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INTRODUCTION

In Toni Morrison's novelBelovel (1987) the title character never appears alive.
The narrator of the story is a younger sister who graglualtovers the
circumstances surroundifgye | o Weath.GTkeir mother was an escaped slave
who, hearingthat slavehunters were coming, gathered up her children, took them
to a woodshed, and slitaélr throatsBeloveddied. Two brothers survived and
seemed not to remember the incident in the woodshed. All the same, they never
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rested easy when their mother was in the house. Neither did Beloved resheasy
returned to haunt her mother.

The storyseems fantastic, excessigeotesqueand overdrawn, like an account in

a lurid martyrology. Surely, this story concerns legend as did Morrison's previous
novel, The Song of Solomdfh977), which explored the myth th&lack people, in
extenuating circunances, could flyBeloveds a beautiful and disturbing tale, a
tragedy in the classic sense, evoking both pity and terror. The nseg®s as
implacable and incomprehensible as Abraham on Mount Moriah, as fervent as
Patrick Henry when he chose deathroservitude.

Most historical accounts dthe Undergound Railroadalk about a variety of
important fugitive slave cases. Amongdbare such instances as the rendition of
Thomas Sims in Boston and the rescue of Jerry McHenry in Syracuse. One of
them, ncredibly, is that oMargaret Garner, who killedneof her children to
prevent its return tbondageln essencehe story oBelovednot only could
happen, it did happen in January5&8

Arendt(1990)has argued that in the Uniteth&s oufounding documents, the
Declaration of Independence and the constitution, provide the sacred base on
which all rights are predicated and all procedures depéstdhe Declaration of
Independence was expurgated of all reference to slavery, and the freedoms
guaranteed by the United States Constitution were compromised at the outset. In
order to form a union at all, much less a "more perfect union," the founders of the
nation felt themselves forced to grant concessiorthe slaveholding states.

Over theyears, additionaldgislativeand judicial advantages were added to those
granted to slavewners by the Constitution. By the time Margaret Garner

attempted to save her children from a fate worse than death, she possessed no civil
rights, no status as aman beingand norecourse to the law or courts. If she and

her children were apprehended by stauaters, even if she had been a free

womarn she would not have been allowed to testify on her own beinatf have

anyone else speak for her. Rendition w&sragone conclusion.

From the inception of thedpublic until the Emancipationrétlamation, the

coercion of civil ad military force was used guppresshe rights oBlack people.

The principles of liberty and equialstice, guaranteed by the Catigtionto the

white population, were not extended to people of other races. The American
Revolution was amcompleteone. In the struggle for freedom for African

American slaves, the Revolution was continued and continues down to the present



time. Black Anericans still experience a disproportionate share of society's sorrow
in the forms of inadequateusing unemployment, poor healjtand blighted lives.
No one rests easy; Beloved is with us all.

The various denominations of Christian churches struggittdthe problem of
slavery. Even in its formative years, "Christianity did not seem capable of
transcending certain social patterns of the day, and slavery was accepted in the
legal sense. Implied criticism of this bondage came through indirect efforts of
Christians to change the hearts of slaveholders andjingswhich prompted the
releaseof slaves on a voluntary basiéarty, 1959, p. 66).The churches were
divided in their opinionsboutslavery, and there was a real threat of internal
schism, sdhat: whatever moralersuasions the churches might héwveughtto
bearupon the subject, they were hampered both by a reluctance to alienate their
southern membership and by wréng over the scriptural warrants for social
action. Slavery was considéraecessary to Southern commerce, and if it was an
institution to be transcended in time, the time was not now. Gradualism was the
popular remedy, and as in the early centuries of the fathntaryemancipation
was the ideal. Some churches issued matufedeclaring the duty of Christians to
emancipate their slaves, onlyrescindthese orders when schism threatened. The
Baptist, Methodist, anBresbyteriamienominations had ablit over the issue of
slavery(Stang, 1977).

The Margaret Garneiaseillustrates one of the painful and persistent ironies of
American political and religious history. In the middle of the nineteenth century in
a country founded upon guaranteed rights and principles of equality and justice, a
child was murdered to proteattfrom officers lawflly empowered to remand

both mother and child to slavery. In those days, it was the exceptional person who
was able to see through the blandishments, threats, and inducements of the slave
holding majority in national government.r8ad Joseph Mg wasone ofthose

gifted with sight. He was able to feel and articulate the intense shame and sorrow
caused by the nation's involvement in slavery. He was a devout Abolitionist, and
throughout his long and eventful life, he endeavored to freslaves, alleviate

their suffering, and apprise citizens of their guilty complicity in that major "sin." |
am proudo observe that he wasUnitarianminister who performed all the offices

of that post with grace and integrity. He was preacher, counssdaher, aotist,
prophet. His lifestands as example and aspiratiothtwse of us who follow into

times as dark as his with lesser gifts and courage.

Samuel Josephl a y ldesand examfe cannot compensate the child who was
Beloved, but at least hrovided what the era sorely needed, a reasoned, whole



hearted, unequivocal cry of anguish and outrage.
PRUDENCE FORBIDS: SLAVERY IN AMERICA

On the whole, my respect for my fellemven, except as
one may outweigh a million, is not being increased these
days.

Henry David Thoreau
(1859)

At the time of the formation of the New England coloniethanseventeenth
century,the ethic which governed everyday Mehin the religious communities
was the stringent application Glod's law as the colonists inpeeted that law.
Anglicans,Calvinists,and Quakers agreedathGod himself was the sourcealff
legitimate social power and ordgnppy & Williams, 1988, p. 1429)The
enforcement of rulesf conduct was a matter of local church discipli@enerally,
people settled in groups in which opinions tended towardormity if not
agreementEach community established rulescohduct which seemed to them
best suited to ensure their safatyd to maintain their souis spotless condition.
Radicaldivergenceof opinion could be handled by the expedienbanishmentlf
recalcitrans quarreled withthe establishethterpretatiorof "God's law," there was
always unsettled territoyp which to removethere to establish communities based
ondifferent principles

With successive waves of immigration, the former homogepéibpinion could

not bemaintainedNo longercouldit beassumed that settlements had primarily a
religious baseOftenthere were economic considerations: famnin search of

land, merchang and agents of manufacturers in search of raw matesiel$he
authority and effectiveness tife churchesvereseverely tested by the increasing
diversity of people's opinionsjorals, and ways of life.

From he point of view offlie British and Euopean merchanend manufacturers
who invested in the colonization of Normerica,the coloniesveremerelyraw-
materialprovinces Mercantile economy slanted the trade balance to favor the
mothercountriesto the detriment of the colonies. At that tintleesepolicies were
considered sound and patriogidart, 1907). Miny coloniesstablished methods of
producing goods which returned the moifit with the least investment in capital
and laborln manycases, this involved exploiting the cheapestiabde hd i
slavesalthough the institution of slavery had its critics frdmafirst.



Jefferson'original draft of the Declarationof Independence contained a clause
pertaining to slavery.

He has waged cruel war against human nature itself, wiglas most

sacred rights of life and liberty in the persons of a distant peoplenexer
offended him, captivating and carrying them into slavery in another
hemisphere, or to incur a miserable death in their transportation thither. This
practical warfag, theopprobrium of infidel powers, is the warfare of the
Christian King of GreaBritain. Determinedo keep anarket where men

should be bought and sold, he has prostituted his negative for suppressing
everylegislativeattemptto prohibit orto restram thisexecrable commerce.
(Phillips, 1856, p. 11)

Even though it was England's King George Ill who was castigéited|ause was
not acceptable to South Carolina and Georgiajtamds strickerfrom the
document.

The colonies which banded togethemadsersaries of Gre&ritain found it
difficult to setasidetheattitudeof resistancence the American Revolution
attained its goal. Thpolitical ties to England were severddt the economic
arrangements continued, and the states were dividedoebtiainterest sections.
They had an enemy commonand little else.

The postwar business of establishing the rules by whichstages would regulate
themselves asunified nation immediatelypogged down as each section argued
for special interesindconsiderationAgreement seemed impossible. The best that
thecountry's statesmen coutdunselwas compromise. South Caroliaad

Georgia would not join the union without some guaranteeguaotdctions for their
"peculiarinstitution’ of slavery.Thar economy, based as it was on cotton, rice,
and indigo, could bprofitable only by utilizing unpaid labofome Northern
Stateswvere concerned to protect their shipping agreements witBdbthern

States.

The North also feared that if the South did jom the new nation, it would seek
aid from foreign powers. ThRevolution had just been fought to expel foreign
governors androops.To have the South resort to European tnatje and
transport was insupportabl&he North was in a mood to concadach to prevent
the reintroduction oforeigninterferenceln this atmospheref mutualdistrustand
bickering,the constitution was drafted, debated, dissected and adopted.



Article | Section2of the Constitutionapportiongepresentatives and assessgsga
according to theumberof "free" personsexcludinglndians,and thredifths of all
others.The "other" persons were slaves, thus granting tgltheeholding states a
disproportionately large representatiorGangress. During the debates on the
Constitution, some favoregrohibiting the importation of slaves, but some
Northern shippingnterests objected, as did the Soutlcompromisavas struck.
Sectionnine stipulates that Congress could not prohibiirth@ortation of slaves
for twenty years.

In the conventions held in the thirteen states to debatédhstitution, the
advantages which the document awarded taldneeholdersvere noticed and
mentionedIn the NewYork convention, a Mr. Smith objected to the thfdths

rule ofapportionmentbecause he thought that it was founded on upjustiples,
allotting privileges to those people who werevgicked as to keep slave3ut, he
supposed thaiccommodatiomvasin order if a union was to be established, though
it was "utterlyrepugnant tdnis feelings (Phillips, 1856, p74). Alexander

Hamilton defended thpassage, citing commercial reasofise North, he said,
derivedadvantages togpecifically a treaiymaking advantage whaitealing with
foreign nations regardingpmmercean tobaccorice, indigo, etc.

In theVirginia convention, Governor Randolph worried, asRtaraolof Egypt
had before him, about the growing numberslates. "Are we not weakened by
the population of those whom weld in slaveryhe day may come when they
may make impressionpon us-The number of those people, compared to that of
whites, is in an immense proportion; their number amounts to 236,0@@of the
whites, only to 352,000(Phillips, 1856p. 78. The fear ofinciting slave

rebellions continued tbe used as an argumenttdle antislavery agitation in the
years to come.

George Mason of Virginia complained that theses noprovision in the

Constitution to preverthe Northern and Eastestates from interfering "with our
whole property of thatind." Nor, he thought, was there any protection for

securing to theouthern states those slaves they possessed, Whighill involve

usin greatdifficulties andinfelicity to be nowdeprived of them. . . . and the loss of
which would bmg ruin ona great many peopléPhillips, 1856, p81). James

Madison reassureldason that thereras a clause that secured that propéftkis

clause wagxpressly inserted to enable owners of slaves to reclaim them. This is a
better seurity than any that now ests' (Phillips, 1856, p. 81 He wasreferring to
Article 4, Section 2which stands as the origin&lgitive Slave Lawilt states that



slaves who escape to a frgate are not thereby emancipated by the laws of that
state, buthey should be returned toeir owners.

Mr. Henry summed up the dilemmi#&s much as | deplorslavery, Isee that
prudence forbids its abolitidr{Phillips, 1856, p. 82Madisonagreed that a
dismemberment of the Uniamould be worse thaallowing the importation of
slaves foranother twenty year§othe concessions to slat®lders were accepted
and written intahe ConstitutionJohn Quincy Adams reflected some years later
that "the delegation from the fretatesin their extremeanxiety to conciliate the
ascendency of th8outhern slavelder,did listen to a compromise between right
and wrong between freedom and slaver{Phillips, 1856, pp. 15859).

The consequences of the Congressional imbalance, as Th&adozeobserved
(1848),were important and lonigsting.Parker provided a statistical analysis of
the state othe Union.Three million men, or one sixth of the nation, wslaves.
One half of theStates were slaveholdeiSeven out ofen presidents had been
slaveholdersln 1790 there were 697,8%¥aves valad at $10,000,000n 1840
there were 2,487,358aves valued at $1,200,000,000hn Qiincy Adams had
come to asimilar realization about the leadership of the government dhrsng
time. The president, President of the Senate, Speaker bfahse of
Repesentatives, and five out of nine Judges ofRhpremeCourtwerecitizensof
slaveholdingstatesandslaveholders themselves (Phillips, 1856, p. 158).

Over the years, the Southern Congressmen managed to Qoigicerrights and
privileges.They sawto it thatwhenfrontier States petitioned for admission to the
Union, that theSouth did notoseits advantagdt became policy to admdtates in
pairs, one free and one slave, to maintain the balagtwecsen North anddbith
(Boorstin, 1985)Additional laws were proposed aadopted to deal with the
continuing problem of runaway slav@$ie Northwest Ordinance of July, 1787,
established the Northwegerritory as free, but it contained a Fugitive Slave
Clause whictprovided for the lawful reclamatioof any slaves who escapedtie
Territory.

The First Fugitive Slave Act (1793) is subtitled, "An eegpecting fugitives from
justice and persons escaping from skevice of their mastersit'sets forth a
process for thextradition of fugitives amanthe states and territories of the
United States Two clases of fugitive are describedhdse whdad committed
treason, felony or other crime, and those heldhor,or slavesThos in thefirst
categorywere to be held andelivered to an agent dfie state from which they
fled. If no agent appeared within six months, the criminal was rele&sgpeénses



accrued during a fugitive's incarceration were tpdié by the state that requested
extradition.

In the case of fugitive slavelspwever the stpulationswere more severédn agent
or attorney of the owner was allowtdarrest the fugitive and take him or her
before a circuit odistrict judge or magistrate of the county, ¢ty town wherehe
arrest was made. If the owner's agent could "ptaitherby oral testimony or
affidavit, thatthe captured person wasdeed a fugitive slavéne recered a
certificate allowingenditionof the fugitive.ln both casg anyone who interfered
with the capture or transport fafgitiveswas subject téinesup to five hundred
dollars and, in the case of helping an escaped felon, the possibility of one year
imprisonmen{The publicstatutes theunderground railroad,8451925 pp. 302
305.

The Missouri compromise of 1820 containefuigitive slave clause similar to that
of the Northwest Ordinance wdf providedagain, that any persons escaping into
the Missouri Territorycould be lawfully reclaimed and returned to the owners.
Southerncongressmen were aware that once a stafemitory wasadmitted to

the Union, the time to press their positiontbaissue offugitives was past, so
these fugitive lauses were added the legislationby which the statesvere
originally recognized.

The Second Fugitive Slave Aat September, 150, amendethe First Act of
1793.1t establishedhe office of Commissoner, who was empowered to carry out
the dutiesallottedto judges and magistrates in the First Adte appointed
commissionersould hear testimony and receive affidavits fragents or
attorneys of claimants and pgsdgmentupon tiletruth and meribf the claims.

As an inducement to rendagreeablgudgmentsa fee of ten dollars was to be
paid to thecommissioneif he decided for thelaimantand a fee of fivelollars if

he did not.The Commissionersvere authorized to form a posse to exetiie
provisions of the Act, and "all good citizens are hemfiymanded to aid and
assist in the .. execution of this lawywhenever their services may be required. .
" Moreover, itstipulated that the circuit Courts "shall from time to tieméarge

the number ofcommissionerswith a view to affordeasonable facilities to reclaim
fugitives from labor, and tde prompt discharge dhe duties imposed by this act
(The publicstatutes theunderground railroad/olume 1, Appendid, 18451925

p. 362).

Marshalsand deputy marshals were enjoinedbey and execute allaims
presented to them or be subject to a fine of one thoudalzds.If a marshal or



deputy should loose track of a fugitiskave, he was liable to prosecution and a
fine equal to the valuef the labor of the fugitivelhese ihes would be remanded
to the owner of the slavény personsonvictedof hindering orobstructing the
apprehension and removal of a fugitivere subject to fines anmknalties not
exceeding one thousand dollars andsotthsimprisonment, in additiorotcivil
damages payable to the slawaier in the amount ainethousand dollars per
eachfugitive lost.

Section six of the Act allows the owner's agent or attorwéiz,only a written and
certified power of attorney from tre@vner, to "pursue and r@im such fugitive
person, either bgrocuring a warrant from some one of the coyuidges, or
conmmissioners aforesaid, . . . oy seizing and arresting such fugitive, where the
same can be done without process.[emphasis added]hen the owner aaigent,
with the fugitive,wentto ajudge orcommissioneto presentepositions,

affidavits or "other satisfactory testimony," from the claimamly! "In no trial or
hearing under this act shall the testimafiguchallegedfugitive be admittedin
evidence;andthecertificates. . . shall be conclusive" of the right of the owntrs
remove thdugitive to the State or Territory from which he site escape&ection
ten allowed any claimant, agent or attort@wpply to any court or judge, and with
"safisfactoryproof," have the escape recorded by the cduttanscript of this
record was then considered "full and conclusive evidence" @sitepe and that
labor is due to the claimartiowever, thdaw addsthis section was not to be
construed to meathat such d@ranscript wasequiredas evidence but "the claim
shall be heardnd determined upon other satisfactory proofs, competénairw 0
(The publicstatutes the Statutes at Larg&/olumelX, pp.462-465).

Thecommissioners, and the membef the posse which theommissioner could
summon, were to be paid by the claimantwa$l as all expenses for the
apprehension and incarceratiorttod fugitive. However,shoulda rescude
suspectedheofficer who made the arrest was to retdie fugitive in custodyand
transport him or her badk the claimant'state all expenses to beapl out of the
treasury of théJnited StatesHow the possibility of having expenses paid by the
people of théJnited Stategnfluenced the number of suspectecctess would be
interesting to explore.

ONE MAY OUTWEIGHS A MILLION
In the middle of the nineteententury the UnitedStatedound itself facing grave

political andreligiousproblemsnotthe least of which was the intransigence of the
problem ofslavery. Had the First Fugitive Slave Act been effective, tiveoald



have been no need to amend and fortifylite severity othe penaltie$or helping
slaves to escape testifies to thagnitude of the problenklow do you keep them
down on theplantationshe presence of millions of slaves in a coufdnynded
upon principles of equality and justice was mortifyingpémple of conscience.
Some wellintentioned but passive reformexrssumed that freedom was a self
evident right, and that the soutlould free her slaves gradually, as a humanitarian
act.Othersbelieved that slavery would be phased out as paid labor benaree
available and cost effectiv8till others held out hopthat the Africans could be
exported again to a colony in Liber@) the Westoast of Africa.

There was cause for hoffeatemancipation could occum the ordinary course of
eventsBritain, after all, had emancipated the slaves in the Béigist Indies in
the 1830'sso there was some evidence ttiatlization was progressg. But, as
the years wore on, theBepes were not realizednd the number of slaves
increasedadically after Whitney's invention made cotton a more profitatup.
Some people began to suspect that some sort of coenaybi haveto be exerted
in order togain freedom for the slag.Coercion might take several formdoral
suasion, petitions toongress, defiance of the Law, or even armed fardgslave
territory. All these strategies were tried as the North franesgonses to the
Fugitive Slae Law of 1850.

Abolitionists disagreed amorigemselvesbout which areai private, public or
ecclesiastidai wasthe most appropriateighteousand effective in which to
work. There was alsdisagreement about hawuch force could rightfully be ude
in waging the good fight for justicéany Unitariansespoused andorkedfor the
antislavery cause, but Samuel Joseph May stamdamong them because he
worked effectively in all arenas.

Samuel Joseph May was borrBostonon September 12, 1794e was the third
child of Joseph and Dorothy Sewall May tori@medSamuelloseph, the previous
two having died before hisrth (Mumford, 1873. He graduated from Harvard in
1817, read theology undBiorton and Ware, briefly assist&dilliam Ellery
Channing, ad wasordainedn 1822.He servedparishesn Brooklyn, Connecticut
from 1822 to 1836, South Scituate, Massachudettsr 1836 to 1842, and
Syracuse, New Yorkrom 1845 to 1867At theinvitation of Horace Mnn, he
served as principal of the Norhfachml in Lexington,Massachusetibetween the
South Scituate an8yracuseastorategMalone, 1961 When he diedn Syracuse,
New York, in 1871, the Back people in the community put on mourning badges
and lowered their flags to hathast, the same honofsely hadaccorded President
Lincoln. At his funeral, Backs, whitesand Native Americansat side by side, a



microcosm of integration that had ytetbe achieved on a national scale.

A list of the charitable caus@gich he served during hisng ministy reads like

an encyclopedia of nineteenth amgentieth century social actionhild labor
reform, educational reformindianrights,interfaith dialoguepeace, poverty relief,
temperancevomen's rights, et@ut the cause that commandad time and
concern for more than three decades, the oneotlatsioned the mourning badges
at his funeral, was the abolitiaf slavery.

Beginningin 1830,Mr. May workedfaithfully andenergetically for the abolition

of slavery.It was he who iri834 chastised arehcouraged William Ellery
Channing to write otthe subjectHe championed the work of dx@\bolitionist
William Lloyd GarrisonHe was a founding member and agent ofAheerican
Antislavery Society and served on the Committeednafted the Society's
statement of sentimentble urged théAmerican Unitarian AssociatiofAUA) to
adopt an antislavemylatform.He preached and published an antislavery message.
His home was a stop on the Underground Railroad, and he persosigihd many
fugitives along theoad to freedomTlhese were ngiopular endeavors when he
undertook themndeed May wasshunned, threatened with bodily harm, hung and
burned in effigyand on several occasions, mobbed.

Samuel May's liberalism and piety weostedin the NewEnglandliberal

religious tradition associated with Old So@hurch and King's Chapé¥lay's
greatgreat grandfather (1652730) was Chief Justice Samuel Sewall, one of the
judges at thenfamous witch trialsHe came to regret his part in thgeeceedings
and br many years he submitted himself to a pubtical of repentanceAt Old
south Church, Boston, he stobeffore the congregation while the minister raed
letterof confessionSewall then asked the congregation to goayhim, his family,
and his contry. His sonithe RevDr. JoseplSewall (16881769) later served as
minister at Old soutMumford, 1873.

May's grandparents on his father's side were origimadlignbers of the Hollis
Street Church. Discontent with th@nister,Dr. Mather Byles, causetiém to
remove to the Ol&outh congregation whehday's father, Joseph, sang in the
choiras a childWhenBritish troopsevictedthe Oldsouthcongregation, the
people of King's Chapel allowed them to meehigir spaceThis arrangement
continued for fve years, and whe@ld south was reclaimed in 178Rseph
remained at King'd.ater, he was one of tlwantingentghat favored the altered
UnitarianLiturgy, and he also voted for tle®ngregationalordination of James
FreemanBut for the good officesfdr. Byles and the British troops, Samuel



Joseph might have been banto an orthodox family!

At theinvitation of Harriet Beechert®we, May reflectedipon the events in his
life that hadinfluencedhim to espousthe cause of the slavdse credits aleast
two: First, hisfriendship wth a bright, creative, populadd&k boy during hisearly
schod years; second, the anonymouadk woman who carriedim homeafter he
had fallen and struck his heéMumford, 1873. Thus Maylearned early toespect
Black people'sapacitiedor academicsocial and moral achievement.

There were many othehildhoodevents and conditiortbat had important
bearings on May's direction in lif€he mostragic and remarkable was the death
of his brother, Edward. Thisapened when Edward was six aBdmuebut four
years of ageMay witnessed the terrible accident that claimed his brothier'sn
fact, Edward was entertaining the younger brottleryning and cavorting about
the yardwhen the fatal falbccurred.The entire family was very solicitous of
young &muelduring the griging processHis father, uncleand brother assured
him that Edward was still alive, an angel in heaven with GodlasdsHis uncle
also took him into the family crypt so he coslee whahappened to the body after
death Two days afteEdward's burialSamueldreamed of m i vividly. The
ceilingabove his bed opened, and Edward, with other angele dawnand

spoke comforting words to him, reassuring him that the family had told him was
true, and entrusting loving message®ther members of the familyhis dream
recurred severdimes again, so that May was even eager to go to bed doctium
could commence and he could be with Edwbtdy himselfrealized that this
powerful dream hdideeply influenced hispiritual life.fil believe it had the
greatest influencan awakening and fixing in my soul the full faith | have in the
continuancef life after deatb M@mford, 1873p. 10).

In his memoirs, May mentions with gratitude the pion@etke antislavery
movement who inspired him to take up the watk.was first attracted to this
cause in 1819 when he heard Dani&dbster speak in opposition to the Missouri
CompromiseHis mission to the captives was sealed the following year upon
heaing Mr. Webster deliver a charge to the clergy in regasiaeery and the
slave tradeHe said, "l invoke the ministers obir religion,that they proclaim its
denunciation of theserimes.If the pulpit be silent wherever or whenever there
maybe a sin(sic) bloody with this guilt within the hearing of isice, the pulpit is
false to its trust(May, 1869, p. 358\Webster was later teenege on his own
rhetoric and speak in favor 6f1 a @ndngusBill, which contained the Second
Fugitive Slave LawMay reflected upon this irony, that the man who had
introduced him tdhe cause of the slaves had become their eribtay, 1869, p.



359).

Two Presbyteriaministers inspired May by their example amithess:John

Rankin and John ORaxton who publisheddtterswhich later proved useful to the
Abolitionists. Paxton lost hiCumberland, Virginiapastorate because he preached
an antslavery doctrindMay, 1869, pp. 1411).1t was Noah Worcester who had
convinced Mayof the necessity of holding to peacefubans of settlement, and
May carried this idea into his antislavery woBenjamin Lundya Quaker, had
been organizing ansilavery societies since 1813 also published an anti

slavery newspaperthe Genius ofJniversalEmancipation\When he came to
Brooklyn, Connecticytwhile May was minister there, May was very impressed
with the marand his mission.

The most powerful influence on May was exerted by Willldoyd Garrison,
whom May met in Boston in Octobdr830.Accompanied by Bronson Alcott, his
brother inlaw, and his cousin Samuel Sewall, May atten@edr r ilectares®rs
Abolition.

The hearing of MrGa r r ilectares@vas a great epoch in my own life.
The impression which they made upon my soul has never been effaced;
indeed, theynoldedit anew. They gave a new direction to my thoughts, a
new purpose to my ministry. | had become a convert to the doctrine of
'immediate, unconditionamancipationliberation fromslavery without
expatriation(May, 1869, p. 20)

May also was converted tca@ison himself, whom he perceived wasecome
the great prophet of the Abolition movement, andtttemenbecamdriendsand
co-workersfor the cause.

Garrison's lectures were held in Julien Hall, the megtiage of Abner Kneeland's
congregation, r&d the only place in Boston which would deigrattommodatéhe
lectures on AbolitionGarrison had applied to many of the prominent churches,
and Maysurmised that the reason for the refusals was that Garrisooppased

to the Colmization society, whih was tlen a populacause among the churches
and among people who favored a mgradual emancipation than the Garrisonian
immediatists.

Earlier in his antslavery work, Maytoo, had favored theolonization idea, which
was to secure a colony in Litk@ onthe West coast of Africayhere emancipated
slaves from thé&Jnited Statesould settleGarrison's lectures had convindaich of



the impracticality and injustice of Colonizatiand thaimmediate emancipation
was the course to follow.

The Sundawfter meeting Garrisoflay was scheduled fareach at the Sumner
StreetChurch.He immediately began to agh the "new direction™ his ministry

was going to takeBe reworkedhis sermon’;prejudice," interlining here and there
in orderto relatehis newconvictions.He exhortedthe congregation heartily and
encouraged them to go and hear GarrisothemselvesThe address caused some
stir,and Sumner'minister was annoyed and vowed that May would never again
havethe occasion to "violate the propriétyf his pulpit.Many people in the
congregation expressed their gratitude forréimarks, but Boston clergymen were
not movedWhen he worked iBBoston as an agent of the Antislavery Society, only
Channing andVare, Jr. invited him to their pulpitand Wae'scongregation
pointedly asked him not to return.

May's fathemwas alarmed at the "nedrection™ hispreaching was about to take,
having heard about thaiBner streeserman i that it was fanatical, incendiary, or
treasonablede remonstrated earndsthat his son cease and desiste eldeMay
held gradualism to be a superior and safer course to falogvcited the guarantee
granted by the Constitution, his fatthatcivilization would eventually prevaigand
that paid labowould yet prove moreconomical than slaverifde also warned
Sanuel that he could lose his positiontos usefulness in the chur@ay, 1869).

"Prejudice" was already scheduled to be published as eirdice AUA.May
submitted the manuscript to Henry Ware with all the interlineations he had
used at SumnestreetChurch.Ware would accept it only as originally written.
May laterlamented that the interlineations were not printed, sincerbiald have
indicated an early antislavery commitment on the phithe Assaiation."But", he
said,"we were all in bondaghen.Unconsciouslyto ourselves, the hand of the
slaveholdingpower layheavilyupon the mind and heart of the people in our
Northern as well as Southern Stat@day, 1869, p. 24).

NOT IN CONNECTICUT: PRDENCE CRANDALL'S SCHOOL AND THE
BLACK LAW

| felt ashamed o€anterburyashameaf Connecticutashamed of my
country, ashamed of my coldMay, 1869, p. 71)

In Boston, LydiaChild, apopularauthor of children'iterature,published the first
book-length abolitionisdocumentAn appeal in favor of that class of Americans



called AfricangChild, 1833 She dedicated the volume to Samuel J. May "for his
earnest and disinterested efforts in apapularbut mostrighteoss c auid)e 0 ( p .
Thisrighteous cause was Prudence Crandatth®ol for Negro girls, located in
CanterburyConnecticuta fewmiles from May's home in Brooklyn.

Crandall was a Quak&eacher who opened her schooNegrogirls, almost by
default.She had allowe&arah Harris, a brigiNegrogirl who had workedt the
school, to attend classdzarentf her white studenthreatened to withdraw their
daughters if Crandall did nekpelSarah Crandall refused, and the parentade
good their threat-ar from ntimidated, Crandall took owatdvertisingn several
periodicals advising Negro families th&aeswould accept the@taughters at her
school.Subsequently, over a dozen childeaime to Canterbury, Connectictat
Crandall's schoollhen thetrouble began irarnestCrandall andherstudents
were snubbedn the street. Local businesses refused to provide them even the
necessities of lifeThe well was pollutedA studentwasarrested on gagrancy
charge and tteatened with publiavhipping.When none of th&smeasures
succeeded in destroyirtige school, some @ r a n deaemieHnwagedo get a
Black Lawthrough theConnecticutegislature One of themore able angowerful
of heradversariesvasAndrewT. Judsonwho told May,"That nigger schoal. .
shall newer be allowedn Canterburynor in any town of this statéMay, 189, p.
49).

The Black Law was enacted in Ma833.It prohibitedanyone from establishing a
school specifically for nomesidentBlack peopleand in order to teadBlack

people at allpermission must be obtained, in advance, from the civil authority and
the Selectmerof the town where the school is situaféthy, 1869, p. 52).
Prudence Crandall wasrestedand tried on the basis of tHaw. In this event,

May revealed liknowledge 6 public relations and his recognition that public
sentimentcouldbe apowerful weaponAlthough he was warned and could have
preventedt, he alloved Crandall to be jailed for omay in order taally public
opinion to heside In addition, he confercewith Arthur Tappan, a wealthy
merchant and abolitionist, wtagreedo pay the costs of Crandall's defende.
instructed May to engadhe best lawyers availab{#ay, 189, p. 58).He found
the best inVilliam Wolcott Ellsworth, Calvin Goddard, and HgrStrong, all of
whomopposed the Black Laviellsworth, the most prominent of theam, was a
Yale graduateandU. S. Congressman, the son@fiver Ellsworth, second Chief
Justice of thdJ. S.SupremeCourt. Five years later, he would become goveafior
Connecticu(Strane, 1990).

May and Crandall's friends hoped tave the Court rule othe constitutionality of



the Black Law, but this drastic step was avoided when defects were discovered in
the state's Attorneytsase, and the trial was terminatdiay, 189, p. 70).

However, Judson and tlememies of Mgro education gained their objective of
banningCrandall'sschool.The housen whichthe schoometwasvandalized and

set on fire, the students terrorized, and Crandadl unwilling to subject thetno

further danger. She closed th&hool.She subsequently married amdvedWest,
where she oncmore opened a schoogised two stepchildren, and continuedh&o
independent and troublesorf&trane, 1990)

The Crandall School affair had fezaching onsequencethat could not be
foreseen at the timén the Dred Scotbecision of 1857, which allowed
Southerners to take slavespasperty into the West, Chief Justice Roger Taney
cited Crandall vs. the State of Connecticut to showBlatk people werenot
citizens.According to the Taney opinioBlack people werenferior and unfit to
associate with the white race, sociallypofitically, possessing no rights which
whites were bound to respg&trane 1990)

Andrew Judson, Crandall's old enemy, wlaes judge in thémistad case in 1839.
A cargo of slaves waanroute toPuertoPrincipefrom Cuba During the voyage,
the Africans mutinied androught the shimorth A United State®rig escorted

the Amistad to the New Haven harbor, and then ensu&shtnaversyabout what
was to be done with the "cargd.he State Departmeand the Spanisklinister
wanted to ship the Africans back@ubato stand trial for mutiny and for the
murder of the ship'saptain.New York abolitionists argued that the mutirree
werenot Spanish subjects and should be returned to Afliaésonwho was a
Colonizationi$ T not because he respecteaddks,butbecause he wanted them out
of his county i heardthe case andiled that the men must be returned to Africa.
This was oe timewhen the interestsf the Colonizationists and thédalitionists
happened tooincide

In 1953, when Thurgood Marshall was chief counsel foN#gonal Association

for the Advancement of Colored people in bigtoric Brown vs. Boat of

Educaton of Topeka casegleiterated the arguments which William Ellsworth
and Henry Goddard had advanced during the trial of Prudeéracelall (Strane,
1990) Thus, one hundred twenty years later, Arthur Tappan's six hundred dollar
investment at last paid ertest.

Eventually, Windham County, where Brooklyn and Canterlaweysituated, was
admired forchampioning equal human rigtdbead of the rest of Connecticlut.
the 1866 elections, theounty cast its vote in favor dfegrosuffrage.This was a



large emove from thevilification and violence the Canterbucitizenswreaked
uponPrudenceCrandall.May creditsthe"distinct presentan and thorough
discusson, throughout thategion,"occasioned by the Crandall School mve
several decade=arlier(May, 1869, p. 3R The citizens ofCanterburyeventually
repentedheir behavior in regard tBrudence Crandall and her schddme
twenty years after the Civil War, they petitioned the Connedtgislature

We, the undersigned citizens ofdlstate and of the town of Canterbury,
mindful of the dark blot that rests upon our fair fame and name for the cruel
outrages inflicted upon a former citizen of our Commonwealth, a noble
Christian woman . . respectfully pray your Honorable Body to makesh

late reparation for the wrong done her as your united wisdom|gaeiof
justice and an honorable pride in the good nameipohoble state, shall
dictate.(Strane, 1990, p. 217)

The legislature was slow to act, and friends and former stulidatied on her
behalf.The Canterbury section from May's bodkay, 1869)was reproducednd
distributed to every state congressmametition wascirculated which collected
one hundred twelve signatures from thsidents of Canterburigventually,
Crandallwas granted amall monthly stipend from the state of Connectibruthis
strange way, Canterbury finally gradtiat she had a right toin a schoolfor
Black childrenin Connecticutand May'sorediction proved to be true that "God
and good men wouldeoour helpers in the contest to which we were comdhidte
(May, 1869, p. 57).

BROTHERS AND OTHERS: THE ECCLESIASTICAL MILIEU

People in general are equally horrifiedhataring the Christian
religion doubted, and aeeing it practiced(Samuel Butler in
Fulbright, 1968, p. 420)

Political institutions seemddcapableof addressing thissue of slavery in the
United States;ompromisedas they werén favor of supporting the economic
status quoThe churchesalso failed to rally to the cause of the caps\During the
national agitation for abolition, the churches could not comeitipan
unequivocal institutionalesponseThe PresbyteriarChurch split in 1838 into the
Old School in the south, whidkecame prdavery, andthe antislaveryNew School
of the North.At the samdime the Methodist Church was struggling with itbsue,
andin 1844the SouthernMethodistEpiscopaliarConferences separated from the
main body and maintained a proslavery staibes split was completed in 1846.



The Baptisthad @me to a parting of the ways the previous \(&éacy, 1919)

The earliest recorded instance of social ref@msmedfrom the Quaker meetings.
Half the members of the New YoNkanumission society, founded in 1785, were
QuakersBut even the&Quakers, who asdividuals seemed always to stand in the
first ranks of those who struggled for human rights, were reluctat@litoer an
antislavery statemeiftom the platform of theiyearly Meetings (May, 1869, pp.
147-150). May as an agent of the American AbaitiSociety atempted taappeal
to the Nev Eng land Yedy meeing in 1835, but he was rebuffed.

The AmericarinitarianAssociation managed to stay intdctring the years of
Abolitionist agitation, and considering thxéde diversity of opinionamong
Unitarianindividualsandchurches, this was an accomplishménit some critics
contendhat Unitarians bought the peace at the price of its proplhate. May

felt that, "TheUnitariansas a body dealt with thepuestion of slavery in any but an
impartial,courageous, an@hristian way (May, 1869, p. 336) Although May
credits individuals, ". . . wlnitarians have given to the antislavery cause more
preachersyriters, lecturers, agents, poets, than any other denomination in
proportionto our numbersjf not morewithoutthatcomparison,(May, 1869, p.
335). He expected much more from the faith onitisitutional level Nor was he
the only recorded critic of th&UA. Dr. Henryl. Bowditch,who hadbeen
convertedo abolitionism when he sa@arrisonbeng mobbed in Boston, told
fellow-abolitionist Maria Chapman th#te Unitarians as a body were "as rotten as
ever" upon the topic of slavery (Stang, 1977, p. 137).

A number of Unitarian ministers lost their positions duth&r antislavery
preaching oactivities.The Rev. George ISimmons' life was threatened when he
preached two rather milahtisavery sermons in the deep So(flenton, 1969, pp.
80-83).John Pierpont was lgo by the Medford parishNo Unitarian Church, he
said, wantedo hear anghing about "rum and niggers,"aaning temperance and
slavery(Stang, 1977, p. 146%amuel May, JrMay's nephew and later an agent
for the American Antislavery Society, had lbsb churches because of his
involvement with abolitionCollison writes thathere was a taboo against
preaching orslavery in the Boston pulpitdt was not that Unitarians loved
slavery; most abhorred But many loved order and stabilityore, a neso-
surprising position for a denomination in whittte best pews were filledith
political leaders and merchant princ€$989, p. 25).

Howeverremissandbelatedthe AmericanUnitarianAssociation might have been
In expressing an official antislavedpctrine, expressions nevertheldss$ appear



fromtime to time,causing CR. Dentornto suggest that perhaps the Unitarians
werenot as apathetic on slavery as their critics would ha{i2eibton, 1969, p.
77). Sometimes their involvement was quite dirdtte AUA senthirteen
thousand dollardrom 1855to 1859,to support anissionin Kansador the
express purpose of stoppitige expansion of slavery to Kans@d3enton, 1969, p.
109).

The Unitarian periodicalg;he Christian ExaminelandThe Christian Register
carriedarticles,bookreviews,announcementsaind letters to # editor that
presented antislavesentimentsThe Christian Registein some quarters, was at
onetime considered an Abolitionist orgddenton, 1969, p. 77)The paper's
editorialpolicy onslaveryfrom 1826 to 1835 included the propositidhat

slavery was brutalizingthat it was on the road &xtinction, contrary to the
Christian religion, and condemned &Y intelligent people, North ando&th. A
gradual emancipationwas advocated, one under the initiative of indiviciave
ownersand the sta& governments rather than tleeleralgovernment. Portions of
Channing'svork on slaveryadvancing similar principlesyere printed infhe
Christian Registe’When Edward Everett,farmer Unitarian ministemeported
the happiness of the slavesCongras, The Christian Registaebuked him saying
that hisopinionwas contrary to the spirit of the age and the mind of the country
(Denton, 1969, p. 50Early on,The Christian Registewas cordial torhe
Liberator, Garrison's AbolitionishewspaperandGarrison'sviewsgenerally.The
Registercensured the actions aBoston molthat attacked Garrison in October,
1835,but about the santane, the paper's editors grew weary of Garrison's
extremistrhetoric.

Both theExaminerand theRegistercarried artites both forand against the
American Colonization Societys early as 1827The Christian Examinecarried
an article by May's cousin, Samuel E. Sewall, titled "On Slavery ibtited
States' in which hecalled colonization a noble but impossible @ite did not
favor immediate emancipation but advocated education for shaldzen to
prepare them for freedom, and he urged individlaale owners to undertake this
enterprisgDenton, 1969, p. 51)n 1832,the papepublished "The American
Colonizaton Society" by William Josep8nelling,who denounced the society
becausét was impracticalencouraged the domestic slave trddstered racial
prejudice,and depleted the labor supplie also chastised thg/pocisy of the
appeals of the ACSayingthat it used antislavegrguments in the North and
proslavery arguments in the South to promote its ébdston, 1969, p. 52)

In response to Britain's abolition of slavery in the Britfghst Indies and just



before the Turner uprisintfe papeadvied Southern State governmetd begin
manumission vthout celay to prevent slave revoltSsven after the Turner revolt,
The Christian Registdslamed only slavery as the cause ofttoeible.Further, it
was said, granting freedom to the slawes all tlat could prevent more "outrages
(Denton, 1969, p. 55)

Denton writes that in 1834 the editor of fhkristian Examineraccepted an
antislavery article written by Samuel Mdyt the acceptance was overruled by
"the periodical'sownér ( De nt o 66). Is thiDaeged "owner" the

Executive Committeef the AUA, the editors, or some anonymous benefactor, as
theterm "owner" implies?

Samuel May, Jr. attempted to introduce resolutions osuhgct of slavery at the
Annual Meetings of the AUA at lebasearly as 1842, but no action was taken
the resolutionsin 1843 wherMay, Jr. was in England, an antislavery resolution
waspresented by Rev. Jolrarkman Jr., but it was not discussbdcause, it was
felt, slavery was too controversial an issBefore the next year's meeting, the
AUA receiveda message from the British Unitarians urging the Americans to be
more forthcoming on the issue of slave@ut of frustration over hiailure to

elicit antislavery statements from the AUA, MayHRad putthe British up to itTo

no avail, since the Britispesture was largely considered an impertinence.

At the May neeting in 1844 May, Jr. brought up the subgdcilavery again,

urging the AUA to state that slaveholding walsuman antirepublicanand
unchristian After hearingobjections that the North had nothing to do with slavery,
that itwas gproved by the famers of the ConstitutitMay, Jr.offered a different
resolution statingthatlesttheaid received by churches in the south not be
constued as an approvaf slavery, the AUA should affirm that slavery was
contrary toChristianity,humanrights,andprinciplesof justiceandhumanity.The
resolution entreated all to bdarthful testimony against slaveryhen the
ExecutiveCommitteewasenjoined to send a copy of the resolution to any society
receiving aid from the AUA.

Objections were immediately voiced, fears that the AUA woeldurned into an
Abolitionist Society influence in he Southwould be lost, and that the resolution
would be considered ampertinence to Southern churchire telling

arguments camieom EzraStiles Gannettywho said thathe AUA had never
contemplated any action on slavdmgcauseuch an action woulde contrary to

the objectsof the Association'formation.Moreover, the resolution constituted an
invasion of the rights afonscience and was tantamount to the establishment of



creed,and finally,it would be injurious to the slavdde alsointimated that it i}
behooved them to rebuke the south wtiere was a "hellish spirit" in their own
midst.

In theend the group decided to pass censure orhigarianChurch of Savannah,
Georgia because it had refuseddocept a reputedly Abolitionist minist&tephen
C. Phillipsoffered aresolution commeding the action of the Executive
Committee in refusing to send another minister to the Savainatth.In other
sections, the resolution wasnilarto May, Jr. statng that slavery was inconsistent
with natural human rightand brotherhood, and thauunderminednorality and
religion. An appeal was made to all Christiarssdd what they can btheir
prayerspy the indulgence and expression of tlsgimpathy and by the
unremitting andundisguisedxertionof whatever moral anckligiousinfluence
they may possesgMay, 1869, p. 343)ThePhillips resolutionbecamehefirst of
the Association'sontinuing list of social action resolutiofi3enton, 1969, p. 86)

Yet the issues raised by Gannett during the debatataresting onesNas
Gannett athat ime resisting the thre& theind v i d u a | me mber 6s
Channing had mentionexs a danger of voluntary associatiodames Luther
Adams saidhat the differences between conceptions of the love ofl@odme
clear when we determine the saldnstitutionalimplications of those conceptions
(Adams, 1976, p. 92Bupposing the love of Gaeéquires us, as May believed, to
relieve suffering, spread thenefits of freedom and justice, and reprove the
sinners. Doethat leave enough room for tireedom of others to disagree,tor
agree but decide not to helpd when Gannett sues for theintenance of nen
creedalism, does that leave room for a winaarted exhortation on important
iIssuesStackhousanswers that whag needed is "a vitaling tension between the
attitude ofdistanceandtheattitudeof decisiori (Stackhouse, 1976, p. 52he
vitalizing tension was apparent during the debates when the AUA at lasiook
the antislavery resolutions. Then, the genuine difficultigakihg grong social
action while maintaining freedom for othéosdisagredoecame plain.

Prophets seldomuestioreither their sources or theiuthority to speak. They call
others to actiorrepentancglife, and they do so in ringing tones. They wax
impatient with delaysor dissembling; they can be imperious, as the members of
the AUA discovered at their meeting in 1850 when the keepers afsttaiational
peace came up against a true believer.

Meanwhile, in 1845, "A ProtesigainstAmerican Slavery" waadopted by a
meeting of Unitarian ministein Boston and sent tihe brethren for signatures.

au



Two-thirds signed.

We on our part do hereby pledgerselvesbefore God and our brethren,
never to be weary in laboring in the caus@wian rights and frelem
until slavery shalbe abolishe@nd every slave set fre@lay, 1869 p. 344)

In 1847 thatindefatigablanstigatorof resolutionsSamuel May, Jr., again
presented some antislavery ideas attheual Meeting.They wereplacedon the
table to gie place folaction on other subjectat the conclusion of the business
onthe other subjects, the first of May's resolutions was approved

ResolvedThat we believe slaveholding to be in direpposition tahe law
and will of God, and entirelyncompaible with the precepts and spirit of
Christianity(The 22° report, 1847).

In these statementhe ministers pledged to serve in Hrdislavery vineyards,
based upon their theological understandihthe will of God.

When the Second Fugitive Slaliaw was adoptedthe AUA, atits Autumnal
Convention in October, 1850, was forced to considesponsed it. John
Pierpont moved that the Associatipresent its views on the La.counter
motion proposed tablinBierp n tmot®on, and narrowly passedenthe Chair of
the Convention broke a tie vot&he next daysamuel Willardorevaileduponthe
Conventionto reconsidePierp n treSadution.The Chair explained that he had
voted to table theesolution so as not to disturb "the harmony of the Comnwefit
but he agreed to a reconsideratiddversariedried to tabléVillard's motion as
well, but missed, fifty votes to fiftyhree.The Conventiomprecededo record, over
strenuou®bjection, its disapproval of the Law and a commitntentork for its
repeal.

At the meeting the following yeara8wel J. May, appalldthat "prominent
ministers of the denomination" had supportedRbgitive Slave Law, offered a
resolution that was surprisingbungent in view of his usually Irenar
conciliatorytempeament(see Appendix A)Stange callst "one of the most highly
charged personal indictments againsharch's leading ministers and laymen in
American denominationdlistory (Stang, 1977, pp. 21213). Mayproposed that
the AUA condemn both the Fugitidave Law and the prominent Unitarians who
had supported thmeasureHe named names and instan@agling persons
"unsound," and obedience to the law "practichtlelity." He went on to endorse
the aid and comfort of escaped slaveseggiired by th&olden RuleWhen the



vote was calledheresolution failed to carry by only three vot&say read the
sameresolutionat the Miniserial Conference the next dandthe resolution was
accepted, although there was objectionddainpersonabdenunciatns.Dr.
Gannetidefendechis parishioner, George Turtis who had tuned in a slave,
Thomas Sims, because, Gannett said, of his civic obligations.

The AUA had been organized 1825asmissionaryorganizaion with a mandate

to promote ad extend the bitarianfaith. It is not surprising that there was
reluctance on thpart of the members of this body to jeopardize its first mandate
by taking on another that was not explicitly outlined ircharterSamuel J. May
and others intuitga duty incumbentiponany Christian organization to uphold
Christian ethicsHowever,some members of the AUA, and some fledgling
churches which thparent organization wanted to retain within the faleld

differing opinions on whatonstitutedChristian duty.The specte of schismwhich
had afflicted other denominatioregrtainlyrendered timid many sincere mindis.
was largelythrough the strenuous efforts of the Abolitionists that the Ald&
forced to struggle to define its relationship to the bpaljtic. The Abditionists
urged a prophetic stance uponAssociation that did not as yet conceive of itself
as anythingput an outreach organizatiddamuel May expected more, since he
held a very high estimation of the power and duty of the piudptfect change.
"The pulpit has no higher function thanetixpound, assert, and maintain the rights
of man"(May, 1869, p. 358). Wen thepulpit is "false to its charge," the
consequences are horrible

Alas, our land is filled with éstinonies written in blood, that if thainisters

of religion had only been fearless and faithful in declaring the impartial love
of the Heavenly Father for the children of men otalnpkxions, and the
equal, inalienable rights, which would assuredly be vindicated by Divine
Justice, our I Civil way would have beeawverted!(May, 1869, p. 344)

Prophets foretell doom, andayl has described the consequeneegh

accompany infidelity to Christian 'principléad/hether'fearless and faithful”
antislavery preaching could have averteel Civi War or not, we cannot know for
certain. Like most warshe Civil War was driven by economic factors, and in the
strugglebetween religious and economic motivaspotithe will of God" is

generally harnessed to mammon and fights on both sides.

May utilized techniques he had learned from the Awakergniyals in the
meetings of the Antislavery Societies and in1B80 Meeting of the BA. He put
sinners on the "anxious bendmid let them squirnWWhy?Not because he was



vindictive, butbecausdne believal, absolutelythathe hadcorrectlyinterpreted
"God's will," and that some ¢fis brother ministerg/ere in errorHe trusted in the
salvific power ofrepentanceas had old Samuel Sewalnd, in the tradition of the
liberal Mays, he believed in the nitiby of human beingsHe saw, Ithink, in the
collective, an image of his own soul writ larg@d the collective did naufferin
the comparisorBut perhaps, on this accouihe credited human nature witfiore
virtue than it possessed, and he erretherside of expectingpo much from an
association that haalreadystated and donmore than any other.

NOT ENTIRELY STIFLED: STUDENT UPRISINGS

"Some men . .are so afraid of doing wrong that they
never do right.(Charles Follen in May, 1869, p. 254)

DanielWebstemwwent ona lecture tour to support obedierioghe Fugitive Slave
Law. He wasimmediatelybrought to task bgome Unitarian ministers for the
turnabout in his viewsAs an exampleTheodore Parkezngaged a hadind

roundly denounced the Laand Mr.Webstelto the Bostoniansn attendanceBut
Webster had a loyal following in Massachuseitsupportive letter was drafted
and sent to him over ttegnatures of eightundredcitizens,amorg them Clares
P.Curtis a Unitaian (who had participated in the renditionTdfomas Sims,)
SamuelA. Eliot, who had voted for the Law i@ongress, the president of Harvard
College,JaredSparks, and three men from the AndoVkeologicalSchool(May,
1869, pp. 40408)

President Sp&s' views on the matter of slavery were aoiversally shared by
students at the Harvard Divinity Schoamiany of whom were preparing for careers
as Unitarian ministersstudents were concerned about slavery and other social ills,
andthey used the meetys of the Philanthropic Society to explared discuss

current affairs.

The Philanthropic Society was composed of studentseamdty from the Harvard
Divinity School. Charles Follen from th¢arvard staff and Samuel J. May were
honorarymembergCollision, 1989) Thegroup met monthly for twentgne years,
from 1831 to 1851 Thetopic of slavery was broached and actively debated in this
forum.In 1835, the students, after three nights of discussion, pessadtions
condemning NortherBlack laws anddeclaring slaveran outrage and a sin

against God. Athattime they werestill sympathetic to the idea of African
colonization(Collision, 1989)



In the spring of 183&he PhilanthropicSociety agairtonsidered the problem of
slavery, andhereportunder scrutiny ended with an appeal to all members to
"come forward and help ithe good work (Collision, 1989, p. 224)The faculty
requested students to postpamading on theresolutionsput sincethey only
requestedstudents decided to maintain theght of free discussiorPresident
Quincy himself intervened on behalf of the schadlich had suffered serious
decline during the 1830Fhestudent body, numbering forty in tkearly1830's,
wasnearlyhalved, and faculty was down from five to twp the next year
(Collision, 1989) Quincy did not want Harvard involved in the controversies over
slavery, thereby risking further attrition, even though he pasonally,
sympathetic with antislavery causes.

Not singlingout the Philanthropic Societs the specific object of the bdrg
sought to prohibit outsiders from speaking at meetings ofaaigty in the
University. This move caused the studentling tenaciouslyandtheir rights of
freespeechio moreassociation, and the Philanthropic Eebgcondemned
Quincy'ssuggestionThey also continuedheir meetings and passedamber of
strongly abolitionist resolution3his was the samgear in which theseniorClass
at Harvard Divinity School invite@Emerson to deliver his famous, or infampus
addressPresidenfQuincy's concern for the survival of the school amid the divisive
controversies presented by Abolitionism and Transcendentaizsnwell founded,
and the methods he used to try to prokéantvard from the dual stigmas were in
common usén institutionsof higher learning. IfasLader suggest$jarvardwas
"equally a pillar ofconservativeJnitarianism and tate Streecommerce,which
"didtoi t best#to stifle antislaveryagitation," its best vas not enogh to stifle the
agitationcompletely (Lader, 1961, p. 74).

Modern students of Unitarian history hear much about thes€emdentalist
controversy and perhaps not enough aboutrtuble caused by the disagreements
regarding slavery and how to alleviate its abuses. Thadssé brought Unitarian
theology into question; the secobiughtinto the open the questiaf whether,

and bywhatmethodstheUnitarianhierarchyshouldengage in social action.ofh
issues have alienated people ofliberal faith from our more ca@ervative
colleagues, and both issues remain unsettled.

It was Professor Follen's abolitionism, not his radikeablogy which occasioned
his release from Harvar@rofessoCharles Follen had been forceddave
teachingpositions at prestigious univéises in Europe tammigrateto America in
1824 .His political opinionsandsocialagitation hadecessitated the mov@nce
established in a chair at Harvahitough the agency of friends, Follen continued






