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We are not able to predict particular

nccurrences; but we insist on the fact, that a
spiritually-minded people will not sustain a
political ministry. Porhaps the division we
predicted might be that of separating nearly
tho whole body from such preachers, making
them, and the few who might adhere, the real
scparatists—the authors of division,

But no one has a right to say that we
meditate a division of the Church, when we
emphatically deny it: no one can give us
credit for honcsty and sincerity if it were
possible for us to be contemplating a division,
when we said that such an event would be
exceedingly disastrous, and that cur utmost
cfforts should be made to prevent it

In our February number, we had occasion
to notice the subject again, ns a contemporary
had quoted tho above paragraph, omitting the
cancluding sentence.  We then repeated, in
cffect, the declaration on the subject pre-
viously made : Notwithstanding, the oppa-
nents of our journal continue most indus-
triously to circulate the misrepresentation,
that our object is division. Some of them,
we regiet to say, are members of the Con-
fereuce, who ueither vead our paper, nm
allow, so far as their nfluence can prevail,
the members of the Church to do so,—more
cflvctually, perhaps, to support their own
assertion, and to induce others to bulieve
them; for it would be impossible either fur
them, or any one clse, to say that our ohject
.3 division, if they read our paper. Ouce
more, utdet the impression of the necessity of
strengtheming our position on this point, we
pledge our veracity, houesty, and sincerity on
the question. and ussert that our object is not
division. Not only so, but we will most heart-
ily afford every pussibleassistance towards the
great object of gathering intu the body those
dispersed members of the Methodist family
who have been aggneved, and seattered by
the buneful mfluence of the dommant power
in the Conference, which has been exercised
for some years past.  Some of these bave
been the most able and mast useful members
of the Clnrch, both lay and clerical.  The
unity amd integrity of Methodism s dear to
us, vs it is to thousands of the older members
of tha Clhurch; and we are aware, that if we
were vulnerable on this point, wo should lo.e
their support in our present undertaking, and
should descrve to lose it
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To satisfy these more fully, and to silence
thase who thus wmisrepresent us, we shall bo
still more expheit as to ourohject, which will
prove that division was never contemplated
by us.

Gur object is to effect an entire separation
ot the clorgy from all public interference in
politics, and to separate the Church from all
depondance on Government for support ¢ ihe
Jatter is the natural cousequence of the
former.  Our paper, the instrum nt in this
uudertaking, is under the management of »
committee of lay-members of the Church,
supported by correspundents in all parts of
the Lrovince, also members of the Church.

Al theso are compactly-united in support
of the best interests of the Clreh : they love

the instructions and consolations of religion,
till they rest from their labours, We put the
question thercfore seriously to the friends of
the Church ; how can thesc parties accom-
plish their object by leaving the Church?
They have history and experience in con-
demnation of division gencrally, and they
are fully persuaded that division will not
accamplish the object they have in view.

Besides, Canada itself furnishes meluncholy
evideneo of the injurious tendency of divi-
sion,  What a number of Methodist bodies
lave we now in the Province, onco so
strong, compact, and prosperous ! Our pre-
sent unhappy and divided Church included
nearly the whole,

Lot us suppose that all these, with the
British Wesleyeus and those of the New
Conuexion were united in one body: insuch
a unity there would be strength 3 but what
are they now?1  They would, united, be the
most powerful for good, and perhaps the most
prosperons, and most numerous of the reli-
gious bodics in the Province.

Who separatedthem? Tt would be well if
those who charge us with contemplating
division weve clear of the chargo. of having
beeu tuo instrumental iu causing it. We
allude to the governing portion of the
Conference of the 'Wesleyan  Methodist
Church, and especially to Dr. Ryerson and
those who have acted with him, in the busi-
ness of the Union. in 1833, and its dissolution
in 1S40,

Huving cleared ourselves, we hope, from
the charge of intending to effect a division,
we shall retort the charge, und we believe
with more cffeet, on the real authors of divi-
sion.  Weregret to say, that it is because
our object is not division, that such an inten-
tivn is imputed to us: if it were clemrly
our olject, it would be morc satisfactory to
some.  We are too familiar with the usual
reply given to all who complain of the exis-
tence of abuses in the Church; they are
contcmptuously called croakers; and it is
said to them, “ If you do not like our system,
you may leave the Church.” This is the
methed adopted by some of the rulers of the
Church to prevent division—by separating
members fiom the Church daily. No won-
der thut the Charch increases in number so
slowly. DBuat is this a just reply to thuse
who have grounds for complaint 1 Is it just
to tell a man who has made the Metheodist
Chuich his spiritual home vn carth, for him-
sclf and his family, for twenty, thirty, or forty
years, to go clsewhere,~to say to him, * Go,
serve otker Gods?" Is it rcasonmable that
such persons should have any interest in
causing division 1—the very men who have
built the Churches, and been their supporters
for years!

1f tho obyeet of division could be inferred
from our publication, our opposers would
readily publish the proofs of it:  On the con-
trary, they attempt 10 suppress and forbid our
paper, lest they should be confuted by it

The real wnthors of division are some of
tha mombers of the Conference, who wish to
bo leftalone, and ta be telicved of all mem-

it, they-are devated 10 1t; ond they oxpect

bors of independent mind, and who .dare to

them in love, and poiut out errors, for the
general good. Wehave pretty good evidence
that they would bring to the eccclesiastical
tribunal all who patronize this journal, as well
as its managers, if they could find ony
portion of the discipline that could be
brought to apply to the case. Their suc- §
cess in such a process might clfect a division,
and that of such magnitude that it would bo |
doubtful whether that portinn submitting to
the present state of the Church, would be
numerous enough to deserve the name.

Though, even in such a case, we believo
tho Conference would hold on to their power,
in hope of recruiting in numbers, to supply
the place of those that were expelled
« Skin for skin ; all that @ man hath will ke
give for kis Iife,” is a scriptural sentiment.
It applys, in our opinion, to the governing
portion of the Wesleyar Methodist Con-
ference, in relation to their love of power,
and teunocity of adherence to it. A sopara-
tion of a few hundreds, or a few thousands, |
is of less consequence to them than the loss
of power.

We conclude, therefore, that those who
resist our seriptural reasons for a separation
of the clergy from all secular aftairs, and who
would drive us out of the Church on that
account, ate the real authors of division, i

But we have another proof, as to this point,
that the governing pottion of the Conferenceo
are the rveal promoters of divisicn. They
cven now contemplate to separate from their
fraternity those ministers who are likely
to be their competitors for government in the
Conference.  These arc the most pious of
the preachers, but perhaps of less brilliant
talents, and who consequently meekly and g8
gladly submit to appointments of spiritual
labour in the wilderness, or any where.
These, it is contemplsted to pay off, or, rather
to buy off, by giving tuem a sum of money to
retire ;and till they consent to this, Mcthodism
will be made irksome to them, if possible, by
excluding them from all the most desirable
stations and circuits. To bo Chairmen of
Districts is no part of their destiny.

This will astonish some of our readers;
and lest they should think we are accusers
of the brethren, we submit the following
extract of a communication from Picton, the
awhar of which we can produce whenever
we ihink it necessary +—

» Yon will agree with me in saying, this isa mos
serious and suspicions uffair on e part of the
ministry of our Church. The facia are these.
leading minister of onr Conference, winle ina gen
ral conversation with o reapeeted clergyman of
another depomination, calwly acknowledged  thay
many of our old preachers were not adequate, as g
as talent is concerncd, to take a pranuncit place i
the itinermut work, a2d fearmg thal, cre many yea
the Counferenze wonld he burdened with the peen
niary claims of such men on the funds of the Co
nexion, a plan is being sei on fust, o be carried
out as senn as practicable, to induco snch aged o
ather second-class preachers to aceept somcthing lik
£100 sterling, and withdraw from  the Conferen
altogether.  Comumeint on this is ubuecessary.
the other xide 1 furnish you with the names of 1k
partics with whow this conversaton occurred, and
you are at hberty 1o use them, should oceaxion ¢
quire.”
We confess that we were moro astonishied
on receipt of this communication, than a
anything that we had previously heard

scan, in veference to the conduct of ¢
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ruling members of the -Covference. W4
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