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the witness of the Spirit, and discernincg the fruits of thie Spirit. But some
do not understaîîd that witness, and perhiaps for this reasoil do niot reccive it;
hience thiese look onlly to the fruits. And those wlio takze this course are
frcquently slow iii attaining assiuranice. Mr. WTesley's platformn le.-ves room
for thiese. And thios, followers of blis whio lhave rcfused to imiitate in in
this, have aw'akcned the prejudices of good moen in other communions against
Meti odi sin.

Some hiave thougit, that profession of assutrance oughit to be required,
because they are of opinion thiat assurance is involved ini justifyiing faithi.
But Mr. Wesley was not of thlis opinion, because lie distinguishied between
«' justifying, fith'>i and IIftic fiiith of a soni." Tlie latter includes assurance
the former docs not. IlThie faith) of a son>" says lie, " is a sure trust and confi-
denîce in God, that, thiroughI the mnts of Christ imy sins are forgiveni." But
lie says also, I cannot allow thiat justifying I.ith is suchi ail assurance, or
necessarily connected therewvith ; because, if justifyiing ftiith necessarily
iînplies suchi ail explicit assurance of pardon, thon everv one wvho bias it iiot,
and every one so long as lie lias it not, is under the wrath and curse of God.
But this is a supposition contrary to soriptuire as well as experience." (Stevens'
lus., v. iL, p. 320). Twenty years later, lie adds this empphatic sentence ..... I
have not, for rnany years, thoughit a consciousness of acceptance to bc essential
to justifying, faithi." (Journal, vol. vii., p. 495). It was, thierefore, not on
justifyiîîg faithi, but on the witness of the Spirit and the fruit of the Spirit,
that lie founded the doctrine of assurance.

Is it, iot now apparent thiat \Vý%esley himiself intended the introduction to
the General ilules to be viewed as distinîct froin the 1Rules thiemselves ? And
tiat wvhile lie. gave admission on trial to those wlbo biad tie desire to obtain
salvation, thiat lie nigbt take special care of sncbi, lie yet inteiîded also thiat
the condition of full and permanent iineînbership shiould be sucll coniduct as
gives evidence of liaving obtained p» osent salvation, and hiaviing tbierc-by
received ability to observe the 1Rules. Thiat iii bis view timese Piule<s require
tlîat, evidence of a regrenerate bieant be given, by avoiding wbtGod forbids,
doing, -mlat God coniands, attending the imans of grace, and dcsirng ever--
lasting salvation.

floes it not also appear fromn the intentional, omnissions in these Rulles,
that Mr'. Wcesley, wvlien. layingr this platforin, wisely left with thme Great Hiead
of the Ohiurchi the prerogative of decidingr wbiat is absohteWly essential to truc
repentance, truc faiLli and prayer; kn-iowing" tiat, God hinîiseif infallibly discrnls
evcry one whi1o lias siîîcerely repented, rightly believed, and scripturally called,
on the naine of tie Lord for salvntioni, and -%ill pardon, adopt, and Tgnrt
all suchi; and that, is rcrîeaigact, will evidence itself by their works,
for others wvill 'kn-iow that, cvery oiie thiat doeth righIteo-usniess is borni of' Iimi."
(1 Johin ii. 29). Hie. kncw also tliat it is thon the duty of God's othier chlildren
to Ilreccive themn, because God bias receivcd thiemi." (Rom. xiv. 1, 3). And
to judgc, of is reception of thecn, mot, by thecir opinions, but by thieir fruits.
And licence it is onl1y to this point thiat file Rulles specialy refer.

Is not a platform of this kind thme only practicable inctbiod of combining


