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Recarirurarion ax¥p Frvare.—The recentarticle in the
¢ Wealeyan,”’ intended a3 u reply to our ‘ubser-vul.ions‘uu‘lgm de-
-nunciatory spirit of its editor, we have perused with all diligence
and candnur, 1t is alnost needless to recupitulate the points
under distussivn. ;\'u@ 1'ur' the expesure of error, (for there was
o g zul o refuiation o the prece) bat for the buld assertion
wf the anti-cuthaliz opinion that Universalists were ub:m_dunc’d‘ by
God to delusion to believe a la, did we at first complin. That
wye wrote with blandness and with a pen dipped in oil, is udmitted
by our antagpnist.  Our gentlo reionstrance wus et by. “a
pi'uin, Llunt'’ effugion on Luliludiuurl:um:ul:. Ty llgls specimen
of plainness and bluntness, gross personalitivs were introduced —

itself, and TsHe Mark oF ThE BrasT appears on its forefront
in glaring characters, with this inseription---My Yerr Go Dowx
To Dearr: My Steps Take oLy Ov HeLL.”?
Glaring-enough ! And with the writers itulics and large and
small capitale, he who runs may reand. No less emblazoned on
his escutcheon to another chapter, are these gentle terms-—
¢ |IINIVEKRSALISM, THE OFFSPRING OF THE DEvVIL, AND
To BE REIECTED.’  Andalso in the heading of unother chap-
ter, where afier stating that it is fulse for certain reasous, .the re-
cord ts given—-** MoperRN UNIvERSALISM I8 THEREFURE
NECESSARILY DESTRUCTIVE TO THE $0ULS OF MEN.” Su
oupage 76, ** How alarming the sitoution of those who either
really or pretendedly [a catholic insinuution] embrace such a
system, and use their utmost endeavours to propagate their prin-
ciples I””  Our author rnust find some consolation i the fact that
Universalists ot least, are mot latitudinarians.  Again, on page
83, it is observed that, if Universalism can oppose the plain unde-
nisble import of cerlain prssages of Seripture [of course what the
writer concludes is their plain import, for a conscientious Univer-

our reputation was sought to be injured by partial Lcsti'muny—-—u.n_di
we were branded as loving peil’ more tha lruzh.. With a _spgrui
saddened by the atterance ol such  charges by o follow christian;
und o lellow laboarer in the miuistry, we peaned our, rephcullun..;
In no bitter or querulous spisit did we seek o convinee our of-
fonded opponent that we wer:not indiilerent to uuth or error—|
it we cherished as-dear o us every syllable ol divine revelution
—that we bismed no manfor dcfending trth aud refuting. error|
—iund yet that we considered 1t ln'gh!_y ineproper m{d quite gut.of|
seharucter for one mortal tosuy to his felvw mun prolessiig to have,
“equat regard and Jove for the Bible ':ynh Limsei, i di
i given you over to delusion buf:uj'vu i IIQ,—)'Ul!l; héurl' is!
_-obdurated and:your undurstduding witlully purvcrtud__._c Huvmg:
deelared that our christian charity gxtended so.far as 10 hope and,
‘helieve: there wate sineerebelievers of the Redeenrer amongst all,
'réligions gecks, we inqixiryd'y-.vhclher the editor of the =f \'\fesleynu”.
“slid ot bélieye this aise, wnd i not, whether he bad udopted-eon-)
sistently the nams of the venerable W u.-,s!’ey as the cognomeu ol
his paper. ¢ MF Waesley s owir words were t_hcu plOIJUCt.‘d,%
iucontrovertibly praving that, whatever were Lis views i theory,’
vin practice ard m fact .‘m_hud ndnnuudy l_h:xl un -individual wnui
avus a Peligiun, a Socini, zu_nd Q L:‘tll\'cx's;n'l}§13 wus chduwed‘;
avith much moral goodness and lu:!rud God. buu]l:u testhnonies |
were cited in favour of the picty of Rouun Catholics. We noticed
‘the harsh treatment Mro W, c.\'pe!'iunce.d 01 uucount_ul' his li-:
‘beratity—aud the un!{iﬂd wader i which his nub'le VIEWS con-
.cerning religions opinions were ll-lsl()rl(id and tuis-represented.
dInce more, eeping in view the fact that the picce on latitu-
dinurianisus was wrilten as a reply to our notice of the anithema-
tizing extrucl, \we nmnli_uuc(! that, we thought the K W esleyan”
«did not recognize christions in all religious comnmunities, wud con-
~ sidering thal it advoeated assault ou persons us well‘v a3 sysiems,
~on these grounds we pronounced it to be Auti-Wesleyuan.
U Te ld his our friend pmsin his rejoinder. He cleinsior himself
entholic gpirit, and *sis confident that to expose the: eh;qrs"ol'
Universaligm; -cannot:deprive him _of thut clin.” So"ave. say,
wid: thuswg, wrote.  And when Universalists ‘pr Sociniuns_Wwrite
ifute what they conceive Lo be ‘error, we do not suppost, vt
hey'are wanting: in -u catholic - spitit. But il* any of)
enounce-theiropponents- as given over-tu delusion,!
ete, we wouldithen conclude thit. they. wiote in a wost anti-
cathojic manner, © But a catholic spiritis dillerent from.a Jati-
“tudinarian spirit.””  Pregisely so, and hence'we epoke in praise,
Lifthe one aud against the other.” ** Bat Mr. Wesley wus not in-|
‘different -tv.men’s opinious in religion.””  Very true, or hy woald!
have buen a latitudivarian, but we commended him asa man of
a fine catholic spivit. ¢ ¢ did not supposea muan might belia\'e!
any thing and every thing with C(]lllll_l"ﬁgnl'd to propriety and.
safety,” ” Nosgor he would have wmunifested sad symptomns of
-usanity—neither did our article inculcate so vastly absurd a
notion.  ** But he opposed what he thought to be error.”” *Then'
hie acted as we stated every christion ought to do.  Our antagounist'
who ¢ has endeavoured to shew the anti-seriptural character of
Universalism, is uot therefore a bigot.””  Certainly nate--and the
cditor of the Universalist periodical in Boston who has endeavoured!
ta shew the nuti-scriptural nature of our filend’s treatise, is not
fhorefore a bigot.  We should b sorry to think so of either party.
A class of christinns who are Defsis, nnd whose lives are fruitless
of good works, aur brotheravill kot own *¢as kis Jelow clris-
tins.>  Novwill we cousider them as our fellow.disciples, for
ag we ‘““aro not mad moest nobie Festus,” we hive arrived at
:the -sage cunclusion that u Deist or a wicked man, is not i
-christian. So far, then, the lastarticle in the < Wesleyan” is a
-mere echo of ear,plainly expressod sentiments. Inall these items,
‘the Pearl and Wesleyan.perfectly agroe. Have we then been
entirély misapprehended 5 for it not, may we be allowed to ask
—\What these statements from the ** Wesleyan™ have to do with
ahe denuncintion of pursons?  How do they prove thara man
has a right to judge und condemn others 7 But surely we huve
been misunderstovd, and theretore, to remove all mistakeson the
lﬁllhjl’!(‘,l, and not'from any unkindly motives, we will explain by
a reference to a nember of extracts. Lo begin with our friend’s
prelice 1o lis work on Universalist—in it he states that the here-
.xy he gpposes **is the most iusidious, delusive, and fatz] of all
the herelical deetrines withwhich the chiurch has ever been infect-
ed.” Worse therefore than Socinianism, and yet a bheliever
duthe formersystem may be saved, but not in the latter. To such
Jengilis of inconsistency dees a fiery zeal trmusport a person. Bul so
«~ile n heresy we are told should not ** be allowed 1o pass without
Jubiic objurgation.”” A calm but powerful refutation is not enough,
it must be u public reproof-. -reprehension—emphatically, objurga-
Rion. Nay iis declured to:be “an actof aggravated eriminali-
1y in ministers.of religion to allow it to pass without some public;
expression of condemuation.” 8o that to refuse to mount the
Judgment seat with our brather, and pronounnce condemnation,
and issue your steing of raproofs, is to be guilty of an act of ag-|
gravated criminality.  Now fora sumple of rebukes j---on page 42
ofthe "T'reatise on Universalism, veferring to the modera fori of|
the doatrino vpposed, our author says---¢ And is not the end of
this heresy eleraal ruin,  Such accerding to the word of God'
niust be the inevitable consequence to all who embrace, and live
and die underthe inflnence of such a doctrine.”” That is objurgu-
tory enough for the most fiery zealot.  Aguin, on page 66 it is!
:remur‘.\'e‘d, that  1f Uaiversalism cannot sulislhcloril} [to the
satisfaction of ita adversary] establish from the Bible that uu-l
failingly efficacious 1means are used in eternity for the restoration!
rof the wiserable, elc., **il cannot stand---its tloven fout discovers!
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lsalist would shudder ut the thought of such deninl] then—-¢ all
[we can say i3, Universaliga is possessed of unparalleled eﬂn:on-
ctery, mnd displays the most daring and blaspheinous presumption.
It shaws that it is the legitimate offspring of bim who suid uato
the Woman, Ye shall not surely die. The plain matter of fact is--

15 IMPERIAL Saransic Masesry erEacurp UNIVER-
sALIsM To Bve.”  Lhisis all our friend can say and '}t'is goile
enough !+ Ouce more, our author on page 182, having lnid down
curtain premiises, arrives at this conclusion—*<I[ Scriplure is
TRUE, niversal Restoration is. FALSE—the offspring of the
‘hottomless pit—thé broad roud which leudeth lo destruelion.”
Now it is true, we hive.an admission of the sulvabilily of Univer-
tsalists, but so clogged with qualifications, that it is almost worse
then none—**the Universalist who builds on Christ by a living faith,
!a_md retuins hiis @rror, under circomstances of wnwvoidable ignorance
and invelerale prejudice, mingled with much Sincerity, will be sa-
Ived, but with difficulty.” Our avthor draws upon the divine mercy
jasa wiser upon his purse. Where these three units do not coneur
“the Universalist is consigned over to perdition—unavoidable igno-
Irance, inveterate prejudice and abounding sincerity. Well is itfor
[the world, that God jand not the fibricators of merciless creeds, 5 o
tbethe judge of mavkind, Bat we have introduced thess esam-
‘ples 1o point out what it is we condemn in controversy. -Such
linbecile threats—such opprobrious rebuke—such rush judgment
Js what we oppese, and uot the legitimate sttempt to refute error.
What good s effected amongst Christians by such worrying of
jeach other? Who fuars the puny rage ol a fullible creature? \Who
tis convinced of his error by the braudishing of suchpolemical wen-
;pons? Can you scarc a reasonable creature into truth? Nay, ure
not persons more and more confirmed in their views by, such
severity and assanlt?  Aad do not Infidels scoff, and does not
the world ridicule—and the ehurch bleed at every pore by suech
manifestations of the odium theologicum. Well-did Mr. Wesley.

sity to those who considered he had mistaken the way. of scriptural

truth,~-** May 1 not:request-of you potio-give me-hard names
ini order to bring me: into the right way.  Suppose I were ever so
rudgh . the wrong, :I'doubt’ this would not set me right. - -Ra:

get.more and more‘out of the'way. - "Nay, -perhups,.if’ you are
angry;so shall I be too ;- and then: there will. be simall hopes of
finding the truth,” Will our good brother then understund “us?
"T'he problem for his solation is this *¢ I8 it right, is it catholic,
is it christian,for a fullible man so to judge bis diltering brethren as
ito putou the cap of condemnation antl decide upon their miserable
fute.”” T'o meet this broad intelligible question not a line is to be
}!'ouud in the two urticles of the ** Wegleyan,” and we venture to
!predict there never will be, and for this plain reason—the ques-
tivn is indefensible.

Ilaving touched on the poinis of agreement, it may be well to
notice wherein we are the antipodes of the ¢« Wesleyan.””  We
are told that, *“itisan unfounded charge that our last editorial is
at variance with genuine Wesleyanism.”> So says the editor of the
Wesleyun of his preduction, bat if the editor of the Pearl bad asser-
ted this many wonld hive charged him with uttering a -shumelul
libel on Wesleyanism,  DBul we know Methodisin better, and love
what is good in the system better, than to suy it gives its sanction
to injustice, to denunciation,aud to unkind and ungenerous charges
against opponeats.  Never will we believe that it lends its sup-
port 1o personal assault and false accusation. Our author seemws
to conclude that all Arians, Semi-Arians, and Socinians will
perish.  'With a coolness and boldness which sent the Liood thril-
ling through our veins, he suys, ¢ Ve aspire not to the privilege of
being an heir to their inheritance.””  This language is decisive
enough of the fute of such persons in the opinion of its uuthor.
Well, they may all be lust, but we hope not, we pray not. But
the question returns, What have we to do with settling the ques-
tion of their ultimate condition? A man of gigantic intellect and
of christian feeling, we refer to the great Metaphysiciun, Samuel
Drew, was asked ** Are Unitarians christinns?””  The reply of
this Wesleyan preacher was—** \Who shall decide when doctors
disagree 2 "I'o their own master they stand or fall.  1f we putone
sect Lo decide upon the destiny of others, but few will be per-
mitted to enter heaven.  For haichet-men this will furnish aniple
eimployment.  Nothing arieves me so much, as to see professed
Ministers of the Gospel of peace, whose charity has been smo-
thered by their zeal, going about with the tomahawk and scalping-
knife, liberally or illiberully dealing out destruction and perdition
to all who difter from them.”” And then, as to the piety of Uni-
tarians, we cannot speak from personal observation. We find,
however, in a lute work of a lady of masculine mind, the daugh-
ter of the distinguished Ir. Decclier, und who has been brought
up in all the striciness of & puritanical religion, the following ad-
wissions—* When I talk with serjous Unitarians and deseribe
what T mean by true piefy, they say they mean the sume thing,
aud that they believe und are tanght, that men ought to  hecome
pious in this sense.  And when 1 read their most pepuizr theolo-
gical and devotional writings, they certuinly dv urge this duty,
as of the first importince and obligation. 1 do not think it right
to undervalue the sincerity of their roligious belief, or their piety,
if they give proper evidence ofit. I I see the evidence of true!
piety existing in a Unitarian, I wonld never refuse him the name’
und claims of n chiid of God, becuuse of his faise intellectual
views.”” And so il we had a parsonai sequiintance witlwany per-:
sons of this faith who, notwithstanding their grievouns errors, gave:
prepar evidence of their love to God and man, © we honestly’

say  we would gludty cluia ther us vur fellow christians.”™  fu'
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thigr-it would-thake ¢ run so-much the faithierdrom youtand solf;

short, we want to have the greatest number ja : heaven possible, -
and hence we are firm believers in the position established by
Rev. Daniel Isaae, a Wesleyan Minister, in his work sgainst Unj--. -.
versalism, ¢ that ‘only a very’ small proportion of the- buman. -

race will finally perish.” o LT
We shall notice but one point more and then conclude. . Allu.. '~
sion is tnade to our publication on ¢¢ Christian Baptism.”* In this .
community the circumstances under which that work was written*
and the awful charges we had to rebut are well known. Perhaps:
for this reason, much allowance was made for its bitterness and.
severity. \Whether on this account or not, yet certain it is that
by none was the work eulogized more highly ‘than by Wesleyan
Ministers, and some of their written testimonials we have in our:
possession.- With the exception of a single page, we composed.
the whole treatise—and although - we spoke with indignation of.
the voluntary perpetration of what we knew to be wrong, yet the.
only intimation given of a fear that our bitter antagonist was a
graceless man, is on the solitary page just referred to, and that-
pige was written expressly for our work by a Wesleyan preacher.
But a truce to the opinions of fallible men ! We arc heatily .
ashamed of our production, and have been for a long time. It
does not breathe the ineekness, gentleness and kindness of
christianity. T'rue we were stigmatized as jnfidels and without
the slightest cause—aund our blessed Lord was reviled as holding
communion with Beelzebub—but he did not revile agnin, and we
ought to have imitated 11im who, under the greatest insuits and
injuries exhibited the most wonderful patience, meekness and:
love. ‘However assailed in future we hope in patience to possess.
our-souls. Formerly, with many other christians we were,sadly,
blinded .in respect to all acts of retaliation and violence. We'
read our Bible and thought that in sone cases, as in self-defence:
---vindication of character, cte., smiting and-contention were law-:
ful. " But the Master we now ‘serve with more knowledge, is. .
the Prince of peuace---his precepts-are regarded by us as prumo-" -
tive of peace on eurth---his fullowers, as blessed peacemakers, -
who follow peace with all men, and who possess that wisdom
which is-pure, penceuble, gentle, easy to be entrested, full of,
mercy and good fruits, without partiality and hypocrisy. In our ..
estimatinn po ornament so graces the christian, or is so precions
in the sight of Gad, (O that we and all christians had n:ore of it !)
ps thut of a meek and niet spirit.  With ns a traly pacific dis-
position, is an element of the new man, an indispensable cha-
racteristic of a state of regeneracy, inasmuch as weare divinely
informed that the ¢ fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, long-
suffering, gentlencss, goodness, fuith, meelness, temperance.””’
For aurselves we wish to imbibe more and more of the kindly,
pacilic, forgiving disposition of the Gospel, and to be animated by
the same spirjt of sublime charity, benevolence, and forgiveness
which glqw’éd: so Lrightly ‘in the: Losom of the Suviour. The -
only armo'ir we want is the panoply of love, assured thatitis -
more inipenetrable to the attacks of udversaries than that of steol. -
And with régard -to religious .coutroversics we wish to- learn to, *
¢ ngree "to ' differ ;peaceably;’’ and.to leave every christian bro-°
ther, namplested - “with - complaints ‘o rebukess--we . wis
« "Phigk, and; let'think-—-and ifwe carty our dversion'1o. bigo
5o fur fhat"soine of the Strait-laced bretliren accuse; y
WA diples é ‘nrust-Aeysto bear it
i

‘ aiforswar, .wé are sorry for
know that. the bélligerénts can iy

e bel EX ever, be adwiitted 1o figu
pages. Ve are pledged to' a strict nentrality, and hence
gladiatorial:exhibitions can:be witnessed vn our sheet.” = s
One wovd morc and we close, we hope, with the sama kindly
spirit with which we commwenced. Our good friend intimates thut
some persons are gross hypocrites; * they have a bland, insinua-
ting manner, aud yct have much billerness in their hearts—-nay
that they assume a suavity of manner for the very purpose of
concealing inward acrimeny and vengeful feelings.” i€ this is
not infended as a thrust at us, we are sorry for ils infrodaction,
for its aothor by most persons will most assurediy gain the
credit of accusing us of sheer hypoerisy.  But if it is levelled
against us, we are grieved at the vukind aceusation---we hope
the wormwood and gall of unkindness is eradicated {rom our
nature---we trust that we have no vengeful feelings towards any
human being, no, not to him who churges us with their posses-
zsion. \Ve love him who has told us that we care more for gold
than God—who has prodeced a false impression on the minds of
many concerning our recomrmendation of certain amusements, by
his withholding a part of the truth—and who now promwlgates
the charge (perbaps uninteutionally) that we are guilty of decep-
tion, of hypocrisy. But those who know us lest, will be the
proper judges, whether our ministrations’ and the whele tenor of
our conduct, at least since we have regarded christianity as being
emphatically a revelation of love, and as opposed to every
species of unkindness, have not agreed with the spirit of our late
articlesin this unpleasant controversy. We have now done.

TrE THEATRE-~~An Inquirer in *“THe WESLEYAN"
wishes to know how “advertisements respecting thé Theatre in
avolume devoted toreligion can promote the cause of true piety,"
but the editor of that puper declines giving the very important
and anxiously desired iuformation. From merciful motives to his
friend, we presume, this partizan obtrudes himself upon the pub-
lic attention. He would help his brother out of* di[ﬁculzie§, anq
yet, we fear, plunges him into much greater. Under other circam-
stances the ** Wesleyan®’ might receive its meed of praise for its
exposure of evil, but at the present erisis, for permitting an in-
quirer to exhibit his folly and inclination to impale others, an un-
kindly world will give the editor eredit. only - for spits and ma-
lice. He may beactuated in this affuir solely by his detestation
of sin, and we shoirld hope he was, but how many persons who
have perused his two leading articles against us, will believe this ?
But would it not have Leen kind and fair for the Wesleyan to
have told this same sagacious Inquirer that the Pearl had. pub-
Hished a quotation * [rom the works of a professed Socinian in
which” the Theatre was dennunced in the strongest terms the
I English linguage could supply—and more, that we had given our

!voice against it in these words—¢"The present depruved con-
idition of the stage issuch that its continvanee is no longer to be
-degired —its mensure of iniquity is full, and for the sake of the
‘public mords, it isto be hoped, its days are numbered.”” And
twight net the \Weslegan have given oue proof that its catholie
Pepiri, s s deed, as wail as in word, by stating that we were op-
posed 1o the medern theatre as uch as the fnquirer could be
wud Lence that ke advertisement migkt have been inseried



