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Concluded.

1t is said, however. by the * Lavman
of the chureh of Fngland” * You twve
separated frum the Chureh, 1n Mr. Wes.
Jey's sense, inasmuch as you have renoun-
ced some of hier fundatnenta! docinines, and
sefuse 10 juin o hee public warstup.”  The
writer who brings stus charge finds u neces-
sary, in order to secare even the shaduw at
proof, 1o premise, that, undor the term due.
trine, he includes nat onlv that which s
prescriptive in disciphne.  He then goes an
to state that we have depatted from that
fandamental doctrine that no oedination 1y
valid but that whaeh 18 episcopal ; from the
fundamemal doctrine of bap isinal rep-nera-
tiun ; and from the ancient role and pre.
seribed usage thut the Laed's supper shal)
be adminiztered by Iljuscopal Minaters
only. But tins nuvel defimuion of funda-

mental doctrines, will have the effect of

proving wany Bishops, and some Archtush.
ops, 10 have been separatists equally with
the Methodists § and with that remark we
shall dismiss it.  When the wrter shall
have settled lus account with those Cleray-
menand ralers of the Chureh, who have
maintained that these points are not welud.
ed among her docinines at all, (and how
much less among her fundamental doc-
trines ?) it will be time enoush fue us to re-

ply to him.

falls 10 the ground, of cuurse.

We have thus endeavoured to refute the
ealumnics brought ageinst us at the pre-
And’ in order that this contro-
versy mizht not degenerate into a niere
strife of words, we have forhorne to insist
on that distinction between Mr. Wesley's
plans and his principles, at which some

sent day.

writers are so hwhly displeased.  Let

them insist on the absurdity of that distine-
tion, if they will: let them call it disho.
nest, sophistical, or whatever they please:
They must
declared attachment *on

rinciple” to the Established Church, and

is reiterated refusal o separate from n,
ought not to be limited and expiained
the manuer attepted above ; or they must
Erant that i nonc of these mnstances have

the case remains unaltered.
show that his

we introduced a new prineple nto the ad-
ministration of Jue system. The law on

which he invariably acted «f regardinge

the interestx of relirion as supreme, and
those of the Establishmentor of Methodisin
but as secondary, is shil, and we humbiy

trast will ever be, the great hw of onr de-
We know wiih the utmost

nominatisn.
certainty, that “love 1s of God.” aud thar
“every ceng that loveth s bora of God™
But we canzot say as tnuch of any =¥-let)
of Church arder ; and therefore, as we are
wore certain of the divine authoray of oa-
perimental and practieal religion tnan we
can possibly be of aay Church systom,
that of Methodism not excepied, we lhicld
it to0 be etrictly philosoplucal, vay meio, o

to strictiy scriptural, and 10 tie Inghesti Rome ; and she ie 25 much e paasidle for|

degrce weat and night, and our bounden
duty, 10 be more zealous for experimental

vhatever. Show us that any of our dece
trires, ruler, and practices are at variance
with ecriptural reisgion, and obstructive of
i, and they will goon »cease and deter-
mine.” But while we are eonvinced not
only that they are :n sccordance with pie-
15,/but better calculated to promsic  than
those of our fellow-Chrtians, we must be
* allowed to hold thew fast.  And upan ths

traly. Wesleyan priunciple we mecet the cla.

As to our refusal to junan
her public worslup, we refer bun te what
has been already ssul with regard 1o holihng
services in Cliureh houes duning M, Wes-
ley’s life. It that practice was not then
considered tu be such a refusals 1t cannnt
ba s0 now 3 and the charge buslt upon 1t
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worour cry for an umnediate return 1o ee
~lesiastieal regularty with a direct retusal
Weare willing (i the words of Mz Wes
fey to Mr. Moore at Ins ordmanion) o con-
tinue “unred to the Established Chureh,
=0 far a8 the blessed work n which we arc
engaged will permmt.”  But the clanns o
that work must be first satwfied. Aund 1o
order to a rizht esumate ot those cluuns,
the altered circumstances of our tune-
muat be taken nto account.  Mr., Wesley
tound the Exiablishment aslecp. e ane
tus coadjutors succeeded m awaking her;
and, for a tune. her renewed strength war
put forth n a l-~glluna!c directien, anu
with happy results. Hut suddenly hings
have taken a new turn.  Popery, withs
1 few ununportant modifications, 1s .
troduced 1nto the hosom of the natwna
tohmrch, and spreads east, west, north, anu
south, almost with the rapdity of hghtong
Dr. Pusey limsell adints that a “cras®
has amsen; and Bishop Wilson wrnitesr
from  aleuita, *1 am fell of fear, every
thing s at stake £ A party 1s fornied to
unprotestantize England: they avow that
they are i a congpiracy for this object, and
glory m at.  One of the members of this
eouspiracy becomes a candudate for an of-
tice w the Unmiversity of Oaford, and sia
hundred members of that University abet
Ins preteasions, and promise im ther as-
sistance. livery nerve 12 stramed to recure
the ruczess of tis conspiracy.  Every de.
partment of literature, and every walk ot
art, 13 laid under contnbution for its ad
vancement. aud no moucy s spared to
bring about the overthrow of that “odious
Protestantian which now sticks tn peap'e’s
grzzarde”  Is tus a tune thea for Metho-
sten to withdraw from the tield of her ex.
crtions?  No! “The blessed work m
wiuch we are engaged walt not perma 1 1

For thewr couniry’s eahe, whose bright-
st glory must he tarnished by that inevia.
ble restoratian of “ Vomsh tyranny and
arhitrary pewer” which would foflow n the
train of High-Church success; aund for
the sake of rehgrion, whichh muet decane
amd wather amdst the tnamphs of a cold
and superstitious extermahisin 5 tor the sake
of unwersal human natuse, wWhose advan-
cng unprovement 1t s proposed to che h
uy 4 retuen to the ductriies and manners
of the fourth centwiy; and atove al, for
fts sake whose ve are, and whom we
senve, whose sande has cheered us hithertao,
who discesus aur motives accerately, and
Wl judre us nghivously at last, fur JI5-
SUS sake, we will not hold our peace,
—for CHRIST"s s2ke, we will not be s
leat.

But hete we are et by another objec.
tion.  “The eflicency of the Chareh™

s unady 3 and Ly vwlviarhat umt, vou
are ola'ructarg the progres<of the truth
Methodain 15 et ovly a breach of unity

has beea a truittal souree of divisions ¢ the
same of s rectaran progenay i Lemon,
tlor they are many 3 and west mjunious!y
yhas the.fmuitipleat.on operated 10ncreas:
the unbeief of the warld™ Sureiy the
writer of ting must be a Jesugin das
who hopes that whea he
Establisinent to put down Methodivm, he
shuil conquer ker w th her own weapons,
' Nor could she resmt the atiack. Sha na2de
“the fizst breach of upiy by sepratmz fra

-

call the desonnnationg of  Disseat
Brghad, as the Methodists are for the un.

fave 1aken place ot vanour tmes,

Buz mat to purate thus line of argument.
tWe deay that the efficiency of the Charch
depeads upon such a umty as these wmep
contend for; namely, submission to the
eame form of government and extermal or.
der. There was httls cnough to break
this uiwy a hundred and tea years ago,
when Mcihod.ats had no cxisience, and
Dissenters were fow, fermal and inactive.

¥
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Sut wall any man i lus cenres aay that the
Estibishment was as eflicient then asoven
aa¢ s now ! AVe believe and atling, 1

{'nat the etlicrency of any church 1s much
nore dependent on the correspoudence o
ta teactiny wuh Scapture, and with ats
wen standatde, thah on its cotrespondetice
vith other chiurches 1n disciphine § aaa
tat i the regard a vast advantago ger-
aun to ur Methodists,  Withm the pale
f the Establebment there existe three
chuols of theolagy, (1n plars Eglish, three
sectx,?) the Evangelical, the old Orthodos,
wid the new High Church, whose resuect

we votanes divide her preferments among
them, trom the Land’s End 10 the Tweed
Yet, wah a smugular inconsistency, they
reproach ug for having couvnitied, and for
stll sawtaiming a breach of vanty  “Ihey
sertously quote against us the Scrptures
which epeak of the unportance of beng o
ane mmud, and epeaking the same thing,
and which exhort Chnistians to mark them
which cavse divisions and offences! Whe
that has not ks eyes hermetically sealed,
cin forbear to reply, * Physcan, hieal thy.
<elf” Make D Fanssett and Mr. New
man, Dr. Pusey ud Dr. Hampden, of “one
wmind,” at Oxford,—reconcr'e  Professor
Scholefield and Me Colison, at Cambridye,
—bring Mr Sydoey Smith aud Mr Arch-
deacon Hale 1o be perfectly puned toge-
ther 10 one mnd, and 10 one judgent, w
St. Paul’t—and Dr. Hook and Mr Baprst
Noel to “speak the same thing” at 8§t
Jawes's—and “mark® the Bihop of Lon-
don aud the Bizhop of Norwich, when they
contradict ote another m the llouse of
lords, concerming tie foundation of the
Church of Engiand, as persons who “cause
divisieng and offences, and avoud them
and then we moy the better histen to your
gr.evous charges of a breach of uain
brought against ue. But, thirdly, the umity
of Jove upon winch the Chureh docs de-
pend for nx eificiency, these men are dung
ais i their power to dediroy. A\ ih Dia-
senters an relyuots atters I can have no
fellovship whatever,” quoth Dr. Hook, up-
nn entermyg o hus vicarage of Leceds;
and his brethzen are beginning 1o art out
s prunciples very eatenswvely  Thiey can-
wot Jun sn prayer wath them; they will
avt reeogmze them as Christang 1 any
way: amd often scruple to render, if
they do ot retuse them the ordinary courts
csics of life. A pasful bizo'ry scowls upon
us as schmatics wiale hvmg, and nsults
the asises o our dead, and then upbraids
us forour want of love,—our most lament.
avle breach o1 umity ! Id ever nfatua-
Loi fire 1o such 3 heght before?

continuee the * Lyyman” “Jepends Upml!
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aselt 3 buty mere than any other evstem, it mare effectualiy bear ous §

Ten o brng rem upon 1he Est3bhshiment

JJrem without, and the talre doctziae which
‘ .

JULER, | thiesr pretlense as veere net cheched, would

tas zesicted hefengruss cvery paruicie

ooy

‘

orS il Laleu by the sord of Lo
;Jcp'«dd LY oue diviue Rederorer ™ K¢ o4 4,
. . s - 10080 yuu fwapply the scroplaral test.
and practical reition, than for any Churchliappy 6oparatens fron thewr bedy which

s which Sears wo pe e but thatef he

Mr. Wesley snd on oac occasion, that
he chose to remvan n the Churceh, that he
gt bear wilaess aganst thoxe whe wete
(caung her bread, aud teaning out her bow
e On the zame prinaiplc, we chore to
Lremain whore we are, that we may the
Ca! nony agamst
tize bogotry and exclucivenesa which threat.

threatens & from wathen, We will not
strengtien the hands of those, who, of

of Ergush ibenty ,

——— e e e e e — - - -

o “lavman of the stadlubnl Chorch® thue
teiterates the arremest cusfuted tu No | ~Among
secls RAIDPY AT gecTataty, U 3 YU Properly wRark.
theg srrie 10 cnovey the amruat of yuur Al P
Lutonglt thme illerancrs toraes " aze they cot 1.2 ra.
wera ey Wl cmpbate.d.

by whieh y rer
to ths Cherch
(LRI TV R N
& (" ar 1L thetefurn Lecumes Lectssnry 10 Temiad
e seader, 3 That Ciferencer Jave aluays exited,
204 Co o4k €31l 18 Iho Faiahishmess, at wetl 88 it ©f
1N, and difetencey w1 Drestas any thatcan Yrruppne.
9d. ¢ po the Ciflerence Latwern Bikops flall end

Mloadiey, snd betwaen Lre. Clarke snd \Waterland. 2.
Tt atwwny this, cand 1t cadoet Us Seaind, j the prac

1o of cuarey ug the atmcaat of our iferedces 10 @
word, s every way preferabie 10 the preciice of closk-
tug therm ander a0 Apbiguues geaeaing, The cosduct
uf tba oecis Ont of the Falabliedimem 4o o3 O0ly Dare
convenieat, but Mmuch 1@ komers, than tBet of the

3L 10 (fied aRd f-URS wasly

sects withioe

1 8033 us.
Vdentring excilement wh rvligion, and

nor wul we uphoid, a0 aeie suiviny, \he
Messengern of aaothier Gaspel, leat, Uy
tudding them Guod specd, wo should bezotne
partakers ot their evil deeds.

It weuld be unjuet to vur caune 1o omn
somne further obacrvations seugpeated by the
punphlets to wluch refetence has more
han once been wmade 1 theee pages.

1. ‘T'he author of * modern Methodisin
has whel'y tisestated the question at 1ssue.
tic maken the Method:st, 1n Ine diaiogue,
contend that thougl, we * have forined our-
<clves into separate sociclies, administer
the sacramente, and hare our scrvices i
Church heurs, we have not departed from
‘he principles of our founder, because *Mr
Weslex's opirions underwent an  eulire
change oun this pomt * " And agan hen.
iroduces han as saying, that the impression
iet on hm mund by the perusal of Tract
No. 1. waw, that Mr. VWesley's opinions
ander vent a real change with regard to
continuing 1 the communion of lhe Church,
ofter te Aud read Ford King's book, (1221.)

e then pruceeds to show, by means of
acarly forty pages extracted from Mr.
Wesley's \Warks, that to the ecud of his
Lfe he dud not, and would not, eeparato
from the Church; and having thus esta.
blisled what was never denicd, be clape
lus wings intriurph, and retires.

Now, howerer stupid tho writer of this
paphlet supposce the Bicthodusts to be,
they are at all evente ablo to duscern when
a question e shifted in argument ; aud they
sheeefore request attestiun to pages 4 to ¢
of "U'ract No. L. It wili they apprehend, be
sufficiently obvious, 1hat “the pomt ** on
which his opinons are utated 2o have un-
Jergone an entire change, wae, the unin-
terrupted succession of Hishops as the first
of three orders of Mumisters sn the Church.
What were Ins opinions in rezard to con-
Ninmng 1 communion wilh the CAurch,
may planly appear frum the present ‘I'ract,
and frows other publications and there
was surely no nced to hesp together
a mass of quotations ta prove what the
writer of Tract No. L admitted without
hesitation.  His words are,

“C. D1l not the hrothers declare that
they would live anil dic an the corumusiun
of the Church, and that none who reparded
theiwr aduice or example would ever wveje.
e fram 1t} '

“ . They diul."”

We shall not retost the charge of un-
fasenese 3 but proceed to ehow how, in ano-
ther instance, a temposaty tnumph bas
been pamed at the cagenee of the poor,
suaple Methodist. The C ergyman snya,
(n.17) *“Tlus sermon (01 Hch. v. 4) was
written by Wesley not long before hie di.
ed ; he publichied st 10 the Armmnan Maga-
une tor 179, and he died March 2nd,
1561 To this the Mcthodist responds,
“}am quite surproed 23 this why, as }
read dlow passage an the Wenleyan Teacts
tor the Teaner, 1 thought this scrmon was
wratien in 1744 Let the reader turn to
Tract No. 1, p. 8 aud ho will find the
Ctergyman there dictinesly telling the Mo-
thedist both the date of the serron, and of
Mr. Mesiny's death, and calliny ths ex-
trart atiuied to, *hs lazt warcs”  llow
e can the asther of * Modern Methe-
dizen '’ repreecnt us as feading men to be-
sicoe that it was wrnten ¢ 1774 ¢

2 There are not the only instarces in
which that wrter hes chosen to tizrepro.-
Ha sgezks of the Methodina ax

as advocaling excrement only, or chiedy,
w public woralup,  He ought to have
known that tue nrefesenco of the Mciho-
d.st21¢ priven, notto excitemecat 2w oppoicd
i0 desoton, but to devetion excited, & op-
poscd to devot:on unaccompanied with ex.
ctement.  Tumr seztinents arc wol}
expreseed 1a the lanzusge of une wha, it
18 Loped, may be quoted withoud affence,
a8 he was a Clergymanand ook 3 Diocinr's
degrae 8t Oxfore.




