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out blame, attach themselves to the church, South.' Bishops, elders,

and <leacous, come into the Southern organization at their own
election, under permission from the General Conference, not only

accredited as ministers of the Methodist Episcopal church, hut with

credentials limiting the exercise of their functions vithin the Me-
thodist Episcopal church. Is it conceival)lc that the General

Conference would so act and hold such language in relation to an

ecclesiastical coimcxion which was to he regarded as a secession

from the church ? Does not such act and language, and the wJiole

plan of separation, rather show that, as the South had asked, so the

General Conference intended to authorize, a sinii)le division of its

own jurisdiction, and nothing more?
" All idea of secession or schism or loss of right or title, as minis-

ters of the Methodist Episcopal church, being precluded by the

specitic grant or authority under which we act, as well as for other

reasons assigned, many considerations might be urged, strongly

suggesting the Jifness and propriety/ of the separate jurisdiction con-

templated, rendered necenfiary, as we have seen, upon other and

different grounds ; and among these the increased value oi the

representative principle likely to be secured by the change, is by no

means unworthy of notice. At the first representative Goneial

Conference, thirty-three years ago, each delegate represented five

travelling ministers and about two thousand members, and the body

was of convenient size for the transaction of business. At the late

General Conference, each delegate was the representative of twenty-

one ministers and more than five thousand members, and tlie t)ody

was inconveniently large for the purpose of deliberation and action.

Should the number of delegates in the General Conference be

increased with the probable growth of the church, the body will soon

become utterly unwieldy.—Should the number be reduced, Avhile the

ministry and membership are multiplying, the representative prin-

ciple would come to be little more than nominal, and, in the same

proportion, without practical value. Beside that the proposed

re-organization of jurisdiction will remedy this evil, at least to

a great extent, it will result in the saving of much time and exj)e!ise

and useful services to the church, connected with the travel and

protracted sessions of the General Confcretice, not only as it regards

the delegates, but also the bench of bishops, whose general oversight

might become much more minute and i)astoral in its character, by

means of such an arrangement. When, in 1808, the Annual Con-

ferences resolved upon changing the form of General Conference

jurisdiction, the precise reasons we have just noticed were deemed

sufficient ground and motive for the change introduced ; and as we
are seeking only a similar change of jurisdiction, although for other

purposes as well as this, the facts to which we ask attention are

certainly worthy of being taken into the estimate of advantages

likely to result from a separate and independent organization, espe-

cially as the ministry and membership, since 1808, have increased

full seven hundred per centum, and should they continue to increase,

in something like the same ratio, for thirty years to come, under the


