lle uthutuuo cmﬁn&," . re

Corinthisns. ‘Fhey » cémelnge
weame togetherin the chyrch 5" they  came
together into one place,” and that, tos, 4
ccﬁebmo the Lord's -qul»cr. and yoly, &
the Apostle * had heard,” 81d » partly be.
heved,'’ thers woreschisms among them.
\We have thus endeavoured fathfully to
Iay_before.the reager all the gudence whick,
the holy Scriptures and the apocrypha
writinge dlrectly supply concering the un
rt of the nonn sciusm, and of the vern.
rom which it 1s denved.  In every dinqu
sition of this kind 1t 18 demrable that we
should trace the rrimnry or ‘vading notio.
of & word througls all ite applezations, low
diverse soevor thoxe apphcations may be,
and that wo should especial.y mark tha
primary meaning, as it dwcovers 1tseil s
the soriptural use of the word, when it has
an immediate relation to the suby-ct on
which our researches may be owp.yed

~ THE W
ML &
e ac% ?x{i!o&{cil‘l a#y‘:ncmc.‘ to ,u',."
shuedh'of g igland, | Mahy'of them wwore
Wt others, 2ltay whte unled 1o hoacatio
of thelchurely they were fugittves fron.
iod, and prayer, and peace, untd the Lor
#wan ? s onderfutly “foand of tham tha
sought lum not,™ and  was mado manfew
suw them that asked not alter han' ¢
Sumn lu\’&qumlly.rawud wio.tho \Wasioy-
an socioty. from othar roliziops bodics nv
o wnmediate feliowshp wath tho Lngliedn
Church.  hut we will not now enlarge o
uce0 things. ‘1'ie subslanco of the argu-
sutient befuro us iy, that a state of more
~epatation pre-supposes or implics u state
o sclugn,

It argument is wnsound. It advances
rum a parLieulnr to a umiversal ; and infere
hat because schwm wmay denote one kind
of separation, it therefore denotes all kuuls
of separation.  Wo have granted tha
sclusin may be used, as it is u-ed by good

M, ' .
ESLEVAN . g -,
] A# they have often bk,
47, euny of Jin 'ﬂw\vh moaf dwtingug
Taznoats t Tha law of * 1.

* invuth,” wi}h nll'llmllt toaches, o
ctier unto them thap theus ik of gol.
wd sfledn” * They Fhow sd‘}nbthfr\g“o‘
«s value; and thoy wuall nut wil.e Yy
onuace, Cunicnly of puoaerlt 8 5 bl
aftacyno wliwh ey oo drawn feom 1,
snhor directly, or Dy just colecuu .

At 1oy SChmitacers 10 Grrie, OF iemper
Jere it s teal Buwel waoue Cotsapriacng, §
apises, v opposes ftesus wne afouan
aguiast tual wawh cuviouwaey the true
auny of tha churuh i we tav.sousy waig;-
14l unanimiiy aod Josa.  The Leasts o
Uhratans arg (0 bo * avafuc.ed, v g hai
wgedior i love, aud watvan 1eave v tae
anl assarance of Waelsrownang, W th
schavnicd fenieat 08 liie ooy @ i,
andof the Fadicty and o Can oty T,

natidal mesuing,

-,

ked}
s

¢ e kﬁ':;.c‘ﬁ'd Mg[a d; bas tusy aree—
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t be agsencd, bosevsr, that
Wesicjan

Toteadiom tends s o aam, or
twq.u_whuqi yerg aug e o - a0 W
aopd nel, s tiere any virawne s of
s 10 the tenets, tetu,oty o o duct of
ho WosepanMattndin e | Vv e spoak
1t ¢PFlaRey divadials, bu of the LAY,
he commandy, Lo tha comnuuaty adsurse
w tiauy to Ubnistian disprenw sy to quicts
e practael Lo cne cray ppitical }

B | T Waund 0 Conifione 19 o ices aud

offorts 1 the causv ul reizon v humanity,
aut U abaiias £oom o e setie, . Dots
¢y diteedy v sadiratly, # -a a tuvolution
Colte bl st o f e o B0 aul 0XaY8
crai) ev o aproea a fne wisy 1w e g for the

\Anu-,h, wedd Lo Zad e o1 tie Sml‘.Dlily
of U e :1.9,;"} .’\u‘] das o sappy no
avalewcoof ¢ v cacuc dusa s lat period

According to those ackuowledged prince
ples, we cannot but arrive at the conclu.
sion.that sclusm, in its acriptural apphea.

writers, for its too frequent effect, a vinlent
soparation ; but does it thereforo follow

are 1o * put 0a_ch gy winel 18 tue bone g naen all procased Chnsons saall zejoico
of purisciucan.”y Sl uei cunadishneuy’ e tasir comaon Loty s ean be juined
says our Lutds ¢ § @0 ungo you, Lhat ye e each oirzr in the hocdi-sisal of mutual

tionto a Chrietian commnanay, does nor
niean a separation from the ehurch, but a
violation of harmon~, disscusion, divisio.
in the church. The eacred Scrptares
teach us to watch oevils in their vory rise:
and they warn us agunst the s of schusm,
as they do also agmust uthee siag, while «
exists in the thought, the temper, tho oc
casional outbreakiugs o? divirnne words and
deeds, and bofore it has produced all its
disastrous results. Christians ought to be
admonished that there may bo schism
among tuem, as thers was among the Co-

that 1t must cxtend itzelf to ccery separa.
uon, oven when such separation is unavoid
able, and 1 peaceadly made?  Will any
cespectable man maintain thie?  As there
aay b2 sch.ain where there s 1 separation,
so there may doubtless be a separation. an
sutward, mevitable. quist goparation, whe.e
there 1s not, and whero there has not been,
schisn.  Schisin does not emmbraro every
hin: of separatwn; ner, reversely, docs
jevery kind of separation prove the exist-
eace of schisn.

And, farther, if the argument prove any-
thing, it proves too much 1t goes to show,

ye alco love une aavior. By tmna sl b
siea kavw that ye are my J"su,,.ce. £y
have luvevac tvanuther.”} “OUao aviain
anyuag,” says S Pauly * but to iove oue
aouher ] 2 Wax m lowe” ¥ oY,
{yourssises are taught of God to love ou
anuiner.” %% ‘T'as 18 the we.y of the
Spint,” wiich we are to * cadoavour 1w
heep in the bord of peace.” it A violauon
of thus i3 scl.sn, Whadier there bo aun
exteraal separatiun or not.  Bat what dis-
amon w chan.y have thoe Wesleyan
Methodists, as a budy, sou ke to prumote !

wse ane aunhior; as Dhave ju.cd youy tuacs s ne!?

Weme.an Motnslicn o not 2
acdusmy 3 and sur hupe s that it naver will
Len £2a sch any ar 24y hae 2 winth may be
susily clacsud ander the heaa ot sctuam.
[{{. >ume one may be reavy o ask,
Witat, ruuy, 18 WesLeyax Mernopisa?
[t most be a stratge aueamag. It s
acaher schisi no scaisaa,ic.d separation,
o what bt ehoald we regod it Qur
ananer, which we woald wswhe with all
humildy and geatitude, 1 Jdus,~dhat, singu-
lar, and ovon anamclous, as tho present

positun ot Weslcyan M. ..lwn may be,

rinthians, when there is, as yot, no outward | not only that Wesleyan Methodismn, but
separativn from each other's gociely andthat all the churehes of the Roformation
communion. The very “beginning of*|are m a state of achisw ; nay, that every
unchristian “steife” in a church hkas the,churchon tho face of the carth i in a state

taint and curse of schism. O that it werc| of &chism. Is any one disposed to push!

more seduluusly avorled, even where its|the arzumont to its legitimate couclusion?
presence may be least suspected! It isy Look at the Easternand Western Churches.
“ as when one Jetteth out water: therefure, Uhey were once umted ; but they have
loave off’ contantion,” cren *before 1t b, now existed ina state of separavon fram
meddled with* “It 13 an Lonour fur a,cach other for the space of nine or ten
man to cease from strife.” centuries. They dit*r aso, not mazely
+ But these remarks mvolve an admission,] 0 sach things ay the use of imazes and the
whith we most freely make, that schism s cehibacy of the Clergy, but, in one point at
the church naturally tends to a schismatical | least, on_a question which is connected
separation from the church, and that this|with the Christian faith itself ; the Eastern
is often, not always, its melanchioly sequel. | Church holding that the Huly ngt pro-
Now it is perfectly anrceable to the u ages|ceeds from the father only ; the Vestern,
of language, to apply a torm which, suctly | scrip'urally, as we aelieve, that Ho proceeds
speaking, cxpresses a thing sscll, to thefrom the Father and the Son. Are these
consequences which cominonly flow frum charches in a state of schism?  Perhaps
such a thing; or, s otner words, to apply ,they ate. Bat, if so, which is the schisma.
the name of a cause to its ordinary and con-|tic church? The Bishop of Rome might
genulefloct. A fow of the earlicr examples|say, “ The Eastern Church”” The Patri-
which we have quoted of the use of the arch of Constaminople might, with equal
tern achisin, may seem to favour this ex-}justice, and, if he were another Photius,
tension of sty meaming it all eveats, such probably would, without any cercmony,
anextention of its meaning s not viojentos ‘hand back the anenviable compliment, and
foiced ; and, accordingly,the term ss employ-.aay. “‘Tha Western Church™  Look again
edinthe lattorsense by ecclesiastical . eiters ) at the veaerable Church of England. It
both of anctent and of modern times, m{ull, was formerly a part of the \Vestern
agreement with the laws which regulate; Church, or the Church of Rome. Oace,
homan speech. e are wilimg to take i, indeed, it mig't cx «t, nor do we deny that
anthe present occasion, in this moreenlarg- , it did esist, aw & prumtive and an apostolial
ed mgnification.  Schism, theo, wiil denute

&g, douly lees, in a2l the fLwit of an exs
y Tuey suy, and they say it frum tho hearl,)traurdinary tusdtation and werk of God. 'To
# Grace ve withall thea that Jove our Lurd | theo i thivegliio Lottt buu o advert, when
Jesus Chrstan siucent,,' '} whatever naus j ve iave oceusion to speak of the vilidity of
they may bear, and in whatever place they (s muasterial  ordoss, aud of s other
may dwell.  They ain, ot at disisen, bus clanns us a part of the umiversal church of
at Chrstian union; and, 1 conjanction with § Cheist,
Chrst's faithful servants of overy cast and, “T'he Rev. John Wesley, the founder, un.
colour, they willhabitually pray and strwve,}der Gud, of Wesleyan Methudiem, was a
that snful men may bo brought io repeat. | Prestjter of the Church of Eugland—
ance and fanth, to pardon and holiness, to| Wesleyan Methodism accordingly, enjoys
peace and dwine love, to happiness audjwithu itself the validiy of at Yeast Presby«
heaven. They who feel, and a.m, a.d acjterian ordars. Tt s aiso eatremely atten.
otherwise, are not Wesleyaas, and they tive to muusterial exam.naton, wppoints
ought not to usurp the name. meat and decciplioe, and it certainly pes.
Are they schusmatics in practice 7 In sessea faciliies and advantsges inthese
what respect? They labour to use s 4 cespects, wlich have seldom, if ever, been
means as may, by the blessing of God, surpassed.
assist themselves and others to“ make thest; But the Wesleyan Methodists cannot
elecuon sure.’}j DBut they despise andrest the valdiy of the Chnstan mini.try
jsmpugn no salutary disciplme.  Thear pro- you the mere transmission of orders, whe-
decessors held religious meetings, 1 adds- | ther in the Episcupaiian or the Presbyterifigy
uon to the public eervices of the Churchna, They cannot forget St. Puul’s charge
of England; aud they also formed reingwus, 10 Timothy .  Tao tlungs that thou "hast
f socielies. But these Uungs were not aew , heard of me amang maay witnesses, tha
 they had been proctised pefure, under the samy commit thou to fauiful men, who
jeye, aud wih the sanction, of the Church, shall be able fo teach others also.”*  Per.
usell. The fathers of Wesleyan Metiod- sunal fanhy accumpamed with fidelity, and
jism,as 1s well kuowu, had no mtention to, ability 1o teach, are proposed hore as essen-
yseparate from the Anglican Church. They, ual conditions, or qualifications, in those to
s laboured long, with their coad;utors, against, whom tho office of the munstry is confided.
|separauon, But the Wesleyan Methodists,; TLey may not be distcgarded, The per-
j:f the truth must be told, were at lengin sonal enjayment of Christian fuith and reli.
’c«.mlramed, not by their own free choice,, zion, competent gifts for the m.inisterial of-

the eo;l cause, an uncharitabie dicssionwithe
sn the church, as it evidently does in St
Panl's first Epitle to the Corintisans ; or
the evid effect, an ancharirable and .chisma-
tical separatson from the church. Farther
thaa this, as every scholar must know, the
Jaws of interpretation will not faurly suffer

usto ﬁ:

Ii. Having thus attempted to prepare the
Wiy, wa now prociad to our mun Inquiry,
Js Wsxsrtevan MeTHODISM A scHISN ! ?’a
it an wacharitable divssion with the church?
Is it @ eonsequent uncharitaile and schis-
matical separatson from the church? Oris
it doth the moﬁauddlh ouur?ﬂn What ar-
guments are ofiered to prove that it i an
of these ? P v

L Poriupc it may be alleged that Wes.
l?ln Methodiem obleotuly existe mlc siate
of separ-lion, or, at leaat, of partial separ-
ation from the Church of England, to which
its members were once united ; and thet,

therefors, it is in a atate of schism ; or, sf

more exact language please, that it was
{ormerly in a state of schiam, and 1s now
it 3 state of sclusmatical separation.
Certain things are sometimes avsumed in
reasonings of this kind, which we are un.
able to conceds. Sreatly as we veusrats
the Church of England, we cannot concede

that 1t is the only church of Christ in thess
realms, o that want of unorn with it is

tme of the Refornation it was found
under the jurisdiction of Rome, incorpor-
ated with the Romish Church, It is not
50 now. It exusts in a State of separation.
1s it thercfore schismatic? Itis not. A
Wesleyan, as well as a member of the
Anglican Church itself, would repel the
charge ; aud each ought to disclaim an
argument which, while 1t is unsound in its
principle, is 8o sweeping in its conclusions.

2. But, to come closer to the pomt, it
may be pleaded tha* Wesleyan Methodism
got only exisis 1n a siate of separation, be
& more or less partial, from the Church of
England, but that its separation s really
schismatic ; schismatic 1n its origin and in
iself; and that, consequently, the Wes-
feyan Mecthodists are achismatics, Are
they? In whaty The arguments now
under consideration implies an appeal to
facts, aund by facts its truths may best be
teated.

Are the Wesleyan Methodists achisma.
tics 1n doctrine? \Vhat truth, what doc-
trinal truth, contained in God's most boly
word, and embodied in the “faith which
was once delivered unto the saints,"} do
mﬁ. deny or dispute? Nay, do they no.
cordially embrace, as scriptural, the sacred
verities which are found in the three Creeds,
called the Apostles', the Nicese, and the

Meceenril mtof union with ‘our Im‘g':‘ :‘umg::éh:ﬁigm&imm&u&m: pression; and they are not sCursdamies in} E

catholic T BOFCAR We: the aghaod itseli; compe e

all the members of Waeleyan Methodiowm L:Smhmdm o their fair gram-| &ﬁ”'%::?ﬁ“i%t“%&
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is peculiar, Some have loved to plead that,
the Wesleyan JMethodists must esther be
Dissenters from the Church of England,
or schusmatics s it. \When able men
tucch upon this notion, and signify thei
‘approval of it, they cettainly fall into an
yinzdvertency, which was scarcely to be
expected in theit case: they do notlobserve
the fallacy which lurksin the indetermin-
ate and ambiguous name, dissenter. The
Wesleyan Methodists are not dissenters,
sn the ordinary sense and ?plicatwa of thut
term; for they 510 not dissent from the

nnciple of a national excleriastical Estab-

shmeat, which derives a just measure of

protection and sapport from its union with
the State, nor do they dissent from
doctrine or general formularies of the

Church of England: and they are not

schismatics an the Church, for thia plain

reason, that, to a consideravle extent and
fromthe Church.

degree, they arese
‘They \;’O\lld not t names which mark
parties and distinctions; but they runnot

estirely avoid using them; indulging the | gorous and unceas:

hope, at the same time, of that betler da
whea every sectariag
cease, and

the|we appeal to

distinction shall
1 Christ's disciplesahall beone| God,”’} whick ap

charch, free from Romush domination. Buti byt by the unkindly treataent of others, tu, fice, and the suaward motion of God's Holy
« did not so continue to exist. At thelike thewr present position. ¥ That posiyon , Spirst,

which the Church of England so
dwstinctly acknowledges in her impressive
Ordination Service, these things are never
to be overlooked or disparaged. They will
also be followed, in'one formn and degree or
another, with nunisterial fruit,—the seal of
God's blessing. A ministry, though it may
i some things scem irregular, is provedto
be valid where these unquestionably exist
and abound: but, without these, even the
miuvistry which is dcemed most regular in
its official transmission, can scarcaly e
otherwise than defective and inefficient——
We value order and regularity ; but we
must prefer ministerial grace and froit.
Tt will not, we hope, be thought presump-
tuous if, inthe &mcuﬁon of thig argument,
case of the holy Apostie
Paul.  Every thing which relates to that
honoured servant of our Lord, is important
and instructive.  He was at bace an inspir-

ed teachsr and an_exemplary pattera of
true_ Christianity. He occupied a larger

sphere of labour than any other Apostle,
and he filied that sphere wikh the most vi.
activity. WWhen be
preached and when ba wrote, he did uo
“shun’ to “declare all the counsel of
to have been

in mind, in heart,and in name, They are|liarly confided to him ia its full schewe and

not, then, dissenters from the Churchk of ) harmony.

He has bequeathed to tiu

England, in the customary use of that ex-|church the greatest n:sber of inspirec

sury of ballowed and hallowiog-truth s and
in Comphrisunt q(ﬂh%!w
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