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REVIEW, &c

nore ostensible merits of the controversy, in the ease of Bishop Andrew, have

lieity, through the medium of the Press, which seems

»
O
Ol pu

nuteness of preliminary st

 of any great extent or

airly and without d intage, in an attempt to underst:

L | |

RAL It reg 5 the parties in controversy, or the Church
at It 1 es, involved inthe controversy, pro and
con, e, in the Protest of the Minority and Reply of

ts and reasonings, or rather assumptions and copelusions

be considered, as furnishing (he proper issue botween the parties,

{ the true text of the discussion, upon whi

h we enter. And as the subject of sepa-

ration, as it reeardsthe North and South of the ] Chureh, turns main-

ry Dot as connected the case of Bishop Andrew, but

and more generai Z'-.h;.

1n its bro

case ol XSNOD Andrew,

r, intended to conceal the

a-legal proceedings in his

. In the

v, on the part of the Nort
laws of the Chureh, and the case of

to bring

s connection with

wehit to be an ofs

: an offt

2, and labored long and hard t0 aecom-

plish it. It was an extra-legal rement, 10 ac urpose unknown to the law,
and an act, therefore, the mar i ieh was as unlawful as the matter. It was scen

nd hence o

uence, an invasion of constitutional

the Bishop,

111 1
Wess could be sustamned nonll

and felt, that no stat

resort to exg

right. In the case of }':;-:;=n;r Andrew, we have a l_i:l:h.".{ll sentence, 1n the ~'-|:':5H_'- of o

r!l"r]:ir.’.‘- ry i'ni:[llr':lt. based not upol ipon opiplon ||'.‘f'1'~1"i|3:1;'_' law—the**sens

of the Genera] Conference, nsto what law o t to be—as to whaot must become lnw;

before the North will cease to agitate the subject of slavery, and add to existing en-

rity of the General

1 with him.accord

e rights | peace of the Sonth. The autl

eroachments, upon

iire into the conduct of El:r]mp Andrew, and d

r

Conference to er

to law and rule, no one questions ; it was the undoabted right of the Conferepce. But




when & lawful authority, proceeds to unlawful demands or action, and by means equally

to law and usage, the claim of suthority, by the trespass upon ri

ocedure becomes null and void; anc 1s we conceive to have becn the case

p Andrew arrn

hop Andrew. Not on

veination of the absolutisin of the General Conference, the law itselfl

d, and apart from iis arbitrament, the judgme

rule of action and standard of right. Wi

058 4n exnm

ts, which compelled

t, a simple statement of the reasons a

pusition and take the stand they did, w

h, in order t

to assume Lhe regard to a separation of the

general or federal jurisdiction of the Ch

1@ more serious evil of

n and disunion, thronghoat the whole (

ulter di \We n ay I[|:\.‘.n_' conce }‘.'u-u} of

the case too strongly, an s right or wrongy in onr convictions, 1t seems proper

that our condact and t otives by which we were actuated, sl
their trne hieht.  Asdistinguished northern
ives, ns the North South i

on, we ouaht ce

o be
reciprocated among the sub-divisions of the North
Elliott, in the Repl)

LO L

5 not inte

was not judicial 1n any

and others, soy this is all a mistake—an utter n

Chureh dnd the world, that it waes a {1

il action. A-third party make it a niere executive *‘regu

vritten I re the light of these contradictions lad been shed upon the South, assumes,

that to chs

us there is the Tmplication of jurisdiction, law, respons

e with delinguency and institute enquiry, is a judick s, Inasmuch

eards the procedure ns extra-judicial, because the whole invoicve of

ywi to existing law—designed 1o regulate the whole

The Pr presented withit | conviction, that o semblane
Lo the constit law, an wnlawiol use | been made bot
W was not lated by either. The General Con

| 1 ¥
P B e Mt S '
oHicial aodress, 10 allusion to'thne su

to 'be innocent, until proved guilty, before some ef wetent tril

it law? The only

Bishop Andrew fuu) Cand in wie {

possibly be invoked any semblance of justice, was known lo protect him, and yet
pariy opinion trivmphs over law and justice, like the irresolule Pilate, they-first
declare him Inno 1 t their own decision, 1

ceed 1O scourmg

ind the conduct of Bishop Andrew, we can

find norade (uate cause for the aection in his case. Woe believe the real cause

her back. Why was law declined, and opinion, and Northern a

and dates far

ninst Bishop

popular feeli ew! ‘Havinr n law on sla

red it lawful,

the non=prohil

faet, that express provision ol lnw

1
ISCiprine

that where circumstances remos

o casedrom within the pruvince of

principle, no indivi

drew’s case, that whiel
What the law declines I
We wouald not arraign motive, ar

4] ns olience.

1ses with, is madethe sum of duty.

ersion roused into actis

into sentiment, and o
while the actors are unconscious of the real char




isequent events have been

t the time, and sul

ession, that | to the South was the

nt it was intended Lo teach us thata No

could not con

" the Churel. The majority

y wrong, for they not only allow, but ex

r ege of Pres
I 1hao .= ' ¥
i (8L LUy LG
o o
law, and hen c er, 1 Northern prejudice, on the sobject
, must be the standard g&jude , and constitute the tenure, by *h Bishops

church, are !

e. It was the conviction of the South,

rnl Conferer

anti-slavery party of the late

with the conservative principles upon which they had for-
L i lich they eonld act

ves, as a body, without princip

w

cessary that they should new ones. It 15 not

ormul eoalition between the Abolition and anti-slavery

| B P " '

But at tiine, a
mingling of parties for sh given ses, in which the par-
ties were deeply if *Y and movements of the ( 14

party, w clior ing the early part of

' - e 1 T e
i hill Lt Ll L, QL WilIC i j
ed as it i

ew was concerned.

in aim and action. Both

or man, gnd was re-
Each was

1alion

rht boldness of

airly, excej

sir truth, and in vindi-

neclion

mises of this unhappy co

cation of the course and policy ol the =outh, 1n the

lI the principal topics in controversy between the North

pal Chureh, no particular analysis, either of the Pro-

ly, is deemed necessary, except as we proceed in order, toa review of the

whole ground occupied by both,

tion, is the compromise cl

The first general topie claiming atter

al Chure

1 ; its assumpti

law of sl

ey in the Methodidist Episc

their Protest, and its denial by the North, in their Rejoinder. To
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on, it may be well to stete here, and once for all, that the term compromise is used in

tion, in connection with legislation, to

the Protest, in its most ordinary popular acc
zulties, in the shape of a legal arrangement

denote 2 mutual agreement to :'1‘.’_1'!-“{ di

—some general rule or law, opon the grounds of mutual concession and forbearance, by

r as the authorized representatives of the more primar

the parties l|_l_l_f'[‘.~|.'l[-[[I;. acti

parties, immediately interested. 1 ore proceeding, however, I must ask to be in-

dulred, while I offer some preliminary views and stetements, with reference to the g
™|
M

eral subject, and my connection with it, without which I cannot be properly underst

either by my friends or enemies. Involved in this controversy somewhat prominently,

by the force of eircumstances, rather thanany voluntary age of my own, [ am anx-

jousita place it in the power of both my friends and

» me fairly, and

At the first

mies, to jud

to invoke or deprecale with rerard

bevond this, I have notl to-aithar,

r the division of the old Pioneer Western Confer-

gpszion of the Ohio Conference

ime, that extraordinary man, Bishop Asbury, wi

ence, I saw and heard, for the fir

in an elaborate address to the Conference

1812, and

ﬂlf_" Ihl,-!l recent session of the

spoke ous interests of the

v 8st, ,\i' ¥

Chure

nnd added, that at one time he and his

odists were one—every where the same peo

ierable col

Vol

rue, Dr. Coke, had greatly feared, that in this country, sla

South, and the opposition to it in the North, would divide the Ci .
! 1y ; that the

d, had passed aw

congratulated the Conference, thal the e
North and South, in the General and Annual Conferences, had, by mutual concession and
forbearance, settled down upon common ground, and had agreed to be governed by Jaw

—the Discipline of the Church, in all they said or did on this dangerous and exciting

set. ¥ Do this,” said he, in tones of commanding but affectionate authorily, * and

vou will save the master and slave, the bond and the free, the North and the South.

and rend

The impression I received from listening to this address, was strer

n, to which I listened, durine the sume Co

tained, in opposition to Bishop Asbury, tha

in every si lers, should be banished from the Church ; and the

. 1
1pe; ana

great and good Samue] Parker advocated the necessity of a compromise pourse, and de-
fended the views of Bishop in his address. Apart [rom my distinet lec-

ial record at the time

tion of these facts, I ke

te this stutement, as substantially correct.

that interested me, and

Before this [ had vaguely regurded slavery, in all its possible forms, as o foul blot unon

of Parker,

and the argume

1et impression—led me

first rational enlarpe

vy in relation to the iscopal Chureh, 1 had everentertained,

to the close of life

Three years after, at the fourth session

IJ[" t:'l“ Ohio l."!':".".'l'l:‘ ey -':'\_i op .".‘-:ILIJ'_\.' J'-['L_'."ll'El lim :l"llt']"i! sermon

of Dr. Coke, and in enl eal and extensive usefulness of the

Doetlor, as an ** Americ pishop,” he alluded to the manner in which the

Duoetor's usefulness had been “*eurtailed in the South,"” in his own phrase, b
zeal and movements in reference to slavery.  We ' said the

could kill the monster at once, but the laws and ¢ acainst us, and we

compromise the matter, or lose the South. cannot pretend to give entire the precise

p, but such was the substance—the

piein 1mport o

that he said:

languags of the Bish

and connected as it was, with what [ had heard

ore, I could not forget it,



trous veneration. 1

ly as my admiration of the man, amounted to almost idol

struck with the Bishop's "“'J'lrl as I had that year been

was perhaps the

had neces engaged

preacher in , where the sub

ireuit in Virginia

1r, who know that the recollection of s cidents

my attention.

wonld be likely with me, from the fact, that at this Conference, but for

the stern interposition of iIJ:-J-.-‘-;n Asbury, my '.|i1it||;|i-rl=u|1 carcer as o Methodist travel-

» terminated. Crushed by what I regar

crutiny of the Conference, I had addressed a letter

», throngh my friend Rev. David Young, upon the reading

Asbury said : ** Give that poor boy to me, I'll take him and be respor
Asbury thus became my friend and protector, ata time when I great]
and preserved, what vthers

both ; and let no one be surprised that I treasured up

ently eircumstanced, mny have forpotten. After travelin g llr"rr] fonr years in the Ohio
snee, I was, in the antumn of 1816, teansferred to the i(unf-n(*u! onferer of

h I was a member until 1821. During this whole period, a fierce controversy was

srence, on the subject of slavery and abolition, the Abolitionists

jority. The course and practice of the majority, went to settle the

e holder, whatever might be the law of the State, in the case, or

: in other respects, should be received into the traveling connexion, and no

ntil he had first @ f

I

, traveling or local, admitted t { emancipa-

I[.r.‘-';u-:

colrse was inconsistent

ted his slaves. The minority contenc with, and

in ot

in violation of, the rights long secured ates where emancipation

was impractienble. The struggle was

1t the Tennessee Conference in

WFoe, Trolés
i

n of the Protest in Confer-

, and the subject of slavery al; and as the interference of the

1“ the subiject, had ex distrust and jealousy in the public

night be heard by some of the most i

and at his request, I int
B. Hays, Esq., w

intense interest, and de

into the Con

address of Bi

‘erence, that according to the address, the law of the Church was not, as the

's of the State,

e glanced briefly, but clearly a

18 to show that

't of slavery, and took great pai
from within its own limits,

re of society, it did not, in

any i where law and the eonvention-

al understanding a iterests of society pursuant to them, rendered emancipation im-

practicable. He reviewed, in a summary way, the various and often conflicting resula-

tions Of the Church respecting slavery, from the early days of Asbury and Coke, down
to that period, and showed that the apparent inconsisteney, on the part of the Chureh,

was owing to alternate party ascendency, as it regarded the North and the South. His

whole address went to show, and he repeatedly affirmed it, that the question was one

that could only be managed by concession of parties, and that the ex g laws of t

Church, were the result of such mutval concessgion, and that at the General Conference

Mi it to record, against the declared will of
and took oceasion to address the Conference ot grent length, on the course

,
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iect alone, in (General Conference, and

of 1308, they had solemnly agreed 10 iet the s

allow the annual Conferences to rezulate the matter within their own limits. He stated

he had hoped that this act of compromise, with others, and the final action in 1816,

e, but he saw it would not, and declared

would save the Church from any Serivus troub

his purpose to propose to the next General Confer ,, to deprive the annual Confer-

35 of the power given them in 1808, and to establish one uniform law to govern the

whole Church. Accordingly, heand Bishop George, privately advised the minority of
the Tennessee Conference, to memorialize the (General Conference to that effect.  Bishop

Conference, approving the views of Bishop McKendree, and assur-

of the

George addres

ing us, he should concur with him in reporting the nnauthorized proceeding

» to repeal the law of 1808,

by the

Tennessee Conference, and in asking the General Conf

The Memorial of the minc the repeal of this

Bishops, together witl

;, led to a discussion in the General Confer-

1l conflict between the

ence of 1820, which re

ct, the venerab

1 minority of

majority

10 views of

stained t

'|'.J“ B ruce

the Bi

, by request, as a

gven more minute and exact

witness in the ipal
. 2

than Bishop MeKendree, in showing that the whole legislation of the Church had been

in the spirit and fi
Met)

voeated by the never-to-be-forgotten 1 > Cooke, who was pr

rm of compromise, and that if' this compromi

sdisin must die in the South. The same view of 2 sub

on for his opinions and testimony.
Barnabas MeHenry, of whom [ once heard Bis

gssur, as senior Bishop of the Methodist

ed to choose his s

e, and assumed and

member of the T

enry wonld be the man, «
H j ld be tl

the Northern

arrued not or promise ‘of law

is or some k

‘hureh, but the absolute neces:

and S 1 . -t 103 ¥ £ a)
and southern portions of i

vent division and roin. sedito s

y unyieldingly mai

er to add, tl

It is pro

i the minority of the Conlerence, who was

the only m

slavi

y. The minority numbered about twenty members of the Co

opptessed and trodden down in the : referred to, they natur:

age, wisdom and experience in the Church, for counsel and direction, and espee

nl charncter

ascertain the r

Inw of slavery, and more particularly

10ns and conventional under

the opir zh it had originated; and being one

as one of 1

of the minor equently called upon to

s organs, [ was necessarily

led Lo o somewhat extended, if not acquaintance, with the whole sobject and

controversy. I was in the habit, for years, of consulting, whenever I eould

cess 10 th the venerable men who had grown up with Americ

e well acquainted, not n with the facts, but with the reasons of

who were ther 3

lerislation on this subject. From them I learned, what I balieve to be the true history of

vy, which found its
tules” of Metl

the general rule on sk

y into that summary code of morals,

ydism, without the sanction of a General Con-

known as the ** Gen

ference, being introduced by Bishop Asbury and his couneil, in 1788 or 9, and first

ed as a response of the Church to the pro-

published in the latter year, and was int

vision in the Constitution of the United States, then just ndopted, for the abolition of
i

the slave trade; the council deeming it proper, that what the Constitution looked for-

L -



,and
'_.'lf-‘;l
=216,
ared
nier-
1 the
i? ‘:F

snop

iern

dred

DrD-
nrt

1 GF
for-

9

ld be at once fixed upon as

nl Chureh, and hence the prohibit

ward to prospectively, sl yeremptorily binding upon a1l mem.

bers t —¢ buying of men,
Wo (usually stolen and plundered from Africa, and bre to

purpose) with the intention to enslave ( " The langunge of
Col in their notes on the Discipline, sustains this view of the subject.

1 /

ey style it, “‘a small addition, which the circumstances of the

Speaking of this rule

allodinge to the recent prospective

of the slave

states required,” evident]

trade in the Constitution o he United States.

No part of this recital,

ich I introduce with oreal reluctance, but could not ¢

without subjecting my motives and conduct to misconstroction, is intended in any degree

to. reflect upon the character or piety of the majority of the Tennessee Conferen

The most of the men who took partin that controversy, are now in their g

s far-as 1 know, no cause of '§L:'Lr'i"'] exists between any of the survivors, I w

as MceKendree, reorge, Bruce, and Cooke; had fre

add in this connec

interviews in council, with the minorily, my recollections may have confound
some 1 it they sinted on these occasions, with their statements before the
That 1 quote t

tion with the subjeet, during the hotly contested struggle in the Ten-
ser of the committee which drafled the Protest, and

drafied the memorial to the General Coanference, just allu-

ir opinions correctly, I anm entirely confident, Beside

nessee Cunference, I was a men

ulso of theet

and he vas the more necessary I should aequaint myself 1l the sour-

ded to

ces, and avail mysel

[ should be the more likely to recollect

And accordi

v, I have in my possessio

o the contest and sul tly, bearing upon it, tog

ous letters received durin

nts with the

mapers and documents, enablinge m these state

re substantially c entitled 1o the confidence of all con-

r Timbibed my first and early notions of' the compromise character
rch on slavery. I am not at all careful or tenacious about words

fuction of the candid and well

ar to the satis

.fll" and taugnt too by the

masters in ourcommon Israel, that tion of the Church, on the subject

1

of slavery, but especially from 1 ited in mutual coneession and com-

promise, between men represen irch, North and South, and therefore, that

med 1 he Mi-

the Church is, ipse

3 General C ples and the positions o h, it i

"l am in error, I have become involved in it
1 interest, by which a man of common
part of the thirty three years to which
assure me, if [ am in error, I have been

tnisled by such men as Bishops Asbury, MeKendree—and George, Philip Bruce, Robert

Cloud, Barnabans _'\_|!'||1_:!||'_\'. Vulentine Cooke, l.op y Cole, John Littlejohn, William

Burke, Samuel Parker, William Allgood, John MceGee, Thomas L. Douelass, and many

others, equally entitled to credit, with whom I have been in intimate intercourse, and
whose opinions gave character to my own. That these men regarded the law of the
Church on slavery, as something very different froma “simple decree” of the General

Conference, and as the result of vexed and ;rTUH'."ClL’I] L!L:]ihil“ril‘_'il'}l]. at different times,

terminating finally, in a compromise of conflicting opinions, in the shape of a rule or
laiv, is a matter about which I can never doubt, because in every instance I bad the in-

=)

= s

—
e

{
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formation directly from themselves, and conld not have misunderstood them. By the
part I took in advocacy of the conservative grounds of the Discipline, in relation to
very, from 1816 to 1821, mixed up, oceasionally, with other incidental matters, my

position became extremely unpleasant, and at two di it times, Bishop McKendree

g]
sl

proposed to relieve me, by making me his travelling companion in his annual tour of
the continent. This [ declined ; but in 1821, requested him to transfer me to some

other Canference, proposing to go wherever he chose to send me, and he accordingly

transferred me to the Baltimore Conference, and stationed me in Pittsburg, assigning

ransfer. During the whole

the state of things [ have detailed, as the reasun of my

period of the General Conference of 1824, T was confined by extreme illness, in Wash-
ington City, and toward the close of the session, Bishop McKendree visited me, and in
[ had been involved

a long interview with him, he glanced at the difficolties in wh

in the Tennessee Conference, adverted to the slavery question, expressed his conviction
thut the subject, ns further compromised in 1816, and left upon the common ground of

ive power over the

that arrangement, by depriving the annual Conferences of all ]

this, he stnted,

of

subject in 1820, would secure the peace of the Church. In proof
that the subject had produced very little excitement at the General Conference then in

session, and he trusted the question was conclusively settled. I have added this last

firm all my

I

item, because it is by several years of later date, and tended strongl

previous views of the opinions entertained by Bishop McKendree, on this subject.
have also heard Bishop McKendree state, and have had the statement
at the General Conference of 1808, or perhaps 1812, a measure was brou

on the suhject of slavery, and would probably have carried, had he not declared to the

Conference, that in the event of its adoption, he could noé atlempt lo ad

South; w 1so, and within

ien it was abandoned. Itisa well known fac

érnment in the

itnesses, that at the General Confe e of 1796, when a

le all persons from the Church in any way connected with

lavery, MecKendree, Tolleson, and others, resisted it with the most unyiel

From Lthe South

und that the act would exclide Melhodt

ter before me, a ver hat Conference, and

Vo goes witl

the subj . **the motion was ably debated on both sides, ¢

apreeing that slavery is a great evil. The ground taken by Wm. McKendree and James
Tolleson, the strongest opposers ol the motion, was that by passing it, we should shut

e holder

up our access, not only to the sl but also to the slave, so that we could do

them no goad, soul or body, for tim ernity. Hereare two e (it was urged by

MecKendree and friends,) and weought, (by way of compromise,) to choose the least,

The motion was lost. = But more of

this in other places. I hove introduced at some

length, and at the hazard, perhaps, of iring the charge of egotism, my own personal

connection with this controversy, not as argument, but to show how, as a Methodist

Preacher, every unconnected with slavery, I was led to imbibe the doctrines and

opinions of the Protest on this subject, and I think it must be perceived by every one,

that my present position is a very mnatu if not necessary consequence of what has

gone before. I repeat, however, that (0 place it in the power of others to do me justice,

is the only thing, so far as I am personally concerned, about which I am at all solj

tous, and in‘order to this, I have, perhaps, already said enoveh, and it may be, more
thin was necessary. > Caes

It has always been understood in the South, that in all the conflicts in the Church,
respecting slavery, there has been a sufficient number in the General Conferences, ad-
bering to Northern policy, to carry any measure they chose, but that in a great many

o

"



o0le

lin
ved
100

of

tl
e

11

rained by nppeal and remonstrance, from the

at least, they have been res
South, and have compounded and ecompromised, as assumed in the Protest, and as we
r

shall proceed further to prove. Before proceeding further, however, it may be pr

to state, what the g ense of the reader conld hardly fail to suggest, that in speaking

of the North and South in this controversy, it is intended not to speak of all persons—

the entire people North or South—but only so far as the North and South have sp
, North or Scuth,

1 acted in the premises. so far as anv portion of the peop
1 acted in the | Insof v portion of the peoj

§
B

may be unrepresented by the avowal and action to which we allude, they a

ded in these desienations ; and where it is n to include them, the

slain. It is necessaryto add, too, that T shall use the

sufficientlv ¢

the plain, obviotis and ge e, in which I have always understood snd

the guestion u_f‘  ;

i an d ¢ -,‘:"-"'.\?.r.".\'.'l'

wrch. All persans so acting, I regard as Abolitionists, and shall

re=-

hem. On the o
al or regulation of slavery, in strict and respeetful accordance with law, as above,

ther hand, the principles and actions of those who seek

rded and spoken of as conservalive in character and tendency, and

shall do so in this discussion.

intion—more stictly historical evidenca

sh to addi

In an appre

tder need not be

of the Chy

has yet to be written. We

not

out

scattered here and there throu

] L f the reneral

nand void, and a brie S1b=

i, to o preat extent, without fi

iples may be condensed, ns was a
]

k
ne

ipted in

Facts and prin

it, 18 j[ilil\::‘. i

|

Protest ;. but proof is challe hed, or the South be found at fanlt,

in the eontroversy. Our appeal is to the truth of iry and the evidence of facty, and

ing array of opposing proofs, before

both must be met and set a

our ¢ 1SN .'H.'ti lli.‘;i}!ll'."'f__',;l![_' l‘l"l?l-'il']\'. may IN!

aspects of

thont i1

subjeet, wi
ted. Had it

1
ef com

en practicable to discuss the

fecting the force of the ar:

it would have

v and fairly

1

erable, not ¢ in the the cost of no little labor and rese:

W . | he - e - a7 wl
on. We found, however, that an exten

of popular general

1 tion of them

wns indispensable, and no very obvious

we have been able to te to the sub-

:t 15 a peculiar and intractable | an appeal 1o discor-
red unayoidable, for the pl reason that bot little
can | ywn of of the true philosophy of legislation in any

the practical reasons and circumstances, in

ave been compelled to adopt, and the

1 . 1
1t some adequate Knowladoe of

cnse, w

ythe course we

impossibility of any very brief or condensed view of the subjeet,

1e Method-

pe=-

have always been taught, that the compromise character of the law of
{

Lory of its lems n on the

ist Episcopal Church, was clearly inferable from the hi

yusible for any one, not under the influence of

nys seemed to me imj

subject: It has a

strang prepossession, to Jook at the ever recurring change of position, purposeand poli-

d abolition—its various, and

cy on the part of the Church, respectin

conflicting rules and regolations, at d
cation of such raoles—the constant attempt to meer the exi

rent times—its frequent suspen

ney of eircumst

ances

o

4
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—its nnwillingness to hszard the issue of carrying out its severer acts of legislation—

eainst slave hold-

IS

the Chureh

i refusal, for sixty vears, to close the doo;

ers, and vet irresolutely attempting all the

ship afterward, when it was pe 0d

f 1 3111}
] punishment, combi

memt

mps Lo

irht operate to secure submission.

with other causes, m

vealwaystho

rthat the Ch

it i ject in these o

ssible to look at t
i

na 1 " . v
ation, has felt a resort to co

in all its

ty and suceess, in connection with the N
action of the late General

than ever of the same opinion, and consider the d

nee, and even the 1\ festo of the

of of the assumpti

ther true, as distine

not, if we choose to ndmit what

hiave felt the necessity, t

how does it h

, We have no compromise us
lerislation and its ju

cede? Can men

rse, and meet uj

preferred evil, without act

m has it been shown? The

t and felt

and con, those who tho

edy, as it regards the evil of sl

pied, and that the general interests

rreed to meet and act in

1
ariit,

emergont gircnmstances

the law it

rate parts, at differe

tions of the parties, must

r law of t

that the exi

lation on slovery, by consent of |

v pnd consequences

account, and whatey ermay nave oecen 11s 1or

ielded in so

tion of thas

and re d in others,

rules, the legislation in faet, was a compr d
the Protest vi g from the common POrase

tood. Sho

corre

ion be applied. It is confidently

3

in support of the I

rotest, will satisfy

e foond in

odism of the last half cent 1LY, cin

lation, thefirst act of legrislation on the st

lay preachiers, in 1750, is botl

in langunge and temper, o compromise.

emancipation o condition of
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od,

tne

1o

ave holders, =z

¢s them ta free their slaves. If they did
ohis—the interests and feelings of the 8

L tosociely,

}
ates of 0O hers what we would not they u
do to us, the p, inhiuman and unnator s most
iy fulness of e 1
he laws of God, man, nature, society, . 1
-

ipts of pure rel

S TUlers, wno S gros

bandonment of ‘essary, either to

> persons and the ice are both placed }

{l

i

i
A

with the new org

n to tl 10] rules \ \Wesloy, LIe 11
! h. Still, fearfuol of consequences, the law is suspended befi
lished, sl I rs | vear for reflection, and in Yirgi
the Church w I T g and s 1 have two vears more, ext |
ipromise 15 Seen, $ix

Confere Th ho 1 S no

done, and and sul is }
allowed to sleep, und confessedly, ise of the great evil don South | 5

i n. In 1796 we have a new cod sot of but ahvious 5

mise racter with former ones, as expla 1 by e of oui I 3
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station, npon security given

5 are stil] admitted to ministerial orde

that they will emancipate in future. The laws nf the State, and the circumstances of

re to be consult

indiy to by -|.1-.=-;j|1jr::_f elders and preachers

And, as 1f doubtful

he security requir

idree and ot

the remonstrances of Mclie Sy

matter further, by authorizing the yearly

reo 1r the admission

owed to huld slaves

slave holders to official stations in the C

themselves. Preachers and g » are called upon

'S, 10 re

for a term of ¥

meri

for inform ns on the sut

xt Conference, that

ect, fo be sen

on and op tup tothen

1d conflictingr and versa-

the preachers, instead of fect knowlec

Such nre some of the

ile opinions an
difficulties and d f the Protest. In

1800 there is still

further modific

e preacher is nllow-

ed to hold slax

the State in »

conflict with the ei

ct more di

re wiii

1es, it i1s found necessary to inter

al

tion of the States in which slavery exists. The Annual Conferences are instructed 1o

e the Southern Le | emancipation'

MEmOoT i islatures, and urge them to pass

laws. Commiltees were to be appointed, too, to aid the traveli

preachers in ‘%1

blessed work.” An application of this kind, to the Legisla

in 1800, to the celebrated law of that State, prohibiting emanc n in any form, ex-

cept by Legislative enactment. The application was deemed ol ive and d
and the Chureh, in this way, has prevented the eman

Georgia, ns well as other Southern Stutes, by prov

ed irely impracticable, \ this business of [.ecislatures, and re-
monstrating s woing on in 1800, it was s
I 1l up the South, a

ed accord as offered for the indiscretion. in the she

of apologies

and exp

I, especially after a S 1 Jury had,

n of the laws of the 8 ¢

upon p

] one

of the Bishops of the Church, Dr. Coke, on account of the active p

the movement now referred to.
In 1804, the co

L to assumea more dis

:h respecting slavery, be-
'm position and vehement re-
presentations of Southern leson, and others, that the

no lo

h, private members are allowed 1o sell

te of *‘merey and humanity,” without Church
in North Carelina, Georpgia, South Ca

censure

raling
rolina,

and Tennessee, nre smpted from the operation of even the new rule, entirely.

rules of 1796 and

Coufe

th legislation, are repealed, and the

rce rnes sn

s and recolations, the

1 . T 10
distasteiul a von it

New Testament, thot slaves should obe ¥ their mnsters an

consult their int \t the next General Conference, however, the admoni

| nothing of the

expunged, os offensive or

oks sine

gislation, or marred our statute bo e. In 1808, the compror

15e is still more fully
developed. Every thing relating to slave holding among private members is expunged

from the Discipline, and each ann

| Conference is fully awvthorized to make its own

regulations, reletive to buying and selling slaves. That this was done upon demand

ity with the laws of

and
com
whii

very

diffi

curt

I
tion
the
afte
mit
Ty 2
(an

whi

toe
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iaon-

fl:lf],

ona

n, in

iareh

ilina,
The
d the

, the

awn

nand

how far it s to prove the

n the South, will not be d

and remonstrance

5e, to

ymise of the Protest, let men of sense determ In 1812, the compro

compr

nces, 1n the

which the good men of 1730-3-4-5, were driven, by the force of circun
very face of their own rales, and despite their cherished opinions and poliey, receives

still more conclusive form, in the shape of a diréct concession 1n terms, upon the ur-

=]

en, that the laws of the States are so diverse on the

gent representation of Southern i

subject of slavery

, that no general rule can apply, and hence a renew " the grant of

ole subject as they saw pr

rizht to the annual Conferenees, to eontrol the w
| —

the North and South, thet the leg h
e required by the Church, whereit was

wus then ggre

form to that of the States, anc emancipation »n
opposed by law and public opinion. This fuir and manly adjustment of a grave Church
difficulty, I heard Bishop Asbury ex
curred, as the great bond of union between the North and the South.

in and commend, only four month

In 1816, we have the last of a series of kindred measures—the final aet of legisla-

tion, alluded to in the Protest, as completing the compromise between the North and
i ninoar Chureh here-

the South. +No slave holder, shall be eligible to any official st

after, where the laws of the Church in which he lives, admit of emancipation, and per-
1

five-

mit the liberated slave to {.'!l_!,U:l' freedom.” FErgo, “any slave holder, (so firas s

1] station in our Church, hereafter,

ry alone is concerned,) shall be eligible to any off

(and of course whether as Deacon, Elder, or Bishop,) where the laws of the State, in
' 1 sl 1 permitted

do not admit of emancipation, and t
I

South has always been satisfied with

which he

rrant of s

to enjoy freedom.” his i1s a plain

we comj
al ministry—*When

11

unless he execute, if it be practicable; a

1300, the two reg

:il!"-‘ mesns, hu’,‘ si

any traveling P

, in which ha

legal emancipation of such slaves, con ly to the laws of the 8
lives." He
tenures recogniz
his mi

law of the State, in whi

er of slaves, by any of the

I an ow

“no traveling Preacher, becor

, will be subjected to a forfeiture of

r law, in slave

terial rig

SO1L 1s equally sa

violation .tl",' the North.

of the le, as a pr
h an intention to en man shall not buy or sell man,
or child, with intention ibertv, or reduce them to a state of

are perfectly

Vil
hese rules fairly reted according to their most obvious meaning, as

satisfied.

would be in any intefligent

by the General Coi

Court of E« e prot The construction, however, placed

upon th inlly, by the last General Conference, virtually repeals

them, and it is lification we protest. Believing as we have shown, and

lation of the Chuorch on slavery, e inlly since 1800,

shall further shq
originated in concession and compromise, call it by what nnme you will, the South have

always relied on it as a solemn compact, based npon the good feith of the

gard the violation of it, by the late General Conference, as inconsistent

the obligations of a grave public engsgement,

:
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to tnke

he sub-

union
Or par-

Onces-

whole

binding upon all mem.

ward to prospectively, sl

e at once fixed uvpon as peremptoril

bers of the Metl opal Chureh, and hence the prohibition—** buying of men,

(usually stolen and plundered from Africa, and brought to

for the purpose) with the intention to enslave them.” The language of

women, or children,

this & Y
LI1IS count

Coke and Asbury, in their notes on the Discipline, sustains this view of the subject.

r etyle it, **a small addition, which the cfrcumstances of the

Speaking of this rale, tl

States required,’ evidently alluding 1o the recent prospective prohibition of the slave

l
trade 1n th
No part of this recital, which I introduce with great reluctance, but could not omit

titution of the United States.

without subjecting my motives and conduct to misconstruction, is intended in any degree

to reflect upon the cheracter or piety of the majority of the Tennessee Conference.
Thie most of the men who took part in that controversy, are now in their graves, and
so for us I know, no eause of quarrel exists between any of thesurvivors. I will only
add in this eonnection, that as McKendree, George, Bruce, and Cooke, had frequent
interviews in council, with the minority, my recollections may have confounded, in

some nstances, what they stated on 'these occasions, with their statements before the

Conference. That I quote their opinions correctly, I am entirely confident. Beside
my general connection with the subjeet, during the hotly contested struoggle in the Ten-

nessee Cunference, I was a member of the committee which drafted the Protest, and

nlso of thecommittee which drafied the memorial to the General Conference, just allu-

ded to, and hence it was the more necessary I sl acquaint myself

e sour-

ces, and avail myself of all means of information in my power, v e same time,

the info

I should be the more likely to recollect and pres

T
i

And accordingly, I have in my possession copies of the Protest and Memorial, numer-

ous letters received during the contest and subsequently, bearing upon it, together with

other papers and documents, enabling me to make these statements with the perfect

knowledge that they are substantially correct, and entitled to the confidence of all con-
cerned. In this wey I imbibed my first and early notions of the compromise character
t at all careful or tenacious about words

of the law of the Church on slavery. Iam
or phrases. My object is to make it appear to the satisfuction of the candid and well
informed, that for the last thirty years, I have been taught, and taught too by the ablest
-]

masters in ourcommon Israel, that the whole legislation of the Church, on the subject
of slavery, but especially from 1800 to 1816, originated in mutual coneession and com-
promise, between men representing the Church, North and Souvth, and th re, that

faclo, n compromise, as assumed 1n the Protest of the Mi-

the law of the Church is, ipso

> late GGen 1 Ci

: h, it is
to defend. If I am in error, I have become involved in it

nority ‘ence, the principles and tlie positions of w!

the obj

t of this publ

ieh & man of common

most unintentionally, and wi iny personal interest, by wh

sense could have been influenced, during any part of the thirly three yearsito which

ny convictions assure me, if I am in error, I have been

these statements refer, and all
misled by such men as Bishops Asbury, McKendree—and George, Philip Bruce, Robert
Cloud, Barnabas McHenry, Valentine Cooke, Leroy Cole, John Littlejohn, William
Burke, Samuel Parker, William Allgood, John McGee, Thomas L. Doupglass, and many
others, equally entitled to credit, with whom I have been in intimate intercourse, and
whose opinions gave character to my own. That these men regarded the law of the
Church on slavery, as something very different froma *‘simple decree” of the General
Conference, and as the result of vexed and protracted deliberation, at different times,
terminating finally, in a compromise of conflicting opinions, in the shape of & rule or
law, is & matter abont which I can never doubt, because in every instance I had the in-

0]
e

V
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formation directly from themselves, and conld not have misunderstood them. By the
Dj to

line, in

e

part I took in advocacy of the conserva
slavery, from 1816 to 13821, mi:

od up, o

position becnme extremely unpleasant, and at two different times I
anion in his annual tour of

sed to relieve me, by making me his travelling cor

the continent. This I declined ; but in 1821, reques

er me 10 some

1 him to

ing to go wherever he chose to send me, ar

id he accordingly

other Conference, propo
i rr. 0s8sig

nore Conference, and stationed me in Fit

1ng

transferred ine to the |

the state of things [ have detailed, as the reasun of my transfer. During the whole

petiod of the General Conference of 1824, I was confined by extreme illness, in Wash-

ington City, and toward the close of the session, Bishop McKendree visited me, and in

a lang interview with him, he it th ties in which I had been involved
in the Teanessee Conference, adverted to the slavery question, expressed his conviction

that the subject, as further compromised in 1816, and left upon the common ground of

‘onferences of all le

the annual IVe pOwWer over the

that arraneer

P ! TSl
oy depriving

ch. In proof of this, he stated,

3 peace of

subject in 1820, would secure

at Lthe General Coenler 2 then in

that the sub had produced very little excitemen

session, and he trusted the qu

ion was conclasively settled. I have

-t
o
&
i
=
=
—
o
-
wh
-
1=

item, because it is by severn

previous views of the opinions entertained by Bishop McKendree, on t
have also heard Bishop McKendree state, and have had the statement from

wis bhroo

at the General Conference of 1808, or perhaps 1812, . met

on the subject of slavery, and would probably have carried, had he not de

!llil_l;‘-!!lrll‘ he could not aliemy L to admiinisler the gov-

Conference, that in the event of

’

ernment own fact, also, and within

in the South ; when it was abandoned, Itisa well k

erence of 1796, when a

ollect witnesses, that at the General Conf

ving

n was made to exclude all persons from the Church in any way connected with

Tolleson, and others, re

slavery, McKendree

ted it with the most unyielding deter-
Well

e, a venerable member of that Conference, and who goes with the North on

1}

ation, on the o Ina let-

ot would e

ter bafor

the su

:ct in controversy, says, *‘the motion was ably debated on both si

Kendree and J

agreeing that slaver eat evil. The ground taken by Wm.
Tolleson, the strongest opposers ol the motion, was that by passing it, we shonld shut

up our aceess, not only to the slave holder, but also to the slave, so that we could do

» good, soul or body, for time or eternity. Here are two evils, (it was urged by

them

mpromise,) to ehoose the le

ndree and [riends,) and we ol y (by way of

in othec ',-!

he motion was lost.” But more of aces. I have introduced at some

h, and at the hazard, perhaps, of incurring the charge of egotism, tny own personal

1 with this controversy, not as argument, but to show how, as a Meth

T
IS5k

connel
Preacher, every way unconnected with slavery, I was led to imbibe the doetrines and

opinions of the Protest on this s

[ think it mu

st be perceived by every one,

that my present position is a very natural, if not necessary co at has

gone before. I repeat, however, that to place it in the power of others to do me justice,
1

sonally coneerned, about which T am at all solici-

is the only thing, so faras [ am p

tous, aud in order to this, T have, perbaps, already said enough, and it may be, more
than was necessary. j

It has always been understood in the South, that in all the conflicts in the Church,
respecting slavery, there has been o sufficient number in the General Conferences, ad-
hering to Northern policy, t0 carry any measure they chose, but that in a great many
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instances nt least, they huve Leen restrained by appeal und remonstrance, from the

S pounded and compromised, as assumed in the Protest, and as we

h, and hax

shall proceed further to prove. Before proceeding further, however, it may be proper

to state, what the good sense of the reader could hardly fail to sugeest, 1:..'11 in spenking

of the N

the entire people North or South—but only so far as the North and South have sp

¥, it is intended not to speak of all persons—

1 and South in this cont

Len

ot uné acfed in the premises. In so far as any portic the people, North or South,

:nted by the avowal and action to which we allude, they are not i

itions ; and where it is meant to include them, the connection will
It is necessary to add, too, that I shall use the term ab m, in
ays nnderstood and ity to

se, In which T have alw
he guestion of slavery, conlrary to ihe inten-

ecclestastical—Lthat is, the law of the

rting, I regard as Abolitionists, and s

"1] perso

On the other hand, the principles and actions of those who seek the re-
3 ordance with law, as above

in strict and respeectful nce

Nation of sl

an of as conservalive in character and tendency, :mz]

'~:1::!’. do so in this discussion.
In an approa i evidence

not be

‘\‘}v{ 3

1e controversy 1 question,

manls——tenlated matarial
nenis—Isoiated maeteriais

re and there through
ant, without forn

Facts and condensed, as was attempted in the

-nished, or the South be found at fauit,

Protest; but proof is challenged, «

e controversy. Oura f history and the evidence of fucts, and

2 CUONLroyel

before

both must be met and set aside by a more convineing array of opposing p

ticism and di

Lraoing

nuse 1S discredited. Any amount of may be

uspects of the subject, without in an:
ited. Had it been practi

ited compass, it would have been gre:

ht to bear upon partic

able to |]|"l

the force of the :

] research. |

"no little labor

1, however, that an extends

ion of them

and no 'l"r'. ohviou
te 1o the sub-
1] to- discor-
in reason that bat little

than we }E’L\'f' In'"""f".; :II le to devi

and intractable one,
sive methods of exan

1y of legislation in any

can be

case, without s ons and eircumstances, in

which it had its birth  and henee the course we have been compelled to adopt, and the

impossibility very brief or condensed view of tl

: have always been taught, that the compromise character of the law of the Method-

Church, was clearly inferable from the history of its legislation on the

It has ays seemed to me impossible for any one, not nnder the i e of
[ yssession, to look at the o ine el of position, purpose
cy on L'u* part of ( , respecting slavery and eholition—its varinus, and often

r rules .nul regrulations, at
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1e of carrying out its severer acts of legislation—

—its unwillingness to hazard the i

its uniform refusal, for sixty years, to close the door of the Church against slave hold-

ers, and yet irresolutely atten

he time, to make emancipation o condition of

ip afterward, when it was pe the terror of punishment, combined

with other causes, might operate to secure submis

member
ion. I repeat, I have always thought

2t in these as)

o that the Chureh,

it impossible to look at the subje :ts, without pe

| = ielntinn n< praliprap e . - LA s 4 T won<n bile te T
in all its legislation, has felt a resort to concession and compromise, indispensable to uni-

y and success, in conuection with the North and the Sout

ion, and consider the debates and action of

I
al proof of the assumption,
and Elli¢

ther true, as disti

than ever of the same o]

Conference, and even the Manifesto of the Majority, in reply to the Protest,

by Drs. Durbin, Peck,

Iy vears—if it be fur-

to the Nort

ott, that the N

1y &

not, if we choose to a t—yet as both parties

it they assume, to the same exte

have felt the necessity, and acted npon the pr

t ol such

:a810n, 1N

how does it happen, we ve no compromise as the conce

legislation that followed?! legislation and its judicial construeti being the enl

in which the s could concede? Can men or

intercourse, and m

legislative or judi t upon common

either party, except as a preferred evil, witl
If this be p

and con, those who thought and felt differently, on the bes

it acting upon the ground of

ssible, by whom has it been shown! The parties, by

edy,as it regnrds the ¢

| of sl very, took inlo view the ndverse oro

pied, and that the general inter

they agreed to meet an

imants.

show, that 1n

1o th

emer
the
facts and int

in separate parts, at

of to the most ¢

tions of the parties, must fur ernment,

that the existing law of the Chu rinated in no other way. The legi

)
tes 1nto the

1 on slavery, by consent of and conseque

party yielded in some

account, und whatever may have

and refused to yield in others, and | Ily met in the adoption of the same general

It is admitted that the lansuage of

n in fi

the Protest varies from the common phraseol " the Church on the subject, and we

were led to use it. because, in our judgment, the erisis which gave it

ild be more clearly defined, and under-

necessury

derstood. Should it tu

1 out that we have wronged the truth of history, let the proper

I

in support of the Protest, will

er, that we submit,

ed, howe

correction be applied

r and unprejudiced, that no no

principle, assumption or speculation, unknown to our fathers and the American Meth-

odism of the last half century, can be found init. The very fir

lation, the first act of legislation on the sul of slavery, 1 rence of

lay preachers, in 1750, is bolh in langunge and temper, a compromise. Great as the
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evil is charged to be, it concedes that even traveling preachers were slave holders, and

ely requires a promise of emancipation ; and with regard to all other slave holders in

not in-

reh,y the Cor ice simply advises them to free their s

compromise, in view of the civil rights—the interests feelings of the South—

y receive slave holders at all, either ag members, or as local or traveling preachers?

f He

ce of what is declared to be crime, by

en, man, andna-

{ses, and

rely exaet pr

hem at all?  Ifinthe loose, ¢

do to us, that is a criminal and ungodly practice; inhuman and unnatural wit

t
ed, what must be thought of the piely and wsefulness of preachers and

eSSy aur

tion of the laws of God, man, natur

red viole

people, thus living inopenand decln

and cor

cience, as well as'the precepts of pure religion and social justice® What must

5 denounce prac

and Church rulers, who'th esasg
e no actual abandonment of the evil is necessary, either to

gl rj.-il-"

h, and yet ct

iquitous and immor:

) or ministerial off ice are both placed

h members

with it, as if it was
irpation might

zht necessary to baptize the evil, in order that

be brought to bear the more effectua And vet,

when, three y ', the subjeer next comes up,

it is deemed best to try them ano

the result will not be different, and

nnl, ns 1t turned aut) be nece

at war with the mi

ent? And especially v

least degree of moral upr

involved in it,

burch, and even the ministry,
2! Without i

f our fathers? In

reinin, holdine sla

another

Joes this

» years after the fi

of the same

is equally decided asto the mor-

onstitute a new term of mem-

bership, d came in with the new organ-

1zation of

law is suspended before it is

¥ \‘.';':r-,'-‘

published, and s Tection, and in Yirg

the
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n grant ol

sdom.” Thisis a pl

to enjoy fr
T

the Sunth. It is the open infraction—the gross

he Sonth has always been satisf
iolation of

not submit. Take now
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Waest In-

i3, “Tlu'_'-' were

when in connection

thodist Soc e formed
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f conviction and fe

.

concernt

ymen |i

mise’!

Befor of co omise, we have other important views to t
on the subjec e ma int nural of very in the United States
.« BESE] 1 CIv i ] i )
(rom the latter, the former cannot be justly conceived of. Every w y Bible

in hundreds of instan

1 it is brought to view directly or




! reguls nce should treat it as such.

and involves ori-

ates, siavery
i
s. These relat

» the Governr

t n, as co

o in part to the States co

I lons in question, as

ed of the contracting parties. The

rotection of the fed-

are, by constitu

National represe:

their wishes and remonst
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lly for & bonus consideration—

e slavery: buot this wasorigine

contract, without which the South would not have confedernted at all. Did the
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