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favour, nin ona st all conversant with oar history can
denbt,  Butif any one should be inclined to cail s
in questing, the fanguags of the Chnsiien Guardan,
of the Ixth instant, will, X ant aure, fully convince
them. The Editer there yemarke, “ Tisx PRISCIPLE
UF THB BTATK FURTUERING THE GNSPEL SR NEYFR
COMPLAINED OF 3% ngnrt coruMsa ' Apd 1t may nat,
porhiaps, be gonerally hnown, that Jolin Ry erson has
of late, been spacadly commtaned to proceed to
Montresl, thus to “Tarther the Gespe L™ or rather,
tn laok uller whatiumarns properly terawd the seeular
interesta of the Canferonee,—meaning, of course,
the uneettled grant of wonne £ 14,00 or ~ CHIK), —an
endownent o Vietarn College ;=—and particalwly o
sharn of the Clergy Rewerves! Here, Mr. bilitor, w
wan of the mun branches of the root oF all our ditlical-
ttod Our preachers aro dleeady, under the presem
Constitunon of the Choreh, quite independont ot the
memberhip except as o finneces; but when the
Government suppert s obtaned, they will, mnn great
ll;ﬂﬁur-!. be mdependent o tem as to this particutar
His0

Noed we, under such cirenmatanees, be aatonished,
Nir, at tha politeal corenpion.—tho  hypoecntieal
huesee,~tho moral turpitude, winch have sprung nr
fom such a ront: or ot the divaxtrots results wlich
may yet procesd to the Church, from a culn sub.
ms1on ta the oprration of prineples so much opposed
tu the selidonying prneiples of the Gospel?  §t v
been witle us'in reality, “a root branng gall and
wormwoud P~wo hve realized the trith ef the pro-
Phetic anmvaneement. * becanaw imyuty shull shound,
the love of many shall wax cold.” Huw truly, how
extensinely han this been expenenced by the Metho
dist peopde in Camda ! But [ muet bing my letter tv
a cluwe, and, in domg so, I wonld remark, that my
sole aun. 1 Al my communtcations, has been o Jend
my humtls miaenen to put down evils which huve
Frown to sinappaling magmiwd» 1n the Church. I am
not sep=ble of hasing, m any instanee. stated that
which 14 contrary ta trath, but have ngdly conlined
my=elf' ta oy tters wlich frem tine 0 time bave come
under my own vbeervation, or which have come to
my hnowlddge  from  pespectablo and  wathente
rources  [ddeare the most searclung seratiny into all
that § have wntten, and I as<aro Wie parties saphicated,
that 1 will us openly and freely acknowledge any
error which vy be Tarly proved aganst me, ether
ad to Tty or deduchions, usd huve been featless to
CXpross or cyposa then.

I remain. very respectfully,
A WESLEYAN METHODIST.

POLITICS AND PARTIES,

The abwve is the titlo prefixed to the reso-
lutions of the last Conference, in relation to
the puldic interference of the Ministers of
Religion in the Politics of the day.  These
very tesolutiony, in our judgment, instead of
settling un important question, raise the same
juestion in such o wanner as to excite au in-
terest therein, vever felt betore in the Metho-
dist Charch.  The following are the resolu-
tivns reforred toi—

“POLITICS AND PARTIES,”

“What is the judgmoent of this Conference
m regard twoonr relation tu the secular pob-
tics of the t]-l}' 1

« Resolred,—That while we discluim all
infention of controlling the political seati-
ments of any of our Ministers, or Members,
ro Jone as those sentiments do not contravene
the Discipline of our Chureh, nor eontredict
the Word of God, we will nat, as a body, be
1esponsible for the political ductrines of any
member o1 wmembers of our Conference, or
£'hurch, or panty in our country, but leave
vur prople perfeetly fiee to edercise their
own judvnwent in Political and civil atfiirs.

Rivilrd—That in view of the recent et
uf the Legstiture, proluhitng Clergyinen
und Minrters fm voting at clectivoy, o
pemmon iu our charch is recognised by this
Conference as o Minister who hag not been
vrdained by the imposition of hands aceord-
g o wur Poctriues, and Discipline.”

We are coustrained to make sume romarks
on these resolatiens, - support of our opi-
niun - that they dw not meet the question, and
that they mive evdence of thn politieal ton-
deney of the mind of the Cenference of an
nppn,xih? characton
We first observe, that the above resvlutions
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! aro not merely the opinions of the Confer- ! by its members, but refo-cs us o Lody to be
enc, but their decision on the question, and 1 responsible for them.  Whether they 1efuse
given in the solemn und official manner injte be responsible for them or not, they are
which all their devisions are given, ‘sn in the eatimation of the public, and we
Let us then look at what has been decided. | beliove of a majority of the members of the
We take up two passages which speak the, Church.  We ask, I the Cenfereneo respon-
same thing : * We disclnim all intention of | sible for the moral character of its members 1
lcummlling the political sentiments of any of E Is it responsiblo fur the efficiency of its
;uur Ministers or Members, so long aa thcsel membery, in relation to theirspiritual duties?
| sentiments do not contravene the discipline | They must say ¥os to these questions,  How
lof our chmch, nor contradict the Word of then can they say, we are not as a body re-
God.”  Allawing these two exceptions,what sponsible for the political doctrines of any
is the decluration?  Simply this:  We dis-, member of our Conference or chureh, when
claun all intention of controlling the political . the consequences of the interference of cne
sentiments of any of our Ministers or mem- of theiv members in political controversy, is
bers,  We ask, was this necessary to bo dc-; both a depreciation of moral character and
! cided by the Conferenee I Ought a question, destructive of bis efficiency as o preacher of
|uf the kind evertoaris?  And, it having tho Gospel!l  Let any mumber of the Con-
atisen, as we say, without necessity, it o, ference answer t4éx it he can!  ‘This resolu-
mounts to no more than a declaration that the | tien invelves the Conference in another eon-
Conference will not do what they have no, tradiction.  They huve already decided that
right to do. The Christian Guardian,—~the organ of the
The other passage is merely 8 repetition | Conference, shall not be a political journal,—
of the former—we will “leave our pc(,l,le'whilc the individuu’ls composing tht‘xt Confer-
pesfectly freoto exercise their own judgment ; ence may interferc in the politics of the coun-
in political and civil atfairs.” Nothing, in our | try in other journuls, to any extent. Again,
opimon, can justify the appearance of such, n.1 of them together, or any of them, may not
disclaimors, but the well knuwn existence of publish their political doctrines i their
Just grounds to conclude that the very op-, OWn paper; but every one separately, may
posite course has beenattempted.  Che only | fill all the papers in the Province with politi-
other seutiment in the first resolution is « we | cal articles.
will not s o body be responsible for the po-|  This consequenco undeniably follows, from
htical doctnnes of any member, or members allowing Mr. Ryerson to do so.
ot vur Conference, or church, or party in the|  2ndly. It is evident that the decision of the
country.”  ‘Taking away the latter clause of , Conference is in favour of Mr. Ryerson's
this part of the resolution as wholly irrelc-!cnnducl, from the pains taken to load the
vant, wo have the simple declarationthatthey | resolutions with the unnecessary declarations,
are not responsible fur the political doctrines | that the Confizrence disclaim * all intention
of the members of the Conference and the | of controlling the political sentiments of any
Church. of our Ministers or members.”
We have declared that this resolution does | pose the same question put before the Con-
not meet the question before the members | ference in England, in the presence of Mr.
of the church, or the public, in the least.| Wesley i—
One of the members of the Conference writes| Q. What is the judgment of this Confer-
for six months, and fills all the papers in the : ference in rcgard to the secular pulitics and
Province with a defence of Sir C. Metcalfe, ! parties of the day 1
accompunied with the grossest obuseo of lhef 1f the whole Conference did not stare with
party opposed to him, one evident object be- ' astonishment at the propounder, the apswer
ing to influence the members of the churchiwould be, or perhaps sherter,—We have
on his side of the questivn.  The ~huveh, and | nothing to do with them. Luook at the 1ith
the public ako, whom we believe have u| of the twelve rules of a helper—
5 voice in the question, call upon the Confer-| « You have nothing to do but to save souls.”
‘ence to moke a declration 83 to whether|  This very rulc isa part of the discipline
thcy are wdentified 1 the course of Mr. Ryer-| of the Wesleyan Methodist church, and was,
son; they admit the claim of the parties to| it seems, never thought of, but a merely ir-

Let us sup-

question, It is therefore cither entirely
evasive, or it decides the question; the latter
wo are inclined to conclude upon, for the
fullowing reasons :—

1st. The resolutions say, we are not re-
sponsible as a body for the political doctrines
_of members of the Conference and of the
church,

\What ave pulitical dectrines but political
publications, intended to mculeate political
; principlesl A person in the unmolested en
|Joyment of his private political opiniot.s, can-

nat with propriety be said to bave politicel

doetrines 1 the essence of the expression is

publication and teaching. 1f we arc correct

in vur argument, the Conference is willing

to permit the publication of pelitical doctrines
P e
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an explanation, by miving the resolution in,

relevant reply was given, which, if not decis-
ive in favour of interference in politics, is not
decisive against it.

3rdly. Because of the additional resolatiun,
relative 1o the right to vote at clections.
What reason is there for the Conference
adding this article to @ resolution on quitc a
different subject? We know of no other,
than the existence, either of a tendency on
their part to political interference, ora deter-
mination to support Mr. Ryerson’s ohject;
that, if he could not succeed iu gaining the
votes of the members, none should be fostto
his side of the pelitical question, if ey cuuld
helpit.  Accordingly the public, and the of-
ficors of theGovernment appointed to exectite
a law of the Province, are told that the Me-
thodist Conference will not consider vy of



