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Preface

This study was undertalten because of an interest
in the people of the ﬁapyahamneﬁk,aaaaaiaﬁimn and @&
suriosity concerning how the Baptists arose in this
areas It bas proven an interesting study; one whish
brought many of the social problems mentioned in secon-
dary histories, but seldem discussed; into reality.

Dr., Garnet Rylend has been very helpful as a gulde
in selecting the most useful sources in the Iibrary of
the Virginia Baptist Historical Sociebty. Ris ald; his
&ﬁ%iaa; and his friendly interest have been most valu-
able in the gr@par&ti&n of this thesig.

Drs Richard L. Morton has éeaﬁ a most patient and
halpful advisor in the SBlamtiag-af'maﬁarialg in.guiﬁing
the study of Virginla history. Without his help 1t
would have been most diffiecult to bring this study to
its present form.

The encouragemsnt and the suggestions given by D,
Willard Bliss, and Dr: Lyman Hs Butterfleld, and Miss

Jane Carson have beeon most valuables



Foundatlons

To the Twentleth CQentury Baptists of the Rap~
pahannock ﬁaﬁaaiatiﬂn%qf Virgiﬁia@7$hé’yaar 1770 has
gr@&t;aignifinamna aiﬁﬁm;gh i%m'i&@&r#amaﬁ ¢ ath@va
r&aidmah in that area oy 'to the wea% of the warld ia

prabably wnknowns For thﬁ majarity af ‘Ppeople in this

p&r% af Tiﬁﬁwater Virginia, 1if@tmave& o as usual. in
'ngtﬁ cf the fact that two Qapﬁiah praaahema, John
{ﬁalla? af Bpotisylvania and Jﬁhﬁ Eurﬂuﬁ,ﬁame to preach’
.tin ﬁiﬂdlesex ‘in November 1770 aﬁ tha requeat of James
Greanwaaﬁ and John Mullenj buty to ﬁh& 1atter and thelr
friends 1n th@ir conpani bty lifa ﬁad a new meanings
U By %he time Baptists camo in%m Miadlaaex, the Vipe
ginia amlony was well est&bliahﬂﬁa ?he succesasful con«
f;aluﬂian of the French snd Indian, %ar in 1763 had de-
farw&aaa thé mﬂnaae of the Xmﬁxapﬂ;‘ Vivgiﬁianﬁ eould pure
Bue theiﬁ usual manner of life- with iittla imterraptian
exa&pt far th@ unrest over taﬁaa im@asad by England.
,vﬁrqm.tha,baginning Virginia ﬁqaﬁaty had been estab~
i&gh@ﬁ;upan ﬁha.pattgrn of English*éﬁéiety; The greatb

T iThs Raﬁpahannaak Aasamiatian is comprised of the

Baptist churches located in the counties of Essex,
Gloucester (in part), King George; King and Queenjy
Iancaster, Mathews, Miédlaaﬁx* Northumberlandy Richmond,
and Westmoreland which lie on the north and south aides
of the Rappashannock River,




planters of Virginia tried to maintain the manner of
Iifa ‘which had characterized the life of their social
elass in England. The white in&anturad servants who
also emigrated to Virginia rmcﬁgniaeﬁ ‘the soclal dis~
'ﬁiﬁﬂtlﬂna; ‘yet, unlike the yeomaﬁry éf England, they
refused to accept thelr station im sewiaty a8 perma~
nent. As soon as thelr time of servitude should ex-
pire, each hoped to acquire for himself sufficient
land to attain for himself and his descendants a bebte
ter place in soclety. Many aspired to, and some at-
tained, the soclal recognition accorded the descendants
- 0of the gentry of Ingland who had emigrated to Virginia.

During the eighteenth century great changes came
o Virginia. The soclial distinctions based en the prin-
eiple of gentry, yeomanry, and servants passed. The
servant ¢lass was predominently Negro. Rural life pro-
moted the aplirit of independence; color, not rank or
wealth, became the fundemental dAistinctlon in sooclety.
Bvery free white man was master of his own actions, and
in a certain sense, the poorsr the man the more indepen-
dent he was. Men like Patrick Henry end Thomas Jeffepson
promoted the rise of the common mans

During the seventeenth and the early part of the
eighteenth centuries in Virginie, the Hstabllished Church



3
of BEngland dominated the religlous 1ife of the cclony.
It had been established in Virginias with the founding
of the wpolony st Jamestown 1n 31607 and had grown and
sxpanded as the colony grew and expanded, It experien~
ced pariéda of growth and perdiods of recession as did
the solonys As the settlors moved up the rivers in
search of rew lands on which to cultivate tobacco,
the basis of Virginiats economy, the Batablished Church
moved alsos Betwoen 15607 gnd 1625 thirteen parishes
are yreooyded as having beenfﬁatabiishaﬁ@g Gthops wore
probably in exlstences Through the efforis of the
minlisters soprving these parishes; apnd the vestrymen
who were chosen to exesube the alfairs of the church,
the peliglous life of the colony took shape and form.
Some of thoe parish ministers were men of the highest
integrity, morality, ond charescter, while, as 1is trus
in all denominations, others were not of such gquality.
The laws which governed the Eatablished Chureh in
Virginia wore derived to a great extent from the laws
governing the church as established in Englands, The
lawe werse {requantly stricet and vory harah in their
punlshments, a characteristic of the eivil laws of that

ora a8 wolls The laws governing the church yeguired,

ﬁ&aﬁr@& %arawgdam; Virginiats Mother Church,
Ty (Richmond, 1947), L7-iT. |



smong other things, the support of the clergy by
publie taxafion and attendance upon church serviaes.
Punishments were provided both for non-payment of
tithes and for naa~attendanee,3 The requlremont
that every one attend his parish church was still
on - the books in 1721, but it was disregarded by both
Apglicans, the members of the Zstablished Church, end
ﬁisssnters.& By 17hly the laws were st modifled that
although an individual was s5till required to attend
church repularly, permission was expressly given that
one might attend any place of worship he chose whether
Anglican cr‘ﬁiasentergg

Virginia required dissenting ministers Lo reglster
hefore the respective county courts of thelir residence
and enter upon court records the points at which they

proposed to preach and erect mecting houses, thus

3ps one of the prerequisltes to entrance into the
¢olony 1t was vequired of every one that he take the Oath
of Supremacy and the Oath of Alleglance,; thereby de«
¢laring the ruler of Hngland's supremacy in the spiri-
tual as well as in the political realm, The Act of Uni-
Tormity prchibited the use of any but the Zstablished
form of divine worship, fined those who absented them=
selves from service, and reguired every ons to pa g taxes
to support the clergy. The Act of Toleration (1689) was
the outgrowth of the Puritan Movement In England, This
act permitted the Dissenters, as they came to be known,
to form congregations of their own under very restricted
condltions. W.W, Hening,; Virginia, The Statutes at large
(Richmond, 1823) I, 166,

Brydon, Virginia's Mother Church, IT, L3«l.
Slbidtp XIS 25‘3“14'&‘
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piaming.thamsalvew and thelr congregations under the
protectien of the laws, In a real sense a license -
was issued to them by legal suthority, giving an as-
surance to the governing bmdy‘thaﬁ ﬁhéy were nob
itinerant ministers withoub &&fiﬁite'@rﬁé@nti&laqé
Helither the dissenting minister nor the Anglican might
'pvséch or officlate lawfully in any parish except his
own without officlal permission from the proper ecclesi-
estical asuthority, The thing most fsared was the coming
-of irresponsible men ¢laiming to be ministers who might
teach doctrines subversive to the sccepted Christian
falth or teach Romish doetrine and worship, or who might
be representative of groups suspected of disloyalty to
the povernment or the ﬂavaﬁaigng?

The law requiring eacth tiﬁhﬁéblﬁ to pey annually
8 u&rtain amount for the support of the clergy was
under constant attack. As early as 1696 there were re-
vislons of the law. At that time the sgiaviea of the
elergy were pettled at sixteen pounds of tobaoceo an~
nuallys This law became a matter of dispute whenever
prices of tobacco were law or the tobacco crop failed.

H

bpo1a., 11, bs.,
TIbid.; II, L6.




The most publicized dispute was over the "Two Penny
Azt“vwhiah allowed the payment of officers! fees and
other dues in tobaceo at the rate of sixteen shillings
alght pence for sash hundred pounds of tobaeco or in
cash at the option of the payers. Thus, when the pricse
of tobacco was above the sebt value, the clsrgy could
be deprived of a portion of thelr income as aﬁtabliahe&
iﬁ\lé?6m The Two Penny Act,; so cslled since it set
the evaluation of tobacceo at about two pence per pound,
was protested vigorously by the clergy« The leader of
the opposition was Regerend John Camm, yet the case of
Reverend James Maury (1762) was more publicized than
eothers because of Patrick Henry's eloquent appeal made
when the jury was summoned after the hearing of the
sult on a writ of ingulry bto settle the &amagesae

The Hstablished Chureh; though dominant 1n the
religious life of Virginia from the foundations of
the colony, by 1770 had had its authority challenged
wpon numerous ocossionss

The Quakers were the firset religious dlssenters
known te have challenged the guthority of the Baw
tablished Church in Virginia, although Roman Catholics

8?#&4~Bruc95 History of Virginis (6 Vols., New York,
192h); 11, 61~72. T , ;
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nad sought admittance prior to 1642, In 1657, Josiah
Coale of Bristol and Thomas Thurston; & Quaker preacher
f?am‘&l@maﬁatarshira, Engla@d“aanﬁyd in Virginis. They
spent six months or more in the &Qi@nygfa part of the
time in Jalls 8ince the early lawsﬂﬁﬂ Virginia insisted
on uniformity,; and nelther Roman Gatholics nor Quakoers
vere inclined to conform, laws W$ra3enasﬁaﬁ'ta compel
them to .depert from the colony. %e Quakers continued
ﬁis@ting in the colony, preaahing<§heir dootrines whay-
ever they ecould galn a hearing; a#&g"&f%er leaving,
corresponding with the converts; aﬁtil,'in 1660 &
apecific act against Qnakarﬁ‘wag_yaasﬁd in Virginia.
The objection to Quakers was primarily based on the
suppaesition that they were & mﬁu&@®~tm the stability
of social 1ife and civil governments« Another act (1662)
was passed which concermed them since it stated that
"Quakers who; out of non-conformity to the chureh,
totally absent themselves,; are liable to a fine of
twenty pounds for every month's absence from church,
And all Quakers, for assembling in unlawful assemblies
and conventieles, shall be fined and pays; each of them

there taken, two hunded pounds of tobaceo for each timemﬂg

¢ Quakers in the American
el { L

" “Rufus M, Jones
lonies (Londony 194173
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With the passage of the Toleration Act in IEngland
and 1ts adoption im Virginla, these severe laws lapsed
ahd aftaé i?ﬂg ths”ﬁrééehéwéV%@pr@ﬁ@ﬂting the different
sects wore permitted; on llcense ebﬁainad; to preach in
the edlany; B§ 1737 the Qﬂak&r& were satisfied with the
tréatﬁent accorded them in Virginia«1
| The Quakers established a few congregations, but
the ?réabytarians {1736) were the first non«anglican
religious group hé come inte Virglnle and make thelr
' influence felt: Thelr early leader, Frencis Makemie
(1658»1?68) and thair later leader, Samuel Davies,
brougﬁt the Fresbytarian& into Tiﬁewater Virginia and
secured for them a place in the colony. They came
meaaeabijg with only & few of thelr preaschers openly
criticixing the elergy of the Hatablished Churche
Thair ministera wers traineé, an& mogt of them vomplied
with ﬁha A&t of Toleration which had been enforced in
‘Eh@iand and was now applisd to tha'??aéhytevians in
virginiag The notable exéapﬁiona wers untrained evans
gellats such as th§ Reverend Willlem Robinson and the
Beverend John Roan who 80 invéighﬂd‘agaiﬂst the:supl~
ness of the Eatahlishedrﬂhurahlalewgymen that the latter,

in their resentment; brought John Roan into a court of

'1QBru¢eg History of Virginia, II, 255.
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laws Covernor (ooch, himselfl a Presbyteriany cherged
both Robinson and Roan with preaching without a regular
license and with being unable to show any testimonial
that would prove that they had rﬁéﬁiva@uﬁhﬁ propar edu-
cation for their sacred ﬂailiggyg

_In their bitter antagonism to the establishment
the Presbyterians jJolned with the Quakers and the Bapw
tists and supported all the bills for the dlvorce of
the church from the states After the Revolution, when
the legislature of Virginia passed an act incorporating
the BEpilscopal CGhurchy the Presbyterians ﬁf‘ﬁanmveg
Presbytery (establlshed by Samuel Davies) were implacable
and protested againat the act and asgigted in acoompli-
shing iﬁm.r&p&algia

"Other Dissentersy ﬁarman‘ﬁﬁfﬁ@m@d.(1?174i?19);
the Iutherans (1?ESQQ and the ﬁ@ygviamﬁ*tl?&?) entered
Virginiag'but left 1ittle imprint u@@n'ﬁh& religious
iife of the coleny ag a wholes Boéme of them organiged
congregations and registered thelr preaching plasces,
while others failed to do so.

The largest and most infiuential group of dlssenters
to invede Virginis was the Baptists. The first known

recard af a Baptist preather in Virginie sppesrs in #na

" aruce, History of Virginia, I, 327-3208.
12pp1d., 1I, 539-540.
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Journal of Thomas Story; the noted Quaker,; who made.
his initial visit to Virginila im 1699 and while in
“ghe wvieinity of Ferkbtown in York county stayed ab
the home of one Thomas Bonger, a preacher among the
"General Bapbists®, Nothing whatever is known today
of tge work of Thomas Bonger and the places wheres he
preached, There seems to be no record of any organi-
zation of the Baptliasts at that time, nor has any record
appoared of preaching places regilstered by himalg

The faect that & group of Baptlseits existed in Isle
of Wight is revealed by their petition which the
Genersl Baptlists in Lendon received and ascted on in
171« Two men, Robert Nordin and Thomas White, were
erdained to go top Virginisa, but only one; Robert
Nopdin, arrived safely. He organized & Baptist con~-
gregation in Prince George founty; at a place called
Burleigh, and seems to have preached alsc in Isle of
Wight and in Burry counties. .There was a Baptist con-
gregation of about thirty or forty members in Isle of
Wight county in 1729 and other congregations in Surry
which died oubty to & certaln extent at least, when their
members removed to North Garolina before the coming of

_ _ 1
the Separate Baptists inte Virginia.

" Dgrydons Virginia's Mother Church, Iy 259260,
ih1pid., I, 260.
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About 1743 another group of Baptists came from
Maryland across the Potomac to Frederick County and
organized a gangrégatign called Mill Creek on Opeckon
aremk;' From this congregation a éaiﬂﬁy went agross
the Blue Ridge Mountains into Loudoun county and es=
tablished Ketootin chureh in 1751} later a third
congregation in Rockingham and a fourth united with
these First two others to form the Ketoectin Associa=
tion in 1766, the first accoelation of Baptist churches
in Viprginia: This assesiaﬁion'was later absorbed by
the Separate Baptists who came between 1760 and 1775,
and .. Oveprspread the a@lﬂny¢15 B

The real lifs anﬁj@rﬁwﬁh of the Baptists in Vire
ginia came under the imygﬁés of the Great Revival with
the incoﬁinglér the Separate Baptists from Rorth Caro-
lina efter 1760. These Separate Baptists had originally
come from New HEngland under the leadership of Shubal

Stearns, a econvert of the Reverend George Whitefleld

' ESR.UL: I, 2604
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and a member of a group of New Lights™" known as
Separates who were oconverted to the Baptist fsith in
1?93.17 Shubal Btearns, fired with the zeal and ene
thusiasm of George Whitefleld, felt a call to carry

| . Hey with a few of his
the Gospel to the frontiers o
gonverts left New Englund in 1754, halted firat at

Opeckon, Berikley couniy; ?irgini&§ where he found a
Baptlst church under the ¢are of the Reverend John
Garrard. Here he met his brother-in-laews the Reverend

Deniel Harshell who had just returned from his mission

iﬁwha.ﬁew Light Stir was &n extensive movement
whose adherents;believirg that the parish congregations;
with few exceptions, were far from the purlity of the
Gospely determined to form c¢churches of thelr owns: Into
these none wers admitbted whoe did nob profess “wital?
religion, that 13y were consciously aware of an ex=
perience dalled conversion at which time they felt a
sense of exaltation and dedicationsd Having thus separa-
ted thomselves from the Congregationsl Church, they were
erlled Separstes. The Separates btook their n&ma about
the yoar 17hlis Thelr ¢hurch goverrment was entirely
upon the plan of the "Independenta%, the power being in
the hands of the church, They ycrmittaé unlearned men
to preachy provided they manifested such gifts as in~
dleated their future usefulness. Stoearns believed in
the immediate teachings of the Spirit, Me. Btearns,
listening to some of these Instructions of Heaven; con=-
celved himself called by the Almighty to move far.to the
woastward {0 exesute a great and extenslve work., Incited
by his impressions; he and e few of his members took
their leave of New England. Robert B. Semple, A History
of i .+ « the Baptists in Virginia, revlised by G«W., Beale
Y chmond, 15§E§ V. :

17tandon ga 3611, The 01& Pree 3ﬁabe (Richmond,
1927}, Iy 377.
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among the Indlansg to Opeckon where he had become a
Baptist, The two, with thelr companies, settled for
a while on (acapon, in Hampshire county,; about thirty
miles from Winchester. Being not too successful here,
and reatless, 3tearns moved on to Sandy Creek in
Guilford county, North G&?Qliﬁﬁﬁls carrying with him
many of the Puritenical ldeas from New England., Dsniel
Marshall went out into the neighboring county, and into
parts of Virginia adjacent to Sandy Creek and Abbott's
Creek where he baptiagd several during his flrst visits,
Among those baptlized was Dutton Lane under whose pas«
toridl care the first Beparate Baptist church in Virginia
was contituted in August 1?6&@19

The Baptists met opposition in Virginla for several
reasons: thelr doctrine, thelir methods of evangelizing,
and thelr leaders. By law the Episcopal form of worship
was established: the king of Hnglend was decreed the
head of the churchj every baptized person living within
the realm was considered a member of the church; every
head of the househeld waz taxed to support the clergy:
the Blshop of Londen was responsible lor the governing

clergys the clergy must be eordained in England before

15&emplek a History of . , . the Baptists in

Vir inia, 13-1h.
1§1bia., 27=28,
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they could be eligible for a "benefit? in the colony.
Fothing aaulé be more opposed to the doetrines and the
practices of the Baptists, especlally the Separats
Bapbists.

The HEgtablished Chmrch expected every child born
within 1its realm to be baptized into the church soon
after birth and to be reared in the church by his
family and the parish clergyman. To them there was no
occasion for evangelizing,; except among heathens.

The minisbters of the Bstablished Church, educibtéd
in England and aecua?cmaﬁ to thetgupérviaionVQf the
higher church officlals; were tréinad to serve closely
imit communities where tradition plﬁyad a great pard;
but in.Vifginia thers was little supervision. The
parishes they served extended over wide geographic
areas and independence was the keynote of 1life. Con~
sequently there was neglect of large parts of Virginia.
3oaieﬁy and opposition in Virginia to the rules and
regulations of the Eateblished Churdh.

When the Beptists flrst sppeared in North Carolina;
they were viewed by the clvil authorities and the clergy
as beneath their notice; "None," said they, '"but the
weak and the wicked join them. lLet them alone: They

, : 2
will soon fall out among themselves and come to nothing."

“20101d,, 29
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The clergy and the civil authorities were complacent,
However, when the Baptist ministers began travelling
up and down the colony preaching like John the Baptlst
of old, "Repent, for the kingdom of heaven 1z at hamd,“al
the people ceme in crowds to hear; some werse converted
and in turn set out to preasch,. Buch a wide-spread
movement, stretching from the mountains to the sea,
aroused both the clergy and the civil suthorities.
It threatened the established order. Frior to the
Toleration Act bthe law stated that no form of worship
other than the established should be permitteds The
Baptlsts came accepting no egtablished oreel laying
elsim to the Bible as thelr only source of doctrine.
The custom of the Bstablished Church was to have as
ordained ministers only those who, upon the completion
of their educatlon, were selected by the Bishop and
properly ordained according to prescribed rites and
coremonies. The Baptists came accepting no authurity
for their call to the ministry except "the call of Geod
to go into all the world to preach™, The civil govern~
ment and the Established Church government were s0
woven together 1t was difflicult to know where one csased

and the other began, The Baptists accepted no church

31John L@iand, The Virginia Chroniele (Fredericks-
burg, 1790}, 22 .
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government, each congregation being gn aubonomous
unit governing its effalrs as It saw £it, declaring
that church and state should be separste in all
things., They preached freadom vhevever they could get
a hearing, and freedom as they preached 1% was in
direct opposition to the church as esteblished by law
in Virginia since the foundatlon of the colony at
Jgmestown in 1607,

The Separate Baptists preached freedom of cons=-
cience, declaring that every man had the right to
interpret the Bible for himself, répudiating the be-
ii@f ;ﬁat the lality must depend upon the educated
clergy for an interpretation of the teachings of the
Bible, This brought freedom to the common man who |
had depended for years on the Episcopal clergy to in-
terpret the Bible for him. Howsver, the members of
& Baptist chureh agreed among themselves to conform
to the beliefs adopted by the majorlity of the con=
gregation.

The Baptists preached the separation of church
and state, declaring that no civil authority could
dictate to a man's sconseience in religlious matters
or force him to support by tléhes or by hig sttendsnce
gny particular church. They rejected the right of the
civil authorities to sollect tithes for the support of
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the clergy and to present before the court any person
for non-attendénce upon the services of the Hsztablished
Ohurch, Alsoy since the Baptlsts believed in gdult
baptism following conversion, they refused to ascept
infant baptism. When two opposing forces met, it was
but natural in that age, st least, that one must try
to destroy or supplant the other.

The method of evangellzing used by these early
Separate Baptlists wasg direetly opposed to the customs
of the Zstablished Churchs In the Hstablished Church
2 child was born, and spoon thereafter baptized inte
the churchs From that point on; the church and his
femlily were responsible for educating him in religlous
mattorse How much inatruction he received depended on
the relipious zesl of his elders in hies family and the
efforts of the clergy. That the latter were frequently
inadequate was due not so much to the lack of interest
as to the tremendous physical obastacles in the way of
ragglar ylsits to all parts of wéaﬁ were exceptlonally
large parishes, The Baplilsts, both Regular and Separate,
believed in adult conversion énd baeptism following con-
version. They belleved that no person baptized in ine-
faney and reared in the church was recessarily a con-
verted person; thepvefore they went from house to house

preaching and exhorting; urging that each individual seek



18

an "experience of conversion.™ Meny were slarmed
by the teaching of these Baptists, and sought to
put a stop to thelr wild ldeas, Frequently when one
of‘the Baptist preachers had ga%ﬁeped & crowd pround.
him, = %énﬁ of erraged citizens would arrive Intent
upon bresking up the meetingy Sometimes they would
yell end make sueh & noise tid the people cauid not
hear the speaker; sometimes they would have g warrant
served upon the preschers present; and socmetimes they
would toss & nest of hornetds on the improviged plat-
form.

The house to house method of preaching was not
the only thing that was obnoxious to the Establinhed
Church and the e¢ducated portion of scelety. HMany of
the Baptist ministers were uniearned mon, mechanics,
and labovers. To the Esbteblished Ohurch this was wne
thinkeble, and to the educated class it was ridioulous.
What made 1% even more offensive, the preachers ap-
pealed so émceaﬁafully to the labovers that, when the
Baptlsts were in the neighborhood, the planters were
unable to keep their men at work. When news came that
& ﬁapﬁiét preacher was in the vielnity, the common people
would freguently pack up enough food for several days
and go end camp neay the preaching places This was exas-

perating to their employers.
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Then too, the manner of preaching used dy these
sarly Baptlst ministers made them the object of ridi-
cule and eemsurs by the Established Church and the
educated cless. What some of the ministers lacked in
learning, they made up Tor in zﬁéir,manner of preaching.
Thé& used "intoning," loud whoops, wild gestures; end
other noises which helped to produce mass hysterig so
that many of thelr meetings were accompanled by”étﬁ&nga
phenomena such as groaning, writhing, amntartiwns,fahﬁ
great shouts of ecstacys In Colonial Virginia the
preaching of the unlearned Baptist minlsters was to the
Heteblished Church azlmost blasphemy and, to the educated,
foollshness. émnSGQusntiy avérg penal law in the Virginia
code was strained to suppress these Baptists. The most
fragquent charges made wers preachiﬁg‘wiﬁﬁwut & llcense
and éigﬁuﬁbing thse peace.

The oarly leaders of the 3&@ﬁi$tag such men as
Dutton Leme (1758), Elijeh Orailg (176l), and Lewis
Craig (L767), who prsached throughout Virginia, fre-
quently following s regular itinerary, were uneducated
22

men of the leboring class, Dubbon Lane,“" upon his

conversion by the preaching of Danlel Marshall, was so

~ 22james B. Taylor,
sters (Richmond, 1338),

22 Fame s Bs Taylor, Lives of Virginla Baptist Mini
sters (Richmond, 1838), Becond Bdition, 2{~28e

Lives of Virginia Baptist Mini-
eﬁ(}ﬂ B t ORly ¢ “&a.
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fired by szeal to tell others of his experiences that
he set about predching to any one wno would listen.
g;ijah_ﬂraigga_gathereﬁhia fellow laborers together
iimfhi$ t9baaaa house ot night aﬁd‘ﬁihﬁﬁﬁaé them to
ﬁéﬁk salvations His work was ﬁhiafiy in Orange a@d
Culpeper, His brother Lewisgh’sgent;mmsk of his ﬁime
after conversion travelling consbantly, preaching
wherever he could galn an au&iaﬁéa,~g@ing dewn-évaﬁ
to Hiddlegex in the Rappahannock Association,

0f the early preschers in Vieginia, Samuel

.Egrﬁiéaag (ordained 176G} and Jahn'walleﬁaé {ordained
1??&) come of the sducated alassmiiﬁamuéz Harriss was
a man of recognized positlon in his comwunity at the
time of his ganﬁ@raion, having served as church wardeny
sheriffy justice of &he‘p@&awg_hurgﬁaa'f@x‘thﬂ'ééunt§,
colonel afhﬁhe militia, captain of Mayo Fort, and oome
missery for the Fort and ammuy. John Waller came of an
hanara%lﬂ femily and was destined for the law, but cire
cumstances sand his own inclinetion prevented that. At
one time he was among the flercest y&rseaut@r&'éf'ﬁha.

Baptists, serving on a jury which presented lewls Craig

1pia,, 62-6ls
ghﬁhi&rh £y~88.
251pid., 28+35.
20Tbid.y 77-84s
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for preasching in his neightorhood., However, he was
80 imprsessed by Cr&ig*s demeanor that he began abiending
Baptist moetings. By.ﬁhe:ﬁima.ﬁarriﬁg cnd Read ceme on
their next tour Waller had become o caondldate for Bap-
tism. He wes baptized byﬂﬁeaﬁ iﬁ‘ﬁhé year 1767 and was
ordained yaaﬁaf'ef a newly formed church in his neligh-
borhood in 1770 Then he, too, eoxbtended his labors,
becoming en itinerant preacher going as far as Middle~

BE8X s
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IX
Oppositlion in the Rappshannook Association

The men of the Rappahannook Aaswmiahian'ware of
different aacial position and educatlon,; but united in
thelr ardent aarvine to the new faith &s were the men
who sarved Virginia at large. James Greenwood (born
1749). Theoderie Noel (baptized 1778), Lewis Lunsford
(porn 1753); and others wevre of_ﬁhe.le&s educated class.
Theodoric ﬂbell was known as an exhorier., His exhopr-
tations; uttered with a deep«~toned loud wvoise; in tune-
ful modulation,; had a powerful effsct and induced
paroxysms of emotion accompanlied by crying out and
falling down on the ground; sometimes in & semi~cong-
elous state. Iewis Eunaforﬁa was the remarkable boy
preacher of his day, beginning his preaching at the
age of seventeen, His fluent speech and pungent manner
of address excited astonlishment and drew crowds from
every directions He, however, was not spolled by his
popularity and became a diligent student, laboring by
day to earn 8 living and studying by firelight at night
to gain knowledge. James Greenwood” lived such a blame-

leas 1life that 1t is said of him that his example exerted

xiJam@s B. Taylor, L&ves of Virginia Baptist Ministers
(Richmond, 1838), Second Edition, 228-220,

2Ibids, 137-146.
31pid., 125-126.
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more influence than any of his sermons.

Iverson Eﬁwiﬁhfbaﬁn 1741y baptized 1770), uniike
his fellow ministers jﬁ&tlnat@d,'ﬁéé,adugaﬁgé in the
@ﬁtabziah@@rreligimn of ﬁia days éé wag an ﬁgisgepaiian,
?arg'yiaua; very observant of'thé'vélés and regulations
of the Established: Church; faaiing it unnecessary to do
more to obtain eternal l,ifre@~ However, upon hearing an
itinerant preacher proclaim, "Yo. must be born again,?
he was stirred to the pﬂigt af gﬁing to hear Johh Waller,
He was converted and began o éxhar% theose around him.
He, 11ke William Mullen, went to vialt relatives, con-
versed with them aonearning his reecent conversion, and
80 lmpressed them that tha& invi&a@ in thelr friends
dnd neighbors to hegr'himg Much to his embarassment
they asked him to preach, #nﬁ so began his career as a
preacher. He was instrumental in establishing three
churches in Mathews.

One of the most prominent ministers of the Rapw
pahannock region, though not a founder of any of the
churches, was Robert Baylor Samp1a54{har§ 1769, bap-
tized 1709}, eminent historian of the Virginis Baptists.

K1pid,, 220-232.
STpid,, 269«320.
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Hep 1like Waller, studied law and onte was contempbuous
of the ministers of the Bapbist falth who were men of
limited attalmmentss He n@gméﬁqfréQQﬁﬁﬁzy with an aged
wember of the Baptlist church near his home, and &lthough.
his purpose was to aonvince his neipghboyr of the foolishe
neps of Bapbist beliefeo, he himesll bDecanme vonvineed of
their truth, Thereafter he spent the rvemainder of his
14fe serving the phurch of which he was no asornful in
his youthe

These esarly loadorsy both edusated and unlearned,
went about presching wherever they could gain a hearing.
Because of their ecrdtiecism of the clergyy thelr spelal
statue, their manner of proachling; or besause of %hﬁir
succeas in converting many peopls to their falthy they
were persecuteds Of the minloters previeusly mentioned,
John Waller suffered peysecution as mugh as snys

¥hen Jemes Gresnwoeod and John Bullen wers converted
through conversations with Willlem Mullen, they were an-
xicus to hear fupthors Ag s result John Waller and John

urmis came down [rom Spottaylvanie to preach in ¥Middle~
sex in Hovember 1770. Jesmee MoKan presented a petition,
to the county court in the spring of 1771, asking to
have bhis house lilocensed as a plavce of woeship for the
Protestant &iamwnﬁww& aoccording to the requirementa of
the Act of Toleration. 8ine¢ the Hestablished Church and
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the- ¢ivil suthorities were apposed to allowing the
Baptists to galn a further foothold in Middlesex, the
potition was rejected. _Whan.%iligam Webber (born 1L74T)
and John Waller arrived in that county at the home of
Jemes Me¢Kan in August,; 1771~ the Bapéi&%s were not de~
terred by the lack of s licensed preaching place -~ the
adherents of the Established Church went into lmmediabe
action. A warrant; lssued by Phillip Montague, was
placed in the hands of an officers While Webber was
preaching, on the very first day of thelr arrival, two:
sheriffs executed the warrant. The sheriffs were sce
aampanied,by the parson of thé parish and & posse, al~
though when Waller and Burrus had come in 1770 to preach
and a magistrate had attempted to pull Waller off: the
stagey 1t was a clergyman present who had prevented it%é‘
On the same dayy Webbser; Waller, and others wore btaken
before James Montsgue, another magistrate of the county.
Webber, Waller; and two othera, declaring "they had ne
power or authority for that which they had done but from
above; " were committed to jJall until they should be dis~
charged by due course- of 1@Wg? Prom the records of

Middlesex county we find them cherged with "unlawfully

brrohably Samuel Klug,; minilster Christchurch parish.
Brydon, Virginia's Mother Chureh; II, 611.

73.D, McG11l, Sketches of History of the Baptist
Churches Within the Iamits f“?ﬁe Rappahannock Association
In VIrginia (Baitimore, 1850), 10s
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assembling themselves at the house of James MeKan . v
and baking upon themselves to teach @r'yraaoh- the gogpel
und&v tha yratmnae of -the ax@rcism Qf religion in other
marmer than sccording to the Lit%@rwy of the Churceh 'of
%ﬁgl&nd; they not having Bpiscopsal ﬁrﬂiﬂati@n « % s BE=
cmrﬁing to the canons of the said,church of England & « @8

"ﬁﬁt‘all of the 1nhabiﬁ&mt$'§£*§iééle&ax woys’ in
sympathy with this move on the part of the clergy and
the eivil authﬂﬁitieﬁg Some of the ei%izansy*in 8 po-
titign Eaﬁeﬁ'Sept@mbﬂw 19 i??l;]béguﬁstad that the case
of the Baptist préachers be reconsidered and that they
be released from their impriaanmﬁnt o return ta their
distregsed familias.g It is suppa&aﬁ that Jmhn wnllav
had to remain in the 4jail for the full period of six
manéhs since the record does nolt show he was ever dis~--

Qﬁ&ﬂgﬁﬂglg

UJames Montague, lLetteér (photostatis copy) pres
gerved in the Library of the Virginia ﬁaptist Histori-
aalisasiaty located at the University of Richmond, Vir-
ginia.

g?akan from a ¢opy of the petition gz presented to"
the court of Middlesex, September 19, 1771 preserved in
the 'Library of the Virginla Baptist Historlcal Society.

10 Ietter +« related to gr&ﬂ& Jury procedings in Saluda;
¥iddlesex county, April 28, 1873 - preserved in the Li=
brary of the Virginia Bapﬁiat Historieal Soclietys
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Other instances of pergecution in the Rappa<

hannock. Assoelation followed. John Waller, John Shackle-
ford, and Robert Ware had a warrant served upon them
whaﬂ’ﬁhﬁy"%ﬁra_aonstitusing ?iﬁcatawgy church in 1774
They wé?e imprisoned on meny aacgﬁiéﬁé; gometimes for.
as long a3 sixteen days at the times Upon one .occasion
James Greenwood proasched from the cell windows, with
such success that his foes Judged it politic to open

the prison doors and 1@t‘him‘ga f?@@ﬁll

Other ministers
were attacked in publiec debate, In the Upper Zlon
néighberh@md-tws laymeny Jemes Ware and James Pittman;
were lmprisoned for sixteen days for allowing preaching
in their housesq In 1775 Younger Pitts waié taken up %o
be carried before & magistrate for preaching; although
after some abuse, he was get a2t liberty. Thils was the
last instance in the Upper Kilng and Queen community of
an abttempt at suppression "undsy color of the laW¢“12
The era of persecution in the Hap@ahamnaak Associatlon
lasted aspproximately five years. Of courss opposition
continued; but it was not conducted through the channels
of the law « rather through threats and pranks such as

Theodoric Noel suffered when he baptized a young womsne

| Iiﬁﬂﬁili, Sketchesy 20-23.
KESempla A History of .+ s o the Baptists in
Virginia, 156,

»




28

1% is told that the convert's brother threatened to
dip any person who should dip hér. In fulfillment of
his word he made the attempt; but failled to get Mr. Noel
under water before he was chased away by some present’ who
did not like this treabtment of the yraaeher.lB

The Beptists met opposition; suffered persecution
under the law, eéndured many indignitiles; but they per-
severed and succeeded In esteblishing the Baptist faith

permanently in the Rappahannock areas
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IIX
Organizations

The ‘coming of the Baptists into the Rappahannock
area was followed by the organization of churches in
each community where there were baptigeﬁ bellevers,
The Tlrst three churches organized, Glebe Landing,
lower King and Queen, and Upper Essex, were located in
three adjioining countiess ‘Middlesax, King and Queen,
and Hssexs Although these churches were in different
countles, they were not widely saparéted geographically.
As the number of believers increased anﬁ’apread over a
wilder geographicel erea, each church established meeting
houses which were convenient to the people. A congre=
gation might have four or five meeting ﬁousesg to one
of which each member would be expected to come. Egoh
meeting house had a special time for preachlng and a
special time for business sessions so as to make it pos-
sible for the pastor to be present. To fulfill his
engagementa, the pastor would set sut from home on horse
back or in some horse-drawn vehiele to meet with the
congregation in thelr business sesslon. on Baturday and
to preach on Sunday. If distance to the next appointw
ment demanded 1t, he would continue on his Jjourney; if
noty he would return home until time to go to the next

engagement. An urgent need for his services in 8 locallty
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would cause him to tarry in that community a while to
meet the needs of his congregation. While in a looality
he would be "invited éuﬁ“ by his members, staylng in a
difrersn§ hame_each might; or sometimes he ﬁaul& vrafer
to go to one place to be "entertalned.” In elther case
he was able to meet his people and know them better.

To "entertain® the preacher was conslidered a great pri-
vilege.

The establishment of churches entailed the settling
of many problems. The Baptigts were in revolt against
the established form of worship, That form of worship
they would not use, therefors they must agree on some
others The matter was brought up and discussed at
business sesaions of the local church until at last the
members arrived at an agreement. This agreement was re-
corded in the minutes and was later referred to as the
covenant and rules of opder, Hach church decided on the
wording of its own covenant, although the content of
most of the covenants was about the same: the purpose
of the church,; the scknowledgment of the Holy Scriptures
as the only standard by which they would live, and a

prayer for God's blessing on the &hurahal

1363 Appendix B.
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Here the similarity of their agreements almost
ceased, The Rules of (rder set up by each church
were the direct expression of the opinlon of the Bap-
tists of that loecality as to what was the proper conw
duct of a Christian.  Some stipulated certain forms of
dress; others forbade the use of music 1n the homes)
others Stateé.whathgr one should stand or kneel during
prayer. Since these Rules of- Order were subject to
change usually on. a two~thirds vote of the members
present, there were falrly frequent revisions,.

The Rules of Order bécame.tha criterion by which
the church judged each member and the pastor. Should
a membey fall to live up to any one of these rules, he
was called before the church to give an account of him-
self. If he refused to comply with the Rules of Order,
he was "dealt with", meaning that the other membérs sat
as a body to hear the case and decide what verdict should
be rendsred. If found gullty, & member could be sus~-
pended until he changed his conduct or he could be ex-
cludeds Bxeclusion was considered the severest and was
uged only in extreme cases,

8ince the Baptists did not believe church membership
essential to salvatlion, exslusion from church would not

have the same meaning for them as it did to Roman Catho~
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licss Yet it entalled such severe Qstraaism, not only
by the members of the church but by the community as
well, that it was & powerful deterrent to misconduct on
the part of the members..

Por an erring pastor there was a speclal punishe
ment “silleneing™; meaning that h& would no longer be:
permitted to preach in that church although he might be
allowed to retain his membership as & lay-member, Ex-
clusion was als¢ used when the anﬁ?ah felt it was needed.

Each church chose its own pastor. Prior to 1824
the congregation was the sole judge of the aquslifica-
tions which the man 1t chose should have. A4s indicated
previously; the early ministers were for the meost part
‘uneducateds Thelr best gualification was usually an
intense desire to tell others of their own conversion

and to urge them to seek a simllar experience. Some

of the men could read and study the Blble for thamge&ves
and presented its teachings as they understood them.
Others depended on "divine inspiration,” bellevVing that
if they stood on their feet before a congregation and’
prayed; God would gut‘tha'wowds into their mouths as

the disciples were told God would do when they had to
def'end themselves before a court upon arrest.

The form of service was a question for debate.

Congregaticnal singing was one of the chilef features of
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public worship, yot sach oshurch haed to determine
whether an instrument should be used to aaﬁ@ﬁpany'tne
singing. Some churches were biitterly opposed to having
wusical instrumsnts in the chureh; or for that matter
in the home. The proper position of the body during
praver was ancther point of difference. Some folt
that the only sttituds of prayer, whether publie or
privatey was kneeling; others felt that In publie prayer
it was proper to stand with bowed head; aﬁiil otheps
felt the head should be raised toward God in the heavens.
Bach congregation decidsd exastly what it would do and
the membors of thet church wore expocted to ablde by the
decisions or be "dealt with,"

Theare were many pelnts of differsnce congerning
the administering of the ordinances of Heptism and come
sunion, but in several vespocts the Baptists were in
accord: all agreed that immersion was the only form of
Baptism, that it could be¢ administered only by an op~-
dained minigter of llke failth and order, and that coms
munion could be served only to baptized believers of
like falith and order. These practices brought sbout a
great deal of friction bebtween the Baptlsts snd other
disgenters as well as botween the Baptists snd the

Established Churoehs
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The idea of an Assooiation among the Baptists was
derived from ¥rngland, where such organizationa ‘had been
formed as early as 16&30 The earliest agsociation in
thafgmericaﬁ’culaniaa was the Ehiigdelphxa &séaciaﬁiéﬁ;
1707; the earliest in Virginia, the Ketoctin Associa~’
tion, 1776+ As the Baptists grew in numbers in ?ifginia
they separated into four districts: two on thé south
side of the James and two on the north side. One of
the latter was the Dover &ssac*atian Whieh inciuded the
Baptist churches in the counties of &aochland, Ehnovar,
Henrico, Charles City, New Kent, Jemes Gity, York,
Warwiolk,; Elizabeth City, Ceroline, King Willliam, King
and Queen, BEssex, Middlaééx; ﬁloucester;'mathewé;'Kfng
Georpe, Westmoreland, ﬁichm@hﬁ, Nﬁrthqmberland,vaﬁ&
Laneasﬁer.u

A8 the Baptists grew in numbers and became more
widaly'aeattered, it was deemed expedient,; becauée 6?
the great distances from the Rappahannoek area to the
ugual meeting plaaes‘af ﬁ&a Dover Assocfiation to which

the Rappahannock Baptisfs belonga&,,tc form s separate

“ZWililam Cathecart, editor, The Baptist Encyelopedia
(Philadelphia, 1881), L6.

3Ib18e, 47
SQmple, A History of . . . the Baptists in Virginia,
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association,. The year 1873 is the accepted date of
the organizatiocn of the Dover Associatlon; the year
1843, of the Reppahannock &$$Oéiation45

The Assoclations as developed in England were com-
posed of eleécted delegates from each loecsl church. The
Assoclation, upon asgsembling, disclaimed all power to
prescribe or impose anything upon the faith or practice
of any of the churches, eéven though they were repre~
sented in the gathering; nelther should anything done
by the assoclation be binding upoen any one church ex-
copt with the consent of that chureh by & wajority. vote
ef the male members; The messengers, composing the as-
sembly, brought letters from the churches commending
them to it. These letters alsc contained many questlons
cﬁnaernigg which members of the 1acai:chur0h disagreed.
and about which they wished the oplnion of the assembled
churches. Sometimes they wished to know how another
church handled the same question. The assembly's minutes
were recorded and aAany sent to each church.

8ince each Baptist congregation was an independent
ovgenization; flercely Jealous of its independence; the
agssoclations could only recommend certain policies, Out
of these discussions there emergsd a church pollecy and a

church govermment recognized hy member congregations.

“T8oo Appendiz A.
Gﬁathnart, Tha Bapbist ¥neyclopedia, 6.
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Should a congregation disapprove any action taken by
the association it could withdraw, and then remain
independent or apply for membership iﬁ another associaw
'tiane

A seytain amount of &1ac;pliaé was sxercised by
the assoclatlon over both the churches snd the pastors;
but due to the large degree of freedom of the loecal
churches, such cases were rare, I a church departed
too far from the accepted teachings of the denomination,
it was "walted upon® by the association. Suech action
was taken in regard to ssyeral churches after the aprival
of Mr. ﬁlexander'aampbell,7 later the recognized founder
of the Disciples of Christ denomination, in the Assoclia~
tion through the invitation of Mr. ﬁenley, the pastor
of Upper Hassex Church. The @nsuing dissension was the
occasion for much disclipline, not only of the churches,
but of the ministers alsc.

The church first called Kingston {later, MNathews)
‘was among those which were diseiplined because the
pastor and some of the church members followsd the
teachings of HNr. Campbell, Some of the members of Mathews
Church were among the.earliast adherents of the pecullar
views (from a Baptist point of view) of Alexander Camp-
bell. When Peter Ainsile accepted these views, he and

five others who followed him were excluded by the Dover

7Seerﬁppendix Ge
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Association in 1832.: In spite of the actlon taken by
the Association, others in this region continued to
turn from the Baptist doctrine to that of Mr. Campbell.
Consequently a committee from th@,@gsaaiatiﬁn visited
.maﬂhgwﬁ Chureh ‘in May 1834, attaﬁ?tiﬁ@:ha turn the
yeepla back to their former point’éﬁ vi@w, but without
mach success. AL the fall session of the Dover Assocla-
”t£an ﬁelﬁ‘at_ﬁﬁper King and Qne@ﬁ;in 183l, the Assocclaw
tion moved to execlude Mathews &hur@ﬁ; The motion was
'withﬁrawn at the request of the,@aﬁ&éwsvdeiagata, Mre
lﬁuéginég and another commlttee w&aAappﬁint@d to visls
the churchs: In ﬂavambar;;1635§ they met with the chureh,
,at'ﬁhich.tima all the members than §nown to have avowed
the heretical sentiments of Mr: &ampbéli, including Dr.
ﬁ&ing&ﬂfi@l&; the pastor, were @5éiﬁdaﬁ from membey--
© ships In'%836 Mathews Church &i&avéwed the act of 1ts .
pastor in 1635, declaved that tha'é@nneati@n had been
dissolved without its consent and petitioned the Associas«
tion that it be agein attached to the Associationega
Bruington‘ﬂﬁurch also suffered‘fyam disturbance because
of th&,a&herenéa of some of lts m@mhéwa to ¥r. Campbellls
views, but not to the exbent that the Assoeiation felt 1t

necessary to take action,

ﬁmgeixi, ékatchas, 35~3%
%1pid., 53.
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The Associntion wmould formally disband any church
which had disintegrated, Such action was talton in rew
spect to the church ab Gloucester, somotimes oalled
Ware or P@tawmrﬁhg Under ita filrat pastor, Robert
udgins, 1t had eighty-eight members. From 1791 to
1801 Willlam Lemon servad the churoh, followsd by
william Leigh (180118283, By 184l the chupch had failled
to correcpond with the Assoeclation for atv long that &
committes was sont ﬁn visit 4% in 1846. They found the
church without a pastor, without regular presching, and
almost without mambara; only ﬁwqﬂwhxﬁaﬂmgla merbers re-
mainings The commititee reoomended that its constibuw
tion be ﬁiaaﬁlV@dwza Thus, although the member churches
enjoyed many attributes of independence, they accepted

gome control by the Associablon.

Wmid., 58.
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v
Rules of Order and of (onduct

8ince the largest and most active group of Baptists
in ?irginia hed come from New Zngland, the land of the
Puritans, they brought with them many of the Purltani-
cal concepte ss to the proper conduct of a Christian,
‘Some of these practices may have originated in thelr
determination to distingulsh themselves from those around
them. Some very radical idess are recorded in the local
Rules of Order and In the queries sent by the local
churches to the Assocliation. On some guestions there
was & slow evolution of thought from extreme radicalism
to moderation; other questions were dismissed as of no
great importancgi'an others the church as a whole mailn-
talned its originel stand.

The eveolution of the pastor-church relationship
from the arrival of Shubal 8tearns (175l) to the close
of the first century of Raptists in Virginia was state~
wide, and in the Rappahannock Assocliatlon certain
phases of it occurred. DBecause of Baptist opposition
to legal taxation for the support of the clergy, Samuel
Harriss advocated during the early years of his ministry
that the church asssume no financial ?esponsibility toward.
the pastor. He recommended this policy wherever he went

not only to the laymen but also to the young men whonm
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he ordained. Few of the young men who felt called to
the ministry were men of the means enjoyed by Samuel
Harriss and obedience to his policy worked a tremen~
dous hardship upen them. Engagling in somwe trade or
farming as best they could betwesen itineraries was
their only possible means of livelihded, Harriss re-
vised his opinion when he observed the extreme poverty
and suffering of the families of the poorer men who
felt called to serve as miniﬁtaréﬁ Prom then on he
édvacate&’that the church should make some contribu-
tion to the income of the minister other than to “en-
tertaln him™ while he was in the community.

From the Rappshannock churches queries were gent
to the Dover Association asking the opinion of the Asw~.
soclation concerning the obligation of a minister o
serve a church which did not support himy The Aasocla~
tionts emphatic "NOIY indicated & decided alteration in
opinion from that of Harriss at the beginning of his

ministrywl

A later inquiry, "Is it consistent with the
Apostolic mode and the direct command of our Lord and
Master, that ministers of the (ospel should presch for

a sum previously contracted for?" received the answor,

‘Minutes of the Dover Assoclation, 1790 = Pre-
gerved in the Library of the Virginla Baptist Historlcal
Scaiet3¢
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“The seriptures require churches to support their
preachers, the mode of doing it is left to the pru-
dence of the churchess"® The matter was brought up
egain in 1835, at which time the ﬁs%aﬁiatimn,axPreﬂs&ﬁ
the opinion that slnce efficient and active ministers
had moved from the state or were engaged. im secular
work to support themselves, the churches should make
a greater effort to raise funds te support paﬁtors.B

As indicated, the manner of raising the funds
necessary to support the pastors was Jeft In the handa
of the local church. Some churches depended solely on
voluntary donations by the members. Whether these Ao~
nations were adequate frequently depended on the popu=
larity of the minlster. Sometimes the pre Judice against
paying the clergy, #hich had been aroused when the law
reguired each titheable te be taxed for thelr support,
s8till existed in the community. Some churches féllowed
the practice in Mathews Church where in ralsing money,.
the amount necded was apportioned among the male meubers

according to thelr “"several ability,“h

211G, 18184
31btd., 1835,
tMe@11l, Sketches, 31~384
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In addition to the question of pastoral support,
there was apother: "Can a2 church silence a preacher
without depriving him of his membership?" At times .the
church falt that the minlster nmé&@d %0 be deprived of-
his right to express his views publiely with the sane-
tion of the church, The Asgociatlion believed that a
cehureh had the right to silence a minister and that.
his offering to preach or to discharge any ministerial
duty before he wae expressly restored to the free exer~
cise of his gifts was di&@ﬁéﬁ?}?&g

A few Instances are recorded vhen the churches of
the Rappshannock felt called upon to silsnce their.
minigters, One such instance arose from the fallure
of the minister to hold amily worship®” in his home.
The Baptlists belleved strongly that the reading aloud
of the Bible and prayers by the family was very neces-
‘sary to proper Ohristisn growth: The opinion of the
Assocliation in this case was that the minister should
be called upon t6 glve his reason for such gross ne-
glesct of his duty, and 1f satlisfaction could not be
h&d, he should either be prevented from preaching or
be glven any further censure the church might think
pPropers 'Iﬁ gtated that 1ayzen also should be proceeded

against in the same manner.

5Minﬁtéa of the Dover Association; 1832.
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Another cause for silencing a minister was disg-
orderly conducts What "disorderly" meant was dis-
Ereetly lef't to the imagination, In one case the
minister asked to be dismissed froﬁ the pastoral care
of the chureh. His request was referred to a church
meebing for the church to decide what sction to take.
Apparently some of the members were dissatisfled with
the minister and wished him to leave. 4 vole was taken
to sse how many opposed ths man as padtor. When only.
five voted against him, the church excluded them and
retained the pastor. Wlthin the year the five asked
to‘be restored to church membership. However; the next
year the same pastor was agein charged wilth disorderly
conduct for neglécting the workt of the ministry and the
care af the church "while himself falling intce many
evil and hurtful lusts." The church at this time 4is-
missed him as thelr minister; but upon his repentance
continued him in fellowship as a private mambap.7

8t11l gnother cause for sllencing & minister was
a difference of opinion in doctrinal matters. During
the Alexander Campbell eplsode quite a number of mini-
sters were relleved of thelr pastoral duties because of
their adherence to his views. The menner in which the

local church took sction agalnst e minister of different

7Upper King and Queen Church Records, 28-29.
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views is well i1llustrated by the following entry in
the Upper Essex Church Records, {(1819-1837):

A matter of grievamce existing in the church be~
tween the same and 1ts pastor, the following named
persons of other churches were selected as assistants
to assoclate with the members of this church for the
purpose of seattling the grievance. « . » After the
discussiony, the question was put whether in the opinion
of the church Brother ‘s preaching continued use~
ful; when it was negatlve, Brother _ , being con~-
sidered no longer the pastor, was granted the privilege
of presching at the meeting house whenever he chose,
provided gha church wags not interrupted as to monthly
mestings.

(I have omitted names hers and elsewhere, as in-
dicated when records are quoted,)

The next year thils same man was alleged to have
written a letter charging other ministers with prea-
ching a doctrine which, 1f belleved, would carry many
souls to Hell, He was then ordered to be cited to
anawey charges. After considerable debate, the minlster
requested a letter of dismlssal which would expressly
excnerate him from all ¢harges touching imnoralities.
Other churches in the Assocliation were opposed to this
church granting a letter of dismlssal on the grounds
that it was "orderly" to grant letters of dismissel) only

to members of good standing; therefore, the granting of

Ufhe church did not require of the dismissed pastor
that he cease to express his views; he was even allowed
the use of the church building at times when the con-
gregation did not use 1it, but he was not allowed to serve
the congregation as pastor. 163~173.
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a letter of dismissal to him would place upon him the
stamp of approval of the church which dismissed him,
Since he was being dismissed because of doctrinal d4irf-
ferences, to do this would pléce the church in a false
posiﬁian.g

Active participation in political life also brought
about dissension and actién against paatérs especially
when the slavery question and disunion became the héated
topics of the day. The pastor of Morattlico Church found
himself the center of such action when he chose to cham-
pion the cause of the Union Party in 1861. After
learning of his decigon, the church offered the following
resolutions '

Whereas & portion of the citizens of Lancaster and
Northumberland known as the Union Party d4did on January 21,
1861 in public meeting nominate Hlder a8 their can-
dldate for the state convention, and whersas he aecepﬁed
the nomination, canvassed the counties and occupied a
seatin the convention without consulting the wishes of
the members of the Morattico Church - therefore be it
resolved; That the relatlive duties of pastor and members
imposed a corresponding obligation upon eachj consequently
we repudlate the doctrine that the pastor may at pleasure,
regardless of the wishes and feelings of the church, ab=
sent himself to attend to the affairs of government. .

Resolved: That 1t is humiliating to this chureh to
see thelr pastor enter the arena of debate upon questions
of State or Federal policy, as it tends to impsir his
ugefulness as a minister and to bring reproach upon the
cause of Christ.

= 9Upper‘ﬁsséx Church Records, 18191837, 163-173c
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Resolved: That whilst we cherish Brother
with feelings of Chrisgtian affection and are adverse
to severing relationsz that exist between us as pastor
and people, yet we totally dissent from him as to the
propriety of his becoming a candldate for a seat in -
any political sssembly, believing that such a position
1s incompatible with his calling as a Christian minls-
er.

These resolutions were adopted by the church and
the minister immediastely tendered his resignation, but
asked for the privilege of defending himself before
the public 1n the church meetlng house. At this publie
session he explained that he had attended a conventlion
which made svery offori to preserve the Union even after
several states had already seveded. The next year this
pastor was reinstated and vesolutions of apology were
passed and recorded in the minutes of the Qhuwch.10

Rivalry between two churches was a matter which
sometimes caused guestions to be sent to the Association.
Several times 1t was asked whether it was right for
another minister to come within the bounds of s church
to preach and baptize without the invitation of that
church., Then; too, there was the matter of an indi-

vidual moving his church membership from the church

lﬁM@rattico Church Records, May 1861.: ¥No explana-
tion was recorded in tha minutes of the change of atti-
tude toward the pastort!s participation in political
affairs. It may be supposed that, since he owned and
operated a farm in that areas, the congregation decided
to forgive his error and reinstate him as pastor.
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nearest him to one farther away for personal reasons.
In spite of the Baptists! determination to remove them-
selves as far as posslible from the practices of the
Established Church, here is an indication of the feeling
ﬁhéﬁ within a geographlcal area only one church of a
given denomination should attempt to serve the community
and no other has a right to enﬁar.ll |

Since one of the greatest criticisms which the |
Baptists and other Dissenters made of the Hstabllshed
Church was its laxity in regard to the discipline of
its members, the Baptists set up a strict code of con=
duct by which theilr members were to live: The church
kept an especially close watch on the morals of its
members, &ny infraction of the accepted moral code of
the church was promptly reported and dealt withs In-
stances of exclusion for such moral vagarles as preg-
nancies before marriage, lewdness, inconstancy, adultry,
and the like are found scattered throughout the church
12

records. Upon repentance and good behavior; many of

11Tt hed been customary in the Established Church
for the clergyman of one parish not to exerclse his
ecclestiastical duties in another.

12:me Episcopal Church frowned upon such vagaries,
also. The laxity referred to seems to conesrn dancing,
drinking, card playing - the fashionable customs of the
daye.
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these offenders were restored to their fellowship with
the church from which they had been excluded.

Other moral lssues were brought before the Assocla-
tion. M"Ig 4t lawful for @& men to marry hisp wifets
sister?" "Is it censurable for a member of the Baptist
Church elther to marry or be aiding or asslisting in
m&rryiﬁg~a child under age without the consent cf‘the
parent or guardian?” 9"ls there any csase in which the
Word 6f God will ellow a man and his wife to separate
and yet continue in soclety, they being lawfully mar-
ried?" "will the Seripture justify e man who has been
divorced from his wife (for fornication) .in marrying
another?™ The Assoclation condemned without reserva«
tion the marriage of a man to his sister-in~law as
incestuous, Concerning the aiding and sbetting the
marriage of children under age, the Assoclation felt . it
was an act dlapleasing to God. The church was advised
to take up the matter of separation and exclude one or
both as they Judged them censurable, The matter of the
divorcee remarrylng must be handled carefully, the slave
to be dealt with differently from the free man: In the
case of slaves, if the church judged the fornication
clearly proven, . 1t could pronounce them divorced and

permit remarriage; but for free men, only those legally
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divorced could be justified in ramar?iaga,IB

The Baptists were equally severe in tﬁﬁir code
for social behavior, Much of the Puritanical attie
tude was incorporated in the Rules of Conduct as .get
up by the churches. To judge by the guestions put to
the Assocliation; many Baptists believed thet sll music
and dancing should be eliminated from Baptist society.
This was indeed a contrast to the sceials and balls
which were customary among the wealthy, the quilting
parties followed by dances of the less well-to-do, as
well ag the usual round of parties and dances enjoyed
by alls The fact thet music played a very important
role in the services of the Anglican Churches of Vir-
ginia end Maryland affected the Baptist attitude toward
the use of musicsl instruments in the church services,
The Baptists were in revolt, hence they looked askance
at the music end the dsncing which were so much a part

of 1ife under the regime of the Hstablished Church.

tion, 1807, 1819,

13Minutes-0f the Dover A= —
ained in irginia in 1788

A legal divorce could be

not knowing thﬁ other to be living in that time. In

1789 grounds for divorce were extended to rualty in
1790 to desertion or adultery, in 1791 to incompatibility,
A legal divorce could be obtained in Virginia through
court action and trial by Jury. Virginias Hagazine of
History and Biography VII (1899-1G0 5? 175

*
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In 1801 thils Quastion-éaa p#t to the Assoclation:
"Is a member of our order 3ustifiéﬁ in having instru-
mental music in his family?" Buch a guestion probsbly
reflscts the argument which went on in some local church
‘between those who favored instrumental music and those
who felt 1t must be the work of the devil himself. Such
arguments were usually very heated; resulting in hard
feelings and sometimes voluntary wlthdrgwals from church
membership. The Association, knowing this, was usually
very cavreful in its condemnation opr approval; but in
this particular instance 1t was emphstlecs The Assoclaw
tion felt that since music was usually ssgsoclated with
"Carnal and Idolatrous purposes,;™ they hoped that none
of the brethren would admit musiec into their houses or
in any way encourage it. However, they felt it neces-
887y to sxelude the possession of instruments of war
music from thﬁir‘ban.la

The question of military musie was brought up agsain
in 1806 with the Association approving its use as re-
gquired by military duty, but not encouraging it on éthar
15

occaslons,

That same year some brave soulchgain pleaded in

“Niinutes of the Dover Association, 1807, 1819, 1801.
151pi4., 1806.
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some loeal chureh for the imstruction of children in
masic and dancing and the matior was referred to the
Aspocletion, vhose snswer was & very emphatic RHO®
written exceptionally large by the recorder. Of course,
¢hildren loved music and dencing snd the matter was
brought up again and again in 1818, in 1824, and in
1838. Bach time the anawer was less emphatic than
b@fﬁ?@;lﬁ In 182l the Association Pelt that the matter
of permitting children to pléy and keeop musical instius
ments in thelr houses was merely a matter of expediency
and should be dealt with with favbaaranaa»i? By 1838
the Assocliation could ses nothing objectionable in the
private use of inatruméntal muasle, provided 1t was not
Ygbused to unchristian gurpﬁaﬂsgﬁig

In spite of the growing leniency of the Assoclatiion
toward the use of mnﬁﬁeal.instr§ﬁ§gggg the loecal churches
were not so quiek to relinquish their disapproval of
dancing. S8ince dancing usually was & part of wedding
fostivitiesn, the menmbers of Upper Hing and Queen Church
asked the ohurch to tell the parants exactly what re~
straint they should exercise in regard to allowing their

167514, , 1813,
171hid., 1824,
1871p1a,, 1838,
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children %o attend wedding partieas, This question had
first been presented somebtime. between 177l .and 1615.;9

In 1848 Tonion Church added to its Rules of Order
the resolutiont "We as a church regard circuses and
daneing parties as dirsctly opposite to the Christian
character and Church of Christ. We &s & church con-.
sidor all who cannot give up such carnal pleasures here-
afgar be consldered no longer members of this hadym"gg
Xn‘iﬁgﬁ zear~ohubch added an article to its Rules of
Qrder condemning aancin@ to musiérundsr any gulise; fore
bidding any member to so much as open hls house to such
"plays as those called 1Going Lo Boston' or 'Perpstual
Motiont, "2l

Scattered throughout ehurch records until 1866 and
even much later are records of exclusion of members for
" daneing, The procedure of dealling with church members
who insisted on dancing varied. Sometimes committees
were appointed to "walt on' the offending member. These
committess would usually attempt to extract a promise
net to engage in dancing again; but,; falling in this,

they would bring the member up hefore the church where.

, lgvppér King and Queen Church Records (1774~1815).
aovnian Church Records.
2lz0ar Church Records.
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the member was required to llsten te the counsel of the
church or be excluded, 8Some chose exclusion, othens
obeyed the church and refrained from dancing.

In 1866 Upper Hssex felt the need of more explicitly
iﬁtarpreﬁing a rule agalnst "revelling" which had pre=-
viously been recorded in its Rules of Order. The fol-
lowlng preamble and resoclution were presented for the
eonsideration of the church and were unanimously adop-
ted: -

Whereas some of the members of thls church have suf-
fered themselves, under worldly influence, to be led
away into the practice of worldly dances, and wheresas
doubt seems to be entertained by some as to such practice
being in violation of any rule of the church, therefore
be it resolved: that, in our estimation, such conduct
1s in violation of the spirit of that rule which forbids
all rrewvellingi and that any member of this church who
shall hereafter participate in such prsctice, or shall
gttend public dancing pariies ﬁrzgalla shall be subjsect
to the disecipline of the church,

Although in time Instrumental music came to be
accepted as a part of family living,; it was only much
later that it was accepted as a part of the worship ser-
vice, Dancing as a pastime was even longer delayed in
gaining a foothold in Baptist society, A ban against
1t is s8till on record Iln some churches, although it 1s

not enforced,

~——

' Bgvpperbﬁésex Church Records (1863-1892) February
1866, 207.
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An article, puclished in the Religious Herald in

186l, entitled "Dancing Baptists in Our Times;" re-
flects the ideas of that day. The guestion was posed:
"Is there any harm iﬁ'dancing?“ The author, answering
his own guesation, said that"tﬁare;was; since it was
not healthful as an exercise, and as an amusement 1t
was’vaiﬁ of any permanent pleasure. Those who engaged
in 1t beceme excessively fond of it and, in time, 1t
diverted their attention from spiritual interests,
ereated a love of the world, and might have deleterious
effects on unregenerates who féllawad.the example, if
not on the soul of the professing Christian himself.
Furthermore, this wss not & time to dancs, but a time
to maurn¢23

The matter of proper dress for Baptists ocCcupled
the attention of a few churches. It assumed sufficilent
importaence in the minds of the members of Union Church
that they included a brief regulation of it in thelr
Rules of Order: "We discountenance extravagance and
superfiuvity in dress and pomp and vain parade in 1life,
and ronounce those amusements and pursults which ape-

pear inconsistent with the (hristian Gha?act&r.“gu

_ QE“Danaihg Baptists in Our %Pimes,”"'Religious Herald,
April 21, 186l (Richmond, 186L), X; MNumberT 7, New Series.
“+Union CGhurch Records.































































































































































































































