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Church Trials in a ch&ngihg Soclety

The study of all aspects of the American frontier still
continues, with new and sometimes divergent materials appearing
year after year; Religion and morality have received a share
of this interest;?wbr;,ﬁiliiam Warren Sweet was a substantial
contributor to this literature, particularly with his
of source maberials; under the general heading of Religion og the

American Frontler. 1In thls series, the one most directly related

among the Methodists in the Early West." The documents which

~ were used by Dr. Sweet and by his seminar

Varg, in the pre?aratian of the chapter are a part of the collec~
tion of the Illinois Conference Historical Society, located at

the Buck Memorial Library, Illinois Wesleyan University, in Bloom-
ington, Illinois. At the time this collection apparently was in a
cheotic state, and by no means all of the materials on ehureh
trials were available to Dr. Sweet and Mr. Varg. Subseguently an
effort has been iade to introduce order into bhe,cbllectian, but
nothing further had been done with the documents pertaining to
church trials until the author, under the direction of Dr. Richard

D. Leonard, of Illinols Wesleyan ¥niversity, undertook ta‘arganize

en.this year. A great many more case flles were located, cover-

T

ing a span of almost one hundred years, and tcuehing on over one

hundred and fifty trials, of various types.
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3everal hypotheses began to emerge as these cases were separated

and indexed. ¥irst of all, the nature of»the charges brought changed
through the years. Second, the charges were often linked directly te
other events inside or outside of the church. Abolition of slavery,
the Civil War Spirit in the North, and church divisions were reflected,
for example. Third, the nature of the verdicts and the penslties
shifted throagh the yea;s, given equai charges. [Fourth, and ﬁhis
hypothésis is as yet untesbed,ffilinois Conference is not typical of
ﬁebhedism during the middle years of’the nineteenth century in its
stress on ministerial,merality.. The difference, if it exists, may
be traceable to the fameus "Backwoods Preacher", Peter Cartwright ]

» Frontier marality was hardly of the highest cuality. Moreover,
Christians, at least measured in temms of church membership, were
in a decided minority, in spite of the most aggressive evangelistie
tactics. John Mason Peck, preobably one of the most informed men on

the situation in the state at the‘time, in A Gazettemvof Illinois

(Jacksonville, 1834), estimates the total number of professors of

religion aﬁ 25,000, or about one 1n eight persens in the state.l

The Methodists, with 13,421 members (over half of those in the state),
blanketed the entire state, having preaching in all of the counties &
Five years later, in 1839, Peck reported that there weré 20,000

Methodists in Illinois, out of about 40,COO church membersy The
popul=tion had more than doubled, to 420,000, so the ratio of Christ

ians to the botai had dronped to one in ten .,

IT. 92,
27pid., p. 89.
5The Traveler's Directory for Illin ois._ New York: Colton, 1839,

Ppe. =137,
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/ Methodism has always had a ready mechanism for disciplining
its church members and its ministry. The machinery begag with
John Wesley, as the General Rules of the United Societies, which
are still preserved by the denominatian.{jﬁlbnaugh the observance
'of_th&m has been a casualty of the years, the 1956 Discipline
8till preserves the statement:
These are the General Rules of our sogieties: all of
- which we are taught of God to observe, even in hls written

Word, which is the only rule, and the suffieient rule,

both of our falth and practice. And all these we know his

Spirit writes on truly awakened hearts, If there be any

among us who observes them not, who habitually breaiks any

of them, let it be known unto hham who watch over that

soul as they who must give an acgount. We will admonish

him in the error of his ways. Ve will bear with him for

a season. But, if then he repent not, he hath no nmore

place among us. We have dellvered our souls. \3
Procedures for the trial of minlsters and members likewise still
stand, although they are rarely used today. Not so during the
early years en the Iilinois frontier. Host of the early Quarterly
Conference records have been lost, but among those sbtill available,
Dr. Sweet examined the record of the Carrollton Cirecult, 1839 bo
1850. One of the regular questions asked at the quarterly meetings
was "Are there ényLeomplaints or appeals?" During these eleven
years. on this one cirenit, five disciplinary cases were brought.s
Trials of laymen were not normally recorded . |
of the Quarterly Conferences to which they were subjeet. The entire
collection includes papers on only three such trials, apart from the

references in the Quarterly Conference Minutés.

eh, 1056. Nashville:
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For ministers, however, the prgcedure was more centralized.
Loeal preachers, local deacons, and lbcal’elders were brought te
trial beforé the quarterly conferences, if they had been first
adjudged guilty by a committee of investigation of their peers.

If found guilty as charged of an act "sufficlent to exclude a
person from the kingdom of grace and glory", before the quarterly
meetings, they were to be expelled and &eyrived of their ecreden-
tials, and these were to be filed with the Annual ceﬁfereace.

¥or lesser offenses reproof followed the first two offenses, then
trisl if the error were repeated., Aside from this filing of the.
parchmenta, the Annu&i Conference Minutes do not indicate these
trials, nor do the Conference files preserve the'eviéanee, unless
the loeal preacher had filed an appeal to the Annual Goaference,
which he, unlike the local church member, had the right to do.6

Traveling preachers were still more stringently examined.

If they were charged with an offense of serious nature, or crime,
they were examined before a committee of minlsters ané‘apprqgriate
action was taken at once. The case was then flnally adjudicated at
the next’sessian of the Annual Conference. ,Lesser charges here alsg
for "improper tempers, words, or actions™, were reproved. Continu-
ed violations brought expulsion. Charges might also be brought for
disseminating doctrines contrary to the Articles of religion, orvfar
conducting oneseif in a éﬁﬂner which rendered one unagcceptablie to |
the people as a travelioag p:eacher. The penalty for the latter was
location instezd of expulsion, however. Appeals to the\General
Conference were the privilege of the tréveling preaeher; if proper

notice of appeal vere given.7

The Baabgin&& aa@vﬁiﬁeiﬂliéﬁa'Qf”ﬁhﬁfﬂ&th@@iab mpiscopal Chureh,!83¢
7Ibid., pp. 62-66,
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moreevér, at the Aﬁnual_Conference sessions, the names of the
ministers were called. Each filed hils report for the year, and'as
he did so,‘any member of thé“05nfarence who wishéd cbuld express
cbjeetions or complaints or place charges against him, Passage of
. eharacter was by no means aab@matic. One hqﬂdred years ago, in
conferences far smaller than the present ones, five or more ministers,
would eemmanly rind themselves the gubjeet of complaints on the
e@nrerenge floor. If these complaints were not too seriaus,‘they
would be'diseuééed at once aﬂd appropriate aetion taken. Otherwise,
a comnittee would be ereated to consider them and reﬁcrt. The
Oanmitnee reparbs were not autom&bically accepted, however. Thelir
| re@ommendations were always subjeob to review, and not infrequentlv
were altered in some particulars, or even reversed, by the Ocnfgrence
as a whole. A "Select Humbér" was ¢reated to dezl with Seriegsi
cases or with cases in which formal charges had been breugth’
@radually changes were made in this early prmcedure for the

_examinacian of’eharacber. Conferences scmpped meeting mith closed
doors while the examination of character took place. In 1896, the
Committee on Conference Relationé/waa ereated. By 1909, the
¢haracter of the ministers wag being paséed by groups, instead of
{ndividually. In 1932, the Journal of the Illinois Conference
records that the ministers stéed, and their characters were paése@

a method suggested | | |

the Disciplinary Question, ﬂAré all the ministerial members of the
conference blameless in their life‘and official administration?”

with the words, "No charges against them."9? Today we assume that

T S

5 X mﬁfr&nce » :f‘
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a minister is blameless unless offleial charges are brought; a few
generatlions ago, nething wes taken for granted. Even FPeter Cart-
wright was the subject of complainbé before the conferencelin five
different years, and on one occasion, in 1854, the debate lasted
almpst all of three days before the charges were finally not sus-
tained.®

JiI

The manner of handling charges has also changed through the
years. One may question whether even Methodist ministers have
succeeded in "going on to perfeection” to the degree that is indi-
cated by the fact that the Illinois Conference has not expelled
a member since 1925, Guleter ways of dealing with misereants
have bean‘adopted, such as permitting them to withdraw, One may
also be inclined to suspect, on the basis of the trends indicated,
that behavior which once wounld have meant suspension and expulsion
at the next Annusl Conference session is more often handled today
by moving the man to a néw and remote church, or by allowing him
to transfer to another conference---a remedy which made its appeam

ance as early as 1836, when S, F, Whitnev was adjudged imprudent,
and "fn view of all the circumstances of his case, the Superintendent
was requested to transfer him to the Erie Conference."ll
1 {iTable One presents an analysis of the number of cases which
}ﬁﬁ are mentioned in bhe minutes of the Illinois Annual Conference,
between 18284 and 193}, by quadrenniums, and paralleling these

figures, indicates the number of ssid cases which are supported by

Wi iinois Conference, Minutes, 184B8-1884, MS, pp. 207-215, in the
Illinols Conference Historical Soclety. '

1l1:1inois Conference,Minutes, 1836-1847, Typed transcript of orig.
NS, 1836, p. 15, Illinois Conference Historical Society.
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other materials as well in the colleetion. The diserepancies do nd
indicate that all of these case files are missing, however. 1In
many instances a compleint wes made during the examinatlon of
cheracter at the Conference session end hapndlgd” satisfactorily
there, without further investigaetion, which expleins many of the
discrepanclies in the early years. In the later years, many of the
cases are listed simply as "permitted to withdraw" or "permitted

to withdrew under complalnts®, while ébhers are lecations of men
for one reason or ahother. In neither of these casgses are the
materials generally in the calleebigqyg They may still be in the
custody of the appropriate bagrds, Anobhér possivility is that
they were destroyed in a fire at First Methodist Church in Spring-
field, some years ago, inm which an unknown quentiby‘af'mmberial
belenging to the Historical Soclety was lost. The indicated rise
in the number of cases after 1890 is ouly apparent., The figures
are inflated by withdrawals and loeations. In addition to the
Illirois Conference materialis, the collection contains dats from
the ecases of Central Illinois Conference. No analysis of the
Conference Kinutes wes made for Central Illinols Conference. Table
Two indicates the number of cases on which some documents are |
available. The present analysls is based only on the Illineis

Conference records, except for drawlng eceesienally v on the Central

Illinois materials for illustrative material, The Central Illinois
cases roughly parallel those in Illinois. This Ganferenee seemingly
was moere troubled by the "Heliness" controversy of the 1880's. The
hypothesis that Illinois Conference was stricter than others is
bése& on paralleling cases lm Iilinois and Central Illinois Confer-
ences. A much more intensiva'inve9bigation will be regquired to

verify or disprove this hypethesis.
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Teble 1. Iliinois Horference Couplaints and Charges

~ Number of Gases in
ieg - ai-hieh Some Other Decu-
‘ments Are Available

Quadrenﬁiuma‘

1824-1827 3 0
l828-1831 , . 10 1
1832-1835 A8 3
1836-1839 192 8
1840-~1843 ’ 20 e
1844-184% , v . 24 7
1848-1851 ' 2% &
1852-1855 : . 14 7
1E56-1889 & ig
1860-1863 13 5
1864-1887 12 7
lees-1871 12 1d
1872-18%75 5 2
1876-1879 8 2
1880-1883 8 2
1884~-1887 4 0
1888-1891 & .
1892-1895 8 3
1896-16899 g 0
1200-1903 . 5 2
1904-1907 3 5]
1908-1911 10 4
1912-~1915 5 0
1916-1919 9 1
1920-1523 -8 3
1924-1927 11 2
1928=-1031 3 0

Note: Often cases were carried over from one year to the next.
These were counted ovnly in the year of first appearance.
before the Annusl Conference.
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Table 2. Ceﬁtral Tllinois Conference Camplaihts and Chsrges

Number of Cases in whieh Some

Other Documents Are Avallsble

84— « . v 10

laeg-1871 ‘ ) , 10 -

- 1av2-1875 : S

- 1B76~-1879
1880-1883
1864 -1887

- 1888-1891
1892-1895
1896-1889
1900-1903
1904-1907
1908-1911
1912~1915 .
16i6-1919
1920-1923
1924-1927

OHOOMOOWWRWHRMI

Merged with Illinois Conference in 1927.
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The most frequeht charge during the first twenty years of
the Illinois Conference was immorality, as far as caeses which :
sctually were tried and in which verdiects are available. There
were qulte a few complainbs on the Conference floor of neglect
of duty, maladministration, and gaaaaepbébility for perfoming the
duties of a preacher, but these were often handled on the spot elther
by explanation from the brother in question, or by 1mmediabe Con~
ference discussion eventunating ih a decision by the bedy. The em~
phesis on merality as against dacgrine on the frontier may be seen
in the faet that between 1824 and 1843, there are 26 different ~n
charges or complsints of immorality, imprudent or unministerial
- conduet, or unchristian conduct, while en only three eccasions was
a man charged with "disseminating doctrines whieh are contrary to
our artiecles of religion."lz And of these three, the preacher's
character was passed after discussion and admonition in two cases,
and in the third case the real issue was maladministration. The
charges’dﬁ not always reveal the underlyling problems, hewever.
For example, the following: |

At a quarterly held at the house of Bre. John Rugherford

in the Sangamon ¢lreuit, commencing on the 21st of March

1829 ~-~~Members Fresentw~- ,

Feter Cartwright P. B, James Mlkian lleg} A. P. John H.

Benson C. P. ¥pm Sims, Jacob Bean, John Cooper Charles R,

Matheny L Pr.---James Walters, C. Shingle Richard Smith

EXtrgi=smsocacew

Joseph Dixion, Wm Foucks, Joseph MeCoy, and John Rutherford

C Leaders---on metion ordered that €. Pr Matheny act as

secretary to this conference.

Q. by P. E. are there any appeals-u-

Iﬁﬁiaoiplin&, 1636, op. cit., ». 6o,




An. from a reference Lo the proceedings of the last qr

meeting confarence [gic], .th& case of Reddock Horne who

stands spspended as a local Preacher and was continued

untill [sic¢} this meeting was taken up and_the charges

read by the secretary, the certifficates Igid], & testimony

in support of the charges, and after & full investigation

the qr meeting committee who sit on this case be sustained

being of opinion that the said R Horne 1s gullty as charged

in said report--- e o

Q. by P. E. what punisient [Bic] will you inflict on seaid

- R Horne _

on motion 1t is discided [sic]) unanimiously {sic} that

gald R Horne be expelld frem the Methodist E Church for

lying and slander

Peter Cartwright P E.
CR Matneny Sec,t.l5
As a metter of fact, Reddick Horne was one of the founders
of the first Methodist Protestant church in Illinois, organizead
in Morgan Couanty, on February 13, 1829. James Leaton records
that he "héd been twice suspended for his views on chureh polity,"
end "efter his triel and deposition," the new church was formed. %
But the Quarterly Meeting action quoted above does not reveal the
dispute over church polity in its charges of "lying and slander",
although‘the relationghip 1s certainly more than coincidental.
The charges of immorality are perhans the most interesting,

reflecting as they éo the soeciety of the time. "Immorslity"™ was
used as the genersl elagsification not only‘for sexual offenses,
to which it later was progressively restricted, bub}fer false-~
hood or lying, slander, taking bribes, drinking, fighting on the
‘Sabbath, violation of contracts, and non-payment of debt. The
same'eharge.might;inclade specifications embracing several of

these. For example, in the case previously mentioned of S. F.

I3Church iriels: Reddlick Horne, 1829, Mo, 1llinolis Conference

1 Historical Society
“History of Methodism in Illinois, From 1793 to 1852. Cincinnati:
T Vialden & Stowe, 1863, p. 263.
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Whitney in 1836, the facts czppear te be as follows:

W. B. Mack and Mrs. Whitney had advanced beyond friendship
to adultery. Mr. Mack wrote a letter of confession of his guilt
to the Conference of 1836.'° In the ietter, he memtioned that
he had giveanrabher Whitney a thousand dollars, all he had, to
keep the matter seecret, but the pledge was violated. "A unanimous
vote (the members of the éonference rising to their feet) was
given to expel the said Wilder B. Maek from the roll of the con~‘
ference snd from the Methodist Episeopal'Churep}§, and it was
resgsolved tha§ the particulars of the case, witﬁ the canference
action, he prepared for publieabian'by a committee of Peﬁer'cart4
wright, John Clark, and J. T. Mitchell. The report of the committes
was‘returned as a "Notice™ for publieation, adopted, and a certi-

fied copy furnished to the Editer of the ’"Rushville Journs, v (seat

of the 1836 Conference) for publieatisn, "with a request that 16 be
publigshed in the papers throughout the country generally.”l6 It is
apparent that not only was the action of Mr. Mack disapproved, but
that the Conference wished the entire state to know what had been
aane; The contrast with the practice of two generations later of
men being "permitted to witndréw under charges™, without glving
the speeificatiéns in the Conference Minutes 1s apparent. Evidently
the earlier church was more concerned with being known as a body
that dealt forthrightly with the'sin’in its ranks than with con-
cealing its sins.

tﬁhi%ﬁ&%%sithgtiahiﬁﬁk&taéyﬁha@ié@iﬁéﬁb&y?gaken Mack's property
iabéaéing to settle it en his wife;.then leave her; but after he

TOTis lecter is'printed by:ﬁr.'Swae@,'ap‘.gig., Pp. 662-664, Bat
the name is erronesusly gilvean as W. B. Mark instead of W.B.Mack
16I11ineis Ceaference Minutes, 1836-1847, Op. cit., 1836, pp. 16
& 18, ’ -



13..

received the brite, which was in landed property, he remzined for
several weeks undecided about the separation, with the result that
the communlty suspected his motives for taking the land. Moreover,
he sought to prevent the civil preseeutién of ¥ack. And third,
when he d4id decide teo leave his wife, he did not do so at once,
epplying faf divorce and trénsferring the property te her, which
would have clarified his intentlons. The Conference committee
Jjudged hin to be "innocent of any eriminal or sinful intention”, bdu
imprudent. They further reported "as Br. Whitney designed to ebtai
a bill of divorce from his wife, that in their opinion it would
be better, both for Br. Whitney and the church that he be not
appointed to a eireuit in this conference the ensuing year." The
action was then taken,as previously mentlioned, to transfer him oub
ef the state.l?

‘The Church was always quieck to aat in cases of immorality in
the early years, but rarely did they succeed in being as erficient
as in the case of Simon Peter (even Simon Peter was not pure enough
to last in the Illinols Conference), in 1837, in which the entire
testimony was spread oa the C@nferenee Minutes.

Kr. Peter had been invited to the home of a Mrs. Forsythe after
the evening services at the Conference session on September 28, 183,
to spend the night, and when shown his room embraced and kiésed hep
and érew her toward its door, after a series of guéstiéas to ascer-~
tain the safety of tné,situaticna She ran to a neighbor te get
help, and he returned with her. Apparently Siman Peter was allowed
to spend the.night,‘after exp;anabians. Charges were brought before
the Conference for "Immoral Conduet” on September 30, Brother Peter

T7Tvid., pp. 14-15.
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pled guilty, and he was expelled from the church "unanimously, and
by a rising vote."l8 1In 1839, a petition was presented to the
Genferenée for niSTresﬁoratioa, on grounds of repentsnce and subse-
guent Christian deportment, signed by his neighbors, members of the
chureh,lg for the Graftaﬁ Circuit Quarterly Conference. The recommend-
ation for restoration of eredentiels lost, by vote of 34 affirmative
to 46 negative.20 Perhaps the result of the original trial might
heve been different had not the Conference ween placed in such an
embarrassing position. As it.was; Brother Peter was expelled from
the church within ferty-eight hours éf his of fense,
ﬁimilar offenses brought equally severe penalties to other men
duri ng these years, however, althaugh hardly as quickly, as in 1841
when Réuben~Plummer was expelled from the church for immoral conduct
‘three specifications, for gutting *his hand on Miss Ogden in a very
indecent manner—é—haviﬁg it between her legs,". for stepping on a ,
womar 's foot "to show a Christian affection®. and for going "twlece é
the same night" to the ba&ﬁiﬁ&;aﬁfawﬁﬁgggﬁ&ﬁaaré.31 ’
An interesting case in 1844 charged Furney ﬁtanléy with immorale

ity fof\"puting Egiéj a lot of worthless sningleé on Mr. Preston
Funkhouser for good ones and thereby violating a plain centfacb mad e
by yourself and him" and for falsehood in csnnectian.therewith.
Stanley was found guilty snd expelled from the church by the Quartedy
Meeting at Fairfield in 1845,22 Since Stanley wass a loeal preacher,
he had the right of appesl te bthe Annual Conference, His appeal was
entertained and deciéisn of the Quarterly Conference was reversed,35
I8Y%ia., 1837, pp. B-11. -
19Ghurch Trials: Sémon Peter, 1839, HS8, Illinois Conference Historical

Soeciety. ' .
gg%ggg., 1859, p. 26 o o | .
o Church Trisls; K. Plummer, 1841Mi1llinois Conference Historical Saiet
“&Church Trialsy F. Stanley, 1844, MSS, Illinois Conference Historieal

Soclety.
2%yinutes, 1836-1847, Op. eit., 1845, p. 26.
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but the nature of the chasrge indicabes that a Christian was expected
to be as good as his word in business dealings.
Another interesting trial took place in 1848, when Elljah Xnox,
a loeal deacon, was charged as follows: B
Chérge Immoralities preferred by Abel H. 3cobt \
3pecific tion 1lst. For selliag pork that was disordered.
Speecification 2nd. For proposing to hire me (Seott) to shoot
the Widow Yogngs horse beast. 7
Specification 3rd. For falsehood by saying his horse had
: killed one of the Widow Young’s sheep =
when he had not.
Only the first specification was sustained. Dogs belpnging‘ﬁa &ﬁax'
had hurt a hog belonging to a Mr. Pratt, and Knox killed the hog,
agreeing to pay Fratt for it. When killed, Scott testified, "it
had piggs [sie] in it, which from appearance had been Gead in the
~hog until they were partially decayed, being in a manner rotten."
Scott and Knex allegedly agreed that the hog wss not fit to eat,
but Kneox then took the hog into Havana and seld it for good meat.
Knox made no attempt to conceal the faet that the hog had been =
’killea because of the injury dané te it by the dogs. The purchaser?®s
wife teétified that "there was(nobhing.the matter with the hog as
she knew of, and that "it eat @ié} very well.™ The kKnex family
testified they also had eaten some of the‘meat. Apparently basie-
ally this was a case of the ward of Seott, his neighbor, sgainst
that of Knox, there being no other direct witnesses. Elijah Knox
‘was expelled from the chureh by the Querterly Meeting Gonference,zé'
but his cppeal to the Annual Conference that same year was entertain
ed. "‘fne decision was reversed, after he made a statement in his th"

behalf to the Conference following the reading of the minutes of the

guarterly Conference trial.e®

ZAChurch Trieis: Elljah EKnox, 1048, MS5, 1llinols GConference FistoR
cal Society.
25yinutes, 1848-1864, Op. cit., p. 18, (1848)
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An eXample of a case of unaccepbability is found in the
Annusl Conference kiinubtes of 1840, Telter Cartwright bringing the
charges against James Hitchcock. The specifications were two:

¥hen he travelled in the regular work he so comducted himself
in reference to his support and in speaking of his own tal-
ents ag a Preacher so as to hurt the feelings of the Brethren.
He has physieal ability and health sufficfent to travel and
'preach long and loud [underline originall and yet refuses to
do 80, i . v :
The entire teétimsny»is found in the Conference minutes. The first
specification was sustained, and Hitcheock was located.28

Surprisingly, perhaps, the trials do not particularly reflect
the division of the church between Nerth and South in 1844, but
abolition clearly was an issue at times., In 1838, a lenghbhy bill
of charges,which evidently were rooted in the faet that Wichols
had abolitionist leanings, was brought against P. ¥W. Nichols, by a
non-member of the chureh. The Presiding Elder replied that the .
pleinbiff was not eligivlie to bring charges, and that in any case
his charges were n@t,serimus enough to involve more than repraaf.'
He concludes:

With all sympathy for your feeiings, therefore, and desire

for the best interests of the church I judge that invesbti-

gation on these charges is unecal led for---and sincerely hope

vou will dismiss the entire subject from your mind. "Study to

be quiet." *Follew peace with 2ll men" and holiness--~And BAY o

he whose right it is to reisn in your heart direect your gbeps.
Nevertheless, Dr. Worrell pressed the case, writing to Bishop
Andrews. An investigation was made at Conference, and after con-

giderable debate, Nichols was loeated .28

263 hutes, 1636-1847, Op. cit., 1840, pp. 24-27.

27church Trials: P. W. Nlchols, 1838, MS letter of L. Stubbins to
Dr. B. Worrell, Illinois Conference Mistorical Society. The chamges

oeiid other documents are elso in the file,

“SMinntes, 1836-16847, Op. cit., 1838, p. 21,
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It has been mentioned that Coanference members had the right eof
appeal to the General Csnferegce. That right was exercised by
Charles Atkinsocn, who had been located in his absence in 1844 .29

~In 1845 he appealed the'aebicn'of the 1844 Conference, but it was
reaffirmed, after reconsideration of tne‘egse, whereupon he géve
notice of appeal to the 1848 General Conference.50 The charges
againsb himawere of unacceptability. Apparently his Presiding
Elder was prosecuting for his failure to meet an appointment. The
evidence, inciuding certificates éf doctors that a throat infeetion
had been at least partly the ssurce of the trouble, indicates there
were extenuating eireémstances. Atkinson's appeal was‘enbertained
” by the General Ganfereaee of 1848, Peter Gartwrighb presenting his
case, and the decision of the Annual Canferenee was reversed.c®

The evidence generally would indicabe that the preachers took

xmmination of charaeter very seriously. Suspicions that many
of the charges were frivsloué or meliclous do not seem to be berne
out, especially during the early years. There did seem to bhe an
inerease of this sort of thing lster on, after 1850. One exception
~to this generalization is found in the 1847 Anmnusl Conference, dur-
ing whieh the following eichanges took place:
| John P. Richmond was complained against by W. S. McMurray, but

passed after a réqaeﬁt to withdraw to the Methodist Episcoral Church,
South {subsequently reconsidered).

Richmond then complained that "Bro. McMurray had made the

J-a‘@é: ry p .' 7‘

1845; pp. 3-19, passim. ‘
14 Ariuls. C. Atkinson, i&éﬁ M55, Illinois Conference Histor-

ical Society.

SaJairnals of the Ge&ersl Gonfernee of the Methodist Episespal Churdh
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pulpit = vehicle to prosecute a tirade against Masonry." A Bro.
Barrett complained that he had said "that he could go against Mexico
and fight with the soldiers all the week and preach to them oh the
Sabbath.” MclMurray wes passed after explanation.

-L.ater in the day, Bré.-@%arge W. Robbins was ecalled and objectinn
were Tiled against him for meladministration by E. G. Falconer.
E@bbins passed. Falconer was then called and Robbins cam@laineé
against him =snd presented éharges, whiech were §eferred‘bo a éoﬁmitﬁeas
The year 1847 was one of the busiest in the history of the Con-
ference as far as matters like this were cgncerned.‘ No less than
ten preécners were ehalléngeﬁ that year, accoréing te the Conference

minutes.
o Ve

The naéber of complaints per year, very high in the lastfyearsk‘
- the decade of the 1840s, dropped off to a low level in 1854 and 1853
then rose again, but not to as high a level. Clearly,before the
Civil War the tendency was for fewer charges to be brought. At the
same time that the number of charges was decreasing, the size of
the Conference was inereasing. On the whole, it would agpearqthat‘
these are years of increasing concern for the way things were done..
Yarious types of immorality still formed the major bgsis for com-
plaint. (28 eases), but there was Stress on maladministrabion; (10),
 leaving work withont permissiagglgé), unacceptability (4), improper
conduct (5), faulty doetrine (3). Conspicuously,nBEY-cases menticned
did not give the charges, although they can ;e derived in part from
other”sadrces; The trend wag away from detailing such matters in
the Minutes. ‘‘he listing is by the mést serious charge brought.

Often several would be given in & single case.

SOFinutes, 1856~1847, Up. clt., 1847, Pp. 14-16 parsim.
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The observ-nce of the Sabbath received special emphasis arouad
1850, apparently. In 1849, a complaint was made against Benjamin
Newman that he had traveled on tne\Sabbath. After discussion, he
was passe6 but a resoclution was approved by the Conference request-
ing the Committee on the Sabbath to prepare a general resolution on
the subject of receiving letters frag the post qffiee on the Sabbath

It would appear that the offense of Newman was that he had goﬁe or
sent to the Post Office for his mail on Sunday.%4 In 1852, com-
plaints were brought against ¥F. Magee, by the said Benjamin Newnsen,
that Magee had "left Chicago and traveled on a cansl boat on the
Sabbath dey®, moving thaﬁ he bve charged with high impropriety for
his action. The conference 4id not pass the motion, however,39

In 1852, william Ellers was charged with the use of inbox‘ie'atizg
beverages, and was suspended until the next session of the Annueal
Conference. He wrote a2 lebtter of confession to the Confergnce, offe-
ing to locate and pledge himself to abstinence if the Conference
would 1ift his suspension and restore his yarehﬁenbssgﬁ Peter
Cartwright @oved his expulsion, but a substitute by W. D. R. Trotter

that he be expelled from the mihistry but retained'as a member of
the church prevailed.”’ |

One of the most bizarre cases 1n the history of the Conference
was trled iﬁ 1857, when James Knapp was charged with drinxiag; with
dishonesty, including the theft of a body from the grave, with
lying, and with perjury. The testimony indicasted that Knapp and
another men disinterred bhe’bedy to get the skeleton. A drug store

employee on coming in to work in the morning had found the skeleton

Eg&.inutes T648-1864, Op. cit., pp. 46 and 50 (1B849).

5Tpia., p, 143, (1852)% ’

58Ghar ch Trials, Vim. Bllers, 1852, M55, Illinois Coafersnce Histor-
SVical Society.

Ibid., p. 141, (1852).
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back ef the counter, and the flesh and vigcera in a pan in
another room., He had previously heard the defendant @aking
plans'ror deiég,it. Therfather of the deceased learnéd of
the exhumatien and was instruméntal in bringing the charges.
Knapp'wés a sugerénnuabeé preacher, a member of the Southern |
Illinois Conference. He was apperently expelled from the church
by action of the Illinois Conference, since he lived within
ite baunds~(at.LeRoy, Illinais).38

Langd claims were a saurce af controversy on the frontier.
.They flgured in some way in several cases. 7

The prolonged case against Peter Cartwright in 1854, prev-
lously mentioned, and its concomitant eharge against I. C.
Kimber, grew dﬁt‘af a’disﬁute over the sale of mission property
in Springfield. The case is marked by an exceptional number of
objections, appeals to the bishop faf%g@lings, and similar
emphases on technlcalities, first by Cartwright and then by
Kimber. In later years, thls sort of thing became ai&ost a
gstandard pattern, but it was relative;y rare during the éarly
period. Both were eventually passed, but it is e¢lear that a
substantial minority did feel that Cartwright had overstepped
. his bounds in the case, the vote being 19 for and 38 agaiést
sustaining the first general charge.39

It would be interesting to know all there was between
Cartwright and Daniel J. Snow. Certainly the two were antag-
onists. Snaw was admitted on trisl in 1843. He left his ap-
pointment in 1847 to accept work for one year with the Illinois

State Colonizatien Soclety, and was reproved by the = w0

Behureh Trials: J. Knapp, 1857, MSS, Tllinois Conference
Historical Soclety.

39Minutes, 1848-1864, Op. city, pp. 207-223 passim (1854).
Vote recorded, p. 215.
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Conferenee for his action, according to Jemes Leaton.40 Cart-
wright 4id not take part in the 1847 action, as far as the:
record indicates.4l Leaton's comment that Snow was reproved
by the Cenference is not borne out. The reproof was initially
voted, but then it was stricken from the record. 1In 1848,
‘Snaw wrote a‘letter to the Conference which was regarded as
"dis respeectful and unbgcsming.ﬁ It was resolved "that the
reproaches against certain members of the Conference named
therein, are highly imprudent, and that Brother Snow deserves
the censure of this conference." The censure was approved and
Snew was located, in his absence and without his consent . %2
In 1849, Mr. Snow was present and requested permission to addres
the conference in ecennection %ith his loeation in 1845. This
granted, he explained his actions and expressed his intent ion

to appeal te the Gemeral Conference. W%W. D. R. Trotter spoke
alse, and the two professed mutual reconciliation. Peter
Cartwright disavowed personal unfriendliness toward Show, but
stateé‘"he had been and skfll was aggrieved at Bro. Snow's

s Infl8ﬁl, Snew brought charges against

~course and letters.
Peter Cartwright, but withdrew them before a decision was
reached ih the ezatswe.‘g’4 ‘
Aftqr’&aéw was reinstated by the reversal of the Illineis
Cbnferencé action by the General Conference in 1852, Cartwright
brought charges of immorality, falsehocd, slander, and fraud,
which were partilally sastained, and Snow was expelled by the

1853 Conference, after a vigorous prosecution by Cartwright.

40nrhe Illinois Conferemce of the Methedist Church, 1840-1851"
typed transeript, p. 149, Illinois Conference Histerical S@ciety.

4lyinutes, 1836-1847, Op. cit., 1847, pp. 7-23 passim.
42yinutes, 1848-1864, Op. cit., pp. 21-25 (1848).
431bia., p. 56 (18439). |
4431pid., p. 116 (1851).



22,
Interestingly, a substitute motion which follows wes of fered
but lost:
| Although Rev. D. J. Snow has been by our Conference
- voted guilty of Falsehood and Blander, yet in view of
the fact that a palliation is found in misunderstendings
t at may have exis ted between him & Dr. Cartwright there-
fore we decide that he should be deprived of &£l1l minis-

teriasl funections and that he be reguired to render up
his pe rehments--~

The proposition far a slighbly.milder penal ty was not grented,
expulsion prevailed, and Ds J. Snow again signified his intention
to apﬁeal}45 Among th&Acther things that Snow hed sald, in print,
was thet "Dr. C. was ragiély'lasing the great influence he
’formeriy exerted.aver the eanfﬁrenca “ acecording to the ahsrges
%raughb by Dr. Cartwright, under the he ding of ”Slanﬁer”; '
éther and move serious items were also mentioned.®®
Snow again‘aypaalaé ta'Generél Conferénce; of 1855 this
time, and his case was g?&gﬂﬁed for a ﬂsw trial because of
irregularities. Peter Cartwright agaih brought charges, this

time on grounds of immorality, contumacy, and 8aministerial and

unchris tian conduct. Snow was suspended for one year by the

éﬂégaiﬁat~Snaﬁ, this time not involving Cartwright, and on the'wamd
of a Brsﬁher Hecox that Brother Snow hsd expressed his desire to
withdrew from the Conference and the churech, he waé recorded as
withdrawn under charges of ismorality, in his absence.48 HNe was
present in 185%, and evidently hsd nob?bean,natifieé of the

action baken against him in 1858, On heariﬁg of it he gave notice
of appesl, then subsgagently placed a memorial before the confer-
‘ence for investigation, on the grounds that the allegations in 1858
were false, and that the man bringing the 1358 charge by his own

5Ibid., PPe L 560 (TE55T: G
46Chur ch Trinls: D. J. Snow, MS8, 18563, Illinois Conference Bistarical;

Boelety.
47%inutes, 1848-1864, 0p, ¢it., pp. 300-301, and Church Triels; D. J.
Snow, 1856, MSS, Ill nois Conference Hissarieal Society.

. 4By utes. 1848-1864, Op. cit., pp. 318-319,
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admission, did not know the truth of his allegations. Affidavits
were taken that the Conference action in locating him was tased
on his own statements, and apparently the previous action was

affirmedaég

The question of the valldity of lhe 18858 charge was
not mentioned--a rather eopnspicuous silence, it wodlé seem. He
is not mentioned thereafter. Jemes Leaton says he went to the
Methodist Episcopal Church, South .

A much more thorough investigatien would be necessary to
determine the facts of this case, but evidently Snow opposed
Carbtwright quite vigorocusly and volubly, at least ffom 1848 on,
and the sentiment was reciprocal. Cartwright prosecuted aggres-
sively. These years apound the mld~century are the ones in which
he seems éﬁ have been the mest voeal of his career in being the
uphalﬁef of faith and morslity, at least among the presachers of
the Illinois Conference, and, one might suggest, also the years
in which he was most stoutly opposed. Latér, he would be regarded
as the symboel and father of Illinois Methodism.

‘One more case from the 18508 will suffice. Thomas W. Jones
was brought to trial in 188 and agalin in 18851, on marital charges.
The 1850 éase; for breach of marriage contract, was printed in

51

part by Dr. Sweet. Jones was suspended till the next Conference

session. The minutes of the Conference trial in 1851 cast light

on the question of increased tatle expenses due to his marriageoﬁz

Once again the charge wag sustained, and he was suspended for one
year, which was less than had been demanded on the floor of the

(}{m:t‘e:;t.?es:we,s3

uinates, 1846-1864, Op. cit., op. S16-319 (18597,
Lreaton, Illinogs Conference, Op. cit., p. 151.
Slop. cit., pp. 646-648.

5ZChureh Trisls: T. W. Jones, 1851, M8, Illinois Conference
Historical Society.

5%inutes, 1848-1864, Op. git., P. 109 (1851).
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During the decade of the 18608, in the Illinois Conference,
several btrends are noticeable. Discounting bhe war years, only
about two cases per year came before the Conference. There is one
exception, 1868, in which ne less than eight were brought. The
years 1863, 1864, and 1868, were also somewhat above the average.
The nature of the charges also shifted. Of thirty-two new cases
between 1861 and 18692, only seven were fqr immorality. Féar were
for vanacceptability, two fér maladministration, two dectrinsl, and
eleven for improper eonduct. The Conference repeatedly took enarges
ar,imaaraiity and reduced them to "imprudence”, which msturally did
not carry the same séverity of penalty. |

These new cases of "imprudent" conduct sometimes actually
involved more serious charges than those which a few years before
were viewed as "immorality” and led to prompt expulsion from the
church . Ih 1868, V. C. Lacey was complalned against for drinking
wine, and doing it in publiec. An explanation from him sufficed,
however, and while his act was condemned, his aharaéher passeé;54
'Alaa during the decade, A. F. Rogers was repeatedly brought to trisl
-~-=in 1864 for theft and selling tobaceco on Sunday, in 1866 for
selling spirituous liquors and for falsehoed, in 1869 for selling
spiritueas liquors and fer having a wicked and maliecious spirit.55
Yet the peaalty\inrlseé was only admonition, and in 1866 and 1869
one year suspeasions. In 1852, Willism Ellers had beern expelled,
despite his offers to locate, for drinking. In the 1860s, neither
drinking nor selling of intoxicants was sufficient grounds for

expulsion apparently.

S4TI1nols Conference Winutes, 1868-1B71, ¥5, Tllinols Conference
5gistarical Socleby, p. 12, 21868). ,
SSchurch Trisls: A. F. Rogers, 1864, 1865-66, 1869, MSS, Illinois

Conference Historieal Society.
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Similar revisions of what constituted immorality‘were taking
place with respect to sexusl offenses, The most striking example
of this comes from the files of the Central Illinois canferenee;
80 the parallel cannot be owerly emphasized. = G. ¥. Grmy was
brought to trial in 1865 for "unchristizn condact” for making lasci-
~wious advénces Eoward young ladies attending Grand Prairie Se&inaryg
There were elght specifications to the charge; extending over |
éeveral years, with five of them being:sustained and the charge
sustained. These specifications were in one instance so serious
s to involve CGray’s , |
Kissing Amanda Babcoock in privabeé-~gérsuading her to sit
on his lap in private in the Methodist Church and in his own -
-house~--~indecent suggestions---unhooking her dress and
= pubing [Bic] his hand on her bosom, putting his hand under
her clothes at ¥Mr. Stone's house-~-lying down with her on a i

bed at his own house and putting his hand on her private
parts. :

This specification was sustained. Yet the action of the Conference

was‘ba reprimand him and suspéﬁd nim for one zear.ss Thirty years

‘ befsre; Simon Peter had been expelled from the church fer far lesser

affeﬁsese

Thé great crime of the war years, as the church identified
vitselr closely with the Uﬁion cause, was disloyalty. Even rumors
of disloyalty were sufficient to bring challenges on the Conference
floor for W. P. Paxson and ¥. R. Howard in 1863, although both were
passed, érter eXplanapions;SV Howard was reprimsnded by the chair°
Suspicions of %. C. Blundell were volced the same year, and were
referred to his Presiding Elder for investigation.,®8

OEChurch Trisls: G. W
5?ﬁistariesl Spelety.

Giray, 1860, Moo, 11iinois Conference
ilinois Conference Minutes, 1860-1863, ¥3; Illinois Conference
4£31-434 passim, {1863},

Pe
581vid., pp. 4§3f§5§ 428,
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He was brought to trisl at Marshall, Illinois, July 26, 18864,
The charges may be interesting:

lst C arge - Disloyalty to the government of the United States.

BRI lsb,s.eaif,eatian,~ Ina: failgxaﬁte identify-himself with any
of the movements looking t6 a support of the G@vernment.

2nd Specification - In selecting as his daily asseciates those
cnown to be 1n sympathy with the Rebellien.

$rd Sxfciriaabi.n - In speaking disrespectfully of a Union
. Prayer ¥eeting held in Marshall fer the avowed purpose of
praying ror the Union Saldiers.

4th 8 eairieatian - In failing to pray in public for the
President or Armies of the United States.

LI Charge - Immorality.

lst Specifieation - In visitiag groceries or Liguor Shops, and
in assoeiating with such persons as zre usually found in such
places,

2nd Specification - In 2 failure to recognize the obligation of
the Nation to observe a day of Nationszl Thenksgiving when so
ordered by the Chief Magistrate. ¥

The Committee found him guilty of the first charge, not of the
second, although imprudent in comnection with the matters in the
secand'ehérge, and suspended,niﬁ until the ensuing Amnuzl Conference
The evidence scetunlily is of & negative nature almost entirely, and
would seem to indicate that Blundell did not take a strong sbtand
either for or against the government. Some of the testimony indi-
cated that his ministry for years hsd been marked by stajing out of
politieal gquestions-—but in bhé heat of the Civil War, neutrality
apparently was not eaoggh. Maving been suspended, Blundell with-
drew from the ministry and membership of the church, by a letter
dated July 28, 1864.59

59 hurch Trisls: ¥. C. Blundell, 1864, ¥SS, Illinois Conference
Historieal Society.
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health, were regarded as sufficlent grounds for loecation.

27 .

It is interesting to review one of the charges of unaccept- -

ablility as a minister which came out of this decade to see some of

the things that were expected in those drys. For this purpose, we &

may turn to the trizl of John Hottingham in 1866. The charge of

inefficiency was sustained, and he was located *"at his own reguest.™

Peter Cartwright chaired the committee of investigation. The follow—
ing excerpts from the minutes of the brial are instructive:

Bro. J. H. Moore, P, E. of Bro. Nottingham stated that

such were the peculiarities of Bro. Nottlagham thset he
could nob be useful as a travelling preacher--that the
difficulty was constitutional with Bro. N.~—that he had

no power to impress others~-~that he could not sing. His
moral character was unimpeachable--and he has been prudent
in his deportment--but has no power to control others. . ..
Bro. N. seems to be more inefficliept n- EF weglésgghgrm‘
g%sgﬁgg,aggegggggg%yﬂ{ahfgsgeeb egersnns in private, pbat
not in publiec with power so as to affect men's minds.

Nottingham admittedly was diligent in pastoral work and in the
Sunday school metters, but his inabili&y to sing and to speak
at all times with such force ss to tontrol others;” with his
60
Another charge, related to the emphasis on more education
for ministers, was brought against W. B. M. Ceolt in 1866 for
his "great indiscretion in the use of language touching theo-
logical institutes, as well ag in syé&king of the condition of
Justified persons in contrast with the ungodly." He was passed
after admanibianeﬁl
The upsurge of cases‘in 1868 may be similerly explained,

as W. H. Rayburn, A. C. Armentrout, and W. B. M. Colt were all

ecomplained against far teachings preductive of insubordination.

80church Trials: John Nottingham, 1866, MSS, Illinois Conference
Historical Society.

611111&013 Conference Minutes, 1864-1867, MS, Illinais Conference
Historical Soeiety, pp. 112-113 (1856).
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~ Armentrout snd Colt were passed and located "at their own request”, 62
while Rayburn, agalnst whom more serious éharges were pending, was
the subject of an investigation by the Presiding Elder between the

Conference sessions, and was deposed from the ministry in 1869.53
- YII

By 1870 the great era of church trials had eﬁdeé; To be sure,
a trickle of cases continued-~--15 complaints between 1870 and 1879,
13 during the 1880s, 23 during the 1890s, over 40 in the first
three decades of the twentieth ceﬁaury, but the real cases were
almost o#er;’ After 1870,'£h& actusl trials are few. The church
disdﬁ&égeé the device of permitting Qithdrawals under charges,
however, and these ihcreaaed, being used in 1877, 1879,'aﬂé steadily
thereafter., The withdrawal replaced the praectice of expuiéia&
-almest entirely. Since 1870, only seven‘peréons have beea recorded
‘as eipelled from the ministry and membefship of the church---H. 0.
Hoffman in 1882,'fer bastardy, fornication, and falsehood; S. X.
ﬂé@%&&i@;i888, for imm@rality (taking "indecent liberties”)---this
expulsion was.reversed by a Judicial Genferenee--~issmay be question-
ed whether the intent was not to "get™ Coats, in light of the testi-
mony and the way it was used in trying the cesey J. H. Williams, a
local preacher, in 1891, for falsehood and dishenesty, upheld on
appeal to Annual Conference; W. ?. ¥Wright, in 1894 and 1895, for
forcing a separation wibh'his wife, falsehood, slander, profanity,
encouraging gambling, and insubordinstion; John B. Wolfe, in 13802,
for fornication and adultery, lying and falsifying, high imprudence
B2T11lnols ConTerence Winutes, 1868-1871, Mo, T1llinols Conference

Historieal Soeiety, pp. 18-19 (1868).

637hia, . 73, {1869 Also Church Trisls: Wm. H. Rayburn, 1868-%.
%%gi Xli%nois’ﬁgnferg ce éistariegl Society. W yRar 3
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and upministerial eonduet; F. H. Lathrop, in 1921, for obtaining
money by misrepresentation and false statements; and 5. T. Weaver,
in 1925, for fraudulent dealings. A noticeable trend was in the
sheer volume of material ac&umulx&éd in the course of altrial.‘
Some of these cases involve testlmony running to hund reds of pages,
occupying as much as three inches of file space per gase, which by
way of comparison, is censiderably more than was accunulated for D.
Jdo SBnow in the entire course of liﬁigatisn against him between 1848
and 1859,' Many of the early case files, apparently complete, contain
very few documents, running sometimes only to a few pages of testi-
mony . |

During the same period, there were nineteen versons permitted te
withdré# under charges or complaints. The case of Hardin V. Davis i

1892 is iéberes;ing in bhat,the~éharge was immerality, specifically

being inteﬁieated. Brother Davis pled guilty, with extenuating cir-
cumsbtances. He wrote that he had begun dfinking as a boy, before
entering the ministry, thinking that it was only habit and he could
quit. He fought his desire for alcoholic beverages successfully,
éfber his ¢ nversion and entry into the ministry, until his
‘ “physieiai prescribed gin for kidney trouble." After taking it,
he 4id begin drinking again, but friends guided'him‘ta'thelxeeley
Institute and, he arffirmed, "I went to Dwight, was treated, and

cured--I believe I am permenently cured for the following reasons--
. . «"(emphasis his}.‘ ®e made an eloquent plea for forgiveness

and another chance in the church. In support of the belief in
alecholism as a disease, at least in some cases, and of the
efficacy of the Keeley euré, the testimony of doctors, ineluding
the head of the Institute, and of alcoholics who had taken the

Keeley treatment, was presented by the defendant. ‘The charges
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were unanimously sustained, nevertheless, and Dajis was suspended
lacally.e4 .He was then “peﬁmitted to withdraw under charges" at
the Agnual Canferenee.65 Thus a cyele wés completed, from the
expulsion éf William Ellers’for'bhe use of intoxlecants in 1852,
to the suspensions for one year of A. F. Rogers in 1866 and 1869
and the passage of W. C. Lacey's character in 1868, to the "per-
mission to withdraw under charges" granted Hardin W. Davis, The
ehﬁreh was again viewing drinking with increased disapproval,
The Ellers and Davis cases are strikingly parsllel. The difference
in outcome is a sign of changing views. | |
The file in the 1894 case of VYirneent Aten, a member of the
Cenbial Illinols Conference, contains a confidential letter that
is rabher,illuminaﬁing; wriében to Aten by his Presiding Elder,
d. 8., Cumming, dated April 14, 1891: )
Last evening I received a bill of charges by Mail from
Bro. Lessig ‘against yeu. They are net in preper form, or
I'would send you a copy. As soen as he correets them I
will send them. . »
I have tried to keep him from4praferring charges, but
it seems that he is determined. I have hitherteo [sic]

advised you and others te noet prosecute him, but I can do
so pa longer. I suppose there must be a trial.

I write to you confidentially. I have consulted good
men., They and I think that, in view of all the faects in

the case, the charges that have been withheld so long sheula
be preferred immediately. I recommené these thinzs:

1. That you consult Bre's Sheeley and Woodmanser.

2. Prepare charges, simple and direct, and few. I
suggest (1.) ¥iolation of the Rule of Discipline which
forbids ”speakin%heVil of magistiates i%ié] or ministers,--
Evil spesking. (2.) Swearing-- (3.) ReTusing to attend the
means of grace.--{He has been labored with.)——=m==- Under
each charge briefly state one or more--{not too many )
specifications, which you can prove by two or more witnesses

I visited Bro. 3uek&y‘today and engaged him to take

4Church Trials: Hardin W. Davis, 1892, MSS, 1llinois Conference
Historieal Society. '

®91111n01s Conference, Journsl and Yearboek, 1892, p. 14.
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care of the trisl. I will give him an appointment in writing
as soon as you let me know who signs the charges. Consult
him in everything.

3. Mrite me as goon as thlsAisra anced, giving me a
copy of The chBrges, and- Eﬁ?’@;ﬂﬁr“iﬂ%.mm§w5éﬁ ~you.think:
I ought ﬁ@ have. :

4, TLet all be done within a day or tmo at the farthest
so that the trial may take place next week, if possible.
If later it will interfere with Dist. Conf.~-- «

5. Keep gquiet. Say nothing to any body, exeepbytne
brethren you consult witn, and enjoln secrecy. «se o

This letter would appear to indieate the attitude toward
trials during the 18903, both in what is said and in its(implica-
tions, 1In connection with the second recommendatien, it seems
to be a rule of thumb that the number of charges and specifications
bears an inverse ratio to their actual significance and validity
daring these years. A strong case did net require many specifi-
cations, and too many specifications led one to suspect that the
actual effense was minor.

Charges were finally lr@agnt against Vincent Aten in 1894,
for lying, with referenece to the Lessig case, and for immorality.
Under the latter charge, specification 2 was sustalned, reading
in part,

the -said VYineent Aten went to the home of Alta B. Spang-
ler, and approaching her attempted to kiss her. She
repulsed him, but he persisted in his purpose, threw

“his arms arownd her and held her against him in an in-
decent manner and kissed her several times before she.
could extricate herself. At the same time he talked
about her form, felt of her breasts, asking if they were
natural, and said ga her that it made him hot every time
he looked at her. 6

Despite the specification being sustained, along with others

of a like nature, the charge was not sustained. Aten's character

88 chureh Trials: Vincent Aben, 1894, MSS, IllinoisGConfercnce
Historieal Society.
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was passed after reprimand and admonition in epen conference, and

67 ' Gontrast this with the

he continued in the effective ministry.
early immorality cases. ; , i
After 1904, the most prevalent acti?iby of bne‘CQmmittee_on
Conference Relations seems to have been in connection with locatiems,
either voluntary or involuntary, of ministers in supernumerary
standing.
A trend toward justifying the behavior of the person that
began in the A880s eantinﬁed, so that increasingly the Conference
held that there was no ground for action in the complaints brough t
before them, especially if those aompléints were concerned with
lsaving‘tbe work. Theré were two invesbtigations during the~early
18808 of alleged doctrinal deviations. For the rest, leaving the
‘work, which rarely brought severe action, and 1mmofality, nore
cammonly defined as "imprudent and unministerial conduct™ during
these years, accounted for the fewrcases. It has now been more
than fifty years since a full trial was conducted for any cause
ether'than mismanagement of financial affairs, ia the Iliiﬂais

Conference.

VIII

Times have changed. Society has changed, and so has the
church. It seems rather clear ﬁhat in the early years the church
was a moral force, consciously, vigorously, anéd conscientiously
engaged in self—examiﬁatien, It demanded of ministers and members

alike a standard of personal meorallty well ateve that of the

67
Central Illinois ConTerence, Minutes, 1894, pp. 17-18.
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general frontier population, and brought swift action against
violators. This moral impact should not be forgotten. It was

ag much a part of the frontier church, at least among Methodism
in Illinois, as the better known, more glorified cemp meebimg.

The church stood against its environment. With the passing years,
ﬁhé gap has narrowed. The geﬂeral culture has become more moral--
or at least it is less blatant in its immorality--while the church
has become more easy-going. |

On the frﬁﬁ%ier, morality was portrayed in black and white.
Eitﬁe.r a-men was immoral er he wasn'bs ' If the: charge were at all
_ serious, not too much consideration was given.to his:motives, his
gpolégies, or his pleas of extenuating oircumstances. Today we
' seevshédings of gray in looking at our actions. Perhaps this
is better. But the old system,warkea in its day, facing a less
éoﬁplax culture, and we should not be too gquick to discredit it,
or to say thét there weré so many trials, heegause the preachers
were poorly trainedvaaﬁ often spiteful. The evideacé does not
suppert‘bhab assumétiOQ,

It may be that there are fewer trials in more receat years
because‘che conference is more careful about the quality of the
men who enter it. But it could also be that there are fewer trials
because of a slackening of standards, aé well as because of the
eh@ngesvin the handling of charges. The nature of charges has
changed. The penalties have changed.

The most heinous ecrime in the frontier church was immorality,
broadly defined. If we are to judge by the cases of the last
sizty years, the great sin of our time is a failure to pay one's

debts.
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"By their fruits ye shall know them"--even by the fruit which
they examine for spots or discard as rotten, for thus thelr values,

their attitudes, and their views of soclety are revealed.
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