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GOOD FRIDAY.

—

O my chief good,
How shall I measure out thy blood?
How shall I count what thee befel,
And each grief tell?

Shall I thy woes £
Number according to thy foes?
Or, sitce one star shew'd thy fifst breath,
Shall all thy death?

Or shall each leaf,
‘Which falls in Autumn, score a grief?
Or cannot leaves, but fruit, be sign

Of the true vine?

Then let each hour
Of my whole life one grief devour;
That thy distress through all may run,
And be my sun.

Or rather let
My sev'ral sins their sorrows get ;
That, as each beast his cure doth know,
Each sin may so.

Since blood is fittest, Lord, to write

Thy sorrows in, and bloody fight ;

My heart hath store; write there, where in
One box doth lie both ink and sin:

That, when sin spies so many foes,
A hips, thy nails, thy wounds, thy Woes,
o me to lodge there, sin may say,
0 700m for me, and fly away.
Sin being gone, oh ] the place,
And k'eep Possession with thy grace;
Lest sin take Courage and return,
And all the writings blot or burn.

GEORGE HERBERT.

CHRIST CRUCIFIED.
(From Archbishop Magee on the Atonement. )

‘h;l‘;:l:ththe sublime mystery of th.e Redemption,
i and":‘ escaped the comprehensmr.m both of. the
should by o fhe Greek : that a crucified Saviour,
2 g h"e given O‘ﬂ‘ence to the worldly expectant of
oL f-ham Messiah, whilst the proud phllosogl}er
Siace c ?018 turned with disdain frotn the }!umlha-
hm:xan Ctrine, which proclaimed the insufficiency of
'y, r:ason, and threatened to bend its aspiring
i t‘e) ore the foot of the Crf)SS,—wex:e ('events,
oy € matured grow.th of national prejudice, on
1€ one hand, and the habits of contentious discussion,
aided by a depraved moral system, on the other, might,
1 the natural course of things, have been expected to
Produce. That the Son of God had descended from
hetfven: that he had disrobed himself of the glory
Which he had with the Father, before the world began:
that he had assumed the form of the humblest and
:208t degraded of men: that submitting to a life of
.ci’;"acba and want, and sorrow, he had closed the
!hro:a:nh a death of ignominy and torture; and that
iy this \to.luntary degradation and suffering, a
Ay of reconciliation with the Supreme Being had
;::t opened to the whole human race, and an atone-
S n}&de for those ‘transgressions, from the pun'lsh-
& meo which unassisted reason could have devls'ed
ico a:gs Of‘ escape: these are traths, .which preju-
M Pride could not fail, at all times, to .h?.“‘e
s selr. and.these are truths, to which the irreligion
ety no;ﬂlllﬂicufncy of the present day, oppose obsta-
Prejudie €88 Insurmountable 1.han those, which the
Pfesemejjo'r the Jew and the philosophy of the Greek
day, When’ n the age ?f the. Aqostle. For., at this
More exre V".e boast a wider diffusion of learning, and
9 oo; ﬁnsn:e acquirements of moral knowledge,.do
Suestion (li‘d these fundamental truth's of revelation
“Cepticige ? do we not see the haughtiness of lettered
salvay; m, presuming to reject the proffered terms of
g on, .because it cannot trace, with the finger of
L 0 science, the connexion between the cross of
va.l‘lst and the redemption of man? But, to these
0 and presumptaous aspirings after knowledge
Placeq beyond human reach, we are commanded to
lt);e:}::h CHI?ISX“ CRUCIFIED : which, however it may,
o e self-fr.mcled wise ones of this world, appear as
Olishness, is yet, to those who will humble their un-
e""‘tanding to the dispensations of the Almighty, the
Brandest display of the divine perfections; Christ, the
Powep of God, and the wisdom of God.

» * * » *

i‘stmnge to say, some who assume the name of Chyis-
S, and profess not altogether to discard the written
°',d of revelation, adopt the very principle [of the
€st], which we have just examined. For what are
i;: doctrines of that description of Christians* in the
. €F country, who glory in having brought down the
.[:S things of God to the level of man’s understand-
87 —that Christ was a person sent into the world,
M }l:l'omulggte the will of God: to communicate new
8hts, on the subject of religious duties: by his life,
O Set an example of perfect obedience: by his death
anmflnifest his sincerity: aund by his resurrection, to
.'Vlnce us of the great truth which he had been com-
1Ssioned to teach, our rising again to future life.—
s 'S, say they, is the sum and substance of Christian-
& It furnishes a purer morality, and a more opera-
+ *¢ enforcement : its morality more pure, as built on
en" Botions of the divine nature: and its enforce-
state More (_)pel:ative, as founded on oy certainty of a
thing of retribution.  And is then Christianity no-
Mig? ut a new and more formal promul‘gat‘lon of the
‘“es:’“. of nature? Is the death of Christ but an
Atlon of his truth?  And are we after all left to
OWn merit for acceptance, and obliged to trust for
Salvation, to the perfection of our obedience ?—
"i:“a lnde‘ed, has the great_Author of our religion, in
h“i“s“b.mltted to the agonies of the cross; if, after
e NS given to r.nankmd a law, which leaves them less
Usable in their transgressions, he has left them to
fal Judged by the rigour of that law, and to stand or
Y their own personal deserts.

Our

theh o s?id, indeed, that as by this new dispensation,
no:e"a‘“ty of pardon on repentance, has been made
tial ; D, mankind has been informed of all that is essen-
. 0 the doctrine of mediation. But granting that
e More was intended to be conveyed, than the suffi-
¢y of repentance; yet it remains to be considered

a hat way that repentance was likely to be brought
g Ut. Was the bare declaration, that God would
';EWe the repentant sinner, sufficient to ensure his
hi,:ndmem ? or was it not rather calculated to l'el.lder
€asy under guilt, from the facility of reconciliation?
np“ah" Was ther_e to alarm, to rouse, the sinner from the
mak y of _habltua! transgression ? what was there to
Sov: that impression which the nature of God's moral
nsr“men_t demands? Shall we say, that the grateful

e € of divine mercy would be sufficient; and that
8enerous feelings of our nature, awakened by the
th:’:e_me goodness, would have secared our obedience ?
tight 18, shall we say, that the love of virtue, ?nd of
nd'l‘:’(’lﬂd have maintained man in his allegiance ?
ave we not, then, had abundant experience of

:t man can do, when left to his own exertiops, to
hi"‘“'ed of such vain and idle fancies? What is t.he
Oty of man, from the creation to the time of Christ,
'ha:;(‘minue:d trial of his natural strength? And
o as been the moral of that history, but that man
Tong, only as he feels himself weak —strong, only

io:: feels that his nature is corrupt, and fron.n a con-
iansnesm of that corruption, is led to place his wh?le

b Ace upon God? What is the description, which
th, wP°8t|e of the Gentiles has left us, of the state of
leq orld, at the coming of our Saviour ?—* Being
With all unrighteousness, fornication, wickedness,

*
The Unitarians.

covetousness, maliciousness; full of envy, murder, de-
bate, deceit, malignity; whisperers, backbiters, haters
of God, despiteful, proud, boasters, inventors of evil
things, disobedient to parents, without understanding,
covenant breakers, without natural affection, implaca-
ble, unmerciful—who, knowing the judgment of God,
that they which commit such things are worthy of
death, not only do the same, but have pleasure in
them that do them."—Rom. i. 29, 30, 31, 32.

Here were the fruits of that natural goodness of the
human heart, which is the favourite theme and funda-
mental principle with that class of Christians, with
whom we are at present concerned. And have we
not then, had full experiment of our natural powers?
And shall we yet have the madness to fly back to our
own sufficiency, and our own merits, and to turn away
from that gracious support which is offered to us,
through the mediation of Christ? No: lost as men
were, at the time Christ appeared, to all sense of true
religion : lost as they must be to it, at all times, when
left to a proud confidence in their own sufficiency;
nothing short of a strong and salutary terror, could
awaken them to virtue. Without some striking ex-
pression of God's abhorrence of sin, which might work
powerfully on the imagination and on the heart, what
‘could prove a sufficient counteraction to the violent
impulse of natural passions? what, to the entailed
depravation, which the history of man, no less than
the voice of revelation, pronounces to have infected
the whole human race? Besides, without a full and
adequate sense of guilt, the very notion of forgiveness,
as it relates to us, is unintelligible. We can have no
idea of forgiveness, unless conscious of something to
be forgiven. Iguorant of our forgiveness, we remain
ignorant of that goodness which confersit. And thus,
without some proof of God’s hatred for sin, we remain
unacquainted with the greatness of his love.

The simple promulgation then, of forgiveness on
repentance, could not answer the purpose. Merely
to /know the condition could avail nothing. An én-
ducement, of sufficient force to ensure its fulfilment,
was essential. The system of sufficiency had been
fully tried, to satisfy mankind of its folly. It was now
time to introduce a new system, the system of Aumility.
And for this purpose, what expedient could have been
devised more suitable, than that which has been adopt-
ed P—the sacrifice of the Son of God, for the sins of
men: proclaiming to the world, by the greatness of
the ransom, the immensity of the guilf: and thence,
at the same time evincing, in the most fearful manner,
God's utter abhorrence of sin, in requiring such expi-
ation; and the infirity of his love, in appointing it.
THE PROPHECIES OF OUR LORD'S SUF-

FERINGS AND DEATH.
(From Bishop Sherlock's Discourses.)

I shall not need to carry you far in search of this
evidence; the chapter (Isaiah 53) alone is so full a
description of this part of our Saviour’s character,
that it looks more like an history than a prophecy,
and may with more reason be suspected to be a copy
drawn from his life, than not to be a description of it.
Yet this scripture was in being long before our Lord
was born, was in the keeping of his enemies, of those
who hated and despised him, and at last put him to a
crue! death, and were at once the preservers and the
fulfillers of this prophecy. Iere you find him repre-
sented as void of * form and of comeliness”; as having
“no beauty that we should desire him’’; one *des-
pised and rejected of men; a man of sorrows, and
acquainted with grief"; from whom “we hid as it
were our faces; he was despised, and we esteemed
him not.””  Yet this is he, of whom before the Pro-
phet had prophesied: “ Unto us a Child is born, unte
us a Son is given, and the government shall be upon
his shoulder; and his name shall be called Wonderful,
Counsellor, the Mighty God, the Everlasting Father,
the Prince of Peace; of the increase of his government
and peace there shall be no end upon the throne of
David, and upon his kingdom, to order it, and to esta-
blish it with judgment and with justice from hence-
forth even for ever.”  What enigmas are these! Shall
he be a mighty prince, and yet despised and rejected
of men? Shall he be encompassed with the glories of
David’s throne, and yet be void of form and of come-
liness? Shall he reign for ever, and establish justice
and judgment for evermore, and shall he yet be taken
from prison, and cut off from the land of the living?
Where can these contradictions meet, and in what
manner of person can they be reconciled? But to go
on: after this general description of his low estate, the
Prophet proceeds to point out some of the most re-
markable calamities of his life. He was not only
despised and rejected, but he “was oppressed and
afflicted, yet he opened not his mouth. He was taken
from prison and from judgment, and cut off from the
land of the living ; for the transgression of the people
he was stricken.”” And yet he “had done no vios
lence, neither was any deceit in his mouth. Yet it
pleased the Lord to bruise him, and to put him to
grief. His soul was an offering for sin.”” And yet
after this, when the Prophet had killed and buried
him, he adds, “He shall prolong his days, and the
pleasure of the Lord shall prosper in his hand. He
shall see the travail of his soul, and shall be satisfied.
By his knowledge shall my righteous servant justify
many; for he shall bear their iniquities.”” Where are
we now ? must he die a wretched death, and be num-
bered with the transgressors; and yet shall he prolong
his days, and see the work of the Lord prosper in his
hands? How shall we clear these things? Look
into the Gospel, and there you will find the scene
opening apace: there you will find your Lord despised
and rejected of men, persecuted and afflicted, and put
to a cruel death and open shame, and yet rising to
glory and honour. There you may see this prisoner
of the grave ascending to the glory of his Father, giv~
ing gifts unto men, and leading captivity captive.

Let us then consider the historical evidence we
have for the completion of these prophecies, which
describe the calamitous condition of our blessed Re-
deemer.

The way was prepared before he was born.

His

rentage could promise nothing for the child but labour
and sorrow: and so it proved. This mighty Prince
of peace made his first appearance in a2 manger; and
we may well suppose the other conveniencies he met,
upon his first coming into the world, were answerable
to this, No sooner was he born but his life was sought
after: the distressed parents fly their country, and the
child is carried into banishment, before he knew to
distinguish between good and evil. His youth was
spent in the difficulties of poverty, and his hands em-
ployed in the works of it; and when the time came
that he was to be made known unto Israel, and stood
forth in the power of the Lord, confirming his doctrine
with mighty signs and wonders, the opposition to him
increased, and every act of charity he did to others
brought new sorrow and misery fo himself. During
this time, in- which he went about doing good, “ he
had not,” as he himself has told us, *“ where to lay his
head.”” When he cast out devils, he was immediately
charged to be in league with the prince of them—
When he healed the sick of their infirmities, and for-
gave their sins, then he was a blasphemer, an eD*
croacher upon the prerogative of God. When he
restored the withered hand, and cured the lame or the
blind on the sabbath-day, then he was no longer ﬁ_‘
to live: these were such offences, as nothing but bis
death could expiate. Consider what he suffered, a0
he was the lowest of the sons of men: consider what
he did, and he appears, as he truly was, to be the Son
of God.

conception led toit; since the meanness of his pa- | f

Rut still there remains behind the gloomiest scene
of sorrow. When the powers of darkness prevailed,
and the time of his being offered up drew near, all
things conspired to make his death bitter and terri-
fying. In hislife he had chosen twelve to be his con-
stant companions, and they at least adhered to him,
and willingly partook in his afflictions: but now one
of these bosom-friends conspires his ruin, and sells
him for thirty pieces of silver, The rest, though they
were guilty of no such baseness, yet proved no com-
fort in his distress.

As the danger drew near, our blessed Lord, who
was in all things tempted like unto us, sin only ex-
cepted, felt the pangs of nature at the approach of
death, and retired to prayer, the only support of an
afflicted spirit. In this his grief he chose Peter, and
the sons of Zebedee, to be his companions, that they
might watch with him in his sorrow: but even here
they forsook him, and, insensible of their Master's
agony, fell asleep. They were soon awakened; but
they awoke only to fly, and Christ was left alone.—
Peter followed, but it was afar off; and he only fol-
lowed him to deny him. Thus betrayed, and thus
forsaken, he is carried to judgment. When he is
| silent, he is reproached with sullenness: when he
'fspeaks. he is charged with blasphemy. Sometimes
| he is buffeted and spit on; by and by, in cruel sport,
( they pay him the mock honours of a prince, he is
| crowned with thorns, has a reed put into his hand, and
in derision he is saluted, ** Hail, King of the Jews.”
And that nothing might be wanting to shew how vile
and contemptible he was to the people, the question
was put between him and a murderer, which should
be released ; and with one voice the people answered,
“Release vnto us Barabbas.” Thus was he “des-
pised and rejected of men.”’

Follow him but one step farther, and you will find
him hanging upon the cross between two common
robbers, groaning under the bitterest agonies of death.
Nor yet can all this misery create in the lookers-on
any pity or compassion. See how they shake their
heads, and say, “ Come down from the cross, Son of
God, come down, and we will believe thee.” But
neither the pains of the cross, nor those pangs which
drew from him that complaint, “ My God, my God,
why hast thou forsaken me ?"’ nor all the malice and
scorn of the crucifiers, could make him one moment
forget his love and tenderness towards them. You
hear no complaint from him, no appeals made against
them to afutare judgment : instead of this, with latest
breath he pleads their cause, excuses their weakness,
and begs for their pardons *Father, forgive them,
for they know not what they do.”

And here let us close this scene, and return to our-
selves with this question, *“ What reward shall I give
unto the Lord for all the benefits that he hath done
unto me?” Let us also answer for ourselves in the
words of the Psalmist, “ I will receive the cup of sal-
vation, and call upon the name of the Lord." We
have nothing to return but our love and obedience,
and nothing else is required of us; “he hath borne
our griefs, and carried our sorrows’’; let us not call
for them again by our iniquities: let them be buried
for ever, but let us arise to a new life of righteousness
in Christ Jesus, that *“ when Christ, who is our life,
shall appear, we may also appear with him in glory.”

THE EARLY COLONIAL CHURCH.
( From the British Magazine.)

It is satisfactory to know that from the first forma=
tion of our settlements in America there has been, on
the part of the mother country, a recognition, at least,
of her twofold duty; first, to maintain the true faith
among her own children; and, secondly, to propagate
it among the surrounding heathen.

It would be inconsistent with the design of the pre-
sent sketch to recount in detail the various efforts,
whether of corporations or of individuals, for the plant=
ing of Christianity in our colonies. Some few instan-
ces, however, may be given.

Sir Walter Raleigh, the father of English coloniza-
tion, after the failure of his enterprise in Virginia, on
assigning‘over his patent in 1589 to a company of
merchants, gave the sum of £100 “in especial regard
and zeal of planting the Christian religion in those
barbarous countries, and for the advancement and
preferment of the same, and the common utility and
profit of the inhabitants.”

His celebrated companion, Hariot, the great mathe-
matician, may perhaps be not unjustly styled the first
English missionary to the new world.

“Many times (says he) and in euery toune where 1
came, according as I was able, I made declaration of
the contents of the Bible, that therein was set foorth
the true and onely God, and his mightie workes, that
therein was conteined the true doctrine of Saluation
through Christ, with many particularities of miracles
and chiefe points of Religion, as I was able then to
vtter, and thought fit for the time. ~And although 1
told them the booke materially and of itself was not
of any such vertue, as I thought they did not conceiue,
but onely the doctrine therein conteined: yet wou'ld
many be glad to touch it, to embrace it, to kisse it,
to hold it to their breastes and heads, and stroke ouer
all their body with it, to show their hungry desire of
that knowledge which was spoken of.”

In the charter which was granted by King James T,
April 10, 1606, for improving trade and plantations
in Virginia, one of the avowed objects expressed in
his Majesty’s instructions to the company was, “that
the true word and service of God be preached, planted,
and used, not only in the colonies, but also as much as
might be among the savages bordering upon them, and
this aceording to the rites and doctrines of the Church
of England.”

Among those who had petitioned for this charter
was one little known, but deserving of all honour,
Robert Hunt, an English clergyman, whose Christian
meekness, cheerfulness, and perseverance, under the
Severest trials, were a signal blessing to the colony.
€ seems to have gone out with the single purpose of
devoting himself to the religious interests of the new
settlement.  His first object was the erection of a
church, which was 1o sooner built, than, together with
the town, it was destroyed by an accidental fire. The
f’"’"hy pastor, however, whose own library had perished
in the flames, never lost heart, but at once zealously
set about the work of restoration, and ere long had
”}e happiness of seeing the church restored, and James
Town rebuilt. .

Another shining light of the early colonial church
%as Alexander Whitaker, who went out as chaplain
with Lord Delaware.

! This devoted servant of God, “the Apostle of Vir-
ginia,” seeing the spiritual harvest to be reaped among
tl.ne native Americans, and indignant at the apathy of
hlfi b.rethren at home, thus speaks out of the fulness
Of. l.ns heart:—-“I muse that so few of our English
Milisters that were so hot against surplice and sub-
SCription come hither, where neither are spoken of.
D;’ they not wilfully hide their talent, or keep them-
:E Ves at home, for fear of losing a few pleasures? Be
there ot any among them of Moses, his mind, and of

€ apostles, that forsook all to follow Christ? But
Lrefer them to the Judge of all hearts, that shall re-
ward €very one according to the gain of his talent.”

lh 18 pleasing to remember, in connection with this
colony, that the saint-like Nicholas Ferrar was for
several years, either as council or deputy-governor,

the prineiple manager of the eompany. His father

left ¢ sum of £300 towards erecting a school in Vir-
ginia for the education of infidel children. The king
had ilready issued a letter to the Bishops, requiring
a collection to be made for a like purpose in all parish
churthes, and contributions amounting to £4000
were raised.

These facts serve to show that those |

e ——

A LETTER TO A METHODIST. |
‘ (By a Preshyter of the Diocese of Muarylund.)

j [ CONTINUED PROM OUR LAST.]
|
‘

| Itisenough to make one shudder, when contem- |
plating the manner in which these men attempted to |

“A. Jobn Wesley, Thomas Coke, and Francis
Asbury, by regular order and succsssion! |
“The uext question was asked differenily from

| what it ever had been in any of the former minutes,

which stands thus:
“Q. Who have been elected by the unanimous

whoiwere first concerned in what Lord Bacon calls | thrust tiemselvesinto the chief office of the Christian | suffrages of the General Conference to superintend

“ths heroical work of plantations” had due regard to
the promotion of God's honour in the sight both of
their own people and of the Gentiles.

The first colonists of Virginia being exclusively
members of the Church of England, the legislature of
the colony decreed a provision for the clergy: at the
rateof 1500 pounds of tobacco and 16 barrels of
flour annually for each clergyman. As each new bo-
rough was formed, it was ordered that a portion of
gletie land should be set apart for the clergyman.—
Tithes were afterwards instituted. Discipline was
enforced by laws, it must be admitted, unjustifiably
severe; and a peremptory enactment was passed that
note but ministers Episcopally ordained should be
allowed to officiate in the colony.

During the troubles which accompanied and fol-
loved the civil war, many of the cavaliers sought a
refuge in Virginia; and this new emigration naturally
tended to sustain the prevalent feeling of attach-
ment te'the Church and the monarchy. At a period
long sulseqdent, King Willlam and Queen Mury
formed the noble design of erecting and endowing a
college in Virginia. A charter was given with ample
immunities and privileges, a public fund was allotted
for the endowment, a president appointed, and the
buildixg commenced, but unfortunately destroyed by
fire, aid never afterwards restored. About the same
time tie Rev. James Blair was sent out as ecclesias-
tical ommissary of the province, and on the occasion
Queer Mary gave a bounty of £200 a-year for the
suppot of missionaries.

The history of the New Plymouth settlement is
well kiown. It was first formed by a small party of
Puritas, in the winter of 1621, and considerably in-
creasel in 1629 by an influx of their brethren, who
were ciscontented with the state of things at home.
It is said that among those who were on the point of
abandning their country for the enjoyment of unre-
restricted liberty in a new world;, were, Hampden,
Hasle'ig, and Oliver Cromwell; but they were pre-
vented from embarking by an order from the court.

Bu: though Cromwell was reserved to play a more
important part at home, it was natural that he should
feel adeep interest in the country of the “Pilgrim
Fathas.” And we find that during his Protectorate,
in the year 1649, an ordinance was passed for *the
prometing and propagating of the gospel of Jesus
Chrig in New England by the erection of a corpora-
tion, ‘0 be called by the name of the President and
Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in New
Englind, to receive and dispose of moneys for that
purpese;” and a general collection was ordered to be

| ministry.  The recollection of it appears to have |
 grievowsly weighed upon Dr. Coke's conscience, when |
| he afterwards so earnestly wrote to Bishop Seabury
| to ordain him and Asbury Bishops! and to Bishops
. White and Seabury to ordain their preachers over |
again!  And well it might weigh upon his consci-
ence! The wonder is, it did not drive him into a
mad-house.  Wesley himself tells us the effect it
had upon %ém, when he heard of' Asbury claiming to
be a Hishop!

well it might,  He thus writes to Asbury:

JouN WesLey To Francis AsBURY.

 London, September 20, 1788.

“There is, indeed, a wide difference between the
relati>n wherein you stand to the Americans, and the
relatipn wherein I stand to all the Methodists. You |
are the elder brother of the American Methodists; I
am, under God, the father of the whole family.
Therefore, I naturally eare for you all, in a mauner
no other persen can do. Therefore, 1, in a measure,
provide for you all ; for the supplies which Dr. Coke
provides for you, he could not provide, were it not
for me—were it not, that I not only permit him to
collect, but support him in so doing.

“ But, in one point, my dear brother, I am a little
afraid both the Doctor and you differ from me. I
study to be litle, you study to be great; Icreep; you
strut alang ;1 found a school, you a college. Nay, |
and call it after your own names! Ob, beware! |
Do not seek to be something! Let me be nothing,
and Christ be all in all.

“ Oue instance of this, your greatness, has given
me great concern. How can you, how dare you suf-
fer yourself to be called a Bishop ?

“I shudder, 1 start at the very thought! Men
may call me a knave, or a fool, a rascal, a scoundrel,
and I am content; but they shall never, by my con-

the Methodist Coonexion in America?

“ A. Thomas Coke and Francis Asbury.”

The drift of these questions and answers can be
seen at once. Their object is to make it appear (1.)
That it was the Conference and not Wesley, which
“appointed” them Swuperintendents! and (2.) To
make it appear, that Wesley was a Bishop, and or-
dained them bishops, and that thus they have a regu-
lar succession from a lawful Bishop! Now let it be

He tells us it wade him shudder—and \remembered, that these questions were introduced by

Coke and Asbury themselves! They saw the full
drift of them, although the Conference might not
have seen it! Calinly and without prejudice review
this proceeding; and then taking it in connection
with the fact, that they fabricated a new set of min-
utes to get the name of a Bishop, and with the fact
that Asbury had in his possession Wesley's letter de-
claring that he was no Bishop, and that Asbury was
no Bishop—I say, calmly and without prejudice re-
view this proceeding; in connection with these facts,
and then say, whether modern or ancient times afford
a more daring, or unhallowed scheme, than this pre-
sents, of men undertaking to usurp the office and au-
thority of a Christian Bishop!

These facts, also, prove that Coke and Asbury
knew that Wesley did not ordain them Bishops, when
he “appointed’ them Superintendents of the Metho<
dist Society under him. But, if there be any doubts
remaining on this point, they will be removed by the
perusal of Dr. Coke's letters to Bishops White and
Seabury of the Protestant Episcopal Church, marked
A, B, in the Appendix.—As youa will, of course, give
these letters an attentive perusal, it will only be neces-
sary for me briefly to refer to them.

1. It will be observed, in both of these letters, that
Dr. Coke does not, for a moment; claim to be a
Bishop.

sent, call me a Bishop! For my sake, for God’s
sake, for Christ's sake, put a full end to this! Let
the Presbyterians do what they please, but let the
Methodists know their calling better. !

“Thus, my dear Franky, I have told you all that |
is in my heart; and let this, when I am no more seen, |
bear witness how sincerely

“I am your affectionate friend and brotlier;
Jouy WesLey.'*

This letter is a remarkable document. Four years
had nearly elapsed since his “appointment” of Dr.
Coke. In the mean time Wesley had had time for
reflection.  He had time for a further and more de-
liberate investigation of the authority of Presbyters
to ordain; and however he might, for a season, have

made in all the parishes of England and Wales.—
With the proceeds of this collection they purchased |
an estate in land; and some progress is said to have |
been made in the conversion of natives, both on the |
Continent and in the West India islands. |

On the restoration of the monarchy the charter |
was renewed, through the iufluence of Sir W. Ashurst |
and Richard Baxter, with the Lord Chaucellor Hyde, |
and the powers under it were enlarged, for now the |
corporation was styled *The Society for the Propa= |
gation of the Gospel in New England and the Parts |
adjacentin America," Its object was defined to be 1
“not only to seek the outward welfare and prosperity |
of those colonies, but more especially to endeavour |
the good and salvation of their immortal souls, and |
the publishing the most glorivas guspel uff Chriet i
among them."

Clarendon is the first name on the list of the cor- |
poration, of which the Hon. Robert Boyle was appoin= |
fed governor. It does not appear that any rcgular"
Journa] was kept of its proceedings; and it is there-
fore impossible to form an accurate estimate of the |
results which followed its establishment. The mis- |
sionarjes seem for the most part to have been deprived :
of clergymen of the Church of England; and, indeed, |
Neal names seventy “ who being disturbed by the ec-
clesiastical courts for the cause of non-conformity,
transported themselves to New England for the free
exercise of their ministry, before the year 1641.—
Among those mentioned are the celebrated John Eliot
~is jt certain that he was in holy orders?—and
a very different person, Hugh Peters. The whole re-
venue of the corporation never exceeded £600 a-year;
and with this, according to the same authority; they
Maintained from twelve to sixteen missionaries—Eng-
lish and Indian—on salaries of from £10 to £30 ;—
erected schools, and supplied them with books.

We learn, however, from some letters addressed by
Eliot, who has been surnamed “the Apostle of the
I“diang’" to Mr. Boyle, that the governor sent over to
him eonsiderable sums of money, £400 at one time,
£460 at another, to enable him to complete his trans-
lation of the Bible into the Indian language. This
work was finished, and many hundred copies of it cir-
culated, in the year 1686: Mr. Boyle's own tract *“ The
Practice of Piety,” was also translated for the use of
the patives. .

By Eliot’s indefatigable exertions many eompanies
of Indians in Massachusetts, Plymouth, Martha's Vine-
yard, and Nantucket, had been so far instructed in the
faith, as to assemble themselves regularly every Sun-
day for common prayer and thanksgiving, and to be
able “to practice and manage the whole institated
public worship of God among themselves, without the
Presence or inspection of any English among them.”
It is impossible not to feel regret that the Church at
home took no measures to bring these promising con-
verts within her fold, and to retain them for her own
after their zealous pastor was called away.

Boyle, who had during hislife-time devoted so much
of his attention and of his wealth to the spiritual im-
provement of the native Americans, bequeathed at his
death the sum of £100 to the society of which he had
beeh governor, to be set aside and employed as stock
for the relief of poor Indian converts. And, more-
over; after settling an annual “salary for some learned
divine to preach eight sermons every year for proving
the ?hristian religion against notorious infidels; he
requires that the said preacher shall be assisting to all
companies, and encouraging them in any undertaking
for Propagating the Christian religion in foreign parts.”

Nother eminent instance of zeal for the colonial
Chureh shall be added, Sir Leolyne Jenkyns, in his
last Will, proved the 9th of Nov. 1685, provided that
two }dditional fellowships “be founded and endowed
at h‘? cost and charges in Jesus College, Oxford, on
coﬂ}ilt‘on that the said two fellows respectively, and
their respective successors for ever, may be under an
indispensable obligation to take upon them holy orders
of priesthood, and afterward that they go out to sea
in any of H, M.’s fleets, when they or any of them are
thereto summoned by the Lord High Adwiral of Eng-
land; and in case there be no use of their service at
sed; t0 be called by the Lord Bishop of London to go
out Into any of H, M.'s foreign plantations, there to
take upon them the cure of souls, and exercise their
mmlsseria] functions.”

It is Scarcely probable, that, after a lapse of a cen-
tury and a half from the date of this foundation, her
majesty will be advised to demand the services of Sir
Leolyne's fellows as naval chaplains; but, as there is
not a single one of her * foreign plantations,” in which
more clergy are not wanted, it might perhaps, be still
w?rth while to inquire whether this noble endowment
might not yet be reclaimed for its original purpose.

[To B2 conTINUED.]

been blinded by the sophistical book of Sir Peter
King, so as to suppose Presbyters and Bishops were
the same order, yet now he gives his more mature |
Jjudgment, that they were not—for that is the mean-
ing of the last clause in his letter, where he speaks of
the Preshyterians, It is well known that the doc-
trine of the Presbyterians is, that Bishops and Pres- |
byters are the same order; and many of them, even
to this day, do not seruple to call themselves Bishops.
In reference to this fuet it is, that Wesley says in the
above letter,  Let the 1 ‘reshyterians d.» as they please,
but let the Methodists know their calling betier.”  ‘That
is, let the Presbyterians, if they please, eall them- |
selves Bishops, but let not the Methodists follow their
example—let them know their calling better than to |
call themselves Bishops, when they are not.

Now, let it be remembered, that the question be=-
fore us is:  Did Wesley, when he “appointed™ Coke
and Asbury “Superintendents’ of the Methodist
Society, ordain them Bishops?

It is certain he did not.  This letter to Asbury, in
the very plainest manner possible—words cannot be
plainer—declares that Asbury was no Bishop; and
yet Coke did for Asbury precisely what Wesley did
for Coke=—he laid his hands upon him, and prayed
over him: and if, in Wesley's judgment, this imposi-
tion of hands and prayer by a Presbyter, did not eon-
stitute Asbury a Bishop, neither could they, in Wes-
ley's judgment, have constituted Dr. Coke a Bishop;
for Coke's authority to ordain was the same as Wes-
ley's, (which was no authority at all,) both of them
being Presbyters of the Church of Fngland; and,
therefore, it is proved clearly and undeniably, that in
appointing Coke and Asbury to be *“ Superintendents”
of the Methodist Society, Wesley did not ordain
them Bishops.

Notwithstanding their high-handed assamption of
the title of Bishop, still these men were uneasy. The
fact was still staring them in the face, (and the world
knew it,) that Wesley had only “appointed” them to
be Superintendents of the Methodist Suciety UNDER
min;f and, however they might claim to be Bishops
—and however they might alter the name in the min-
utes—still Bishops of the Church of God they were
not! Something, then, must be dove to get around
this matter, and convince the people, 1. That Wes-
ley was a Bishop; 2 "T'hat Wesley ordained Coke a
Bishop; and 8. That Coke ordained Asbury a Bish-
op! One would suppose, when Asbury had Wesley's
letter, (dated September 20th, 1788,) in his pocket,
declaring that ke was no Bishop, and that Ashury was
no Bishop, that this would not be a very easy matter
to accomplish. But these men did not stick at tri-
fles; they had already fabricated a new set of min-
utes for their “ Church” to get the title of Bishops,
and they were determined to go all lengths sooner
than fail in their project to be accounted real Bish-
ops. The Bishops of the Protestant Episcopal Church
in the United States had now for some time been con-
secrated; Coke and Asbary knew that their commis-
sion was authentic; that they had been consecrated
in England and Scotland by lawful Bishops; and
that the Church had received them as Bishops, in a
regular succession from the Apostles. Coke and
Asbury knew all this; and alongside of these men,
as Methodist * Superntendents™ they felt their little-
ness, although they had assumed the name of what
they so much coveted! They knew that they had
the name of a Bishop, and that was all! They had
no succession to point to! Let us see, then, how
they proceeded to get the reality. At one of their
Conferences, held in the year 1789, Mr. Lee, in his
“ History,"” informs us (p. 142,) that,

“The Bishops, (that is, Coke and Asbury) intro-
duced a question in the annual minutes, which was as
follows:

“Q. Who are the persons that exercise the Episco
pal office in the Methodist Church in Europe and
America?

* From Moore’s Life of Wesley, vol. ii, page 285.

+ In his letter “appeinting” Dr. Coke a Superintendent,
Wesley says, * Whereas many of the people in the Southern
Provinuces of North America, who desive to continue under my
care,” &c. In his letter to Asbury, he says: * The supplies
which Dr, Coke provides for you, he could not eolleet, were it
not for me—were it not that I not only permit him to colleet,
but support bim in so deing.” The following question and
answer were adopted at the Conference in 1784. “Q. 2.
What can be done in order to the future union of the Metho-
distg? A, During the life of the Rev. John Wesley, we ac-
knowledge ourselves his sons in the Gospel, ready in matters
belonging to Church Government, to 0BEY ni1s coMMaNDs,”
&c. (Lee's History, p. 95.) Mr. Lee afierwards observes:
** This engagement to obey Mr. Wesley’s commands, in mat
ters belonging to Church Government, was afterwards the canse
of some uneasinese.” No wonder, Wesley's letter to Asbury

2. His letter to Bishop White shows, thut he ex-
ceeded the authority given him by Mr. Wesley, and
that Mr. Wesley disapproved of his proceedings.

3. In his letter to Bishop Seabury, he asks Bishop
Seabury to ordain him *“a Bishop of the Methodist
Society!”  Thereby acknowledging that Wesley,
when he “appointed’” him a Superintendent; did not
ordain him a Bishop, of that Society!

4. In his letter to Bishop Seabury, he asks Bishop
Seabury to ordain Mr. Asbury a Bishop of the Mes
thodist Society; thereby acknowledging that his
ordination of Asbury to be a Bishop was only a mock
ordination!

5. In his letter to Bishop Seabury, asking for the

| admission of the Methodist preachers into the Protess

tant Episcopal Church; Dr. Coke says, that he *kniws
that they must submit to re-ordination.” Of course;

| the ordination they received from %im was good fof
| nothing; otherwise there would have been no necessity

for their being ordained over again.
6. These letters prove, beyond question, that Coke
knew and believed, that Bishops alone possessed au-

| thority to ordain; that no such authority was possessed

by Presbyters (otherwise Ais own ordinatiors wotld
have been vilid, for he was a Presbyter;) and, conses
quently, that he knew and believed that Presbyters
aund Bishops were not the same order.

7. These letters, too, show conclusively, what was
Dr. Coke's opiuion of Wesley's ordinations (as they
are called)—that is that they possessed no validity
whatovery < end, theiclore, that when Wesley “aps
pointed”” him a Superintendent of the Methodist
Society, he did not “ordain’ him a Bishop of the
Church of God.

1 shall now proceed to prove, that the Methodists
themselves do not believe that Presbyters and Bishops
are the same order.

Because, if Presbyters and Bishops were the samé
order, when a man is ordained a Presbyter, or Elder,*
he would be a Bishop, without any further ordination
but the Methodists require those, whom they are
about to elevate to the order of Bishop, to submit to
a third ordination, and thereby acknowledge, that theg
do not consider a Presbyter (or Elder) to be a Bishop
without such ordination, and consequently denying
them to be the same order.

The Methodist form for the ordination of Presby<
ters, (or Elders,) may be found at page 127 of the
Methodist “ Book of Discipline;"" their form for the
ordination of those they call Bishops, may be found
at page 140 of the same book.  And, as these “forms"’
were drawn up by Wesley, from the ordination offices
in the Book of Common Prayer of the Chureh of
England. it is an additional proof (if any were wanting)y
that ke did not believe Presbyters and Bishops to be
the same order—because, if he did, why did ke, why
do the Methodists now, require those they call Elders;
(or Presbyters) to submit to a third ordination, before
they allow them to be called Bishops?

Let those answer this question who ecan:

By a reference to the third page of this letter, yott
will find that I there lay down the following position;
namely: that, o Wesley had authority to ordain Dr,
Cohke a Bishop, then, it is conceded, that the Methodists
have a lawful ministry, and lawful sacraments; but if
Wesley had no such authority to ordain him, then hi¢
ordination was @ nullity, and the Methodists have nei<
ther a lawful ministry, nop lawful sacraments.

Now, sir, this point, that Wesléy had no such aus
thority to ordain, I have fully proved, by showing,

1. That it was not born with him;

2. That he did wot obtain it from any kmpw'al
power; '

3. That it was not conferred on him at his ordinas
tion by the Bishops of the Church of England;

4. That he did not ordain Dr. Coke a Bishop, bes
cause if Bishop and Presbyter be the same order, Dr.
Coke was already a Bishop without Wesley's ordina+
tion—Dr. Coke being a Presbyter of the Church of
England;

5. That Wesley had no “providential call"" to or+
dain.

This, sir, would be sufficient; but I have proved
far more than this: I have proved, !

1. That Wesley did not ‘“ordain” Dr. Coke &
Bishop, but only “appointed” him a *Superintens
dent”’ of the Methodist Society;

2. That in “appointing' him a Superintendent,
Wesley did not ordain him a Bishop;

3. That the Methodist Conference did not for se-
veral years receive Coke and Asbury as Bishops, but
only as Superintendents;

4. That Wesley denied (in his Jetter to Asbury)
that e wae a Bishop ;

5. That Wesley denied (in the same letter) that
Asbury was a Bishop;

6. That Dr. Coke, by his applying to Bishop
Seabury to ordain him @ Bishop, admits that Wesley
did not ordain him one.

7. That Dr, Coke, by his applying to Bishop Sea-
bury to ordain Asbury a Bishop, admits that his‘own
ordination of Asbury to be a Bishop was a mock ordi-
nation—awithout any real validity.

8. That Dr. Coke, by applying to Bishops White
and Seabury to admit the Methodist preachers into the
Protestant Episcopal Church (when the condition of
their admission was, that they would be re-ordained)
showed that he knew, that A#s ordination of them was
invalid 3

9. That Dr. Coke knew that Wesley had no awtho-

when he set up for a Bishop, was well ealenlsted to make him

uneasy.

! rity to ordain him a Bishop, and that he did not ordain
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