THE CHUROH GUARDIAN.

Muon 24 1888

- P2 KL

.....

@Iw Gheh @uardwn

' .'f - Enr'ron AND PROPIIETOR: —

L H DAVIDSON, D.C.L, MONTB,EAL

~ AGB00IATE EDITORS: —

REV. H. W. NYE, M.A., Rector’ and Ruml Do'\n, Bed-
Iord,xPQ,. REV.EDWYN B. W. PENTHI‘ATH.
: Wlnnlpeg, Manitoba.

Address Lorrespondence and Commuuications to
the Edlitor, P.0. Box 304. Exchanges to P, 0.
Box 1950. For Business mmouncemenu
Sce page 14.

SPEUIAJ. NOTICE.

¢,* SUBSORIBERA IN ARRL..R8 are respuctfully request.ed
rcmn at thelr earliost conventence, Tho very low price
at which the paper 18 publlshed renders necessary a rigid
onforcament of tha rulo of panyment in advance. The label
glves tho date of explration. Y

Wit Subsoribers please czamine Label,and REMIT
PROMPT LYY

L

CALL'NDAR FOR MARC’I[

Maron 7th—Qumquagemma.

¢ 10th—Ash Wednesday,
¢ 14th—1st Sunday in Lont.

113 17Jh
}EMBER Days.

-

LS

¢ 19th
¢ 20th

¢ 2ist—2nd Sundny in Lont.
¢ 25th—Annunciation of Virgin Mary.
¢ 28th—3rd Sunday in Lent. '

-

-

'’0 SUBSCRIBERS IN NEW BRUNSWICK,
NOVA SCOTIA AND ONTARIO.

W.B. Suaw, Esq,, is the only person, (Clergy
oxcepted), at present anthorized to solicit and
receivo payment of Subscriptions in Now Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia,

Mg. Jonn Burnmas, of Cobourg, has been
appointod Goneral Travelling Agentfor Ontario
for the Cuuren GuarDpIAN; and we bespeak for
him the kindly assistance of Clergy and Laity
in the several Parishes and Diocoses.

THE METHODISM OF MODERN
METHODISTS COMPARED WITH
THE METHODISM OF
ITS FOUNDERS.

Wo havo on sevoral oceasions printed quota-
tions from tho writings of the Rov. John Wes-
loy, which clonrly show how far those wbo
profess to be his followers have departed from
his principles, A prominent layman of tho
Dioceso of Niagara, Mr, George Elliott, has
addrossed o long and ablo lottor to the Guelph
JMercury on the same subjoct, in.reply to cer-
tain stutemonts made by n Methodist ministor
of that city, Mr. Elliott states that he has in
‘his pogscssion the lives of Charles and John
Wesloy, printed in the yoar 1805, by John
Whiteliond, M.D. This titlo page is headed
“The life of the Rov. John Wosloy, M.A., col-
looted from his privato papers and printed
works, and writton al tho request of his oxe-
cutors, with tho lifo of the Rev. Charlos Wos-
loy, M.A., collocted from his private journal,
and novor bofore prblished.” The whole form-
ing a history of Moethodism, in which the prin-
ciplos aud economy of the Methodists are un-
folded. From this work he gives some ex-
tracls, “to show the opinions of the Wesleyan
body in the dnys of ‘its founders—that they

*| was no separation of the Church.” i :

considered themsolves part “of ' the Chu.rch
from which they had no ides of separating ;-

od Mmlsters, and not from Tay Preachers, and
that during the lifetime of -the Weeleys there

"lh

Page 347—He says: “ Lam. clem\that it is

. | neither lawful nor expedient for' me to separate

from’ the Church of England. My affection is

nion, and 'my brother’s twelve reasons against
our ever sepamtmg from the Chluch of Englnnd
are mine also.”

On page 184—“A. M. Shiw began a dnsttu'b-
ance in our Society, insisting that there is no
Priesthood, that there is no order of menin. the,
Christian M nistry, that he bimself had ns good‘

ments 28 any other man. I tried to check
Shaw in his talk against a Christisn Priest-
hood; at last I told him I would oppose him
to the utter most, and either he or I must: quit

-|the "Society. In expounding I warned them

strongly agninst schism, into which Shaw's no-
tions must lead them. I warned Messrs. Vaughan
and Brookman against Shaw's pestilent errors.
(Tho 7talics ave ours.) I spoke strongly at the
Savoy Society in bebalf of' the Church of Iiang—

-[land.”

On page 332 the author makes these state-
menis: The number.of lay preachers was now
greatly increased, and although very few of
them had enJoyed the benefits of a learned or
even 2 good education in the common branches |
of knowledge, yet among them wore men of
strong senso and great power of mind, who
scon became able pxeacﬂela of the Goepel
They wished to promote a plan, which mno
doubt they hoped might be more useful to the
people, therefore some of the preachers desired
that they should have some kind of ordination,

tho people. Botk Mr. John and Charles Wesley
opposed this attempt, as a total direliction of the
avowed principles on which the societies were first
united together. When thoy became itinerant
preachers and began to form socioties they
never intonded that the societies should be
geparate churches. The members were ex-
horted to attend thoir respective places of
worship, whether the established chureh or a
dissenting meoting ; and the times of preaching
on the Lord's Day were purposely fized to give
them liberty so to do. It is evident the Method-
ist societies were formed on these broad and
disintorested principles, however narrow-mind-
¢d and interested men may have may huve mis-
construed or endeavoured to pervert them, It
was & new thing, but the two brothers were
fully persuaded that this was the peculiar call-
ing of the Methodists.

On page 342—I wrote to my brother as fol—
lows : One thing only occurs to me now, which
might prevent in a groat measure the mxschlefs
which will probably ensué after our death, and
that is much greator care and deliberation. in
admitting preachers.

Let us pray God to show us if this has not
boen the principal cause why so many of our
preachers have lamentably miscarried. Ought
any noew preacher to bo received before we
know that
teach partzcularly in the communion of the

assured that the candidate is no enemy to the
Church?

Pago 345—In a lottor to tho Brethren at|
Liecds, he says: Lot nothing hinder you from
going to church and sacrament,

Mz, Elliott concludes his letter with a refe1-

that they' received the - sacraments ‘of the‘
Chureh from the hands of Eplscopally ordtun-'

as ‘strong 45 ever for the Chureh, and I clearly,
|see my calling to live and die in her comimu-

n right to baptize and administer the sacia- |

| parochial use.

and be allowed ‘to administer thé sacraments to-

e is grounded in the doctrines we

Church of England, and should we not be well.

encoe to the writings:-of “one of the most
learned and pious men in the Methodist body
emco ‘the days of Wesley, Dr. Adam Claxke,” | -

whlch are diametrieally opposed to the preten-
BIODB ‘of modern Methodlsts — il -

Vi }J)[ o '1;

In hlB learned and volu nou§ ‘Commantar
on the Holy Seriptures, on Ist Epistle Tunothy, :
3rd chapter, 15t veise;: he: says: « Episcopacy
in'the Church of ‘God is of divine appointment, as .
such should be maintained and supported. The
State has its Monn.rch the Chulch its Bighop.”

On the 2nd verse, same ehapter ' In former
times bishops wrote mucl; .gnd preached much,
and “their labours wére grently owned of, God,
No charch’ since ‘the 'Apostles’ days has been
more - homoured in-this way: than:the British
Chuxoh. . They, have- been. an. honour. to- their
functxon, and that since thg Reformation;the
bishops have in ‘general been men of gre lea.rn-_
ing‘and’ ptoblty, and- the ablest : vocutes of,.
the Christian' systeny, ‘both as ‘to' its-Buthenti-
city, snd the pnnty and excejlence of: 1ts doc-
trines and: morslity.” o

On 13. verse, same chapter, he BRYS: “But
bishops, presbyters and deacons existed-in the
Apostolic Church, and 1 mu.y thexefoxe be con-
8l ered of divine origin.” i .f:,,i. e .

It also: appears that in the Dloeese of Ontuno
a Tract eutitled “Why I am a Methodist,”
hss’ been dlhgently girculated. It elicited a
number of lettors- in reply from - anothep lay-
man in that Diocess, which letters appeared in
the Pembroke : Standard, but 'have now'been
punted“m pamphlet form, " They are written
in a chdritable and moderate though, ﬁrm tone,
and ably moet.and expose the - fallacies of the
arguments and reasons- ‘given for leaving the
‘Church, and that too for' the most part by quo-
tations trom Wesley himéelf.  This work is
one which ought to hnve a very large circula-
tion, and Whlch will be found most useful in
" Would that these .Christian
brethren might return to the i‘old whencs. they
went out, and that, not for any advantage toet
a8 a Natlonu.l Church but that: the Unity.of
the Body might be to this extent restor ed, and
the prayer of the Snmour to- thls extent’ 1eal—
ized. :

THE PRINCIPLE OF'FASTUVG

—

Cunon Luckock, in his very attractive and
instructive addresses, now pubhshed under the
title of * The Foolprints.of the Son of Man as
traced by St.- Mark,” (T. Whittaker, New
York), in commenting on the second chapter
of St. Mark. vs, 18-22, seys:—

“We must not conclude from thns that Christ.
forbade or even discouraged the principle of
fasting. Itwas the Jewish surroundings which
He condemned. Rabbinic Pharisaism had
wholly misconceived its true object; it had
taught men to helieyp that such mortification
was & means of averting .God's anger, and of
atoning for sins. To the Pharisees it was no
instrument, for the subjection of the lower to
the highor nature, no mgred:ent i the cup of
penitence, no sign .of deep humiliation for
offeuce against God, but a meritorious act; en-
titling him who pmctised it'to Divine accept-
ance. - As such it gained no encouragement, no
recognition, in the teachmg of our :Blessed -
Lord,

“Neither de He a.pprove of theu- mode of
fasting. ‘The Spirit of the Gospel is -not the

| Spirit of the Law. The one is love, the other

is fear. 'The Jew sat in sackeloth and ashes,l
the Christian anoints hlB head a.nd washes his
face. .. .

“ We have only to turn to the Sermon -on the

e 10 _.f!:- It



