CuAPTER IV

The Methodist Episcopal Church
1876-1939
Growth and Program

1. GrRowTH OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA CONFERENCE

i. Geographical Boundaries

It has been seen that the Southern Church adhered to the
Tehachapi Range as a natural dividing point between northern
and southern California. This was not so in the case of the Methodist
Episcopal Church. In 1876 when the Southern California Confer-
ence was organized, the line of separation was moved considerably
north of Tehachapi about one hundred and seventy-five miles. The
Conference thus took in part of the large San Joaquin Valley. During
the life of the Southern California Conference there were numerous
boundary changes, and each time the line of division remained
considerably north of the Tehachapi line. The exception to this was
Inyo County and Arizona. Probably because of its location north of
the Mojave Desert and east of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, Inyo
County was included for a long time in the Nevada Mission. In
1917 it was transferred to the Southern California Conference as
was Las Vegas. In 1920 the work in Arizona, formerly a mission,
became part of the Conference.

At unification the more natural line of demarcation of the
southern and northern sections of the state was fixed, and it has thus
remained almost precisely to this day. The Southern California-
Arizona Conference boundaries today include southern California
as far north toward Tehachapi as Lancaster, along the coast to the
northern line of San Luis Obispo County, and in the eastern part
of the state all of the Owens Valley up to Bishop; also the southern
part of Nevada and all the state of Arizona.

1. Los Angeles: Missionary and Church Extension Society

From the beginning the rapid expansion of churches was a vital
concern to the Southern California Conference. As a concrete step
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to promote this the first Conference initiated a Board of Chur(:lf
Extension and voted $2,500 to promote new churches.! Every year
thereafter the establishment of new churches in new communities
was under discussion at Conference. As noted previously, the
Southern Church never attained any great numhers‘m §opthern
California and was far outdistanced by the Methodist Episcopal
Church even though intensive evangelism was common to bqth. The
exact reason for this cannot be ascertained, but it quite possibly was
twofold: (1) the antagonism to the South cnge_nderc'd by the (szl]
War, (2) the increasing strength of the Methodlst. Episcopal Church
which gained momentum as it progressed so rapidly after the \-?farl.
Whatever the precise reason the fact was there, and numerica
strength for the Methodist Episcopal Church meant more mor"ley
with which to work. This in turn meant more churches to attract
ore people. :

mThc} corrr)lpletion of the Santa Fe Railroad to Los A:ngelcs in 1886
set off the second boom in southern California, particularly in San
Diego and Los Angeles. Many people became inbued with the fever
of real estate speculation. One visitor from the East told Of"\’OI’S[’llp-
ing in a Methodist church in Los Angeles. “.\:‘v’hen the services were
over, the preacher grasped his hand, asked if he were a n‘e\.v?omﬁr;
and proceeded to sell him a lot in a newly Q}Jened subdlwsmn._

In 1887 the Southern Pacific Railroad, which was chartered in
California in 1865, transported 120,000 people to Lps Angcle_s, while
the Santa Fe Railroad averaged three passenger trains daily into the
city.® During the three-year span of the boom_, 1886-1889, the growth
of the Southern California Conference was immense. The numb?r
of preaching appointments increased from 80 in 1386 to over 130 in
1889. In one year alone, 1886-1887, the membership rose from 3,909
to 5,175.4 Two new districts were created, and expansion was thought
to be so great and permanent that the ConEerence‘requested the
General Conference to allow it to divide into two Conterence.'s dm‘n}g
the next quadrennium if it so desired. When the boom shriveled in
1889, the resolution was rescinded. The permanent growth of Los
Angeles and the rest of southern Clali[m"nia, nevertheless, assured a
healthy future for the Southern California Conference: s

How did the Conference continue to react to this growth an

opportunity? From the start it was evid(?nt to many that Lo‘sTAngeles
was destined eventually to be a great city. Leaders of the §0rthern
Church sensed this as had some of the Southern Methodists. The
efforts of Robert W. C. Farnsworth in this connection were very
important. In 1883 he was made Presiding Elder of the Los Angeles
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District. A Home Missionary Society organized under his direction
enabled him to keep men in charges not otherwise possible. This
group was the foremost agent in the Conference for extending work
to new communities. Dr. Farnsworth saw that locations were selected
carefully; he then bought lots and erected churches. For this enter-
prise he enlisted the help of laymen who agreed to give funds to
every church completed in the district. The Conference Church
Extension Society matched the amount given by the individual lay-
man. Thus, through the perceptiveness of Dr. Farnsworth, a sub-
stantial reservoir of funds became available for the purpose of
establishing new churches.

The work in Ios Angeles, nevertheless, still suffered for lack of
funds and co-ordination. The reports of the Presiding Elders of
the district, following Dr. Farnsworth, constantly reminded the
Conference of the need for more resources. In 1895 a City Evange-
lization Union was created in Los Angeles “for the purpose of
establishing mission services and Sunday Schools in needy sections of
the city, planting new churches in unoccupied territory, and helping
churches struggling with burdens of debt.” 5 Methodism in Los
Angeles had united in a district effort for aggressive evangelization.
The following year, however, the group had to disband since it
was unable to perfect its structure and to utilize its resources. For
the next seven years a committee, composed of laymen and ministers,
remained together to try to work out an effective plan.

On March 31, 1904, the long years of labor and hope came to
fruition. The Los Angeles City Missionary Society of the Methodist
Episcopal Church was formally organized to bring the churches into
closer fellowship and co-operation. “The special privilege of such
an organization would be to strengthen the weaker churches and to
create new Sunday Schools and churches in this rapidly growing
city.” ¢ In 1914 the name of the group was changed to “The Los
Angeles Missionary and Church Extension Society,” and the bound-
aries were extended to cover the territory of the Los Angeles District
as well as the city. For the first few years funds were obtained by
individual donations and voluntary church offerings. In such a
method of fund raising there was a good deal of uncertainty. Thus
eventually the work was made a part of the regular benevolence
apportionment of the Conference, with apportionments to the Los
Angeles District churches only. Still, the needs of the Society con-
tinued to be presented to the churches across the Conference.
Emphasis was laid upon the great growth of the Ios Angeles area
and the lack of funds with which to meet the challenge. In 1921
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Byron Wilson, Los Angeles District Superlinte_ndt?nt, repolr_ted tl;;t
over one million dollars was needed on his Q1str1§t to achieve df:;
adequate expansion which the changing situations demandef.

Sometimes, at first, as these reports were read and reguest; ‘or
money made, the Society found t.hat‘thtj*re x\-'as_ant'::lgoc;‘fuslrn.t ti?ii
pastors of large churches on other districts maintaine tm1 3

churches had no responsibility to the city of Los Ange e.‘(;l, i ;
problems, and its churches’ programs. This was not the‘ attitude (1)

the Conference as a whole, however, and by the early thl.ruel:s nt;ar E
all opposition had disappeared. When the enormous bui;lln}\ﬁ]g t}xr;s
drive for Plaza Community Center and the Church of 1_? 1or

was undertaken, 116 churches from all over sputh‘cm Cal% ornia
pledged over $100,000.5 The achievements of this orgamza}ll:lor:u
proved its value to the total Conference program, and throughou

its history it has gained increasing support.

ltS_?;S 1'ezour1t al% the activity of the Society _wpuld be an ali‘{ltc):)st
impossible task. Its members have included ministers of the cali rg
of G. Bromley Oxnam and George A. Warmer, Sr., and‘layr{rilen suc

as George Cochran, an original trustee W ho served _for thirty-five yea;"s
as treasurer. The quality and purpose of the Society has bee'n aptly
summarized by Mildred Harris, its secretary for many years:

They have been representative of the best business almd ;putlizzl
leadership in the church, men an_d women of vision anc un_t(i*zz ‘and
ing, keenly aware of the city and its problems and Olppo?l(l]?é o
they have sought to serve the needs of the people o y,me
further the work of Methodism and the church at large, to prorri
interdenominational co-operation and to make the city a better place
for everyone regardless of race or color or creed.?

The majority of the churches on th(.:.l,ovs ATlgeles‘Dlstnct todz;y,
as well as several on the Long Beach District, mcluc}mg El SegtEn 0
and Torrance (First), received their start'\-\qth the aid of funds“l;or?_
the City Missionary Society.!” Many of its offshoot.s, such als; esi
wood and Hollywood First, became strong .'imd efff:r:twe Ch.l.l.I'CﬂCS anc
still are serving the present Conference in positions of in u(’:gcezi
Part of the program of this organization has _been to kecg up w:e;m
changing society in the downtown area. This has sometimes 1Y to.
that it was better for some churches, such as Verr}on Avenue,f 5
merge and for others, such as Grace, to sell th'e1r property fo
reinvestment to establish churches in better 1ocat1or;f.. P .
Many times the task of keeping up w1t¥1 the ¢ anailgi S'Ifhis
patterns has been difficult, sometimes seemingly 1mpOSSIDIC.
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has been especially the case since 1940 when the process of decentral-
ization greatly accelerated. It has also been true at other times in the
past. The third great boom in California, which occurred in the
early twenties as a result of oil and motion pictures, created com-
plexities previously unknown to the churches in southern Cali-
fornia. The District Superintendent of Los Angeles in 1925, Lewis
T. Guild, entitled part of his report “A Close Up of the Process of
Losing American Cities.” More than fifty per cent of the immigrat-
ing Methodists were being lost. He found that the reasons were:
(I) the lack of suitable buildings, (2) the tremendous hetero-
geneousness of people who came from all parts of the country,
(3) the “countless bootleg religions” which drew many earnest
but undiscriminating Methodists.!* In 1947 this population influx
in the twenties into southern California was characterized as “the
largest internal migration in the history of the American people.” 12
There were never enough funds to construct adequate buildings
and to carry out well-balanced programs. The variegated character
of the population only added to the difficulty. Robert Glass

Cleland has ably summed up the religious confusion that resulted
from all this:

A highly polyglot population had transplanted its faiths from every
portion of the globe to southern California. A large element in the
population, coming from a background of strong church affiliation
and early religious training, severed their denominational connec-
tions when they started for California, but they could not so easily
rid themselves of the deep-seated craving for some form of worship
and religious expression. Like boats without moorings, they were
consequently blown about by every wind of strange or novel doctrine
that sprang up so readily in the unstable society of the new land.13

Southern California, with Los Angeles as its center, became the land
of the “Foursquare Gospel,” of Theosophy, of Spiritualism, and a
multitude of other religious sects, which for the next generation
spread out from Los Angeles in an ever-widening circle. By the
mid-thirties the Long Beach District Superintendent, Walter C.
Buckner, reported that the work on his district was being increasingly
hindered by the presence of “traveling evangelists,” “renegade radio
preachers,” and “queer religious periodicals.” 14

In 1928 Dr. Guild again entitled part of his report “Losing the
City.” In five years almost a half million people had moved into
Los Angeles. The gain of the Southern California Conference was
less than 2,000. An average of 11 per cent of non-resident and inactive
members in the Conference, and 9 per cent on the district, were
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Lewis T. Guild

“dumped into the garbage can.” While the populauorﬁ}lgalric_c;t ’LOE
per cent, the Conference had gained onl;_! 18 per cent.(1 e S:llh o
population continued to close churcl"fes.l'd During the depressio o
the thirties the difficulties were l_u:lghtened since tr_answricy Mis_
multiplied many times again. An‘nd.all these fru_stratvlonks Efward-
sionary and Church l*lxtenslion Society csﬁlleedprg}sﬂ;:j(i: It:\,as th(,:
ignificant Toup was always aware o CIns. as t
Sgi?ligdsﬁélililiged Elor the co-ordinatiop of Mﬁhog,%m agencies, an
important step which was finally accomplished in 1936. : .

Dr. Guild, who was Executive Secretary of tl}ﬂ SOCI?&EY,TT ;N_q.q
reported that the weakness of Method'lstl work 1n Lof«ﬁ HBE‘E]ELC;L
due to the fact that everything was administered under “hve d1

Conferences, also from Boston, Philadelphia, Chicago, Cincinnat

> ; arters.” 16 With such decentralization of
and other General Headquarters s e

management it is small wonder that the Metho
was ﬁi‘hting a losing battle in Los Angeles. Bishop ]sr:}lfshi E:;ffy
with the insight and wisdom i;halt was to be a mar e = ik
years of administration, was quick to see t!:lfe p}";:r Area. = calied,
shortly after he had been assigned to the Californi 3

I
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a meeting of all ministers and boards in Los Angeles. Committees
immediately went to work. In 1935 they reported to Annual Con-
ference the grave need for a permanent council of all agencies to
correlate the entire program of the Southern California Conference
and to perfect plans whereby the churches could better relate them-
selves to the many social and missionary problems of the Los Angeles
area and the rural areas.!” The following year “The Federation of
Methodist Agencies” was organized. For the first time in the history
of the Conference there was a way to correlate its whole program
and to present it effectively to the entire constituency. As unification
drew near, the council was able to report that “the Federation is
already giving to our institutions and agencies a sense of unity and
a consciousness of their relationship to the total program of the
Church.” 18

iii. The Coast and Valleys

While the Methodist Episcopal Church was growing in Los
Angeles, it was likewise extending itself across the rest of southern
California. During most of the life of the Conference the work was
carried on from San Diego in the south to Merced four hundred
miles to the north. The task was aggravated at times by the switching
of several churches in the San Joaquin Valley between the Southern
California and the California Conferences, creating a sense of
instability in some of these congregations. At other times difficulties
presented themselves in the form of distance. For many years a close
fellowship was difficult because all of the churches in the north were
in the immense Fresno District. In 1885, John B. Green, the Presid-
ing Elder, reported that this district was “250 miles in length, and of
infinite breadth,” a thickly settled area that “seemed remote from
most of the Conference.” 1 Three years later he pleaded on the
Conference floor for the bishop to take steps to make the entire San
Joaquin Valley a third Conference because of the expanse of territory
mvolved.20 Another thing that intensified the task was the feeling
among the ministers of a lack of close episcopal supervision. The
Southern California Conference sent a memorial more than five
Fimes to the General Conference requesting an episcopal residence
i Los Angeles. It was never granted until after unification.

Although San Francisco was made an episcopal residence in 1884,
until 1912 bishops traveled regularly throughout the connection.
Thereafter with the introduction of the area system the bishops
came to preside over a more limited territory, making a much closer
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ohn B. Green, charter member, Southern
California Conference, for many Yyears
Treasurer of Conference funds
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isi i situation existed within
supervision posmble. Much the same

Methodist Episcopal Church, South.
Notwithstanding these problems of
isi ; ew rapi
supervision the Conference gr : : g
ch}:lrches in the seaboard region and in tfhe va!ieys‘ ,E:ellg? e
s ex in all directions from 1L.OS geles. D
the 1880’s extended 1n a i T
n San g
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churches were begun a i o S
Beaumont. When the boo
and east of Los Angeles to IS o
les felt the financial pinch : .
the churches beyond Los Ange e
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Two districts were discon g
‘o the decade 1890-1900, however,
nearly every respect. During the deca . T
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the continuing tight financia rch : )
doubled and fifteen new churches were orgamz.ed. }Es[tﬁr ;];rls i
X : :
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rcg_;%‘l ‘;::rilod ofgtthe first World War was for the Conference one of
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successfully trying to hold the line. Then came the 1920’s, a time of
prosperity for most of the nation—except farmers. While Los
Angeles, as well as San Diego and Long Beach, was enjoying a
gigantic real estate boom, the agricultural areas found themselves in
a depression. This was reflected quickly in the churches. Charles
Lewis, the Fresno District Superintendent in 1925, reported many
cases where members were leaving, through loss of all of their land.
Those who remained had no money with which to support the
church. Debts and benevolences remained unpaid; salaries were
lowered. Courageously the churches carried on, and the ministers
worked as best they could. One pastor was told by his people that they
wanted him to return but could not promise him any definite salary.
His reply was “I will come back and take pot luck with you.” 2! By
1928 the situation was little better, and then the general depression
descended on the nation.

The Southern California Conference as a whole showed a
continual growth since the organization in 1876. Starting with a
little more than 1,200 members, by 1939 she could count more than
90,000. Only during five years of the depression, 1930-1935, did a
decrease take place. Throughout the history of the Conference many
churches were started in communities but later had to be discon-
tinued because of financial reasons or the simple factor of community
stagnation. Others which were started have continued to grow and
today are strong ones in the united Conference.

2. “ONLY AS STRONG AS THE LAITY”

Unlike the Southern Church the Methodist Episcopal Church
never admitted laymen to membership in the Annual Conference
on an equal basis with ministers. They were collaterally members
of Annual Conference through their parallel Lay Conference, but
in actuality they were never members of it. In the 1930’s in southern
California laymen often met in joint session with the clerical body,
but this still was not a full equality. Only in 1939 with unification
did they obtain this status. It is interesting to note, however, that
nearly every General Conference from 1892 onward received a
memorial from the Southern California Conference requesting equal
status for laymen in the Annual Conference. The Southern Cali-
fornia Conference voted overwhelmingly for an Amendment in 1919
which would have allowed them this equality had it passed. The
fact that Southern Methodist laymen were more integrally involved
In the organizational structure meant that the Methodist Episcopal
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Church, South, had a much better lay organization than did the
Methodist Episcopal Church at unification with a somewhat broader
knowledge of the total structure and outreach of the Church.**

By no means, though, did this indicate that the laymen of the
Southern California Conference Were inactive or unaware of the

roblems of the region. The Lay Flectoral Conference, which before
1900 met once every four years to elect delegates to General Con-
1 conditions. Benevolences and steward-
and social issues were faced,
with the

ference, was cognizant of loca
ship were constantly their concern,
though concrete action was often lacking, as it had been
ministers. The Layman’s Association was organized in 1899, and
thereafter the interest of laymen increased rapidly. Replacing the
former Lay Electoral Conference, this new group met each year
during the Annual Conference and for a considerably longer time
than had the former Conference. The men thus had more of an
opportunity to understand the total task of the Church.

It would be difficult to single out any one Jayman as having been
the most outstanding. Many served in different capacities and did
their jobs well. The culmination of the Los Angeles work in the
City Missionary Society was largely the result of the interest and
time of devoted men through those formative years. When the
General Conference of 1908 united various local groups into Meth-
odist Brotherhoods, the Southern California Conference began an
extensive cultivation of men. The benevolence program of the total
Church became an important item to the Brotherhoods. The con-
sistently high attainments of the present Conference can in large part
be traced to this interest and concern for others on the part of
southern California laymen in years past. In 1928, for example, when
the Conference was becoming concerned about its own work in
Los Angeles and other Conference areas, the Los Angeles District
led the total Methodist Episcopal Church in the nation in per capita
giving to World Service.?? In times of depression the men stood by
their churches with much devotion. In the agricultural depression of
the twenties one layman “living in what was intended for a hay
shed, with an open door for a window, paid $200 for the erection of
a church in his town, and waited longer for his house.” *!

3. THE LAYWOMEN AT WORK

ind of spirit characterized the women’s work in the
outhern Church, which had combined its
s before unification, the Methodist Epis-

The same k
Conference. Unlike the S
two women’s groups year
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YouTH ProcrAMS AND CONFERENCE ASSEMBLIES

i. Evolution of the Youth Program

fel::zcten ttII:s S:.:}lltheén Church, so in the Southern California Con-
o ,ln.‘oar’l.m yFe: ?rts to reach the youth centered in the Sunday
e E_,e;d]. Karly ltf(‘.()l‘ds‘ reveal a continuing emphasis on the
2o Of ‘a}li?;::‘s neecled to thsll‘uct children and youth. With the
- ganization of the Epworth League by the Methodi
piscopal Church in 1889 the total youth prografn took on z:gd:‘;
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importance. The Southern California Conference immediately

began to encourage it in the local churches, and a Conference com-

mittee on Epworth League functioned effectively until unification.

Many approaches were used in attempts to reach the youth. Probably

the most novel were the Boys' Brigade and the Epworth Guards.

These boys marched with rifles when they went to meetings or on
projects. The declared purpose was not to literalize the sword of the
spirit but rather “to draw the boys into the church building . . . and
... to lead them through the drill and practice of soldiering to the
Prince of Peace.” 2" This method was apparently not too effective
and was replaced by such things as public installations of officers in
the church services and the holding of District Conventions and
summer Institutes. The institute program evolved out of the Long
Beach Assembly and quickly increased in popularity with its well-
balanced activities of recreation and explorations into the Christian
faith. The oldest Methodist camp and institute ground owned by the
present Conference is at Arroyo Grande, California. This is Camp
Arroyo Grande which was deeded to the Southern California Con-
ference in 1897 by Mr. and Mrs. J. F. Beckett.?s By 1920 a minimum
of three institutes was being held every summer in the Conference,
and special emphasis was beginning to be placed on specific training
for youth leaders.

An important step was taken in 1923 when A. Ray Moore was
appointed Conference Epworth ILeague Field and Life Work
Secretary. He served until 1925, In 1924 when the Conference
Board of Education was thoroughly reorganized, the whole youth
progam became correlated. Overlapping of various groups was there-
after gradually eliminated and well-balanced programs became more
the rule than the exception. All agencies, including the Epworth
League, Church Schools, Wesley Foundation, Pacific Palisades, Uni-
versity of Southern California, and Boy Scouts were represented on
the Board of Education. They retained their autonomy as each
worked with the others in the total pattern of Christian education.

Another important step was taken in 1929 with the appointment,

of Royal H. Reisner as the first full-time Conference Director of
Epworth League and Young People’'s Work. He remained in this
position for three years and laid a good foundation. James McGiffin
assumed the leadership in 1932 and continued as director until
1945. Under “Jim,” as he was affectionately known by the countless
young people whom he touched, the youth program of the Southern
California Conference expanded rapidly. He developed an efficient
organization and trained leaders on the Conference and local church
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and fostering a vital Christi peri e ontnt il
ering : al Christian experience 30 T} Sali.
s Rl ] . 1e Southern Cali-
i ! ce could be proud that he i '
_ C G r resident bishop h:
the founder of this lmportant movement. sl as

1. Long Beach Ministerial Resort Association

-ro Tal&yf ministers felt that the Conference should own a camp-
iamunt or sl.ummer assemblies and family vacations within a Chrils
atmosphere. Accordingly, i : ist 1 Sy gy
lan b gly, mm 1883 the Methodist R
Clation was formed. That same vyear s
: 1€ year the Long Beach I ¢
- o ) g beach Land and Water
ost generously gave the or i
B ooy most gen 1€ group one entire block of land
g ‘een Third and Fourth St ,
. : : reets and betw

g c > . etween Locust and
i mr;nI A.vemfcs. Here a chapel and pavilion were constructed
pletion in 1886, the chapel became the first home of tht;
. . dist : €en organized in

Flilhzm]cé;;ai been meeting in various homes and buildiigs
o mniléglé Clonferen(:e gave the Association official recogni
; the group, under t} -

. s g > un 1€ new name of th
Edeach Ministerial. Resort Association, became a part of thee Izon%
thucatwna] program of the Conference.3t With this promin 5
¢ scope of the organization broadened considerably W’orkslence
. 10ps
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for instructing teachers and a Bible Training School became annual
events. Likewise youth institutes originated here on an experimental
basis and proved their value to the church. The grounds of the
Association periodically became the meeting place for Chautauquas.
There is little doubt that the Long Beach Ministerial Resort Associa-
tion served a vital function in the early years of the Conference by
providing fellowship and Jeadership training.

iii. Huntington Beach

By 1906 the city of Long Beach had outgrown the possibility ol
continuing as the seat of a camp meeting. The Conference thus
began to look for a much less populated area. They found it at
Huntington Beach. A Jand company and some private citizens gave
the Conference a site valued at $60,000 as well as an additional $5,000
for a building.#* Subsequently they improved the streets and sup-
plied more money for buildings. The assembly grounds became
known as ‘‘Arbamar,” “the grove by the sea.” The former tradition
of camp meetings and institutes was strengthened by the presence
of outstanding speakers such as Francis ]. McConnell, Edwin Holt
Hughes, and evangelist Dr. Henry Ostrom. “Arbamar’ became very
popular, and many non-Methodist groups began to us¢ it. The

Southern and Northern Methodist youth often united for joint
assemblies and short period institutes.

iv. Pacific Palisades

Within eight years of moving to Huntington Beach there was a
growing feeling that the grounds would eventually prove to be too
small for the expanding prograim. In 1914 a committee was appointed
to make a search for a more adequate site. They were very deliberate
in their task. By 1920 they reported that a great assembly area
modeled after that at Ocean Grove, New Jersey, was needed. In May
of the following year 1,100 acres in the Santa Monica area Wwerc
purchased for $660 an acre. The Pacific Palisades Association was
assets realized from the sale of the Huntington
aken over by the new group. Certain space
was set aside for institutional purposes and the remainder Wwas
subdivided and sold. In the middle of 1924 a foreshadowing of
disaster appeared. A decline in the demand for property left much
of it unsold, yet costs and carrying charges continued. Hopes that

the sales would pay for the property set aside for institutional
purposes thus were smoth

ered. To make matters worse the Associa-
tion had to purchase additional surrounding property to safeguard
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resid : Sir i
0‘5 (;111(:65 tmc;n undesirable business. The indebtedness soared to

rer three and one-half milli i

on dollars. With the comi

¥ Mt . he coming of the de-

pression in 1929 matters grew 1 i
929 matt  more grave, and th '
pre: ) ke : X ere was the constant
; ag:er ”ﬂ;'lflt Pacific Palisades may be eaten up by carryin
‘haroes. 85 ~ e 11 : I
qug :ell_ Belf,ause adverse publicity created by irate I)ondholderi
ek g 1trllg 01. Eroll)ert]y all the more difficult, it became impossible
; 1e debt. In 1934 foreclo
9: “losure to the bondholders was
corded, and this venture c: i of tite A
; ire came to an end by official acti :

Qegptn : ’ al action e An-

nual Conference the following year. ‘ i

r i g
H. UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

.D}'awm;g inspiration from their founder John Wesley, Methodist
ministers have nearly always been concer : Shitis
: ays oncerned that a Christian hig
! = : at a G 1an higher
Educ‘dtlgn be a.\allabie to their people. In this long tradition (g"lli
- 4 = 5 :
t.ormd Methodists were no exception. In 1851 the California Con
"eﬁﬁm%d‘lartc?ed ‘Ci-lllf()l‘l'liél Wesleyan College,” later (‘hangeci to
£ 1; .r;‘lw:e'rsllty (I)é'_the Pacific” and eventually to “The College of
acific.” In 70 the Conferenc S old
. ] e took over the ten :
' ; ” r -year-old
Napa Coll‘egmte Institute” which had been strugeling
private auspices.” 34 e
ab]]\lf;;l}ogl-;ts m. southern Cf’ilifornia also manifested this unquench-
Mael m"z:}l(;r higher education. As early as 1871 two laymen Robért
clay Widney and Abel Stearns, wer ,
. arns, were ready to erect a buildi
and begin an endowment [ i i iy
g _ vment for a university, 1 1 - Mr
Bl onian cnony y, but the death of Mr.
3 e endeavor. Four years l:
s . : ter John T i it
Presiding Elder Di é ! o O
s 5 of the Los Angeles District of if
: ¢ ¢ istrict of the Californi
ference, bought s h the: ot
e, ght some land with the intenti 3 i i
‘ : 1on of starting a university
\ 2 [e Sll. -
ﬁpon lu§ death in the following June this plan wasgab'mdoncd 25
4 ;iz:il(;}-hileh(n S‘hI'lleCY, pastor of the Fort Street (First) Methodist
scopal Church in Los Angeles, bec: i i
Episcop! hur s, became interested in h @
institution. Enlisting the help ¢ ini A
‘ J § of several ministers and
| e g help sters and laymen, Mr
a school in December, 1875, i | ‘
‘ ‘ ] : 5, in the vacated brick
church adjacent to tl P
ace 1e new church building. T
Hammond, a tourist i Kool e
; ourist in the area and erad ‘
‘ aduate of Gene Col
e d g >enesee College
t(he SpriL;({S}:angl‘;el;‘uw ,{ was enlisted as temporary teacher untgil
; . S. Frambes took over the leadership.
Qi ‘1rng v oend) he leadership.?¢ When the
ialifornia Conference met for tl i i
e 0 fa tionn or the first time in September
; nbers declared themsel 1cl i ;
the : ves officia 7
establishing a school of high g 1 R
e 1igh grade in Los Angeles to be known as
- s Angeles A(:adem.y. This was to be a continuation of tl
eing operated by O. S. Frambes.?” For the next three ye .
i ars
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the Conference zealously promoted the Academy while a committee
sought to obtain Jands that might become the basis of an endow-
ment fund for an institution of higher learning. Robert Maclay
Widney and the Rev. A. M. Hough were active workers on the
project. In July, 1879, three years of searching came to al end. After
receiving and appraising various offers of land, Mr. Hough secured
an offer in July from Southwest Los Angeles (then known as West
Los Angeles) . This proposal then was accepted by the trustees of
the Conference. Messrs. O. W. Childs, John G. Downey, and Isaias
W. Hellman, Protestant, Catholic, and Jew, gave three hundred and
eight lots in West Los Angeles for the establishment of a university.?®

This institution was to be known as the “University of Southern
California” and was “‘to be under the control and management of
the Methodist Episcopal Conference of Southern California, or such
other Conference as it may be changed into.” Further, “a majority
of said Trustees shall be members of the Methodist Episcopal
Church.” 3 The University was (o be controlled by a Board of
Directors elected annually by the Southern California Conference in
whatever manner the Conference might choose to adopt.t? The
endowment was placed under the control and management of a
separate Board of Trustees.#t Until 1893 each catalogue issued by
the University made it absolutely clear that the University was
“firmly secured to the Methodist Episcopal Church.” By action of
the Trustees of the Los Angeles Academy the school founded in
1875 by Mr. Hickey was closed in June, 1880, and all assets were
transferred to the University.*?

The University of Southern California opened with fifty-three
students on October 6, 1880. Marion McKinley Bovard, beloved
minister of the Southern California Conference, assumed office as
the first President. Streets surrounding the University were named
after the donors of the property as well as bishops and other
prominent figures of the Methodist Episcopal Church. These street
names were carried for many years.#® The following spring the
University Methodist Church was organized to minister especially
to the University faculty and students.

Progress was slow as the University tried to assert itself. Much
credit for its continuance must always be given to President Bovard
and his brother, Freeman D. Bovard. Both worked sacrificially, often
without any remuneration except expenses, asking only for the high
privilege of educating men and women. Other influential Methodists
slowly began to realize the potentialities of the University to the
life of southern California. In June, 1885, Mrs. Sarah Tansey gave
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:;i;eﬁﬂ;fg lsa:pcteto bendo‘fm z; Chair of Christian Ethics at the Univer-
. mber of that year an announc
Annual Conference which wa Sk Al
, vas to have far-reachi
life of southern California Methodism. Sk pee
“n;l"heh Cal}ifomm Christian Advocate in 1873 had commented that
church can grow and prosper and accomplish i issi
) rO! mplish its mission i
;a\rlr}g the people, w}wse ministry is uneducated.” 45 Mam1 Eaﬁ]
ao:;;;l‘ns had ]_orllg ‘;;eah?:ed that this was true and hoped that sofnehow
inary might be established. One of these wx i
; 5 vas a state legislat
i{grilstor C]]harles Maclay. He had come to California in the ezf"ly d;)yrs
B ?:S;Z:énim as a missionary of the Methodist Episcopal Church
or a time among the pioneers and the irito
: : g n went int
business. After helping to establish the University of the Paciﬁcmhg
came to southern California in 1875 and purchased exten,sive
F}fppfrtles. In September, 1885, the Annual Conference heard that
Coﬁe ayn;at;l had made a magnificent gift of $150,000 to endow a
E° adg(;eitoiort1 fol(;lgy toc]lje known as the Maclay College of Theology.*®
1 o this endowment Maclay presented b i :
site of ten acres in San Fernand S R
> of ﬁ o and agreed to erect a suitabl
Elilg?;r:i ge{pgrously he donated additional land as a reserve fund tcf):
eficits or unusual necessities in the runni
i ing expenses. I
?I;Jggzttbll)% fé F "}%1\7. C. Farnsworth was elected the ﬁgrst Dpean ang
er bth that year the first term at Maclay b ,
were held in whatever s i 'L St e
pace was available, including the Dean’
and the San Fernando Methodi b, Sl e
1 ist Church, since the main buildi
and boarding hall were still under construction. b‘“ldlp

The new building i
g at Maclay was formally dedicated i
1888. Senator Maclay made the presentatioh: i

Bishop Bowman, I now

shop Bo , T present to the Methodist Episcop:

;Bési]s;illgzina" f}l;ee from debt, hoping that I may liveplonoéj gilcg;lrig
rith earnest students who s i ] ;

preach Jesus Christ and Him Cru‘ciﬁzcﬁ’?u it ks

iz?:;éisn.ng\zila%r;fri‘s{?:\t{g:lOf S}fnaﬁog lzl/laclay, was installed as Dean
: 2 g 1, who had died. Robert Maclay, b X
Oiléﬁz?gr;;a 11;14&824, graduatted from Dickinson Co]]egg inmigfll\%n
g i 18 g tl}e following year he went in the first group 01%
o fromrnf;sggnanles ever to go to China. Here in Foochow he
e missih‘ to 872 _and becarpe practically the founder of the
e ons in Chma.‘ He did extensive work in New Testa-
" : n into local Fhales:t._ From 1872 until 1888 he was i
ge of the new Methodist mission which just opened in Ja;ai:

67



