Y 22,
—

them um
v and e
genuine
to lend
' fashion
eat pity
1e friend.

readers,
labour of
‘vidently
s hllmé‘
which hg
‘W form.
| ‘hotion
1,132 re
Ahhough
1¥ formal
eet,” yet
‘ntion,.h.
ey prov
: f'or;_riy.
rofound
wvolve 3
“y. Wa
88 to one
ant with

.lvraﬂm'
ism,” he
ingelica
) say he
wofound
pt them
targue 1
l;'lni\m"
self, that
snot to
‘;uini:l.':.s
to this
) avery
more in-
lism" of
7 cailed
Te /uw.
ss! A
uore in-
m' will
nt com-
As, dis-
ound in
laborate
v Evane
wed and
wly his
7 to the
ha quo-
nfaining
leading
lay,” in
ence of
tely un-
liet that

tency te

hat the
carches,
ature in
lie savy,
el that
m the
The
counted
intend,
h proof.
ue time,
irfriend
beheve,
i them,
and de-
nelusive

distress,
forward
| contro-

merely
v lie, to
v ‘He
" admi-
his can-
new out
10N~
him to
]'_\' pu}k
that the
of Orr
,_"'«*rt"wn

erv, our

1852

pLY

TINE WE

SLEYAN.

365

sbiect was simply to deny the allegation and not !
4\,},”..!1“-\- proof, and to inform him of the un-
doubted fact that the views of ARMINIUS, and
of WesLEY and his followers on ‘these funda-
mental doctrines were as scriptural, at least, as
those entertained by Calvinists.  Believing Lim
to have been at that time ignorant of the real
views of Arminius and Wesley on these doe-
trines, we challenged him tofeny their sound-
pess if he had doubts ef tteir orthodoxy. We
had therefore no occasion to prove anything res-
pecting those vital ‘truths; nor shall we have.
antil a formalend explicit denial be made by
the opposmig ** advocate.” : i
We think we may hazard a probable conjec-
ture as to the cause which has indueed the Wis
ness specially toinform his readers of his not hav-
ing once mentioned ¢ Wesleyans or evangelical

Arminians,” in his discussions on Calvinism vs.
Arminianism.  The North British Peview comes |
It would not appear seemly for the |
would-be
exponent of Free Churchism, to be in antazon
ism with the *“leatling professedly-religious peri-
odical of the day,” reputedly under Free Church

1o hand.
Nova Scotia ’resboterian Witwness, the

control in Scotland' The l“x'!::n.{r_\' number of
that Review contatns an article on ¢ Methodism,”
in which the orthodoxy ef Arminius and Wesley
i3 asserted in the most explicit terms—for proof
of which see extracts

Witrniess must cover his defeat—hence the avowal
As he h = begun to feel the
we hope he will

previously quoted.
vs of the Novth Dyitish,

Lim into the full admission of

drawin

allow it to lead
truth, and when he again writes, it is to be ex-
pected hie will faithfully distinguish  bLetweon
Erangelical and ' lagicn A: minianism.

He savs he is ¢ only surprised that the editor
of the sl

wherein lie ehar

yere had not denied the other points |
ved the system,” (of Arminian- ’

sm.) *as esseutially Popish,”"—thus afflording
nother proof that he is the acoressor. But he
consoles himsclf with the prospeet of hearing
from us *a_ain upon this matter”  How can he
diear from us ¢ azain,” it we had not previously
We did, after |

referred to those ¢ other points 2” l
refer to them

the preferment of his ““ charge,”
plainly, and sfated wherein  Arminianism did |
aaree, and wherein it did not agree, with Calvin-
ism ; and we assure him, if the distinctions we ’
drew between the two systems were not sufficient-
ly piinted to make him sensible of them, we shall
we refer to them “ azain’’ he ‘
so to utter a similar complaint. !

take care when

shall not have ca
We should have been pleased to see his ** coun- |
tenance” excited into a *“smile” on readiry the
quotation which we recently gave from the writ- |
We perused the

ings of the late Dr. Chalmers.
article—we sclected it—we wrate and placed th
title over it.  We never imagined for a moment
that Chalmers was not a thoroughl sourd Cal-
the extract, we

vinist. At the time we gave

mentioned he wasa Calvinist.  For that very rea-
son we made the quot ition.  Our olject was, to |
#how that, whilst holding the doctrine of a Limited }
atonement, asa matter of belief, he practically |
preached evangelically Arminian doctrine, that |
the zrace cf God is free for every sinner; and
we defy the Preshyt-rian 1Witness to prove, that,
w1 accordance with Chalmer’s language, the gos- |
nel +is a messaoe of enod news unto all people”
'"—ﬂmt ‘o ( f.xi\'.‘ is sct forth as a propitiation for
the sins of the world "—that * the primary over-
tures of the cospel re oanize no outcast”—that
dnners “are not forbidden by God,” and that
salvation through Christ “may be t ndered,
urzently and lanest'y tendered, to eackh indivi-
duaal of the human family”—it Christ did rot ho-

s o st Chrict s t]
nestly die for every man—if Christ as ot tl

propitiation for the sins of the world, and if God
had, by an irreversible decree, ere they wer
born and without foresight of their sins, repro-
bated and doomed to eternal damnation millions
of our race.

The Witness is fond of * pr(-fnval and elabe-
rate aronments.”  We should like to see him try
his ]a:l';~l at reconciling the absolute contrariety

involved between the doc trine that Christ died

1

o'y for a part of mankind, and the practically
honest tender of mercy to cach individual ot the
human family. The thing is im[\r»s‘ll;l': Either
Christ did taste death for every man, or he did
not.  If he did not, then, for those for whom he
did not die there is no atonement < to them,the gos-
el can be no messaze of good news: the [‘r:n: -

rv overtures of the 'r_’uiib"l rw-.v_’ni/\'l!lrnl as 7"-"

. . 3 oy
casts: the blessings of salvation throuzh ( t
1 7 < th
cannot be ursently or honestly tendered to thew

, why finds the Witness faclt with evang

iven on our first page—the possililiiy
\ |

other evangelical Arminia

unless, the advocates of these contradicti ns have
discovered another neme by which men can be
saved than that of Jesus, another foundation than
that which is laid in Zion, even Christ, and un-
less men can be saved by belicving a lee! Christ,
it is said, died only for some, yet our evangelical
advocate tells us that salvation by Christ may be
homestly and consistently tendered te atl—that
“ there is no portion of the revealed will of God

more frequently or fa

Wfully urged by every
Calvinistic . minister of the gospel, than  the
fullness and fr eness ot the g_‘“*‘;wl offer 1" —
If every Celvinistic minister of the gospel wrge
the fullness and freeness of the gospel efter,
which Dr. Chalmer afirms to be * universal.”
lical Ar
minians for believing that God is sincere in that
6fTer—that, as the
gospel recogrize no outerets, there are no ont
casts—that the rerealed will of God in these res
pects is the real will of God ?  But what is the

teaching of every comsistent Calvinistic minister

pritnary overtures of *he

of the gospel, when treating of the dark and re

pulsive dorma of ; Can he. with

ore b . tetl his hearors that the God of Joy
has, tor Lis own eood pleasure, without recard to

1 L
their e

n acts or sing, doomed nillions o the
human tuniily to all the pains of cternal death
Letore they were born, so that there never was a

1
ol th

ir being saved ; and, in the next,

assure them on the authority ot God's receal
“

will, that he gave his Son as a ypropitiation th

no reprobates, and thatits Llessines are lionestly
offered to o he 1 il ?

v Ioindividual of the Inman
Talle F oty ' . :
T'alk of consistency afterthat! On the Calvinim

svstem of the absolute, uncontrollable, irrdversible

decrees of the eternal ¢’ection of one part o man

kind to heaven, and the cternal reprobation of

the other part of mankmd to hell the free ot
of merey to the reprobaics, is, and i the nature

ion, and a cruel mocke-

1

Lie case mnst be, a del
specics of tantalizing unworthy of an infi
iful God.  All at

reconeile two parts of a scheme which mvolve an

nitely just and mere upts o

worse

than “ throwing dust in men's eves” Thoroush

unescapeable impossibility, are, indeed,

coiny Calvinism cannot bear the searching * iy

of revelation™ nor *is it consistent with the

ings of true philosophy ™ Ta the poor rep

{ bates it shows neither justice nor merey.

Laing's “Catecliizm’

The quotations from D

let us into the seeret as to the sourde whenee the
Witness has derived hi oid knowledee of
Arminianism: bat, as ar )'von=to Weslevans and

they ‘Iw‘h:(q'\ oross
irnarance, and contain two, we do unt say ol
Lat. in point of tact, real falsities : and

] truth, to

wish in now the

ve advise ull. w

o'y <ome better souree of intormation, than that
which this Catechism sapplies : then they will be
achiamed to believe or publish such unfounded
statements as the following 1 —

« Arminianism may he viewed as merely the
Popish doetrine « meerning — orizinal sin and
human merit, revived in’a new form

« Arminians believe that markind are n
tetally '!"l‘;""" d, but possess, exenin then falien
state, a freedom of will to do that whiclhiis spiri

1

tually mood.”

The man who cndorses these uotation
read the works of Arminins inteliizently. Il
prates sboat that of which he knews nothing.
The iness, however * very mu h questions”

the 11 e hias eve

whether the editor of
seen or read the works™ of Armimnius,
Well, we conticss — — yes

Il

w— we have th

' Vi 1=t co
[}Lll. we m n

fess after such a it worke ol

Arminius this moment in our Library, and what

is more, we have read them ! Can the Winee
vlio *parades™ an Lis lummns his erndi

about evanaelical Arminiani

truth ?  He mav very easly convirce u that

he can, by pr wvine his assertion by actual quota

tions from the avorke of Arminins, © that the
1" :

s proteseedly enterts

very ditierent

Methodists are
Any smattercr

even by Arminius himeelf” At

! -y 1!
appar ntly talk and write very leamediy, an lin

reality verv smposing/n about Arminianism, who

bas learned “ Dr. Laing's Catechisin™— but we

H 1
want something more than that—an appeal to
the woks of ,\rm-n:vh a« the oreat arid irrefuta-

H.- u’yix mient uf gen .;!.-' Calvin smi, and Lo Laose

of Weslev, as the spiritu o father ot a people
wha, by their m mety,  ze Lt il
christian benevolence, are exerting a mighty i

luence for aomd on tha world, and w T,

the sins of the \'nr[‘!v]‘ that the gu\l»-l FeCo 1zes

We conclude this articke by stating that we do
not confound the piety of Calvinists with the pe-
culiarities of their ereed. Manv o them are prons,

zealous, and ornaments of the Christran Church.

ur them as such. But we

innet admit the claim that some injudicionsly
uree. in favoor of prre Calvinisim being an intal
lible test of se tur v ortho L\-.\. Nor can weo af
lew the respect we fee | for our Calvinian breth-
ren generally,as being among thepeople of God,
to render us insensible to the unfair, and ungen
erous, and false representations made by a I'res-
bytevian paper, whea treating of the * broad |
question of Calvinism vs, Arminianism.” |

The insinuation that we wish to interfere with
*the right of every sectarian news-paper to advo-
cate and enforce its peculiar doctrines,” and
th “'l‘-\v prevent vell discussion,” rnd ¢ the dis-
15 too childish to ebtain weeept

ance among those by whom we are known.  But

covery of Yr!‘ih.“

we do rot wish to be traduced and held up to |
public scorn as Paprts, by a writer who will not

tiie the pains to wform himse!'t of our doctrines

nd no turt .ot n disti he m
Lhion ur ain { vl ot \ n |

wd / r na and 1l \ i
caders will tan a fimite view ot} f
and truth wil not el v I by eoneeal
ment, nor charity vicoted by il urahl
s

. — ¥ {

Asweare s lictin - minerease of Spbeery)
to enable us to can mtoour proposed | t
of erl our paper, it may be expected that
w e, pe= what mo weilvotl

IPIPROYCIents We o '

toantroduce, in ond
ind other fricy !
First of |
por shall be steeth
alteration here vill
of articl n tl

understanding witl
hioher theme: ol
tan priveiple, de

cminentiy piois

emulatton and ¢!
of persom! relizion, will beopreserted as fr
ntly opmorteaty shall perit
Eularged space v all enable ns 1 giva greatar
promincrey to the coimgs of the refynous worlid
and 1o e christian activities ot out
own ( yat hovoe and abiraad,

i I'h reh i movements of the da
the conthiets betweo n trmth and crior witlcelham
a share of o it ntion

Sclections will e made at greater leng
the sterline Literimre of the day vl by n

attention to this departiment, we progos

1 ‘
to furms<h i esting matter for I elassge, but
by suited t omote the nstraeson and
entertaimnent of v h, v which they may b
mcited to tho anes and eflont an the all
unpartant doty o selt-improvement
We intend te antrodoce | cions seleetions
from Corresnond nee to the P on the vaned
i~'|?;;n- t< with wl hot teemn | ' Al 1
will openan N field, which w 1al lia
vour to cultivate, within o | to 1! bt
advantase, presenting steione Gt afh ot
of natural lus<ta incidents of travel, desenp
tions of the mar ners and customsy of crent
nils ' matters calcaatedt MAT
j"‘ ! 3 ‘ e 1\ . ' 1
[ i ran! Notiees of ned ]
scientifie Lot Davines and | tren of va
rions Cihnrch ctinent o tlent, ety {
isclulness, will e occasn ven
We hall o veolumn bar o Cantempwx
O inton i hov ] 1 b 1
1
the pith ot t] ditorial« of o Provine ial 1%
rehious and lar. on «al I
ter st iy whiere tin ) I*
vincial pr 3 ut caref }
vexed qu t per! (
We ol te s noee 108 iten ar
t1e] on -t riant ' I
[ ‘ d A ! h
furni<h ) t 1 al natte
the Lest rexd ' T URLE jer
O li can \
More s ¢ will be 4 ‘e 1 )om 1 sndd
! 1 Inmt ' ‘ N 4 \ |
v : ‘ or 1
departirent t | 1
I
vents of ai (s 0"
Sacl a f sketeh oAf wha nour nand
to o not that we shall be abie to antro
these multitaroms r"vi-:'-y” oy naAner ‘ 1
y,;'i'\\ conside ed, but our plan shai be ok n
view, and actod uapon generadl »As o reanz
our imntentio to a iven extent paper after
paper 1ssues oo onr | .
© Weare aware of the inereased
wi | “ A e, bt ' | I b
« rot Ve O ) v |
' } wst 0f IT A " ool 1} Dl e wi
T ' ymven. We Vet "
| e v | arent fur pood. in all cases

{ eareTully distinguishing

4

w!

wre it is judiciously controlled ; and when we
think of the vast number of minds that may be
attected by what we may present in our e lnns
we feel the necessity of divine aid, and of chrie
tian wisdom and prudence, in no ordinary de
aree, to enable us rightly and wsefully to dis
charge our oncrous and responsible dutics.  Re-
}A\x"g. not on human sagacity or attainments, but
ance of a hes
venly power, we shall address oursclves to our
vditorn! 14‘\.\n~ﬂ-xivln'~_ inten
tions to Jdo our utmost to render the Wesleyan
an agent for spiritual profit to its numerous
readers, and a welcome, useful, and iateresting
visitaut to the family-circle.

We cxpect to receive the hearty co-operation
¢f our brethren both in obtaining the requisite
number of additional Subecribers, and in the
free us¢ of their pens as contrbutors to our

Well written articles, on all subjects

primarily, on the promised assis

sincere an onur

columns

[ consistent with the character of the paper, where

the names and address of the. writers are fur
nishell us in confidence, will ba gladly received
from any querter, subjeet to our generml tule of
editorial supervision

Our trierds will) therefore, please to send in
the names of subscribers as fast as ‘1l~~l|'lf.
those who Ititend t
" ‘.‘I \~‘! immao l\'
- o &=, /

Nova Seota Bible Soeiety,
The Anniversary Mective ot the Nova

Seotin Auxiliavy Bible Societ was held on
\M lav evening last at the Temperance
1all, he Chair was taken l‘\ lis Honor

the Ndministrator of the Government, ag

ven o'clock o and the business was  cone
1ol wt ten,

e nudience was larye and respeetable,

andd the mtere<t n lindicative of in-

re nye revard for tl canse ot the 1Vhle,

In hoth these respects this meeting was

mewhat in advanee of those of former
vears 3oand but for the huery of business at
ohahle that the Hall would

been tilllod to overtlowing.,

s son, it s
have
were commeneed \\llh
inging and praver t—thiee verses of an
prop e !..', nn were
Rev, Dy Twining, and A
renerally o oand aovery spiritual and impres
ive prayer was offercd up by (he Rev, Me.
Muturin, These il exercices were
condueted, and united 1 by those present,
in o manner woell becoming the ohjects of
and the solemnity and impore

riven out ly the

une by the andience
uevolion

the meeting
wee of 1l

\ very imteresting Report was then read
by the \HXIY\I‘\_ N, L.

toceaniall,

mnon, Faquirey

v which was detailed the progie ot the

reat work of the Parent Society, and of the
Auxihiary, and its Branches
¢, during the past year

nd cneone

operations of th
and A
hiece details were ahike gratetul ¢
razing to every lover of the Divine Word
I he l\"l"?( of the Hulifax Ladies’ Assocuw
tion, not less cheering i its characier, wae
o read by the Séeretary,

ocintion

Several Resolutions were propo ed, and
carricd unanimausly the last —expressing
to s Honor, the Chan

cordind thuank

1
nan — by aecclimation 5 the aadicnee 1ising
vnultaneously, These Resolutions were
moved a follows The th i, by the Rew,

D Twinang ceonded 11) Charles Robeon,
yuire ;—th ceomd, b the Rev, Mr.
Aduam ceonded by the Rev, Mr, Dunn ;

the third, by the Reve Mre Unineko ceonds
ol by the Aent, Mre. lane
the tourth, by the Rev. Mre. Mar.
W. \v:"m{z | 1
1%, Co. Mot "

v

I'ravelling

Hin ceonded by J.
ned the la "U_yﬁ.- Jles
ceonded by Peter Lynceh, Esquire,

I'ie speeches, though none of them very
re appropriate and good 5 and the
interect of the mectine was such, as the
riends of the Soeciety were plad to witneasg,

d was well sustained to the las It wae
cod w Relizious Festivaly in which tlae
everal Prote

lenrthy, wet

members of the tant denotm

itions could mect on common rround—
nto one comtnon centre ol attract
J Bible ! and separate but 1o radiate
everal lines of duty in

Itis 4|—u||‘.,v] ,’M'

while there was much in the

l Liehit ain the
1t might diriet them.,

I];.‘ll.

proce dings<to be ren

notice

(LAY ] ?il':' -! \\l'jl | I Isure
H N

there was nothing in the refleetion to occns,

0 regret,

hout £5 15

taken up, and two verwes ot Heber's
m ionary hymn wer une, | | A!”y
fter 11 ine th 1 I 1 I I'.e
¥ ) A 1
meetd wits o W=t 4 1) ¥
indd the |3 1 ! by
the Rev. Dr. 'l J ¢ b




