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L e o ——————————
Feor the Wesleysn.
LINES.
On seeing the Daguerreotype Picture of 2 Friend,
by Mr. Valentine.
How like, how very like ! I gaze and gaze,
Until [ half imigine thou art bere,

And, all forgettal of dividing waves,
List for ‘he lones, whase music charmed my ear.

The dark brown locks, that shade a foreheac high,
On which intelligence hath placed its seal ;

The besming eyes, it mirrors of the soul,
Whese very glance its teoder thoughts reveal.

“The pallid cheek ~~bat lighted with the glow

Of manly hepe, a8d swoet expressive greoe,—
Asnd lips, thet, Nalf apart, the listener cheat,
Tu all, a wondroas art 1 jey to trace.

But ¢h ! I miss thy sweet responsive smile ;
Thy thrilliug clasp, snd greeting ever kind ;
The elequenc that listealng crowds enchained ;

“The genial converse of a kindred mind.

Yet not for this would I ungrateful prove :
My 'warmest thanks the Artist shall receive,—

And while thy Picture thus betore me lies,

That thou art near, I fondly will believe,
M. E I
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The Presbyterian Witness the Organ of

the Free Chiurch.

If the lditor of the Witness oen indace
persons to belicve that that paper is not the
Orgaa of the Free Church in this Province,

o — —

the Free Church in the Lower Provinees.”
Again—

* Than Free Churchmen, no body of Chris-
tians in Scotland can better appreciate the be-
nign, the fostering influence and power, wielded
through a well-conducted P'ress.  Are the Free
Churchmen of Nova Scotia,” &c., “of a differ-
ent intellectual stanip ? we think mot; let us
all then unite, as one well-regulated tamily, hav-
ing a common intercst in this matter. Let us
have a well-conductcd periodical to give publi-
city toour views, wants, interests and progrese.

¢ @ & A Periodical, such as above deseribed,
will not merely prove an instructive and useful
Family Paper, but will form a bond of union and
strength, by clearness of perception and oneness

'of sentiment and aim, in our duty to WAlmighty

God, te oar neighbour, and 1o ourselves.”

Leaviag thecse statements to prodace their
legitimate impression we now turn to the first
document referred to by our contemporary
in bis last cditorinl. In his “ Address to
our Readwrs,” we perecive a recognition of
the “original Prospectis ”’ of the Witness,
and under the departmont of ¢ Religion,”
an avowal that the *“lesading object ™ of that
Journal “shall stell be the disseminntion of
evangelical truth, and of the interssts of
Presbyterianiam as these are upheld by the
Free Church of Scotland,” and the expres-

b sion of & “ firm expectation that the friends

of truth geacrally, and the friends of the

Free Church in particular, will redouble

their zcal in its circulation.”

The ¢ Overture” was “anent the publi-
cation of & Monthly Missionary Record;”
the establishment of which, it is not intima-
ted, was designed by the Synod to supersede
the Presbsterinn Witneis as a weekly peri-
odical “ faithfully advocating their views.”

On general greunds it is a matter of per-
fect indifference to us, and to our Body
generally, whether the Preshyterian Witness
is the ostensible or ouly the allowed organ
of she L'ree Clhurch. But with the mass of
evidence before us which we have given—
with the geacral befet that tie ediiorials of
that Paper are written Ly Free Chureh
Ministers, which our Cortemporary lios not
disavowed —the matter assuties unother as-
peet, when that Jouarnel enters upon and
prosecutes & course of «lee: upon other

he thinks he can indulge his disposition of
Lostilisy towards other evangelical Churehes,
without involving the Free Church itself in
the odium of sneh an unchristien course.
Hepcee his effort to neutralize the eflect of our
unanswered and unanswerable areuments,

drawn from matters of ﬁltrl,igs well as of

record in Lis ewn puges, by which we lmve
proved the alleged comncetion.  The array
of evidenee we addueed is attempted to Le
sct aside—very fecbly we confesi—hy
reiteration of his furmerly expiressel state-
ment, and by reiirring us (o the “principles”
avowed in the commencement of @ new

scries at the beginning of last year,” and to

an * Overture moved and adoptid by the |

Srnod in June of this year”  Are we o
infer from these references, that othier prin-
ciples respecting that Paper were desizned
to be introduced—that, in point of fuct, pro-

viously to the periods of time mentiond!

i

she Witness was considered the Orean of

the Free Church?  If not, the relevancy of
these references does not appear.  Before
noticing the particalars to which he direets
our attention, we may lLe permitted to quote,
in support of our allegation, cxpressions,
home to the point, which uppear in the
editorial of the Witness of January 8, 1818,

“ Many who had previously thought little of

tho subjct. are now fully alive to the eonvietjon.
that Free Church men have prineiples al Jn-
tevests. sacred. civil, and social, near and e
to them: and that the clear comprelion.,
sonud advoeaey, and constitutional detig ¢

ol
these principles cannot be sutliowat!y exteadad.

leven of an uurecognised press,

evangelical churches. It Free Chareh Min-
isters; under the covert of editorial eotuinns,
but much
more of one professedly identifvine jielf

and zeal, are at least equal to those of their
own, then we say that such conduct deserves
to be exposed, and the Churel, of which
they are the Ministers, held accountable, un

i til that condacet berepudiated.
|

Tho Lame Illustration of tho P. Witness.

e wmlclnvm‘:xr)’ has not uuvmplwl to

| reply—save and exeept by what aproears in
Pastnedo sentenee which we will presently
rte—to oer expostre of 15 traly e rile
Lattempt at illustrating the superiority of Feee

1('§'111'<-hi~4n over Wesleven Mothodism——

P(,’.ll‘ readers will have fresh in their pecol-

Cection o exhibition of the wor g Tosie

cose ol the CUH!.\H'H('U di :('i}»[im', e 0 Cise
ol tlE.\("'Ix“n(‘ and te centrnst

3 treatnent,
under Methodizm, with its trestiment under
Presbyterianizm whon fegitimately  exer-
cized;” and then very

ginvely nfomas w
tiat the treat nent ol o Pre-bytery, ©in all
probability,” would be to “ take no notice ™
ofitatall b Whit o we claarly showed th
this was noltreatment of the cuse, but

a
mere giving the go-hy to it, we eelind. upon
Chimcto state inexplicit terms what would

| [T - " P LT . . ’ .
tthe pesitive treatment of a Preshyvtery in a S growth ingrace, and make no cfort 1o

S e enee . PIs e
L enses 213 We resasseri Le owas

o . " T
‘!L'\II"J (e l’t‘, e< hie awsel of bis swn

without a Periodical with a circulation co-ex- | wcill, had paraded this subject
tensive with the number of failies adbering to | 1. o

before ]nis‘
rs for the purpose of ~inking Mecthod- l
ism. Now listen to the :aze reply, worthy
a place beside the ortzinal illustration—

« Notwithatanding all the polemical tactics
and classieal attaiuments of the Wesleyan,
brought to bear upon the matter, we are abtuse
enough to think that it fories an admirable illa
tration.” ‘

‘That is, in plain terms. his representation
was an “almirable illustration ” of the su-
periorit

of nothing over something— an
e illustration ” of the superiority
of line over difcipline! What is
this, Dt the veriest begping off -from the
question. Why does not our contemporary
cowe to ghe point, and answer our qucrics ?
“T'o give Bim the opportunity of continuirg
his “admirable illustrations,” we again ¢ull
upon him to tell us in plain words, what, in
a casc precitely “similar ” to the one
which engaged the attention of the Comfer-
ence, would be the positive discipline or
treatment of Free Churchism; reminding
him at the same time, that e i3 to ¢say
nothing as to the rightcousness or unright-
cousness of the judgment’ that may be pro-
nounced, but confining himself solely to the
“ample warrant’ which thes ¢ peculiaritios’
of Free Chumthism confer “for the course
that may be adepted. ‘

“

In replying to this

and dercliction of quty. Now a: far as we
can judize, the case adduced by the Witnegg
may be in all essential respects one similge
to that we have deseribei.  Nuames, places,
and dates are withheld, which in all inirneas,
should have been given, in order to enable
us fully to appreciate the value of the infop
mation tendered to us by our contemporary,
and to give the ministers implicated an op~
portunity of explaininz.  As to the constrye
tion which the Witness has put on the word
“ converted,”—if ever used—we * presumpe”
it is not very charitable. e cvidengy
brings it to the subject.  After all it m,
turn out, that this constrnction is only m
“admirnble illustration” of the happy man.
ner in which the writer of that article ima.

gines some things and presumes upon others,

Questions Answered.

“ What,” says the Witness, in his reckless
cnslaught on Wesleyan Mecthodism, “ will
eur contemperary say to us, if in these cir-
cumstances, we use every meens within our
reach for instructing Preshyterians in the
scripturalness of the #ystem ;"—why, if they
require instruction, we say, by all mean;
zive it to them,—but in so doing don’t slay-
der your unoflending ncighbours—* if we
warn them azainst Methodism as occupying

reasonable and just demand let there be no
%

evasion—no  sophistry—no flinching from

the point.

Alleged charge of Proselytism by Wesleyan
Ministers.

The Presbyterian Witaess, in the continu- |

uance of his course of assanlt, brings forward
what he supposes to be a serious charge
against some—we suppose he does not in-
clude all—of our Ministers.  We will give
his own words :—

¢ And here we wonld take the opportunity of
saving to the Wesleyan, that it is not without
decp regret, we Lave found in several Preshyte-
rian scttlements, presided over not by Iree
Church, but by other Presbyterian Ministers, a
fearful display ot a proselyting <pirit Ly profuss-

ed Ministers and Preacliors of the \Vo:zl('_\'nn be- |

dy, and a solemn vowing not to relingnish the
work in these settlements, until the whole are
converted—-1, e, converted, we presume, from
Preshyterianism to Methodism.”

We believe ofir Ministers are as free frown
proselytism, understood in itz offensive sense,

'

. s ‘ : |
jorthe Witnes<o " ITe savs he Sntvodaeed i

that is, the enticing by unfair means of per-
sons who are really members ot a christian

. ) T o . %y . ¥ . I 108 [
with Free Churehism, can condescend to ‘L"l Church ta leave that Chureh and join ano-
. it . . s ki o i W tatiors. i v Provi
sail religiows denominations, whose piety | ther, as any other Ministers in the Provin-
Lees s nor will we believe to the controry with-

oui very xund proof. It has sometimes oe-

into places cither entively or partially desti-
tuie of the lmiili‘:nw-&o(';'v“;;inn, and preach-
ing the doctrines ol evangelical A\ rminianism,
i faith, and inorelinnee on e inflaenee of
Gol thie Spirit are readeted the instruments
of converting, in a seriptural <ense, net only
cavelez< shnners, but nominal ehri-tians, “;_
ing however inan unconverted state. 1 a-
der thes clrcummstanees, it is probable that,
Knowing how well Methodistic means arve
celeulated to preserve new-born sonls frem
adiingrothe Minister on his part mav have
Jushoed the couverted per-on o wite \\.'i(h the
Wesdevan Churel, or the converted

person
may have epontancously requested adinis-
sion into our Chorch. This course cannot

Le stizmatized a8 proselytismin the ofien-
sive sense ot the term s nor ean we admit
A Minis-
ter. who should Le made the jpstrument of

that itis worthy of repvchension.

. the conversion of a person, cannot abandon

that person to the aszaults of Satan, the al-

; - . i
Chirenients of the world, and other intluences

amtavourable to continuance in well doing

r Y. . ;
~urrotnd ity with intluenees promotive of

= e veond Lohuess, without Lotraval of tevst

curred, that. Wesleyan Mizisters, on going |

# kind of middle place between F.piwoﬁy
tand Piesbytery, and which had no existence
il the days of Jolin Wesley ;7 why, suppe-
| sing it to be, as is here affirme
" which we now give no opinills, @8t position
tis a very harmless thing to eall forili the
wal;'m'ng thunderbolts of an ceclesiastical des-

point orn

jothers to think and act, except in unison
{ with himsclf, without discharging at them a

whole park of artillery.

But before our
free contemporary puts in operation his
frightning process, Iet him first prove by
something more satizfaciory thau his mere
| (pse diézit the divine right of Free Church
organiration ;—that such an orcanization in
every part, parvecl, and pin, is authorita-
tively commanded by Jesus Christ or his
Apoztles, and that any deviation from its
minutie subjects the party to divine die-
pleasure, and justifies hith to “ warn” per-
sons of the ~in and guilt of the presumptu-
Ous tensgressor,

We pity rom our heart
the miscrable contractedness of that mas's
souly, who can threaten to *“ warn Presbyteri-
ans against Methodism ns ocen; ying a kind
of middle place Lotween Episcopacy and
Presbytery.” Tt is well the muttering of
the appreaciing storm has been heard taing
ly precceding from the Witness, ere the

| dictive ire, shonld with tremendous clap,
. \ . 2

| burat in ‘overwhicbaing torrents of * admira-

I ble illustrtions” on tlo unzuspeeting enclo-

sures of \\‘l.Ii‘.\':\h:"ll: We nie however

somewliet canccrned for the effect,of this
territie oxPlosioie s, whilst he arrays Me-
jthodisie with suelt feasiul attzibutes as W
timpel lumto = warn” his fricnds againet s
P kind of middle prace,” e unlappils. we
think, the Lis ohiject, has in tl words of the

Pree Church Masuzine, given a character

of Wesdeyunism, which will go far to neutra-
i lize Bs nagnanimons efiort, and bring @
Ustadn upon his chivalrous spirit—"Tmne Wrs-
"Liaaw Cin Loy *tlas (-o//ﬁrrm’ SO MANY
PnrvssiNas on Eacland and 1nr woutd.
( that the autbor in the Macazine would * de-
sl 10 te o Uit 2 U OST RESPECT.

1 o v L :
P Charchiovzan deserves the especial attention

next guestion propesed by the Free
of all Westevans in the Lind, and we sin-
\'l‘I'L‘l.‘.' iAu;\\' i!;t*'.’
We

Crscareety Lyl

| will not fiil 1o mark s
mport. mu~t contess that we cotile
i cnrseives (o believe, that o

cmaeh iznocanee ond hieotey could bo fonnd

pot, who seeins to be inclined to allow no |

dark end gatherine cloud, big with Lis vin-

g ToBER 2.

¥,

oo mbined in one individual at th
Jay of enlightentent and professe
’11;01':\1171'. ae to Lave induecd him
terance .m it. bt the question—

« What will our coteraporary 8
cnepion them™ (Preshyterians) “a:
WHOLE STSTEM OF ARMINIANI:
sained and propozated Ty THE W
as merely the POriz1i DOCTRINEC
cloction, ORIGINAL 5N, and 11
revived 1n avew form.”

Does he asx what wo will sa)
what else cculd we sny in accord
-yuth. but that in putting this sa1
:ype, he bears false aritness agains
1«-yuns,—is ruilty of eireulating ¢
Lase slander, and is reckless alike
and common honesty. And, if 1
All sense of shame, we publicly
him to prove his charge, or, on
proof. to confess his razhness an
lity.

For the present we <hall conten
with suying.that the Wesieyans ar
-l Arminicois. That 2z to “clec
Jo not stop to ask, what teaches
Geneva, but what =aith the Wor
The Roman Catholics themselves
e upon the snbiects thie Dotin
sustinians, and canseni:ts being
With  equal

siginatice tie Free Churelr as

»lans, propricty
cause itz adherents ore predesting
e Weslogns find et

conditional eleetion to eternal lite

the doct

conditional reprohuton to an ¢
nthe Seriptures of "Treth, and tl
that gl‘uluu‘x :xlulu“li:"‘\' ]'l'.it ot =
tory to God, contradictory oi” Lis
clurationg, as. in its loriesl bearin
vut the po-shility of sin, as des
all distincetion Lelweon virtue a
making nuoatory both the prc
threateninzs of the Seviptures, ¢
dering it impossible for God tc
But tl

in an clection according to Zracc

world in vightecusness.

onal election, harmonizing at on
divine attributes, the declaration
truth and the moral ageney of
ixing, where it alone should be

ed, the blame of the sonl’s final

These

hold with peritet (‘h:il'i!:.f toward
differ from them.

Tuilty party himeclf.

As to original sin e Tlas the
hardihood to a-=ert that the W
lieve not the seriptural doctrine
depravity «i' the human heart
Snow, or Joes e not buew,
cnn before e ean even lae wo¢

ar Xt tanst 2ive anoun
et to, o express his lirn‘;‘
fandaments) doctsive @ oand il
tried. it tie-undereaes a vem
ton durin the tour years of b
on this verv nointy and that i}
NAer can aaintain o stelus

ihere be ooy doabtof Iis tho
arsein thic paad of the fuith?

As to hanoer swerit: Droes
wirm, that the Weslevans do
Learts beiive that the prop
aade by Clist tor the sins of
tae sole and stwilicient ground
saovation, ondo as contradistiy
and opposed o, i merit, o
mner i3 justied by taith in
Clisist alone 7 Does e know.
“now, that on this ~ubjeet. als
date for onr wort, overy
avour Ministrys and every M

onuexion, Loast cive perfu
tr thelr Brethiven, to one a

't Coufercnce 7 We Liesitat




