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A great religioué Awakening was taking place in 1805 until
the end of the Civil War. Religious debates became the order of
the day, and wére at least equal in importance to the political
debates. Alexander Campbell was one of the leading debators of
the period. He was born September 12, 1787, in Ireland, but
movéd to America in 1809, settling in western Virginia. In 1812,
Alexander and his father, Thoﬁas Campbell, launched what they
called "The Restcraticn ﬂovement", in which they were seeking

for the'unity of all Christians on the basis of the Bible.
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Becauée Alexénder Campbell’s ideas éere in conflictvwith many
of the frontier denomiuations, he engaged in at least nine
debates,

Through tha influence of his father, his training at
GlaSgow University, and his persdnai study, Campbellihad ac-
quired bcth sneech trainiug and philesceghy which Ffitted him
for the role of & religlous debator., Perhaps his fame in
American religious history is due, in great measure, to his
skill as'a'controversialist.f His debates fivst brought him
to public attenticn end were his most produétive efforts in
the Restoration Movement, They have an éveﬁ wider signifi-
cance,kfor they are ocutstanding examples of typicsl speaking
situations which affected the lives of pecple on the Americzan
Frontier. A

‘The purpose of this study is to look at the speech
philecsophy of Alexander Campbell and determine whether he
practiced that philesophy. To deteruine the above question,
twd of Campbeil's outstanding debates were exploredf Campbell
versus Robhert Owen concefning skepticism, which took place on
April 13-21, 1829; and Campbell verscs Nathan L. Rice concern-
ing Presbyterianism, which took place on November 15-29, 1843.
The conclusions came from a comparison of his philosophy with

‘the two debates.



Chapter cne deale with Alerander Campbell the man,

Chapter two gives ZIurther ipsight into Campbell as it deals
with the people who knew Campbell, Chaptér three is the
presentation of his philoscephy of speech and chapter four deals
with the debate with Owen, and chaptér five, the debate with
N. L. Rice. Chapter six gives the conclusions and observatiens,
The method c¢f discovery was to take what Campbell had to say
about three particular areas: Organization, argument and
delivery, and compare this with what actuvally occurred in the
debates to determine whether he actually practiced his own
concepts.

The conclusions of this abstract will deal directly with
the conclusions contained from this study. Campbell's over-
all philosophy of speech suggests that public speaking is not
a display, but a practical means of accomplishing certain
goals. The whole basis of Campbell's ideas is built around
the concept of sincerity through naturalness. It is my
opinion that he fulfilled this concept to a great degfee.

His phiIOSOphy under- organization indicated his concern
over its importance. He works very hard in both debates to
see that each argument and each piece of evidence is organized
and carefully labelled.

Under argument Campbell is not very specific, but there
are three areas of discussion: (1) the importance of fully
supporting your points; (2) the im‘portance of arguing from
root meanings of words; and (3).'the ihportance of audience

>

analysis. Campbell fully supports his arguments, in fact, his
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supports are so numercas as to violate the simplicity concept.

T

He is not consistent in his definition of terms in the debates.

r

He would use vocabulary very unfamiliar to his audience, which
effected their comprehensicn,

His violation of audience analysis is apparent in his use
of too much material for the audience to endure, let alone‘
comprehend,

Campbell seemed to violate his philosophy on argument in
definition of terms and the presentation of too many arguments
for the immediate audience.

In Campbell's philosophy on delivery he is most concerned
with effectiveness. He recognized conversational speaking as
the mest effective and felt that it should be extemporaneous.
There are at least tﬁo areas of violation under this category:
(1) he read several of his speeches in the Rice debate, moving
away from the naturalness that he advocated; and (2) his elo-
quent pleas seemed to be unnatural at times.

Aside from the above mentionéd violations, Mr. Campbell
adhered exclusively to his philosophy. It is hoped that the
religious person can understand the need Alexander Campbell

showed to find the truth and express as best he could the

truth he had found.



A STUDY OF

TIE SPEECH PHILCSOPHY OF ALEXANDER CAMPEELL

~ AND THE APPLICATION OF THAT PHILOSOPHY

by
RUDY L. MORROW

A thesis submitted in partial fulfillment
of the requirements for the degree of

MASTER OF SCIENCE
- in
SPEECH

Portland State University
1973



TO THE OFFICE OF GRADUATE STUDIES:
The members of the Committee approve the thesis of A

Rudy L. Morrow presented September, 1673,

.~ / .. . 7
Dr. Larry Steward, Chairman
- /

1 ~ - 7 ;
Dr. /A!.Ired Sugarman/ /

Dr. George/Guy

APPROVED:

Dr. Robert W. Vogels fog, Head, Degrtment of Speech

Dr. David T. Clark, Dean of Graduate Studies



TABLE OF CONTENTS

CHAPTER

INTRODUCTION

' 1. Intentlons. . . . - . . . . L . . . . . .
2. SOUI’CCS . . . . . . 3 L] . . . . . . . . - .

I1.

I1I.

IvV.

SKETCH OF CAMFBELL'S LIFE

1.
2.
3'

The Time S L] - ® L] L] L4 L] L] * L] . L J L] . L] - L]
Biographical Sketch . . . . . . . « . « .« .

Character Sketch. . ¢« ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢« ¢ « = ¢ &

CAMPBELL, PREACHER, AS SEEN BY HIS CONTEMPCRARILS

1.

l)

‘~e

.3'

Quotations from Famous Statesmen. . « . . .

Quotations from Frieuds and Workers in the
ReStoration . « o o ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o s o o @

Quotations from Enewmies of Campktell . . . .

CAMPRELL'S PHILOSOPHY 0¥ PUBLIC SPEAKING

1.

2.
3.

/

5.

“te

Campbell's Attitude Toward Public
Speaking. * L ] - L] L 4 - L] L] * - L] L] . * L] L] .

Guiding Principles of his Philosophv. . . .
()rga}ni.zat’-ion. . * . e a . . . . . L] L) [ . .
f‘rgumerlt. » L) L] e L] L] L] » * L] L] L] L] ® L] L -

Delivery- . L] - L] ] . - . . . - [ . L] . . L]

ANALYSIS OF THE CAMPBELL-CWEN DEBATE

1.
2.

Backgrotnd, o o v o 4 s s 4 o s 6 o 0 o e «

Setting . - . L] L] . ] . ] - . . - . . L] . L]

jd

~4

)
B

31

35
40

43
45
47

52

57
61



TABLE OF CONTENTS (cont.)

CHAPTER

V. ANALYSIS OF THE CAMPBELL-RICE DEBATE

VI.

3
&4.
5.

6.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

CONCLUSIONS AND OBSERVATIONS

1.

Analysis c=f

Analysis oi Argument .

Analysis of Delivery .

Summary. . .

Background . .

Setting. . . .

-

Analysis of Organization .

Analysis of Argument ., .

Analysis of Delivery .

Surmmary. . . «

Conclusions--Organization.

Conclusions--Axrgument.

Conclusions--Delivery. . .

Observations .

Bibliography .

Organization . .

iv

PAGE

72
77
91
93

97
104
108
111

-
ko
(V8]

=t
[
o

135
137
133
139
142



INTRODUCTION

Alexander Campoell was a many gided man. He was the

L4

father of fourteen childres. He managed a large business
and made money. He was an author and editor. He has his
name on the title pages of sixty volumes. He founded a
college and was its president for a quarter of a century.
He taught regulerly all of those years.

He sexrwved the state that adopted him. He was a member
of the Constitutional Convention of Virginia. He sat in
- council with ex-President Madison, with Chief Justice
Marshall, with Jéhn Randolph of Reanoke and with many of
the 1illustrious men of the old Commonwealth.

He was a defender of the faith as he held it. He had
oral discussions 1asting for days with John Pﬁrcell, a Roman
Catholic Bishop; with Robert Owen, the Secularist; and with
several other strong men of the time. He had written dis-
cussion with skeptics, Jews, Unitarizns, Universalists and
Baptists. These discuzsions covered nearly all questions
relating to Christian doctrine. He preached in most of the
states of the Union, in Canada, and in Great Britain and

Ireland.l

: Larchibald McLean, Alexander Campbell As A Preacher,
(Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 19533, pp. 7,8.




Intentions:

The purpos=s of this thesis is to discover the speech
philoscphy of Alexander Campbell, Restoration preacher in
the 1800's in Xentucky, Tennessee and Ohio, and through a
study of those who heard him and of the text of two of his
outstanding debates, determine whether he applied the concepts
in his speech vhilosophy to his cown public speaking.

In determining what I wanted to disceover about Campbell,
it was brougnt to my attention that nothing had been dome with
Campbell in the area of debating. In talking with the chair-
man of the Biblical Studies Department at Columbia Christian
College, I became convinced of the benefit of such a study.
The chairman indicated that such a paper would aid studente
who are studying the history of the early church as well as
benefit those studying the theory of preachinc'.2

Therefore, the question in this discussion will be:
What was the philcosophy of Alexander Campbell and did he
practice that speech philosophy?

First, the philcsophy that Campbell advocated will be
discussed and put into a wdrkable form. We will see how
Campbell taught young men some definite ideas that he be-
lieved were necessary for a speaker to be successful. Then,
two of his outstanding debates will be analyzed to see if and
how the philoscphy was applied.

2pr. J. P. Sanders, Chairman, School of Biblical

Studies, Columbia Christian College, Portland, Oregon,
February, 1971.



The tw&~debates tc be explored are: Campbell versus
Robert Owen concerning skepticism, which tock place in
Cincinnati, Chic, April 13-21, 18297; and Campbell versus
Nathan L. Rlce LOBC&TE’BE P*e:byterlanlkm whwch took place
in Lexington, Kentucky, November 15, 1843.4 Attention will
be given not tec the religious question, but to the rhetorical
tools employed’and the apparent results.

In Chapter one there will be a discussion of the times
in which Campbell was active. The discussion will center
around the religious activities of the time to determine the
religious feeling prevalent when Campbell was doing his work.
This chaﬁter will also contain a biographical sketch of
Campbell's life. Finally, the chapter will contain a
character sketch of Campbell. This will provide'some insight
into the intentions of Campbell and their exffect upon his life.

- The discussion in Chapter two will be centered upon
testimonies ébout Campbell from‘people he‘knew. The purpose
of the chapter will be to help the reader become aware of
appraisals of Campbell's effectiveness.

Chapter three will discuss Campbell's speech philosophy.
The chapter will be written so that the analysis of the debates
in Chapters four and five can be tied im clearly.

Chapters four and five will deal with the Owen and Rice
debates'éespéctively. Each contest will be placed in its
immediate setting. The areas discussed ﬁill coincide with the
material in Chapter three concerning his philosophy.

38411 J. Humble, Campbell and Controversy, (Florida
Christian College: Old Paths Book Club, 1952), p. 78.

4;9;&., p. 190.. |
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The sixth chapter will be a discussion of the conclusionz
drawn from the research. The introduction continues now with

the review of the literature.

Sources:

wn

It is the purpose of this section to acquaint the feader
with those materials that proved most beneficial in this study
Each source will be mentioned in the erder in which it was
~especially helpful.

In recreating the times in which Czmpbell lived there
were two sources which were especially helpful. The First

was a dissertation written by Leo Ashby entitled, The

Influence of Alexander Campbell Upon the Separaticn of

Disciples and Baptists in Kentuckz5 and the second, a book by

Bill J. Humble entitled, Campbell and Contrcversy.6~ This“

source deals directly with Campbell's‘debating,'eSPQCially in
the area of historical setting. Both of these were available
at Columbia Christian College. |

| The most/useful source in the discussion of Campbell's
biography and character sketch was his biography by Robert

Richardson, Memmoirs of Alexandexr Campbell.7 Richardson was a

JLeo Asﬁby, Influence of Alexander Campbell Upon the
Separdtlon of DlSClpIGo and Baptistes in &&ajuckz alsserta~
tion, University oi Kentucky, 1923

6Humble op. ¢it., p. 78.

7Robert Richardson, Memoirs of Alexander Campbell, -Two
Volumes, (Clnc1nnat1- Stanaara PubTishing Co., 1897).




close friend and fellow instructor at Bethany College. He
dealt with some aspzcts of Campbell’s life in great detail,

A little book entitled Alexander Campbell as a Preachggg

by Archibald Mclean proved very helpful as a source for dis-
- cussing his effectiveness. Mr. McLean was very thorough in
gathering this type of material. Another useful source in this

area was Alexander Campbell, Preacher of Reform and Reformer

of Preaching by Alger Morton Fitch, Jr.9 This source pre-.
sented some of the more recent material on Campbell and his
preaching.

The primary sources for the comparative study of the
debates were the debates themselves. The editions of the
Oweﬁ's debate used in this study were published by the
McQuiddy Publishing Company in Naéhvilkg Tennessee in 1946.107
& copy of this debate was found in book form at Northwest
Christizn College in Eugene, Oregon.

A first edition of the Campbell-Rice debate was available
at Northwest Christian College. The signatures of Mr. Campbell
and Mr. Rice are on this document, attesting to its authenti-
city,ll.
8McLean op. cit.

9Alge1 Morton Fitch, Alexander Campbell, Preacher of
Reform and Reformer of Preachning, (AUStLH Texas: Sweet Pub-
lishing Co., 1970).

1041 exander Cumpbell and Robert Owen, The Evidence of
Christianity, A Debate, (Nashville: McQledy Printing Co., 1946).

llgev. A Campbell and N. L. Rice, On the Actlon, Subject,
' Design, and Administrator of Chr1st1an Baptism, A Debate,
(Lexington: A, T. Skillman and Son, 1844)
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Campbeil's wxltlrnc in his Christian papers--Christian

oo
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aBtlStlz and Mlllpnia arblnwrr*éwﬁwere most heipful in es-

tabliching his Speech philosophy.

The other scurce most helpful in this section was a

dissertaticn by Carroll Brooks Eliis entlthd The Controversial

Speaking of élexanderlggmpbell.l4 This was most useful not only

for this section, but was an invalﬁable source for the entire
thesis., It suggested ideas for organization, ﬁethods cf deal-
ing with the debates, but most of all for insights intb helpful
sources. Where Ellis presented an overview of all of Campbell's
major debates, I have compared just two of his debates with
Campbell's actual philosophy. '

There were many other secondary sources, but those men-
tioned on the preceding pages proved to be the most important

in this study.

12AlexandL: Campbell, Christian Baptist, July, 1823-
July, 1830, Seven velumes in ome, revised by S. S. Burnet,
- no date, St Louis, Missouri.

1351 exander Campbell, Mlllenlal Harbinger, 1830-1850,
Bethany, West Virginia. :

L4carroll Brooks Ellis, The Controversial Speaking of
Alexander Campbell, a dlSSertatlon- (LOUL&aPa State Univer-
sity: Baton Rouge, Louidana, 1949).




CHAPTER I
SKETCH OF CAMPBELL'S LIFE

The purpose of this,chapter is to acquaint the reader with
"Alexander Campbell. Those categories to be discussed in this
chapter are the times in which he lived; a biographical sketch
of his life; and finally a discussion of the characteristics

that contributed to his debating skills.
Times:

To better understand how Alexander Campbell applied and
succesSfully used his speech philosophy, it is important to
discﬁss the feligious feeling at the time in which he was in-
volved in his most important work. This discussion centers
around the religious aspect Qf fhe times. Those aspects to be
discussed in this chapter willvbe: The decline of religion in
the period following the Revolutionary War, the upsurge of
religious feeling, the Great Revival and its effects upon
Campbell's work. Certain religious leaders who had a direct
connection with thé religious re#ival will be discussed.

Immediafelnyollowing the Revolutionary WafA(1781-1800}
thererwas’a'period of marked spiritual decline throughout the
United States. This decline was characterized not only by
 passive indifference to spiritual influences bdt_even by active

antagonism toward religion. One church historian states that



there was probably never 2z time when there was as 1arge a
percentage of active hmsfility to religion as during the last
two decades of the eighteenth century. 1 If this condition pre-
vailed in tche east, its baneful influence was doubly evident

in the west. Kentucky was characterized by drinking, gambling,
and brawling; the Kentucky boatman, commonly known as a "Kentuc,"
was more feared than the Indians, the most reckless, feafless
law despising wen.2 When these men came off the boats and

came to town, aunything could happen and usually did.

One preacher wrote later of conditions as he had seen them
in Bourbon County, Kentucky: "Apathy in religious societies ha&
disappeared, but aléo the verf form of it was waning fast
away.'3

A number of factors were respounsible for this general
and serious decline in religion. It is imporiant to present
these reasons so that one can see whv the people may have
gone to the complete extreme in the Great Revival and to
better understand Campbell's attempt to counsel moderation.
First, the decline was a natural reaction to the enthusiasm
and emotionalism of the Gréat Awakening which had occurred a
half century earlier. Second, there was the war itself and

lwinfred Ernest Garrison, Religion Follows the Frontler
(New York: Harper and Brothers Publishe ers, 1931), p. 53.

2John B. McMasters, A History of the People of the United
States, 8 volumes, (New York: D. Appleton Company, 1914), p. 578.

Bill J. Humble, Campbell and Controvers (Florlda
Christian College: old Paths Book CIub, I932), p.
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the demoralizingvunceftainty which follcws say such conflict.
‘Church buildings had Eeén'swallowed'in the conflict as
cannons boomed their destruction; preaﬁhérs‘and wembers had
often been lost to the war or to the migratious westward.
Third, the period was one of deism and unbelief, adpoted
from British and French philosophy. The voung American
nation, having found in French social philosophy a justifi-
cation for its revolution, was strongly influenced by the
contempt for religion found in that pbilosOphy.a Thomas
Paine, whose Age of Reason had ridiculed the principles of
revealed religion, was highly popular, espécially among the
younger generation. As this religious decline was especially
rronounced west of the Allegenies so the reaction against it.
and return to religion originated and was ccancentrated in
Ohio, Tennessee, and Kentucky, the area in which Alexander
Campbell centered his preaching and teaéhingkwork.»

Beginning about 1797 and reaching its climax in 1810,
a great religious awékening'known as the Great Revival occurred
in the Upper Ohio Valley. The Great Revival centered around
the camp meetings with service being conducted night and day.
There were many preachers participating'and thousands in
‘attendance. As the campfires burned at night and light from
hundreds of torches danced eerily upon theidense forest

surrounding the camp ground, several preachers might be heard

QGarrison, op. cit., p. 52.
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addressing groups in various parts of the encampment; else-
where clusters of people were singing, praying or screaming.
The preaching of the CGreat Revival was of a'highly emoticnal
strain, calculated toc lead the most hardened sinner to re-
. pentence. Accompanying this Great Revival were highly
unusual physical exercises which assumed a variety of forms.
Hundreds of people fell to the ground unconscious, lay
unnoticed for hours, and arose to preach and pray.5
Many descriptions of these camp meetings have been
preserved, but one of the most picturesque was written by
Timothy Flint, a prominent pioneer preacher who devoted tne
years (1815-1825) to western travels. Vividly picturing the
encampment and the preaching, he wrote:
The line of tents is pitched; and the religious
city grows up in a few hours under thz trees,
beside the stream. Lamps are hung in lines among
the branches; and the effect of their glare upon
the surroundings is as of magic. The scenery of
the most brilliant theater in the world is painted
only for children, compared with this . .
There is no nced for the studied trick of
oratory to produce in such a place the deepest
movements of the head. No wonder, as the speaker
pauses to dash the gathering moisture from his
own eyes, that his audience are dissolved in tears,
or uttering the exclamation of penitence.

To give some idea of the type of men who were involved

in the Great Revival a discussion of two of the central figures

S1bid., p. 60.

6Timothy Flint, Recollections of the Last Ten Years,
(New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1932), p. L48ET.




and their 1nxluence w111 be necessary. The rlrst central
figure of the Rev1val was James McGready of the Presbyterian
Church. He is mentioned because of his direct relation to
Barten Stone, whe in turn was a co-worker with Alexander
Campbell. McGready was licensed by the Redstone Presbytery
August 13, 1378. Beginning his ministry in North Carolina,
McGready was saddened by the exceedingly low ebb at which he
- found religion. Fired by evangellsklc fervor, his preaching
soon produced a revival of religion in Orange County. A
des;rlptlon of McGready's preachlng is prespnted in the
following:
Everything appeared by him forgotten but the

salvation of souls. Such earmestness, such zeal,

such powerful persuasion, enforced by the joys of

heaven and miseries of hell, I never had witnessed

before. My mind was chained by him closely in his

rounds of neaven, earth, and.hell with feelings

indescribable. Fis concluding remarks were

addressed to tye sinner to flee the wrath to come

without delay.
This description is typical of that which was soon to become
highly popular in the Great Revival and would be a contrast
to the style of Alexander Campbell.

The second important figure in the Great Revival has a
direct relation with Campbell and also switches the s¢ene to
the part of the country in which Campbell did his work. Barton
W. Stone took the Great Revival to Can Ridge, Kentucky. 1In

7 James R. Rogers, The Can Ridge Meeting House to Which

is Appended The ﬁutoblography of B. W. Stome. (Clnc1nnat1.
The Standard Fublishing Co., 1§T07_ p. 121, ‘
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1793, Stene was ordained as pastor of the Presbyterian churches

in Can Ridge and Concoxrd, Kentucky by the Transylvania .

Presbyterv.® Distressed at the general apathy toward religion,
and hearing of the revivals being conducted by James MéGready
in southern Kentucky, tone visited the area early in the
spring of 1801. The scemes which transpiréd before his eyes
were new, strange, and baffling. On the edge of a prairie
in Logan County, multitudes had come together and were
worshipping incessantly, day and night. Thez physical exer-
cises were present for many, and very many fell down as men
slain in battle.? Some of Stone's acquaintances were among
those struck down, and beside one, whom he had known to be
a careless sinner, Stone sat, observing critically the momen-
tary revivings as from death, the humble confessions of sins,
the fervent prayer and the ultimate deliverancé.lo Such
bbservations were sufficient to convince Stone that the
revival was a work of God, a’cohviction which he retained
throughout his life.,1ll

Stone returned to his work in Bourbom County, and under
the influence of his evangelistic preaching the emotionalism

of the Great Revival began to be felt at Can Ridge and Concord

8Charles Crosfield Ware, Barton Warren Ston (St.
Louis: The Bethany Press, 1932), p. 78. ‘

9Humble, op. cit., p. 62.
W0ppi4.

11Rogers, op. c¢it., p. 156.



At ope such servicé, Stone’relates thét scores had fallen
unconscicus %o tbe‘ground,,when he was approached by an
intelligent deist Gfkthe neighlorhocod who questioned
Stone's honesty and accused him of deceivihg the people.
Stone relates that he was not angered, but mildly spdke a
few words to him; immediately the man fell down as a dead
man and rose no more until he confessed the Saviour;lz
Throughout the spring and summer of 1801 the religious
tension of Bourbon County was mounting continuously, and the
climax of the entire Great ReVival‘was reached. Baptist,
Methodist and Presbyteriam preachers shared in the preaching
and exhorting, Various estimates of the number in attendance
‘have been given, but all are sufficiently high to indicate the
vast multitude which participated in this religious enthusiasm.
Stone reports that "it was judged, by military men on the
ground, that there were betwéen twenty and thirty thousand
present".13 Virtually all estiﬁates exceed ten thousand. 14
After the climax in the Can Ridge meeting, the Great
Revival spread so rapidly that to trace its progress is
difficult. Infecting other areas with its contagious enthu-
siasm, the Revival crossed into Ohio, carried there by
Kentucky preachers and those who had attended the great

‘Kentucky meetings of 1801. By 1802 revival movements had

12yhi4., p. 157.
13Rogers, op. cit., p. 157.
14Ware,‘92. cit.;‘p. 110.
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influenced religious iife in Virtually every part of the
United States, andrit’was not untilk1805 that the Grear
Revival showed signs of decline. Even aftexr that date;
revivals continued in some areas, though the scope of the
movement had diséppeared.lS

The immediate results of the Great Revival included a
general rise in the moral standards of many afeas and an im-
portant increase in church membeéship. In many areas the
Acamp meetings had stamped an indelible impression; religion
was now recognized as an essential part of life. Though
~nearly all the camp meetings were Presbyterian in origin,
ali denoninations erijoyed sizable increases ipn total member-
ship.16 Though the Great Revival had begun to decline by
1805, the revival spirit was kept alive in many lecalities.
Timothy Flini reports that numerous revivals were being con-
ducted in Kentucky and Tennessee during the 1820's and
1830's. 17 | |

Tﬁe influénce of the Great Revival was felt most
strongly in the Upper Ohio Valley, the area in which
Alexander Campbell did most of his public work. The reli-
gibus enthusiasm cultivated by the camp meetings was entirely
different from the popular interesfs aroused by Campbell and
his techniques. Thnis point wil]l be verified in later writings.
Yet the emotionaliém was at least partially responsible for

the intelligent interest in religion. A scholarly discussion

15Rogers, op. cit., p. 160.
16Humb1e, op. cit., p. 65.

17Timothy Flint, The History and Geography of the Mississippi
valley, (Cincinnati: ET H, Flint and L, R. Lincoln, Publishers,
1932). p. l46. ‘ a ‘




of vital religious issues would naﬁurally arouse more
- popular interest within the CGmmunity where the cultural
- background was strongly vreligious and controversial than
in one whose religious tradition was one of cold intellec-
tual formalism.l8

This description of the religious activity around which
Campbell began his wcrk will give an idea of the feeling the
pecple had for religionAand bow this feeling would affect

the task of4Campbell.

Biographical Sketch:

The purpose of this sketch is to acquaint the reader
with the life of Alexander Campbell and some of the important
events and forces that shaped his philosophy and life. The
following areas will be discussed in this section: (1) the
influeﬁce of Campbell's father's work; (2) ihfluenCe of his
home life; (3) the significance of the shipwreck in Scotland;
(4) the influence of the professors in Glasgow Univeréity;
(5) the reuniting in America with his father and his desire
to study independently; (6) his work as a debator; (7) the
influence of his writing and work as a college president,.

This man who was destined to blay such‘an important
part in the religious life of Kentucky, as well as other
areas, was born in Antrim Coﬁnty, Ireland, in 1793. His

father, Thomas Campbell, was of Scottish descent and his

e

184umble, op. cit., p.'66,



16
mother was of French Huguenot extraction.lY Thomas Campbell
was a minister who identified himself with the Seceders, a
branch of the Presbvtarian church. Thé Présbyterian church
in Scotland and Ireland was ve:y muach divided at that time
Liﬁing in this situation, Thomas Campbell was brought inte
»direct contact with that intclerance and narrowness that
characterized religicus groups of the time. He attempted
to dnite gome o0i tue vafious Preshyterian groups, eventually

eeting with some suvccess. Wnile teaching school to supple-
ment his pay as a minister, he frequently came in contact with
a congregation of Independents a2t Rich Hill. These people
taught that each local congregation was iﬁdependent and that
each individual had the privilege and right to interpret
the Scriptures for himeelf. 20 The work of Thomas Campbell and
his asseociation with the independent preachers did much to
shape the philosophy of Alexander Campbell.
The early home life c¢f Alexander Campbell helped to
shape his later philcsophy. It was customary in the
Campbell home for each person to memorize a passage of scrip-
ture each day and present it at the evening meal. On Sundays
cach child had to give an account of what he received from
the lessons of the day and present it orally to the rest of
9ec Ashby, Infiuence of 4lexander Campbell Upon the

Separation of Disciples and Baptists in Kentucky Disserta-
tion, Unlverolty of Kentucky, 1948, p. 5I.

20A10nzo W. Fortune, Origin and Development of the Dis-
ciples of Christ, (St. Lou1s, 19255 pP. 43.
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the family. He memorized passages in freek, Roman, French,
and English literature. In later years many marvelled at
the knowledge which Campbell possessed.21 Tolbert Fanning
says of him:

Hence, we never saw a man sc¢ perfectly familiar

with the most important events recorded in the

Sacred Oracles, particularly the Cld Testament,

and also ir Greek, Roman, and English history.

Singular as it may appear, Alexander Cawpbell

could recite and fully appreciate more of the

English peets, especially Milton, Shzkespeare,

Thompson, and Young, than any wi;% whon we have

the satisfaction of associating. ¢

In this home situation Alexander Campbell was able to

recognize how hard his father labored, and how dedicated he
was to the task that was his. He could see the concern :that
Thomas Campbell had for people and his attempts to help them,
This experience might well have endowed Alexander with the
need to work and help people. In fact, as a preacher Thomas
Campbell had many cbligations. He was teaching in the school
he established at Rich Hill, he was preaching for the Presby-
terians there, also, and he was involved in the work with the
Independents. During this period, he tried to focus bis own
thinking on just what truth was and the best avenue to attain
it. There were many burdens. Because of all this, he appar-

ently developed some type of stomach trouble and the doctors

encouraged him to get away and come to America. At first he

21gar1 I. West, The Search for the Ancient Order,
(Nashville: Gospel Advocate Co., 1949), p. &3.

22q51bert Fanning, “"Sketches in the Life of Alexander
Campbell", No. I, Gospel Advocate, Vol. VIII, No. 20, May 15,
1866), p. 307. ,
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retused to lezave, but with the enﬁon‘a gment ol his young
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he ceme to America im 1807. Alexander was laft in charge of
the famiiy and tne school for a pericd of twb years. All the
records seemed to indicate that the seventeen yearvcld boy
conducted these affairs well.23

At last tho family made plans to come to America andvrew
join their father. At this point, another significant event
came into thé life of Campbell. 1In March, 1208, the {fawmily
left Iréland, but they were delayed by a shipwreck off the
coast of Scotland and were forced to spend part of a winter in
that coumntry. While in Scotland, Alexander took adveatage of
the opportunity to attend Glasgow University. This event is
sxgnlflc:nt because it gave to Campbell the firsr and only
opportunity to study in a university setting, His schooling
was important, and the personalities that Campbell encounterecd
there had much influence on his life. |

While in Glasgow, Alexander became acquainted wiih
Greville Ewing, pastor of an Independent church there, aad
also some leading religious refermers in the petsons‘of Robert
and James Haldape. These men maintazined that there were wide
discrepancies between the religious practices of the chufches
and that which they thought the‘Bible authorized, 24

»

23Robe1t Rlchardson Memoirs of alexander Campbeli, two
volumes, (Llnclnnat1° Standard Publishing Co., , P 225.

24Ashby, op. cit., p. 55.



- While at Glaggou, Canpbell studied with Professor
Young in Greek, Frofessor Jardia in Logic and Bellesg Lettres
and Professor Ure in Experimental Philosophy. The latter two
had taught Thomas Campbell twenty-five years before. At
Glasgow,,Campbeli alsc came into contact with the common
sense schocl under the influence of Thomas Reid. 22

The independent spirit of the Haldanes and Ewing did
mich to weld the thinking of Campbell. At once, he began to
examine for himself the claims of the Seceder church as a
religious group. Slowly, he was led to doubt them. The
crucial hour cams at the semi-znnual communion service, near
the close of his stay in Glasgow. It was the custom to give
all who were to partake of the:Lord's Supper a metallic token
to shutout the unworthies from partaking. As Campbell had
come from Jreland without any letter or recommendation, it was
necessary for him to take an examination. He passed and was
given a tcken, but the next day his conscience hurt him so much
that he put the token in the tray and refused to partake of the
communion. 26 Campbell had now taken his stand., The University
gave Campbell some idea of what life held for him. These ideas
were to be realized when he and his father joined each other

in America.

25West, op. cit., p. 51.

26 Thomas Grafton, Life of Alexander Campbell, (St. Louis:
Standard Roard of Pub];catlons 1897, p. 40.
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In the fall of 1809, Thomuas and Alexander Campbell were
reunited in Pennsylvania. When they began to discuss the
events oi the past two years, they diszcovered that each had
been going through a time of change. Thomas had been meeting
with.a group of Presbhyierians, and he then broke away from
them and had written a document called, "The Declaration
and Address,"” which advocated the return to primitive
Christianity,27r Upon comparing notes they both found thac
each had become dissatisfied and wanted somathing better.
It was at this time that Alexander decided to preach the
"divine truth" and for thatkpreaching he would never accept
financial ccwpensaticn. His father replied: "Upon these
principles; my dear son, I fear ycu will heve to wear many
a ragged coat't. 28

So Campbell determined tc study the Bible independently
and to work tirelessly in an effort to know the truth. Mean-
while, Thomas Campbell had been preaching in the groves and
Homes of the people in Virginia. But he decided to build a
meating house near Buffalo Creek because thexe were many
members there. A site was chosen on the farm of William
Gilchrist, in therailey‘of the Brush Run, two miles above the
junction with Luffalo Creck, which is now Bethany, West

Virginia. It was here on September 16, 1610, that Alexander

27West, op. cit., p. 30.

28Richardson, I, op. cit., p. 275.
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Campbell preached his fivst sermon. 42 This signified that

Mr. Campbell was no longer a boy, but was now ready to

assume his role in the Qork of the church. ie concinued

to study and grow and use his influence in these early

stages to spread the cause of the Restovation. In accerdance

with the desire of followers he opened a seminary in hils home

which he called the "Buffalo Semirary''. This was in

January of 1818.39 He wanted the schbol to instruct young

men in religion, but here he felt disappointment. Host

students came from neighborhoed farms and studied English

and Language for professicnal purposes. There were very

few students inclined toward religion. Campbell's dis-

appointment caused his stay at the Seminary to be short

lived.31
The disappointment with the Seminary did not dampen

Campbell's spirits and he launched his work for the Restcra-

tion Movement in earmest. The remaining pages of this

chapter will acquaint the veader with the areas of Campbell's

cutstanding contributions. Those areas incluing debating,

writing, and work as a college president.

29West, op. cit., p. 58.
301pi4d.
3libid., p. 64.



In ISZG,Campbei? started s carzer as a cdebator,
meeting John Walker, & Presbyterian minister, on the subject
of baptism. This was fcllowed by a secocnd debate with
W. L. MacCalla, another-Presbyteriah~minister‘ This debate
was also on baptism and was held in 1823, at Washington,
Kenzucky. In 1829, he participated in a debate in Cincinnati
with Roubert (wen, the debate to be considered'later in this
study. The subiect of this discussion wzs on the "Evidences
of Christianity". 1In Cincinnati in the ye=ar 1837,‘he nad a
fourth debate, this time with Archbishop John Purcell on

"Romandism'

. In 1843, the Preshyterian Syiiod selected N. L.
Rice to meet Campbell in a debate in Lexington, Kentﬁéky,
the second of the debates to be considered. ‘The first of
the five debates was held wher Campbell was thirty-two and
the last when he was_fifty~five years old.32 Through these
debétes, the fame of Campbell spread and his influence was
felt all over that region. He traveled and preached in many
communities, but his‘homc base was still at Brush Run or
Bethany. ;

Along with Campbell's preaching and debating there is
Aéﬁother activity worthy of mention. This area of endeavor
was in his writing and publishirg. 1In 1822, he became ac-

quainted with Walter Scott, a Restoration preacher. The two

3230hn A. Hudson, The Man and the Movement, A Study of
the Life of Alexander Campbell, (Cincinnati, 1927), p. /1.
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of them began to discuss the idea of a paper. They decided

it would be helpful to the cause and so it was established

~and called the Christian Baptist. The paper remained in

s

circalation for seven ye'rs.k Campbell wrote harsh and often
bitter denunciations of prevalent religiousApractices. He
sought to exposze the pride, worldliness and paganism in the
churches. In spite of the extreme tone the Christian
Baptist took, it exercised no small influence for good in
the Restoration. His plea was fcr the return of New
Testameht Christianity.33

By 1829, Cemwpbell began to be concerned lest the name

Christian Baptist be applied as z party name to those advo-
cating restoration. He wanted the’movement to be Bible
centered and not man cenfered. He determined at once to
drop the paper and put this name out of existence. 0On

January 4, 1830, Campbell became the editcr of the

Millennial Harbinger.34 This papef was to be for the pur-
pose of the deétruction of sects. Botﬁ papers were effective
tools for the spread of the doctrines that Campbell and his
colleagues advocated.

Campbell was continually interested in the eduéation
of young men, especially those who wanted to preach; and in
1841, he .added to his busy program that of founding and

becoming president of a college. Bethany College opened its

33Richardson, op. cit., p. 50.
341bid., p. 51.
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doors. that fzll. Camgbﬁlllwas};resideﬂt and professor in
the coliege for btwenty-fis yearé. Tﬁe college is still in
opération today under the control of the Christian Church. 32
Campbell was a college president, editor of a paper,
preacher, lecturer and in sbort time President of a Missionary
Society. Few men were capable of doing as much work as |
Campbell did duriung the prime of his life. He was constantly
traveling, preaching and lecturing before clubs and societies.
This brief discussion of Campbell's live was not meant
to be conclusgive. It was to peoint out the major events in
his life, which would have some direct relation to his
speach philogophy and to.his work as a preacher. This thesis
now deals with the subiect of the character of Campbell as

coniveyed by those who kunew him.

Character Sketch:

Alexander Camnpbell, someone said, was born to
cut & figure in the religious world; and to a
considerable extent, he has fulfilled his destiny.
Since the year of grace, 1823, the good people west
of the Allegheny Mountains have heard his warning
voice against the corruption of the sects and the
errors of the clergy. He sceems to have imbibed the
impression that he was chosen as a vessel of the
Almighty, appointed to set in order the crazy con-
cerns of Christendom which has been in mggrnful
confusion since the age of the Apostles.

351bid.

36 yohn N. Waller. ""Messrs. Campbell and Rice on Influ-
ence of the KHoly Spirit,'" Western Baptist Review, (Frankfurt,
Kentucky, Vol. I, September, 1845, p. 23. -
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As John Waller has written, Alexander Cempbell was certainly
‘not an ordinafy man. Few indeed were those whe had more
infiuence in the nineteenth century on religious thinking.
His speaking chenged many minde, and his teachings carried
a2 great weight with a large number.3/

This character sketh is intended to acquaint indivi-
duals with Campbell in the following categories: (1) his
physical appearance; (2) his quest for truth and independent
spirit; (3) his tireless application tc the work ahead; (&)
his benevolent and giving spirit; and finally (5) his
aggressive nature. These are the cutstanding characteristics
of this man. A study of these will help to understand his
spéech philosophy and his application of that philosophy.

| Physically, he was well endowed, being about six feet
in height with no physical deﬁecfs. The ring of his voice
showed Scotéh tendency, but his rapid manner of speaking
was Irish.3® He presented a rather rugged appearance, his
bcdy showiﬁg toughness and power. His eyes, which were swall
and set far back in his head, gave an appearance of sharpness
and penetration. Because of his love of the outdoors, con-

fining work had little attraction to him., His active business

marmer gave no impression of a minister.3?

37ashby, op. cit., p. 110.

3Bpmoses E. Lard, Lard's Ouarterly, Frankfurt, Kentucky,
1863-1868, Vvol. I, p. 253,

391bid., pp. 258-270.




In order to understand Alexsnder Campbell, it is
nacessary to study him in the light of his quest for trutch.
He felt himself capable of attaining ultimate truth, and

wanted more than anything else tc de so. He himself wrote:

‘Often have 1 said, and often have I written,
that truth, truth eternal and divine, is now, and
long has been with me the “pearl of great price.”
To her I wiil, with the blessing of CGod who
searcheth the hearts luows I hove viot done it
intentionally. With my whole hLeart I have sought
the truth, and I now know that I have found it.%0

On zanother occasion he wrote:

Numbers with me count nothing. Let God be true
and every man a liar. Let truth stand, though the
heavens fall. When contending for the truth with
thirty millions of Lutherans, I feel myself con-
tending with but one man. In opposing seventy
millions of Greek and Eastern Professors, [ am in
conflict with but oune leader, In all the Methodists
I see but John Wesley; in all the Calvinists, Joha
Calvin; and in all the Eplscopalians, one Canuer,
Names, numbers, circumstances weigh nog?ing in the
scales of justice, truth and holiness.

In Campbell's search for truth, be made the Bible the
ultimate source of all his authority. Héwlcved to study the
Word, and it can beksafely said that few men ever attained
to the knowledge which he had cf Biblical Ducttine. Campbell
did reed extensiﬁely from other men, but he thought indepen-

dently, and took from other men what he conceived to be in

401bid., p. 54.
4lipid., p. 55.
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harmony with the truth as he intexpretad it. Yet, he was
always on the lcokeut fov trutrh. He never hesitated to read
the writings of others for the truth, and he would accept
what truth hz found.

As =z debzaror, Campbell showed himself always interested
in the cause of truth. iHe debated, not for the joy of polemics,
but~for the desire to know and dispense the truth. 42

Another guality of his life contributed to his greatness,
his tireless application of his energy tc the work ahead.
Alexander Campbell was a worker. Arising every morning at
four o'clock, he worked steadily until ten at night. His
health was excellent:; his disposition cheerful. When not in
his study, he was busy at some manual laboxr. Campbell was
rarely idle, Tolbert Fanning wrote of him:

He was a farmer or the highest order, an
admirable mechanic, and loved dearly the shrubbery
which he had planted with his own hande about his
premises, and especially that upon which he could
look from his own quiet little office, in which he
did his best thinking. We never saw Alexander
Campbell ig%e. This is the main key to his
greatness.

It will be interesting to see how this quest for truth and
tireless work effected his ability as a speaker.

One important characteristic of Campbell which cannot be

overlooked herz was his benevolent, giving spirit. It secems

421bid., p. 56.

43Tolbert Fenning, '""Sketches on the Life of Alexander
Campbell--No. 2", Gospel Advocate, Vol. VIII, No. 21 (May 22,
1866), pp. 321-325. ‘ A :
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that his life was one example of giving. He gave himself to

the cause he believed was right; he gave himself to fulfillian

€3

the wishes of his»father; in his home it is reported that he
was a pleasant host and always ready to find something to
approve,44 Campbell's willingness to give are illustrated
in the following examples. Through the estate given him by
his father-in~law, John Brown, he gradually increased his
resources. From about 300 acres, the estate developed into
one of over 1,000 acres. Later a printing business was put
up, & college built, a villege developed cn Campbell's lénd.as
Although an economical man, he always gave support to any
worthy enterprise and never failed to help the unfortunate and
poor.46 During his closing years, he denated to the American
Missionary Society bis interest in hymns he had published, and
from which he derived a large portion of his income. %47
Finally, there are the aggressive tendencies of Campbell,
his quest for truth and his ability to work ahead. These
characteristics brought a host of enemies. Campbell was
blessed with many friends, but this desire to know the truth

brought enemies and these men expressed themselves in differeunt

bbgelina Huntington Campbell, Home Life and Reminiscenses
of Alexander Campbell, (St. Louis: Jchn Burms, 1882), p. 315.

45FEvan Virather, "Alexander Campbell", The Christian
Evangelist, September 1, 1933, p. 965.

461bid., p. 963.
47Richardson, I, op. cit., p. 659.



ways. Unfertimately, theze encmies were very bitter and

[

.continued that way thruoughout their lives. The Baptists

(o ¥

thought of Campbell as ai_agent of destruccion, who, when
their churches were cpered to hiam throughout the country,
took the opportunity to exﬁend hig own ideas,

The Presbyterians aiso feli that thov bhad received
a large share of hostility from the peorle led by Campbail.
This, added to the fact that his father had come tc Amzrica
as a Presbyterian preacher, and that Alexander had been
raised in that chuwrch, brought bhim much severe criticism
'from that source. He was accused of arrogance, ingratitude,
cbuse and slander.%® 1In all of these attempts to slander
Campbell, he was mever ounce found guiity of any of the
charges brought against him.49

In summation, Campbell truly seemed fo be an extraor-
dinary man. His powerful physical appeal and his demanding
manner made him extraordinary; his willingness to work at
all hours and against odds also illustrates his extraordinary'
qualities; his benevolent spirit was truly outstanding; and
finally, his aggressiveness also brought the enemies that
outstanding men will have.

The direction of this inquiry now turns to a dlscu551on
of men who were acquainted with Campbell and knew his ability.
The chapter will present further insights into the character

of Campbell as background for his speech philosophy.

484shby, op. cit., p. 51

49McLean, op. cit., p. 40.



ChAPTER 11

CAHPEELL, PREACHER, AS SEEN BY HIS CONTEMPCRARIES

Alexander Campbell was a man of fair education
and unbounded confidence in his resources and
tenets. He was possessed of a powerful personality
and was on2 of the ablest debaters of his age. 1In
the use of caricature and saracasm he has rarely
beern surpassed. Throughout the regions that he
cheose for the propagation of his views, the number
of Baptist ministexs who could in any way approach
him in avgumentative power or in ability to sway
tae masses of the people was very small.

The description above came from the pen of the great
Baptist historian A. H. Newman as a tribute to the speaking
ability of Mr. Campbell. It is just an example of the many
that have Been paid to Alexander Camphell as a speaker. The
purpose of this chapter is simply to relate some of the state-
ments that have been made about him and his ability. As
there are not encugh examples to be able to draw any conclu-

ons about how he followed his theory and most of the quota-

pe

s
tions do mot give adequate examples for this task, the thrust
of the chapter will be to relate material that illustrates
his apparent effectiveness as seen by those arouhd him. = The
order of the chapter will be as follows: (1) quotations from
famous statesmen and school officials; (2) statements from
friends énd vorkers in the Restoration; (3) statements from

those who were his enemies and finally, (4) sunmmary of the

1gi11 J. Humble, Campbell and Controvefsy, (Florida
Christian College: 0ld Paths EBook Club, 1952), p. 257.




chapter. Again, the BUYPOSE o:‘thz chapter is to give a
testimony to‘the .if ctiveness of Camphell as backgrdﬁnd'for
the discussion of his debates,

President Jawes Madison said: "It was my plezasure to
hear him very often as a preacher of the Gospel, and I regard

"

him as the ablest and most coriginal expoundexr of the Scrip-

tures I have ever heard.”?Z

Robert Graham, one-time president of Kentucky URLVGVSltY
and himself a wmost effective speaker, spoke thus of Mr.
Campbell:

I can hardly express my adwmiratioa of him in
every walk and emplovment of life. 1In the social
circle he was by far the finest talker I ever
heard; in the lecture room the wmost instructlve;
and in the pulpit I am sure he had few g¢guals, and
no superiors accorxding to my stazndarvds.:

Theodore S. Be 1, then a young man and afterwards a

physician in Louisville, Kentucky, heard Campbell preach a

‘sermon on the firet chapter of the epistle to the Hebrews.

In that first sermon the speaker dwelt on the divine glory of
the Son of God, a theme upon vhich he was said to be surpass-
ingly elogquent. Dr. Bell said: "I have never heard anything

that approached the power of that discourse, nor have I heard

255 chlbald McLean, Alexander Camopell as a Preacher
(Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1955), p. 7.

3M. M, Daﬁis, How the Disciples Began and Grew,
(Cincinnati: Standard Publishing Co., 1915}, p. 49.
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it equalled since. It was been fartv-five years since I

neard that pulpit discourse, but it 1g as vivid in my memory,
I think, as it was when I first heard ig. T4

General Pobert E. Lee also admired Campbell. He
wrokte:

He was a man in whom were illuStriously com-~
pined all tne qualities that could adorn or
elevate the nature to which he ae;.ugcd Know-
ledge, the most various end extended virtue that
never loitered in her career nor deviated from
her course. A mwan who if he had bzen delegated
- as the representative of his species to one of
- the superior worlds, would have suggested a
grand theme of the human race. Such was President
Campbell.?” :

Others who testified as to his effectiveness are:
President Herman Humphrey of Amherst College, who looked upon
him as the most perfectly self-possessed, the most perfectly
at ease in the public of any preacher he had listened to; and
Dr. Lecnard Bacon, Yale Professor of Theology, who believed
him to have but few, if any, equals among the religious leaders

of his time.6

One Baptist preacher said what many others felt: "I

thought I could preach, but since I have heard this man I

4McLean, op. cit., p. 15.

SEarl K. West, The Search for the Ancient Order, (Nashville:
Gospel Advocate Co., 1949, p. 37. '

6Alger Morton Fitch, Alexander Cumpbell Preacher of
Reform and Reformer of Preacﬁiqg, (Austin: Sweet PubIishing

Co., IBTUT P.
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do mot seem, in my own estimate, to be larger than ny little
finger."7 Jeremiah Vardeman declared 'that if all the Baptist
preachers in Kentucky were put into one, thay would not make

an Alexander Campbeli.s John Howard wrote from Illineis to

the Christian Standarvd saying: "We regard him as decidedly
the greatest mem, take him every way, the world has produced

gince the days of the~Apostles.9

George D. Prentice, one time editor of the Louisville

T

Journal, said that Campbell was ungquestionably one of the
most extracrdinary men of his time,10
Issac Errett, the founder and for many years the dis-

tinguished editor of the Christian Standard, spoke especizally

in reference to the delivery of Campbell:

We have known him, in his prime, stand for two
hours leaaing on a4 cane, and talk in a true con-
versational style with scarce a gesture in the
entire discourse. But to a fine personal appearance
and dignity of mammer, he added a clearness of
statement, a ferce of reasoning, & purity and some-
times 2 pomp of diction, a wealth of learning, a
splendor of imagination, and an earnesgtness often
‘rising intec impassioned utterance, wkich clothes

his pulpit ffforts with a high degree of oratorical
excellence. +%

7FmLéan, op. cit., p. 20.
8Fitch, op. cit., p. 109.
9 Ibid. |

10pavis, op. cit., p. 4L.
11McLean, op. cit., p. 17.



The following is an account of an ohservation of the preach

ing of Campbell taken from A History of the Disciples on the

Vestern Reserve:

Nothing could be more traasparent than his
‘statement of his subject; nothing franker than hi
admission cf its difficulties; nothing more direct
than his enumeration of the means he must reach,
With great intellectual resources and great acquisi-
tions, athletic and gladator as he was, he was a
logician by instinct end habit of miund and tock
pleasure in magnifying, to the utmost the diffi-
culties of his positicns, so that when the latter
were finally maintained, the mind was cgatisfied
with the results. His language was copious, his
style nexvous, and the characteristic of his mind
was direct, manly, sustained vigor, and under its
play he evolved g warmth which kindled to the fer-
vor of sustained eloquence. There was no appeal to
passion, no effort at pathes, no figures or rhetoric,
but a warm kindling, heated glcwing, wmanly argument,
silencing the will, captivating the judgement, and
satisfying the refﬁon, and the cold, shrewd and
thinking like it.

rew

Finally, Jeremiah S. Black, one time Chief Justice of the
Pennsylvania Supreme Court, gave the following testimony to

the power and effectiveness of Campbell:

The interest which he excited in a large audience
can hardly be explained. The first semtence of his
discourse drew the audience still as death, and every
word was heard with rapt attention to the close. It
did not appear to be eloguence; it was not the en-
ticing words of a man's wisdom; the arts of the orator
seemed to be inconsistent with the simplicity of char-
acter. It was logic, explanation and argument so
clear that everybody followed without an effort, and
all felt it was raising thew to the level of a
superior mind. Persuasion sat upon his lips. Pre-
judice melted away under the easy flow of his

124, s. Hayden, A History of the Disciples on the Western
Reserve, (Cincimnmati: Chase, Hall pPublisher, 1875), p. 378.
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elocution., The clinching fact was alwavs in its
proper place and the fine postic illustration was
ever ; at hand to shed its light on the theme. But
all this does net account for the impressiveness
of his speaches and ng analysis of thaem can give any
idea cof their power.

The direcuion of the chapter now turns to the host of
frlelds that Campbell possessed and their impressions of him

and hig preachirg. The uetations cover @0 much of his
s

preaching that it is difficult to put it in any subject order,
The first testimony to be presented here comes from a

fellow- -worker in the Rbsuoratlon Movement, Tolbert Fanning.

He covers the complete scope of the material that will be

presented in this section of the thesis:

Alexander Campbell is about sixty years old; has
been blessed by mature with a fine LonstltLt‘Oﬂ‘ has
led a most active life, and consequently enjoys re-
markably good health for one of his age and his
intellect is as vigorous as it was at twenty~five,

In personal appearance, there is no man like him.

His scholarship is admired by both friends and foes;
and in logical powers, the world, in my humble opinion,
has not his equal. As a declaimer, he is generally
admired by the multitude; but men of the best order
of mind are dellghted with his addresses. He is most
chaste, pointed and dignified, in all his public ex-
hlblthnu,_knOWS not how to take advantage of an
opponent, and will not condescend to little tricks
for the sake of applause. His arguments are always
well arranged, and are generally full and satisfac-
tory on every point he touches, It is scarceliy
probable any man has ever become truly distin-

guished who has not attained his pre-eminence for
some one particular trait, and evidently Alexander

13McLean, op. cit,, p. 40.
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is ruled by & £» guHEfdl Lewg, and to illus-
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Jeremiah Jeter caid the following about Campbell's

public speaking:

Campbell's superiority es a public defender
of his tenets may be explained partly in terms of
the natural speaking abilities with wihich he was
gifted. Campbell's mind was richly endowed for
the public platferm; he was able to think in
terms of broad generalizations and ccmprehensive
propositiocas, to veason with an amaz Lng~nimbleé
ness and aCCUTdcy, to perceive readily the funda-
mentals of a proposition and to confine his
arguments to these fundamentals, ignoring the
irrevalent. As a public =peaher, Campbell was
highly regarded; his was an eloquence produced
by a broad vocabulary, vast reading in all the
best literature from the ancient classics to that
of his own day, an apggrent sincerity, and
striking personality. ‘ '

Barton W. Stone, of whom we spoke in the first chapter
and who was a co-worker of Campbell; stated the following’

concerning Campbell's effectiveness in the cause of the

Restoraticen:

I will not say there are no faults in Brocther
Campbell, but, that there are fewer, perhaps, in
him, thaen any other man I know on the earth; and

14Wést, op. cit., p.‘37.‘
LSHumble, op. cit., p. 158.
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‘over these few my love would throw a veil and
iide thewr from view forever. 1 am constrained
and willingly constrained to Pknowleug~ him

fai

the greatcest pLomoter of this reLormatéow of

any living waa. The Lord reward him.!

Bishop Hur3  said'that few men have impressed themselvés
more pfﬁfoundly‘cn the religious world than Alexander Campbell,
His perscnality was of the most vigorous type, and for over
a generation his name was a tower of strength over the whole
United Statez. He was a man of purest character and the
highest consecration. He leavened the whole country wit
his viéw. Few men have exerted a wider influence ‘7

W. K. Pendleton, Campbell's successor, as President of
Bethany College, said that his ideas flowed on a perpetual
stream--majestic for its Stately volume, and grand for the
width sweeping magnificence of its current. With a voice
that thrilled with the magnetism cf great thoughts, and a
person imposing and majestic as his mind was vigorous and
commanding no one could hear and see him, and fail to dis-
cover that he was in the presence of one on whom nature had
set the seal of transcendant greatness.l8

~As a preacher, CampbellAdeveloped great power. In his
delivery be had 2 decided Scotch brogue. He seldom moved
about the pulpit and made few gestures. His voice rarely

16Barton W. Stone, Biography of Elder Barton W. Stone,
(Cincinnati: J. A. and V. P. James, 1847y, p. 76.

17ycLean, op. cit., p. 46,

13;9;g., PP. 28, 29.
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ever descended below i lofty conversational tone or rose

to strain his wveesl cord',19

(]

A noted Baptist minister said to a friend at the close of
cne of Mr. Campbell's lengthy sermcns that it was a little
hard to ride thirty wiles to hear a man preach thirty minutes,
In this example the ideaz of being lost in what Campbell was
saying is very evident. Fe said:

it has been louger than that, lock at your watch,

On looking, he found that it had been twoc hours and

a half. He said, "fwo hours of my time are gone

and I know not how, though wide awake all the time."

This was no uncomncn exper* ence, The people were

so engrossed with the great theme under considera-

tion that they forgot all else.

While Mrc. Campbell's style was conversaticmal for the most part,
there were times when he spoke with the utmost fervor. Thus
one of his pupils related that at times he was a living fire
or a sweeping tornado, forcing you to forget all idea of

logical connection, and impressing upon you only the idea of -
power. At such times he spoke with a repidity and fervor of
utterance which literally defied coping and so enchained the

mind and heart as to paralyze the hand that would otherwise

have reported every sentence, 21

19West, op. cit., p. 58.
20McLean, op. ¢it., p. 30.
21Richardson, 1, QE..Cit., p. 40.



from the pen of his biographer, Kobert Richardson, who

said:

singular bn‘lfy to interest 1

23
I

Nothing, indeed, was more siriking than his
is hearexrs in the

subject upon which ke treated. Withi this his own
wind was cccupierd, and being free from all thoughts
of self, here was in his address an entire absence
of egotism, and nothing in his. eJ‘v,zy te divert
his attencion from the theme on which he discussed.
For the first few moments, indeed, the hearer

o

might contemplate his commandlﬂg form, his periect

seli-possession and quiet dtDnLtv 0* nanney ox
adwire the clear and silvery tonmesg of his thougphts,
while that voilce was heard, nothing could desolve
his charm. Minutes becoms seconds, and hours were
converted into minutes, so that the auditor be
unconscious of the lapse of time, and his atts
tion during the longest discourse was never Wi
Without any gestures, either emphatic cr descr

9’1 m

§ =)
T
2
it

'urx

tive, the speaker stcood in the wmost natural aad
easy ettitude, resting upon his innate powers cof
intellect and hiz complete wastery oi the saviecn
impressing all with the sense of a SJer'“ mind,.
His PFJﬁlet‘On was distipet, his ction chagte
and gsimpl ntences clear qnd foxrcible, The
intonatic cleur and ringing voice were
admiveble

to the sentiment, while by his
strong and b01 apba51s upon important words he
imparted to what he said a peculiar foxrce and
autho""y-~his power was thus derived, not from
graceiul gestures or actions, not from flowery
language or elaborate and glowing description,
noy merely from logical argumentation, but from

‘his singular faculty of stating and comnecting

facts~-0f producing more novel and striking com-
binaticas c¢f related truths, and of~evo§¥ing the

- grand fundsmental principles of things.

22ypid., I, p. 315.

3

"One of the most complete descriptions of Campbell comes

|
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-Maﬁyldifﬁéreﬁt-puﬂplé~were impregsed'by>different things‘
in Campbell. What wost impressed one admirer was Campbell’s
grénd ccmcéptf:'.»:n'l‘j striking illustrétions and compréhénsive
scope. Another was aved by therreshness of his~thought.
Still another spoke of clarity, simplicity, or new iﬁsights.
Most agreed with Aylet Rains vho believed that Campbell ha&
more Bible kno@ledgs than any man living.23

The enemies of Campbell can also be quoted to illustrate
his effectiveness. He apparently was not popular with all
pecple and yet even his enenies SQemed to respect him for his
ability.

N. L. Rice, the last opponent of Campbell in a debate,
later wrote an article against him under the title, "Alexander
Campbell's Sacrifice and Keform'. After accusing him ofkinw
sincerity and stating that his féligious movement was fox
monetary reasons, Rice said, "Mr. Campbell is a man of more
than ordinary talents, and is possessed of considerable learn-
ing, and is a fine specker and debator.'?24

Robert Davidson in History of the Presbyterian Church in

the State of Kentucky, lashed out at Campbell for leaving the
Presbyterian Church, yet he said, "He was a man of great natural

gifts, a cool head . . . having a respectable share of learning;

23Fitch, op. cit., p. 108.

24Carroll Brook Ellis, The Controversial Speaking of
Alexander Campbell, a dissertation, LouUisina State University,
Baton Rouge, 1949, p. 3.
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- considerable: knowledge of huran netorce, and a keen polemical
. b2 ]
mind. 22

The follcowing was recorded in a religious journal,

[}
fudt
[T
.

Watchmarn of the FPrairies, concerning Campbe

for his oratory, wit, and
ety, he very soon acquired

considerable celebrity as a public speaker. . .
few persons have evew possessed more oI the

EN

qualities of a religiocus demagogue than Alexander
Camphell., Eloquent in speech, advoit in argument,
witty, amoitious, unscrupulous, and fond of public
notoriety, he succeeded, under the mcst Lavorable
circumstances, in acquiring & popularicy which has
given him considerable influence over the minds of
many.<Y¥ ,

Finally, a Raptist historian, described Campbell as a man

with a powerful intellect which largely predominated over his

.
Ly
h

emctions; also, as bocing positive, unyielding, fearless and
capable of wouderful endurance. While not overpolite,
Campbell’s style was chafacterized'by a frank, open-hearted-
ness in his speech, which was logical and had an artful

sarcasm which seldom failed to influence his hearers. 2/
Summary:

We can draw only one conclusion from the material here
and that is that Alexander Campbell did exercise a great deal

of influence upon the area in which he lived.

25Robert Davidson, History of the Pfesbyteriau Church in the
State of Kentucky, (New York, 1847), p. 214.

26Fitch, op. cit., p. 108.

27Thomas Armitage, A History of the Baptist, (New York,
1889%9), p. 52.
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" The quotations from men of euithority indicate some of the
infiluence Campbell commanded. Through these quotations the
chapter simply gives more background material on Campbell and

indicates further why Campbell is worthy of study.



CHAPTER IIL

CAMFPBELL'S PHILOSOPHY OF PUBLIC SPEAKING

The subject of thkis chapter will be the nature of -
Campbell's ideas rconcerning preaching snd how he applied them
to his actual pericrmance. The ideas presenred in’this chapter

. : ,
will be the basis for furtﬁer discévery in the following anal-
yses. The Grder’of the chapter will follow this pattern:
Campbell's attitude toward studying public spezking; a dis-
cussion of the guiding’principles of his philosophy; and a
consideraticn of histeliefs about organization, argument and’
delivery. The essential elements of each of these will be
discussed in order to contrast them later with the methods
used in the debates. |

1t was Campﬁall’s custom to spend a great deal of time
with young men as they prepared to preach. Campbell once’
said: |

Young orators, in the pulpit and the bar, are

more in mneed of instruction than children at school,

or a student at college. For if they began wrong

and contact bad habits they seldom can cure them.

In one of his lectures upon the subject of education, he

pointed out three fields in which college should function: (1)

physical education; (2) intellectual education; (3) religious

1Alexander CampBell, Christian Baptist, July, 1823 -
July, 1830, Seven velumes in one, (St. Louis, Missouri, no
date), p. 585. ’
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~and moral education v oihligations. Under the heading of
education, he said:

After giving an analysis of the intellectual
power--percapition, memory, reflection, imagination,
abstraction--proceed to the exercise and employment
of them in the acguistion and cormunication of kincw-
ledge, including logic, rhetoric, oratory, taste,
discugsion and debatea2 E
These quotations indicate to some extent the intetest that

Campbell had in teaching and £he impertance he placed upon
speech training. Campbell spent much time in study, and as
many have testified, he was an able scholar. HKe was insis-
tent in his own life upon the nzed to speak well. His earnest
study of language and especially his Biblical study can be an
excellent example to cne whe needs justification és to the
value of study.

It should be pointed out before going any further, that
Campbell does not follow any one philosophy as set forth by
earlier rhetoricians, but combines several with the Biblical
ideas playing the most important part.

Conclusions about Campbell's philosophy must be based on
what he said. 1If he did not develop an idea fully, he precbably
had nothing further to say about it.3

The subject now turns to the all impoftant aspect of Mr.

Campbell's philosophy of speaking. The key to his philosophy

2Carroll Brooks Ellis, The Controversial Speaking of
Alexander Campbell, a dissertation: (Louisiana State University,
Baton Rouge, ??Egs, p. 91. : :

3after considerable research, nothing further about his
philosophy can be located by this writer.
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in preaching and living was built arcund sincerity, which he
thought could best be reached through naturalness. These two
concepts are woven into the ideas that he illustrated. These
two concepts cannot be limited to his delivery only, for they
are represented in hig organizaction and vse of argument and,
in fact, his whole life. Therefore, they must be related to
his entire philoscphy of speaning and then reiated individeally
to organization, arguzent end, firally, delivery. Concerning
simplicity and naturalness he said:

The preacher must be a man of pietj, and one who
has the instruction and salvation of mankind sincerely
at heart., He must be a man of modest and simple
manners, and in bis public performance and gensral
behavior must conduct himself so as to make people

sense that he has their temporal 2nd eternal welfare
more at heart than anything else,

To Campbell it was not a question as to whether sincerity
came before naturalness. It was his opinion that they stood
side by side. 1If a person was natural, there would be nothiag

artificial in his manner as he related in the following:

But he who for some great, or good, or interesting
object, loses himself in the subject; forgets almost
his own identity, and sees or feels nothing but that
from which be speaks. His object is in his own head
and before his cwn eyes continually. From it he de-
rives his inspiration, his zeal, his eloquence. When
a speaker has an object to gain, which his understand-
ing, his conscience, his heart_approve--then, and only
then can he truly be eloquent,

brobert Richardson, Memoirs of Alexanaer Campbell,
(Clnc1nnat1- Standard PubIlsﬁlng Co., 1897}, p. 138.

51bid., p. 604.
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In these two exampies 7s found the key to Campbell's philosophy.
It was Campbell's contention that the preacher should be as
'sincere as he possibly can and that this could onlj be accom-
plished through natural feeling and expression. It'wéﬁ"his
idea, also, that maturalness could not come through trying to

copy someone else. The preacher must be himself and the message

muast come from him,

Campbell explained his reason for reaching this conclusion
througb examples f£rom the Scriptures.  This idea is illustrated
in the follow1ng conversation with Raccoon .John Smith, one of
the other Restoration preachers:

He pointed to Smith the Apostolis manner: ''Suppose

that one of them (Apostles) should have plied his

arms in gesticulations, stamped his feet in vehe-

mence, and declared his testimony . . . in a loud

stentoriau voice?" Rather, Campbell said, ‘''there

was composure of manngr, natural emphasis and

solemn deliberations.

-Campbell continued this line of thought in illustrating
the manner of the New Testament preachers. Although these are
related to delivery, they should be presented here because of
the connection they have with the overall philosophy. In the
New Testament examples of preaching where men 'spake that many
believed', the manner did mnot seem that of declamation., There
was no pomp nor pageantry of language--no fine lights of fancy--

no embellishments of the rhetorical character./ There was no

6John A. Williams, Life of Elder John Smith, (Cincinnati:
Standard Publlshlnb Co., T1870), p. 133. ~

7A10er Morton Fitch, Alexander Campbell, Preacher of

Reform and7§eformer of Preachlng, (sustin: Sweet Publishing Co.,
P
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effort to soften the heevt with melting tones and gentle
cadences or impassioned mannerism, 8 Personally, Campbell
thought that Godly sincerity, impressiveness, earnestness
and benevolent ardor were essential elements of the manner of
Christ®s Truth, aud it was that Truth that the preacher should
be trying to preSent.9

With the ideas of sincerity and naturalness in mind, we
now turn to the specific topics of organization, argument and

delivery.

Organization:

Campbell was aware of the importauce of planning the
material and then foliowing that plan. It was his conviction
that the arguments and evidence should be arranged so that
the audience would have a chance to make up their own minds
about the material. It was his philosophy that each argument
he planned to present should be laid out and numbered, so that
the audience would not become lost. Campbell related the
following about organization:

A sermon should be composed with regularity

and unity of design, so that all its parts may "

have a muitual and natural connection and it should

not consist of many heads, neither should it be

very long.

Campbell seemed to say to put your plan out so that it is

natural and the transitious from cne point to the other is

81bid.
9Ellis, op. cit., p. 96.
10Richardson, I, op. cit., p. 138.
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natural and then -procesd to discuss eacih-of these in relation .

to the other.
Argument: .

In discussing Campbcll's philosophy of argument,‘oﬁe~must~
take into consideratibn that Campbell was never very explicit
as to just what constituted an argument, Fox purposes of
analysis, it can be generally asserted that an argument is the
statement of a definite contention suppor ted by‘vafious.kinds
of evidencé to prove the validity of the contenticn. Campbell
did relate three concents that are relative to this discussion.
They are: (1) that your argument should be complete and fully
supported; (2) your argument should be illustrated by the use
of the root meanings of words; and finally, (3) the audience
should be considered in the selection c¢f material to be pre-
sented. As these three concepts cover his use of argument
and evidence, the methecd shall be explqred with these concepts
in mind.

During the Great Revival which had preceded the preaching
career of Mr. Campbeli, it had become popular to pick é parti-
cular text or eVeﬁ a word and spend the entire amount of time
on that text, completely ignoring the context of the péssage.
Campbell had much to say about this,sort of 'textual préaching",
In an article headed, "Text and Textuary Divines," he fully

explains what he meant by the cerm ''text'":



T would rather derive the term direc Lly from
the Greel verb Ytizte', beget or bring forth,
which texes or textus might ingeniously formed
and this might be translated as egg, or somctnlnc
pregnant itn life, which by laws of sermonizing
become & full grown sermon.

1

He is;ihdicating that one should teke the meaning of words from
the original text and try to discover the complete meaning
rather than scomething partial. This applies to his statement
that he was in favor of presenting material completely and

elligently for the zudience. Partlculgrly in the Christior

,“...wm._

‘U‘-’

aptist, Campbell made war in humorous fashion against what he

called the "Textuaries':

A certain textuary did take from his text the
words of & wicked servant who told the Lord, “"You
are aun Augctere wman,' This was the text. The
preacher could not spell very well, and he made
it, "You sre an Oyster man.'" But the misfortune
was that he uged his whole doctrine on the word
oyster, in his exordium, he told the zudience that
his object was to show how fitly the Saviour was
compared to an oyster man or ¢yster catcher.
Accordingly, his method was: (1) to show the coin-
cidence o1 resemblance between his Saviour and an
oyster man; (2) toc point out how suitably oysters
represent sinners; (3) to demonstrate how beauti-
fully the tongs which  the oyster man uses to take
up oysters rapregented mlnlsters of the Gospel;

(4) to prove that the man's boat was a fit emblem
of the Gospel and a Gospel church, into which the
oysters, or sinners, are put when caught or con-
verted., His fifth head I have forgottenm, but
perhaps it was to show how the cooking and eating

llchristisan Baptist,kgg. cit., p. 145.
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of oysters rﬁpreserred the monagement and disci-
pline of those sinners caught be the ministers of
the Gospel. He concluded with a few practical
hints according to custom. 12

Campbell felt that this type of preaching limited the subject
and the preacher. He saw the need to discuss the entire ?assage
and nct just a portion. Tt was Campbell’'s opinion that this
type of preaching put too much emphasis upon rhe man and uot
the Bible. 4lso, a preacher was more apt to make the mistake
that the cne described above did make. With this in mind, it

was Campbell's practice to preach upon such topics as: 'The

i 1t

Suffering Christ," "The Law," "Jesus as the Son of God,' and
"Salvation."13

The second coucept under argument and evidence had to do
with the use of proper language and most importantly the use
of the ancient language. 1In using this concept Campbell saw
a need to go to the root of a word and relate its meaniﬁg from
the very beginning. He illusfféted his idea in the follewing:

The preacher must be well  instructed in the
morality and religion, and in the original tongues
in which the Scriptures are written, for without

them he can hardly be qualified to expla}g Scrip-
tures or to teach religion and morality. -

12¢pia., p. 203.

L3archibald McLean, Alexander Campbell as a Preacher, (Grand
Rapids: Baker Book House 1955), p. 25.

l4R; chardson, I, op. cit., p. 138.
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Campbell further talked about the importance of the meaning of
words in the Rice debate when he said:

The mnaniﬂb of a word is ascertained by the

usage of these wricers and speakers, whose know-

ledse and acquiremeats have made thew mzsters of

their own 1aﬂvuage From this class of vouchers,

we derive mest of our knowledze of Holy writ.l5
Campbell was much impressed with thz validicy of the ancient
language and the importance a word played.

The third concept under argument had to do with the ability
to apply the lessons to a particular audience. Campbell seemed
to think this was important in forming the arguments to be used
and then in the apply;no of supporting mat -erial. Under this
heading he advised young men to:

First of all, ascertain the stature of the mind

or the amouni of information which his audience may

possesi as the foundation on which his talk would be

built.
This example seems to be indicative of the type of instruction
that is found in his philosophy. Campbell stressed the impor-
tance of the preacher working within the framework of basic
principles teo present arguments and evidence on the knowledge
level of the audience, He continues to spealk on this idea in

the following:

15h]exander Campbell and Robert Owen, The Ev1dence of
Christianity, a debate (NdSthllE' MCQUlddy Publlshlng Co.,
1946), p. 58.

16Chrlst1an Baptist, op. cit., p. 213.
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The p egch S0t L iol’o ‘the examples of the
NCES

e
Apostles as they v A4 contemplate the men before
them as belisvers cr as unbelievers--as practicing
the precepis of the Saviour--and then immediately
propose same point ¢l reference to ?thu they

o

opened the Scriptures and applied.

This concept seems to follow the general theme of Campbell's
philosophy, that is the importamce of speaking so that the
audience will bhave total understanding.

These three concepts will be the basis for eonclusions

reached concerning Campbell's use of argument and evidence,
Delivery:

The final category to be discussed under the general head-
ing of naturalness is the delivexy that Campbell advocated.

This refefs primarily to the physical method of delivery. Much
of what has been said about sincerity and naturalness applies
directly to this concept as weil as the coucepts of organiza-
tion and argument, but there is additional information that
only deals with delivery.

Campbell advocated what might be called today a conventional
style of delivery. He looked at preachlng ag a dialogue, |
rather than a monologue. As mentioned earlier, Campbell felt
that this type of delivery was a superior mode of speaking.

Concerning this, Campbell reasoned:

17 p1exander Campbell, Millenial Harbinger, 1830-1850,
Bethany, West Virginia, p. 140,




Our words react upon themselves according to
their importance and hence, we are sometimos wrougint
up to a pathos, fervor, and ecstacy iundeed, by the
mysterious sound of our own voices upon ourselves,
as that of others, to which he never could have -

)
ascended without 1t Henice the superior ﬂ]o juenc
of extemporaneocus speaking over thﬁﬁ»of tho cigle]
read or recite what they have ccoly deliber rately
thought at some time and in some othe or places. 18

Caupbell reasoned that you could not read a manuscripi ir
conversation to ycur friends in the parloxr. Wy, thén} not
talk face to face, eye to eye and heart to hezart with the
audience?ld

Campbell gave additional support for this type of preach-
ing in the following:

Let the preacher, therefore, accustom himself

to articulate slowly and dellver the words with

a distinct voice, and without artificial attitudes

or motions or other affectations, 20
In this example Campbell shows further depﬁnuence upon th
natural speaking style, being always careful to impress upon the
preacher the importance of talking slow enough for the audience
to understand. |

Finally, under delivery, Campbell further illustrated
naturalness ia his opposition to the idea of trying to model

yourcself completely after others and speaks of this in the

following:

18Fitch, op. cit., p. 73.
191hid., p. 75. |
2ORichardson, op. cit., p. 138.
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I do think that nature, when followed, is a
better teacher of eloquence than Longinus or all
the Grecian end Xoman models. Mimics never can
excel except in being wmimics.. There 1is more true
gracefulness dﬂi dignity in a speech pronounced
in the natur tone of your veice, a .hd in the
natural ey,q;hau in all the studied mimicry of
mere actors

Campbell was against anything artificial end it seews that

thig last quotation sums up his feeling in an effective

WANRNEY .

ud LH'L.JTV .

¥

These are the main concepts of Mz, Campbell's phiiosophy
as he saw and taught them. In summat:ion, Campbell emphasized
the importance of natLralness in speaking and all that he said
concerning organization, argument and delivery are built around
that philosophy. Cempbell was much in favor of an organized
manner of speaking, with’much logical evideﬁce of a vailid
nature. He was alsn agairst artificiality in preaching. These
ccncepts will now be applied to the debates and conclusions will

be drawn as to Canpbell's ability tc folleow them.

2lchristian Baptist, op. cit., p. 585.




CHAPTER IV
ANALYSIS OF THE CAMPBELL-OWEN DEEATE-

Few events in the long public career cf Alexander Campbell
brought him the uvniversal public acclaim and popularity which
he attained ia 1829 through his defense of Christiénity

ainst the assaults of Robert Owen. The skeptical Owen
had gained an international reputation as a socialistic re~-
former, philanthropist, and opponent of Christianity; and
when he established a “city of mental -independence’ at New
Harmony, Indiana; he'contributed materisally to thewgrowth of
general skepticiém throughout the United States. In under-
taking toc uphiold the divine origin of Christianity against
the attacks of Owen, Alexander Campbell became irmediately,
though temporarily, the champion of all American churches
At the conclusion of the discussion; American Christianity;
both Protestant and Catholic, owed its erstwhile critic a
debt of gratitude.l

The debate between Campbell and Owen, conducted in
Cincinnati, Ohio, April 13-21, 1829, is the first of Campbell's
major debates; however, it did not find him a complete ndvice
in the field ¢f religious polemics. Earlier he had represented
the Baptist Church in two discussions with Presbyterian ministers,

John Walker in 1820, and W, L. Macalla in 1823. These

- 18iil J. Humble, Cumggcll and Controvers (Florlda
Christian College: Old Paths Eook Club, 1952 TZ p.
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isaussidns are not §o important as Mr. Car bell's three major
debates in whlcu ‘he met skepticism, Catholicism and
Presbyterlanlsm; and though thev merit consideratinm, the7 may
be studied more logically as a background for the cther major
debates in which he was involved. 2
Qur purpo s in this chapter will be io discuss the events

and background involved in this debate and then to invegtigate
the debate in further attempting to discover just how Alexander
Campbell practiced his speech philosophy. Looking into these

debates will give us a first-hand view of some of the only

[%2]

- L

original material of Campbell that ig available.

;1

order of

the chapter will be as follows: a discussion of the background
and setting of the debate, a discussion of Campbell's opponent;
and an anaiysis of the debate itsélf. The following areas will

be covered: organization, arguments

n

and delivery. Each of
these areas will be discussed in the form of a summary with
some examples to illustrate the points. The chapter will
conclude w1tb some general observations ooxparlhg Campbell's
speaking with his philosophy.

The editions of the Owen debate used in this study were

published by the McQuiddy Publishing Company in Nashville,

2Lee Ashby, Influence of Alexander Campbell Upon the
Separation of Disciples and Baptists in Kentucky, Dissertation,
(Lexington: University of Kentucky, 1948), p. 60.
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of Christianity and alw
vere in error. Campbell exe‘*isea cemplete cuntrel over the
paper and wrote the majority of the evticles. Becsuse he vas
so vitriolic im print, he received many reull_a. e estab-
lished the policy of ellowing eny perscn Lo contribute to

the paper, but he exerciged the righit to respond to any

article publisbed; Thus, Camphell entered into a controva sy
with the religious groups on the frontier.? Tt was in this
way, whilé attem§ting‘to deliver Christianity from its avowed
friends, that he almost inadvertantly came inte contact with
its professéd enemies--the skeptics

Upon opening the pages of his paper to others, Caxpbell
recelved numerous articles from skeptics. Because of this, he

entered intc many controversies with them. These controversies

3Alexander Campbell and Robert Owen, The Evidence of
Christianity, a debate, (Nashville; MMcQuiddy Publishing Co.,
1940), Referred to hereafter as the Campbell-0Owen debate.

4Carroll Brooks Ellis , The Controversial Speaking of
Alexander Cgmpbell a dlssartation: Baton Rouge: Louisiana
State University, 1949), p. 12. ‘ .

5Ellis, op. cit.,‘p. 106.
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were climaxed by Ffive essavs entitls d, Robar* Owen and the

-
i

Soeial System end Deism and the Social System, 6

Campbell had neither a major objection to the mere
cooper1t1VL arvangements of Owen's system, nor to Owen

personally. 1In fact, he said:

Mr. Owen has attrracted much attention to this
country as well as in Britain from the singularity
of his wviews, and the benevo]eut nature of his
efforts for the amelioration of zociety. He has
affordud evidence ol menta] independence never
perbaps surpassed b fore. His talents, education,
fo*tunc, and extra uinary zeal in tbe prosecution
cf his favorite ob JC t, entitle him to a liberal
share of public respect.

Yet, Campbell did not hesitate to condemm Owen's attitude
toward religion.g
An unnamed citizen of Canton, Chio, wrote Campbell re-

questing that he accept a challeuge issued by Dr. Underhill,
the leader of a Communal Society at Kendal, Ohioc. Campbell
refused to accept the invitation, but replied that he would
~ debate with Cwen:

As to this DOctor Underhill, he is tco obscure
to merit any attention from me on the atheism or
deism of his philosophy. If I lived in the neigh-
borhood with him, and should he throw himself in
my way, I might find it my duty to either kill him,

or break a lance over his steep cap. But to go out
of my way to meet such a gentleman would be rather :

*

6Christian Baptist, pp. 327, 343, 357, 364, 373. (Completé'
source in the 1ntroductlon)

71bid., p. 327.

81bid., p. 328.



“incompatible with wy views of propriety. 1f his
great master, M., Robert Cwen, will engage to
debate the whole system of his moral and religious
philosophy with me, if he will pledge himself to
prove &ny position affirmative of his atheistical
sentiments as they lie scatterad over the pages of
the New Harmony Gazette--if he will engage to do
this cooly and dispassiconately in a regular and
systematic debate, to be moderated by a competent
tribunal, I will engage to take the negative and
disprove 211 his affirmative positicns in a public
debate to be holden any plece equi~distant from him
and me.

.

At approximately the time of Cawpbell's refusal to meet
Dr. Undérhillﬁ Robert Owen delivered a gsaries of iectures in
New Orleans on his social systen. In his talks he made fre-
quent assaults on religion. Owén accused the clergy of mis-
representing bis views and issued a2 challenge to discuss
publicly or privately their differences.l® None of the New
Orleans' clergy saw fit to respond to Owen's challenge, but
upon learning of it, Campbell inmediately addressed a letter
to Owen propoéing'a debate. 11 Through further correspondence, .
the debate was agreed to and é comnmittee was set to work to
find a suitable place for the contest.

In this debate, Campbell had for an opponent a man of
international prominence. Owen's fame, however, was not due

to hisvability as a debator, nor did it rest upon his skill as

91bid., p. 208.
101145, op. cit., p. 109.
christian Baptist, p. 433. Campbell gave the entire

challenge and said, "It seems this challenge was published
several times in the New Orleans papers.'
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& public speaker. His eagerness for oral debate was probably
stimulated by the spirit of the Americ Fxontier.lz Yet, cne
of his biographers says of him:
r too intent on stating his own case,
~e length, to pay any attention to his
opponent. Owen reoardﬁa a debate simply as

affording a pldt“ovm from which he could repeat
his unvarying versien of the truth. He was most

=

persuasive as a lecturer when he had the platform
to himscif, but he was always wasted in debate.l3

Robert Owen was born Mey 14, 1771, in Newton,
Montgoﬁeryshire, a remote little town of Central Wales.
Largely self-educated,l4 he left home at the age of nine and
made a fortune in textile manufacturing. Both his wealth and
fame came to him whilc he lived near Glasgow, Scotland, wnere
he was part owner as well as manager of Hew Lanark Mills for
twenty-eight years. Perhaps he was one of the first at the
beginning of the Imdustrial Revolution to be more concerncd
with men than machines. He was a leader in the fight for
factory reform, and gradually transformed. the New Lanark Mill:
into the most successful establistment of the day in human as
well as in commercial results.15

12p114s, op. cit., p. 111.

13g. p. 1. Cole, Robert Owen, (Boston: Little, Brown and
Co., 1925), p. 225.

L4gobert Owen, The Life of Robert Owen, (New York: G. Bell
and Sons, Ltd., ]920), p. 4.

15Ibld., p. 6.
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Owen, reared in 2 Christian atﬁosgqerc turred away from
all veligions because of his s disgust over sectarian differences.

After his suc /SS'Witn the Lanark Mills, ho formulated a scheme

for a Utopian 3cciety. Because he felt that religicn was the

only obstacle to the establishment of his new society, he
attacked all religions with vehemence.l6 |

1825 he attempted to meke & practical application of
some df his theories in the United States. From the Rappites
he purchase H’rmony, an estate of some 30,000 acres in Posey
County, Indiana, on the banks of the Wabash River. From 1825
to 1829 he sncn* most of hls time in America directing New
'Harmony, as he renamed it. Even though the experiment was not
the success which he had anticipated, he continued tc predict
a new social order. After 1829, he returned to England, where
he became a strong political figure among the working classes

in the trade unions and co-operatives movements, 17

Setting of the Debate:

Arrangements were made to conduct the debate in Cincinﬁati,
Chio and the many preparations were begun. Isaac C. Burnett
was elected temporary chairman and Richard Fosdick was appointed
temporary secretary of the citizené who were making the arrange-

ments. It had been hoped that a Presbyterian church, the

165 3. Hal , ;
; ey, Debates That Made Hlstor (St Louis;
Christian Board of Publication, Tgﬁﬁ) 7§

171bid., p. 6.
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largest in Cinzinnati, mignt be obtained for the debate, but

its minister, Dr. Wilson, refused his pnrmlcsion. Mrs. Francis

Trollope, who attended the debate, wrote in her book, Domestic

Manners of the Am=ricans:

eay 3['14,1’2.’J an
1spired in his
i

.« . Whatever confidence the le
piety of Mr. Campbell might have in
fri s

Lends or in the Cincinnati Christians in general,
it was not, as it appzared, suificient to induce Mr.
Wilzon, the ﬁ“couLhLiun it - of the largest
church in town, to permit the splay of then
within ics walls This refu was greatly repro-
bated, and mizch eb etted, as the curicsity to heay

thie discussicn was very g,apelcw and no other edifice
offered so much accomodation. 18
M. Campb 11 remarkéd that Dr. Wilson with his customary

liberality had refuszsd the citizens of Cincinnati the use of a

—t e

building which they had helped erect, Cincinnati Methodists
readily granted the use of their largest bﬁilding with a seat-
ing capacity cf about 1,200.2Y .

When Campbell and Owen arrived in Cincinumati, éll of the
preparations héd been made except the selection of the modera-
tors. Campbellvappointed Issac G. Burnett, Samuel W. Davis,
and Major Daniel Gano. Owen selected Timothy Flint, Colonel
Francis Carr an& Henry Starr. These six in turn chose the/
Reverend Oliver Spencer. Burnett was elected to serve as

chairman of the debate, that is, to preside over the meeting.21

18prancis Trollope, Domestic Manners of the Americans,
(London: Dodd, Mead and Co., 1832Y, p. 125.

19christian Baptist op. cit., p. 552

20Humb1e, op. cit., p. 93,
2lg11is, op. cit., p. 116.



63

eliminary proceedings concerning

FEN

-

‘Nothing was said in the pr
the duties of the moderators. It is apparent, however, that they
did not aid the debators, but served as a committee to see that
both the speaker and the audience ma ained the proper order.

On several occasions they interrupted Owen, telling him he

was off the subject. Campbell appealed to them twice to give

an OpiniOﬂ on Owen's management of hig arguments and finally
asked permissicn to COﬂchP his part of the case as he saw fit.
The woderators alwéys acted with extreme caution, couching

Y .

their decisions in oveynpolLtL language. n22z
Campbell had accepted the propositions included in Owen's
hallenge. 1In his letter to the New Orleans clergy, Owen had
not stated & formal debate proposition, but merely gave points
which he was willing to defend. . Nevertheless, the following
four topics became the proposition for the debates:
1. That all the r@llglon cf the world have been
formed on ignorance of mankind.
2. That they have been, and are, the real sources
of vice, disunion, and misery of every descrip-
tion.
3. That they are now the o11y real bar to the
formation of a society of virtue, Jntelllgcnce
sincerity and benevolence.
4, That they can no longer be malntalned except

through the ignorance of the mass Egople and
the tyranny of the few over the mass.

221bid., p. 117.

23Christian Baptist, op. cit., p. 433.
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Throughout the debate, Owen was to be the affirmative and
Campbell waz to cccupy the negative position. It was arranged
that each disputant should speak alternately half an hour or
less, but could spesk longer with the congent of the moderators.
Each day there were tc be morning and afterncon sessions, which
were to occupcy approximately two hours sach. The discussicn
bagan on Monday, April 13, and contimued through April 21, 1820,24
~en opened the discussion and his appearauce and attitude
have bzen descrited by Timothy Flint, a prominent western
ministar whom Owen had chosen as a mcderator:
Every one has seen the face or the print of Lhe
benevolent social cozmopolite, the Welsh phiios
phex, whose strange taste it is to wander cver Lhe
wouhd, bestowing vast sums in charity, and to obtain
in return, an ample harvcet of vilification and
ahuse, He was dressed in Quaker plainness; wearing
his customary, undaunted, self- pohqcsped good
natured face, surmounted, as most people know, with
an intellectual rudder of almost portentous ampli-
tude, that might well have been deemed an acquiation
in a pilgrimage to the promontory of noses. From
each side of this prominent index of mentzl power,
beamed such an incessant efflux cf cheerfulness, as
might well shame, in comparison, the sour and, tristful
visage of many an heir of hope of immorality.
Owen devoted his opening addrecs largely to the background
of the debate, adding that he had discovered certain principles

of human nature which would &abolish religion, marriage and

unnecessary private property when understood and applied.26

240uen, Robert Owen's opening speech, p. v.

25Humble, op. cit., p. 94.
261p1d.



- The appearance cf Gaﬁpbell as he cpened his portion of

the debate is likewise described by Flint:

am

The chivalrous champion of the covenant is
citizern of Bethany, near Wheeling, in Virginia;
a genilenman, we should think between thirty and
forty, with a long facb, a rather small head, of

2
a sparkling, bright, and cheerful countenance, and
finely arched foyxechezd; in the carnest vigor of

and with the wvery first sprimkling of white

on his crown., He wore an aspect, as of one who ha

worde both ready and inexhaustible, and as Hdﬁdeqbb

of the excellent grace of perserveranca . 27

Caﬁpbell's first address, the only oné whiich he praﬁared
prior to the debate and read from manuscript, was an eloguent
plea for the Christian religion. Asserting that there was
sufficient evidence to convince any rational being of the
divine origin'of‘purity, he eulogized the Christian virtues
of love, mercy, humility, and purity, and contrasted the in-
describable joy produced by the promises of the Eible with
the gloom of an eternal death, the only future of ther
unbeliever, 28

There is ample evidence to show that the audience and the
debators were very klnd to one another. Flint said the follow-

ing concerning the size and behavior of the crowd:

. . During the eight days that the discussion
lasted the church was uniformly crowded, seldom
admlttlrg all the spectators. We all felt that

27qumble, op. cit., p. 95.
281h1d.
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our city richly deserved the compliment which both
the disputants gave it. There was the most perfect
order and entire decorcusness of observance during
the wholie debate. Although the far grectpr pro-
portion was professed Christians, and no small part
of the stricter class, th»y rere-vnd with invincible
forbearance, the frank and sarcastic remarks of Mr.
Owen in ridicule of the most sacred articles of
Christian belief.

After the discussion concluded, Owen published a book
which contained his opening and closing speeches, and a

to the Dis-

|,.1'
<
(l

chapter called "General Cbservations Relati

cussion." In this he commented as follows:

It was the first pub’ic discussion that the

i

world has ever permitted with any degree of fajr-

ness, te take place bcfwnon the ovthodox faith of

uDV country and a well known oper: and decided

pponcnt., The credit of this first submission to

truth and common sense is due to the United States

in general, and to the population of the city of

Cincinmati in particular. No audience could con-

duct themselves with more order, decorum and 30

fairness than was exhibited on this occasion.

Thug, we have the background of the Campbell-Owen debate.
This background will lead into the analysis of the debate.
The extensive analysis in this paper will be from Campbell's
point of view, with some reference to Owen from time to time.
This section will include Campbell's method of organizatien,
argument and delivery within the -context of the debate and
then the contrast between those ideas and the philosophy

Campbell advocated.

29Ellis, op. cit., p. 120.

3Cowen, op. cit., p. 147.
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Anaiysis of the Depara:

k]

In begioning the analysis of thz debate, it wust be pointed

Q

out that Owen did not stzte the prepositions of the debate and
did not present supportive arguments. Instead, he spent most

of kis time reading a manuscript as to the nature of his new

=

social system &nd cn his opposition teo religion.

In his introductory speech, Campbeil markod ocut the
general idea which he thought the controversy should take,
but he added, "1t devolves upon my opponent to lead the way,
and upon me €O follow, 31 Apparently Campbell desired Gwen
to state the main issues and wished to play the part of the
negative by presenting contentions in refutation.3? Campbell
also pressed Owen as to the necessity of excluding irrelevant
matter. He said, "If the truth is to be elicited, for the love

1

f
fmd

of truth let us»close the door against the admission of
extraneous and irrelevant matter .03 Campbell also insisted
upon a definition of terms, stating, "There can be no deve-
lopment of logical truth without the nicest precision and
co~intelligence in the use of terms." 34 Furthermore, he

insisted that there must be a logical reiationship between

31k11is, op. cit., p. 123
32Caﬁpbell-0wen Debate, op. cit., p. 12.
331bid., p.. 25.

341b1d.
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Cven's prepositicna. Camphell protested Owen's proceduxe,

"Mryes - s : 3

lis manner i1s certainly lcose and declametory; and he does
not exhibit any bearing or comnection existing bLetween his
allegata and the affirmative propositicns which he intends to
prove by then, he necessarily imposes upon bimself as well as
the audience.'35 |

In spiteﬂof Campbell's insistence, and the occasional

o
5

opponent's charge to clarify the issues. All of Owen’

-

1ied "twelve funda-
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mental laws," which he sometimes referred to a2s "Divine Tacts”

or "True Principles." Whatever he called them, he clung to

thewr tenaciousiy. They were as follows:

1. That wman, at his birth, is ignovant of everything
relative to his own ovganization, and that he has
not been perndtted to create the slightESL part
of his natural propensities, faculties or quali-
ties, physical or mental.

2, That no two infants, at birth, have yet been
known to possess precisely the same organization,
while the physical, mental and moral differeuces
between 2all i fants are formed WLLHOUC their
knowledge or will

-r_, .-.l

3. That each individual is placed, at birth, without
his knowledge cr couosent, within c1rcum~tdnc¢~,
which, acting upon his po culiar organization, iwm-
press the genera! character of those cirvcumstances
upon the infant, child and man. Yet, that the

.influence of tliose circumstances is, to a degree,
modified by the peculier natural organization of
each individual.

35 Ibid., p. 24.
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i’ai po infant has the pover of deciding at
what period ©f time or in what part of the
MOZLC he shall come inte existence; of whom

e gnall be born, in what distinct religion
he shall be trained to believe, or by what
other circumstznces he shall be surrounded
from birth te death.

That O”Ch individual is so creﬂtpd, that when

2 made to recelve impressioms,
to vrouuc ther true ideas or false HOLLDHS,
and benefi cial or injuricus habits, and to re-
tain them with great teracity.

{m
—_
=3

H W
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Thet each irdividual is so created that he
must believe according tc the strongest im-
pressions that‘are made upcn his fncllngs
and other fa“ulties, which his belief, in no

«
case, depends upon his will.

That each individual is sc created that he
must like that which is pleasant to him, or
that which produces agrecable sensations on
his individual organizatica, and he must dis-
like that which creates in him unpleasant and
disagreeable sensations; while he cannot dis-
covexr, previous to experience, what those
sensations should be.

That each individual is so created that the
sencations made vpon his organization, although
pleacant and cdelightful at their commencement
and for some duration, generally become, when
continued beyond a certain periocd, without
change, disagreecable and painful; while on the
contrary, when too rapid a change of sensations
is made on his organization, it dissipates,
weakens, and ctherwise injures his physical,
intellectual and moral powers of enjoyment.

That the highest health, the greatest progressive
improvements, and the most permanent happiness
of each individual depend, in a great degree,

. upon the proper cultivation of all his pby,lcal

intellectual and moral faculties and parts of
his nature being duly called into action, at
their proper period, and temperately exercised
according to the strength and capacity of the
individual.
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'10. That the individual is made to possces and to
acquire the worst character, when his ovrganiza-
tion at birth has been compounded of the most
inferior propensities, faculties and qualities
of our common nature, and when s2 organized, he
has been placed, from birth to dezath, emid the
most vicious or worst circumstances. '

11. That the individual is mede to possess and to
acquire a medium character, whcn his original
organization has been created superior, and
when the circunstances which surround him from
bixth to death preduce continved vicilous or
unfavorable impressions. Or wvhen his organiza-
tion has been forwmed of inferior materials and
the circumstences in whicn he has been placed
frcom birth to death are of a character to pro-
duct superior impressions only. Or when there
has been some mixture of good and bad qualities
in the original organization, ard when it has
also been placed, through .life, in various cir-
cumstances cf good and evil. This last compound
has been hitherto the common lot of mankind.

12. That the individual is made the most superior of
his species when his original organization has
been compcunded of the best proporticns of the
best ingredierits of which human nature is formed
and when the circumstances, or laws, institu-
tions and customs in which he ig placed, are
all in unison with his nature.3€
Owen's primary concern was not to attack religion directly
but rather to prove that his "Twelve Fundamental Principles"
were true. His proof consisted mainly of repetition with a
few logical arguments of support. Toward the end of the dis-

cussion, when Owen was considering the laws again, Campbell

361bid., p. 22f.
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arose and said, "1 would beg leave to suggast that these laws

should not be commented on more than eleven times in all."37
Owen did, however, go over them once more, making twelve in
all.38

After Campbell became coavinced that Owen would not
define the issues of the propositions as he saw them, nor
discuss the piopcsitions themselves, he made a counter pro-
posal. He maintained that the "Twelve Laws'" should be
excluded because they were not related to the questions under
considération. He said:

I have been pleased with the perusal of my

friend's twelve fundamental laws of human nature . . .

I have very little cbjection to any of them, save

that which undertekes to settle the amount of in-

fluence they will exercise over cur belief . . .39
Campbell criticized the laws because they failed to-take into
account therspiritual side of man, but he was willing to accept
all with the exception of the sixth as true. HNevertheless, he
sought to exclude them because they were not related to whether
religion was true or false,40

With this background material in mind, we now turn to &
comparison of different characteristics of his public speak-

ing as found in the debate and in Campbell's philosophy.

371bid., p. 477.
381bid., p. 127.
391bid., p. 46.
401pid., p. 40.




‘The method of presontation will include the following:

short analysis

.

of that philosophy as found in the debates, The areas of

organization,

therefore,

soms: interchange of examples to illustratc the

point may be found.

Organization:

L

In Campbe

11's speech philosophy coucerning orzanization

Campbell's philosophy and then an analyeie

argumentation and evidence are clesely related

a

he wanted to he sure that the audience could folleow easily and

clearly the point he was trying to prescent. It was his cust

to label each argument

5}

nd piece of evidence, It is the pur

pese of this section to simply give his wethod for organizat

and any extraordinary characteristics. Tha propositious.

mentioned here will be further illustrated in the discussion

of his use

When Owen would not debate the propesiticn that had been

of argument.

chosen, Campbell chose, with the consent of the moderators

to discard

the original proposition, and the question of the

debate became: Resolved: That the Jewish aud Christian

religions are inspired of God. Campbell then divided the

proposition into five main questions:

I.
II.

ILI.

Is it possible for men to invent religion?

Are the facts upon which the Christian religion
is founded true?

Is the Bible the Word of God?
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iv. Are the facts upon which the Jewish religion
“is founded true?
. - R ) - . . . 1
V. ‘Has Christianity been beneficial to mankind?4t

11

1

To 211 these questions Campnbell answered, "Yes
) b

FY

and Owen
refused to take a stand. Campbell proceeded to support his
new pronosition while Owen clung to his prepared manuscript,
rarely referyving to anything which Campbsll said. It will
be noviced that the eforementioned five points (I-V) are
arranged in a topiczl plan of organization, that is, each
question or tople seems to arise naturally from the subject
matter.

Campbell weould then apply this topiczl pattern in the
answering of the posed questions in the proposition. It
should be remembered that according to the rules, each speaker
was to ocecupy two thivty minute periods ia the morning and the
same in the afternoon. After Owen finished reading his manu-
script during his twenty-second appearance, he generally
granted Campbell the privilege of speaking as long as he
wished without interruption. There is no reason to believe
that Campbell anticipated such a move, but he was so familiar
with the material under comsideration that he spoke for twelve
hours, beginning Friday afternoon at three o'clock and con-

tinuing until Monday morning.42 Before Campbell began his

4l1bid., p. 55.
421h5d., p. 60.



digcussion, he wapped out generally what he was trying to do
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in the debate and this philosophy heips to put his ideas on
organization into the scheme of his organization. He said:

As J have been given the arsna to myself, I
will now submit te you the course which I intended
te pursue and that course that will lead to a
natural conclusicn and, as circumstances will
permit, to a logical termination.hj

In the intermal schemz of Campbell's organization one can see

the topical jidea built arcund the chronological, which would

helpr to

reach the natural and logical termination. OCne can

(&

see readily Campbell's reliance upov the chronological form

of organization in each bit cf evidence, for each point is

treated in the historical sequence in which it occurred. 1If

then, we outlined & single point and its supporting evidence,

would take on the following form:

I

43

Ib

Are the facts upon which the Jewish religicn is

founded true?

A. The facts relied upon were sensible facts,

BN

1. He related the story of the Israelites'
journey from the land of Egypt to the
land of Canaan,

a. The crossing of the Red Sea was told.

b. The manna from Heaven was related.

c. The group being led by a cloud by
day and fire by night was discussed.

B. They were facts of remarkable notoriety.
1. The importance of Pharaoh's court was
related to the events of the 0ld Testament.

C. There are now existing monuments in perpetual
commemoration of these facts.

d,, p. 87.
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i. ish nﬁt“np exists today.
2. d circumecision still exist.

D. These comme
Fan
a

moration attestaticiis have continued
from tne wve Wit

"niug of the period in which

the events occurred up to the present time.
1. Be relates Lh; histcry of the Passcver and
its importance today.
2, He guotes fenwous histeriznsg from the Dlnf
to Lh, present concerning Jewish history.®
Campbell presents the question he has in mind and then divides

the question iuto foux topical areas (A, B, C, D), and then
supports each topical area with historical data, presented in
a chroﬁological sequence,

It is my purpose to look now at the organization of
Campbell in terms of the introdurction, the body and the con~
clusion.

In bhis intreductory remarks he usually oricnted his
avdience in respect to the discussion. He justified his
appearance on such occasions by stating that the Bible
authorized and encouraged public contreoversy. He said he
was not working to convince Owen of error. Campbell] stated:

I know, indeed, that there is no civcumstance
in which any person can be placed more unfavorable

to his conviction, than that which puts him in a

public assembly upon the proof of his convictions.,%3

44A full discussion of each of these contentions are found
on pages 78-81 of this chapter.

45Campbell-0wen Debate, op. cit., p. 85.
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‘The organization of the body of the speeches consisted
of a few general strictures upon the data, which were in

response to something Owen had said in a preceding speech,

—

As a rule, be did not attempt to refute Owen's remarks, but

<
N

1

showed why they were not related te the oject. A construc-

1]

u
tive argument to support his contention was next. He stated

4

the argument, discussed it in detail, and summarized before
going to the next point.

Cawmpbell's arguments were well organized and clearly
presented. At times, however, he failed to xelate a particu-
lar argument to his main contention which in turn was not
always tied to his proposition. This might have come about
because Campbell tried to present too much evidence in defense
of the propositions.

Finally, Campbell’s usual procedure for concluding a
speech‘was in the form of a summary. He weould usually review
each of his arguments and what he had tried to accomplish.
The summary was usually brief enough to cover the material
and yet conclusive in trying to prove the point in question.

One other point worthy of notice in his organization was
his use of transitional sentences. After a point had been
established, Campbell summarized, and before going into the
next topic, he used a transitional sentence such as, "But
although we give the testimony of Celsure first, it is not

because there is not more ancient witness," or, ''But to
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appronach the position fo be pro

attention to transitional statem

Q

nts uudoubtedly made his

\'J

presentation easiexr to follow; an essential attribute in
two twelve hbur speaches,

In orgenization, Campbell took pains to make himself
clear. Vhen Owen failed to do what Campbell had expected,
Campbell was able fto weet the emergency by presenting an
of Christianity. Campbell's

organized caze in fave

]
r

orgaunization would be labeled. first as topical and then
presented in the form of a chronology. He relied heavily
upon the use of summary and effective tramsitions. It is
hoped that this basic material can be better understood in

the illustration of it in the use of argument.

Arpuinent:

" In discussing Campbell's philosophy of argument, one
must take into consgsideration that Campbell was nof very ex-
plicit as to Juot what he conceived an argument to be or
what constituted good evidence. But there are three concepts
found in his philosophy that help to evaluate his argumenta-
tion in this debate. They are: (1) the importance of fully
supported materials; (2) the importance cf the use of the
meanings. of words; and (3) the importance of fully consider-

ing the audience in the type of material presented. The

46¢hid., p. 287.
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discoveries about Camphell’ av"xm“ntdtwon must come from
these three ccncepts,

It is not my purpose to present every argument and piecé
of evicdence in the debate, but to just present a sampling of
Campbell’s techunicues in light of the above menticned concepts
end then draw svine conclusions abour his edoption of his |
philoesophy.

As mentiorned earlier, an arguuent is the stating cof a
1

definite content ad offering variou inds of evicde to

-’I}
’3
4
\'C

prove th“ validity of the contention. Campbell's method of
argument &nd evidence seemed to be pretty much the same in
most all ianstances. His technique was to state several con-

s to demonstrate the

[%5)
rt

tentions and several criteria or tes
truth ¢f the passage. He then supplied evidence that the
statement met all four criteria and are therefore true. The
criteria then are issues upon which the proposition will stand
or fall, if the judge accepts the criteria. Not all the argu-
ments followed this exact format, but one can be assured as
you read his argumentation that Campbell was very interested
in the amount of material and building his material around the
partigular audience. |

To test the validity of his argumentation, each contention
must be recorded and then evidence shown to sce if Campbell
went further than the contention indicated. If he did, then

he violated his philosophy.
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As stated earlier; Campbell had bfoken the debate dowa into
five basic propositions and now each of thiese was covered in the
debates, Three of Campbell's arguments on two of the proposi-
tions will be discussed at length to see if he followed his
theory on the use of argument. |

Some facets of his arguwmentation we damonstiated in his
support of the ldea that the facts of the Jewich religion are
true, In proof of the correctnezss of the foregoing assertion,
Campbell first listed four criteria by which one could judge
the truth of ancient occurcences, such as the one mentioned

above, These were:

1. The fscts relied upon were sensible facts;
2. They were facts of remarkable notoriety;

3. There now exists standing monuments in perpetual
conmeinoration of these facts;

4. These commemoration attestations have continued

from the very period in which the events happened

up to the present time.
Campbell then proceeded to illustrate the use of these criteria
in the following. He briefly told the story of the Israelites’
journey from Egypt to the land of Canaan, especially mentioning
that they walked through the Red Sea, saw visible manifesta-
tion of the Deity at Mount Sinai, were fed by manna in the
wilderneés for forty years, and were led by a pillar of cloud

by day and of fire by night in their travel. These were the

471bid., p. 184,



facts which he was seekiog to estahlish in this argument,

et

Rather than trying to give the lengthy quotations Campbell
t

used to prove each, I will try to illustrate what Campbell

tried to do with each of the criteria.
Campbell felt that as his audience believed the Bible,

simply quoting from it would be sufficieunt. To prove the

entire point, Campbell uscd the example of the six hundred

thousand people crossing over the Red Sea at the command of
Moses' rod. After reviewing these ideas hie concluded that
these facts were seusible to those who believed the account

of the Bible. From the setting of the debate there is evidénce
that there wére nany of these present. Campbell then pointed
out that many pcople knew about theee things and could testify

to theixr occurrence. The folleowing illustrates the point:

Every man who has heard of these facts knows
that they were in the face of the most enlightened
realm of antiquity, many of them in the very court
of Phareoh, which was crowded with the greatest
statesmen and scholars that then existed. The
people to be delivered were themselves six hundred
thousand in number, each of them individually and
deeply interested; so that all the recollections
connected with their state of vassalage; all their
national feelings of hostility toward their oppres-
sors; in short, every sort of feelings which belongs
to man, was called into exercise to the very highest
degree of excitement; and all these concurring to
impress their minds indelibly with the marvelous and
stupendous character of the past. Therefore, there
is no Egtter of fact on record more notorious than
these.

481bid., p. 184.
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- Campbell furthered the argument with bis third guestion,

by asking whether there are any comuemorative instituticns now

existing in attestatiocns of these facts? Cazpbell answers

that the whole Jewish nation exists today. He then gave
testimony of the many nations that have existed and passed
on, leaving no trace behind them. 7Thexhe asked: "Do not their.
Passéver and circumcision still exist?” Campbell'took the
evidence, threugh testimony, both thréugh th2 words of the
people and by thelir example, to show that there is ample proof
to show that the religions cf the Jewish p=cple did exist and
still do.%Y

The fourth step in determining this argument was to point
out observances that have been kept very strictly since the
time of Egypt. Campbell illustrates the idea with the

following:

Moses tells them, on the very night preceding
their departure from the land of Egypt, to take a
lamb, to be called the Paschal Lamb, and to dress
it in a peculiar manner. This festival was to be
observed on that night, and uader circumstances
calculated, on every return of its anniversary,

-to excite the recollections and the feelings of
the Jewish nation. He tells them that they must,
on every anniversary of this festival, eat the
Passover with a strict observance of all rites
and circumstances; that they must eat with their
loins girded, and with such other adjuncts as
should remind them of the sorrows of their capti-
vity in Egypt. This feast was instituted on that
memorable night and has continued unchanged down
to the present period.

491bid., p. 185
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it shculﬂ be‘ﬁoted that the material in the following

examples goes 11r her than Campbell indicated that he would go
in this argument. Hs adds to his contentions a test of reason,
which is ncot part of his overall plan for argument., The fault

is not in the matexiasl itself, but in the fact that Campbell

did not propexly prepare the audience.
After Campbell had covered these four crviteria, he then
applied what he cousice red a test cf reason. He asks them if
any nation under Eeaven could be induced to celebrate a solemn
annzaldﬁestival in commemoration of a false facte-a fact whict
nevey did occur. Campbeil brought‘the idesa down to their way
of thinking. You cau see from his coutinued use of the Bible
that Campbell rruly believed that his audience would take the

Bible as auihority., He said:

Could all thie Magi, sorcerers and wonder-mongers
of eastveyn antiguity, 1f they were “o‘ alive, compel
the HNorth Americsa nations to obscrva the ficst day
of Jauwary in commemoration of their Declaration of
Independence when the whole nation «ncw thai its
anniversary was the fourth day of 1;7 To suppose
such an abgsgurdity as thigs--to adm1L for a momant the
possibility of such & national extravagance--is to
suppose wmen to be very owxicrontly comstituted now-
adays from what all former experience has even
demonstrated them to be.

Campbell then summed up the argument by showing that the
events did not occur in some dark corner of the world but they

cccurred in wmighty Egypt} This point is clearly illustrated in

the following:

Slibid., p. 186.



&3
"If theses mighty wiracles of Meres had been performed
in a dark coraer of the earstn, in the presence of
only a few wandering tribes, or of rude unlettered

%

nations, witneut records, some shkeptical ecruple
niight arise in our mind . ., . thesa2 facts trans-
pired in an dge when the human faculiies were
highly rultivated, Moses himself waz brought up
in all the le arn;ng of the i O)ptznd,p Who is not
acquainted with the scientific reputation ol
ancient Egypt? Uho has not heard of her profi-

ciency in the arts. particularly in

b

tie

he art of
embalming, of which we arc ignorant?-4.

:

This example of his argument illustrates the argumentatxon
from testimony as well as his point of ovganization. Campbell”
tried to divide tne questions into topics or criteria then
applied them in a chronological order, leading the audience
from the past to the present. This avgument shows Campbell’s
general plan fior his argumentation and the use of and type of
evidence that he presents.

Another iliustration of Cawpbell's techmiques of argument
came under the proposition, "Is the Bible the Word of God."
This example shows Campbell's use of testimony from scurces
other than the Bibkle. Campbell's first argument was to quote
from ancient writers who mentioned certain passages in the

New Testament and had acknowledged the book and author. He
‘affirmed that Barnabas, Clement, Hermas, Ignatius, Polycarp,
and Papias, all men who knew the Apostles; had made extensive
quotations from the New Testament in their writings}53
Campbell did not give statements from all of them but the

following excerpt illustrates his choice:

321bid., p. 187.
>31bid., p. 287.



In the letter writtea by Cieas=it from Lome to
Corinth . . . the JSermon cn the Mount is directly
quoted znd cther passages of ihe testimony of
Matthew ard Luke. But it would be tedious to be
minute in furnisning examples of esach gort of
quotation here; more than forcry clear allusions
to the books cf the New Testament are to be found
in the single fragment of Peolycarp.>%

In the second part of this argument; Campbell tried to

prove that the enemies of Christianity #f{firmed the facts of

v

the Bible. Campbell said that even thouvgh they attempted to
philoscphize sway the events of Christienity, they neither
denied thew nov the Scriptures. Again, hie technique was to
t o 3 A
read extracts from their writings, give brief comments on
their life, and then relate their statemsnts t¢ passages in
the Bible. The following is an example cof Caupbell's
metchod:
Hierocles, the philosopher, was a prefect at
Alexandyia in the year 303 A, P, He cowmposed two
books ia order to confute the Christian Religiom . . .
the proof of Christianity, from the miracles of
Jesus, he tried to invalidate, not by denying the
facts themselves, but by showing that cne Appollonius
had perfermed equal, if not greater miracles, which
were recorded, which were recorded, he says, not by
ignorant men like Peter and Paul, but by Maximuim of
Aegis and Damis, a philosopher.S55

Other examples could be cited, but they would, for the most

part, be repetitious.

541pid., p. 288.
551bid., p. 300.
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Both of the metniods used in thi gumaent are closely re-

¥
'-
5}
1]
,.‘

}-l

lated, the only difference being th ass of testimony used.

-

In each of these nis material was eifectively presented. He
tended to read shorter pascages than he did from the ancient
historians and to give a condensation of the voint under
consideration; furthermcre, after presenting the material,
Campbell, in his summary, related thase ar“vwantsrto his

contenticn, Here are some excerpts:

" These testimonie° are as worthy of the attention
of the Christian public, as cf the skeptics; for,
while they prove that neither infidel Jews, nor
Pagans, nor Apostater from the Chyristian faith, in
all their malice, and with all the opportunities
which they had, even attempted tc contvadict, they
also give some striking attestations to the purity
excellency, and tie value of Chr istianity, as re-
ceived and practiced by the primitive Christians.
But the conclusions Lrom.these premises bearing
upon the position before us now, I hope, established
in every mind in this assembly which has led us so
far into antiquity, is this--that the Christian
Scriptures, and the facts whiclh they record, were
admitted by the enemies of Christianity, as we now
contend for them.? :

L—!

Campbell tried to establish two facts from the preceding evi-

dence:

1. All Christian communities, from A. D, 33 to 101,
whether previously Jews or Pagans, or both, to
whom these writings were addressed, did receive
and retain these writings, as the works of the
‘persons whose names they bear.

561bid., p. 303.



“That all the opnvnent< of Christ

86

ianity whose
works have come down to us--or whose arguments
have been ptecﬁ“ved in the hrlt*ngs cf their
opponents-~did admit the gospel histories to
have besn written by their “eputeu authors;
did admit the facts recnrded and never dared
te question either the authorship of cthe in-
spired bocks, the time ox place of their
pubiicatioa, or ihe verity of the facts s

by

ta
the eye and ear witnesszes cf the word, S/

One can be impressed in this last set of pointe and supports

with Campbell's concern for supportive material other than

the Bible.

tc present c

sive support
A finel

is found und

The Bible was his primary source, but his desire
omplete evidence compelied him to use more exten-

5.

ex anp;c in illustration of Campbell's argumentation

er the proposition, "Are the facts upon which the

-

Christian religion is founded true?' BRis contention was that

Christ arose

important po

from the dead. He considered this the most

int in the discussion because he said, "I beg

.the indulgence of this assembly here. I will to be diffuse

on this one point., I desire for the sake of every saint and

sinner here-~or wio may read this discussion’. . . this fact

proved and all is proved:'58 Therefore, he went into more

detail upon
The fir

New Testamen

571bid. ,

S81bid.,

this contention than upon any of the others.
st evidence presented came from the Apostles of the

t of the Bible. He affirmed that they saw Christ

p. 304.
p. 313.
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affter his Resurrection and sealed

12

their testimony with thei
death. BHe admitted that people have been martyrs for their

opinion, and sazid this did not prove their opinion to be

d, "The mzrtyr to &n opinion in

true . . . But he asserted
dying says, 'I sincerely think.' Put the mavtyr to a fact
in dying says, 'I wmost assuredly saw or heard.' " It was
£ I [ T . o [P S S . . WA
Lor publishiug facts, sensible facts, and not Lor propagating
opinions, that all the original maviyrs suffered and died.
Campbell advocated that martyrdem, therefore, proves the sin-
cexity of the mexrtyr, who dies for zn opinion, but it proves
the truth of the fact, when 2 person diesz in attestation of

1sible fact. 59

Campbell then made the statement that people would accus
him of quoting only from the Apostlez and friends of Jesus. To
this, Campbeil gives the feollowing reply:

Now supposs Tacitug had said that Jesus Christ

arose from the dead, and that he believed it; w uld

he not have been enrolled among the Christians? And

so of all others, Jews and Pagans. The instant they

believe the fact. they would have ceased te be Jews

and Pegans--they would bave been embadicd in the

ranks of Christiazns. So that a little common sense,

or a little reflection, would hzve taughi such a

skeptic in Christianity, that in asking for such

evidence, he only asked for an impessibility--yes,

an impossibility as grezt as to place, th substances
in the same spot in the same instant. g

.

591pid., p. 320.

601hi4., p. 321.
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It was his contenticns that the witnesges of the Scriptures were
far more favorable than the witnesses who knew Christ arose
from the dead and yet they continued in their present state.
So, he guoted further f{xom the Scriptures.k He pointed to the
three thousand souls who were converted on Pentecost and is
recorded in the Boolk of Acts, the second chapter. He dis-
cussed the failure of Christ's enemies to produce the body
and to the lach of metive for anyone attempiing to remove the
body.

Campbell continued in his discussion of the bravery of the
Apostles, Thelr willingness to stand and defend the truth in
the courts of the day, and completely defy the authorities,
as recorded in Saint Johwu, Chapter Four. Campbell concluded
that these men would not illustrate this courage if they had
been told that the death and resurrection of the Christ was a
falsehood. They knew that he had risen and was living and
it was their duty to” spread this word, 61 Campbell talks about
their courage in the following:

After this, we see Peter and John standing up in

the temple, and proclaiming this truth in open de-

fiance of the whole Sanhedrin. Here we see that the

influence of the belief of this fact of the Resurrec-

tion made cowards brave. We see the timid Peter

standing boldly with his associates, men of no

address, and with no arm of flesh to support them;

- yet they fearlessly proclaim the fact. They are put

into prison; wheun released they go back to the temple
and repeat the proclamation and travel from place to

6l1bid., p. 324.
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place in order to disseminate it far zad w1de' until,
at last, the opposiite pariy beg o perceive that
if they did nor put forth power, the exist-
ing order ci thua\ would ed by this sedi-
tion., To put a stop to further spread of it, the
disciples uere mar }1lZEd 0d ‘

He further tried to prove the peint by using four criteria
that had been mentioned earlier in the ctapter, which stated
that the fact had to be sensible, witneszéd by many, and had
to be commemorated by some institution to the present day.
Campbell asserted that wany pecpie did, in fact, see Jesus
after the Resurrecticn and could attest to it happeniug, and
it was a sensible fact for men te risk their lives for this
truth. He then spoke of an obscrvance cf the first day of the
week and the comvemoration of thie Death and Resurrection of
Christ to prove that it still exists todbj.éj

The argument was coacluded with tes stimoay from ancient
historians who did not directly say Christ came from the dead,
but they did advocate that he lived and was a good man aad did
many good deeds.

Suetonius, another eminent: Roman historian, was

born about the year 70. He says, in his history of

the life of the Emperor Claudius, who reigned from

the year 41-54, that he banished the Jews from Roue,

who were continually making disturbances, Christus

being their. leader. The first Christizns being of

the Jewish nation, were for a while confounded with

the rest of the pecple and shared in rhe hardships
that were imposed upon them, This account, however,

621bid., p. 325.
631bid,
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attests what is said In the Acte of the Apostles
(xviii, 2) that Ciaudius hed commiznded all Jews

to depart from Rome when Aquille and Priscilla,

two Jewich Cnristians, were compelilied to leave

it. 1In the life of Nero, whose reign began in

54 and ended in 68, Suetonius says, "The Christians
too were punisied with death; z sort of people
addicted to a new and mischievous superstiticn,04

-

In mentioning testimony from historians, Mr. Campbell was ﬁot
trying to get the writers to say that Christ had arisen, for
he had already proven that it was iwpossiblzs to do that, but
instead he was intevrested in getting the writers to admit that
Jesus did live and there was a group of people following him
and in fact, were being persecuted and even killed for be-
lieving him and following hiwm. Thus, when he did fipish this
contention, thie audience must have thought he was justified in
saying, "There is no other historical fact of equal antiquity
that can be supported by ohe thousandth part of the testimony
that this is"65 |

In summation of Campbell's use of argument in this debate,
one can see that Campbell tried to give enough evidence to
prove his points. His arguments were not new, but were the
standard arguments in defense of Christiamity. It should also
be revealed that Campbell did quote a great deal from the Bible
and also from sources that the fundamentalists in the audience

would believe,

641bid., p. 339.

651bid., p. 327.



Qpliverz:

The final soction of Campbell's specch philesophy deale

with earlier was entitlcd Delivery and it entailed one area
of consideration, centered around the way that the speaker
presented the message.

Mr. Campbell advocated the conversatioual mode as the
most effective type of delivery, and that it be extemporaneous
if possible. He viewed this as being the closest to natural-
ness. With this in mind, the discuésion turns to his delivery
in the debate.

From the reports about the debate, Camwnbell was very con-
versational and, for the most part, extemporaneous. It is very
hard to imagine,him doing this with the great abundance of
evidence he présented. At one poiut he might be considered te
have vioclated his speech philosophy by using 'purple patches
of eloquence."” 1In this particulér incident, he usad language
that might have been unfamiliar to the audience. This emoticnal
outburst seems to violate the concept of conversational'speak~
ing, although it may have been somewhat cffective. Campbell
said:

Angels read men, and by men will read-angels to

learn the deity. 1In the rational delights and

entertainments of heaven you and they will read

each other. Gabriel will tell you what were his

emotions when he saw the sun open his eyes and
smile upon the newborn earth; what he thought



‘when he shut Nozl in Lhe ark, &nd opcned the windows
of heaven and the fountains of the deep; yes, Raphael
will tell you with what astonishmenit he saw Lve put

S0m

forth her hand to the tree of knowledge of good and
evil. Gabriel will relate his joy when he saw the

rainbow of peace span the wvault cof heaven in token
of no more deluge. He will give you te know what
were his cmotions when sent to salute the mother of
the Lord; and all the multitudes will rehearse the
song tney sung and the n‘”bt they visited the
shepherds of Bethlehem. -

There ave wany cases such as the above where Campbell
spoke with more fervor than he normally did and in a vexy emno-
ticnal way. A typical example ¢f the delivery of Campbell was
related by Timethy Flint, who was Cwen's moderator:

Mr. Campbell possesses a fine voice, a little
inelining to the nasal; and first rate attributes

and endowuments for a lawyer in the intevior; per-~

fect se¢lf possession, quickness cof cpprehension,

and readiness of retort, all disciplined to effect

by long controversial training . . . his proofs

of Christianity were of the comuon character, and

arranged in the common way. Very often, during

the debate, he manifested these resources 1h1ch6

belong on]y to an endowed and disciplined mind.

The above quote is more than a description of his delivery,
but does indicate some of his mannerisms.

The examples of his speaking seem to indicate his use of
the conversational style with a few examples of emotion packed
language. In the discussion of the next debate, his style of

delivery will become more prevalent in contrast with this omne,

but the above material will stand as sufficient for the present.

661bid., p. 375.

67Humble, op. cit., p. 113.
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Summarz:

The purpose of this chapter was to present the background
and setting for this event and then tc explore the debate in
terms of organization, argument and delivery to comprehend
whether Campbell folldwed the philosophy that he advocated.
The first obsexvatiorn is a general one and that is that
Campbell did follow for the most part his philosophy. He was
interested, it’seemed, in doing whatever he could to present
the truth as effectively as possible. But, being human, he
may have erred somewhat. Here now is a svmmary of the material
of each section with conclusions drawvn as to how he followed
the philosophy.
| The background and setting of this debate helped to make
Caupbell successful. As we stated, Campbell was made the real
champion of all church going people against skepticism. For a
time division of religion was clcsed and many people joined
hands to back Campbell.

There seems to be a great deal of evidence for the fact
that Campbell was very much prepared and had analyzed and
organized the arguments that he wanted to present. In his
organization, Campbell took pains to make himself clear.

When Owen failed to do what Campbell had expected, Campbell
was able to meet the emergency by presenting an organized case
in favor of Christianity. He organized his main points topi-

cally and employed a chronological pattern for the development
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of each. He relied heavily upon the use of sunmary and effective
transitions. In his discussion of philosophy, Campbell had said
that all things should be done in order and he seems to have
-fulfilled that expectation here.

In Campbelil'’s theory concerning argument, he streszed

argumentation from testimony or authority, and from definition

3h

T Be

&)

3

of words. In summation of his use of argumsmt, one &
that Campbell's arguments were supported usually with testimony
from ancient history and contemporary history. His arguments
were not new, but were the standard arguments used in defense
of Christianity. He was armed with a great amount of evidence,
and’he probably presented too much of this evidence. Also,
much of the evidence may have beer too technical for the
audience. In this sense he violated his philosophy. 1In his
use of argument he worked hard to cowbat the idea that the
textuary presented. Campbell made it a point to be complete

in his discussion. It is my opinion, keeping the above in
mind, that he did not use gbod judgerent in the length and
amount of evidence in each argument. The passages of

evidence could have been much more effective if they had been
shorter. He would, at times, read long drawn out passages to
illustrate a point and it would seem that the audience would
get lost  in the maze of material. It is difficult to concen-
trate when reading the material. This was a violation of his

philosophy for simplicity and clearness.
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‘The primary scurce of materisal Campbellrused was taken
from the Bible and the method of presentation was testimony.
Campbell secmed to make every effort to use material other
than the Bible, althcugh his starting point was always the
Bible. Campbell's handling of the Bible as testimony is in-
teresting. He rarely made a direct guotation from the Bille
to prove an argument. Campbell did make mention of a nusber
of events recorded in the Bible and sought to prove them to
be true. At no time did he maintain that a cevtain statement

was true just becauses it wag recorded in the Bible.

H

Campbell stated the importance of using arguments that
the audience would understend. It seecms that Campbell tried
to adhere to this concept by quoting much from the Bible and
Biblical writers. He also used writers that the audience would
know. This all seesmed to be in the coutext of his philosophy.

The finzl area of discussion in this summnary is Campbell's
delivery., From my rveading the debate and from what observa-
tions I could find, and they were few,VCampbell was intereéted‘
‘in presenting'the logical evidence and did, for the most part,
follow his conversational style of preaching. There was some
emotion packéd language. The speaking style of Campbell will
become more pfevalent in his debate with N, L. Rice, which
will be discussed in the next chapter.

Campbell generally adhered to his philosophy in organiza-
tion and argument, although he presented too many arguments and
too much evidence. His style of delivery was, for the most

part, conversational,



CEAPTER V
ANALYSIS OF THE Cﬁhabhuu RICE DLEBATE

The years thétyfollowed the Owen debata brought change in
thie Restoration Movement, traunsforming a4 smzil group of ener-
getic reformers within the Baptis
religious body which was militant, aggressive and growving.
Those two decades witnessed the phencmenal srowth of Campbell's
personal prestige among the Raptist churchzs, tbe widening
breach which finally separated him and even entire associations
from their.communion. By the 1840's, many areas in the Ohic
Valley had seen the Christiens overtale and eclipse the

Presbyterians, Methodists and Baptists in thelr race for the

greatest membership; and in Kentucky especialliy, the Presbyterianc

had been hard hit by the Restoration Movement, 1

Consequently, Kentucky Presbyterians had learned to regard
the Restoration Movement as more than a trotblesome innovation;
it was rapidly becoming a disastrous revolutiion which threatened
to obliterate the last strongholds cf Presbyteriams faith in
the state.

The only real way that the Precbyterluno could get back

on top again would be a large scale meeting that would attract

lpil1l J. Humble, Campbell and Controvers , (Florlda
Christian College: 0ld Paths Book ciob, 139577, p. 185.

=2
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a great deal of attentien and be able tc refute many of the

ideas of the Restorexs. The campaign most likely to accomplish
this lasting result would be a highly successful debate of
major importance in which the docirines defended by Alexander
Campbell would suifer stunning defeat. To meet lesser figures
in the Restoration Movement would not accomplish this goal; for
this course had been tried and failed. The only possible hope
was that the guiding genius of the movement, Alexander Campbell
himself, should be induced to visit Keniuclky for a religious
debate of histcric importance. These Preshyterians administered
a crushing defeat to the acknowledged leader of the aew faith
and after & long and tedious negotiation such a historic debate
WAS arranged.2

The chapter will ccntain a discussion of the background
of the debate (especially the events leading to the debate);

1

foliowed by & discussion of the setting and especially the ex-
citement that was present; and the debate will be discussed
with the emphasis being placed on a comparison of Campbell's

principles.

Background of the Debate:

The Presbyterians took the initiative in opening the

negotiations which ultimately led to the Campbell-Rice debate.

In August, 1842, Campbell was spending a few days in Richmond,

21bid., p. 186.
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Kentucky, when be was approached by a Presbyterian minister,
John H. Brown, who suggested to Campbell a friendly discussion
between his brethren and the Presbyterians of the main points
at issue between the two groups, including baptism and the
work of the Holy Spirit. Atfirst, Campbell was somewhat
reluctant to give his consent, believing that the Christians
of Kentucky were fully capeble cf maintaining thelr convictions
without his assistance. Brown was quite insistent that, should
a conference bz held, Caumpbell attend, explsining that his

presence would contribute much to the authority and prestige

of such a meeting. Campbell then repiied that if the

s}

Presbyterian denomination would select proiinent persons o
acknowledged literary and ecclesiastic emineunce, he would
attend the conference in spite of his heavy responsibilities
elsewhere. The reformer further proposed that should such a
conference meet and fail to attain agreement, he would enter a
public discussion with one outstanding Presbyterian which
weuld be published and regarded as a consumnation of the éontro-
versy between Christians and Presbyterians.3

After Campbell had returned to Bethany, he received a
letter from Brown assuring him that at the coming meeting of
the Synod of Kentucky a committee would be selected to arrange

details for such a conference. When the Synod convened at

3The Millennial Harbinger, Bethany, West Virginia,
1830-1850, p. 199f. .



99
Maysville, Kentucky, Terchber 13, 1842, they designated a

coumittee cousisting of John C. Younz, R. J. Breckinridge,

N. L. Rice, J. ¥. Price, and J, H. Brown, with Rice and Browa

N

to have authority to negotiate the final

V]

nts, Subse-

&

TXang

2 CIE

0\"
")

quently, the Presbyterian's moderator in the Macalla debate,

tuted for Breclkimridge, Campbell socon
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J. K. Bruch, was sub
selected his committee: James Shannon, Dr. J. Fiéhback,

A. Rains, and John Smith.4 The correspoudence b@tweén
Campbell and Brown was quite extended and it was not until
August, 1843, that final detaiis of th:s meeting had been
arranged.? By this time it had been de od that instead of
a conference in which several would spezl on elthaw side of
the question, the meeting would be a p2rsonal debate between
Campbell and the Presbyterian champion, N, L.‘Rice. Campbell

-

had hoped that his opponent would be President John C. Young
of Centre College, located at Danville, Kentucky, for whose
literary and theological attainments Campbell had the highest
respect, and whose presence would insure the debate's being
conducted on a high gentlemanly plain; but much to the regret

of all, President Young's failing health prevented his partici-

pating in the debate.® The Presbytérians then requested another

4robert Richardson, Memoirs of Alexander Campbell, Vel. II, -
(Cincinnati: Standard PubIlsB1ng Co.,, 1837, p. 501,

54 debate between Rev. A. Campbell and H, L. Rice, On the
Action, Subject, Design, and Administrator of Chrlctlan Baptist,
(Lexington: A. T. SEléawan and son, 1844y, p. II. (Referred to
~hereafter as the Campbell-Rice Debate).

6Richardson, op. cit., p. 501.



106
of their distinguished ministers, J. R. Breckinridge, to
represent their faith, and though he too had Campbell's

highest respect, he declined, "No sire, I will never be

1

Alexander Campbell's opponent,”" was his reply. "A man who

=

kas done what he has to defend Christianity against infidelity,

ﬂ)

to defend Protestantism against the delusions and usurpations
of Catholicism, I will never oppose in public debate. I
esteem him toe highly." At this refusal the Presbyterians
selected N, I,.. Rice to champion their cause, 7

It must be ncted that Campbell was not pleased with the
selection '0of Rice as his opponent. In previous discussions
with preachers adhering to the Restoration Mocvement, Rice had
often displayed a spirit of prejudiced hostility, and Campbell
considered such an attitude wholly inimical to any discussion
which wag dedicated to a search for truth. Campbell stated
the following concerning Rice:

Mr. Rice, from all accounts of him, will enter

the debate in order to succeed at all hazards., He

will endesvor to carry every point, whether he

answers my arguments or not, but then all the

arrangements have been made--no change can be

effected.®
Campbell would have preferred a man of President Young's repu-

tation and personality, because he feared that a discussion

ith Rice might produce more bitterness than truth.?

7Humble, op. cit., p. 188.

SWLlllam R. Rogers, Recollections of Men of Faith, (St.
Louis, 1869), p. 19.

JHumble, op. cit., p. 189.
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‘When the correspondence betwesn Brown and Campbell came
te its close, it had been decided that the great debate would
begin in Lexington, Kentucky, November 15, 1843. Lexington
was an ideal site for the discussion, for central Kentucky
had become one of the strongholds of Christian strength. Main
Street Church, where the sessions of the debate were conducted,
was one of the leading congregations of the Restoration Movement.
Presbyterianism, too, was strong in ths Blue Grass area; their
leading western educational institution, Centre College, was
located in Danville., Nowhere in the entire Ohio Valley could
such an atmosphere of aristocratic culture and learning have
been found for one of the greatest religious debates in the
annals of American Christianity.lo

L]

In Nathan L. Rice, Campbell was to meet a very worthy
opponent and one more versed in the area of debating than
any he had faced in the past. Robert Richardson, who attendesd
the debate, later wrote:

It cannot be justly denied that throughout the
discussion Mr. Rice manifested acuteness and in-
genuity in bringing forward whatever could yield
the slightest support to his cause, or that his
efforts produced occasionally a marked impression
on the audience. Having a musical veoice and a
pleasant countenance, with brilliant black eyes
and hair, a confident and positive manner, an

antagonistic style of gesticulation, he was well
fitted to command attention.

101pid., p. 190.

11Richardson, op. g}g}, p. 510.
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‘Rice, a native i Kentucky, w25 younger than Campbell,
having been born in Garrard County, December 19, 1807. The
son of poor parents, Rice became a member of the Presbyterian
church at the sge of eighteen; and 2 year later (1826) he
entered Centre College at Danville, Kentucky, where he remained
for twoe years, Licensed to preach by the Transylvania Presbytery
cn QOctober 4, 1825, he continued his education at Princeton
Theological Sewinary and was ordained in 1833.
In 1840, Rice moved to Paris, Kentucky and it was while
he was preaching there that he met two prominent leaders of
the Restoration Movement in public dehate, Tolbert Fanning in
1842 and Alexander Campbell a year later. Rice continued to
preach and debate after his encounter and was a thorn in the
side of the Restoration Movement for some years.l2
There was some disagreement on the propositions, but after
some writing back and forth, the following propesitions were
taken up for the debate:
1. The immersion in water of a proper subject, inteo
the name of the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit,
is the one and only Apostolic or Christian Baptism.

2., The infant of a believing parent is a Scriptural
subject of Baptism.

3. Christian Baptism is for the remission of sins.

12¢arroll Brooks Ellis, The Controversial Speaking of.
Alexandex Campbell, a dissertation: Louislana State University,
Baton Rouge, 1949), p. 250.
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4, Baptism is to bz adminjstered ouly by a Rishop
or ordained Presbyter.

5. In conversicen and sauctification, the Spirit of
God operates only through the Werd of Truth,

6. Human cr

eed &8 bonds of union and communifg,
8re necess A

agily heretical and schismatical,
Campbell was the affirmative speaker on the first, third, fifth
and sixth questicns; and Rice was the affirmative on the second
and fourth questions. |

Henry Clay, the famed statesman, was chosen as chairman or
moderaéor of the debate and mary felt that it was because of

'3

his neutral feeling toward religion. He was a personal f{riend

of Mr. Campbell and msny felt that he accepted the chairmanship

as a favor to Campbell. A writer for The FProtestant Churchman,

an Episcopal paper, saild the following concerning Clay:

The Honorable Henry Clay is understood to have
been scrupulously careful after the debate, as well
as during its progress, to abstain from all indivi-
dual comparisons; whilst, at the same time, it is
said that he expressed himself in terms of almost
extravagant admivation of the mental powers, and
occasional burst of eloquence, on the part of the
Rev. Mr. Campbelllé

The above quotation gives some idea of how Mr. Clay per-

formed as a moderator.ld

L3campbell-Rice Debate, op. cit., p. 47.

l4yillenial Harbinger, op. cit., p. 326.

15g11is, op. cit., p. 258.
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Six gencral ruies were agreed upon to govern both contest-

ants, and they are as follows:

1. The terms in which the question in debate is
expressed, ana the point at issue, should be
clearly defined, that there could be no mis-
understanding respecting themn,

2,  The parties should mutually comsider each other
as standing on a footing of equality, in respect
te the subject in debate. Each should regard
the other as possessing equal talents, knowledge
and a cesire for truth with hinself and it is
possible, therefore, that he may be in the wrong,
and nis adverecary in the right.

3. All ezpressions which are unmeaning, or without
erfect in regard to the subject in debate, should
be strictly avoided,

4. Personal reflections on an adversary should, in
no instance, be indulged.

5. The conzeguences of any dectrine are not to be
charged on him who maintains it, unless he ex-
pressly avows them.

6. As truth, and not victory, is the professed
object of contreversy, whatever proofs may
be advanced, on either side, should be examined
with fairness and candor; and any attempt to
answer an adversary by arts of sophistry or to
lessen the force of his reasoning by wit,
cavilling or ridicule, is a violgtion of the
rules of honorable controversy.1

Setting for the Debate:

The contest began on November 15, and continued for sixteen

‘days, closing December 1. The sessions were from ten until two

16 campbell-Rice Debate, op. cit., pp. 47, 48.
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o'cleck each day, excent for twe pight cessions of two hours,
making a total of seventy-two hours of =zctual debating. Two
stenographers toock down the entire discussion, which was
publiched in 1844, with a certificate from Csmpbell and Rice
to the effect that it was a "full exhibition of the facts,
documents, and arguments used by us on the several questions

’ & 1

debated.” The published volume contained nine huandred and

millicn words. 1/

&)

twelve pages of small print--more then half

n Lexington before the

(ST
[N

Great interest was manifecte

debate began, much of which was of a paviisan nature,

Campbell's frieunds weve foretelling a great victory. Some
. . . e
predicted that Pice would not even make 2 second speech.l®

The Cincinnati Gazette had a special reporter on the scene

.

who sent back the following report of the interest stimulate:d

by the event:

This being the day appointed for a commencement
of the long contemplated discussion between A.
Campbell and Rev. N. L. Rice, the various avenues
leading to Lexington have, for the last 48 hours,
exhibited ample evidence of the widespread interest
felt in this cause,

Steamboats, stages, railroad cars, and vehicles
of every variety were crowded with zealous partisans,
lovers of excitement, lovers of debate and lovers of
conflict; whether of body or of mind--all rushing to
the scene, eager to secure good lodging and good
places to see and be seen.l ‘

17g111s, cp. cit., p. 258.

28John Waller, Western Baptist Review, September, 1845,
p. 26.

19k11is, op. cit., p. 259.
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Campbell estimataed that tnere were some hundred and fifty
preachers prasent fron various demominations . . . from New York
to Louisiana, and fromn Philadelphia to Little Rock. 29

On the fiwst day ¢f the debate there were two thousand’
people in the newly constructed Christian church. There were
two thousand people in nearly all of the sessions to attest to
the magnitude of the event. Not only were there large crowds
present at each meeting, but the audience was apparently
déeply interested. Each speaker was complimentary of the

good conduct and interest of the audience. The correspondent

of the Cincinnati CGazette stated:

It is truly marvelous to see how multitudes of
intelligent men and women can be thus enlisted, and
kept for hours, days and weeks, enchzined in breath-
less anxiety, as if their eternal welfare were in
the scale . . ., yes, and witnessed with copious
streams ©of tears, of alternate grief and joy, from
the eyes of many a worthy sire and wmatron, whose
hopes of future happiness are connected with one
or the other mode of belief.2l

Campbell and Rice were very different in their presentation
of attacks and the following sources indicate some of the
differences and will give a good introduction to the analysis

of Campbell's wajor ideas in the debate. A correspondent for

the Protestant Churchman included the follOWing compérison in

his report of the Lexington debate:

20M31lenial Harbinger, January, 1844, p. 1.

2lgilis, op. cit., p. 261.



As I hesrd it cribed figuratively in a very
animated manuer, M, Campbc11 was like a heavy Duteh
built man-cl-war 2YLying wany guns, and of a very

dss
, CoT
large calibre; wiilst Mr. “Rice resenblod a daring
and active Yankee privateer, who contrived by the
Jiveliness of his movements anﬁ’tho eagse with which
he could talie up s position for a raking f;La, to
leave his more cumhiyous adversary in_g very crippled
cio .

i - Ea s PO
conditicn at the vse of the fight. <<

His Lexington opponent, N, L. Rice, proved to be the most diffi-

cult opponent Campbell had ever encountercd in public discugsion

Discussion of the Debate:

So the stage is set for ome cf the most interesting
events in the lite of Alexander Canpbell., This event will give
further insight into his style of preaching ag compared to the
philosophy that he advocated. This debate will be contivasted
with the preceding debate to see il he executed anything
differently. The method of presentation will be similar to

the work in the preceding hapter. In tbc remainder of this

l_

.

chapter, we will examine the following areas: organization,
argument and delivery. After each area is explored and analyzed
conclusions will be drawn, especially in cowparison to his
philosophy, but in some cases in cowparison with the preceding
chapter. It should be noted here that a copy of the original
debate was available and it had been validated by Campbell and

Rice.23

22Millenial Harbinger, op. cit., p. 326.

23A copy of the original debate was located at Northwest
Christian College in Eugene, Oregon.



Organization:

At the beginning of the debate, Campbell recognized the

3

importance cf organization. He said:

It is all important, sir, as you well know,
to make a few points, to Lnnuartzate the mind
upon them and to fortify them well with documen~
tary proof. A multiplicity of matters confusedly
thrown togetber, is neither so 941i}inb 10T SO
convxnblng as a few well sele chd and digested

argument5 preoperly arranged and fully elaborated,

Without a dictinctive method of arcangement, we
mlgbt argzue for years end prove nothing satis-
fartor1¢y

The discussion of Campbell's organization in this debate
will be leldtu into a discussion of his introductions and con-
clusions. Then to help to see his organization, there will be
presented a complete outline of one of his point-support units,
witich will be the same unit discussed later in detail in the
section under argument.

‘Campbell's introductions were always clearly separated
from the body of the speech, and as a rule he provided suffi-
cient transiticnal material for the audience to understand
that a change had been made.

Campbell presented his arguments in an organized form
which was easy to follow. He labeled his points by saying,
"My first argument is," or "This for method's sake is my third

argument, 25

240ampbe11-Rice Debate, op. cit., p. 286p.
25¥bid., p. 58.
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After Csmpbell intyvoduced a point, if he had a large amount
of evidence to present, he numbered his authorities. For
example, in the first proposition, on the action of baptism,
his first argument was based on the proper meaning of the
root "paptizo", from which the word baptism is derived. aAfter
stating his &argument, he said, "My vitnesses are so numercus
that I must call them forth iun classes, and hear them in
detail. 1 shall Ffirst sumnon the Greek Lexicographers.'26
Campbeli’s conclusiong were usually just as definite as
his introducction. They consisted of a summary of all his ar-
guments. Here 1s an example to illustrate his use of the
summary in talking about baptism:
This is myv last address on this propcsition, and
having te touch upon numerous topics, I must, there-
fore, touch upsn them lightly. Most of the impoxrtant
matters have been repeatedly adverted to and gone to
record; therefore, little need be said upon them,
Whatever replies have been made to my regular argument,
if I have nct adverted to them, it is becavse I have
not noted thewn down, or supposzd them worthy of any
special attention.
The following items have been repeatedly adverted
to or hinted at during the investigation of this
question.
He then briefly discussed the fifteen arguments that he had pre-
sented during the discussion, presenting just a short paragraph
to illustrate and remind the audience what had been said. He

was much more effective in this debate in this respect because

his summaries were much more brief.

261pid., p. 59.
27 1bid.



‘New, to help one sse a complets example of Campbell's
organization, I wish to outline cne of his a2rguments. The
argument will be taken from the first proposition

The jmnersion in water of a proper subject into

the name of the Father, the Scon, and the Holy Spirit,

is the one and o Ply Ayo&tolic o1 Christian Baptism.

Mr. Campbell chose to follow the course of the definition
of the term baptism. This was his main objective and his
supportive material came from many sources. The following is

an example of the use of that patteru:

I. Definiticn of Baptism
A. He dis scussed the importance of the word.

B. He diszcussed th@ term from the concepts
of the 0ld and Hew Tesgtaments of the Bible.

C. He then quoted fourteen language experts
from the past to the present.

D. He then quoted some classical writers and
discussed their authority.

E. He then concluded by comparing the ideas
of the Ecriptures with the writers he had
quoted.
As one follows this argument, the cne really significant 1dca

that stands out is Campbell's dependence upon a variety of

sources of evidence. 1In this particular debate, the one

.

28This complete argument can be found on pages 111-117.
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pattern that seems appocent is his desire to explore the ques-
tion at hand frbm gources rhat are ancient to scurces in the
present and then to compare each. N

It is apparent that Cempbell spent much time in the pré-
paration of the organizaiicn of the debate. His introductions
and conclusions served the purpose, his arguments and evidence
were labeled in an crderly manner, and he attempted to stay in
that framework. As the discussion continues, it will be

possible to see, through a complete example of argument and

evidence, his method of organization.

Argument:

In discussing Campbell's philosophy of argument, one must
again take into consideration that Cawpbell was not very ex-~
plicit as to just what an argument really is. So, in order to
make clear what is meant by the term, the following definition
is repeated. An argument is the statement of a defianite con-
tention and the presentation of evidence in support of that
contention. Campbell did relate three concepts that are
relative to this discussion. They are: (1) the importance of
arguments being complete and fully supported; (2) that arguments
should be supported with evidence from_the language in which
it.was written; and finally, (3) that the audience should be
considered in the selection of material to be presented. 1In

the Owen debate, Campbell was much concerned with audience
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analysis and fully supported his meteriscls, but in this debate
he turned his attenticn to the inpcrtance of definition of

terms’and, at tim=s, seemed to ignore the othsr concepts.
With this background in mind, the digcussion of the debate
will begin.

The discussion of the firet progosition began on Wédnesday,
Movember 15, and continuoed until Saturday, November 18. A
session was held sach day from ten o'clock until two andkon
Saturday evening an additional meeting was scheduled from
six until eight o'clock. Twenty-two hours weve devoted to this
proposition, which in the published form occupies two hundred
and twenty-three peges of small print. The major porticn of
this debate is built arcound the topic cf baptism., 0f the some
nine hundred pages, over six hundred are taken up in discugsion
of this. Four of the six propositions come directly undé* the
term baptism. Therefore, it is the purpose of this section to
illustrate Campbell's use. of argunent from definition, with
two arguments under the topic of baptism. The first wili be
under the question cof immersion versus sprinkling or pouring
as a mode of baptism. The use of argument from definiticn is
the real point of concern, and the word under consideration is
baptism. This question was not a new one hor unimportant one
to the people of that day. Many early writers had writtén ex~
tensively on the subject. The point of difference between

Campbell and Rice was one of long standing. Campbell affirmed
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that immersion was the oxly mode of baptism authorized, while
Rice contended that sprinkling or peuring was as acceptable as
immersion. Therefore, the point of clash was upon the word

only in the proposition. To support his position, Campbell

attempted to define the word baj

i
oS
\—h
:3‘

Campbell began his discussion cf the proposition by
inmediately talking about the specific meaning of the word,

and he stated:

Baptizo, confessedly a derivative from bapto,
-derives irs specific meaning, as well as its radical

and immutable form, from the dncient word., Accord-
ing to the usage of all languc vms, ancient and
modcrn, derivative words lu"a] ly inherit the specific,
thiough not necess arlly the I*guratxve, meaning of
their natural progenitors; and never cen so far alien-
ate from themselvee that peculiar significance as to
indicate an action specifically different from that
intimated in the parent stock. 29

He then applied this idea to the Greek Bapte and affirmed that
through its more than 2,000 modificetions it retains the

specific idea of dipping or immersion, and never that of sprin-

t

kling. In an effort to make this idea clear to his eatire

audience, Campbell used the following illustration:

A great majority of our citizens are better read
in forests, fields and gardens than in the schools
of philology or ancient languages. Agriculturists,
horticulturists, botanists will fully comprehend
me when I say, in all the dominions of vegetable
nature, untouched by human art, as the root so is
the stem, and so are the branches. If the root be

29"ampbell Rice Debate, op. cit., p. 55.



oak, the stem cannot be ash, nor
cedar. What would vou think, Mr.
the sanity or veracity of thas baclosc
would affirm that he found a stat
tree whose root was oak, whose ste
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My first argument, then, is founded eon the root

bapto, whose proper significaticn, all lear
say, is dip, and whose main derivative is bap

+

o

1

red men

(Y -

which, by ail the laws of ¥Fhilology and all the laws

of natLre, never can, never did, and never will

signify to pour or to sprinkle

To further support this contention, Camphell affivmed that no

translator, either ancient or modern, had ever rend

derivative of bapto, to sprinkle. Throughcut all

B

PR

red any

1ical

or

translations, it has always been rendered by some word

meaning to dip or immerse. It is significant to note that

Campbell did define the Greek words which he had used in his

111usL1atLon, which he dla not do elsewhere in this

debate or

in the preceding debate. But one can see the importance he

placed on definition in the discussion of his organizatiom.

After presenting the proposition and defining the terms

partially, for this entire argument is concerned with the

301bid., p. 57F.
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definition of terms, he proceeded to present testimony £from
language exparts and historical writers, both ancient and
modern. | ‘

Campbell furthered the discussion by talking about
material with which the auvdience was familiar. His first
source of evidence came from the Cld Testament: ofkthe Bible.
This passage is taken from the writing of Moses in Leviticus
the fourteenth chapter. Again, Campbell did not quote the

story directly frowm the Scripture, but his method is illus-

trated in the following:

we have an ordinance for

In the law of Moses
cleansing a lepev; and T presume that my friend
will admi t the cleansiung of & lewer from
his S s indicative of the cleansing of
a @ his sins. is remarkable that,
in 8ir entence of this chapter, the three
words whi are sometimes called baptism, are
brought tigétner in scolema contrast. Thuy are

found in the law for purifying the unclean, and
cleqﬂ“ivo the 1eper. BLoxﬂ was to be olenlr]ed

jia

aud‘tne %ter these ceremqﬁl s the unclean was

to bathe.3
After introducing the illustration in the above, Campbell pro-
ceeded to relate in detail the events of this ard the contrast
of the words:

In giving a detailed account of these cere-
monies, the inspired writer has presented these
words in contrast thus: "And the priest shall

take some of the log of oil, and pour it into
the palm of his own left hand, and shall dip

3l1bid., p. 76.
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his right finger in the 0il that is in his left
hand, and shail sprinkle of the c¢il with the
flngpr ceven times befor in cleans=-

v € e the Leord."
ing from the 1 7, the way iz prepared first
sprinkling wii cod seven times, then the
DrL st was te dip his finger in the olive oil

nd spriukle that olive 0il seven times before
the Lord. First, blood was sprinkled upon the
unclean, then eil was poured upon his head and
afterwards he was commanded ro¢ wash his clothes
shave his hair, and bathe himself in water, that
he might be cleen.

This is from the oldest record in the world.
We have no writiugs more ancient than the {ive
books of Moses, These have fixed an everlasting
contrast hetween the words sprinkle, pour and
dip-~so that each must forever indicate a dis-
tance actiun, fixed among the legal ceremonies
of a typical pcO“lu. Since the time when the
leper was cleansed b} having blood sprinkled
upon him, oil pourac upon hhm, and his f£lesh
bathed in water--from that time till now, these
words have been used as distinct in meanjnb,
and as immutable as the law of Moses.3Z

Campbell thought that he had made the distinction between
the words cleax. When Campbell had completed his study of
the Scriptures in support of this argument, he turned to tesgti-
mony, but still concerned with the usage and definition of
the word baptizo. Campbell now madﬂ extensive use of language
authorities. Me quoted fourteen different lexicographers.
The following is an example of how all were used:

Scheusner, a name revered by orthodex theolo-
gians, and of enviable fame, says (Glasgow ed. 1824):
Ist. Propnrie, imergo ac intingo, in aquam imergo.

Properly it signirfies, I immerse, I dip, I 1mmerse
in water. 2nd, It signifies, I wash or cleanse by

321bid., p. 77.
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water--(quila haud vare aliguid imeer
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in aquam soie - lauetur )»»we ause
‘part, a tning must pe dipped or plunged i
water, tha; ay be washed. ’hua he gives the
reason w i figuratively mezns "to wash''--
because ‘requently the effect of dmmer

Caﬁpbpll presented several more of these quotations in the

nznner as the above and attempted to relate the meaning of the

-
™M

word to show that it wvas the only form of
the practice of the ea;ly church and the mzaning of the word.
Wben he had finished with the language experts, his next
source of prooi was classical writers. Campbell justified the
introduction of classical writers as authority on the wmeaning

of baptism by saying:

The meaning of a word is as
usage of those writers and sp puls t
ledgu and acquirements have made them ma
their own langua ages. From this clase of vouchers
we derive most of ouy kuowledge of Holy Writ, and
of all the remains cof Grecian literature and
science. VWe indeed trxy the dictiomaries by the
classics, the exiant authors of the language.3%

Campbell then proceedesd to read from twenty-three classical

~

writers who used the word baptizo or some of its de liv tives
The following is a typical example of such proof:
Aristotle, de color, c. 4, says: By reason of

heat and woisture, the colors enter into the pores
of things dipped into them (tou baptimenou). De

331bid., p- 8.
341pid., p. 58.
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anima, iii, c. 12, if a man dips (bapsei) anything
into wax, ir is moved so far as it is dipped.3>

T

In this example Campbell just wanted the audience to see the
form of the word for baptism and relate that form to immersion
or, in this case, dipping. He is less interested in thb idea
cf the heat or the wax, but only in a prcscrtatlon of a classi-~
cal writer using the same term that is related in the
Scriptures.

Campbell's ability to think and reascia in comprehensive
generalizatibns is graphically illustrated by the nature of the
supports to which he appealad in this propesition. Instead of
appealing to each,pagéage of Scripturé or each lexicographer
25 an argument (o preve that immersion alone constitutes
baptism, he zppealed to great classes of evidence, oftern listing
many author ities under each clagsification, as has been illus-
trated in the above materiai. He followed this same method
undexr each proposition.

He concluded this prOpoqltlon with a summary of all the
contentions he made on the proposition and most especially em-
phasizingbﬁhe importahce of the definition of baptism. The
other arguments under this proposition were all built around
the argument from definition and the above material illustrates
his use of this method. |

The second example of Campbell's use of argument in this

debate comes from the proposition that Christian baptism is

331bid., p. 58.
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necessary for forgiveness of past gins., Czmpbell prefaced his

¢ about realization of this belief. Camgbell
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said that he had believed this for twenty vzars and had

his conviction, but he
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had never before defended his belief as a formal debate pro-

pesition. Upon exiensive study he had arvived at the true

~

design and purpose of baptism. The result of the intensive

study was:

. . Upon the simple testimony of the book
itself, I came to a conclusion, proved Ly the
Bible, which now appears from o thousand sources,
to have been the catholic and truly ancient
primitive faith of the whole church. It wes in
this commonwealth that his doctrine was first
publicly promulpgated in modern &imzs; end, sir,
it has now spread over this continent, end with
singular success, is now returning to Iurope,
and the land of our fathers. Hy faith in 1it,
sir, rests, however, neither upon the traditions
of the churchk, nor upeon any merely inferential
reasonings of my own, nor thecsz of any other
man; but upon the explicit and often repcated
declarations &and explanations of the prophets
and the apostles.36

Campbell's contents and supports centered around the many
passages of Scriptures which are still used regularly by gospel
preachers in discussing this question. It 13 my purpose to

relate each of these Scriptures because Scripture was so impor-

tant in this particular discussion and in the entire debate.

361bid., p. 472.
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Campbell's first testimony frem Seripture came from the
passage of the Acts of the Apostles, Chapter two, verse thirty-

eight., After studying the passage with emphasis on the

-

expression "for the remission of sins," Campbell illustrated

the meaning of Peter's statement with a psrallel illustratioa:

A rheunatic invalid asked s physician how he
wight be hea?ed,,dnd the doctor replied, "Go to
the Vlrglr a White ﬂulphur Springs, drirk of the
water and bathe in them, for the removal of your
pains, and you shall enjoy a renovated constitu-
tion." Such a patient would raticnally conclude
that two things were necessary to his healing,
driniting of the water and bathing in it, The
physician gave no pLOWLSE that the instruction
would work,

"Some of ocur ardent opponents, indead, in the
blindness of their zeal, have said that it odght
to be read, because vyour sinsg are remitted.’
Campbell continued, "But, in the case before us,
would not the pecople lcd“h the doctor te scorn
whe would an to the aforesaid invalid, '"'go to
the White Sulphur Springs and drink the water ,
and bathe in it, because your pains are remitted?"37

‘Campbell contended that the Apostles immersed men on profession
of penitence, or while confessing their sins, that they might
reform. Hence, he baptized men in oxder to, or for the sake of
reformation, |
Campbell then spoke about the Great Commission which is
found in Saint Matthew, Chapter 28, verses 19 and 20. The
Gréat Commission comnanded the Apostles to baptize the taught

"into the name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit."

371bid., p. 35.
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Campbell reasoned, ''Into always denateskchange of position; a
transition from one state to another. It makes boundaries.''38
Campbell took ancther testimony, which was really a
support of the main proposition from the lettexr that the Apostie
Paul wrote to the church at Colassaz, the second chapter,
verses 12 through 15. Paul says: "We put off the body of the
sins of the flesh," now here is the most beautiful allusion to
circumcision imagiﬁable. Here were those who still Qanted after
circumcision, Campbell reasoned. "To them the Apostle says,
'ye are complete in Christ;' you are not to be circumcised,
which cnly takes off a mere atom of flesh; but the spiritual
circumcision, which we have in being crucified with Christ, in
being buried with him in baptism, cuts off without a knife,
with a hand, the whole body of the sins of the flesh."39
With this, Campbell was trying to destroy the idea thét cir-
cumcision was the only thing necessary for cleansing of sins,
and that baptism.took care of the problem. Campbell further
spoke:
Bapticm, my fellow=-citizens, is no mere rite,
no unmeaning ceremony, I assure you. It is a most
intellectual, spiritual and sublime transition out
of a sinful and condemmed state, into a spiritual
and holy state. It is a change of relation, not
as respects the flesh, but the spirit. It is an
introduction into the mystical body of Christ, by

which he necessarily obtains the remission of his
sins.

381pid., p. 443.
391bid., p. 440.
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o onie can ua* roatand oz oend the sublime and
awfuel import of a burizl with Curizt; or a baptism
inte death, who deoes not feel that he iec passing
through s most solew initiatior into a new family;
high end holy welations to the Father, as his Father
and his Cod--to the Son, as his Lord and his Messiah--
to the Holy Spivit, as his Sanctifier and Comforter.
He puts off hig old relations to the world, the Iflesh
and Satan. Conseguentvly, that voment he is adopted
into the Family of CGod, and is 1ly invested
with all the rvights of a Citiz e Kingdom of

Heaven. %

The above helped to sum up somewhat the material he had been

o

presenting from Scripture to guppcrt the idea that baptism is
absolutely necessary. There have been just a few Scriptures
alluded to here, but one can see how much he depended upon the
Scripture in this proposition to prove his pointe. He had to
take for granted tne lknowledge and faith the audience had in
the authority of the Pible before he used these proofs, which
shows his dependence upon effective audience analysis.

The question was concluded with a plea for the catholicity
of his views. Arguing that he was far more catholic than the
Presbyterians, he stated:

Suppose now, omne great convention of the

Christian world had met to f£ix upon some basis

of union and comounion, and that they had agreed.

upon one single point--That whatever views were

most generally believed, and first those that

were universally believed, should be accepted

and incorporated, instead of those believed by

a minority.

Baptism comes before the convention: the

question is first upon the acticn; a part vote

for sprinkling as wvalid baptism, a part vote for

pouring, but all agree that immmersion is right

baptism. It is, therefore, put down as catholic,
and the other two as sectarian.

401bid., p. 442.



Finally, the dssign of baptism is canvassed.
Some say it is & door into the church; others, a
recognition that cue is a membexr oi thz2 church;

a third, that it is for tre sake cif christening,
or giving & name. In none of these is there any
approach to catholicity. FEut when it's being for
a "pledse of remission of sgins, and of ocur in-
grafting into Chvist," is offered, the whole
world, Greek, Roman and all, unite in that view
of it. This, then, is catholic, and the others

sactarian. 41

Campbell then concluded by asking, "Are we not, then most

-~

catholic on this subjeci? Why not,AtHen; sacrifice that which
is so sectarisun and unite in ome Lord, one faith and one
immersion. 42

Campbell gets them to agree on certain points and then
draws the conclusion tihat we agree then it should be a simple
and sensible thing te change to that which we all believe.

In summary, Campbell's use of arguﬁent in this debate,
one can testify that Campbell depended a great deal upon argu-
ment from definition. Hie arguments again were not new. His
use of argument from definition, as well as the examples of
the second propositions in this debate, indicate his great

dependence upon the use of Scripture as support.

Delivery:

The final area of discussion is, again, the delivery of
Campbell. His idea on style or delivery is again that of

naturalness; that style should be as conversational and

4lybid., p. 560.
421pid,
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extemporaﬂ eous as pOS sible. In two lastances, hOWever;
Camphell's practlce was not consistent with his theory. The
first is the style i delivery that Campbell used inciuding
his reaction to this audience and the technical language that
was‘used.

Campbell seemed to be interested in twe audiences--the
immediate audience and the audience that would read the pub-

lished bock. Campbell scemed more possessed with speaking to

‘.-l »

two azudierices in th: debate than any of the others It seems

that Cémpbell was not as effective as he could have been because
he did not center on the immediate audience. Hs was so con-
cerned about getting his material into the book in a correct
form that he read his first four affirmative speeches from
manuscript.43 Rice did not wait until after the debate to

riticize Campbell for reading:

It is truly marvelous that one of the greatest
debators of the age . . .one who had, for the last
thirty years, been engaged in this species of con-~
troversy, should find it ne ssary to wead his
arguments. Is it true, that he had defense of
immersion prepared, "cut and dried," before the
discussion commenced to be read to the audience?
Cannot my friend sustain his cause by any other
means? 1 never heard of but one man reading a
speech in Congress; and I believe everybody
laughed at him.44

431bid., p. 187.

441pia., p. 188.
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Campbell defended himszlf by saving:

My reading, it seems, Is a great annoyance to
my friend. The wore concentrated arpgunents,
exhibited in that form, require a more specizl
attention than, as yet, he had bestowed on any-
thing I have advenced . . . T have no prefereunce
for reading . . .the one great reason for ny
presenting these arguments in this form is,
that they abound in criticism and matters some-

vhat minate, redguiring great accuvacy, which no

stenographer in Christendom could rationally be

expected to report.&s
Some of the terchnical arguments just would not succeed with
the immediate audience. On some points he introduced as many
as twenty-five different authorities. This would make excellent
source material, but would be difficult for the immediate
audience to grasp.

On the othexr hand, if Campbell felt that a statement was
not clear, he would go back and give a detailed explanation.
For example, he said:

I am told, however, I am not fully understood.

The oft repeated and important distinction of

generic and specific terms. I shall, therefore,

once and for all more fully deliver myself on

this essential difference.%b

Mr. Campbell attempted to make the material interesting
and vivid by the use of figures of speech and picturesque

language. For example, he referred to the Arian creed as

"the vageries of thos moon struck theologians.'" O0f the

451bid,, p. 194.
461hid., p. 99.



126
operation of the Holy S»irit on infants, he said: "these
infant regencrators are lame in both limbe, in the right liwb
of faith, and in the left limb of philosephy of mind. They

move on crutches, and izen crutches, too.”47

bz
Closely agsociated with this technique was his use of
highly emoticnal and imaginative language in
extended desc“fptions of God, Christ, Liberty; Truth and the
Bible.%#8 The cxtent to which Camrbell used these can be seen

by the following passage on truth:

Truth, my friends, Holy Truth, stands upon the
Rock of Agez. It lifts its head above the clouds--
above the stars. It commanes with God, It holds
sweet couverse with the hierarchies avound the
throne c¢f the Eterunal King:; with thoce elders, sons
of light, anud with the spirita of the mighty dﬂ“g
It is the bright effluence of the bright essence of
the uncreated mind. God spoke, and Tyruth was bormn.
ILF days ave the years of Cod, Embodied in the Word

God, it came down from Hesaven and became incarnate.
It is, therefore, immortal and cannct be killed. It
will survive all its foes, and stand crect when
every idol falls. No one knows its gigantic
strength. It has been cast down, but never de-
stroyed, For ages past, it has been gathering
strength and¢ preparing for a mightier conflict
yet, than time records., It needs no fleshly wis-
dom, not worldly policy, to give it power to gain
its victory. It is, itself, redeeming, soul
redeeming, and disenthralling. It has passed
through f‘“ >, and flocd and tempest, and is as fresh,

as fair, as beautiful, and as puissant as ever. I
feel myself peculiarly happy in being permitted, in
being honored, to stand up for it, when most insulted
and disparaged by its professed friends. He that

471bid., p. 61a.

48E11is, p. 318.
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zins, as though
It gives bim
r25 his benev

mo;e
olence

One can note Campbell's attempt to preseut the majesty of the

Word of -God and Treth, [Mevertheless, it would seem to disagree

with his idea that the speaker should kesp the material as

simple as posziblie, Ve, such nassages vgualily came at the

end of Campbell's speaches, and they were always in harmony
with the point presented.

Finally, on occasions, Cauopbell vtilized most of the

-

methods of audience analysis except hwanz, There are only four

L

i

times recorded in the debate that Cempbell made the audience

.

laugh. Rice, on the cther hand, had then laughing in nost of
his speceches, usually at Campbell's expousze. Campbell rebulked
Rice for causing laughiter over maiters "involving the worldga
destiny,” and never employed humor himself, >V

In summitiom, Mr. Campbell scemed to come alive more with
more picturesque langiage than he did’in the other debate, and
yet his reading so much of the material aiso seemed to take
away from the impact of the discussion. In his explanation of
the reading, Campbell tried to explain that he was only trying
to present the material as accurately as he could, hence the
reading.. It is the opinion of this writer that since the

material is not any more difficult here than before, the need

49Campbe11—Rice Debate, op. cit., p. 892.
5OE11is, op. cit., p. 320.
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for having the material completely written ouf was not necessary.
Campbell also vinlated hig philoscphy of naturalness in trying
to be natural for both audiences--the immediate audience and
the reading audience. It would be impossible for the audience
to follow even half ¢f the seveuty~iive arguments that were
presented with an abundance of evidence. For the sake of the
immediate eudience, Campbell should have thought about the
reading audience at a later time.
Campbell’s vocabulary and his use of foreign language
also stood cut in taics debate., It would seem thdt the average

person would have trouble underﬁtanding not only the technical

language, but some of the so-called picturesque language.

Sunmeary

L A ———

The performance, in comparison to the confrontation with
Owen, can truly be called a debate. There was foundation be-
tween the two contestants and a set of principles laid out.
The two men crossed each other many times during the debate
and this helped to keep the audience on the edge of their
seats as witnesses of the debate seem to indicate. Rice's
picking at the personality and character of Campbell caused
some concern. He responded in the same manner and in reality

violated. the principles of kindness and sincere search for

the truth which he advocated.
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‘There is not much indication that the setting and backgrdund
- of the debate had anykparticular advantage for either of the
debators. Both men made comments about the great religious
feeling in that part of the country. Campbell was upset from
the very beginning about the possibility of meeting a man that
he did not feel was gincerely interested in findiang the trﬁth,
and this was very evident throughbut the debate., .

's pattern of organization again follows the

Caupbell
topical-chronclogical idea. It might be ohserved that he pre=
sented a more effective plan in the Owen debate, The introduc-
tions and conclusions seemed to play a more prominent role in
the Rice debate, or at least they were more thought out. At
any rate, it is apparent that Campbell had given great con-
sideration te his organization and seemed to try to follow
his pattern. |

One can be impressed with Campbell’s knowledge of the
original language and his ability to ﬁake a passage apart.

He did this especially well in hisrdiscussian of the word
Baptizo and his application of it to his arguments.

The use of the Bible in argument was more prevalent
in this debate in‘relatidn to the Owen debate. Campbell and
Rice had reached an agreement on the Bible as the supréme
authority, and in contrést, there was no such understanding

in the Owen debate. Campbell applied passages in the 0ld Testa-

ment as well as in the New. He would introduce each passage,
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apply the context, and make the application tc the point and
then close with what others said about it,

Finally, in the development of his arguicents, Campbell
stressed the impo:tance ci the subiect, frequently gave a
brief histmrical tackground, defined the terms, and narrowed
the arguments. [n his attenpt to give the reading audience
more material, he probably presented £oo many arguments. The
immediate audience must have suffered.

Just as in tne Owen debate, Campbell probably presented
too much material for a listening audience to comprehend.

This came from his second purpose of preseanting detailed
material for a book. Campbell used the Rible and Bible related
sources in most of his evidence. In referring to the
Seripture, he would give an imntreoductiom to ecach verse and
describe it in cocntext and then give a brief explanation. In
the use of his evidence he was also concerned with the need to
refer to church fathers and leaders of cother churches. He
attempted to enhance his own credibility’by the presentation
of evidence from those who did not believe as he did, but
would make observations that would serve to prove his point.;
Among these church fathers were Martin Luther, John Calvin,
John Wesley, and Archbishop Richard Whately.

It is generally agreed that Campbell used too much
evidence to prove each point. Campbell was so engulfed in
the importance of proving a point and attempting to present

it in a way that would sway the most stubborn skeptic, he
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may not have realized the paint at vhick he should stop; Yet,
it is possible that the real reason was thz fact that he wanted
to publish the materiel for use of other Christians in deFenSp
of the principles that he presentad, The following is a
testimony to the efiectiveness of the printed debate. The
Rev. J. E. Brewn, the wman who held the long correspondence
with Mr. Campbell arvaaging the vropositicns to be discussed,
piirchased for two thousand dellars the copyvright of fhe

p*lnted debate, and made an effort to circulate it., As to

;M

the outcome cf the strenuousity ol Presbyterians to give the

work an adequate circulation, a contemporary, familiar with

the facts, testifies:

It was scon found, however, that the effect
of the printed discussion upen the public mind
was quite different irom what the party expected,
and they were mortified to porceive Lh t it was

making many convelts to Mr. Canphell's wview but
not to Presbyterianiem. Unon th;b, Mr, Brown
gladly dzspobpd of his COp"rL”n for a gmall
sum, to a2 member of the Christian Church at
Jacksonville Illincis, C. D. holeltu, vho
immediately printed a ]argr edition of the book,
which has been since patrcnized and circulated
by the Reformers. Resulte have shown that what-
ever pexponaL istinction ov notoriety the debate
may have given mr Rice, it certainly adde
nothing to Presbyterianism, thch in "'ntucky
continued still to decline while that of the
Restoration steadily prospered.

It is very possible that Mr. Campbell achieved the success he
had hoped to achieve by offering so much evidence;‘ It is still
this writer's contention that the public audience suffered

because of it.

52g11is, op. cit., p. 230,
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“Campbell was again guilty of using too much technical
and foreign 1anguage in the debate. His discussions of many
words and their roots proved to have the opposite effect on
mény people in the immediate audience. They lost Campbell in
his technical discussicns of the words, and while they were
lost their minds must have wandered in many adirections.

Campbell's insistence upon reading so much,of the
material violated his philosephy of naturalness and simplicity.
His justification of the reading, becauses of his desire to
publish the debate was algo not adequate, for it hindered the
understanding of the immediate audience.

In summation, briefly: (1) Caumpbell's organization was
effective as it was in the Owen debate. He had prepared his
material; (2) The uze of argument was very eifeciive, with
the exception of presenting too many arguments, a matter of
poof judgment. This was apparent in both debates; (3)
Campbell's style of delivery seemed to violate his prinCiples
of effective speech., His continued insistence upon speaking
in technical language was a hinderance to the audience. He
was much better in explaining terms in the Rice debate than
the debate with Owen.

The Rice debate is without a doubt omne of’the greatest
accomplishments for Mr. Campbell. It does illustrate to me

his application of the philosophy that he advocated. Although
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" there are some marks of coniroversy, especially in language and

amount of evidence, it is fairly evident that Mr. Campbell was,
in fact, only interested in the cause of truth and was trying

his best to speak for that truth in an effective manner.



CHAPTER VI
CONCLUSIONS AND (QBSERVATIONS

The introduction to this thesis promised to reveal
Alexander Campbell's phileosophy of speech and the degree to
which he followed that philosophy in two of his cutstanding
debates. This final chapter will, therefore, present the
conclugions derived from the analysis in previcus chaptexrs.
> these con-

The following form will be used in presenting
clusions: First, a summary of the concepts in Campbell's
philosophy; and second, a suwmary of the extent to which he
followed those concepts in practice. These concepts will be
discussed in terms of argument, organizaticn and delivery.
These conclusions will be folldwed by some general obsexva-

tions.

Conclusions:

In Cawpbell's rules for '"composing and pronouncing

sermons,"

taken with the principles which he sought to
emphasizé and practice, an approximate picture of the man's
philosophy of speech is given. He was disdainful of anything
artificial or mechanical. His emphasis was upon the character

and sincerity of the speaker's speech content, clear organiza-

tion, simplicity, and dignity of language, with direct
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unaffected delivery. Public speaking to him was not a display,
but a practical wmeans of accompliching certain goals. The

hol basis f Moy iyemd 1 P~ P “ranehn i1 -
whole basis of Camppelil s ideas on preaching was built around

the concept of sincerity through naturalness.t
Organization:

Campbell was eware of the importance of organization. It

Qy

was his convicticn that arpguwents and evidence should be
arranged so that the audience would have a chance to make up
their minds abouc the naterial.? Caimpbell expressed a desixe

for unity of design, with each point connzcting naturally,

o

em labeled so that the complete understanding cculd

n

with each 1

Wt

be reached.
In both debates Campbell exhibited a desire for complete
organization. In the Cwen debate, he presented the plan he
intended to follow and the criteria that he planned to use., 4
The basic type of orgenization used in the Cwen debate was
most often a topical-chronological pattern. For example, he
~divided the arguments into topics and then spoke on each. The
discussion of each topic would begin with a look at Scripture,
then proceed to language experts in each time period. He used

testimonies from both ancient authorities and from contemporary

lcf., p. 44.
2¢f., p. 47.
3¢f., p. 73-76.
4cf., p. 75.



men of faith.s_ This particular pattern was net stated outright
in Campbell's philc uph;, but it deoes £ulfill Cempbeil's desire
for each point ;oiloﬂ*nb in a natural manner cud does give some
guidelines for the acdience to follow., It shcould be pointed
out that in at least one of the two debateg, he presented more
than his initial contentioms.

In the Rice debate, Campbell showed a great concern for
proper organizacion in the introducrtory rewaxriks., He was
concernmea with the background material and the setting
stage for the debate. He took great cave in the definition of
terms in the Rice encounter, making sure thait the auwdiencs
understood what he was talking about. 6 Caugbhell could have
been more complere in his definition of tevws in the Cwen
debate, but other than that, his introductory rewarks were
clear.

Campbell made an extensive use of transiitional statements
in both debates that probably enhan"ﬁd the audienc's under-
standing. He seemed very interested in seeing that the
audience was able to foilow him from one point to the next.
So, he paid particular attemtion to conclusions and transi-
tions.’

The basic conclusions drawn from these comparisons arve

that Campbell seemed most interested in labeling his material,

5Tbid,

6¢cf., pp. 113, 114.
7cf., p. 76.
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and setting the criteria feorth, in hoth debates, so that the-

pattern seemed t¢ help accomplish this purpose. The only
contradiction seemed to be bis lack cf clear definition of
terms, especially in the Owen debate, and to z certain extent

in the Rice debate
Ar?unent'

Concerning Campbeli's use of arguwment, hé was mdst
interested irn seeing that the logic was presented inka compiete,
orderly mannex. Cappbell was particularly agzinst what he
called textual preachers. This type of preaching took the
ideas out of context or relied primarily on one phrase for
the text of an entire lesson.®

Campbell stressed two other points in his use of argument
and they were concerned with the use of root meanings of words.
He felt that it was important to go to the criginal language
to illustrate =z point.9 Thé other concept was adheringkto
what the audience could understand. Campbell felt that it was
important to talk on the level of the audience to help ccomplete
understanding.10 There was at least one inconsistency between
philosophy and practice in the complete definition of terms.
Campbell always started an argument by defining terms, but:

in the course of the discussion he would use terms that the

8cf., pp. 46-47.
9tbid.

O1bid,




audience could nct possibly understand. On the ot
he quoted a great deal from the Bible because he knew that
it would be fariliar material for the audience.ll

Another inconsistency was in the amount of material
presented in the debates. There are seventy-Iive questions
or arguments in the Rice-Campbell debate and the immediate
audience could not possibly follow all of the arguments.

This abundance of arguments was 2 violation of his philosophy
of raturalness and simplicity. This violation probably cams
about because Campbell knew that both debates were going to
be published avd he wanted to make sure that zll of his
material would be in the writing of the text. This concern
made it very difficult for the immediate audience.

Cawpbell followed his philosophy in the use of argument
for the most part. Csmpbell was concerned with complete
support and seemed to strive for this. There seems to be
only two major conflicts with his philosophy: 1In the defini-

tion of terms and the presentation of too many arguments for

the immediate audience.
Delivery:

In Campbell's philosophy of delivery he was most concerned
with effectiveness. He recognized conversational speaking as

the most effective and felt that it should be extemporaneous.

1lcf., pp. 78-82.
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Campbell based this concept on the idea that as one would

talk face to face Qith a friend in the parlour, he should
exercise the same idea in speaking to an audience, 12

There seem te be two areas in which Campbell violated
this philosophy. First, he read several of his speeches in
the Rice debate, moving away from the naturalness that he
advocated. He did this to such an extent that his opponent
raised a question abcuat i, 13

The other avea involved was in his sudden use of eloquent
pleas.' These eloguent pleas were not consistent with the |
natural, conversational manner that he advocated.14 Al though
this concept was contradictory to hic philosophy, it appears
to this writer that more of this type of delivery would have
made some of the many arguments and abundant evidence come

alive,

Observations:

Aside from the above mentioned conclusions, the author
would like to present some observations in the closing pages
of this work.

From the research of thelﬁreceding pages, Campbell seemed
to follow his theory most effectively in terms of organization,

argument and evidence.

12cf., pPp. 53-54.
cf., p. 117.
l4cg., pp. 117-118.
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Another observation worthy of mention is in the application
of Scriptures. The overwhelming amount of evidence came from
secular sources. What were the reasons for this? First, it
was Campbell's technique to select a few represeﬁtative
- passages of Scri?tuxe upon the question involved and analyze
them thoroughly, rather'thau briefly introduce an array of
;Bibliéal quotatioﬁs, This reasoning came about because of
his desire not to be like the textuaries, who were content
to take a word or passage out of context and use that for
proof. When Campbell used Scripture as a support, he made
sure that everyone understcod the context, backgroundAand
definition of terms. Therefore, it was his opinion that a
few well organized Scriptures would be more effective than a
great deal of Biblical references. Second, the Bible was not
suitable evidence for many of the propositions discussed.
Even with this in mind, in my estimation, Campbell can be
criticized for mnot bringing’the Bible more effectively into
his arguments. The guiding principle of the Restoration Move-
ment was: ''Speaking where the Bible speaks, and being silent
where‘it is silent."15 Tt is somewhat inconsistent that
Campbell did not make the Bible his most frequent source of
evidence even though it was his primary source.

When the study began, the writer thought he had in mind

what he would find out in the study of Alexander Campbell. I

15Earl 1. West, The Search for the Ancient Order, Vol. I,
(Nashville: The Gospel Advocate Co., 1949), p. 58.
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knew that he was a po?ulax figure, and that he was especially
well known in comservative churches. I had read that his
delivery was nct dynamic and that he was a very brilliant
scholar. Yet, inkmy study I was surprised to find that a man
with so nuch ability and with a background as strohg as his
could make scme of the mistakes that T have described in this
thesis. It proves to me what an in-dépth study can do in
really finding out about a particular subject or person. It
is hoped that this thesis has at least partially answered the
question posed. It is hoped that the religicus person can
understand the need Alexander Campbell showed to find the
truth and express as best‘he could the truth he had found.
Those who read this should recognize what can happen in
comaunication when one gets caught up in the message.
Campbell was so compelled with the urgency of his message
that he showed some weakness in his presentation of the
truths he found. His error in providing too many arguments
and too much evidence can be explained in this desire to
share the truth he had found. The concept of too many unex-
plained definitions is very hard to understand, He was a
brilliant man and just failed to bring much of his material
down to the level of the audience. He should have been more
concerned with the needs of the immediate audience. This,
along with the desire to share the truth, are the two basic
reasons why there were these shortcomings in Campbell's |

application of his philosophy.
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