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‘WILL THERE BE A UNION?

BISHOP CAMPBELL AGATN ON THE WAR-

PATH——EPISCOPACY—THE 'ORIGIN

. OF THE A M E AND THE A M E ZION
CHURCHES,

“ Immediately aftex fie- the ad;oumment
of the General conferénces of the A
‘M E and the A M E Zion churches, I
put myself on record in the “Star of
Zion™ an favoring ‘organic tnion be-
tween these two great connectionsupen
terms'of equality and upon ‘Christian
und friendly basis. I am for union
on these terms (nothing else) first, last
and allthe time. T had hoped 'that
the' ‘brethren of ‘the two connéctions|
wotld not oppose the proposed dnion
until they had seen whether or not|
Hhey would like the platform ndaptoq
by 'the commissioners, whiecki 18 soon 16
bophblhhed in- the official organs of
[ the tespective churches. But slready
the black ‘clouds of envy and deviltry

{olerical heavens. Tt is now ‘evident,
Wmﬁxgme the others held

_Jays, mll notmoun%t.a a

| Peter.

mambhng in Wllmmgton. N G, Nov.
4th, for it will avail r_uothmg Already
the Bethel brethren are saying they
are not ready for union; that they
believe each church. has. a mission to
perform; that Zion has several objec-

- | tionable featm;es that will have to be

removed before a union is effected. In
reply, we will say that Bethel has sev-
eral objectionable features to us; one
is, they gblowtoo much; another is,
they are head oyer heels in  debt and
are constantly losing churches -ac..
Zion has no debts worth talking about,
‘We never go al over the country blow
ing ‘about our men, trying to mike
the people believe they are greater
than the Saviourand his apostles. We
propose to remain humbie and make
louf work tell. '

The main cause of all this bad feel-
ing Between two eonnections is about
the episcopacy of the A M E Zion
church. Our: Bethel brethren have
been preaching for years that wehave
no bishops. This assertion is not only
false, but strange, unless’ the position
is' taken thab this assumed by,the
Greek church, the Roman Catholic!
church and the Protestant Episcopal
church ; thatthere isno episcopacy ex-
cept it comes in.direct line from St.
But certainly Bethel would be
the last churck to set up such a claim
when. Bishop Allen (her first bishop)
was ordained by two deacons, Com-
mon sense ought to teach them to sing
small about this episcopacy business,
I think they feel this, and that is why
$hey-ave-wild-over .ouss in order . to
hide the weakness of their own. It is
an undeniable fact that a man is to
his church what his ehtirch makes him,

class-leader, he is-that, in the eye of
the law, both ecivil and ecclesiasticle.
1f the church makes him a deacon,
elder or bishop, it is just the same.
All the ordination that Bishop Allen
réceived was from his ¢hurch, and
surely Zion or any othex’ church has
as much rightto their moda of making
Bishops as Bethel. . .

‘Then, again, Methodum only recog-
nises two ordinatibns: ‘that of a daar
‘¢con and ekhr,.md it has decided that
the third ordination is non-essential.
Th;tbeing 8 M then Zion has taken
the two *ordinations. . Did not the
white Methodist ohureh do away with
the third ordination at their last Gen-
‘eral conférence? Certainly. ~Did not
Bethel church do. the same at their
lust ‘Gleneral * conferenee™ They did,
‘and said theblﬂloprlamanly an office
"That brings both Bethel and the white
M E church downl to the position that
Zion bas always held: Now what is
the usie of Bethel insisting upon Zion
!.o take what thgy ‘have done away
g to unite with

‘ o -tarms eqmlltf‘f ‘It is the [fain

‘of nongense.” If Bethel will

mﬂin&ud ordipation lawfully, so
' ﬂbm.\\tuﬁulﬂﬂm bmhopsof p

If the church makeghim & trustee or

has Iust commenced to write again on

this su.bject. Mr. Allen left the ME
‘church in 1816 and went to New York
and opened & war upon Zion Which
his followers have keépt up unto this
day. The same tales that weredtold

years ago are still cirenlated. Tlme '

and again have they declared thafthe
Zion church seceded from ‘Bethel.

The fact is, the Zion ‘church was or-
ganized 20 years before Allen left the
white Methodist church, and her-in-
corporation dates back to thayeai' 1800,

a8 the public record in New York city
will show (see record in the oﬂ‘cg of
the elerk of the city and county of
New York, in Lib. No. 1, page 28).

If you will gearch the “Preﬁme” ofthe
white M E Diseipline, it will inforn
you that Allen was a preacher in their
church about 1804, In 1816 the Beth-
els came out from the white church,
and Bethel was first or, as an
M E Church and dedicated as such.

In 1809, the Bishop of the M E
church made an appointment that did
not please them and they rebelled.
Trouble arose which resulted in their
geparation from that church in 1816,
In 1796 the Zion church was organ-
ized as an African M E church, so
that the M E chuzch had no claim up-
on'it. The M E preachers served .us
for a time under a written contract,
but not as part, of our organization.
8o from the first, Zion was an inde-
pendent African M E church; itcame
out' from no organization. The tound
ops of it,'it is true, had been members

{of the John street M E church, but

their design from the first was to form
a separate church. | This; it appears
was not the design of the Bethel peo-
ple; with them it was an afterthought
an idea borrowed by Mr Allen from
the Zion church in New. York. -Hay-
ing borrowed that idea 'from Zion
church and his people having made
him a bishop (as they sdy) in & man-
ner that seemed good to them, he went

to New York to persuade Zion to en- °

list under his banner and ' acknowl-

edge him as Bishop. Zion refused to |,

do so for good reasons.
The Zion connection in -New York
city at that time emhraced two church
es—Zion and Asbury. Mr. Allen,
finding he could accomplish nothing
with Zion, the mother of colored
churches, turned to Asbury, the daugh-
ter, and succeeded in taking part of
her ‘members. This was the: begin-
ning of war between the two churches.
Zion, ministers. retaliated, west to
Philadelphia and succesded in tearing
‘Big Wesley away from Bethel, which
we hold to-day. This, I presume, is
the ground upon which Bethel say
that, we seceded from them. - Nothing
c.nuld be _more false, an, the . foun-
-head of our mnneotion, Was never
oonnaet.ad with Bet.hal and the apht-
o/ ting off was qommanc«t_br* :




