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ment does give the Conference the power
to take it froni them ?

It does "lmake a difference whose ox lias
been gored ;" but so far as that insinua-
tion affects the case, it applies as inucli
to the views of the (jurdian as to those
of the Canadian Independent : and, not
unlikely, if the editor of that journal
had invested his all, religiously, iu that
little church and parsonage at Gaît, and
saw it about to be taken frorn him, and
bis fellow-members, by a body whicli
lie could nlot conscientiously join, he,
mighit Ilsee the questioni in a different
light." We shouid be very sorry of
course, if the Bond Street Congrega-
tional Church should turn Methoclist,-
the case the Gzardia& suppose~s; but
of this we are very sure, that if such a
thingi should ever occur, by the unani-
mous action of tlie T.rustees and of ail the
members, the Congregational Union
would neyer enter a suit in Cliancery to
deprive tliem of their property.

Only our " ignorance of Metliodism"
saved us from tlie cliarge of Ilwilful
misreprasentation " when we spoke of
Conference, Ilholding in its hands al
the property of the denomination."
The Cruardian stoutly denies that sucli
is the fact, or that tlie cliapel-deed can
ever be "a weapon whicli Conference
mnay hold in terruremt over " tlie local
cliurcli. TechLically lie is, correct, but
practîcally his deni,-d. la se disingenuous
and cornes s0 near tu something even
worse, that we sliould* not care to cha-
racterize it. Is the Gu.ardiait prepared
to say that the fear of losing tlieir chapel
lias neyer been used, in Gait or else-
where, as «"agentie persuasive " to anti-
unionists to corne to ternis? If CJonfer-

ence "Icannot " so use the chapel-deed,
what have ail tliose who have se far re-
fused to corne in been afraid of ?

Whether we Ivent ont of (our) way
to make an unwortliy assault upon the
Methodist Churcli," or whether it was
not the Grîdi whicli firat assailed us,
we leave our readers to judge. Surely
thie Methodist Cliurch ie not iif allible,
or altogether abo ve criticism ; and if not,
may ene neyer express an opinion regard-
ing any of its proceedings witliout beinir
cliarged with being "'offensive and un-
juet," haviny II conference on the
braixi, "and "Iviolating both Christ-
ian courtesy, truthfulness of state-
ment and sound reasoning ?" And after
ail, wnill the G!ntardian affirni that the
ecclesiastical polity of iMethodisin i8
anything but a "lhuman invention? "
Is tliere any trace of the Itinerancy in
thie New Testament ? Any of a" con-
nexion " of cliurches ? By whom ivas
Metliodism founded ? If it be the
Apostolic plan, let us know it and fol-
low it ; but if not, it is surely not above
examination. We did not claini for
Congregationalism -£liat it 18 "lChrist's
plan,"> although we have ne objection
to the 6Shardiaib so understandirig us ;
but this at least i8 beyond dispute, that
soine of the bcst ecclesiastical historians
have hield that view. And we therefore,
ct)rdia3ily invite our contemporary t> try
bis logic upon the " modest, daim "
which, lie thinks lias sucli "a touch of
genuine Papal assumption about it " as
to, claas us wit l "Lynch an&l Manning,"
and to remind hlm of tIl "Guibord
case." Let us hear the resuit, brother,
when you get through.

We are asked,-" le there anything
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