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l~Lborul there ure no doctr1no.1 ronsons v-b.1ch warrant "isol­

u.tioniar1" o.nd donoraina.tiono.1:tsn. \morons the tenets of the 

social gospel call f:or un~ tad ef'f.orts in the d1.roct1on or 1n­

flv.enc1.ng "proparn J:egielut:'i.011. Tho fl.l"r-o.ngor:ent v.h,.ch -would . . 

lJe p~rhupi:: li'lost ncrn.rly ~.c.1eul for t.he soc:i.o.l gospeler t1ould be 

co::1pl0to orgal:!ic w1ion of all tho churches, so thnt the chur­

ches v101J.ld be ,11elded into one solicl unit for nbr1ng1ng 1n tho 

kingdom." Ho\'1evex>, since a union of such a nature uns simply 

ou·t m~ the quostion. the apostles of union had to content 

t hemsolves u:H;h coo1)erat:lon nnd fede1"ation of churches to 

nccom.pli sh their purpose. As a result, various lec-tgues and 

i'od01~a·0 :1 ons did a1 .. is0. 

OJ.1e such organization ,:~as the "Open a.Tld Institut­

ional Chu:t"Ch Ieo.gu0," fo:t"!aed in 1894.1 It "iJa.s a forerunner 

o:r t he Federal Council. T:"lis IAJague hoped to bring about 

s.ocinl s~lvation by means of an nggreasive ,evangelistic. ed­

ucnt:i.onul t1:nd i nstitutional progi,am. Dr. Eltas n. Sanford. 

a prominent figure in th<?t League. very aar:!.y broachod t h.a 

subjoe·t; of' 11 possible relation between social service s:nd 

• ~1 0 2 
Cj'LU!'uil V.'.!1:!.on. This id.Ga gave ,.mr:iod1ate rise to state and 

local :f'edero.tions, :and undoubtedly was largely res11onsible 

f'or tllf> later organization lmo\"JU as the Federal Council. 

T:"1e y~o.r foJ.lm'J,.ng. 1895. the "Federo.t ion of Chur­

c11os and Gh.1.'"istian 1.'Jo1 .. lrors in Eew York City0 s.roso. This 

organization did much to stimulate church federation. devel-

1011 "il'rnt:l.tuti :,naln churches nncl t hoir work soe 
1Iop1c1na • op. cit.• pp. 154~156. 251-252 •• and John A. 
Hutchison. ~Wo AI•e l'Jot Divided. pp . 22-25 

2:Hutchison, op. cit •• p. 24 



oped the re 11g1 Oils survey. 1 and was 1n large part re spons­

ib le for the churches becoming recognized a.s s1gn1f'icant 

social service centers. ~1us the movomeut toTiurd larger 

federations gr0'lr1 • . 

In the raeantir e schools and un:i vers1t1oo r1ere beg­

inning to take over r0sponsib111ty ~or the soc1olog1onl edu­

cation of t he clergy. with Chicago U .. 1ive .. ~s1ty, under the lead­

ership of: Shniler Iiathews •. A. W. Sraall. and Charles R. Henderson. 

becomi ng the most important center. 2 

The att1.tude of the churches over ago.inst socialism 

changed remarkably in the course of the years. At first the 

churches rejected socialisr1. but they la.tor came to regard 

socialism as a spiritual ~eans to a social end.3 Societies 

developed to spread tho socialist teachings in the churches. 

The 1bhristian Socialist FelloY1sh1p0 was organized in 1906. 

\rJith the n1m to show that "8ocialism is the economic expres­

sion of ~he relir,ious life."4 ot~er groups arose to gather 

end spread sociological data for use in the churches.5 So 

,1j.despread did the intorest in social service become that by 

the :vears immediately pree0ding the first World rJo.r almost 

o.11 rel1(;ious bodies had establi shed social service comi."11ssions. 

'l'b.0 ch urches \fuich took the lead in the "soc:ial a,·mkening" 

uera the i.1ethod1st groups. 1'hey took a leading psrt 1n the 

temporance movement ru'l.d in t ile f':ight for the abol1 tion of 

ch ild labor. '11!-1e fiethodist Episcopal Church (North) under-

l .Hopl~:I.na. op. c ~.t •• pp. 274-279 
2sweet. op. cit •• pp. 512ff. 
3n opkiru:. ou. cit •• p. 183 
4nopk1ns. op. cit •• p. 241 
5u opkim1. o:o. cit.• clmptE1r 16 
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tool: soci a l notion of'f1c1ally lnrgely n'" tho roault of the 

efforts of a voluntal"Y organ ization pm~· :>;·:~ socia l (;l'l..r1st­

ia11i t y 1"Jithil1 r.1et1.1od1sm. aud. 'by l',ecenb,;:r ?_ . 1007 • :tt organ­

ized t ho n:1ethodist Fedorat :i..an for Soc :tnl S01"1Vico." I11 

1009 the Gonoral Conf'or enco a<.iopt0cl a "Soc:iel Greed. nl tih ich 

,;;:i.th o. fo \1 variations bccane the Foderal Council's "Social 

Creed of' tho Ch urcheo." 

l'iethod1sts. it nay be notac1. uora ali"iay s vory act­

ive i n un ion moveimnta. carrying their hopo f'or the reunion 

or Christendom frora Wesley. \no had hopod t hat L!othod.1sr::1 

would 'be the nucleus f'or such reunion. A 1lethod:tst was a 

"most inf'luont:lal II delegate · to the organization meeting of 

t he Ev a nge lie al Alliance i n London 1n 1846. others took an 

1mpo1"tant part a t t he \' orld · Evangelical ~'\lliance meeting in 

Berlin. 1n 185'7. l.lothodists v,ere 1nf'luential in establish­

ing t ho Aroorican branch of' t h e Alliance. a.Yid likewise in t h o 

formation of tho Federal Council. A ,fothodist. E.R. Hendr:tx. 

became t he fh .. st president of t.lie Federal Council. fleth o­

dista ~er0 also prominently represented at tho World Cont'-

' erence on Fa:1:i;h and orcler at Lausanne. S\1it1erland. 111 1927. 

?ho various forces opera ting for church union in 

1901 brought about t h e "ITnt1onal Federation of' Church es and 

Christian. Workers." v,hose task \'Jas to establish another org­

anization ,~~1ch ~ould represent i nterdenominational attitude 

and action on a non-theologieal basis. This body met f'r001 

I H1l1BRCHURCH 
cor .:l.rr.rr..n:cE o J 
I:'l~DEnAT IO!i 

November 15-21. 1905. nt Carnegie Hall. 

New York. Official delegates from thirty 

lsoe n opkins. op. c1t •• ,;.) . 291 



denominations att onde<l. The ch iof' iten of' business T'lo.s the 

"Plun of Pedeziat!on." Tlhich 1n 1908 becnne the conat1tut1on 

of t ho Podci-•nl Oounc1.1. 

':r.'hcol ogtcrnl cl1f'fert1ncos h r.:.d r .ot prnvented tho leaders 

of this e onf'E)rence f'i~OM v~orJ<:ir.ie tofl"ether. 'l'h us • f Or.' exa.uple • 

·:1111irnn H. Rol1orts, r.;ho had done much or the prepare.tory work 

connected with t ho meeting . warJ a conservative Pro~bytorian. 

~hile t he ehnirman of the c or.~nittee :i.n charge of the Conf'er­

encG was \!illiara Hayes VJord. n Congrego.t1onal liberal. 1.r:1.is 

uas the spirit of unionism. 

One purpose of this body was the promotion of' i'el-

101.,s.h.ip B.t".long; its mombers. This .furthercmce Tiss put ir.to 

action ot the f'~i.rst Sunday of t he co:n.ferenco. Tihcn each 1::iin­

i"ster nos appoi:'lted to preach i n the pulpit of sor.ie church 

other ·than his own.1 Such s.c·t:ton \Vas. of course. u~ionisr!l. 

;\ significant occurrenco at this c onf'cronce uas :i 

debat0 over the inclusion 1n tho "Plan of' ·Feder.ntion" of' t h e 

tiord "c.livine" befor e "Lord and Savior." 'J."h e word . \?as f1:nally 

ii'1cluded. .t pparently thig nord excluded Un:i.tarians from the 

organ ization to be aet up. though actually al30 t !:le Unitar i ans 
( ) 

can s peak of Chri3t as "divine."~ ·The liberals w~.thin Chr~.st-

ian den~~1nations cortainly did not let t he word stnnd 1~ the 

vmy of t heir membership iYl the later Federal Council. 

For practical purposes t h is ,neeting ropresented 

t . b 1 1 of the Federo.l Council. though t he Council was no eg nn·ng 

not organized as such until three years later. And already 

l n: .B. Sanf'ord. Or~n tJ.n&J!..tf!tor§ of. the FCr. •.• P• 2ll 
2see Horsch. op. c •• ~apter • PP• 75-83 
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~1he ne~ organization took action immediately on 

social problems of t h e day.1 Sanford led inn movement of 

protest concerning churges of cruelty to nat1vea of the Bel­

gian Congo. He spolte to church groups throu{#lout the country . 

conferred with Secr etary of State Elihu Root• add.re ssed a long 

letter to President Roosevelt. and organi zed a campaign of pro­

test to Congress. During this some period the Executive Com­

mittee of t he National Federation led a successful campaign 

to stop ra.ce track gw1b1ing in Ne\1 York State. used its inf'­

luence to secure raore stringent divorce laTis for South Dak­

ota . and treated problems of temperance. immigration. and co­

operation il'l home lil1ss1ons. It like'C'Jise established cordial 

relo.t1ons with the Y. 1'1.C.A. and the Y.W.C.A. 

Such activities shoTied that the purpose of the 

neuly proposed Council was not to change the ch aracter of 

nen by me ans of t h e power of God's Word. and t hus ·to better 

t he uorld. but to i mprove society and con sequently also t he 

1nd3.v i dua l by legal enactraents. Such work sho~Jed a woeful 

l ac k of und~rstanding of t h e real nature of sin as an offense 

against God, as well as. ignorance of t he true ,:vork of the 

Church . 'l'he task \;h ich this body assumed for itself v1a s to 

become t he conscience and guide of t h e government. 'lhat 

"task" is a prominent feature of the social gospel. 

Th e f i rst meeting of the Federal Council was 

held at l:tliladelphia from Decelilber 2-8, 1908. 'l'he opening 

addresl by the presiding of.ficer. W.I-i. Roberts. bears scrut-

lsee Hutchison, op. cit •• p. 37, and Sanford. op. c1t •• 
Ch agter 14. 

~Ibidem. pp . 245-248 
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1ny. The speaker stressed the "fact II of the "substantial 

unity of the Christian Churches of ti1e Mat1on. n 'I1h.1s "sub­

stantial unity" does not exist. As a second "fact" the spenker 

ORGANIZA1'I0NAL 
rm'F.T ING OF THE 
lilEDERAL C OUHC TL 

produced the assertion that cooperation was 

needed "for the moral and spiritual v;elfare 

of the nati~n and , of the world." Previous activities of the 

National Federation had shown the needed cooperation to be 

united .effort in political and social gospel action. not co­

operation in the proclamation of the one message which can 

save men's souls. The fact 1s that these men could not have 

cooperated in preaching the Gospel of salvation through the 

redeemi ng blood of Christ if they had wanted to. because many 

of t h em simply did not possess this Gospel, and were unwilling 

to turn to 1t. A final "fact" impressed by Roberts vias "that 

t h e Council witnesses to the truth that t.11 e only enduring 

h ope for the s alvation . progress and perfection of manldnd. 

i n this and all lands. 1s to be found in faith in and obed­

ience to Jesus Christ as t he divine So.vior ••• 11 However. there 

is no "perfection of mankind" outside the imputed righteous­

ness of faith. and, as with t h e first "fuct." the actions of 

t he National Federation had shown· t hat ·under the terms "sal­

vation11 and "faith" social salvation by the Tiork of nien was 

understood. 

The newly organi zed Federal Council at once set 

up machinery for the furtherance of "Chr:i.stian union. n I t 

r ecom.1 ended t hnt the several churches of th e Council formally 

encourage. or nt least authorize, t heir constituent bodies to 

e nter into cooperation and federation ~1th the constituencies 
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of othor denominations 1n t h o1r states for fuller and raore 

effj.c 1e nt v;ork.1 The Council set up a committee on "Organ­

izat ion and Develo~ment." vt~ose duty was to develop e secr­

etarial force to help orgnnize state and local federations 

of ch urches for )'th e uni ~y ing of religious forces 1n the ad­

vancement of grea t movements that 'concern Christians or 

every name nnd domand t heir concer ted action. if t he church 

is to lead effectively i n t he conquest or t he world for c:~r 5st.'"2 

Unfortunately this "conquest· .for Christ" me ant only the win-

n1:ng of t h e ,,;orld i'or t he soclal gospel. '11110 leaders or the 

Council also planned to establish as rapidly as possible off-

ice s i n str ategic centers of population. for tho purpose or 
est ablishi ng more and more .federations of the churches. T'aus 

t h is Council mnde clear its intention to unite t'1e churches 

o.ntl revolutioni ze the socinl order. 

Tho Federal Council also took up the problem of 

l abor and industry at this meeting. The Council declared 

"thot the complex problems of modern industry can be 1nter­

proted o.nd solved only by t h e toach1ngs of t..~e Non Testaroont. 

and t hat Jesus Christ 1s fina l auth ority in tho social as in 

the individual life. "3 'I11e Council regarded t h e fundamental 

purpose of the labor movement as ethical. To express its 

attitude on this question the Fedora! Council adopted the 

r~ethodist Social Creed. It urged the churches to socialize 

t h e 1r messaBe and to tal<e cognizance of movements for the 

lsnnf'ord. op. cit •• p. 254 
2Ib1dem 
3From t he Report of the Committee on the Church 

and !.lodern Industry (no\1 Commission on the Church and 
Soc1ul Service). quoted i n Sanford. op. cit •• P• 495 
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betterment of' social and 1ndustr1nl conditions. 

Pacifism found exi;>ression at this early meeting. 

'.i'he Council plo.ced itself' on re,cor<l. as declaring tho. t war 

is evil. und that the Council fnvored the creation of the 

International Court of Arb1tral Justice proposed by the Second 

Hague Conf'erence •1 The unqual1fi~d statement that ~ar is 

evil found expression eventually in tho declaration that war 

is t he "\,orld's chief collective sin. n 

~'he ne~ Council considered also other problems and 

topics, such as those of marriage, divorce. "Weelc Day Instruc­

tion in Relig1 on," and others dealing TI1th most phases of 

human life. 

The grea t v.ieakness in all this expenditure of 

effort Tias the delusion that character 1n 1nd1viduals was 

to be produced by t 1e Church throuy)l 1ts evangelical and 

educnt1onal progrma. A deep insight 1nto the true nature 

and terrible consequences of sin is simply absent from the 

records. The Kingdom of God is misconstruod as an earthly 

kingdom to be brougl~t in by consecrated men. 

The tragic consequence of such woeful miscons­

truction and misapplication of God's \'lord 1s that the entire 

philosophy and policy of' the Federo.l Council has turned into 

a channel av,ay from God's Word and opposed to God's \'Jill. 

~h11e the pure treasure of the Gospel is alloTied to lie un­

used. uncared for. under an ever-increasing heap of rubbish. 

The consequent history of the Fodoral Council will sho\'J t hut 

this judggent is not too severe. 

lsanf'ord, op. cit •• P• 263 
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Chapter 2 

THE THEOLOGICAL BASIS OF '.fHJ~ F'EDERAL COUHOIL 

The constitution of the Federal Council declares 

t hat t h e Council "shall have no authority over the constit­

uent bodies ••• to drau up a coll1I!lon creed or form of gov~rn­

ment or of uorsh ! p . or in any way to limit the full autonomy 

of the Christian bodies adhering to it. ,,l Th.ese t1ords a ppar­

e ntly prevent t he Council f'ro?:'l. promoting any particular t heo­

logical position. Actually. examination of the \1l'it1ngs and 

utterances of' prominent leaders in the Federal Council reveals 

tat t h e l atter is committed ton definite point of view 1n 

t heology. nam.ely to modernism. 

'l11'1e cormnitraent of the Federal Council to t.1odernism 

hos coi:,w about through a small group of r.Yodern1sts vho are in 

control of the Council. Variaas factors hnve made it possible 

Sil.ALL GROUP 
I W CO!'iTROL 

for such a group to gain and maintain con-

trol. A l arge me asure of pouer has been 

vested in t h e Executive Cor.t1mittee, 2 \"Jh ich has authority to do 

a l l business of t he Council in the intervals of its meetings 

a nd to fill all vacancies, and to vilh ich t he Departments nnd 

Standing Committees are subject.3 This Conm1itte0 also h as 
tl. 

1~1rge pouers 0£ appoi ntment and nomination. - tfuich enable it 

to pl uce men of its own prefer ence in important •. key positions. · 

~~~~gifia11Rg~>r&RB@iitu~f0R1o~ae!Uo0to~i'r!£!~18Rrin~a 
by Constitution. s.v. 11Plan of Federation." 9 section c. 
Cf. sec~ion b. See also ny-La~s. 1u.~ticle IV. 

3const1tut1on, By-Laus, Article VI. 
4see Coastitut1on, "Plan of Federation." 9b and e. 
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Another fnctor ,,ll.:tch mokes it poss1blo ISO!' the 

leaders of 'th e F10dor~l Council to exercise romarlmble control 

is their no11-aocountub111ty to the various member denominations. 

Hutchison c alls attention to t h.e f'act that the Council "'nas 

nev0r been tied too closely to t h e deno:nina.tion either with 

r e spect to financial support or f'orr1ulation of' program."l The 

CoRmissions and Committees are responsiblo only to the Execut­

iv0 Connni·l:itee. and ore t hus semi-autonomous. Hutchison dosc­

r i bee t h e implie~tions of' such semi-autonomy: 11 
••• ignored by 

t h e {!"lurches. t h oso co1mni ssions went t heir \"lay und.81" t he guid­

~nco of individuals deeply concerned about tho1r objects. \Ti1en 

t h o pr ogr am had o.t1;ained suf'f1cient propo1 .. tions and moment um 

t he chu:Pche s 1.-mre con£ronted !31th an accomplished f act. Tbe 

Council t hen h ad a potent lever age by wh1ch to influence ch urch 

opinion ••• n2 . !ior is the Council altogether financially account­

able ·i;o t he dc nomi n nti0ns. f':(].US in 1928 t he constituent bodies 

,&I '> 3 c ontributec1 only 'i;:a9.284 for a . budget 0.1. ~409.935. 

'.Ihus 1t is evident t h at t he member churches of t he 

Counc i l have litt le c ontrol over the policies of t.he Council. 

F l m:mc ial pres su.r e could not effect a ch nnge bocause n ost ot 

t h e Cou11cil' s f tmds como from '\'Jithout .the me:mbersh ip. Those 

~;1th i l'l tho Council desiring change might attempt to bring it 

ubou·i; by judicious use of the ballot at tht3 bi-ennial meetings. 

but t h o \·;enJme ss t here is t he support for candidates to office 

nomi nated from t he floor easily could be too scattered to be 

~We Are 1!ot Divided. pp . 310-311 
Ibidem. pp. 601' •· 

3see Hutchison. Ibidem. pp . 57f •• on the Federal 
Council's sources o"f l ncane. 
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effective •. 

One effective means of registering protest against 

the poli cies of the Council's leadership remains open. That 

meth od is ,..,ithdrmml i'rom the membership of the Council. l To 

many, however, t hat seems too drastic a step• and they do not 

take it. Other church bodies do not ~ithdraw because they are 

themselves under the control of men in s :n· pathy Tiith the Council. 

or because their members uctually do not l01on anything about 

the Federa l Council~ nevertheless. u:lthdra,.,al from Council 

membership seems to remain the most effective way for the ind-

1vlc1uo.1 con~regat1on or denoa1nat1on to compel vo.ris.tlon of 

policy on t he part of the Council leadorship. 

1n vieu of t he apparent ease with Tihich a parti­

culnr element may perpetuate its control over the· Federal 

Council it becomes obvious t hat the character of t he group 

1n establi shed control Tiill have a great denl to do with the 

goneral policy oi' . the Council as such. Therefore ,,e are int­

erested in the t h eological posttion of the Council's leaders. 

We shall first i nvestigate the religious bellefs of 

t h e presidents of t he Council, together uith the views of some 

LEADERS ARE 
I: ODIIB1US~.' IC 
A: m R.1\lHCllL 

of them on political issues. The first 

proAident of tho Council. E.R. Hendrix. 

soems to have been conservative. JI1s successor. Deo.n Sha1ler 

.fa.thews» was definitely liberal. as is to bo seen t'rom h is 

defense of Robert !ngorsol12 and f'rom his definition 0£ God 

lsae liutchison. op. cit.• for changes nnd causes therefor 
in membership of the Council. pp. ~6t. 

2:tThe timo is post r1han ••• Ingersoll cnn be considered o.s 
a. 0 veritns-lo o.nti-Cl1rist.'" From The Co11structive Quartorl:y:. 
p. 106. I:Iarcll 1913. quoted by Ro:rsch. op. cit.• p. 7 
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as 0 those elements· of the cosmic activity with which neraonal 

· relations a r e · possible. ttl 

Frnnk mason North. third president of the Federal Council. 

stressed the social gospel. asserting thot the church must · 

stand for human progress. n.nd must accept its "social mission." 

North ,w.s the originator of what soon crone to be known as the 

"Social Creed of th e Churches."2 

Hobert E. Speer ,ms a defender of "flagrant r.~odern1srn." 

according to a charge made against him by a Presbyterian mis­

sionary in India.3 nnd an advocate of the social gospel.4 He 

,·ia s also a vice president of the Anti-Saloon U3ague. 5 

s. Parkes Cadman h as been charged Tiith denying the 

i nf'olli bility of the Dible. t he Virgin Birth. deity of Jesus. 

and t he miracles of Jesus. 6 liilrtherr3ore he declared that 

"t h e d uy is past v,hen any realm of our economic. social. pol­

itical or ~.nterna tional life v,111 be regarded o.s outside the 

sphere of the responsibility of t h e churches. t)7 

!i'-rancis J. r:rcconnell \'Ja s a member and supporter of 

severa l Communistic parties and organizat1ons.8 His religious 

liberalism i s rnnnifested in the following statement i"ror.i his 

book The Christlike God: "I repeat a gain that I have not the 

slightest objection to VJhat might be called the total-human1111ng 

ee a so. Horse• o§. c .•• p. 
pp. 85. 1 4. 

2Hutch1son. o!. cit •• pp. 46£. 
3sunday Schoo ~·1mes. July 25. 1936 
4see Hutchison. os• cit •• p. 9S 
5sae diagram 1n II reen Book" 
6n . H. Springer. Te rraites. p. 31 
7Handbook of tl~e ~'liurches. 1930. P• 7 Ba. n. Post• Is tho F1ederal Oounc 11 a Deod Issue1. p. 23 
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of the Christlike in rego.rd to actual earthly conditions. nl 

In the srune book UcConnell declai-es that the "tendency to 

deify Jesus" 1s 0r:1ore heathen thon Christian. n2 

Albert itJ . Beaven. \'ms one ot the signers of a letter 

to President Roosevelt urging him to go farther to the "loft. ~3 

Th e Sunday Sch.ool Timea said of' h1m that he is "of' Colgate­

Rochester D:l.v1n1ty School., l'lell knoffll as one of' the most lib­

eral and modernistic of our theological seminaries."4 

Ivan Lee Holt., \'1l'it1ng in the Ghr1st1an Century 

0£ October 1111 1939., says o.f the Church that it is not pri­

marily an i nstitution but a c ommunity .fellowship., "the Conmi­

un1ty of' t h e holy ilnag1nat1onf t h at 1t "possessed t he liquid 

fir e of human ethical enorgy before it crystallized into creed 

or code or 1nstitut1on--The ~nristio.n comnun1ty possessed 

someth ing uhich no man had for himself. 05 

Bdgar Der itt Jones wa s a me rnber of Co-ara.unist organ~ 

izations. 6 and n defender o.f the "killing., by Communist-led 

firin g squads., of priests and nuns in Spa1n."7 

George A. Buttrick stamped h imself as f1odernist by 

h is sir;no.turo on the 11Auburn Affirmation. "8 a denial o.f i nspir­

ation., t he Virgin Dirth., t he atonement. resurrect1?n and m1rac-

los or· Jesus. ne declared his Uodernism in t h o pmnp:1let Ia -
Thero Room f'or ·the Preacher Today?., \lhere he says: "Admittedly 

. l see editor1~1 c~rmna~t in The ~esb:vterian., May 2., 1929 
~Quoted by, G.R,. Post-. op. cit .. ., P• 49 
"Ibidom., p. 25 
4july 26 11 1936, 
5quoted by G.R. Post. on. cit •• p. 24 
6lbidem. p. 31, 
7 11 ~1he Federal Council Speaks.," (pomp:.'1._lle t), p. 4 
8sae E. Rian., Presbytorinn Conflict 
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God is a f a1th--•our dearest faith.' Admittedly God 1a a 

doubt--'our ghastliest doubt.• · Perchance He must be a faith 

and doubt if life 1s to keep its courage and knowledge. its 

·zeal ••• ul The pumphlet. "The Federal Council Speaks. n marks 

Buttrick as decidedly Communi stic in his s ympathies. Urs. 

Post records this comment on Buttrick from the United Church 

of Canada: "Iroi., the churches in Arller1ca could put such 11 

blatant 1nf'idel nt its head 1s a surprise to me. 112 

Luther· A. Weigle stated in a pamphlet written 1n 

1931 t hat a revival of' religion 11Tiill not come through the 

reiteration of time-i.'lorn dogmas. "3 '11he pamphlet. "The Federal 

Council Spoaks." lists Weigle as having been connect ed nith 

t h e War Resistors r.eague. the North American Convnittee to A1d 

Spanish Democracy. and the nationo.l Reli~ion and Labor Found­

ation. 4 

The most recently elected president of the Federal 

Council is Henry st. George Tucl,ror. We find the following 

statement by h 1ra in the December 20. 1942 issue of the L1v1ng 

Church: 11 I!' the Christian Church 1s to be a vital r o.ctor in 

the solution of t he problems thnt confront us at the presr.nt 

time . the activ1t1as of 1ts various liranches rllUst be coordin­

ated ••• Evil is so .firmly entrenched in human society that we 

cannot hope to dislodge it by scattered. disconnected assaults. 

Th e Federal Council offers us an opportunity to coordinate 

l Pomphlet issued by t r~ Department of Evangelism of the 
Presbyterian Church. quoted by Post. op. cit •• PP• 43.f. 

~~. cit •• P• 44 ~ 
.:>rom •!•11e New Paganism and t11e Gaming Revival• quoted 

by Horsch. op. cit., p • . 2?.7 · . 
·. 4see appendix 011 radical organizations 
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our ef'forts and thus enable Christ to f'ulf'111 1n our time 

His promise t hat agn1nst His .Church 'the gates of' hell shall 

not prevail. 9 n (italics mine). These words indicate that also 

Tucker ~ill he~ t o the line of the social gospel. 

Such. t hen. are ~ho presidents of t he Federal 

Council. It m.a.y be that the general secretar1os of the Council 

are 1n an even more important and strategic position to infl­

uence Gounc 11 poli cy t han nre the presidents. It is certain 

t hnt tt10 of these ~ecretnr1es. who have been assoc1nted with 

t h e Council for most of its life. exercised very considerable 

i 1 .flue nee in the Council. 

Ch arles s. ilacf'nrland has held various o:f:fices . . 

Q1th1n the Council :fran the time of its i nception, having 

been General Secr~tar ;,i most o:f t he time. f'rom 1913 unt11 the 

'th irties. Hutchison attributes the Council's place of lend­

e1"s..l-iip and authority to Ifacf'arland.1 Ilacf'arlnnd 1s the arch 

unionist. He declared: "I run ,,11~1ng to t al k with men upon 

a lraost any oth er sub ject but t hat of Chr1st1an unity. The 
' 

i mportont thing is to got t.11.er,1 together to sho\"1 them the 

common social task . n2 'l'o Uacfarland doctrine is only e. hind­

ranc~ to union. 

SS1.t1.uel ..1:IcCreo. Cavert for a time \Vorked together with 

tlacfarland as secretary. lat~r becoming sole General Secretary. 

Cnvert rove nls his theology in the following excerpt from a 

sermon on July 10, 1932: "For tilo can trace mankind f'rom 

B.l'l amoeba in t he slime to tlle brilliant. ri11nd of Einstein 

10p. c1t •• P· 61 
2Quoted Horsch, op. cit.• p •. 187 


