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ship, necessarily irrnplied by the iules themselves. OverlookingY this uin
portant distinction (whlichl wvi1 be more fülly adverted to preseiitly), tlie
commion. interpretation. assumes that thiere is but one condition, and that this
one is siinply a p62&itcflt desire to obtain salvation. Dr. C., too, overlookzs the
distinction, and tinkils thiere is but one condition exprnssed, or iînplied, but
supposes tliis on-_ condition to be saving failk.

Dr. C.'s interpretation. of the introduction and ues, wvhen thus con-
fouuided together, is far less plausible thian the one lie sets aside. To give it
an. air' of plausibility, lie fitids it nlecessary to makze a definition of saving. taitli
very difféerenit from that, 'hichi Methodists have righitly accepted. H1e lowers
the condition of acceptance wvitIî God, in order to represent ail wlio are ad-
mitted iuto Society as being', in a state of acceptance with the Great H{ead of
the Ohurch. On this point it is sufficient to say that lie tinkils that saving
faith 'vas possessed by those mentioned in. the historical introduction, Nvhio
wvere 1(deceply convinced of sin, wvere groaning for redemption, saw the Nvrath
of God continually hiangixîg over thieir hieads," and hiad I'<a desire to fiee froin
the wvratlh to corne, and to bc saved from their sins," (v. p. 54). 11e thinks
that suchlihad saving faith, and wvere in the favor of God.

Bait in takzing this view of savingy faith lie is un-Wesleyail as wvell as un-
scriptural. XVesley neyer taufght that ail rnourning penitents were in. the
favor of God. Whiei James Morgan, one of his preacliers, asserted that sucx
were in the Divine favor, Mr. Wesley wrote to hlm to say thiat lie considered
the assertion unscriptural and unsafe, as well as «"cc-ntrary to what we have
always taug(lit." -leWe have alwvays taugylit that a, penlitent rnourned, or wvas
pained on this very account, because lie fêit he iras not in thce faîror of God,
but had the wrath of God abiding on him." And he says, Ilwe wvould neyer
utter in a coingregaltioni, a t the peril of our souls, tic staternent thiat sudh are
in the favor of God, thougli they do not know it." (Tyerman's Life of Wesley,
vol. iii., p. 24).

This inakes it e-vident that lie did not regard inourning penitents as
liaving saviing fiith, and that it iras ijot froin any thiouglit of this kind that
such w.ere admhitted into Society.

The condition of admission wvas obviously the desire of present salvation.
But why lias it been assuined, thiat this is also the condition of full and
permanent inember.,h1ip ? On special examination, we shall find tlîat the in-
tention ivas that tIl "admission" spoken of in the introduction, and the PLies
afterîvards added, should be iiinderstood, as referring severally to (ifferent
conditions.

It is plain thiat the Rides liad not to be observed in order to admission,
that it wvas only ini order to permanent meinbcrship thiat they hiad to be
observed. Here then is one point otf distinction. But the righit observance
of tiiese PLuies requires ability to observe thier, and therefore presupposes
that the y'csent salvation, previously desired, lias iii the meantime been
obtaincd by savringr faji, lcaviiîg only final salvation to be still desired.

Did Mr. Wesley indicate by bis allusions to these Rules that lie s0 ru-
garded thumi, and tliat lie so distinguishied thum froin t-ie introduction ? I


