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bottom of the last pagaof the volume, T find

In the same spirit the anenymous ‘Fly Sheets’ | sonablo nor inadequate.  We maintained that in | stated, 1Aat no Preacher is to be expelled jm,.;

the following record :* December 206h,1547.
1 have just read this truly eloquent appeal,
and it is so irresistible in its argument that
1 wonder the converted do not make greatcr
efforts to place it in the hands of that class
for whom it was written. In truth, there are
nome but may read it with advantage, and
there can be but few who would not be much
benéfittad by its perusil./ would rather kave
wrillen such a work than * Childe Hurold,
“ or the ¢ Decline and Fall of the Koman Em-
pire.’ "—Sailor's Magazine.
e
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CONTEMPORARY OPINIONS.

Right of latervogition—Wesleyan Conference. '

specta

verse, owes a responsibility to the law. Now|would not procee
it is not denied that the * Fly® Sheets” cemained | the offender ¥

slanders on private character, and responsibility
| was eut:of-the question, in the case olp?:peu to{ religious society are less bound than others by

ler is even more

are compared to tbe. public jt:ﬂmals. and the | no society of English gentlemien, associated 'to- | the Body unless he be convicted upon chauy gy
praetice of the latter in imputing evil motives to | gether even for purposes of mere amusciuent, | of which Ae has Aad due sntisnation in ',"-"'f 5
their political antagonists is tortured into a pre- | would it be endured that a member of such a|l have a co y of the * Large Minutes’ now bet g
cedent for anonymous calumuy. Here again the | society should shelter himselt from a straightfor- { me, with the same cnti von tlie fiv-leaf, :'3
nttemqed analogy is wholly untenable. "No re-| ward personal interrogatory, upon the ground | signed by the same honoere 1 individuals \21
le journal with which we are acquainted | that no man was obliged to criminate himself. | date.l Aﬁg. 6, 1828 showine that tho-e csti.r;ml y
asaails the private character of individuals, but | Can any one pretend that it such a plea ‘were | Ministers have enjoyed the e fidence of ti )."e
every journal, whether respectable or the re-|urged in a socie';i' 50 consiituted the society | brethren for many vears, and that they ha\'e.:'::
at once to'the expulsion of l;\alcdl ‘ been elected to fill the Lighest poste of
distinetion and rex ilnli P
Now, we cannot think that the members of a | frages of their brct';xor'::.h 5 S ot

Jh :
ow, in regard to the assertion made above

which neitber writer, 'y rinter, nor poblisher, da- | this personal respousibility towards one anotber, | and printed in italics, I chal i

red to affix his name. We may add, that with | because they are Christian ministers.  The puinfout the page V\'ln:reh:nl\t‘.nfl:'l?]:t:l::g‘:-‘:: P

moet public journals the responsibility in eAarac- | Times rvitcrates to-day the same fallacy whith | niade, or any such law is entered | the abo .

werful as a check than the | ran through its former article npon the subject. { mentioned volume.  I'have-thoked :)\ver the v“
ibility which the law throws upon them. | The proceedings of the Wegleyan Conference {lume and I cannor find it ¥ beliove it i not :

fthe gentlemen who were slandered by these jare represented as analogous to the proceedings |be found tivere. -1 do not-wish to impeach the

anonymous Jetters had procecded against the | in peuem of a criminal tribunal, and because a | veracity of Mr. G. in this instance ; it !):poniblo

persons suspected of their authorship by civil ac- | burglar, or a pickpocket, is not bound to crimi- { e may be under.a mistake, and that he refers %

‘A morning cottemporary in commenting up- | P i : ol
.l mdeym Confer%nc: dion, would the parties suspectcd have allowed | nate himself, a Christian minister may faitly ve- | g law made at a subsequent period in the histc

ou B procgedings

for its interference on the ground that

judgment to go by default? If they did, they {fuse to adwit or deny the adthorship of calum- | ry of Methodisom. But the statement is not true

1 hes vecently violated English usage | would have no right to conrplain of the: dmnages | nies against a brother clergyman.  Now let us|in fact. And if it be mere iznorance, or mie

- oo S
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aud prinsiple in the course it has pursued to-
'm&oMoﬂh Wesleyan bo-
dy. Our coatem , in the professed che-
racter of “ guardian of the character of England,”
comes forward to relieve that chlncut.er &f éhe

which “ a gross-outrage upun the old En-
m&hd’&:ibf‘fﬁrphy' mi ‘t”otberwisecan
r eharge thus rred against the
Waesleyaa Conference is a heavy one. - Let us
oee how far it is warrented by.the facts of' the

1&[}@‘!& that during the last four fu"' cer
taln printed anonymous letters, called *Fl
Sheets,” have been from time to time circulat
. among the members of the Wesleyan body. Of
these anonymous letters it is alleged, and not de-
.mied, that they somtaimetl sianders against the
private. character and even the familics of per-
sons high in position among the Cénfercnce.—
Thi anon letters im question, though print-
ol %0 faci their cisculation, bore neither sig-
natare nor printer's name,< suflicient indication
-a8 0 what the writers of them thought of the.re-
speotability of their writings. The Conference
baving demanded of five suspected wministers
they were or were not concerned in the
atithorship of the anonymous slaniders, and the
five gentlemen in question having declined to
ﬂlﬂy answer to the inquiry, the Conferenee
to admonish some of the suspec-
tad parties, and expel others. It is against this
“ {aquisitorial” procedure that the invectives of
our contemporary are dirccte. Now we cou-
: fous we.are disposed to view with great suspicion
-those who desire to shroud tlieir conduct in a veil
of impenetrable secrecy, and seck to evade any
inquiry into their conduct, on the ground of'mzch
aa inquiry being inquisitorial. Houest men have
nothing to conceal. and most of all persons un-
jusily suspected would, we should think, Le glad
of an opportunity w rclieve themselves from so
odious a suspicion as that of anonymously calum-
miating their neighbours. But it is urged, no

utation, are not open to the members of thu|suppose, has reason to suspect that Mr. B., has
gVedeyun community—they are forbidden to:go | slaudered hin..  Nol besug a Hesleyan mims-
to law with one another, and it is in a society so [ter, Mr. A. is free to do 80, and accordingly is-
constituted, that the persons who have been ex-|sues his writ and files bis declaration.  Now up-
pelled refused to admit or deny the authorship |on this, Mr. B. must either deny that he uttered
of foul slanders against members 6f their own{the slander, or confess that he did, and prove the
body. ' But suppose the persons expelled ‘were | truth of his assertion. So that, after all, the
innocent of the authorship of the slanders—sup- | Wesleyan Conference only did what an ordinary
pose they were, we can see no great injustice in | plaiutiff’ does to an ordinary dofendant, under
the course pursudd towards them. By refusing | the sanction of every wibunal in the country.
to admit or deny the authorship, they have lent| But we shall be told,-an action for slander is not
themselvos to scresn the real authors. They a criminal procedure. Weo might reply, that
have pro tento aided and abetted the conco:\l’- slander, except upoo the legal tiction, that it is
ment of those who were anonymously slandering{calculated to provoke a breach of the peace, is

their neighbours; and surely they cannot com-

sot the subject of criminal jurisdiction any where,

plain that a soeiety to which they rufuse their |and slander happens to be the very subject o
assistance in so plain a duty as that of checking |cowphaint before the Conterence.  But what
a system of anoenymous slender, refuses any long- | right has the 1'imes to assume that the procesd-
er to acknowledge them as members of its own |ings before the assembled Conference were
body. But were the “ Fly Sheets” really 8o dis-| ersminat proceedings?  1f, in the case we have
graceful in their character 7. Upon this subject | supposed, Mr. B. aliowed judgment to go by de-
the. Rev. M. Everett, one of the expelled mem- | fauit, and evaded his captors, he might by certaim
bers, has removed any doubt that might bave ¢z parle proceedings be outlawed, an infliction
been entertained. The rev. gentleman tells us ! to the fulr as penal as expulsion from a volun-
that the question as to the suthorship of the “Fly | tary socicty. .
Sheets” involved an insult to the person to-whom ! No one, ofcourse, will suppose that we are
it was proposed.  This would imply, that in the | secking topics for the defence of the Wesleyan
opinion of Mr. Everett the % Fly Sheets” were | Conterence.  1n such analogies as these we only
indeed disgrace(ul to the writers of them. We !l wish to exbibit the transparent folly of applying
caunot think thie, howevever, a very good reason I the rigid techuical rules of yurisprudence 1o the
for refusing to adunt or deny the anthorahip — ! procecdipgs of a voluntary association of” Chris-
Such an interrogatory could not be fairly repre-  tian gentlewen.
sented as an insult, for an appeal to the personal |  Men of rightfeeling will ‘not require to be
honour of a suspected party from wiom a sim- taught that they owe a duty to one ' another be-
ol assurance is to he considered as conclusive of ) Youd what the law actually imposes.  Accusation
is innocence, implies too abxolute a reliance up- ;of one’s neighboun, at all times an invidious task,
on the honour of the person interrogated to make  may somctimes doubtless be a duty, though it
the interrogratory insulting.  Untoward circum- *always wust be a paintul one.  The responsibil-
stances nay faster: the suspicions of the most ity which the character of an accuser generally
heinous crimes on the most iunocent persons, |implies willdn most cases prevent men unneces-
and where a simple denial wifl be taken as erui- sanly secking that cliaracter. ®ecret and irre-

man is bound to criminate himself. e pro-
oeedings of criminal tribunals, and the rules of
law which apply to them, are smarcely the best
models for the imitation: of any society of Chris-
tisn gentlemen. The rtlation between the
Crowu and the prisoncr arraign.d for int.ections
of the criminal law can handly in soler serious-
mness bes represeuicid as the same or even as ana-
to the relation existing betveen merubers

the same socicty of which uniformity of reli-
jous faith, or even'the most ordinary woildly-
tormed friendship, is the bond of union. Take =
casc sm pars malerie. Suppose the memlers
of a club to be assailed with anonymous slan-
ders ;—suspicion attaches, perhaps unjusdly, to
oune of their uwunber. He is infurined o! the xus-
icion, and called upon to deny the truth ot it.
bat would be thought of such a menther it e
ﬂeaded the Old Biddev rcle. that 10 nman is

und to criminate himself, and gravely required !

biy interrorators to prove his gwmlt?  We douot
se¢ why Wedlesan Ministers should be treated
lens like gentlewen than the members of a poli-
tical club:  Admit, however, for the sake ot ar-

N Lo B samnion Hhie SRS i : p R A g
gument, that the analozy betsren the suspected faence of thgse members who will nota’d in pre- | thenis i favour of anony mons calumny.  Asas-
minizter andd the aceused eriminal 15 perfect, 8 :

. = . R b ' e , : . = ] !
it a thing so totally alien to British tnbunals 1010 gjeee, “The deserve!'y Bigh charactr, indeed. i< = custormable right” among those base Chough

call upon alvrisoner to pivad gunty or not gul-
ty to the in

90, British tribunals must Le very receut inven-
tious, for, until the act of the Tth and &th Geo.

IV,c 28,a criminal, by refusing to answer the
. ;nqu’.sitorizﬂ" question of the Clerk of Arraioune.

‘eith(-r lrarsh or unjust in putting the qnestion of ful, Lecause it is clear the author of them either

valent to a verdiet of not guil'y there is nothing | #ponsible accusations, bowever, are always-hate-

guilty or not euilty to a auspected person. has not the manliness to come forward and sup-

With the internal admiuistration of the Wes-! port the truth of his charges, or that his charyes
fexen body we Lave, of course, nothing to do. arc false.  Now that the * Fly-sheets™ «did con-
The Waoslerans have on all occasions lmnnurz\-‘,‘“i" calumnies cannot be dewed s the Tames,
bly distincished themselves trom some of their [however, is very gentie in its condemnation.
dissenting brethren, by preferring the intercsts| Afier admitting what these anorymous publica-
of relivion Lefore the agamrandisement-of their tions charged individuads ameng the Contersnce,
own Baody, and so thr they are entitled to the re-jour contomporary procecds: —
speet aurd gond - will of every member of the:  * They o this biereety, and we must say ille-
Chursh Universal. The disensdon of theie own  gally, as the obunoxious * Ilv-Sheets” Bear not
internal administration is of interest solely to the | the name ot either author, publishor, or printer.
members of their own Badv.  We must protest In all this there s something to consure and
against aronyneus slander being represcated as nieh to deplore t nor s there any doubt of the
an Enelich practic. Anonyvioons leters are teclings it is calenlated to exeite i the persons
the favourite revonrees 'v!..\pi{(‘!"\l and l'ﬂ\YiU‘(”}' assatled, Sut the style ot prod cedinge s so old,
matice.  Tods un Enolish tormnke clParees, and o ustral, so recent 2o teesh i a thoasaind exam-
to decline to substantiate theia. i7s un-Foglish o ples, that ean unprejudiced bystander will only
to foster a system v seeret calummy, ft is un- cobserve, Qb this is the old contest between Re-
cRnelish to hesitate ta avew eels] £ no man i and aluses, the S Geer e and the dragon
ought to ¢ngace in an act }uqi;\rr.shamcd to avow. 1ot modern Hagiolory 1
e s not un-English sor an¥ ociety, much less Now it is certaindy in no spirit of gratuitous

ictment preferred azainet himt It

LS S : £ i A : :
Tora relyiouns society to purge itself from the pre- ' contradiction that we must protest against this
venting therecurrence of sneh disgraceful prae- femation may dovbtless plead its antiquity and

pof Dr. Bunting, micht dety eslumny, bat that 'to use it. - But this svill seareely justity the prac-
does not rend s caimuny less odlous, or less dis- s tees The = Fly-Sheets,” it appears, also con-
gracctul in the caimueniatar. —Slandard — Fri- {ined attacks upon the internal Wesleyan ad-
ministration, and  suggested reforms: but with
i < 5 : this part of the subject, we have already intima-
I'ne Times of this moraing charces us with a part of the subject, we have alrcady intina

e Aeaei : L ted, wir have : W s i
<pirit of contradietion for disputing the truth of vdy wee have nothiug to do—=Standaera-—Mon

uay. —_—

suffered the same judzment and execution as it

ke had been convicted.  ‘This was the old cow-
mon law, restored by the 12th George 1L, c. 20, )
abolishing the humane cxpedient of the peine

JSorle et dure.

its reanarks on the recent proccedings of llncl
Wedeyain Conference. It by thisis meant an'! Tt T

uneasonable desire to find fun!t with our con-! From a ('orrespondent of the Watchmen,
temporary’s views our answer to the charge is ul GeNTLEMEN.— The Rev. W, Gritlith is re-
ported to have said at-Lixeter Hall, «1 hold in

which-a sherifs jury might assess. ‘These ordi- | suppose for a mowent that ne: peculiar selation | take, let me ask then, is such a‘' man fit to be-
nary:means, however, -of vind their re-{existed between the parties. Mr. A, we will | come the leader of a-people,or are his statements
worthy of confidence ?

But, for the information of Mr. G. and others.

P will give a Yew sentences frém the volume :(—

1. * And in general, do not mend our rules,

but keep them :nut for wrath, but for cousciencs
sake."—Large Minutes, p. 17.

2. ** Actin all things, not acconding to your

Lown will, but as @ sen in the Gospel.”—Larye

Minutes, p. 18

3. * We might consider those that are with
uy (Ilelpers) as our pupils : into whose BEHAVI-
6tk and studies we should INQUiRK every
day."—L. M., p. 32.

4. “ What can be done, in order to a closer
anion of our Ielpers with cach o:her Y—1. Lét
them be deeply convineed of the want there is
of'it at present ; and the absolute necessity ofit:
2 * Let them pray for a desire of pnion ;

3 “LET THEM SPEAK FREELY Tu EACW
OTHER :

6 * Let them never speak slightingly of each
ather in any kind :

7. “ Let them defend one another's charne-
ters in every thing, eo far.as consists with truth:
8. * And, Let them labour in honour each to
prefer the other before himselt."— L. M., p. 35.
At page 36, several questions are miven to be
proposed to Candidates, ginongst which are the
following: % Do you knaw the Methodist Plan »
Have vou read the Minutesof Conference 7 Are
yvou willing to conform to them ? - Have you con-
sidered the rulesof a Ielper 7 Esjecially the
first, tenth, and tweltth ¥ "Will you keep thew
Yor conscicnice sake 7 -
It is reported in the "newspapers that Mr.
Dunn said. It will'be evident to auy one who
reads this law of 1777 that it has nn!‘hing to do
'with the question. It is a law, or rather a diree-
tion for the examirvation of candidates for the
ministry.” [ would fain Love, for the sake of
Mr. D.'s moral character, that tLis is onlv a mis
stake.  But if thavis all, Mr.D. is cvidently led
away Ly a great error.  The question proposed
by Mr. Wesley (Minutes of 1777) was. * Are
there any ohjections to Ay of eur Preachers 7
Aot Yes.  Itis objected that mast of them are
not called of God to preach.” Mot of them.
Most of whem # the eandietates ¢ Cleariy not.
bt the whole Lody of preaclers; for the pext
Jquestion: but one wsks—-But suppiose THI Y
wiire called once, lave thev not fo: ferled their
cailivg ¥ This question a-suredly neters to
those who were alicady in the work and not
candidates, for the gne <tion wanld not be appro-
wiate inreference to a candidate. How cculd
i be said 10 have farfeited his calling. whose
call could not be considered complate tiil ke had
received the wsual call of the church?  Aud this
point s further dilustrated by a subsequent entry
i the Minutes of 1777: * Are not some of the
Preachers unfit for the work 70 “Then tollows o
question on another subicet.  The answer to thie
question 153 * The former led 1o a close e xami-
nation into the Preachers’ characters, which was
attended with much goed.”—Minutes of Confe-
rence, vol. 1. page 131, Mark,a* close rzami-
natien took place into the I'reachess’ charac-
lers.”  'This entry clearly gocs to prove that the
inquiry was general, and that no neiice of trial
had been given.  Now, fet the Jaw ot 1777 and
135 be read and studied by an unprejudiced
mind. in the lizht of the above extracts—-and
then, T think, ¢ach an imdividual must come 1o
the conclusion that the course receutly pursued
by the Contercenee has been perfectly in sccor-

Methodism, as exhibited in the Mimutes ot Cou-
ference.
In the minutes of 1797, I find the following

f Sl e e
dance with our ccnstitution, and the spirit ol

In the hizhest oTence known tothe law. stand- | very simple one.
ing mute was always equizalent toa conviction. [ The Times professes to eame forward. in the
So much for the pretence that the question put - character off * guardian of e honour of Fng-
the Conference was contrary to the spint of ! land.” 1o protest against the procesdings of a
English law. A man might ant hoid his toreee ‘ voluntary relizious society as un-Enghish, be-

-before the Court of Star-Chumber, nor betore ! caus: thae society expelled certain mewbers of

any other Court in this country, until the pass- ; its own by for retusing cither to admit or de-
ing of an act Lot yet a quarter of'a century okl. 'ny the authorship of anonywmously circulated
Ats difficult to decide whether the confusion : slanders upon private character. From the ex-
.of thouzht which eould introduce suchi a paral- | positicn of the T'imes. in its profissed character,
Jel, or the historical ignorance displayed 1n its ! we certaiuly did feel bound emph itically to dis-

Jutroduction. is mose entitled to oor admiration. 'sent, aed we think upon ground weither unrea- !

law: * Before any Superintendent propose a
Preacher to the Conference, as proper to be ad-
mitted on trial, such Preacher must not only te
approved of at the March Quarterly Meeting.

wy land a small volume, that moes under the
naime of the * Laree Minutes?  In the tlv-leaf—it
is nota part et the ¢ Fy-Sheets-—on the tlv-leaf
of thix volume are these words—: to William :
Gritlith, ium. As loug ay vou freely consent to, but st hmrf: rcad and signed the * Licnera’'
and carnesty endeavour to walk by these rules, .\_lnnm-.~.' as fully approvine them.”

we shall rejor-c and (1o ?) acknowledse vou as M. Griffith doubtless did this either formaily
a fellow labource. Signed. on belaltand by or- | or vivtually.  Tmust asume that be read the
der of Conterence, Jabez Buntine, President ; | ** Minutes”™ and signea then, or diel what was
Robert Newton, Secrctary.  Birmineham Con- | tantamount to it “He and Messrs. Everett and
ferenee, Aug. 4, 1836° Now ¢n this buok stis | Dunu therefore promised and eogaged. W

!
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