's adherence to "truth 

and right." It was, then, a mutual relationship between governor and governed within 

the b e w o r k  of religious princip1es- From this perspective, Fyfie argued that 

Canadian Baptists could, in good consciencey support the actions of their colonial 

government during the Trmt crisis. It was his view that 

Men in Canada have every reason to be loyal, or true to their obligations to their 
Sovereign and their country, and especially is this true of those who profas to 
take the Bible as their standard- That great standard requires us, as individuais, 
and in our cuUective capacity, to do unto others as we would have them do unto us 
in like circumstances. The men who hold to this golden rule will stand true and 
firm when all the noisy and fire-eating and hireling loyalists will be each for 
bimself?O 

Loyalty, defined by Fyfe against the backdrop of Anglo-American political tensions, 

was to be judged by its adherence to Christim. ideals, and rested on specific views of 

principle and government. From this Paspective, he argued that the Canadian 

government had taken a moderate and principled approach to relations with the United 

States. Furthermore, by defining loyalty in religious terms, Ffle could assuage Baptist 

readers of both British and American heritages' as well as those in the province who 

might continue to suspect the denomination's loyalty to Britain. 

The Bqtist's emphasis on British neutrality continued after Fyfe was succeeded as 

editor by Hoyes Lloyd. In the face of fiuther Anglo-American disputes resulting fiom 

30 Canadian Baptist, January 16,1862- 



the war, Lloyd consistently echoed his predecessor's empbasis on British and Canadian 

neutrality. In the autumn of 1864 the United States govemment annouaced that it was 

suspending the 18 17 Rush-Bagot treaty banning armaments on Great Lakes ships. This 

move was a response to public pressure in the United States to take some prohiibitive 

action against British North America after a number of border incidents during which 

Coafederate agents used the provinces as a base fiom which to operate. The seiztue of 

the Chew&,  a Northern st-, in December 1863 by a group of Coafederate 

sympathizers on the hope that bringing the vessel into Nova Scotian waters would 

embroil Britain and the North in war, had angered public opinion in the ~orth." So 

too did the Confederate attack on the Vermont village of St. Albans in the autumn of 

1864 and the subsequent pursuit of the peqetrators by Northern border troops into 

nearby Canada East. While tensions were cooled by the Canadian government's 

passage of the Alien Act in February 1864 which limited Confederate activity in 

~ a n a d a , ~  the abrogation of the Rush-Bagot accord indicated that the United States' 

government was taking an increasingly skeptical view of British North American 

assertions of neutrality- 

The issue of the Rush-Bagot treaty prompted an editorial fiom Lloyd critical of 

those in Canada who he thought were threatening the provinces' neutrality by 

favouring one party or another in the conflict. The pce~ence of "refbgees fiom the 

South" and "disaffected skedadders from the North," he argued, was due in part to 

" Winks, Canada and the United Sutcq 244-264. 
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the encouragement they reoeived "by the tone of some ofour leading journals, and the 

high Tory party generally? Implicit in this reference was the idea that political 

conservatives in the province were such pro-British nationalists that the opinions they 

voiced publidy could lead observers to conclude tht Canadien sympathy in the war 

lay with the Confederate cause." Lloyd agreed strongIy with the CCanaan 

government's intention of maintaiaiag neutrality in the conflict regardless of 

provocation, and contended that 

. ..ifthe Canadian people be prompt and fkWd, we have implicit confidence in 
our Government that every attempt to violate strict neutrality will be visited by 
swift retri'bution, and thus a great national calamity will be avoide~i.~' 

Maintaining Canadian neutrality, then, was essential if the province were not to violate 

what appeared to be a delicate Anglo-American peace during this period. 

The response ofthe C d m  Bqtis t  to the American Civil War was shaped by 

the conviction that the Caaadan government and people had a duty to attempt to 

uphold Anglo-American peace and British North American neutraiity in the conflict. 

This position derived fiom the conviction of Robert Fyfe and Hoyes Lloyd that an 

Anglo-American conflict would implicitly ally Britain with the slaveholding South, an 

unacceptable option given their moral opposition to slavery. As well, keeping in mind 

those in central Canada who equated Baptists with disloyalty, the editon' emphasis on 

neutrality allowed than to offer a definition of loyalty which stressed that political 

33 Canadian Baptist, ,DeQmber 18,1864. 
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actions must be consistent with religious princip1es. Finally9 the editors' insistence on 

neutrality would appease Baptist readers of both British and American heritages 

Conclusion 

Lie Methodists, Maritime and central Canadian Baptist editors, working &om 

different historical perspeaives, offered regionally distinct assessments of the 

American Civii War. Maritime editors Stephen Seidon and Ingrabam Bill, influenced 

by the historid development of the Baptist denomination in urban Halifax and 

Fredericton, were political conservatives who made an explicit link between slavery, 

the United States' republican form of government, and the Civil War. As such, they 

questioned the North's motives for fighting to maintain the Union, believing that such 

a course of action would only preserve the pre-war pditical and social s t ' s  quo in 

the United States. However, as shown by the commentary of one reader, their views 

did not encompass the entire spectrum ofMaritime Baptist thought on the war. In 

central Canada, taking a different position, Robert Fyfe and Hoyes Lloyd emphasized 

the necessity of British and British North American neutrality toward the war's two 

belligerents. W~ a historical heritage which kcluded close ties to American Baptists' 

they did not focus specifically on republicanism as an underlying cause of the war. In 

their view, British neueality in the conflict would preclude any alliance with the 

slaveholding Soutb, an alliance which, as Baptists morally opposed to slavery9 they 

could not countenance. Moreover, within the context of Anglo-American political 

tensions during the war they defined the concept of national loyalty in religious terms. 

This view limited, therefore, the extent to which the editors could endorse the 



vociferous anti-Americanism put forward during the war by pditically conservative 

Canadian periodicals. 



Chapter F idooc lus ion  

That the American Civil War was a watershed in the history and the development 

of the United States can easily be seen in retrospect With the end of the conflict in 

April 1865, the nation's four years of civil strife had changed it irrevocably. Slavery, 

which had precipitated tremendous social and political division between the Nortbem 

and Southern states, had been abolished. The system of human bondage which so 

strongly stamped Southern culture, which enraged Northern moralists and proponents 

of fkee-soil labour, and which drove the nation's political debate though three 

tumultuous decades was decisively defated. In the place of slavery, and an 

independent Coafederacy, stood a victorious North militarily occupying the formerly 

rebellious states. Politically, the vision of the United States as a collection of loosely- 

organized states had been replaced, both in theory and in hard fact, by a reorganization 

of itself into a more cohesive political entity. 

The war was also, however, an event of significance for observers in British North 

America Canadian historiography has traditionally emphasized that the war's influence 

on British North America was one of shaping the politid growth of the emerging 

Canadian nation. The codict's inherent Anglo-American diplomatic tensions, 

compounded by the geographical proximity of the United States and British North 

America and by the North's sudden rise as a military power, moved politicians in 

Canada and the Maritimes as well as in Britain to unite the North American provioces 

into a single, autonomous political state capable of resisting assimilation into the 

United States, 



This historiograpbid emphasis on the Civil War as an ewnt to which British North 

America reacted for pragmatic reasons of *If-preservation has, however, l e y  

obscured any discussion of the ideas which observers in Canada and the Maritimes 

appiied to, or took &om, the Arnerkau c~nilict~ Historians acamining the idedogical 

relationship between provincial observers and the war have dwelt largely on the 

politicians who used the American conflict as coohrmation of previously-held 

conceptions about the defects of the American political system. Closer examination 

should be made, however, of the commentary written on the war by the editors of Free 

Church Presbyterian, Methodist, and Baptist periodicals in the Maritirnes and central 

Canada- 

As this paper has shown, Protestant editors in British North America were quick to 

apply their particular religious views to their interpretation of the Civil War. Chief 

among the ideas influencing Protestaat editors in British North America when they 

interpreted the war was the evangelical postmillemid optimism which moved each of 

the editors to view the war primarily as a sectional stmggie over the moral issue of 

slavery. The idea that the eradication of social sin was a necessary precursor to 

Christ's return moved evangelical Protestants to agitate for the end of slavery 

throughout the much of Anglo-American world. That these British North American 

editors, fiom a variety of denominational, historical, and regional backgrounds, could 

commonly draw on an evangelical opposition to slavery when assessing the war speaks 

of the strength of postdennial opdmism throughout the Anglo-American world 

during the middle of the nineteenth centurytury In Britain, evangelical opposition to 

slavery had been elaborated within the context of debate over slavery within the 



nation's overseas colonies during the 1830s. Vews fonned in Britain were easily 

carried ovexseas by the strong demominational connections which linked Britain and its 

North American provinces, and nowhere is this fkct clearer than with the speed with 

which, after the 1843 "Great Disruption," Free Church Presbyterians brought their 

strong antislavery views to British North America Free Church I?resbyterim such as 

Robert Murray, William Reid, and George Brown, strongly influenced by religious and 

historical developments in Scotland, quickly turned to Southern slavery as the focus of 

their attention when discussing the war. 

The strong currents of postmille~ial moral opposition to slavery which emanated 

from the United States also affected these editors' views. The tremendous moral 

opposition to slavery among evangelicals in the Northern states in particular, when 

combined with the geographical p r o w  of the United States to British North 

America, bad a profound influence on Protestant editors in the Maritimes and Canada. 

In particular cases, such as James Richardson of the Crmrda Christian A k a t e  and 

Robert Fyfe of the C d i m  Baptist, moral opposition to slavery was in part formed 

by first-hand experience in the northem United States, in the course of brief minsterial 

postings. 

Methodist and Baptist editors in British North America were influenced by differing 

historical heritages when assessing the events and issues of the Civil War. While these 

editors focused on the war largely through their moral opposition to slavery, 

significantly Maeat  political perspectives in interpreting the war occurred along 

regional lines. Maritime editors were critical of the United States' republican fonn of 

government as an underlying cause of the war, and of the North's stated intention of 



fighting to preseme the Union rather than explicitly to abolish slavery- In this region, 

both Methodists and Baptists were historically influenced by ties to Britain which 

moved the editors toward a politically consavative outlook critical of republicanism 

In central Canada, however9 Methodists and Baptists drew much more strongly 

€rom their co-denominationalists in the United States, a fact of historical circumstance 

reflected in their commeutary on the war. The early years of Methodism in Omario had 

been marked by early American Methodist forays into the province, though later 

British influences dso shaped the denominatioa Wesleyans and Methodist Episcopals 

in central Canada wntinued to compete during the war for recognition by the 

American Methodist Episcopal Chwcl~, a struggle indicative of the importance which 

they placed on the American component of their historical heritage. Though both 

Wellington JeEers of the Chn'ittif~ Gumdim and James Richardson of the C d  

Chrisim Adwcate saw slavery as the foremost issue of the war, their different 

historical background led them to criticise the American government in a different 

manner &om their fellow Methodist editor John McMurray in Halifax. The American 

Union was, to them, not a major cause of Southern slavery. Rather, they saw 

maintaining the United States as a single nation to be the key to ensuring that slavery 

would eventually be abolished. Likewise, Canadian Baptist editors were also 

influenced by a dual Anglo-American historical heritage which moderated their 

polltical view of the war's main issues. Robert Ffle and Hoyes Lloyd, mindfid both of 

the denomination's conservative, Britishsriented membership and of those rural 

Baptists in southwestern Ontario who bad been influenced more by American politid 



ideals, tried to strike a balance by iosistiag that Canada should maintain a a d  

stance in the conflict- 

Free Church Presbyterian editorial commentary on the war was not difEerentiated 

by region. Rather, their historical experience in British North America was deeply 

affected by a Scottish church schism which b r d y  transformed Presbyterianism in 

both the Maritimes and Caoada in the middle of the nineteenth century. As such, the 

dominant Free Church political belief-that civil government must be obedient to 

Christian principles-became the lens through which Free Church editors viewed the 

American conflict. This perspective was not at all favourable to the United States' 

republican comtitutior It did, however, allow an editor such as Robert Mmay to 

contrast what he saw as the underlying political issues of the conflict with 

contemporary political developments in British North America Thus, the Civil War, 

from this view, was instructive for British North Americans as to the type of 

government which should M e  the emerging Canadian nation. 

The editon' interpretations of the war allow some significant comparisons to be 

made with the views of religious commentators in the Uaited States. Maritime 

Methodist and Baptist editors, along with Free Church Presbyterian editors in both 

regions, viewed the American political system as an underlying cause ofthe war. The 

American constitution, they argued, had allowed the Waited States historically to 

compromise between Northern anti4avery and Southern pro-slavery interests. For the 

North to fight to presene the Union, they argued, might potentially allow h h e r  

compromise between the two sections which would not ensure the abolition of slavery. 

This anti-republican sentiment moved these editors away from seeing the war and its 



issues in the same way as mahream evangelicals in the northern Uded States who 

viewed the American Uaioa as a political insmimeat of divine origin W W  the 

h e w o r k  of the Union, northern evangeticals were confident that slavery might be 

abolished and the nation's political integrity restored. The views ofthese British North 

American editors were quite diiliereat, and held more in common with radical 

abolitionists in the United States who advocated the disunion of the United States in 

order to isolate the slaveholding South. That Maritime Methodist and Baptist and Free 

Church Presbyterian editors could look at republicanism in a similar light as radical 

abolitionists in the United States is surprising, given the strength of the editors' 

evangelical perspective pempedve and the American radical abolitionists' tendency to 

condemn evangelical religion as a traditional defence of Southem slavery. 

In central Canada, meanwhiie, American political and religious ideals were an 

essential part of the Methodist and Baptist historical experience. As such these editors 

did not work fkom a position of outright hostility to the United States' form of 

govenunent. Rather, they, like evangelicals in the North, saw the maintenance of the 

American Union as essential to the nation's social and religious progress. To fight to 

preserve the Union was, therefore, essentially a fight to presefve the religious ideals 

which would ensure the abolition of slavery. 

Finally, it must be underscored that these editors did not write in isolation, but at 

certain times were able to engage their readers, fellow denominational editors, and 

even religious editors in the United States in debate over the causes and course of the 

Civil War. Thus, Robert Murray's conviction that the war served as an example ofthe 

evils of religious and national schism and should awaken British North Americans to 



realize the benefits of provincial union met with opposition by at least one reader, who 

feared that moving toward Canadian might in f e  prove had id  ifthe new 

nation's govment  resembled that of the United States So too a Maritime Baptist 

questioned the editor's harsh criticisms of the North's strategy of fighting to maintain 

the Uaion That these two editors were challenged in their interpretation of the war 

indicates that there did not neceSariy &st auy sort of consensus on political issues 

between a denomination's commentators and audience. 

Nor did there necessarily exist an agreement of opinion between denominational 

editors within British North Awrica As seeq editors in the Maritimes and central 

Canada of the same denomination drew on siguif idy different political views by 

which to interpret the war. Most notabIy, Maritime editor John McMurray and 

Canadian editor Wellington Jeffers, both Wesleyan Methodists, engaged in debate as 

to the particular relationship between the American political system, slavery, and the 

North's war aims. 

As this and subsequent cross-border debates rev* however, the religious press in 

the United States was also quite sensitive to British North American views of the war. 

Criticisms of Maritime Baptist editor Ingrabam Bill's commentary on the war by 

religious papers in both Boston and Chicago indicate the gulf of understanding which 

separated obse~~ers on both sides of the border as well as the extent to which many in 

the United States confused criticism of the North, especially fkom British circles, with 

support for the Codederacy- 

In conclusion, it is to be hoped that this study has expanded the role for religious 

commentary in the field of political history. Recent historiographical developments, 



partiaJarly in the United States, have broadened the definition of what constitutes 

political discussion As seen in the introduction, a growing n u m b  of studies 

concerned with religion in the United States argue effectively for the meanin@ 

impact of religion on political developments during the period of the Civil War. 

Similarly, as shown by the views of denominational editors, British North American 

Protestants were moved by their historical and religious backgrounds to draw 

specifically political lessons from the American conflict. In this examination of the 

denominational press, the concept of political dialogue has, arguably, been dciently 

broadened to include religious commentary as well. Even where slavery, the most 

explicit social and moral issue of the war, was discussed by denominational 

commentators, it was more often than not followed by an examination of the political 

structure of the United States which, to many of the editors, played a crucial role in 

the Civil War because it was seen as accomodating Southern slavery. These editon 

could not have seen the relationship between social and political issues in the war 

differently; as observers, they were as aware as anyone else of the extent to which the 

issue of slavery had driven national and church politics in the United States for the past 

three decades. Their deep antislavery impulses and particular views of the United 

States did not just appear with the outbreak of war, but had been shaped and modified 

by particular historical and denominational circumstances. In the end, these editors 

were not only religious commentators, but also political commentators whose views 

were shaped and influenced both by specific religious ideas and by ditferent historical 

CircuIlSfances. 
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