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1T0O0 THE PUBLIC.

A serious study of the question which stands at the head of the tolloy.
ing Argument was undertaken, ncarly a year since, at the carnest reques
of a highly esteeined friend, who has for years been ably advocating e
cause of truth and justice in his weekly journal, The same subject, shonly
after, was assigned me by the ministerial Association to which I belonz:
dighe entire article has been, at different times, submitted to their hearing

zﬂ = . . ‘
antl critical remarks. The Argument is now published under an impies

sion that something of the kind is needed ; and witl the hope that the views
here presented may lead to such further consideration of the great question
discussed, as shall terminate in such action as truth, righteousness, and the
honor of religion shall demand—especially of those Ecclesiastical Bodis
which have justly condemned slaveholding as a great sin against both G
and man, but have never yet withdrawn fellowship either from the corre.
sponding bodies which give countenance to it, or from such ministers ani
church members as are known to be directly engaged in it
THE AUTHOR.

Braiprorp, V1., March 1, 1848,




A SCRIPTURAL ARGUMENT

IN FAVOR OF

WITHDRAWING FELLOWSHIP FROM ALL SLAVEHOLDING
CHURCHES AND ECCLESIASTICAL BODIES.

HAVE WE SCRIPTURAL WARRANT FOR WIPHHOLDING FELLOW-
sHip ¥RoM CHURCHES, OR OTHER KEccLestasTican Bobigs,
ON ACCOUNT OF THEIR TOLERATION OF SLAVEHOLDING BY
THEIR MEMBERS OR CONSTITUENTS ? '

Wue~ I say have we any such warrant, I mean, we ministers,
churches, and other ccclesiastical bodies, who believe slavehold-
ing to be wrong, and wish to govern our conduct towards those
who are in any way implicated in it, by the principles of the
gospel. The question now propescd has, for years, painfully oc-
cupied the thoughts of many of the professed followers of Christ,
and, beyond doubt, must, before long, be solemnly decided by
all ecelesiastical bodies opposed to slavery, It is a great ques-
tion, touching the most sacred interests not only of millions
now living, but of their posterity in coming ages-—a question in-
volving deeply the honor of God, and the prosperity of his
kingdom ; o suestion which ought to be considered most seri-
ously and candidly ; with prayer, and in the fear of God, that
it may be scttled in accordance with the unchanging principles
of cternal truth and reetitude. Such an investigation and set-
tlement of the matter every unprejudiced Christian must sin-
cerely desire.  We need such light on the subject that the whole
Christian community who are opposed to slaveholding may act
with upanimity ; rightly and firmly. If what 1 may suggest

-

should - lead others to do the subject better justice, I shall be

gratified, I wish to be identified only with the cause of truth
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homsoever advoeated.

- Dspeak of slaveholding as commonly practiced ; as constituted
1aud supported by the laws of the slave States of our Union;
1 and not of special or supposed cases, where the spivit of slave-
=1
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holding i wanting, and the thing has only a nominal existence.
The general system 13 uot to be understood or judged of hy
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and righteousness ; and to rejoice always jn its prosperity, by
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such exceptions; but must be viewed as 1t really is, and 1
treated according to its ordinary character. Thus considered,
slaveholding is by many believed to be directly contrary to the
gospel ; so flagrantly contrary to its spirit and fundamental prin.
ciples, as cxhibited by Christ and his apostles, that thosc who,
with the gospel in their hands, believe the ggractice to be right,
and attcmpt to (iiust:ify themseclves in it by divine authority, are
criminally blind, and before God deeply guilty, though in dif-
ferent degrees.

The question in regard to withholding fellowskip from
churches and other ecclesiastical bodies which praetise or tole
rate such slavcholding, is not whether we ought to declare all
such to be in our opinion wholly destitute of the spirit of Christ,
and fit to be ranked only with the ungodly ; but is this, whether
such slaveholders and the churches or other ccelesiastical hodies
tolerating them, have not taken such ground and placed them-
selves in such an attitude, that we ought, out of regard to the
honor of the gospel and the religion which we profess, to with-
draw fellowship from them ? Does not their connexion with
slaveholding constitute a sufficient ground for withholding from
them those tokens of approbation and fellowship which are com-
mon among Christians who harmonize with each other ? Shall
we reccive slaveholding ministers into our pulpits, or slave-
holding individuals into our churches, or honor letters of recon-
mendation from churches tolerating slavery, or give our mem-
bers letters of recommendation to unite with them? Or, more
especially, shall our public ecclesiastical bodies receive delegates
from like bodies tolerating slavery, and send delegates to them
in return, with a view to keep up a brotherly intercourse with
them ; while our delegatcs are not permitted to remonstrate
with them against this erying evil? Shall we do these things
as herctofore? or, after due attempts to remonstrate, wholly
withdraw from those who persist in these practices, and treat
them essentially as we do other professed ministers and churches
among whom there may be more or less pious people, but with
 whom, on account of their errors and unchristian practices, we
can have no public fellowship ? My own mind has been -
sistibly led to a conclusion, which seems to me both rational and
scriptural, by the following considerations :

I. Opiuions or practices flagrantly contrary to the gospel, anid
pertinaciously maintained, constitute a suficient cause, accord-
ing to the scriptures, for withholding Christian fellowship from
those who maintain them, and from the Churches or other cc-
cleaiastical bodies which tolerate them.
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This has been the general understanding in the Chureh from
the beginming of the Christian dispensution. Let the matter be
fairly considered, and we must be convinced that such has been
and still 1s the general rule.  Tigren in the days of the apostles,
great errors and sins appeared in the Church, and subjected
both those who were immediately guilty of them, and those who
tolerated them, to the censure of the faithful. Paul, in his
Second Epistle to the Thessalonians (iii. 6), says, “ Now we

command you, brethren, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ,

that ye withdraw yourselves from every brother that walketh dis-
orderly and not after the tradition which he received from us.”
Again, in the same chapter, he says, ‘“ We hear that there

are some which walk among you disorderly, working not at all,
bt are busy bodies. Now them that are such we command
and exhort, by our Lord Jesus Christ, that with quictness they
work and eat their own bread. And if any man cbey not our
word by this epistle, note that man, aud have no company with
bim, that he may be ashamed.” In his First Epistle to the Co-
rinthiang, he says, * I have written unto you not to keep com-
pany if any man tnat is called a brother be a formicator, or

- covetous, or an idolator, or a railer, or a drunkard, or an extor-
- tioner ; with such an one, no not to eat.” They were not
- ailowed to give the least seeming countenance to any of these
- tnholy practices ; but must withdraw, wholly, from those who
persisted in them. Writing to Titus, he says, ¢ A man that is
an heretic, after the first and second adwmonition, reject ; know-

g that he that is such is subverted and sinneth ; being con-

demned of himself.” In the Apocalypse our Lord highly com-

mends the church in Ephesus beeause they hated the deeds of
the Nicholaitanes, o licentious sect, whose deeds he also hated ;
and reproves the church in Pergamos becaunse they tolerated
them that held the doctrine of Balaam, who taught Balak to cast
v stumbline-block before the children of Isracl, to eat things
sacrificed unto idols. and to commit fornmication. Their faith
and practice in this matter were so contrary to the gospel and
dishonorable to religion, that the church were bound to exclude
them, or withdraw from them. From these and similar serip-
tures it is obvious that every Christian chureh is bound to
withliold fellowship from all other professed Christians, whether
tmong themselves or organized into other churches, who hold
opmions, or allow themselves in practices, flagrantly contrary to
the doctrine of Christ and the laws of his kingdom. |
That such has been the understanding of Christian people of
tearly all denominations, in all ages, cannot be denied. Al the
Protestant churches have acted on this principle in coming out
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from the Church of Rome, and refusing to have fellowshiy
wita her, on account of the dogmas held by that Church respec-
ing the supremacy and infallibility of the Pope; the celibacy of
the cleray ; their power to forg'&;c sins and to pray souls out of
purgatory ; the worship of saints and i1mages; transubstantia.
tion ; withholding the Scriptures from_ the common people ; in
ghort, their utter corruption of the Christian faith . and their
cruel, persccuting spirit and practices.  Even different sections
of the Protestant Church have deemed it their duty to withhold
fellowship from others. Episcopalians maintain that their
ministers only among Protestants, have been duly ordained;
and that other professed ministers are so but in name, and have
no authority from Christ to preach his gospel, or administer its
ordinances ; that other churches have not been duly constituted,
and ought not to be recognised as standing on equal ground with
themselves. The Baptists, many of them, rejeet the Episco-
palians, and all other ministers and churches who do not prac-
tice, exclusively, what they consider the only true mode of hap-
tism. The Reformed Preshyterians withhold fellowship both
from Episcopalians and Baptists, and other scets generally, he-
causc they are accustomed to use hymms of mere human compo-
sition instead of the old Scoteh version of the Psalms ; support
civil governments which are neither founded nor adminstered on
Christian principles ; and in various other points have deviated,
in their view, from the path of rectitude. The great body of
the churches called evangelical, or orthodox, refuse to hold fel-
lowship with Unitavians and Universalists, becanse the former
deny the supreme divinity of Christ and various other doctrines
held to be fundamental; and the latter maintain that all will
finally be gathered into the kingdom of God, however they live
or dic. Various sccts, in different ages, have been rejeeted by
all the rest of the Christian world, on account of their heresies
and immoral practices. Now, though some of the causes of
separation above enumerated are, doubtless, insufhicient, yet the
fact is obvious, that the great body of professed Christians have
always believed that there may be sufficient and urgent causes
for withholding fellowship from hoth individuals and churches,
claiming, as strongly as themselves, to be the followers of Christ.

Are there not eauses of disunion which must be admitted by
Christian people gencrally, to be valid and imperious ?  Pro-
testant churches universally believe that the reformers aud their
adherents did right to come out from the Church of Rome,
account of its incurable and intolerable corruptions ; and that
as these corruptions still exist, the scparation ought still to be
maintained. Should any church or denomination maintain that
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the Seriptures were not given by inspiration, and constitute no
safe rule for human faith and practice ; or that the command-
ments of the dcealogue are no longer binding ; or that Christ
never lald down his life as an atoning sacrifice ; or that there
will never be any resurrection of the dead, or future state of
retribution ; would not such great and dangerous errors be con-
sidered by Christian people, generally, sufficient cause for with-
drawing fel®wship from their holders, however amiable or wor-
thy they might in other respects appear ?  Orsuppose a church
should hold a creed, in the main correct, but shouid habitually
desecrate the Sabbath by making it a day of smusement and
pleasurc ; or should generally allow themseclves to indulge in
the Intemperate use of intoxicating liuors ; or to practice poly-
aamy ; or should they engage generally and openly in the for-
cign slave trade ; or, in short, do, habitually, anything clse mani-
festly centrary to the gospel, and dishonorable to the Christian
name, and suited to bring seandal on religion ;-—would not such
practices, any one of them, be "generally considered sufficient
cause for withholding fellowship from the doers of such things ?
Otaer churches might deem it their duty to expostulate, butif that
proved unavailing, they would feel constrained by the laws of
Christ, and a regard to his honor, not to company, as the apostle
speaks, with such ; no not even to cat, at the sacramental table,
with them. There are surely bounds beyond which Christian
fellowship cannot, coasistently with the gospel, he extended.
This all must allow. And these bounds are, as I have stated,
crors and practices notoriously contrary to the gospel, and
suited to bring Christianity, in the eyes of the world, into dis-
grace.  Have we not proceeded over firm ground thus far ?
I procced to show,

II. That slaveholding is manifestly contrary to the gospel;
and, when practiced, vindicated, or tolerated by professed Chris-
tians, most injurious to the honor aud prosperity of the Christian
rz:?ligien.

| speak, as T said in the beginning, of ordinary slaveholding ;
of such slaveholding as the law makers of the slave States have
by their enactments, ordained and sanctioned. There is in fact
no other in our country. Wherever slavery exists in the
church, it is there not by ccclesiastieal, but civil sutherity.
The State ereates and protects the institution ; while the church
ouly adopts and uses it, and in that way sanctions it.

Now it is well known that the laws regard slaves not as men,
but things ; as mere goods and chattels, to all intents, construc-
tlony, and purposes whatever ; entirely in the hands and subject
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to the wills of the masters to whom they belong.  The body, the
mind, the time, the earnings of the slave, from the moment of his
birth to that of his death, are entircly subject to the dictation und
dispesal of the master. The slave Jas ubsolutely nothing which
he can, by law, hold as his own. Lven his wife and childien
may, at any time, be taken from him, and gold, either privately
or at public auction. The female slave has, ia respect to chas-
tity, no legal protection. Her master, however lidinoys or
unprincipled, may use or dispose of her as he pleases. ¥ The
children she bears and fondly cherishes are in no higher sense
hers, than her offspring would be were she not o human heing
Nor is it, in law, of any consequence who is their father.  They
mast follow the condition of their mother. They belong to her
master, who holds them as articles of property, in the same sense
and way as he does the increase of his flocks and herds ; and he
caleulates to make gain, either by working or selling them, as
may best suit his advantage. As it regards ecrimes and penal-
ties, the laws are altogether more strict and sanguinary in refer-
ence to the colored than they are towards the white population,
Many of the same crimes which would subject a white man only
to a brief imprisonment, doom the colored man to the punish-
ment of death. And while the laws are thus uncqually and un-
justly severe, no slave, however veracious,is allowed to appear in
any court of justice to testify against a white man, however atro-
cious may have heen his conduct. This eruel system goes farther,
and lays its deadly grasp on the very souls of its victims. It sub-
jects all the religious privileges of the slave to the absolute will of
the master, whether he be protestant, papist, or infidel. It doe
more ; it prohibits the master from teaching his slave to read, to
read even the Word of God, and thus cuts off the unfortunate
creature from one of the greatest privileges which God has ever
bestowed on man. It aims to keep the mind in abject 1ignorance
and degradation ; lest the enslaved should grow dissatisfied, and
claim the inalicnable rights of humanity. In several of the
States not only slaves, but all colored people, however good riay
be their character, are prohibited, under heavy penalties, from
the privilege of being taught to read and write. And to thes:
laws professed Chrisiians generally succumb, even while en-
gaged in sending the gospel to remote heathen nations! These
laws, scvere and oppressive as they are, are thought, even by
the church, to be required by the necessity of the casc; and we
hear not of their making any applications to government for
their repeal. Indeed, church members have all along, without
doubt, constituted an influential part of the legislatures which
have made and supported these laws. In the church, what 13
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called marriage, among slaves, is & mere matter of poliey and
convenience ; and is not understood to be sanctioned by any
law, human or divine. The master may separate the wife from
the hushand, or the husband from the wife, and require them to
form new connexions, at his pleasure. In the church, the pious
slave who sits at the saume tabie of the Lord with his master, is
still held as the property of that master ; and liable to be sold
by him, or to be scized for his debts, and to be disposed of at
auction, like any other merchantable commodity. Humane
masters may soften the hardships of slavery, and render the
yoke less intolerable than it generally is; but the nature of the
institution, and its cssential injustice, remain, c¢ven in their
hands, the same——men ave despoiled of their most sacred rights,
both as men and as Christians, and still doomed to wear out
their lives in eruel hondage; and to leave their posterity to the
same woful inheritance. And this not for any crimes allegec
against them, any wrongs done to sccicty by them, or anticipated
from them, were they sct free ; but merely because those who
have power superior to theivs, have, with a view to their own in-
terests, ordained that it should be so. And the church, by tak-
ing slavery into her bosom, adopts and baptizes it, and unites
with the State in giving it protection and support. '

Now, is it rizht—is it consistent with the spirit of the gospel,
with that genuine benevolence which our Savier requires, and

which constitutes the very essenee of his religion, for his proe

fessed followers, for his churches, to pursue such 2 course as
this, and to treat any vortion of their fellow men in this manner 2
“hrist has commanded, ¢ Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thy-
seif.”  And he has shown that every human being towards whom
we have opportunity to manifest this benevolence, is to be ac-
counted by us as our neighbor. The law is universal, requiring
us to love all, even as ourselves ; and to do good to all men as
we have opportunity. No circumstances pertaining to country
or language, or complexion, or condition in life, can absolve us
from the duty of obedience to this law. Let our neigabor be
poor and despised and down-trodden, and in the view of the
world fit only for slavery, yet we are required to love him even
as ourselves 3 and to treat him with all the kindness which we
cculd rcasonably desire to be extended unto us, in the same
circmmstances. Were this law of Christ universally obeyed,
slavery with all its miseries must immediately and everywhere
cease.

Christ is, if possible, yet more explicit. ¢ All things what-

oever ye would that men should do to you, do ye even so to
them 3 for this is the .aw and the prophets.””  As it regards our

i .
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intercoursc with society, our treatment of our fellow men, this
is the great fundamental law of his kingdom-—a law of universal
and perpetual obligation. Let this law be applied to the con-
sciences of slaveholders. They argue that they have a right to
their slaves as property, because they are authorized by the
laws of their country, and by the usages of socicty, thus to hold
them. They plead that slaveholding has been practiced by all
nations, that it was common among the Hebrews, and seems
to be countenanced by such passages in the New Testament as
require scrvants to be obedient to their masters. They main-
tain that under existing laws emancipation 18 extremely diffi-
cult, almost impossible, and that their slaves are in fact, better
off in their present condition than they would be if liberated.
These and such like arguments falling in with their love of power,
wealth, and self-indulgence, may scem to them not only plausi-
ble, but unanswerable., But none of these arguments will abide
the searching test of this great law of Christ.  We are not ig-
norant that an individual now and then has had the bolduess
to assert, that in holding slaves he believed himseif to be acting,
not contrary to this law, but in obedience to it! But, unless in
some uncommon cages where individuals are retaining for a time
their legal right for the express purpose of protecting and ele-
vating their slaves, how is this possible ?

Look at the matter impartially. Suppose the ease of the
masters and of their slaves were in all respects commuted ; that
their complexions were cxchanged ; that those now the servants
were made the masters; and the present masters with their
families were made the slaves ; that the same laws which now
oppress and crush those i1n servitude were laid on them ; that
they were not allowed to call their time, or earnings, their bodies,
or their souls their own ; that their new masters should held
themn as mere animals which they bad an absolute right to use
or dispose of at their pleasure ; that they should advertise them
for sale; and to accommodate purchasers should separate the
different members of the same family from each other to mect
no more on carth ; should deprive them of all the advantages
of education, of all the benefits of civil and religious liberty ;
and doom them to hopeless degradation ;—how would the present
masters, thus subjeeted to bondage, feel under such treatment:
What would be their convictions in regard to the justice of it
Would they be satisfied with being told that slavery has been
common amonyg cther nations ; that it is authorized by the laws
of our country; that they were made for slaves, and better oft
in a state of servitude than they would be in a state of freedom,
being incapuble of taking care of themselves?  Would all e
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any of these arguments be considered auything better than eruel
insult and mockery ¢ Would not their hearts swell with indig-
nation, and all of them be ready to reiterate, with the deepest
emotion, the declaration of our fathers, ¢ We hold these truths
to be self-evident, that all men ave created equal, and endowed
by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which
are life, liberty, and the pursunit of happiness:?? and would they
not carnesily wish their oppressors to allow them the full en-
joyment of all these rights and privileges > And would not this
wish be not only natural, but perfectly rcasonable? No one
who makes the case his own will dispute it. But if the masters,
being put in the place of the slaves, might reasonably desire to
be emancipated, to bhe enfrauchised, with all the privileges of
freemen, then it 15 their manifest, their imperious duty to deal
thus with those who are now subject to them, and by them de-
prived of their rights ; for the immutable, the eteynal rule of
rectitude is, ¢ All things whatsoover ye would that men should
do to you, do ye even so to them.”

Our Savior not enly gave this valuable summary of the com-
mandments, consisting of the second table of the decalogue, but
he confirmed those commands in detail, and made them perma-
nent laws of his kingdom.  All these stand out in direct oppo-
sition to slaveholding. ¢ Thou shalt not covet anything that is
thy neighbor’s.?””  But the slaveholder does covet the wife and
children, and earnings, and bedy and soul, of his slave—overy-
thing which iz his. ¢ Thou shalt not steal.” The slaveholder
not only covets everything which is his poor neighbor’s, but
without his consent takes possession, and appropriates all to
himself ! If it is a erime to take from a man by stealth or rob-
bery his horse, or coat, or purse, how much greater must be the
crimie to thus take the man’s wife and children, and himself ?
*"Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy neighbor.””  But
to testify that colored men and women arc fit only for slavery,
that it would not be for their benefit to raise them to a more
clevated condition, that they have no right to complain of in-
Justice on account of heing held and treated as articles of pro-
perty, provided they are comfortably clothed and fed, is false
testumony, and that of the most ¢ruel natwe, ¢ Thou ghalt not
commit adultery.” But the slavcholder does not expect or
wisit this command to be obeyed. I he obeys it himself, yet
he gives his support to a system of laws which cffectually secures
umiversal transgression and profligacy among the enslaved.
Even the pious female is deprived of all legal protection or
redress in case of insult or vielence. Thai white men are ex-
tengively involved in this guilt, the complexions and features of
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& vast portion of the slaves sufficiently indicate. ““ Honor thy §
father and thy mother.” But how is it possible for the slave to
do this, when he is not supposed to know who hie father is, and |
+ag always been taught to look on his mother as a degraded and |
miserable being like himself 7 What honor or obedience can
be paid to parents in a state of slavery ? ¢ Thou shalt not kill.”
But, alas! who can tell what numbers of the enslaved perish,
yearly, 1 consequence of their hard toil under the driver’s lash ;
the severe punishments inflicted on them ; the painful separa-

tions which they exj,’)lcrience, and the intolerable sufferings inci-
dent to their lot ?

“This great system of oppression is utterly
Inconsistent with the law of God, and must involve those who
practice it in fearful guilt.

Is not slaveholding contrary to the gospel? Does it not,
when practiced by men professing to be the followers of the
blessed Savior, bring disgrace on religion, and harden the hearis
of men against its benign influences? The arguments which
men professing religion bring in defence of their practice of slave-
holding are infinitely dishonorable to_the gospel, and eminently
suited to cause it to be blasphemed and despised.

This may not be admitted by slaveholders. They are hard
to be convinced ; and we can scarcely expect from them cven a
candid hearing. My main business at present is not with them;
but with ihat portion of the church which is not direetly in- |
voelved in this wickedness. What is the voice, the deecision, of |
unprejudiced Christian people?  Many churches and other
ceclestastical hodies have deliberated on this subjeet, and spoken
plainly in regard to it ; and what is the amount of their testi-
mony ¢/ If any attemipt should he made to disparage the views
of slavery which I have presented, as partial, sectarian, fanati-
cal, or at best as those of an obseure individual, I will now
show that they are not peculiar to me; but strongly sustained
by the declared convictions of numerous ministers and ecelesi-
astical bodies in different parts of the country, and of different
denominations, who are certainly as capable of knowing what
15, and what is not, according to the gospel, as any other man
in this or any other Jand.  Let them speak for themselves,

THE TESTIMONY OF ECCLESIASTICAL BODIES.

Tune ConveExtion oF CoNGREGATIONAL MINISTERS AND
CHurcnes 1IN 1HE STATE oF VERMonT have, repeatedly,
borne strong testimony against slaveholding. In 1846, they
passed the following resolutions :

““ Resolved, 1, That this Convention still believes and maintains
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that the great system of American slavery is, in its fundamental prin-
ciples, contrary to the apirit and the gospel of Chuist, and utterly sin-
ful before God ; that the Jaws which su'pport it are unrighteous and
cruelly oppressive; that the tendency of the system iz, and must be,
lo degrade, demoralize, and destroy the souls of the enslaved, and to
bring divine condemnation and wrath on those who thus enslave and
wrong them ; to disturb continually the peace which should subsist
between the different States of our Union, and thus put in fearful perl
our national welfare ; to introduce and foster <iscord in our religious
counexions ; and thus to grieve from us the Spirit of God, and to
hinder deplorably the progress of his kingdom both in this and in
other lands ; that these evils are not incidental, but inherent in the
system, making it utterly incurable, and before both earth and heaven
abominable: and for these reasons all men, especially all Christian
men, ought to lift up a united voice of strong remonstrance against a
system fraught with so much guilt and misery; and to do whatever
they rightfully and judiciously can, to bring it to a speedy and final
termination.

““ Resolved, 2. That in case any of the members of our churches in-
volve themselves, while holding connexion with us, in the guilt of up-
holding the slave system, by trading in the bodies and souls of their
fellow-men, or extorting their involuntary and unrequited services,
they ought to be considered and dealt with as guilty of conduct fla-
grantly unchnstian.”

Othor resolutions of the same spirit and genceral bearing were
passed ; and the Convention close their testimony with the de-
claration that the voice of remontrance which they bhad thus
lifted up in the fear of God, was addressed not to their own
chitrches merely, but to all the ceclesiastical bodies with which
the Convention were holding correspondence ; espeeiaily to all
slavehelding bodies ; that they may do what in them lies for
the speedy and entire removal of this tremendous evil. .

[t was thought, und publicly represented, by individuals, that
the passage of these resolutions was precipitate ; thatif the Con-
vention had taken time for reflection, they would have essenti-
ally modified some of them ; but after a year’s reflection, they
re-afhirmed them all, without the alteration of a word ; which suf-
ficiently shows that these are their cstablished sentiments re-
speeting slavery.

Tnr Gexerar AssoctatioNy or Massacuuserrs.—T1his body
at their meeting, in 1846, passed the following affirmation and
resolution :

“The General Association of Massachusetts, having often and
earnestly expressed their abhorrence of slavery, grieving that the sys-
e still exists, and is sustained by some Christians and Ecclesiastical
%:’-qdzes as authorized by the Word of God—do soleraniy re-aftirm their
faith, that the Word of God is utterly opposed to slavery us it exists



L4

1 these United States ; and that as far as the Word of God obtains
the ascendency in the heart and conscience of Christians and of the
church, such Christians must and will separate themselves from el
responsible connexions with the system; and in the spirit of fraternal
-ﬁdell?ity, we would earnestly beseech all Christians connected with the
system, in view of their profession, to be living examples of the gos.
pel, and in the light of God’s truth carefully to review their opinions
and practice, and to do their utmost to free the Church of Christ from
the pollution of this guilt.

‘““ Resolved, That this expression of opinion be inserted on the min-
utes of the General Association, and that the Secretary be directed to
transmit a copy of i1t o the several Ecclesiastical Bc:c?ies with which
we are 1n correspondence.”

Tne GeNerar Conrerence or Maine.—This Body of the
Congregational Churches in Maine, on receiving the above com-
munication from their brethren in Massachusetts, at their meet-
ing the same year, make this response :

‘“ As we have heretofore expressed our solemn conviction that the
system of slavery existing in tllxe United States is a great sin against
God and man, and a most threatening evil, for which our nature ought
to humble itself—and that the North, as well as the South, is deeply
implicated in the guilt of slavery, and that for its speedy and entire
removal every Christian ought to pray, and use all suitabie means
within his reach——we now re-affirm our abhorrence of the sysiem, as
being fraught with imumense evil both to the oppressor and the op-
pressed.

““ Believing it to be entirely contrary to the Word of God, ¢ so far as
thiat Word obtains an ascendency in the conscience and hearts of Chris-
tians, they must and will separate themselves from all responsible con-
nexion with the system.’ Wae do aflectionately and earnestly entreat
all slaveholders who profess to be the disciples of Him who came to
preach deliverance to the captives—*in view of their profession, and
in the light of God’s Word, carefully and seriously to review their
opimons and practice relating to this subject; and to do their utmost
to free the church from the pollution of this guilt.’”

They, moreover, directed their Secretary to transmit a copy
of their doings in the case to cach of the Eeelesiastical Bodies
with which they hold correspondence. The earnest and strong
remonstrances of this body against slaveholding, in years pust,
is well known,

Tue Generar AssoctatioN oF New Hampsuire (1837)
say :

‘“ We consider the Yrincipl-ﬁ. of slavery, or that men may hold, re:
gmd, and treat their fellow-men as property, inconsistent with naturat
justice, utterly at variance with the spirit and the principles of the
Bible, the fruitful source of wrong, suffering, and sin among men, !
danger to our country, and a hindrance to the progress of the gospel.”
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I'hey recommend a free and candid discussion of the subject
on all suitable occasions, the diffusion of light, and the promo-
tion of correct moral sentiments as necessary means for ° the
removal of this enormity from our land.” And in 1840, they
addressed an carnest remonstrance to the General Assembly of
the Presbyterian Church, against the toleration of slaveholding
in their churches, beseeching them to put this enormity away.

Tue GeseraL Association oF Conxecricur (L837) de-
clare—

« That to Luy and sell human beings, and to hold them and treat
them as merchandise ; or to treat servants, free or bond, in any man-
ner inconsistent with the fact that they are intelligent and voluntary
heings, made in the image of God, is a violation of the principles of

the Word of God, and should be treated by all the churthes of our
Lord Jesus Christ as an immorality inconsistent with a profession of

the Christian religion.”
“ An immorality inconsistent witk a profession of the Chris-
lian religion.” Let this be remembered.

That several, if not all, of the Meriopist CoNFERENCES, In
the free States, agree with the venerated Wesley in pronouncing
slaveholding to be ¢ the sum of all villanies,’” and have for
years been striving to deliver themselves from all eriminal cone
nexion with i, will appear from a duc examination of their
official aets.

Oxeg Huxorep anp Sevexty Unrrawriay Minrsters have
uttered their solemn protest against American slaveholding,
(1845)—

kD

* Because it 1s a violation of the law of Right, being the sum of all
narighteousness which man can do to man; depriving lim not only
of s possessiong, but of himself. And asin t{m possession of one’s
self are included all'other rights, he who makes 2 mau a slave, com-
niis the greatest possible robbery, and the greatest possible wrong.”

“ Because it violates the law of Love, which says, ¢ Whatsoever ye
wonld that men should do unto you, do ye even so unto them.”

* Because it degrades man, the image of God, into athing ; changes
persons 1nto property ; and, by violating the Qiguil}* of the human
soul, 15 constant sacvilege against that soul which the Scriptures de-
cate to be the temple of the Holy Ghost.”

+p

~ They enumerate many of the evils in which the slave system
volves not only the enslaved, but their masters ; and protest
igalnst 16 on account of them all.  In reply to the apology that
aves ave often well treated, they justly say, ¢ It is not a ques-
Won of (reatment but of right ; and the greatest kinduess would
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be no compensation for the rights which are withheld.” Tha
attempt to justify slaveholding on the ground of Seriptural au-
thority, they deeidedly repudiate, as not only entirely unfound-
ed, but dircetly suited to canse the Holy Scriptures to be dis-
credited and blasphemed.

Tue Baprist Ministers or Boston, in a declaration drawn
up for general circulation in their denomination (1847), after
setting forth some of the well known evils involved in slavery,
say: ,

« With such a system we can have no sympathy. Alter a caveful
observation of its character and eflects, and making every deduction
which the largest charity can require, we are constrained to regard it
as an outrage upon the rights and happiness of our fellow-men for
wliich there i3 no justification or apology. We can, therefore, sus-
tain no relation, and perform no act, that will countenance the sys.
tem, or imply indifference to its multiplied enormities.  Against it, as
a masg of complicated and flagrant wrong, we must record and pro-
claim our solemn proiest,  And especially must we, as ministers of the
Son of God, protest against those perversions of the Sacred Oracles by
which it is attempted to make their Divine Author the patron and pro-
tector of a system which is so entirely repugnant to their principles
and spinit.”

Turee Hunprep axp NINery-Six  MiNisTers orF TuE
Freewinn Baprist Connexton (1847) solemnly declare slave-
holding to be “ a direct violation of the Law of Benevolence,
and the obligations enforced by our Religion ;7 a system givieg
encouragement to ‘“war, licentiousness, gambling, Sabhath-
breaking, and almost every sin with which our land is cursed”
—¢a fearful outrage on humanity”—<a foul system, with
which no holy being in the Universe can have any sympathy?—
and publicly withdrew themselves from all voluntary connexion
with ¢¢ this cnormous evil.” ¢ We, therefore, by refusing to sup-
port slavery, its prineipies or its advocates, aud by withholding
Christian and Church fellowship from all quilty of the sin of
sluvery ; and by remembering those in bonds as bound with
them, would wish to wash our hands from the guilt of this jui-
guity.”

Tite Axericay Boarp or CoMMissioNERS For FOREIGN
Missions, at their general meeting in 1845, unanimously con-
curred 1n bearing this testimony against slavery :

o Viewed in all its bearings, 1t ¢s a tremendous evil.  Tts destructive
influence is scen aon the morals of the naster and slave, [t sweeps
away those barriers which every civilized coiamunity has erected 1o
protect the purity and chastity of the famil y relations. We also see
its baneful effects on the rising generation. A great portion of the red
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people who own slaves” (for of them, in the language of one of their
missionaries, they are speaking), * neglect entively to train their chil-
dren to habits of industiry, enterprise, and economye. so necessary 1n
forming the character of the parent and citizen, Shwcry, 80 far as it
extendsmvill ever present formidable obstacles to the right training of
the rising generation.”

Of course its dircet and mighty influence is to resist the com-
mands of God which require parents to train their childven for
his service ; and to render all efforts for their salvation unavail-
ing. Why should such a deadly curse be taken into the bosom
of the chureh 2—of the missionary churches among the Indidns ?

The truth of these heavy charges against slaveholding, cannot
be honestly denied even by those Jeclesiastical bodies whieh
tolerate the practice among them. Many proofs might be ad-
duced from their own public declarations, in years past., It may
he suflicient, at prescnt, to refur to the testimony of Thue Gexse-
Rat, ASSEMBLY oF THE PRESBYTERIAN Boarp, in 1818. They
plainly  acknowledge that— '

“The veluntary enslaving of men is a gross violation of the most
precious and sacred rights of human nature ; utterly inconsistent with
the law of God, which requires every man to love his neighbor as
himself ; and totally irreconcilable with the spirit and principles of the
cospel of Christ, which reguires that ¢ all things whatseever ye would
that men should do to you, do ye even so {¢ them that 1t exhibits
rttonal, immertal, and accountable creatures in such circumstances
as scareely 1o leave them the power of moral action ;—that it
makes men dependenton the will of others whether they shall receive
iehizions instruction; know and worship the true God; mamtain their
chastity and purity ; or perform the duties and cherish the endear-
ments of husbands and wives, parents and children.” ¢ This,” they
=y, “as not an imaginary view, but is inhierent in the very nature of
shivery” ¢ The evils to which the slave is always exposed, often
ake place in fact, and in the worst form; and though we rejoice to
sy thatinany masters are Kind and humane § yetthe slave 1s deprived
ol his natyral rights; degraded as a human being; and exposed to
the danger of passing into the hands of a master who may inflict upon
him all the hardships and injuries which inhumanity and avarice may
Bugeest,”

sinee that time the General Asseinbly has been divided into
two.—both of which, in 1846, bore simnilar testimony against this
cnormous niguity.  The Old Schosl Gencral Assembly say,
ti::ﬁﬁitf;zly, that nothing which has been done by that body, of
lato years, 18 to be conatruod as inconsistent with the action of
the General Assembly in 1818, and in years preceding. It 18
ien—

“ A gross violation of the most precious and sacred rights of lwman
hature-—utterly inconsistent with the faw of Gol.”
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Tue Sy~yop or KenrTucky, in their pastoral Address in
1836, speaking of slaveholding us it exists and is practiced among
themselves, aftir that—

‘It dooms thousands of human beings to hopeless ignorance.” «It
deprives its subjects in a great measure of the privileges of the goe.
pel.”” #* This system licenses and produces great crueity.” ¢ Brutal
stripes and all the varied kinds of personal indignities are not the only
species of cruelty which slavery licenses. The law does not recognise
the family relations of a slave, and extends to him no protection in the
enjoyment of domestic endearments. The members of a slave family

may be forcibly separated, so that they shall never more meet until the

final judgment. And rapacity often induces masters to practice what
the law allows. Drothers and sisters, parenis and children, husbands
and wives, are torn asunder, and permitted to sec each other no more.
These acts are daily occurring in the midst of us. The shrieks and the
agony often witnessed on such occasions proclaim, with a trumpet
tongue, the iniquity and cruelty of our system. The cry of these suf.
ferers goes up into the ears of the Lord of Sabbaoth. There is not a
neighborhood where these scenes are not displayed. There is not a
village or road that does not behold the sad procession of manacled
outcasts, whose chains and mournful countenances tell that they are
exiled by force from all that their hearts held most dear.  Our church,
‘ears ago, raised its voice of solemn warning against this flagrant vio-
ation of every principle of mercy, justice, and humanity, Yet we
blush to announce to you that this warning has been often disregarded,
even by those who hold to owr communion.  Cases have occurred in our
own denomination where professors of the religion of mercy have torn
the mother from her children, and sent her into a mercilcss and return-
less exile.  Yet acts of discipline have rarvely folknved such conduct.”

Again they say :

“ It produces general licentiousness among the slaves.” < Their li-
cenliousness is the necessary rvesult of our system.”

Nor do they shrink from adding this most melancholy con-
fession :

 Qur familiarity with this consequence of slavery prevents us from
regarding ot with that horrov which 1t would, under other circumstantes,
spire.”

They acknowledge that they shall never be able to keep them-

selves entirely pure even from the grossest pollutions of slavery

until they are willing to pledge themselves to the destruction of
the whole system.

Other testimony of like import, and to almost any extent,
might be adduced—the testimony, not of a few individuals
charged with fanaticism, but of great and highly r{:*spt:*::ztublﬂ

Seclesiastical Bodies, not only in the free States, but in the
slave States; with the living and hideous reality continually
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before them 3 even in their own habitations, and in their houses
of relizions worship ; tolerated and cherished by multitudes of
their own vhurch members. ‘

Now, if we know what the Christian religion is, if we have
any knowledge of the true meaning of the divine law, any right
impressions respecting the true spirit and design of the gospel,
any just idea of right and of wrong; we are as sure as we are of
our existence, that the great system of American slaveholding,
as defined by the laws which have created and are upholding it,
and as generally praeticed, in the church as well as out of it, is
directly contrary to this religion j to the law of God; to the
rospel of Christ ; to all moral rectitude ; and ought to be held
in universal abhorrence as one of the most dreadful systems of
oppression and iniquity which can be found on earth.

If, then, opinions or practices flagrantly contrary to the gos-
pel, constitute valid grounds for withdrawing Christian fellow-
ship from ministers and churches who mentain these opinions,
or allow themselves in those practices; and if, as 1 have shown,
sluveholding is manifestly contrary to the gospel, and when prac-
ticed, or vintlicated, or countenanced, by professed Christiamy,
wost injurious to the honor and prosperity of the Christian re-
hgion 5 what good causz can be assigned why we should not
wholly withdraw fellowship from those ministers and churches,
or larger ccclosiastical bodies, who practice, justify, or tolerate,
this ¢ flagrant immorality?-—¢ this great sin against both God
and man 27 1 speak not of slaveholding in isolated instances
of voluntary consent on the part of the slave, and of scemingly
tood tntention on the part of the master, but of slaveholding as
conevally practiced in the church.  Are there any suflicient
reasons why those who practice, or tolerate it, should not be
treated as the gogpel requires in other cases of dangerous heresy
or Hasrant imx.ﬁomlity Does this sin constitute any exceplion
to the general rule? 1 firmly believe it does not; and proceed
ts show—

HI. That we are under the same obligations to withdraw fiom
professed Christians, and especinlly ceclesiastical bodies who
practice or tolerate slaveholding, as we are to withdraw from
those who maintain any other dangerous heresy, or who practice
oy other flagrant immorality.

This must be the fact, unless some valid reasons, or at least
reason, can be adduced to the contrary. If any such reasons
exist, they may, doubtless, be found in some of the various
Wologies and arguments which have been addressed to the pub-
Le within a few years past by the advocates of the system, and
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others who, while they condemn it, are in favor of tolerating it
in the church. But these reasons, though they may satisfy
those who offer them, must, onc would think, appear wholly un-
satisfactory to every unprejudiced mind.

A PECULIAR INSTITUTION.

Slavcholding has been often spoken of as @ peculiar institution,
which, though in itself wrong, should be treated with special
favor. A sort of consecrated system of iniquity which must not
be 50 viewed and condemned as to eriminate, seriously, the indi-
viduals constituting the mass who uphold and practice it. It s,
indeed, a peeuliar institution—peculiar for its outrageous injus-
tice, its cruel oppression, its flagrant violation of all human rights,
and utter disregard of the will of God as expressed both in hislaw
and gospel. It 1s an extensive, strongly-established system of
iniquity, peculiar for its enormity.  But why should it be treat-
ed with favor on account of any such notorious peculiarity
Such claims show the shocking arrogancy of this giant iniquity;
and over the minds of its subjects may have power, but can
never command the respeet of those who think for themselves
and are beyond the reach of its deadly influence. Its peculiar
atrocity constitutes sufficient ground for its being viewed with
peculiar abhorrence, and opposed with special determination and
energy.

THE MORAL CHARACTER OF SLAVEHOLDING CHANGED ESSENTI-
ALLY, AND IMPROVED, DURING THE LAPSE OF TIME,

Slaveholding, it 1s said, though wrong in its beginning, vet,
having been practiced for morve than two hundred years, and he-
come 1ntimately incorporated with the entire frame work of
Southern society and business, is no longer to be regarded a3
moral evil ; it has, in the course of time, so entirely changed
its character that the present race of slaveholders cannot, with
any justice, be held responsible for the existence of the institu-
tion ; or for transmitting it, unimpaived, to their posterity. It
this s true, then surely we ought not to withdraw fellowship
from our Southern brethren on account of their supporting the
system.  But if a thing, or practice, is wrong in its beginning,
how can ages or the progress of time make it right 7 Robbery,
piracy, and war ave the same now, as in earlier ages of the world.
Time has had no influence to sanctify them. They are as in-
Jurtous to men, as odious in the view of God, as heavily con-
demmned of him, as they ever were.  The combined opposition
of the wicked against the divine government is of long standing ;

| W

thousands of years ago they began to say, ¢ What is the Al-
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mizhty that we should serve him 7’ and have continued ia their
rebellion until the present day. But is this opposition any
more justifiable now than it was in its beginning ? has its nature
been changed ? has it become venerable and lawful, because it
has been maintained so many ages and such multitudes have
been and are engaged in it ? Not at all.  Thosc ow found in
rebellion against (God are even more guilty and hell-deserv-
ing than their predecessors, as they sin against greater light,
and more openly in view of the consequences.

A comparison has been attempted between the justice of
holding the present racé of slaves in bondage, and that of re-
taining lands or territories which were originally obtained un-
justly, by fraud or conquest. Look for a moment at this matter.
To acquire possessions by acts of injustice always was, and must
be, wrong ; and to retain these possessions while the original
owners, or their legal heirs, have & better right to them, must
be equally wrong. Perseverance in a wrong course cannot con-
vert that course into a right one. Solong as reparation is pos-
sible, it ought to be made. But supposing all the original
owners of lands, or other property, unjustly taken, and all their
known heirs, have ceased from the carth ; that restitution cannot
be made, because there is no one to receive it ; then there is no
wrong 1n retaining and rightly usiug that which was at first un-
justly acquired. The guilt lies on them who did the wrong, or
who refused to redress it while possible ; and not on those who
have themselves done no injustice, and have no power to make
amends for the injustice done by their deceased predecessors.

But how does this furnish any apology for the present gencra-
lion of slavcholders? Their ancestors did wrong in purchasing
the first slaves, and thus establishing the accursed institution.
The children of those first slaveholders did wrong in adopting
their views and pursuing their oppressive course.  And the pre-
sent race are not less guilty, inasmuch as they willingly have
taken possession of the inheritance which was by their prede-
cessors unjustly obtained for them, and refuse to relingquish the
property 1n favor of the true owners—refuse to undo the heavy
burdens, and to let the oppressed go free.

The institution of slavery has not merely been perpetuated,
but has been, by successive acts of injustice and oppression con-
tnually renewed. Death, long since, rcleased those who were
origmally enslaved. Their children were enslaved by new acts
of fraud and violence: The present race of slavenolders have
ebtained their human chattels by their own acts. Each of their
Maves has an inalienable right to use his own bodily and mental
facultics for bis own benefit.  He has a right to himself.  And
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to withhold from him the enjoyment of that right is ¢ the great-
est possible wrong.”” The time never comes when justice might
not, and ought not, to be done to the cnslaved j—when the
rights which bave been wrenched from them ought not to be re-
stored. While they live, the persons are living, and at hand,
to whom reparation ought to be made. Those who have the
power to do this, and refuse, cruclly and continwally wrong them.
The present race of slaveholders cannot free themselves from re-
sponsibility by criminating their fathers. Both are deeply guilty
before God.  If they do not so view the matter, it 1s, no doubt,
because avarice and familiarity with this iniquity have blinded
thelr eyes.

A CIVIL, AND NOT A RELIGIOUS, INARTITUTION.

It has been argued that as slavery was established and is up-
held by civil authority, the church is not responsible for it; and
church members are not to be censured for doing what the laws
of the land have authorized. But, have not church members
taken an cflicient part, with the men of the world, in making and
upholding these unrighteous laws ¢ And if so, with what pre-
tence of justice can they avail themselves of these same unright-
eous laws as their justification in holding their fellow-men in
bondage 7 Again, can any human law abrogate the divine law’
any permission, or even requisition, of human authority make
it right to do anything which God forbids; or which is plainly
contrary to the prineiples of the gospel ?  Because a man has a
license from civil authority to keep a brothel, or gambling house,
or drunkery, does that make it right for him to do so? Has the
church no authority to call him to account ? Because war has,
without sufficient cause, been proclaimed against a neighboring
people, dees that make it right for individuals to volunteer their
services, and go forth to the work of human butcheryr Do in-
dividuals in such cases merge their responsibility in that of the
‘government 7 By no means.  Every one is accountable for his

own acts. We know nothing of sin belonging to O?ﬂﬂﬂﬁed
bodies for which the individuals constituting those bodies are
not personally responsible. Every one who consents to that sin
is a partaker of it. When the king of Babylon published a
solewmn deerce that whosoever would not worship the image he
had set up, Shadrach and his companions did not believe that
this deeree could make it right for them to worship that unage.
Sooner than obey, they would be cast into the furnace of ‘ﬁr‘ﬂ'-
Daniel, too, would rather be thrown to the lions than ccase from
praying to s (xod, though required by soverelgn authority to dv
so. The ancient martyrs all supposed they ought to refuse to
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obey civil authority whenever it arrayed itsclf against the au-
thority of God. The church, instead of falling 1 with the in-
justice and the abominations of slavery, merely because sanc-
ionad by human laws, ought to use their utmost endeavors to
have those laws repealed ;—and, while in foree, their langnage
diould be, Whether it be right to obey man rather than God,
judge ye.
THE PRACTICE OF THE APOSTLES.

It is strongly maintained that the apostles tolerated slave
holding ; that they received slaveholders into the church; and
that it 1s right for us to follow their example in regard to the
matter.  To this 1 reply, .-

1. That as the term doulos is manifestly used in the original
New Testament in all the latitude of meaning which we give to
aur term servant, we cannot determine from the corresponding
term kurios, or master, that those masters who were received
into the chureh were all, or any of them, slaveholders, in the
ordinary sense.  Our Savior himseif is commonly distingwished
by this epithet ; in his casc usually rendercd Lord. The term
despotes, less frequently used, although translated master, is also
»oslied to the Savier, and by no means commonly denotes
2 slaveholder. These mere terms afford no eertain proof
whether slavcholding did or did not, exist in the churches ga-
thered by the apostles ; and it concerns those who would justify its
admission and toleration now, by reference to their example, to
louk well to their premises ; and to establish, firmly, their sup-
posed fact, by other evidences than the mere use of general
terms, hefore they has'en to a conclusion, so deeply-interesting
ot only to slaveholders and slaves, but to the church of Christ
i all ages.  The burden of proof is fairly on those who main-
(ain that the fact was as they represent.

2. Practices may, in certain eircumstances, be suffered even
by good and inspired men, whieh in different circumstances,
would justly be deemed dntolerable. Abundant proof might
casily be produced.  Sce the first family which ever existed on
carth ; own brothers and sisters were united in marriage and
beeawe the heads of new familics ; but when the necessity had
passed away, the practice was, by the supreme Lawziver strietly |
prehibited, and made infamous.  Witness again the patriarchal
practice of polygamy and concubinage, and of divorce for almost
cvory cause, suffared by the law of Moses on account of the
hrdness of the people’s hearts, but wholly discountenanced and
condemned by Christ.  Witness, too, what the apostle says of
(rnd’s winking at, or overlooking the sins of past ages on account
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of the great ignorance of the people, but now commanding all §
men everywhere to xepent. Transgressions of the divine law ars §
more or less criminal in proportion to the degree of light against ',
which they are committed.

If, then, it could be shown, be rond doubt, that the apostles, §
ander the heathen and tyranunical government of Rome, where]
human rights were generally but very imperfectly undevstood, §
and the practice of selling into slavery tho captives taken in war|
was almost universal, did receive some converts, while holding/
such slaves, into the church, it would only prove that 1t would |
now be right to do so in precisely similar circumstances ; the §
macter’s amount of knowledge, the nature of the government |
ander which he lives, his disposition to do right so far as hel
knows what is right, and the various difficulties in his way, ol |
being cssentially the same. But the circumstances of professed §
Christians in this country, under a government formed and ad-|
ministered by the people, after so much has been said and pub- |
lished against oppression, and in defence of human rights, are |
in many respeets, very different from the circumstances of any |
brethren under the iron government of Rome, in the days of
the aposties. To uphold and practice slavery now, is, heyoni |
doubt, far more criminal than it then was. luven In Our ouil f
day, varicus wrong practices have become more flagrantly wrong, |
and inexcusable. What would be thought of professed Christ-
ians engaging now in the forcign slave trade, as they once did? |

Or of their 31*ink'ing intoxicating liquors, or retailing them for
others to drink, as they were accustomed to do at no remote
period 7 These practices, though but a few years since tolerat-
ed by the churches, are now strongly and justly condemnad. |
If then, it could be shown, more clearly than 1t has been, that |
the apostles were so forbearing in their trcatment of slavchold-
erg, ag to admit them to the church on a profession of the
Christian faith, while yet holding their slaves in bondage—hotd-
ing them as articles of property, it will by no means follow that
the same thing may justly ke done now, either by ministers or
churches, in exceedingly different circumstances. To argue
from what they did, or are supposed to have done, in certan
peculiar circumstaneces, wuss surely be very loose and dangerous
reasoning. But I procecd to prove o
3. That if the apostles received converted slavcholders 1mto
the church, yet they did it under such restrictions and obligas
tions, as must, if duly regarded, have entirely changed the cow
dition of their slaves, and raised them at once from the state o
merchantable commoditics to the enjoyment of the rights of 14-

tional and accountable persons.
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That there were persons called masters, 1 the church, ig uni.
versally admitted.  Various cxplicit instructions are given to
such respecting their duty to their servants. These servhuts
might have been of different orders and conditions. That they
were all slaves no man can prove. On the contrary, that none
of them were slaves, up to the time of the conversion of their
masters, and at least nominally so at the time when those mas-
tars were received into the chureh, I shall not undertake to
make out.  In view of the alinost universal prevalence of slavery
at that time, T see no reason to doubt that more or less of these
helieving masters had been slaveholders, in the ordinary sense.
Be this as it may, it is certain that the instructions which the
apostles gave to masterd, regarding their daty to their servants,
are without partiality, and enjoin that they should treat servants
of every condition, in the same benevolent and equitable manner.
None of them are allowed to treat any class of their servants as
things, as mere animals, to be used or dispused of for the benefit
of their owners, having no sacred rights of their own ; but all
are vegquired to treat their servants as members of the same great
family with themselves; as rational and inunortal beings who are
entitled to the same benevolence and justice with the rest of their
fellow men.  This will presently be shown. Masters who came
te the church, by so doing, solemnly bound themselves to obey
the gospel, to obey the commands and instructions of the apos-
tles in all things ; and sc far as slaveholders uniting with the
church, if any sueh there were, did so, their slaveholding was
virtually, and in fact, abolished. Under the power of the gospel,
their views, their feelings, and conduet, in regard to their slaves,
were cntively changed-; and the injustice of holding human
beings as chattels, in which the very essence of slavery consists,
ceased.  1f any masters who were reecived with this explieit
understanding, failed thus to treat their servants, they, of course
walked disorderly ; they were covenant-breakers, and liable, after
due admonition, to be excluded from the church. In this way
the work of abolishing this crucl and iniquitous system, so far as
e church was concerned, was effectually, and at the same time
without public disturbance, earried forward.
~ Thatthis view of the matter is essentially correct seems manifest
rom such considerations, and seriptural passages, as these.  The
fivine law, contained in the decalogue, and as expounded and
‘Wnmed ap by our Savior, the apostles strongly inculeated as a
W oot universal and everlasting obligation. But this law, as has
heen already shown, i3 directly and utterly opposed to the hold-

| g and treating of our fcllow men as slaves. On this point I

~ited not now insist.
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Again, if the apostles did not come directly out against slave. §
holding as eun urganized system, condemn it by name, and seck
its destruction both soul and body at once, by some violent
movement ; yet thoy did what in their circumstances was not
less effectual, by expressly condemning and secking to destroy |
all its constitucent parts, in detail. Slavery was an overgrown |
monster of fearful power, glutting itself on human vietims ; and §
the apostles procceded as skilful assailants by wounding it in |
any and in every part as they could find opportunity ; chopping |
off one extremity after another, onc hydra head after another;
and finally laying open the huge carcass, and destroying its ugly |
heart. Let us look into their epistles and see for ourselves. |

‘ Adultery, fornication, uncleanncss, lasciviousness, hatred, |
variance, emulations, wrath, strife, seditions, heresies, envyinzs, |
murders, and such like,” are declared to be such sins as will §
exclude those who do them, from the kingdom of God. Gal.v. §
19—22. *¢ Nor thicves, nor eovetous, nor revilers, nor extor- |
ticners, shall inherit the kingdom of God.” 1 Cor. vi. 10. Again, §
‘“ Let no man go beyond and defraud [or oppress], his brother
in any matter ; because that the Lord is the avenger of all such.”
Thess. iv. 6. Masters are charged to forhaar threatening ; and |
to remember that they have a master in Heaven with whom there
1s no respect of persons. IKph. vi. 6. They are solemaly fore- |
warned that God will hold them responsible for every act of in- |
justice. *‘ Behold the hire of the laborers who have reaped down |
your ficlds, which is of you kept back by fraud, crieth ; and the |
cries of them which have reaped have entered into the ears of the
Lord of Subbaoth.” James v. 4. Thisis addressed not to fraudu-
lent masters exclusively, but to all who refused to recompense
their laborers equitably. In another epistle, Col. iv. 1, we
have this express command, ¢ Masters give unto your servants
that which is just and equal ; knowing that ye have also a Mas-
ter in heaven.” 1
Now we know that most or all of the vices and crimes here
forbidden arc inkerent in the slave systém, or as naturally pro-
duced by 1t as any cffects are by their épp};ppriate causes. llow
ig it possible to uphold the slave systémyeither as it then was, o
now is, without willingly and purposely tolerating and giving
cncouragement to a universal and shameful violation of the seventh
commandment, among those who are thus held in bondage’
Their masters, in most cases, do not expect or wish them to re-
gard it.  Let this one commandment be strictly obeyed by all In
bondage, and slavery as a system, must cease. Again, wher
there 1s no covctousness, no extortion, no fraud, no theft, no
vsithholding from servants a fair compensation for their serviees,
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no threatening, and of course no stripes to secure obedience, how
is it possible for slavery, in the ordinary acceptation of the term,
to exist ¢ As well might there be matter, after all its essential
propertics have been vbstructed. Especially, if masters render
to their servants that which is just and equal, how is it possible
for them at the same time to withhold from them the natural
rights which all men have to their own bodies and minds ¢ to their
own time and carnings ? and to their own children and wedded
companions ? Hew can they render to them that which is just
and equal, and at the same time despoil them of their liberty ;
and without any just cause hold them in a state of abject slavery,
as mere articles of property when they have committed no erime
to merit any such doom ? Let these commands be obeyed by
all slaveholders in the church and the evil will be removed from
it at once. Obedience to these and such like commands is
clearly and absolutely incompatible with slaveholding.

Let those who profess to hold their slaves by apostolical au-
thority cither obey the apostles’ commands, regarding the duty
of masters to their servants, or relinquish all pretensions to any
such right to hold them. It i3 surely no more than right that
those who profess to be authorized by the New Testament should
obey all its precepts.  Let them do so, and the death blow is
given to their slaveholding, at once. The fact 18, the apostles

- ) .
nowhere give the least countenance to holding and treating

buman beings as mere articles of property.

Aud it i1s by the spirit and commands of the New Testament
dircetly applied to the evils involved in slaveholding, and not
through some indefinite and mysterious influecnce of the gospel,
as generally preached, that this odious system of oppression is to
be abolished among professed Christians. The gospel may be
preached as it generally is, even to the end of time, without
removing, or matcrially mitigating the evils of slavery. But its
cxpress commands, forbidding every act of injustice, and strictly
requiring magters to do that which is just and equal—to do for
their servants just what they could reasonably wish to be done
for themselves and their children if placed in the same circum-
stances, dircctly applied to the conseiences of slavcholders, aud
solemnly enforced by the authority of God, will be found to be
of mighty cfficiency. It was in this pointed and direct way that
Christ preached to the seribes and phariseces, the publicans, the
soldiers, and other classes of transgressors.  Under such a faith-
ful exhibition of divine truth, duly regarded, slavery can no more
exist than war can exist where there is no hatred, no strife, no
varianee, no acts of violence, no wounds, no shedding of blood,
or attempts to destroy. Masters who obeyed the instructions
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of the apostles, as all who were received into the chureh cove-
nanted to do, of course ceased, in fact, and i the ordinary scnse
of the term, to be slaveholders. And thus, we see that slave-
holding was not tolerated by the apostles in the ehurches which
they gathered.

In the ease of Lhilemon and Onesimus we have a heautiful
Nustration of Paul’s views in regard to this matter. During
the imprisonment of Paul at Rome, Onesimus, formerly a servant
or slave, of Philemon, a Christian man at Colosse, having escaped
from his master, came to the apostle ; and through his faithful
instructions was converted, and became strongly attached to hiwm.
Whether Philemon was a Christian man at the time Onesimus
left him does not appear. But both, now having become deel-
dedly pious, and an intimate friendship subsisting between them
both and the apostle, he was desirous that they might be recon-
oiled to each other and rejoice together in the faith and fellow-
ship of the gospel. He, accordingly, scems to lave advised
Oncsimus to return ; and writes a friendly letter for him to de-
liver to his former master. Onesimus retwns willingly 5 no
compulsion being used. But did Paul expect that he was gong
back into a state of slavery—to be held and treated as a brute
auimal-—to be, perhaps, scized and punished as an example of
warning to others 7 Did he expect that by sending him back,
he and his posterity, if he should have any, would be doomed to
hopeless bondage ? By no means. He speaks of this Onesimus
as his own son ; and beseeches Philemon to receive him as such,
to receive lim as he would Paul himself, it he should come to
him ; to rcceive him not as a servant, or slave 5 mind that, not
as & servant ; but more than a servant—cven as a brother, be-
loved both in the flesh and in the Lord. If Oncsimus owed
Philemon anytbing, the apostle tells him to sct that to his ac-
count ; but intimates a strong belief that no claim of that sort
would be preferred. And he expresses the fullest confidence
that Philemon would readily do all he had requested, and more.
And there is every reason to believe that his wishes and expecta-

tions were fully realized ; that the former master ar.d servant met

together in the faith and fellowship of the gospel, as brethren in
the Lord, mentally delighting to promote cach other’s happi-
ness. What good man, what good abolitionist, now, weuld not
rejoice to effcet similar reconciliations, and to witness again such
manifestations of the power of true religion ? It 15 most aston-
ishing that this rich display of Christian courtesy, benevolence
and justice, should have ever been thought of by slaveholders as
giving the least countenance 10 theirsystem. Lt their fugitives
firmly believe that they will be received and treated as Onesinis

|
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was, not as slaves, but as brethren beloved ; with all the
cmdmht) which a tmly Christian man would show towards the
chief of the apostles; and there will be no need of the hun-
ters with their dogs and deadly weapons, to scize them and foree
them back. As for Onesimus, the report is, that, with the
approbation of Philemon he returned again fo the apostle, and
remained with him as one of his ehief frmnda and helpers, during
the remainder of his imprisonment.

The more T study the scriptures of the New Testament, and
the epistles of Paul and the other apostles, the more thoroughly
am [ satisfied that they do not give the least countenance to
slaveholding—that the apostles never received men into the
church with permission to persist 1o this practice; and that,
while they troubled not themselves about the mere names, mastors
add gorvants, they allowed no man to hold or treat his fellow
man in any way inconsistent with perfect benevolence and justice,
andd the full enjoyment of all his natural rights as a man, and a
cervant of God.  Isut to do this while subjecting our fdlcw men
o involuntary hondage, while holding and treating them as mere
articles of property, is clearly mlpo&m‘)lc. Slav ehulchnf_: and the
rospel are, and must for ever be, diametrically opposed to ecach
other,

NO GOSPEL RIGHT 79 BAR MEN FROM COMMUNION FOR ANY
CAUSE WHATEVER BUT LACK OF APPARENT PIETY.

It has been strongly maintained that if we male 31::;1'e1101(1111g
1 bar to communion at the table of the Lord, we set up a stand-
ard for the trial of Christian character which the rvcﬁ»pel has never
witherized 5 that satisfactory evidence of piety, and that alone,
15 to he mquuul of those who desire admission into the church.

In regard to this sentiment I reply,

1. It is freely admitted, that, without satisfactory evidence of
irue piety no one can with any propriety be received as a member
ofany of our evangelical churches, The apostles strietly re-
(i d faith in Christ , Tepentance, and fruits mect for repentance,
I Those whom they received, and organized into churches.  And,
224 eeneral rule, all who ;zppl} tm* admittanee % and give ‘:«Ml"‘i-
e hm evidence of having been thus renewed iu h eart , ought to
b received as chureh nwmbm% without nhp-cuun ]511!

2. There may be sufficient reasons why some who n;w MOre
or less evidence of piety should uot be reeeived immeliately.
I vicw of the well known deeeitfulness of the human heart, and
b the danser of griving some cnceuragement to a false hﬂpa, 1t
as long heen the practice of many ministers and churches to

!
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before they unite with the church, in order to acquire and affurd
still more satisfactory evidence of piety. This course has been
found to be far more judicious and safe, and honorable to religion, |
than any more hasty proceeding. But individuals entertaining
a hope that they have been converted do not, always, appear |
well.  We see in their case, things which lead us to doubt in
the genuineness of their piety. Suppose an individual applying
for admission to the church, rejects, or is in doubt respecting
some of the doctrines which we deem of vital importance to the
Chliristian system ; we advise him to wait until he has been bettor
instructed ; though we may not be without hope of his piety.
If one who has long given satisfactory evidenece of personal re- |
ligion has at length, like David and Peter, fallen into some de-

plorable sin, we certainly ought not to rececive hun into the
church, or express our confidence in him as a Christian brother,
until he gives renewed and good evidence of sincere repentanes
and reformation.  Or suppose a man in heathen lauds manifests
great interest 1 religious instruction, and seems to leave the |
truth so far as he understands it ; and professes to have faith in
Christ ; but holds to caste and polygamy ; and does not see in
all cases the evil of idolatry; surely he ought not, while enter-
taiming these views, to be received into the church of Christ.
The missionary may bope that there isa good work begun in him;
but he wiil also have his fears ; and must be satisficd that to
admit even a Christian man in that state of mind, would bring
dishonor on religion, and probably be injurious to the man him-
self.  Oune must be not only pious at heart, but his faith and
conduct must so far agree therewith, that ke may honor his pro-
fession and not be a stumbling block in the way of others.

3. There are some practices so flagrantly wrong that we ought
not to have any confidence in the professed piety of those who
allow themselves in them.  We cannot reach their hearts so a
to know with absolute certainty that there is not some good thing
there, some germ of holiness too deeply buried to appear; but
we can have no satisfactory evidence that suchis the fact. ¢ Dy
their fruits,”? said Christ, ** shall ye know them.”  Suppose u
man allows himself to live iu the habitual practice of any uf those
nnmoralities for which, as the apostle declares, the wrath of G ol
comes on the children of disobedience ; suppgéze hie allows hinm-
self to use profane language, to commit adultery, to practir
fraud, to steal, to use intoxieating liquors to cexcess, {0 oppress
and wrong lus fellow men in any way ; we justly consider thes
actions such cvidences of his destitution of the Spirit of Chist
and favor of God, that we can have no confidence in his pro-
{'vs&iem of piety,  Let the searchor of all hearts be Lis judge;
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but surely no one Las any right to elaim to be considered or
treated as a Christian while pursuing any of these, or such like,
cvil practices.  Until he gives evidence of sincere rﬁpentame,
by bringing forth fruits meet for repentance, he ought not to be
so considered or treated.

4. I maintain, and as it seems to me have proved, that slave-
holding, as defined by the civil laws of this country, and as
mmmonly practiced in the church as well as out of it, is such an
act of oppression and IIIJIIE:tIGG, such a tranwrmm}n of God’s
law, and of the precepts of Christ and the apmtita, that he who
15 guilty of 1t ought not to be fellowshipped as a Christian.

| say %I;weholdm" as defined by the laws and commonly prac-
ticed. I speak not “of the a@me, but the thing itself—not of
cxceptions, where the genuine spirit of slavdmldm rand the treat-
ment which n*xtumlly orows out of it are wautmrrmbut of the
general rule—the common practice. If a slaveholder who hopes
that he has beﬁn truly converted, on being definitely and fully
nstrueted in nis duty to his ::lm*eﬂ Ny tauifht by Christ and his
apostles, 1s willing to perform his dutg, towards them, and they
are willing on that condition to remain with him, and he proves
a.lthful dmuu as he would be done by, ahsmmnﬁ from all acts
of fraud and ¢ oppression, rendering to them that which is just
and equal ; and, consequently, duly respects all their rights, and
so far as po.aa.lbh, cuards against the possibility of their being
deprived of these nc‘rhts b_y others ; I do not withdraw fellovw-

ship from that man on account of his being called a slaveholder.
['iike not the name ; there is an odium attached to it which this
man ought not to bear , inasmuch as he 1s a slaveholder only in
name, and not in reality ;—and then there is great danger that
while he is thus miscalled a slaveholder, others will derive en-
couragement fmm his reputation to pm*w«t in the most unjusti-
fiahle oppression.  There seems to be no way to clear the church
entirely from this scandal but by its members universally putting
away from them even the name uf slaveholding.  Still & fair and
just diserimination is ever to be made between the mere name
and the deplorable reality. 1 am satisfied that he who is a
slaveholder only in name, and whose general course of life, and
treatment of his wnauh: arc in accordance with the gospel, may
be, and doubtiess i, a truly upright and Christian man ; and
cught to be so Cli)ll‘-sld od and recetved.

But [say again, that my business is not with these cxeeptions,
which are uucommou, but with shvchﬂlduw as 1t 135 as it 15 1n
the chureh y with real slaveholding s with that which robs a

ian of all the nalienable rights of humani iy ; and uujmti y
iolds him in hopeloss bﬂnfhw This, 1 muintain, i an
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morality ; a sin against both God and man, which never ouglht
to have b%n %uﬁ'e ed to poilute God’s heritage ; which has no
more right to be in the church than Satan had to be i Parn-
dise, Churches which have grown up amid slavery, which were
in their very or igin constituted, at least in part, of slaveholders,
may view tie matter differently. They may be too near this
enormity to get a full and correet view of it or too much un-
der its mﬂumw, and ¢rushed by its power to 'deliver themselves
from it. But | appeal to all men who stand aloof from the uil
and are qualified to judge of it impartially ; to all good ministers
and cnlightened Christian people ; to all the great Feclest astu.;zl
Bodies in the free States of the Union and in forcien lands
whether slaveholding, as generally practiced, 1s not entirely con-
trary to the gospel, “and tning too abemmnble to be tolerated
m the church of Christ. 'lhe%ﬁ bodies have testified already,
In terms too w:phmt and positive to he misunderstood.

““ Slavery,” they aftirm, ¢ is diveetly contrary to the spirit and
the gospel of Christ—and utterly sinful before God. Those
wlm practice it are guilty of conduct flagrantly immoral.”

«“The Word of God is utterly opposed to slavery. It is a
great sin against both God and man—a most threatening evil.?

¢ It is inconsistent with natural justice ; and wutterly af van-
ance with the prineiples of the Bible—a great hindranee to the
progress of the gospel.”

¢ bi..u(,hc;"duw 15 an outvage on the rights and happiness of
our fellow-men; for which there is no 111-.t1ﬁmt10n o1 ;pnlwrv Y

“ A tremendous cvil—utterly incounsistent with the law of
Guod ; and totally irreconcilable with the spirit and the procepts
of the gospel of L‘lm‘a? 7?

“ A system of iniquity, utterly incurable, and before caith
and heaven sbominabie—tendine, directly and powerfully, t
hiuder the progress of the gospel ; te corrupt and disgrace the
church ; and to destroy the muls both of the oppressors and the

oppressed.?’
¢ A foul system, mt‘l which no holy being in the umverse can

have any symp: athy.”’

Such 13 the solemn te~f~t1m0u3 not of a few individuals of pre-
judiced minds and violent tempers; nor of bodivs of men who
have organized themselves for the express purposs of making
war upon slavery ; but of large keelesiastical Bodies of var i1
denominations ; ) :'md dtatmmuahmx for their mtt‘lhm e, mndu -
tion, and brotherly kindness. T} r tvhtmmn) refers to slave-
holding in the churveh as well az out of it; and i3 undeniab bl

true. _
And thi= enormous zysfom of iniguity dovs not exist withoeu!
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sippovters s 1t 19 not within the pale of the chureh, practicing there
its abominations, without the consent of the echureh.  And if the
eclesiastical Bodies to which these churches belong have no
power over it, 1t is because these echurches have puzpomI} 2on-
stituted them \‘nthout any such power, so that they m*zy persis
in slavebolding undisturbed by their action. These hodies are
the wpwwutatn s of the churches, and closely allied with them
in their views, feelings, and habits. It is not to be expected
that streams will rise above thelr sources.  Of slaveholding
churches, Synods, General Assemblies, and Conferences, Isaial’s
deseription of the Jewish Chureh is mournfully trnc, ‘““ The
whole head is sick, and the whole heart faint.”’
-~ These churches and larger bodies have been entreated to put
Cthis eryine evil away ; numerous and solemn remonstrances
arainst slaveholding have been addressed to them. But they
refuse to hear. ‘They say let us alone. They are more than
formerly attempting to justify themsoelves on seriptural ground ;
and many of their members are holding their victims with 2
brmer grasp.  This 1s no matter of dxﬂ-wummment Men are
accustomed to contend stronely amalnst unweleome truth hefore
they yield to it. The power of disease is never move apparent
than when speeific remedies are driving it from its strong holds.
Saveholding in the churches, with n 0 doubt some fc.,w excoep-
tons, 13 not merelv wominal-—but 1 i1 the living and stern
rezlity—that very system of outrage and lmqmtj which the
eivil laws have authorized—it is that aceursed system which
leprives human beings of all their ipalienable rights —which
stizes thew at their birth and dooms them to ttb_;c(,t; and cruel
servitude for life. Those whe do these things in the church, as
well as out of it, do them freely; and with c‘t,tu mination {o
persevare in them. The churchos suffer them to do s0, without
an effort to convinee them of the evil of theiwr ways, and to bring
thom to repentance.  And the Ecclesiastieal DBodies o tr‘mwcd
oy thoss churches tolerate th e, and at least indirectly, counten-
wee them in their gross nrﬁfrlf*c,t of duty; and will not hear
Christian remonstranes on aceount of their so dmmﬁr

ln this stat of things, what is the duty of those Feelesiasti-
«al Bodies which have deelared slave holding to be a great sin
aainst Loth God and man, and those who voluntar tly practice
it to be guilty of conduet flagrantly immoral 7 Suppose aram-
bling, int CMIpeTAnee, piracy, and such like erimes, were known to
b2 extensively practiced and tolerated by any division of the
church with which we have been holding brotherly corresnond-
tnee 3 what would the gospel require us to do? Quppom the

Ty

covernment of our nation should so alter dhe laws as to suffer
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the people to engage frecly, as in former times, in the foreign
slave trade ; and many of the members of the Southern churches
should avail themselves of the privilege ; and the churches should
tolerate their conduct, what would the gospel require us to do?
While I am writing, 2 war of conquest is waged by our country
against Mexice, and great anxiety i1s manifested, in high places,
to make that Republic bear both the odium and the expense of
the war. Suppose Congress, wanting other available resources,
should order the numerous prisoners who have been taken, to be
sent home by our officers, and sold in the Southern markets for
slaves ; and that in view of the superior beauty and accomplish-
ments of such slaves, they should be eagerly sought after, in
preference to those of African descent ; and church members,
among others, should throng the markets, and bid off many of
them, and drive them home in chains, and subject them to pre-
cisely such gervitude as their negro servants arc enduring; and
the church should suffer it, and still retain these slave-dealers
in good fellowship ; what would the gospel require us to do?
Anything ? This mode of procuring and holding slaves 1s pre-
“cisely that which some would have us believe the apostles appro-
bated. The Roman government was almost perpetually waging
wars of conquest against other countries, and their victorious
generals were in the habit of secuding or bringing home multi-
tudes of their captives for slaves. No matter of what nation
they were ; whai were their accomplishments, or had been their
standing in socicty in their respective countries.  Suppose the
 Mexicans should, in their turn, subject such of our officers and
“mwen as they have been enabled to capture (for they have taken
a fow), to degrading and hopeless slavery ; that they should sell |
them at auction like beasts, and treat them as our people do
their slaves; would the gospel justify their conduct? Does any
rational being believe that they could fairly justify themselves
by the example of thel apostolical churches ?  Impossible.
if, in any case, the churches with which we hold correspend-
ence should do or tolerate any of these evil things, we should
2 at no loss in regard to what the gospel would require us 10
do. We should counsider ourselves bound ‘to remonstrate, earn-
estly, agaipst the practice of those iniquities ; and when remon-
strance falled, bound to ccase from all such correspondence 28
we had beer holding with theni; and to inform them, cxprﬁiﬁ!}‘;
for what eause ’lé%hé felt cotstrained thus to withdraw. ¢ From ;
every brothes,”. and
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_ nd of course from every church, ¢ that walkett
divorderly, withdraw:thyseif.”  * Lot no man deccive you with
i WORlsD 3 becawse of theve things cometh the wrath of ¢
lérem of disohedience. Be not ye thereier
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partakers with them.”  Such, beyond all doubt, is the right

course to be pursued in all such cases ; especially in all eases of

immorality or heresy in portions of the church lying beyond the

reach of our acknowledged authority. As we are free in enter-

ing into a fraternal correspondence with them, so we are free to

cease from such correspondence, for any sufficient cause.  Afier

due admonition, we must withdraw from those who practice or

tolerate among them anytbing flagrantly contrary to the gospel,
- and scandalous to the Christian profession.

Slaveholding constitutes no exception to this general rule.
After all which has been said or written in its defence, or for the
purpose of saving from merited censure those who practice it ;
after all the cfforts which have been made to gain for slave-
holders generally the favor which may justly be claimed by the
faw whose slaveholding is merely nominal, and who treat their
voluntary servants as the gospel requires ; the great system still

- lies under the condemnation of the Christian world ; and those
- whose practice goes to uphold it, remain charged with flagrant
mmorality.  The same course then should be pursued in this
case as in other cases of open heresy and iniquity. The slave-
holding bodies with which we are in fellowship have been ad-
monished and entreated once and again, without success. They
refuge to hear.  If such adwonition has been tried sufficiently,
it 1s plainly our duty, next, to withdraw from them ; and to in-
form them that we have felt constrained to do so on aceount of
their toleration among them of this great outrage on humanity,
religion, and ali righteousness.

If, after all the protestations which the Teclesiastical Bodies
of New England have uttered against slaveholding, they con-
ine to have commnunion with slaveholders, and to extend to
- those bodizs which patronize the accursed institution the right
hand of fcllowship by sending delegates to them and recciving
delegates from them, as though no such evil existed among them,
we inust, by an impartial world, be considered guilty of the
- grossest inconsistency.  If slavery is not what we have declared

it to be, common honesty reqguires that we should, without de-
lsy, retract our declarations and make due acknowledgment of
the wrong which we have done in c¢:nsaring, 8o severely, those
who practice it.  But, if we believe the eround which we have
ik to- be true and just; then let ws maiutain it, without
shrinking, and wholly withdraw from those who persist in doing
wiat, in our opinion, both the law and the gospel of God so ex-
pressly condemn, - What is to be gained by deferring this de-
“Gsive step any longer? The slaveholding churches are taking
-0 measure o deliver themsclves from this wquity 5 the ol
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as preached among them is, in reference to this matter, withou
point or power, and can never cffcet a removal of this deadly
evil ; they wili not allow our delegates to declare plainly, in
their assemblies, the sentiments of their constituents ; and it is
coming to be thought almost discourteous for us in our own Asso-
ciations and Conferences to declare what we believe, in the pre-
sence of their delegates.  What then is to be gained by main-
taining our present correspondence and fellowship ?

- Will it be said that we have more influence with them now
than we should have if we withdraw—that to withdraw at pre-
sent would at least be highly inexpedient 7 It 1s to be seriously
feared that, as things now are, our testimony against slavery is
at least completely neutralized, by treating slaveholders and
those who tolerate them in the church, with such cordiality as
we do—that our influence has been in faet more in favor of
slavery than against. In this way we disgrace ourselves and
injure the Southern churches, instead of doing them any real
good.  Doubtless we shall find in the end that no course but the
straight forward course of obedience to the gospel was expedi-
ent, either for them or for us. If all professed Christians, al
ministers and churches, and larger Ecelesiastical Bodics, who
helieve slavcholding to be wrong, to be a great sin against both
God and man, would refusc to have fellowship with all such pro-
fessed Christians as practice or tolerate il, their influcnee against
it would, beyond all doubt, be far greater and more powerful
than it now is.  Slaveholding churches, left alone v their ini-
quity, cut off from all fellowship with other churches, and tae
Christian world, would be led to serious reflection ; they would
feel their position to be most undesivable ; and such among them
as fear God, and regard the honor of his cause, would be induced
to unite their enargies to deliver themselves from the disgrace
and guilt which must ever be involved in the practice of this
great iniquity. |
But, while we withhold fellowship from churches and other
Ecclesiastieal Bodies which tolerate slavery, and from ministers
and chureh members who are known to practice it, wa should
remember with sympathy and favor such other individuals, mins-

ters, churches, and Eeclesiastical Bodies, ag; in"the sameeon-
nexions, neither practice, nor willingly tolerate the eviliifius:.

‘are with us secking to deliver the church and nation from'it:

Duc diserimination in such a case ought, surely, to be made.
In the Preshyterian connexion, as we are assured by good an-
tho...y, the Synods of Michigan, Qhio, Cineinnati, Inudiang,
Iinois, and Peoria, ineluding twenty-seven or more Presty
teries, have token the ground thai slaveholding=—mnot ts abuse?
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uerely—but sleveholding, should, by duc process of discipline,
12 excluded from the church. A large portion of these Pres-
iyteries have also taken action of their own, to the same effect.
In addition, connceted with other Synods, the same ground haa
been taken by the Presbyteries of Champlain, Otsego, Onondaga,
(ienoses, Ningara, Angelica, Montrose, Meadville, Grand River,
lfuron, and some others. Seo Rev. A. A. Phelps’ Reply to
Dr. Bacou. It these bodics judge that they can operate more
ciciently against slavcholding by retaining their connexions,
still longer, with slavebolding churches, we lcave them to act in
sccordance with their own convietions of duty. To their own
Master they stand or fall. May God cnable them to stand,
ad prosper. We are ready, to the oxtent of our power,
to encourage and help them.  Should their endeavors to deliver
the slaveholding bodies with which they are connceted, from
this great wickedness aud scandal, prove successful, we will unite
with them in praise to Him who holds the hearts of men in his
hand, and without whose speecial blessing all efforts for the re-
-moval of this decp-rooted and deadly evil must surcly prove
- Ubay AL g
fiut should they fail in their cndeavors, and become con-
iaced that their present position promises no better prospeots
of success, then it will be plainly their duty to come out, and be
separate from all further connexion with slaveholding churches;
and we unite on higher and better ground ;—on ground sacred
@ truth and righteousness, to both civil and religious liberty;
rhere slavery would no more dare to appear than it will in ..
Heaven.  May God not only make plain their path of duty and
ars, but incline and help us all to do that which is right and
just before him ; and give us the infinite satisfaction of seemg -
the entive church of Christ, iu this and in all lands; shinin
forth in the beauties of holiness; and uniting with every frien
* God in praises to his name, that slaveholding can no longer
¢ fuund, cither in the church, or anywhere on |

carth. .



