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9Ur own communion, to meet this alarming 
«well of unevangelized population. Alas! 
we hare not. I look beyond our own com
munion, and perceive the various Evangeli- 
C1i and Protestant denominations, differing 
with us in matters of ecclesiastical organi
sation, but agreeing with us and “teaching 
apostolic doctrine,” to use the words of 
Archbishop Sumner, and I rejoice to be
lieve that again to use the words of the 
«aine distinguished writer, “ they may yet 
he owned of God,” and I believe they are, 
'•as faithful ministers of his word and sa
craments, and enjoy his blessing on their 
ministrations.” 1 thank God for every 
voice that directs the lost sinner to the 
Shepherd of Israel. St Paul rejoiced that 
Cnrist was preached even of contention ; 
and shall not we, when we know that He 
is, by these brethren, preached of love? 
While we cannot yet all " see eye to eye,” 
surely many of us are enabled to feel heart 
to heart. Beautiful is that saying of the 
late Doctor Archibald, “Christian love 
pants after unity with all the real children 
of God.” What would our country be, this 
day, if these various bodies of Prc testant 
Christiana around us were silenced ?— 
They are doing a great work, and none 
more than the Methodist clergy. When 
we can do them a service, why • should we 
refuse it? We shall reach them more ef
fectually by love than by invective. O ! 
then, Bight Rev. Sir, strive not to " limit” 
the liberty which you so kindly admit, to 
preach the gospel wherever and whenever 
we have opportunity and strength to say, 

•“Behold the Lamb of God.” I was happy 
in being permitted to give my testimony to 
the truth is it is in Jesus, before a thousand 
people, in the Eutaw Street Church, and to 
receive from my Methodist brethren, on 
that occasion, such truly considerate kind
ness as I can never forget. But I now 
candidly confess the existence of a sorrow, 
that continually arose in my mind ; it was 
that in preaching the gospel of Christ to an 
audience gathered from eiery section of 
our city, I could not have had your full and 
cordial approbation. What would 1 not 
have given, if your views of duty could have 
allowed you to he present ! ! think the
spectacle then exhibited would have swept 
away your objections, from first to last.

Having waned thus long to hear the de
cision of the Standing Committee, on the 
case submitted to them, and aware of their 
having met ami adjourned since your Iasi 
communication to me, may 1 beg to hear 
from you, arid to have a copy ol the minutes 
of the Committee relating to this subject, 

Your friend and obedient servant,
Henry V. D. Johns.

(To be continued.)

CDbitimrn Notices.
For eslvynn.

(harks Rickards, ot Windsor.
Charm:» Rick utns,aged fourteen years, 

sweetly fell asleep in Je-us,on Sabbath tr.vrn- 
iog, May 2, 16."2. IIis end was peace. Ilis 
illness was lingering turd paintul. Lnder 
the blighting influence of consumption, his 
form was wasted almost to a shadow ; but his 
mind was l.ept in perfect peace, being stayed 
on God. *1 le suffered much from violent 
spasms in bis stomach and side ; but, in the 
nddst of his pains, all his hopes were fixed 
with unshaken confidence on his Redeemer. 
He longed to be at home with Jesus, and 
with those of his friends who had gone be
fore. Many Christian friends came to sec 
him during his illness, anil when they pray
ed with him, he was greatly comforted. )\ e 
trust that his sufferings and death wi'l be 
sanctified to the good of his surviving friends, 
and also to the community at large. How 
true is the saying, “ In the midst of life, we 
are in death.” It is necessary that we 
should give the more earnest heed to the 
things that belong to our' peace ; that we 
should, while in health, place our hopes on a 
sure foundation. Truly life is short at its 
greatest length, and none can be sure of the 
morrow. «L A-

Windsor, May 3, 1832.

Prayer should be the key of the day, and 
tl|e lock of the night.

Citcucmj.
For the Wesleyan.

Mental Science.
SO. XXV.

THK EXISTENCE OF THE HUMAN MIND.
The positive existence of the human 

mind is unequivocally -demonstrated from 
the Sacred Scriptures. Here we enter 
upon divine ground, divine proof, and divine 
declaration»! We have not now to investi
gate, in proof of the present and future ex
istence of the human soul, either united to, 
or separated from, material organization, 
the mere assertions and reasonings of fallible 
men, but the infallible words of God him
self. Our position is exalted and absolutely 
conclusive ! Heaven and earth may pass 
away, but “not one jot or title,” of what 
God has asserted, shall fail. To the “ law 
and the testimony,” then, in proof of the 
doctrine in question.

“ The L/ord God formed man of the dust 
of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils 
the breath of life ; and man became a living 
soul.” (Gen. ii. 7.) Here the Lord as- ! 
sures us in the most distinct manner, that | 
man is a compound being, possessed of a 
body and n spirit, created distinctly and Se
parately : the body being formed of the 
dust of the earth, but the soul immediately 
infused into him from God himself. These 
two separate acts of (he Almighty strongly 
evidence, that the soul and the body arc not 
the same tliinr. The body derives its origin 
from the earth; hence, being earthly, it is 
decomposeable and perishable. The soul is 
the “ breath of life," breathed into him by 
the Divine Being. No sooner was this life 
infused into the organized body, than man 
became a living sold! It is, therefore, un
compounded and imperishable. This lan
guage is sufficiently explicit to convince us 
that the soul of man is very different to mere 
matter, however modified, tr even to the 
souls of beasts.

When Rachel was in the agonies of death, 
ilis -aid, “Her sold was in departing, for 
she died." (Gen. xxxv. 18.) Or, as the 
original signifies, in the going away of the 
soul, her body died. This is another proof 
that there is an immortal spirit in man, 
which can exist independently of, and se
parated from, the human body. When she 
she died her soul departed, hut her body did 
not go away. Her soul tyok it (light into 
the untried regions of eternity ; nit the life
less corpse remained behind to go to cor
ruption. The soul and the body must, there
fore, have been distinct.

Moses, of old, diedMiml was buried, but 
! Ids spirit survived death. This is deraon- 
! strated l>v his appearing with Christ on the 
j Mount of Transfiguration. (Matt, xvii 3.)
| Here we have a plain, positive, proof, that 
! human spirits live after their separation 
i from the body.
j Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob died, and their 
I liodivs saw corruption ; hut their spirits live, 
and Gcd is designated their God. It both 
-oui and body were dead, God could not pos
sibly lie called their God ; for h is not the 
God of ‘he dead, but ol the Lying. Ibis 
is the argument by which our Saviour re
futed the Siidducees, who denied the rciitr- 

j reetion, mid the existence of either an- 
| gels or spirits. (Matt. xxii. . 2 : Acts, xxiii.
I <».) And it is un argument which cannot be 
| answered, either by the. Saddiicecs, or their 
i successors-, the materialists, 
j The prophet Elijah, when “ he stretched 
himself" three times upon the dead body of 

fihe widow’s son,at Zarepbatli, and prayed— 
“ O Lord my food, I pray thee, let this child's 
soul come into him again"—the Lord heard 
“the voice of Elijah; and the soul of the 
child came into him again, and lie revived.” 
(1 Kings*®». 21, 22.) Does not this imply 
that the spire must take possession of the 
body in order > produce and maintain the 
flame of aniir. • life? And did he not be
come alive fro-; 'be circumstance of the im- 

j material principle coming again into him ?
Dr. A. Clarke says, “ The words a<id mode 

! of expression here appear to ine a strong 
proof, not only of the existence of an immor
tal'spirit in man, but al-o that that spirit 
can ami does exist in a separate state from 
the body. Ifis here represented as being 
in the midst of the child, like a spring in 
the centre of a machine, which gives motion

to every part, and without which the whole 
would stand still.”

Solomon declares, “ The dust i|hall return 
to the earth as it was; and the spirit shall 
return unto Geid who gate it." (Ecc. xii. 
7.) In process of time putrefaction and 
solution having taken place, the body be
comes decomposed, and is reduced Vo dust, 
from which it was originally taken f but that 
spirit which God first breathed into man's 
nostrils, in consequence of which lie became 
a living soul, a rational, immortal, and ac
countable being, returns to God who gave it. 
Here Solomon makes a most manifest dis
tinction between the soul and the body. 
They are not the same is certain, for one is 
matter and the other spirit. The body, 
which is matter, returns to its original dust ; 
but the spirit, which is immaterial, goes to 
God, its Author. It is utterly ini|iossibk- 
that two natures can be more distinct, or 
more emphatically distinguished, than matter 
and spirit.

Christ states, “ Fear r.ot them who kill the 
body, but are not able to kill the soul ; but 
rather fear him who i» able to destroy both 
soul and body in hell." (Matt. x. 28.) 
Men, we perceive, may k.11 the body ; but 
they arc not able to kill the soul. That lives, 
and it will live, when the be !y shall have re
turned to dust. Hi nee tli body and the 
soul are distinct substance although, for a 
season, mysteriously uniti 1 ; for the body 
may be killed and the su-I escape. Here 
we have the mortality of I e body, and the 
immateriality and cu ise-, -eut immortality 
of the soul ; for tho-c who murder the one 
have no power to injure tno other. If the 
soul and the body die to, tlier, our Lord 
makes a distinction with it a difference; 
but this cannot be chargee on him, who is 
infinite in knowledge, and must be perfectly 
acquainted with thdFimtu ■, properties, and 
duration of all beings and mgs, in both the 
visible and invisible worl-1. God only can 
kill the soul, which after ill the efforts of 
men, suev'ves the dissolu'-on of the body : 
butas Almighty power reate-l that soul 
immortal, it never will ! • employed in its 
death and destruction.

When -Je-us was su ponded upon the 
cross, he commended his e irit into the hands 
of his Father, and to the «I ing thief, lie said, 
“To-day -halt thou be with me in Paradise.” 
Here we have plain, deci. ive proof that lib- 
own spit it, its well aspic malefactor's,would 
survive the body, and wi aid live with God 
when it was dead. uke xxiii. Iff, 10.) 
This saying of our txml strongly demon
strates the immateri ilily --f the soul, and its 
separate existence alter death. The spirit 
of the penitent thief accompanied the Sa
viour to paradise, while bis body was left to 
mingle with the dust.

When our Lord first appeared to his dis
ciples, as they were assemble.1 together, soon 

I alter hi- rc-iirreetion, » el said to them, 
“ l'caee he unto you,” tl • y “ wen; terrified 
and affrighted," Mippo-ie ; “they hod seen a 
spirit!' But if there l.« no such livings as 
disembodied spirits,’’ would not our Lord 
have corrected their mis! ike ? This, howe
ver, we are assured, In: iid not. lie. eon- 
fir.it'd thmn in tin ir opinons ; and indorsed 
their s-mliiiiviiU as true, by saying, “..I 
spirit hath not //-.</« am bones, as ye see me 
In.<re!’ This a—vrtion ol" Jc-ns is a strong 
proof, not only oj the immateriality but ol 
the immortality ot the soul. 1 hey probably 
imagined that they oh y saw the soul of 
Christ; nor were the/ convinced to the 
contrary, until they perceived the identity 
of his person by handling him. They were 
then as-ured of the real-ly ol his resurrec
tion ;. that Jesus himself, in his compound 
nature, was, of:, truth, before them. Here 
we may consider the soul and body as per
fectly distinct ; ‘.hat the spirit exists inde- 

"pendent of the body ; tli it the bo ly will rise 
again, .is Cbrist’s resurrection is a type ol 
ours; tid tl at the immortal nature of man 
will, after t!ie resurrection of the dead, 1«: 
united to the liody, and thus exist forever.

Georoe Johnson.
Point de Bute, N. Jt., April 21, 18Ô2.

It is difficult to conceive anything more, 
I autiful than the reply given by one in af- 

' fliclion. When he was asked bow he bore 
it so wAU. “ It lightens the stroke,” he said, 

I “ lo draw near to |Ii'3. who handles the 
! rod/'
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Correspondence.

For ll-t Wcflryan
Tàe Christian tisiler against Hrihodisa.
Charity had benignantly begun to hope, that 

the editor of the above-named paper had grown 
weary in his unprofitable warfare against his 
neighbours, but it seems not ; for in his paper of 
the ltith inst he comes out again, less rampant 
than formerly, it is ink1, but with not less diare- 
ganl to justice and truth

He had in a former number mentioned that a 
Convention had l-evn called at Philadelphia, to 
adopt a memorial lo the General Conference in 
favour of i-ay Delegation, anil in his Inst he no
tices another vailed by those opposed to the 
views of the former. To this, he says, “ none 
blit those opposed to lay representation were in
vited," but takes care not to say that to the for
mer none but those in favour of their movement 
were invited. This is misrepresentation first.

He adds, “ an a-1-1 roes to the Church at large 
was adopted, in which the subject of the late 
Convention is discussed, and the brethren of the 
Church are invited to send delegate* lo the Con
vention lobe held in St. George’s Church, in the 
city of Philadelphia," Here is a self-contradiction 
to the atiove.

Of the Convention held by the advocates of 
change, he says, “ It/proceedings wen; marked 
bv a Christian spirit, as will be infvireil from the 
following atistract." Now, why did ho not say 
the same of tlio other? Were its proceedings 
less ehiistian ? I seriously question whether Ine 
editor knows what is a “ Christian spirit," not 
that I mean to say that such a spirit was not 
shown in the Coventiot*. There is one tiling ro- 
frvahiug in the “ abstract," viz., the Chairman 
repudiated the diabolical counsel of some, who 
recommended them to slurre the Ministers into 
compliance with their demande, as attempted by 
the party in England, lo which " Mr. Manly, 
the admired of the editor of the Visitor, adheres ; 
Imt after all, his remark shows that they have 
been in the hands of bail counsellors, l'ei liapa 
the editor of the I'War sent them a t ol advice 
of this kind; or after all, they may have evil 
counsellors, even among themselves.

But the editor is not content with saintingthe 
Convention ; he dubs it " respectable ” also, and 
terms their published conclusions “ honest," 
while the countvt Convention, alas ! is passed by 
with a silence whieh-significantly intimates lohis 
readers, that lie could not say as mm h respecting 
i;s respectability, honesty, and Christianity. Aht 
luckless 1-ody ! What hart thou done to prevent 
thy exaltation In the organ of neandvldoin ? 
Alas ! Very has p issed a decree of prulcrition. 
Thou art passed by. Thou wilt ask, why, what 
have I done? Thou tyt unwilling to disorgan
ize the Church of thy choice, and make it, like 
some oilier denominations, a chaotic mass ol dis
sociated parties, floating on the surface ol human 
society, the exposed plunder of every lawless 
wrecker.

But the most glaring and reckless mis state
ment in the article under consideration, is the 
f Lowing : “ The honest conlesrion of this respect
able Convention, it will be teen (ft) i w hat lias 
In .'ii charged as the malignant standet ' enemies 
when others have alluded to this anomaly u lining 
Protestant Churches.'" Now wlmt is i , that is 
dublie-l as the “ honest confession," fkc , ill the 
above extract ? Why stripped of verbiage, it is 
this. It is assumed that tho Alclhodisl Episcopal 
Church has conferred the exclusive power of le
gislation on the Clergy, ( which is not true, as all 
who read their Book of Discipline know,)—that 
this is “ very detrimental" to the prosperity of 
the Church—that there are “ murmuring», anil 
contentions" in the Church—that it is untile all 
other Clmrrhes, in the Slates, in not having lay 
representatives in Conference—that the cure of 

; these evils is, lay delegation, and that the time 
has fully eonio l-y the indications of Providence 
Ibr seeking a change.

Now is this a true confession ? It probably 
is, so far as it relates to “ murmuring,” “ conten
tion," and disaffection for what Church or 
Churches are without these ?—There were “ di
visions " in the Churches ol Corinth and Galatia, 
and “ nmrmuters and coomlainer. ? in the time 
of Juilc; and “ wars and fightings " in the Church 
in the time of James the A poet le ; but who ever 
attributed these to the want of lay delegation in 
the Assemblies of Ministers ? Apostolic minds 
attributed them to the want ol “a Christian 
spirit," to their “lusts" and “carnality." See 
I Cor. i. 11, James iv. I, Jude Iti verse. And 
even the Model Churches, with lay representa
tion, are much more affected by these same evils 
Read the following hint from the Visitor of Janyi 
2, 1HS2. It means a great deal :—

“ We wish a half dozen of excellent men, like 
him, (Rev. Mr. Burton) could be induced to 
come from the States here. We believe that 
number would find more lo do here, and ba 
'happier in doing it than is often the esse there !" 
They have rather unhappy lanes “ there," it seems, 
even in those Churches that boast of lay inf’dence.

It may be true,that theM.E. Church is unlike 
all other Protestant Churches ; but whether this 
is an ad vantage, or “very detrimental,'’ may well 
admit of a doubt—and more.

Fact* are stubborn things, and the fret that ia


