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CllAPTER I 

'I ·1:e P OBLm ' OF ornmcm: UiJIOM 

'l'he second hnl.f 01• the nineteenth and tho t'irot ha1.t 

'or the t wentia th ccn tu.ey have seen ar1 1::- creased emphesia 

being plaoed on union a~ong the various evo...-riaelioal (or 

Fz,o·~c ·tan t ) churches.. 1"his. union emphasis est bliahed it­

self i n that \ o rlc.1 1uove1nont usually- called the ec1m10n!cnl. 

niovcr.ient .. 'l'hi.o 1novemon·t ,seems to stom i'110m a. one-sided 

emphasis on the doc .... r-ine of ·the <rnuroh. the assumption 

be i tJ.S tha t i f' t he Church is one orgaz1izational.ly, 1t v..111 

11ot be l o:t1c; until it becomes one 1i.1 doct:rino. 1.l1hia 1s worked 

out practical lJ by mixing all of the toachiugs m1d practices 

of t he ev a11gelicul churcheo \'!1th the hope .ot dit:1til l ing :f'rol?I 

this a i,:tu r a tho Unive?"sal Ohurob~ Tl'le mattor resolves it­

self' wore i n t he diroctiot.t or eupe:r-denominational:lsm than 

in the direction o~ t h e Ob.urch. 

The genera l probloms involved in church w.11on can be 

grouped unde1 .. ~he hea.dings of' organization. doctrine, and 

litUl"SY• All or t h.ese :t'a.otors have to be taken into conoidera­

tion vrhc:>n two or m01'"e bodies ensage in negotiations fo1• union. 

i'~st attempts at unio11 h ave t&1'1ded to overemphasize one oi-

tho ot1-er 01 .. theao methods. In !lo-Jian aatholioism vo find 

union restb13 ver y h&av11.y on organization. 1n Lutheran1Sl:I 

the emphasis is shifted to tho aide of doctrine, and 1n the 
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l'o1na:tn1n. -oo.-.cal lod GVG. !(&elical bodioe t i'1e e?:.,pha:31 & h as b oc!n 

p lnc ed on l i t ui •s;y. 

'l"he v a :x•iou ·' 6 l"Oups wbich maice up the Church o!" South 

I11dia f'a.11. 1:1 :b1l y i n t o t h G ~roup r e f e r r ed to as fiVm-1gol1cc1 

chur cheo . I t :l t-1 aomC\ihc-..~ a::IaziU;J to find tha.t the grer .. tent 

P~~ble~1 of union i n the Church of South India wao not only 

U:iiu>.""g i cal ~ b tA·t el.so 01~grmizntionnl. The various bodies 

1 .. 01 . 11.n · t his un it~d eh1u•eh .followed the co11Gre3ational. 

pr a yte;2~i1am, nnc: opi s c op&l .f'onas 0 1"" church 3ovo?'ma~nt. 

Ol1e o f' t he pur-pocas of' t h is popor wi ll be to trace the h1s­

to11,.u oi' i;l. e un:t titig b odies an d to sl:lov, ho-a ti pl'Olonged 

P"'riod o : c c- opoI"at ion iJi t1all y led to en ad justmen t v1hicll 

allowed t h .:, ~ s er.1i 11gl y contra c:Uctor:, f'orras of' church e<>"'10 1"'11-

mout to Gast lile .a. nGtr 1'01---m t hut ,attempted to cmnbh1e olen,en t s 

01' 11 t !..1.>~e 0 1 :tg i nal i'oma .• 

The u ~tho ,1 or J>ro c c rlu1,o 111 this pnpox- wil.l be to trace . 

t he h i sto1~ica.l d.evolopwo . t o.f ·;;h e Church of' South I nd1n . 

howev ctr , rd t;h no t h o\1.;;h t o f sublJJi tt1ng a complete or compl'&!­

hen~ive h is'tOV".f or t h i s body. I shall USO only thoso points 

of' h ist or•y whlcb .oo1nt to t 10 final consurm:sa t:ton o-r ur11on. 

For t h 1 .. <Ml.Gon :1.t will be i mpossible to .noto nll or t he 

Val"ious -st .tio113 0.11d wol1'kc1"'s, o:r to 61va n googl"c.phic out11no 

or t h o churel1en 111volvod. ~iG would involve the ur:Lt1ng o-r 

BGvoral vol'!.'\ues . Peopie .. rute ncnn 1, but, ovento 1:1alce h iato1-.y. 

For t h is l•o~i:;ou on ly the 1:.10.:b1 events in tho un!o. movmnont 

l uading t own:r l t,.,e 1'01•:aa.tion 01· t h o Chur cl, of Sout h India 
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will 1':l.tad .aenti on in 1t;i s paper. 

~he pro:posed co:,tri but1on of thio tboa1s u 11l bo to 

shoi"! t 11at inot oad 01· r:1ov1ng towo.rd the un1ve,raal or ooUr.teni­

cal church ., tho uJovement p1•oduo1ng the Church oi' South India 

e.ctue.l ly t enc1od mo1:-o ·tovr&.:rd e. union on th& simple basis o'f: 

what t tu, a ch ur ch 31--oupa happenod to hold in co:;smon. 



O.ilAPTS.'l II 

B3I!~P l!I$TORI BS OF OOilS'fITUSNT OJfURa1m~ 

'.1."'t,a tl~ a P. churehos Vlh1ch constitute the Ohul"'oh of Sou·th 

Inc!1a a.r 'i'"ne Chu1 .. ch of India., Bunna and Coylon. The South 

Indio. United Church, e.nc.l Tho South India Prov1ncia1 Synod or 

the i.etl odis t Ciu,:rch. '11he b:rlei' b1stoi-1es ot these three 

bodios arc dooignc · 'to show tho. lax-go amount ot co-oporation 

d1splaye:,u b y th.ese bodles duz,in3 their status as m1su1ons 1n 

India, 

Thu Chu.rob of India., Burma and Ceylon 

'11h:i,i:, ch u1•eb. h ad ito genesis from the m1aH!on activity 

of th1.. e •11 c,ups i n .. lihe Anglican Ohm-oh 1n Bnglm1d, 'rheso 

tbre.: 3I•o 1,0 a rc.\ t :i1~ Society for- the P:ropage.tion 01' Obr1stimi 

l(nowledge~ t l o ~ocioty 1'011 t ltc Pr<>POfftltion 01' t ho !"a<>spcl, o.nd 

tl-dit Ghur•ch. His:~ional'"J Soc1oty.l 

'l'lle S . 1> . C . K. was .founded in London in 1699 to m1n1ster 

to EngliobJ!len in other lunds and to preach the Gospel to tbs 

heathen. Thio aooioty supported c. P. Schwartz (a Lutbe:ran) 

t'Jtom 1767 .. 1798 while ha \"IBa working 1n 'l':r1chinopoly and 'l'an­

joro. In 1821.i. all the atat1ona bosun by the s.P.c.K. wore 

1nereatter rofe~:red to as the s.P.o.x •• S.P.G •• and 
o.,i.s. 



Tho S. P .. G .. wna f •ow1ded in London 1n r101 to caJI'& f"oz­

E11glisbman in i'"oi•eign pa:rto a.nd to win th~ heathen by tho 

Gospel., I~ i 11herUied tho work of tbo 3.P.O.K. in India 1n 

1021~.3 It began ~agular work in India in 183S.4 The s.P.G. 
hogan -. o~k in Ce yl on in 18!,,o and started wo!'lc 1n Durma in 

18$2.5 

The c.vnngo11cal i'110ve1~1ant started: by Oilarles S1moon of' 

Oru-.nb1~1dg0 was one 'i.' t i.le fa.ctors vhicb produced tho O.M.s. 

'J.lhe C. !~. 3 . ~,e.a o:rgn. ized in 1799. At 1'1rst 1t supported 

o. T. :nia, ius. a Ge:rrc,~n Lutheran, because of' tho 1aok of 

t1 .. o.ined Jl:t1~lic,u1 Y:d.s:d.o?UU"ies. In 1820 tho c.u.s. took over 

the worak s t arted by Sohwal'tz 111 'l'lnnovolly. It expanded into 

t h Telugu a r a i . 1840. 6 

Dar:!n t ho eisntoenth century- the O.M.s. dr&w moat of' its 

rdssiontu: .. i as fro~ the missionary school at Base1. TheBe men 

\lO?'e 01•dn1nerl in the Lutheran manne:r and i"ollowed Lutheran 

custoi~a 011 tbe mission field. The samo s·ltuation held in the 

·s .• P.G.l{. and ·the Danish Society. Around 1816 the c •. u .. s. 

2John Abo·rly. An Outlino ot I.Iiasiona (Pb1ladelph1aa 
i'Suhleni:>erg Pro B s , l9ls.5). pp• '5lf tr• 

3Ibid .• • P• !,6. -1.J, 
Ib1!3,., p.. SJ. 

!S . 
roid., p. 133. -

6'""'1d ~ ie. and 0 " ~-· pp. ;;,u . U&':• 
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begnn in::listing that Anglican :Corms oi" ael"11ae, tho Common 

Freyer• Book, bo usod on tho m1sr-i1on :field.. Still later tho 

C.!!. S . asit at ec, i 'or JPe-ord1no.t1on of the "Lutbol'&llS" and c 

suboequont 1•et1u e · t v,as ntado that they 31vo up their right of 

OJ:"da1ni.nJ n o.tiv1. claztgy in do.f'a.ronco to the bishop. Thia 

friction soon reduced tho co-operation between the Lutheran 

and t he rogl i e a.'l ae11.dina o.sonoies. 7 By 1836 the Anglicans 

had a a t1vo11.g onough gI"asp on tllo 1'1old ha south Indi:a to 

chan3 the Lut her an 01,der to Anglican. 8 

3 0 1;10 v i i:;al i n f'o1'11Jat1on on the progz-es,s o-r w11on can bo 

fow1d i n tho i 11t orn.al a1"1~airs of the Anglicans. illien Heber 

follo": e el i.a c!d l o't;on a a the EOCO?ld bishop in India. the S.F.G. 

Wll'eaerved:ty h imdod ovor the entire direction 01" its 1121,ssio:io.1~ 

wo:r!: t o the bi" iop, and .contented itself with becomine; prao­

tieelly a colle cting a3ency for m:las:lonar., g11"ta. Ilowevo.r, 

the C . i.'i . S . \~'ante cl tu keep oontro-1 ot: all phasos of its mis ... 

sion:11--y uoxak. L"'l 16.36 the O.i:..t.s. v,as :forced to ~'"'lt Bishop 

DnrI1el .'l:i.lcon t ho riaht to mak-e and oancol all 1n1sa1onary 

appo:i:.t· ent:1. In 1849 the c.u •. s,, bad to .tight for :lts right 

to seve,r cormoct:lons with .on ·unw&nted and undesirable m1s-

~:lon r-y. Between 1876 and 1880 a fight raged because Bishop_ 

R. s. Coplesto11 t,:a,ied t ·o put his youns ohapla.fna ov·er tho aged 

und evn."15elical uorlcera of' the o.t.1.s. 1n ~he Ceylon Coolie 

7Julius ltichtar. A IIistoa 01' !.11us1ons 1n Dld1a (Lendon: 
Ol1pha.nt Anclerson and 'PePl'ier~J.908). PP• 159 t. · 

8Abe:rly, 22• cit•• P• S7. 
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laaaio11. Fi nally the .Archbishop of Oantorba.u-y- and the Arch,. 

bishop o.r Yor k aave a dac1uion whieh recogn1sod thlJ Nlativo 
. 

independen c e o.t• t h e O.J ... . S. 1n the exorcise of 1tu. m1us10DGJIY 
I 

act~·,5.t.ie$. This entire st:rii'e and dobato del.10nstrnted tho 

dosivo of ·~he bl~hops t o c)btain an 1ndopenclent interest 1n 

wo:;;,k on th1:'l r.1ia:-do;:i f'i0l,1. This deui:ro to be an indopendent 

croup i s in-ought out to:rcerully 1n th.a ultimate union of the 

011\ll"ch o f' South India i n 1911-7 • Dut fo:r the present we mua.t 

noto ·that i n 1901 thG c.M.s. thought it tho height of arro­

s ance 1'0 1 'Gh Anglican bishops - - at 1Jhe1r Calcutta S'Jllod in 

Jm1uai•y ... - t o demand t hat the "ChW'Cb of 8nglm:id n baconie tho 

11
C.alll ... ch or II d:La . tt9 Tho actu&l. spro:id or tlle .Anglican co1n. 

mw11on o @..n be t rac;o,J b7 the addition or ne,, c11oceaea,. !law 

diocoeoa of' the Indi an ch ui~cb vtere formed at ?Sadl'a.a (1835), 

Bombay (lGJ7), Ltlho:re (18'1?),, 'l'ravancore (1879), Qhoto Nagpw,. 

(1H90), I,uek."lov, (1893). T1nnevelly (1696)• Nagpur (1902). 

Domakal ( 1912 ) ~ c.11€1 ,\a:,cm ( l91S). lO 

The Sot:lth India United Cburol'1 

'!1.he ~uth India Unitod Church is a colloct1on or m1sn1ons 

begun 111 south India by the h-esbyterians, the Free Oharoh 

of Sootluud, tile Ro.fo11me.d Church 1n Amorica. th& AmoricD.D 

9niohte~,, 3!• ~-• P• 160. 
10.i'he Cepuohin Missionary Unit, India .and Ita ~1ss1ona 

(ttew York: Tue ~~aora11on Company, 1923), p;-].'88'; 
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Boa.:ttd or Como.t,H;io11c:ria f'ol" Fo:re1gn tias1ona. the London 

~1&aionary SOcietJ , and tho Bas'11 1tiaa1on-ar:, Socict7,. Thia 
. . 

sroup hc.d. eni;r!£;ed in various degrees oi' oo-opoz-atio1·1 duia1ng 

tho. 111 eteenth. centUlr'y and finally 1'omed thr.t South Indie. 

Unitad t'hu:ro' l 1n 1908. 

The~ Lo11.rlo,n ~.riss1or.uu,r 30o1otyll ,,as .founded in 1'19!> :f'oz, 

tho 1-}Ul'i)Oso o!' c a l:Lin :o tlH> b:eutb.on into tile :1"ell0\Ysh1p o.f 

Goel I s Son. 'fll • mii,o1ons wore allouod to adopt sucb i"orm o~ 

church c;ovo:rnn:eut as to them appeal"ed to be in agreement ·,d th 

t he r,ord o f' God. By 1796 the L.M.s. was sending missionaries 

to Indi a . TiAo L.~.3. was f ounded to unite ~ll Faedo-Bcpt1ots 

11 Gr•1:1a t b1•:i: l:a 111. in tho wo1,.j.: ot missions,. It worlcs under an 

intc r dono~,1:lr;1at:!on l ch.a:rter, but as other denominations ro1"med 

their o 11n organi~at! ons. it becol'i10 al.moat entirely deponc!ent 

on ConBztogntj.0n3.l chu1 .. ch..as for suppoJtb 11 'l'he L.!i.S. was a.ctivo 

in Oc.lc1..1.tt a~ Tf'avcnco1.,e, and the Tamil coWltI"l' hr, 1830 and 

had a .;Ql l or~isn1zgd and 03tabltshed mission program.12 In 

tho becinr,i ni;; the L,I.i.S. beg-an with a Luthel'o.n trc,ined mit1-

aiomi1"J' 1n the ,e~son o:r \:!illS.am Tobias ilingoltc.uba. R1ngel­

taube v,or!{ed f'o1• the L. ~.s . .from 10o6-1616. Pl-om this eai-ly 

atte111pt t hs t.M.s. mission had gi."OWJl to ciahteon m1ssionnries. 

431 na.tivo ~oi-1-::ers. ,368 churcho,s 9 11.388 church mcmbGrs,. and 

llaorea ... t e1• re.fe>n:'od to aa L.u,.s .. 
12

Ab.e1'lY• .!?J?• .!!!•, P• 1$5. 
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18,ooo chi1dren under 1nsti-uct1on by 1911~13 

The Ar.1e1'icsr: Eonrod o~ Oor.miiss1onera ~or ~vre1en ?,I1a­

s1onal4 mi gh.Jo bo cons1doieed tho .A1.11orican counterpart o~ the 

L.l,: 11 $ . since bo·i:h ar~anizat1ona are 111tcrdeno1111nat1onal as 

Tiell as co .. 3r es:.,tio11al in character.. The A.B.G.F .... ! . O'IJes its 

begin."11. g •i:;o trew •,. 1gland Congregntional.1am, but lato.r and ~ora 

nllllly yea1•::. i t :J:l s o ineo?'porated into its organization lh-csby­

i;,ei,1.ans, Dut ch Rei"ol''med, nnd othE>r chu1•ches ae -r;ol1 as ra1es1on 

soeie t !oa and i ndividual rais aioncrios.1.S The history of tho 

,, .• Jl ,.O. F'. -:.~ . be[!i n a i n 1806 \Vhon e. revitalized C0%1i.P'O@ltional1sm 

evolved 0 f 't o1• c. group ·1. ith ur11taza1an t endencies split .fI'OlU 

t h~ main hoi!~r o.r 6ongree 11tiom111sbs. At this this various 

n.,2O01 ·t:to.:. G t: e?-o ,leve lopad to cope with this problem (m11-

tat"ionir; .. ) " Th e Go11oral Assoc int ion convenGd at Brndford in 

1810. I t 1•ec e ived a. pet1tiO,'l fo1• beg1nn1nG il:liso1on v:or,tr 

signed by don i r · m Judson, Jr .• , Samuel ?Iott. Jl'. • Samuel J • 

. l!ll s, a zitl Samuel NowolL.. Thia bl'Ought about the :f'orr.1ation 

[1h.,e A. B.0.1:-. zr . in tum oot up a PrUdentinl Oomm1ttoe to 

deal ~ith eendi ng out miaoionnrios and financing thom. VJhen 

13x. R. Ha.clear, Kera,J.o. tl1e Land oi Pahu, (London: London 
"iisoiol'lal'Y Society,, 1912 J, p-:-Tl~ 

11.t.ucreai'te r rof'erred to as A.D.C.F.: l. 

l51,ooi1 Al'Pee, "An Actual .n:xper1r;1ent 1n lion-Sectar1nn 
J1ssionary Activity," Amor1oan Journo.l ~ Theolop. XI 
(Apr •• 1907). 217. · 
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no action wae i'OJ:"t!'t..comins by 1811, J\ldoon ,,ent to Iondon oDd 

ento~od i nto nesot1ationa with tho L.w.s. o.nd obtained com-

1:11si:t1011s ro h ! ':'!'I .oli" e.nd his throo eollJPonions. 'l'h1s aotion 

so stir-red t he Board t hat upon Judr?on ·•s return they were 

:raady to tr.Jee over the young men themselves. !l'beno men were 

promptly o?Wdr.1ned, but theil"' departure, was delayed beaause of' 

lmparJ.tlin.cs ~ar 1:tth Jmgland. l;,inally in FebNa.ry. 1012. the 

Judaons, J.:ewolls. Motts., and Messra. lfall and Hioe sailed f'or 

India, The 1. en met wi t b. a f:r1gid z-eoopt1on in India and bad 

to live a l mos"i:. lilte fugitives. Judson soon aooeded to tJ:le 

Baptists ~md tbe oth~r men were soon vo.akened 1n health aDd 

diseo·,:r,~~ed. 'l'he ~,adurn te1"1'"1tory was eziterod 1n 18.34 &me! 

. ie.dra.s was oponed in 18.36. 'l"'be TtO!tk wna beginning to make 

headviay ,1h.en. 1 t i-1·as. Ro:r1ou.sly reduced b'J' tile buainaaa d­

presoion of: J.837 \'Ill ich onusod tlie o1ooing of 171 J'rree 

schoola el6 

1870 marked the l'ff1Val of woi-k ln the Nadura area. 

Pasums.lai Sei.1inax"Y bacmae a training aobool .for mSnts-... 

and the1:i- wives. At th1a tiJle we note the fol'matlon or a 

Olu-1stian Vernacular Education Soo1a~71111d an BnDgellin:1 

Society amona the natives o:f Ce71on.17 
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The con d1 tio s on the, f'iel.d made it 1t:'lpera.tive tha t the; 

m1ss1onnx-ie n of· a.ll societies stick together. The Cbriatinn 

Alliance wa.a :f'o1, .ned at; P..cr.Dbay in 1871 and met again at Alla­

habatl t iie 1·0110,:d .11 · yaa.r. '.l1\'lenty soo1et1o3 wore raprot,onted.18 

Th , A .. B . c .. ?.--:i . r-1 . p i"'esents a. study in lCJsses t»d gains. Of 

&llo el".1:oly suppo2--te1--s • n Old School. 11 Px-eubytex-lans le1't in 1637, 

tbe Ce11t1~.t~l .nd Sou thGMl .Board le-f't 1n J.0.39, and tho American 

i,11ss 1c•naey Association vro.s rox-med by another gt'Oup 1n 161~. 

In l.057 t h o ! c :t"ormed C'!1\n,•ch w1thdl'8Vi• In India tho A.B.-C.7.J.t . 

f om od a ~iss ionar"~ Union at :3ombayw1th the ~.~.s., c.~.s., 
nnd Scott i sh ):~i s~1on Society. In 10~4 t\ie A.B.C.P.M. al.lied 

itself \'1i th ~.:ho '.!:u:r-ki1,;h .Miss ion ,\id 3oo1et7 in Imgland. In 

1863 t ha i'. . D.C.11'. r.~. rcco-ivod financial. aid tro111 the Free 

Chw.--ch of' .;.,cotlnnd.J.9 

By l 75 the ,'\.B.C.F .Y .. wa.s strongly advocating a aelf­

suppo?ttin~ 1nd1ganous ollurch. By 1887 the l.ibei-al theolog:l.­

co.l pv111c.iplen of' the A.n.c.1~ • .11. bocmuo so obvious tliat 1aen 

of nn;y t heologic a l baekbo11e at all were .foTCod to withclrnw. 

~t tlliu t.a u ·ti. e cgitat1on was advanced to have tho so­

Ollllod und.enontinational A.a.c.F.?i. at'bach 1tsel1'" organ1aal1y 

to the chw"Ches it oel'Ted" 'l'b1B a~neral tendency brous]lt 

about a <1uicker weaning of the mission oh'Ul"Chos. Atto:r 188.S 

thei-e is o.lzwe ,dy a. disti.."lct tl'end to 'tum evoi- the work to 

18D>1d.,. PP• lq.O rr~ 
19Ib1d. , pp.. 308 f-~. 
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native hauds . I11 ll:1di a t he:re waa fomed a Jtatlonal. Ho?-Jo 

Uisa1or1a1~ Societ y about 1900 when t he un1on of miaaions vas 

receivini;; s t1'>0.1g 021c.oura.5at,u:mt at the ~cnunenioal Conferences 

i n Yev· Ycn'"lc ( 1900 ) ,. ??.ad:ras ( 1902), Shanghai ( 1907), and 

'&li nbu:rgh ( 193.0 )., Thi a a a1.1J0 ecumenical spirit pi-evai.led 1n 

AmeJ1ica bring ing about t w~ organization or tho Young People's 

Socie t y ot' 0h.t•iot 1an_ .&ldoavoi, (1881)11 the Student Volunteal' 

i.:ove11Jo11t ( 1888 ) , t he Youn g l~eople ' a !J1ss:lonary ESover.1ont ( 1902 ) , 

and th r~o:;r.nen 1 s J.iisaio110.ry ~:ovemont ( 1906) • 20 

The Basel •, 1ssion wa s 0_1"iS:1.nally f'1nnnced by n sront of 

10,000 ·tht1l ar-s f:Y-OiTI PF1nce Victol" of' Sh8nbel'g• This grant 

mid t ho o rcli nat:f.on o:r John Christoph Lehne!', Christoph 

Leonha1•cl C'a,ein~r, a!.'ld Saumol Uebicb on tlarch 16, 18.31-1,, mark 

t he bogin.'-lin• .. o f! t h i s ;.-iiss1on' a wol'k in India. After consu.1-

t nt101 wtt h t he a •• ~ .. s. it was decided to begin ,.,ork on t he 

wout coa :.it oi ' Il'ldia., Upo11 a:rwrival in India, the three mia­

sionn~ies s e t up headquarters at iiangalo~e and commenced work 

1n the IConkan1 and Oana:rese languages. Much of th•ir early 

v,ork wae a1uong Europeans and oot?JG eupply work was done :1n 

An{glican ohurch os. The f1rat school was· stal"ted in 1836. the 

same yea~ that Dr. R. i!Bgllng .omno to tho :tield.,21 

'l'he Basel Et.iss1on society cm'1•1ed on a llLl'gc part or its 

20
Ibid,.• PP• 320 ff. 

21.aeorge u. Thomasen, samue1 Rebich or India (~loi-e: 
Bnsel Ui uoion Book f.l.lld Tra c~ &pository, E'l.5), PP• bl~ tt. 
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WOl'k t h l'"Oilgh t ho p:reas li Thie society was t he 1'1rst to take 

actior1 Q3ains t eovernment control in the soboo1 a,-stom. ll'l 

1860 it "'ovei,e d i t s connectiort with tho goveJ"Dment s y s tem 

and o~tmS.zod a lona its own linoe. Tho .Pesult we n t hn.t tbe .... 

cov01·nment Cl"Ush~ d t hei 1• schools nnd b !,"' 1867 the r.a1s 1onar1es 

we?>e ple d i ng :fo:r a re-uniol'l with the govomment sy3tom.22 

This g1"0up has be n accustomad t~ call itself evangelical 

i-ut hel"' t h t».n Luthoran P-'"ld so o•ame t o be at.1'111atod with t h o 

South Lvidin UnH,ed <,"h.ui•ch r n.ther than thG Federation of 

Lutl1:0rnn . .'!i "':Jio11~. 23 

I n ·t l ~ his·i:or"IJ sketch of' the A.B •. o.P.l!. wo noted that 

t 1 Pttesl>'yt 1•!a.1Ls W8l"e nc.tiv:e suppoz-te:rs of' that group almost 

t'roru 1.t:; bog:lnni ng i n 1610. Howover. the P:resbyterian com­

munion v.ao oing :Luto a 1>er1oa of' union at 'this th1e and by 

nbout 1836 oan be cons:l.deiaed to 'havo its own mission i n India. 

In 1882 a project by thirteeh societies t o round n theo1og1-

cal s emi na...""'Y a t A1lahabad failed. In 1901 n congress oi' de­

legates met a t Allahabad and mflde some progress toward unirJ.­

oation. T"1.1e:3e a t t empts at union ran as :f'ollOY/s s 

I n Octobe1• oi' t he san1e yoa:r (1901) the m1s o101-uu:•1es 
of the United Free Ohu1•oh and of the American Ho:f'o:rmod 
Areot !,:i s ~=i on bcmde d thee1selves together at Vel1ore undor 
the doa16-iwt1011 or the United south Indian Chui-oh. Tex--
1:iim1l nas otia tions \1ere then carried thl-ough _ 1n iloi-th 
India: on December 19th, 19<>4. tho Presbyterian Church 
o:f Incli& e amo i nto exiatonce, and. lleld its f1Jar; t Genera1 

22R1chtoz-, 22• ott., PP• 283 tt. 

23Aba rly, ,22. ~•• pp. 66 1'£. 
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Synod at llahabad. Tbu•s thel"e ls now Intimate com­
munion 'bet·:reen tbe native Ob:r1st1ans gatblt~ed ln by 
o1gb.t P1"esbyte1"ian miaaiona,"Y soo1et1es.24 

T'ae Chtt-rcn of' .. cotland M1saion speo1a11zed ln h1ghei-

edl.\cat:1.on., tlras rceidents supported s1milai- voJtk 1n ~:ras 

nncl so.cUJ>et'i: rYohn. m'ldor3on aG· pr1notpal o,_- the college 1n 1837. 

'l'bis ho.s ~duco devaloped into the Uaclt-n.u Chr1at1an Col1ose. 

which undcn• n•i n c ipnl Miller becm,1e one of the fo1'01D0st 

colle5et1 1:ri India t oward t he end of the last oentUlT•2S 

Jti•tc.=r i;rocing t bo origins of tho various uniting bod1os 

1e oomo ·:.O t ho f on·.10.ti an o~ the So\lth India United Chu~ch. 

'i'l o mission s upport ed by the, A.B.O.P . Li. :ln 1901 appointed 

Chcnc1 luj;", Tr acy, Her2~ick, 'l'h1r1·tbuvathasan, and Y. J. Taylor 

as e. cc.-1nmi tt .o to tue t,'j·i:; witll representatives or tho L.M.S. 

'l'ho L • •• s • .£o~iled a Joint Cot!Ditte~ on Union by appointing 

four n;an by t he s outl-1 India District Conn1ttce and the 'i'1•a­

vai1aol'e i.::!:.s i on respectively. 1"h1:, combined coDlil1tteo ear1y 

asked i'or pe1--ud.~01on to n1oot with tha stand1t1r; co!!llllittee on 

union of the Prcsb¥ter1ans who in 1901 had organized unc:ioi­

tbo name, 11Synod o:r the Scn1th Indian United Church." whloh 

21.t.Riohte:r, ~• o1t., p. 435'. ''Note" - 'l'ho obux-cbea en­
tering t be l'l:tasb ·o:r!an urdon were: 'l'he Un1tod Ii'.Ne Church of 
Scotland, tho Eatnbliahed Cliu:rch or Scotland. the .Engl.1ah, 
Ii'"ish, Om1adiar.1., aud Amo:rioan Presbytel'ians, ancl the Ame:r1oan 
ne~ormed Ohu:rob and the Welsh Calvinists. 'l'be Amoi-1oan tttJnS.tod 
P?tosbyterian-s , " t h e Sooteh 8 0:riginal. SeoeaaS.on," And a f'cm 
smaller Proabytorian mlas1 ns did not enter. 

25:roid., pp •. 62 r. 
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wne e. r.iers-or oi" t ho J.lad2--no United Fl-oo CJllUI"ch 01' acotlmld 

J,11ao1o·n imd t he Arr1e1-»1ca:n ,;.\Jtcot Jifiua:l,>n. Pormis:Jlor, wao 

c:ranted and un i1-d'ormal u1eet:lr&g wac bold at tho timo of the 

Ltadra e DecouuiaJ. Confal"enoe 1n Deoembor, 1902. ,\ttor this 

t he joi!1t c o1:1rnit'i:ce azreod to ceaoo negotiations v1t'h the 

Pr esb;irterinns until they could perfect tlle:h-. union ,1i th tllo 

l arger ... l"Q~by tor-:!.n.."'l group in India .. 

'B e !'!rti t E£c;.l srtil e:3se.J1bl7 oi' the proposed United 

Churcheo of' 3outhern India w,a11 held ir1 Madro.a in July, 19 0.S'. 

i'bo Ceylou , 1es:to of" the A.u .• c.r.1 • ..t. joined the gvoup at th.is 

t11i-1e. D:i:,. D ·'6hio or ?i&gar-coil 1,nc chosen presidentJ r.t:r •. J. 

P. Cotul:lr:1.~ n , v ice-pt-eoid<u1t. The \Oeet1118 lasted th:ree dflJ'B 

W'1Ci i t \,au gr.a d to ~1ee t again oero·r o 1907. 

tho t y po of union p1'0posed is clearly 1llnstruted by a 

1•esolution of t 1 - exacutivo committee. which states 1 

~-0& U11.ion,. 11,sreby ii1aUGtU9-atad, 1a ono whoso objC:>ot is 
nei'i;he1• t o 'bind down tbe ohurc:hoa to any denom1nat.lonal 
or3a11:l.antio11, :nor to l"oatrict, by the 1mpoo1t1011 o~ any 
CI'ee d,. ·c!1e i'reodom 01' o1thor miui-ch or !nd1v1dual.. It 
1s a Wliou wl !cl.a. binds to,e;other, ln the love oi" Christ 
o.nd or one m1othor, nU ,.,ho acknowledge Him as LoA:i and 
cio.vicmr. 'l"bo i n<Uv:lduel churches and the local unions 
o.r t l.1.o se cllur clla::1 are i'X'&D to exp1wo,:;9 their ideals o~ 
Ol"'8Wi1sat1on ,. $ltd their conception of tbo f'a1th of Christ, 
und :i:• t he guidance o~ t lle Spirit, \ihiob loc.ds :lnto the 
"bole t r utl1. D1:r1 erenoea, which may d1at1ngu1ah,. do 
not divide; t hey are only or vnlue as they minister to 
thnt co1nrnon 111'e wb:lol1 all 1u1ve received from 0111" common 
I,ol"d. In ou:r pQrtioipo.tion 1n that common lii'e \'re m.we 
unitod bo.t 'b to H1ri1 and to one another. e;e stand. thore­
fG1•0• noi. c: s a w1ion which excludes any 01" l!ke precious 
.faith, but a s a union wh:lcb invites 111to its 1"o1lowsh1p 
all who 1"a0l that,. 1n the deopel' and larger mnttel"a ot 
the Christian lite, they are one with us 1n 1oya1ty and 



16 
devo.t i on to t ho Lord Jesus OhJti:,t ... 26 

r e ru.,x1h1l e things waro happening 1n the l>i-osbyterion 

1'old. In 1904 t he I'reobyter1en Church 1n India was oraani~od 

\l~th t h ,., Synod o r t ho south Indian United Church joining on 

tho com:!itior1 ·l;hnt 11; would be tr.ae to join t h e union move­

ments i n south Inciin. 

!Tegotio.tiouo bet·.1een ·the South India Synod and the 

htnd1u•a Church Union v,ere roopenE>d 111 1905.,. In 1906 the 

?.!Qclura Ohu1~c} un.i o?'l h ad its second asoombly at ?.adui-a c 1th 

Cots lilll;en as p1 .. nai der!t. lh ... Vcy,clw.ff o·r "Telloro and Hev. 

P. u . Ra ~ivio.h ot· Madra s represented tho south Ind1ac Synod. 

1'ho joi t eo1maitt ee of t he United Churoboa and tho South I."1Cl1a 

Synod pi,o;. oaed .. s er1eme of u111on vb1ch va.s un&11mous1y 

adopted . In J'Ul ~I" , 1908, the scheme was f'or.nally inaugurnted 

1n .:ad1~ne c.ncl tho South ! ndin United Church c ti?:10 ia""lto be1ng. 

i'iyokof'f' 1:10.n e l e etetl t h o first p:roaid,ent, Cotol ingen viae­

Pl'08idont, a ,r.l flor:t· ick secretory-. under tb1e: orpn1zation 

the mias1ons or ::l.g ine:ted by tbe A.D.O.F.i!. clumgod their three 

local church un1o.ru, into the Ea:Jt Churoh Couno11 and the West 

Ohl2l'ol1 CoWle il • 27 

As tirue ~ent on the other miaaiona 1D south India had a 

ohnnce to observe the general tunot1o1l1ng or the now South 

· 26Jobn a. Owuidler, Snentz-Picvo Yeary~ Kad~ 
M1a.11on (Philadelphia: ~lt1i'ie11be1-i""l'N••• ), PP• 315 r. 

27
Ibid., PP• 374 ff. 
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Iudin U11i t.o<l Chu:roh. sowe pX'QgrQB8 1s abcmn when 

• • • i n 1919 a notnble step was taken by the adm1so1on 
Ol ~hu c h' r chas o!' t he Basol liosion in the !.talaba.I' D1a-­
t z•:i.c·i; , \ fi i ch acceptod t he Bas:l~ of Union without altora­
t io • 'l'h.e Uni t ecl Ohuxich thus· ~tretchos f"r0e1 -Ca.lieut to 
Jai'!'n.c , . a.r1.c1 Tron; Vizagapa.tem · to Cape Oomorin. Ita 
ch U\"C e;e , o r o;anizcd unde::r aig.'1-tt Ol1urcb Councils, a1."e 
.fou.r.111 i n !'om.•teon Dist1•iota of the lJf.Ldraa Preaic!Gncy • 
in the, tl~a te~ oi' T:ravanoore an,? !-iyoore, and 1n ;.forth 
C~l"lon. 2v 

Tho Sou·ch, I :rJdi a Provincial s,nod of' the .. tothodiat Church 

T"ao \lc o.l ey-.an ·~e t l1odiat i :!.sc-ion Sooiety 1s one of the 

olr.u·st soc ,.e;;1os ,•ox~in @; 1n soutb India.. The work of th1o 

soaiGi;y •,ma bec;u 1 111 1013 at the urging or Dr. 'l'bomas Coke, 

Who wi ·i;} a .:':.:;,· othol" misu101'lnz,1os was sent to India in 181.3. 

! t i o r· _tiler d1:£'i'1eult to e .stabliab. tho actual. progress 

or t ho :ot odist ~ bocause of tho wide differences in ropo~s. 

One i,epo1•t s t r.1t e s t hat between t .ho beginning of n-orlc 1n 

south .Indi a ~"'ld 1850. there "rlaS rapid advance, while anoth~r 

~cpo1-t utnt e E thdt ~ho work was practically a~ a standst11~ 

duPing t,~in p oI'iod. 

'.i."ue actual bee:1nning 01' work may bo described thus: 

The 1,,osleyans • .. • besan thob~ v.-ork .1n the Tamil coun­
try in 1 318 at Tr1ch111opol.y, and from 1021 onward• ex­
tended it to h1o.n~gudi, liagapatam, 1.!alecn.ttam, nnd to 
'i.lle high l y ::Jituated arLd healthy c1ty oi" Bangalon~. 
In t h is to\m thoy commenced the1:r ltanaroae r~sa1on 1n 
1035, • • • a ?1d i n M:,sol'o ( 1038).. In this po.rt of D:1-
dia ••• ~.;hey thus won for- themsolves a loading poo1t1on.29 

28Jobn J,!c.Konzie, editor, !rile Christion~ 1n India 
(London: !..c'.Millan a~1d Co., L1m-rt'ed, l929h P• 2'(/f: 

29t!ioh ter, -22• ill•, p. 160. 
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1'ho ,:.othodi a,t lni s aion was oawiec! on mostly tmsough 

literature a..~u education. (It 1a eas7 to seG why tbo ~etho­

dists had inte?'&at 111 a.bout 1200 aohoola by 1950.) Tho . 
MaharajeJ1 o:t r.yoore· built one oi' the sohoolo amd helped to 

pay fo:rl t lle r,J')iu t :!.ng p1•eea at ;.-ryso~o. rn 1851 tho oomblnaa 

ploa.:i o r ;llex ndo1• Du.ff' and of" E. J. Mal'dy of Bt:nga1o:ro had 

little e f'i'ec t on t ,e taiss i oti4rJ s ec:retorios. Thay said India 

Wlls a qui et. c i v i lized countl""J• 1'be Lmtiny or 13$7 ollanged 

this t ype of t!1i nldng.. By 1860 new toroes vere being sent 

to Indi a . At "cl 1,s tii?Je t ho Hothodista had only l59 memb02•s 

11:i 1.be 1!&t.1:rnr,} Di s t r ict e n tl 222 1n UyaoJte. Up t:l•ll this t?O 

t he uchool s wet'e mo.stly to1• bo:,s, but after 1060 g1'rls' 

ach~_ol,.. i.. el"e of ficially opened. :Arter 1860 emphasis vras also 

glvort to Pl"1r.1t:.l.J:7 ocluc,, tion., which ho.a beon neglected thue 

tm-.30 In 1899 tho~" op&nod a ti'a1n1ns college at 3u1ndy. 

nea1• t,iadms. i'or co.tecb1sts e.nd teaohe199.)l 

1'.hough t h e r,!etbodist ObuJ'cb was f'lwapented. to aorae ex­

tent 1n :i.'nglrmd, yet it managod to work together w:Uih &Olilo 

degi,oa o2 co-oper ation on the mlas1on Nold !n India. Beo1n­

n1tig in 1797 and continuing till about l8S2 the Wesl.eyan 

I,!ethQdiat Church bad undo:ppne .a spl.1nter1ng e:rtoot. These 

VG.1'1ons pieces were brought tosether in ame d.eg19ee by the 

un1tins of tbo x,is~1ona1'""if societies 1n 1932. 'l'hls waa 

30eyJ-11 J. Davey• The JJaltch .o:r Mothodiam (llow York: 
Ph1loaopb1cal L1breey • ~l), PP• """'18 fl• 

3ln1chte1-~ .21?• ,ili.•, p. lt,26. 
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considerou t h e a c:'h1ovmnent or .,!ethod1at union. Tho zroups 

L"1. thi:5 mov emcn'I:; w·Gro tho Wcsl.oyan i.lsthod1cto, Primitive 

il ethoclioto, and nitot\ ·~othod1sta, who 111 1932 had 22~000 

full n1eube1'"s E::ml 123,000 in tho Chriotian communit7 1n 

south I nd.:ti a 32 

Ae ha.a becm ato.ted bero:re., this is not- intend.ad to bo 

a comp1~eho.11.si1re h1oto1")" or any o:r the vo.r1ow, mission churches 

t1hich l e.t c:r o :a. . .:a clo up tho Church of south India. Rather, 

theoo akotc es a1•0 intended to point out tho cor:nnon origin 

or "le y of t he: 1 is ..... i ol1 societies, and to cell at-tent1on to 

tha loon,.. !'01'1 .a &.? co-opel'Q.tion which lnter beom.1e oloaor 

co-opo:r t:tves o.nti finally led to union. 

-------



C!IAl?'.i! • H III 

PAC'l'ORS L;o:;ADI UG UP ~!O THE UUIOll 

i 'llo Thous}lt Trends neaer<t1ng Union 

In ap1,1:•a.1si g ·i;he i'nctora lead1nc up to the union which 

pi•oe.uc d t 1e 01 ui--ch of ~outh Ii1.d:ta it ia well to take 1nto 

CO!iaid -.,1 .. at i on f irs t t he thought t1.,snds .in tho wo~ld 1n the 

:taut ! li' OJ. the n i noteen·i;h c o11.tu.l"7 and eapec1all.y 1n tho 

firnt hul i' of· t i e t\:1e n ti0,th century. In the pGriod f'rom 

1910 ont10.l'cl:l t ho i deas on w-i1on bocorua 1ncl"8ashigly plonti­

i"ul., Aft .l'" tu e:>XM1i11nt1on of the tronds to\'/ards acumen1c1ty 

and t e think i n · o:r (;}1u·1~bmon on this subject have been GX­

plo1, <l, the. c t ua l ~.os otiat1ons ror, union ,1111 bo · cons1de·1'0d. 

Sot:io of ·i;J • loaders in the ecumenical 'tlovement were 

row: d i n i;ho !mgl.ican Church. Since• 18.53 the .Anglican Church 

has ho.d vnrioua joint eonruiitteos to s tudy tile 1uatter o:r church 

unity• In 1886 t he .. !ouse of Bit1bops 1us ued its n0ec1D.rat!.on 

ot Unity ." 1'hi :. tlecle1•ation was 1nco~orated in the Lmnbotll 

Conf,n•tmoe of 1000, u.111 b.eonae known o.s the Lm11both Quadri­

lutoro.l. Tho ba31c :t"aaturoa of' the dee1aro.t1on aro: 

a) Tho toly Scriptures oi" tho Old and New Testaments., 
as co11te.in1ng all things necessary to salvation, and 
a~ b~iug t ho ru1o and ultimate standard of f'alth; b) 
'!'he App:,stolie Creed, ns the Baptismal Symbo1; aild t he 
Hicene 01•eed, att the suff1u1ent atatement of the Ohr1a­
t1an i'aithJ o) The two s110:ramonts ordained by Christ 
himuelf - Bnptiam and the Sllpper of the Lord - m1n1atoi-ed 
with w1£n111ng use of Christ's words of Inst1tut1on, 
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a.ncl or t h e e l ements Ol'.'(1a1ned by Rim; d) Tho Historic 
li,):,1scop::i.t e. 1o.c a1ly adapted 1n the methods of' its ad­
t11n 1s t 1 .. a t i on t o thl:l' v nry1ug neods o·f tho nations mid 
peoplos callee" or C--o<l into t ho unity ot b1o oburcll..~ 

T'.ei:$ pa x•ticular f Ol"'!!1Ulnt 1on of' the J\ngl!Lcan ChUztch. 1a 

all i uspo r t ~nt bec tluse i t becama t ho basio platror:n fol' unio11 

nt the ~irst uni on coni'ei~noe held at i'ronquebar in 1919. 

llowever , wh i le t he ,\."lg l1can oomr.iun1on was buoy c!X'awing up 

ple.tf'orms ,. t ho Con5:a.~os a tion alista \'IOJ'e advanc1ne: 'throusn 

or6aniz:it i ons : 

Th sucecmn ·of t ue liationnl Council has l.ed to tlu, 
Ct thoi"l ~ o!' nn Intoft'lat ional Council reprer..antativo of' 
'l:,orl d ··,-1<.'to OO:O&Ta3ntio1Ull,1~. Su.ch C.GSOJllblies have 
000 11 1010 111 Londo.n :tn 1091, 1n Boston 1n 1899. !n 
.r-:dil'i.hnr~h :b1 1908 , und wi l l meot aae.1n 1u Boston L""l 
19~0. '!!"ley have n ot yet adyanoed be)'Ond the stage of' 
meeti . ·ra 'I' 1• oommon c11acuss1on 'OJld, fitnternal. gi,oetins=,.2 

On oc ,c;obta1 .. 19. 1910 ., t he Episcopal Chu:rcll a t Cincinnati 

«<loptocl a ~e aolu.tion to sat up a COD!littee of eovon bishops,. 

seven p1"0sbyte·l. .. a, a."ld sover.i laJl)len tu begin union nesct1ations 

with "nll Oh :r:ls t ian. co1nmw11ons t-1trougl10ut t b o world whioh 

cont"esa our I.or d J oa uo Chriat as God and Saviour. 11 •iit h t h is 

roaolution t ile e onferenooa .0 11 Paith a nd Order hnd tll.cir 

boginni ng.3 

1r-~anQis J ., riull, "Uri!on of t lle cthurohes," Tho Hew 
&)ha.tr nexw~ Eno~cl,opod1a. of." Rely1oua Knowlf<Iff ;-Y~ 
·ocHted by 77iue1 :iaoQ.uley c1iic:rJiso11 and O«to:rse l.141~ 1am Gllmo:N 
((h.aud Rapit1s. t:.tichigan:i Bahtor Book Uause, 19~0). 69 r. 

2W1111ston Walke~. 0neoent !endenc1ea 1n the Co~ 
sational ChuPOher:s-. 11 Amerio an J"oua1al of Theolop. XXIV (Jan.• 
1920)• l ff. -

lzra11,. "Union o~ t be Ohurches,* P• 70. 
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'1'he -:;0a1.. 1910 wa.::; n great lamlmo.rk 1n tbc ooumoniocl. 

movement. Th~r!i> l1t.td bse:!1 aomo halt1na moYen made in tho 

d1rc::c-t1on or r1orld councils anrl world ~odeJ?e.t1ons. but with 

tlle eon:rerenoe at Bd:lnb\ilrgb. the UIOVement really got under 

way. 

.. ~ i'i1•s t gree t meating of the representat1vos of 
l"':t•otestau,t bodies ro~, coopoi,at1on along 1ntei-denom1-
netion,~l l i nes and internationAl lines was tho Woz-1d 
'Mis EJ ionax-y Cou:ror·err.ce be-la at Ed111burgh 1n 1910. 'l'be 
Gonfai•enoe appoJ.nted a. OontS.:nua.t1on Com:m1ttee, t.'h1ch 
in 1920 -was succeeded by the International. il.:!a s 1onal'Y' 
Counc iJ.. ~'he Cou.n~11 has held meet1nsa a1mila:r to that 
o.t .l<tl! nbu:r,eh t 111t Jarusalem in 1928, and at i.fadrns :ln 
l?.30. The··e meat:tngs llD.Ve boun marked by o. atoa.dy :ln­
o:rec.s<tJ i n th,3 dolomt:lons from what aN now oalled the 
"youn~oi, clm:r,cheQ. nLJ. 

.iUO!'le; t \10 sar.ie lines as the Iutematlonal i:flat1:tom.17 

Council :t1""0 t ho l!Jo:r.-ld Qon.fePonoe 011 Pel th and <>rde:r, wh1oh 

l1as llolcl rue~,ti!lga e.t X"1usmU1f: in 1927 • •and cit ~ 1nbur.gh :ln 

1937, an'-1 the Un1.vo:t'aal ~iat1an CQunoil on L11"e and ~'fork., 

which has held :meetine;s. at Stockholm 1n i92S', and at OXf'ol'd 

1n 1937,. f..11 o-r these 01•gan1za.tions are a p&l't or what ls 

called the "ecumenica l ra10Ya1DGnt •. nS Ltiinbtll'gh appEuu:-ed ta o.11 

to bo t ho final br.ealc 1n tho rocla-ibbed wal.l ·of .dcmam1natt.ou-

1191l1, 

Iii 19:U; a vo1co fr.om Ind1a g1Vefl a l"Qason ~OI' UD1on. 

• •• ::Jr .• Paln1ei-. B:tshop of Bomba:,, expresses lt with 

4John K., Shryock., nm1oe1ona and Clu-istlan Disunion, 11 

i'lngliean 'l'boolosico.l r~~view, XXII (neo ... 1939). 273 tt. 

Slb1d.,,. P• 283 • 
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some suocesa ., • • • lU.a thought 1n a nutsho1l in that 
tho unity to v1h1oli we cu-e being oalled ia th:i.t of' the 
a:r-eat U."live1'sal Ohuroh of' Christ • • • • And the con"!' 
,3llml~Gt1on is possible .• f'or "God t11lla 1t. 8 But f'or some 
l.1mu o ur VIOrk should f.X>.k1:01ot of s•tudy~ aoJJi'orenoo and 
pz,ayui- - not achO'i\1atio pX'OCoclu:re.<> 

An ..1'\11.,_;l !cen w:Pit-er t~es upon hin1self the taa-k of de­

filtinr~ tho .f'i1alde or exp1•esaion in any p::ropooed union: 

L:i.tt.1l"6'Y • Tho .fedel'at:ton tiJOvomc,nt w1ll toud to 1:10dlf'y 
t~e tly the \'IO?'l'h 1p ot t ~u> ciu1:rohes tant come wlth1:1 it: 
£'01• it ,,ill tend to pl'Oduce tbat doe.pes- appreo1ot1on or­
tho ..,,or t l1 of the individual Cb~ist1a.n which 1osues from 
tho di s covol'"'J' m.'lew that :f.n tbo exero1se or· bis pci-sont11 
fe.1 t '.:.l 1. :>. Gorl tho C,'m-ist,ian 1'1.nds hlmse1.f a taomber or a 
cont:nn .. io 1 of .f'e.i th, and tho.t 1..~ h1.s poreonal dcvotiona 
he 1. ~011sc5.ously eu organ of 1.ts axriroacion. 

Ccm:Cesa1oual ox1>rassion - 1) there ia sometillne of" 
(9."eo.'tGI' '<:Ol"t h to Ohx-1sf;1an chltrchaa than the doctrinal 
bclic!"s t hey nuiY' hold • • • " 2) thia communion with 
God 1 1 Cfr1.F-:!.s t is constituted by p.a1at1o1po.t1on 1n tll e 
cl1.-.rino pu1i,,0se to establish a univorsal hwnnn kingdo111 
in ·_.;hich t ne Sp1:r1t or God is I'esno,nt. and lt ia tho­
rougbly mo1~0.1 111 character .. • • • 

Instit"tionsl or pNctical mcprca£1on - 'l'be Yederal 
Council pl coe1 its pl'inc1pcl e1i1l)hasia at this· point. 
Or=nnisnt!or. ru1~ methods are ot groat account in this 
m~J"e!~ant. .tni¼ood they a~o. essentilll. to a unity \7hich 
is ::-Jo:r~~· t hall my:stice.l or sont!mentr.l" Ib is to be noted 
that t he loeo.l church is tbe unit o'E 01~ga111aat1on f'o:r 
t:P. fadel'S.tion .7 

?.'ilc, l:!. baral views 0£ tho Cong.ffipt1ona11sts 111-0 ref'leoted 

1a 1~h is oc.nnniaat: 

Thn Co1·iarog:iitionnl Ohu:rob.oa w,ldoubtadly f'avor church 
unity. theoretically. Bu.t Nally ot-fectivo un1'ty ":JJuat 
be· a m.nt tor of.' a.asoe1_at·1an by mutual oonocasion. b,: 

6Y'l-anc1u J ~ IIall,. "The Church and Cbr1at1an Row111on." 
Az;l5lica11. ?J1eologic

1
al neview. IV (11a.7. 1921). 1 tt. 

7c...,,orge <b;ioas, dPederot1ono~ the CJ!u,1utiar1 Churches 1n 
Arae:r1ca:,, An h.'val.ua.t1on, 11 American Joumal 2£ Theo1oq, x.,:1rI 
(t\]>J'., 1919} • 129 ff. . -
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the SU1'-l ·e n <10 1., of cel'tain th111gs which while they &J'O 
Sef.ln 11ot; t o be vitul n:ra yet valued and consecrated by 
ti, e . I ·t 1r1volvoo e. op1rit which can estimate ao of 
groutor 1ortl tho• t hings in which Christiana of d11"­
f'or•ent ni\r,ms a r e at one thnn those in wh1oh they aro 
cli v i ded . O 

In t he e c1rly 1930 1 s a comroi ttee \71 tb represontatlves 

i'ttom a l u10s ·t ev0ry chu1,.ch and mission soo!ety tllat conducted 

foi• i gn mis::>1on s vis ited tho vaPioua .toroign mission :f'iolda. 

Thi s eou1mittec conaistod entirely 0£ laJmon and was hoaded 

by ::1111ar.1 ock i u . • The comm1 t tee ts report ot- 1932 said 

in part: 

Ors~nic unio does not seam to ua necesae.17. It ia in 
many wu:,s 1:111 advaJ1tago to have in all lands va:ry1ng 
Gbndi}~ or thought mid interpretation and a d11":f'erent 
&~u1,h HiG on sigi1lf'icant points o.1' organization o.nd 
pn.1ctic0 11' t hav can be n1ainta1ned without intor:rering 
wi t b tuli ty 01• o;ir•i t a11d Yl1 thout interrupting coopera..­
tivo WO::l'lt !"o:i:• ooln on ands• Oonformity is by no means 
dccb•e.b l o .. Ui :t' f o1•onccs o.f thought a11d emphaeis shou1d 
be wolco 10d. They become tragio on1y when oaoh one of 
t llou0 ilh o d:tsagroe claii'.is to bo inf'allibly right. .:,hen 
oach axcludes tho other .t'rom fellowship• or when tho 
<lisag reen1ents l'"eecb the point o:r ensendor1ng hate and 
bitteFness and dofoat the po1z1b1lity of sharing life, 
i doal s , ~-~d common purposes.~ 

Tho3e people ~elt that there wao too much e?Jphauia on 

doctr1n and not enough on the development of a bettol' social 

conclition .. The raal a trength o~ Christianity., nccol'd1ng to 

thoix- thinking , l.:l.es in 1t.o e.bil1ty to al.low a person to 

· attain t o c0111}.lletenos nnd .tullne3s ot life. The bo.oic 1deo. 

Bt'lalke:i:• • .el!.~ ill•• PP• 16 r. 
9t:l1lliam h"'Fnest Hockins, 1!!,-'J'h1!'!':r't!:!g ttlsslons (lreu York: 

JJm.~or &lld Brothers Publishers., 1932), P• 9.3 ■ 
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is to use thoae rm~t h.ods mid proced1.1reo by which 11f'e aan 'be 

brought i nt.o i t u di vine poas1b111tiea.lO 

Dr. Joh 1 ~ - l!ott , one ti'me chaiman of the executive 

COillli11t•i:iee of' tho s cudo.nt Volunteer Movoruont and student 

·Bec11et aey oi' t he 1nteri·.at1onal a;,1.tm1ittec of tho Y.M.O.A. 

(1088) , was en i 11'l uentie1 tigu.1•e 1.~ ma;1y or tho lUt1an en­

deo.vol."a .. i fo go.VG ao610 ro.oomra~ndntions i'or unioi, at the 

Fore i g11 ?Us a!o:n.s Con t'e?·ence of No,rth AmeJ-1Caj he,1.d in June. 

1939, e.t Suutl-u-110r e. lJc.,1•0 is · e; ctt1t1oiom of hifJ t1ethofl of 

union : 

• • • t a t it is adti11i:•able i n seouP1ng consu1tationa 
fi..n 0OO1>-arn.tiou, 4'.nd t ho.t it pro!r.otes tho cltarity and 
und,Ji-1staudi?1g which ai•e 2 prcl"Oquia1te :tor any projoc't 
o r.- llni on [ia s1 .. nntot1} J but the ;-.1ethod provo11ts tho 
<UOcl ssi on o ~ t· e uost fllftd&£Jenta1 riuost:lons of re11-
61 n , :i.f}.lores the development of doct:rtnea. and oubati­
t uta:10 seconda:z•y toi• prima~• interests. IH feet• at 
1;h e se !iH\hat11lga, 11t ljoolos:i.os.l 11 has bocoa>e al.most a 
do:rogutory t &-rm. !t 1a moro than d.oubti"ul whetlloi- ftY 
O~anj.e un.1or, c m1 'be achieved in suoh a way • • • • 

Iu n 11opol'•t on tho I~othod1at v.1ew of :.U:.:1011, ·tho R4>Va 

l,ti:11. ~ • Hc:r-vcy t~ke·S his, r~7!gumont baol: to t ho Wealeys wbom 

he po1~:rays es t h o fou.'1ders or a clyne:n1c i-cllo\tah1p. 'l'he 

i.~etllot1i st9 nra fJeculiaxaly qual:trled to ont019 into union 

matt eN becauue o!' t h is st1-ons ompba ois on i'el.1owsi-11p. [fis 

opinion is aumras.i•iz d thus: 

I.foth:!:ns 1 1 1:ty judpent wou1.d ho.ston tho coraol1Dllilat1on 

\ 

lOib1d•.- PP• s>li r£. 
11

st1r,-ock, EE.• 2-!:l•• p~ 288. 
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of Union as uch as fellowship ~otwoen the nimabere of 
thu neve~al ollu1 .. c1los at tbo Tablo of" tho11" Iord.l-2 

In l9lf.2 th.o .•oreisn Y,::1as1ons Oonf'e:renoG ot llox-t:h AtloxsiQa 

and the Fedo1•al Gounail o f Churchoa bad some reoommendat1ana 

for- closei-. utiion . ~1he:.ie recomme1ulatlor1s included at:N>aa111g 

tbe oxist ant r e!!.!.1 t,;· o:f' inner union, af1'1ru.S.ng the osaential. 

ononeus or t hob .. cllui--.cheu, o.oknav1lt>dg:l.ng their osaantlal 

unity in :rU,ea ,nd p1 .. ~1c·ticoa., 1"nso111tntt.n& 1nterCOCliDun10n• 

Pllrt1c1p.ntinG iL"?. the la~soza ucumon1onl ?:JOVCN.!>nt, enla-r.;ing 

t ho p~actico O i."' loanl co-op0r-c:1·h1on, ·nnd infusins un1veraa1 

qualities into t h eiz- -c101•e 111bi11snte Ohr!etlan fellowsh1p.l.3 

Tl10 gunol."al ·t enl-l&ncy to empbas1ze 1nteroommun1on ao tho 

touchatoue 0 1: all Wlion 1.;; t1&ll oxprosoo.d in the follow.ins 

article,: 

•:tmteve;;;• p n~sing expedients mny be adopted to reduce 
tlla ovila o:r sectarian d1via1on., real union 1s vital 
te1> f;he .ru1:r,.ll."!10:nt oi' our Lo1"d 1a .?.rayo:r,, and of' lie,-; 
'!'eetarrient tonchf.n,t~ .. a uniou that will reston tul.1 
i1ite1•co:nm1union between Chris tian bel1evoi•sJ that will 
elbd:nat's vivalry between Cbr1stlan m1nlstr-1es 1n their 
1nte?'Jl41, :r-uli$1ous.,. and aao•aa•ntal tlmotlons. us we11 
as in t hoee external o.ct1v1t1es which exiat1ns f'edera­
tion s seek to harmou:i.ze; and tbat wlll toater such 
Woztl<l-w1cle lu:.rmony af' ,working cond1t1ona as 1a neodt'ul • •· 
'Por t he fp."Ovtli or Ohltistiana !n one mind mlCl one 1"a1th. ,MJ. 

12,in., T. lia2~·ey • "A f~etbod!st on Church Union, a The 
llat!onal mn."1st1an Caune11 neviev• LXI (Apr., 1911,1,. 'M. 

l3•rtSpec1:l.'ic Suggestions for, Immediate Fo1•ard St~a•" 
!be Dat1011al Ohr1st1an Council Review, LXII O•Y• 19h21. m 1'. I ----- ----

~lal.1. nun1011 oi' tho e11uroh•a•" P• 70. 
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In c1os:tr..r; t l 1s seot1or.t 1t might bo well to include the 

ootmnent or 0,-.e o_ t h o londing 1'13urea in tbo eouaonioal. 1:K>YC­

n:ont., *atha.n Soedc:rblom •. one time her1d or the Church or 
SWodc,n. arter , a s,1:1%'! ,oa ,of attompts at union with tho OhuJtch 

or tmeland, s n1d, ''tho taalc ot J;1eunion is not to stitch to­

getbe:r- a p. toh wo1•it quilt• but only to z-epair o coat which 

has bu:rat a t t he ~ 08.llls. nlS 

Attou ests.bl1sh i ns t lle gQnoi-al thought pattern tb11t pro­

Ta1l&d Ylbile the Ol:i.u11cl:l or south Dlclla -.;as in 1ta i"Ol'IJID.tlvo 

Dto.e;ei, we t urn t o tho actuql, otageu of' this development. 

'lhla mut or:!.e.l is b ost co11,sitllo1•ed 1n th:ree aoctiona I tho period 

or cl0Ge1• eo-opePa t:1.ol'\,, tho union ondoavora 1'rO?a 1919 to 1930, 

Olld the un1oa a-,1dc:aVCHI'$ fliO\:-i 1930 to 19J.~·, •. 

'l'he Pe:-iod o·i' Closer Oo-Ope1-a.tion 

'llle pe,I•i.od or close11 .. oo-iopol'ation bes1ns a.bout the 

middle o,t t 10 ninoteent1-1 century. 'ale m1aalomut1es or 

aoveral mis• ion s g. t liered in lGJS~ 18S7, and 18S8 to 1'1nd 

fll'Gaa or co-oporntion. Iu 1679 « m1as1onary co.~orenoe of 

south Indi c. nd Ce7lon we.s h\lld.16 Uost of these moettnaa 

were d1Ncted at avo1.ding clupliout1on or work 1n areas mare 

. lSwalte r .. 3illon1 "l'icitha soedorblom and CbJ!l1et1cm Unity," 
~iatend~~• J .. I:r ( 1947) • 312. 

16iconnotb Scott Latourett e. "Tho 03,eat OentlU'7, '' A II1a­t61'~ o-r tllo ~ns1on of' Chr!st!an1tY (SOcond adS.t!onJ "fl~ 
l~er o.rid 'l3rot1iei-a N6iia1iers, 1941.J.),. VI, 209. 
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Pl'Otea.to:rit id. s :-d ~1.1,s ~1ot'C working.,17 

.. 

B:, 168·7 some or tho tnita or t his oo-opent1on became 

ev1do11t i r1 t he .' · e.<:l:rna arna.. In that yenr l&laalonary- Ulll.ei­

ot t he l-';rli)e ·Chul"oh .Pe1,suo.dod t ile o.~.s. and the Wosleyans to 

.1°1n t h0 F1i-~o Ohu1-.ch • s eduoo.tlo11c.l program. This endoavor 

brought about the i"o~ &.tion o~ tho intordenominattonal • .kldrna 

Chl-1at1nn Collogevl8 

One .f>Xplanat1ozi of this r'J.'06 co-oporat1on 1a gtven by 

the f"n_ct 'hhrii; t he n "i.1ve !ndic.n workers vePe not as awaJ"O of 

tho denou,.notional dif1'en.•ancea as wor& the mlsslonarloa.. \111.0 

0th.or ai ~ii'ioant e :::...-plano.t.j;on 1s tho.t tlle r.dea1one.r1ea them­

selves oztan !"alt Q,Q?~plot ely fl'"e holo Ct3Y oont:rol 011 the 

PQi-t or t h . se.ndinc5 ngexic:las. Al.Nady 1m tho 181&.o I a mla­

nionn.Pi cs sup ,ol"t .ee by •Congroe;at!onal Oh.urches lu>.d no ecrup1eo 

a.bout i nstit ut i ng 1~-"' .·obytarinn i"ol"ms of church govoi-mraent.19 

Com'eroncos held at Jubbulpore 1n 1909 and 1911 J)l'Od.uoed 

a Pl&in. .fox• u f eclePntion or Clu'-1st:1an 0-nurches in India. 'lhoae 

maett113s -wo~e g:e-aatly influenced. by tho generul t!de of 

ecumm11city t lu ~ou,$l'lout tbe wo:rld. The pai-t1eulaJ- agont 

at c·.ork in I ndia wo.s John n. Mott. wbo. as oh&bman of t lle 

Cont1nunt1o.."'l Comulitteo set up at Sd,lnburgb in 1910., brought; 

17¥1- -.&:uid.", 

18::tbitl - -•• 

P• 130. 
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h1tJ 1n1"lltcimce to boal" on tho regionnl con.forenooa he1d 1n 

Ind1n. !;iott d icln 't tol•ac,t to ltr!ng 1110 l1bero1 vlews •1th 

hitn as he uor1t•od 1·0:- the orgmiiz.at;lon ot 1>rov:1no1al repl'e--

aento.tive counc..!ls Y1l1loh in tu~1 would rorm n national 

oounc11.20 

• 

Th o Ho!'ott.ted Oht'!.l"Ch in Ar..sorioa conniderod 1~•19l3 a.a 

tho period wlum union en,t el'J)l"iaea with other danma:1nat1ons 

~ore be1:.1g developed. i'boy also cons1del"8d thia as a por1od 

t:llen the l eede1"ni~1., nn d control of the lnd1a. mlsa1on waa 

bo11 <:; pu~ ;. 01"1!. nncl moro into tho hands ot tl10 Ind1DDS.2l. 

This devolopm :nt to\Vard union 1G also retlootad 1n tho .to~ 

oetion or t i o 1rationnl Chria·tien Council 1n India 1n 1914.22 

Tllo plnnning 1"'01~ tl11s CoW'lc11 ha.a begun alrend7 1n 1909. In 

aotunl1ty the ~onuatlon ot this Oouno11 aid not 1nt1uenoo 

the t:sia-1:iou s in south India too IJP•atly at th1a t111e hooauae 

the No:t1onnl Ii:1u1.~:lont1l'"J" aowioil ••• tomed 1n this aame year. 

Between 1917 and 1919 tho chUJ'oh&a 1n south Indla aontlnued 

to nea;ot1ate .,,1th t he north tor an Ali•Ibd1a Chm-ch.. nt1a 

was pnrtical ~rl7 t~ne of tbo Presbyterians. Uowc.Yor• when 

negot1nt1ona were openE>d with the .An811onn Church 1n 1919 the 

acone of 11:i torc,:;t chanced to south India and: remainod theJte.23 

20Latouratte • .21!.• .!!.!!•• P• 210. 
21Ib1u. • P• 16). 
22Ibtd.~ P• 210 ~. 
2ln., Bhaskal'O 110huroh lJDian ln 1na1a," i,- llatlana1 

Cbl'1Qt1an CounQ~l Aev1ew, XLV (Pob., 192.S). s-rc-
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It :!.s app,.u,e11:t n-om 't'b.e :roroaoing that the apiri t o'f 

un1o:n v:aa i n t he a:b••· and unton 1nst1:la,1;tior:ae mid urd.on aff'ozwta 

we:re being er.iootU'"agod. Youn« Men•u Cbi-1at1an Aaaoo1at1en. 

Young Wo lJ&rl I ri Ob:risiifl.n As,.;ocio.tion. · Chnstion iJhdoo.vo:r. and 

uimiler 1~0von1ont s bx-ouaht peoplo tosether, and t'houo peopl.e 

lOfll"nod to a~a that all wer& ·NBlly ona 1n Ohs'1at and there­

fo1•e shou1cl nl s o be in or.ae Cmutohe It remainod fo~ an .Ansll­

cmi Biehop ,, t be } t. Bev .. v. s. Ascii,iah or Dornakal, to put this 

"enox-al 1·eol ing of un1t-y i nto aot-1on- Bishop Azar!ah and 

othe?-a '!!,Ibo wo1 .. e similaPlJ" miudo4 pNsented this matter of 

union to -1. twe~P oi pua-to,i~s and J;oo.dors vho J,,...ad met foxa a 

0011to1' eneo on ev angeliSL, at ~&nqllQbar 1n 1919,. A1l bu"t tuo 

mombel:'s a t t h is eo:nrc1"0noe wen Indiana. ~'he Anglican Ohul'oh 

1n Ind1e nnd the Soutll India UnSted ChUJtcll Jteapondecl to t;he 

raquos t o f Bisllo.p AzaX'1M Bnd appointed oommitteea to meot 

!'or f'<111~hel' consulto.tion.24 

The partioulal' pwpo.aal b~uBht .forward b,- S1ahop AzA­

x-1Clh -«as based 0 11 ·the LQ!:Jbotll n,&ad·rilatt>i-al. vhloh we have 

mentioned b.efo~e.2.$ Howova, 1t waa n.ooeaaaz-,- to eXJ)An4 on 

the toUX'th point o.f tbe Lambeth ~i-11atoral, r&alilely• tbs 

ll1otoric J.Jpiscopate• locally aclaptad. It was OllJ)lalned that 

24Johl1 J. Dm~a . ... ·n01UJt011 Union 1n South lfja1a.. n 
Ohzaia_ta~. XI I (ls(&. 7), 31,.6 f t'. 

2Jsupra a p. 20. 
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the aoceptru.100 of t ho ap1oaopato doea not involve the aooap,­

tanoe or any t h oory o~ t he origin or tho ep1:1aopaoy nor o:,q 

doctnne.l i ntez".[)retation of it,. Al~o the acceptanoe ol.' tho 

Hiotoi-1e :,'.:pi llcop a.t o woul d not call into question the va1td1 ty 

oi' the O?"do:ro oi' the uniting 'Cl.lUJiehoa. It was apoec1 at 

'l'1•anquebe.r t hat t he non ... Anglican churches ~houl4 present 

Candidates 1.'o l!' tho ott 1oe 0£ bishop, and that threo oi, more 

bi3hops o r the ./u.1gl ! ean co1m11union would lay the.tr hands on 

t lu,"!il. Au soon as this was · v.coOL'IJ)lished the two bodies wou1cl 

bo i."l 1nt e19co1-m:.1union. Since tbG1'0 wo.uld not bo enough blsbopa 

to colebrt\t·o c o1:11...: lUl1or, i n all are-as,, a spoo!al JOl'Ylo.o of 

oom 1s i ou,.n.s ··ould 'be hold to autbo:rlzo sl:l m1nlaters of 

both aide s to o i'i-.,ieie.te at tbe commmton. The 1'ollowlng added 

courao or actio11 was p1-esented: 

-. • .• 1;!111iate1•.a or eithor body not desu-lng to o.tf1c1ate 
at t he colir,'ilU..'1:ton 111 tho other 'Chech would be uhcler no 
obl1,s~t1on t o present t llemselves, aa 1'1.1111:lberty would 
be claimed for i ndividuals on the ext:rome wl.~ of eaoh 
boc Y t o r:.u:i.i11tain their present v1ewe and pmc-t1ces.26 . 
Th i a :f.'i1~st iaeet:lng o.t T1"anq11ebaP 1n 1919 lod 'to twentT -

o1ght yoa?4a o-£ negotiationn. At this moet1ng the General 

Assembly o f the 3outh India United CllUJtoll aud the Eplaoopal 

8'nod of t he Onurch of' ErJgland 1n l'Jldla appointed repreaen­

ttitivea to \"10zolt on a jo,!nt cota::21ttoe. i'h1s aoam!:tteo bad 
1ta tlrat westing nt Ba.'ngalo:re in Jmnb, 1920. During thla 

1'1rat meeting t lle oormn1ttoo mado it pl'11n that oi-sm11o union 

26 A. E .. J. naulinaon:, The abul'Oh ,!!! South India (Londo.n1 
Hod.dazt and Stough'bon, 19$'J.), PP•• 2) t • 
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was dos11•od and i ssued this oto.tomont on the epiaoopaoys 

We. believe t hat t he pzw.t.neiple ot the H!etol'io Eg1acopat;e 
1n a 0O11ot1tutional .fo:rm 1s that wb1ch ia IIIOJ"e 11ke17 
then any oth er to promote and prose:rve the unity of' the 
Ollurch ; ~h~~eforo ~e accept 1t as a bas1a of UD1on with,. 
out 2-ais~ng athe~ questions about eplscopao7.27 

At t h i s tQi7io r..ioetinc the Sou.th Ind1ci Unitod Ohuroh 1:1t1de 

lt cleaia th,. t v.f.~:;ar t h e \J.r.1o:n its m1n1stera 1preabytora) 

· should bo recoe;nlzed without reo?'d!natlon. i'hia in turn 

r atsed mony quoot,.011a about the oc:tholioity- of" the propo:1ed 

Chl1Fch or Sout-:-1 India ill tbo m1:nc1a or m~ q11Qans• Uowevo:r. 

at this meeting 110 dif'f:t.oult1oa were seen 'by the Anglioana.28 

'l'he t h:t1,d iueet i ng o:t the joint oomJ1ttoG was ho1d at 

Uad2tas i u 1921 ~ Th:ts gflthor•lna worked at tho task or draw1ng 

up a mo~o detailed stot0ment of agreeli.'18n~. !he mattera 1D1der 

d1Ecuas1on. i ncluded ouch th!n,aa as soveJWDment 1n the 1\ltuN 

united chtwch. t be powors or the bishops, the uae or oPoeda. 

and the 1rgplicatlons of the deola:Nit1on Gt aosent_ oonf'!i-,. 

u.t1on. m&l'l•:la.ae. 1ritel'Coeuun1on, and the mln!.at17 or the 

ohuroh. 29 

In 1923 the joint committee hold :I.ta .foUl'f;J1 ra&.-,t1ng. 

This mMtL"1g v1as dedicutoq fa?- the moat pal't to tho f'ol'IIIUl.a­

tion ot a p:ro.posal ro:r the 11Utual C011111losionlng of' 1111n1atera. 

Thia pxiopoaa l va.s n1r.1ed at bi-b:Jgin5 about a uni.tied r:d.n1st19J" 

27Ib1d 26 -•• P• • 
28 !b1d •• P• 27. 

29too. eit. --
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at the· o·ut.sot i n the pvoposed united ohurch.lO 

it_,y., l i r e vw,fJ g ivs11 to tho union negot1at1ona when tho 

Wesleyan Mothudist Cl!uX"ch 011tend negot1at1ona ·1n 192S with 

tho otho~~ two chu:rchen.31 This turn or eYenta bl"Ought ye:t 

anotbei~ t.'o:i.•m of' chw.,,.oil aovo:rnmcmt to be conaoUdato4 in tho 

pln.'18 1'01• \Ul :1.0 1:1 t 

\'th1l0 t l e tJui:ted crnuroh ot Sout'h India was moking quite 

a fer; <leri1m1rls abou t the opisoopaoy, 1t did not have to be oo 

001'\oel'J'.ied uhou t maintaining 1"ellowsh1p with 1-ts pOl'ent bod1ea. 

!Icmovor, \;h Allg l ienu g1--oup was be.vJ.na quite a bit or d1tt1-

culty i n conv1nc:Lne; t he churcb .authorlt:les in England. Thia 

d11't1culty o. s pointed out 1n tho sonoral oall to prayar 

1af1ued b~ t h o j oin t: comr111ttee 1n 19.261 

That all d1f~1eu1tios L, the way of union may be 
removed. 

1'hat a ll Cwist1an peQple, la.JIIIOn and :;d.n1ste1'8a 
1:10.y wo:r?t tor 'bhe consummation or unton. 

Thnt t he L:iiosionary Soo1etleo and Churoheu 1n :&.lgland 
mey be t·a.vourably inellned to supPOJ-ii the union of tho 
C!1u:-cbe:1:: i n India. into one Ohu·rob.,,:,2 

ilowover. t hs ae;ita'tion on the pflJ't of the Anglloona w 
south Indie wan not ~eat~iotod to prcyoPp AlZ'eady in 1923 

it vie.a abown t he.t changes in t ~ ohurell 1u Ind.lo.. tho gove:rn­

?.llent in India • the 01:iureh of ~. t ho world, amd 1n 

JOibid.,, p. 28 . 

31to.c. cit. --
32"11Payer °£Ol" Union, n !l'ho Naf;f.ono.l 9!!£1at1an Co1.1nc11 

Review, XZNI (Jurut·, 19261, 'JS f'~ 
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.Indim1 Ohr•iatic sout:t ent 1oa.de lt 1mpo:rotivo that the J'Ul.es 

and x-e&,ooulc.t iona o '!' the Church or lmsl,,nd no longer should 

be illlpoaed in India . Specifioal.ly these po1nta were noted: 

That (Jlu:rch (the Indian Church) munt have the t'u1lest 
liber·t }" t o or e:. 1-. 1t own formulae 01' v:orabip, dooti-lne. 
nnd d i ::ic1pline - only liberty conditioned by the demonds 
o:r f J.lo 'I h1J> iu the Anglican COlilt1'1n1on. 

i:t r1us t bo a.utono1noua 1n tho sense tho.t it sha11 
ha:va t h o.ut ho1•ity witllin itself' to sub-divide existing 
d1oca3os . t o e~oate new ones, to appoint and conoocrate 
Bishops. a t1d to 1soua .forms or vorehip suitable to the 
needs o. 1d t he genius at the people with whom it ia con­
cs1--n d .. • • • 

The Fai t h ancl Ordor or tho Church in India and the 
Conati tuti on of. it.s or.gan1zat1on should bo such tbe.t 
it vo LlJ.c a!nt _1n its cor.mmnion with the Anslican Churoh 
t hro\.t[;}1out t h e 1holo wo1-ld. The Deol.arntory Articles 
o!" t ha Cous t:S.tuticm aro meant to 'Cla1nta1D thia f"e11ow­
ah:i.p , ·1h1 l e avoiding the phraseology of tbo sixteentb 
cen~u~~ ar t ales~33 

This cone r ·ted agitation resUlted in the Indian Church 

!ea.euro of: 1927 \1heroby the Chlll--oh at England 1n Xndia bec&r1e 

troe r1 .. ot 1 cot1t1"ol 011 tho part or tho Church of" B11gland and 

the State. ttf·tar· 1927 the Ansl1~an communion 1n India bocamct 

1mown ns t ho Cliuzaoh or Indta., Burma, and Cof'].on.,.34 l1h1le 

this turn of ovents gave a groator tJ'eedom to tho sz-c,up ne­

gotiating :Yo:r wciion 1n south India, it at the same time made 

ltu i'ellowa':iip with the ChUl'ob ot England quea111onable. Thia 

queat1ou or .fiello r311ip was an important point booauee 1t ••• 

tho objective o.f all 11ego·t1nt1ng churches to maintain 

33n3ol:f'-Oovermnent for the Church ot Engl.and 1n India•" 
!!!, J!a~est ~ield, XLIII (Dec., 1923), l~,&6 r~ .. 

3lt-Rawl1t1aor1. SP.•· .!!.ll.•, P• 28. 
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1'ollo\lah1p a., d i r t :::•oor.rc.nu-,ion w1 th t heir paremt organiza­

t1onu •. 

~ no .-.CJ :_o.~i onG begun in 1919 produced aomo signif'icant 

rosults by 19 29 .. :U"l t l is yoo.r the Propoaod Sohome of Church 

Unioi1 in •··o :lth I:ldia ,:;ns fil~s t published.JS This finally 

fill.Ve the : e . b x-s of the join·t collnllittcc eo.!lethina do.finite 

to proseu·c to t h i 1~c:rnpocti ve ohurcheo. Actual union apponred 

to b 1 e.u- t hm-id , but thia hope wo.s oi"i'aet by increased. 

cr-1t!c1s I f.'ro-r.1 ~he h o e clmz,chos and i'l'O?ll those min1st&ra 

m1rl laymen :ho , :e1•e no·t; int res ted in, 01" vho d1d not t e.vo'Z', 

t l1iu pl 1 ~01• uni l • 'l'ho Rav. A. H. Legg, a m1as1ono.ey of 

the t .r~.• ,. :J.n 'l'r:. v nco,~e, expressed tho co1:1b111ed opinion or 
aeva2"' l ex- Con ;rurs t1onal1cts. '.l'hey were p11rtiouln1•ly 

at'l>o.id o r thr, po:frn:i.ble loea of ;uiniaters I Pighta to tho 

bishop. Al; t h e s.e.:na t i me those men we:N not too favorably 

inclined ·co,,'lrdo t ho position given to Cl'eeds 111 the plan !"or 

uniou, no"' d i d they real sur,,, tho.t 1ntoroommun1on would be 

es broad e.r"Go l, the union went 1llto effeot • .36 

'fuo r::nt l;er oi' ch urch union 1n south India. wo.s given much 

attention e.t the Lat1both Confe1'0nce ot 1930. The wholo po­

ait1on or t h o co .ra:.-ence tonded towards a walt-and-seo baaia. 

Tllo 51st of t he i'i11dings and roOOUEOlldationa 0~ Lsnsbetb 

).$Ibid., P• 28. 

36 Ibid • , p • 28 r. -

.. 



contained t l·:.e30 poi1:1its: 

i'ho urd.tsr1 eburch would not itself bo a pal"t o~ the 
An •J.ica1, Col:1:i1ur1im1.,; bllt th,.s ract would not involve 
nny-'i;hin,:- i n t he na'i:uro or Bah.ism. ino.smuch aa tho fact 
or the i."ol",·1a •tiou or tha united Oliurch would not depi-1vo 
~.11:, me:a1bc1:•a o -:.· tho ttnited CJburoh, whether Bishops. 
Cle~ y or t .ity , or e..ny priviloge or cmrouil1on wicl1 
tboy h o.vo l :t the1-to enjoyGd vitb the Church of lhlglo.nd 
und 11tl. 01,.u1~oi1~a in coammn:lon ,,ith it. It waa obsel"Ved 
as. a novel .feature in thG South Indian Sollumo that a 
COiliplete S.:Jroer.10111. botwoon the w1it1ng <Ji:Lu;rches on coP­
t ain point s of' doct1,,.1ne l\lnd practice was not expected 
to b · r oa ohod bei'oi•o tlle 1nausurat1o11 or the union. tho 
p1,o.- ,oto1" o r the Scbeaie lloltiing tllnt w'li ty- would be 
reached bT Eic1an lly 211d u101•e socurely by the 1ntoract1on 
Of: t he dif!'e:ront elements 111 tho united Church upon one 
@J'l..ot·10?. .1l y , there.fore, when the wl11'1ca.tion Nsu1ting 
rro~a tl at i , tere.ction ha.cl boooillo complete would it be 
poirn1hl1 ... :f'01· final ju,1gmont to bo pronounced.. crhe 
C:011f'.::;1--enco., t herefore, without nttompt1ng to pronounce 
such juc? •~.acu t no,;.,, axpl"easod to oul' brethren in India 
it tron..., de ~:i.re t hat, as soon as the neaotiat1ons are 
aucc a~~ully oompleted1 the vonture should be Nade m1d 
t be u.niou i nangurated • .:>7 

-·(z;!J.on Enden.vors fro~1 1930 to 1947 

At this poi.'1t it uust be noted that moat of' the re­

atra:t21ine fo:r•ea o :1' t h e par-tu\t ohu1-ohea hnd bec,n l'emove<1 1':ro1::1 

the Ind1cn ch ur ches negotiating for union :ln south India.. It 

was ~epaatedly otnted that theso chUJ"Ohos wanted t.o :retain 

fellovioh1p ,. :l.t'.h t h e pa.1•ent chu~hes, but a s tho negotiations 

Pl'Ogl'eesod t h . emphasis shifted almost exoluu!vely to fel1ow­

sh1p among t ho south ! ndien chu~cbea. ~ins the period tram 

1919 to, 1930 tho churches had contented themselves for- the 

moot pn1't to wait 1"01• t ho 1aoco1J11Dendationa o~ tho joint 
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DQl!l'll1tteo. Howove:r~ at tho sm11e t1mo there vas a group 

Which stal'ted a pprop1'"int1ng tho 1-ighta or lntel"Oommun1on 

be!'01"0 u11io12 h a ~'l nctut\lly ta.kon place. 

One o'l: t b o p00ple that were anxious to app:roprinto tho 

beno.t'1t•• o:r ••-1 -~ n ]) -a l ,.. I.U·I 0 11 ",1(lS h1J9a .Jh e .A"llll • In 1938 he initiated 

union sei-vice s i n i acluro.. Tbo co-opol'ating bodies wore tha 

South Inc!ic. Un ited OhUI'Ch, tho Angl:taana. and tho OhlD'Oh or 
SWo<ten. Til,o uni on sorv1coa used several ol.' the looal. pl'Gaohera. 

but e.t or1e s o::."V'ioG th<:> L'.1thora11 oel'V'loe and Lutheran J)J'eache~ 

wei'"e us0d. a t t he 11axt, ~gl:1cau. thou south India United 

<IhUl"ch , iai t e. M:r • Paul lUlcl t ll1a to say about tho way union 

oboul · bo a ch ieved: 

• , • \ e started wrong by tl'71ng to f'oJ'UJUlate o. theo­
loa1c~l ba sis or ua1onJ that obould come last 1n tho 
P~:ooesa. Whut \Ye 1ioocl to pt>OU10te now 1e the practice 
01 getti.!?g to imow, each otl1or bette?", to worship end 
wox-1: tor~tltho1•; i f' wo will do that 1'0111 twenty ycaaro we 
oh~ll .fi nd t h nt oux• nbsti-aot theolos1cal epeou1at1ons 
~!11 r esolve tha~aolvos into a practical and working 
oe.si,,i: o f u11ion • .JO · 

Ab o11 t t h i s sarao time Bishop Aza:riah lield 1'01•th on the 

thalilG that the iUssion societies wero tZ'J'ina; to bariter se'l.f­

govornment to tha Indian church 1n oxohanse .1:'lt1• se11"-suppo-rt. 

Ue 1a veey cl.e1'1ni te 111 so.ying that this ia ont1ro1y too 

mutc,x-1a11stic on tl10 part of the parent oburchoe and .t'a11a 

to develop a p2-op&r spiri tl.lal motive .f'er stewardah1p on the 

pa.n of the Indian chui•cb. To this he adds that it is 

38A. J • .sounders. •A Hew Approach to ObUl'Ch un1°a:,; 'J.'.bo 
Rational Oiu-1s.t1on CounoU Heviow. LIX (Deo., 1939)11 "R': 
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J>Osltival:y wil'ong to s117 that the I1141an ohurob•s- duty 1s to 

at·tain to s el1'- suppoz,t, and the 'M1saien•s duty to evangoUso. 

A ChUZ'ch ean live ::i ithout selt"-supportJ 1t 11111 die withou~ 

witnesc bem,1n 0 .39 

This pesitio 1! taken by Bishop Asuiah soema to a.dvooa'te 

continued co-ope1 .. atioi1 be.tween the lif.eaign and tho lndlan 

chu::rch . I·!ov;ove1 .. , ho :ts reall7 taoina 'the hard .ta.o'ba ot Indi.a 1s 

extame poval:'t y . it being a matter ot NOord that tho average 

~ote l 1'run11y inco-iue of Indian CJm1at1ana .a-t tbia time amount0d 

to olll.y o.bou.t t won'by dolltU"s a yeaP. Even at tbat it vouJ.d 

be pos~·ible 1'01' e nim,bu?i or congPGgationa to band thmaselvea . 
toeotht>X' ·t o suppo1•t ono pacito1•. KoT1eve~, this kind or arrango­

mcnt v:ould s or :ioual y af'i'ect tbe aliaunt ot paatornl aero a1von 

in any partic'ulo.r loanlity. This would eauao d11'.f1oul.ty 

parti cuJ,ai'ly i n t h e regula:r celebration or lloly Conmnmlon.40 

Theso wer e tr--$1ng yoars ro~ tho pl'Otagonlsts or ohlD'ch 

union s ince t he actual process or 1'orm1ns the union aeomed 

to be o.t a standstill. The Tambaam Contcn•ence of" 1939 gave 

tho noeded boo st ta get thingo undeP way again. A total. o.t 

471 d~legates met at Tambaram tor tho International M1a­

a1onar.r Conference,. ?t was i-emarkable that delegates 1'l'OIZI 

Jo.pan, China, m1d GoNany wore p:reaent even tliough the tenao 

world s i tuation seemed to pl'eclude their prosenoe. Tho 

39v. s~ Azariah• •ao·1f',.S11ppon,.• !he lrF.Ltlonal Olu-1stlan 
CJolUlc.11 Heview,. LVIJ:I (oat-. 1938), ,;307,r. 

4°Rawlin~on., oe• ~•• P• 1,4. 
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com·cNnco held joint cor.nnunlo,n aenices. on one SUnday 

aocord1n~ to t he F:rBB Ohu~ch ritb and on the next aocordlng 

to t h e l.ngl'iom:i :r1to.lt.1 Hovo.ver, the real i'oroe or this con­

tol'ence is f ound ~1 the3e Pacomnanclntionst 

l. That s t11t1ies be undal'takon 111th a via to securing 
co-opera:tion i n ehuPCh d'iso1pline • ., •• • 
~., 'l'ha t tho or.gan:1z.at1on oi' co-operat11'e i11st1tat1ona 
De :t>oviewed in tl1e light of the pl'1no1ple t-hat th.a in­
digenous chur-ch .uhould llavo an ·1ntluant1a1 abau9e 1n the 
'CO*ltl"Ol an<l d 11•e.otion of policy .. • • • 
3. "J."hat a delibe•1•ate and ,sustained effort be made by 
the Inte:r-na tio11al I:t1ss1onary eon1·cn•enoe mid the ~tional 
Cb1•iot!cm Councils to v1ln the 110:tive co .. operetion of 
Ol'>.r-1 s t :i.~n s roups t hat aJte at present outside our :rc1-
lov:Gh1p. 
li . T n.t t h c1 ·,r.atiomu Christian Cou11oils be uraed to 
int~inte co-opevative planning teP tho wm,lo Obr1st1an 
e.11t e:i.-,>!'ise i n t boi~ raspoctive t:lelds and that m,1:,s1on 
boux-d s and ohuz•choB on the .field should consult 111 th 
tho Nnt io11al Ch1•;ts t1en Council 1n suoh matte:rs. 
S .. i 'bnt theNS oxiata the supremo uPg,ency or the call for 
01"s an1c union 011 tb.e part ot the yoUJl6eP obuJPobes • :tho 
oldc~ churche3 ta~o this to heal't • ••• ~ 

Tho s evonte~nth Ganel"al A&se:nbly or the South India 

United Chtlrci".:.,. rnoetil?g &t the .Alt1&1"1CCLD College• ?!.adura. S.p­

tcmbo~ 19-22,. 1939, had eighty aoore41ted dolegaiaa present. 

The Rov. J. J. !3-annincn or the comm1 ttee on oh~ch union pz-e­

ae11ted t he :rollowin reaolut1o11s which wero adopted and w.e:re 

to be pre--ented to .the joint oomm1ttoe on un1on: 

o.) • • • Avery diocese should be :repzac,sentod :1n Synod 
by 11ot f"ewe?> than two preabyte1•s and tour la:,Ben. with 
one Qdd1tional p~esbyte~ and two odd1t1onal 1-Y 

411'Tambarruu Re.tleot:l.ons, 0 The llatlona1 Obrl11tim1 Couno11 
Rev1~•• LIX (Feb., 19.39). !J7 ~~ 

lJ.2"co-0per11tion .and unity," 1'bo Uatlonal cnu-111tian 
Council Review. LIX (J.!a7• 19391, ffl l. 

t 



x•ep '.l'•e sentative,s tor every ooiDJ)leto 1~000 bai;t1zed mam­
b1era ••• t o n maximum 01' six proab~ora and two1vo 
ay,raer,. 

b) '1.11 0 GonGro.l. A:-1 sor:1bly is a3a1nut vot1n3 b7 houses 
• • • enr.l a sks t hat nll ~lnn.l doo1sioll3 in the SJnod 
be made by t hat bod~ voting as a unit. 

~) • • • t h :rse p1,es·bytel'a inatoad of two should pa~ 
t i c :t.pet<i 1:n. t llo con:1e·ex-at1on or D1ahopa •••• 

d) • •• The Genarnl Asaembly urges the Joint Oom­
mitt oe t o tru;:e steps to sooure th0 adoption or the 
t hree 0hu1•ch_o:J concerned of the p:ro.ctico 01' 1nteroom­
t1un1on nnd 1nter-cslebr nt1on bet\'/eon thm:J boi'ore union, 
t lu.ts, l"elltovi ng one of t he cb1o1' obstacles to un.1.on. 

e) • .. .. steps be taken • ,, • by which.. tho chu:rchea 
nray JZX-C>'~i tos,et hf,t .. 1.ri worahip anrl soi~:tce.4.3 

A'l: this s~11!.l 1:ieeti11.g i n 1939 tho South I11d11.1 Un1tod 

Churc~:1. wa:1t ocl a tew othe> I" ohangos in the Soheme for Union. 

p1 .. ovia1on included Whe:reby a diooeaan oouno11 
-

wou1,1 be ene.bl ad t o o.pprovo a 1 oyli1Dn to adl1tinisto:r tho Lori. 1 s 

Suppe:i• in "e{,rt o.in out of the way pl.acea. 11 2) 4o.coi-d1Dg to 

its Gonel .. ('.11 As 3e r:1b.ly (19.37) l'OCOIIWlOndation, t~o Sou.th India. 

United CTn u1•ob wanted a 1»0J1e li.bel'al attitude toward o::roods 

becauuo "a 1-:Jultitude• of" people todri:, o-mmot pQat::11bly accept 

the 11 t e:ral wording o:f tho ancient oneds as though tliey wo~o 

the insp1r.e<l au.thoPity v.-1.th r6.f'erenoe to our Faith." J) It 

llgJ'ce d witll t h& 1'ind1ugs of t;on CongNgatlonallats and ten 

Anslicans i n Ch icago t bati tb.e union muat 1naludo a meJ.lfle:r of 

the ttaollect.ivo principle'' (J~l1cGn) and t he 111nd1vidu.a1 

p:r1nc1ple· 11 ( OougJ'ftgat1onal ) .. 44 

43"The South India United Church Genera.I As:umbly and the 
Scheme o~ uni·on, ·11 T".ne Nat1omil Christian Council Review, LDC 
(nov •• 1939), 618 ¥;-

¼J. J ~ &mn1:nga, •Church Union Pro1l2 the stanstpolnt or 
the Sc>,.utll India United Church,." ~ !lational Christian Ooun-
!!! ftaview, LDC ( J'uly, 1939) • ,3!1,6 ff• 
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It i ~ :tn't~orasting to >11ote the d1apoa1t1on or th& eight 

COl.l.no1ls o .r t he.-, So~th India Unitod Ohurcb at tho 1939 meeting. 

The Je.f!'nc. Council had .little coml:lent on thE» Scheme ror- Umon 

a1nco :t t -:-01.ii,l d s imply bo tranal:ei-red te - tbs J.kldraa and :Sa.--mad 

Biahop1"!c o 'ff: the Chu.:r.ah or. India., BuR11a.. nnd -:eylcm. 'l'bo 

T rava.nco.::•e ~Qanoil also we.a, c.oneemod .onl7 w1.tb the Angliom:1 

a.roup end wo1.,1,:1 n:ttQ.1n the stlllf8 a%16a. The ?!adtu-~ Qo11no11 

we.a wa1.ti"Z'!p; f"o~ i1n 1on v11t.h tho MethQrl1sts and Angl.1oana since 

1t w:.:u. a:ttuat t,d in thoir midst_. The Horth Tamil Oouno11 

( i'atloiu an,1 Co1m"bato:ro) 11-al'ltad •d11""!ca:t1o.n in the Sher.ie ror 

Union.. 'i.1he Ma, rno Co\lr'.cil agroed with the "eneral tone or 

the Scheme, bv.t went er? .sa:1e ~d1:!'1oat1on. !l.'he 'rolggu Coun­

cil l! ... ~d daily co:=tta-ot wi.tl1 the Anglicans and pre~11od for• an 

. aaa111•1:Ar1c.o of: oqut1l right:,. 'l'he Kanr.,roae CbUJ'Ob Council was 

al:rea<ly i..1 !"ellow~bip with tho ?let.hod1sta.. ~10 l!alabu Church 

Cot.mci 1 ( z. brr..nch o-r tbe &,sol !i1asion) '\'fas cm.""tious to · mlteP 

t he union. Bven this g&noml agi,ftemcm~ did not~ remo\,e tbe 

{,Teat d:\.i':f'ict1lty wbieh changed tho or.atwhil·e ooruniltat1ve 

funct!o 1. of tll8 Ct0ner~l Aaaor.Jbly .into a •SoV'el"Ding nnd autllo:r1-

tative S-.mocl 1n the pro.posed Ohui-oh or South Indio.. 'l'be pi-a­

sent ulom:toas in P..rx-1v"1ng at e. 1'1nal d•eois1on on the question 

ot u11ion 1s explained 1:>)• tho i"aot that the Genol"al Asseaibl.y . 
llad no autho1•1 t:, to aot except ••-- that waa granted b,1' the 

1:icUvidu~l oouncila.45 

hSA. SUmitra. "south India United Church and Ohul'Oh 
Union,." Tha .ifatlonnl Cbr1st1an Oounoi1 Rn1ew~ LDC (Oct ... 
1939), .$13f. 
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In a l e t t ax- i.n h i ,a Dioo.oaan lilyaz1no Bisliop .Azm"1ah 

Ol>l)rntooa t h i s o.s a crucial momc,nt 1n the adoption ot the 

Scheme for Uni on.. In the coul"pe of tho letter he quoot:tonn 
t hc Pl~opriet y c., :f' ir1t orcomnnm1on bei'ol'e union, wh1le nen­

tion!n~ t hs.t i u t orcommun1on is praotioed at jo1nt 00111nlttee 

moot1ngs mid union co:if'oroncas. ·He al30 exp'Nsaod the opinion 

that t he propos9d Synotl o,r tho· Qhuroh of $0Utb India should 

be a COi'ls ul tntiv e , r t.i t he r than a sovem1n511 body. F1ua1ly, 

he Boos not h i r13 w:r-ona with the south India united eb.urch •a 

ttequoat t or r- b 1"0ar.l tnterpretation of the orecda., 'lllbUe at 

the same t i .. 10 ste.ti .i.11g·i "!l."he • 01tee.da properly unde rstood and 

h1sto:ra1cully :2.n t oX>prQted constitute one of tho fP"O&teat 

bulwal'k s o r the evangolioel faith of Christendom .. 111.J6 
'l'he 1939 moeti n.rs. of' th~. joint committee Vias dl'aped with 

crepe by nll or i ts crit,.:tcs.- Hweve:r; Nme real a.dvanae111 

sero mac.lo, •il' ... ""ly or t ho So·ath lJndla United c:hUJ'Oh's l'esolu-

1:ions wo1•e i n coXfl.)01--a.tod in t1:ie Sc:..1leme, spoo1f'1oally those 

dealintJ wi t c. t he epiecopaoy, the oonsaorat1on or b1ahopa 

(Iii th ono except101~ ) ,, and lay repi-oaentat1on in Synod. on 

tho que,13t1on or intia1"00nmaun1on l1ttlo now was given in tho 

"81 ot onco1.u-asan1ent. However, it vaa reattil'IDed that the 

Naolutiona of' tho Lmubeth Oonterenoe (1920) and the Episco­

pal S,Uod, ( 1932) allowed bishops of the .Angl!oan oomnnmion 

46v. s. Aza1~1ah ":South In41a ~ion. An Appeal," fhe 
Rational Oh;ri.stian o~uno11 n•v1•-. LIX (Sept••• 1939.h 0J ~f._ 
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to Admit b1-:.pt.:1 . .zed but unconf'i1"'1aerl oownm!oanta of the non-

opioeopnl oongreg&tions to communion while 41reot nogot1nt1ona 

rox- 1.tnion we?-e u11d&11" wey)~7 

The seventoenth joint cODl'.uittee outl-:1.ned 1ts duties e.s 

being to prepare tu1 acceptable sohemo of union and to arranza 

1'oi• rot:rents tt'tld coni"er ono,c:,s where rep11oaontat1ven of tb.e 

um.tine ohurch os coulcl come togflther to unde,i,stand each other 

and pi--ay for 1A11:l.on.. It Npol'tod that the $>uth India United 

Church had acceptod the spe.c1al committee Nport :restricting 

tllQ colebra.t1or, o!' oo-.m.1union tQ ordained peJ"sons"' In.te-room­

llltlll1ou T11as n.ge.in discou.raRod. but aoouranoe was g1v.en that 

thia matter would bo expeditc,d 11iJDJediatel7 afto.r union. 'l'he 

joint COimtsl.ttea ra1'Ueed the raquest et tho south India United 

Cbu~b fo:r throe pr.esbyte:rs a.t tho oi,cUnatton of al.l blshopa 
91noG this would 1nrrtnge on the libe-pty ot tboae dleoosea 

whe:re only thra·e bishops ot.ticlated. !L'tlo .s1mpl1tied atatoment 
01 tho aahenie- ror Unten was :Nfo:rred to the continuation com-

1111 tteo" By 19!~2 the South India .Prov.tnc1al Synod of the 

llethocU-st O"nurcl:i adopted a i,eaolut1on approv:b1g tho Scheme 

fo~ Union. The joint cO!iU:11tteo adopted a reaolut1on UPBil'IS 

all nesot1at1ng churches to· oon.a1der the sohme wltrh a viow 

to unitina ·b,- t h e Spring o~ 19J,J1,1 l'n addition a tentative 

Boheme to:r ·sixteen, i~ther thaa ton. d1ooesea was adopted at 
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t he uro:l..r1~ o:r t ho South Iad1Q united Ohurob.lt-8 

Tho So::;;t;l India U'n:t ted CbUX!Ch net at Gooty September 

19 ... 22 • l9Id 1-~ Ab ou t; on e hundred del9satos we:re prea:ent. B1phop 

l lZD.l'":i.ah o i ' the Ohw.•ch o:f' India. Burma. and Ceylon was pn11cnt 

to expl n.in ·~h1:1 v i ews or his cb1ll'Cb. Tllo vote on "unit.>n was 

ea i'ollov,a (hy cou.i,cils) I .t'otw fox- 1t,; two tor it u1th eo111e 

ohanges ; ~md two a3a1net it. It was asreod to ho.vo o. vatting 

period of' t.-to y e u a bc.fo1~e a t1no.l voto was taken. u. SU1Dit1"B 

su.ccectdGd. G·. IT . Maz,aden as presldent oC the General. ,\a~omb1y.49 

\"le have al I"Gady notec1 that the Seutb India ~1nc1al. 

S1'nod o f: the L[e t hodiat Chu:rcll bad accepted the ·sc,he:ae ror 

Uni on i n 191,~2 • '!'his .g,..c,11p was tho laet to enter the negotia­

t ions ,m:: t lle tti:.,,-st to a.coopt the achonsa iro» Union. which 1a 

obout its only mark or d1st1n~t1on. However. tho t1mo waa 

~ipo to a c·cGpt the SohelJle. The Oonel'al Oounc11 of the Chui-oh 

of India~ BulPnla, and Ceylon. meet:l11g at llaSJ>Ul"• adopted the 

fol l ow1:na rosolut1on: 

T"bat t h is Gounc11,, while Pea1'.f'1rm1DS that the Oh'Lll'Ch or 
lin i .s P:rovii"lee ,cord.1nuo3 to be bound 1n m4tters of Faith 
end Or-deI' by t he constitution, Canons end Rules of the 
Church or India, Burma, and Ceylon, .t:l.nall7 adopts the 
Scl1om1.>. o f Chui-ch Union in south India ( Seventh Edition 
l""avi.se<l), r aP'l.a I and II, 1n order ·t;o permit the d1ocesea 
or. r .. adi-aa, Tx-avancoN and O.ocb:l.n, ll'io11evell'J't and Dor­
i.1akQJ. to ca.t•ry out thetr pi-ac.'b1oally UM.nmoua desire 

i1-8H. S:mit1•a,. "Ohu~h Union 1n South India, 11 The Ilat1onol 
£!.?rint i sn Colmctl ,2!>~, LXII (J0.1u1e~, 19112 ),. 30 1'!"; 

1,9 
--:- H. Sum1.tl"'u., rrrae ~,noral Aasorably o:r tlJo ... South !m11a 

Un i tod Ca"tur ch_. 0 TllG tlat ion~ Qlui1s t1a:n Council Review• LXn' 
( Ho,;e~be:r•., 1941,. )";7!65 tr., 
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to eute•r i n to un1cm ·•11th the r:.othodist and South India 
Uni tecl Chu1.•oh ss. 50 

.:\t the t -.:.e n•i:i e til mocting of t he Oenera.1 AD-- e:.2bl7 of: the 

South, Indi a ·uni tee Ch u1•ch, held at TsmbQl"QID 1n Septombei-. 

191..6, t<tc t 1on .,a ~, t aken on church union. 1'he various oo.UD01la 

of t he 3o th I nclic:t United Clluroh voted 1n .tavor o~ union witll 

tho Chur-oll o-:r lnclia , Bu:r!.1a, and Ceylon and the South .India 

ft'Ovinc :?.el Sy-i'lo tl .o.r t ho ?ifetllodist Church by an eighty. six 

!18 1 .. c ,1nt ::.mso 1•i t y .,51 

t, i"it tinE ou111mary of! tl1ooe twenty. e:l.tht yea1•s of no-

!l0t i a.tion1t1 la g1von by Be.nn1nga 1.-1 thecG WOPda , 

!t wan 1"01.md t h ,_.!.t .m.,o:rig t ho Ind1fll1 Cll1'1st1ans thei-o was 
not t h •·c c l ea vage 1n .tn1tl'1 and practice tba.t had az,ison 
i i t h ~ oo t, !'or denor4inat1onnl connect1orw in India 
\\'ox e lar ,~r,ly due to tbe plaoe t1horo one was bol'D• vrl1ere 
·a pnr t ieul a r 6"nu1•ch waa nt woi--k. Ao tbe Bishop or Dor­
A..'\l:a l ussd to ao.y • .,I a..n an .Angl:1oan b3oauso of seog%'e.pby 
l"al't h<:"x- t h an becauao oi' conviction. 11 It wu easior thera­
fo~o t o ovc r lP.ok the dif teNncoo that had divided ~eate:rn 
Ci1r-iot iani t y • .:>2 

Co 
5 011Ch u :t"c i . Unio1, 1 t1. south India. a !l'be llat1onal Christian 

_ ll.'lc11 nev1~w, L.W (March, 19!,.S). JS. -

51t1. P .. .. ~. Aruliah, '-'The Twont1eth Genoi-al Aa :s;B1?Jbl7 of 
the South I ndio. United Church, d The llo.tionnl OIU'1s.t1an Coun­
p11 ~eviow, LAVI ( Pccer.1ber, 1946T;-)~ f • 

52Ban.n1tl§a, 11·m1u1•ch Union in South India., a p. 347 • 



ClfAPTB.R IV 

I :.:AUGURATION OF Tim ouuncm OP SO'OTlI Ili1>IA 

The Union Sewioe 

T"no l .ong ye&ra o'f' negot1-at1ona -ror 1m:ton wo:re l'lnally 

cl:!1aaxed by t:he f o1.'!n&l act of Wl1on at St. Georse I a Angl.ioan 

Cathedl•&l i n ~!adrt\S 011 Sopt81Uber 2•1, 1947. 'l'he pNs:ld:lng 

bishop ~as the nt. nev. Ch1rakarottu .K'ol'Ula Jacob., an .:Angli­

can binllop of central fravanooN. A very large sz-oup of 

people , J.nclud i1.,g six h\Uldrod repre,nentat1vos ot tho ohumshoa. 

m1sa1or,ary aoc1otie.a,, mu1 Gbrlatian aaaoe>1atlons :t"rom 1111 

PEU--ts of iiha woi,ld, we:re present at thia :tna\lgW'al aonioo. 

Tho co.ll to worship -was raade by the preald1ng bishop. 

Th13 wna folloued by a hymn, p:rayor, and so•1ptura reading 

fl.ioi,i John 17. 'i"hen a representntive o:t" eaGh or the uniting 

cbu1•cho r-1 1,1 t1tl'll l"e·sd the reaolut1on ot h1a ohU-J"Oh aocopting 

the ::Johome fox- Union •and plaoed on the communion table a 

oigned copy 0£ thG basis o~ union and oonat1tgtlon and a 11st 

or all m1n1stora 1n his ohvoh, whtoh was a complete 11st, 

oinoe p:ree.aution had- bean taken to obtain tlte written oonsent 
' . 

or tho r111111stuzts be.tore the servioe .. 

611110 t!oo1arat1on or the act ot wdon waa thon mu.c!o by 

the presiding bi-$hop 1n these words 1 

Doarly belovod brethren, ln ob1tdionoo to tho Lol'd J:eaua 
C°m."i .s t, t h o nead ot the ohurob, vbo on "the night of: hla 
passion prayod that h1a disoiplea miaht be one, and by 
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autho:1'6it y oi' ·i;h (!; gov&, 'Rinc bodlea or the uniting ohlll'Ohoa, 
l'ihOa•t-) r·eaolut i ons have been read i &l yow- hearing ~"'ld l.a1d 
1n J)•l'ayo1• 'be.fo~tl Alnd.ght-.:r God, I rlo he1'9oby doolaJPo that 
t hose t h r,.no oh w...,cliea, lUlmely, the Madi-as, 'l'l'avanooro and 
Cochin. '.i:'i nnov,ellY and DoPnakal c11oceaos o~ tho Ohureh 
o:r :Utc.1:1? , Bunin, :»;d Ceylon; th11 ll11dro.a, Yadun, i'!nl.abm-• 
Jtif'!"na ( o-.,yl on). Kannarln, folaau and "'i'!"llV&nCOJl'O ohUJ'ah 
couno5.la o f t llt) South In(U.a Un1t;c,d Churoh;, and tho 
iJo t hodist Ohurc},1 in South Il'ldla, oamp3'1sing the Uaclres, 
T:riahinop~ly, iiydora.bnd and UyaoN dis tr1c'ta; are become 
one, Chu:r-ch o t' sou t h Indla..,J. 

'J.l"ni s net o r ur1ion brought 1ntJo being a chiach with a 

total rnemb ,,r-ah.ip •Oi' l,Ol'/,163 mo.de up or 1~99,966 An.3lioena; 

2211.,6.$.5. !:iethod i3ts, and 292,Su2 troru ti-"° south Indio. United 

Cl1u1•ch . 2 'rh,i a was 1n)t a total union since 011G cou11011 e~ tho 

So\?.t b I ndi,;,, Ur. :t.t ec:'l Oburct:i fail.ed to join ae well as about 

32,, 000 Au gl i c :\\,19 it'!. the Tc,lugu coun'bry- anc1 Triv-andZ'Um-.3 

To avoid c1,:n1'na1on it mu.st also, be rorJOmbe~ed thnt not 

nll evs.ngelioB.1 (z:2 .. otoc,itmit) ohurohes onterod th1s un!o11. 

OutoicltJ o t t ie Cb.u:rch. 0£ South India there WGl'G about S00.,,000 

ovengeli ca l .s i n 0.outb India composed o'f 100,000 BaptlotsJ 

200,000 ?.m·1" 'l'h.01&1a Sy:rtan Chu::-e'h member.o; ond 200.000 Lutherans. 

Be~idea t k i s t here ttas also a SfflDl.l.er gl"OUP of.' K-ethodista £ram 

w1 ,\morioa n f;to thod1st ft!:l.saion whioh d1d not jof.n,.4 

111a-1u~ohas United in south Indio.," The Ohristlon Century;. 
LY.:IV (Octobo1 .. 22 , 1947), 1263 tt., -

2&.sad on 191µ. s•tat1atS.aa,. 

311:rnaugur a t e New ·ahurch 1n Ihdia.•• ~ Christian Oent'!!7• 
LXIV (Ootobe~ 29. 1947). 1294 r .. 

• 4.rohl'l ~"l1oodore t11lleP, 11Tho CbUPOh o,r south India." Co:n-
llol'dia ~iu,olos,1oal . lontbb, XVIII (DaoD111bett, 19Js.7). 943. -



Arter• t ho a.ct or union hnd boon rend tbo bi:ahopn wore 

hcognizecl b'y the p1•0,sbytera and the preabyte:ra WeN i,eco~ 

n1zed by t he b i shops as conotitu.t1ns propor oJJclera. I'r1o~ 

to t ha i n1.n2gt!r atio1'l ae1"Yice tho clluroh oouno11s and nJD.Od• 

had .tffi:l.dE> 11o~in:i~io1i.s f o1• bi3hops and t bu actual selection 

hnd been mada by n o,:1all COllffllittoe ot selectors i"r0'&.3 a11 

th~eo chuz,che i;: . Of the .fGurtoem bishops selected aev.en weYO 

t 'urop&an und ~10ue was Tum111tm. '.i'his waa a. aoul'Co 0£ keen 

tl1sappoint,11e11.t and there i;aa uoma c:r1t1c1tna.~ 

T'ne oonaeor-ntion o:r t he nn bishops v,ao performed by 

t le la i nt on o::.• lumds b y t hreo Anglio&n bisl:-10p·a and three 

p1•aabyt.:,x•11 .t'r<»,1 each of t ho other t wo Ua"11t:lng churchos. ~ 

i'ollowinu roul't e -., .. n bi shops YteJte eonaocN.t.od; In fJouth Tl"n• 

vanaoPe ., t bo Rev..- A .• . lI. Losg, u.n L.~ . S i fjlissiona.ry; 1n oen­

t1•al '111:'avanc o 1,u , t lle i ncumbent• A11g11can B:l :,hop c. It. Jaoob 

ot.· if 1e Syx•ion C'f".ri sti ai:i conimunityJ 1n ;talabnr and Ooahln, 

Al' chdoucon Geoi"fr &y St ewm•t Smith, who aaa nom1nated "b7 both 

Angl.f.C•&t}S. and t ho SO,llth India United CbUl'CbJ 1n l.1ndl1l"Q a."'1d 

UQ.mo.d, th" !lev •. toal:i.e }iawb1s1n, a m1so1onaJ7 frc,M tho 

Church of' Sco,t l and J 1:n 1'1.rmevelly, the incumbent• ,\ngl1oan 

Biohop Oeox\ .. ~e S&l\1~; 1r1 Jaff'na. tb& Rev• s.. Kulendrao. a 

distinguished 3~t!.duate or SfJrawporo; 1n Tricbinopoly, tbe 

R(W', -n. _Tlio ri.,o • .e. Lfa t hocU.at :dt~e1on ar7; 1n li'iadraa. tho 

C: 
.=.-011roJ. Graham, "Cburoh Union • I. In Sout11 India,." Tho 

Nat 1ona.l Cluwiotian Council Review, L."<VlI (Sept;&mber• 19411; 
Jil6 ft. 
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incumbent, ~'\l'lf! l:Lc:o.n Bi:al1op A• Li. liollls; 1n JqsoNJ, the 

Rev. P. Gl1rt1::.;h a.1 ·ia~, a i.tethod:J.srt; ntin1~t,,r; 1n Cuddo.pah and 

Ohittoox•.- t h o I-lov. H. Su..,uitrn~ uho vo.s at the or1g11".al 

~eeting i n Tr onquo'bar- and was on the atar£· ot UD1on Theo1o­

c;icnl Colle ~o in BwlSaloroJ in Ammt4pur and Kul'Jloo1, the 

!tov • Oa11011 Hu.nyt\:n .Jo,sopb, a Teluu1 postor; 1n K1stna.. the, 

i ucur.1ber1t, li.:lsist ant Bisl10p of Dornaknl, tho nt. nov. Y. 

iiu.thyclu, a Te,l u u; 1n t>o:rnaka.l. tho incumbent,. Ans11can 

llishop /,n c.b.o, y :. lio•tt; in rhodal<, the 3ev. Fl"ank f.hittalco:r 

or t ile l!oth o d i Gt Chltrcb .6 

'.i.'h ... i z-:yt 001> ,1Unio1.i s ervice or tl10 Gbm-oll of' South India 

wcs he:td i ~ connoetion with th1s 111augui'"o.l aol'Vioe. The orde-r 

oi' .ce1~1ce ·.aa a.000:!'clin.; to .Anal1oe:n practice. 7 

•' now ch u1 .. ch had beun laW1Ched. Poi• the !ndiones this 

:i:iea11t thu.t ·t he:-~ fir..a.lly had a church which co11ld in some mea­

tUPe be callecl t hel1" own.. For tho EU:ropean ,uisa.1onar1ea this 

meant t h,. t tiley '.hat! 1no1"e or less bur.nod tl1eb- bridges behind 

them ·and they would l1nve their rutui-o almost e.xolus1vely with 

the ·Church 0£ Sou th Irid1a+ '!'he ChWICb o~ qland virtually 

aeve1 .. ed 1'ollo\rrnh1p ·:19elatio.n:i with th• now ahurch.. Thi9 

broat ie express~d in pa~ b7 these comroonta1 

lio consul'e attaches to any member of the Cburoh of 

6Joltm J" Bann1naa., "<Dmroh union 1n South India111" Cilr-1!­
tendom~ XII ( 191.i.1) • 3S5. 

711chu:roho•s Unite irl south India." ~ Om-lotlnn Oent!!17. 
LXIV (October 22, 1947)., 1263 ~. 



so 
Im "la..~d orda i nad, or unordninod who joins the South India 
Cb.u:rch or woi--1:s :tn 1·t. 
. \'Vh·el1 a f ormer Anglican. now a member of the South 
India Church ., viaits this countl"J'• we aro ready to wo1-
con1e him t o i'ull communion and m1D1at17 with us. That 
i s v1ha·i; t he Al•chbiabops • reply meGlls 1?1 saying nthore 
would be s uch 1nteroomraun1on bettrean clergy and laity 
0£ t lle South Indi a Church and thosa or this Prov1nce., 0 

es is sta ted hoi"E>. 
t' he;n a f'o1'1ue fr Anglican or the South India Church or 

an .t'.ngl ies.n '\Vllo has worked in 1 t Ntwms to this aoun­
J~1 .... y 1"or good, he would i-eoeive bacl: his :f'ull Ang11oan 
status .. • • ., 

:terabars oi' ·i.h o South India Church not epiaoopally 
or~~ined or conf imed u1i1, wbon in this country-. be 
suojoot t o t ha sar,e regulations that apply to mGmbora 
of non- epi scopal. oommunlbna hei-e,8 

Tho ~ ctrinal & sis of the Church or South India 

'Tho do ct1,i nnl po:dtion of" the Church of south India 1s 

r at he1" hn1-d to do1'1ne. 'l'lle only big questions regal'd:lng doc­

t1•ino duri.i."lg t he l'Jagot1at1ons concel'llod themsolves mainly 

vlith t h o 111inist17 and 1ntoroomun!on. Jiowover. even on those 

two poin•iis t lle 1"D v,aa 11 ttle d1acuas1on on tho scriptural 

basis oT t h doot:rine or the Lol'd •a Supper or the t!inlstry. 

but r o.thez- a d i ~custJion about the1r pract1oal appl:l'.oation. 

Thi s oau be p a ~tly explained by the fact that most of the 

people involved styled themselves as evangel1oala rather than 

conrossionali sta. 

The only documents avo.ilablo 011 the doctrinal pooit1on 

or t he Ohu r•ch oi' South India aro the nBaa1a of Union n and the 

8Goof1'.rey Fran'ois Pisher_, "The South India Church: An 
Open Letter, u ~ Living Church (September 28• 1947)~ P• 13 tt. 



''Oo n.stit~tion t li.o Oliu,roh ot south India.'' oontainad !n the 

Propoi-ed ~,c h cmie o ... Chn,rob Union in. 3outh India. There la no 
-• ~ - ........ - -- - - --- ----

detailer.:. ':.>otly or cloct r:luo mainly beca11so the union wua not 

co11swmi1:1t ed on a aon rer:1sio11al baals. 

The Cllu1"cb or !3outh Inditl acospts ttlo Roly Sc:r1ptl13'ee 

or thQ Ol d A1Hl Ifo~1 '!'autru.,so1:1to 

Q3 cor t &ini n~ nll thinga necessaey for oolvnt1on and ~s 
t he m.,r.>remo w·1 ~ docia i'lto GtandB.Jld or .:fcdtl'l; and ao!mow­
l QdGos th&t t he Chureh ri:ust nlwaya be ready to oorroct 
tu1<1 i•-of'oi~~, i tr;elr in accordance ,;!th tho tc,aohlng ot

9 t h ouo Scn:•i ptu1"os as the lloly Sp1r:lt shall 1'8VEml 11;. 

'l'he Apos'l;1os' Or=-,od &..'l'ld the nicena araed aI"S accepted 

as witnea:.iif~. to nnd sai"e§lltll-d1r,g the to.1th ot the Church.., 

It i ... c,l so ~cl:na.;ledged that tbio ta:lth ia oonttnuous1y con­

r1rn1ed by t l lo .:ioly t,"ptr1 t in the axpar1once or tha Cllurcb o.,f 

:.;.•hus .. hoy beliuV•c i n Ood, t lu, Father, the Creator 
of u.11 i.h it.1.ga, b-y \ii.lose love vo are pre~orvodJ 

:!:bcJ 1.>ul i ®VG i n Josus Chi,aiut1 the 1ncA1'2late Son ot: 
Cod , nd RedeG.1101• of t bu i.1orld, 1n who:i alone we nN 
aav d by grnco, boing j11at1t1ed i'rott1 Oil?' sJ.na b7 faith 
1u ~au2J 

They bol:!.a,ve i n t he Holy spirit., by whom wo o.~o 
sonctitiod n-ad uu1l t ~? in Ohriat m1d 1n t hg follovob1p 
of V.l a Zody; · 

An -: i : t h is i's.1th tilor, -worah:Lp tbo Patl1e1.,• Son and
10 Holy '~'z,iri.t, one God in Trinity and 'l'I"J.nity in Unit7. 

Th1s c.pp0ara as the full rlocti-L-uil st: tement oovcr1ng 

ah:Jost -evcryt . 5.n,,: f't~lU the docti>1ne of." God to esohatoloa. 

9Fi-012oaed S cllOrllO of OhUl'Ch Union ill Soutll Ind1n (Sevont!l. 
edition; lliic!:re.9; mirloa'an tl£ore.ture !oolety fo1• India. 1947), 
P• 4. 

10 4 l!U:!!·•· p. f. 
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Somo adc:!iticn:&l a t a:be1:ionts are eonnectod 11th t'be position 

on areacfa,. 011.e o~ t he-oe a f fiJ~s 1n pan: 

'rt,e Cl'm.:r~c.h 01' South Indio 1o ca:.1Poton~ to 1011ue supple­
t?r-:ntal:~y "·ti1t-:a1nants concemL,3 tbe fa1tb to1~ the gu1do.noe 
ot: i ·t s tao.che:i~ ,: nud the ed1f1oat:ton of the f!a.ithf'Ul~ 
p:ro'lrided t hat such :sta.tBraenta nre not cont:rary to t)1e 
tl"U:t s o -J: ou1~ 1'•c,115ion Ntvealod i n the z.!'017 Sor!ptul'Oa.11 

In t his mannt}i, t ho Churoh ot Sputh Inc!'.ia d1sPSsq.rda the 

confcs:,1on,~l dc;v eJ.o,P40nt Qt el010at twenty -centuriea or 
Chr1$t1anity anc expos es itself to all or the ho:resy latent 

1n t he• Qnt:;_.... wo1•l.d.. ~ ell t he croeds th.a1n~elvoa are pl\t in 

a Pl"eooz,:toLl.:: p o a 5.tio-n by this statement:, 

Tho t..ni !lint~ Gh.urchos aooept the :1"1mdamontal tPUtba el.ii­
bodied ir: t:lE.- C:r~cda named abovo as providing s~i91o1ent 
ba.si::; o:r union; but do not inteiu1 tl1ePoby to ae?land t h o 
D.as<,-n·t o f inrl:Lvidue.ls to ever:, word and ph1 .. aoo 11 thOlll• 
or t u exclude -z,~usonnblo liboiaty ot 1utoi-pi-etc t1on, or 
i.o e.o R01•t that t h osl:! Ci,oeds are a co~lpletc ()Xpreua1on 
011 t l1c G'Ju•istiaa f'ait;h.J.c:!' 

Th.:1.:-i l s s ·:,; at utomont uns included to poc1fy tho people 

from t h e ? 1•eo C,11'.lurchos . It io des i~d to l ead t11on baok to 

tho Bi bl e G.a the ba.ais or all cl!ootrine. but it gives no 

a s suPanc a t hat t ho:t•e will be a117 un11'on1ty o:r as:re.gr.1ent in 

·~he i 11t·e l'J)t'.at•~\tic>11 of 5or1ptuzt• • 

Bapt.1a1n is accepted as ono oi" bhe two saorametntu 1nat1-

tutcd by Oh, 1s t ilir,1self. A voey oi'&IJ)le torei o~ &pt1a1:1 1a 

l'aco1mnendccl, usi~s theH''.O words,. ''?I., I ba.pt1ze thoa in the 

name of the Fat her and or -tho son and or the Holy Sp1ia1t. 1113 

11Ibid.,. P• 27 • 
12Ibid • ., p .•. !,. 

l3Ib1d .• ., P• 72. 
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T!',...fJ Lor•d 1!i Sttpper :ls t;roatod \dtl:1011t go1n{; into dotai1 

aonea1,n1n~ thr.; olorr1c,n.1.s.. It it-' m0Nl7 stated that the ele­

rJcn·l.s ust.cl .:. t t he 1nst:ltut1on ohall cont:l.n11e to be uaod .. 

81noo t h.o qu , ~t1cn cf' counuun1on celebx-4t1on w:ie o mattei- or 
t:iltch t.Ur->Ct:.'.? s:lo::1 duri ng tbe u.n1on negot1at1ona, so-mo statea:2t>nt 

llad to b'-i ~1ad abo crt tho celeb21ant_. It io stated tho.t 1D 

c;vur .r co,11b uni on the t11ur., O'elob1'ant 1s Christ alone. HGwover, 

God i o 1/1. Ood o'f 01,aer aud so 1t i3 only pl"Oper that the <lu1y 

01'dai.HEl ~ l. 2..,eT/ uho~ld colob1• to the Lord ts suppoi-.. 0In the 

tm:ttod 01:a.u.roh t hEi Sa.o:rm::ienta will 'be obsorvecl with unft1111ne; 

l:lso o ·· -C::Jrir.;t I s words o'f: inotitut10D and o~ the elo?!lents 
~ I 

orc?a 1.,1ed b:, .Uin1 •. ttli.f. 

m ~:l abOl"E>t-& o·t ·n~o nent r1as drawn up to as-~11-re f'u.11 pr1-

Vile.g~n of' i :nt a1•con.nnunion to all 1uembers 1.-;;1 tbe Church or 
2outb lncl1a. l,t t bo sr..?Se ti1,1& it wa3 stnted that all olePQ 

1'1'0111 t ?10 t b '.:l"Gc .s.ei,arato cblwcheo would have the aa.a:ie ond 

equal r igl1ts i n t he celebration ot tho Lord 1s Supper. 'IJ.veey-­

one was asoured .fu11 p~ivilegea of 1Dte.rcou,,aun1on w1th all 

church.es which ?.toald bo iM fellowsldp with the Chu:E'ch o'E 

south India.15 

1~1e u.nive~s~l prio~thoo4 ot ull believers 1a aoknow1edged 

in tl10 -... ''l',y"'h 0.,. a-. ~... Ind1 .,.r,., ~ "' · ~ .JU•l vu 4 ·• ?rut clea.v-est 11tater.aent to tbia 



e1'1'ect 1o :rou11c1 i ri conueet1on w1tll tho article on membership 

1n t .. 8 cl ~ut•c • • 16 

i'he <!octri1,e of tho ui1liot~ 1a defined 1n ro.thoi- broad 

teP.:.1,s s i 11c o it ha ! J"o inco.rp<>J:"ato tho oategor1ea of" b1ahop., 

Pl'asb:,t01', r.·11d dee.con. 'the SWiJ m1e'! substance o~ this 

toaohins · i ll f ouml 1~1 the aect~on dealing with Paatoita:tea., 

A part_nl expltlnation of tho1:r position is givcm in these 

t.Ol•do: 

:L'h0 0!1u1"cb o f South I11din desiro• that all 1ta membet-a 
shoul d co. ate.ntly 'bear l n mind: tbet theiP dlf'fe~nt 
~ 0 :rT.1.0 of · ~d:1Jist:ry, both t ,o thoa~ wlth1n tho mturcb end 
,;c, tn.,,•.• o out:,ide ... t ., al•o !-lnl~ or value tor the clllTJ'1,ns 
oat; 0 1' rr0d 1·e purpose.a in so tar as tihe Divine Spirit 
i:-1 worlci n }h l."0ut~ those 1nin1titJ:'-1us on the h~a::.:rtc or 
t.'IGll • • • • 7 

C'llU!"Oh Gove1"1l!111911t in tile Ghu1~-0b o.r south India 

Tho ;;~ vcPnment o:f' tile <rnurcl'l ot Scmth India f'ollowa a 

u0 na~a1 epiaoopul. pattom. Gerta1n mod1£1oations had to be 

1neorpo1•,~ted into this op1soopal t'orm to srant more :rigbts 

to the G0i1gl9egat1ona. ~be general outline 01" the 3tJ11.to•tuJ1e 

or tho Ohu~•ch ot South India •o govePJ!Slent 1naludea thJ'eo ma­

jor ca togor10s.. Fi-vat there aN the paPtorntea, pastorate 

contt?itte ,,:s, end cong:re6(1t1ona; then there are the d1ooeaan 

counotls J an~l f'inally tbEJi•c, is tho &J'Dod• In tho eiitire 

fJ-a::se~:rk o!" tb1s govorn.-:1ent the idea o~ the U1ator1a 

16Ib1~ •• p. hJ. 

l?Ibid •• P• $9. 



ss 
6l>1scopato i s elven priorlt~. 

The cor..g1"egations 1·01wm tho baa1o Wlit of church SoVoi-n.­

men~ 11.1. ·t h CilUll'ch of aouth India. However, 1t would bord1'J' 

bo cot"roct t o s ay t hat theso congPGgatlona havf) a repnsen­

ta.t1.vc voi ce i n t h io e;ov61'll!;1ent. To haYet of .N.o1al atatua :!.1'1 

tho m11:1rca of.' Sout h India the ao~eg11tion must be Ncosn,ized 

by t ho C::ioceao.n council.. 'l.'ho diocesan counoil is empovezted 

to lny do~n rules ro&rulQting the qua11r1oations nocoasary 1'or­

lay fflGTober:Jl i p Ol l t ho pas torate oommittooe. Again., tho dio­

cooan cow-,c i l l"Ggu.lutes th0 degpeo and oxtont of' ovE>rsipt 

axere1a0d by t he local paato,r 11 Tbo eongz,e3c.tions may 1'orm 

a!r ou·.t a Ol .. d :i. Gt Pieta only wit}i the conoent of the diocesan 
1 C). 

cou11ail. u !t is 0bviou9 tho.t tho Oongresatio:nal concept or 
t ho et, , g :;,~e t5ation 1s l"eta:ll1od 1:.--i name only, while its .formci­

po,,e?' r. :-;.r". delegated to the d1Qcosa.."l council. 

The ..:1ocesa11 council is the work1ug unit or ohUJ'Oh 

goverinnzo11t. I t i~ composed 01.' tho bishop or the d1ooeae, the 

a:rnistant biuhop, all pr-esb1toi-a iu tho diocece whether a.otive 

in con5t,~DSll'tion a oi» otbeiw o:f'f!oea,. and lay :rap.rGsentat1ves to 

cnusls'b oi' not l oss than tho nut1b~r at pro&bJ"tora 1n the 

d1oceae l'l.'lt? riot to rJxcoed twice tbo11' numbor. !!ach d:looe:;an 

oou."1c1l haa t h<> 1•i3l>-t to uet up 1ts own oonstitut:lon. 'rho 

b1ehop of the dioesese is tho head ot tile diocesan cow1011. 

Ea.ell diocese will hnve a cU:ract voice 1n :lts govol"ll?Dent and 

'IQ 
- Jbid •• PP• S9 tt. 



Will havo pal"t:lcular rlsbta in :z•egulat1ng the appo1ntr.lent 

Of' i ts bishop au ,aell vs bi tho acceptance of candl4ates f'oz­

Ol'd111ation to tho tuin1stry-. Besides this the d1ooosan coun­

cil fuuct ions o.s t h o co-01•dinn.tln~ body Zor the '7oi-k of 

1lliaoio.1s:, f.nranacl iem. and adm1nistro.t1on. 

The diocesan council has final auther1ty regarding~~-

· lltmcinl. •ottors in i ts own dioooB<h It !S· oMbled to brins 

ntt.tters to t he ·tto:ntion of' aynod, but it is subordinated to 

an uc!viso1,y oapttc1 t y in mattora whore synod ia 1tlvo1ved. ~.J.fJ 

b!ahop o l' t h. d ioce se \'Jill bevo sole authority 1n mo.tters 

n) t h e i'aitl: and doct2•1ne or the Ohuroh, 
b) tho cc-r,d i tio1·1a of mombol'ship :in th.e C,'hureb, nnd the 

l"Uloa ".rh ich gove:;{'n exoommunicnt:lon rror.i the Chui-oh, 
c ) t h ·· :ft·• 1.c t i onc or tliG ordsined ud.nlst0ra or t..i-\e Cbul'Oh, 

Ol,. 

tl) the · or•ullip of' the Churaoh, and any t'onuu 01• wQftJhlp 
pr oposed .Toi• (gcimeral use 1n the CJhuroh. :1.9 

If th" cU.ooese.n council cloes not agroe 1r1th any decision of 

the b iahop. it till bG.Ve to bring the matter to synod ~or 

sot·tle:,1en t. (j:ho diocesan council is .t'urtbeJ" ob11anted not 

to tako an-;1 •. ctio11 contr•aey to the conat1tm.1on or the Ohui-oh 

or ... out h :U:ld1c.. lilJi.Y valid cha.."lge· 1n ,,1attera or diocesan con­

at1tut1ous will h£1v& to be made by Cl two-thirds majority voto.20 

'l'he synod, of.' the Ghurch or South· India !s given very 

broad powers in t ho constitution. The, sreater authority 01" 

l9Ib1d., P• 63. 

20lbid •• PP• 61 tt. 
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biohops ov~r p~nsbytera and la~ 1a unmistakably lnd1oated 
5.n oval'""/ p'ha.se of t ho a,nod •a act1,rit7., !bis 1a ol:Peady 

evia.en·\i in ti: e :-i:0~1l1e 11ah11> or synod.. Rvel"/ bishop or tlle 

chtu:•c 1. is -a l'Je>~foc~ of th . a,nocl, whereas tlla pre.abytera or.d 

lay roprea~nl;rrtivea u.r-e electod for oriltt one 7011.r to:r:~ .. 21 

•l'hc o.t''f'ic.cI"s or ay.nod consist of 1uoclerator•, a cle:putJ" 

1~bcle r c.tor • e gt:,nor S.Ll aee:retc.ry-, and n t1~-,asuror. T"naac o.t1"1-

ce?'S fI~e e lected by bt:(.llot with. tho .fi1•at tuo oi'.ficea beina 

ope ·1 onl:r,r to bj.shops., T.llc 01'.fi'iicQrs of s,nod bold ot"t1ce f'Xto-.ll 

one, r.1oet:ln~ o1' z~1nod to the noxt., •nnd nro ells11'lo f'ox- ro­

clr.-ction. 22 

'l'.r1e llOv.1ers or s1r-nod require special cti.ention. Hore 

t O ora :!ll.:.~:it 1oa. al f O>lOe or the OhUl'Oll Qi' South India is 

brout;i: t to t· e fo:rc. 

T.ho Syr-...od irs t ho supro;ue govornins and leg1slat1vo 
boc!y u? t lio Cb.u rol'1 ot South India. nnd tl10 .t!nal outhoztity 
in ~111~. ~t e~s pertainirag to the Church. 

It. has 1,ow-oi- to mru.z:o· rulo·a auc:1 pose resolutions and 
t ake oxecutive:, aet1on as :.-:,ay be necusaJ."V t'JtO..i ti!.-"IO to 
~ii!10 f'ol • t . . e gencl"nl raanago:NGZJt mid good sovoJ!'li?11ant of' 
1~he Chu:i:•cil tmrl ot t l1e: prope~ty and a1":ta1:rs tllo:reoi'. 

'fl16 ;:J;,'"l'lod ell.all deal with matte. a of' co&r.:JOn inteNet 
to t ho \1hole Ci.lu1~oh or South India, and w1tb thn se 
whici1. 0£!.'ect thG 1•ela t1on o~ thu diocoses to one another 
and to the rest er the universal Gburch., and ahall 100.ve 
the Dioco~:an councils to doa.1 ·,.itll tho 1ntE,l'flal of'1'"a11•a 
of -oo.ch dioco4e. 

Tho Synod l;uia. in partioulal"• power to dete11m!no the 
$bol" and bounda:r1os ot t11e clloceaee and to f'o:rm nev 
dio.e:ttsea in t l1e GluaJfeh. It bna alao power to determhlo 
whether anyti1.111e 1n tho Oonot1tut1on o• any Diocesan 

22.Ibid _., P• 6.$. 
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Counc.:1.1 io nt variance w1th anything conta1ned 1n thS.a 
Oons t:ttu·t:I.011, O.."l<l, U' it rind aucli variance •. to ru1o 
tha·;:; ue1 p 0,11t of nucb Diocesan Conat1tut1on is of no 
.t'orco, 

~hg ,:Jy.norl hiu, pov:er to add to or otherwiae altflr tho 
Oor1r:i ·~:I.tution 01• tho <,,iu1•ch of South India 111 tho s1anner 
lai d do·in 5.n Cilnpte1,, J..:IV of" th.la Comstltutlon. 

rt ha.a r inal nutllority 1n all quest1ona ot tho ir.atei­
;p~atut :Lon o:r. t .::ac1 Cor1atitution and otber otf'icial doou­
monts oi' tl a CbUl"Cll of Sou"tb Irld1a.2.3 

~'he!:il"ii is :10 dolegatio>"l of •authority f':r.oiu the bott om up 

iu iil o govo1'rn.1ont ot· t he Church of south India. Authority 

is vested pr-1'!.1tt·1•il:r i ,1. tho biahQpa and 1s oondit1onod on1y 

to t ho oa-:tont tho t the bisbopa tbemsolvos allow. ~ on17 

poss1bili\;:f c,t· co11t.;J"'o.gational 1•opr.oae11tat1on 1s 1"ound t1hGJ1 

all t j Le p 1•asbyi;o1'"0· and all bho lay' delegt1toa vote au a src>UP 

to obtain t ho n.acesGa~,y two-tb12'ds r:aajorlty •. -

-··------



OIIAPTJ&n V 

,iE3ilLTS OF TIJE um:on 

Tbe l oadc1•,s· in th e nnwl1 formed OlLurcb or South India. 

8Cllei'nlly :recs r tled tbom!'olvoa ao ho.:vlns put 1nto praot1oe 

Wht-: t tha r eet or· t ho ohurchaa has put into theory. The men 

1'aot t lu;:t i.he ohurchos i n south IncH.A un1tCJd 1a 1n many ways 

a uni que OKpcl"ii\ient n1nce it attempted to roach unlon without 

1no1st1n~ 011 unii'or.-;1:11;-;y. This dct-empha■ia on un11'ol'la1ty l.ed 

to e. real px-obJ.em or contlnuod tel.lowahip vith t.lio roat of 

t ho chu1'"ch o.., i r, :iOUtb I r.1dia, partloularly witb tho A113llca11 

oonu:1unicn. In t hta chapter the now problom 0£ f"ollowahip 11111 

be conni de?-Q<'J e s woll as tlle attOMpta of the Ob.urch 01" south 

bidia dur:tns u~s first six yeus to oatabl1ah more un1:torm1ty 

\:.:l·thin i ts om1. union.. 

Lo~s or Fellowship with Churches 1n India 

(!'ho onl y r-oal p1"0blom of t'ellowsh1p oontered around tho 

An811oo...~ comcunton in India and .Baaglond. Poi- oonvcmlence we 

w111 cona1de1• t h e p~ble1:ss of te1lowsh1p in India tirat. i'be 

Olmrc_li of' Indio., Burma, end Ceylon heol'd soble sharp or1t1o1sm 

on continued com::11un1on with the Qhurcb oE south India 'ro:r two 

:rue.sons., one t ochnieal, ant'! the other doctrinal. Theso two 

1•onaosa a:ro uptly swm;ioa up ill this manuer 1 

'.i.1ho technical ronson 1G that oommw1ion ot the Church ot 
India, Bu?"l.10., eud Ceylon with the new Cburoh o~ Soulib 
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Itldiu will ho co:r1tr&r,r-J' to the 1'\llos laid down 1n the 
constl t.J:t ion or t 1.e Church or Ind!.a, Burma nnd Ceylon • 
• • • 
m, i:i.'lll.9 r,1oir"o aevious <111'ticul.ty iu the dootl'1nal one. 
u.ore is a strong section C."'lOngot ua ubo gravely f"ami­
t i.tat the ti.r.iglioa:i m1n.1atry- and t.l'4dit1ona rogarding 
'\)'Orsh.ip Wlt! SG.CJ'~-~nts wil.l b! 8GC1"1:f1cod 111 the, DO\\" 
Chur c, o~ · out ll Jx-.udn • • • • 

Though this. poaod .a s erious tl1Nat to tollow:sh1p. tho 

net 01• U1-l:1on cl.id not comp1otel;l d1awpt tsolat-lona between 

t ho ChlU-cb. o:C ·ou tb India. and t he Ohuron of India; Durma. 
811d Ce}'.'lon. l3y 1950 s ome pl'Ogroaa bad been ma.de in the di• 

ztection •a£ ... -u·tut: .. l :recoanit1on or tb.o- clergy. 110f'fic1al 

rccoenition o -r the val::.r21ty or ord1nat1or, ot bishopa and 

clor~:; 1n the Churcl-1 of' .south India was given b,- tho CJanera.1. 

Cot1neil o · tho Chu~h ot India. llur.ula md Co-)"'lon (Analican) 

\7lt..l cb mot i11 ~ic w Delhi, Indio.. •2 1'b.1s part1oular atand was 

1 .. e .. <?oi .. inad la.t ln'" -:m in 19~3 o.nd a cone1dol'8.b17 11&1TOwei- oon-

oeptio:i., or fallovmll1p sot forth .. The south Indla Cbui-obuse.D -
:r-~portod t hia :rolat1o:n ae i'ollowa: 

Bishops aud l'Jtesbyi.oi,p ot tho Qburch or south India con­
sec ratcd or cpiacopally oraa1ued be1'01•e• at or.- attar 
the In~UGUrntion of tbo- Chm-oh ot S&uth India• may be 
porn:i t t ed, with the ap:,zio"Tal or tho Bishop oi' 'bbe D.to­
ce3e to c.elflbrt:)to tho Holy aommmton 1n tho O',Qurghoci ot 
·t he ChuN!'i oi" L"1.d1a 111 Pakistan, Burma end Ceylon•-' 

1J. Ir. Shah, "Question of OoamwU,on wlth the· Cburol'l of 
So( uth b1dia111

11 The National. Obr1st1an Council Rev1ev, LXVIII 
June-J'ul:r, 19mrf 111 249. 

20Recogilize Ovd1nat1ons, ,, . .Au;mtstmia L11t.l1oi-cm (Peb1""1.o.ey 
1 •. 19So)111 p .. J,i.. 

l 110IPBC and CSI: C:IPBC Actlon;iH ~ SQutb Indla Ohuroh-
1!181l ( Fobruaey, l9S3 ) , P• 4. 



Some real probJ.er.~:s ,clevoloped w!.tb the Consro30,t1ona11eta 

who ~etuaed to com~ into tlle• unlon1 'l'his group waa 0111ontated 

•re to i"itu:mcoG t ~n.n to ~isa1on v:ork. The aotual eourt 

action !t~J reportod :tn th:1.a editortlll. co::ment i 

A <U.s o1dor1t. _grou •• c,all in.; 1tsol.1' thct 0 acmt1nu1ng Oon­
gi-eg.n.tioi:1:e.J.istu~r took tbo quost1011 of the ju:riad1ot:l.on 
or t h C!J Sont ll India Church ta court. It mainta!nod thnt 
the Cl1Ul"Cll o:c· SO\ti:h !nd:!.a 1a 11e.. !18w chUPC11. with a: new 
set of ,.oc i.;l":L~ea oud hierarchy• nnd theretoz.e OlllUlOt 
clsk, t b e the !Jt.\Cce:nsor to DongpeGfl,bienal churches· 
eat.a.bli:ihed :tn Indtn by the fDndon Y1sc1on ... " The court 
.1ol d t h ~l t t h e dozc.n c01Jg29ogatlono that stood out, al­
thou. (j§h e. t ot ~J. of' m-ound 11-00 aongpegational a,wupa had 
f30l'l e l ute t h e union, are the ntrue LOl'.l&!On Mis&1on Chris­
tian s ~' and:1 should ho pe•Z'lililited to cnr:-y on without 
h :i.nd.ror c o.:-!-

Thu :. t he eou1"t ordor oJJto.blS.sbed tlu1t tho dozen or ao 

congr<r•tr:it S.o u.: 1:h i oii. b alcl back i'J'Ow> jo1ning the union era 

nctun11y , o r u.t lcmat le5a11,-. oont1nu.1n(! the f..omleu M1aa1on 

ov011 t lloue;h no .. , t:.oo c011gr0gat:lon.e j'ob1ed. ~is b1t or coui-t 

&.otion i s uoto 1r.ig nev a1noe lilany of t1'io m1aa1ons 1n India and 

ospec1all.;,~ so1~e of the oongl'egatione are o,eem12'1Bl,y continual17 
' 

G.'lgag~d 1n uo~· o l-:!.nd of 11 tigatlon-. In 'actua1 f'aot tho Churoh 

or South IndiQ ~n.joyad a oo~perat1Yely aaall mnount o~ lltt-

8«t1on &fto1• t he u111on. 

'l.'ho !\Iii.pt i s t ·s 111 ~iouth India had boo~ v:lewiiie tho ~or­

mntio:1 or t h o · Chui,ch ot South India with l!Nah ~•:reat. That 

tl\e Baptists b t".d no .Nal intention of jo1D1ns the Cllui-ch of 

South !l1di& is ill uatrc.ted by an opon lett er Wl'i ttou b'y a 

4"~ .... cc'1iar1uns \'lin a Vlotoll7 1D India,• ~ CbJ,1o1.1an 
Contua7. IJCDt ( .i;.ugust 12, l9S3J, 909. 
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Baptist Missiono.:ry in wlliob he writes in pa:rts 

Decause of' :uy deep 1ntorest 1n the um.on vonturea and 
lUJ' ho!)e tho..t 30meday we Baptista may 301n it, 1t 1a 
wi th gi .. ea:t concevn that I 8l:l hea:ring Npoi-ta and seeing 
evidences that the t:rend is VGJ"Y' dotin1taly towal'd 
Ar"4Slican1am. Ii" t l!e Ohuroh or South India bcoo~a aim­
ply the /u~gl1can Ollurch 1n South India, 1t will be a 
betrayal o f tho bo.s1a or wllon, it Y1lll mean that denom1-
natio 'l~ not yet within tho union Church will never join 
it~ nnd inoa·t pl'Obably will mean tho.t theN vlll bo aplit­
of't s o r grom,s \'1hose h&r1tnge is radically non-Angli-
can ., ... II!!> 

Thie View is oxactly tha oppoo1te of' that givon by Bishop 

!iowb1g111 \tho in·tiniateu in his book, !!!! Reunion .2! .!?!!!. Church, 

that 1!.ngl1cnniam has been submerged into PN,sbyter1an1am. 

The whole n·i;ter• boils dovm to whloh s1do ot the ronoe a 

per•aon is 0 1:i. 9 '11.1e l3apt1ats eventually tUl"lled their thoughts 

to uri~on nr1or1e; themselves. !!.'his, brought about a cessat:lon 

or any preae1it hopos that this group \YOUld join tho Churoh 

or south J)'ld:tn. 

The churches i nvoJ.ved 1n the, Federation or Lutberan 

Ohurchef; had a row ttconversat1ons11 with the Qbul'Ch or south 

Ind1n. A opecitic resolution vaa dnwn up and oame 1nto 

Pl'1nt i n t ho i'olloY1ing report i 

• ... Tho conversations with the Church of South India 
vor considered most valuable, and 'it was RESOLVED to 
rocotmnend to the oh11rches that these conveJtaatlona be 
continued-. It waa ,ttelt that if the o.s.I. would :t'o1-
low it$ principle or oomprohonsivonass in ngal'd to 
Ohul:-ch U111on • and agree to a wider union. the adoption 
of tho simple e~a1t1on of tho Gospel given by Luther 

Su. o. Jaokaon. "An Open Letter to tbe Blahopa o'i' the 
Churcl h or South India, n Tho Gospel tlitness. XLIV ( October, 
19 ~a>. 4s. -
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i n h i s Small Catechism oould gi,re tho Lutherans the 
61.l&.z.ar1te0 •i.hat t h o <?oapel in its purity a.~ ont1rety 
~ot~l d . be disaeminatod through t;b1s simple book of' in­
a l llc-cion • • ,. • To the Luthe,rans. unity 1n 1'a1tb 
1a t ile essential thiug. and so fa:r- a.s ordo:r 1s oon­
~ez•x1oc1. the good wo1"'l: .i,:rendy Cll'f'ected by the c.s.I. 
m ro3a.1id t o ot'da:r would be aocepta.ble 1n regard to a 
11101~0 co .. pr hensiva union lfith the Luthorana • ••• 
Tho t ?>V.e r1~1e for the Church 1s the Chutteh of' the Apos­
t olic i'nit h . and tho whole nppl'Oach to t h e question of 
m.1urch Uni o21 'ftaz: on th.$ basis ot this 1'undPIDenta1 unJ:ty 
~~ nll be21eve6s that does exist even in divided Ch2"1.a­
t endor4 .. • • • 

T'h:ta nJight have meant a great doal of o·noouragement to 

tho C'ilurch of South India at tho time it was urittan. The 

Lutheran Chu1,oh htA.<1 just been graced by a visit by B:l.ahop 

I¥ero a.no · . e r :l 1 a r a t hor oxpansiv& mood• A yen:r lateP 

(1951) t ho Luth,u•an s. had t heir attontion diverted by a pl'Opo­

sal t o s e t up n Luth.01•an i_I1boolog1cal. Collese and the:p.e were 

aomo i dev.z about est ablishing the Evangelical Luthert:L;"'l Church 

i n India. ~:hi~ p lan quickly took preoedenco in the minds of 

t he, Lut h1::.ra,,~s. u.lthou3h somo, tried to maintain that both ideas 

could b o con s:1.de:red a.t thet same th,e, 7 Thia ·1,7ould b& quite 

an o.cco r,plismuent sir:oo it would 1:nyolve the antithoa1a o~ 

donomina tional ::ls111 as avor again.at the i'omat1on of" something 

closer to a l1ni.ve rsf;.l ohuroh. In tho last a11al7ais tho Churoh 

of So~th India was loft out or tu~the:r negot1at1ona. 

-------
6J. D. Asirvaclam. "The Tamil h"'vange11oal Lutheran OhUJ'Oh 

a11d Ch't.i-rch Unio1·1 n The Gospel iiitneas. XLV (tiaroh. 19S0). 
76 r. • - ---- .;..;.;;;;.....,__....,. 

( 
7st'l.'h e Chu:roh or south India,"!!!!, Gospel r.atnoao. XLVII 

Fobil"Wley• 1951), 160, 
I 



'i'ho iu1sl.tcono roi'\l:>~d to co 

l unu ·~ •· ~ ~ •I 

i n t uy-,; .l.s •&l tt,1 ·1 c:ot:Ji.!1\.U'1io1, 1:.i.t;h ot· ur Lutheran, • on-e}>ts­

cm. l.i 1 cri J.' -;,o s . r1i· 1a Ohm:·ctt or. ;;;ugland tilao oJ-igin:illy use,l 

to 

co.1'; • i n c-u~ i;; iih,-O 1>ropos<.:d po:ln,;u 01" og?•oe1::a11t: 

(1) D"i:iho". :; ' p rcub7(;ers nm daaoons 01• th~ Ci1Ul"c.t1 0£ 
.. ·ou t h !m.U.a m~t ."' bo 1uvit,'lcl to i:mec.ch i? t,ut;licnn chu1•cho:1 
on sutt :.b l" ocaosio110, et ·th.o <tiac.retion 01.· i.:-: " 't,•iohops; 
{ ·_ i :1o ?• ~e .. • A:igl:i.{;:n? c:b r g y, wban 011 ·u1"'lou;)1 or 1,,1h o11 
:t'>•· t;...ri.nl.11.,; 5:'or pe riruanent wo:r~, ma.y ii: t h , y cl.G~i:ro 1•esm.1e 
1'ltll a·ca tus Ct$ ,,1in.i~t\-;rs 01 .. the Ohul"'c ·, o _· r:a-,,1:1, ,d, b&iuc:: 
su'bjcc"i:; to ChUJ:•o , of .Bnglr .. nc! :i.'O::»"UlationEJ; (3 J :::'al'liJi>r 
:\:: ~i~a.n c:o~.1. ~u1icante i.1t .. y rece!ve "!oly C01n,.:u ,ioJ. :!11 t h_o 
Ch:w e:··: o\· .ir:1,Sl{-!nd; (tL ) 0thc1-. 001 ,:n.mica:-1ts o f thb Cl..1u1•ch 
o f &>· t h 11 dia w!um i.:a L-11s lsnr.1 nmy 'i.,v \uilco!"1ea to :roly 
C':Oif:,;n Ylion f~~ vi~i to1•3 i"?'Oin U Chri s tin:.\ cp~a:-?UlliO:tl OV<':l"­
&OC.:J, c.t ~l d:L::;c1--c:~io I oi" tho b!.:!hop; (S) A."l(;lioun 
cl&rat,3 and. l :.ty pot-1ions t,'Oi:ng out to ~llub-h ii1<Ua m y no­
O·opt i.i " .c, i1onpitality ox'" t 1ot <rnurub f o, .. tno ?JCol't'or'!llu::ieo 6 ot p.:•i5~;tly ftmeti ;ms o_ t 10 r•oce1vinc~ 0£ I"ol Co:a1;.1uuio!1. 

·"" • -' •
1.tha Ct-i1.1rc!J 01• Sout 1 In\Ua Joint Co :!1ittsc ·tepoxrt to 

t i c Co •• voeetio._ or Cnute, .. ?n1ry O!id }!'01•1'• d 'l'ho I-:ntiom1l Ohi-1.&­
ti:m Couno;1,_ . eview. LXX ( 4\U~'Ust, 195'0), .333. 
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or E11r,1 d 

C;) a.i. .. ::md t·1e Ohu1•ch o.r south India. It 1a a:lgnif"icant 
to llot, ·-h t 

.. " ~ 110 e.gr-e ;::umt was :ronchecl on tho proposal tho.t 
0th

er apisooz>al.J.y 01•do.inet! proobytors and deacons sboulc! bo 

Parmittod to coleb::.•nt e Holy Oot1t11union 111 /1ne;licllll ohuttchoa. 
T' 118 que::,tion h ad beo11 rliooua:;ud and t 10 Chureb of lingland 

would a gr~e t o t hi~ 1,roposai on;ty 011 the conr11tion thct suob 

t'!en lit1·it t'he:ir rnini::ttra tions to tho Ohut•ch o-r lmgland o.nd 
t hnt thuy not use tho1P freedo1n to 1'ell owsh1p with the non­

t>p!scopnl chu1'"c.1e s.9 · 'l'he basic :renturea or this agreemont 

wore nccepte.c1 by the Oluu•ch of I:relond ir1 19, 2.10 

Tho que ~tior1 of: .followsb1p did not disl'llpt the support 

given to the Chul"'c:h or South Indio. o:-:: the part o~ the 1rarioua 

mis_sion :;;ociaitiuu and churches. The Church of South India 

hP.cl been eai;~blish od only- arto1• it \Yas o.saured of' this con­

tinu6d sup7,ort. 'l'he general diosat1sfaotion 1Yith the hin­

drru1cGs t h:i.a involved is tirought out in on editorial cot:eont 

1n the ot"f'icial pupor of the Church of South India with these 

wo:rds: 

T'oe Oh 1.1:rch Union J.rovement is partly the cause and par-tly 
t h~ r e_suJ.t o f t he ~ou.mcmica,l r.tover.1ent. It ie a1'.f'ected 
both by t heolo31cal and by no11-theolog1oal :rnctors, the 
mo0t non-thoologicol 1'nctor being tbe i\lmighty Dollar -
or the Omu1potant Found ••• • Bven Comity is not 
enough; it lluo aerved its day. llon <Tnurcll Union is oa­
aeut1al, but is not enough, beoause son,etildos 1t ??Jay 
e:u:il.y z•es11lt 1 not 1n " Chu:rch Union, as ouch, but 1n 

9 
· Jb:ld., PP• 3.311. :r. 

c10"aru.u .. ch of' Ireland oncl o.s.I., 11 !!!! South Indio. Oburch­
!!!.fi August, 1952),p. li!-• 
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a oupc i .. denominntion. The Church of South India - a step 
in th:- rit:.ht d:Lroct1on - ls nove?·tholoss, not what ouch 
a unite cl South India should be ideally, but rather what 
m:J.as1oru,:r1e~. e.11.d those brour;ht up by thom, thinJt it 
ou~t to be.1.L 

1-To :ne.t i.:el• how l.3UCh the Church or South L"'ldia might dis­

like t bo di:roctivou connected with tile suppo:rt 5ivon by 

chur c hes and rnisaion societies., it has no intention of 3lvln3 

up 01, doin3 1Jithout tl11o suppoi-t tor the time being. On 

Februli.ry 1 2 ,. 195.3, the Oh.urch. 0£ &>uth I11dia council 1n 

G:reat ~r•.it u:tn · was established. Prcvioµs to this a committoe 

hac been :f'unotion1ng to co-ol'diuo.te tho work of• the ta1as1ollaey 

socic,ti ew •,;hich sup,rortod t he Ohurch of South India. The 

oh o.ix-mu~ oi' the 11.e?.1ly f'o1~ed council is itov. J. s. ll. Hooper, 

uho was t he i'orMer i;roo.aurer or the C't1urch or South India. 

'.&."'he chu2--che,:; :re,p re~1entod 1n this cour1c11 nre: Anglican, 

1:othodi ~t, Co11grega~i.oru1.l. and the Cllurch of" scotland. ?11s-

u1on u.ry Socit)ties 1•epresented inol11de: 

c. ~1. w.11.c.; L.i! .. S.J 1.1.u:.s.;. and o.u.G .. 

oigbt people attached to this coune1l. 

There a:re thirty_ 

~ost of thom a:re 1\111 

ti·J1e po.E1tors in Il.:ngland ::,o the work is lei"t mainly to the 

o!:ulir~an e.nd ~evoral secrotarioa.12 This dontinuod aupport 

from t he pa:::.,ent bodies mal::es tba QhUl'ch of south India some­

iihint~ le s 3 t h • ,1 ind igc,nous. 

1111~h e Patte1"D o'f" Christion ,,ork ira Ir1dia, s' 'l'he south 
India Ohu:rchmGn (Deoembe1•, i9.S.3), PP• 2 r. -

m, 1211c .s . I. Oawio11 in c;..a., 11 ~ .~ .. J•.h India <Jhurcha.'113%1 
~tarc11. 19$3) • p,. 4, 
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Ji. R V:i. t a l ized ·wa.."lgolioal i..iasion Protsram 

l•No:r u,ince ito i'o:rrunt1o 1 1r, 1947 tho loaders 0£ the 

o:f' South Intli :i have beon empha.e1z1ng tl1e basic need 
1'0 1

• evnr1colimn 0 11 tho part 01' the now ohurch. Thia omphaaia 

ha:s brought about a great miso:lona17 zenl 1n the Chul"Oh or 
~ uth Indi a ctnd i, ... 'ls lod to the inaugurntton of' ".toNign 

lllisoio2 • " 'h,e Ohu:rch 01' .south India has allJOst a aoore of 

1!11 sions :l.21 oporat ion which it maintains at mi ann'llt\l cost o.t 

no . l._8 , ooo ( :.\bout ;)2!,,600) without any :f'o:re1311 aid. The 

Ohurol,. 1' Sout h Illdia oflX'l•ies on oo-onlled 1'ora1sn mls~iona 

-: n..:. t ho c.b riginal Goncls in Oontral India and moong tho 

!1ntivos or t lae island of Papua.13 

':.1! 10 h rm.1 or South India nnd the Pa.pua. District Oom­

t itt eu o cho L . ::T ., S . havo a working agreoment in Papua 

who? b y t bo Papua. lli s trict Committee adviaoa the Church o.t 

Sou t h :::ncli wl'lanever t here nro openings fol' Ohul~h o:r south 

Indi \·:ork 1,s or m1sniol'.aries .. 1rbo only real d1:r1'1au1ty 1n 

this mutte r i3 t hat t he Ohm-oh or SOllth Indin m1ssionar1es 

0 1't n do :not have adequate training, but r.iany or thom aro 

PI'ovi !~ to be suoeans:ful workora.14 

Thi s r a i se!; tho queat1cm vhoth&1, thG native ohurohea or 

_ l3~. Priestly• "A United Olnaroh EYansel1sea.u The ~~?'n~l O"nrist1nn Council Review, LXXII (St>pttm1bor,~.$2), 

14."Papua " 'l'he ,South India ~ (July, 19$3), P• S • . ----------=-=-
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tbe m.! ~ 

• ;i.ss10,:, s o·c:loi.;:les should cal"l"y on m1saion wo:rk. The 
... .! t 
..,;i_ ac.ition :i.c nicely suramed up by one of the biabops 1:.1 t h o 

Chu~ch or Soutl l nd1n i n this manner: 

Q • • 'l'hE: oighteenth oentllry Jmew Churohos which hac1 
lio t a l ly c a ~s ocl to b e miss ionary aoc1ot1eo ODd say,• the 
b 11•t h o:f" missionary aociotiea which ~ade no c.le lin to bca 
C.1u1•c.-oa • • • • :1:-; was to bo expactod. tho w1ns1ona~· 
s~cl~ti oc o:!'ten \,rought \'/ith tbem an 1nadoquate dootrir..:.e 
0 1. i;.ne Ci urch . Tno l"Dtlli.n a;npho.tii is 1n all t lle thin!d.ne 
o :i' the youngol' cburches to-dn:y ia towards tl1e re1!led7in3 
o r this cic.fect, T"ao woi-clu "dovolut1an." n1ntegration " 
c.:.n ri the liko remt:nd ua of the struggloa which the 
:your1tz;o7' Ohui•oh es ara having to reoa:.sert the:, trut 1 th:.I t 
i t i s t h,J Ohu1.•ch which :tu the ,n1sa1on beca.uae it has 
t he co;~;'li s s io'i to represent ChJ"iet to ruen. l.!:> 

I t muct be r10tee tha t t lle union move,nent in sout:i1 India 

w:.,~ P~i i'1f:l r :S.l y I11cUa:n. !i1l1is develop1aout cho\1s t h ,~t so;!1e o~ 

t he :...ncU.11 l Chris t :ltJ.'!i leurlors \'.'e 1~0 v!e,1in~ theil• church c.s a 

ency r ·thor than ~n o~sonizction.16 

neconutruction of Litu~gy 

Con:.; i clel-.a lo c.lifi'iculty has bo~n encountef'ed in 1'0J\.1inc; 

e u.nil'ol"~•i l:!tll .. gy. one o~ t he early 11ttompta i eopec1ally 

note-.·,oz•'i:ihy. A propostsd ror ,1 of Dt.T'Vice cl.osoly follo\'!ing 

; ri11du p n,..m rites l\'e.s couductecl at the Bishop 1s T'1eological 

Colle ~ at T1ruiua:r1yur antl late?• :reproduced ot the Contezui:ry 

JlO.ll with t h o u:rgb1·( or Bishop Solwyn. The !"ora 0£ t h e 

15 
J. . 1. Losclio 1e\'/big1n., 'l"'no Rouniori ~ £,!:! Cllurch 

(Lo,11eon: scr..t P1•esa . 1948), p. nr.-
l6 A. J. Aransaden. Chu:rch Un1on 1n South Incl1n {;:;enga­

loro: Ba ... ol ~.'.iooion Preus, 191,.7), p.,-.5. 
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881~ i c o i i,') r oughly as follows: no oler:l.cal vestments, in­

stead, ~11 1e a1 .. native Inclian costumes; all wo:rsh1ppere wash 
t he11.. Xe · t · t the door of' the ohapel ( a Hindu c ustom); tbe 

' ·ol, sh :!pr,e1"s .._ o i .. -i procession around the cluipol. singing Tmail. 

1lrx•:lca ( o.. ~Iir1du custom); thou the confession is sung ne c. 

l y ric t o th.r-, a ocoa11>2ni r.1,imt 0£ Indian 1.us ical inotru1ne11ts. 

The s r man 1as bused on an important idea in t4 Tamil Salva 

•->iddhanta . 1,7 This pa rticula:- .f'om1 of' sci-vice \·;as by no Cleans 

corrn11on , bu t it doe•s illustrate tho extremes possible 1n n 

chw.-.c h ,'.lh ich i s 11ot u11ifo2"!D i n its practice. 

S ~=aetl.li n , 'hos beo11 clone to produco a Mo:ro unii'or-~ order 

of' ooJ.'»vlc e ! 'or tho congregations iu the Church 01' South !ndia. 

A 1,Mturcy com:11ittee v,a.s set up in 19h.8 nnd worked out a 11-

t u:-.."GY b ::u ied or.t so·me eler;1onts of all the un1or1 ~~ urches. '!'his 

01•c1er or so:rvico vrus :r1r~t used at tho synod in 19$0. A i'i­

nEil i'Ol"m o f t ho order or servico slloulcl be adopted at tho 

::i~,ruod or 19$L. art r t h e dif't"iculties h11vo been el1~u1natod 

duri n~ thi s tri~l period. 

A co1:-1plotely now loctiona11 y- is bei11g dra\'ln up to 1n­

cludC:J t hu roadi 'ilBS for dnily se1Viceo . Some a roas evGn pro­

s cribe sermon t exts which must be used. 

Iri a ddition to the combin oc.1 ordor 01" sorv1oe thoro is 

t b e o:rde:r o-r oounnunior1. Besideu these combined ordet•s t here 

~111 also have to be specir1c ritoc according to the Al1glican 

--------
17 A. J. .Appasamy, n An .h1d1an Ii'ot'm o!' ~orship," The rra­

tl,onal Christian Council Rovie-r,, LXVIII (January. 19lilJT• 23 r. 
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nnd He!'ormed t:r•ad it1ons. An ordet'" tor con1"1rmat1on bas been 

solectea ~ith tko vis w ot gain1118 tho approval or the Church 

or ~..,l d .. '.l:he :::ethodist Qburch o:r Australia bas proposed 

t o t -
1
-e b ,__ ~ on t b is ordor o~ con ttrmat:lon. Till now t ore uu& 

b eer1 no \' orl:: on a uniform baptisr.icl. sel"V1oe.
18 

13 r~ .. i, • Brc,vm, "Five ·years or Liturgical PrOgress, 
11 

Tbo 
South I ndia Churchman (saptembor. 19$2), PP• 16 r. 
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OJIAPTi.'R VI 

lr°ITAT..iu.A'r! Oil o :.:- TiIE ESTABLISln:m;;T OF T!r.-;: C l'URCI! O? .'OUT,- I l iDIA 

~"he Ohu~ch or south India cono1ders itself to be in 

t •no Pl'"O.COS ::J ot: union. The 1naugurat10n or the Wlion in 19h.7 

has always be e n x-esarded as only the be-ginning rather than 

t i .e co· ple te consuummtion of' this union. The proposal i ncor­

PO?a ta i r ~be negotiations ror union stated that actual 

uni on w&a 1o i; con templated till thirty years after the union 

had been i n a ugurated.. For this reason it 1s d1.ff'1cu1t to 

e iv I t1-.ue ev a lW1tion or tllis union at this ea:rly dato since 

t ho unio:n h a s· bo0n ir1 operation for only six years. 

A C1"itical f_i,valuo.t.!.011 :r:ro,o Enaland. Ame:rioa. and India. 

One of" t he distinguishing maJ"lcs of the union was the 

lai•ge a.mount of cpit1o.1tnn which it rece1vod,. This crit1o1sm 

con tinu.od ai'ter tho union. but at a let-isol" paco. Tbe :r cl 

valuo o~ t his criticism 1s that it gives somewhat of an eval­

uation o:r t h.e union itael:r. Tho presentation of' a sample 

c1 .. it ioisr:: 1'ro1,1 outside the union will holp toward a proper 

eva.lustion., A Scottish .Ep1ooopa1 m1niatel" had this to so.y 

e.hout the Ohurch ot South India in 19501 

~he Chu~ch of South India baa nOYI clo oe on a. million 
adhu:rents. Out in spito of" our .fondest hopes. tho union 
has not yet resulted in any reduction in tho nUldber or 
diviaiona in tl&o body of Christ in South India o:r in t h e 
v1orld. Anglicans. Proabyter1ans. 1.tethodists. Cong:rege.­
t1onal1sta. are all reported to have stayed out in 
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f iffei•ent plaoea, and the now Church of South India 
snot yet in f ull communion Y1th Anglicans anywhere. 

• • • Bu·t i 't soinet1mes seo1ns almost as 11" we \Tero 
movi9g towarcl3 the .formntion or a Protestant bloc, 
~!o- u-v~s t b& Roman Church in particular •••• I~ 
,;,e a1:to :J.11 To.ct aira!r.g nt the e s tablishr.J,s.nt of n ,A·ro­
·t ~ut cn i; bloc, then it ls hypocrisy to claim thct wo are 
s "G:ri v:!.::ig f o::.• t be i'ulfi1ln1ont o.r the Lord's will.1 

.1. . i a is r a tho1• shaz,p Cl.'"it!c1mu coming .f'l"om a qunrtor 

Which ha.cl actuo.1ly cained m12ch 1n the union th:it adopted 

t h5 h ist ol"'ic e p1scopo.to. A much more deliberate and thousbt­

ful critlei ~m can be gained from a rather lengthy excerpt 

:f'ourld ! :n a Luthere.n po.poi• published 1n At'J8r1ca. ~i~'l 

Lut: u::- 1 writ e 1, sets forth tbia opinion: 

Al thou,..h tho un1o is not or such a nature e.s to com-
1.1ond :f.taol:r t o one, uith the Lutheran conception of: tho 
nat ,~r>e of' the C-.auroh it ls •. on the \'#hole,, a step in tho 
1•i~ 1.t direction. Tho united Ohu:rch ho.a adopted a ·mini­
!Ull!lt credal stntomont which includes the authority of 
t h e ·;0 1 .. ,1 or Ood. t ho a'boniue; work of Obrist, end the 
doc·tr1ne of salvat ion by f'n1th. It coni-osees clearly 
the a o~ential doctrines of tl10 holy catholic i'aith. It 
doe s not make a detailed conteasion of' faith on all 1m­
po~t ant doctrines because it feels that the un1t1ns 
church e s niust "grow togetho1•" in the f'aith. Un this 
1,1--in ciplo no un1tin0 chu:rcb was ezpeoted to surrender 
01, a:ll;ei-- any or its belie.fa . bo:t"oro union. truch emplla­
•Sis ha::1 been placod on the "contribution II which eaoh of 
the uniting churches bas made to the whole, en omphas1s 
wh ich has · given r-100 to the f'ear among oo,ne Lutherens 
that tho now Church by 11.standing .for eve?-yi;h1DB 11 will 
in t ho end "fall tor anything.a 

Om• judament on this new venture in ProtestBnt unity 
should be tempered by the lmowledge that it has been 
brou;;:ht a.bout by tho ·er.forts or men v:bo humbly and s1n­
ce1•oly believe that the:, are acting 111 obed:Lonce to the 
will oi' God and tlle guidGJlOG oi' the Holy Sp11,1t. To 
ove::c•l.oolc this .fact, or to minimise it in any uay. would 
diacolor our whole view of tbe <Jhu:roh of South India. 

1o. M. Copland, 110n From Sou·th Ind1a, 11 The l.Jat1ona1 
Chr1st1nn Council lleview, LXX (?!arch, 1950).--n:s t. 
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Alt hough thol'e is, in OUl " v1aw, an incomplete under­
standi ni:, o:r tho naturo of' tho Church's cathol1c1t.y and 
a :res ulting overemphas,is on the outwai-d i"orm of tho 
Church, t hor~ has been and 1s. an ee.rncot deaire to 
mnnii'ast in n s ree.ter measure thm1 heretoi"ore t he 
OJC~.s. t i ri.,~ unity a rJong belio'lfers • • • • Ii' r,o Luthel"flns, 
:t n oui- l e.wi'ul anx:f.ety to preserve the tl'Ue nature of' 
t he Church 's catholicity, he.Ve at t-1mes t&ndad to mini­
r11iz e t ho· i mportance or t ho outwa rd mo.nifes,tat1on of' that 
uni·!;:,- 10 ,:an. find nu exttmplacy corr•ective in the zocl 
nnd conscol'etion with which

2
t h ese 1aen h avo pursued 

th1?:f.r goal o -£ "One Olluroh, 11 

Si 1ce t he writer of tho above renu11'ks 1o oonnectod with 

thiu ;riter' s deuou i netlon. his l'emnrlcs can in part be tcl:on 

to oxp1 .. ess my own op!r1ion. Rowevcu•, i"o'f:I a more compl.ata 

oval uatio or t l a criticism leveled aga1na·t the C"aurc.h or 

So t India 11_1(,J ,~us t al,s o co11sider t he criticimu cor.aing :trom 

wit .. in t ha.t church . The1•e could oasily bo much quoting or 

t · e radi cals, but a 800d conoiso evaluation i s given 111 on 

e i.ito1--i a l or t be oti'icial paper of the Chu'f:lch o -£ south India. 

~'h.e editor states his position v1ith these words: 

lfo wond o1" that - not taking into account the Bishops 
and C:onferenco babitues - thoro is more ontbuaiasm 
f'ol~ t he c.s.I. among 111ss1ona1•ies (some 01' 71hom jea­
lously :rsgaPd 1 t as tb.e1r handiwork) than among otho:r 
in.rligenous olera, v,ho hardly :teel tha.t thoy havo a 
sto.ke in the Oh.llI'ch, or mnong the laity who wero not 
adequate ly prop~ed for tlle 001n1113 Union and have, 
t h ere1'ore, largely reconciled thems elves to it as 1nev1-
tnble. The truth in t hat t here !s little lovg or en thu­
siasm fo'f:I the c.s.I. amons the rank and !'1le.-' 

2M. t. Kretzman, 8 1'he li\ttul'e or the Luthoran Church 1n 
t he Orlent," An1er1can Lutboran, XXXIII (Janulll"Y. 19.SO), 
7 and 18. 

311The Challenge o~ o.s.z.," The south India Churchman, 
(Septembor, 19.5'2) .• p. 3. -
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•'Ii t h t· -e ma.tori3.l 1n th:!.s paper as baolc81'0un4 I aho.11 

atteHJYI. to give iay o·,•.=n evalue.t1on of' the Church of South India. 

Pai•ti c:t1l e.r 1 y i n two .fields., Tbt:> .first al".en. ,iill be the basic 

U.ni !'ying .fac t oz- and its value as a basis for union. and the 

aoconcl ·,:1.11 be the advantages and disadvantngea of church 

un :ton i nn s o-called m1s:i1on e.reo.. 

Tho Basic Unifymg Factor 

'J.':'1.e b &sic unifying 1"actor ln the Church of Sout h India 

i3 t ?.o doc trine oi' t he Church. This doctrine has been ove:r­

si :r>l 1.f':ted and is based almost entirely- on John ~7 and 

Ti'p e sians 4. This overaimplif'ice.t1on has led to tho deve1op­

Ment o 'J.' t b e outward fo:rm or tho Ohul'Ch while oeriously nog­

l octin~ t he inner unity of faith which constitutes t h e Church. 

Cel"tainl y both outward union and inner unit-:, v1el'8 talton into 

con sidera tion , but outward union wo.s considered tho priTd81'7 

~actor and 1nwu.rd unity aa secondaI"3". Many other attempta 

et union havo streosod the inward unity first and the outward 

union second. The tl'Ue baeis of union 11es 1n aahievins somo 

de ul""eo or balm1ec, between these tvo :raotora. 

By puttina this emphasis on the dootrino of the Church. 

the Chui•oll or Sou'bb India ahose vriso1y. Tho 1"aot 01' tbe 

matter i ra that any scheme o'E union must always bo connidered 

1n tams o~ Ohurcb u:n1011 and not denominnt1onal uniou.. The 

one large f"au1t found 1n the position of" the Church of south 

India i a thi:at it did not auf:f"loiently do1'1ne this dootrlno 
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of ~ho <rnu~oh to ontiofy those 5:roups which it hoped to talte 

iut.o :rollov;sh:1.p with itself". llom,3vor. at the aorJe time tho 

Chux•oh of fouth lndia n1u1Jt be commendod tor its attempt nt 

simplicity in ata t:lng its noctrine which reduced the wrangling 

ovo1• words to a 1ni11itnum. 

Jidvtu.1t ~es w.1d Disadvantages of' Union 111 a 7.iission Area 

~11"1 adva.11tagea or cllurcll union in a so-callod r.11ae1on 

n~on nro generull7 the asme as thoy would bo in any othor 

area. .. . !0 1 .. •evei .. , in tho mission o.roa the Church must be ex:-

t~e. 013 ca reful not to expose itoelr to undue ridicule from 

i;h heathen. T"nis ridicule :f'indo a 1'ortilo field in tho 

v a:r•ious divisions t hat havo been produced by donom1no.t1onal1sm. 

/1. t r•1.10 union 0£ the Church would make it possible to hi1ve a 

union or effort and weans. and would aako ror better eteward­

:ash:lp oX men and f'm1d1; sent to the m!osion area. Another ad­

v an t age would be that the toission area could be oove:red more 

efj~ect1vely by a control plan and atra1;ogy. Above alli, a 

lU1ited Church would be il'l a better position to ostcblioh in­

tligonous churcheo since it would elir.1:innte t .ho danger oi" se­

coaoion an,d trar,s.fe:r or loado1•a :f":ro&1 one denomin~t1on to the 

otho1". !Iot,•ever. 1n tho 1"1nal analysis these advm1tagos de­

pend entirely on a union in :ruith and dootr1ne as uel1 aa in 

outward 1"orm. 

i'he disadvantagos of' chl.U.'Oh union as it is exempliried 

in tho Chu:rcb of South IndS,a can ba d1v1dod into t,o major 
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cntecorias . On e d1sadvontage 1s o. rlrastic Nduotion 1n the 

cloc -tz,1na.l plnti'ot111 ox the Oburch. By attempting to intogrante 

i 1 o doctrine and prnctico of many denominations it has in tbe 

Pl-Oc es g .dopteu o?Tor as well as truth. This still leaves 

t he ri.ew church 'llith the problem of trying to weed out the 

e1•r•o1--n wi i.hout dis rupting the outward form. The other diao.d­

v ... ·i t l_;o of cbu1' 0h union il1 a 1uisa1on area is tho c01apl1cat1on 

t lw:i; <-~ vvlops i n producing ia.n indigenous church. The Church 

o!' So t h !1 d i n i s still reoo1v111g financial nssistonce f'rom 

!1;~ p o.:ren." o:t1ganizo.tiona. As long as this situation continues, 

the C}lure h 01· So~t h. Indlu will be bound to those porent or-

a 1i znt ions becauuo they show no intention of oontr1but1..~g 

funds \,it out at t he as.mo timo contributing olai1-as :md de­

uund::-i o t he n cm church. It' this support is vr:tthd:Pavm, the 

Cl,u1'"ch oi' South India is 1n danger of" disintegrating becauoe 

or i •las acute poverty. On the othor band• so lone; as this sup­

port exists t10 Church of south India will not bo able to es­

t ab l ish 1tsol:r o.s a truly 1ud1genous church. 

Tl:lare is u vsluo.ble lesson to be learned :fl•om the union 

which bl"Ousht about tho OhUrcll o:r South :':ndia. The Men who 

worked for ita t'ol'Dlation did not all aeo it come into being. 

ilowevor, in the process thoy exhibited a faith th t would 

not bo daunted by the n10st dU' r1oult obstaoloo that are con­

nected ulth. etroi~s o:r this kind •. !!'hey have given a valuab1e 

exm.1ple to all thooe ~ho think that all effort at union is 

ll3oless. Their overemphasis on the outwal"d aspocts of• chuPOh 
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Union v,o.s rlo!iparately needed to countoraot to some degre(; 

the O'VG:t'atuphasis on the con1'essiona.l o.apects of chur ch union. 

Tho se.d t l.o o~ history givos us no roal assurance that these 

tv,o e uphases will ever be brought ir1to propel" balance, but 

t h is balance 1a sa~oth1ng th.at must be ossent1nl in all 

uni on oi'f orta . 
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