
IT IS DRAWING THE COLOR LINE.  1

To the Editor of The New York Evangelist:  

 In your issue of April 19th appeared a letter from Rev. H. N. 
Payne, entitled “ Is it Drawing the Color Line?”  in which he says “It will 2

surprise many to learn that nearly all the ministers and thoughtful men of 
color are in favor of the plan of separate Presbyteries and Synods for 
whites and blacks, with a common General Assembly.”  
 I do not wish to call in question this statement; but if it be true, 
certainly a very decided change has taken place in the sentiments of the 
colored ministers since the meeting of the Synod of Atlantic last 
November. At that time the feeling, as developed by an informal 
discussion of the subject, was very strongly opposed to such a step. No 
one who was present and heard the remarks which fell from the lips of 
the brethren, could avoid this conviction.  
 I am also unable to reconcile brother Payne’s statement with the 
fact that so far as I am informed through “ The Africo-American 
Presbyterian,” only a single colored Presbytery thus far has endorsed the 
movement. In its last issue it gives an account of the meetings of two of 
these Presbyteries. In one, no action whatever was taken; and in the other 
(the Presbytery of Yadkin) we are told that “After a lively and interesting 
discussion, which developed considerable divergence of views, the paper 
[favoring separate Presbyteries] was withdrawn.” The italics are mine.  
 For myself, as a colored minister, I desire to say, and to say it with 
ail the emphasis possible, that I am totally, absolutely opposed to the 
proposed plan; and for the following among other reasons:  
 First, because it would be a concession to a wicked and anti 
Christian caste prejudice, and therefore wrong. Brother Payne professes 
to believe otherwise, and yet, in speaking of the first of the two plans 
referred to in his article, namely, the absorption of colored Presbyteries 
and Synods into the existing Presbyteries and Synods of the Southern 
Church, his language shows that so far as the Southern Church at least is 
concerned, that is precisely the difficulty. He says: “ This of course is the 
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most natural and easy way to make one Church out of the two. It would 
also seem the way contemplated by our organic law when it defines Pres-
byteries and Synods. But natural and easy as it seems, reunion on these 
terms is an impossibility. Not only do many in our own Church think it 
would be unwise and undesirable, but it would be opposed by the whole 
Southern Church. Our Southern brethren, whether rightly or wrongly, 
feel that they can do the work committed to them, neither happily nor 
successfully if considerable numbers of colored men are associated with 
them as co-presbyters. Hence they will never consent to such association.” 
Is not this “ drawing the color line”? Besides, brother Payne cannot be 
ignorant of the fact that the first suggestion of separate Presbyteries and 
Synods came from the Southern Church. In the majority report of the 
Committee to whom certain overtures were referred on organic union, at 
their last Assembly, we read: “And further, we insist that the colored 
brethren without our bounds shall organized into separate 
Congregations, Presbyteries, and Synods.” Can any sane man have a 
doubt as to the motive underlying this demand ? If it were not for caste 
prejudice, would it ever have been thought of ? The sentiment of the 
Southern people as to contact with negroes, except as servants, is well 
known. They themselves make no attempt to conceal it. Is this feeling 
right or wrong ? Is it Christian or anti Christian ? The question is not as 
to what motives may influence our Northern brethren should they yield 
to such a demand, but as to the character of the demand itself, viewed in 
the light of its history and of the spirit which inspired it.  
 If this demand for separate Presbyteries and Synods, as coming 
from the Southern Church is wrong, no motive on our part, however 
praiseworthy, or blindness on the part of the negro himself in desiring 
such a separation— if he does desire it—can justify us in yielding to it. 
Say what we will, the question, in its last analysis, is simply a question of 
caste prejudice; and the Church ought at least to have the honesty and the 
courage to meet the issue squarely, and not attempt to evade it, as is being 
done by so many. The claim that it will be of advantage to the negro, is a 
mere subterfuge, and an afterthought, brought forward for the purpose of 
influencing the colored ministers and elders, and of diverting attention 
from the real point at issue. Every one who has carefully followed this 
discussion, knows that the thought is not what is most advantageous to 
the negro, but what will most conciliate the South—that is, what will most 
conciliate Southern prejudice. What our next Assembly will do in the 
matter I do not know; but what it ought to do, with the bare, naked issue 
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before it, is not a matter about which there can be much doubt. If it 
follows the spirit and teaching of the Great Head of the Church, it will 
stand where it has stood for the past twenty-five years; and if the South is 
not willing to join hands and unite on the principle which recognizes in 
Christ Jesus neither, Greek nor Jew, barbarian, Scythian, bond nor, free, 
our duty is to wait until it is ready. Organic union is a good thing, but it is 
by no means the most important thing. It is better to do right than to be 
organically united with any branch of the Church. I do not believe in 
compromises. Let the right be done, though the heavens should fall. If the 
Church is willing to say that the prejudice against the negro, out of which 
this demand for separate Presbyteries and Synods has originated, is right, 
then let it vote for organic union on the plan proposed. But if it is 
unwilling to indorse this prejudice, let it say so by voting it down.  
 My second reason for objecting to the plan is that there is 
nothing in the nature of the work which makes such a separation 
necessary. In either case, whether among the whites or blacks, the work is 
essentially the same, that is, the winning of souls to Christ, the training of 
men for life here, and for the greater life beyond. The Gospel to be 
preached is the same. Human nature is the same. Whites and blacks are 
alike under condemnation, and equally in need of a Saviour. How the 
meeting of colored and white ministers together in the same Presbyteries 
and Synods at most only once or twice a year, and for a day or two at a 
time, can affect the work unfavorably, I am utterly unable to see. The 
colored ministers certainly will do nothing to oppose any measure for the 
advancement of the work among the whites, and if the whites are as 
deeply interested in the advancement and elevation of the negro as is 
alleged, they will certainly do nothing to retard the work among them. As 
a matter of fact, we know that it will affect neither unfavorably. In this 
State, for example, the work among the colored people has in no way 
suffered from its connection with a mixed Presbytery; neither has the 
mixture had an unfavorable effect upon the work among the whites. What 
is there, then, in the Southern whites, that would make contact and 
association with them produce such very different results ? The fact is, 
there is nothing. The Southern white man is precisely the same as the 
Northern white man, with the exception of his prejudices; and in ninety-
nine cases out of a hundred, even in these the difference is so slight as to 
be scarcely appreciable. There is just as much prejudice, I am sorry to say, 
in the Northern Church in the South, as there is in the Southern Church. 
Aside from the simple fact of meeting as equals on the floor of the 
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Presbytery, here is no more consideration paid to a colored minister in 
the Northern Church in the South, than there is in the Southern Church. 
I speak from experience. Therefore, for the Assembly to vote in favor of 
setting the coloredd people apart, would be not, only a concession to 
Southern prejudice, but an encouragement of existing prejudice within its 
own ranks. 
 We are now approaching the first centennial of our Assembly, 
and we are calling for large gifts by which to signalize the event—one 
million dollars for the Board of Ministerial Relief, &c.—which is all right; 
and I trust the response maybe such as to reflect credit upon the whole 
Church. But in addition to these pecuniary offerings, in what better way 
could we close this century’s record, or more fittingly convey our 
gratitude to God, than by expressing anew our purpose and 
determination stand by His inspired Word in its righteous opposition to 
all invidious distinctions ? Instead of this, however, it is proposed to make 
the approaching meeting the occasion of inducing distinctions which we 
have before refused to recognize. As I love the old Church, I pray God it 
may be saved from the shame of such an act!  

FRANCIS J. GRIMKE,  
Pastor Laura-street Presbyterian Church.  

[?]01 Hogan Street, Jacksonville, Florida.  
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