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Concilium Londinense, A, D, 1102, reg Anglie Hen, 1., 3. Statutum est:

““ Nequis illud nefarium negotium, quo hactenus homines in Anglid solcbant

velut bruta animalia venundari, deinceps ullatenus facere preesumat,”
r

¢¢ ¢ J.ot no man from henceforth,’ satd the Chuistian Council of London,
in 1102, ‘ presume to carry on that wicked traffic by which men in England
have been hitherto {old like brute animals,’

' This must be the Church's rule on the banks of the Mississippt [and of
the Hudson,] as it was on those of the Thames.”

Samuer Wirscrrorcg, Lord Bishop of Oxford.



INTRODUCTION.

At the Annunl Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Churels
in the Dioceso of New York, held at St Johu's Cliapel, in the
city of New York, on Lhiysday the 37th of September, 1860, the
Rov. Dr. Curtairron temporarily occupying the Chairyin the place
ot the Right Rev, Horartio Porrer, D, D.y Provisional Bishop, at
tho conclusion of the regular business of the Convention, and aftor
an address from the Lord Bishop of Victorin, Mr. Joun Jay, a
delegate from St. Matthew’s Church, Bedford, said—

Mg, Prrstoenr—I propose to offer for the consideration of this
House the following preamble and resolution :

Wherens, This Conveation are advised by numerous and conyincing
proofs that the traflic in Africnn slaves; which the people of the United
States intended should forever cease after the vear 1598, hath been re-
establisbed in the city of New York, the seat of onr IFpiscopate, within
the limits and jurisdiction of this Diocese, in violation of the laws of God
and the statutes of the Repullic :

And wheveas, Tt further appears that the said traffic hath duriog the
last year increased so rapidly from this port, that the city of New York
hath become, in the lawgnage of the London Tomes, Y the greatest slave
trading wart o the world 7 ;

And whereas, Tt wonld appear that the said trade so flourishes, and
the Inws of the Republie are thus trampled on, for the want of an

enlightened and conscientions pub'ic opinion in this commaunity with
reference to the great wickedness of vhe said trade :

And whereas, ulso. 1t Llongeth to this Council of the Chureh to
endeavour so to act that nift-rmnr, ignoraney, pride and prejudice may be
dissipnted, and that truth and justice, religion and piety, may he estab-
lished among us.  Therefore, Reselred,

lst, That this Convention respectfally ask the Right Reverend Bishop
of the Diocese to address a Pastoral Letter to the pcople of this Dio-
cese, in reference to the African slave trade as now prosecuted from the
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port of Now York, withiu the limits and Javisdietion of this Diocese,
in violation of the stututes of the Republie, of the teachings of the
Church, of tho rights of man, and of the laws of God; to the end that
such letter muy be read fn nll the Churehies, and that the people may be
~warned in the Janguage of the Christinn Conneil of London, in 1102,
“ Liet no man presume from heneeforth to carry on that wicked teaflic by
which men have hithierto Leen sold like hrate animals”

Nl That thy Reverend Clergy of this Diocese be respectlully recom.
mended from time to thine to preach i their respective purishes ngzoainat
the wickodness of the sluve trade, us now proseeuted from within this
Diocese,

Jd. That the laity of the Diocese be wrgently recommended Jo exert
their influence, in all legitinute ways, to stay the further prosecation of
the traflic from within the limits of the Divces.

In calling the attention of this Council of the Churelr a second
time to the grave question of its duty touching the African slave
trade—

Pr. Leoxarn, {interrapting,)—1 rise to u quostion of” order, I
wish to raise what is culled, in parlininentary language, the ques-
tion of consideration—whether this Ilouse will entertain  this
motion. , |

Mr. Jav—I submit that the motion, having heen properly made
and seconded-—

Dr. Vistow——I[t is not seconded, I believe.

A Mespeir —I second it,

Mr. Jay—IL am in order in presenting to the House the reasons
why I think they should adopt the resolution.

Dr. Leoxawo—TThat is not in order until the question of con-
sideration 15 scttled by the Ionse,

Mr. Jay—I know of no such qnestion. €J'hc resolution is cer-
tainly respectful, and I have claimed the richit to the floor. T
believe I amn entitled to it.

A Memier—T move to lay that resolution on the table.

Mr. Jay—That is not in order while I have the floor.

Dr. Vinton—I think the gentleman is vight in saying that the
question is before the honse when it is scconded ; but at that
time when it comes before the house, aeccording to our rules, a
motion is in order to lay it on the tuble; which motion must be
decided without debate. At the last Convention no one was
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found to sceomd his propositiony aud it did not appese on the
roecord.,  Now, howgver, it will appear, beenuso he has found n
friond to seeond it Yet it is the perfect right of any membor Lo
mako the motion to lay on the tabley which the rule admits, [
am very sorry my triend will not have tho opportunity to make
his remarks, unless it please tho Convention to vote down the
motion to lay on tho table.

Dr. Crercirron (in the Chair) said it had been moved to lay the
subject on the tuble, aud insisted that that must be voted upon in
the lirst place.

Mr. Jax veplied carnestly that he had the fHoor,  If any person
had the gracs to makeo such o motion while he was speaking, it
dill nogmsive him a parlinmentary right to be first heatd.

Dr. Vinvon—1lis course of procedure shonld have been, if he
wished to make his remarks upon tho general subject of Slaverys
to preface his resolution with those remarks; but the mowment he
rend s resolution, and it was seconded, it was tho property of
the Convention, [ hope he will consent to have the motion put,
to ascertain whether it 18 agreeable to the Convention to hear
him. Ile can withdraw it now; and I make an appeal to my
brother to withdraw that resolution now if not, I shall insist
upon the motion to lay on the table.

Mr. Jay insisted on retaining the floor.

Dr. Vinton—I only ask the question of my friend, will he
withdraw 1t or not?

Mr. Jary—I will not.

Dr. Vizton—Then I insist. [Ories of question, question, and
great confusion. ]

The Rev. Mr. Moore raised a question of order, that Mr. J ay
was entitled to the floor. 1le said he was not willing to gag any
man in this Convention, and believed they 'were capable of co
sidering the matter calinly. They could then vote it down as
they did last year.

Several gentlemen called Mr. Moore to order.

Mr. Moorr—Can yon cnt off a man from speaking in that
way ? [Order, order.]

The resolutions were laid on the table by an overwhelming
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majority 3 and after transacting somo minor business, the Con-

vention adjonrned till seven o'cloek that evening,. X

At the ovoning session tho Provigionar, Bisnor, Dr. Lloratio
Poreen, having resunted tho Chairy after the presentation of the
report of the Trustees of tho Puroclinl Fund, and the unanimous

"ulection of Mr, Johin A. Dix and Mr. John Jay us I'rustees thero-
of, fur the torm of three yeurs, Mr. Jay obtained the floor and
proceceded to address the Convention on the subject of the Slave
Trade.

Various attempts were mude by Mr. James F, DePoyster, Mr.
Samuel B. Rnggles, and other delegates, to prevent him from pro-
ceeding, by raising points of order, but 't Bisnor decided that
by the rule rccogmmd by the Convention in the morning, the
spoakor had the right, in advance of the presentation of a resolu-
tion to state his views on the subject to which it related, and ap-
ponled to the Convention to maintain silonce. Notwithstanding
this decision and appeal Mr. Jay was frequently interrupted by
points of order; and these interraptions continued until a late
hour compelled in thie delivery, some abridgement of his speech,
which is here given in its complete form, as published on the
29th September, during the same week, in the New York Z7ibune.



MR. JAY’S SPEECH.

el iy g il d - ——— s il

Mg, Prestorsti—I rise to offer o resolution, which 1 regard
as of essentinl importance, not simply to the guecess, hut to the
continued oxistence of some of the IForeign Missions in which the
Church in this Diocese feels o profound interest. 'The Conven-
tion, perhaps, anticipate my announcement that I refer to our
misgions on the Western Oonst of Afriea.

Mindful of the rules recognized by the Convention this gnorn-
ing, that & member hag the right, in advance of the presentation
of a resolution, to state its, purport, his general views on the
subject, aud his reasons why it should be adopted, I shall proceed
to follow this course, with such brevity as I may find convenient.
I am glad, Sir, that I have the opportunity of doing this with the
Provisional Bishop in his seat as the presiding officer of this
hour—our own Right Rev. Ifather, accustomed to preside over
this Council of the Church with fairness, with consistency, and
with courtesy ; and who is alike able and ready to protect mem-
bers in their constitutional rights, and to maintain unimpaired
that decency of procedure that should characterize this Conven-
tion, against all attempts, by whomsnever made, to interrupt its
proceedings or compromise its dignity.

The dauger, Sir, that L anticipate to our mission on the Coast
of Africa arisgs from the re-establishment at our doors of the
African slave trade; and I propose to present to the House what
I think they will admit are convincing proofs that the trade is
now more openly prosecated than ever hefore, in defiance of the
laws of God and of the Republic, from the city of New York—
this seat of your Episcopate, within the limits and jurisdiction of
this Diocese, and within the limits, also, of its. oldest, wealthiest,
and most influential parish—-the parish of Trinity.

i
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I do not forget, sir, that whon at the last Qonvention I present-
ed a respectful petition from well known laymen on this subjeet,
and asked its reference to n joint committes of buth orders, the
petition was received with a smile, and the motion promptly and
by a large voto rejected. I remember well the scone and tho
vote, and 1 trust this Convention may remombor them also, as I
show to thom that sinco that vote and the exultant'comments it
called forth from the pro-slavory .press of the country, the slave
trade from this port has increased with such frightful rapidity, that
the Zondon Times pronounces tho seat of your Episcopate to he
¢the greatest slave-trading mart in the world.”

It ig, perhiaps, proper that this House should be advised of the
construction put upon the smiles and the vote of the last Conven-
tion by thie Zondon Christian Observer, that gentlowen may know
how their greception of the petition was viewed by members of
the Church of England.

I will read but a single pussage from the December number of
that well known and influential journal,

¥ Wo perceive from o New York paper—the Lvening Post
Sept. 30—that ecven the Episcopal Convention treated avith utter
gcorn a respectful and very moderate petition setting forth that
¢“in defiance of the lnws of God and of the statates of this Repuly-
lic the African slave trade hath been re-opened, and is now being
prosccuted from the port of New York, within the limits and ju-
risdiction of the Diocese,” and praying for enquiry. Even the
Episcopal Churcli then, it appears, i3 quite prepared hot merely
to justify men stcalers, but to aud tho weizht of its anthority to
their hideous cause.”

Sach was the painful conviction of English Churchmen tonch-
ing the meaning and effect of your scorntul rejection of the reso
lution of reference, and while from my personal acquaintance
with members ot this body, I freely acquit a large number of
those who voted to reject the resolution of any intention of
strengthening the slave trade by their vote, I as frankly declare
that I believe the eftfect of their vote has heen as the Christion
Observer hath it, “1To ald the weight of their authority to the
hideous cause.”
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l think thore is no room for doubting that the sceno and the
voto in tho last Convention materinlly nssisted in giving that fresh
Lpnlse to the trade during the past year, “that has aroused anew
the indignation of Christendom at the insolent rovival in the Di-
oceso of New York of this infernal traflie that our fathers sup-
posed they hald extingnished more than half a century ago.

I wn quite aware, sir, that the discussion of this topic will be
excossively distasteful to many of the gentlemen whow I have
the honor to address.  Thoy willy perhaps, do me the justico to
remember that in the few remarks L mudo in presenting the anti-
slave trade petition, [ confined myself strictly to the propricty of
referring the petition to a joint Comimittee to consider and report
what action, it any, should be taken upon it, I said,

“ [ hope the Gunvention will not misunderstand the question.
It is not whether the Convention ought to take any steps or not
in regard to the netaal prevention of the slave trade from our Di-
ocese ag certified by these patitioners.  That is for the committeo
to veport upon.,  The only question here is shall the petition be
referred «uietly, without debate, without agitation—shall the
Church in calm conscionsness of strength treat this subject with
composure, and deliberately ask what is her duty.”

For yself, opposed &s [ am by habit aud on pringiple to all
unnecessary agitation, I should have preferred that more quiet
way of reaching a right decision on the question of duty, to the
one in which the refusal of the Convention to refer the petition
has necessarily resnlted.  IForewarned they acted as they had the
power to act. Disapproving of that action I nevertheless uncom-
plainingly acquiesced in it, and quietly took back the petition
from your hands; and now, instead of addressing a joint com-
mittee, I address myself directly and in open day to this Couneil
of the Church, upon what the Bishop of Oxford rightfully calls,
“morally, religiously, and politically, the great question of this
country and of this age.”

Conscious of my utter inability to do justice to such a
theme as the whole duty of the Church towards the crime of
slave trading, its accessories and its results, I think it my duty,
with such ability as [ may, to open the subject to the House, well

w
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asstirod that the debate this day began noevor will be ended, until
«» this Council true to the teachings of the spirit of Christianity, to
the tenchings of the liturgy, and to thoe ancieut precedents ot tho
Chirelyy shall exert her influence and authority to stay the slave
trade now re-opoued at your door, and thus accomplish to some
extent at least in the language of Lord Brougham ¢ the greatest
teinmplt mortal ever won over the worst crime ever man
committed.” - '

In the first place I ask your attention to proofs of the fact that
the slave trade is heing actuallyprosecuted from the port of Now
York, in this your Diocesan limits and jurisdietion.

Zhe St. Louis Intelligencer, published in a slave State, saya:

“'The re-opening of the slave trade is an acecomplished fuet,
* % % % % At this very time, cargoes of ignorant, barba-
rous and leathenish Africans, from Congo and Ashantec, are
being landed in the inlets and creek mouths on the gulf coast of
Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana and Texas, (I shall refer
again to Texas presently,) driven into the interior, and distributed
among the cotton plantations. A fleet of vessels, fitted out in
the ports of New Orleans and New-York, is engaged in the pro-
hibited traflic, and barracoons and depots have been established
in the several large towns near the Gulf, where the freshly 1mn-
ported Negroces are confined until they can be disposed of to the
neighboring planters.”

A correspondent of the New York Times, writing from on
bhoard the United States ship Portsmonuth, on the coast of
Africa, under date of Decembor 20, 1859, says:

“The few months’ experience we have lad on the coast of
Afriea has not been altngether thrown away. It has thoroughly
convinced us that the whole slave const 13, we may say, lined with
alavers, who are gencrally from Nrw York, cleared fromn the
Custom Ilouse, bringing all the appliances of the trade with
them, and maneuvering about on the coast under various pre-
tences and disguises of legal traflic.”

The writer proceeds to give an account of the capture of the
brig Tavernier, of New York, by H. M. ship Viper. It affords a
glimpse of the character of the traflic, as prosecuted from this
Diocese. Ile says:
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“The brig Tavernier had nearly 600 slaves on board of her
when captured. Most of themn were mere children, from eight
to sixteen yedrs old, with some women—all nnkod. When visited
by the oflicers of the ship, although in better condition than
when captured, the sceno was frightful—some were dying, many
sick, all miserable and sufluring, fromn the eftfects of cold, damp
night air, nroducing hronchitis and cough. + The oflicers were so
horrified that they desire never again to lovk upon such a scene.”

The modus operand? of shipping the Negroes is thus deseribed
by the sume writer : |

“On the night determined on, thay sail eautiously yet Loldly
in, anchor, and in two or three hours are filled with Negroes,
who are carried off to théin in cunoes. The refractory ones are
clapped in irons, or made drunk with rum, and in this stupified
condition they are carricd on board, stowed in a sitting posture,
with the knees drawn up so closely that they can lmrdly breathe,
much less move.

“Now their sufferings become dreadful, horrible—indeed hu-
man language is incapable of deseribing or imagination of sketch-
ing even the faint outline of a dimly floating fancy of - what their
condition is. Home-sick, sea-sick, half-starved, naked, erying for
air, for water—the strong killing the weak or dying, in order to
make room—the hold becomes a perfect charnel housa of death
and misery. * % % % % Qpthalmia breaks'out—every new
case is thrown overboard, under the supposition that the disease
is contagious, and those who are dying meet the same fate. This
is no fancy sketch. Only the other day a remarkable 1nstance of
it came under our own observation.’

The N. Y. Evcning PPost published a list, which I hold in my
hand, prepared by one of its correspondents, Sovrn “StreeTr,” ander
date of July 28, 1860, of eighty-five slavers, under the American
flag, from February, 1859, to July 1860, derived from New York
and English Journalg, a large proportion of which sailed from New
York. And another city journal, in commenting upon it, said :
“The conclusion is inevitable that this trade is at the preseat mo-
ment more acfive and more productive of profit to those engaged
~in it than in any former period, and that its management is con-
centrated in our own city.”
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Y The New York Daily World of July 31, 1860, romarks, “the
fact that nearly an hundrod slavers have been fitied out from
this port within the last eighteen months, ought to arrest public
attention.”

In tho Scnate of the Unitod States, Mr, Seward, in o debate on
African Slave Trade, declarod, that the trade was “an Amorican
Trade carried on from ports of the United States, nequiring slaves
in Afriea, nnd solling them cither in tne Unitud Stutes or Cuba.”
Ho said, further, ¢ the root of the evil i3 in the great commercinl
citics, and I feankly admit in the City of New York?” And ho
added: “ I say, also, that the objection I found to that nill (a bill
he had introduced for the more effectunl suppression of the the
traflic) camo not so much from tho Slave Stutes as from the Com-
mercial interest of New York”

Mr. President, [ will not pursue this point; I do not suppose
there is o sane man in this House who can doubt, upon the evi-
dence I have adduced, that New York is, as the London 1imes
declares, *the greatest Slave Trading Mart in the world”—and
they have tho distinct assuranee of our distinguished Senator,
that the chiet” opposition to lesislation for its suppression camoe
not from the South, but from the conmercial interest of this City
—this seat of the Episcopate of New York.

I repeat his remark, for it disposes ot unce of the objection that
by acting against the slave trade we wonld bhe meddling with the.
institutions u[‘ other Dioceses, uml shows that the Mrican slave
trade has beeome s Diocesan institution peculiarly our own.

I might multiply similar proofs. T might refer you -to the
almost daily rumors in our papers of the slavers that leave our
ports—of the charges of complieity made against the Marshal
~and his aids—of I]:e strase bail . accepted by Federal Commis
sioners—of constant acquittances of slave traders pronounced by
judicial ofticers. I'think it unnecessary, and pass to the questiong:

What is the duty of the Church tuudlmff the New York slave
trade 1

Some discussion has heen had l‘)y Churchmen since the last
OConvention in the columns of the public press, on the propriety
of ita action in refusing to refer the pelition against the slave
trade. And those who approved of that retusal rested their ap-
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probation of it on the ground, first, that the Episcopal Church in
this country had always on principle avoided all interfurence with
the question of glavery, nud in the next place, that any resolution
passed by the Convention agaiust the trude would be a mere pa-
per proclamation—a drutwm ful men—with no practical influence
whatoever. |

These objections are frankly stuted.  They shall be as frankly
answeretd.

The mssertion that the Awmerican Chureh has uniformly avoid-
c¢d meddling with the slavery question has been so often and go
confidently repeated that 1 an inelined to think many intelligent
honest people netually believe ity It has oceasionally been put
forth as an admitted truth by persons who might have been sup-
posed to know something of onr Church history.  Many mem-
bers of the Convention will remember that in 1846 the majority
of the special committee to whom was referred the petition of
St. Philip for adinisston, consisting of Mossrs, John C. Spenser,
Reuben 1. Sherwood and Willimn T areison, opposed the ad-
migsion on the ground of the relation the question bore to * the
vexed and irritating question of slaveryy” and they rewmarked— -
“ By the wise and prudent eounsels of the fathers of our Church,
our denomination has been hitherte happily free from the agita-
tion of these and kindred queﬂim:c * * and the consequen-
ces have been peace and guict mmonr oursclves and the respect
of others.” .

[How fur “our depomination,” as those gentlemen style the
Protestant Episcopal Chiurch in the United States, has refrained
from mcdnllmg with “the vexed und irritating question of slave-
very” will presently appear,

Even were the proposition as truc as [ shall shew it to be un-
true, it would prove nothing in regard to the duty of this Conven-
tion touching the slave tl“ll’l(' in thm Diocese. The guestion as to
our duty tuuclm:g sluvery as recognized by law in other States
18 one thing--that touching the slave traflic illegally revived in
our own borders s quite anether; and T do not propose to allow
the plain question I now present to this House to be muddled and
perplexed by confounding it with one so entirely distinet in the

cloments of logality, loeality, and jurisdiction.
&
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But, as the assertion that the Episcopal Church in the United
States has always preserved a enntious neutrality on the general
question of slavery, is boldly made, and the arguments attoinpt-
ed to be drawn from that assertion may scem to sgome, on a supor-

ficinl view, to demand or justify the acquicscenco of this body in

the renowal of tho slave trade in New York, I think it proper to rid
the subjoct ouce and for over of that assertion and those argu-
ments, by shewing that the assertion is erroneous, and the argu-
mont without s basis of faet, |

I propose to shew that not only have many individual Bishops
and Clergymen, openly and without rebuke, npheld sluvery as
sanctioned by Scripture and by the Church—vindicating it by
their voice nud recommending it by their example—that not.only
have Clinrch periodicals expressed similar views of slavory, ap-
proving of its incorporation into the very institutions of the
Church,that the Chureh night grow rieh upon the unpaid lnbor
of slaves, but that to General Conveution have practically ap-
proved of the conrse of thiese pro-slavery Dishops and Glergyimnen
—aund that our Chureh has thus become the avowed champion
and recognized bulwark of American sluvery-—-the ally (some-
times active and again passive,) of the politieal party that has
songht to strengthen, perpetuate, and extend slavery, und the ae-
tive promoter at the South of those vievrs in regard to the right
of Americans to enslave Africans that have resulted in the revi-
val of the slave trade in this seat of your Episeopate, under tho

~ protection of a conereial interest in this city.

Thig poasition, startliner as it doubtless appears to many gentlo-
men who listen to me, [ procecd to prove,

You are doubtless aware that in the Slave States of the South,
Bishops and Clergymen are numbered amangst the slave-holders,
the slave-breeders and the slave-teaders, and that hoth the House
of Bishops and the House of Clerical und Lay Delegates have ac-
quiesced in thelr so acting, never refusing, as I believe, to recoms-
mend a Clergyman for consceration as a Bishop, for the reason
that he was a slave-bolder or an advoente of slavery, and never
expressing in any way a disapproval of their conduct in this
particular.

Touching tho houschold arrangements of tho Bishops of the
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South, we of the North naturally know but little, Occasionally
wo lenrn-something,  In Suptember, 1853, a lettor from one of
the editors of the New York Znspress, which was reprinted in the
Christian Witness, gpave an acconnt of a visit to Bishop Polk, on
his plantation in Louisiana, and the facts he gave hoe seemet! to
have learned fromn the Bishop himself. The writer snid, speaking
of the Bishop’s plantation :

“There are 340 sluves, 90 of whom are children under ten years
of age, and 170 working hands, Eighteen children had beon
born on the plantation in less than a year, and a child twenty-
four hiours old is worth $100.” |

Wordswortly, in that muagnificent ode * Intimations of immor-
tality from recollections of childhood,” says :

‘‘ Heaven liesa about us in our infancy,'’

And represents the infunt boy as

“*tralling clouds of glory.na lic comes
Froin God, who is our home,"’

Wo know from seripture that “of such are the kingdom of
heaven ;" and we are apt from this and other passages to look
with almogt reverential wonder upon the sinless beauty of a new-
born child—to read with new meaning the touching injunction
“Sfoed my lambs)” and to reflect mlh AWe upon th(, priceless
vialue of an immortal soul.  In the Diocese of louisiang, on the
Episcopal plantation, they have calenlated the value of an infant
one day old, before the shades of the prison honse have begun to
close around him, and have ruluch it to {igures—it is q:\.act]y
$100. _

It scems simull, does it not, Sir, for a younge immortal, made in
God’s likeness sud fresh from his bosomn,  But perhaps Seriptore
would ufford precedent for a yet smaller sum.  Oné of the Apos-
tles realized, by the sale of his master, only thirty pieces of silver.
An Apmtuhu successor, in an American Diecese, may realize
_ thrice the number from the sale of the )mmgeat of his littlo ones

The Spirit of Missions, edited for the Doard of Missions by
the Secretaries and General Agents of the two cominittees, in
March, 1843, announced, with approval, “ that the Bishop of
Georgia, in his Montpelier Institute, is testing the sufliciency of
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slave labor to support it3” and followed this announcement by a

proposition that “ the proposed Mission School shionld be placed
under the auspices of Bishiop Polk, in Lounisiana,” and appealed to
the charity of the Church to supply means for the purchase of a
plantation to be worked by slaves.

The proposition was distasteful to some Northern Churchinen,
who remonstrated with the Doard of Missions, hut that hody
treated the petition with contempt, and declined to express any
disnpproval of the proposal,

In South Caroling, Bishop Dowen, in an address to the Conl-
vontion of that Diocese, openly and decidedly arrayed himself
aud the Church, so fur as he could represent ity on the ‘sido of
slavery. |

Referring to the efforts of Anti-slavery men to bring about the
abolition o the system, he denonneed what he was pleased to call
“ the malignant philanthropy of abolition,” and eontrasted  the
savageism and ontlawry consequent on abolition,” with *domes-
tic servitude under the benien influence of Christinn principles
and Christian institutions.”

[ might refer, Sir, to the newspapers of onr Chureh openly
taking tho side of slavery in the contest which, during the last
thirty years, has agitated the country, and to wany Clergymen
of the North, some among them prominent divines of thiy Diocese,
who, from the pulpit and in public speeches, have thrown all
their influence into the scale of slavery, and descending.into the
arena of politics, have attempted to persuade their congregations
that the Fugitive Slave Act, probably the most wicked statute
cnacted since that of Nebuchadnezar, in the time of Daniel, was
a binding law ; and that it was the duty of all good citizens to
reverence it accordingly, and, in obegdience to its mandates, to
beeome slave-catchers and tipstafls,

Bt I will nnt dwell on these fucts, which are known to cvery
member, 1 refer those who are carious in the matter of sermons, to
the reports in onr city papers during past years of the Thanksgiv
ing sevmons preached in our ¢ity Churches on the subjeet,—not of
gaving souls,—but of saving Slavery and the Union,

I coine at once to a case which, if it stood alone, without another
fact to support it, would dispel the illusion that the Episcopal
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Churceh in the United States has heon noutral on the slavery quess
tion, and would shiow of itself how wide and fearful is the respon-
gibility she has assnmed in regard to the efforts that have con-
vuileed the Union for the continnance and cixtension of sluvery,
18 well as for the recopening of the African tmdr: now established
in our Diocoesc.

In 1836, the Rev. George W, Freeman, nf' Christ Charel, Ra-
leigrh, in I\urlll Cuaroling, ]neuchul from that pulpit in the presence
of his Dishop, the Riceht Rev. Dre bvesy two sermons on the sub.
ject of slavery, in whichy in the name of the Clinreh, he declared
that “slavery, us it existed at the present day, was ngreeahle to
the order of Divine Providence,”

So far as an individugl (JlEl'gym:m could doy lie placed upon the
gystem of slavery,—not upon some ideal imaginary system of com-
pulsory labor—a patrinrchal system, suel as obtained with Abra-
ham, or, as gome suppose, with Paul and his brother beloved
Onesimus—hut upon “slavery as it 20w crisls” he placed the
seal of the Chureh, and blessed 1t in the name of the head of the
Church, and deelnred that @ no man, withont a new revelation
from Ileaven, was entitled 1o pronounce it wrong.”

Dut it may be said, why hold the Chureh responsible for the
rash utterance of a single membert  Listen further.

ITad Mr. Freeman been hronght to trial before his Dishop on the
charge of promulgating heresy and blasphemy, and prostituting
the pulpit to the service of slave-traders, and bringing dishonor
upon the Church and upon Christianity, the Dioveese of North
Carolina would have purged itself of his erime.  Bat what did
the Dishop?  [le recommended the publication of the sermons,
“as urgently called forat the present time;” and they were pub-
lished, with his unqualified endorsement that he ¢ had listened
to them with 4he most unfeigned pleasnre.”  The Dincese of
South Carolina hastened to aporopriate this new development of
Church doetrines, which Dr. Daleho had previously less fully
~aunounced, and the sermons were printed; ameprimatur and all,
as a religious tract, for gratuitons distribution, by “the Society
for the advancement of Christianity” () with the 'Bishop of South
Carolina at its head ; and I submit that, by these proceedings the
Protestant piscopal Chureh in North Carolina and in South Car-
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olinan bhecame the avowaed champion of “slavery ss it now
exists,”” A

It may be again urgod these are but two Dioceses out of twenty-
five or thirty, and that the Church at large hasg never endorsed
Mr. IFreeman, or ¢ven indirectly approved his tenchings,

Until 184k this may have been true,  During thoso eight
years the namo ol M. Ireeman obtained an almost world-wide
roputation, as the boldest champion among all tho scets of the
South oft American Slavery. Ilis sormons were quoted and comn-
mented on in newspapers, in pamphlets, in books, and at publie
conventions, hoth in Amervica and in England,

Tho Bishop of Oxford, in his history of the Ameriean Clmrch,\
quotes the sermons as evidence, ot ¢ tho fearful features of the lifo
of Churchmen at the South,” and based upon thig, and other evi-
dences of tho servility of the American Church to the base spirit
of slavery, that famous chaptor, which has been sinee so widely
known from.its reprint in separate forin, as * the Reproof of the
American Chureh,” a reproot which, from its dignity, its candor,
and its power, was worthy alike of the Bishop of Qxford and of
the son of Wilberforce.

The amazemnont of other English Bishops and Clergymen at the
utterance ot such sentiments as those ot I'recinan, were expressed
with the utmost frankness.  “ I have always considered,” said (in
1840) tha Dishop of Norwich, referring to papers that contained
extracts from Mr. Frecmnan’s sermon, with Dishop Ives’ endorse-
ment—* [ have always considered it an anomaly that any State
professing Christianity could for a moment tolerate a tyranny so
utterly ag varance with every feeling of justice and humanity ;
but I never could have believed that any individuals -existed,
calling themselves Ministers of the (rospel, whose minds were so
darkened by prejudice and self interest, a3 to avow an approval
of slavery and its evil congequences, hud I not found themn so
unerquivocally confirmed in the decuntents above mentioned.”

The Archbishop of Canterbury, referring to slavery in America
and its clerical supporters, remarked @ * Christianity and slavery
are not to be mentioned in the sumo day.”

Ficht years had elapsed sinee Mr, Ireeman’s sermons with
Dishop Ives” endorsement, and the sanction of two Dioceses had
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been ont forth to startle Christendom with the holdness of his
assumptions. Politiciang, whohad long professed to lninent slavery
as & moral cvil—an unlm'tunutc neccsmty-—-—werc prompt to
nceept the now gospel thus dispensed to them ; and there arose a
party who swore, almost in the words of Treemun, that slavery
was divine in its character, and that it henee beeame a religious
duty to strengthen, perpetuate and extend it.

. One feature of IFreeman’s defence of slavery i3 worth reniom-
bering, although it has been only partially adopted as yet by any
political party. Ile did not rest his vindication of the system on
the color of the slave, but maintained the historic approval by
the Church of the slavery equally of blacks and whites.

Tho other seets of the South had exhibited great alaerity in
complying with the demands of the Southern press to stand up
forslavery, but “our denomination,” as the committee called the
Chureh, were, by Mr. Freeman, placed prominently in the front
rank of slavery propagandists, and his claim as thoe foremost
leader in that propagandism wus equally acknowledged by the
fricnds and foes of slavery.

Eight years had clapsed, and the slavery question convalsed
nlike the religions and the politieal world, and Churchmen at the
North were carnestly appenled to to array themselves against the
spurious Christianity that, under the lead of I'reeman, was repre-
genting “slavery as it is” as a Christian institution. And at
thig timo the General Convention met at Philadelphia to elect a
Bishop ¢ to perform: Episcopal services in the State of Arkansas,
and in the Indian Territory South of 36° 30°, and to exercise
~ Episcopal jurisdiction over the missious of the Church in the State
of Toxas.” . ’

There, was a wide field of influence—a territory embracing
more than three hundred and sixty-three thousand square niles,
about three times as large as Great Britain, to which the Chureh,
as o nursing mother, was to give, in the intaney of its settlement,
the first lessons of Christinn civilization.  Ilere, she was to plant
those principles which, taking root in the hearts of the carly pio-
neers naking their home in the wilderness, should Lear fruit in

distant generations, and on untold multitudes-to the end of
time,

‘-’_—.-‘":
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[n regard to Texas, tho appointment was one of peculinr inte-
rost nnd importance, for o mild slavery had formorly existed thero,
which Mexican qwllmulmn under tho influence of tho Roman
Catholic Church had abolished ; and the American invaders who
raised the standard of rebellion against Mexico, had done so avow-
adly, in part, for tho retestablishment of slavery.  And now, into
this young Stafe and Arkansas, and the Indian terreitory, to teach
thom the doctrines of our Church, the General Convention was
to send o Bishop; and they had a long list of faithful Clergymen
in every part of our country from whom to choose,

Mr. President, after surveying the territory to be supplied,
and serutinizing the list of Clergymen, and reflecting, doubt.
less, upon the delicacy and importunce of the step, morally,
reliciously and politieally, the 1llouse of Dishops nominated for
this post—the clerical and lay delegates confimned tho choice
—and the Bishops consecerated nml sent forth into the field
as n Missionary DBishop,—I assure the Llonse I am not ro-
mancing ; 1 can point you to the record,—they actually chose
and consecrated the Rev, Gronce W, Frersmax,

Jt they had selected and conseerated anew Dishop Leonidas
Polk, with his hundreds of slaves—his ficld hands, and his wo-
men, aud hig ehildren at § 100 a picee-—they could not have inade
a more sienificant appointment.  Never was a choice more sig-
nificant at the moment, wore {ranght with momentons consequen-
ces to endless generations. It was the scornful answer of the
General Convention to the remonstrances and rebnkes of English
Bishops, 1t was their defiant answer to the Churelimen at home
who believed slavery a erime. It was an assurance, clear and
definite, to the slaveholding propagandists that the Episenpal
Church did not regard a muan less fit for the oflice of a Dishop
because he was the defeniler from the palpit of o system that
tratuples upon marringe, that destrovs the family relation; that
dishonors the husband and inselis the father, and exposes woinen
on the anction block and sclls children by the pound. .

And so thisg slavery propagandist was sent forth o ishop, to
reprove, rebuke and exhort with all authority; and when
-the future historian of Arkansas and Texas shall trace to their
sources the influences that have determined the character of their

\
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poople, their degree of Christian civilization or African barba-
risny, their prineiples of freedom or of slavery, of morality or of
crime, not least among those sources will be tho vote of the Gen-
cral Convention at Philadelphia,

To form some idon of the inevituble effect of such doctrines as
those of Me. Freaman, it is only necessary to remember that in
nll nges of the world, and in every system of religion, the char-
neter of the system und the character of the people depend upon
the iden embodied in their belief of the'character of God.

The Odin and Thor of the Northmen were worshiped as bero
kings, bloodthirsty and relentlese, and their worshipers have been
compared to bloodhounds. -

In Todin the worshipers of Kulé, the mest popular of Idols,
never dream of committing an act of unusnal wickedness with-
out invoking the protecting power of their beastly deity, and in
China, it is said, the priests of Buddha, perfectly nnderstanding
the doctring of the assimilation of the worshiper to the object
worshiped, h'l}, “Think of I mltlh.l and you will he transformed
mtn Duddha.” |

When, theretore, by the DBishop of Arkansas and Texas, God
was represented as a being who viewed with approbation “glave-
ry as 1t i3, hratalizing alike both master and slave, it was but
natural that the qualities thus attvibuted to the Deity should be
reproducad in the lives and characters of the people. Arkansas
in perfect consisteney .with Bishop Freeman’s views of the exceel-
fenee o slavery, has recently vesolved to rednee to that Llessed
conudition all the free negroes pemnining in the State, and =0 deter-
mined are her peaple to atlow no dissent from the pro-slavery
doctrines tancht then in the sane of the Chureh, that 4 man is
now under sestenee of des lth, Jrassy ] l:\ L !IIH.I for ]llﬂt'til'm"‘ for
sade thio New Yord Tribune, |

Texas is actively envaved in olfminine slaves feon Afriea in
the ships that «ail firom vonr Diocese, and 2 mob in that State has
just hunge i Mothodi-t Missionary whom, the Chrctian Advocats
cavs, was i devoudtdy pioas il incitenzive nang on the charge
of being an adiolitionist,

Who, in view of sueht fraits, die natural resubis of Dishop
Freeman's toachive  will pretend that the voitze of the Charch

e -
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has no power, or that it will ho loss powerful for good when it
uttors truth and righteousness than it was for cvil when it sanc-
tioned Ireoman’s deQIlLG of sluvory,

If any one shall suggest that noither tho Bishiops nor the depe
utics to the General Convention kuew of IFreemun’s chatmpionship
of slavery, when thoy made him a Bishop, that thoy wore ignos
rant of tho sermons whoso fame was so widely spread abroad, I
reply that the sugeestion is uttorly inconipatible with the !mown
intelligence of thoso rentlemen, and with their habit of carcfully
serutinizing thie opinions and antecedents of their nominees for
the Episcopate. Such an excuse is 08 clonrly idle ag it would
have been had those same Dishops sclected and conseera-
ted tho late Dudloy A. Tyng, of blessed memory, after the deliv-
ory of his immortal serinon on * Onr Country’s Troubles,’” and then
mmsted that they had never heard of’ the sermon, that they know
nothing of his anti-slavery convictions, and that they, consequonts
Iy, dld not imply by their sclection any approval of the doctrines
ho h¢ld on the catholic brotherhood of man. 1

Having shown that our General Convention practically sance
tioned tho teachings of I'reeman that “Slavery as it exists 1s
agreeable to the order of Divine Providence,” let me ask you to

note the fact so pertinent to the matter before us, that those teach-

ings have naturally resulted in the conclusion that the slave trade,
also, is a proper thing.

“The conclusion,” thus logically argues the Mississippian *¢is
irresistible, that if it 1s a heinous crime to Imrchauu the African
from his heathen master in his native conntry, it is equally wrong
to purchase him from his enlightened laicr i one of the Qtme&%
of the Union.  And, 1f it i3 *:ultc.lll} wrong to import the black
man tor slavery, it i3 equally so to hold himm in service anywhere.
The principledinvolved is the same in cach ease, and the ingenui.
ty of casuists cannot change it.”

Accordingly, mercantile conventions and political meetings
representing the influential classes at the South, have oponly re-
solved to trample en the law and to revive the traffic; and they
have found in this city ready agents and greedy eapitalists to do
the work. and Journals of Commercind Christianity to harp on tho
necessity of u supply of labor and the duty of bringing the poor
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bonightod African to a land of light and knowledgo; and this
abominable cant is nnblushingly utterod by men tho most prom-
inent in your commercial circles, ropresentative man, who help
to make the character of your citys  And hero is a pnmphlet,~—n
plea for the slave trade,—entitled *The Labor Question, by a
New York Merchant,” said to be by a Churehman of this Dio-
cese, and, for all 1 know by a member of thé Convention.

Mr. President, 1 have ghown that the assumed noutrality of our
Ohureh on the (uestion of slavery has been not neutrality but
anequicseensge and approval j that the harmony ot action in which
gentlemen are solucing themselves, has been o harmonious co-op-
eration with the supporters and advocates of slavery; an united
action on thoe side of the oppressor and against the oppressed :
and I have shewn, 1 thionk, that the legitimate results of that
coufso nre before you in the enslavement, in the Diocese of Ar-
kansas, of the free negroes, and in the revival in your own Dio-
‘cese of the African slave trade,

At all events the fifet i3 clear that the slave trade is an insti-
tution of the Diocese, that it is vindieated as a Christian work
by men c¢lniming to be respectable, and by some, at least, call-
ing themselves Churchmen, .

The question remains, what now is the duty of the Convention §

Mr. President, let me remind the Honse of the testimony borne
against slavery and the slave trade both by the Chureh of Rome
and the Church of England, Many Roman  Pontifls since
Pius 11, who in 1462 in a letter to the Portuguese Bishep, con-
demued those who carried yvouth into slavery, including Panl 111,
in 1537, Urban VI, in 1639, Benediet XTIV, in 1748, and the
late Gregory X VI, in 1839, have faithfully afiiemed the trath, 1
will quote a part of the bull of the last named Pontil,

“We, destring {o avert this disgrace from the whole contines of
Christianity, having stmmoned several of our Reverend Brothers,
their Emincnees, the Cardinals, 1o aur Counsel, and having ma-
turely deliberated on the whole matier, pursuing the footsteps of
our predecessors, admonisli by our Apostolie authority aud ur-
eently invoke in the name of God all Christians of waatever
condition, that none henceforth dare to subject to slavery, un-
justly perseente ordespuil of their,goods, Indians, Negroes or
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othor classes of men, or to b necossaries to othiers or furnish
their atd or assistuncee in so doing, and on no nccount honcefortix
to exorciso that inliuman traflic by which Negroes are reduced to
slavery as if they were not men.” |

Tho testimony of the Ivglishe Charelr has been borne by her

Prelates with ne less distinetness,  Tuko simply the sernions
preachied before tho society for the propagation of Christianity,
and you-have the testimony of Bishop Mlectwood in 17115 and
in the suceessive, years ot Bishop Claggett, Archbishop Secker,
Bishop Warburton, Bishop Green, Bishop Newton, Bishop Lowth,.
Bishop Iidmund Law, DBishop Thurlow, Bishop Moore, Bishop
Warner, Dishop DBuagot, Bihop Prettyman, Bishop Sutton, and
Dishop Vernon, not forgetting ‘those eminent prelates Dishop
Jurgess, Bishop Portens and Dishop Horsley, ull of the lust cen-
tury, and the ceuntless English Bishops and clergymen of the
present century down to the Lord Dishop ot Oxford, who has
administered so timely amnd fithful a rebuke to the American
Churel, for not standine as she shonld have done hetween the
living and the dead and stuying the plagne that so infects our
country.

Mr. President, if this Chureh Couneil shall refuse to act in re-
Jfdvence to the slave trade atits own doorit will not be from want
“of precedent on the partof the Church, Go back to far antiguity
and yon have the voice of St. Cyprian writing to the Bishops of
Namidia,

“ Doth retirion and humanitty make it a daty Jor nsto work
for the deliveranceo off the captives, I s Jesus Christ
himself whony we ougeht to consider i our eaptive brothers, It
is 11im we shoubd dedives ton captivity, Him who hath delivered
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us from Jdeath,”

Trace the listory of tivs Clhieele theonsh Jong centuries
of darkoess, and you hoar the soae voiee time amd aein repeat-
cd. Come down to the Christian Couneil held 1o London in 1102,
and hear the mandase e fortiy ;o Lol no man Lencelorth pre- -
sume to carry on Lthat wicked traflic by which men have hitherto
been -sold in Enzland like hrate animalss” and see slavery
in England fade betore that mandate aq mist fades belore
the sun. Listen to the voice of Popes and Dishops and Clergymen
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“down to your own duy, Listen to the voice of a foriner Olergy-
man of this Diocese, uow the Rt. Rev. Bishop of Maryland, in
referring to the poor hlack grouning in slavery, Said Dr. Whit-
tingham, ¢ Oh that his sighs and tears be not hottled up for wit-
nesses agninst us—that his moral degradation and far worse the
eternal ruin which must too often be its fruit, be not required at
our hands.”

Mr. President, cletinns my own views aro ol the duty of this
Convention to exert its authority. as a Council of the Church to
put an end to this traflie, and firm s is iny bolief that the Church
by her influence can so purify public opinion as to give efficacy
to the lnw of the Innd that declared it piracy, punishablo with
denthy, I am well aware that the foree of prejudico and habit is
havd to overcome, and that perhaps some gentlemen really anx-
inug to come to the right decision may hesitate to tako the step.

I have had tho opportunity during the twenty-six years thay
have clapsell since I was honoured by ascat in this body to learn
something of the temper of this Honse and of the character of
ity members.

[adopt with perfeet contidence the lunguage of a Reverend
Rector of' this Diocese, whieh I find in a communication to the
Fvening DPost vindicativg this Convention from the inferences
drawn by the © London Christian Oberver” from the vote and the
“itter” that greeted the petition wideh T last year had the hon-
our to preseut,  That Reverend Rector said: -

“When the New York Convention supposes its vote will in-
luence the stave trado and its respousibility is felt in this rela.
ton, I am mach mistaken if it be not tound tuil of hearts trae to
CGiod and to Jnunanity.”

I firmdy bebieveit, After the vote anthe question of St Philips,
iU no other evidenee were afforded me bevond iy personal ae-
quaintance with Honorable and Reverand metnhors of this body
I could not doubt i, Wik all the chunour of a demoralized
prusy, fceminge with charees o tool-haedy finateism, with all
the etforts within and witheut this {oase o Jeter miomboers
from voting for the reeognition of o race who were declarid to
bo “socially degraded and improper azsociates for the eluss of
persous who attend our Conventinn 7 with all (he till't':ltuniug

)
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intimationa that tho subject was o fire-brand,” bolonging to
“the voxed and irvitting subject of slavery,"—nnd that tho ad-
mission of 8¢, Philips: would give mortal offence to tho slave
holding Bishiops and Olerey of the South—in the fice of all these
adverse influences whon it was after long yenrs bhroucht toa
vote, tho clerical vole stood to the amazement of tho world,

Ayea, 149, Nays, 13,

~Morve than ten to one for puritying the Church from a hea-
thenish easte and for recognizing the noegro as an equal brother,
in defiance of the popular ery since ve-cchoed from the boneh
that * the black man has no rights that the white manis bound to
respect,” |

Mr. President for that vote Lowo to the (Elurg of this Diccoso
my cternal thanks, and T now proffer themn from an overflowing
heart, | '

That vote tended to stay the tide of infidelity that had its
source in the belief that our Clergy with their devotion to forms
and to rubrics, %erv indifferent to the great underlying principles
of Chiristian unity and catholic brotherhiood. Itdeprived the wick-
ed system of caste, that hag at times ernshed the eolorad man in the
IFree States almost to the level with the slave, of the support that .
the conduct of our Dioecese had previonsly affordeid it.

That vote dispelled the lusion that bhecause this Convention
wis i canservative body, i1 must needs throw its prt)t_}.-cting
arms around false doctrine-cruelty anmd wrong, and look with
coldness on # the desolate and the oppressed.” It i true that
the members of this Connetl are conservative bat they are not of
that elass of conservatives who had they lived ot the dawn of
creation would have been agonized at the idea of Jight and have
Legonght God to preserve chaos,

That vifte, sir, gives me ns aliiolute o eonfidence of suceess in
the pre:entmovement to areay the Chureh auzainst the slave trado
that has now beeome an institation of the Diwocese, as if thy vote
were nlrewldy recorded by the Reverend Seeretary, sud the an-
thorative mandate had gone forth in the words of the Christian
Couneil of London, already quoted # Let no man from heneeforth
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prosumo Lo earry on that wicked traflic by \\hwh men are sold
like brate animals,”

My trust is that such a voto may be recorded at this present
scssion, but if’ the Convention are propared to ussume the fearful
responsibility ot deluy, may I venture to express the hopo that
the opposition to this movement may not be marked by the dis.
regard of constitutional rights, of parliamentary rules and ot
parlinmentary courtesy that marked {for years the opposition to
8t. Philips. May 1 venture to suggest that to allow the Sceretary
to mutilate the journal, and destroy tho integrity of our records,
will be alike unprincipled and inexpedient ; und will be regurded
a8 an admission by the Convention that their votes will not bear
tho light, a1 the very time they are voting in the presence of the
world.

I am induded to make this remark beeause I {ind by reference
to tho last journal, that the habit sytematically adopted of ma.
tilating the journal and omitling resolutions, votes and proposed
canons, that might be distasteful to the majority, which obtained
during tho struggle of St. Philips, has Lbeen now renewed in re.
gard to the slave trade. No mention is made of the snbjeet of
the petition 1 presented, but ouly a hlind statement that 1 offered
& paper which the Convention refused 6o refer.

[ shall offer no resolutions which T shiall be ashamed to have
recorded tn my name, and if the Convention think proper to re-
jeet them let them not shirk the responsibility of their vote; nod
I hope that hercafter the Reverend Sceretary with a due regard
to his duties and tomy rights) will reeord any and every resolu-
tion which us o menber of this Council 1 shall have the honor
to offer, in ipsixsanis verbos without 1Im weblition of a word or
the mmission of a lettor.

But 1 trust, I sineerely trust, Mo President, there will be no
delay on tho part of this Lbody i actinzupon thizsubject  Since
tho last Convention seores of slavers have lefl oar port, and tens
nf thousamls of viethns have been tora from thetr homes and
consigned o isery, slavery and deata. 10 any batter course
can be devised for arraving the great anthority and intluence of
this  Churveh azainse the trailie, than that propoesed in the re-

solution I now offer you lot it be sugegested, but lot us so act
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that if d{u'ing the coming year even .oue slaver shall sail from
our- port-or one African be reduced to slavery, the awful re-
sponsibility for the crime shall not rest on onr heads, nor the
blood of cur hrother be demanded at our hauds.

I move, sir, the adoption of these Resolutions,

Whereas, The Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States have.
through their Board of Foreign Missions, established various missions on
the coast of Africa, and this Conveantion feels a stroug interest in the
success of the said missions a8 a mesus tor the conversion of A f: ica to the
principles and practices of Christianity,

And wherens, 1t has been made to appear to' this Convention that a
class of persons residing in the Diceese of New York are engaged in send-
ing vessels to the’western coast of Africa, with the view of Kiiuapping
and reducing to slavery large numbers of (he said people ; and £t is pub-
licly pretended amd nset.rtcd that the doctrine of Lhrmmutv justifies and
approves of the cnslaving meun, women awd chiddren, and minmw them to
the condition of chiattles ¢ and there i3 good reasny 1o bhelieve th 1y the
said trade will interfere lmu‘-rlally with the said nna,uwnq aud that 2 belief
on the part of the Africans that those who engagt in the African slave
- trade are Christinug, may indispose the Africans so brelinving to cubrace
Christianity, nud jcad them to T jeet with scorn and indiznation the
teachings of our missionarics,

Therefore Resedrad, that this Convention, i onder to prevent all misnp-
prehieusion in regard to the position of the Chureh in this Diocese on the
Euhjcct of tha alave u‘mlr: da hereliy declave uud annonnce that tls Con-
vention do ntierly reject lht‘: doctrine that men may be lawiully kilnapped
and held in slavery by any other persous, and do ntterly canidema the said
practice as a qrc*it w0 againat God aud man, and 4o adopt, in regard
thereto, the words of St (‘wrmn in writing 1o the Distops of Nmnida ¢

‘“ Bath rf*hujlm‘i and hnmauity make it adaty for us to work for the de-
liverance of the captive.. * % Ttis Jusus Clirist, himsedf, whon we
ought to consiler ju vur Wiphf. v hrothers, [t i3 Hlm whom we shioald
delwcr from caplivity—I{in who hath delivered us from denth”

Dr. Jasies MeCrxe Syuron, one of the Lay Delegates from St
Philip's Church, New York, =ecofuled the resolations.

Mz Fuovn f"}m‘n, a delegate from the Chuich of the Ascen-
sion, New York, moved that the resolutions be Lad on-the 1alle,

Mr. Jay called for a vote by orders,

Dr. Lensann swished to maeet the {!It{:i‘ﬁnll in some manuer, clse
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it would come up next year. II¢ wished his brother long life,
but hoped he wouldn’t bring this question up as long as he lived,

He moved that neitherthe preamble nor the resolution be con-
gidered, and on that he called for the vote by orderz.

The Rev. Dr. Vinmgx said the resolution was defective, as 1t

pledged them to nothing, € o i

Mr. Jav'said he would cheerfully assent to any mmendment
which the Rev. and learned gentleman from Trinity might sug-
gest, to make the action songht for by the resolutions more direct
and effective,

No amendment to the resolution was offered, and the vote to
lay the resolutions on the table being ealled for by orders, and
by Aves and Noes, resulted as follows 1—

CLLERGY.

Avis.~—Mesrs. Bostwick, J. 11, 11, Brown, Duel, Clarkson,
Coffey, E. R. . Cook, Cornwall, 1.+ Cox; Drsy Creighton,
Cressy 3 Messrs. 8. Davis, Dix, Drowne, . Duflie, L..l'lm‘l Dr. Ligen-
Lrodt; Messra, Limendorf] lanmgtmz, Gallaudet, (nhson, 11ol-
lingsworth, Hopkins, liughes, Jacocks: Dr. g, R Johuson 3
Messrs, Judd. Kennev; Dr. Leonard ; Messis Livingston, Mal-
[aby, Maybin, Miller, Montgomery, W. . Moore, Neidej
Dr. Ogilby ; Mr. Olssen: Drs. Pavne, Pitking Price; Messrs,
S. Reed, E. Roberts, Ho Fo Roberts, Ro Co Rogers, W, W, Sex-
mour, Sill, J. Cottan Smith, J. 8. Spencer, Thamas: Dr. Vinton ;
\Iessr-s G. H. Walsh, Waters, Watson, Wellman, Wood. Ayes, 53.

Novs—Messrs. Franklin Babhit, Boggs: I, Canficld 5 Messrs.,
Dickinson, Foger, Geer: Dr. Hobart,  Noes, 7. -

4 LLAITY.
- Aves.—Albany, St. Peter's: ]fm]-mx (‘h'ri:t' Poughkeepsie,
'Christ, St. Paul’s: Atheus, Trmm': (znt-hl! St. Luke’s; Breok-
iyn, Redeemer, St. Johu's, St Lukum, St. Marv's: Williawms-
burgh, St. Paul’s; Green Point, Ascension: New<Utrecht, Bav-
ridge, Christ; New York City and County, Annnnciation, As-

-
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consion, Calvary, Christ, Holy Apostle’s, Holy Innocent’s, Incar-
nation, St. Clement’s, 8t. George the Martyr's, St, John Evan-
gelist’s, St. Luke’s, St. Mark’s, St. Peter’s, St Stephen’s, Trinity,
with St. Paul’s, St. John’s and Trinity Chapels, Zion; New-
burgh, St Gcmgc’ﬁ,'St. Paul’s; Wnlden, St. Andrew’s; Glen
Cove, St. Paul’s; Whitestone, Grace ; Troy, Christ; Piermonts
Christ ; Rondout, Holy Spirit ; (:mnv:lle, Trinity ; Mott Haven,
St. Mary’s ; Sing Sing, St. Pauls ; Yonkers, St. Panls.  Ayes, 44.

Nows—New York City and County, Iloly Evangelists’, Re-
Redcemer, St. Philip’s; Canterbury, “*t. Joh's ; Iacdford St.
Matthew’ss Somers, St. Lukes. Noes,

b ]

So the Preamble and Resolution was laid upon the table.®
l

The-Convention lhen adjourned.

[y

O Acconling to the ofticial ** Jonrmal of the Convention,” the number of
(.l‘:r&:)’ﬁfm’ attllt‘;&‘nrezl‘inll wnﬁi‘llil'ill"ii-ill“‘i*-l-‘l‘i'lnl I R W *ll

And the number of Parialics and Chapels rq:rmm!ai WaB teivnnasrrssasrsanes, 187

From this it aj pears that upon the question, the propottion voting and vot wtm;,
was o8 follows :

MEMBERS VOTING,

L8 3 % : L1
lh‘ IT‘-‘, ------ * B bW 4 ¥ % B E 4w ¢ R N B & B b I:"L‘

MEMDERS NOT VOTING.

‘ vy
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