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AMERICAN SLAVERY AND AMERICAN
PROTESTANIS.
(From the Rambler.)

We are told by competent Protestant authority
that the most powerfill IScclesiastical bedy in the
slave states of America is the General Assembly of
the Presbyterian Church, -We necd hardly remind
our readers that slavery was introduced into Ameri-
ca whilst that couniry was yet under English rule.—
After the revolution, when the caonstitution of the
new people was being agitated, the subject of slavery
naturally entered, as a not unimportant question, into
1he debates. It was generally believed—at least in
hall the states—tbat the evil would not be of long
duration. Accordingly, when the discussion reached
the Church, the Presbyterian Synods of New York
and Philadelphia published a declaration, ¢ highly ap-
proving of the priuciples in favor of universal liberty
which prevail in America ;7 exhorted the slaveliold-
. ers in their own comiunion to prepare their slaves
for the enjoyment of freedom by mieans of a good
education; and, finally, recommended them to use
the most prudent measures, consistent with the in-
terest and state of civil society, in the countries where
they live, to procure eventually the final abolition of
slavery in America. This language was both hu-
mane and temperate ; and it was published in 1793,
as the decision of the General Assembly of the Tres-
byterian Church. Tn the following year they spoke
still more strongly. In a note to the 142nd guestion
of their Larger Cateckism, on the Eighth Command-
ment, they refer to the text (1 Tim. i, 10), which
speaks of «men-stealers”” and they say that “this
word, in its vriginal import, comprehends all who are
concerned in bringing any of the human race into.
slavery, or in retaining themin it ; and that the Apos-
tle Lere classes them with sinners of the first rank.
"I'o steal a free man is the highest kind of theft. In
other instances we only steal human property ; but
when we steal or retain men in slavery, we seize those
who, in common with ourselves, are constituted by
the original grant Jords of the earth.” :

Let us next turn to the Methodists. The language
of John Wesley, the fathér and’ founder of Method-
ism, Tell not an iota short of that,of the Presbyterian

teachers of Christianity. Ife”évenmade the very |

same confusion between slaveholders and slavemakers..
« What L have said to slavetraders,” he wriles,
« equally concerns all slaveholders;: of whatever rank
and degree—seeing that men-buyers are cxactly on
a level with men-stealers.”” TIn 1780 the wlole com-
miinity declared slavery to be both hurtful to saciety,

and * contrary 10 the laws of God;” in 1784 it re-,

fused to admit slaveholders to its communion, passing
a vote to exclude all such. In the Mlethodist Baok
of Doctrines and Discipline it is laid down as the
 only one condition previously required of those who
desire adimission into their society,a desire to flee
from the wrath to come and to be saved from their
sins ; that this desire must be evidenced by certain
fruits—by avoiding evil of every kind, especially that
which is most generally practised, such as the buyl_ng
and selling of men, wowmen, and children with an in-
tention to enslave them.”

Example is ever more efficacious than precept ; and
the example of Amevican Protestantism directly coun-
tenances the « degrading theory™ that the white man

.and the black are not equal in the sight of God.—
« Tn the United States,” says the intelligent and trust-
worthy French traveller,M. Beaumont,* the churches
of the Catholics are the only ones which do not ad-
mit of any privileges or exclusions; the black popu-
lation can enter them just as freely as the white. In
the churches of Protestants the blacks are either
banished into some obscure corner, or altogether ex-
cluded.” And in another place the same gentleman
observes— Pratestant congregations in this country
are select societies as it were, their members belong-
ing, for the most part, to the same rank and social
position ; the Catholic churches, on the other Liand,
receive persons of all classes and conditions of-life,
without any distinction whatever. Here the poor
man is placed on an eqaality with the rich, the slave
with the naster, the black man with the white.”—
And lest the testimony of a Catholic should be sus-
peeted of error or partiality in this matter, let us
add the testimony of an English Protestant gentle-
ian, Col. Hlamilton, which is unimpeachable—

« Both Catholies anl Protestants,” he says, ¢ agree
in the tenet that ail men are equal in the sight of
God ; but the former alone gives practical exempli-
fication of his creed. In a Catholic C}mrch the
prince and the peasant, the slave and his master,

kneel before the same aitar, in temporary oblivion of ; ;
' ' | they go on to advise that ¢ they should be sounthiern

all worldly distinctions. co . .
The stamp of degradation is obliterated from the
forchead of the slave, when he beliolds ln_mself ad-
mitted to community of worship with the highest and
noblest in the land. But. in Protestant churchesa
different rule prevails. People of celor are’ either

excluded altogether, or are mewed wp in some remote-
corner, separated by barriers from ‘the body of - the
church. It is impossible to forget their degraded:
couditien even for 2 moment. It is brought home
to their feelings in a {housand ways. No white Pro-
testant would kneel dt the same altar witha black
ane. e asserts Lis superiority every where ; and
the very lwe of his religion is affected by the color of
his skin. Can it be wondered,
therefore, that the slaves in Louisiana are al} Catho~
lies; that while the congregation of the Protestant
Church consists- of a few ladies, arranged in well-
cushioned pews, the whole floor of the extensive ca-
thedral should be crowded with worshippers of all co-'
lors and classes 7 The Catholic Priests never forget:
that the most degraded of human forms is animated
by a soul as precious in the eye of religion as that of
the Sovercign Pontiff. "The arms of the Clurchare
never closed against the meanest outcast of saciety.
Diresting themselves of all pride of caste, they min-
i gle with the slaves, and certainly understand their
j chavacter far better than any other body of religions
| teachers. Tam not a Catholic, but I cannot suffer
{ prejudice of any sort to prevent my doing justice to
a body of Christian Ministers, whose humble livresare
passed in communicating to the meoanest and most
! despised of mankind the blessed comforts of reli-
gion.” :

And, il stil further testimony were wanting we
might quofe the acknowledgments of the Presbyte-
rian Synod of South Carolina and Georgia, in 1833,
(quoted by W, Jay in lis ¢ Slavery in Awmerica,” p.
129, London, 1835) who report that the negroes in
those states have no regular and eflicient ministiy
and no churches; ¢ neither is there safficieal room
in white churches for their accommodation. - We
know of but five churches in the slaveholding states
built expressly for their use.” White churchies and
black! ‘We shall expect to liear nest thal thiese
American studepts of the Protestant Bible have dis-
covered that there are white mansions and black in
the kingdom of Heaven. Tndeed, they have plready
learnt how to carry this Clristian and charitable dis:
tinction between the white man and the black'beyond:
the narrow limits of the span of bimanlife. = .~
 The aristocracy. of color,” says Judge Jay:-him
self a member of - the - Protestant Episcopal Church-
in the United States, “is maintained, not oaly in
God's temples, but even -in that last abode; where all:
distinctions have been supposed to disappear.. Tn the
very graveyard, where death reigns as conqueror,
and worms revel on the mouldcring remains of man-
liness and beauty. . .« prejudice has his
dwelling ; and caste, under the sanction of the church,
rears his hideous and revolting form. How many si-
milar instances there may be, I know not; the fol-
lowing lias come under immediate notice. The ves-
try and wardens of an Tpiscopal chureh.in the dio-
cese of New York, a few years since accepted a deed
for a cemelery which was demised to them upon the
express condition, embodied in the indenture, that
they shauld never suffer any colored person to be bu-
ried in any part of the same; and all the subsequent
conveyances, on the part of the church, of vauits and
burying places are'subject to the same condition.”

Such is the eloquent commentary supplied by Pro-
testant practice on the other side of the Atlantic
upon those texts of Holy Writ which speak of the
abolition, under the Christian dispensation, of the dis-
tinction between bond and freemen, and of the equality
of all mankind in the presence of their Creator.

In 1816 the Presbyterians erascd from the statutes
of their church the note on manstealing and slave-
helding, which they had adopted in 1794, and whieh
has been already commented upon ; and in 1843 they
resolved that ¢the Assembly do not.think it for the
edification of {he Church for this body %e take any
action on tlie subject of slavery.” Ia. like wmanner
the Methodists, who, in 1801, deerced the excom-
munication of every buyer, seller, or holder of slaves,
resolved in 1836 that they « wholly disclaim any wish,
right, or intention, to interfere in the civil and politi-
cal relation between master and slave, as it exists in
the slaveholding states of this Union ;" and later still,
the general conference has declared that American
slavery “is not a moral evil.”? R -

It has been already mentioned asan important fea-
ture in the action of the early Church towards the
abolition of slavery, that she ¢ facilitated  emancipa-
tion, by admitting slaves into monasteriesand the
Ecclesiastical state.” In Protestant - America, on
‘the contrary, we find ¢ the religious organs” of the
south insisting upon the necessity. of  committing the
instruction of the blacks wholly to white men ;™ .and
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men in whom masters have confidence. If the preach-
er is himself a slaveholder he will command the greater
confidence, and have access to the larger aumber of
plantations.” Moreover, it appears that. the - Epis-
coﬁalians, always the most gristogratic of Protestant

-]

sects, object to having ¢ colored Clergymen™ at al}
in the vanks of their Ministry. Tliere have beenin-
 stauces of such a plienomenon; but the unhappy in-
dividuals thus promoted, so far {from being thereby
‘raised to .a :position of equality and independence,
‘have only found themselves exposed to insults and in-
jories; of which the superior education they had ne-
cessarily received had-made them more keeuly sensi-
tire. - .
#The Rey. Peter Williams, for many years a re-
spectable Clergyman of New York (Judge Jay, him-
self an Tpiscopalian, is still our authority), was never
allowed to sit as a member of the diocesan conven-
tion. . In the diocese of Pennsylvania an express ca-
non debars the African Church from being represented
in the convention, and -excludes the Rector from a
seat. The/Rev. Mr. De Grasse, a colored Clergy-
man of the Lipiscopal Church, of fine talents, excel-
lent acquirements, and amiable disposition, sought in
the West Indies the respectflul treatment and sym-
fiathy hie could ‘not find at home. He once said fo
the swriter, with tearsin his eyes, ¢ I feel that the Bi-
shop and many of the Clergy are against us; that
they do not want any colored Clergymen in the
Cliwrch, I have struggled against the conviction,
but it is impossible to resist it; the proofs are too
strong ; I experience it daily ; I know it iss0.>?
The same author tells us that, in 1839, a negro
candidate for Holy Orders presented himsell for ad-
mission to the Gegeral Theological Seminary at
New York. His Diocesan, Dr. Onderdonk, assures
the trustees that ¢ if they should think it right and
proper to admit a colored man into the seminary, he
considered the applicant before them one in whose
‘case it might with great safety and propriety be
done.”? Ifowever, spite of this cauticusly-worded
testimonial from the Father (?) of the flock, the ap-
plication was refused, the true and only case being (it
is stated) the color of the candidate’s skin. Other
Protestant sects appear to have been not so exclusive
yet these too have entirely failed to present that union
of charity and prudence which was so marked a cha-
racteristic of -the early Church in_her treatment of
this delicate matter. She*did not refuse, on the-one
hand, to the despised race of slaves an entrance into

hand, her liigh sense of the dignity of that holy, office
caused her'to require as an essential condition of. or-
dination, that'the candidate should first have been set
at liberty ; and history shows us that the number of
slaves who were thus freed was very considerable.

Tlie following. question was proposed to a Baptist
Association, -which met at Gourdvine, Va., in the
month of - September, 1846, Ly one of the churches
or congregations in connection with that body :—

«Ts a servant, whose husband or wife has beer
sold by his or her master into a distant country, tq be
permitted to marry again 1%

"The query was referred to 2 commitire, and this
committee made a report which, after discussion, was
adopted. Itran thus:—*“That in view of the cir-
cumstances in which servants in this country are
placed, the committee are unanimous in the opinion
that it is better to permii ervants thus circumstanced
to take another hushand or wife!” The Baptist
Chureh (so to call it) in the United States contained
at this time aboyut 100,000 slaves, whose matrimonial
rights were figus cruelly violated, or rather declared
to be null, " The Savannali River Presbyterian As-
sociation, in reply to the same question—* Whether
in 2 case of involuntary separation, of such a charac-
ter as to preclude all prospect of future intercourse,
the parties ought to be allowed to marry again 7>
pave answer—¢ That such a separation, among per-
sons situated as our slaves are, is civilly a separation
by death ; and they believe that, in the sight of God,
it would be so viewed. To forbid such marriagesin
such eases would he to expose the parties, not only
to stronger hardships and stronger tempiations, but
to Church censure, for acting in obedience to their
masters, who cannot be expected to acquiesce in a
regulation at variance with justice to the slaves, and
to the spirit of that command which regulates mar-
riage among Christians (!). The slaves are not free
agents, and 2 dissolution by death is not more entirely
without their consent and beyond their control than
by such separation.” In other words, this answer
miglit have been briefly stated thus :—* Neither law
nor custom gives any protection to the slave in his
conjugal relations; therefore neither ought religion
to give him any such protection. The Jaw of the
land—1. e., the law of men, or American law, gives
authority to the taster to dissolve the conjugal can-
neclions existing between any.of his slaves; ac-
cording to this law the parties may, at any moment,
be torn asunder and separated for ever; therefore
the law of God must be made to suscumb to this
law of man ; and although we declare that the writ-
ten YWord of God is our only rule of faith, and al-
‘though that Waord distinctly says, that ¢if a woman

‘the,sacred ranks, of the Ministry 3 whilst, on the other |

be married to.another man while her hushand livett.
she shall be called an adultress,” and that ¢ the wo-
man who hath an husband is bound by the law to her
hushand so long as be liveth,” nevertheless, in consi-
deration of the peculiar circumstances of slaves in
this country, we arc of opinion that a f{emale slavy
should not be called an adultress, even though she b
married to another man while ler husband liveth :
moreover, that the woman is bound: to her hushanq
only so long as her husband is able to live with ler.””

. The reader will observe that the Baptist authori-

ties gave no reasons for their decision, but ‘contented
themselves with a simple solution of the question pre-
posed. Ilie Prebyterians, on the other hand—whe.
it may be worth while to mentian, while thus coc-
demning to.a life of adultery and prostitation thous-
ands and thousands of slaves in their communion, £3-
pelied one of their Ministers both from the ministry
and from the Church for marrying a sister of his de-
ceased wife—enter into details, and assign {wo rez-
sons for their religious sanction of bigamy ; first, thit
to forbid second marriages in such cases would ex-
pose the parties concerned to strong temptations ;
and of this reason it is obvious to remark, tiat it
applies to a thousand other cases of daily oécurrence,
besides those which arise from the particular ‘causr
here contemplated—rviz., compulsory separation «f
husband and wife by the relentless hand of a slave
master ; and secondly, that inasmuch as the masters
would certainly not acquiesce in any strict interpre-
tation of the marriage vow, and a’ consequent pre-
Libition of bigamy and such like irregularitics of
practice, it would be very cruel for the Ecelesinsticn!
authorities to expose the slaves to church censure far
acting in obedience to their masters. They take it
for granted that the slaves would obey their masters
rather than the church, and so they think it best that
the church should range lierself at once on the side
of the ‘masters, even though by so doing she deli-
berately sanction sin. They do not for a moment
contemplate the possibility of martyrdom on the part
of the slaves, such as'we'read of in the afinals‘of thin
early chureb, under circumstances not altogethér dis-
similar: :‘md ‘they. are contented to- shape ‘their code
of morality according to ' thie opinions. and practice, .
of the world around them, vatlier than; by enforcing .-
a stricter code-of Divine authority, to endanger thir
own popularity; and-diminish the number of their
followers. This is far.from being a new feature in
the ]nstory‘gf Protestantism ; but it is not the less
striking and imporiant on this aceount. On the can-
trary, it is most interesting and instructive to note
how this same feature of a disregard of the marriage
Yow. 15 perpetually reappearing here and there, hoth
I ancient aud modern history, in connection whh
various phases of Protestantism. "The exanple ol
Luther, Melancthon, Bucer, and other teading lights
of the Reformation, allowing the Landgrave of Hesse
lo have two wives at once, will atonce occur to
every reader ; so also in our own country, the exam-
ple of the wretched Cranmer marrying, divarcing,
and remarrying his royal tyrant master as often a
that monster willed.

_ Father Newman las somewhere hinted in oné of
his lectures at a secret invisible connection between
Protestantism and polygainy, and we have heard the
insinuation attacked with the utmost indignation, and
denounced as a most wanton insult and cotumny.—
Yet these examples, and the decrees which we bavr:
been now considering with reference to the maryingn
of slaves, abundantly establish its truth. Morcover,
American Protestantism can furnish us with yet ano-
ther example of the same thing from the history of
its missions, which, though in some degree foreign (o
our present subject, is too important to be omitted.
One of the little works before us, to which we havn
been indebted for many of the facts in this article,
speaks of a certain “ American Board of Comnis-
sioners for Foreign Missions,” which the writer suys
is “next in importance to the General Assembly of
the Presbyterian Clurch; indeed in many respectx
it undoubtedly should take precedence, not only of
the General Assembly, but of any other Ecclesiasti-
cal association in the country.” This board was mi-
morialised some six or seven years since, on occasion
of its anniversary meeting, as to “ whether polyga-
mists should be admitted to the mission clurches.”
¢ The subject was referred to an august committee,
Chancellor Walworth, of New York, chairman.—
Expectation was everywhere alive. 'I'o the aston-
ishment of some, the grief of many, and the horror
of all but the board, the committee reported in fuver
of polygamy, or at Jeast against instructing the Mis-
sionaries to exclude polygamists; aud the report, al-
ter long discussion, was adopted without a dissenting .
voice ; those opposing, if such there were. not choos-
ing to register their testimony agaiust it.”

We have no space to enter fully into all the details
of this history ; a few particulars, bowever, will in-
terest all our readers.- It appears that previously ¢,




