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te any other, he (John Wesley) solemuly set
spart, by the imposition of bis bands and pray.
ers. Thomas Coke, D.O.L., a 'preabyter of the
Church of England, for the Episcopal office,
sud having delivered te him lattera of Episco.
pal Orders, commissioned and directed him te
set spart Franci Ashbury, then Ganeral Assi st.
ant of the Methodist Society in America, for
the same Episcopal effile, he (the said Francis
Ashbury) being frst ordained Deacon and Elder.
In consequeuce of this the said Francis Ashbury
was solemnly set spart for the said Epiecopal
office hy prayer sud the imposition cf the
bands of the aid Thomas Coke, other regul irly
ordained ministers assisting in the sacred core
mony ; at whioh time the General Conference,
held at Baltimore, did unanimously receive the
said Thomas Coke and Francis Ashbury as
their Bishops, boing fully satisfied of the vald-
ity of their Episcopal ordination." Dr. Ci:e
bimself does not seem to have been se well
eatiefied, as there is a latter of bis in existence
to the thon Archbishop of Canterbury asking
for ordination in order that he might go as a
misionary Bishop to Indis.

I Cal your attention te one point in the para.
grapih quoted as showing the

WANT Of VALIDITY
of the lethodist Episcopacy. Mr. Ashbury
was ordained Deacon ad Eider before being
made Bishop, thus acknowledging the superior.
ity of the Episcopal office, and yet his conse-
ci ator, Bisbop Coke, derived bis authority from
the infe>i5r cfficer, John Weeley, a simple
presbyter. This fact disposes of the claim that
Wesley only intended te make "Superintena,
cnts." The cificers thus created are called
Bishops in the authoritative mannal of the
Methodist body, and I venture to say that te
day yon will find the Mthodist Bishop as
tenacious of thoir Episcopal rights as any main.
ber of the historie Epiacopate of our own
Church; indeed, the section of the "Discipline"
on Bishops says it is their duty ' te consecrate
Bishops and ordain Deacons and Elders."

Perhaps it may not be out of place te add a
word with respect to the doctrine of conscious
conversion, associated in the popular mind
with Methodism as its diatinguishing feature.
There is not one word about it in their dis.
cipline as a prerequisite for entering the
Church. Article Fifty saya: " WC regard al[
children who have been baptized as placed in
visible covenant relation te God, and under the
special care and supervision of the Church; "
and in Article Fifty-three it adds: " Whenaver
baptized children shall have attained an age
st ificient te understand the obligations of re-
ligion, and shall give evidence of piety, they
ray be admitted into full membership in the
Church on the recommendation of a leader with
whom they have met at leat six months in
class, by publicly assenting before the Church
te the Baptismal Covenant, sud alseo te the
usual question on Doctrine and Discipline."
The sysiemn of revivals would saem te be a sur-
vival of the hysterical phenomena that attended
John Wesley's proaching at Bristol, te which I
have before alluded, and to wbich ha himaself
attached no importance. So far as the Method
ist body differs from us in worhip-the extem-
pore form, as they call it-is really discouraged
by thoir Discipline, for Sec. 4 of the Rules on
Public Worship Bays: " lu administering the
Sacraments and in the Barial of the Dead let
our Bitual be invariably observed." John
Wesley, indeed, compiled a Book of Prayer
differing but little from that of the Church of
England, but it waa only used in a few places
in this countxy, and son withdrawn; and a
majority of their adherents are ignorant of its
ever baving existed.

Thus briefly I have endeavored te show the
origin and tenats of the threo great Christian
bodies of to-day. Of necesity much has been
cmitted and much condemaed, but I hope I have
given the main facto. W. muet bar in mind
slwayn hat I naid ut t'he begfnnixrg, titt we

have beau discussing their historia bais, MOT
their religious work. When organiaations
make claims they must expect te have therm
weighed. The Church in the last few years
has doue a good deal of defence of har position,
and I think for a change it i only fair play
that we should criticize our eritics.

The positions assumed by the Christian
bodies and their reasons therefor may be briefly
summarized as follows:

1. Tàe Presbyterians differ from us on the
ground that the Episcopate is an unwarranted
order, but the testimony offifleen hundred years
previcus te tfAut orn tise la againat tihea; tiroir
founder, John Calvin, neyer protested againet
it except as abused by the Romaa power ; on
the contrary, there is evidence that ha sought
it for himsolf, The words of Bess, his great
friand, in praise of the institution are on record;
ad Blone, one of teirt writers, saye: o By
all tou have said te assert the rights of Presby-
tory, we do not intend to invalidaie the ancient
and apostolical conatitutions of Episcopal pre-
eminence, but that wheresoever it has been put
down or violated, it ought to be roverently re
stored." Who are right-the Presbyteriaus of
to-day or the men who made Presbyterianiem ?
So far as doctrine goes they have recaded from
their founder's five points and are daily getting
farther distant.

2. The Baptists laim we are wrong in bap-
tiziug infants, and this is generally accepted as
the main cause of this division frem us. Theira
view making adulte the only proper racipients
of the sacrament is contradicted by the testi
mony of al] the great writers cf the early
churc, from Justin Martyr down to Augustine,
and it is hardly te be supposed that if there
had been any Scriptural or historical foundation
for the assumption that it would have been
neglected during the lifetime of the Aposties.
Origen, one of the great Fathers of the Church,
was born only 85 years after the Apostles' time,
and ho tells us distinctly that the " Church
received a custo handed down from the Apos-
tLies to give Baptism aven te infants."

3. The Methodists ara separated from us.
Why ? The answer seems ififficult. It is not
cor formn of church government, for they
thought enough of it for themsolves. It is not
our liturgical worship, for their discipline comi
mands them te use the same in the most solemn
services. There are no serions causes of differ-
ence; may we not hope, thon, for their return
te the Church te which they rightfully b-
long ?

It is only when we come te examine the
claims of those who walk not with us that we
can appreciate our own advantages. If doctrinal
truth, numixed with more opinion, and an his-
torie lineage and descent constitute ay at-
traction te the thoughtful mind, thon this
Church of ours i bound te increase more and
more. We have no doctrine to bide, to apolo.
gize for or te minimize; taking our stand on
the revealad parts of Chritianity as aum-
marized in the Creed and asking adhesion te
these as matters of faith and nothing else, we
do not have te revise cur standard; with a
scheme of church governiment that came te us
from Apostolic timas, hallowed by the Christian
custom of ages, we have no need of modern
theocracies, no matter how carefully devised ;
with an open Bible and a liturgy that breathes
the spirit, nay, the very words of Scripture, we,
need no new achames for the presantation Of
Divine truth or the offering up of our boundern
duty of worsbip. Other Christian bodies have
done a mighty work for the spread of the Gos-
pel-all honor to tham for it-but a still greaster
work lies before us and themn-the unification
of Protestant Christendom. Our Church, act-
ing tirough her Bishops, has taken her farthest
step ; it àa for our divided brethran now te
take the step that will meet that. There are
abundant signa of promise that they are doing
it; may Gtd haston tIhe time of its oco mplilsh.
ment.

GOOD AD Y10E.

By Bissop TUTTLU.

A clergyman in a community stands by his
effice always, and in his person and character,
almost always, the guardian and promoter of
the bighest and best forces and intereste of that
community. As a guide to the ohildren, a
helper of the poor, a carer for the sick, a sentry
guard over the sanotities due the dead, and as
the upholder of ideals and standards that belong
te purest and best things, he is a benefactor of
the community. In equity sud up te the bonds
of its resonable ability that community ought
ta stand by and support the clergyman. It i3
no more than fair. It should feel it to be a
matter of honor. He is ready to take by.the
band the children and incline thom te virtue,
and to visit and help the sick and poor, and to
bury the deid, and te serve in a hundred ways,
when called on, the good of the people. I it
not te ho recognized thon that dues from the
whole community belong te him ? By the
very nature of bis avocation in life ho is devot-
ing himself te the common benofit. In fair
return all of the community owe him dues.
And I venture te maintain that every business
man and working man, in the underlying pro.
tection te bis business and proporty, and every
woman in the sanctities of her womanhood,
wifehood and motherhood, are rooeiving com.
mon benefit from the clergyman's work, and
that in fairness and honor, one and ail owe te
him ducs of support. My conclusion ie that,
in an American community, whoever is not
helping to support soma miniater of religion is
not honorably discharging the obligations that
rest upon him in communion with others.

Se much for mon and women in general and
what it seemus they ought te do.

For Christians and Churchmen and Church.
women, ' The Lord hath ordained that they who
preach the Gospel should live of the Gospel.'

No such man or woman should ever for a,
moment be content not to give sornthing, and
as regularly and stcadily as possible for the
support of the pastor and bis services. The
littles should ho as consolentiously given and
as carefnlly gathored as the gro it1. I know of
soma vestries who maka the mistake of going
only te. those of large means, or at most to the
wel-to-do. They leave the mocharme, the
clerk, the day laborer, the seamstress, the young
man and the young woman Out. It is not
right. It is not fair. It is not best. If it is
more blessed te give than te receive, (the Mas-
ter says this), thon it is not right to dOprive
those of alonder means of the plessure and
privilege of giving. It is not fair-for it is
unjust to the few genarous ones, throwing upon
them ail the dnty of support-and it is dis-
courteous to the poorar ones, and olten touches
their pride, and firos their resentment, as if
they are of no account and not aven to be asked
or consulted about the neoeds of the Church. It
is not best, for a pariah whore oach and every
one according te ability is asked te di , and
des, will b a parish full of life and interest
and growth; while the parish whore a few
only are asked and depended on will ha at the
best but half alve, with no heartfiow of in-
terest leading throughout it, warm and deep.

Lot not therefore, would bo my carnest ex
hortation, any Church man or woman in oi
parishes suffur themselves to be the recovers of
spiritual boefits from the Church while not
being aise steady returners cf help te the need-
ed support of her services and her minister.

And may I beg vestries and committees and
solicitors and collectors te see that noue h
overlooked, but that ail be firmiy and persist-
ently, though kindly and lovingly, urged to be
steady subscribers to parlahfands.-Uonvention
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