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guide for disburdening of the conscience and asa
help to repentance.” * Confession made by a
single person to a Priest—tbis itsclfis in nowise
condemned by our Church; nay, she recom-
mends it in some  eases,”  Before, however, he
begins to abusc us, let us say that these are
John Wesley's own words, Ile further declares
the authority of the priest in pronouncing
Absolution to be ** Ministerial, Declurative, nud
Conditional.”  Iow very Sucerdotul !

In some of the prayers put forth by Wesley
for daily use amongst his tollowers, seren times
a werk, prayers for the dead.  They were sup-
pressed in Jackson's edition of hix Horks in
1829,

Time and space both fail us o give much
further information from the sources to which
we have been veferred.  Wo must, however,
add justa few wore. In the year 1787, Joln
Wesley said : “When the Methodists leave the
Church of Yngland, God will leave them;” and
fiftecen months before his death he wrote: ]
never had any design of separating from the
Chureh ; [ have no sueh design now. 1 do not
believe the Methodists in general design it when
[ am no move seen, I do, and will do, all that
ismy power to provent such anevent.  Never-
theless, in spite ot all 1 ean do, many wiil sep-
arate from it, although [ am apt to think not
one half, perhaps not a third of them,  These
will be so bold and injudicious as to form a
seprtrate party.  In flar opposition to these, |
declare once morve that 1 live and die a meinber
of the Chorch of England, and that none who
regard wy judgmient or advice will ever sep-
arate from it,”

We have written but little comment of our
own, and leave our contemporary and his friends
to refute the founder of that society to which
they profess to belong, but whose tewebings
they hold up Lo scorn and derision, botk by their
utterances and by their  burlesques of the
most solenmn services of” the Chureh whiclh he
loved, The doctrines, oflices and rubries of
that Church are what they were whon Wesley
sawid 3 ¢ As aominister, | teach her doctrines; |
use her oflices; I conform to her rubries,” At
the close of along life he =aid, “ That in the
course of fifly years he had neither premeditated-
lv, nor willingly, viried from it in ene article
vither of duetrine or discipline;” and ** thut he
was 1ot yet consciong of varying from it inany
gmint of doctring,” Our contemporary says that
exrpediency ruled the Conference in its decisions.
[ is not expediency which rulex the conduet of
those whom ourcourts of law regard with some-
what marked disfavour?  In abnsing us for ap-
plying the teaching of Korahl o themselves,
the Methodists are abusing John Wesley most
of all,  Alexander Knox, his oldfriend, whe
with his old friend, who with regard to Coke,
&e,, promounced him  * the dupe of his vwn
weikness and other men's arts)”” states in his
Remarks on the Life and Character of Joha Wesley
“When, some years before his (Wesley's) death,
{ asked him in o private eonversation how he
would wish his friends to act in case of the
Methodists withdrawing from the Church, his
answer was ‘I would have them adbere to the
Clurch and leave the Methodists, "

The statements made of the increase of
Mcthodists, whatever their intention, certainly
had the eftect of wisleading people as to their
numbers in the colony until the last census
showed the real proportion of the figures among
Buropeans.  An ex-President of the [nglish
Conference says: “It is not an uncommon
complaint of Methodists to.day that their c¢hil-
dren, when they grow up, migrate to the Church
of England.” That the better educated do so is
notorious, It was stated twenty vears aygo
that no less than eight hundred sons of Wesleyan
preachers had reccived Holy Orlers in the
Chuarch of England.  But a few weeks ago the
London Times stated that three Wesleyun
preachers in succession in one town had left
the Society for the Church, We have no recent

Jorm aseparate seet”

figures to go upon, but the last returns avail-
able to us show in England that members were
leaving the connexion at the rato of 40,000 per
annum, 1 Wesleyanism (we use the term
although it is misleading} only held its own,
the mere increasing population of the eonntry
would account for an increase of its members,
but the returns show that the inersase s 35 per
cent. below the inerease of population. The
minutes of Conference for 1854, whilst stating
anet inerease of 3,281, confess (o a leakage of
+3,104. In 1883 the net inerease was 2,797 with
a leakage of 41,3205 whilst in 1836, in spite of
45,230 new members, there is it net deerease of
T4 The rveturns {or 1857 shew a fuether de-
crease, s do also the returns of the Primitive
Methodists—one of the numerons “splits " of
the original Society. In 1787 John Wesley said :
“When the Methodists leave the Cluarelr of
England God will leave them.”  Again in 1790,
“The Methodists are to spread life among all
denominations, which they will do tU they
In 1796 he wrote of one
ol the societies 1 “I used w wonder that they
did not inerease.  Now | should wonder it they
did, s0 oxquisitoly bitter ave the chiet ot them
aquinst the Church, 1 solemnly warped  them
against this evil, dnd some had ears to hear.”
Again, “ [f ever the Methodists in gonersd were
to leave the Chareh, 1 mnst leave them.” *The
term church, says Watson in hisQbgereations on
Suuthey's Lireof Wesley, * Mr, Wesloy never ap-
plied to his socicties, but to the Chuareh of Ing-
land.”  Being  charged  with usurping  the
functions of the governors of the Chureh in ex-
cluding some of his members, Wosley replied,
# Nuj; not the power of exclading froma private
soricty,”  The Methodists in the time of their
“yenerated founder ™ were a ¢ private society "
they are now a number of private societies,
¢ The stream eannat rise ahove its source,” and
it Wesleys judgment be of any value, they
having separated from the Chureh are not a

clurch or members of chueeles, bul seets, In
1746 Wesler wrote, and veaflirmed in 1772: ¢ I

any nore separite from the Church, he isuo
longer a member of owr seciefy.”  Awd in 1778:
“We inserted in the very first rules of o
sorivty,* Thoy that Teave the Clorchy leave i7"
In 1793 conference fortids Wesleyan preachers (o
assume the title of" rererend, T 184 the term
fpreacher’ was dropped by conference, amd
Cminister  substituted—both o defionee of John
Westey.  In 1858 Smith's History oft Methodism
suys: ¢ We insiston the striee propricty of
calling the Methodist Connexion the Method-
14t Chureh,”  In 1872 placards were posted
in London, The President of  (he Wesieyan
Conferanee betug there styled ¢ The Right Ree-
erend.’ [n 1893 preachers are tobd, at an “ordina-
tion " in Queenstown, that thay are now ' Mini-
sters of the loly Catholic and Aypostolic
Church,”  We might in o similar way trace the
evolution of preaching houses, ordered by Wos-
ley to be “ built plain and decent.” from their
oviginad style to their present eondition,  1n
1879 at the opening of . new preaching house
(we nse Wesley's term) at Manningham, Brad-
ford, thirty-six boy choristers were descrilied
as “sitting in stalls attired in black surplices,”
A Wesleyan minister, in & ook called Temporal
DProsperity and Spiritual Decline, hewails the
intreduction into Methodist preaching-honses
of fine toned organ " and “ the skilful choir com-
posed of gay young men and gigeling girls,”

Wohavebeen betrayed into a very longarticle
in response 1o the call of onr contemporary, hut
we have had o omit matter enough from
Wesleyan Works to fill a whole number. We
must now leave the matter to the judgment of
our renders, who will nadoubt be able to gauge
for themselves the absurdity of the contentions
of our contemporary, and how far they represent
the mind of the “putron and friend of luy
preachers,”  To our mind the “ ambition and
pride ” of the preachers have led them intoun
utterly false und dishonest position,

The Churel is not anybody's = &sm” Wo are
not bound by anybody’s notes on the New
Testament or by volunies of sermons selected o
=it onr own views, from anvbody’s works, A
Wesleyan Methodist is hownd to bring a world-
widv religion within the boundaries which en-
compassed, not even one man’s whole mind
hundred or so vears ago, It within the Fmits
of some zeleeted portions of the expression of his
wind,  Fromtime to time some momber of the
Suviety earries ont the principle by climinnting
some further portion of the writer's mind, and
splits off into a seet of his own, There ave now,
apart from the Trish and the many Aweriean
sects of Methmdists) some thivty “splits * from
tie ariginal Society. “Tt s only the tirst step that
eosls” The Tosson of insnbordination is rapislly
learned, AN this controversy and loss of energy
are the unhappy results of that separation
against  which John Wosley, in =pite of oe-
cazional inconsisteneios, strove to the end of his
lite, How well did he judge when he said,
“Talose a thousand, yer, ten thousand of our
people wonld bea less ovil than * separation
from the Cuureh.” "

CATHOLICISM

BIsHoOP

AND
PERRY'S

(The Lowa State Begister, June 1884

COLUMBUS—
POSITION,

Brsior's Horse,
Davexrorr, Towa, June 1) 1898
[ Continued. |
Father Nugent, in combating my stitement
that, at the time of the UCnbots, ™ Rome had nog
thon, as was wubsequently the vase, destroyed
the independence of the national Churches of

(n

Furope,” makes this bold assertion: * Rome
never recognized snehon Thing as o national
Chureh.” T refer the tuther to the * Catechism,
by Decree of the Holy Council of Trent, puldished
by command of Pope Pius 1, transhated indo
Longllsh and podlished cith the original Latin
tert by Jo Doporvan, DD Bowe o prinded at the
Propaginda Press, supeviorwm perindssi, 1839,
(2 O =145 of this
anthoritative doenment of *the Holy Roman

vols, Rva,) prages

Chured,” in Latin aned Fnglish, oceur these
words, as rendered by Deo Donovanc: # But por-
tions of the wpiversal Churely wre commonly
called o Choreh, s when the apostle mentions
the Churches at Corinth) at Gulatia, of the
Laodiceans, of the Thessadonians  But besides
the evidenee thus aflfordod by the Caecehizin ot
Tront that iny reference to nntional Clureles
has the wareant of # Rome,™ Teall the attention
of Father Nugent, who eantionsly  nvoids
notieing my assertions of the frequent “ pro-
Leats” of the ante-reformation Chuarelr of Wiy
land qgainst the nsurpations of Rome, (o his-
tarie evidenee that the same lue of condued ol
tained in the case of the national Chareh of
France, [ eiteastollows from ¢ A Cuatholic e
tonary,” (p. 367, second edition, London, 1584),
hearing the dmprimatur of * Ileary Fdwarl”
(Mamning), Cnrdinal - Archbishop  of  West-
minster: ** By the Pragmatic Sanetion of L8,
prsed al Bourges, the Gallienn Chureh, in
union with the King, adopted the decrrees of
the Conneil of Baste abolishing papal reserva-
tion and expectatives, and restricting appeals
to Rewne Lo the eansus majores, .\lnny popns
protested against the Pragmatic Suncetion; bt
it way matntained till the date of the Coneordat,
(1516) between Leo NXooanmd Franeis |, ol
wthoagh 1t wi then abolished, several of jts
provisions continned to b in foree, On the
whole, there wax in the sixtecoth century

large body of castoms and privileges, more or
less ancient, which the courtly portion of the
clergy delighted to speak of as the *Gallienn
liberties,”” ete. Cerlainly my statetnent is con-



