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this immature state, views which
Wesley subsequently renounced, and
with which his whole subsequent
career was inconsistent—to the se-
cond period, and represent them as
Wesley’s final opinions. Our answer
is short. “The Wesley of the period
before 1738 is not “our founder.
With him we have nothing in com-
mon ; to him we owe no allegiance.”
Nay, we do not differ more widely
from him than Wesley differed from
himself.  The action of modern
Wesleyans is not more diametrically
opposed to the views of Wesley in
his first stage than was Wesley’s
whole career in the second and
greater stage, when he became the
founder of Methodism. Nothing is
more certain than that, i Wesley
had remained at the first standpoint,
he could not have become the orig-
inator of the Wesleyan system.
Even in the earlier period he was
by no means the pronounced High-
Churchman that would satisfymodern
Anglicanism. As Dr. Rigg shows,
he was much more mystic than
ritualistic, and mysticism and ritual-
ism are mutually exclusive. In
Georgia he refused the Lord’s Supper
to a Moravian pastor, because the
latter had not been canonically bap-
tized. He says of this act afterwards,
“Can any one carry High-Church
zeal higher than this! And how
well have I since been beaten with
mine own staff !” Dy, Rigg says :—
“ He did not even in Oxford believe
in any such doctrine as that of the
supernatural bodily presence of the
Lord Jesus in thé consecrated ele-
ments, as now taught by advanced
High-Churchmen.”

As to the second period, which
really represents the Wesley of his-
tory and of Methodism, dispute is
out of the question. Dr. Rigg accu-
mulates the evidence of word and
act in proof “ that he very soon and
once for all discarded the ‘ fable,
as he called it, of ‘apostolical suc-
cession,’ and that he presently gave
up all that is now understood to
belong to the system, whether theo-
logical or ecclesiastical, of High
Church Anglo-Catholicism.” It is
also clearly shown how Wesleyanism
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is the logical and necessary Outcontl:
of Wesley’s own teaching and 2
and High-Churchmen ought “otnt.
object to a process of develOPme]ey
It would have been strange if Wes o
had not leaned strongly to the cht ot
of his baptism and ordination.

by what right can those who {)’:di,
no such personal grounds of © ad
ence and attachment be held bow!,
to follow him in these purely
sonal inclinations ?
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We have little hope that Dr. ngﬁc
essay will prevent a repetition 0 ent
charges alluded to. The argumey
is too handy to be easily relinquis
But at least those who use it Wi o
left without any excuse of ignora®®
Only a few months ago we rea
letter in a newspaper, in whiC
clergyman charged the Wesl?}vg
authorities with mutilating Wes eo]d
works. Dr. Rigg notices this rac-
charge in a note on p. 120, Chau K
terizing it as “altogether u"trtho,
Those who accuse Wesleyan Memfg
dists of unfaithfulness to Wes "
teaching might just as well 3Clcess
the early Christians of unfaithfu ‘.’see
to the teaching of Paul the Phart®’
before the Damascus journ€¥s. .
modern Roman Catholics of U“f‘:n
fulness to the teachings of New™
the Anglican before the year 1845
London Quarterly.

Littells Living Age. o

The number for the week end: of
April 5th begins a new volumcon‘
this standard periodical. It Jisb
tains : The Reflection of E“‘?”/j
Character in English Art, Quar®
Review ; An American Vi€ W
American Competition, by Fort,
Atkinson, of Boston, from the nt of
nightly Review; an instalme ¢ of
a Doubting Heart,” by the a“i;a,yr'
“ Castle Daly ;” The Fohn, >%/
day Review ; Nostradamus:f st
Mall Gazette; A Medium OBM,)'
Century, a short story from urdy
wood ; Carnival at Nice, S¢/*
Review, etc., etc.
make the announcement tha [ Jesd
serial story from the pen © giate
Ingelow will be begun imme thot’®
in 7%e Living Age, from the au

ta

i

The pub“s';,« :

y



