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have Inid down in my pamphiet. This position'1
have supported by an examination such objec-
tions as had come within the compass of my own
knowledze, and a comparison of them with ex-
nwacts from the writings of Wesley stale quota-
tions as you are pleased to call them, but stale
or fresh, draw 1 from the fountain head of the
standard edition of his works. Althoughen pas-

<entl cannot perceivethe lorce of vour objection,

1» state quotations, us, it they had any authority
when first extracted frequency of quotation
would not take away this avthority. this | repeat
is my position, and “is the principal object 1 had

————

Canadtan ChuesHhwman.

generation we are made the Children of God by
adoption, not grace? What does he mean when
he says, who denies that you were then made .
Children of God and heirs of heaven? There can
be no meaning in words if these do not plainly

aud distinctly shew that he supported this doc- |

trine,

' 6. “The Church forced Mr, Wesley to take
the position that Methodism now occupies, and |
; 1o provide an ecclesiastical arrangement for his
. Society.” The position Methodism now occupies

- was not taken until after the death of Mr. Wesley,
; and conscquently not by himseli. Up to that

the Bill brought in by Mr. Gladston®
rezulating the Church” of England in the
Colonies, I forward to your Lordship some
copies of the Speech in which I stated my
objections to Mr. Glasdtone’s measure.
also send your Loidship copies of the
Bill, which Mr. Gladstone subsequently in-
tioduced—but which was not discussed in
the House.
The subject will be renewed iu the nex
i Session of Parliament,
Legislation upon it by her Majesty

.

t

in view in addressing those calling themselves . time it was in a position of (riendship towards the | ernment, it will afford me much assistance

Wesleyans. 1dely you Sir to controvert that
pmitioz. or to prov{- ytlmt I bave garbled the ex-
tracts | bave taken from the w .
dor or misrapresented his sentimcuts. Uotsl you
have dono this, | shall still consider that Modern
methodism in not Wesleyan methodism, and
therefore that you bave no claim to the name
of Wesleyan :

2. *‘The Chuich persecuted and mobbed Mr,
Wesley.” This assertion | think . would be best
met by its contrary, * The Church did not perse-
ente nor mob M1, Wesley.”” Let these assertions

works of your foune- ' j

i Church, and aflerwards of enmity; so that the
' final part of this statemeut is talse, and the second
. is equally so, for the ecclesiastical organization
‘ (as | have shewn on Methodist testimony) arose
 from the pregsure from without in 1792 and 1816,
; and therefore was not provided by him.

i 7. ¢ The Church is a fallen Church.”! Iam
,ll‘rald your sub-editor is not kept under proper
| cieck or else that your memory must be exceed-
i ingly defective since in a recent number of your
; paper a letter appeared that was copied into other
: papers which shewed that the Church so far from

be weighed by direct reference lo Mr. Wesley’s | being fallen is' manifesting signs of a vitality far

own testimony, and 1 have no doubt that it will
be allowed by an unimpartial judge that yous's is
untenable. ly have shown in page 30 of my letter
that during 51 years the number of refusals to
permit him to preach in Churches were 35, of

which only 21 were by clergymen, while during |

the same period he preached in 512 churches,
Does this look like persecution, cspecially when
we remember that he acknowledged that he had
wore invitations to preach in churches that he
could pousibly uccept oft  Bul youlnay say he
was mobbed.” I do not deny it, but [ sy that it
was not by the Cnorcy.  He was mobbed, 1
believe at Walsall, but is a Walsall mob the
Church t What principles of special pleading will
show that a very insignificanty part is the whole.
Allow me to ‘put your asestions before your
readers in a syllogistic form,

p‘:\lr. Wesley was mobbed at Walsall and other

ces.

Soine of these mobs may have consisted of ‘}et:-
swns belonging to the Church, therefore: The
Church m ,ibed Mi. Wesley!1! Would not the
most inexpericnced logician perceive the inade-
quacy of your roof and consider it unvalid. 1
now put to you Sir, this question, | ask én this
subject in my letter * Can you Mr. Editor, orany
* other individoal, shew that Mr. Wesley was
“{egally shut out of the Church by excommuni-
“ cation or deposition, or that he was prevented
*s from prenching in any of the churches of Eng-
lnd by epivcopal inhibition.” Until you have
yroved that he was talk no more of persecution.

3. s+ 'The Church disowned those of its adher-
ents who had been saved from their sins through
bis instrumentality.” To this assertion 1 give
the most complete contradiction; bring forward
if you can, s single proof in support of your as-
sertion. This. 8ir, you cannot do. You may
iry to prove it by stating that some ministers
opposed Methodism and Methodists, but some
ministers are not the Chnrch, avd opposing
Methodiste is not disowning the adberants of
the Church ' You are well aware that the
cutting off membersfrom the Church,can only be
effected by judicial proceedings, and also that
such proceedings have never been taken agaiust
any individua) because of his connection with
Methodism, 1 cannot avoid considering such an
assertion as & gross and mnl‘rable untruth, and
unworthy the pen of any individual pretending
to the unequivocal tokens of thy Diviae favour,
to which you rvefer.

- 4 « That the writer of that pamphlet is a
* Romanizing teacher &c.”  1tis always the
rt of an unskilful arguer to make up in abuse
what he is deficient of in reasoning, and this Sir
ou have endeavourhd todv as fully as you cau.
ou are pleased to' heap upon that unfortunate
individnal, epethets more snitable for a conten-
tions workiling than a spiritually minded meth-
odist preacher, ¢. g. sclf constituted teacher,
Romanizing teacher, unfuir representor of
Wesley’s sentiments, false representor of the
esme, a propounder of the dogma of a Puseyite
creed, a supporter of old views, fables, &e., a
purblind udvocate of a visionary scheme of sac~
ramental salvalion, 8 most wiltul and stupid
pmverter of Wesleys sentiments, one ignorant of
theprinciples of true religion &c. &ec. But would

it not have been lar more becoming to deal lcas |-

nu invective and more inlreasoning .  Passing by
- my being a self constitued . teacher which you
know is not the ease, let me ask in what respect
am [a Romanizer &c., aud is it for quoting
Wesley's,_views, or cerlain parts on \ghich ou
differ from him, and [ only agree with him. Ifso
your righteous indignation should have been ex-
pended on Jobhn Wesle{. not on John Fletcher,
You have my pamphlet
sentiment in it of a Romanizing character, or,
acknowledye that ,you have have vilified a per-
«on whowe opinion you hsve had otherwise no
apportunity of discovering. 1 huve alwaysdefied
yon to bringYorward an instance in which 1 have
wilfully perveited the sentimeots of Mr. Wesley.
“Bring forward one and | shull ut once acknow-
ledge that | am wrong in doing so. )

5 ** Mr. Wesley was nota supporter of baptis-
mal regeneration.” Why Sir, I cannot repress
my astonishment at your boldness in makinf such
an aseertion in the face of the praofs which | have
biought forward to the contrary. What does he
mean in your 476,477, and 740 Hymus by rising
and warhing away sine in baptism by being
plunged by it into u second birth by God’sannex-
g in it the Sgitil‘s Seal? What does he menn
when he says that the outward sign duly received
ie always accumpanied with the inward grace?
What does he mean swhen he says by buptism we
who were by natare the Children of wenth are
niade the Cluldsen of God, aud that by this re-

before you—show one |

exceeding that of any other denomination of pro-
fessing Christians, so that your assertions in one
issue is contradicted by an opposite assertion in
another. '
There arelotherZmisstatements in your article
that would require some remarks upon them, but
I think that I have said enongh to show that you
have either willlully, or I hope, igncrantly per-
verted the truth, and shall, theretore, puss them by
unnoticed, nierely recommending you in conclu-

the influences of the Spirit: nor to imagine that

you slone are the people of the Lord, for such

assumptions are too frequently the strongest evi-

dences that those who make them have not the

Spirit of Christ. : ' '
’ ({ am Sir, your’s res

tivlly.
Joun 4

LETCHER.

(To ibe Editor of the Canadion Churchman.)

Rev. AnD pEaR S1R.—As the motion of the
Hon. Geo. Bositon, and the amendment moved
by the Hon. P. B. DeBlaquier, ¢t the Jast monthly
meetiog of the Chur'b Socicty together -ad’.
the names of those whn voted for and agaivst
those motions will appear in the eolumns of your
Juarnal.. Ifeel myself constrained to sdnpt the
same medium in order to say that upos the
occesion in question, I for one voted uuder s
misapprehensiso. - .

‘The information called for, by the motion and
the smendment in- question, if embodied in &
written document and placed amoog the vecirds
of the Saciety for the use of members thereof,
is. I conceive most desireable. . '

The original mojion, with the amendment
proposed appeared to me to present two modes
in which this necessary information wight be
obtained, and owing to ignoraace of the exact
mode of proceediug in the case of a division, I
was under the impression that our votes were
simply determioing not whether the infurmation
desired was or was not to be obtained, fur that
desire seemed with only two or three exceptivns
to be.unanimous, but which of the two methnds
proposed for prucuring it should be adopted.

Itis not easy to express tae anoyance ex-
perienced on finding that, in common with some
others I had, owing to this miscooception assis-
ted in * sbelving” the whole matter.

Though strongly averse to tsking so public a
mode of making this statemeat, [ prefer to do so
rather than' be supposed capable of aidiog to
* stifle” informiation which whether it be neces-
sary or not is unquestionably desired by a large
number of the members of the Society., ,

No trace of any wish to withhold the informa-
tion in question appeared (o me to actuate any
member of the board oa Wednesday last—all
were perfectly willing that the information moved
should be, obtsined though one or two gentlemen
considered it unnecessury—There caunct be a
question that but for the misapprehension al-
Juded to, if one method of obtaining it had failed
the other would have heen carricd.

1 remain
“ faithfally yours,
2 W. Srewant DarvLinog,

Canadian Churchman.

Bcardorn,
Feb. 5, 1858,
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THE REPORT OF THE BISHOP OF
TORONTO, TO THE MOST HON’BLE
THE DUKE OF NEWCASTLE, HER
MAJESTY’S SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR THE COLONIES, ON THE SUB-
JECT OF THE COLONIAL CHIURCH.

Toronto, Upper Canada, Feb. 4th, 1853

My Lorp Duxg,—On my rcturn from a
confirmation of several months to this place,
in September last, 1 found the following
circular letter which had armrived during my
absence, from the Righit Honorable Sir John
Packington, Bart., then Secretary of State for
the Colonies :—

Downing Street, 301h July, 1852.

My Lorp,—As your Lordship must natur-
ally feel much interested in the dobates of
iast Session in the Ilouse ¢f Commouns, upon

sion, not to arrogate to yourselt and your Society |.

'if your Lordship will favour me with your

; opinion upon the present state of the Church
.in your Diocese, and what Legislative
changes you would suggest in order to place
the Church in your Diocese in a more cflicient

and satisfactory position. =

{ have the honor to be,
My Lord,
Your Lordship’s
Most ob’t Servant,
(Signed,) Jonn S. PACKINGTON.

The Lord Bishop

of Toronto.

Not supposing that the measure would be
taken up in the early Session of November,
I addressed & circular letter to my Rural
Deans - with copies of Mr. Gladstone’s Bill,
and of Sir John Packington’s speech, desiring
them to consult the Clergy and others of
their respective Deaneries, and report to me,
at their early convenience.

On receiving their reparts I consulted with
some able friends, and more patticularly with
the Chief Justice of the Co'ony—and have
vow the honor to enclose for the information

| of your Grace the result of our combined de-

liberations. : :
I have the honor to be,
My Lord Duke,
Your Grace’s .
" Most ob’t Servent,
Joun Toroxto.

His Grace, the Duke of Newcastle,
Her Majesty’s Secretary of State
for the Colonies, .
Downing Street, London.

CON VOCATION.

Fenerally admitted that the rap-
id growth of the United Church of England
and Ireland in the Colonies, and tho great
increase of the Clergy present new and ur-
gent arguments for some ruling power 10 en-
force stricter discipline and greater eflicien-
cy and uniformity of action than she has
yet enjoyed.

When the lay members of the Churchin
the various dependencies of the British Em-
piro are believed to exceed one miilion, and
one diocese (Upper Canada) approaches one
fourth of that number, with eeveral hundred
clergymen scattered over vast regions and
thus far separated one from another, it must

It isnow

needs te that grave diflicultics and oficnces
willh arise, and how are they to be dealt
with.

The Bishops are in most cases powerless,
having indeed juriadiction by their Rogal
appointment and Divine Cowmission, but
no tribunals to try cases, and to acquit
punish as the case may require. :

‘Hence they feel themselves frequently
weak and unable 1o correct reckless insub-
ordination, sullen zoutumacy and even im-
moral conduct. At one time they are
accused of feebleness and irresolntion—at
another, when acting with some rigour, they
are denounced as tyrannicle and despotic.

On all such occasions they are without
suppoit or the refreshing counsel of their
Brethren—nor have they any Constitutional
way open to them by which they can devise
and mature such measures as may be found
necessary for the welfare und extension of
the Chuich. -

The growing evil and inconvenicnce of
this state of things has at length forced itself
upon the notice of the fmporial Goverament,
and a Bill has been introluced into Parlia-
meont by the Right Honorable William Glad-
stone, which seeks to place Church affairs
in the Colonies under the government of an
uniform and well defined system. And,

or

t althongh the Secretary of Siate, Sir John !

- Packington, oflcred some well founded ob-
jections to the proposed Bill, he frankly
admitted thut the Church in the Colonies
laboured under great disadvaniages, and
that it stood in need of legislative assistance,
in order to enable it to mako such regulations
as are essential to its proper functions.
Both Statesmen consider legislation necessa-
ry, althoug't they difler in “the details ; and
both appear desirous to avail themselves of
the advice and assistance of the Colonial
Bishops aund their Clergy, in dealing with
this question, which is certainly not a light
one,

The Bill as amended, has not only been

; sent out to the different Colomes to be sub-

Pmitted 10 the judgment of the Bishops,
Clergy and Laity, but one Bishop at lenst
from the ditferemt groups ot Colonial Di-
oceses has been iuvited to England to asrist

and in the eventof| domg
’s Gov- | be the digesting and maturing a respectabie

—

—

for': m its modification so that it may meet the

! purpose for which it is intended,~ or rather
;to assist in framinga Constitution for the’
i Colonial Church, which  would ensure uni-

| formity in.all eseentials to her eflicieney
lwuhm the Colony and at the same time
! preserve haimony with the Mother Church

i And surely the little delay required in
i pursuing this course need notbe grudged
! after allowing 200 years and more 1o
without doing anything, when the result may .

{ safe and rational scheme which would give
| ful! efficiency to the United Church of Eng-
iland aud lreland, and insure through al}
{ future tine among her numerous branches

! perfect unity in all parts of the world,

Besides the Bishops aud such of their cler-
gy as visit England on this important object
those who remain in their Dioceses are ex-’
pected to give their own views, and in as fur
as may be those of their Clergy and Laity, gn
that the result may be justly considered the
voice of the Colonial Church at large,

Now, although we may not reckon very -
much upon the positive benefit to be derived
from the multitude of suggestions  which .
will be brought furward, yet there would be.
the advaantage of considering beforeband,’
whatever would be likely to be urged in
the Colonies for or against the act before ‘it
had passed. Besides the moral effect would-
be of great value by showing the membeis
of the Church inthe Colonies, that a_mea-
sure v important had not been agred upon'
without due teference to their wishes and
sentiments,—and in the next place it would’
be much more easy to support the system,
afterwards against any attempts to uriseltle.
it as being a system established on mature
onsideration and with a desire to meet.the
views and opinions of the various Colonies.’

Even after all this previous care and de-:

tinuance of the measure on its first enact-
ment to_four or five ycars and in the mean-
time to invite au expression of opinion fro.
the different Colonies as to the working of,
its various provisions so that it may be made
as perfect as possible, before it gecomec a.

permanent law. - ‘

The system by whicn the Episcopal .
Church in the United States of Ametica 1
governed, and that in Scotland, would natur-
ally be considered in framing the Constitution
of the Colonial Church and some hints might
possibly be derived even from the footing on
which the Protestant Church Lias been pla-
ced by the late acts of the Government in
France.

The members of the Episeopal Church of
the United States were unavoidably influ-
enced in laying the foundation of their
system by counsiderations which do not apply
in our_cuse. They would not sabmit to a
controling power ina foreign couutry, for
that would have placed their Church in a
disadvantageous light before the public.

With us there need not be, and is not in
fact any jealousy of the kind, on the cont
I believe the general feeling of the Laity.an
wellas the Clergy at present would be found
to be in favour of seeking security against
error and against rash chnges by having
all material points subject to the contiol of
the Mother Church, and uot Joh to be deba-
ted or reso ved upon by Colcnial Conven-
tions or convocations, :

Let us suppose then a Constitution framed
in England under tke best aivice and upon
matore cousideration, the most desitable
course would, 1 thit:k, be to give that Charch
Constitution to the Colvnies by an Imperial
Statute.

But, where we apprehend a difficulty will
present itsell if the Bill should go into such
details in regard to Church government and
disciplice "as it ought to do. Would the
House of Commons entertain it ? and would
the Government ask them to do so with the
hope of a satisfactory result? I hope they
could: but I fear they could not. T

If the Goverument could aud would pro-
cevd in that maunner, and if a Statute could
be passed, approved of by the heads of the
Church and placing the Church of England
in the Colonies on tivmer ground as to doc-
rizine and discipiine, a very great object
i would be gained becanse then the Cenvoca-
P ion o1 whatever it might be called, within
. each Diocese, not having these matters
| within their reach (and 1 think they ought
t not) would ba occupied only in such thin

as waould vot disturb the unity of the Church,
l that ix, in enforcing the power given by the
i Constitution in regard to discipline and in
' regulating and advancing her tempoial in-
- terests,
i This great advantage would follow from

liberation, it might be wise to limit the con-

- leaving our System of Church Governmens -

! resting on such a foundation, as could not be
‘readily disturbed 5 for it would not be casy to
procure any alteration of what bad been so
carefully considered.  And we might ho

that the Constitution would be found to

sustained by the genera! voice of the Colonies,
although there might bo su unfortanate spirit



