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go somowhat formally to work, -

Tni tho fsst place, then, tho views which ter
minated in 7oy rofurning to tho bosom of our
church aro not of rocent growth,—thoy have
long been gradually matunng. I was always
taught from a ckild, as you obsorve, to rover-
enco the Church; aud, from observing that she
was, under Divine Providence, the main support
of all our most valued institution, that roverence
enrly ripened into an almost romantic attach-
ment; but then ic was rather to her as the an-
cient and established Church of England, than
as the Catholic Church of Chirist. I still, how-
over, supposed that thero was no divine obliga-
tion with rogard to the government or outward
ordering of tho Christian Church; but that each
section of the church was at liberty, within cer-
tain bounds, to adopt what regulations it judged
most expediont in these respects. And, thero-
fore, a3 T really supposed that Methodism offered
spiritual advautages to the simple-minded chris-
tian, which ho could not find in the church of
England, or any where else, T intended ever to
romain & Methodist. My first doubts ou this
subject arose from & matirer acquaintanco with
Methodism itself. " I first perccived its alinost
entire want of the pastoral office. Ils preach-
ors, from thair system of itinerating, can have
but & slight knowledge of their-people; hence I
saw that the confidence and attachment of long
acquuintancg was wanting; thero was littlo on
the ono hand of paternal watchfulness and ton-
der sympathy, and on tho other of secking, with
confiding affection, for the counsel and instrue:
tion of their pastors, This constant chango
obliges them also, even in their public ministra-
tions, to be continually laying again the first
prineiples of the doctrine of Christ, to tha too
general neglect of building up the believers in
their-most holy faith; the consequenceof which
is, that thero is & lamentable want, amongst the
Methodists in goneral, of & deep aequaintance
with the things of God. '

Mr. Brown-~F -acknowledga. that the ¢vil of
which you complain: does-exist, but stili I ‘think
you are rather hard upon us, for after all I be-
lieve there i3 much moro true piety.amongst our
people than thore is in the. members of the
church.

Mr. Secker—That, my Qear friend, is not the
question;—wei-it even as you sdy, which, how-
aver, I by no means admit; for I am not now
comparing the.ndividual exeéllence of ‘¢hiwrch-
men or Methodists, but.the different working-of
the two systeme,  You will grint. that if the
clergyman of the parish does.not daSis daty.as

system of tho church; but, on- the contrary
the very machinery of Methodism::whicl
blamo; for, as I have already remarked, it doe
1ot it of its teachers acling as proper.pag;
tors t» their people.  Now, upon :serious

my deat fiiend, if; for the sako of distingtness; T -

Pknowledge no divin

tion, X coull not but percoive, that o system so
radically dofective was not accarding to the ox-
ample set by Chriss and his Apostles in the
first- formation of tho ehristian church} and a
vary slight acquaintanco with ecclesiastieal: his-
tory shows that the eatly chrislians never gave
tho care of their churches to itinerant teachers,
With regard to tho comparalive piety of the
two bodies of cluistiang, it is a question upon
which I do not wish toenter. Ithink it savours
of arroganco in us thua to sit as judges upon
wholo; communities of men. 1 think that only
belongs to Him who searchies the hearts, and £
hopo to convinco yeu, bofora we closo our con-
versation, that God has given us & much surer
ground by which to know his chuich, than one
in which the hypocrite may so oasily deccive
us, But yot it is perhaps right, in answer to
yous remark, to tell you what one of your own
leading preachors confessed to me, namely :—
“That where picty was found amongst churah-
mon it was genorally much svunder and purer
than amongst aithor Methodists or any otber
Dissenters.”

Tho noxt thing which shook my confidence
ina tho seriptural charaoter of Methodism was its
want of a divinely appointed visible head, and
13 consequent tendency to tnsubordination and
democracy. ,

Mr. Brown—Nay now, Mr. Sccker, yon are
really too bad, for the loyalty of the oviginal
British Mothodists i3 so well known, that fame
itself is unable tq spread it fusther; and such is
their firm support of tha church, especially at
howo, that in her vestry meetings they fight
her battles with almost greater zeal than ehurch-
men themselves; and it is not perhaps hazard-
ing too much, to say that ware your chargo of
domocrsey correct, meny of the late alections
might have had a very different result. I do

" think that. this reproachful way of speaking of
us is not very creditable to the church; I do not
wish to boast, but I do think 2 little moré gra-
titude would look muel better, for I tliink that

,n6 ono will deny that British Methodisny is the
best friend the church of England has'got.

Mr. Secker {smiling)—Pardon me, but I'did
ot intend to say that Methodism was now de-
mocatic, but that such are ils tendofities, and

- this :L think I can easily show. Not indecd

that this evil is peculiar to Methodism, fo

portains, at least.equally, to the Kiik, 3
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