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our hearts; while, at the same time, there is a
cruel readiness to pass the most sovere eensures
upon tho conduct of those who are not of our
socicty. This ovil, nlas! is not to be denied, but
you know no Christian community is perfect.

Mr. Secker—That is true. But is not this a
fundamental error? Does it not, of necessity,
prevent everything like real progress in tha reli-
gion of Christ? And, remember, it is not one
-of these evils which necessarily pertain to the
Church on earth, but the natural offspring of
that very solf-righteousness, which, crying
“ Stand by, Iam holier than thou,” causes sopa-
ration in the first instance.

But another, and yet more serious evil than
any to which I have yet alluded is, that the
Mothodists, and, in Iike nianner, all other sepa-
ratists, are, I fear, in a state of schismatical se-
paration from the visible Church, and thereby
aro guilty of the sin of rending the body of
Christ—(See Eph, iv. 1—16.) That Christ
designed his Church to bo one is very ovident.
How did he piay to his Father, that his disci-
ples “might be one, as ke and the Father were
one.?"-—SJohn xvii. 20—1.) So also, in the
days of the Apostles, to cut a person off from
the communion of the visible church was consi-
dered as the heaviest punishment which could
be intlicted upon any offender.—(Matt. xviii. 17;
1 Cor.v. 5; 1 Tim. i. 20.) The great Apostlo
particularly warns us against this sin, in the lan-
guago of earnest entreaty, whero he says, “ Now,
1 beseech you, brethren, mark them whick
cause divisions, and offences, contrary to the
doctrine whick ye have learned, and avoid,
them.”—(Rom. xvi. 17.) Indeed, if there be
one truth plainer than another in the Bible, it
is, that God always designed his chuzch to ‘be
one and undivided.

Mr. Brown—True, true, Mr. Secker; but
then this is a spiritual union, and all Christ’s
real children, whether Churchmen, Methodists,
or other Dissenters, are one in Christ: we all
eat of the same spiritual food, and drink of the
water from the same spiritual rock; and wher-{
ever one true Christian meets another, by what?
ever name he may be ealled, he hails him as a
brother in Christ.

Mr. Secker—Such I know is the way in
which tlose who have saparated from the com-
munion of the ancient, primitive and visible
Church of Chuist, usually endeavour to shake
off the charge of the fearful sin of schism; such
of courss were the arguments which satisfied
myself; but indeed, Mr. Brown, when they are
examined a_little more closely, they are foung
to be miserably shallow. . %

But as tho hour is growing Iate, I will, s
please, wave, at present, this important p
the question, with the understanding ti;
agreeable to you, we resume it at the very
opportunity ; and will now only offer an ob:
vation or two on the strong argument whic
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afforded ngainst the lawfulneas of religious sopa-
ration, {rom its nccessary effect in wenkening
tho hands of the Chureh in its restraining of
sin, and iu its efforts to bring tho sinner to re-
pentances I allude to the fuct, that, owing to
sectarinnism, Ewcommunication from the church
has become a nullity, and even her authorita-
tive censures are no more henrd.

Mr. Brown—Why, my dear sir, you surely
do not wish to subject us again to the terriblo
thundars of the Pope, or to make our people
again tremblo before tho cruel mummery of the
curse by boll, book and candle. Thus is truly
Puseyism, or even Popery itsolf, with a witness.

Mr. Secker—Nny, tmy respected friend, do
not bo alarmed; I neither wish to introduce
Popery nor Puseyism} though this lnst is a
word I do not like to use; it appears to wne an
unkind, aud therefore unchristian, abuse of the
name of one who iy, I doubt not, n good,
thougl, it is possible, in sotue things, a mistakon
man. But, with respect to the ccusures of the
Church, or even its extrems penslty of excom-
rounication, I do uot understand how it is that

you start at these; for who so rendy as the Me- ¢

thodists to charge the Church with the want of
effective discipline! And is it not your boast
that you are much more particular in expelling
your unworthy members than wo aref But
though I think that you frequently attempt
more in this respect than would be warmntable
in our seripturally constituted Chureh, yet, that
the principlo of ecclesiastical consure, even to the
extreme of excommunication, is right, deponds
on no human opinion, but upon the Word of
God. Wa find it in that authority which Christ
so distinctively gave to his Apostles and succes-
sors, saying, “ Whose socver sins ye reniit, they
are remitted unto them; and whose soever sing
ye retain, they are relained.”—(Jobn xx. 23;
seo also Matt. xvi. 19, xviii. 18). In the in-
structions of St. Paul, concerning the manner in
which thir power should bo exerted, to 8t. Titus
he writes thus, * A man that fe an heretick
after the first and second admonition reject.”’—
(Titus iii. 10; see also- Romaps xvi. 17, 1 Cor.
v. 5, 2 Thess. iii. 8, 14, 15); and in his own
examples, as in the case of Hymeneus and Al-
exander.—(1 Tim. i, 20.)

The netessity for such a discipline must exist,
or Christ would not have left it in bis chuteh;
but its great usefulness is also obviotis, for-how,
so effectively, shall sin be checked, or.tho cliurch
purified ? W )

What then 1s it that has’erisg
of this power to cease’ i
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