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HOST COMMITTEE RECEIVES CONFERENCE THANKS

Chairmen. of 28 local committees were presented to the Conference Friday morning by
Fran Faber, Minnesota Conference lay leader and chairman of local arrangements. He
praised the work of the 200 Minnesota Methodists who worked on sub-committees.
J. Wesley Hole expressed the thanks of the General Conference for the thorough
preparations made for the coming of two thousand out-of-state delegates and visitors.

Conference Elevates Seven
to Judicial Counecil

Methodism’s Judicial Council, sometimes
called the “supreme court” in the three-
branch strueture of the church, has five
members elected by this General Confer-
ence.

Elected on the first ballot was J. Er-
nest Wilkins, lawyer and assistant Secre-
tary of Labor, highest government post
ever held by a Negro. He is secretary of
the Judicial Council and was re-elected
for -an eight-year term.

Rev. A. Wesley Pugh, pastor of First
Church, Marion, Ind., was also elected on
the first ballot. He is serving his first
year in Marion. From 1949 to 1956 he was
superintendent of the Fort Wayne district.

Second Ballot Results

On the second ballot Rev. Lester A.
Welliver, former president of Westminster
Theological seminary and .now superin-
tendent of the Williamsport district, was
elected. -

The third ballot brought the election
of Rev. R. F. Curl, superintendent of the

San Antonio District. The same ballot
resulted in the election of another layman,
Donald A. Odell, an attorney of Los
Angeles.

Rev. J. Russell Throckmorton, Hays
District superintendent, was chosen on
the fifth ballot, which completed the elec-
tion of ministerial members of the Ju-
dicial Council. Judge Ivan Lee Holt of
St. Louis, Mo. was elected in the seventh
ballot to complete the lay group.

Ministerial reéserves elected were: Rev.
H. Hughes Wagner, for 20 years pastor
of Trinity Church, Springfield, Mass.;
Rev. Ben. H. Christner, executive director
of Methodist Homes and Institutions in
the Colorado Conference; and Rev. Walter
G. Williams, professor at the Iliff School
of Theology.

Lay reserves chosen include: Paul R.
Ervin, lawyer of Charlotte, N. C.; Robert
D. Blue, attorney of Eagle Grove, Ia.;
Leon E. Hickman, businessman of Pitts-
burgh, Pa.; Samuel W. Witwer, Jr.,
lawyer of Chicago, IIL

J. Ernest Wilkins
Heads Judicial Council

J. BErnest Wilkins is the new president
of the Judicial Council, elected ' May b.
Mr. Wilking, a member of St. Mark’s
church in Chicago, is assistant secretary
of labor of the United States government.
His address is United States Department
of Labor, Room 3104, Washington 25, D.C.

Vice-president is Clarence M. .Dannelly,
127 Magnolia Curve, Montgomery 6, Ala.,
North Alabama Conference.

Rev. Ralph M. Houston, pastor of the
Hempstead (N.Y.) church, was elected
secretary. His address is 112 Long Drive,
Hempstéa.d', N.Y., New York HEast Con-
ference.

Worldwide Prayer Vigil
Undergirds Conference

Following a suggestion made by mis-
sionaries, a prayer vigil for the ‘General
Conference is being held around the world.

A missionary from near-by Canal Zone
reports: “The official board of the Sea-
wall Methodist church Yoted unanimously
to sustain you and every one who has a
responsibility in the CGeneral Conference
with our prayers.”
that

A cable from Okinawa states

“Church of Christ leaders and missionaries
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in Okinawa praying for General Confer-
ence.”

Miss Florence Chen, a member of the
prayer groups organized by Madam Chiang
Chai-shek, is here. Misgs Mary Cullen
‘White, a long-time missionary in China,
has headed a prayer group at Oxford, Ga.
And there are many other that have
grown out of missionary experience.

“This conference has been undergirded
by a spirit of prayer,” says Rev. Thomas

Carruth of the Board of Evangelism. “If

there had been a national prayer move-
ment in 1843-44, the Methodists might
not have split at that time.”

Will Seek $1,000,000 for
Four-year TV Program

Methodist hope that a churchwide fund
appeal will produce a million dollars a
year for the denomination’s expanded
“television ministry.” Permission for a
special fund campaign, but with no finan-
cial goal stipulated, has been granted by
the General Conference.

“When the more than nine million Meth-
odists in the United States have a chance
to respond, I believe they will provide at
least a million dollars a‘year for televi-
sion,” said the Rev. Dr. Robert E, Good-
rich,-Jr., Dallas, Texas.

He is chairman of the television pro-
duction committee of the Methodist Tele-
vision, Radio and Film Commission, which
has its studios in Nashville, Tenn.

Dr. Goodrich said the million-dollar goal
is more than three times as much as
Methodists were asked to give annually
to the church’'s television projects in a
special fund appeal during the last two
years.

A Methodist series, “The Way,"” is cur-
rently appearing on more than 100 tele-
vision stations. The 30-minute dramas,
stressing religion in every day life, are
released through the National Council
of Churches. An earlier series, “The Pas-
tor,” is still appearing on numerous sta-
tions.

MORNING WORSHIP
8:30 a.m., Monday, May 7
THE PRELUDE: The people in devout
meditation
HyMmN
THE PRAYER
THE MESSAGE:
Tippett
HyMmN
THE BENEDICTION

Number 17

Bishop Donald H.

Number 469

An Open Letter to Women Ministers
FROM ONE OF THEM

Dear Friends:

Since it has been my high privilege to
be a visitor at the 1956 General Confer-
ence, and since I was given the courtesy
of visiting the Committee on the Ministry
when the memorials concerning clergy
rights for women were being discussed, I
feel impelled to share these observations
with you and with our whole church.

First, let me say how deeply I appreciate
the friendly welcome given to me during
the Conference by pastors and laymen
alike, and how grateful I am to those who
gent me to Minneapolis.

Now it is up to us to prove in clear
and deep witness to the whole church our
consecration and our loyal devotion to
the work of the Kingdom of God. Those
Conferences and District Superintendents
who have had experience with women
pastors were on the whole favorable to
this legislation. Those who had not had
women on their Approved Supply list were,
and still are, wondering how it will work
out.

It seems to me more important than
it has ever been for us who are now in
the active ministry to prove our sincerity
and our effectiveness by joyful and grate-

ful diligence in our appointed tasks. We
must recognize that we are “on trial” not
only in our Conferences but before the
world-wide church. Let us resolve to be
ministers in every fine and high sense of
the word. Let us avoid the sin of aggres-
siveness which will certainly detract from
our Christian witness, but rather with
modesty and quiet dignity so conduect
ourselves in the Conference that our
brothers will be glad they have enacted
this legislation. Let us be especially care-
ful not to ask for nor expect what one
brother called ‘petticoat privileges’.

‘We are being given the same Conference
relationship as the men. Let us be equally
ready to carry our share of Conference
responsibility, and remember our Lord’s
word about seeking the lowest place, It
is a responsibility that calls for maturity
of attitude and allows no self-pity on any
score. In small things as well as in great
we must walk worthy of the high calling,
in the sight of the Church as well as in
the sight of the Lord. To this end let us
labor and pray in the spirit of Jesus Christ
our Lord.

Sincerely,
MARGARET HENRICHSEN

Four Jurisdictions Organize

«Colleges of Bishops”

Bishops of four of the six jurisdictions of
The Methodist Church have organized
their several “Colleges of Bishops” in
meetings held during the General Con-
ference. The other two will hold their
elections in connection with the coming
Jurisdictional Conferences.

Officers by Jurisdictions are as follows:

North Central: president, Bishop D.
Stanley Coors, St. Paul, Minn.; vice-
president, Bishop Edwin E. Voight, Aber-
deen, S.D.; secretary, F. Gerald Ensley,
Des Moines, Iowa.

Northeastern: president, Bishop Fred
Pierce \Corson, Philadelphia, Pa.; secre-
tary, Bishop W, Earl Ledden, Syracuse,
N.Y.

South Central: president, Bishop Wil-
liam C. Martin, Dallas, Texas; secretary,
Bishop W. Angie Smith, Oklahoma City.

. Western: president, Bishop Donald H.
Tippett, San Francisco, Calif.; secretary
Bishop Gerald Kennedy, Los Angeles.

Announced earlier were the elections
to the Council of Bishops—president, Bish-
op W. Earl Ledden, Syracuse, N.Y.; presi-
dent-designate, Bishop W. Angie Smith,
Oklahoma City, Okla.; secretary Bishop
Roy H. Short, Nashville, Tenn.

Newspaperman’s Name Omitted

The name of the Wichita (Kansas)
Eagle was inadvertently omitted from the
list of newspapers which have reporters
covering the General Conference. The
Rev. Dr. Albert E. Kirk, church editor,
has been here throughout the conference
and has filed full stories to his paper.
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If you will approve, lift the hand; con-
trary, like sign.
It is approved.

Opportunity for Evangelism

RAY RAGSDALE: Calendar Report No.
78, which is our Committee Report No.
16, concerning the Opportunity for Evan-
gelism.

It has been spoken of before that we
have faced an unprecedented opportunity
for evangelism with the anticipated popu-
lation growth in the United States, 63
million people in this country in the next
20 years, and nearly 70 million people un-
churched now which is more than the to-
tal population in 1890.

We call upon the General Conference
to request its boards and agencies to em-
phasize the reaching and developing of
the spiritnal life of these people in ex-
panding America, and Wwe request our
Board of Evangelism to give particular
attention to assisting the local churches
in motivating their members, leading them
in an intensive and extensive evangelistic
program which will result in thousands
of new churches and adequate supply of
new ministers and the reaching of millions
of unchurched people for Christ and his
church.

I heartily recommend the adoption.

BISHOP HARRELL: I recognize the
Brother here. Give your name and confer-
ence.

RALPH TAYLOR ALTON (Wisconsin,
NC): With regard to this matter and the
matter just adopted, they are a part of
a group of recommendations which my
study indicates to me will be presented by
different commissions concerning gquadren-
nial emphases; and in implementing them
I wonder if it is the plan that these be
referred to the Quadrennial Commission
on the Local Church in the Annual Con-
ference which we adopted the other day
on the recommendation of the Coordinat-
ing Council.

RAY RAGSDALE: I am sure, sir, this
could be done very well. It was our
thought not to be in competition with the
Quadrennial Program at all, but simply
to give additional grist to the mill.

RALPH TAYLOR ALTON: As I read
the report of that Quadrennial Committee
on the Local Chureh, it indicated as points
of emphasis to which this seems to me to
refer, and T would like to have a correla-
tion between this recommendation and
that of the Quadrennial Committee on the
Annual Conference level, which would
seem to me to implement this motion.

BISHOP HARRELL: Would you accept
that?

RAY RAGSDALE: I accept that.

BISHOP HARRELL: It is accepted.

Did we vote on report no. 16, Mr. Secre-
tary?

RAY RAGSDALE: Not yet.

BISHOP HARRELL: If you will ap-

prove report no. 16, Committee on Mem-
bership and Evangelism, lift the hand;
contray by a like sign.

It is done.

RAY RAGSDALE: Calendar report
No. 79, and our Committee report No. 17,
concerning Membership of Abandoned
Churches.

This provides for the distriet superin-
tendent to transfer into another Methodist
church any members remaining from an
abandoned church who have not already
elected to arrange for their own transfers.

I move its adoption.

BISHOP HARRELL: Is there any dis-
cussion?

If you will approve, lift the hand; con-
trary by a like sign.

It is dome.

Brother Smith, were you speaking to
this motion?

Smith Asks Reconsideration

CHESTER A. SMITH (New Yorw,
NE) : Mr. Chairman and members of the
Conference: I desire to move an amend-
ment on page 373, column 3, by striking
out—

BISHOP HARRELL: Wait one minute,
Brother Smith. The chair certainly de-
sired not to cut off any discussion, but
this has already been approved and if you
wish to go back to it it will be necessary
for us to move reconsideration.

CHESER A. SMITH: I so move, Mr.
Chairman.

BISHOP HARRELL: Is it seconded?

It is moved and seconded that report
no. 17 of the Committee on Membership
and Evangelism be reconsidered.

If you approve lift the hand. Contrary-
minded by the same sign.

1t is not reconsidered, Brother Smith.

CHESTER A. SMITH: I was trying
to get the floor. I tried to get the floor
after the chairman moved to accept the
report. You did not recognize me, Sir.

BISHOP HARRELL: The chair did
not hear you, Brother Smith. ;

If the Conference does not move. to re-
consider, I do not see by what rule we
could hear an amendment at this time.

CHESTER A. SMITH: I trust that
henceforth you might recognize me when
I make— ;

BISHOP HARRELL: I do not think the
chair has been derelict at any time in
recognizing you, Brother Smith.

Is the secretary ready?

CHARLES D. WHITE: The Committee
on Ministry, Calendar No. 26—

BISHOP HARRELL: The secretary has
the floor. He will finish the report and
then I will recognize you.

CHARLES D. WHITE: —and 54, 128.
The report, calendar No. 26, is found on
page 192 of the DAILY CHRISTIAN ADVO-
CATE.

BISHOP HARRELL: Did someone ask
for the floor here? Will the Chairman of
this committee come forward?

I will recognize this person here. Please
go to microphone no. 1.

MRS. HELEN C. WATERS (Dela-
ware, C): I would just like to ask Mr.
Ragsdale a question. What became of our
report on the evangelists, and how they
would be secured? We did have that.

RAY RAGSDALE: This is coming later.
This does not complete our work.

MRS. HELEN C. WATERS: Thank
you.

BISHOP HARRELL: We also have here
on item 26 a minority report. Will the
Secretary please direct us so that it may
come before us—or the Chairman?

Can some one give us the page on
which the minority report appears?

JAMES A. CHUBB (Nebraska, SC):
Page 439. Mr. Chairman, whoever the
chairman is for the minority report, I
think he should come to the platform.

BISHOP HARRELL: Now, my friends,
the minority report did not appear until
this morning. I do not see how we can
proceed with this matter unless we sus-
pend the rules so that the minority report
may be before us.

JAMES A. CHUBB: I so move, Mr.
Chairman.

BISHOP HARRELL: Is there a second?
1t is seconded.

If you will suspend the rules in order
that the minority report may be consid-
ered, lift the hand; contrary by like sign.

It is done.

Report on Clergy Rights for Women

JAMES A. CHUBB: Mr. Chairman, Dr.
Leiffer has suggested that we change
one word at the bottom of this report on
page 192, No. 26, under paragraph 313,
and it should read this way, with your
consent—this is purely parliamentary:

“Women are included in all provisions,”
changing the word “foregoing.” He tells
me it is better language and I think you
would accept that.

Now, you have before you, of course,
the report to which all of us have been
looking forward. It has been discussed
pro and con. I think there is nothing new
about it. It is before you now and in
order that you might have the story of
how we worked on it in this Committee
of .the General Conference, I have asked
Dr. Marvin Stuart of the California-Ne-
vada Conference, chairman of the sub-
committee, to present it.

MARVIN STUART (California-Nevada,
W): Mr. Chairman and members of the
Conference: I must confess that when I
was made chairman of this particular sub-
committee and looked at the number of
memorials we had to consider, I felt as
if the roof had fallen in on me.

This might not have been true had I
had more experience in prior conferences
in working with either a committee or
subcommittee, but I immediately recog-
nized, as did the members of our sub-
committee, that we had an issue before
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us which must be considered very ecare-
fully. -

As you know, there were more than
2000 memorials on this subject.

Our first decision was to divide these
memorials among members of the com-
mittee in groups of two members of the
committee, and each memorial was con-
sidered; that is, we looked at all the
memorials.

After we had done this and following
a period of informal discussion, we de-
cided that we would ask each member
of the committee to express his or her
opinion about this matter, raising ques-
tions or more particularly at this point
indicating the point of view held by each
person.

After this was done we agreed that we
would take a straw vote on one matter,
a clearcut straw vote on full clergy
rights for women—Period!—or not.

When we had taken this straw vote by
ballot, we realized that we had seven on
one side and seven on the other.

We then came back and spent a num-
ber of hours in working on this.

Let me say that each one continued,
without any thought of pressure, to think
about this and to consider each point
carefully.

I'd like to say that out of the Com-
mittee on Ministry, two members of that
committee are on this- particular com-
mittee.

One woman on our subcommittee said,
“I came here to fight for full clergy rights
for women,” but she said it with a smile,
which is quite different from an experi-
ence I had in the seminary when I had
the opportunity to preach my first ser-
mon,

I had come from a conservative back-
ground, and when I arrived at the sem-
inary I was under the false impression
that the faculty members and student
body lacked a real religious experience,
and so I could hardly wait until my first
opportunity in preaching clothes when
I could at least convert the professor and
members of that class.

I worked hard on that sermon. I
remember the subject, “Redemptive Cre-
ation,” from the text “Create in me a
clean heart, O God.”

When I finished what I thought was
a very persuasive presentation, my pro-
fessor sat on the edge of the desk and
said, “Marvin, your sermon would have
been much more persuasive when, as you
spoke about love, you had not gritted
your teeth and pounded the desk so hard.”

Now, the women on our committee pre-
sented the point of view which they had
come to present in the spirit of love.

Committee Faced Two Decisions

After we had worked through this
carefully without any thought of making
a motion, turning especially to the dis-
trict superintendents, who are on our
committee, we recognized, as we went
along, that we were up against two de-
cisions; one, is this right as a matter
of principle, the matter of full clergy
rights for women. I think that almost,
if not all, were persuaded that in prin-
ciple we could not object to it.

The question then was faced, was this,
are the difficulties, the practical difficul-
ties in the way of this principle insur-
mountable?

We turned again, as I say, to our dis-

triet superintendents and as they present-
ed very carefully, very persuasively some
of the problems, practical problems, in-
volved, it seemed to us that we were mov-
ing toward a conelusion which would, we
realize, still be discrimination, would still
be a compromise for some, but neverthe-
less which might be the most effective step
which could be taken at this time.
Therefore, after hours of consideration,
we finally came to the point where a mem-
ber of the committee presented the action
which you have before you. And this com-
mittee, which earlier in its deliberations
had been divided on the more clearcut
issue, seven to seven, now unanimously
approved what you have before you.

I think that gives you a careful and a
complete report on the consideration and
the action taken by the subcommittee on
Full Clergy Rights for Women.

JAMES A. CHUBB: You can see what
the vote was. It was 40 for and 32 against
and one not voting.

I think the parliamentary situation is
that the minority report should be pre-
sented.

BISHOP HARRELL: The minority re-
port should be presented.

JAMES A. CHUBB: I called for who-
ever is representing them.

BISHOP HARRELL: Brother, we are
having the presentation of these reports.
We are not open for argument yet, unless
it is a question of information.

WILLIAM R. CANNON (North Geor-
gia, SE): In Rule 23 it says the report
should be perfected before the minority
report is heard, is that correct?

BISHOP HARRELL: We are present-
ing the reports. We will perfect the ma-
jority report and perfeet the minority
report before a vote is taken.

WILLIAM R. CANNON: I wanted to
add an amendment to this report before
it is finally put. ;

DEWEY MUIR (Illinois, NC): My
name is Dewey Muir from the Illinois
Conference, a ministerial delegate, pre-
senting, Mr. Chairman and members of
the Conference, the minority report which
you will find on page 439 of the DALY
ADvocaTE, Report No. 2. This is number-
.ed 26 and 2.

DEWEY MUIR: I am requesting, Mr.
Chairman, if it is possible, that in this
report, if the substitute report is not
adopted the privilege of presenting to
the General Conference another substi-
tute report, which would not come from
the minority committee but from myself,
will be granted.

BISHOP HARRELL: I do not know
a rule by which that may be done.

DEWEY MUIR: I will ask for the
privilege later.

BISHOP HARRELL: Very well, you
ask for the privilege later and the Con-
ference can act as it sees fit




522 (10)

DAILY CHRISTIAN ADVOCATE

May 7, 1956

Muir Presents Minority Thinking

DEWEY MUIR: I will not take your
time to read the preliminaries. It is the
recommendation of the minority group,
nine of us who have participated or are
participating in this, calling to your at-
tention that in the general committee the
vote was 40 to 32, which does not in-
dicate any unanimity of opinion.

Our recommendation is that therefore
it be resolved that this General Confer-
ence retain its present policy as it re-
lates to candidates for the traveling min-
istry as stated in paragraph 313, “Disci-
pline” of 1952,

The ability to preach and to give lead-
ership in the church is not in any sense
determined by sex. This is acknowledged.
That some women have done excellent and
outstanding work and service, is recog-
nized. Ability to preach, to give leader-
ship, have little to do with the real is-
sue of granting full ministerial rights
to women.

The General Conference has been de-
luged with a multiplicity of memorials
dealing with this question. Not all of
these memorials were in agreement that
full right should be granted to women.
Without examination, however, one might
assume that the multiplicity of these me-
morials is a mandate from the churches
and Conferences.

Upon examination of these memorials,
because of their similarity of statement,
one may well conclude that they have
come from a limited segment of the
church. Since the burden of these me-
morials has to do with full clergy rights
for women, let us raise this question:
what are full clergy rights and how are
they constituted?

Ministerial rights we believe are vest-
ed in ordination rather than in Confer-
ence membership. Ordination is now
available to the women of Methodism.
We remind you that ordination, either
as deacon or elder, gives to every recip-
ient thereof, male or female, traveling
preacher or local preacher, exactly the
same rights, privileges, and prerogatives.
There is no ministerial function or serv-
ice which can be performed by an or-
dained elder who is a member of an An-
nual Conference, which cannot be per-
formed by a local elder, man or woman.

The issue then becomes the sole matter
of ministerial membership in an Annual
Conference. It is the judgment of the
ministerial members of the Committee on
the Ministry that such request as has
come before the General Conference is
based upon a general theory that bas-
ically no privilege should be granted one
sex which is denied to the other. In that
noble sentiment we share. However, we
are facing the realistic problems of ad-
ministration of the law of the church. It
is at this point that our conclusions differ
from the majority report.

We submit to you that the proposed
legislation is an admission of the ad-
ministrative problems involved, for it pro-
poses that admission to Conference mem-
bership shall be restricted to unmarried
women and widows, and further provides
that upon marriage, Conference member-
ship of a traveling woman preacher shall
be discontinued.

We remind you that our traveling minis-
try operates within an appointive system
in which ministering to churches where
appointed, and churches accept pastors
appointed to them. If the proposed legis-
lation is enacted, let us not assume that
women preachers will be sent to little

churches, to undesirable churches, to un- -

desirable circuits, or places no one else
wishes to fill,

Rather, let it be assumed that any
church to which a bishop sees fit to ap-
point a -minister will accept that appoint-
ment without raising any question as to
the sex of the minister In other words,
admitting women to the traveling ministry
cught never to be restrictive as to appoint-
ment, but opens the way for appointment
of a woman minister to any church in
Methodism.

We remind you that when any person
is admitted as a ministerial member of
an Annual Conference, the presiding bish-
op must appoint that person to a pastoral
charge. If our charges operated upon a
call system, the proposed legislation would
present no problem, for under such a sys-
tem a church would issue a call only to
a minister whom the congregation desired.

Implications of Appointive System

Under our appointive system, every min-
isterial member of an annual conference
must be appointed to a pastoral charge or
some special appointment of the Confer-
ence, whether there is a charge that wants
that minister or not.

I am keenly aware of the problems in-
volved in appointing some men to church-
es, yet no church has said, “No, we just
do not want a man preacher.” (Laughter)
Yet in trying to appoint even good women
ministers—and I remind you that I come
from one of the Annual Conferences of
Methodism which has in its ministerial
membership a woman member, plus our
quota of women who are approved supply
pastors—yet in trying to appoint good
women pastors, ministers, it is not un-
common for the answer to be, “We just do
not want a woman minister.”

In this, if they are—which we agree to,
aside from the fact of the differences de-
pendent on the fact that God created his
children male and female, there ought to
be no difference of standard or privilege
based upon differences of sex.

Asks Retention of Present Legislation

Practically, until those demanding such
legislation are committed not only to the

legislation but to the receiving of women
traveling preachers, not in general but in
particular as pastors of their own par-
ticular charges, we are of the opinion that
our present legislation, which does pro-
vide for ordination of women with all
the rights apertaining thereto, but with-
out membership in the ministerial mem-
bership of an Annual Conference, is best
for our  particular church.

I trust that the General Conference, not
out of any spirit of division, not out of any
spirit of ill-will, but only with a sense
of the importance of the problem of admin-
istration, will see fit to adopt the substi-
tute report.

Thank you,

BISHOP HARRELL: Let me call the
attention of the Conference to the fact
that we are within five minutes of the
time for adjournment, Is there any desire
to extend the time?

(Cries of “No,” from the floor.)

BISHOP HARRELL: 1 recognize the
brother over at microphone 4.

LEONARD D. SLUTZ (Ohio, NC): Mr.
Chairman, I can say what I have to say
long before the time for adjournment. I
wish to move a substitute for report No.
2 as follows:

Paragraph 313 of the “Discipline” be
amended to read as follows:

“Women are eligible for all orders of
the ministry and full Conference member-
ship, provided, however, that a woman
may be left without appointment, and will
be not located, whenever the Bishop and
cabinet are satisfied that all reasomable
efforts have been made and no suitable
appointment for her can be found.

‘“Her status and pension rights shall
then be the same as those of a minister
who has located at his own request.”

If T may have a second-I would like to
speak to it very briefly.

(The motion was duly seconded.)

LEONARD D. SLUTZ: Mr. Chairman,
we have had the issue very well defined
for us by these two presentations. We
have been told that both groups desire to
end discrimination but they are concerned
with a practical problem, so we have been
told we will reduce discrimination.

I submit that we would retain discrimi-
nation at one of the most important points.
If my children are to be educated in the
Sunday school, I would prefer that to be
under the leadership of a married woman,
rather than a single woman. I feel that
a married woman with a normal family
life is on the average better fitted to
lead our church than is a single woman.

We have been told, however, that there
is a distinct problem, a practical problem,
that of obtaining appointments. I have
talked with many district superintendents
on that score who say that that is the
real objection.

Then, on the other hand, I have talked
with as many as I could reach, of the



They say this substitute would be dis-
erimination, but would be acceptable. They
say that what they are looking for is to be
treated as equals. They want equal right
and equal opportunity, where they are ac-
ceptable. They say they do not want a
guaranteed appointment or a sure job or
a guaranteed annual wage. But they want
a right to be accepted where the church is
willing to have them and where they can
serve, ;

Therefore, I move this substitute.

BISHOP HARRELL: Wait at the mic-
rophone one moment, You are offering
this as a substitute to the substitute?

LEONARD D. SLUTZ: No, I am offer-
ing this as a substitute to the main re-
port, which is the item before us for per-
fection.

BISHOP HARRELL: The minotity re-
port is in the form of a substitute. It may
be offered as an amendment to the mi-
nority report, if you so desire.

BISHOP HARRELL: Now we are at the
time of adjournment, and the Chair can
recognize no one else.

The secretary will please make the nec-
essary announcements.

(Announcements)

BISHOP HARRELL: Let me thank the
Conference for your courtesy and for the
efficiency with which we have moved thlS
morning, (Applause)

The gavel I hold in my hand is not an
old one. It is not connected with the past,
but with a dream and a future. It speaks
of a glorious piece of work that has been
approved by our church and that is being
undertaken, a liberal arts college in Alas-
ka. Let it be the symbol of that task
achieved.

I will ask Bishop Baker to come for-
ward and pronounce the benediction.

BISHOP JAMES C. BAKER (R): Now
may God who is our source of hope fill
us with all joy and peace in our faith
that we may be filled to over-flowing with
hope by the power of the Holy Spirit.
Amen.

(The Conference thereupon adjourned
at 12:30 o'clock p.m.)

FRIDAY AFTERNOON
SESSION

May 4, 1956

The session convened at 2:30 o’clock,
Bishop Willis J. King presiding.

BISHOP KING: The Conference will be
in order, please.

Dr. Houghton will announce our hymn.

JAMES R. HOUGHTON: May we join

in singing Hymn No. 324, “Dear Lord
and Father of Mankind”?
(The Conference joined in singing

Hymn No. 324,
of Mankind”.)
BISHOP KING: We shall be led in our

“Dear Lord and Father

SSRGS TSI VRO T IURT HitIOnrs——prayer D'y

Baltimore area.

BISHOP EDGAR A. LOVE: You will
remain standing.

O Lord, our Lord, how excellent is thy
name in all earth. When we consider the
heavens the work of thy hands, the moon
and the stars which thou hast ordained,
what is man, that thou art mindful of
him, and the son of man that thou visitest
him ?

And then we hear the answer to our
question, for thou hast made him a little
lower than God and hast crowned him
with glory and with honor. We rejoice in
this hour that Thou hast crowned us with
glory and with honor and we beseech thee,
our Father, that thy glory may be re-
flected in us. We come to thee, our Fath-
er, that thy glory may be reflected in us.
We come to thee, our Father, because we
ofttimes lack wisdom and thou hast said
if any man lack wisdom, let him ask
of God, who giveth to all men liberally.
Pour out upon us thy wisdom, let us see
the way before us and then throw the
light of thy presence in our pathway and
give us the courage to walk in that light.
Grant that we may ever hold close to
thee in all that we do or say, that thy
name may be honored and thy kingdom
advanced in the earth. Let thy blessing
rest upon all who are looking toward us
in this hour. May we not fail them. We
ask it in Jesus’ name. Amen.

. BISHOP KING: Are there reports from
any of the Administrative Committees?
The Committee on Rules!

A. WESLEY PUGH: Mr. Chairman and
members of the General Conference: The
Committee of Chairmen feel that we have
begun to make real progress in our con-
sideration and adoption of the reports of
our legislative committees, and we urge
you to continue this very fine record that
you have been making so that we shall
give proper attention to all important
matters and get through on time and
without too much haste.

The committee would like to say this,
that our Committee on the State of the
Church has worked long and hard and
had intended to have printed in this
morning’s ADVOCATE three reports. These
reports your Committee feels should be
presented tomorrow morning. They will
be printed in the ADVOCATE tomorrow.
The chairman of the committee feels that
while these are very important and have
to do with the social creed, family life,
and matters of that kind, that probably
only one of these reports will elicit de-
bate. I am simply alerting the Conference
now to the fact that tomorrow morning,
at the suggestion of the Committee of
Chairmen, we shall ask that the rules be
suspended and that these three reports
be considered following the recess prob-
ably of tomorrow, and following the or-
der of the day which we have estab-
lished then.

- Bilshop Rdgar A. Love, of the = (Secretary Estes conferred with Dr.

Pugh.)

A. WESLEY PUGH: T just said that it
would be after the order of the day, fol-
lowing recess.

The point is that if you can find an
occasion before the session tomorrow
morning or sometime during the morn-
ing to read these three reports from the
State of the Church earefully, you will
then feel that you had an opportunity to

think about them, and after 12 o’clock,

after noon then, we will ask that they be
considered.

Resume Debate on Women

BISHOP KING: We shall resume the
General Conference by calendar No. 26.
The report is No. 2 that is before us. That

has to be presented. There was an amend--

ment made. I think we were under pro-
cess of discussing that when we closed.

ALLEN B. RICE (Northwest Indiana,
NC): I am one of those peculiar individ-
uals that is neither fish nor fowl. I am a
district superintendent, neither minister
nor layman so far as I can see. I am
speaking to this last amendment.that was
made. I am against discrimination, any
kind of discrimination, and particularly
that which throws in the lap of thelcabi-
net the solution of such a ticklish and dif-
ficult problem as would be involved in
the matter of deciding on their part wheth-
er or not a woman in such a position was
or was not capable of being appointed.

I think that is the kind of a difficult
spot to put the cabinet of any Conference
in without the action of the Conference
in particular., I certainly would be op-
posed, and I have a feeling that the dis-
trict superintendents who are here in
some numbers have enough trouble of
their own already without being given
this extra onerous kind of duty. I cer-
tainly am opposed to it.

CLAUDE GARRISON (Ohio, NC): Mr.
Chairman—

BISHOP KING: The man in the rear,
are you for the amendment or against it?
CLAUDE GARRISON: I am for it.

BISHOP KING: You may come to No. 4.

CLAUDE GARRISON: Members of the
Conference, I belong to this same class
which Brother Rice described as neither
fish nor fowl, but I differ in opinion with
him. It seems to me that under this amend-
ment the cabinet, the bishop and the cabi-
net have a directive that if and when it
becomes impossible to make an appoint-
ment for a given individual and all possi-
bilities of such an appointment have been
exhausted by the bishop and his cabinet,
it is clearly out of their hands. I favor
the amendment as it has been presented.

Boyd Offers Substitute

BISHOP KING: Are you for the amend-
ment or against it?

MARVIN L. BOYD (Northwest Texas,
NC): Against,
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I would like to offer a substitution and
to inquire whether it is in order at this
time,

BISHOP KING: There can be, as I un-
derstand it, one amendment to an amend-
ment.

MARVIN L. BOYD: Yes, sir.

BISHOP KING: You have a substitute
motion already. A substitute would not
be in order; but if this is an amendment,
we can hear it.

MARVIN L. BOYD: I wish to oﬁ‘er it
as a substitute when it is in order.

BISHOP KING: Yes, sir. Well, it would
not be in order now. ]

MARVIN L. BOYD: My point is I would
not want the previous question to be or-
dered and not have the privilege of offer-
ing it later.

BISHOP KING: We will give you op-
portunity, sir.

ROBERT H. DUNCAN (Holston, SE) :
Mr. Chairman and members of the Con-
ference: I am opposed to the amendment.

I do believe that it raises a question
that is not fair to men and women. T
would not vote for such a rule applying
to us men.

I have an idea that other people, other
Conferences, find the problem we have;

namely, that many men would not get -

appointments except that we have a rule

now that every man must be glven an.

appointment.

I feel like we should not have a rule,
a law, that would label people and sug-
gest that churches might close their doors
to. these pastors.

I am against the amendment, Mr. Chair-
man, because I believe it does not get
at the problem before us. It seems to me
that the problem is the matter of women

rearing a family and that is avoided in-

the original majority report when it ap-
plies to women who are not rearing
families. .
I am opposed to the amendment.
BISHOP KI_NG: If you will hold your

point, my Brother, we have promised to
recognize Dr. Lambdin who is represent-
ing the committee that is presenting the
report.

HENRY LYLE LAMBDIN (Newark,
NE): Mr. Chairman, a great question
can be discussed on any one of several
different levels.

The tendency in the dlscussmn of the
gquestion concerning the admission of
women into full conference membership
tends to drift always to the administrative
level. The arguments seem to center
around the perplexity of the district super-
intendent who is trying to promote the
Reverend Jane Doe, let us say, from Hard-
scrabble Circuit to the First Church of
Lickskillet.

Pity the poor district superintendent,
is the sum and substance of most of the
arguments that have been presented. When
I was -a district superintendent the only
time I needed any pity was when I was
at the mercy of my fellow district super-
intendents, but I could always say, “Wait,
for your day is coming.”

After a district superintendent has had
his first round with what someone has
called the Attacky Order of Pastor Re-
lations Committees, he should have de-
veloped an epidermis that is tough enough
to move a ‘rhinoceros to envy. I don’t

pity the district superintendents because

these men are ‘a sturdy breed.

BISHOP KING: I beg your pardon.
Are you speaking to the amendment?

HENRY LYLE LAMBDIN: Whatever
their limitations, they are specialists in
human relations.

BISHOP KING: Are you speaking for
or against the amendment, sir?

Lambdin Speaks

HENRY LYLE LAMBDIN: I should
like to suggest that there is another level
at which the amendment and the whole
question needs to be considered, and that
is the sort of level that seems to me to be

expressed by Dr. Bosley’s fine phrase of
“hard final ground.” Is this conference—
in other words, is this conference pre-
pared to say in the year of our Lord 1956
that no woman, however well qualified
educationally, whatever demonstration she
has given of gifts and grace and loveli-
ness, no woman shall be called to God, to
spiritual leadership within that part of

the organizational structure of The Meth-

odist Church that we call the Annual Con-
ference?

Now, that is the issue, whether any
woman, no matter what her qualifications
—make the qualifications as exacting as
you may—no woman shall be called to
spiritual leadership within the organiza-
tional structure of the Methodist Church
that we call the Annual Conference.

Are we prepared to say that no woman
regardless of her qualification iz not fit
to be a member of an Annual Conference?
That is the question before us.

BISHOP KING: As I understand it,
may I state the situation as I understand
it? You have the amendment offered by
Dr, Slutz.

The rules say that we may have two
speeches on either side, or both sides. I
am not quite clear whether we have ex-
hausted that or not, that is the situation.

CHARLES F. GOLDEN' (Lexington,
C): Mr. Chairman, I should like to move
that we suspend the rules affecting this
amendment in order that we might have
ample debate at any point necessary.

BISHOP KING: Is the rule suspended?
Is there a second?

As many as will approve the motion to
suspend the rules let it be known by a
show of hands. Opposed, the same sign.

The rules are not suspended.

JOHN R. WILKINS* (California-Ne-
vada, W): I have a point of order, Mr.
Chairman.

The point is that we have already had
more than two speakers on each side of
this amendment. It seems to me that un-
less we do suspend the rules that speeches
should be at an end on the amendment.

BISHOP KING: I wasn't quite sure
about the speakers,

JOHN R. WILKINS: I have a point of
information here that might be very im-
portant,

Reading from the Constitution of our
church, which is paragraph 22 of the
“Discipline”:

“The Annual Conference is the basic
body in the church, and as such shall
have reserved to it the right to vote on
all constitutional amendments, on the elec-
tion of ministerial and lay delegates Lo
the General and the Jurisdictional or Cen-
tral Conferences, on all matters relating
to the character and Conference relations
of its ministerial members, and on the
ordination of ministers, and such other
rights as have not been delegated to the
General Conference under the Constltu-
tion.”




ter is in the hands of the Annual Con-
ference. Can a General Conference leg-
islate and delegate that to the cabinet?

BISHOP KING: The matter before us
at the moment, sir, is the vote on this
amendment. By the rules we have had
two speakers on both sides. The question
now before you is the vote.

MERRILL C. JOHNSON (New York,
NE): I have a point of information or
interpretation. When an amendment is
to substitute, sir, that limits debate on the
original report, does it not? If we adopt
the substitute we do not debate the orig-
inal report.

BISHOP KING: This, sir, is not a
substitute. It is an amendment, and we
are clarifying the original motion.

MERRILL C. JOHNSON: It is an
amendment to substitute. If we adopt
this, we do not adopt the other.

BISHOP KING: The Chair under-
stands that it is an amendment to the
original report and this discussion is
made with a view of clarifying and per-
fecting the original report.

MERRILL C. JOHNSON:
differ. i

BISHOP KING: We shall now listen
to the chairman of the committee before
the vote is taken.

JAMES S. CHUBB: Mr. Chairman,
we did not quite know what to say about
this. This is very much in the spirit of
the same legislation you find in the ma-
jority report. We find ourselves inclined
to enthusiastically continue to support the
majority report because it is a compro-
mise legislation. It opens the door and
enables us to get rid of another form
of discrimination. I hope you defeat the
substitution,

BISHOP KING: We are ready for the
vote, sir.

LEONARD D. SLUTZ (Ohio, NC): I
made the motion and I ask the consent
of the body to incorporate the amendment
suggested by Dr. Wilkins. I am willing
to accept the amendment if the body will
permit me, and we would merely insert
the words “left without appointment and
with approval of the Annual Conference
thereby located.”

I ask permission to incorporate that
in my motion.

BISHOP KING: Do I understand that
you are asking that this be incorporated
in the main report?

LEONARD D. SLUTZ: No, Bishop,
in the motion that is now before you,
the motion that I made, the substitute,
the amendment. I ask that that be incor-
porated in the amendment that we are
now about to vote upon. 3

Dr. Wilkins suggested there might be
a constitutional question and we don’t
want- to run into that trouble, so we can
add those three words, and I ask per-
mission to do so.

BISHOP KING: Is that right granted
by the Conference by common consent?

I beg to

NOW, Unacr tne Consuituvion Lis mavs L nvar nov vy,

DELEGATE: May we have the amend-
ment read with that insertion? Will the
secretary give us that amendment with
the insertion he suggested?

BISHOP KING: You will have to bring
it to the desk, sir.

We shall have the amendment read at
this time.

ERNEST W. PETERSON: This was
written rather hurriedly. I will try to read
it correctly. If this is incorrect, will the
delegate who wrote this please correct
me.

Many of the delegates have been given
this mimeographed sheet during the noon
recess. It reads in full:

“] move to substitute for report no. 2
of the Committee on the Ministry the fol-
lowing:

“That Paragraph 313 of the “Discipline”
be amended to read as follows:

“Women are eligible for all orders of
the ministry and full Conference mem-
bership; provided, however, that a woman
may be left without appointment, and with
action by the Annual Conference thereby
located whenever the bishop and cabinet
are satisfied that all reasonable efforts
have been made and no suitable appoint-
ment for her can be found. Her status
and pension rights shall then be the same
as those of a minister who has been lo-
cated at his own request.”

BISHOP KING: The amendment is be-
fore you. As many as will support it let
it be known by show of hands; opposed.

It does not carry.

C. ANDERSON DAVIS (East Tennes-
see, C) : Mr. Chairman.

BISHOP KING: C. Anderson Davis,
East Tennessee Conference.

C. ANDERSON DAVIS: Mr. Chair-
man, I wish to make a substitute motion
to the original report, if I am in order.

BISHOP KING: You are not in order,
sir. There is a substitute, which is the
minority report. You can only make an
amendment at this time.

C. ANDERSON DAVIS: Mr. Chair-
man, I wish to amend by striking out the
words, “that only unmarried women and
widows may apply.”

BISHOP KING: Is there a second?

(Motion duly seconded) _

C. ANDERSON DAVIS: Mr. Chairman
and members of the Conference: I am
of the opinion that if we should pass this
legislation without striking out this par-
ticular sentence we would still be dis-
criminating against a large group of our
women. In our own Annual Conference
of the five women who are preachers, four
of them are married women. These four
married women have no children, or no
home responsibility.

It seems there are many women who are
married who would be more capable of
carrying on this ministry than the women
who are not married and those who are
working.

Jecwvi. - INUDRUIVLALY L. T nvu L1

Mr. Chairman, point of order.

BISHOP KING: Norman Trott, Balti-
more Conference.

NORMAN L. TROTT: Mr. Chairman,
as I understand it we have a minority re-
port before us, a substitute for the ma-
jority report. This gentleman is sub-
mitting an amendment to the majority
report and should be out of order.

BISHOP KING: No, it is the majority
report that is being perfected, sir, and
being clarified. So he is in order if he
is offering an amendment to the majority
report.

C. ANDERSON DAVIS:  Mr.
man, before I was interrupted—

BISHOP KING: I think you have ex-
austed your time,

C. ANDERSON DAVIS: I do not be-
lieve, Bishop and members of the Con-
ference, that we should discriminate
against any of the women. It is the same
type of thing that prevailed when wo-
men were trying to get suffrage, to vote.
If we discriminate against our women in
this particular thing it does away with
the whole principle of women having
equal rights in any field.

Women who go into the field of med-
icine, into the field of law and similar
fields do not crowd it and do not cre-
ate a problem.

BISHOP KING: You have half a min-
ute, sir.

C. ANDERSON DAVIS: I do not feel
they would create a problem in the min-
istry. I feel that they would bring much
dignity and add much to it. The dis-
trict superintendents and the bishop have
great problems at times placing our men
who are in the ministry, and I am sure
they would not have any more trouble
placing the women. (Applause)

BISHOP KING: The amendment is
before you.

OLIN D. JACKSON (Minnesota, NC) :
Mr. Chairman, I move the previous ques-
tion on the minority report.

BISHOP KING: On the amendment?

OLIN D. JACKSON: On the minority
report.

BISHOP KING: The minority report
is not before us, sir. We are trying to
perfect the majority report.

Everett W. Palmer, Southern Califor-
nia-Arizona Conference.

EVERETT W. PALMER (Southern Cal-
ifornia-Arizona, W): Mr. Chairman, I
would like to speak in support of the
amendment. We are in agreement, I
think, by and large, that the principle
at stake we support. Our problem is at
the point of administration. We say it
is more difficult to administer. However,
we have two paragraphs in the “Disci-
pline,” Par. 375 and Par. 377, which will
enable us, district superintendents and
bishops, to deal with any woman who
cannot be appointed satisfactorily. She
can be dealt with exactly as a man can

Chair-
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be dealt with, and that is what they want.

We give them opportunity to have full
rights in the clergy and to have full
rights as members of the Conference.
Then with the full rights come the re-
sponsibility of meeting the standards and
being able to be appointed. If they cannot
be appointed as acceptable they may be
persuaded to accept voluntary location,
and if they cannot he persuaded there is
always the possibility of resorting to
involuntary location.

I believe they may be dealt with when
there is an administrative problem exactly
as men are dealt with when they are ad-
ministrative problems.

I hope we support this amendment. We
need to do this thing and we will have
to do it some day. Why not do it now
and do it graciously?

BISHOP KING: Does anybody wish to
speak against the amendment? We have
exhausted the time of those who are to
speak against it, I think.

Question of Location

JOE BOWERS (Oklahoma, SC): Mr.
Chairman, .

BISHOP KING: Joe Bowers, Oklahoma
Conference.

JOE E. BOWERS: Mr. Chairman,
theory is one thing and practice is an-
other. We are all familiar, of course,
with the fact that the “Discipline” does
provide that a person may be located be-
cause of inefficiency or unacceptableness,
but we also know the embarrassment
that is brought to an Annual Conference
when such a situation does arise.

A good deal of talk has been made
about the predicament of the district
superintendent in this matter. He is not

the one who is on the spot at all. Actually -

it is the local church. I think it shold be
made perfectly clear here, as was made
clear formerly in a statement concerning
this originally, that if we support this
we should support it with the understand-
ing that it means the local church is will-
ing to accept the appointment of a lady
as a minister.

If we have the situation, as we have
all had in our Annual Conferences and
will have more repeatedly in our Annual
Conferences if this substitution should
pass, where an individual ‘is unacecept-
able, it will not be as easy as one might
think to simply bring about the embar-
rassing situation of publicly announcing
that this person is not acceptable to be
appointed, and therefore must be located.

In my honest opinion the women would
be in a much poorer position with this
substitute than they now are.

ASHOK B. SINGH (Bengal, 0S): Mr.
Chairman.

Mr. Singh of Bengal

BISHOP KING: The Bengal Confer-
ence.

ASHOK B. SINGH: Mr. Chairman, I
want to make just a short statement. It
will be for you to find out whether I am

for the amendment or against the amend- -

ment. All I am for, Mr. Chairman, is for
full clergy rights for women.

We from the far-flung ends of the
world look up to America for inspiration
and guidance in matters of progress and
forward movement. I am amused at my-
self by the fact that I should come from
the back woods of Bengal to champion
the full clergy rights of the all-powerful
American woman. (Laughter)

The sentiments displayed by some of
the masculine men of this Conference can
be traced to our country also.

Some 50 years ago, there goes a story,
a friend went to a village on a hunting
expedition. There by the side of a river
stood a master boatman. He asked, “Do
the crocodiles in the river cause any
harm to human life?”

The master boatman smiled and cas-
ually replied, “No harm to human life.
They occasionally carry away goats and
women.”

BISHOP KING: One-half minute.

ASHOK B. SINGH: I have not yet
stated my case. This is just an introduec-
tion. (Laughter)

Mr, Chairman, I can trace this splendid
sentiment of masculine men back to Eng-
land. Samuel Johnson, the famous Eng-
lish writer, was told that a certain wo-
man preached remarkably. He replied,
“It may be remarkable preaching, sir,
but it is not natural. Like a dog walk-
ing on his hind legs, you do not ask
whether it is well done, but you are sur-
prised that it is done at all.”

1 was wondering whether such is the
sentiment that you express here.

BISHOP KING: Your time is exhaust-
ed, sir.

ASHOK B. SINGH: I should support
full clergy rights for women. (Applause)

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE, (Ohio, NC):
Mr. Chairman,

BISHOP KING: Are
amendment or against it?

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE: I am neither
for nor against it. I move to amend
the amendment.

BISHOP KING: I think we have ex-
hausted our rights to do that, Brother
Radcliffe. ’

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE: No, we have
not, sir. An amendment to an amendment
is in order.

" BISHOP ING: All right, let’s hear
the amendment.

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE:
amend Par., 313 to read, “Women are
included in all provisions, except that
married women can only be so ineluded
by a three-fourths vote of the Annual
Conference.”

Mr. Chairman, if I ean have a second
I would like to speak to that amendment.

(Motion duly seconded)

you for the

I move to

BISHOP KING:
please.

If you will proceed,

Radcliffe Would Amend

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE: Mr. Chairman
and members of the Conference: A day
or two ago this Conference took historic
action, action that moved forward upon
a great principle. We moved forward
against discrimination in one realm.

I believe we should with equal serious-
ness and similar Christian spirit face the
prineiple involved today. It is long since
the battle has been fought for equality
for rights of women. In this Conference
I hope that we may take equal pleasure
in moving forward, in our action today,
in this realm.

I have put in the safeguard of a three-
fourths vote of the Annual Conferences
involved. Certainly if you have that much
democracy at work I can trust it and so
can you.

The principle, Mr. Chairman, is a great
one. Let us not be confused on this issue.
Let us not lose our way in the multiplic-
ity of amendment and parliamentary sit-
uation. The principle is, does Jesus Christ
treat woman as a child of God, entitled
to the same privileges and rights as a
man? I hope that we will not merely vote
for the majority report and extend this
right to unmarried women, but that we
will likewise extend it under this safe-
guard of a three-fourths vote to the mar-
ried women of our Methodism.

BISHOP KING: The amendment to the
amendment is before you.

FARRIS F. MOORE (Tennessee, SE):
Mr. Chairman,

BISHOP KING: Farris Moore, Tennes-
see Conference.

FARRIS F. MOORE: Mr. Chairman, I
am against the amendment which has
been proposed by Brother Radcliffe, but
I want to ask a question. In the matter
of our talking about non-discrimination,
if you will simply turn to the back of the
“Discipline,” on page 725, and take the
word ‘“deaconess” and move it down the
page, you will discover that there is a
category that is set up specifically for

» women. They allow no man to invade it.

There are dozens of categories within the
work of the church that no man is allowed
to invade. If we are going to talk about
diserimination let’s talk about diserimina-
tion in all of the phases of the church’s
life.

I am against it. (Applause) I am in
favor of retaining in the “Discipline”
that which we already have.

Would Open to All

W. JACKSON HUNEYCUTT (West
North Carolina, SE): Mr. Chairman, I
am speaking against this amendment to
the amendment, because I favor full clergy
rights for women, without respect of their
marital status. (Applause)



I would like to tell the Conference of
a married woman approved supply pas-
tor, who works in Western North Caro-
lina, who in 1953 was selected as the rural
minister of North Carolina for the year.
Her name is Mrs. C. 0. Newell. She worked
on the Crabtree charge and the Waynes-
ville district for a period of six years.
Part of that time was as associate to her
husband who was a Methodist minister.

During her ministry there, four weak
churches of four-point charge were re-
vived; two new churches were built. At
the other two points, .extensive renova-
tions were made on the sanctuaries, and
educational facilities were built.

I am heartily in favor of full clergy
rights for women, regardless of whether
they are married or unmarried.

BISHOP KING: We have had two
speakers against the amendment. There is
opportunity for one more in favor of it.

Are you in favor of it? Microphone No. 4.

LANCE WEBB (Ohio, NC) : Mr. Chair-
man and members of this Conference: I
would like to speak to this issue in favor
of this amendment, to bring up a point
which I do not think has yet been brought
up—that is, concerning our lay preachers.

In Ohio we have had an increase in ac-
cepted supplies of about 73 per cent in
the last few years. I assure you we have
had some very fine local women preachers
who have served acceptably in local
charges, but it seems to me if we give
them the full rights of belonging to the
Conference, that we will be making it pos-
sible for many more women who have the
ability and the training and all the quali-
fications, to respond to our need. There-
fore, I believe that we should open the
way.

This amendment, it seems to me, will
remove the objections, or at least will
make it possible for at least three-fourths
of the vote of any Conference to decide
whether a woman has the qualifications
and does not have the drawbacks that
would hinder her from serving acceptably.
Therefore, I hope that we vote for this
amendment. .

BISHOP KING: We now hear from Dr.
Chubb to close the debate on this amend-
ment.

JAMES S. CHUBB: Mr. Chairman, I
I find myself very favorably impressed in
its favor, but we have worked on the
Committee and we got the type of com-
promise you would find in the majority
report, I think perhaps on that basis and
because we recognize here that we have
a compromise, it would be well for the
house to continue to support the majority
report by continuing to reject the amend-
ment. :

BISHOP KING: The report is before
you.

(Point of order called for.)

BISHOP KING: You have a point of
order?

(The previous question was moved on
all matters pertaining to the question.)

BISHOP KING: The previous question
is called for. As many as will support the
amendment—this is the amendment to the
amendment—Ilet it be known by a show of
hands.

(Cries of “State the amendment,” from
the floor.)

BISHOP KING: The secretary will state
the amendment to the amendment,

Reads Amendment Texts

ERNEST W. PETERSON (Oregon, W):
The amendment to the amendment, offered
by Mr. Radcliffe is as follows:

“Women are included in all provisions

except that married women can only be

so included by a three-fourths vote of the
Annual Conference.”

BISHOP KING: As many as will sup-
port the amendment to the amendment,
let it be known by a show of hands; op-
posed, the same sign.

The amendment to the amendment does
not carry.

The amendment is before you.

ERNEST W. PETERSON: The amend-
ment by C. Anderson Davis: “I move to
strike out the words, ‘that only unmarried
women and widows may apply.'”

BISHOP KING: As many as will sup-
port the amendment let it be known by
a show of hands; opposed, the same sign,

It does mot carry.

Now we come to the original.

JAMES A. CHUBB: Now the majority
report?

BISHOP KING: Now we are ready for
the minority report.

The gentleman in front, microphone
No. 2.

(“This man right here was promised
the floor,” from the floor.)

BISHOP KING: We will let him speak
afterwards. I have given this man at
microphone No. 2 the floor.

LACY H. BURNS (West Virginia, NE):
Mr. Chairman, I have lived too long and
too happily to suggest to any woman at
this late date that she probably doesn’t
know her mind. But I do have some seri-
ous questions as to whether this has been
considered carefully on the part of those
who are recommending it.

I especially would like to address my
remarks to one of the speakers who has
spoken,

JAMES S. CHUBB: Mr.
have a point of order, sir.

BISHOP KING: Point of order is called
for. ;

JAMES 8. CHUBB: I think the parlia-
mentary situation is that now the substi-

Chairman, I

tute for the majority report is before you.

BISHOP KING: I was trying to find out

what was being said.
LACY H, BURNS: I am attempting to
support the minority report.

BISHOP KING: That will come before
us in just a moment, sir. I want to get
the gentleman over here.

Boyd Offers Substitute

MARVIN L. BOYD (Northwest Texas,
8C): I desire to introduce a- substitute for
the majority report. I was told that it was
not in order at that time, and you had
promised me the privilege of introducing
that substitute when it comes to be in
order.

The question had been called for on

~the perfecting of the majority report. I

do not want to have it perfected without
the privilege of offering the substitute,

BISHOP KING: There is before us this
minority report, which is a substitute for
the majority report,

MARVIN L. BOYD: And you are ruling
that under the rules —

BISHOP KING: That it would have first
consideration, sir, That the minority report
would now need to be perfected before
we could consider another substitute.

The minority report is before you now
for clarification and for perfection.

DEWEY MUIR: Mr. Chairman, I do
not know that there is much to do in
perfecting the minority report, for the
minority report simply calls for the re-
taining in the legislation of the church,
that legislation which already is in effect,
to continue Paragraph 313 as it is pre-
sented stated.

I would like, Mr. Chairman, to make just
one or two observations. First of all, I
again remind you that the report coming
as the majority report, was adopted by

the very slim majority of the committee

of 40 voting for it and 32 voting against
it.

I also would call to your attention the
fact that the very discussion which we
have had this afternoon is at least in
some measure indicative of our conten-
tion that such legislation as is proposed in
the majority report would be very diffi-
cult to administer. Hence, Mr. Chairman
and Members of the General Conference,
it is for this reason that we bring before
you this minority report, feeling that it
should be lifted up and in your considera-
tion, and that lest we be swept off our
feet through just sentiment without con-
sidering all of the implications that are
involved in administration, we submit to
you this minority report for your de-
cigion.

BISHOP KING: The minority report is
before you. i

I recognize the lady here, at microphone
No. 3.

Mrs. Ebner for Minority

MRS. HENRY D. EBNER (New Jersey,
NE): Bishop, first of all I would like to
say that I think this is a very serious
question that is before us, and although
we have had some funny things happen-
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ing, I think we should consider it in a
very serious light,

I would also like to say that as a woman,
as a local preacher in my church, I have
never felt that my church has discriminat-
ed against me, but that wherever I want-
ed to serve, there seemed to be a door
opened to me, to be able to serve.

I would remind you all of the many
times that you have sat in a meeting
where you have been privileged to see
great groups of missionaries coming to
the platform, as well as groups of dea-
conesses, and we have been impressed by
the great number of years of service that
they have given to our church. But we
have also been impressed with the fact
that many of these women are beyond
50 years of age and we do not seem to be
able to attract the younger women to fill
up the ranks.

Now, if I were a young woman and God
was calling me into full-time Christian
service, I feel that the ministry would be
a very attractive field for me. I won't go
into all of the details as to why it would;
but if we open up another field of service
for our younger women, when at this time
we do not have enough deaconesses to
work in our institutions and when we are
bereft of those we need to fill up the ranks
of the older missionaries, I feel that we
are making a big mistake,

I am not impressed, Bishop and mem-
bers of the Conference, brothers and sis-
ters included, by the number of memorials
that have been sent in in regard to this
question, because I feel that many of them
were sent in without the people realizing
all that would be involved if this legisla-
tion were passed. I do know that of those
that I have interviewed, and some in this
very Conference, they said, “Yes, we are
in favor of full clergy rights for women,
but I don't want a woman minister serv-
ing our church.”

Now, we do not want to discriminate
further against our women, but if we
enact such legislation we will find our-
selves in the very embarrassing position
of belittling many of our women who
would be very glad to serve.

Now, there is an opportunity in our
great church for women to preach and we
are very thankful for that. But before we
vote on this question, those of us who
might be tempted to vote to change our
“Discipline” would have to answer yes to
three very important questions, and I sub-
mit them in all seriousness.

First of all, if I voted yes, I would be
able to say to my district superintendent,
“Yes, send me a woman pastor.”

Secondly, the ministers as well as the
laymen would have to say, “I am willing
to serve under a woman district super-
intendent,” for if this goes through, we
are not going to discriminate. (Applause)

I do not like even to use the word ‘“dis-
crimination” because in my mind it has

HOW TO ORDER GENERAL
CONFERENCE FILM

Through the courtesy of The
Methodist Publishing House orders
for the 10-minute sound film of the
General Conference may be placed
at the audio-visual section of its
exhibit.

The purchase price is $15.00, cash
with order.

The film is being produced by the
Radio and Film Commission as a
gervice to the General Conference
and the church, with the special
price covering the cost of print.

always been connected with unhappiness
and discontent. I have never felt that I
needed ar a woman to fight for equal
rights with men. I feel I have far more
rights than the men will ever have. (Ap-
plause)

Furthermore, Bishop, my last question
that I believe the delegates of this Con-
ference would have to answer in the af-
firmative if they vote yes, would be this:
We are willing to elect a woman bishop.
Now, you may think that is rather exag-
gerated, but, believe me, it is not. You
have had reference to the power of wom-
anhood. I leave that to your own thinking.

I would urge that this be considered very
seriously, that no more joking about it
be passed around, and that you vote no
when it comes to the majority report and
that you support the minority report for
the sake of the women of our Church.
(Applause)

BISHOP KING:
Pugh,

A, WESLEY PUGH: Mr. Chairman, I
move the previous question on the entire
matter which is before us.

(Cries of “no” from the audience.)

BISHOP KING: You have the motion
for the previous question. As many as will
support it, let it be known by a show of
hands.

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE (Ohio, NC): A
point of order!

BISHOP KING: Dr. Radecliffe.

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE: Do not our rules
provide there must be two speeches on
each side of a major question like this
before we move the previous question?
I believe they do.

I recognize you, Dr.

Mrs. Anderson Against

BISHOP KING: I think you are correct,
sir.

I saw a lady there.

MRS. EDWIN 8. ANDERSON (New
England, NE): I am President of the Con-
ference Women’s Society of Christian
Service. In considering woman's place in
the church, since the early days when she
was not even permitted to sit in the pew

* change and should set an example

with the men of her family, to say nothing
of having a voice in church policy, to the
turn of the century when she was gradual-
ly given more recognition, the present time
finds women being given more recogni-
tien in all areas of service and meeting
the same standards as men.

Membership in our Methodist Church
has increased by nearly two million in
the past fifteen years, and as a result is
far short of ministers to stock adequately
the churches and expand its program. The
reserve of well-trained women ministers
is ignored because of tradition, thus losing
valuable and much needed leadership.

Women are accepted as candidates for
the ministry and are permitted to graduate
from seminaries. They are permitted to
perform all the services that men minis-
ters perform, and they are required to
attend the sessions of annual conference,
Each woman minister brings her lay dele-
gate. The lay delegate is permitted to sit
within the bower of the church and has
the privilege of the floor; but the woman
minister has no privileges. Much of the
opposition, I believe, to full clergy rights
is based on difficulties which may arise,
should women become Conference mem-
bers. I believe that most of these diffi-
culties are hypothetical and are magnified
out of all proportion to their importance.

I should like to comment very briefly
on one or two of them. We hear that the
churches will not accept women ministers;
but we know that some Conferences are
already using them most satisfactorily.
The Maine Conference, for instance, has
Mrs., Margaret Henrichsen, who started
out with two small churches and is now
serving five additional churches which
had no pastors. There are many other
instances which I might cite, but time does
not permit,

A woman Conference member is guar-
anteed an appointment is another one of
the objections. But why not for women as
well as for men, if they have equal op-
portunities and equal qualifications?

Occasionally a member has taken the
supernumerary relation because for one
reason or another he was not willing to
accept the appointment offered. A woman
member of a Conference would have the
same privilege. A woman joining a Con-
ference would understand the difficulties
which might be encountered, and I feel
sure that these difficulties would be in
some way satisfactorily solved.

BISHOP KING: One-half minute.

MRS. EDWIN S. ANDERSON: The
churches which have given full clergy
rights to women have been greatly pleased
with the results. The Methodist Church
has always been able to adapt itself to
in
granting equal rights and opportunities of
service to all its members, regardless of
sSex.

There is a definite trend toward giving
full clergy rights to qualified women, and



I believe that Methodism should join that
trend. After discussion with some of the
district superintendents, I am, of course,
well aware of the difficulties involved in
full clergy rights. However, I feel that
this majority memorial should be ac-
cepted and, therefore, I am speaking
against the minority report. (Applause)

BISHOP KING: We are within five
minutes of the time for recess, and you
will have to decide whether you want to
continue this discussion.

(Cries of “Go on” from the audience.)

BISHOP KING: I recognize the lady at
No. 4.

Deaconesses and Clergy Rights

MARY LOU BARNWELL (executive
secretary, Commission on Deaconess
Work): Mr. Chairman, I should like to
make a statement regarding the second
“Whereas” in the minority report on page
439, the reference to recruitment of dea-
conesses seems irrelevant to the subject
of clergy rights for women.

There is no intention to seek to reecruit
deaconesses for the ministry, although full
clergy rights will enable any qualified dea-
conesses to apply for full membership in
an annual conference, if she feels called
to do so. This privilege should evoke no
fear that there will be a great group of
these women making application. Of 500
deaconesses now active in The Methodist
Church, all except 29 favor full clergy
rights for women.

However, only 27 have any thought of
possible consideration of assuming such
relationship for themselves. They are pri-
marily those who are serving in certain
rural areas which are now handicapped
because of the lack of sufficient number
of welltrained ministers. Ten of the 27
are already serving as supply pastors. Full
membership in the Annual Conference will
enable.a greater degree of effectiveness for
any minister.

We trust that the program of deaconess
work .will in no way be confused with this
issue on clergy rights for women; in no
way do -we believe that the extension of
full clergy rights will affect the recruit-
ment of deaconesses. (Applause)

BISHOP KING: There is room for one
more person-on the other side. We have
had two persons to speak in favor. There
is opportunity for omne other person to
speak on the other side.

HAROLD A. BOSLEY (Rock River,
NC): You said there were two speeches
on one side. We are talking about the
minority report now, are we?

BISHOP. KING: Yes.

HAROLD' A. BOSLEY: I should like
to speak against the minority report. Are
those the two speeches? You have two
speeches against the minority reports?

J. DEWEY MUIR: Mr. Chairman, a
point of order. There' have been two
speeches 'agai'nst the minority report.

BISHOP KING: That is the point we
wanted to make. We need one speech in
favor.

HAROLD A. BOSLEY: T would like to
say amen to those two speeches.

BISHOP KING: That makes two and
one-half against the minority report.

Is there anybody who wants to speak
on the other side?

A. WESLEY PUGH: I move we extend
the time sufficiently to complete this mat-
ter.

BISHOP KING: It has been moved and
geconded we extend the time sufficiently
to complete this matter of the minority
report. Are you ready?

JAMES 8. CHUBB: Which of us gets
the time?

BISHOP KING: Those in favor, make
it known by holding up the hand; op-
posed, the same sign.

It is donme.

JAMES S. CHUBB: Mr. Chairman
and members of the Conference: We are
right now to the crucial issue which all
of us recognize, as to how you vote. I
suppose the issue is this, whether we are
taking the daring or brand new oppor-
tunity to secure the type of woman who
heretofore thought she could not actively
enter the ministry.

I recognize the probelms. I am a min-
ister. I wouldn’t want every woman on
my staff, but I know a couple in this
Conference, if they will make application,
they will get very good consideration and
they would get their chance to preach
regularly like the rest of us on the staff,
and I do it because of their merit, and
that is exactly where we are.

BISHOP KING: It is suggested the
motion would close the matter of the
minority report. (Applause)

JAMES 8. CHUBB: gSkip everything
I said, and I will say it again.

BISHOP KING: This is the closing
statement from the minority report.

Muir Speaks on Minority Report

J. DEWEY MUIR: Let us understand
that we move together, in whatever di-
rection we move, seeking not only that
here may be accomplished that which to
the best of our ability and to the best of
our particular judgment will fulfill the
will of God as it relates to the ministry
of The Methodist Church.

That we are of divided opinion, of
course, is self-evident. Yet I am sure
that those who are for this or for that
are all of them trying to be motivated and
guided by a spirit of love and a spirit
of our Christ.

In presenting the minority report, the
group doing so have brought in the re-
port without any thought of malice,
without any urge of contention, without
any thought of anything other than that
in our judgment it is to the best in-
terest of our Methodist Church that we
continue under the legislation under

which we now operate. We do not have
in our minds any thought of diserimina-
tion.

As has already been pointed out to
you, so far as the functions of the Chris-
tian ministry are concerned, it is ordin-
ation which grants that privilege, and
there is nothing which an ordained wo-
man who is a member of an Annual Con-
ference can do which she cannot do
without membership other than to vote
in the Annual Conference.

Already she has the same pension
rights. Already she has the same privilege
of the sacraments. But we are convinced,
as is evidenced even in the report which
comes from the majority of the commit-
tee, that there are certain administrative
problems which are involved.

We leave it to your hands and for your
decision, and I have faith to believe that
that which we propose and do shall be
done only with the thought in all our
minds that we are instruments in the
hands of God trying to work out here not
that which serves any special group, male
or female, but that which serves the best
interests of the church and on-going
Kingdom of our God.

BISHOP KING: Dr. Chubb will close
the debate on the report.

JAMES S, CHUBB: Mr. Chairman and
members of the Conference: I don’t know,
I find myself particularly proud of our
Methodist women. I think they are about
as capable, about as good-looking as any
crowd of women I want to meet anywhere.

I don’t know how the women are in your
family but the one thing they don’t get
and want is the thing that makes them
very unhappy. They tripped me up until
I got smart and gave it to them. The one
thing that many of them want, perhaps
an overwhelming majority of them want,
is the privilege, if they qualify, to become
members of the Conference, Many of them
think they do not get the church that they
should—any Methodist minister must be
used to that. We can’t solve the practical
problems until we have the opportunity
to do so.

We have said for several quadrenniums
now, “Some day we will do it.” The time
has come to do it now!

I hope you will reject the minority re-
port and come speedily to a vote on the
majority report.

I thank you.

And in the spirit of Dr. Muir, we say
these things in the best of spirit, know-
ing that Methodists always do the things
which in their judgment they think are
wise and good and Christian.

Let us get on with the voting.

(Applause)

Vote on Minority Report

BISHOP KING: We will vote now on
the minority report.
Those who will favor that report, let




it be known by a show of hand. Op-
posed the same sign.

It looks as if, my brethren tell me,
that the vote is lost, the minority re-
port does not carry.

Is there some question?

(Calls for a count vote.)

BISHOP KING: There is a request
for a count vote.

(Secretary Estes then outlined the pro-
cedure for the count vote and announced
the standing-vote tellers as printed on
page 10 of the DAILY CHRISTIAN -ADVO-
CATE, Wednesday, April 25, 1956.)

DELEGATE: Point of personal priv-
ilege. Some of us do not understand just
what we are voting on. Will you state
it clearly, what the minority report pro-
poses to do?

BISHOP KING: We are voting on
the minority report which, if adopted,
will become the majority report. We took
a vote and there was some question as
to whether it failed or not, and so we
are taking a count,,taking the count so
as to be sure.

The minority report would leave us
where we are.

Will the Secretary read the minority
report?

(Secretary Estes read the “Resolve” of
the minority report, Committee on Min-
istry, report No. 2, as printed on page
439 of the DALy CHRISTIAN ADVOCATE.

ADLAI C. HOLLER (South Carolina,
SE): I believe our rules call for a vote
on whether we should have a count vote
or not and it requires a third of our
membership to call for that. Rule 11.

BISHOP KING: The rule is that we
need a third- of the House to determine
whether we want a count vote. Is that
your point? Shall we take that vote in
that manner?

As many as desire a count vote let
it be known by a show of hands. Opposec
the same sign. It is fully a third, 1
think, sir.

(Secretary Estes continued with the
outlining of the procedure for the count
vote.)

(A count vote was then taken.)

BISHOP KING: As many as are in
favor? Are you ready for the vote? As
many as are in favor of the minority
report please stand and remain standing
until you are counted.

SECRETARY ESTES: As soon as
the chairman of each section has com-
pleted the tally, please report to Brother
Wilcox:

BISHOP KING: As many as are op-
posed to the minority report, please stand
and remain standing until you are count-
ed.

A. WESLEY PUGH: Mr. Chairman and
Members of the Conference: A while ago
we moved to extend the time for the com-
pletion- of this matter. But we did so
with the idea that perhaps we weére ready
to vote on it. If it should develop that we

are still going to debate the main ques-
tion, the majority report, I think we owe
something in courtesy to the ladies who
are outside here. (Applause)

We have told them that we would have
a recess at 3:45. They have been so kind
to us that I believe we ought to take
recess after this vote is announced, if
there are to be other motions or substi-
tutes presented.

WILLIAM H. WILCOX (Oklahoma,
SC): Mr. Chairman, the result of the
ballot: 310 voting for; 425 voting against.

BISHOP KING: The minority report is
not accepted.

(Recess- taken)

(The Garrett Glee club, under the di-
rection of Austin C. Lovelace, director,
sang.)

' BISHOP KING: The Conference will be
in order.

Present Majority Report

As the chair sees the parliamentary
situation it is as follows: The minority
report was mnot accepted. The majority
report is before you. Before it is present-
ed there are two matters I would like to
have you indulge the Chair in. The first
is a question of privilege to Dr. Muir who
is the chairman of the minority report.The
second has to do with a substitute to be
offered by Dr. Boyd of the Northwest
Texas Conference. We promised to let
him have the privilege after recess, and
we feel in honor bound to do that.

I shall now be glad to have Dr. Muir
state his privilege.

J. DEWEY MUIR: Mr. Chairman and
members of the Conference: I voice to
you my very great appreciation for the
very fine way in which you received the
présentation of the minority report which
has been before you, which you have re-
jected, and come now to a consideration
of the majority report.

I am quite convinced of this: that Meth-
odists ought not always to agree, but in
this we really ought always to agree that
we disagree agreeably. You have been a
great crowd to present a minority report
before, and I want you to know that per-
sonally I am deeply appreciative.

I also want to state my position: that
the minority report having not been ac-
cepted I am, swinging my support to the
majority report, and trust that without
a great deal of further debate or delib-
eration you will enact it as the legislation
of this General Conference. (Applause)

BISHOP KING: I now recognize Dr.
Boyd, who will present a substitute re-
port.

MARVIN L. BOYD (Northwest Texas,
SC): Thank you, bishop.
motion that the following be substituted
for report 2, the Committee on Ministry,
calendar 26, page 192, column 3, of the
DALY CHRISTIAN ADVOCATE: that all of
‘paragraph 313 of the “Discipline” be de-
leted, and that a new paragraph be in-

I will make a

serted in its place and/or at the proper
place or places in the “Discipline,” to
read as follows:

Any Annual Conference may include
women in the provisions of the “Disci-
pline” which apply to the traveling min-
istry and may establish limitations for
the inclusion of women in such pro-
visions.

If that is seconded I would like the
privilege of a very brief statement.

(Motion duly seconded)

BISHOP KING: It is seconded and
the motion is before you.

MARVIN L. BOYD: - Mr. Chairman
and members of the Conference. I have
no disposition to delay the final decision
of this Conference. It is my opinion that
this is one possibility which has not been
before us for consideration and which
should be considered before our final de-
cision is made.

In all of these matters we have talked
in terms of a principle and then of im-
plementing that principle. It seems to
me that when we permit women to be
admitted in Annual Conferences anywhere
we approve the principle of clergy rights
for women. _

The chief problem is not a problem
of principle but a problem of obstacles
which seem to many of us in some places
to be almost insurmountable. Because of
that fact we believe that the constitution
of the church places great responsibility
in the matter of the traveling ministry
upon the Annual Conference, and that
is where it properly belongs. It is
the Annual Conference that assumes the
responsibility of providing for a traveling
preacher once they have been admitted
into the membership of that conference.

Substitute on Annual Conference
Responsibility

Now, if any Annual Conference is
ready at this time to admit married wo-
men without restriction, this substitute
makes that possible. It makes it possible
for any Annual Conference when and if
it is ready to admit women either with
or without restriction to do so.

It seems to me the Annual Conference
being the body which assumes the re-
sponsibility should have this privilege.
Those of us who do not think our con-
ferences are ready certainly do not want
to do anything that would prevent any
conference that is ready from admitting
women under these circumstances.

We feel that when and if we should be
ready, this would give us the opportunity
and provide the proper procedure to make
that possible.

I simply offer this in the belief that
it might represent the way that would
most nearly enable every Conference to
do the thing which it is ready and pre-
pared to do, and which would ultimately
bring about the best solution.

Some discussion has been made along




the line that if this majority report pre-
vails,-four years from now another step
will be taken. ] _

If this is adopted there would be no
necessity for ever taking another step,
for every Annual Conference would al-
ways be able to go as far in this matter
as it is ready and willing to go, and it
seems to me a very difficult matter to
expect an Annual Conference to go any
further than that until it is ready.

I think that is about all I have to say,
sir,

BISHOP KING: May we keep in mind
that we adjourn at 5:00 o’clock.

A. WESLEY PUGH: Mr. Chairman,
point of order, if you please, sir. The
point of order is that we are acting un-
der the previous question made by Roy
Roudebush and passed by the conference
relating to -the completion of the ma-
jority report. The presiding officer very
courteously extended to Mr. Boyd the
privilege of presenting his substitute.

It seems to me unless we back up on

MARVIN L. BOYD: Mr. Chairman, if
we were acting under the previous ques-
tion then I was out of order in present-
ing the substitute.

BISHOP KING: I admitted that to be-
gin with, Mr. Boyd. It was a matter of
indulgence.

MARVIN L. BOYD: I was then out of
order, sir, I would like to withdraw it. I do
not wish to present anything when I am
not in order. I understood previously that
I was out of order at that time, before
recess, and that when the time came, be-
fore somebody offered a motion on the
previous question on all before us—the
very thing that has happened—I would
have the privilege to present this substi-
tute, when it would be in order. I do not
wish to present anything if I am out of
order. (Applause)

BISHOP KING: Will the body agree to
reconsider the previous question? As
many as will agree, let it be known by a
show of hands; opposed.

You are in order now, Mr. Boyd.

what we have already done, in ordering:

the previous question, that this courtesy
should be curtailed pretty quickly.

BISHOP KING: Are you ready to
vote? As many as will vote for the sub-
stitute let it be known by a show . of
hands.

I am sorry, we are under the previous
question. As many as will vote to sus-
tain the substitute let it be known by
a show of hands.

Will you give us the substitute, Mr.
Boyd?

Vote on Substitute

MARVIN L. BOYD: Mr. Chairman, I do
not wish to consume the time of the Con-
ference. I would like to make a motion
that this substitute be adopted. I do not
even care to read it again, unless it is
desired.

BISHOP KING: As many as will ap-
prove the substitute let it be known by
a show of hands; opposed the same sign.

It does not prevail.

WILLIAM H. ALDERSON (New York

The Hon.'Momeolu Dukuley, delegate from Liberia, being greeted by Bishop Ledden
and Bishop Willis J. King. Mr. Dukuley is secretary of state of the Liberia Republic
and was a representative to the Tenth Anniversary of the United Nations.

BISHOP KING: William Alderson, New
York East Conference.

WILLIAM H. ALDERSON: Mr. Chair-
man, is a substitute now in order?

BISHOP KING: Technically it is, but
actually I hope you will not do it. (Laugh-
ter)

WILLIAM H. ALDERSON: Mr. Chair-
man, I certainly will do nothing to em-
barrass my long-time friend, who is do-
ing so splendidly in presiding over this
Conference this afternoon. (Applause)

However, if T am allowed to present
this substitute it will quickly settle all
the problems of this Conference on this
question. :

JAMES 8. CHUBB: The house can do
as it pleases.

WILLIAM H. ALDERSON: Thank you
very much.

I would like to offer a substitute for
the majority report. I think we all know
it is on page 192, report 2 of the Com-
mittee on the Ministry.

I move that we delete Paragraph 313
from the “Discipline.” If I get a second
to it I will say what I have to say in
about 60 seconds.

BISHOP KING: Is there a second?

(The motion was duly seconded.)

WILLIAM H. ALDERSON: We have
just voted in Conference by a vote of 345
to 310, I think it was, that we did not
want this paragraph to remain in the
“Discipline” as it is. I feel that that means
we want some change at this point. If
we delete paragraph 313, we have solved
the problem of diserimination which some
have been calling it, and both men and
women are on an equal basis, when they
come before the Annual Conference for ad-
mission. It is then wide open without any
conditions whatsoever, for the Annual
Conference to decide whether or not on
the basis of qualifications, the man or the
woman, the applicant—whoever it is—
shall be admitted.

This Conference started out very cau-
tiously on the question of discrimination.
It then became very bold and, I think,
Divinely led and took some great forward
steps at that point. We have been very
cautious on this question up to the present
time. I think the moment has come for us
to take this paragraph out of the “Disci-
pline,” which lets us start with every-
body on an equal basis.

The Methodist Church has always been
capable of handling situations by proper
legislation, as these necessities have arisen,
and if the elimination of this paragraph
creates difficulties, then in future years
we can take care of those difficulties.

I hope, sir, that this motion to substi-
tute will prevail. (Applause)

JAMES S. CHUBB: I have nothing to
say.

Microphone No. 2, Dr. Johnson of the
Kentucky Conference.

ZACH T. JOHNSON (Kentucky, SE):
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I agree with the gentleman as to the prin-
ciple he is bringing forth, but I think he
is wanting us to slip out the side door and
leave the matter alone. I think we should
meet this issue squarely and I would like
to offer a substitute to the substitute!
(Laughter)

BISHOP KING: As I understand it,
gir, we did not vote on Dr. Boyd’s substi-
tute, so that the substitute that was of-
fered over here would be an amendment
to that amendment.

Johnson Offers Substitute

Am I correct in that? You voted down
Dr. Boyd’s substitute, sir. Then it is this
substitute that is before us.

ZACH T. JOHNSON: I believe the gen-
tleman will accept my phraseology because
it is in positive language and reads as
follows:

“That Paragraph 313 shall be amended
to read: Women are included in the fore-
going provisions and may apply as can-
didates for the traveling ministry as pro-
vided for in chapter 3 of the “Discipline”,
Title—Traveling Preachers, paragraphs
321-358.”

If I may have a second, I would like to
say a few words.

(The motion was duly seconded.)

BISHOP KING: You have a second to
your motion.

ZACH T. JOHNSON: Mr. Chairman
and members of the General Conference:
This is a positive approach to this, and it
simply says we are willing to admit any
woman who can meet the same conditions
that men now meet, to enter any Confer-
ence. It leaves the matter for the Confer-
ence to decide on the basis of the general
conditions laid down in the “Discipline,”
and the specific requirements for admis-
sion into any Conference.

Let us give the women the perfect right
to apply on the same basis as any mem-
ber of any Annual Conference in Meth-
odism. This does that. (Applause)

BISHOP KING: You have a substitute
for the substitute before you.

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE: Mr. Chairman,
I move the previous question on all that
is before us.

BISHOP KING: Will all those who will
support the previous question on all be-
fore us, lift their hands; opposed.

It is done.

We come now to the amendment to the
substitute.

As many as will support the amend-
ment to the substitute . . .

All right, mierophone No. 1.

MARVIN L. BOYD (Northwest Texas,
SC): Are we to interpret the fact that a
motion has been admitted for the pre-
vious: question, to indicate that we have
not been operating under the previous
question 7

It seems to me that we are either under
the previous question or we are not under
the previous question. We should have

these motions before us and permit de-
bate. If we are under it, we should be
under it.

BISHOP KING: Mr, Radcliffe at No. 4
microphone.

LYNN J. RADCLIFFE: I moved the
previous question on the main motion.
We must, under our rules, proceed to
perfect the substitute which was the mi-
nority report.

After that is turned down, other sub-
stitutes are in order. My motion, how-
ever, precludes further discussion of sub-
stitutes and is on the entire matter that is
before us.

BISHOP KING: Is this seconded?

(From the floor: It has already been
voted on.)

BISHOP KING: That then is the under-
standing—we are under the previous
question and it has to do with all be-
fore us.

As many as will it, then, shall proceed
to vote on that last amendment to the
substitute.

As many as will support the amend-
ment to the substitute, let it be known
by a show of hands—

(From the floor: let’s have it read; it
is not clear.)

BISHOP KING: The amendment of-
fered by the last person?

ERNEST W. PETERSON (Oregon,
W): The amendment to the substitute
by Brother Johnson. Paragraph 313 when
amended will read, “Women are included
in the foregoing provisions, and may ap-
ply as candidates for the traveling min-
istry as provided for in Chapter 8 of the
“Discipline,” Title—Traveling Preachers.”
Paragraphs 321-357.

Vote on Amendment

BISHOP KING: The amendment is be-
fore you. As many as will support the
amendment, let it be known by a show
of hands; opposed, the same sign. .

The chair is not sure. Will you vote
again, please:

As many as will support the amend-
ment, let it be known by a show of hands;
opposed, the same sign.

The amendment seems to be lost. :

(Cries of “No, no,” from the floor.)

BISHOP KING: Will you have a count
vote?

As many as will order a count vote,
let it be shown by a raising of your
hands; opposed, the same sign.

A count vote is not ordered,

The feeling is that there was one-third
of the number that asked for a count vote.
We shall proceed to have a count vote.
(Applause)

SECRETARY ESTES: The same Chair-
men and the same counters will proceed.

BISHOP KING: As many as will sup-
port the amendment to the substitute,
stand please.

RUSSELL H. CLAY (Southern Califor-
nia-Arizona, W): Mr. Chairman, I won-

der it we could have a clear statement.
‘We are now voting, am I not right, on
the amendment to Dr. Slutz’s motion?

BISHOP KING: Yes.

RUSSELL B. CLAY: I wonder if we
could have a clear statement on what we
are voting on.

BISHOP KING: Let the secretary read.
that statement again, please, the amend-

* ment to the substitute.

ERNEST W. PETERSON: A yes vote
would be in favor of the Johnson amend-
ment to the substitute which I read to you
a few minutes ago.

A no vote would be in opposition to the
Johnson proposed amendment to the sub-
stitute.

(Cries of “What is.it?”’ from the audi-
ence.)

ERNEST W. PETERSON: Paragraph
313, when amended, will read: “Women
are included in the foregoing provisions
and may apply as candidates for the
traveling ministry as provided for in Chap-
ter III of the “Discipline,” entitled “Travel-
ing Preachers,” paragraphs 321 to 356.

BISHOP KING: As the chair under-
stands it, the substitute would eliminate
313. The amendment would keep 313, and
add to it the words that have been read
to you.

SECRETARY ESTES: Will the counters
count.

W. RALPH WARD (Pittsburgh, NE):
Mr. Chairman, I believe we should do as
the brother in the rear has suggested.
Before this count is taken, we should
sit down and then have the right to stand
again, if we choose, and count this so we
will know how we are voting.

Clarification of Issues

BISHOP KING: It is suggested we be
seated and then have this matter clarified.

You are now voting on the amendment
to the substitute. The substitute proposes
to eliminate paragraph 313. The amend-
ment to the substitute proposes to retain
much of 313, but rephrasing it, adding to
it in the language that was read by the
Secretary.

Are we clear?

(Cries of “No” from the audience.)

BISHOP KING: Will the Secretary read
‘the amendment again, please?

Just a moment! We are going to have
the amendment read.

ERNEST W. PETERSON: Mr. Chair-
man, would you ask the Conference if
they merely want me to read for the
third time the amendment to the substi-
tute or if they want me also to read the
substitute?

LEONARD D. SLUTZ (Ohio, NC): Mr.
Chairman, I want to ask a question of
parliamentary inquiry. I want to ask the
chair, if the chair interprets this amend-
ment to grant full clergy rights to wom-
en, which is what I understand it to be
and is the reason I am for it.



BISHOP KING: My understanding is
that this amendment grants full clergy
~ rights to women. (Applause) 2

ERNEST W. PETERSON: Do you want
this read?

BISHOP KING: Yes.

ERNEST W. PETERSON: If you will
open your “Disciplines” to paragraph 313,
you can follow me as I read.

Paragraph 313, when amended, will
read: “Women are included in the fore-
going provisions-and may apply as candi-
dates for the traveling ministry, as pro-
vided for in chapter III of the “Discipline,”
entitled ‘Traveling Preachers’, paragraphs
321 to 356.”

RALPH TAYLOR ALTON (Wisconsin,
NC): Bishop, I would like to ask for a
judgment from the chair, too, as to wheth-
er the substitute to which this is an
amendment is not also an enactment for
full clergy rights for all women.

BISHOP KING: I think so. What the sub-
stitute does is to eliminate any reference
to women putting them in the same class
as other candidates for the ministry. This
proposes, as I understand it, simply to
make it definite as to women.

RALPH TAYLOR ALTON: Then, this
is discriminatory legislation in favor of
women. (Laughter)

BISHOP KING: Are you ready to vote?

Those who will support the amendment,
please stand and remain until you are
counted.

Those who are opposed to the amend-
ment rise and remain standing until you
are counted,

Will you extend the time to hear the
report of the vote? As many as will extend
the ‘time, raise your hand; opposed. We
are extending the time to get the report.

WILLIAM H. WILCOX: Bishop, the
result of the ballot is for the amendment

389; against the amendment, 297. (Ap-
plause)
BISHOP KING: The substitute as

amended has carried.

CHARLES P. BOWLES (Western North
Carolina, SE): Mr. Chairman, with a feel-
ing this body is too weary to settle such
an important matter, I move we do now
adjourn.

(Cries of “No” from the audience.)

JAMES A. CHUBB: Mr. Chairman, I
think you are under a point of order to
finish all before you. We voted to extend
the time and you are under a point of
order to finish all before you.

Substitute Becomes Majority Report

BISHOP KING: Now, you have before
you the matter of the substitute which
now becomes the majority report, as 1
understand it. :

G. ALFRED BROWN (Central Texas,
SC): Mr Chairman, I raise a point of or-
der, I believe the secretary, if he has the
wording of the motion that was made a
little bit ago, will find that the extension

§

of time was so that we might report the
results of that vote, not extend it until
we had completed the pending legislation.
If that be true, then the motion to adjourn
would be in order.

BISHOP KING: What is the pleasure of
the House?

Yes, Doctor; No. 5.

ASBURY SMITH (Baltimore, NE): I
move we complete the matter before us.
I move we extend the time to complete
the matter before us.

(The motion was duly seconded.)

BISHOP KING: The motion is made to
extend the time to complete the matter
before us,

CHARLES P. BOWLES: Which of these
motions will take precedence, the one to
adjourn or the one that came later? We
have before us a motion to adjourn.

BISHOP KING: We will take the first
one first.

CHARLES P. BOWLES: The first one
is the motion to adjourn.

BISHOP KING: As many as will vote
to adjourn at this time, let it be known
by a show of hands; opposed, the same
sign.

‘We do not adjourn. (Applause)

We have the motion to extend the time.

(The motion was duly seconded.)

BISHOP KING: As many as will ap-
prove, let it be known by a show of hands;
opposed, the same sign.

We stay. (Applause)

JAMES M. EWING (Mississippi, SE):
I move the previous question on all pre-
vious matters.

BISHOP KING: The previous question
is called for. The understanding is that
we are under the previous question. If
there is any doubt, we will put it.

As many as will move the previous ques-
tion, let it be known by a show of hands;
opposed, the same sign.

The matter before us is the substitution
of the amended substitute for the majority
report. As many as will approve the pro-
posal to substitute the amended substitute
for the majority report, let it be known
by a show of hands; opposed, the same
sign.

It is carried. (Applause)

Just one further step. As many as will
adopt the new majority report as amend-
ed, let it be known by a show of hands;
opposed, the same sign.

It is done. (Applause)

Speak of McCulloch Family Illness

JAMES A. CHUBB: Mr. Chairman, mem-
bers of the Conference, may I express to
you my sincere thanks for the courtesy
and your good judgment, Will you please
pause a moment. Gerald McCulloh, who
was to have been on the platform with
us, was called home as his daughter is
very, very ill. May I not have the high
courtesy of asking :us to pause for one
moment of silent prayer for him?

BISHOP KING: A matter of privilege.
We will ask Dr, Henley if he will come
forward to make a statement. Dr. Henley
is the pastor of Mr. McCulloh.

DR. HENLEY: A host of you who are
here know and love, Gerald MecCulloh.
He was called home last night because of
the severe illness, sickness of his daugh-
ter, Onita. Word has come this afternoon
that Onita is at the point of death and the
doctors give very little encouragement,
and all of us who have heard that have
been tremendously distressed.

Let me suggest, Mr. Chairman, a re-
quest to you that you invite all of us to
stand in a few moments of silent prayer
for this daughter of one of our own fam-
ilies and for the family and those who
minister to her.

(The audience stood in silent prayer.)

BISHOP KING: Will you remain stand-
ing.

Will you permit the chair to express
his appreciation of the courtesy shown
him this afternoon, and then we will ask
you to be seated for announcements. (Ap-
plause)

May I just say the gavel that we have
used this afternoon was presented to the
Chairman by the Liberian Annual Confer-
ence. It is made of ivory. We treasure it
very greatly.

(Announcements.)

BISHOP KING: Shall we stand for a
benediction by Bishop Springer,

BISHOP SPRINGER: Shall we look to
the Eternal?

Now, may the God of peace, who brought
again from the dead our Lord, Jesus, the
great shepherd of the sheep, the blood of
the everlasting covenant make you per-
fect to do his will in all things, working
in you and through you that which is
well-pleasing in his sight, to whom the
glory and majesty both now and forever.
Amen.

(The Conference
o’clock.)

FRIDAY EVENING
SESSION

May 4, 1956

The session convened at T:45 o'clock,
Bishop Gerald H. Kennedy presiding.

BISHOP KENNEDY: Dr. Houghton
is ill this evening, so Chaplain Carpen-
ter of the United States Air Force will
lead our singing.

(The Conference joined in singing
Hymn 44, “Day is Dying in the West.”)

BISHOP KENNEDY: OQur evening
prayer will be given by Bishop A. Frank
Smith.

BISHOP A. FRANK SMITH (E):
Let us pray: Almighty God, our Heaven-
ly Father, we invoke thy presence with
us and thy benediction upon us, as we
enter into this evening’s session.

adjourned at b5:10




