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I~ T~ l~ li' A C 1:. 

"The fUnction o~ the historian is neither to 

love the past nor to emancipate himself from the past, but 

to master and understand it as the key to understanding the 

present." (LII . Carr, What i s history?, 1964 p.26') The 

existence of an independent Dantu Presbyterian Church ("s .p .a.) 

has raised many Questions and problems which could only be 

probed by tracing its history. It is f''lscinating that even 

with the passing of so many years the issues at stake are 

still in the forefront. Perhaps in understanding the past 

one may better understand the present, but only one with 

acute vision will know the "right solution fl
• 

The '!Presbyt erian mission" has been one o~ 

many in South Africa and has been present for over 150 years, 

yet I found little, as far as published work is concerned, 

which de~s comprehensively with the various bodies comprising 

this mission. Nor is it clear, even in Presbyterian circles , 

what its history and policy has been , or meant, in the life 

o~ this country. Unfortunately, material is not always 

readily aVailable, (which I round to my dismay), and both 

time and expense is involved i n collecting such. I have 

conseQuently had to rely on scanty i~ormation as well as 

the drY-80s-dust, uninformative blUE books of the n.p.a.and 

P.C.S .A.., which may indicate trend.s "but very little by way 

of individual thought. With SOME spadeworl< lione by a few , 

it is an ardent hope that more will be done to uncover the 

past to knit the Presbyterian tradition together, that it 

~ay take its place amongst other histories, not in any parti­

san mffiLDer, but only to contribute to a healthy ecumenical 

climate where the worth of each tra(lition i s acknowle:.lged. 

and us ed to increase the spirit of closer co-operation. 

The Question of Presbyterian Union has long 

been present. Hy hope is that this thesis may clarify and 

encourage. 



1:0 a t'1i!W ! 0'iI€ ''!uch. -::.'0 r rof'. C'llv1n Cook, 

l'rofescor of' -.cclesiastical 'l!isto:y "!t "1hroes, ! extend. ':lY 

crntefUl thanks ror his patience an] hC'lpful £,uid'l11ce 1;'iithout 

u:1doubtsUy :Je tha."1ked f'or his re'1:1L'1e:::s t o S1.J.llIlly In1'ormation. 

The number of' quotai.ions f'rom bis ;;ork "Jill convince :myone 

of f!IY depen-1ence on 1>.1s excel] mt ~l InSP1rln~ book. 

'ro rrr,y sister-In-law. .I\n..'l Grceff'. 7'hO type 1 t.he:lraft copy i n 

such haste onl trying clrcumst:mccs, ! must make ncntlon of' 

~ debt. V;lst, but not least, to ~r:: . nita ·{aasl.orp, mo 
is responsible: for the final typln[, -m~ J'M thE l.l."lEIlvia'ble 

task of doi.'1g everything at the 11st minutE. 'E'or her time 

ana :pat1cnce I extend my ratefUl t:l'l!lks. 

--, .v.J .s. 
J311uary , 1971. 
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1. THE !.fISSIONII.RY J3ACKGROUNI>. 

Scottish missionar-;r activity, which produced 

the Bantu Presbyterian Ohurch of South fl..frica, springs f'rom 

the missionary enterprise and. f'ervour so characteristic of' 

the nineteenth century. It began with the rise of the 'Evan­

gelicals' within the churches both in Scotland and England, 

who, because of their strong piety and enthusiasm, felt the 

need to proclaim the Gos:pel to the heat11en in f'ar distant lands. 

Ai'ter finding themselves fi'ustr0.tet 'by th.e lack of symP':lthy 

of' the ''broad.' churchmen who were not fired 1JY the sa'11e en-

thusiasm they turned to d.ifferent metho!ts. They gTouped 

themselves together to f'ound. missionary agencies outside the 

institutional churches through whic11 they could. channel their 

enthusiasm. Thus in 1796, some of like mind, met in the 

Ohapel-oi'-Ease Sessionl1ouse, Albion Street, Glasgow, and formed 

the Glasgow Missionary Society (G. ·'.S.). The Society soon 

produced a r~ort which enshrines particular and imPortant 

mission~J principles and likewise a dist inctive missionary 

outlook. 

"The document which is 1':rt Ed • Glasgow, 1tarch 1st, 

1796', although couched in the cllaracteristic 

language of the time, reve"Jls a penetrating and 

wide-visionEd mind. Indeed, it may be contemed. 

that if' the sim.:l;lle (lirections the paper cont'l.ins 

had been followe.a the history of mod ern missions 

should have been consiierably different!' 1. 

The r€!J)ort begins with the Qualities which are to be f'ound in 

every pros:pective candidate for the mission field. It then 

goes on to enunciate general missionary principles as follows: 

"1. That two missionaries should 'be..joinErl in the 

sacred work : that one's t'l.lent consisting chiefly 

in informing the mind; the other's, in striking 

/ 'llhe ••. 

1. R;l.W. Sh~herd, Lovedale, South AJ.""riC3, TJovedale Press, 

(1940) :p. 24. 
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the 1)388io218. 

2. 'rhat th€".1 shoul'i iJ€ i'urnish€l 1dth pON,rs to 

!iiminister 'both Worl SIll Sacr'V,~mt s. But whetller' 

this should be (l one by SO:!le Pr€,f''by~er;l. or by 

ministers in the Society. ,'e r:re:-:u..,€ not ,to 

('I. et ern in e. 

3. That previous to their setticl out in their 

sacred ..u.sslon, they shouli in ~.,e preSEnce of 

the Directors, be solemnly recom"'lcn'1 e1 by prayer 

to God, J)J)d enjoin~, to stuvy the tnow13gc of' 

the truth, f'ide1ity in their "lisslon, 'ln'l unwi'111ty 

between themselves, 'l,S they rE't'1r~ t'1eir own 0011-

f'ort, anil. the edification of th0se '3!llon£ '''hom th€"J 

minister. 

4. That if circumstances p!:rmit ";hey sllOUli be 

strongly recommend.e-J to the notice 3.111 protection 

of sucll as are in power in t 11€ :pl'3c(; whither they 

are se.nt. 

,. Tll.',t havint;:. re"lche:l the p1 ?Ct of :l estin"ltion, 

they shoul . .i not L'lI'lleji'1tely oeg:in tc teaoXl by an 

interpreter; not only 'bc-ca'Jsc tLi" is 9. co11 md 

circuitous manner of cO'lITIunic a tinl smti:l;ent , but 

also because he may misinterprEt, th.Eir "'orls, ani 

accordingly d('t'e1'lt the end of :;hd~ 'nission. 

6. That, t.m:!er the 'lirection of' '3 l'eQcher, tb.€",{ 

shou11 L'll<'J.ediat ely ':l:pply t!".e!!lScl v E'S to 1 €'1rn the 

language of the coun.try. 

7. That, in te"lching, they fIlUS't not ri': icule the 

pagan iiols , nOT their ma.'1tl€I' of for.shi:p; 'but 

cRlmly reason with then, 3.lw'iYs shewing the utmost 

benevolence; that they oueht not to ex:pos€ the 

innocent custO"lS o,r the country; but, '!oS :far "S 

:possible, 'become alltihinzs to all men , that they 

may save some. 
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P. 1'hat ·tr.~E:Y shoul i neither Jirectly nor in:iireot-

ly r Esent injuri ICS , but en,ieavour, on '3.11. oco3.810ns, 

to overcome evil ~i"tll co01 . 

9. That they shoull use no p"rrty-n::>!'1e~, nor un-

necessari1y ·:liscover to thE he"lthen "'01'11 the 

mu1ti:pl e ani mournful -iivi"io!ls "'hicb prevlll 

~~ongst Chri8ti~n~ . 

10. 'l'hat as circur.J.st'mces ,,'I'llit, they shoull :l evotE 

a Il'3rt o:f e'lf!I'Y day, (thE Sab )sth exct'pteJ.,) to 

acquire such knowlalg:e of' the l?.1lt,;"Uage of t h3t 

COU!ltry where they minist€.'!', tiB. t "rt lA.st, by the 

gocd h'3nd of their God upon tllE.!l1 , they may be able 

tc trant'l ,"!.te "O'l1e parts of Scripture into it, 

b€gjnnine: with the Gospel vi' John nn:l some of the 

PSFl1ms , as the ,X.UII, LXXII, ex 3!li eXII. 

11. That f'rom time to time thE'Y shoul'l tran8m t 'lll 

account of their situation to thE. :~ irectors of the 

Society. 

12. TInt if it :please the I,or ' 0 '" the h?J'Vect to 

send forth a succession of l~bour~TS, the Directors 

of' the Society shoul:,! SETr~. tl1€::!1 out two by t "lO, 

'il Vl'iYS associatint a young ::i s slon;rry \'1i th 'ill 

o1r'!. er." 1. 

TIlese pri!1cillhs have been quot el 3,t len[th f or they cOllvey 

the theolo[ic'3.l ani social views of' tll € SociEty to v.'hich all 

members WEl".te able to subscribe. Their com on U'lsis lay in 

an ev3l1gelicFll 'illd conservative theoloLY ~:hich prorluced. 

:pr!lctices trnt in the Y'Boial re1ationshir's of South Africa 

were regarded. ·3.S 'liberal'. The pollciGS Enshrined in the 

document are similarly a product of' the 'liberill' viel'l of 

missions heN by the evangelicals ani it i s this view which 

1. ibid. pp. 25-26, iluotint the C. ' .S. Q,uartcrly P3:pEr, 

June 1828, pp. 3-4. 



:. 4 ! 

shall be tr<:lcel tl1roug..'1out this analysis of the history lesrl­

irl€ up to, and the subsequent 'l ev elop"ieD t o:f the Bantu Pres­

byterian Ohtl.l'cl1 (B.P.O.). This basis of th!r evangelical 

'liberalism' lies in the 110p€f'ul vim'l of the J)otentialities 

of' human nature throueh education '3rll ev"ngelism as oPl1osed 

to a pessimistic viell1 that rega:r1s i1U"irill l1"lture '3.8 unchange­

able. Unlike some brands of' ('van£;ElioB.ltllE:ology, their 

alliance with these 'liberal ' views i s"uel j.n involvEment in 

social issues and setting up eO.uc3tional 8111 'need.ieal ins titu­

tions. Speaking of' the Scottish mlssions in Genersl ani 

T.,ovro.ale, their f'oremost station, in :vartlcul,r; i:ineh1ifr2
• 

has this to say: 

"The roucation provided has itself been d.escribei 

as the €lllbod.iment of' paternalism or the i:rrwosition 

of' a :foreign culture u"'Ilon 'l. :peepl e whose trad.it ions 

were thereby Qestroycl. It h99 '3.1so been cond.ernned, 

o:f course, as being too 'libers1 '''lEi helping to 

create :political agitation • .. 2. 

The word. 'liberal' needs f'urtrH)r clarific'ltion because of' the 

many shades of' meaning attachei to it. "rhE; G. ' l .S. eJt-:pressel 

a general type o:f liberalism which showe:l 1"1 r€adjness~o 

welcome new Beas '3rlj freedom from bi~otrf . rh.is is shown 

by the f'act th'lt it was non-~. enomin'lti()n"1.. Their miss ion­

aries were enjoined not to use party na""'1E'R, nor to ~poun.j. 

the divisions of' Christen10m to their converts . 

The articles t'ihich state that the missionariE't': f'hould not 

use an interpret€;T but rather 1 €<!rn the hncu'3e.€ ani to 

respect both the people an:] their custO'lS ref'!. eGts 3D anti­

d.ogmatic anI hU"'l'lDitarian 'l]:rproach. This "by no me"lns meant 

~lat their theology was an anthropocentric hu~anism which 

a man like van d.er Kemp W'lS in 'langeI' of' ·producing . But the 

scottish mission"tries of the 19t~1 eentm:y cannot be separ3.te:l 

2. :Peter Hinchliff, The Church in Soutll Africa, T~ondon, S.P.O.K. 

1968, 1>. 89. 
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fto"! ~hEir backt:!'Oun~ which was a rising tilE' of 110ET"1 

opinion. 'They can by no !!leans be 'lPsoci'ltcd with tl.e ;}ritish 

!,i"be!''31 Party llolitics but ';'I erc: :In ag:rcc::lcnt ",:'ith the riCl'lts 

of' injivirluals, ani with progrGss, ?llieh th€)! foun1 to iJe 

compatible with the ftmdamental bIblical tenets. Nor ~;ETe 

the Scottish missiona..-iGs alone in their 11:JeI''l1 views \mich 

:forc(!i them, if' they were to be truE to conscien:3€, to UDhold 

tshc rights :-:.nd di~'Uity of' the1r non-whit" flock. In this 

respect most missionaries wer'e mEal. of' :'iJitE colonial opinion 

all], in thE! forci'ront in espousing tihis C31.::':e Rt!linst the 

obvious ~buse of the .';.8Y.1. 

In 1821, the G. ' !.S. sent it ~ ~i1"et '!lissionaries 

to South UTioa. l'he5e t': Ere il1iay' :lUcLie Thomson 'L."l.1 Joh."1 

::~ cmni€ ,<ho p1"occe1 eel. to ·tihe Chumie :'15S1·')0 St'!tion on the 

Chumie Fiver run by another Sc,-t, .1oJ1-11 1ro~'nl('E' • .101m Jro-.mle€ 

i.1::lS .formerly a m1ssiona:ry 01' the r,on,on :'ic-sionary Society 

'ho severerl his connECtion wi ttl t~€ Society. T'is stillen'! 1'1'lS 

actei as goveru!'llent atEnt for the ar(;a.. I ."':. ]homson securei 

a stipend :fro.., the governmalt unler the !:9me con1itions. 'but 

hisiuties 1{€'r€ more strictly d.efinel bec'l~2e of Bro;;nlee's 

objection to cerii'1in of the governrn€Ilt's :tc :1!'lrds •. )es,Pj .. te 

!l3.l":iships, wars "Ind Ul'lIlre:lictable clb.ate, thc-ir wo:r'!..( GTe'll 

an~ they ere very soon joined. !ly others in the E!Xpm:ling 

work. Chief' amongst the stations '\?as r..ov£~l"lE, .b ich was to 

increl:l.sG in i!l\Portanc€ in t.he follod.n€. :l ec:'l :les. This insti-

tu~ion whiah O'cgMin a humble :fashion, ""''1S to gr071 to one of 

th.e 1 eadini e.lucationsl cent:r€!:: 01 eSSE 1 'lS it .. ?os by a 

remarkable succession of' pr incipals. 

1. Note the case of the Rev • .r.:D."Jon of Yine lVillio.rns Tom 

(1885) no was placel on tri..::l f'or libel ~hen he· conlf"':llled 

the reluctance of !ihe Government (L"l ~he facE of pu'bl1c I'Jrath) 

to :prosecute onE' 'II.J. Pelse' for' the :;'lUr~€r of a n~!iive 

nar:lei Zachariah. 
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The importance of Lovcdale in the :formation o:r the :Bantu 

Presbyterian Church cannot lJe overestimated, because i"t radiai;­

eo.. a particular message in the f'idc. of' rac E rE'lations~ By 

1824, the Presbytery of Kaffraria h8'-1 been formed 'vith William 

Thomson as the guidinG spirit along with John Bennie and John 

Ross. The members of the Pres1Jytery 'irer! thei r stipend. either 

:from the G. ?,f, S. or :from the colonial gov ErDmEIlt, 'bu'h they 

a<lilered to the principles of the Church of Scotl'm'i and rollow­

ed it in matters of' doctrine eLTJ.d Church governmmt . The 

Presbytery was :free :from all ecclestiastical ties :met was 

solely responsible to the G. n~ S. DOlira. of directors, until 

later events in Scotland were to spJ.it mission work, vlhich 

then fell una.er the wing of the home churches '.h·J since h'ld 

become broadly evangelical in character. 

The Frontier War of 1834 dealt Scottish mission 

work a severe blow. The ruin of "old. I,ovedale" and the in­

vitation of' Captain Charles Stretch to buil d on the west bank 

of the Chumie (Tyumie) river led. to the beginnings of' the 

"new Loved.ale". By 1838 a small house ani church-school had 

been com;pleted which was opened by Bennie. A. total of' 132 

pupils were r ecord.ed. as being in attendance llY thE: :rollowing 

year.I. The very next year a memorand.um "'JaR sent to Scotland 

requesting approval for the establishment of' a semin'3ry. In 

1841 William Govan took charge of the newly opened. ins titution 

as its first principal . 

Mission work on the frontier I'I 'l.S on sev er::lloccasions 

disrupted. by :frontier wars. To ad.d to their Ilroblems t he 

missionaries were also drawn into the conflict of the flGreat 

Disruption" that d.ivided. the Church of' Scotland. The "Ten 

Years Conflict" against State interference in Church affairs 

l ed. to the breakaway of apprOXimately 450 ministers to form 

the Free Church of Scotland. 

1. OIl. cit. R.H. W. Sh€IJherd p. 88. 



(18431 Chalmers ~ as 'It pai:lsto make B clEar ttGt 

the I!lovernrnt T as in no sellse l irEote?': tOV'Br ::: 

'!oluntaryism. 'l'houeh we q.uit the ~ stablisit'":lcnt 

~e go out on the est-.blisment p'incipl CO \'10 :J.uit 

a vitiat<rl ::-stablishment Dut o].;.lJ. rejoice in 

returning to a pure one. .'-e n'E a1voc'.'.tes i'or a 

nationaJ rcco"nition 'lni nation'll sUPI:ort of' religion -

and ·.'lC arc not volunt"lries· . • 1. 

'.ehe Free Church advocacy of nati.onnl l'ccoZrtition suit€:1 men 

like ~ . p.. Tho'Tlson nho had no qualms 'l.bout r€ceivi."1g a Cape 

governm.ent sal'1.r",f. to continue '!s one of Us :ninisters. Its 

dynamic spirit an5. its sympathies roun ~ 'rholc-l~('''lrte.i sUJ)por!; 

iTom almost e-vcry missionary in both "-fric'1. "n~ In'lb. In a 

r~ro'kablE cf'fort t.llC Free Ghurch estabH"hei 1.tself 1n the 

provision of churchE's, manes ~mj other a~mitic8 . In 'lliition 

to the eno~us eiU0~tion~1 responsibilities "t hO~E i~ took 

OVe!' extensive "11ssion 'l'fOrk. b'celings in t~:(' O. -. • S. were no 

less afl'ectc1 lrJ the :iisI'l.lptlon 1."11 it $O'>D i'ounJ itself 

in -:lifficu1. ti es. 

"1'he :poeHior: ofth0 30ciety in Cl'lSt;OI'1 ~as j c-oparJ.­

is ~ i, rnany of the 'l:Jherm!;s i!!Hcatin(; that unless 

separation took pl Q.oe bE'tween :'hoE'e '. ho qj.here:d~o 

til'lC p!"inciJ,)l es of the : staolisheJ. Cht.rch, al'ld those 

1.'110 OP.P08€J. it. tlH.'Y oull withJre.w their support 

:fro:!! the Society al toeetl1.er. :'hus the missionaries 

in Kaf'ril"l~ld, at '1 meetin[. h(;L ::t Lovrl:ll G on 17th 

• a:j', 18)8, liviied thc"1selv",,-: clOcor linLly. ,,2. 

1. J.Tl.S. '3urleie;h, A Church nis~oa of 3cotl'1nd, 1,00'on, 

Oxford Dniv. Press. 1960, p. 354. 

2. n. '·ill1aMs . 40en races ~:CEt, JO!l"ln.'1(s~ur ... , '\.L'3. 1 uo-

lishers, 1967, PD. 136-137. 
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'rhe G •. ~ .S. was unable to avoid division. It was decided 

that neither of' the two r101N societies .should. bear the name 

'Glasgow rlissionary Society' so tha'l; they were now respectively 

called 'the Glasgow Missionary Society adherinf to the 

principles of the Church of' Scotl~d' and the 'Glasgow 

African Uissionary Society'. In the ' .ast ern Cape Captain 

Stretch and John Brownlee were iesignatE,l to value the 

G. l f.S. property. :BuInshill, PiriE qn1 Lovei 31e f'ell to the 
1-

f'ormer society, 'llhile Churnie >lIld IgQ.ibigha f'ell to the latter. 

The 'G.H. S. adhering to the princtples of the Church of' Scot­

land' was soon taken und er the wing of' the Free Church of' 

Scotland. While the societies were split at home, the G.A. tJ:. S. 

stations remained. in close co-operation with the other 

missions. }~'Vents in Scotland were soon to divide the two 

sister missions more permanently. The Unite,i. Succession and 

the Relief' Church united. to f'orm the United Presbyterian 

Church. With 518 congregations it was alm02t numerically 

as strong as thE Free Church but conf'incd mainly to cities 

and towns. 

"There were thus two large Presbyt eri'l.n Churches 

outside the }:stablished Church qnd '!J.mo E' t equally 

hostile to it, but f'or different reasons. The Free 

Church opposed. an Eras'tian :r;st 'lbJ.ishment, whil e the 

United. Presbyterians were opposei to Establishment 

as such. Coul,i these t wo Churches amalgamate?" 2. 

Amalgamation was fif'ty years away. llfeanwhile the United. 

Presbyterian Church took over the work of'the G.A. :1.8. in 

1847. This church finally mad. e iliself r es-ponsible for the 

education of Tiyo Soga. It develo~ed., amon~ other missions, 

the work at Emgwali ( ) and. Tutura ( 

1.. D.·7.'illiams Oll.cit. ~. 137. 

2. Burleigh op.~it p. 363. 

) L'1 the Transkei. 
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T'hE' contemporary cccles.i.asticf'lJ {tevelopments with-

in the D.:R.C. a..11<l i.n its relations wHh the Scottish 'llisslons 

'lre :rurthe;- pointE'X's to the 'lioeral' attitujes of the men 

:from ScotlRnd. in respect o:f :racinl attHurlGs. One Must 

qU3.1.ify by SEWing that this should not ')C conf'm'!ed VJith the 

st,ruggle in the Cape Churches hetween 'liberal' ''Illl 'conser­

vative' theologians. :By t11e 1870'3 thcologic'11 1ibe:r8.1.ism 

Y7aS exceptionally stronE a..'1.1 many le~d.in€ theolo(.iMS adl1ere:l 

to its bro'la. creGd: 

"that the Bible as not exclusively the vJOrd. of 

God an1 that it had. no authority in matters of 

science; that God. oporated. not by miracles but 

through natural laws; that Christ was ~an's 

€Xem:plar rather than his releemerj that the d.oc­

trines of' predestination an,t original sin t along 

with a great (ieal cl.Ge 1jhat "las the very core of' 

C 1 . . t b . t"" .. f · a.Vlnlsm mue e reJec ~L. 

The Scottish ministers were conservative in their tbeology 

and it was A..'1.d.rew Murray, a man trained. in Scotland t who 

was the most vigorous ollPonent of theological liberalism. 

!,{ost minist ers ho were conserv ati v e theologically, like 

Andrew lrurray, were against raci",-l. segregB,tion an,l state 

interf'erence in church af'f'airs, the two touchstones of liberal 

politics. The liberal theologians were general1y content 

with an Erastian view of' church/ state re19.tions and. not 

noticeably concerned with mi ssion work. 

"A.f'f'ini ty between the D.:R. C. 1..'1.1 the Scot tish 

missionarles was not a remote possiOility. There 

were a consi(l.erabl e number of' Scottish ministers 

in the Church, ';llli had there bEen close CO- OIl eration 

from the 1830's onwards t the D.P'.C. might have 

f'ormulated. a colour :policy on a liberal basis 

t . Hancock ......... Smuts. The Sanguine Years :po 2'. 
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with the suwort of the mission~ries f'ro:n the 

Scottish societies in Kai'rirl'lD1. 'l'hqt this lil 

not h<lpP en was lue to pressure from me:nbers of' the 

');l'i..C. a:nd the Scottish missionaries <H-i not wish 

to associate themselves 7!it11 tluf: ten l cnoy. nl. 

"lVilJiami.'homson, one of' the first, 'l1issionarics tc Sout~_ Africa, 

from the G. -' .S., was to see great changes in the mission 

f'ield during his l1f'etime, changes which '7' ere intim"ltely 

'boun'i up with his O?lXl ministry. '1e ha:i "l;<ayo :nDi~~ta1ned. 

t }le closest of relations with his r.ll.ssio:l<l!"'j brethr'en 

belonging to the l!'ree Church institutions even "I!'ter he had 

gone into tile service of the 1).3 .• 0. I'homson liniecd t he 

D.R.C. i'Il'l" the Scottish missions an:'!. as 'oinistE,r of' the 

colou!'~l CODtTegations at Hertzot; nnll lhl:four, \,litnessei 

the rtsiue: t1r1c of' colour-consciousnE'ss in the D. '~:.G. In 

It<34 , the syno.l of the ;.;;.0. acc€})tei his ne 'ly f omed. 

COnerE'f..'ltion of 3astarls, ,Eott,-,utote "1.'1 1 Gq oD'iquas. These 

t wo cOXlf;rcgations. situatEd in the K'1t :::iver Settlement · Ere 

vitally affectel by the events of' the {:~t 'Uvcr jl.e'beIUon. 

1'rior to the rebellion there ;'1(!re not enoubh : .uropC'ans in 

the aTE'a to make a case f or a. :Je:Parate ohta'cb on ~hc oasis of' 

colom'. After the rebellion, howeve,!", thc- €,overn"JEIl t; 11311 

SUfficient excuse to break Ul} this exclusive Hottwtot settle-

rncnt, \')h1011 ha1 always oeen regar-le:i. '~'ith e1'c'3t 3Dspieion 

by the colonists. :.ly 1855 the :J.]"(''J W"IS reset ~1 €' 3D':! s(.'on 

there was f'oun .l to oe 1". grEatly incr en..SEi '7hitE' :population 

in ttte are" amongst . hon: ".'1-1'£ B nU'1l~('T of "3ot're belonginG 

to the;), T: .I]. It '7'as not lone: otfoY"(; 45 of' t.h€':! rcquEstcl 

the colourerl session at HErtzog :Cor scpar'lt (': cel ebration 

or the 1,or:1' s Supper and thEir own offiCE be'll'cr'z. The only 

distinction j raq-n bet' 'cen t lle menon's of thE D. ':.G. up to and 

::urinG the early 1800':2 hal been b et"ie m :Jq::ptisc:! an-I. un-

bm>tinci. 

1.). Wi1.1i~s. OPe cit., p. 196. 
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In 1829 the syno'! :iecirla1. in :mswer t') Queries :1Dout the 

but rather that: 

"all were to receivE trH .. ss.oX'!I!l:(;nt 3ccorliIlL t.o 

?his problem soon 1 ed to conflict in Thoa;sor: t s coU€regation 

ana. tlle :::.attcr was :put DE!'or" the IrcsbY!H:ry 3t Albany, lJllich 

appoi.'1ted. 'l. commission consisting of' the ~~(vs. ~Ol'!Ison. Dr. 

:i:I.OUX nnd van !riekErk to invcetigate t:1C complaints of' the 

30ers. This led to discussion in the J.- .a. syn~1 where the 

Rev. AIllrew ' furray moved an importanb pr'Jpos:11, 7'!"iich. ·,.nile 

rwor.nizine that scr:1J;>turally ther'c shou] i DC common w"r!?t>.1p 

but 
2. 

"tEn gEvol£0 V<lll U.€ zW'J.kl1ei.l V''ltl so~igEm" 

they 1.90UU a1'.o\'l t'l€ whites to buil.1 se:war':ite facilities. 

1'11i8 concession to the c::)1<nes!'! of' ~he ret! . 'lS t'lkm on 

'!1h at mi,:;..l-:lt hl1.VE bE'en a schisn. rhis j €cision h'lJ. the effeot 

o.r ",aking the oords DEheen the Scottish :!lissionmes r-lJ"1il 

til;<=; .J, ':.C. 'tEnuous 'm1 'u~l(? 'iiv Grgenoe 'bcc?..ne more 'l];lparent 

'),om:ulent' of the n ewly Estao1ish€d ~::litr oOrl£Tega tion. 

Oue cannot dra'" bl:e bf'eJ:'onc G :trom this b:. '1t .:E totally 

311d. his testi:nony to l1is right fOT' the c':ms€ :Jf' the coloureds 

li E'S in the events of tIl.: K3.t FJ..ver rebcl1ion. 

"UtI1 the b'lokgrourd. kncwlcigE of t!~:. cvmts 



!!lis,;ions a.'1:!. the nativE' mi~2ion;;, , .. I" tC:'m t,o thoSE who 

maintainecl 'll11. influencei ·this thoU¢ht in '.;h(; lattc-1" inlf.' 

of the nineteenth century. on{' must hO"'7(vcr, nl~h!:1.s15(, the 

f.'l'lct that the 'liberal' attitude"'!!! :;; !'lever '3.t .9l1y stage 

~)ccu1inr to the Scot!;ish missions '2l1oue. The r.:.istory of.' 

!:l'lny other COOl (?si'!:stic~.l bod.iES bC'ar ..... itnes2 to the same 

attitu:ie. 

their. le>gal dieabiHties 'In:i m'l, tmt"'.tivc efforts 

to d.f'Visea liberal I'OUCY towm"i~ tl',e }U'ric'Jns on 

thE Tastern f'rontiE~1" of thE CorpE: !;01.ony."l. 

1'b0 (!\Iang€1ical~ incluJ e:: the ~: es1e:{~n-:, th( ~'0r'lvi'!ns, the 

T,. ' .S. "'nO. Scottish r.tiss ions. It is the 'lttc-mp!; oftr:ls 

thesis to esta'bUsh that the '!33ntu P1"(;~byt('ri'ln Church was 

a pro(luct ot' this 'libcr"J]' ?.ttitu-Jc. It is signif'ic"!nt that 

the formation o:f: the 'B.P.O. took p1 '.loe '3t I,ovc1"lle. 3o"1J it 

is to the history, 1nflU('flOE w:l. outlook of th'l.t institution 

trl"t we now tum '/io [auge its contrioution to ~l1e formation 

of thE B.?0. 

ThE' principalshi:p of ;11' i'l~ GO'7an '3.t I .ovel"l1e 

had aU the problems associated. wit~ a (Mwing institution. 

"Uthough cater!!1£: .f0r thE E,,;.'J'lt!ona1 neels t)'f 

such (distinguisI1s1 ' ~ uropea!1. IU1,i1e, Govan ncver 

lost sigh!> of the r:,'l.!'a'nount 81 'Ji"1s of f!':1 tive f;JUO'l­

t1on. And '.vhilc he Vias than'{fuJ. for such aLl. 'lS 

tl1E' ''j o''llin')nt iJ1 ite T"lCC cou1 ;] g! v (- 'he 11E-'V ET' ce'1sei 

to impress on the n~~ive ~in l fi""l cor.viotion 

of this greC!t cause ;>lust come!':rol:! the tht1ves 

t h"'"'''' ,,1 v c<.< , It <' • JJ. O;:;i..:.~...., ... _ ,~ 

1. TJ . '.!. ?hC'l'l:pson, The Unific.ntion of South A.frica, Oxf'orct, 
01 arcn:ion :Press, 1960 :p. 1. 

2. 1i.;r.w. She.phcm op. cit. p. HE', ci;;111<- : 'linL ·~O 'l(-;norials 
D. 359. 
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iI.lthouGh ex:p'insion :Jt Loveda1e W'lf:! slo "" its finances were 

bein(" 111ace1 on a sound footing and the f oundations well and 

truly laid. In 1863 Lovedale was visite'l 1JY J'3.:nes StewOtrt 

who had been companion to David Livingstone in Central Africa. 

The visit, along with his approval of the ~luc3tiona1 schemes 

implemented. by Dr. Alexander Duf':f' in India, 38 Vlell '1.S the 

f'act that Dr . .Duf'f' became convener of' the Foreign russion 

Committee of' the Free Church, soon lei to the appointment of' 

Stewart at J .. oveilale in 1867 as a ~n e!n:ber of "'tr-J.f:f. Stewart 

was also entrusted. with a set of instructions relating to 

the re-organiz at ion of mission I'li':fairs. Th e Presbyt eI"J of 

Kaff'raria was to restrict itself' to purely ecclesiastical 

business; an eo_ucational board was to 'be established com­

prlsing of' the orda:inal missionaries in the institution and 

on representatiVe f'rom the Presbytery, whose !tuty it would 

be to regulate the course of' instruction in the Semina~7 and 

subordinate schools; and a financial 'b 0 arc_ was to be estab­

lished to relieve Govan of the 'burden of the f'inanchl affairs 

of' the institution which he "llone hai 'borne. 1. 

The relationship of Lovedale to the PreS"bytery2. 

was always close and the oriained. ministers servin[ on its 

staff were memb ers ot' Presbytery. Therefore, we may safely 

say that the pOlicies embarkeJ on by the institution had the 

approval of' the Presbytery ani th'3t 'Gha Presbytery agreed 

with the opinions ex:Presse:J. by the principals "lS the instau­

tion grew in imPortance. There was also a traffic of ideas 

bet1"ea'1 Lovedale911d the Presbytery ':IS well as with the 

1. F..H.W. She:Pher~ op, cit. p. 154. 
2. "In 1857 the 'Presbytery of' Caffr?xi'l.· was admitted. as a 

Presbytery of' the Free Church of Scotlu,."Co, qui 1 "t er when other 

Presbyteries were f'ormed in the Tr3.!lskei a • Synod of Caff'raria' 

was set up. But the General a.ssembly of the South kE'rican 

Congregations of' the Free Church was t~e General Assembly in 

Scotland ... 

ibij. pp. 340-341. 
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forc-iGl !:li s!'lion COll!llitt<:c which ircctel both . ~hc thou.:::h~ of' 

Gov '3n , Ste'f.'3rt anI '{en.ic;rsor.. (th .. 1 'it ter ~la:: '; crntr'!l fi£l..Ire 

nt tho inauguration of the :1 • .1'.0.: t?,u" ';;l'0scnts '1 clue' to 

the thoucht that producoi the 3.P.O. "'~]uc"lti on'31 policies 

and Stewart took over. As conVenor' of the Fe-rti n ~is:::ions 

COlllr.'.1tteE, 'Jr. Duf':C had no small p"\:rt to :p1 "Y in thee€' ch3Il{:€s 

which ~'er€ fully supporte) 'by Stew'JX't, . hile Gava"! with good. 

rc son f'elt thq1; l:e coul'} not en ' orsc them. '1~11( cO'!:!llittcc i!'l 

Scotl'l!Yl soon vr, '1e it pbin t h'1t GtlC c1e:-:rntnry f2u1Jject~ of 

rn~tharntics, arithr:Ietic :md £€OC!'?phy a'1ou! 'he taught 'by lay 

t€"l.Chcrs &11. not or:hinei "'ten "md th.'1t their sal s.ri H: shouB 

be the responsibility of the Governor c1~ t1',( ~01ony. nelis:-

should be the sole classical l,ngu'lgc :ml T·'l ~in '1r'd Greek 

droIJ1)€'l as 'unnecess<Lry'. 

~or€ than 3ll or.iinn:ry secul'l.r Cr<!lll":o!' 8011001, urn the 

Ghristi:m 'IDl tlisslonary cle::1€nt in ill has :lot h'l1. 

the pro"iinenc€ rl'.J.c.l-J. OUfhfi to JC lookEd for in a 

'~iDsionar"J institution t • "l. 

Therefore the co:nmittee's m'lln!lim a!." "0'" " c1 l'I::1f of 

"thoroughly Qiuoatro la'bourerE ," Christi "n :!lb'1, equippci ~or 

opfr~tions in the mission f'iel'!. The ErC"!t;cr (':I.Ph'lSiS ':"3.3 to 

be on the e..1ucation of a natiVE ~1nisl;r'; 'lS r(''').1.e1's • ..:~t£chists 

or funy onni..'1cl ministers r ather tha'1 '1 -::)'ro~'l e'uc"!tion f or' 

~1l. Govan qryl Stewart ~d!!'littcl a diITe:rcnce on this "''ittcr 

ml both subm.itt 1 statments c:lbolYL'1e their respective 

positions. The lif':fermoe i s of import"ll1ct: 1'01' us. 2• 

1. :' .• E. ' . Sh~l1crd iMd. p. 15t:. 

2. ibid. p. 156. '!y ~m8 arc :l. SU1T.l'U'Y of' the sliat,all€Ilts 

given in this work. 



1~ --./ . 
"In his P8:pGl' Gov3n ple1!;}-jat not only should the 

qualif'ic1ltions require1 for ordination to the ministry 

be the same for Natives as for :;,urOIle'lllS, 1mt also 

that 'it is desirable thl1t Na!;iv€s shoul,i be enabled 

to take their Illace alongside of l;u.ropeans, not only 

in the office of' the ministry, bu·t also in the 

various posHions in society, secular ss well as 

ecclesiastical',"3. 

J::ducation was the gateway to equality and to overcome the dis­

ad.vantages und.er which the Natives suffer. Govan held. that the 

objects of the i11stitution was: 

"first and Generally, to sUllPly a hig.her education 

to a portion of the Native people, :md secondly :mel 

specially, to train agents for both evangelistic 

and ed.uoation~l operations. ,,4. 

The standard. of education was '(;0 cater for Euro:pe'ID children, 

to equip them for :passing the eovernmmt e%!1'1lina Lions. His 

system of educ3.tion was a fourstrealn policy viz. (i) a 

training school for men who ha..1 reachEd a certil.in st311dard and. 

who wished to teach. (il) a preparatory scLool for elementary 

instruction in English literature, classics, math~natics, 

and sciences, based. on the Scottish high school model. (iii) a 

college for higher education. (iv) a divinity school. Govan 

sensed that Stewart's policies might involVE the lowering of 

standards, which as yet were still meagre, and the d.ream of 

an educated minist:r"lJ "had scarcely been att empt ed.." 

Stewart, on the other hand, wishal. to streamline 

education to suit the needs and. conditions of tl1e African 

peo:ples. In line with the :policy suggestEd 'by the Foreign 

Mission Committee his aim was to raise a special class of 

Native teachers and preachers. The intention was not to be 

3 Sh€IJ,herd 1116 t' "A"'" ~l t 1"1 1 . "".. 107 ff . ' . :p.;J. quo m §; i1..Lr1can . as es ~\ec . a1m",.... :pp. .1.. 

4. ibid. p. 156. Quoting "Mrican Wastes Reclaimed" pp.107 IT. 

It is interesting to note that Govan' s views were finally to 

succeed with the establish'fl ent of the Fort Hare Ha!;iv€ College 

for higher eQucation. 
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exclusive or to lo.7cr the aims of' JJ:.)vel"lle. In " ie!:l1.Il1.. to 

cO!!lIlly with gove:rnr:1Ent orat'linations he f (lt trmt tn.€ institution 

wa.s bcinf. t'lkon too far off its courSE. '~h~rc '.' ''!S enoue~, diffi-

culty tcacbinc .. ne;lish., let "lone T,3ti.1 o. Cre(]{ and. SO::lC 

other- modern lanLuage. HEr, Wm1tro: 

"a praotica1 Educotion, eivinc ','1t if' thought 

will bEst fit those ~ho receive it 1'0: thei!' 

SIleoial '110ft, an.l omittil.l£ '":lUC~, ~hnt r:!3¥ !)ertJ.aJ;>c 

be generally usc;;f'u1, ani <'Vcn :'(:fcirabl:::, ?s be­

longi..ng to a classical €'luc<'tion, 'ET'e it not that 

the conlition of heathe. • . I\1'1"1ca 1 am! s that, ns 

prof'e:sse'l Mis"'ion(lries. i'€ 2:::01..:1,1 spEO'Cializ€ our 

efforts."l. 

~be co'ntlltte optEd for 3tcwart' s ideAS 9.tl1 the 

elanentary eUucation for many. rather th'm the hi.;he"r el ucation 

of 3. f'ew. Govan felt that the 10 erL~ of the ctan.iard of 

e1ucation as a serious rev€rs~l of' the fOl"'!Icr policy ~ to 

the de@ r€gI'c:t of' .:n~ resignel in July 1[.70. 

The i..ntegrity of neHher ~Un COIl 'be q,uE:stione1 

on this issue. 30tb ere d.evotcl missiomr.les ~s t;::E;lr lives 

:proveJ.. 30th hai thE' cause of the n'ltiv€'s 01.0S(' to thEir 

hf.:''3.rts. C-ovnn took t:n€ inUvM.uaJ.istic 1 im'. For 111':1 the 

objects of' the mission was the r'l.isin · of the f'rr. to equal 

ability wr.ich would allo~ the nativc~ '!;o take their place 

alongside the ).uropean an:l so "1150 Mif.?C thei::- O'm PE'OD'! e. 

Stewart, on the other hand. ro.me:1 pri"l':!.rlly gt the mtive 

:'lS a !7OUP. TIle 01':1. m:... civilization '~€rc to go h!lnd. in 

h8Ilil. for the raising up of' the n"ltive :people" <It 1 'lrge. 

1!'or the time being, higher e1uc'ltion -.cul1 have to be sac­

rificei as only incl'1 ental to the :pri'~T o'bj (ct of' ro.ucating 

----------------------------------
1. "R. .:I •• Shepherd oJ!. cit. )lp. 157-15°. 
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the native ministry. The same differences ~re to found 

within the liberal tradition aTI0 may be ~scribgl to this 

fUndamental paradox foun·:l within the 'liberal' tradition. 

As Hoernlel • put it: 

"Even a superficial survey of the history of the 

modern world, at any rate within the orbit of 

European civilization, shows that the liberal 

spirit has workel on two planes: it has worke'i 

for the liberation of individuals from hampering 

disabilities and restrictions; and it has workel 

for the liberation of groups which, as groups, 

were oppressed and deprived of their rights. HI. 

Both these aspects may have operated tOt ether but often the 

one would prevail, then the other. In the case of Stewart 

it would seem that as a missionary to the ~lack peoples, he 

tendel towards working for the liberation of that group, 

while Govan was more concerned with the individua1. 

In 1870 at the age of 39, Dr. Stewart became 

the second principal of Lovedale. The story of his labours 

is one of slowly unfolding success. A boarding school for 

native girls was openel with 66 b03rders by 1873. In 1872 

a telegraph operated by natives was opened 'it r,oved'l.le. 

Industrial training in such trad.es '1S wagon-building, 

bricklaying, carpentry, printing, bookbind.ing and. agriculture 

underwent expansion. A monthly mag'l.zine, "the K3ffir E¥press· 

began to appear in 1870 (from 1876 called the Christian 

Express). Dr. stewart was himself foremost amongst its con­

tributors. This magazine was the chief mouthpiece of Loveda1e 

and. stewart and did much to propaUl.te the political, social 

and religious views of the missionaries. The expansion of 

Loveda1e may be gauged from the fact th'lt in lPn, 300 pupils 

.. ' 
;.:ocmle, 30uth 'li'ric'L'1 , ''' Giv£ Y')licl 

• ibcral ~ . . ~ J h ..., . . ;;,pln" , 0 '.lllIlcsburC. . itwatcrs:r:m~l Univ . IrE-·ss . 

1945, p. 107. 



I 
" I 

12. 

w(rc €l1Tollc.! <md. n::ltive fees ''1ounteJ. to £400. In 1897, 

81.3 PUl)i1::: had enroll erl. l"'1yin.: ;'.3,544" "Xm:'l1 d .l.1oss, thE' 

InSIlcctor-Gcneral of colleges ;m~ schools, said of !.ove1al 

in 18e3= 

""'Jut the 11hole of T,ove.iale is n. liberal cJucation; 

the well k®t walka, the roms or trees growing up 

on all sides. the well fil1al ,:"tcr furrows. the 

f8X'1, the native chl\pel and. 3. sEries of mDor 

civilizinG influences. showing u :r.ast€I'!lU11J control­

ling the ~ho1c anj infusinc earnEstntsS into all 

around. I.ovroale and. all siml1'lr inetitutlons must 

sooner or later t£l1 ullon ~iativE Cll:1racter."1. 

No less was the growt..l1 of Dr. stuwsrt' e rqmtat1on . ''Ie was 

~p:po1ntei to the Coomlission on Na~ive T·1~:~ "InJ CustO";;; (1883). 

It seems clear that the Cape Govern~'lent ',g<)s alre, 'J.y thL'lking 

of self-government ror the native ter:-ito:"ics. ?'or in its 

terms of reference TIle oommission 'f9S 'lSVEl: 

"and. to report on the a:lvis".Ioility of L'ltroJ.ucill£: 

some syst~ oT loc~l ~elf-govcrn ~ (ct in Kative 

territories ... 2. 

ftln reearl to local salf-£overnmcn~. the commission 

made reoollI1llenhtions for the !" €ttin<... up of 3 Council 

whose character and. :['unctions, '15 1ater eve1ts 

prove1, were to be th~ first s~~blancE of tho~e of 

the -rrnnskeian TerrHories Gen('ral (louncil (now the 

TMIlskei I,egislative II.Ssenbly) -m-) the Ciske1an 

Gener-a1 Council of tbe prEsc:lt j3y.,,3. 

--------------------------------
1. F..i:. :"." . ShElllhel"u op. cit. p. 20() quot.inL '1 p:rcli!llimry 

report on the Sate of e-iuc3tion p:p. 53-54. 
2. iblj. p. 206. 

3 ...., Y' 8h h rd . .. 20r •. 1>.. ... ep e op. c~u. p. .. 



T. G ~c;art firmly JelievE':l t Int I.ove'i"llc ';: ::luty to the 

Native IJeople 0.1.1 not eni wi lih e:1uc'ltion nor 'lO'as it ::wpU­

oable only within the i."1stitution. Ire hel l f'irm -politioal 

vi EWs without being dOfJIlatic. He tlle l'Ei"orE. foum! cl the 

"!\afi'i.r' ~:.Xpress" thereby: 

"ensuring that his i.'1flucnc€, ~lis cA.uc'ltion'll iile'ls 

and his convictions Vlerc liss arnin" ' .. ei throug.'1out 

the Cape Colony. "\ot! a1 so to thos e in Sootl '3..'11 who 

b{JC~'llc subscribers to his joum':l.l. ,,4. 

The month1:.\'- oha.ncoo. its name to the Ghr1s H m ~ :rpress in 

1376 "'.Ill in 1922 beOal:l€ the South 'lfriC':1D Outlooi< , 

"::.lucation r eceive1 conct ant att cntior: <m:l raiss ion-

ary t!latters in all Il ~rts of Artie1 Vlere cxtensivEJ.y 

rcporte-l . The e-' itor receive.! :::ore letters than 

he coul j print. the. :nost CO!ll".lO!l topicr 'beiT'..z the 

CO-1lPatibility wit.!:; Christi "l:.-litl of 10001a, 

oircumcis ion rites, anI bEer '1n~:l Jr"tn iy drinklr 

Incre:;tcingly, thE:1'e was COlllrllen t on '''I:h'l~ was callai 

' :' tive Policy ' and the o t:asur12C of Sl.CC€<'Elve 

govern:nents in rela tion to this. J ditorial rc::J~rks 

on IJolitlaaJ. a:f'f'airs were !1lw"\Ys s ev erely r eotroin­

eli and careful but. in the atmospher e of th«:: f'ront­

ier, these e11torials stin eQ':!€ tmi er f irE: fro~.1 

soall-town DewspaIJers."1. 

T)r. Stewart was a re'llist, neither -'ishiD£ to p"lint 911 the 

blacks mite by posing then ,,::! "bl"1ck ~ 1."1£1(;S5 angels" nor 

(lH he 1n:ilscril!l1.'1ately attaolr a).'1 co10n tsts :['01' their 

attitudes. 

nThe interests of the 1 uropc'm ~11 !J"ltiv E: popula­

tion 7le1'e essentially one. I n t h e provBence of 

4. Sheila 'Brook, James o~ewart - Foun ' <::1" . Soutl1 Jli'r ican 

Outlook Special Centenary Issue, O:::t. 197C. T; .145. 

1. S. Brock ibid . p . 146. 



(.0 1 the ']] !'lcl< ')ni ',~'hitc r aGe.'.: o!' !;hir country fta.] 

~ecn brou0it tOticth€T, :m·l '":l'ltEver ::lie:l1t bt' s aid 

to the contrary, their interests "1ETt one. ,,? 

!Ie consistC'lltly pled the cause of the nl'ltiv€'f'. Spe'3.king or 

his ~rticlcs dealine wit:} ";'CT 

. <hit (' ," Sh€:pl"l €I'd s;JYs : 

'I'lJ' "'''' ty' ''' Pi'"" ~ r.c't,,· -'1""'-'- ~""d - "," ... ' - ,.,# .I>.Jt./I," • •. - j . ..... _ _ "4&1 

... . . :md though deali."'lg J arcely -'Uh the situation 

:prevailing at th'.l.t time, (StC"7'l.rt: EX"presse:! in 

a St:ccinct T:lay the ];loli tiC'll cree! which has 'been 

ndherel to throug.'lout t~:€ CO~~r::le of: T,ovc:1alc's 

history.,,3. 

~c nn:.nE' 0:[' ~he mag1.zine ("'. \ . OuUook ) '1 '': 8 point to this 

thesis, namely, that Tovcd alc stoo.~ foT' :I. p'lJ"ticular outlook, 

'-hiah has 'be~n describe<l !is a 'libc!'nl' ou!;1ook. This out-

look too may be tr"lce1 back to the orlli~nl G. "' . 8. :r'ElJort 

on missionarJ principles es:pecially in it:: um:cCltarl:m 

char~ter and respect for n:lti1ic CUS!;O.,S '"'::1" a conCErn :for 

1!:€Il 'both in 'body and soul. 

"(T.his journal) wi11 OP unscct')ri~.n in its c~laracter. 

It will represent no d enomirntion'll boiy I Jut the 

cause of'missions gCJ))erally, "''1 ' the intere,' ts of' 

the native :people. (T:'litorial vo:. l, 1'0. 1, Oct. 

1870) • 

(It hF.ls been a contrl'bution) to t:,e cause of' cUssion" 

2 ." t,· ,~", h _. it 201 ~",., ..... . .. . ..,..ep .e.u op, c ,:pp •. . - ':: V <o . 

3. 10i;1 . p:p. 201-202. Cimil"lrly al1 ()ito!'i"l i n the Oct. 1970 

e i ition of the 5. 1. Outlook Sf~S: 

":!avlne accumul'ltel a l'1ealth of EX'PeriE-ncQ t;;U'ou£,h 
the turbu1E:1J.t yearr since 1870, the Outlook remains 

more than €Vf?r convincf?(j of tll€: GT'l.i.tll of' the things 

f or which it ~13S stool consistf:utly - if not alW3.Ys 

successfUlly - over the C€lltu ry" . 



'IDi of justice 

( ' ~arch, 1')14). 

~. ' ., ... , ,~ 
':J,L.I,~I 

r1 1 :;"' C~ nt ,,,·tJ' O"':l' i].' "'S "0 '-"U,C.", "l. ~.'. f'~,r tr",(. -Go' .• ,.~ • ... "'" • •• .. - - • . cn-

1i[htcnin;:. 'Uli 1ea: inc.. of pU':l1ic 0;'; in: on. (S ept, 1930.) 

It iE sometimes an.uel tha'; ~b:. '::hurc1: sl~ou1d not 

concern itself too n:udl, wit:-', '.:'o'itical' ('by which 

is "1€ant 'sooial' \ m3.t t E:r~ • • • 

not only s~~:}1..lo' ... but which ... 

The Christian Outl.ooi,. Stewart ana T,OVf'~"'1 ( '!rr ':toun'! tocctrle'" 

in thei r ooneistE'nt ?.:lvoc~c~' of a polio)/, D"tSt~J on: 

(1; prot€c~ip£ tIlt' intErents 0:' the n'~tivc peop1 ( in t:.l€ i''1CE 

of' continuel eroEion :)f thEir rirht!:: qn~ .,1;,;ni ty. 

(il) €'qu'll.ity 'bef'ore the la~ "')1' justice in 1~T'1",U'1t. 

(iii \ concern :for eh:o"ltion in EQui ':'p i!lC thE: m tiH- to take 

his :pl'lc(~ alonc.sile thE hite·· .. m in the 1.i,~c of thE: n"'~ion . 

(i~'1 "t"'H~,,. ~n ' ~r"n"'1"tl'nt;.' "'1-r,,,4-i'>" "'· ~l·~'Cl· r.l " '" ].'" :>11 ';,/ .... ~V-l..;"t.. '"l ~-_ J .~. .... .. I~C ..I .... ..L. •. _ J ._ "1 ... 1 ..t' J, ~ ' t .k • ~". _ '.,.l 

zocial '1n~ :pDlitic~l cit"CU!~st"'nce£' v:ith '3 vie~ to furthering 

the GOs:pc1 'l':toncst '111 races. ., 
,!l3t mil.ht :>e (i<:scribel :IS thE: '.Qve:'!"h ..,t~i.tu':':.C"·b0C'i.'!1e th(· 

nor'1: of 3cottist, mission VlOrl' not onl :> i n South i\fric3., lmt 

unity ·:.'''1S not only onE of priDe i)! ", but 81:::c throug~, t bb 

~':J.lil(' jn seneral 1:i11e '~'o:r', \"~c '1 ibETP." tllc!'€ 

';'1Cre i'nPort,mt l!lodiflc'ltions Maj. E to 0'\1 c::sel;:' , i1Jc:r,,1i!""I by 

took account ot' crouT) di[f'c['cnC E~ it1:0" ~ ' ~okiIW thf.'~ 'in 

---------------------------
1. _ Utorial. South ~.:rric3X1 (;utloo':. C{!t. L70. 

2. "'lott Cecil '1101 c6 ':m~ T,orJ qi1nc~ alo:.;J tc.! t he nT.ovQl3.1c 

'3ttitu c to the natives", See James • ell::; , StC:7?rt of LoveJ.alc. 

J,on;;' on, !loUer '1l,.:i Stou/;.hton (1909) ,!", ?7'· .. + ~ .• 
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Education. 'l'he principles 9re vital to the uri!) .... hi.~tory (If' 

the "B.!,.O. 'illel they 31'e an i1".:f'luCIlc{; on thE Scot tis), "rl'·, 

South . .-\1'ric'ID Presbyterian course' 38 l "l t€X' events '"i11 show. 

Seen in relation to cO'1te '~or;!"'J :p0liticql 

evcots more :point is £ivm to the 11o ft'sl 'ltt1tu.ies. The 

:predominantly 'Boer' Re:publics of' the Orml£E ]!'rec Stato al1d 

Lransva'll were in the J)rocess of beco,11.i n[ stron€Er s~3tes and 

achievL."1e their own ind.ependence. The 'mnexation of Natal llY 

the 13ritisl1 and the policies of ShenstO'1E Tepresente:l another 

dif'fE;rent ways of J eFllint ~ith ~be '3':L"ltu 'p eoples. E'lch oP'sE;;i 

on a view of their :place, contri'bution :11l1 C'lr<:1City. 

The Cape Colony re-pres ent e ~ the mOf1t libETa1 

I ' It "h ... · t fl' . .. 1 :po ~cy. g'J.VE u. e vouo-:' 0 per!"ons 0. co .our lU '7lunlclpa , 

affairs qn1 later c:xtenle:i a qU11ifie o fr:cnchi s f to ';hc~. 

''lhE'l'l the Onpc Colony receive'~ !'t(.>pre? ent,>biv€ Govem'!lent i:1 

1853. the 1lritish Gover.n'llEDt ensure:! '1 low f'r"l1lC~, iSE qU81i­

';:'j,cation which then embrace: "'!'linl:! ~u:ro;0"'n ,m,1 Colouy·e-l. 

In 1886, however, a change in the fr:mchise law mabIe). the 

Bantu in the recently annexe'l 'rr~nskei'h'1 ber!'itory -to qualify 

on the usual terms. There was ':LY'\ imme.:ii8te outcry: 

..... ml the cry went up that '-~lanJ(et l~ !U'f'irs' were 

getting on the register and tt'1t it WP." even pro­

posed to llU~ up a Kat'fir as 'l c 1!l1i:atc. At once 

the I'arliamenta.ry Registratio!1 Jill "'as intr()(luoeil. 

It struck off' title roll a l'll'tE llu!"b(;r' of K'l-tivE's 

whose registr'3tion was f'oun1. to Je c1oul)tf\;.] ."1. 

1. T,.I' . 1; earne , 'file History of _t,pa.rthel1 , 10no')0, 1' 211 " 'lll 

Pre~s, 1962, p. 21. 



The nor.-.... h1to votc conl;inuc l to i'1c.rf.'lS C "n ' ~?; 0'C!" i;~ 12:;2 

put tl1rouCll a "bill r'1isin[ the pro:pert;: r..'~ ~1if'ic"tion f'ro"l 

£25 to £75 ::lll1. the need for (very a)!11lic1l1t to .:l1gn hi~ na.1le 

in the presence of' 11 registerin[ officer. CmErally, the 

'~aIJ c, while restrictin" the 1'rwchi<'E to .., i'e-:: non-mit€s, 

in faot raisel. thf;; franchise qu"'lific'lti:~n "S soon 3.!;, 'uhe 

non-whiGe vote 'l"[lP CIll'E.' , to be a thrC'1t . :"Le ('rosion of 

'liberal ' i J eas was on the increasE 3.;. .. ' ~:~e fr<:nclu"c 'lIas 

nCVd' eurc. ,:roue tot8.1 r€r.1oval 0:[' the nO.:-T!1it€ f'r".nc.hisE 

,:as nev er .far away, .:!Uch to the 'liS 'lJipointmcnt of "''lll;J 

missionaries. 

A.:rrairs D€J.)artment, rejEctd the He? c.:' cqUE!1ity f'avoure:! 

D'J the Clissionarits. S(,grcgation ~. r'lci :'1: I fff1"E!l thtion 

'IIIere: the key note. 

"The ~~ativ€S '7ere to liVE in their own ·3Te!W t 

govemel as f:1I' I'l~ :possi"ol€ throuet1 their own 

Chief'S un}cr ~=ativc 19.'7 , thout.,ll C'lS'CS involvi:1f, 

white::> were to "bE' d e'\lt 7."ith in -'!'lite C01;..1:1;6. ~e 

estao1i::;he~ eight. 'l.tiv(. :-CS(rvu; cover1n[ over a 

million acres with ";l. IlOpul'l·tion of cichty thousan:l. 

thrOU,,)l the institutions to .. hi ~L they werE aeeus­

tome.l. r: E: was 'lIl e"lJ-1y errata:- OJ. :'"l3nliust"ln::. "1 • 

.li ro!!! 1856 up to 1865t a QualHie l voter i..'1 klt'11 '.:'3.fl E:ntitlcl 

to stand for the TJe,gislative Council iT":"T"'Jlectiv(, of colour. 

Thereafter a Ie: wm, enactei "'hich virtu:'!1'Y 'U::'rnt'r"nchisei 

the entire Bantu :populat.ion of' Nat'll. 

In the Or:mce :'1"('(' St'1te~ ~rter in'1Q'€Il" mce 

in 1854, 

• • • it inrne'li" t€ly aio:ptd " constitution 0011-" 

fcrring fMnchlse rights \1;Jon7:1it€ 'f; er2ons only. 

Oue of its la S QeclarEl1: 

' ~lO Arab, Chinaman or Coolie or oiJl'ler I,siatic or 
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ColOl1T'E'j_ I)crSon '!lay s ettlE: in til(: St'1te longer than 

t VlO J:lontlls without per.n1sdon. :2he Boers in thE 

:!ransv8!'l1 enforce!. the samE policy. The constitution 

or their rCTu.blic statd: 'The r;eople will permit 

no equality between ~Vhitc anc' Colours :. inl'l'!.bitants, 

. in 0 S "'- r ,,'. E~ther hurch or t3 • .<'. 

The main conflict in the nineteent...l1 centuI"J , '1S a growing 

attitu,ie of' colour-consciousness on ttlE p"n~t of the: :Boers 

its liberal principles . 'Ts. An11:l 8t('€'n~<a:rp. sister of' 

Piet lktie:f gave as reason 1'01' the G1'o'lt Trek th".lt 5] aVes: 

"were 1l1'=lCe1. 011 an €QU'll f'ooting "lith Christians 

contrary to the laws o~' God. ani the natural 

distinction of' raCE "n i. colour, so that it was 

intolerable for "my .1E'ccnt Christian to bow i07JIl 

beneath such a yoke: thETcfore we rather withdrew 
2. 

in order to preS€'I'VE our doctrines in :purity." 

T.ival.t:'y between 30Er and Briton o'Vershadowe.'l the problem of 

co-existence between white and non-TIllite. Only in the 1')20's 

did the fUll realization of tl1G proble!'" bct;:in to appear. 

Had politicians taken more note of 'lim like St.e', art things 

rnibht have been difrerent. It took courage to p'rocl~im his 

libE: sl ia 6as consistently in the fact of the hostil e reaction 

of the colonl sts 8...'11 the i'''lint cric? of 11lack u'ltionalists. 

It would be wrong to give the imPression t11at the :'3cers were 

the only ones to rej cct eQuality in Church 'lUd S·tata. Those 

o.f British extraction had ju.st ':is 'juch ~:art in this f'eelL'1!;.: 

and ~any were as guilty as theiI~ .ttrikaner counterparts. 

Gener'llly, it i"'1BS the ~nglish mis;:iow'lries and the larger 

proportion of their fellow counb:ry;'l€u, along with the British 

1. : .• J.. Neam€ op. cit. p. 23. 

2 . ibid. :p. 19. 



CCVCT~:~C::t, ":10 he' l j,llc '":Or'C 1iocr'll ~,ttit1.~~E!'! 

-:-170" ; t!',€ l('t'C' :' r.'3rkc; C~~:mLC'" o£'can to 

8DPC"..l" in the s :xli"lJ., .. 'Cono:-U~ 'In'~ !'cliCiouc lifE :;'f the rOUl" 

colonies. As yat unnoticc ~ , U')(;!,'1li""1 ''''l~ in t~l ': :fi l~st stages 

of' ~ecllne tL.'1Jer the stres3 of oJ:lIlcsine f oy'e Gs. 

'!ilnc:r:l.r· the m.. .. :pport of t1:' e lfbCT"ll fore (3 anJ. ',axe to be 

lookej in combat against the r'r'lIlkl! nei '111 "t rEl1iublic behind 

Kruger i n thE Ant,lo- Joer f'13rc-1..':p. '''te "ttitulcs of' the Boer 

repUblics ,eN thEn still countu":J'l1'l!l(!cl by the Ca:pe Colony 

ani tIle Imperial connection, but t'wi"lis,1 in ern1n:"'.fo wot;l,i 

slowly crO\i an:1 i :, 'ti1ianc€ with n at,ion'llim, do::1i.nat(' 'mi 

l~tcr O'7erCOr,w . In "ay 1939. ~'ocmH: could. ~"y: 

"rIle oU CaJ,>€ iiberalism flUl"Viv(:;> only in q few grand 

T€'j)resentativE's of ilie ,1c:p'1"' t«: l1ory ••••• l'h", 

spokeSl!lal oftl1€ !~:ltionalkt l'lectbn of the \frikaner 

ll€o:ple are cs:pecir111y fon. of ImJ'Ung the '~ord 

!"lost ·ongf'rikaa'1s.' ••• . tlH,n one rcminls t hese 

the nqpubUcs defc3tc:L i n th <.. lI.nc1o-:'ocr .ar; hO'1) 

it thereby '~e ;possibl{ t:,(' t'nio~ of South AfriC9., 

in whicli I\:frik~"1crs h"lvc control fl'OCl '~h(l start; 

ani hOIl it thus :prep rei t'".C' (raun for '.,}H, devclop-

')Q":'.in .. on ••••• t ! l€ reply is: at. YC"', but it i ~ not 

nt most, for '111 ,l1ite Soutt. ~f'!'ic !If'. ':€ :'!.enieS' it 

liberalls:lt in oth€¥'s oClly wilCll it he1-ps hi::! to realise 

liberty for hi~se1f' ; he conle::ms E,'. rejects liberalism 
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-'hen it se(-'"£ to rC:lU,, ( lHKrty also for others, 

sni egp€ci:llly for 'it, €, nm'J- T.U!:'oI €SnfJ i !l ''-outh A!"riC3. ,,1. 

iIll1.ng the clos1..~ years of the ninctC'cntl. cmtury the t.;ard­

mint of social ani!. :political 1ttitu 'cs ot;"linst the natives, 

"In ever :present :f'Gature ot' 30utl, \f!'ic'll'l 111"c, hpl '""lrca.:l.y 

bc-gun. :?he ch''mces of' :politic~l 'L."ll social :1~v'lIlccmcnt were 

diminishinb. Tho ;lative:-' Lan: '.ct of 1913. the "wl1ite Hauth 

Af"rica first" slo,'!;'3Il of J."'3. ' ~ . :::crtzo[ 3l1d the extension of 

the colour bar in 1924 . ere Sig:::l2 of [j-I,in£,s to comE for the 

natives. The :po11cies of difrerenLi"~ion "lll~ as"L..ibtion 

11M both been lncor.poratoo. in to t,hc G'IP€ Nn.tiv€ :policy • 

. }ifi'ro-:rcnliiatlon ha1 been "pp1ic: in T'E.C:'O.I'U to the land question 

while !.lssi:nilation hal oem envi2<l,.:€:: in tht 1ualif'1el fran­

cl1ise. '.1 sewhere, (lifi'<Talti'lUon h~:! 'bem c:xpresr;e l. in total 

se:pm"ation as :far 'lS it -''18 pOS,"ibl C 1 .• 0 i mpl enent. The polio" 

of' dlf'fermti'ltion was faVODl"c1 0', L(; r'lci -,11 :'t :polH.icians 

'lnd. 'VouH evEntually hold ~1", !,,~port01 ':s l.t . . ,,£: by a 

nur.iber o:r government con~ls"'ion<' prior to, '.l!l ~ folloi. inc, 

Union. Pressed to their locieal conclusior:. t:H.SC policies 

':'Iere bounl to lEa: to 'apa,rtl)ei ~ t -:n : ::'in;'l;ly thE: doctrine 

rc:l<.ntless acpansion of "si'ttler" '1~t1tt.d€,2 In,l the harienlll[ 

of politioal and social :lttitu'Jef 11"..;.1 n. J €finit0 cN."cct on 

the churct,es whose mC1!:oers rc:prcs" :: tc I .)ot!1 rooi31 tl'ot.":Ps. 

'isaionary credibility anl or.; ti!!liS:': shr'lllk in their "ake "Inil 

the cor®lex probl€r.l of' inter-raci""1. 'Tl'ltions "\'las lcf't to 

iitUviiu"ll chu.."'Ch.cs to work out. ':he: "'1.!'.'j. reprfscntcl only 

onE suet 'solution'. 

1. 'oernl~ cp. cit. pp. l03-1(~. 
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in the Church 1uring. thE 188!)''":. It ~lns no les" '1ffcctcJ. 

by the proolc'"1l 0-£ raCE Telstions. ~o1'!(, nstivc minister,-' 

began to fed the pincll of their :position in soci <: t :i, There 

i~ no fi oubt that their 10'j • .... s '" t:r'1JinL one, rcstricte-J in 

m'4'1Y ways, yet possessinr the 1111 ~i;'lDort'.mt en:c1tional 

Q.ua1i:ficatlons, ';.'he l"".ore ~titioue f oun1 it c!ifl'icu1.t to 

rise in social. estee-.i, :'he church of the Q.'lY TI"a~ pl'actically 

their only high"my 1;0 incre3sinc: irJ'luEnce :ln1. (;rcater 

aoo €Irt 'loi lity , yc,.~ CVUl ther e ~l1(y :-:et witt, c-llitc nen who 

re:fus cfl to worshin wi th th E!'1, 

to thE u',friar:rlly attHuies cxhioit ci "by "'bitE r::l(;:n ln the 

:press, 0U platfom s 1111 in priV :1t ( 1if e. In 18£4 the first 

brokE 'lW"l.y to :fom the pm'ely "1'('",ou 'Jhurch of' South M'rica". 

The oct:;inninLs of _ thi!Jjlirmlsr:l, nov; tV cr, C'I.'!!E? ·"i tl1 ';'1me~i 

im;petus. In lE94, whilE: visiting -·n,:1:'ln l , he ""'lS entrustc:i 

with ~ sum of money hleh b cca'll€ !;hE. n.1l.son .for his sehis'n 

to :rOnt the "Church o"f .t!i.iopin". 

n~~ av~c' ~;~ ~~~ ~V~~l'(~~ ,I •• U,,,", <:' V l l ..... ~!-.I ..... .. " t.. ... 1. u ... · . • ", '01. It ', ')5 to :plant n 

self-S11.Pllortin£, se1. ··-~ove:':1in,-, fel ; -pI'ollat'ltint 

native Church, i'lhich waul I pro'! ucC' '] ~';Tuly African 

tY!)e of ChriSti311ity suitc~ to ~h€ ceniur and. neeJs 

of the race, 'lIl,1 not Jlcrely n "bIae]., copy of any 

T uro!' C'lIl churcll." 1 • 

.Ta"l.€s stewart ':.1 M to be similarl! affectc:i by a n'ltlvc 

schlS!ll which causErl hi!:J er e",!; :ii5a:p-po1:1t'OlO'lt mJ. anxiety, 

In 18[6 the Loveclale cont:;re[3tion, which h~l al"3ys been 

~ttachci to the institution, w')~ sE?~ratEl fro~ its operations. 

It hao. been &'Uidei since 1275 by th€ Rev. P'Utlba .. Tli J. " zimba, 

the first native minist er con!-,€ct; C<i v:ith the ~'r€t' Church of 

1.. J. ells, OIl. cit. :po 289. 



Gcotl-ml. -'or t 'cnty-lit 0 y(!3r~ 110 <')1.(1"01$01 ~lis :ninist!"y 

with a fair '!1€"lSUl'(' of SUCCESS. In 1(93 he '''as sent to 

Scotlani 'lS a reprt:sentative of lil:€' l"lt ive 'JhurcIl in South 

\.frica ,,~ the Ju'bilE?€ cel ebrations at ttle F'rce 'lhUTCl1 of 

a considerablE StL':l. of Money for ~lis church nJ. hE cl"ime'l 

that it 'lIA.S his prerosativc> to uee sue .. "'OnEY!? a3 be thougt.t 

bEst. rn 12')5 'lftcr "l conflict "itt. t~,E Prc'soT'.;C!'Y rlc re­

siEnel IllS posUion mthout ·t'-1mi:;~: '.lni "tec t o-thir:s of 

his conCl"€t,;atio:1 ',11th hi"'! to for the? "PrEs'Jytn"i'U1 (~llurch 

of .U'ric~. to 'icspi'fie its n""nc tbE '1hU~C;l ·'i3" 1 ,!'£€ly Finco 

<:1.11d conf'"lnd. to one 'U"C" "u.! l'ltcr 1~'" no "lore; tl1nn '" few 

thol.ls:'tn~ followers. Yet g ':.:1S '!Joth 3 s9!:".ptO:'l ".nl a pre· 

ceJ€n~ '~hich could not l1&,'1tly 'be iLnore:, "he J'resbytery 

rC'sortel to 3. court of 1<WI iYl orl!:!' to oot<:in the 'noney, 

1'or in l>.l-J.e €;\Tly days 'zi'1'1b"! h2.d 'oecnto hil':l as 

ever' "before hi" , ror 'zi "-:J'1 t" chUl"ei'\ 3J'l~! "l3;."1S( 

were on the hill-top ovcTJookiu€ I,ovE'lale."l. 

There C'll1 be no doubt thet the schisM:: 1 ct't 1,heir ID'D"k on 

South M'riCfL'1 Church life. ';:'here -:l!:' consi:l.cr"ible an..,hty 

suthority "''1:1 in,lc;pendenc( on tte 7' '"'tivcs. ';hile one c:mnot 

overlook the :rr'lIl~'ly p'cr~oMl :'(,,)2'on~: beninj t~lE scllim'i such 

'l$ e,c~lrQ 1'01' DOWEr , 2.uthortty, -.OIlE."J or :1if"::!issnl on the 

g:-Ol.: .. \1::lS 01' i.":EloMl conJuct. tL(;u, ); ~v c no rEal :JE"l.I'iP-£ unless 

linl;'el '''ith the Dol1tlc::l1 "nl :"oci 11 lnfll.icnccf of the dl'lY. 

------
1. ells. OD cit. p. 296. 

2. i'bU. p, 29, ... 
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'rhes€' influences ani their re01ults, as displ!l.yej in the 

growth of' schismat ic Af'ric'ln OlJUrches, C91.We'l. the Scottish 

misdons to loole c!l.refUlly A.t the racial situation in their 

own mission <'Jlil the need to work out some method by which 

the Af'rican Christian could grm.' to 1'1111 resIlonsibili'ty and 

enjoy full participation in the lifE of the Church. James 

Stewart, having had considerable EX:peri€nce of South 4i'rica..'l 

Churoh life, was lei to the belief f;h?tthe only solution 

was the establishment of a -purely native ohu:r.ch, cornpose:l 

of natives only.2. His reason "' '.'\8 purely practjical, for he 

held. that as soon as the n'ltives were in '1 r:lajori'ty, the 

whites would se:par'lte. Stewart WilE 3. re:1list in his belief 

and he knew the racial attitude", which existet in the South 

il.f'ric'3n sHuation. The only alternA.tive left was the forma­

tion of an independ ent Uative Church "':hich "70uld. live 

greater scope to N'3tive members. For the time being the 

advantages 01' this view outweighEd its disadvantages, even 

though the horne ohurch disagree}. 

So 1'ar, this analySis has f'01md t11at there 

was '3 general tendency to deprecil'Jte liberal principles in 

the politioal life of the country between 1/180 and 1930, 

which would grow in intensity as time passed. Similarly, 

there was growth of' colour-oonsoiousness in both Church 

and State. Stewart's belief that whites would se:parate 

from blacks in a pred.omin8ntly native: church "1as 38 true 

then, as i.t is in the present :l'3Y. The indepenient church 

movement was a sym:ptom of' this f:,:,ustration on the part of' 

ma.'1Y native Christians with the cont erIlIl0rary sooial 8nd 

political conditions (amongst others.) There can be no 

doubt that this strengthened the hand of those urging f'or 

an independent Uative ohurch. The cre"tion of a N8tive Church 

2 •. ens 0]) .• cit. ]1. 2'JO. 



30. 
Vi "lS never in conflict wi t h libr~] prin~il!len, '!hich it h3S 

been maint!line:l , brou(;ht the !rnt iTJc Clhurcll into existence,I. 

Findine itself' frustratel ()oci'll1y :m'1 politically in it~ 

ct£'orts ~o Uocnte the Dative~ '1:' I n.Hvidua1 entltiE: 'l, 

the liber"'l spirit turne ~ to t Ile only cours (' o.pm to it, 

naiuely liberation of the grOUI: tr.roug:-, ~he Church whic.11 

was the only 1n:flue.'lti'11 org;:>ni z ~,birm left. . ar~r factors 

of' trer.le:n1ou8 proportions m d too l :lr ge t o hoM politicians 

COClPIE!tely res,Ilonsible for, f'r'Ustr", ::'ul U ber'll et'forts for 

complete liberRtion of' individu'\1 ~ 01' Every r ac e an:! cI'€ed. 

The Scottish J!'.issionaries an '! tllei.r native 1)rcthrm 1'ooo·i 

an outlet in thE only t? <JY vos!;;L,] c :· 1ioEr '!tiO'1 , as f'lr as 

possible, f or the eroup, throne'": '1 , i n i (p eni Qnt ::!) tiv( Ohurch. 

In these efforts, T,ov c1 s.1e ~ l:l ~ '1 1 ~ I'C ( :Vlr'i to pi"l:,r . 

1. oCllaratio,l 01' n~1e:.Par'lt e C;c,velo:pr.:; cnt " i~ no t OppOSE. to 

liberalis1:l auG. is in f act a U'!leZ'tll principle' :h e.'l it aims 

to gtUd e eMh raci~ll €rou;p to Gt1f :J ete!"1lination 'U1"1 

dcvcloll 1. cu1 turc 'llons He: c ;~n U rles . rIo\1cve'" , three things 

in the impl,:,:nC!ltation of' ~hE: poliC""j conflict with other 

principles of l1beralis"l . 

(i '!'he rights of ind.ividuals arc. curt ~i1e.i "iilen they are 

out of' the1:t' ethnic region "nl t;h cir ri<.hts ~r€ practic"llly 

non-existent ,.lurin£: this i mpl€''lcrtt ution stagE which may 

continue for 1'l"JIlY decades to COO€. (ii ' -:'h c gr 'lrlt i ne of 

sep'lrate lbut not necessar"lly €'Ill, 'l1 \ f acilities 'lre r::rante-i 

only in the interests of sc1 f- ~)rCs E!"V '.l tion for a .1ominant 

(I.'1d privilegel groUJ? (iii ' It 1t :1 Dubtful i f the; polic:, 

of' • 4.parthcid · is in t he intC1'(,s !;s of' t lH: country anl will 

serve :ror the ereater 1iberaHon of' Hs 1>eo1)1cs. ie. There 

can the"!"cf'orc oe no frcGio" of ~OV(T.lcnt. 
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m:I::'Y" • 

;:ithin the P!"('s"byteri:m lira"i!;ion in South Africa, 

E:lI:oluding the ')utcJ\ l'{efome:' Church, there "'ere; four major 

traditions. 'rho first t ,0 have bem the su"!>jcct or this thesis, 

nn"llel~T the G.' .S.lFree Ohurch, '3I1:l "he l'nitE'"l Precbyterlan 

ois510n8. Another starte'i. in 1['75 '71wn the Swis" ' ~ission be­

gan 1!lhat was later to be ca11eJ thC' "'sanga Presbyterian Church. 

The> Otl:lf;: .~" str3nd. 'began 3:llongst tt~c "et tIer!:' fro'~ :Jritain anJ 

Scotland wtw settlel in the v:l!'ious towns of the colonies. 

after "oand.in[togeth€!· SOU.::llt to fo!p.; ir:.di vidu'1l conerCf~')tlons. 

They were not the resuH of' 3lly cris""ion~,I"'.r lfolicy Jut the 

gatherins of Drofessro. Pres'byterh.'18 an:1 those '"ho wi5ha1 to 

associate with them. This str<J.nJ Ins 'beEn t<mned thE 'colonial' 
1. 

church. :'jerorc 1897 these cO:.l(.rE£~tio~1S '1!l ... presbyto'i€s 

'.'Iere re1aterl either to the A.ssen~ly or Presbytery of' the Free 

"1 h f C! tl :l H, .... ~ ... ~ T" t -" r- 'b t -" v mrc. 0 ,-,00 'U1, or " .. e S'l.":'€ com uS 0] ".le "nl tu.J. E'S. Y €!. .... an 

Church in Scothnd. Some ':"€!'e mtirely in.lepcni cnt of outside 

control. 

-::'l:l€ diSUllitcl st'lt€. of' :lffairs distrcssC'l l'.l311Y 

Presbyteri'lIls within the oolonic':: 'lllJ efforts were i!l?de towards 

the cnl of tho 13St centur'J to neL.otiatr: a union of Prcsby­

tcria."l ::nmrches in 80ut...'l !li'ric"!. V!lrious cont:;!'€€,;ations ani 

:presbyteries met on six dH'fcrent oc'::asions !'rOm 1392 to le97 

to discuss :proposals for union '\.'1r1 ·~o dr"" Ulf a common basis 

of' union which coull bE: 8gl'ee:l tWon. i\!; the fou:rlih "'1eetlng of 

the 'Peieral Council' as it was knO'm, a cO::T.'aunication datEli 

19th ' arch, 1['95 from the Col.oni'11 co:r.rr.ittee of' the Free ChuT.'Ch 

1. See the unDublishcl d.octOTll.l thesis: ":')::E oriLins ~nl 

Growth of.' Presbyter1n.'1 O1'::1n"1.o'1Ce8 o~ ~:or~hi:p :l.~onc " Ilbllsh 

speaking J.uropean South A.frlC&lS :prior to the f'ou."ldation of 

the Presbyte:ria.'1 Ohurc1: of Sou~11 ~J:'rica in 1(97", by the 

'Hev. Jack Dalziel, B.A., PIT .D. 
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of' vcotlan!l ';'las rc,1'1 '1tllch : 

(towards unity i ll 0 . ';' . ) "lndshe ho]?E' th~t it may be 

succcss:f'u'. e8:pccia1.1y in connro&ion \"i th the int erezt 

mch this church ha<: Ill. ,:.ys 11"1,1 in t:l€ Christlan-

ization of' the native races, :md tr..e consolH1tion of 

the Ohristian coi1t'!ttiDitics in Socth fU'ric'l. ,,1. 

The l".J.storic 6tll .l!'el eraJ Gounoi 1 met on bhe (;vE'nin~: of th!? 

17th September, 1897, and nag l'1tcr to constitute itself' as 

the ":Pirst General ;\ss9Tibly of the Presbyterian !JJlUrch of' 

South tU'rica." TIle Presbyteries concernel with the negotiations 

are reco~l~l as f'o11owe: 2• 

1l!1el'1ide - Unit _ l'res'byteri ru1 - (4 congrEcations ) 

C~€ 1'own (4 congregations : 

taff'rari a - ] 'rce Church - (10 cono'E'Z'1 (;ions anl one educational 

institt..tion\ • 

Nat al (11 conerega~io:ls 'mi one mis;~ion st ''l.t;ion.; 

Transkei - ~Te€ Church - (6 conc:rc.:ations ani one educational 

insti tution. \ 

Kaff'raria - Unit o:l Presbyterian - (9 cone.."T€£~tions.) 

1':r!'lnsva.al {7 congregations :m:J one mission station.) 

:Reports werE' receivel f'rO"'! t..'1r;. Pl'C~b:rtcri, (:s of tb:: l'ransvaal, 

Calle To-;m, Natal :mel Yaffr'lria (u.r.: an;), t.."le Presbyterian 

coneregat ion , Port TUzabeth, C);.-pressinb 8,'l;rprova1 of the nmmi61 

'basis of' union. Reports we:rc also rcoC:iveJ 1'1'0:11 the other 

neeotiatin(; presa-JteriC's, viz., r"f'!:'r'lria ('i!'.O.), ":'ranske1 (F.G. , 

anj kle1:=JHc CU.1'. ~ t'X'PTessin", '3pprov"l1 of' the Union but stating 

that "presE.'!lt .iifi'iculties" pr£v€lltc<l t!lem from enterine tho 

rnitei Chu."'Ch meantime. :;)ur1.nt; the second. session of the 

1. ·ProcE<?;lings of the 4th Fe:leI"ll Council heU at ::-ast !,ondon. 

July, 1895." Copy in Cory !,ibrar,:r. -\hodes t'niversi'l;y, 

Grahamstown. 

2. Sec ApllCDdix 1. 



Gene:t"':ll 'tssemb17 '3. :n1nute receive! f l'O'!l the ?rec Church Syno! 

of: K:l:r.t'r':lri'l wns intro.:'l.ucc1 .for liscussion. In vicw of' the 

€~[;emess of the home churr.:h for unity 'lIlJ the prceent O]?por­

tunlt:r to unit e, the re<l.sons l iven ~y thE ::Jyno ;. f o:' declining 

to lli1ite are i~ort~~t. It real : 

.... 'hilG the Syn<Yl reco£.nize' tht. desirability of' 

union a"lonc thG various ·br:-~clle:: of the Pr('sby-

terian Church in Sout~ ,\f:ricn, ':!m. hopes that 

e:.xistlng obstacles T.!'I.Y Dr? !'( ~ov c.: 111 course of' 

time, the;,r are unable to enter i nto t he proposeJ 

union :1t present in consc.r:.ucnce of t11e want of 

concregations in t -:o Prc:J'byt(ricG, ,~~l LtJ. vi ew 

of discussions which h'J.ve ""isen a:-::onc : uropenns 

on the suoj(!ct of' the nltivc vote i n Church Courts. 

The GynO'1 agree to miic"!;e t ,0 llffercnt directions 

in Which SOlJ€ no:lificatio:1 of' the 'lITa.,,)£ements 

contCl!{Plate:l in the unito~, Church i s necessary 

in order to remove these oos tacles:- .i!'irst, that 

some method b€ d.evise? of ':.': ju.stin£ the 'tnlarlce 

between Colonial an:l. " i s 210:: C':hurch€s, "...hich 

shall be satisfactory t o Jo~h r~oes; e. g., that 

n :'l'J.jori~y of "."hitr "U'1J :; ~aJ orBy of black, 

s€];laratdy ani COnjOint'· .. , 'be nCCESS9.I"'J to 

pass "! IJroJ;losel fllE?3GUrC in~o 1. ,:,w; or thClt, in view 

or future evcntualiths, the proportion Q,t' 'Vot(!~ 

of both races in the Ce;).€!"'ll 1\.88('1\b1:r f)C strictly 

d,ef L'1oi a.'1J J/rESeI'V€i.. Sccon.1 , that ~her£ be '1 

i'ina1 Cou..'l'ii ot' Ap:pc"'. in cEr t'iin 'lU€stioml be care-
of' 

iUl1y def'in~l , s a;r , to ;) ) 0 '1.1"":1 ~t Ho:ne representative/ 
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the 3.riti!:'h Isles, 0'" c,,.en of ,;,,1:]or r:m ... e, such .~ 

the I'a'rl-Prcs'byt;C'ria'1 Co\;ncil coul1 Gusily funlish. OIl. 

'J.'he l'res'byterics electing to s tay Ol.<t of union ';'Jere the Free 

Churoh 1 resbyteries an:! one VnitC'_ r rEsbytcrian Presbytery. 

l'hese h"t"i an overw!lelmint. nu.ry,ber of D"'tive congrcC''ltlons. 

it wus the n~tive churches ;'lho f€l'j the !;rcatest "IDxiE'ty at 

losing tbeir 'illw€rial' con.l1ection . Hor lIJastheir ar.xiety 

unre'3.son'3bl e, espOOially il1thc f'":::t of the local eroslon of 

the native ri~':t". I'hey "Jere runy ,lcrlw,intc l with the 

s entiments expressei by 'Christi".n!" · r '~,C:1 n=ff.rr1nr to tbe 

natives, their ability 'Ind their votE'. "0 avoi i any (1('nial 

of' their llresmt :privilcgeebhE",J "\" 111t",> "In "lSS1.lrmoe ot' a 

higher court of appeal tll:)):l the I)TOpt),,€'1 South '.frica:n General 

1;.'1at their pa.,.""t in the dooision-"1'lkinl; of the !\ssan'bly as a 

real one. Scottish missionn ~1a' ~'l evolve-J responsibility 

.Jhe:rever the ability of the nat.ives ocoasionei 5:"011. a!ld the 

native congregations had misEivinGc -,:::: to "hether thE S'.l."1le 

op:portu.."lities m l freedo~ WOl:l'i !>E; [ ivon in a union with the 

'colonial' church whicll althoue11 C.'!lall€r in ntmib€TS, was a more 

powerful boi y. 

J'aJnes stewa.rt waG ,,1so involvel in the nego­

tiations but would never 3f,Tee with t!l€ ,1ooision of th<. Free 

Ohurch f"ss€l:lbly to €!liors€: the Ul1io:'; nt: flU thE South Af'ric'll1 

congregations under one juri'C..!lction, tLouc.h it ~: :J. ! been 

adoptej by a mnjority back home. 

"n:c :plel for 3. fully orcmlz(r~ n;::tive church in 

federal relations ith thE: Ctn.rroh at ]:0""C. In 

add.ition to finsrlOiaJ rCOl?O!1!"', he u1'(;E'.l ~:'l3t the 

propose! union \'lol:11 be> h3,",:ful to r::ission interests; 

th'3t the ' Ellibers of the Coloni'11 Church, as a 1.:'!101c: 

1. I'roce6Ungs of' the F'1r::;t General \ss('~tb17 of' the P .0.8. 1\.. 

(1897) TiP. 6. 7. Copy in Cory I.i1)rnx:', -",'lOl €3 t'niv ersi ty, 
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were tmwilling to receive t;he native congregations 

on eg.ual terms; that the native sEction of the 

Church, being the larger would sl:ibmerg<i the lcuro­

pean section; that 1;he Lurop eans vlould no·t consent 

to be ruled by a native majority; and that this 
• 

proposal tmion would hinder tmion with the D.n.C. 

It was in the int erests of' a larger union Bnd of: 

native rights that he opposel the smaller tmion 

his church desired."l. 

It would seem that Dr. Stewart was le1 to his conclusions as 

a result of' the f'eelin£;s of' the native ministers , the poli-

tical and practical considerations of' the day. One cannot 

help but ','Ionder how great an inf'luence thE Hzi'Ilba secession 

was in his conclusions. It is likely that he thought a purely 

native church would. increase the oPPoTtu!lities for native 

ministers and thereby avoid the friction and personality 

clashes in a multi-racial church which might then be con­

strual as racialism.In their own ohurcfl courts natives could 

exercise their own authority And. dii"oipline in such matters. 

In 1899 Dr. SteTIart was honourei by the Free 

Church of Scotland by being electel ",s the last moderator 

before the impending tmion between that body and. the United 

Presbyterian Church. In 1900 these t wo churcheo 'Jere united 

to form the Unital Free Church of Scotland . 'fhe unusual 

situation now arose that while; the home churches were unit etl , 

their misE'ions in South <ti'rica rer!nined. se:parate. This con-

fusing situation could not be al10wel to continue. In 1897 

when the Presbyterian Church of South Africa conntituted 

itself, all the pongregations a'11 I~isGions of I;he United 

Pres-oyt erian ChU!"ch ent ered the tmion, .. hile the Free Church 

Presbyt eries declined.. The Natal Free Ghu.rch missions similarly 

1. Ja~es Wells op.. cit. p'p.. 385-386. 



union of' !JaUvc: I'rf.soyterian Churchc:: -c.:c t'requcn ay un~:i er 

Church of South -\fric a i n tro'lucc\ " report of t "t1 e :ion:'ermce 

0n the Union of' Pr csbyteri "Ul ;;ti3":i.ons. :'hr report :lid not 

reflEct unanbous opinion but th E: "ci~ht; Qf' oplrlio~ . !loS for 

a ;rativ€ Churc.'1 \'11ic11 '17ouH "be S€1.i'-supportin:... :lL"l: se1.f­

eovernlnc, in a Fe:leral r(!J.atioml~lip with the I'.C .S. I\. . 

Provision was marIe for co-opcr3.tio:' 1)1 o::tmsion ,;ork and 

re,rescnt3tio;:.i on both ASSE;-::llllies. I r. bile report the con­

venor, t:1C R01. J'r .l€s Polloc;" stat. e 1.: 

"'Khilc complete un'1.'1i:nity -;:;r.>s t:nf'ortuuate1,y not 

reache<.l, it was felt t;· .. ::~ Jcfinite progress 1':'as 

~!:ilc ••••• It will be neeD ':.h:"!t t he vital issue 

is concerned ~itJ : tl.( -::,c1.'1~ic:-;l:'l:i,:: of the lll'Opose'i 

Africa. Is it to b e inore: mie, 3lld su1:,oriinate 

relationsp..ip? or is it to be in1 €Tendcnt 'md in 

:rill cr·ll relationshtp'i J1 ~.vinL rEi?;a.!'" t,) the wEie,.'1t 

01' (.'Virle!1ce. t he :)oni'er('I,cc 1 Eei 1c 1 .; n favot:r 0:(' 

t..l1.E' latter. It waS' , llo'~('vE'!', felt 'ln l !!trongly 

urge: th'lt cOrJl) rj tio' e with this conl itio!1 of in­

deJ;)cn Lence, thE r el '1tionsbip oetv;ee.n the _ ul"o:pea."'1 

al"l'l Ihtive Churche::: shoul '] 'De 'lS CIOGE nnd. vital 

a:.: :possible. I'hc t vro t''le • .3 neel E.ach othEr. Their 

future in Church '1.'11 St '1t " 3rt inextric:,bly bound. 

fr'r'..gmcntn of cur raissionr: h'15 lonb "!J ecn before the 

Church. Teckless hs.stE' ,ru"t JC 'lv::Ji1.e'. "1ut"lJ€ 

:i:ll'E' uot rcmun iUlc:tl vc. ,.C ':wy "11S3 the tide. ,,1. 

1. ProceruDlgs of the 21st General \s!'rnibly hd-l :L"1 s t. 

Ceoref:'s, Johan::l cs~)urii., S&lltcmber InC. :.t>"O. 121-1 <'2. 
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Unit ci Free Chu.."'Ch of Scothn3. consisliinL. of the "lev . Frank. 

" . . '"' it j, t ~ t' 'I.e ' t· t . .. t" . 13S2.0n v O':'!::! "ee, ca,'''lC JO ~ou f. riCO' 0 lnV(?S 1f.::l. ... e "e 

existing state of aff'airs 1:'1 the ,,:lss1ont'ielri. l'he Rev. 

A.sheroft aildresse:l the South \:fric:1.n .~ssC'nbly on the sullject 

of the desirability of union L. 311 the ark. ~s 9 result 

of thE report :md. the ad;iress, ~h· E f:v. 

mittel the followin£ resolution: 

J'a:ncs l" ollock sub-

"This Ass(!D.oly in vie';;! of the strong desire of' tho 

tlniterl Free Ohuroll of Scot1 arlit, 65 expressed in 

the address just delivere bJ the "':.ev. E. ArLcroft, 

to have the eongrc€J'ltions con'~ectcl ~'ith their 

missions in y.3rrrari~ 1nU thE 'rranskei united 

11.'1001' one ecclesi3stic':l1 ')vthorlty, n~rees to give 

the Prcs"by t eries of !:rU'f':i:''ll''i 3 '.IT..i 'rankazana .full 

POWE1:" to 1eci1(; on the 'luc~!;ion of union with the 

3ynod of Karfr~ri~, leavi~~ f or fUture considera-

tiOl) the relationsl'.J.;J t.o b e (;:taolishcl bet ween 

the enlargol body tllUG ;:"0[, 1e::l, en,l this Presbyt e:rian 

,:hurel1 of Souttl Ai'riC9. . ~ 1 • 

"I'he Assembl y further appointe!:l CO.::Lit·tee to attcnd the 

ConferElle€' of DE.llut ies of the D. C' . Church of Scotland with 

the Synod of ?8f'fi'aria an1 tb.€ Prf'Sbytfries of Y.ai'i'raria anI 

:rankazana to be held. at 31yths1.:Ioo::i. on 20t'1 ('.iCto'bEl", 1920. 

On their return to ::cotl an 1 the 1'Jqputic:1 pro­

ducC(l a report2 • Which WE!E SUD'littc' to the !.ssC1bly of the 

1. PrOC€eiil.'lZE of the 21s'; C.\. of the 1' .0. 8 ,\, Sc;ptenber, 

19;>.0, p. 30. 

2. ~h(; report is :late} Decetfoer 2'., 1920 'lnl Sll;:e3rs as 

~:pTlmdix 1.. Though I do not b"vc t h e.; rd'€!'cnce, it must 

have been ,"ppen:lal to the procec linUl of' General Assembly 

of t~le '(' .F.C. S, of 1920. 
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Unitei Free Church of Scotland which gave importC'nt reasons 

f'or the decision to form tho Bantu Presbyterian Church. 

They were irnpressei wHh the :pro~ress made in the conversion 

of the peoples but felt the pe::Oio;i of Fresbyterian missionary 

expansion was definitely over. 'fhe rtission Council which 

they had hOlled would be the unifYing bonet of their South 

African missions IJrovei uneq,u8,1 '~o its task, torn as it 

was, by controversies over the QUestion of' union . This 

did not unduly bother the (l~uties 1'lho believel that this 

authority an:l. control shouLl now be entrustej in the Native 

Church spe3.king through it s own COlTtS. They were impressei' 

with the creation of a fairly corn;pet en" an,i welltrainei 

native ministry and eldership ':'1ho were <lnxious to talce a 

larger s...J.:tare in the evangelization of their own land and 

to be entrustei with complete reS}lonsibility. The de:puties 

took note of both the pro's and con's of an impending 

inde:pendent Native Church. Obj ections by some !Ilen on the 

spot were presented. on the ground of the e.nti-whit e bias 

in some of the native congreeat ions and. the Qsnger that tlle 

Church might be capturc=J. by a :politioal parby hostile to 

the British GovenQment. These objections the de:puties ignorei 

commenting on the anti-white :feeling both in India and South 

Africa which showed itself both inside and outside the Church. 

The cure tlley believS'l to lie, no't in repression "bu'~ in 

wise meeting of' the claim for a great er voice in their own 

affairs, which education is producing among the tribes. MI. 

They also criticizei the highly unsatis:factory statp. of 

affairs in N'atal, where overla,:pping was much in eVidence, 

and again :found 'the solution in a c011!llrehensive union of 

native churches. 

1. Deputies report, 1920 op.cit. p. 133. 
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I'he ~€asons :ror thE l!:lck of' unity in the 

= ission G01lll.ciJ, which had. ~_~ ""i.e it inEf'.1'fCtive e.s an admin-

istrative body, throVi :further light on the prevailing atti­

tudes towards the establishment of R Ihtiv€' Church. The 

:principal difficulty l~y In the sOMe-"h'lt E;,"lloHtered. memories 

of' :previous negotiations rlhich had f?,l1 cd. l"ne tlc.puties 

therefore urge.lthat the P'l.st "be :forgotten ?nl '1 new effort 

mad.e to secure positive results. linion of' the :!!'ree ClUJ. 

Unite:i Churches ill Scotlmd in 1900 h 'l.'l :':I'ld.€ thi.."'1€s a bit 

easier, but t wo i,1€'3.1s still persiete.J. c:n:l the time had. come 

to make a choice between the t wo. In t!1(.ir rc.port, the 

d e.puties f'ound th'lt the Synoi of X'lf'frari '1 , re.presenting the 

l!'ree Church, stood. f'or a.1'J. in:ie~'eu<:i Ent ::ativ € Church, con­

trolling its OiVn af't'airs, ant ultb'ltely fne of' \Jhite control. 

The PresbyteJ"'J of' Kaf'f'rari·'.l StOO,1 for a South A.friO'lll 

Presbyteri 'On Church in hich 01 '.IC' : 0mi \IIhi t e ooneregations 

should have thEir :plaoE un }er thE S3.~' ( (;(;.uen.l AsSembly.l. 

The latter ideal had. been llrefcrre' by t he ho:n( clmrches 

who, in 1901 'IDd 1909 f)lV'e their 'ill:p'roval to a scheme along 

theSE line~. The same 3.!'Eumentt:' sunmonel in 1.897, were 

acain proiluoed., but subseQuent history persuadel the deputies 

to give judg€!JJ.ent in favour of thE :['omer ide':!.l, cherished. 

by the Synod of Kaff'rarh. It seeme1 to the'il that union 

'between the Presbytery of Kaffl'3X'ia m d P.O.S ./\.. had not 

broue;-ht muoh alvantage, while sqpa:ration fro,,1 the Synod 

had. brou&~t many real evilfJ! 

",'Juring '~heir visit to the General Assembly they 

(the deputies) beo'.lrne oonvincm that it was not a 

suitablE sUllreme court f or nstivE matters. The 

Uf'ference of' languace ::md 80ci31 condition are 

1. De:puties Report 0:9. cit. p. 135. 
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too considerable, and they sy~pathised with the 

irritation of the native ministers in being there 

at the consideration of business wholly connected 

with the colonial church. An authoritative su:preme 

court of their own is needed, aware of the real 

needs of the Native church, and in which the Native 

ministers and elders would have a real voice."1. 

The dilemma :produced by the South African 

situation had come to full fruition. Was the "solution" to 

be in one, unitel, multi-racial church which would have to 

overcome grou:p differences in language, customs and social 

background, or was it to be in a racial division between 

blacl{ and. white, giving each grou:p the chance to develo:p 

along its own lines, but in loose federal co-oper'3.tion? 

The difficulty with the latter "solution" was the Q.uest ion 

of its co~atibility with Biblical principles, which the 

Evangelicals held so close. The debate in South African 

circles continues on this Q.uestion, yet a~ analysis of the 

thoughts of various ministers on this Q.uestion, reveals 

that they believed in t he unity of all men before God. In 

this :particular case, therefore, the spiritual ideal which 

was claime:1 by the B.P.C. (namely, the unity of all believers) 

was renouncro in favour of the practical (namew, segregation 

for the welfare of a grou:p of 'believers). The same Quest ions 

had to be faced. by the architects of the South African :poli­

tical union; either it was to be integration by way of union 

or differentiation by way of federation. The Scottish missions 

with their common evangelical/liberal background had produced 

two schools of thought, both of which can be traced through­

out the history of 'bhe mission, and :paraE eled by the his'tory 

of Lovroae. The Stewart/Govan difference of' opinion was an 

1. Deputies' report op. cU. p. 136. 
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archetype of the dilemma. DoubtlE'sn, the social :md. political 

circumstances of' 'the countT'1J occasionEd the dilemma. The 

Liberal pattern working on two levels of' lil)eration; f'or the 

individual on 'the one hand and. the group on the other, ex­

pressel itself' in the t wo conflicting ideals of either 

complete union, or f'ederation which would, in the oircum­

stanoes, allow the group greater 3utonomy. At the time, 

granting full autonomy to a Native Church was romething com­

pletely new in South African society. The new e~eriment 

would be anxiously watched. as an indicator for the future. 

The indiotment of t he deIJUties against the 

P.C.B.A. General Assembly was a sEriou2 one aml gave a true 

basis f'or the f'ears held by the Synoe. of' KClff'raria. It was 

lessened only by the Assembly's realization of' the problems 

involved and its readiness to co-operate in reaching some 

solution. To this end it resolved to allow the Presbyteries 

of Hankazana and Kaffraria (U.P.) to form thei r own opinion 

on the matt er and to deoide whether to join in the proposed 

union or not. 

The next step was taken at the Blythswood 

conference held 20th October, 1920. It was attended by the 

de:puties along with the Synod 01' Kaffraria, the presbyteries 

of' Kaff'raria and Uankazana and. the ]fission Council of' Natal. 

It transpired that the majori'ty desirei union but some of 

the older members of the Presbytery of Kaff'raria were un­

willing to abandon the ideal to which they had clung for 

many years with the approval of the home churoh. For a time 

it seemed. that the minority TIould carry 'the day by gOing '~O 

an extreme, but in the end a unanimous resolution to unite 

was passed. The former Unit ei Presbyteria"fls stipulated. that 

the home ohurch should first indioat e its uillingness that 

they lay asi(le the ideal of' one 'ohuroh f or black and white 
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Presbyterians, as at present imprRcticable, ~d approve of 

a union of the two organizations to form a self-governing 

church. The conference appointe~ a joint commission to steer 

the uniting l)odies throue.h the enabling procee:Ungs. The 

first meeting was held at Loveiale on 11th July, 1921. It 

passed. a number of resolutions, inter alia; that the name 

of' the unitei body be the "Unitei Presbyterian Church of' 

S.A."; immediate union occur between the Synod of Kaf'fraria, 

the Presbyt ery of Kaf'fraria, the Presbyt ery of' Uankazana and 

the Presbytery of Natal; the f'inancial and credal f'ormulae 

were remitte1 !;o committees; that the P.O .S.A. and the united 

body be in f'ederal relationship with six r~resentatives in 

the higher court of' the other; that the Mission Councils s~ 

cease or tha't omainei native ministers should have a voice 

in 1tission Council matters. 

In 1922, Dr. John Lennox , clerk of the commis­

sion, sent the minutes of the second meeting of the commission 

to the Assembly of the p.e .S.A., which intimated, inter alia, 

that consummation of' union would tnke place in the first or 

second week of' July, 1923, when the "United Presbyterian 

Church of' S.A." would be formally constituted. The Assembly 

agreed to the Federal relationship, but objectet strongly 

to the name of the proposed. new body, and sent a communication 

to the Commission.1. It pointed out th at the Assembly agreei 

to facilitate a Native Church in fe'leral relation with the 

P.C.S.A.. and that the name of the llro:posed new body failed 

to make this clear and further would lead to confUsion in 

the public mind. The intention was that this new church was 

for the Native peoples and the Assembly requested that the 

name b e alterei to make this clear. The result of fUrther 

discussion was the adoption of the name "3antu Presbyterian 

Church- (B.P.C.). 

1. P.C. S .A. "Blue Book" (:3 .ll.) Sept. 1922, p. 34. 
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On the 4th July, 1923 the historic Convocation 

met at Lovedaleto facilitate the union or the Presbyterian 

missions in South A..f'rica. Reports \rye" ( receivC"l from the 

negotiating Presbyteries ana the clisjunction certif'icates 

were obt'linerl. 

The Convocation t hen 'procee,le1 to elect as 

its Iioaerator, the Rev. 'ii . Stuart '''ho :procee:1e~ to constitute 

the f'irst General Assembly of' !;heS'U1tu Presi)yterian Church 

of'S.A.. The ideal posed by J.ove1.alE' of' C'ln in1ependent Hative 

Church where the Uative Christian coul~ fully j.€velop his own 

Christian manhOOd. was i!1 the initial stages of ::-ealizat10n. 

;)r. lfenierson, successor to Dr. stewart as principal of' 

Loved"!le f or some tirl€ ha:l act e:l. ~s chaLT'TllM of' the Co:rmission 

which :;;reparei. the '·ay.. The Rev. Jo}m ,ennox, who, :from 1892 

to 1920 hal been associ::lterl w:i.th T,ovEdale befo1'e joining the 

starr at Fort Hare, acted ss senio ... clerk of the cOlll!!lission 

&'ld later of the Assembly. The s1cnif'iC1mce of: Love:lale as 

the p1"l.ce where tihe ~ .P .C. ',line con~titute -l, at1(1 the number 

of its staff' a'1d former students involved, cannot be over­

looked.. It ';laS this institution which had. i'orge~ the ideals 

which brought the new church into beine. ll.Utonomy was 

[ranted in perfect toodwil1 frou all the :;;Jarties involve:l 

in the hope that the new inst:::'U'1Ent . ouL: :pro'l1 C '(;0 be the 

bette ... mea.'lS of' the evw..gelization of thE 3a.'1tu people. 

'rany :people, l1mong thEm experiencel 7'lissionaries and layme.'1, 

regf'ra.ed thE new development wit!l cr').Yf m1sei'lJings. 

"To no·t a f'ew the st€y of D"'lllting autonomy to a 

predominantly fU'rica'1 'body seemed. prarnture. Some 

wonderErl that 'ha."'rl-hea.d61 Scots~en' cou1r1 have 

sponsored such a s ·tep. JJovc.h10 'lecl~red. that it 

rested with the Bmtu Church to :prove these f'ears 

groundless ....... 1 • 

-------
1. l:.H. W. Shepherd., op. cit. p. Y..4. 
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The road ahead. was to be no easy llassar;e. 

The blueprint had to be worked out in ~ractice, requiring 

changes ill financial ar:t'mlgements, f acing up to the changing 

political climate, oVercoming obstacles in its relationship 

with other PreslJyterian bodies ani facing Ull to its own in­

ternal resllonsibilities. :E,'Veryone 1!!I10 attendei the inaugu­

ration of the new Church was conscious of the historic ste:p 

that was being taken. In the first ."oderatorial address the 

Rev. -W. S'~uart said: 

"Today, brethren, we malee a definite move forward, 

fraught with great possi'bilities, and involving 

great responsibilities. It is destined to have 

far-reaching consequences, will influence a vast 

llollulation, and effect mighty changes in the 

social, moral and s:piritual life of the lleollle. 

How great these will be in the years that lie 

ahead, it is difficult to predict. ,,2. 

Already at its inception there was one problem looming ahead 

which would make the llosi tion of the Bantu Church awkward 

and even misleading. In the same inaugural address the 

f[oderatoT unwittingly pointed to this when he said: 

.. Again, brethren, the Church we form today is not 

one narrowed down by national prejudice to the 

exclusion of some from its membership, or to the 

restriction of the field for the llroclamation of 

the Gos:pel, as with some, ..•.• The door must 

neoos be wide. His church is not for Jew against 

Greelc, nor for free as against bond, nor for male 

as agaiJlst female •..• The Church of' Christ is 

for any and everyone, irres:pective of' nationality, 

colour or tongue, who corn;plies with the spiritual 

2. B.P.C. -Blue book" (B.B.) 1923, p. 35. 
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oon,11t10n or entrnnoe, pcnitmoe ;:m1 raith."l. 

Senti.l::ents such as these 'i'ould h8VC 'been nor€' approIJriate 

hal thqr 'been ex:presse:l 'It the in~ucu:ration of a uniteJ 

Ohurch, rather than at the f'ouI:l'iation or !'l::l C!.XJ)r€ssly 3aI'ltu 

Church. The futu:re IJossibilities werE" ''lile open ror the 

nEro Church, yet it ".'las :plaoe'l. in a IJarnJ,o;ncal position f'or 

vhl11e 1t OlaimEd unlversa:uty 'ID!! colour-bl:L."1dncss, its very 

ncune, cOI:U;losition and. futu:rc: r e1atioXlsbips :proclai..'ned sooc­

thine li!'f'errot. Tho attCJ1)t to CaI'r,1 out the b~ad 

Christian ana '31ol1cal comru.::l!'ion 'lS 1."1 1 '3.tt. 28 19, as 

"ell ns '!la1ntain ito socia1 st'lIl.iIJoints in the South Af'rican 

contc:xt; was bound. to create a crif.'!is of' :raith~ even li' not 

fully re3.Hzal. ,oven so~ tbe Ship h~ been cast &~oat. 

(a) in r£'latlonslllIJ with the Forc1£n ~!lss1on Ccaa.ittee. 

Ther<J can be little doubt that most nat1ve 

ministers who IJartlclImte1 in the UlOV E'S towarrl union believed 

that the ymmC church would. coon ~ro-: into ~ fully scli'­

S\1.PIlort1ng church. '.!.'hat the process of transfermce or 

p!'OJ)erty micl:l't tnke ill number or yeors W"lS aoce:ptable, but 

when the years bcgnn to :pasc ?..n:! little :Pl'Ol1erty W'lS bein/; 

h,"lllde:l over, iJripati cnc(l nnl f.ln.."{iety flOOD ma1.e t .• c:!lsdves 

f'elt. ";l}.e i'irst ind:!.oation~ of' thi3 fee1in£: starte.i men 

in ~:pr11 1925, the Presbytory of Kai'fMrh su'!lmitted: "that 

"the tine h'lll come ... :hen PL"io shouli. pass Ulldcr the :n.1'.C. 

3.'11 that intimation of this b-e na!e to the: l<~orelgn !.fission 

Cor.nittee" (F.' .C. ) .:J.... In due course tilis request 1JI3.e 

acceloi to but in the meantime the :Revs. TI. . '1'Zl1l ani l' .n. Soga 

submitted the rollowing motion in 1926: 

1. B.P.C. 3 .3. 1923, p. 35. 
~. TI.I- . C. 313. 1925. min. 225;p. 4~' . Note !;h'lt all bUSiness 

between thE B.F.C . an;: t.'1e Church or Jcotland I'l'lS handled 
'Yt, ~" • 't' - , ,., 
hi." w .. C J: • • l .V. 
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"In view of' the f'act that 3t present the nEwly 

t'onneJ. B.LO. of' S.!I.. h'lS no direct control over 

the property he13 in trust for them, the Assembly 

desires humbly to petitio:!tl1e I!'. :.0. of the 

United Free Churcr, to associate the Trustees of' 

the B.P.O • with the reprc" rnt at i ves of' the Home 

Church trustees for the Coutll Afrioml property, 

so as to prepare ways 'u:ld ":ean~ on the question 

of' transf'crenc€ o:f property. A.'1(1 that the various 

Deacon's Oourts o1'the '3 . , .C. meantime be reeo€;­

niZed as the manaeing COU1~8 of the~e mission 

propertiES ... 2. 

'lission property was on1:,r one of 'l nU'!l'JeT o'f nroblcmE' to be 

worked out between the F.H.O. 'llld. the 3.P.C. '~here WE'!'e a 

number of' SCotti!!!h missionarie!':, €rJployel by the Scottis.~ 

Church who were sti1l active in the .field • . 'hen such a 

minister retirel or withdrew f'ro!1l service, it was inevitable 

that the question of whethe!' h15 :;uccessor be a Bantu or not, 

would soon arise. The retiral or ~he Rev. J. ~. Auld was such 

an occasion. and the Presbytery of the Transkei requeEtE.d 

that his station, Colu:nba, be given the right of' Call. Columba 

had 11 subst'llltial European congree~tion <mi numerous schools. 

In the event of' being given the rilh~ 01' Call the station 

would be counteJ all1o!l€st the congl"€t'ltions of the B.I'.C . anI 

theref'ore eligible to receive a :3antu mini.stcr. The F. " .C. 

reply 8ho1'191 :'! oertain henitnl'lcy to r.'1rcls the situation con­

!'ronting then. On the one 11m;i they ~t!'essei that although 

they earnestly desirffi to fin1 l'lis!::ionaries, they \'Jere U.l1-

willing to think of t .hem as successors in a certain area. 

Yet in the case of' Coluniba they "Jere un'.lilli.'1£ that it should 

2. 3.1'.0. B.B. 1926, mi.'1. 260, p.l2. 



P'lSS mto the hands 01' 1 n"ltiv(2. ti'1ist 0" C!n~ session in view 

of' the laree rCSJ)onsi'bilitict' '3ttachel to it. :'0 show th"t 

this did not 'Prevent the E:ventua"1 }l'1.l:liin£ OV r:.T to the :3.1'.0., 

the F.'~.O. 8Uggeste.'l. that the station lr.lnl an other similar 

stations) be divide5- into :p'3X'ishes ill11cr 1:U!'Qpcan superin-
1. 

tendence t'lhichthe Bantu woulrl eventu'3.11y control. In 

ei':f'ect it meant :f'Urther division beGween ~-u.-ropean and. non­

:"urop€m. This was :perhaps the only ·]ractical solution :ror 

the time 'being which nevertheless evoke'l a sense o:r :rrus-

t rati on , in that while sup.p0serlly i nd E}; endEIlt, they f'oill1d 

they were not. Again the paradoxical ~:ituation 'll'Ose tihat 

while :professing ill1iversalis '1l the church :round that it was 

limitel in membershill ani C01.i.1 1 on1:,' E:xist in peace if it 

remainoi so. The urlSVlC!r dU not ?'!tiH:f'J the 3.1'.C. Assembly 

which :lOW diSJ)layed its ded!'e t o c1",1::1 f'or itSElf that 

autonomy which they thought hai e:'l!'Uer been :promisei. It 

(reSJ)c-otfully) referred thG !'linute b9.c: to the F. :<.C. for 

reconsid eT'ltion as it ilep:r.iv (>1 tt'te3.P .0. of rl£hk; in the 

control of congreg"ltions 111.ich it Dclieve:i to bel .ong to 

itself' an:i hhl' loweT courts since the fOI'I!l~tion of the '3.1".0. 

It again requestel that the Oolurib3 Kirk Seseion receive 

the right of' 0 all. 
2

• 

:::.vents hOO reached '1 stalemate anJ. it was 

realized that discussion an':. ClOSET CO-o]; c1'"'ltion "Ere sorely 

in neal. tl"l attarrpt at this by ~ cO:111lisroion of the B.P.O. 

was brought to nil by the F. ' I .C. refusal to allow its rep­

resentatives in South Ai'ric'l to ~c:... ')tiate. Instead , the F.' :.O. 

now clearly f'orrrulatal its policy in a minute sent to the 

B1)"' 3. · . .v. Both sirles stated t;ld~ :probl em r Ub the utmost 

frankness in what was to be the hottest anJ. !'lost cruei 'll debate. 

1. '1.1'.0. '3 .B. 1925. min. 523, p . 25. 

2. B.P .C. n.'3 . 1928, min. 523. :po 2G. 

3. . "3.1'.0. 'B.B., 1929, ~ppendix, F:!.C. ud.nute "on relation 

to the 13.1'.0., printed 1;.1 ;.nzlisl1, Xhosa, Zulu , Sesuto. 
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In 5turrnar:-', the l!' . :~.C. minute llH ll k.rw'lt t, ar;kfUlness realized. 

the CO!:llletence and 8s:Pirations of tIl£: ')antu Ohurch 'l..'1d. 

"while aliv(' to the aciv'l.'1ce of' the Bantu Church 

in the nmnoer of its c~"\!)le elde!.'S and ministers , 

cannot overloo\r the fact tlnt the !bti'Ve ministry 

is not yet ad . u3te to un'iert8.ke :run rcsIJonsi~ 
bility for the "lhole worlr f ormerly administere<l 

and no';;, in :proces~ of develop!'lent 'by the :Ussion 

C OlLl1ofi ~l. 

The minute again recolllr.lend.e'l the delimitation of parishes 

and the <t.Pllointment of a stGnding committee (V'JUcil would 

include native ministers, e11ers m (; Scot~ish missiona.."'ies) 

to consider matters in which the functions of.' 'both the D.!,.C. 

Assemb1y and the Yission COll.l1cil \H:!!'C intertwined. The Yission 

Council was 8. source of' grea.t irl'it:J.!iion to the I\.ssenbly 

\l'hich felt it intrude.'!. on ::rmy of' i't ~. arena 'In.l authority. 

The Cotmcil consisted. of a mlJ''lbe!' or Scottish missionaries 

in the S. African mission fiel.l who n.3.visel the F." .O. on 

looal 1!latters . It was their task to su:pmnten.l missions 

and institutions "Ihioh were the lirect rCS',Ponsibility of' 

the Church of' Scotland. In 1U"lIlY W'lYS the ork of' this b01y 

and the I\.ssmbly ere intertlline.l , an.1 having no Jantu 

representatives on it, . it ;"'8S Mtu!''11 tInt "3antu members 

of Assembly ~lere sUS'.Picious or it. 'rhc Councn alvisai 

not only on matters ooncerning thE :i3.R.O. but also r.1ission­

aT,,! nctivities whony UsClconnecticl ·'!:i.th J.}'.C . interests. 

:t?hc: n1l1ute confirmei the 13.1'.0. in .it" '3utonomolls Dowers 

in Orf'IDization 'lIla. government 1n~ all spiritua: matte!'s. 

It was the responsibility of' the :!3antu Presbytery to CUl,PoL"lt 

all mod.erators of session, but when n miSsionary went on. 

:f'urlout), tile :!ission Cotmcil was to <lecia e unjer ;;ohose 

1., F. "{.C. ~lin. op. cit. :po 46. 
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control its interests were to 'be :pl'lced. Should any diffi­

culties arise, it hOlled that the Ilrollosed. special committee 

would at·uen·:1to them. The F. 7' .C. nade it clear that its 

hOlle was that in time the whole church would be under Bantu 

ministers and sessions. Buildings 'IDa lands unier the con-

trol of the 1Iission Council were hel1 in trust by the U.F. 

Church, some of which werE not suitl:l'ble f'or -parishes or even 

in the best interests of' the mission fie11. Furthermore, 

stations or lands under European ",u·Dervision 1;'lhich the SIlecial 

Committee felt would be suitable for a native minister 

should be communicat ei to the Mission Council 'lnd. the F .M.C. 

would consider its recbmmend.ation. Arl.y further granting of 

Ilro:perty either for use or transference would come as a 

gesture of con:fidenc e from the .I!' •. 1.0. but thes e could not be 

claimlSd as of right. The F .=,~.C. marle it clear that the 

property was held in trust ani it was ·their res:p0l1si·bility 

to see that it was usei in the 'best interests of evangeliza­

tion in Ai'rica. The Committee di·:1 not, however, propose to 

settle a European missionary where a :::lantu minist er had been 

duly settled. 

The matter did not end. there. By the follow-

ing Assembly no ether cmmnunication had. been received from the 

F.1[.C. I nstructed by the Assembly, the Presby·tery of the 

Trans]{ei proceeded. to take steps f or granting the right of 

Call to Columba, Malan and Mount Fletcher.
I. 

When the 1930 

Assembly had convenei strife had already entered. upon the 

scene and the Mission Council protes'Gei agg,inst the granting 

of' the right to call without the consent of the F.!l.C. and 

the action of' the Presbyt ery !Df the Transkei in carrying 

through the induction of Rev. F. W. Ngxenge to the :pastorate 

01' Columba Congregation despite disharmony in the Kirk Session 

of COlumba. 2. The Hission Council dr€'." att ention further to 

1. B.P.C. B.B. 1929 mins. 645, 647, 648. 

2. B.P.C. B.D. 1930 min. 738. 
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t!1e :fact tll'lt proper procc lul"es ::a' not been followro 1:1 all 

t!u'€€ pastorates of . :).1~:D., ;olu-nb:. ~!l'l ::Otmt Fletcher, in 

that the Assembly , '.'lhll e it ac-reel to instruct the Pres'by­

teriea :for cr:lnt1n~ th€:!l tIle riLhL to cal'. it Jid not o1Jtai.'1 

thE consent of the F . ':.0. upon ":'hic~: de.penlel ~lle use of 

buildings ana. land.. '!'he only ' rlf'~ ou~ no'''' \~OS for the 

Ilssenbly to apIloint a. commis,gion ~o investie,'lte an r:atters 

cormcctel ith the mooC'!'!lt:!.on of :;1.( C"l 1 t::t 001 U"1D'l . ?hE. 

:i.P.G. stin h~cl to i'or"lulatc it .... !"cpl; te the F. ,,C. :ninute 

on mutua1. ralationslli:ps. Cn t)'lis issue, the 'Rev. 1'.1. Soga 

had dravm up a s..~a.rply womei me!:lo!'rJl'llu", which ha-l bee..'1 

i ntrocluo€d durin£. Drevious disc1l3:cion . The len£;thy l1l€moriU}l'lU~l 

ohaf'ei a{:al.."lst a num'ber of al1 c(;cl inconsistLT\cies no::' 

at~itu(les containsi 1n the F. ',C. :!cl1vC!'1tlcc. 'lbove 3.11 the 

:fact that the matters '"hich h"ld no" ariscu Tcrc rcqucsteJ to 

be settled before union SIll .:erc t:--.(U t!1ough::' to ';:Ie of min~ 

consequence to "hich he retorts •••• 

"€",rentually it no',' tl"'Jnfpircs that t11(:/ arc o:f 

so £1'<:8t i!lIpo,rt mee tln':. t:1EY c:t.11llot be 1 cft in 

the hands of the :Jantll 'ts!"crfbly. C011sequently 

the NativE minist€r i s confi(l c; in on tJ:'.l(; one 

h'1!l ~ , and. no-confidence l :>0 the ot!lcr ... 3. 

decic.el at the Asscnoly lfrlS to be trons;llitte~. to an inter­

mediar'] co:;mittcc of \sscnbly no"); the :'isdon COllr:.oi1, yet 

'both in the Ooomittee ml:l :isGion ljounci1 tIle ; u!:"Ol?e~'1 !'IiE,:ht 

also be a mClll'ber of' ~ss{l:tbly, the Oo,:,::~i-:;tCE 8.t'l1 ~h(; 'f1sf:'lon 

Goune! 1 '>!hilc the nativ(' '''tnt '~o t11: CO;.:::litt€( 7it~1 lir:'litei 

:po~£:!'s. Suther, in the event of :1isagreemcnts bet'--ecm the 
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Hission Council and the Assembly, the Bantu Assembly 11a(1 

no voice, but such matters would bE ref'eITe:l to the F. !J. C., 

where the 'Bantu Church was again l41rEpres eu t ed, £Illd more 

weight would ultimately be given to the opinions of' the 

nission Council as such. 

"This is what we understani by the ~3ission 

Council' s executive powers in s outh Af'ricaj" 

and it is £Ill indirect way of nullifYing the 

very autonomy of' 'the "Bantu Church. What the 

U.F . 

takes 

Church gj_ves with one 
1. . 

away with another. 

l.and , it indirectly 

Other pOints of' conflict were the f'act that some members of' 

Ass embly were members of t wo Churchesjthat l'T::l.tives were 

Qualified ·to do the spir itual work of t he chur ch as full 

pastors yet not able to administer mis -ion land af'f airsj 

that implied in the d e1iveraTlce WRS the continuance of' the­

U.F. !f.ission in TIt. Fletcher a.n ~ :~at 3tiel l2 \9hich was in the 

same 1'ie1d ·,:!S the] .F .C. an{l therefor e "one sees no end. to 

conflict". While this memo was a "lop t ei by t h e majority in 

Assembly, it was a very slim major ity and by no means com­

p letely r~res entative of' Native opinion, but rather of' the 

opinion of' ·the natives anxious f'or the complete independence 

of' the Church. Tiyo Burnside SOgil (1872-1938 ) was f'oremost 

amongst these, and one who distinguished h i mself' in the 

service of' his Church and people . 

"His whole heart centre" j.n the ar1.uous .duty of' 

buildine: up the walls 0 :(' the Bantu Church, and 

tried to lead it to grow stong in it s material 

and spir itual s i d e . 

• .•• His ambition was to see his race once more 

1. 'B .P.C. B.B. 1930, ApIJendix Hemo by T.B. Soga p.49. 
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r C-sGorE..'>Q to the privi 1 ( [H' 'my hum::m being is 

Expectcl to possess. For this r€3.son 'nany 

misuml erstood. his vie"!" 'Cn' PiiJTl£ in il'lV00 atine: 

the rigbts of' his fello ''IJlen "tIo t r' in St flte: :;mJ. 

in the Church courts. 1I ;r · 

In the A.s s€r.101y dcb'3te of 1930 on r el'}tions 7lit!1 the' is :"ion 

Oouncil, T, --3. Soga movel "th'J·:j the· Ass€J:1bl y t Y1nsm1t the 

(emoranduT!l preparel by the ~ev. r ,3. Soga to 

the F. ' ,0. as a r~ly to the E' . ' , J. '" minute, 

and in doine so thE !l.sS€'Tlbly l 1.Ys stress UJ.)on 

the decl aration made in 1900 in t he Plan of' 

Gnion, which was acccptel in 1923 •••• , to have 

uropean missionaries 18 2s~essors of the R.p.C.*a . 

The I,ev. :F: . r[. ~i . Shepherd move,t ~ T:lOl'e :noderate BIli c oncilia1i-

ing measure in opposition, which uccepte . t he F . ' .G. docu:nent 

but went i'urthe;- in asking the I!' •. ' .:;. to consid er the ad-

vis '1bility of arranging l ec:tl t:':tr1:'f'cr of' some property or 

properties, in order to give the South M':!:"'ical1 .Lrust ees the 

opportunity of training in the ~anag€!'lent of prop erty, and. 

secondly, that all correSI>onJenc e between Ln . :). &11. ?.tlssion 

Oouncil affecting the !. P . O. OE submj.ttt>'l ~o t he SpEcial 

committee . On votin£ 

vot os to 27. 'Ule Rev . :J • . ). 8tonaont entere-l his d.issent \-7hich 

was adherei to by 1.3 native minif'ters an'l el i ers ·ml 3 

".urDp ean. I t re'lil as f ollows , inter ali!1: 

" ••. 2. That tIle document fl3.:i. i n troluc ol a division 

of class status that ,·al bec:n exclude:l 'oy the 

Oonsti tution of the-3. ::: .0. 

3. That the (lOCUlllent, t'le ,'Iork of one member of 

t he Assembly, claime.l. to JC' the. o:pinion of the 

Native memberC! of the A.sSE1!lbly, and that the r esults 

f . B.P.C. B.U. 1938, memorial min. 139';. 

~ • .B .P .O. 13 . 3 . 1930 min. 735 P. 24. 
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of the voting (31 :Cor, 27 against) showed. tha'b it 

was not. 

4. That in my opinion the second. motion was just 

an_, EQ.uitablE as it was framed af'ter d.ue dis­

cussion and. deliberation. ,, :t ; 

To a certain extent the natives in the Assembly became 

aware of the new "division of class status" and of their 

so-callei disadvantages. Their attitude was further ex­

pressed in a motion passed flth"t thE A.ssembly express thanks 

t o the Foreign }Ussion Committee for the gift 

in person of r-rr. llatheson, appoint Hr. Matheson 

permanently to the char ge OJ~ Gordon :!emorial, 

and ask the F . : '.C. to explain why a new l.uropean 

missionary was appoint e:i. to Vlork in connection 

with the B.P.C. of S.A. without the expressed 

wish of' the Assembly" .a. 
The Assembly was aiming to ensure its independence and bring 

to the notice of the home church that it should heed the 

views of the Assembly as well. 1h0 oDtcome was a gradual 

"greement and. in 1931, the Assembly set up a standing com­

mittee on 'Relations between the Assembly and F.H.C., and 

the Mission Council'. [atters 1mmedi"tely began to improve 

after the receipt by the Bantu A.s s mbly of a communication 

datei 21st April, 1931, from the F. ' .C. which replied to 

T.B. Soga's memo. Inter alia, they state1 their recognition 

of technical difficulties inVolved in adjusting relations 

between the F. r.C., nission Council and l3antu Church. They 

believei that further theoretical discussion would. only 

cause need.less delay; what they reQ.uired 'it the present 

time were practical propos'l.ls. 'rhey d.enied. that there was 

:t o ibid. p. 27. 

a . B.P.C. R.B. 1930, min. 762 p. 38. 
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any wish to :promote white su:periutena.ence 'Jy ·the division of 

:pastorates. This was the function of the Presbytery and the 

Committee desirel African ministers ~nd congregations to 

aS3ume fUll status and responsibility. On the Question of 

ownership the F .~I.C. dre'.9 att cntion to the fact that prop erty 

came under their care Q~der various titles of possession. 

Part was grantei by the Goverrr~ent, part bought and many 

buildings erected fIDel improvements .·,ade cost t11e ScotUsh 

Church many thousa'1ds of pounds. 1:1 addition, trusteeship 

involved. the Church in heavy ex:penditure on repairs , upkeep 

an·:1 insurance etc. If ·the South Aj"rican Trustees were in a 

position to take over ·this trust, these iJurdens would fall 

to them. Further, the trustees ~ere requested to send their 

constitution and copy of a certif'icate of registration which 

Vloul.J. show that this body was reco£uizel by the government 

of South Af'rica, and 1 egal1.y entitl.Ecl to hold. pro:o erty. 

In regard to the ~vork at ~Jount Fletcher ani )fatatiele (the 

stations of' afube, Pabalong and UpharaneJ H was pointed 

out tha.t the F. ·f .C. unrlertooj<: missionary ~~erllice there on 

behalf of ·the Paris lIiseion?ry Society '.'.'hich was no longer 

able to maint::lin the Vlork, and their inclusion in the B.P.O. 

W::lS a m3tter for future consideration. The F.:r .O. further 

rejoic€'l at the spirit of brotherliness between European 

and non-European a.isplayed thus far aIEl hOlled that their 

:present relationship would continue. From this :point on 

there is a d.efinite move towards 'better rel:,Uons between 

the various bodies. 

Two events are of note cl.uring this period. The 

first was the consummation of union between the Church of 

Scotlani and the Unite.i Free Church of' Scotland on the 2nd. 

October, 1929. The mother churc11 \"8.S no1" a greatly enlarged 

body and by far the largest Church in Scotland. It was met 

with rejoicing in the Bantu Church and services were held to 

mark the occasion. The second E1ITsnt l"::)8 not as haIlPY. In 



Octo"ber, 1929 1all Street suf'f'ere' HE' historic oollapse 

and the effect was soon 1'el t in Soubh Ai'rica. 'rhe economy 

was soon in J.iff'iculties 9ft e1" th.E d i'll11onc't market slump 

and the fa11 or wool prices. In 1731 ~hE Economy sU1'feral. 

a further bloV! when Great :3ritain · 'c·nt off' the gold standard 

and the d.epression yearE' soon engu1.fe:' Cou·tl1 Ai'rica. The 

Bantu Church already in di1'ficul t:l, 1" 'l. ~ nol" fighting for 

its very existence. The Assembly re':l.Uze1 th3t it could 
Nt 

REV er af'forj ·the Jegal expenses ':l.na tranr,fer f'ees involva'i 

in gaining ·the :prolle.cty lieU in trust. It was grateful 

for all assist'lIloe in terms of :none1J .'me. lle!'sonel1 that 

coull be obt ained f'rom Scotland. m l this tend crl to increase 

the ties of Goodwill. The Vlay wa:J soon opened for the }.~ission 

Council. to reoommend one or more nCljjive ministers to serve 

on ·that body and. in tinle certain prollerty C3IDe to be vested 

in t;he Trust ees. The Bgntu Church hail ·begun to reaUse the 

immense difficulties in runniXle, the Church ani. their growth 

by 1947 war, by no means impresr,ivc . 

In 1947 three F ... C. commissioners tourel 

a entral m o. 80utll Afric8 J-:'o1" four !'lonths. 1'1; e~r "'ETe struck 

by the vivid way South Mrica ill1wtrat e;i the effect s of the 

economic and political forces on ~isRionary work and how 

centrally colour distinction fe'l.tureJ. in the lif'e in the 

country. They believedth'lt conditions in t h e Presbyterian 

Church life made it imperRt;ive th "> t union between the two 

main bodies be ef':fected as soon as possible. Since the 

P.C.S.A. had.· continua'i "1ith its own 'l'lIltu work, they had 

founti a situation where the P . G.S.A. and. B.P.C • • Jere working 

in irritating rivalry to the cietriment o1'both. rhe 

Commission saw the need of the B.P.C. to recover the evan-

gelical zeal, to which it owei it s existence. Its interest 

in the gospel had partly been diVert Ed to maintaining 
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organization and questions of finance, church Rnd school 

buildings, ecclesiastical status and orJ.er. Ex,pansion had 

come only oy natural growth of ~he Christian community 

rather than by steady propaganda amonB their heathen neigh­

bours. They regarded as a matter of utmost urgency the nee:l 

for more and better trained t\frican clergy. The shortage 

of ministers they regarded. as one of' the chief weaknesses 

af'ter finding one out of every four central conbreg'3.tions 

vacant. Low salaries were r Elg '3.r,j e'l ',8 a serious det errent 

but the f'undamenta1. neal '.'1as for a deepening of the J;.vange-

11c'3.1 impu.lse and to put the claims of the ~1inistry b ei'ore 

prospective studEnts. 

The F. ·~ .C. itself "'af ex:periencing great 

dii'ficulty. The Second .7orld. ?ar ha i ·t81cen its toll in 

Scotland. in terms of lives and. money. I\ecruitment of men 

for mis s ionary work in South tli rica was extremely difficult 

and requests for financial help had to be turnErl down . Only 

from the late 'fifties onwaris iH matters again improve. 

Various schemes were aide,l by tho .F. ': .O. One such scheme 

was the cst ablishment of central off ic es 1'or more ef1' ect i v e 

administration. As a result of ne[otiations, an off'ice 

was acg,uirsl in Umtata, thanks to(;he f'inancisl aU. supplied. 

by the F . l.1 .0. In 1955 the Assembl~v unanimously Ilominat e:l 

the Rev. IJ.:'l. l,Iatheson to the office o:C GEneral Secretary. 

A f'urther scheme wmch recdve:'l ·the priority from the F. 'f .C. 

vias the establishment of the ]'ederal. Seminary close to 

Fort Hare in the smaH town or ,<\lice. The ed.ucational 

changes effecte:l 'by the central Covern'llent, necessit"ted 

the removal of the training f'3.cilities for Bantu ministers 

to other premises. The F.'~ .O. of 1;he Church of Scotland 

W'3.S instrumental in s ecuring the J,Jremises and. 'Ghe co­

operation of other churches in this remarkable ecumenical 
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venture which rose fTo~ the ground in 1962. Co~mon educa­

tional facilities were providei "'hile individu.al Churches 

maint::,inEd -their own colleges for their or'iinands . The 

Seminary is built on the slopes of Snndile's Kop upon which 

rises the memorial to J8mes Stewart 1"I1hich stands !'IS a fitting 

remind.er to all of the great debt owed for his ef'f'orts in the 

field of' ed_ucation. The Seminary W3Y be regardEd as a true 

extension of the principles f'or whlch J ames Stewart and. the 

Scottish issions stood.. FAuc3tion ',vas the means by which 

men rose above the pettiness and. prejudice of' life and along 

with the gospel of' Jesus Christ were fitted. to take their 

place in society as brothers . 

The relationship bdweenthe Bantu Presbyt erian 

Church and the Foreign Mission Committ ee of' the Church of 

Scotland have, on the whole, been cordial. The differences 

that arose were the expressions of inde:pmd ence which a 

daughter felt now that she was in the process of growing up. 

They were necessary to convince the F. 1' .C. of the desire of 

the B.P.C. to exercise its independ. ence "nd to stand on its 

own feet. With time, the B.P.C. le8rnt the dir.ficulties 

involvro in taking upon itself many of the responsibilities 

which had :previously belongEd -to the mother church and with 

the humility gained ~ this Imowlelge ,restorEd -the affec­

tionate ties between the two churches . The mother Church 

at, almost every opportunity continue'! to help its offspring 

and. devolve,l more responsi-bility upon it, culminating in 

the Joint Council whereby the :Bantu Church has full parti­

cipation in the future of its South African work. Awake to 

the difficulties of the South African situation, and while 

maintaining its responsibilities to the B.P .C., the F . :'T.C. 

has expressed the hope that EVtmtllally thE: Presbyterian 

I!issions would amalgamate and make their work more effective. 



58. 

b. Relations with the Presbyterian Church of Southern Ai'rica. 

3y agreement the relationship between the 

P.C.S.A. and theB.P.C. was tODe one of independent churches 

in faieral relationship. The \Veaknesses of this arr'illgement 

were soon exposed. Independency '~af' preferre-.1 to federalism 

and the commissioners acted more like observers than assess-

ors. No real constitutional basis was giv en to the solving 

of common problems or co-orrl.inated evangelistic efJ'orts. In 

1ate-.c years the full numoer of' corrunissioners were not appoint­

ed, indicating full use of this link was not being made or 

even taken seriously. The first sj.glls of 'ill apparent lack 

of harmony aIlpearai in 1928 when the Il.P.O. Assembly aIJIlointed 

an African minister to the G1enthorn congregation. I. G1enthorn 

had both a European and an African congregation, the former 

under the P.C.S.A. while the latter was believe:'!. to belong 

to the B.P.C. It soon transpire1 tllat the African minister 

was EXllelled. from the IJro:perty by certain authorities of the 

P.C.S.A. A com~ission of enQuiry in its r~ort found neither 

side blameless, but the importanc e of closer co-operation was 

vividly impressed. on the minds of bol;1t Churches . 

J~eanwhi1e, another crisis had. ariE'en in Oape 

Town. A number of Bantu members who at home belonge-l to the 

J3 .p.a, attached. thems elves to other Churches in CaIle Town, 

one of' which Vias the P a.S.A. They later aI>llliel for their 

disjunction certificates which were then forwardei to the 

13.1'.0. minister at Somerset East. The matter was refeITed. 

to the Presbytery of the Ciskei herE' their certificat es were 

accepted. with the assurance that or:Unances of worshiIJ would 

be suppliai in Cape Town. An :i!nmediate protest was heard 

from the P.C.B.A.I. in view of a cOlllplet,e reversal of what 

was formerly believed. to be acceptei policy. In the first 

1. 13.r.a. 13.13., 1934 . Appendix II. 
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place, it 1!laS pointe:l out, th3.t the Presbytery had accepte1 

certificates :from members 600 mil es away, in the fun 

knowledge that this meant establishing a new congregation . 

Secondly, such aCC€Dtance, especi~lly in an area worked by 

the P.O.S.A., raised Questione oJ.' policy '?!hich the General 

Assembly alone was qualif'iei to consider ~Dd decide. Thirdly, 

at the formation of the B.P.O. certain congregations and 

minist ers were transferre:l. from the P. C . S. A. on the under­

stand.ing that certain areas " ere recognizc.Q as the sole areas 

of the respeotive Churches. The disregard ot' ·these b01md­

aries would theref'ore lead. to diff'j.cul ty and. strain. The 

P.O.S.A. oommittee advised the estal)lishment of' a joint 

oounoil on these matters and that at present the disjunction 

oertificates be set aside. 

In 1934 the B.P.O. was facel with the question 

of' its future policy but deferrerl it until 1935, having 

decided to remit the matter to the proposei joint counoil. 

This was a dif'f'ioult matter f'or the :s.p.a. because many o:f 

its members were moving to the major labour centres and it 

was these centres that could contri1JUt E most towards meagre 

finanoial resources. It was com'"'lon cause that no definite 

boundaries hall. been dravm between the two churches and. any 

att em:pt to do so immed.iately i11'J.llingei upon the autonomy of' 

the 13.P.O. To some the very act of' withd.rawing in the face 

of' protest was to exhibit weakness ~Dd to negate thE ability 

of the Ass€..-"lbly to d.ecide it:: O"I'ID future. 'f.B _ Soga, always 

the campaigner in the battle i'or autonomy, move:l: 

" •••. that the speedy organic union, considerate­

ly pro:pose:l, 9.ff'Ect for the :future only the 

Dantu anrl Presbyt erian Churches of South Africa, 

Native rUssion work sud property and. that alone. 
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.. 1. CIt in the critic~l 'll1d. compl ex situation which 

has arisen, plsces I1'o::e Cape fo.-m. Joh'IDll€sburg 

and the like be hence:forti1 created into ]!reachi."'1E; 
t. .... .,1. Suaulons ••••• 

I~ effect, it was 'l decision to mOV E into nIl the major 

centres where the P.C.8.1\. al.rea1y ~?,:l cOl"'..gregations ancl 

could only 1 ead to more friction . Organic union VlSS again 

brougJ:rb into the fore and though "JEn like "(.13. Soga '~ished 

to li:nlt it to the native oongrec.atlot!B , many were in favour 

of' reoonsidering tl"1€ whole iS2ue "[" in. The r. O. £ . A. simi-

larly appointed a committee to look in to the issue. The 

question of' org'lllic union bct'v€ETl th<: two churches h'ls re­

mainal in the forefront of ,iiscussion :From 1935. but for the 

time oeingr •. ]. Soga' f' mo·tion vns pref'crrcl to another pro­

posErt by the "Rev. E.':' ; . Shephar:! w...1.0 S1J[[Gste:l tM.t the 

Ass6llbly approv€ of' organic union in principle m·l that 

"B . P .C. ministers co-operate with the P C.S.A. ",!jntsters in 

the labour oentres and in cioin£; so to visit their (B.P.C.) 

peo:p1e. 50[a 9l1d the r.J.ajority of the :1 . 1".0. Assembly pre­

f'errcd. further separation of whitE :m l black by inoor:porating 

the "Bantu congre[ations of the l' C. S. A. . and therefore to 

Ensure the ~a .p.c. :freEdom. to exten:l its t~ork where it wished.. 

His motion also supportEd the' movement towards the labour 

centres , A.fter voting was knovrn ttl€ F'.EVS. 1\ • • • dlkie, 

n.ll. fl . Shepherd., D. d . iiathe30n, J'b'D.es D€~;ar 'mJ eUEr C. D. Zulu 

entere:i their dissent and the first t wo '1111 last namEd resign­

ed frOm all appointments stating t;·lat they considerel E'uoha 

decision contrary to the mini of' Christ <lIl'l that it violatai 

J)rbcUes of the most :fund.3.Y1G1t<:!1. k;j.nd.~ · 

1. B.P.C.B.3. 1935, min. 1197 p.3'. rIlls sugi€stion \vas 

apparently droll!lEU, probably in the f "lce of ref'usal by the 

p.e.s.ll.. .11.. B.P.C. 13.n. 1935, min. 1199, p. 37 Dr. Shepherd 

harl little to do with the :i3.l:'.C. until his return in 1949 

when he was elect eJ 'foJ. erator for t :o teI'l11s. 
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The Joint Council W'3.S nEVer "l success and its 

efforts did little to ease the situation. The Rev. H. Mama 

(B.p.a.) proposed a soheme whereby members of one church 

would be accepte1 as a member of' the othe1' if they movei 

into a centre which had. been ev'illgelized by the other. At 

the same time he suggested the acceptance or the present 

situation and the congregations already so established. By 

1939 there was still no improvement ln relations. On 

receiving the report of' the Joint Council the Assembly 

recorQ~l its regret that in spite of the suggestions put 

forwa,r;i it nas report e<i 'tihat the Pres'byt ery of Port lnizabeth 

of the p.a. S. A. had addEd a fresh cO~'Plication by placing 

a minister in New Brighton. Despite these 'comPlications ' 

a draft basis of union was placed before the ~ssembly for 

consideration. 

In 1944 the B.P.C. celebrated the first 21 

years of its existence. During celebrations a number of 

addresses were deliverEd to mark the occasion. The Rev. 

T. Finca dwelt on "plans for the future" 811<1 in so d.oing 

tou.chet upon the relations between the t wo bodies. He 

referrEd to the B.P.C. deoision to f'ollow its members into 

the major labour centres which had brought about serious 

misunderstanding which had. as yet not been overcome. He 

ex:pressEd the same arguments qS in 1923 which had placed 

the churches in their present dilemma . The TI.p.a. valuei 

aboVe all its 3.utonorny ana. self'-eovernment while they 

f'eared that 1..'1 a united ahurch "inf'eriority and. colour bar" 

would be agreat hindrance . E~e P.C.B.A. on the other hand 

obj ect ed to relinQuishing its Bantu !aissions to the 13.p.a. 

for without them it would cease to be an evangelical and 

outgoing body . After their disunite~ state had been realized 

("for this was not clear in former d.ays") both ahurches had. 

met with bitter experiences. He re-echoe.l many who ardently 

hoped. that the churches would in the future be joined. in a. 

lasting and. organic union. L'he dilc;mma of' ·the t wo churciles 
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had once again been statei but by this time one alternative 

had already been put to the test. Only an analysis of its 

succe~s would determi ne the road to be taken i n the future . 

The 1948 F .. 1LC. Commis sion, in its report , 

st lited. that they had recently attendeQ t he f irst meeting 

of a renewed attempt at; co- operation thr oue.:h a Joint Council. 

It also noted the ~Iodus of' bantu workers to the wage-earning 

centres and the decision of the B.P .O. to establis.h congre­

gations even though it might :nean oTawing members of' the 

I'.C.S.A.. , while· in certain district s of' the Cape the P .C.S .A. 

had taken the place of long established. 13 .P. C. congregati ons. 

The commission recommend E.d t hat noth ing short of one inclusive 

Presbyt erian Church in South Ai'rica would. be saUsfactory. 

Ey 1955 the B.P.C. Committee on co- operati on 

with the P.C.S.A. was forcei, in vlishint: to be realistic, 

to report ·that despite the agreement s in the past "there is 

practically no co-operation on the congregational 

level between the two churches. Thus today while 

the B.P.C. still ministers to the majority of the 

congregations in the rural areas , in cities like 

Port Jtlizabeth, Cape Town :mi Johmmesburg tJ1ere 

are congregations ~ both churches. ,,1. 

It was therefore decided. that both Churches be f reebo extend 

their work where and as they f ound oppor·tunity to do s o. The 

same committee not ed. with s orrow t h e "difficulties" at Don­

hill and Durban ; the f'om er where member s left the B.P.C. 

an.i were receive'). into the P.C.S. A. and at the l atter where 

p. e .S . A. members fonned a B.P .C. congregation . In the same 

year the Business Committee of the B.P .C. record.E.d it s 

delllorement of the action of the p .e. S. A. i n giving: empl oy­

ment to a sUSIJended B . P. C. minist er, t he Rev. 1' •. 1. Jiamabolo. 

1. J3.P.C. B. B. 1955 min. 2840 p.23. 
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'rhus, while ex:pressing concern at bhe lack of co-operation 

and unity, both botlies continued. to d eny that very concern 

by their actions, to the detrimen t of '!10th. The :protract ed. 

union negotiations continuei and by 1960 '"he Senior Clerk 

of the B.P.C. could r~ort that seven presbyteries were 

against the scheme of union ,3l1'l only one for it. Yet it 

seemed that men were being Vlon over to the id.ea of union. 

In 1961 a ce'ytain amount of agreemen't was being reached and 

negoti,ations were extend.ed. to includ.e the Tsonga Presbyterian 

Church. :Both Churches workai. in co-operation to establish 

St. Columba College at the Federal Geminary for the purpose 

of allowing their students to be trainei together. In 1964 

the curren't "Drai't basis of Union" was acc~teJ. by all three 

negotiating churches (B.P .C., 'r.p.c ., p.e.s.!.) and talks 

have Ilrogressed favourably, in the hope that 1971 may see 

the fruition of a scheme which has been as old as the B.P.C. 

itself. The reasons for its Ilresen't success \9il1 be dealt 

with in the concluding section. 

c. Internal DeveloIlment. 

l\ny attemIlt at an an '3.1ysis of any church is 

fraught with difficulties. The charge of "onesidedness" or 

"dwelling on negative aspects" i s a possibility which cannot 

be overlooked, yet this assessment., as brief as it is, 

wishes only to Iloint to the realities of the matter. It has 

been a great creiit to the leaders of the 3 .P.C . that they 

have never glossed. over their .:'iif'f i culties , but attempted to 

face them in a realistic manner an1 al ways with great hOIle­

fulness f or the future . An '3l1alysis of a Church by its 

finance and s tatistics could nevEr be a reliable guide for 

it does not indicate the d~th of SIliritual life or social 

usefulness. The statistics of the B.P.C. ~re even more 

unreliable because of the failure of' presbyteries and con­

gregations to provide the inform3tion cle"':pite re:peatei 
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warnings by the I\.s s e.'lo 1 y • _he folIo vine CiTE rough s tatistics : 

:U ,iers f~ 
Yen]" Outstations Deacon3. <enDers G,:DcUdates Conzregations 

1924 552 1286 24,000 9,066 45 

1929 640 1368 22,034 5, 880 51. 
1940 691. 1664 25,256 5,064 60 

1950 774 1925 31,330 ' " t. ,22.3 62 

1960 799 2177 30 t..7r, / ,-, - 5,36<) 72 

1969 935 3166 42,212 4,731) 79 

(1) 'fembersh1p! It is com.'!lon C"l1.:.SE tlt'lt thE: f:Y.'Owth of the 

E.I'.O . in almost every de-partment 0:: its activity h·3S been 

:nuch less "L.'11 slower thgn mticip::ltc:'J.. rL"!le an:J. 'rime again 

Moderators sought to draw attention to this as:pcct. fI. cursory 

glance at !1IEJ:ibershi p st'ltistic: Sh01'3 that it took apnro:zci-

m"ltcly seventeen years before the church ~Gain reachei the 

fi[.ure of' 1924. The catechummate 11'os yet to reach the 

:figure e:iven in 1924. Accordini'.: to a prominent member of 

the I3.P .O.1. the m®bershin to ,late should have been closer 

to 100,000 in view of the vast incr.osf: in ·the /\.frican :'::;',-

POPlllation instea'l. of the 'present 42, COG. The growth r.ate 01' 

church memberslu:p barely kept p~ce " itI! the D'itural incrEase 

of the Presbyterian section of the population. It has been 

a criticism that the 8 •. P.C. , i.'1st€"l1 of moving into the 

cities, should T'lthor- have concentY''l.tdL on the heathen 

1n their own areas. The TeA.SOnS for the slov in(!re:3sc aTe 

many. The !l.P .C. mi.'1istry was f'ace-' ,:,;,ith a'1 irrnnense shortage 

of' men which resultEd 1..'1 'l.!l oveV?orJ<ed , oV6!"cxtenietl and 

t..1.ere!i'ore jJle:t'f'ective ministry. In 1941, the 'Rev . r. MUJi2. 

1. 11 . 11' . ;\7 . Shepherd. 

2. 3 •. P .O. :B.B. 1941, oderatortc "l;drcss p . 53. 



CQI'.1llll€nt e::!. on thir: ~s:prot, POintl11~ out th'lt almost :t'orty per 

CE'nt of bhe con€re["l.tions ·'ere v~Q:;;nt 'm .- cO~le ministers 

burdenci with u:p to three stations. Sever'].l .fo;ierators in 

their addresses to Assembly €XhortF; Lbeir bret~:ren to return 

to that Di!I!lgelical fervour from whence the :.:l.P.C. sprang. 

The practical o.iff'iculties 1.Vhich tJ1e mE'll f:::lCei.~ 

especially in the early yrars, nevert:1E-lcss ti1/es creJit 

to their calibre. Communica!;il)n~ '"'0re :po':Jr, fin:mc(!c weak 

E'Ven for e<l.ucatiomll material, ana the people ~ere uneducatEd. 

The B.P.C. maintained a proud tradition, in the f'1C€ of 

off'icial j is1WProval, of" running schools ~,n ·l never f':'lilel to 

show an interest in the j.nstitutions "lhich provHEl eiucation 

anc:. hoe-pit<llization for their people. The exT-erience of' 

running a Church took sO"W time to ievelo:p an, systems 11a1. 

to be evolvel ':'1hich would be accept'1ble to their peo:ple. The 

loVl st i pend :pail to the ministry ;'iiJ not rl'~ke for plentiful 

ca!xl.L1.ates, yet tm-ough all this thEY maintainei a rEasonably 

hifh standard of Education for tJwir ministry. Scottish 

ministers retiring from the f1e1::1 couH not often be replacei. 

!'heir salutary influence was aclmowl e:lgecl by all alike but 

their withdrawal '~as inevitable. There were 27 at t11" f'o:rnta­

tion of the Il.l'.C. ani the ntrubcr has dwindlEl'l. over the years 

to the present 6, all of 1hom have ::'1j 1 css th'ln ten years 

experience in the South ,ifrican f'iel.l. ~itll the ,arch of 

time the Bantu ministers 'ere more fr€fl.uently <ml r:f'f'Ectively 

h ...... 1.' ~ 'J j "'" indertu oy co our uar" an·. MC~'J.. prE uL,~ce. 1ith their 

movement restrictEd the Scottish ;ninistcTs 11'0 no~ strategi­

cally employEd to f'ill such position~tr""t mj.g.l'J.t rEJquire 

exc essl v e :nove::nent. 

(11) Finances: It must aeain be stresse:l that the q.li''llity 

of the life of' a church can never be rated. in terms of its 

f'inanoes, nor can one assess '3. c114rc11 in t€r:ns of its 

finances. Yet it is a :pulse 8.n' inl!.icator of the d.iff'icultics 
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':I11ich the cl'lUrch had to :f;:W€. Fron thE s t '.l.rt, the church 

had to €Xl>and its Vlork on a r~th€r !"i£"gT€ budget. Special 

orferings were from. time to time t'lken to cover Assembly 

and other €x:penses. The "'hnY<1no" or .(omens '\.ssociations 

:playe<l a notable :part. both in tho life or the Church <ma 

in r'lising a great deal of' it s finance. The '3.1'.C. owes 

a great d.ebt to these women who so f '1ittlfully servei it. 

In additioY1 they gave an annual SU'.1 t;owaris the <Jork in the 

Zoutp'l,l.lsoere; area, without Vlllich the ', ark' v.ould undoubted.ly 

h:we sut'fereL ]'rorn its inception t!lE' Church finances were 

watched. 1>y 'l'. B. Soga. In 1932 '.l.."1 annu :; l collec'tion was 

introduced. throughout the Church t o defray a deficit ot' 

-C219. Presbyteries ?..nd cOIlLre£'ltions were urge:l to give 

this mnttor their utmost -attention. In 1937 the first de­

taile:l financial schc.'Tle was intro , uce-l . In that year the 

auditor coul l perforrn only a Il:trti'll auf1i t ':ue to lack 01' 

d.ocumentary evi1enoe ana. dOCKets. A nu~ber of dii':E'iculties 

arose :lue to 11 rather poor booJ:kec:ping systm!l. In 1949 the 

aurlHor again commented. on the unsatis:factoI"'J state cf the 

books ani. a nuuibe:r- of amounte that nee(le:i investigating. 

The mothe'n church helpei by su.pplying a nu'riber of' missionaries 

and pai:1 their s~aries. They cave: grants-in-aid towards 

:my :particul.,rrly needy are'lS 'ml (Ii'! J:luch to put the o1'fice 

of General 8ecret"ry on J.ts feet. Slowly but surely the 

church 1JUiH UP. its assets bub vert 1itHE couli ':>e ex:pended 
out 

on buiUing llrojects without7sUe !lETp. Star-ting ort' with 

the 'neagre :fin.anoial diet of a few :lu..'1dred IlOu.."1.d,s, the B.P.C. 

slowly prog:ressf.d to 'l f'i:i.r 3J1lount of' st8bility "'Ju t its 

position is still far from sai'!.'. l'lle avjifjors for 1969 state 

that while " revenue sUIj?lus is sl;.cwn for the period u:p to 

December 1968. the Ohurch ' s income i:c sti 11 generaUy in­

sufficient to meet its :financial co:n.rnitlJlents. It still does 
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not possess sui'f'icient, by ' 'V of li(!ui·:l 'lssets, ~o meet the 

Church t ~ 1i :Ibilities, af't ('1" '11.10" L'1t for spEcific funds. 

(i11' ;)iscipJ.in~: There is no clllircl-: ;"h1c[1 ioes not eXIJerienoe 

the nee1 to discipline some oJ' 1 t£' r'e~lbeT" in thE' interests 

of' both the Gl'llL.'r'CIl 3!l'1 the ChrislJLm f':!ith. 'Rel:lt ive to 
non sectarian 

other/clmrcJl(;s, the B. P.C. ln5 h·~(l. an unusual. mmiber of' 

such ca.ses. In 1949, the :foder!3.tol~ , 1jhe !lev. L,I, 'i. Shepherd. 

SFlid: 

" ••• there llave 'Oem f3ilurcc, ~nj the g'=.r'r.ents os 

the Church h'ive been sllette"!.. So'neth1ng could bE 

f'or~ivm in the c?rly ynre of the Ohurch as it 

walke.':. <m unknown V!3y: confusion in orZ".Jlization 

was ]lerhap;:: inevitable till understanding of' true 

Church procci ure ·h wne : . £'he 1csire :for power 

\,, 'l~ perh3ps qlso to be looke.l 1~or . 3ut these :fail-

urE'S are not all. 30-::6 -~oul '.l. obare€: our Church 

diflCi]!line. It i12 9'11 :;0 think of those who h3ve 

fqllm aw::ty. It i::; 2'11. to thin'{ of how f'req,uently 

PrE:s'byteries and. MS€":lo17 l13ve had to 'leQ.l with 

affairs that Church Cou-:·t ~. Bl lOUld. "lie troubled with 

only on 1''3.re occasions - '"101',,1 scand.'11 "ihU hatred 

between brethren, 1'01' ",11 of \"hom Ghris-t d.iea. ,,1-

Numbers of' instances h"lVE' 'been recorile-:_"here DEh.aviou!; on 

the :part of' either the minis1j rr o!" cor;ercL. " '~lon or "both have 

be€I1 deci1iecl1y 'll1ti-cllr12ti'l..'r1. ~.£'J.i'1 , H ",ou1..,1 'bE a mistake 

to dwell on this negative :point. OnE: 5ho111 :1 also 1'oint to the 

i'aithful maj ority, many of' \mml b~vc '!Jeen olltstanling men and 

have done much for the incre::'uH' of Christia.."1 f'Rith In th1s 

Country. 

------------------_.-
1. ~l.F,C. 3 .. ~J. 194'9, :Xoderator'3 address :po 44. 



entirely compose.'! 01' Bantu Ins freQuently been C'lU8I1t in the 

whirlpool of Jouth A...f'ricaTJ. yoli tier.. :3esid.es personal dis­

comfort ocperience:l under the v'l!'lous laws governing the 

3antlJ, such as the colour bar, t,1:€ Group !\.r0as '!"c 't and. 

various pass laws, they hav" a1",0 J ceTn vitally '1ff €cte.:l in 

their social services such as "'.n t l:e '1d"1inistrntion of 

oohoo15 ~nj other institutions. The !. 1,ucation l'EP."lJ"tments 

ref'Usei to ~.llow '3.P.O. to be superintendents of' regiderEd 

Bantu Schools in thE'll' 11:1'£''' . In tb, Transv9.'3.1 t he '3.1'.0. 

either had. to appoint "nother :!',Uro'j E"1l minister or "r~ake 

(~€clare-l th.,t he carrie.l his ])');)8, rerruirci in accori'lncc 

wit:L the I:ast I.Ol1'lOn "unicipality re[ul'.,tions, und er :protest. 

'fhis reoeivc-d the ",t 'tention of '!;hE !\ssembly '"hich quietly 

disposed. of it. but ml.lIl:;' were i n f ",vour of greater :protEst 

cmd publicity. Yet in mOBt C"lses, thc:3.I'.C. displayed. 11 

greil.t deal of restraint, t"ct '1n ! 600d sense, yet they 

nevertheless spoke out ag8inst "p.n~r '3ST,lcots 01' ;;}outh African 

:poli'liical lif'e. In 1952, in the f -~cc: of sochl :l.isturo'lnce 

they issueQ the 1'0110' ing state:nen!j: 

possession of' the politic 'll. irlstruJ1 ents that make 

for :pescef'ul cban[ € in the norm 'll .~ E:'~ocratio 

soo:!.e'hy, we are cO!:J1)el1.e" to f:e e '1 or:rt"\in necess­

ity in their ohoice of 1I ",2"'i'16 rGsistmce as the 

one way open to them. -rhus we carmot withhold 

f:roll them our moral anii SJ;l irHual [leIP. Even so, 

~v e make known our wor.! oi' er"lve oaution. As the 

campaign int ens1fies t!'lE 1if:f.'i.cultics &Id. inci te-

m ents \l1i11 increfls e '1."11 o:::.ly '3.S our )eopl e can 
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continuE ·to beh9.vE- non-violwtly ?.ni wHhout 

bitterness to &~y mWl will thEir endeaVours be 

foune. worthy 'Jf the blcsili:J.i! or God the Father ..... 1. 

In 1931 the Rev. n. ·~'!..");a ]:1 eld. '3Il o.h·timiFtic vie'\! of the future 

would. succeel, a.'1.d with the hel!! 0;" truste·i f'riends end t!l€ 

vast eQuc'Ition'O.l opportu...'1.ities throush ~he CJ!'lurch, he believe!! 

there V'::\S some hope for a successful end.. Tn his mOlieratori"tl 

the politica1 sit1J.ation • 

..... • •• . the blac1{ m.".J1 is ,!8ssing through a critical. 

ti.'ne •...• '!!ho is to bl'l:'11E.' for \':h"tt is t>..king :place 

today? The resist'.l.nee C81lT],13ign j.s on, you cannot 

blame the Africa.'1s for it, you ca."ll10t blame ·the 

civil courts for convict_Lons 'lui i Tlrgrisonment ..• 

•• •• Dho is to :J1a:n.e - it is thE: Public Opinion @lei 

the T,egisl·".lti v e Asser.ib1:r. 1'lH? situation as j,t 

prese."1ts itself h9.s -Jrou;::ht in, into the political 

arena, tht'? Church. '{arioue churches •..• have 

011 €illy o,el1ounce i the :prL1~i'pl €S of A;,~artht;id as 

unjUE!t ":nO .. unrighteous ...... 1.. 

The :B.P.O. was 'by no me?.I1S in favour. of the political policies 

fol1owe:l.. by tI1G Govern"';ent. These po1i<1i €S -_~cre !~nd. "Ire 

segregationalist in Ch"lY':'!.cter ~nd it is at this v€r,f point 

that the irony of the !l.I' .C. lay • . ;hiIc 3ttackin[ A.partheid 

policies, by its VEY-Y EXistence thE- :',1' .C. proclaimed su:Pport 

'" ; h 1'" It 1 0 ' ... ",:.' "1"- + '1 lor "hose po _un.os. '\"JOU cL Je very .... l.L _~cu .. " uO reconc~. e 

a church hoHinE; anti-aparthei-i vi ew:,; yet practisine; such 

in its own 1iff? In 1944 at the 21st ce1 e'brations of the 

TI . l?C., the Itev. N.P. 1..!ak8..1uza s~i,:1: 

1. B.P.C. D.13. 1952, 7,{0d.erator's ndc):r.ess p. 44. 
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"'oes this church nean a sellaration fro:c ,I;ersons 

(;1.u,,('oh a ;;"olitical seL:r0Lation? Is it i'oundcu 

is III t..~e negative. TIl(: '3'.ll1tu Ghurc.~ 1<lloW3 no 

isms. :r:t has its oasis 0n thE. commission set t'orth 

"by our Lord J CS1l2 O:11'i ~ ". "CO ~"E int') all the 

\'101'1:1. anJ. Dr€acl~ the Cm::pEl to every c1'e:.lture". 

This Church 1.5 a u.'1i-Jc~31 church." 

:;- itherlihe speaker tli(l not k.'10;1 the history of' the church 

or ha ~1 forgotten the :r.ealitiC'~ of t~le situat.ion, '.)ut thE 

O1'euma:lts iu :favour of a IlUrc1.y :r~"Uiv( CLltU"'Cl1 r.U ·l not in any 

',lay i.'llPly :J. univer~alistic outlook . On the contrary, it; 

Has thE opr;ositf: ;ma. the fe:r:ar'ltion WE.S l. E1iberately cmde 

1 .. , l' a.ong rac~a~ ~cs. ,\ l:n..11'::..t'u' of ' .hit e missionaries aid not 

makE i;]EChurcll !'!uJ.ti-rach1. In thei.1' rC',;1ort of 1948 the 

apart from the A1'ric~l Otmrcb :'J.:d or1 Hoize its n11. too 

obvio1.1S we8.kncss, 

Church, on H s ~idc, i s tempted to exhalt 

it;; inde];lm,lellCE:, to :l;:-cc.rlJ its nci·<}l r8.thf;r 

than H::: Ullivl?y'sa1 f(''1tu·~( s . to (;:'lI'lnsiS€' f'orm~ 

anJ. heal ~atters to thr j~tri:ll"nt 0::' f'lith, 

r .. O'pc or charHy. +t 1.. 

could thereforE forgivE the CO::lLl1isdol: for nob Zras:ping the 

d i1erJ.'t.:l. of' tM "l . !,'i> .C. at the ti"1€. Con·lition", h "we !?ince 

made t:t€ :pOSition a lot. clearer. :l,"E to the:C. :. ';.'s om 

l'olicy, thr;; 3 .:::.0. could not hill IN.1i. l'lOV E in the ,iirrotion 

of 'lssertL"'lg its l''!Ci'll char::lcteri sl; ics. Its very foun:.l.atlon 

--------------_. 
1. "'I •• ' . C. 3 •. ~.. 194[, A.p:pend1x. ::' ," .J, Commission Report p . 36. 
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and composition (}ompel1 e,l it i n th!'it d.ir<?ctiol1, f or to 

S];)eak against it .,ould 12e to SJ)Eak ae;c,;inst their own cllurch, 

and the ideals ',vhich they h'l~! for so long cheri,shed. 

(d) Oonclusion: 

This thesis has tracEd the orilins of the 

::l .P.C. f'rolll its earliest foundation. From certain evidence 

it has maintained that out of' the 'Evangelical/"Liberal" 

alliance. ani in thE f'ace of' the erosion of native rights, 

the conviction grew that only a SE;'Ila:r!:lte and ind.ependent 

Bantu Ch\lI'Ch would overCO'lle th€ r 'lCi al dii":f'icrulties within 

the South Af'rioan Chure,h. Tile Scottish lother Church 'lias 

p crsuad.ed by various spokeSrlCl to OX,,-OI'!,,€ this attem,pt to 

give the Bantu an OPllortun1ty to express themSElves and 

a;pply their own indigenous talent s toward s the' eva.'1gelization 

of' 'ttl€: South Afrioan 3 antu. It has al so been :naint"lineti 

th'lt Irwoo'lle was the :f.'oremost spokc--sm"n in adVoc'lting this 

step. Further. thilt in the 'l ebat c on tIle future of the 

Presbyterian mission, the men 'tho '1.11 'beloneei to a common 

E'Vangelic~llli'beral tr~(l.ition were f8cel nith a d.ilaruna 

which yieldel t wo answers. The l1ilemna, :proc1.ucm. by South 

African sooial oonditions, wa, whether to incorporfl'~e the 

Bantu people into one united Chur<:lh where they would strugt 1 e 

to reaoh equality baserl on "white" s t and"rds. or to form 

them into an independent self-£overnin~ church where they 

would set their own standards an ' ~i:ns. 

The young church e.xperienoa:l a great 1ea1 of' 

diff'iou.1.ty in assETtint, its inde:pend.enc€, which has yet to be 

f'ully re3.lizei. As time prooeeded rel<ltions between itself 

and the P.O .S.I\.. were L"Iperille'i 'by cont1nue:l di sunity -<ti,d. 

the maintenance of' a farcical ':fader"!} ' linl~. Tentative 

approa.ches on the subject 01' Ullion bE€."n 18 El"lrl y '3.S 1935 

and h3ve continuei till the Ilre:1cnt time, when such a 
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ste:p -?..Jlllears to l)e imminent. 

The thesis haE dlvelt on pressures of a praotical 

nature hie!:" indic"lted that a union of l'res'byterian bOllies 

seem~l the morc acceptable 'solution'. A fqctor not de~lt 

with and. which h<ts further influence". the decis ion to press 

ahead with unity negotiations, has 'Jee..l1 the growth of 

ecumenical relations in this oountry. In 1934 :Jr. Jolh"'l !lott 

tourEd the country "lnd. was instrumental in giving im:petus 

to the foundation of the Christian Oouncil. Sil1CD then many 

denominations have been inv01Ved. inwlty discussions. nth 

the greater fluidity in sucl: relationshi:ps &l.Q a definite 

swing towards the red.iscovery of bhe cOOllIlon Cl">..ristian basis, 

it was not unusual that the Presbyterian bodies should draw 

tOE-ether to find their common basis once at:::tin, which had. 

been made so diffiCUlt by the raci~l situation. 

The 3 .1;.C. experiment r1'1s flad. 48 years L'l which 

to prove itself and. to date can.'1ot ·be thought an unqualified. 

success. The other '1.iber'3.1 ' prlnci.ple has now oome to 

exert itself. n~.Illely, that n0 . thE croup has 1100 tL'1':e to 

f'ind its own feet they may merge "'u'; alloY) inUvHuals of 

both raci<tl groups to work togethe:' an:'! ",or~ out their 

future ithout the r~cial separation. 

Fin~lly, the political sitl.atlon Eives a fUrther 

reason for~he "3.P.O. rea1.inesf., to €Inter:::. wi,1er I'resbyteriflll 

lmion. It has liv ed. in a paradoxic~l situation for many 

years now, 1 .... 1 that whEe '!I'ishL'lf::. to ~'1!ress '1 universal faith 

and outlool': it has. in ract, on.ly "been able to ex:press a 

racialistic one, 3.u<1 1.'lh11e in opposition to many of the 

.. ApartheLi" policies of" the Covern:l€r1 t, i.ts very co··,lposition 

serves to promote the "basis or such policies. 



'\I'I' 'l·.)I.~ I. 

:Presbyteries fl!ld Conererations f'oM inr the l'rE:sbyterinn 

Chul"nh of' Sou!ih L""riC'l . (1297)!. 

PR~'$3£ 1: t .~{y or a Al'! .-ro. ":. 

St. An"l.rew' G "\€V. J.: r . 'Russell, :{. A. . :a .D. 
.. D .. li.ussell. 

Gardens 
C11i'tonhill 
. oodstock 

.. J. J. "c CIU1~!~. 

.. 'N . Yu1 t • 

Vacant. 

Tutura. 
f' 'bulu 
Columba 
:~alan 
TIuehanan 
'.tiller Station, '3ornvanala.'1d 
I.mgwali 
Gillespie, ' rt . I\yJiff 
~ ! 'bondu. ·ft. Ji'rerc 

Kev. .. .. .. .. 
" 
.. .. 

First Presbyterian, !laritzburg 
st. Jol'..n' s, !lar1tzburg 
COlll'lerci~l Roa"! , .Durban 
Ai'lington, .Durban 
Derea, lJu:rban 
Gre'lJVille, Durban 
Richmond 
TI'll'Ti sni th 
Howiek 
J:ewc'lstl e 
31oElllf'ont €in 

. 5eholn;'lYama 
T,owCT Umzimkulu Native 

TIree Street, J ohannesburc 
Pretoria 
ForJ.sburg, Johannesbul"l 
Jq)'pestown, Johannesburg 
Germiston, johannesburg 
Clifton, Draamfontein 
Bokslmrg 
Pretoria (l ~at1ve) 

Port ~. liz::ibeth 

. ' . Gimwood. 
cl~\ (;. J )av i j son. 
J::l::::. A.u' i . 
~. J,- j Ai < • ,O· lfl ,1IDu_C, ,>-, 

J. . • <' tirling • 
1"'1. ~ .. Gog~ , '{. 'I. 

1\. el S:" , 
P • T. ' lunt e-:- • 
Jo'm Soga. 

" .. 
" 
" .. 
• 
• .. .. 

J. Goule! Smith 
J ohn ~J.th, .• A.. 

1. ~ces. 
John Laing, B . A. 
I\ ~ \:'. ')!:i~~cl'hce, ] . A. ,B.D. 
L Hewitt, 'J' . A • 

• 1' .. Robertson . 
.~ . B. }'ort eous, d . A. 
"m. Turn:m 11. .I . A. . 
'}. 'cF~lal1e • 
D. Guthrie, :,'.A • 

f . Ct ristison. 

J ••• I,loyd. 
:: a':l t. f: Or "ly • 
I\ndrew Bro ;n. 
i .. , . :Jouel ns , :f • .1. 
1-.. ~lto lntosh. 

C.;.! . ~:'rni1ton, 3 . '\. . 
: .• '. . Greenfield. 
-:\obt. ShC'nel:l. 

V'lcant. 

;{ote:­
been cal1ru 
vacant. 

At the d.ate 01' issue R€V ... : .• Robert son has 
to -Jooilstoek, "n1 'Ric!m:on1 thereby rcnderel 



Pirie \e\i. 1r~r·:J E" '\0 S .~ , ...., ") 
J e. J. 

r,licc 'lni T3 e"lul'ort .. A. l! '311 e ~~70rtrl . 
I,QV f."J al e H 1'. " z,t ~Ja • 

~ ncfarl3.'1 .. "'lki " 'l1l€. 
c'urnshi1l .. 't-<m . Btua,'t, :. A. 
King WilliaJ:l.s Town .. J. D. ~)Qn. 
East London ~ T " l €rfllson . .... .. 
I.ast 1..000. on (. est 'Bank' " ,. T' !!.bGl. ... ; . 
JOhflrL'1csburl (Native) .. • ,m. ~3.'rlba • 
Lovoial€ Institution .. J'l.'ll€S Stewart. . , . :)" , D.n • 
IJoveaal :" Institution .. 

~J. v. StoMont, >- • A • 
l,oveiale Insti'tutioll . , , I,ennox, ~l . A • ... 

f'H S1Yr..LRY OF TBA.."1SK_. I (l . J . ) . 

() unnLI'J.€,ha:!1. 
Cunningham 
'{ain 
.Ju:t'f. Idutywa 
Somerville, 1 . GriQu.::ll~ld 
:Ross, :rembulan1 
11ythswood Institution ')11'! 

Con£rE<. 3. tio:'! 

EV • .. .. 
~ 

ft 

.f 

" 

' .ichnY\l riOSS, .1\. 
J. fJrow l. ( € 11ose, ' . A. 
TJ. Il . Yount., . 
J' _ -Pho"1son. 
.1 . L J:;rEKine. 
fr .,] .0. ~l::ltheson . 
. , \.1 . 1 . ~ oir, ;~ . A.. 

Pn! S-rr e 'IT OF ADP.AI.J;, (1:.r .) (SU0S€Cucnt1.y also joine:l 
- 1:' "'t ~ 11. \ 

Somerset ~. "lst 
Tark'lstad 
M.elai'le 
G·lenthorn 

.. .. 

-'- • • ..1 ...... :.'3..;. 

'[1. I,cith. 
.J 01'.11 Dewar, : A • 
~'ho:::ln s ' eikle • 
J or.n ~Jl aok, -'. A. 

i'rce Church 'ission St,1.tiO'lS u:y,tt'l.che:1 to Pres:wteries. 

Gordon '~€I11oria.l, U"llsinga 
ImpolVicni 
Hqritzburg 
Kabbase 

t:: fV. J 1 3. _)alzell, 13 •. :) •• ~·.13..0.! 
.. James ::lcott. 
.. J otln J ruce, "f. A.. 
.. J-:r1e!.?' De\": ~r, r' .A. 



1923 
1924 
1925 
1925 
192'7 
1928 
1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 
1940 
1941 
1942 
1943 
1944 
1945 
1946 
194'7 
1948 
1949 
1950 

1951 
1952 
1953 
1954-
19"'C: ft, 19:.0 
1957 
1958 
1959 
1960 
1961 
1962 
1963 
1964-
1965 
196b 
196Z 
1968 
1969 

'H,t . .. 
to 

" 
" 
" .. .. 
" 
II 

" 
" 
" .. .. 
" .. 
" .. 
" .. 
" 
~ .. 
" .. .. 
.. 
.. 
" .. .. .. .. .. .. 
" .. .. 
" .. .. 
" .. .. .. 
" 

-rtcv • .. 
to .. .. 

.. .. .. .. .. .. 
H .. 
It .. .. .. 
" • .. 
It .. 
" .. 
.. 
n .. 
" 
" .. 
• .. .. .. .. .. 
.. . , .. .. 
" 
" .. 

,i\l'PUTJIX II . 

~i . Otuart, ff .,.., 3t LoV(d~le • 
J. Jew'3r, I. A., 'It Pietermaritz1:11ll'g, 
Y • . ,bali, 'it King 'Vill i ","1' 2 To~m. 
1'.T •• Hunter, ·'it "\1yth~uoo1 .• 
J. n. Soga, 'it : .ast !.ondon 
J. I,ennox, 'I .A., D. O., 0.13.:. at Larlysmlth. 
If. 'Ill amba , at SO:'lerSl't hast. 
B.J. "Ross, at Unmt"l • 
R . H<:lma, at Kokst&'l. • 
7/ . Gavi.n, .• • A., ") • .0., at J:ast r..ondon. 
C. Koti, at DurO'11). 
J. Dewar, "I.A., at Joh'lni'1esburE . 
~j . ·!(atshikwe, LoVai3.1.E. 
T.E. Soga, ~t u~t~t~ • 
' . Bililo, at t ·tqt,. 

Y. "£bali, at Durban • 
• Gavin, -' .1. , i).::). T!; Kokstari. 

I .• Ntuli, at U:'!tqt'l. • 
D.W. Sem:[lle, "" .A., 'l.t :T.:lst I,onrlon. 
n . Godi'rey, H.A., at lJ'1t'lta. 
• • Xaba, .B. A., !:It Ur:t t:.1tA. 
II . Auld, i! . A., at L:!lLWali. 
I. l"Parnba, at U:1tata. 

II' .B. lIIdani, at Pietersouz'(.. 
.;).8."[. '!at!l€SOn, " .A.., 8t 11uro!Ul. 
N.l'. '{akaluza, 3 1j Porij r:l:i.z&b eth 
'H .II • .JJ . Shephe '''i, 'r .A.., n. Toitt. D.O., at Umtat"l. 
R.H. , . l:>'hepherd, .\., D. j,itt. :9.D., at 

B.A.B. Gasa, at Q.U€E'l1stown. 
A.V. l'zi mand.e, at U''l t 'lt,;; • 
A. Ntuli, at 01.1Th.'"li.'Tlt;h'llTl • 

Pi~jennaritzburg. 

;) . ii . f . ~atbeson, '~ .A., "it Zw€litsha 
D. V. Sikutshwa, at l~okstaJ . 
T.P. Finoa, at T.v.'mel , Ca:pe Town . 
F . w. Ngxenge, at r,3[jontville • 
J. J[ongo, ;l't :t.<lst J .. ondon • 
T.P.T. Elibongo, 'It Orlan'lo, JO~l;mnesburg. 

J·.A. And.erson, ' ,fl.., .B .A., at NCl7Brighton, P.i • 
G.G. tidzotyanB., at Fiete.rm'lX'itzburg • 
I. Ujoloza, "It r·foallong:. 
~ .r.. Xokozel~. ;rt Love-J.'lle • 
J.S. ;',ummers, "' .11.., 3 • .1:1., :It Port l.lizabeth . 
J.T. Hl.iso, at U.ntat'3 • 
:3 . H . 'olana, 'it L'ln~'l, Cape 'fown • 
3.:1, ~u1u, at Pieter1"laritzburt. • 
T.T. Dekei'l, at Joh:o.Ilnesourg. 
J.S. Summers, .• t., 3 .D., at U nt at 'l. • 



J\PP~lTJIX _-III. 
J'resbyteries ot.' the B"lrl ttl Prc"Dxt o'i:m Churcll 

gn.i their development. 

1'1{, 's:lYTI1IT OF :' A}w" 'IZ AN A. 

Ade1aH.e* 
Fort 3caui'ort" 
Glenthorn* 
Somerset East* 
Tarkastad* - 1950 

J,ov Ed'lie c011£;regation* 
Loved11e institution oongre-

'\cf'1rl1'm* 
>3urnshil1'* 
Pirie ­
IingwaU * 
1,ast London (1925) 

l'E}Sl3YTERY OF 'I'hT ClSK!.I!,;1 853 (1931) 
New 'Brighton Port 1.lizabeth (1936) - (1950 ; 
Uitent.age (1936) - (1950) 
Gape Town (1937) - (1950; 
Keiskammahoek (1937) 
q,ueenstomJ (1939) 
rona House - Fort Hare 
Z'I'1elHeha (1958) K . .I.~. 
I,ovdlale 'Theo1ogice.l School. 

t · * ga ~on 

PRl.S:BYT17.RY OF C APT -:'rr.DIA:-DS"-1'~.Tl '.ThS'~:r:PJ: PTI(jIj'IHCI.( 1950) 

Port ='.lizabeth - lJew Brigllton (1936) 
Uitenhage (1936) 
Cape Tovm (1937) 
Somerset lias't;* 
Grahamstmm (1954) 
Woroester (195e) 
Patensie (1961) 
Nabiibeew (1963; 
Knysna l1965) 

I"R!s:JYr:r::RY OF TIf-.;: TB.~NSY:_I • 

'Blythswood lnstitution* 
(Cala/ (1926) separation :f.'rom Ugie in 25 reunitel 1948 -

Colu.'l1ba* 
Gunningha:n" 
liu..."f')f 

Presbytery of !ranskei Umtata 52. 

2.mjanya.'l'l (1928) / Idutywa. 
Kidston* 
~fain* 
'Mal3IrY' 

:fou1u 1939, Paterson* 
Ncisinde* 
North Cunninghalll* 
Tutura. Goodwood l!enoria1 * 
I.und,ie Memorial 
Maclay 
Ujikelana (1956) 
Govan (1960j 
Llsies River (1968) 

.l?ru.si3YrD1Y 0[<' n1''C'" 

Douglas (l927) 
G1enbain (1936) 
Gordon '~emorial* 
Impen,llhl Ii' (1,932) 
Im;polweni* 



J "!Qysmith' 
Iokweni 
Uewc1stle (1924) 1Du.'1d.eG 
1~ t 'l..'!ib'll1!l:11op€ (1926) Tn 17B/323 
Piat ermaritzburg* 
Pho1e1a Institution (Bu1wer*) 
/{akabeleni (1926)m 17£1323 t 1942 
Pholela distriot 
Durban (1957 ) 
} stcourt (1958) 
J.d.enda1e (1965) 

PR...:sIJY1'EHY OJ!' zorrrp ANS:'3:ERG - of ';;r'msva~l (1941) 

"l31aauberg (1927) 
:Donhill* 
.,.. t n i Springs 
J,as '3XJ., !!odd.cr Dee (1941) 
Gooldville 
if:pamba (1932) 
Stuartvill e* 
W"eirdale*· 
VI est Rand, Crown 'lines (1941) 
lianzimangombe (1929) 
::\ust enburg 
Pretori,> U96o) 
Stilf'ont ein (1962) 
}~orth Band (1967) 
South Rand (1967) 

}rskine (1927) 
Lower Rainy (1929) 
Uiller* 
Rainy Y 
Ross X' 
Somervi11e* 
Ugie*/Cala. 
Church Ofi'iccs U;1tata. 

FRI..SBYT ·R{ OF GRIQ.UAI,i\lTl ~"Z'": . 

13alasi* 
Gillespie' 
'latatie1e*, Sprlngside 1947 - 195; :p . ot' ~·8t'1ticle. 
Riet Vl.ei* 
Sulenkama, Euohanan~' 

PRLSBY"rERY OF 'fAl' ATr-.k (1955) 

:'af'ube (1955) 
' fpharane (1955) 
Pabal10ng (1955) 
Springdde - GriQU <l ?,qsi; 195 ~~ 
Tsekong- GriQ.ua :East 1955 
Upper . ~er.1ane (1959) 

KJY. 

* oongre[ Cltion which joinEd 13 .1'.0. in 1923 
( ) year in whioh congregation or Presbyter; starts. 
+ oongregation dissolves. 
- trans1'erence to another l'resbyt e'r)!. 
- transf'erence f'rorn anothe-' l:'rcsbytery. 



"1P.l,AKIlOYN OF I:XP ANSI 0] '.:. 

(11) 192"-\ - 1930 03h, !'uj 'l:1yan:1, "lrskil'lc, 1,0 er '~~iny, 
Douc1a:::, Newcastle, Hta'b'l"!I!11ope • .'Jakabeleni, "Jl'l.'l.u1)erb 
'anzimanf;ombe, East london. 

~8) 1930 - 1940 Port ::"lizabet~, Hitmhau. Cp.:pe TO'Rn, 
Reiskammahoek, Queenstown, Gl enlJ"in , I '11pennh1e, U:p3lllba. 

( 2) 1~40 - 1~~0 r .ast .Rand., Springs, Wee t "R'llld.. 
(10) 1 50 - 1: 0 Zwelitsha, Grrula~stown, ~orcester, Kjike1ana, 

Durban, Estcourt, .f'J.f.ube, '!ph'lr')ne, Pab~ll1ong, 
Upper '(j{e'11cll1e. 

(10) 1960 - 1968 PatenEiE, Ihlnnicp, I' nyana, Gov '3.:J. , 115i(';; 
River, Ldendale. Fretori'l0ust enb erg , DtiH'ontein, 
?:orth Band, South R3J."11. 
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