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PREFACE.

The objects had in view in presenting this brief sketch to the public,

are the following, viz.:—As a plea in justification of the Reformers,

for it has been frequently observed, by those that have not the necessary

information, that the two churches are exactly alike—that there is no
difference ; now, if this be a fact, the Reformers must stand charged

before the public, with making an unnecessary secession from the

Methodist Episcopal church; this they deny, and in the following pages
we hope the above charges willl be fully refuted, and the Reformers
stand justified before the public,, by showing that they had grave and
sufficient reasons for the course they have pursued. Second—For the

information of members in both churches, and others, who frequently in-

quire, what objection have the reformers to the old discipline? what is

the difference? &c. These inquiries may find an answer in this little

work. Third—To expose to the view of the enlightened, some of the

sophistical reasoning which is used by some of the advocates of old things

in some sections of the country, in order to put down and destroy Refor-

mers, for there are some arguments noticed in the work so obviously

absurd, that it is necessary to offer, as our only apology for doing so,

that they have been employed among the uninformed with considerable

effect in retarding the march of our principles.

It is proper to state, that so much of this work as describes the govern-

ment of the M. E. Church, is taken from a Pamphlet, published by W.
B. Evans, of Ohio.





General Principles of Crovernment.

Question. Has not the Methodist Episcopal Church, for some year.*,

been greatly agitated by a controversy on the subject of church gov-

ernment ?

Answer. Yes.

Q.. Have any doctrines, or any other principles than that of govern-

ment been involved in this controversy ?

A. No.
Q,. Has not this controversy resulted in a considerable secession from

the M. E. Church?
A. Yes.

Q. Well, was the difference of sufficient magnitude to justify a seces-

sion from the church?
A. Yes; it was unavoidable, when considered in connection with all

the circumstances of the case.

Q, What were those circumstances, to which you refer? Was it the

importance of the principles, or the treatment the reformers received for

those principles ?

A. Both, but especially the latter.

Q,. Well, what is the nature of the government of the M. E. Church;

that is to say, is it republican, or anti-republican?

A. Anti-republican.

Q,. What are we to understand by a republican government?

A. It is a government where the sovereign power is in the hands ot

the people, or where all parts of the governed are fairly represented in

the legislature.

Q,. What are we to understand by an aristocracy ?

A. It is a government where the power is in the hands of a few, and

those not the representatives of, nor amenable to the people for their offi-

cial acts.

Q. What is a monarchy?
. A. It is a government where all the power is in the hands of one per-

son.

Q. Are republican principles right or wrong—are they in accordance

with the gospel of Jesus < hrist, or opposed to it?

A. They are in accordance with the gospel, and consequently right.

Q,. And will it not follow, that if republican principles are in accord-

ance with the gospel, and right, that anti-republican principles are oppos-

ed to the gospel, and consequently wrong?
A. Yes.

<i. Can republican principles be right in one situation, and wrong in

another? that is to say, can they be right in the state, and wrong in the

church ?
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A. No ; for that would be to say, that while the state frames her gov-
ernment in accordance with the gospel, the church ought to frame hers in

opposition to the gospel which would be absurd, as Rev. H. B. Bascom*
has justly said, "The right to be represented, where law is made to gov-
ern, is not only essential to civil freedom, but is equally the basis of reli-

gious liberty. Civil and religious liberty are intimately connected, they
usually live and die together; and he who is the friend of the one, cannot
consistently be the enemy of the other. If liberty, as is admitted on all

hands, is the perfection of civil society, by what right can religious society

become despoiled of this crowning excellence of the social state ? The
New Testament furnishes the principles, but not the forms of church
government ; and in the adaptation of forms to these principles, christian

bodies should be governed mainly by the few facts and precedents, fur-

nished in the apostolic writings. The will and mind of the Great Head
of the church, on this subject, so far as clearly revealed, whether by ex-

press statute, or fair implication, cannot be contravened without impie-
ty; but in relation to a variety of topics, connected with the internal

police, and external relations of the church, on which the scriptures are

silent, it is left to every christian community, to adopt its own regula-

tions, and the same is true of nations. Ministers and private christians,

according to the New Testament, are entitled to equal rights and privi-

leges—an identity of interests implies an equality of rights. A monopo-
ly of power, therefore, by the ministry, is a usurpation of the rights of
the people. No power on the part of the ministry, can deprive the

people legitimately of their elective and representative rights ; as the

ministry cannot think and act for the people, in matters of principle and
conviction, so neither can they legislate for them, except as their author-
ized representatives."—(See Declaration of Rights, art. 9.)

Q,. Is it not therefore evident, that in proportion as monarchy or
aristocracy prevails in the church, in the same proportion will the secu-

rities of civil liberty be weakened or destroyed?

A. Yes ; it would be a contradiction, to say that a man was a republi-

can in civil, and an aristocrat in ecclesiastical government.
Q. But is it not contended that the government of the M. E. Church

is republican, because persons authorised to preach, must first be re-

commended by the people, and does this not constitute them their repre-

sentatives?

A. Some do so contend, but others, (yea and ministers of high stand-

ing,) publicly thank God that their government is net republican, and
proclaim in their sermons, that no church can have a republican govern-
ment, without dethroning Jesus Christ.

Q,. But does not the circumstance of their being so recommended by
the people at first, constitute the government republican?

A. No ; for though this be the case, the people never thought in that

act, of constituting them law makers, but only recommended them as

suitable persons to preach. That this is the fact, is evident: First, be-

cause a majority so recommended and licensed, never become travelling

preachers, without which they can have no voice in the government,
and of course cannot be the representatives of the people: Second.

'Mr. Bascom is vet a Minister in ths M. E. Church



many of those who become travelling preachers, never go to General
Conference, and consequently, cannot represent any one there : Third,
if some few do, after many years, become members of the General
Conference, they may have changed their views very much since they

were recommended to preach, and of course, could not suitably repre-

sent the views and wishes of the people now: Fourth, however corrupt

they may have become since that time in their principles, and oppressive

in their measures, the people have no authority to remove them from
office, and elect others in their places; so, you see, this is a curious
kind of republicanism; and this fine superstructure, which has been so

much harped upon among the ignorant and uninformed, tumbles to the

ground, for want of a foundation to support it.

Q. Then will it not follow, that if in the act of recommending them
to preach, the people intended, also, to make them representatives in

the General Conference, or law making department of the Church, they
have been greatly disappointed, for the travelling preachers have pre*

vented a large majority ofthe representatives of the people from going to

the General Conference, though they were elected for that purpose, ac-

cording to this argument. Would this be allowed in the civil depart*

ment?
A. We think the conclusion legitimate, if the premises be admitted.

Q,. But did not the people, at the organization ofthe church, consent to

this kind of government by conventional enactment; and if so, is it not
founded in the will of the people, and, consequently, republican?

A. No; the people were never consulted at the organization ofthe M. E.
Church, they had no representative present: but a few ministers, ofthem-
selves, in the city of Baltimore, in 1784, framed the government without
the concurrence or consent of the people, and have held with tenacious'

grasp, ever since, all legislative, judicial, and executive prerogative.

Q,. But did they not virtually embrace and approve of this kind of
government, in the act ofjoining the Church, and in this act concede to

the preachers the right to make and execute all the laws, and will not this

make it republican?

A. No; not one in a hundred, if one in a thousand, thought any thing

about the principles of government, when uniting with the church, but
were influenced in this act by entirely different considerations.

d. But do they not approve of this kind of government by continuing

in the church, and is not this equivalent to a vote of approval, and of

course republican?

A. No; a large majority in the church do not understand the principles

of their own government, nor the government of Reformers, or the dif-

ference between them, and among those who are acquainted with them,

perhaps there is a majority in favor of reform.

Q,. If this be the fact, why then do they continue in the church?

A. They may probably be influenced to this course from a num-
ber of considerations, foreign to the government. Such as their at-

tachment to favorite ministers ; an unwillingness to interrupt old asso-

ciations and attachments.—Some may be influenced by the argument
taken from numbers and popularity: others may think they can succeed

better in their temporal avocations, and that it will best, subserve their sec-

ular interests, to belong to so large a community. Others, again, do not
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hke to leave the meeting houses, which their money has built; and not

among the least, is a fear that the new church will not succeed—which
fear ought now to be abandoned.

Q. It would appear, then, that if the preachers, favorable to reform,

would come out and join the reformers, a large proportion of the members
would go with them ; or, if a majority of the people would come out, the

preachers would follow—and so they are waiting, one for the other 1

A. No doubt it is even so.

Q,. But is there not a majority of the members in the M. E. Church
in favor of this kind of government, and is not their peaceable submis-

sion to it an evidence of that fact; and if so, is it not founded in the

will of the people, and republican?

A. This is very doubtful and uncertain, as it has never been tested ;

neither are the preachers willing to submit it to the voice of the mem-
bers in a fair election, but have told them plainly that they have no right

to a voice in such matters. (See the report of General Conference, in

1828.) Mr. Bascom has discussed this question with considerable abili-

ty. '• Submission," says he, "to a power gradually and insidiously

usurped, should seldom or never be received as proof of the legiti-

mate consent of the people, to the peculiar form of government by
which they are oppressed ; as such submission may be the result of

principles, attachments, and energies, which owe their existence to

causes foreign from the government, which is supposed to produce them.

Peaceable submission by the people, to a system of government, can
never be construed into a proper approval of it, as one of their own
choice; for, as men by birth and education, may become the subjects of

a form of civil government they do not approve, so thousands may be

born into the kingdom of God, and nurtured in his family, under forms

of ecclessiastical polity, materially inconsistent with the lights and
notices of revelation on this subject. The continued sufferance and
submission of the people, so far from proving the divine right of those

who govern, does not even furnish proof of any right at all, except the

claim which arises from mere forbearance." (See Declaration, art. 11.)

Q,. Why then does the M. E. Church support anti-republican princi-

ples, if they are opposed to the gospel?

A. I do not not know; but "I wot that they do itignorantly."

Q,. Is the government ofthe M. E. Church a monarchy or aristocracy?

A. It is a mixture of both, for though the government is in the hands
of the travelling preachers, [this is aristocratic] they are dependent on
the bishops at their head, [this is monarchical.]

Q. What is the nature of the government of the Methodist Protestant

Church?
A, Republican or representative; based upon the principles of equal

and mutual rights.

GENERAL AND ANNUAL CONFERENCES, COMPOSITION,
POWERS, &c.

Q,. By whom are the laws made, for the government of the M. E.
Church?
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A. By the General Conference—(see discipline, page 20.)*

Q. Of whom is the General Conference composed?

A. Of travelling preachers—(page 19.)

Q,. By whom are the members of the General Conference appointed?

A. By the x\nnual Conferences—(page 19.)

Q,. Of whom are the Annual Conferences composed ?

A. Exclusively of travelling preachers—(page 22.)

Q,. Can no one be elected a member of the General Conference but
travelling preachers ?

A, None.
Q,. Can no one vote for members of the General Conference but tra-

velling preachers?

A. None.
Q,. May it not then be emphatically called a government of travelling

preachers ?

A. Yes.

Q,. Upon whom are the laws of the General Conference binding?

A. Upon the travelling and local ministers, and membership.
Q. Have the local ministers and members any representatives in the

law-making department?
A. No ; it is denied that they have any right, either natural or acquir-

ed, to a representation. (See the report of the General Conference of

1828.)

Q,. How did the travelling preachers get the power to legislate for the

local preachers and members without their consent?
A. They assumed it.

Q,. Ought the members quietly to yield this right, secured to them by
the God of nature and grace, and submit to be governed by this assumed
authority, or how can they be justified in this act?

A. We think Professor Bascom lias placed this subject in a clear point
of view—he says: "Whenever the members of a church resign the right

of suffrage, and of discussing freely and fearlessly the conduct of their

rulers, whether it be done by direct concession, or indirectly by attaching

themselves to, and continuing within the pale ofa church, where such a
system of polity obtains, they renounce to a fearful extent, one of the first

principles of the Protestant religion, and .bring dishonor upon its name.
Whenever spiritual rulers attemptto check a perfectly free communication
of thoughts and feelings among the people ; when the lips and the pens
of the laity are interdicted, without their oversight and license ; when
they attempt to repress honest convictions and free inquiry ; when their

disapprobation is shown to all, who do not support them, and their dis-

pleasure incurred by the diffusion of intelligence among the people,
cot calculated to increase their power and reputation; then it becomes
the duty of the people to decline their oversight, as men unworthy to rule

the church of God. The rock on which the church has split for ages,

is that the sovereign power, to regulate all ecclesiastical matters, (not
decided by the Scriptures, and which of right belongs to a Christian

community, as such,) has by a most mischievious and unnatural policy,

* The edition of the discipline referred to in this work, is that of 1832 ; it is neces-
sary that this should be borne in mind, as in any other edition tho page* may not cor-
respond.



10

misnamed expediency, been transferred to the hands of a few ministers,

who have been in part, the patriarchs of the ministry, and the aristocracy

of the church."—(Declaration, article 14.)

Q,. By what argument do the travelling preachers attempt to support
this assumption ofpower?

A. By their call to the ministry, or because they are "divinely
instituted." (See the report of the General Conference of 1828.)

Q,. And do they not acknowledge that the local preachers are also

called of God, or "divinely instituted?"

A. Yes ; and many of them have been itinerants.

Q,. Do they then believe that when a preacher ceases to.travel he
loses his divine right, and has no longer authority to expound " gospel
doctrines, ordinances, and moral discipline?"

A. They do not in so many words say this, but it is evidently implied
in their report.

Q,. If they do not believe this, why do they deny the local preachers a
voice in the government, when they are entitled to it upon the same
principles that they themselves claim it ?

A. I will leave this difficulty to be explained by themselves.

Q Well, will not the call to the ministry, or the divine right, be as

good an argument in favor of local preachers making laws to govern the

travelling preachers without their consent, as it is in favor of travelling

preachers making laws, &c. for them ?

A. Yes ; it holds equally good, whether they claim this by nature, by
becoming Christians, Methodists, or Ministers.

38. Q,. Have the local ministers and members any negative on the laws,
which are to affect their property, persons, and reputation ?

A. No; to object to, or reason against it, or petition for amendments,
is called sowing dissention and enveighing against discipline—(page 90.)

39. Q,. What is the penalty annexed to this alleged crime of sowing
dissentions and enveighing against discipline?

A. Expulsion from the church—(page 90.)

40. Q.. Cannot persons be expelled by this rule of discipline from the

M. E. Church, without being charged with a breach of the laws of Jesus
Christ?

A. Yes ; the preacher can exclude them for a breach of the rules of
discipline, and not for immoral conduct—(page 82.)

d. Is it not contended by many that they have a sufficient check upon
their rulers, by withholding their pecuniary contributions, and conse-
quently, the support of the ministry ?

A. Many use this argument, and think it unanswerable.
Q,. Is it not a good argument ?

A. IVo, 1st. Because it could never be effected; for though some might
withhold their support, others would not, and in such case, the deficiency

could be supplied from the immense book and chartered fund, which is

entirely under the control of the ministers. 2d Because it is made the

duty of the members of the church, both by the gospel and the discipline,

to support those who minister to them in holy things. But upon this plan

of correcting the evils of the government, this obligation is violated. 3d.

This plan of withholding support, as the only check upon oppressive

rulers, if carried out, would greatly retard the spread of the gospel, as it
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would not only stop the operations of government, but the preaching of
the gospel also. 4th. It would be the very essence of rebellion, and it

must be a bad government, indeed, which has no other remedy for existing

evils but rebellion. "Shall we do evil that goodmay come? God forbid !."

Q,. But does the discipline of the M. E. Church make it the duty ofthe
members to support the ministry?

A. Yes; for if it does not, then, in doing this, they would do something
more than their duty, which would be a work of supererogation, and not
admissible ; but it is said in the discipline, part 2d, section 4th, that the
annual allowance of the travelling preachers shall be $100 and travelling

expenses; their wives, $100; each child, to the age of 7 years, $16;
from 7 to 14 years, $24; and, in addition to this, a house is to be provid-
ed in each circuit, for the residence of the preacher, furnished with hea-
vy furniture, (page 176,) together with fuel and table expenses for the
preacher's family—(page 178.) Now does not all this imply an obligation
on the part of the members to contribute, and if they refuse to do so, do
they not violate this obligation ?

Q,. By whom are the laws made for the government of the M. P.
church ?

A. By the General Conference—(see Constitution and Discipline, ar-

ticle 9, page 24.

Q,. Of whom is the General Conference composed?
A. Of an equal number of ministers and laymen—(art. 8, p. 22.)

Q,. By whom are the members of the General Conference elected?

A. By the joint ballot ofan electoral college, composed of the itinerant
ministers and delegates belonging to the Annual Conference, and of one
minister, who is not under the stationing authority of the Conference,
from each circuit and station ; the minister thus added to be elected by
the unstationed ministers of the circuit or station.*—(art 8. p. 22.)

Q,. Are there any restrictions upon the General Conference with
regard to the making of laws ?

A. Yes. They are restricted from passing any rule which shall con-
travene any law of God; infringe the right ofsuffrage, eligibility to office,
or the rights and privileges of the ministers, preachers, and members to an
impartial trial, and of an appeal; the liberty of speech or of the press; or
which shall authorise the expulsion of any minister or member, except
such rule be founded upon the Holy Scriptures. They are also prohibit-
ed from establishing any higher order ofministers than that of Elder—(art.

10, p. 25.)

Q,. Of whom are the Annual Conferences composed?
A. Of all the ordained itinerant ministers of the district, and of one

delegate from each circuit and station for each of its itinerant ministers,
(art. 7. p. 19 )

Q. By whom are the delegates to the Annual Conferences elected?
A. By a majority of the votes of the male members, over twenty-one

years of age, ofeach circuit and station.

* Unstationed ministers in the M. P. Church, are what are termed Local Preach-
ers in the M.E. Church.
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BISHOPS AND PRESIDING ELDERS, APPOINTMENT
POWERS, &c.

Q,. Well, to be more particular, let us examine into some of the dif-

ferent parts, that we may judge of the character of the whole system
by the character of its parts, and in order to do this, let us inquire who
are the the highest officers in the M. E. Church ?

A. The bishops—(page 25.)

Q,. By whom are they appointed ?

A. By the travelling preachers—(page 25.)

Q,. How long do they hold their office ?

A. During life, unless they are removed for some crime.

Q. What powers do they hold, which are objected to ?

A. They hold the power of stationing all the preachers—(page 25.)

Q. How many preachers are there, whose itinerant destiny is placed

in the hands of the bishops ?

A. About twenty-six hundred.

Q. Have the preachers any appeal from the appointment ofthe bishops?

A. No. They must either go to their appointments, or leave the

itinerant ranks.

Q,. Does not this place the preachers in a state of dependence on
Episcopal power?

A. Yes. As they can favor or oppress them, in giving them good or

bad appointments; keep them near home, or send them far oft", they may
be under the necessity sometimes of learning obedience by the things

they suffer.

Q. Do not the bishops, from these circumstances, acquire very great

influence over the preachers and people?

A. Yes. This was exemplified in the General Conference of 1820, in

putting down what were afterwards called the suspended resolutions, after

they were carried by a majority of upwards of two-thirds of the General

Conference, as well as in the intercourse between bishops and preachers.

Q,. Does not the New Testament speak of bishops in the primitive

church?

A. Yes.

Q,. Were those prerogatives possessed by the bishops spoken of in

the New Testament?
A. No. The New Testament gives no account of such prerogatives

being claimed or possessed by bishops ; and Mosheim, in his ecclesias-

tical history, published by the M. E. Church, (vol. l,page 91,) states that

"a bishop in the first ages of the Christian Church, was a person who
had the care of one Christian assembly, which, at that time, was, gener-

ally speaking, small enough to be contained in a private house." Again,

in the same volume, page"88, Mosheim says: " the rulers of the church

were called either proselytes or bishops, which two titles were undoubt-

edly applied to the same person."

Q,. Are there not officers in the M. E. Church, called presiding elders?

A. Yes.

Q. Who appoints the presiding elders ?

A. The bishops—(page 28.)
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Q,. Is there any precedent to be found for this kind of officers in the

Scriptures, or the usages of the primitive church?

A. I know of iione.

Q,. What are the powers of the presiding elders ?

A. They are placed over the travelling and local preachers, exhorters,

&c. in the absence of the bishops—(page 28.) They also exercise a se-

cret influence in stationing the preachers.

Q. May they not then be considered the agents of the bishops, who
exercise their power in their absence ?

A. Yes.

Q,. May it not then be said of them, as well as of the bishops, that

the preachers are in a state of dependence on them?
A. Yes.

Q,. Has not this a tendency to trammel the ministry, and consequently
to injure their piety?

A. We think so.

Q,. Is there any thing done by the presiding elders, in the circuits or

stations, which might not be as well done by the preachers in charge?
A. No.
Q,. Is it not, then, an unprecedented, as well as an unnecessary office,

and attended with unnecessary expense to the church ?

A. Yes.

Q. Are there any bishops or presiding elders in the M. Church, in the

Old Country, where Methodism was first established?

A. They never had any there.

Q,. Has not the Methodist Church been as successful there, without
these officers, as where they have existed ?

A. Yes.

Q,. What is the inference to be drawn from these facts?

A. It is obvious, that if our brethren have succeeded as well in Europe
without them, as those in America have done with them, they are un-
necessary.

Q,. And is the Methodist Church in England, under a civil monarchy,
more liberal and republican, than it is in this country under our free

institutions ?

A. Yes ; and Mr. Wesley, when he learned that Mr. Asbury and Dr.
Coke had established an Episcopal form of government in the United
States, addressed to them a very pointed and impressive letter, from
which we give the following extract: dated,

" London, Sept. 20, 1788.
" But in one point, my dear brother, I am a little afraid you and the

Doctor differ from me: I study to be little, you to be great; I creep, you
strut along ; I found a school, you a college ; nay, and call it after your
own names. Oh, beware ! Do not seek to be something. Let me be

nothing, and Christ be all in all. One instance of this, your greatness,

has given me great concern. How can you, how dare you, surfer your*

self to be called a bishop? I shudder, I start, at the very thought; men
may call me a knave, or a fool, a rascal, a scoundrel, and I am con-

tent. But they shall never, by my consent, call me a bishop. For my
sake, for God's sake, for Christ's sake, put a full end to this. John
Wesley."—Jloore's Life of fVesley, vol. 2, page 285.

2
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Q. Are there any bishops, or presiding elders in the M. P. Church I

A. There are none.

Q,. Who are the highest officers ?

A. The presidents of the Conferences,

Q. How are they chosen?
A. They are elected by the Conferences.

Q,. How long do they hold their office ?

A. For one year; and no president can be eligible to office more than
three successive years.

Q. What are their duties ?

A. To preside over the Conferences; to travel through the district

during the recess of Conference, and to be present at all the quarterly
meetings, and camp-meetings of his district, as far as practicable ; to

ordain, with the assistance of two or more elders, those persons who may
be elected to orders ; to employ such ministers and missionaries as are
duly recommended , and to make such changes of ministers as may be
necessary, provided the consent of the preachers to be changed, be first

obtained.—(art. 11, p. 26.)

Q,. Who stations the preachers ?

A. The Conference, either through the president, or by a committee,
as they shall determine.

Q,. Have the preachers any appeal from the appointment of the sta-

tioning authority''

A. Yes. They can appeal to the Conference, who may confirm or
annul the appointment as they may think best.

RECEPTION OF MEMBERS.

Q,. How are the members received into the M. E. Church ?

A. By the preacher in charge—(page 39.)

Q. Has he power to receive members contrary to the voice of the

society ?

A. Yes.

Q,. Have the members no right secured to them in the discipline, to re-

ject a person they consider unworthy?
A. There is no such rule.

Q. But' is it not generally asked, if there be any objections?

A. Yes; this is frequently done, but it depends on the will of the

preacher, (as there is no rule requiring him to ask such questions,) wheth-
er he does this or not, and he can receive them if he pleases, after an ob-

jection is made.
Q,. How are members received into the M. P. Church?
A. The superintendent*

1 may receive persons on probation, provided

there be no objection by the society ; but in the event of an objection

being made by any person, the matter is referred to the leaders' meet-

ings in stations ; and in circuits to the superintendent and leader of the

class. Admittance to full membership is by the vote of the leaders'

meeting in stations, and in circuits by the vote of a majority of the

members of the society or class.—(p. 35.)

* The minister in charge of a circuit or station is styled the superintendent.
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APPOINTMENT OF STEWARDS AND LEADERS.

Q. How are the stewards appointed in the M. E. Church?
A. The preacher in charge has the right of nomination, and the

quarterly conference confirms said nomination.—(page 108.)

Q,. Must not the stewards then always be the choice of the preacher?
A. Yes.

Q,. How are the leaders appointed ?

A. It is the duty of the preacher in charge, to appoint all the leaders,

and change them when he sees it necessary.—(page 39.)

Q. Has he not power according to this rule, to appoint a leader over
the society to whom they are all opposed, or to take one from them that

they all love ?

A. Yes.

Q,. But is this ever done? A. Yes ; frequently.

Q,. Has not this been a source of great grievance to the church?
A. It has.

Q,. How are the Stewards appointed in the M. P f Church ?

A. They are elected by the male members in stations, and in circuits

by the Quarterly Conference—(page 28.)

Q,. How are the leaders appointed ?

A. They are elected by the respective classes, annually—(page 28.)

CHURCH PROPERTY.

Q. Who claims the right of property in the M. E. Church?
A. The travelling preachers.

—

Page 159. (See also, deed ofsettlement,
and the note at the end of said deed.)

Q,. Is not the society who buy or build the property allowed to hold it

under all circumstances?

A. No; the preacher, who is the agent of the bishop, and appointed by
him, claims the power for a difference of opinion to turn out the society,

and possess it himself, so long as it is the will of the bishop to leave
him there, who can then send another agent in his place.—(See pages 25
and 39.—See also previous questions, marked 38, 39 and 40, on page 10.)

Q. What is the probable amount of church property thus claimed by
the travelling pi;eachers?

A, It is supposed that it cannot be less than three millions eight hundred
thousand dollars.

Q,. Is not this interest greatly augmented by the quarterly and yearly
collections?

A.. Yes.

Q,. Have they not, also, a large chartered fund and book establishment
under their exclusive control?

A. Yes; they have, in the city of Philadelphia, a chartered fund of
about thirty thousand dollars, and in the city of New-York, they have a
large book establishment, with a capital of from two to five hundred
thousand dollars, and their periodicals bring them an immense revenue,
one of which is worth, perhaps, forty thousand dollars per annum.—(See
C. Springer's Review, &c. page 28 and 29.)
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<bt Is not this interest rapidly increasing?

A. Yes; great efforts are making to extend the interest ofthe establish-

ment; hence it is made the duty of presiding elders and preachers to

promote the circulation of books, make collections, &c.
Q. What is the aggregate amount of the whole?

A. Perhaps not less thanfour millions three hundred and seventy thousand

dollars.

Q,. Does this establishment receive a liberal support from the members
of the church?

A. Yes.

Q. Have the members who thus liberally contribute their support to

this establishment, any voice or control in its management or government?

A. No; they have no voice, either directly, or indirectly, but it all

belongs to the travelling preachers.*

Q. Does not the history of the church in past ages admonish us of the

danger of placing in the hands of the clergy, and under their exclusive

control, such a vast amount of wealth?

A. Yes ; but we are slow to learn from such examples, and conse-

quently, they have to be repeated again and again.

Q. Well, but have not the local preachers as much right and interest

secured to them in the meeting houses, as the travelling preachers ?

A. No; they are secured for the special use and benefit of those

preachers authorised by the General and Annual Conferences.—(pages

158 and 163.)

Q,. How is the property of the M. P. Church held?

A. The male members of each separate Church, over the age of 21

years, elect Trustees to hold the property of individual churches for the

use of the members thereof ; and they fix the term of office of such Trus-

tees; except where any church chooses to procure an act of incorpora-

tion from the Legislature of the State, in which case the property is held

by the corporation, who can make such disposition of it as they may think

proper. Trustees have no power to purchase, sell, or dispose of the

church property in any way, without the authority of a majority of two-

thirds of the male members of the church assembled at a regular meeting

for the purpose—(page 70.)

TRIAL OF MEMBERS.

Q,. How are the members brought to trial in the M. E. Church?

A. Before the society, or a select number, in the presence of a bishop,

elder, deacon, or preacher.—(Page 89.)

Q. What time is allowed the accused to prepare for trial?

* What a contrast is this with the conduct and example of the apostles, on the sub-

ject of money matters, or the financial concerns of the church. (See Acts vi. 2, 5.)

"Then the twelve called the multitude of the disciples unto them, and said, it is

not reason that wc should leave the word of God, and serve tables, wherefore breth-

ren look ye out among you seven men of honest report, full of the Holy Ghost and
wisdom, whom we may appoint over this business; but we will give ourselves con-

tinually toprayer andthe ministry of the word; and the saying pleased the whole mul-
titude."
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A. This depends entirely on the will of the preacher in charge; he may
be brought up forthwith.

Q. Can the accused have his choice, whether he will be tried by the

society, or a select number ?

A. No; the preacher decides, and tries him accordingly..

Q. Who appoints the jury to try the accused?

A. The preacher in charge.

Q. Is there any inconvenience arising out of this power, exercised by
the preacher in charge ?

A. Yes; he can pick a jury, either favorable, or unfavorable, to the

accused, as he may stand affected.

Q. Is the right of challenge secured to the accused?
A. No ; his enemies may be kept on, or removed at the pleasure of

the preacher.

Q. Are there any privileges secured to the accused?
A. He is allowed an appeal to the next Quarterly Conference.

—

(Page 91.)

Q. Can the accused, if acquitted by the jury appointed by the preacher,

be arraigned again on the same charge ?

A. Yes; if the preacher in charge differ in judgment from the com-
mittee, he can refer the case to the next Quarterly Conference.-(Page 90.)

Q. Can any person who sits on the case as a committee-man, vote

again on the same case, in the Quarterly Conference?
A. Yes; if he be an official member, which is often the case.

Q. Of whom are the Quarterly Conferences composed?
A. Of the travelling and local preachers, exhorters, stewards and lea-

ders.—(Page 29.)

Q, Upon whom are a majority of the members of the Quarterly Con-
ference dependent for their office ?

A. On the preacher in charge, as he appoints all the leaders ; these

generally make a majority. He nominates the stewards, licenses the ex-

horters, &c.
Q. May not the Conferences, thus constituted, be considered in the

case of appeals, as the preachers' jury?

A. Yes.

Q. With all these advantages, may he not turn out, or keep in whom
he pleases?

A. It does appear so.

Q. How are the members brought to trial, in the M. P. Church?
A. Before the society, or a committee, as the accused may determine. -*-

(Page 31.)

Q. What time is allowed the accused to prepare for trial?

A- At least twenty days after being furnished with a copy of the

charges and specifications; unless the parties concerned prefer going
iuto trial on a shorter notice—(page 31.)

Q. Who appoints the jury?

A. The superintendent nominates two persons, in full membership and
good standing, over the age of twenty-one years, and the class of which
the accused is a member, nominates two more, and these four persons
selee't a fifth ; which constitutes a competent court of trial.—(Page 37. •

Q. Is the right of challenge secured to the accused ?

9*
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A. Yes; and he has die privilege of examining witnesses, and of mak-
ing his defence, either in person or by representative.

Q. Are there any other privileges secured to the accused ?

A. He is allowed an appeal to the next Quarterly Conference.
Q. Can the accused, if acquitted by the jury, be arraigned again on

the same charge ?

A. No ; the decision in such case is final.

Q. Can any person who sits on the case as a committee-man, vote
again in the Quarterly Conference?

A. No; this is absolutely prohibited.—(Page 31.)

Q. Of whom are the Quarterly Conferences composed?
A. Of all the ministers, preachers, exhorters, stewards, leaders, and

trustees, belonging to the circuit or station.

Q. Are any of the members of the Quarterly Conference dependent
upon the preacher for office ?

A. No ; the preachers and exhorters are licensed by the Quarterly
Conference, after being first recommended by the society; the stewards
and trustees are elected by the church, and the leaders are elected by the

classes, so that they are ipso facto the representatives of the people, and
dependent on them alone for office.

Q. Who presides over the Quarterly Conferences?
A. Each Conference elects its own chairman.

DOCTRINES, GENERAL RULES, AND MEANS OF GRACE.

Q. In what respect do the doctrines and general rules of the two
churches differ ?

A. There is no difference whatever : the articles of religion are identi-

cally the same in both disciplines; and the general rules of the M. P.
church, are an exact transcript of those originally drawn up by Mr.
Wesley.
Q. Are the means of grace peculiar to Methodism, such as love-feasts

and class meetings, enjoyed by the members of the Methodist Protestant

Church?
A. They are; but there is this difference with regard to the love-feasts.

In the M. E. church no person can be admitted oftener than three times,

without becoming a member, while in the M. P. church, members of other

churches, in good standing, may attend as often as they please ; and the

superintendent may give notes of admission to serious persons, not mem-
bers of any church, as often as he seesprojier to do so.

THE GOVERNMENT OF THE M. E. CHURCH. CONTRASTED
WITH THE SCRIPTURES, AND THE USAGES

OF THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH.

Q. Is there any warrant in Scripture, or the usages of the primitive

church, for this kind of government?
A. No; but right in opposition to it. (See Matt. 20, 25, 27. Chap. 23,

8, 12. Chap. 7, 12. See, also, the following extract from Mosheim'a
Ecclesiastical history, vol. 1. page 87 ;) "In those early times, every chris-
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tiati church consisted of the people, their leaders, and the ministers and
deacons; and these indeed, belong essentially to every religious society.

The people were undoubtedly the first in authority, for the Apostles

themselves showed by their examples, that nothing of moment was to be

carried on, or determined, without the consent of the assembly;* and this

method of proceeding was both prudent and necessary, in these critical

times." It was, therefore the assembly of the people, which chose their

own rulers and teachers, or received them by a free and authorative

consent, when recommended by others. The same people rejected or

confirmed, by their suffrages, the laws that were proposed by their rulers

to the assembly; excommunicated profligate or unworthy members of
the church, restored the penitent to their forfeited privileges, passed

judgment on the different subjects of controversy and dissension that

arose in their community; examined and decided the disputes which hap-

pened between the elders and deacons; and, in a word, exercised all

that authority which belongs to such as are invested with the sovereign

power."

EXPEDIENCY.

Q,. Well, if the government of the M. E. Church cannot be justified

on the grounds of reason, scripture, or the history of the church, may it

not be justified on the ground of expediency?

A. Let Mr. Bascom reply. "Expedience and right are different things.

Nothing is expedient that is unjust. Necessity and convenience, may
render a form of government useful and effective for a time, which
afterwards, under a change of circumstances and an accumulation of
responsibility, may become oppressive and intolerable. That system of
things, which cannot be justified by the word of God, and the common
sense of mankind, can never be expedient."—(Declaration, Art 11.)

UTILITY-

Q,. Since this system is inconsistent with scripture, reason, the history

of the church, and the principles of expediency, may it not be justified

on the grounds of its utility, for none perhaps has been more successful

in reforming mankind, than the M. E. Church. Now, if these principles

were so very pernicious, would God sanction by his blessing the people

who patronize them?
A. If revivals, or the success ofthe M. E. Church prove the government

to be right, then it would prove absolute contradictions; for while it

would prove aristocracy to be right in the M. E. Church it would as

clearly prove republicanism to be right in the Presbyterian, Baptist,

Methodist Protestant, and other churches, for these all have revivals and

success, as well as the M. E. Church. Moreover, if this is a good
argument in favor of any peculiar form of church government, it would
be equally good in favor of doctrines; hence it would prove Calvinism

' .lets 4, 15, vi. 3, xv. 4, xxi. 22.
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right, Armeuianisni right, Campbellism right, and every other ism, and
by proving too much, destroys itself, and proves nothing at all. But the

fact is this has not been the grounds of their success; no one has ever
been awakened, or converted, or joined the church, because of the gov-
ernment, but have been influenced in this by the goodness of their doc-

trines, the industry of the ministry, and the piety of the church, while
some, it is to be feared, have joined the church from motives less praise-

worthy than the above.

Q. And are these the principles the Old Side are supporting, and
endeavoring to send down to posterity?

A. Yes.

Q,. Upon what principles can the local preachers and lay members
support this system?

A. Only on the principles of passive obedience, and non-resistance.

INCONSISTENCY OF REFORMERS.

Q,. Are not many of the ministers, as well as the members, who are yet

in the M. E. Church, Reformers in sentiment?

A. Yes.

Q,. Why, then, do they not act according to their convictions, and not

throw their example and influence in favor of erroneous principles, and
in opposition to truth?

A. Several considerations may induce them to take this course, such

as the Reformers being in the minority, fears of final success, and not

among the least, fears of pecuniary support.

Q,. Well, do not such persons act a little like Bunyan's water-man,

who looks one way, and rows the other?

A. They do.

Q~ But should not Christians follow their honest convictions, whether
popular or unpopular, whether it makes in favor of, or against their

secular interest?

A. Yes; we think this is required by Christian sincerity,

Q,. Did not many of the travelling preachers, who are yet in the old

church, by espousing and advocating the cause of reform, contribute

largely to produce expulsions, and subsequently secessions, from the

old church?
A. Yes.

Q. And after thus leading the people into difficulties, did they leave

them to struggle alone in those difficulties, or rather increase them by
throwing their weight of influence in the other scale?

A. Ye*.

Q. Can this be reconciled with correct views of either honor or

religion?

A. We cannot reconcile it.

SECESSION UNAVOIDABLE.

Q. Well, did the Reformers make sufficient efforts to reform the gov-

ernment before they seceded ; if they did not, were they justifiable in this

course
'
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A. Yes ; they did all that could reasonably be done, to effect this object,

Q,. What was done, in order to effect this reformation ?

A. The subject was discussed for nearly eight years, freely and fully , in

printed circulars, and in pamphlets and periodicals, with great clearness,

and ability, in which some of the most distinguished ministers, as well as

members, took an active part.

Q,. Was any thing more done?

A. Yes; they sent in petitions from the ministry and membership, from

different parts of the United States, to the General Conference of 1824,

asking for a modification of the government.

Q. What did they do with the petitions?

A. They refused to grant them.

Q,. What reason did they assign for this?

A. The bishops, in their circular, offered two reasons: 1st, that the

petitioners were not agreed as to the modification wanted ; some asked

one thing, and some another. 2d, that they "acknoicledged no such

claims; they comprehended no such privileges."

Q,. Did the Reformers then secede, upon receiving this reply from the

General Conference?
A. No; they established a periodical in Baltimore, called the "Mutual

Rights of the ministers and members of the M. E. Church," "for the pur-

pose of giving the Methodist community a suitable opportuniy of enter-

ing upon a calm and dispassionate discussion of the subject in dispute."

They also organized Union Societies in Baltimore, and in different parts

of the country.

Q. What was their object in forming these Societies?

A. 1st. For the purpose of preventing secessions from the church, for

there began to be considerable dissatisfaction in the connection, because

of these things. 2d. In order to unite the views and efforts of Reformers
that they might present at the next General Conference, one united peti-

tion, speaking the language of all the Reformers.
Q,. What was the result ?

A. A number of the Reformers, ministers and members, of the first

standing, were expelled from the church, in different places in the United

States.

Q,. What were they expelled for?

A. For nothing else than publishing, reading and circulating the "Mu-
tual Rights," and for belonging to the Union Societies.

Q. Were they not charged with any thing immoral?
A. No: their accusers acknowledged that their moral character stood

fair.

d. How then did they effect their expulsion, if there was nothing im-

moral alleged against them ?

A. The preacher in charge picked the juries, which he knew would
effect the object desired.

Q. Were the accused in this case allowed the right of challenge?

A. No; the preacher appointed their enemies on the jury; those who
had pre-judged the case, and some who acknowledged they could not do
them justice ; and yet these*were the men who decided on their case.

Q. Did the same committee try all the cases ?
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A. Yes; one committee tried eleven local preachers on the same
charges and specifications, in succession; and another committee tried

twenty-two members, on the same principles.

Q,. What evidence was adduced on the trials?

A. A bundle of the Mutual Rights was laid on the table.

Q,. Was there nothing more definite than this ?

A. There were a number of pieces referred to in the charges and spe-

cifications, as being published in the different numbers of that work.
Q. Were these pieces read in evidence on the trial.

A. No ; when the accused demanded that the objectionable sentences
and words should be read, and that this was essential, in order to a pro-

per defence, it was decided that not a word should be read.

Q Well, after they were expelled, did they appeal from the decision of
the committee ?

A. Yes; the local preachers of Baltimore appealed to the District Con-
ference, which, to effect their final expulsion, was unconstitutionally dis-

solved by the votes of colored men in a slave holding State, which threw their

ease into the Quarterly Conference, where the case of the ministers and
members met with one common fate.

Q,. Who composed the Quarterly Conference which decided on the

appeal ?

A. The same judge, and jury, and prosecutors, who had before expelled

them.

Q,. What did the Reformers do then ?

A. Being unwilling to secede, they carried their case up to the Annual
Conference, and then to the General Conference, and there offered every

reasonable and honorable compromise, but all to no efteci.

Q,. Were the petitions referred to above, presented at the General Con-
ference of 1828 ?

A. Yes.

Q. What disposition was made of them ?

A. The General Conference published a report on the petitions and
memorials of the Reformers, in which they deny that the petitioners have
any right, either natural or acquired, to a representation, and claim to

themselves the high prerogative (hke the popish clergy) that they, " the

divinely instituted ministry, are the divinely authorised expounders of

gospel doctrines, ordinances, and moral discipline ;" in other words, that

they have a divine right to make and execute all the laws, without the con-

currence or consent of the members and local preachers.

Q,. Who wrote the pieces for which Reformers were expelled ?

A. Many of them were written by the travelling preachers.

Q,. And were those preachers also expelled ?

A. No ; many of them retain their standing in the church till this day.

Q,. What! did they expel persons for publishing, reading, and circulat-

ing, the writings of their own preachers, and let the writers themselves

remain unimpeached in the church?
A. Yes.

Q,. When the Reformers were cut off from all redress of grievances,

how did they proceed ?
•

A. There was only one thing left for them to do, viz : to form them-

selves into a new church.
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Q, Is it not said that the Reformers were inflammatory in their writings

and movements, and that this was a just cause of expulsion?

A. Yes ; but if this he true, then it would follow, that the old side

should also be expelled, for, to say the least, they were equally guilty of the

same crime ; it is a good rule that works both ways.

Q,. Were not the Reformers, who were not expelled, bound by every
principle of honor and religion, to sustain the expelled members, seeing

they were expelled for their principles, and in defence of their cause?
And as in the same decision, they were all virtually expelled ?

A. (They were ; and many of them acted accordingly. But others

consulted their personal convenience and interest, and were content to

witness the Reformers struggle in difficulties which they had contributed

to bring upon them ; or, in order the more effectually to restore themselves
to the forfeited confidence of the ruling authorities, became the most in-

veterate oppo;sers of their reform brethren.

Q. Is it not offered as an apology, by some, for their abandoning the

truth, which they once considered so important to the prosperity of the

church and the world, that the Reformers left the church in such a bad
spirit ?

A. Yes; but it is a very poor one; (but men, let them act ever so incon-
sistent, will always try to find some plea of justification,) for if they for-

sook Reformers only on account of their bad spirit, they ought, on the

same principles, to leave the old church, for they have manifested a thou-
sand times more malignant spirit towards Reformers than the Reformers
have done towards them. In confirmation of this fact, we refer the rea-

der to the whole history of the controversy, especially to the prosecutions
against Reformers, in Baltimore, Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, Pitts-

burgh, Cincinnati, and elsewhere. Let the conduct of the two churches,
up to the present, speak on this subject. The Reformers have welcomed
the old side to their pulpits, to their love-feasts, class meetings, prayer
meetings, sacraments, and all the means of grace ; while the old church,
on their part, with a few exceptions, have prohibited Reformers from all

such religious and friendly intercourse. , Now let the world judge which
of the two churches manifests the worst spirit, and let backsliding Radi-
cals never open their mouths in apology, without they can offer a better
one than this.

Perhaps a more suitable apology may be intimated in the following
extract

:

•

" Time-serving Clergy.—When Elizabeth came to the throne of
England, only two hundred, in nine thousand four hundred clergymen,
were deprived of their office, by a change of the national religion from
Popery to Protestantism. In other words, forty-six in forty-seven of all

the clergy in the land changed their religion with the change of govern-
ment, for pay."

PROGRESS OF REFORM.

Q,. How has the Methodist Protestant church prospered ?

A Beyond the expectations of the most sanguine. The church was
organized in 1S30, and now (1837) it consists of fourteen Annual Con-
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ferences, extending from Maine to Missouri, and abtfnt 50,000 members
Q. Have there been any secessions from the dominant body of Method-

ists in England.

A. Yes: there are the "Primitive Methodists," so called, numbering
upwards of 65,000 members, and 5,863 preachers, itinerant and local

;

and besides these, there are other very large bodies of seceders from that

church, viz : the Kilhamites, the Wesleyan Association, and the Protes-
tant Methodists. These last are in strict connection with the Methodist
Protestants of tins country, and have officially exchanged communica-
tions with some of the Conferences. The communicants in the above
named bodies of the seceders, at our last returns from that country,
amounted to a little short of 200,000. There have, also, been very con-
siderable secessions in Canada, Nova-Scotia, and the British West India
Islands. So much does arbitrary power contribute to dismember churches
of the same faith.

Q,. Does not this fully account for the great decrease in the member-
ship ofthe M E. church within the last three or foujr years ?

A. It certainly does.

Q. What injury would the travelling preachers of the M. E. church
sustain, by allowing the people a voice in the government.
A. None at all; they could preach as much, pray as fervently, and be

quite as useful as they can under the present form of government, and
more so; for it is reasonable to suppose, the people would have more
confidence in them if they did not manifest such a fondness for power
and prerogatives.

,

«


