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BETHEL AIID ZION F

REJOINDER TO DR. J.-M. HI'NDEROON'-FAOTS. HOT
FICURES, ARE TO WIN lH TH)S DISCUSSION. |

BY BISHOP A. WLTERS, D. D.

In the Christian Recorder of De-

# 7 cember 3rd, in reply to my article,

“Bethel and Zion,” Dr. J. M. Hen-

. derson makes a puerile appeal to the

members of the A. M. E. Church for
sympathy by expatiating on the deeds
of the departed heroes ofthe Church.
Ohe who bhad not read my article

~would euppdse that I had assailed

their integrity and underrated their
ability. Nothing was further from
my mind than an attack upon the
fathers of the A. M. E. Church.

~Facts, not eloquence, are to win in

this discussion.

My heart is too big and my love
too great for the Negro race to wan-
tonly reflect upon its heroes, whether
in Bethel or Zion. Ihonorthe mem-
ory of the sainted Allen. He wasa
great Negro leader, strong in intel-
leet, firm in purpose, lofty in thought,
exemplary in his life, forceful in the
presentation of Gospel truth—a wor-
thy founder of a great church. There
is nothing else for me to do but to
honor and reverence such a man. It
thrills me with delight to read of the
Herculean efforts of such herces as
Bishops Morris Brown, Edward Wat-
ers, Wm. Paul Quinn and Jabez
Campbell, and of the tremendous dif-

- ficnlties they had to surmount in or-

devr to cxtend the borders of their
chorch and lift up a degraded and
oppressed people.

I revere the cultured and scholarly
Bishop Brown, the eloquent and po-
etic Ward, the sweet Gospel preacher
and able parliamentarian, Wayman,
and that prince of educators, peer-
less race leader, great historian—the
most brilliant star in Bethel's con-
stellation, one that shedsits dazzling
and benign rays throughout this en-
tire nation—Bishop Daniel A. Payne,
D. D., LL. D., founder of prond Wil-
berforce. What Negro with a grain
of common sense or a particle of race
pride would not delight to honor
such geniuses ?

I will not cease to sound the praise
of Negro heroes, whether in Church
or State, until my lips are sealed, my
tongue paralyzed and my voice si-
lenced in death, God forbid thatI
should strive to pluck one garland
from the brow of the founder of Beth-
¢l Church. I would to God that Dr.
Henderson possessed some of the no-
ble traits of the departed heroes of
his Church ; if he did, he would not
be continually elandering the institn-
tions and eminent men who are strug-
gling so zealonsly to perpeiuate the
church which -Allen founded, and
which he (Henderson) professes to
love so dearly.

In the first place, Dr. Henderson
has but little regard for the truth.
In his reply he says of the subject of
Incorporation: “Begone with your
irrevelant (our unanswerable) ques-
tions.,” He forgets that he raised the
question of Incorporation in his arti-
cle of October 15th, when he said
that Bethel Church was incorporated
in1798. We requested him to in-
form us where the record of such in-
corporation wasto be found, the book,
page and date. He has found this to
be an impoesibility, (I knew this at
the time;) and now gives us for in-
geniousargument: “Begone with your
irrevelant questions.” TFinding his
mis{ake he says that the property
secured in 1793 was Richard Allen's
own personal property, end hence
there was no need of incorporation.
1t is a great pity the Doctor was not
‘aware of this fact before his state-
ment of October 15th. -Recognizing
his defeat he says: “What has the
incorporation of a Board of Trnstees,

* whose highest functions is to hold

" title to real estate, got to do with the
birth of African Methodism ?” By |{an
the above he shows his ignorance of
the whole question under discussion.
" Why -did he boist in the beginning

: bsfoﬂa Zion, :f moorpgrat.mn dm nok

ctor
| says desired to remain in the Metho-

- that Bethel Ohnreh was incqrporated | .

In the second place the Ddctor
eired when he stated that an ha.xl no
oidained ministers in 1820.| Zion had
al that time four regula.r];& ordained
deacons, viz: James Varick, Wm.
Miller, Abraham Thompeon and Lev-
ei. Smith, and it was no fault of |bers
that she did not have elders. | For
yrars prior to 1820 she had petitioned
B shop Asbury and other Bishops of
the Methodist Episcopal Ohuruh to
ordain elders for her. Dr. Hender-
son iz aware that Bethel had dbout
the same difficulty*n securing pordi-
nation for her men. '

In the third place the Dnctoru: in
error when he strives to make the
impression that Bishop Allen oﬂ his
visit to New York in 1820 did not
urge the Zionites to unite with bis
Connection. In Rush's Rise and i’rog-
ress of the A. M. E. Zion Chhrch
page 44, is the following : '

“A letter was read which was ssnl. by
Richard Allen, directed to Willmm
Brown, advising them (the Ziouitgu) to
unite with him, but there was very|little
said about it, notwithstanding.” |

The Zionites refused to unitei with
Allen, but not because he declinkd to
ordain their men, whom the

dist Episcopal Church. They| bad
already withdrawn from the Metho-
diet Episcopal Church at the time of
Bishop Allen’s visit to New York.
Dr. Henderzon eays we were kicked
out. If the statements mads by
Bishops Allen, Payne and Turnér are
correct, Bethel was also kicked out;
for Abealom Jones and others were
pulled from their knees during prayer

in 8t. George’s Methodist Episcopal [the Methodist Episcopal Church.

Church in Philadelphia. They begged
to be allowed to remain umtil the
prayer was over, but their requeat
was not granted. Those who did re-
main during the prayer left immedi-
ately after. (See Payne's Hibtory,
page.79).. This looks like they were
forced out. R |

The Doctor is guilty of duplicity
when he strives to make the impres-
sion that Bethel Church was not un-
der the immediate control of the
Methodist Episcopal Church | from
1798 10 1816. Every intelligent A.
M. E. minister and layman knows
that Bethel did not withdraw | from
the Methodist Episcopal Chur¢l: till
1816. 'Why continue to misledd the
people? It cannob be prover} that
the A. M. E. Church as a somen’y was
organized in Phlladelphla in |1787.
The earliest dale given by Bishop
Payne in his history of the orghniza-
tion of the A. M. E. Society in Phil-
adelphia is in 1798. On page 4 is
the following :

“In 1703 the numbers of the derious
people of color, having mcreascﬂ they
were of different opinions respecting the
mode of religious worship, and atj many
felt a strong partiality for that afopted
by the Methodists, Richard Allen with
the advice of some of the brethrep, pro-
posed the erection of a place of worshi p
on his own ground and at his ofwn ex-
pense a8 an African Methodist mi‘zehng-
house.”

In Tanner's Outlines of Hlstory,
page 144, we read : '

““May 5th, 1794.—A number of qs citi-
zens of Philadelphia, dascendents of the
African race met together at the house
of Richard Allen in order to'congult to-
get ier.upon the most eligible means to
previde for ourselves a house to mees in-
for religious’ worship agreeable ito our
ow | desire, according to the light which
Goyl, through grace, has given usi—sepa-
rat; from our white hrathren—-—ﬁcr Tea-
son 3 hereinafter mentioned, It Was pro-
pot :d to purchase a ‘frame that was for | FOTY.
sali at -the time and remove it to 4 lot of
g'mmd that was offered and a red
con yenient for the above purpose. Broth-
ers Robert Green, Joseph Houstol, Wil-
liar) Hogin, Issse Miller, York |Byers,
‘An ony Robinson and Jchn Allen
8hoild be a committee to superintend
;nmlw ‘they might be called onto
un¢ ertake rupeeti.ng the .above. Pres-
ent. B Gm.li _Joseph Houston,
Wt liam I!pgln. Isaac Miller, Yg rk By-

er Phillip Johnston was chnun in his
e&d“

The above statement differs materi-
ally from that made by Dr. Hender-
son., :

I again state briefly our claim to
priovity. It is generally admitted
that American Methodism was born
in New York City in 1766, and that
Phillip. Embury and Captain Webb
were its first prenchera Their meet-
ing place was a rigging loft in Wil-
liam Street. Peter Williams, a col-
ored man, who with his cwn hands
laid the corner stone of Zion church,
(see Lost Chapters of Methodiem,
page 444), was a leading spirit in ite
formation and was one of the first
converts. Now any unprejudiced
reader will see that Zion is iu direct
succession. All colored Methodists
of America rejoice-in the fact that
they were represented in the original
Methodist organization in America
in the person of Peter Williams.
Bishop Arnett in his-Budget of 1801
says: “Peter Williams. was the first
colored man that was a member of
the Methodist Episcopal Church in
New York.” And further says: “He
was converted under the preaching
of Phillip Embury, and was the first
sexton of Wesley Chapel, from 1778
to 1795."

Bishop Arnett rejoicessin the fact

that when the foundation of Ameri-

can Methodism was laid, a colored
brother was there; he claims that he
was represented in Methodism through
this colored brother, and does not
raise any serious objecticn ‘to his be-
ing a Zionite.

He (Peter Williams) was the lead-
er of a colored class as early as 1780;
frem that: time fill 1795 he was pre-
paring his people to -strike out for
themselves. . In 1796 they organized
the African Methodist Episcopal
Zion Church, but, like Bethel in Phil-
adelphia, remained under the care of
In
1800 incorporation was secured, and
recorded.in February; 1801. Incor-
poration gave the colored trustees of
Zion church entire control of the
ptoperty, which they have retained
from that time until now (except by
change of location). By the way, we
have a very desirable location in New
York City, and ot in the slums, Dr.
Henderson to the contrary nethwith-
standing.

ZION'S EPISCOPACY.

Dr. Henderson slurs the Episcopa-
ey of the A. M.- E. Zion Church in
the following words: ““Zion is truly &
Methodist body, but Zion is not an
Episcopal body.” Before discussing
the Episcopacy of the A. M. E. Zion
Church let us turn the light upon the
Episcopacy of the A. M. E. Church,

Richard Allen was ordained a dea-
con in 1799 by Bishop Asbury, but I
have searched the histories of the A,
M. E. Church in vain tofind when he
was ordained an elder. Bishop Ar-
nett in Budget of 1891 says that
Richard Allen was ordained by Bish-
op Asbury in 1799, but does nob
state to what order. Bishop Tanner
in bis Outlines of History, page 17,
gives the following ambiguous ques-
tion and answer:

“Did Bishop White ordain Richard
Allen to be Bishop? No; Richard Al-
loa was ordained by Bishop Asbury of
the Methodist Episcopal Church, and
seventeen years after he was ordained a
Bishop by five regularly ordained minis-
ters; among them was Absalom Jones,
whom Bigshop White had previously or-
dained an elder or pri

The good Bishop is careful to sthte
that Absalom Jones was ordained an
elder, but omits {o inform the read-
er to what order Bishop Asbury or-
dained Richard Allen in 1799, How-
ever, thie difficulty is cleared up by

Bishop ‘Payne, (page 69 of his His-
tory.) Speaking of a quotation from f:

the Journal of the Philadelphia Con-
ference in 1881,
Allen, he says: “He (Allen) was born

in' Philadelphia in 1760, nrdained 2

deacon in 1799 and a Bishop in
1816."

anelc}er
’I'ln ordination of Rev Rwlm:d

-| Dow's Works (1815) is the followmg

on the death of|

“What we desire to know is,| “How
by whom was Rmhard Allen ordamad 7ot

rather declinedthe office, and Rev. Rich-
ard Allén was chosen in his stead, and
was therefore consecrated a Bishop of
the A, M. E, Church on the 11th of April,
1816."

On page 18 he informs us that the
Conference was composed of sixteen
members, namely :
Ministers Daniel Coker, Richard Wil-
liams, Henry Harden ; Laymer Ed-
ward Williamson, Stephen Hill, Nich-
olas Gilliard: From Philadelphia—
Ministers Richard Allen, Clayton
Durham (or Drayton), Jacob Tapsieo,
James Champion; Laymen Thomas
Webster: From Wilmington, Del.—
Minister Peter Spencer: From Aftle-
berough, Pa. -—Mlmstemeb Marsh,
William Anderson, Edward Jackson :
From Salem, N. J.—Renben Cuff.
Bishop Turner in his Church Polity
and Bishop Tanner in his Outlines of
History give the same list. There is
no mention of Abealom Jones, the
Protestant Episcopal priest, or elder,
being present. Up to the time of
this ‘meeting none of the ministers
present were eldeérs except, possibly,
Peter Spencer. Reve, Allen and Co-
ker had been ordained ‘deacons by
Bishop Asbury, but not elders. In
the case of Rev. Atien we have not
been able to find any record of his or-
dination as an elder; hence the infer-
ence is that he had not been ordained
an elder up to 1816, For proof that
Coker was not an elder, eee Payne's
History, pages 28 and 29.

Richard Williams and Henry Har-
den were elected to eldera’ order in
1818. James Champion and Jacob
Tapsico were ordained elders in the
safie year at the Philadelphia an-
nual Conference. ' (See Payne's His-
tory, page 26). Henty Durham (or
Drayfon), Edward Jackson and Reu-
ben Cuff were orddined: deacons at
thé same timé. Peter Spencer, who
was the only elder present, (if any,)
geems to haye taken no part in the
proceedings ;| indéed, he was the
founder of what is kpown as the Un-
ion A. M. E. Churclt:. Jacob Marsh
and William Anderson were 5o in-
significant that you never hear of
them again. Now I desire to know
from whence came the three or five
elders who weresaid to have ordained
Rev. Richard| Allen a Bishop.

In Bishop| Tamner's Outlines of
History, page 152, quoted from Ex-
cerpts of the First Edition of Lorenzo

“If Mr. Weeley had a right to ordain
Dr. Coke, by: the same ‘rule Absalom
Jones might ordain Richard Allen,
and: the ordmatmn must be equally
valid.”

Mark you, he .does not say that
Absalom Jones did ordain Richard
Allen, but might. He speaks as if
there was some discussion as to
whether his ordination was valid un-
der such circumstances. The forego-
ing quotation shows that there was
some question concerniny the validity
of Allen's ordination as early as 18186,
the very year he is said to have been
made. - In the midst of so much ob-
sourity in regard fo the ordination
of Bishop Allen, I don't think thaty
our sister Bethel has any room fo
sneer at the validity of Zion's Episco-
pacy. :

A word concerning Zion's Episco-
pacy: In the beginning, we adopted
the Superintendency, believing we
were following the ideas of Mr. Wes-
ley. In his letter of commission’to
Dr. Coke, he (Mr. Wesley) says:

“Enow sll men that I, John Wesley,
think myself tqba providentially called
at this time to setapsrt some persons for
the work of the ministry in America.

Almigity God, and With a single eye to |11
His glory, I have this day set spartas a
Superintendent, by the imposition of my
hands -and prayer, (being assisted hy
Thomas

Frow Baltimore— |.

Aud therefore, nndu the protection of in

——

[ iovidvuce t ins:.ordared - stkismian s

hence we bave the term Bishop.
When Zion (iscovered that fact, she
dropped the term Superintendent and
adopted the erm Bishop. This was
done in 1868 :

In 1822 Riivs, James Varick, Abra-
ham Thompscn and Leven Smith were
ordained elders by Dr. James Covel,
Bylvester Hutchinson and William L.
Btillwell, all regularly ordained eld-
ers of the Methodist Episeopal Church.
(See’Rush's 1lise and Progress of the
A. M. E. Zion Church, page 78.) Ac-
oorr]:ng to Mc. Wesley's letter of com-
mission to"D1, Coke, and Lord King's
Primitive Ciinrch, this ordination
was valid. These brethren.in turn
ordained othrrs, and g0 on down the
liné3) In 1838 we adopted the life
time tenure, - All the laving Bishops
of the A. M. E. Zion Church received
the third ord nation. I am sure that
I was set apart for a Bishop by the
laying on of hands of Bishops who
had been ordsined by more than three
elders, and I am truly a Bishop asany
living Episcoous. If Absalom Jones,
a colored piiest in the Protestant
Episcopal Clurch, could make Rev.
Richard Allrn a WBishop, (notwith-
standing Bistop Hood in his History
of the A, M E. Zion Church, page
144, says his daughter declared that
he affirmed liefore his death he had
nothing to do with the ordination of
Rev. Richard Allen, but was simply
present when he was ordained), then
a balf dozen Bishops who had been
ordained by more than three clders
had the right io ordain the present
Bishops of our Cheereh, and our ordi-
nation is valiil.

Dr. Hendeyson shows his ignorance
and narrowniss when he says that
Zion is not n Episcopal body. If
not, why did the General Conference
of the A. M. E. Church in 1892, by
an' almost uninimous vote, ngree'{o
unite with thi A, M. E. Zion Church,
provided the annual and quarterly
conferences cinsented to it? If we
are not an Eaiscopal -body why did
the Board of 3ishops of the A. M. E.
Church meet {n joint session with the
Bishops of tht A. M. E. Zion Church
at Washington City in 1892 and
agree upon a platform to be submitted
to the ministers aud members of both
churehes ?

But why discuss the matter further
with poor Di. Henderson, since he
has no regard for the truth? A min-
ister who pay s $81,000 for a lot and
church buildiag and in a few. months
afterwards publishes that the same
property is vrorth §1 65,000, (when
property  generally depreciafes in
value where colored congregations
locate) is eer:ainly devoid of Chris-
tian integrity. But whatmore can be
expected from a man who over his
own sigiiature confessed a shert while
ago that he hed been guilty of almost
every crime it the catalogue of crimes
since he had bren a minister ?  Some
of us though!. that he had reformed
in these last y'ears, but gince he has
preva_ricnted 3o much recently, we
have come to the conclusion that his
reformation i not very thorough,
and his preacling of moral ethics is
all bosh. What he needs is some old
time Methodist religion, or in other
words, to be burn again. More anon.

New York. d

NOTES FROM MISSISSIPPI.

This makes ny second year on this
cirenit. 'Wheii I came herethe mem-
bership was very small at both points.
At Zion we bal no house to worship
gnd the membership had gone
down to 80. We had bardly aoy
house at Simes' Chapel and 30 mem-
bers there, making 60 members on

.ﬂumromt 0It Jnu;-y;?ﬁ: 1894,

points. They agreed and prommd
me their hearty support. So Rev.
B.#.Simes, a local deacow, and & mem-
ber of the church, enconraged me and
to-day that church takes the name
of Bimes' Ohapel alter him. He soon
got the members in line and com-
menced to build. He (Rev, Simes)
owns a plantalion and eold the lot
on which the church : ow stands. His
house is always a home for the Zion

‘ministers who chance that way. 1

cannot say foo much for this good
Christian gentleman.

I got all of my plans in order and
began to blow the trumpet of Zion
and* the people heard the alarm with
Jjoy and with eapnestness they began
to pour in to  eee us and stayed,
and when they went home they told
others, and they came. We did so
well up to July, 1895, when I started
a revival at Simes' Chapel and added
26 converte, 10 accessions, making a
total 0£.36. At my next point, Zion
Chapel, we guined 23 converts, 11 ac-
cessions, making the grand total of
70 members added. In September
we began to take up money for the
building and raised $100, and in No-
vember we gave another rally and
took up $50. Then we went to build-
ing and December 4th, the church
was completed and it was so nice un-
til Zion Chapel was the choice by the
brethren for the annual Conference
to be held in. On the 4th of De-
cember; 1895, the South Missiesippi
Conference met aud the members of
Conference were nicely eared for and
at the same time we had on hand
$65.00 to build a new church~at
Simes' Chapel. At the adjournment
of the Conference the members of
both churches were so well pleased
with my work until they all #tked
my return. Bishop Pettey re-ap-
pointed me the second year. We have
been moving along nicely and added
to the cirenit 20 member this year. I
have Zion Chapel in a first-class order
and now we are building & first-class
church at Sime’s Chapel at a cost of
$1,500, and we want to have it fin-
ished by the annual conference.

Now, Mr. Editor, you see we have
been wide awake on all lines and in-
tend to make Zion second to none.
We have been looking for Bishop J.
B. Small, D. D., for the last ten or
fifteen " days, but he| has failed to
come. We are now getting ready for
the annyal conferenve which will
meet at Durant, Mississippi, Decem-
ber 16th, 1896, Now to all the
brethren of the BSouth Mississippi
Couference, we must.remember that
we hive 9 bishops and 7 general offic-
ers and all of them are to be support-
ed out of the general fund. Let us
rally and colleet it.

A REPLY TO 0. D. HILL.

Mr. Editor: I see in the STAR
dated November the 12th, an article
by O. D. Hill stating' that none of
the preachers of the State of Misais-
gippi have performed their duty, and
have not sent in their Easter moneys
but one, and that was Brother G. W.
Jolinson ; bat I say that statement of
0. D. Hill is a false, He hasfurther-
more said that our Publication House
has been slighted by the preachers of | T}
Mississippi ; I eay that is & false. He
said that they were not able tolead a
portion of the race because they wera
ignorant, but when he said that he
told what the old- people make soap
out of. Now, pefmit me to tell you
who O, D. Hill is. Be wasa mal;':-
ber of Sime's Chapel and. has not at-
tended preaching in church in four or
five monthe ; he fuiled fo:pay up kis
general fund last year and also 'his
pra_aiﬁi»ug elder and pastor, and also

this year'the same ; and the qhumh-_‘_ !
holdasd:uge againet him for neg-|th

Inctitig the means of grace. = He was

once & superintendent of Sime's Chapel |
ﬂimdaz-ahnl and he was turned out |¢

“|lac donated for the STar, -

I desire'to say a few words for the
tncouragement of our young péople
here, and let the readers of the STar
know that we are still alive andat
work.. We had quite a succesaful
tiwe Thangegiving Day. Tonly wish
to mention at this time the snceess of
Gur baby society, entitled the Home
Circle. We have a number of twm'
ty-two, including the mansger, the '
cldeet being 18 years of age. 5.

This Society was organized 0&.&- k
ber 27th, by Mrs. J. P. Wade, a lady
f no small ability and fom-thoﬂglﬁr_;___
one that knows no failure. They
dertook the Thanksgiving snborhj‘n
ment ; proceeds for the benefit of the
pastor. To the eurprise of all, with
& noble speech from the Prasadent s g
tgirl 16 years old presented to the
paslor $50. I ehall give you theads
{iress as it was with the names of the
members of the elub :

“Rev. T. H. Slater, the members:
of tire Worker's Home Circle, only one ;
month old on the 27 inst., has appointed =
me the president of said Bociety, to
voice to you the sentiment of = our
hearts. Our observatiom, Bir, of your
work and Christian examples hm
tot passed our young minds without
thought. We, the members of the Cir-
¢le assemble here 8ir, to show to you our
regards and warmest love for the work in
which you are enguged by presenting
to you through our treasurer, Miss
JAmnie E. Fleming, this purse containing
{50. Trusting that yon will receive it
viith the same feeling of trinmph as we
feel.”

This was signed by Mrs. J. P.
Ward, general” manager; Maud B.
Lewis, president; Alice Fields, eecre-
tary, and’ Aanie E. Fleming, treas-
vrer. The members: Maritha Kirk,
Cirace Brown, Stella Gilkinson, Nellie
Jackspn, Grace Jackson, Carrie Gilk- . =
insori) Add Bowler, Lettie Lilly, Liz-~ 8
zie Parker, Alfonso Barmard, John =
[awie} Garry Grice, Wm. Tarner,
Fdward Brooks, Rev. Kirk, Wm'_
Fz!(]p Frank Turmer and Jmu

Mat :

thews. v

tor's hand he felt that no word mld-
express the thankfulness of his heart. .
May the Circle live-long to work for
God and Zion. Enclose find one dol-

Sevickley, Pa. - ] i

FAIR PLAY IN THE CHURCH.

BY BEV. H. F. MARTIN,

One thing ought to be aimed at by -
all men’; that is the interest of mh.'
mdmdmlly and all collestivel
Vihen I balance all things in m
thoughts, I grow more favorable
Plato, and do not woi}ddr ﬂaﬁ

atl would not auhnut to-l com!
of all things ; for s0 wise
bit foresee that the etiin
level waa the only way to
tion bappy. s
So the members of the clmuh
to pay their conuectional claims
the ministers ought to see to it, :

mamblr in the family takes tlh
The last General Conference ha
ita law that. each mnlater" nuist

pey his prp-mia slumuf _ 6 ¢
tinnal olaims.and shonld
the collection first a.n&'

will mutswrydiﬂy'

newopapers but will
[ S14R. ‘Ehu is not fair




