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CHAP. I

Return 70 ExcLanD AxND COMMENCEMENT OF
Itinerancy AND FisLD-PrEACHING.

N the 16th of September 1738,

Mr Wefley returned to London;

and began to exhort and preach, whichhe

frequeatly did three or four timesa day, at

Newgate and ini different parts of the city.

He ftill retained his fellowfhip ; but made
feveral excurfions into the country, and

Vor. IL. A
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with aftonithing rapidity, made a multi-
tude of converts, and eftablithed focie-
ties in differcat parts of the kimgdom.
The reproaches poured upon him from
various quarters, and the reports eagerly
circulated againft him, feem to have had
no other effe®, than to ftimulate his
courage and inflame his zeal. Whether
followed or defpifed, perfecuted or ap-
plauded, he never loft fight of his objeét,
nor for a mement ceafed to labour with
the fpirit of a Luther, and the gravity
and authority of an apoftle.

His own opinion of the undertaking
in which he was engaged, was as great
as that of his antagonifts was contemptu-
ous. The appellation by which he con-
ftantly diftinguithes it is, < the work of
God ;” and in one paffage of his Hiftory
of Methodifm, he makes a digreffion, to
inform the reader, that it is no “ cant
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word,” and means the ¢ converfion
of finners from fin to holinefs!” In.
‘numerable paffages in his writings fhew,
that he confidered himfelf and his bre-
“thren as inftruments chofen of God foc
it’s accomplithment. We fele& one from
the laft fermon in the fifth volume, where
he fpeaks of his firft labours in the me-
thodiftic vineyard : ¢« A few young, raw
heads, faid the Bithop of London! what
~can they pretend to do? They pretended
‘to be thatin the hand of God, that a pen
is in the hand of a man. They pretend-
~ed, and do fo at this day, to do the work
~whereunto they are fent: to do juft what

- the Lord pleafed. And if it be his plea-

_{ure to throw down the walls of Jericho,
the ftrong holds of Satan, not by the en-
-gines of war, but by the blafts of rams’
horns, who fhall fay unto hlm, what doft
thou ?”’
Az
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- He confidered methodifm as a grand
revival of religion ; declares his aftonifh-
ment at Bengelius (who though he faid
all the prophecies would incline him to
fix it a century fooner, had ftated this
revival as taking place in 1836, becaufe
he knew of no remarkable work God
had wrought on the earth between 1730
and 170) and plainly affures the world,
that he regarded it as the principal event
preparatory to the glory of the latter
days, and the converfion of all nations
to the faith of Chrift.

Though priar to Mc Whiteficld in the
focicty inftituted at Oxford, he feems to
have been preceded by him in itineran.
cy and ficld preaching, as the latter en-
tered upon his courfe during our mif-
fionary’s abfence in America. It is faid
indeed that Mr Wefley had preached in
the open air in 1735. On what occafion

*
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we know not; bat it appears to liave
been purely dccidental, and was difcon-
tinued till 1738,

'We have been the more particular in
the relation of his converfion, his views
of religion, and the circumf{tances pre-
paratory to his enfrance on public life,
that the reader may form his own con-
clufions upon them, and be the beteer pre-
pared to judge of the caufes of the oppo-
fition he encountered, and his fubfequent
fuccefs. The former has often excited
our indignation, though never our afto-
nifhment. But we are not a little furpriled
to find, that feveral religious chara&ers,
"and fome even of his fir{t and beft friends
at Oxford, thinking perhaps that he car-
ried matters to too great lengths, turned
their backs on him, and were afhanied
to be feen with him in the ftreets. This
‘was particularly the cafe with Mr Gam-

. A 3
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bold, one of the early methodifts ; after-
wards, in conncétion with Zinzendorff;
and we believe, a bifhop among the
¢¢ unitas fratrum.” This gentleman was
the author of a poem, called Religious
Difcourfe, and of the tragedy of Ignati-
uw. When Mr Wefley confulted him,
with regard to his exercifes for the de-
gree of B. D. and particularly concern-
ing the fubje@ of his fermon on the oc-
cafion, he told him it was of no fort of
confequence ; and that not 2 man in Ox-
ford would mind one word he faid. Soon
after, happening to meet him in the
ﬁxject, Mr Gambold plainly told him,
that he was athamed of bis company, and
muft be excufed from going to the fo-
ciety with him. We need not fay, that
he was piqued at this behaviour. ¢ This,
he obferves, was plain dealing at leaft.””

.
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The exereifes in queftion were not per-
formed.

His original plan feems to have been
to form an union of clergymen, and to
prolecute his projeéts by their miniftry :
but it was found impralticable. Whe-
ther they were prevented from joining
him by the odium of methodifm, or did
not chufe to acknowledge him as their
head (for we think he would have taken
no equal or fubordinate part) ot what-
ever elfe was the caufe, this {cheme could
never be accomplithed.

A letter, written in 1742, is now be-
fore us, in which he withes for a clerical
aflittant, were he only in deacon’s orders;
but adds, * I know none fuch, who is
willing to-caft in his Jot with us. And
I fearce expet I fhall: becaufe I know
how faft they are riveted in the fervice
of the world and the devil, before they

s Al
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leave the univerfity.” 1lle was not much
more fuccefsful among the clergy in the
fubfequent, than in the firft ftages of iti-
nerancy ; and after feveral attempts by
circular letters, and other means, per-
ceiving the impoflibility of the projeted
union, he faid, they were a mere ¢ rope
of fand,”” and finally left them to their
own imaginations.

As he had little to expe from thxs
quarter, his only refource was.in lay
preachers. The clafles and other meet-
ings for prayer and exhortation, which
were always extemporary, and where
any onec was permitted to make trial of
his talents, was a nurfery exaétly fuited
to his purpofe ; and foon furnithed him
with a variety of itinerants, of different
charaters and abilities. At firflt we be-
lieve his orthodoxy was ftaggered. But
what was to be done? The * duris
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urgens in rebus egeftas’ rendered it abv
folutely neceffary, either to confine him«
felf within the fphere of his own ativity,
and that of his brother, or to accept fuch
coadjutors as fhould prefent themfelves.
He determined upon the latter ; and this
decifion at once fixed him at the head of
a fe& ; while his learning and abilities,
‘with his academical and ecclefiaftical di-
ftin&tions, could not but raife him to a
decided pre-eminence above his brethren
of the itinerancy.

- Hence we find, that when any difputes
arofe concerning his power, he contend-
ed for it with all his might, and ever
deemed it his inalienable prerogative.
The people having formed themfelves
into focieties under his dire&ion, and the
preachers being admitted with his con.
fent, he confidered his authority equally
abfolute and indifputable; and regard-
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ed, or profefled to regard it, as the im<
mediate gift of God. We ftop not now
to enquire whether it was fo or not.’
But we beg leave to remind every many

vho isin authority, civil or ecclefiafticaly:
that, whether that authority be of human
or divine original ; whether brought a-
bout by fome fortunate combination of
circumf{tances, or acquired by the dex=
terity of it’s poffeffor ; it is, in eithee
“cafe, capable of abufe. We do not fcrue
ple to fay, that Mr Wefley made too
much ufe of his power. We call it by
the foftelt name; and, in the courfe of
thefe memoirs, we may produce authori:
ties to prove that he did fo.

As his mode of preaching had given
general offence to the clergy, it will ea:
fily be conceived, that his appointment
of lay preachers would not leffen it. The
queftion we are now confidering, ‘is not

™~ o
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- the propriety or impropriety of fuch a
defignation, but in what manner it would
itrike the clergy. Such a violation of or-
der was the natural occafion of infupera-
ble prejudices. It feems to have been
agreed, among people of almolt all religi-
ons, that a learned education is at leaft
a valuable prerequifite for the miniftry:
and decency feems to require that there
fhall be a folemn cxamin:ition, and, in
fome form or other, a public and autho-
~ rifed ordination to the facred office. In
Mr Wefley’s plan, moft of thefe requi-
fites are wanting. That many of them
were men of piety is unqueftionable.
But not a few of his preachers had recei-
ved no adequate education. Some were
as deficient in natural as in acquired abi-
lities ; and not one of them is ever exa-
mined or ordained in any form of ordi-
nation; thofe only excepted, to whom he
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gave crdination for Scotland and Ame-
tica, with two or three clergymen, who,
to afift him, by reading prayers in Lon.
don, had entered into the conneion.
When we fay that his preachers are not
examined, we mean that their examina-
tion is inadequate, and nothing to the
purpofe ; and that many of the queftions
propofed at the prefentation of the can-
didates, are a burlefque upon examina.
tions. The want of a folemn form of
ordination, which we remark as a capital
defe, has been varioufly accounted for.
Some fay, that it originated in the im-
poiibility of procuring epifcopal, and
the diflike he had to prefbyterian ordi- -
nation. Others have imagined a lefs
favourable reafon ; and recolleiing that
he often reminded his preachers of their
having nothing to do with the charadter
of gentlemen, are of opinion, that he
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was averfc to any form of ordinatios,
left it (hould produce among them no-
tions of equality ; having fettled it as
a principle, that there fhould be no gen~
tleman in the connefion but himfelf.
But there is no end of conjeture. The -
reader will take which of thefe hypo~
thefes he likes beft. We fhall only ob-
ferve, that the admiffion of lay preach-
ers was of courfe confidered by the cler-
gy as an improvement upon his former
eccentricities ; and the doors of the
churches, in moft parts of the kingdom,
as well as in the metropolis, were fhut
againft him. ,
Thus excluded from the churches, he
was reduced to a kind of neceflity of
preachingin-houfes and in the fields ; and
being gradually reinforced by numerous
auxiliaries, he prefently extended his la-
Jbours and his fuccefs. Within 2 much
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fhorter period than could be expected,
he vifited in perfon moft parts of the
kingdom ; while his preachers were
equally diligent in forming circuits, in
which they included every place where
they could proeure a congregation : nor
did they fail to colleét them in many fi-
tuations, though at a great diftance from
the churches and ather places of wor-
thip. As the people increafed, fo did
the itinerants 3 who in a few years efta-
blithed focieties and ere&ted meeting-
" houfes in all the principal towns, and
.wherever the focicties became numer-
ous.

Mr Wefley's firlt effay in field-preach-
ing appears not to have been adventured
‘without fome deliberation; and it was
finally determined upon, in confequence
of the example fet him, the day before,
;by Mr Whitefield, who had lately return-
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ed from America. It feems, it was fome
time before he could reconcile himfelf
to ¢ this ftrange way :”* but happening,
or perhaps chufing, by way of prepara-
tion, to expound to his congregation at
Briftol the fermon.on the mount, which,
he obferves, is “ one pretty remarkable
precedent of field-preaching ;” and be-
ing encouraged by the .countenance of
‘his eld friend, he gave his fcruples to the
avinds, and took the field on an emi-
mence, in the fuburbs of Briftol, on the
2d of April, 1739. A memorialift, in
one of the magazines, who has made
himfelf very merry at his expence, re-
-marks, that this ‘event will form ¢ an
cpoch of fome confequence in the eccle-

fiaftical hiltory of the eighteenth cen-
tury.”

It will hardly be cxpc&cd, and it is in.
deed _im!poﬁiblc, if we would avcid end-
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lefs repetitions, that we fhould follow Mr
Wefley through the track laid down in
his Journals. We can only touch upoa
the principal events. From 1738 to
1747, he and his Brcthrcn‘fk{crc employ-
ed in various parts of England; particu-.
larlyin London, Briftol and Newcattle up-
.on Tyne, in Lincolnfhire, Staffordthire
and Cornwall ; and among the colliers .
both at Kingfwood and in the north. In
Auguft, 1747, he went over to Dublin,
~awhere a fociety had been colle&ted by a
Mr Williams, who we believe was a cler-
.gyman, or at leaft officiated in that cha-
racer. . Confidering the immenfe num-
ber of.papifts (who are not eafily profe-
lyted) and the fiercenefs of their oppofers,
Mr Wefley and.his fellow labourers were
more fuccefsful than could have been
expelted. In 1790, they had erected
sneeting-houles in every part of the king-
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dom; and had formed twenty-ninecir-
cuits, which employed fixty-feven -iti-
ricrants, and a confiderable number of
local preachers.
The methodifts of this country have
. been long diftinguifhed among the mob,’
by the elegant term, frcadlers. Mr Wef-
dey feems to have been much pleafed-
with the charatter and behaviour of the
Irifh, and agrees with every candid ob-
Terver of that polite and hofpitable people,
in giving them the jult praife of their
Tiberal and courteous manners. In thofe’
attentions which conftitute one great
charm of civil fociety, and are peculiarly
grateful to a ftranger, we know not whe-
ther they are equalled: they certainly
are not exceeded by any people we have
known. Mr Wefley has fomewhere
-obferved, that he has feen as true cour-
-tefy in an Irith cabin, as could have been
- Xor. II. B
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found at St. James’s, or fhe Louvre.
- It was not till April, 17351, that, in-
vited By an officer in quarters at Muflel-
borough, he made his firft tour into
Scotland. In this town he preached.once
or twice; but made no ftay. :In April
1753, he vifited the north once more,
and went immediately to Glafgow. Here,
at Edinburgh, Dundee, Aberdeen, In-
vernefs, and a few other places, focieties
were at length.eftablifhed ; but his fug-
cefs in Scotland, .and in the other parts
of the nation, .bear no fort of propor-
tion. In 1799, the.qumber of circnits,
north of Tweed, was.no more than ¢ight;
which were fupplied by twenty itiner-
ants. That of the.people was equally
inconfiderable. To the little fuccefs of
methodifin in Scotland, feveral things.
‘might contribute: but we are inclined
to afcribe it principally to three canfes;
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the reverence they have for their own
clergy, their extreme bigotry, and their
invincible diflike to the methodiftic dif-
cipline. . Among a people fo attached
to their minifters, he, who would fuc-
ceced in making profelytes, muft be a
man of extraordinary talents, or pof-
fefled of fome peculiar art of acquiring
popularity. To the difcipline introduced
by Mr Wefley, our northern reighbours
have ever difcovered the moft unquali-
fied diflike. The mode of queftion and
anfwer, in the meeting of the clafies, by
an unlucky combination, a member of
the kirk inftantly affociates with the
ceremony of auricular confeffion: nor
-can all the authority of the text quoted
from St. James *, cancel the prejudice of
this .unfortunate affociation. As for the

¥ Jamesv. 16.
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bigotry of the Scots, it is fo notorious,
that nothing need be faid upon it. Ano-
‘ther reafon that has been affigned, is the
non-adminiftration of baptifm and the
Lord’s fupper. But this, however plau-
fible in theory, is confuted by falls.
Several of the preachers in Scotland have
received prefbyterian ordination, and.ac-
tually adminifter thefe ordinances; but
we do not hear that this circunftance
has had the influence that was-expe&ed.
" The perfecution of -the itinerants and

their congregations ‘has been mentioned.
But it deferves a ‘more -particular atten-
tention. They had proceeded not very
far on their plan of reformation, when
Mr Wefley’s old dottrine came into prac-
tice, and -he found, as his brother had
predi@ed, ¢ as much contempt as his
heart could with.”” Methodifm, as chri-
ftianity had been before, was the acci-



( 2t )

dental caufe of much evil. It produced
a general ferment in the minds of men,
and divided the'nation into three parties;
the converts to this new doétrine ; the
enemies and oppofers of it; and the in-
fidels, who quietly looked on, and enjoy-
zd the fport. :

A new religion, or any thing novel or
peculiar in the promulgation or reviral
of a religion, whatever may be it’s anti-
quity, is always productive of fome com-
motion. Whether it was, that the tenets
of methodifin were too ftrict for the pu-.
blic tafte; whether their difcourfes were
rcgarded as fatires upon mankind ; or
. whether both thefe confiderations con-
curred with the averfion men naturally
feel to inroad and innovation on efta-
blifhed cuftoms, we pretend not to de-
termine.

B3
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Whatever was ‘the caufe, the effe&:
was infamous. It was perfecution in all-
it’s forms ; fo far at lealt as perfecution
can be carried in a proteftant country.
It differed from the popith perfecutions
in one only circumftance: it was net-
warranted by government : It was not a-
perfecution by authority. But it afford-
ed a melancholy proof, that proteftants’
can be almoft as cruel as the catho-
lics themfelves : and that whatever may-
be the more liberal temper of the can-
did amd enlightened of mankind, the
mob of all countried’and of all religions
is but too much the fame.

As Mr Wefley was at the head of the -
fe&t, the public attention was principally
direted to him. To render him obnoxi-
ous to government, the fools or knaves
of the day, who complimented adminiftra-
tion, by {uppofing them as crazy and as

o

~
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favage as themfelves, took it into their
heads to believe, or affeét to believe,
that he was an agent for the Pretender;
not an Englithman, as he infifted, but a
Frenchman and a Jefuit; who, from the
opinion entertained of his fuperiortzalents,
- was employed by a neighbceuring court,
to pave the way for the Chevalier: and
his converts were accufed of popery and
fedition. Almoft in the fame breath, and
with a confiftency, by which the great
vulgar and the fmall has been eminently
diltinguithed, they fuddenly depofed him
from his dignity. It was confidently re-
ported, and as {tupidly believed, that he
had been fined for felling gin contrary
to the ftatute; and, in a little time,
this difturber of nations, this fubverter
of monarchies, was degraded into an
ideot, a driveller, an illiterate enthufiaft !

Ba
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The manner in which he was .takew
to tafk by feveral of his literary antago-
nifts, does litcle honour either to their
heads or their hearts. Moft of them, if we

"may jadge from their management of
that controverfy, were weak and con-
temptible writers; and undertook to re-
fute a man, who certainly was learned
- and ingenious, without giving themfelves
the trouble to underftand his dorines.
The confequence was, that their defici-
ency in argument, was fupplied by invec-
tive, With difpofitions worthy of inqui-
fitors, they ftudied, by flander and de-
famation, to inflame againft him the re-
fentments of the populace. Many of the
magiftrates copied their example. By
,rcfuﬁng to take informations and to
grant warrants, they encouraged the bru-
tality of the rioters. Not content with
denying the juftice they had fworn to
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adminifter, they were repeatedly guilty
of an avowal of their fatisfattion in the
enormities of the mob.

The moft furious riots were in Corn-
wall, Lincolnfhire, Staffordthire, and
Cork. Mr Eggington, the minifter of
Wednefbury, Mr Lane, of Bentley Hall, -
Mr Perfehoufe, of Walfal, and Mr Crone,
the mayor of Cork, are particularly di~
ftinguithed by Mr Wefley for the impla-
cability of their zeal. To their encour-
agement it is principally afcribed, that
fuch outrages were committed, as are a

"fcandal to the chriftian name. The laft
of thefe told the mob in plain terms, that
they migh: treat the methodifts as they
pleafed, provided they did not kill them,
‘This he feems to have fufpected was not
Rrictly legal!

The tamenefs of Mr Wefley’s friends,
who had imbibed that fillieft of all prin.
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ciples; tlie do@rine of non-refiftance;.
increafed the confidence of their adver--
faries, and expofed them to injuries,.
which refiftance would have prevented..
This lrowever was not witheut excep--
tions. e know fome, who made it a-
point to refift the mob wherever they
found them; and they did fo with great
fuccefs. The rabble are for the molt
part as pufillanimous as they are cruel ;
and there have been many inftances of a:
dozen refolute men driving two or three
hundred of thefe ruffians before them, like
a flock of fheep. Had they always aét-
ed in this manner, which, when the ma-
giftrates refufed them juftice, they cer-
tainly ought to have done, in alittle time,
not 2 man would have dared to difturb
them. Unfortunately, this {pirit was con-
fined to 4 few : and non-refiftance was
a miferable exbcdi’cnt‘ for difarming their
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perfecttors. The lefs they were oppofed;.
the more infolent they became. The me-
thodifts were in frequent darger of their
lives. Men, women with child, and even
children were knocked down and abufed
with the fame favage, undiftinguifhing:
fury. Houfes were ftripped of theit furni-
ture, vaft quantities of goods carried off; .
feather-beds cut in picces, and ftrewed
over the ftreets; and, at the inftigation of
a wealthy villain, who headed a mob for
that purpofe, one preaching-houfe was
pulled down to the ground. Several
reputable people were forced into the
army. One in particular, a worthy
and innocent man, was dragged away
from his family, and marched to New-
caftle upon Tyne. Through abufe and
fatigue, he fell ill of a fever. Being
fent to the hofpital, he was let blood;
bis arm mortified, and was cut off ;-
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and in two or three days he died.

Who, that deferves the name of a man,
can fupprefs his indignation, when he
reflects, that there is even a poffibility of
committing fuch barbarities ; and that
they have been fubmitted to in the eigh-
teenth century, and in a land that boafts
(in many refpeéts, juftly boafts) it’s liber-
ties,and looks down with confciousdigni- -
ty on every other? But what is liberty, if
it be not equal? Or who will fay, that
this country is free, while the moft ufeful
people it contains are ftill fubje to the
moft egregious tyranny, and a defpot, in
the commiffion of the peace, has it at any
time in his power, tofatiate his refentment
againft a poor man, by fending him tothe
fleet or the army?
~ Of the condu@ of the magiftrates
who encouraged thefe enormities, it is
impoflible to fpeak in equal terms of fc-
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werity and indignation. Deeply is it to
‘be regretted, that fuch execrable wretch-"
‘es fhould have been obtruded on the ma-
giftracy, -and that a truft, -fo important
o the public tranquillity, was delegated
to the impotent or defpotic hands. of men,
cither fhamefully ignorant of the laws of
- -their country, and the firft principles of
-natural ‘juftice; or what is ftill worfe,
‘inhuman enough deliberately to break
‘through them, and let loofe a fierce Ban.
ditti on the perfons and property of their
fellow fubje&ts. A magiftrate, who ac-
~quits himfelf with ability and impartiali-
ty, is a refpetable and ufeful charater:
but if the reverfe ; if deficient cither in
"knowledge or :integrity, one or both of
which was certainly the cale of thofe,
of whom we are now fpeaking, his fitu-
ation only renders that deficiency the
:more confpicuoys. His advancementto
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sthe magiftracy is his difgrace ; and:it hap-
.pens to him, in common with many of
.the moft flagitious, ¢ tollitur in altum,
ut majore ruat caffi.”

Mr Wefley, in ¢ perpetuam rei me-
moriam,” has recorded the names of
-feveral gentlemen of this {tamp, but ma-
-ny more are omitted. .Were they claffed
~as they deferve, ,.r.hc.y,wojuld'be ranked
with the infamous "band .of inguifitors
-and affaflins. -Had we an accurate-lift,
.they ‘fhould at lealt “have figured in
“thefe pages.as the enemies of mankind;
“the puny tyrants of their refpeétive difs
~tritts 3 -and, if this work lived, their
defcendants, to the remoteft . pofterity
fhould have learnt the infamy of their
progenitors. 4 ,

The firlt check that was given to. the
infolence of the mob, was, if we miftake
not, in London. Sir John Ganfon, ong
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cof the Middlefex juftices, waited.en Mr
Wefley, in the name of his brethren,
-with information, that they had orders
from above, to do juftice to him and his
friends, whenever they fhould apply; his
majelty being determined, that no manin
*his dominions fhould be perfecuted for
confcience fake. Po&cnty will fcarcely
' bclxcvc, that,in Bntam, andatfo late a pe-
-riod as 1742, juftice wasnot to be had, byt
by an order from court! That fuch an
order.was iffued, refle@ts infinite credit
on the fovereign.who.commanded it.
The royal mandate .was. by no means
_premature. It was become abfolutely.
neceflary that fomething thould be done,
to quell the increafing tumults.  Of this
.neceflity even the enemies of methodifin
-were made fenfible. In Staffordfhire the
mob turned upoh their employers, and
.threatened, unlefs they gave them mo-
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stey, to ferve them as they had.done the
-methodifts! To fuch a pitch had their
“‘brutality arrived, thatif they faw a ftrans
ger, whofe appearance they difliked, they
‘immediately attacked him. A quaker
‘happening to ride:through Wednefbury,
-they fwore he was a preacher; pulled him
-off his horfe, dragged him to a coal-pit,
-and were with difficulty prevented from
-throwing him in. But this gentleman,
.not fo attached to his principles, as to
-refufe the proteftion of the laws, profe~
.cuted them at the aflizes; and, from that.
‘time, the tnmults in Staffordfhire fub--
fided.

After feveral years of ‘injury and ill-
‘treatment, their patience exhaufted by
-oppreflion, and their refolution increafed
iby fome fuccefsful trials, they began, in
every part of the nation, to be more pe-
.remptory in demanding redrefs. ‘If they
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Wwere difappointed at the quarter fcffions;
which was frequently the cafe, they tra-
verfed and appealed to the upper courts:
At the aflizes they were often, at'the:
King’s Bench, almoft conftantly fuccefs-
ful. "The mifcreant, who has been taken
" notice of, as having headed a mob, to
pull down a preachirg-houfe in Lincoln-
fhire, was poffeffed of confiderable pro-

crty.  To avoid the exaltation he de-
{erved, he had made off for the continent,
leaving inftruttions with his. agent, to
compromife with the plaintiffs as well as
he could. They were more lenient than
he had reafon to expect. The houfe was
rebuilt at his expence; and he was too
fortunate in faving his neck. Some other
examples were not without their efe&.
It was underltood by degrees, that the
methodilts had a right to equal liberty
with the refl of their fellow {ubjedts, and

Vor. I, C
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- were determined to aflertit. They were
permitted, we regret to fay it, not with-
out extreme. reluctance on the part of
many, whoought to have known better,
to worthip God in their own way : and at
length, after infinite ftruggles, found
peace in all their borders.

This fubje& has been treated by pro- .
teftant, and even clerical writers, with an
air of gaiety and fatisfaction,. which we
beg leave to fay, is a fufficient intimation
of their own malignity. What fo much
pleafes them in others, they would doubt-
lefs have rejoiced to help forward in per-
fon. Let them enjoy themfelves in their
own way: and let thofe, who admire it,
follow their example. It is a fpecies of
complaifance we feel no difpofition to
imitate ; nor will we folicit any man’s
- indulgence for having treated this defpi-
cable bufinefs with a warmth we withed
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not to reftrain; which we never will re.
ftrain, on fimilar occafions ; and which,
having imbibed from infancy the moft
cordial abhorrence of tyranny and ty-
rants, from the loweft retainer to autho-
sity, to the fceptered majefty of kings,
we deem ever commendable, in the re-
Jation of {uch nefarious alts of cruelty
and oppreflion *, . ‘

There is indeed a fort’of excufe, and
it is the only excufe that can be made
for the gentlemen, who encouraged thefe
proceedings. Some-of the weaker me-
thodifts were certainly guilty of impro-
prieties. Their ignorant bluntnefs, their
rude reproofs and indifcriminate cen-
fures, with the inexcufable freedom with
which they dealt ¢ damnation round the

* Whoever withes for more accurate informa-
tion, is referred to an account of the riots at Wed-
acfbury, publithed by Mr Wefley.

Cea
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land,” were not likely to be well receis
véd. Mr Wefley inftances in one per-
fon, who had fo provoked the minifter
of Wednefbury, that ¢ his former love
was turned into hatred;* and owns that
fimilar imprudences had been produ&ive
in other places of fimilar perfecution.
But this, though’it may be a palliation,
is no defence of fo horrid an evil. If
thefe people were in'the Wrong, it was
the duty of their more enlightened neigh-
bours to convince them’ by reafon; orif
that werg impraQicable, to leave them to
time and refletion. Extravagance is not
often of long duration. If the method-
ifts were miftaken in fome of their opi-
nions, they certainly, as a body, were
equally remote from‘immorality and fe-
dition : and as no people on carth inter-
fered lefs with politics, neither the public
nor individua's could have any thing to
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fear from them. If there was a degree
of wildnefs and enthufiafm in their dif-
courfes, which was more prevalent in the
beginning than it is now, there were
other ways of proceeding, than by per-
fecution. Argument, perhaps a little
dafhed with ridicule, is not only a more
chriftian, but a more effetual mode of
converfion than fire and faggot: and he
who firft thought of dragooning men into
orthodoxy, was as ignorant of human
nature as of chriftianity. Had be been
capable of refletion, it muft have taught
him better.

<« By force beafls a&t, and are by force reftrain’d,
The human mind by gentler means is gain’d;
Thou can’t not take what I refufe to yield,
Nor reap theharveft, though thou fpoil’ft the field.
: Prior’s SoLoMON.

C3
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CHAP IL

Or Mers WisLsy’s Deatn aNp CHARACTER.
-DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE BROTHERS ON THE
DocTRINE OF ASSURANCE.

RS WESLEY, who, after the
deceafe of her hufband, feems

to have divided her time among her child-
ren, died at London in 1742, aged about
feventy years. 'The two brothers, with
feveral of the family, were prefent on this
melancholy occafion. She died as fhe
had lived, not according to her fon’s ex-
peltation, in rapture and triumph, but
what was quite as well, in great tranqui-
lity. Mr Jobn Wefley read the burial
fervice, and preached the funeral fermon;
giving another proof, how little he re-

AN
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garded the cuftoms of the world. At
the head of her grave was fet a plain
ftone, with an epitaph in verfe, and an
infcription, intimating that fhe was the
youngeft and laft furviving daughtcr of
Dr Samuel Anncfley.

Mr Badcock has obferved of thislady,
that fhe was a perfon ¢ of moft uncom-
mon abilities and great goodnefs.”” Could
he have found words ftill more expref-

- five of the moft diﬁinguiﬂled,wérth, he
had no reafon to fear excefs in favour of
this incomparable woman. Every thing
we have heard concerning her, exhibits
her in a point of view equally amiable
and refpe@able. She was remarkable
for the exact order of her domeftic ceco-
nomy, and {till more for the fingular
addrefs with which fhe managed her
children. Her chief atttention was di-
re&ted to an abfolute fubje&ion of their

" Geg
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will ; and this fhe attempted from the.
moment they were firft capable of reflec~
tion, '

Her account of the manner in which
fhe conduéted their education is particu-
larly curious. ¢ None of them were
taught to read till five years old, except
Kezzy, in whofe cafe I was over-ruled;
and fhe was more years in learning than
many of the reft had been months. The
way of teaching was this: The day be- -
fore a child began to learn, the houfe
was fet in order, every one’s work ap-
pointed them, and a charge given, that
none fhould come into the room from
nine till twelve, or from two till five,
which you know were our fchool hours.
One day was allowed the child, wherein
to learn it’s letters; and each of them
did in that time, know all it’s letters,
great and {mall, except Molly and Nan-

"
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cy; who'were a'day and a half befcre they
knew them perfe&tly ;. for which I then:
thought them dull; but finceI have ob-
ferved how long many children are in.
learning the horn-book,.I have changed:
my opinion. The reafon why I thought.
them fo then, was, becaule the reft learn-
ed fo readily ; and your brother Samuel,
who was the firft child T ever taughe,
learnt the alphabet. in a few hours. He
was five years old en the 1oth of Febra-
ary: the next day he began to learn,
. and as foon as he knew the letters, began
at the firft chapter of Genefis. He was
taught to fpell the firft verfe, then to read
it over and over, till he could read it off -
hand, without any hefitation. So on to
the fecond, till he took ten verfes for a
leflon, which he quickly did. Eafter
fell low that year, and by Whitfuntide
be could read a chapter very well: for
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he read continually, and had fuch a pro-
digious memory, that I cannot remem.-
ber ever to have told him the fame word
twice. What was yet ftranger, any word
he had learnt in his leflon, he knew
wherever he faw it, ecither in his Bible
or any other book, by which means he
learnt very foen to read an Englith au-
thor well. '

¢ The fame method was obferved with
them all. As foon as they knew the let-
ters, they were put firft to fpell and read
onc line; then a verfe; never leaving
till perfet in their leflon, were it fhorter
or longer. So one or other continued
reading at fchool time, without any in.
termiffion; and before we left {chool,
each child read what he had learnt that
morning ; and ere we parted in the after.
noon, what they had learnt that day.
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¢« Every one was kept clofe to their
bufinefs for the fix hours of fchool. And
it is almoft incredible, what a child may
be taught in a quarter of a year, by a
vigorous application, if it have but a to-
lerable capacity, and good health. Eve-
ry one of thefe, Kezzy excepted, could
read better in three months, than moft
women can, as long as they live.”

. The moft remarkable circumftance in
the charadter of this excellent lady is,
that the, as well as her father and grand-
father, her hufband and three fons, was
a teacher of mankind. During Mr Wef.
ley’s abfence, not content with inftruét.
ing and praying with her family, the read
a fermon and the fervice of the church
every Sunday with the neighbours ; and
frequently direted the devotions of feve-
ral hundred people. For farther infor-
mation on this fubje&, the reader is re-
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ferred to the Journal from 1741t0 1743,
where he will find a letter, relating the
occafion on which fhe firft began, and
the reafons of her perfeverance in fo ex-
traordinary a conduct.

In the epitaph which he compofed for
her, Mr Wefley has intimated her ac-
quiefcence in his peculiar doétrines; or
rather her experimental knowledge of
their truth : while, oen the other hand,
an ingenious and learned writer, whom
we have already mentioned as having
given fome account of the family, has
obferved, that Mrs Welley lived long
enough to ¢ deplore the extravagance
of her fons.”  “Lhat at one time fhe did
fo, is indifputable: and her oppofition
to their proceedings was excited by two
«confiderations ; an idea that they were
making ¢ inpovations in the church,”
and her difguft at the relations fhe had
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heard, of -affurances of the divine fas
.i'éur, communicated to their converts -iaf
#¢ dreams and vifions,” and a variety of
extraordinary manifeftations. In a let«
ter now before us, fhe agrees with her
fon Samucl, that it is not the method,
.of providence, to ufeextraordinary means
to bring about that, for which ordinary
means arefufficient.” Hence fhe contends
that ¢thofe dreams and vifions”’ on which
many laid fo great aftrefs, were ¢ not on«
ly vain and frivolous as to the matter of
them, but alfo of dangerous:-confequence
to the weaker fort of ¢hriftians.” Asa
fpecimen of her mode of reafoning on
this fubje@®, and of her notions of the
feriptural affurance of falvation, we fe-
‘le& the follawing extrat. < The very
~end for which they pretend thefe new
revelations are fent, {eems to me one of
:the beft arguments againft the truth of
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them. As far as I can fee, they plead,
that thefe vifions, &c. are given to af- .
fure fome particular perfons of their a-
doption and falvation. But this end is
* abundantly provided for in the hely
fcriptures, wherein the rules by which
we mutt live here, and be judged here-
after, are fo plainly laid down, that he
¢ that runs may read.” ’Tis by thefe
laws we fhould examine ourfelves; and
as this is the way of God’s appointment,
we may hope for his diretion and af-
fiftance in fuch examination. And if,
upon a ferious review of our ftate, we
find that, in the tenor of our lives, we
have, or do now fincerely defire and en-
deavour to perform the conditions of the
gofpel covenant, required on our part,
then we may difcern, that the Holy Spi-
rit hath laid in our minds a good found-
ation of a ftrong, reafonable, and lively
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.hopc of God’s mercy through Chrif.:
You have plainly proved, that the fcrip.
ture examples, and that text in Jocl®*,
which they urge in their defence, will
not anfwer their purpofe: fo that they
arc unfupported by any authority, hu.
man or divine; and the credit' of theic
relations muft therefore depend on their
own fingle affirmation ; which furely will
not weigh much, with the fober and ju-
dicious part of mankind.” .
This letter, which is dated March,
1738:9, was written when Mr Whitfield
was collelting in thefe kingdoms for the
orphan houfe in Georgia, and takes no-
tice of an interview with him on this
occafion. He told Mrs Wefley, that
“¢ there never was greater need of itine-
rant preachers; that the clergy were

* Joelii. 28,
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afleep; that her fons ‘took -much pains
to reconcile diffenters to the communion
of the church of England; and that Mr
John Wefley had baptized five adult-pref-
byterians in one day.”” She conceived;
from-this interview, a favourable opinion
of Mr Whitfield, -and fays, ¢ he feems
a very good man, and one who truly de-
fires -the fulvation of mankind. God
grant, that the wifdom of the “ferpent
may be joined to the innocence of thé
dove!” _

Ter fon Samuel thought lefs favoura-
bly of this gentleman, and was more vi-
gorous in his oppofition to his brothers. :
- He intimates in his letters,that'it was in
vain for Mr Whitfield  to pretend that
he was of the church of England, unlefs
there were two; one fubordinate, the
other oppofite to the prefent ecclefialti-
cal eftablithment and authority : one
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within doors, the other without.” And
he remarks, that, with all his ¢ profef-
fions of regard for the liturgy, he never
-once read it to his tatterdemallions on a
common.” The inftitution of the me-
thodiftic ceconomy, he’ regarded as a
{chifm aluallyformed; and theéirextem-
porary difcourfcs and ‘expofitions,: as
“‘inlets to all falfe do@rine, hcréfy, and
fchifm.’¢  Of the ¢ bards of focicty,”
‘he fays; they were fuch a fnire, as-he
‘was unwilling to believe, ¢ ¢ven of
Whitfield’s wrongheadednefs.”” He atks,
whether ““‘any man of fenfé or fpirit will
{fuffer a-domeltic to be engaged to relate
every’ thmg, without relerve, to five or
ten people, that concerns the perfon’s
confcience, hié® much foever it may con-
«cern the family; and particularly infifts,
that ¢ no married perfons ought to be
Vou. II, D
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there, unle$s hufband and wife be toges
ther.” - - '

Exclufive of his averfion to every thing.
that bordered upon enthufiafm, Mr Wef-.
ley received an additional impulfe from
a letter. addrefled to him, in the name of.
a Mr Orchard of Stoke Abbey, whom*
we fuppofe. to haye been a clergyman..
It is dated May 1739, and enumerates-
a:variety. of opinions, which he afcribes-
to Mr Wefley and. his followers. His:
profefled defign in this letter was, to {ti-,
mulate his correfpondent to combat a.
fyltem, which he confidered as equally
d'angcrous and unfounded : and this he .
fuppofed might be attempted with the
beft profpect of fuccefs by a ¢ a brother
of the dear but deluded man.” :

He urges him to the undertaking, by .
reprefenting the great good he might do
by this means to the caufe ¢ of pure re-
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ligion rnd true chriftianity,” and the
acknowledged ability of his brother,
thould he propagate fuch notio#ts, *“to.
inform, or rather, to infe& others””. . .
" “The_* dangerous and extravagant te-
nets,” to which he alludes, are, ¢ that.
the mode of education, the order and,
diftintions, the degrees, and even robes
and habits of the unjverfity, are antichri-
ftian ; that nothing is taught in it, but
that wifdom and learning, which oppofes
- thie power of God ; that he who is born
of God, is alfo taught of God, notin any
limited fenfe, but fo as to render the ule
of all natural means of no effect; that
all human learning entirely difqualifies
us for preaching the-true gofpel of Chrift;
that none have a_right to preach, but
fuch as are immediately called to it by
the fpirit of God; that an eftablilhed
miniftry is a mere invention of men ; that
D2
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our whole ¢hurch, and all it’s authority,
is. founded-on, and fupported by a lie;.
and that all who receive a power of
preaching from it, are in.a ftate of flave-
ry and bondage,. and mult throw off all
obedience: ta it, before they: can enjoy
the freedom of the gofpel.”

That many of Mr Wefley’s converts
did at that time fpeak in this extravagant
~ manner, is more than probable. We
have frequently hicard from filly, enthu-
fiaftic people an aflertion, and, in their
.way, a defence of eachi of thefe propo-
fitions ; and‘every one knows, thatlearn-
.ing and fanaticifm have ever waged an
inexpiable war., But a pretty general
acquaintance with his opinions, authori-
zes us to fay, that' with moft of thefe
abfurdities, Mr Wefley is not chargea-
ble. 'Whatever might be the tendency-of
his {yftem, he never was individually an
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enemy to deteers, nor to any branch of
academic dignity and diffin&tion. His
friend Mr Law thought he carried his
love of learning to an undue length;
and, on this principle, was pointedly fe-
vere on what he calied, his < babylorith
addrefs to the clergy.” Nor can we
allow, that he confidered ¢ an cftablifh-
ed miniftry as the mere invention of
men; or the authority of the church of
England as founded upon 2 lie.” Oz
the contrary, he has always avowed him-
felf a friend to the church, making ufe
of her liturgy, and conftantly regarding
himfelf as one of her minifters. The
validity of thofe pretenfions will be con-
fidered hereafter.  Perhaps the only
charge in this catalogue, that properly
belongs to him, is that which reprefents
him as aflerting, that “ none bave a right
to preach, but fuch as are immediately
D3
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called to it by the fpirit of God.”” This
" was certainly one of his principles; and
we believe, it is the uniform and invari-
able opinion of his people. His notion
was, that the call to the miniftry is twos
fold; the external and the internal;-the
human and the divine. .In the former he
included early dcﬁgnation for the mini.
ftry, academic cducation, and epifcopal
ordination. By thelatter he underftood,
a particular defire to be ufeful to man-
kind, accompanied by an inward perfua-
fion of a divine appointment to thc mi-
nifterial office. -

It is remarkable, that the writer of thls -
letter, in-his recapitulation of the fup-
pofed errors of Mr Wefley, takes no no-
tice of the do&rine of the direét teftimo-
mony of the Holy Spirit, which was cer-
tainly, at that time, his moft diftinguifh-
ing dotrine. But his brother Samucl
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‘did not forgét it, and in alinoft all his
‘letters,  bent” his ‘whole ftrength to the
demolition of it. Mr Wefley’s pofitior,
“‘which we give in his own words, is as
follows : ¢ The gofpel promifes, to all
that arc obedient to the divine call, the
‘witnefs of God's’ fpirit with their fpirit,
that they are the children of God. Iam |
‘one of many witneffes of this matter of
fack ; that God does now make good this
his promile daily; very frequently, during
“a reprefentation (how made T know not,
‘but not to the outward ‘eye) of Chrift,
either hanging on the crofs, or ftanding
on the right hand of God: and this I
know to be of God, becaufe from that
- hour the perfon fo affefted is a new crea-
ture, both as to his inward tempers and -
outward life. Old things are paft away;
and all ;hings arc become new.” To

prove this, he cites feveral inftances of
D4
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perfons, two of them great enemics to
the do&trine in queftion, who fgddénly
dropt down in inexpreflible agonies, and
in alittle time rofe up again, full of peace
and joy.

Of his brother’s mode of reafoning
againft this do&rine, we give the follow- -

ing additional {pecimen: ““Iargueagaintt
" -affurance (in your, or in any fenfe) as
part of the gofpel covenant, becaufe ma-
ny are faved without it. You own, you
cannot deny exempt cafes, which is gi-
‘ving up the difpute.. You fay, €the crofs
is ftrongly reprefented to the eyc of the
mind ! Do thofe words fignify, in plain
Englifh, to the fancy? Inward eyes, ears,
and feclings are nothing to other people.
I am heartily forry, fuch alloy fhould be
found in fo much piety. May we judge
of the tree by it’s fruits? Such vifions,
I think, may be fairly deemed fallacious,
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only for being attended with a ridiculous:
effe&. - o

¢ You yourfclf doubted at firlt, a
examined about the extacies. The mat-
ter is therefore not as plain as ¢ motion
to a man walking.” But I have my own
reafon, as well as you your own autho-
rity againft the exceeding clearnefs of
the divine interpofition there. Your fol-
owers ‘¢ fall into agonies.” I confefs it.
¢ They are freed from pain, after you
have prayed over them.” Granted. They
fay, ¢ it is God’s doing.” Dear brother,
where is your ocular demonftration ?
Where indeed is the rational proof?
Fheir living well afterwards may be a
probable and fufficient argument that
they believe themfelves; but it goes no
further.

¢ I muft atk a few more queftions.
Did thefe agitations ever begin during
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the ufe of any of the colle&s of the
church ? Or during the preaching of any
fermon, ‘that had becn before preached
within confecrated walls, without that
effet? Or during the ineulcating any
other doltrine, befides that of your new
birth? Werethe mainbody of thefe agents
or pancnts ‘good fort of people before
hand, or loofe and immoral ?*

In another letter, on the fame fubjeét,
ke fays, < I have many remarks to make
on your letter ; but do not care to fight

~in the dark, or run my head againtt a
ftone-wall.  You need fear no contro-
verly with me, unlefs yéu hold it worth
while to remove thefe three doubts :
firft, whether wiil you own or difown in
terms, the neceflity of a fenfible infor-
mation from God of pardon? If you
difown it, the matter is over, as to you.
If you own it, then, fecondly, whether.

™~
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you wili not think me diftradted; to opt
pofe you, with ¢¢ the motft infallibe of all
proofs,”” inward feeling in yourfcif, and
pofitive evidence in your friends, while
-1 myfelf produce neither? Thirdly, whe:
ther you will releafe me from the horng
of your dilemma, that T muft ¢ either
talk-without knowledge, like a fcol; of
againft it, like a knave ?* I conceive
neither part ftrikes. Tor a man may
reafonably argue againft what he never
felt; and may honeftly deny what he
has felt to be neceffary to others. ¢ 1
am not out of my way, though encoun:
tering windmills.” -

Such were the debates on a fubject,

in which the parties, though from dppo-
fite principles, were deeply interefted.
Samuel was the more in earneft, becaufe
he had no doubt, that to convince his
brother, was to deftroy herefy in .the
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bud ; while the latter was equally tena<
cious of -his fyftem, from a perfuafion,
‘that the caufe he vindicated was that of
genuine chriftianity. From this view of
the controverfly, the reader will find lit-
tle difficulty in forming his conclufions.
That the advocates for the dire&t witnels
will not be convinced by'thc objetor’s
arguments, we can eafily believe ; but
they muft at leaft own, that they are
fenfible and ingenious: and fome will
think them conclufive.

This gentleman, independent of his
diflike to his brother’s principles, found
another caufe of difapprobation, in his
fears for his health. Mr John Wefley
had entertained an idea, that he had
not long to live. Ris brother intreats.
him to let him know his reafons for fuch
a {uppofition ; and adds, ¢“ 1 fhould be
very angry with you, if you cared for it, -
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thould you have broken your iron cons
ﬂitutipnflalrcady,a as I was with the glori-
ous Pafcal, for lofing his health, and
living almoft twenty years in' pain.”

In this-place we may take notics of Mr. -
Wedley’s fubfequent account of his mo-
ther and brother. In anfwer to My Bad.
«cock’s obfervation, that < fh¥ lived long
enough to deplore the extravagance of
her fons,’ he fays, «¢ by vil¢ mifreprefent.
ations fhe was deceived for a time. But
fhe no fooner heard them fpesk for them.
felves, than fhe was thoronghly convine
ced, they were in ro delufion, but fpoke
¢ the words of truth and fobernefs.”’
She afterwards lived with me feveral
years, and died rejoicing and. praifing
God.” To the fanie purpofe is a pal-
fage in the Journals, in which Mr Wef-
ley fays, that both his motherand brother
awere at length of the fame judgment with
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himfelf. ¢ On Moriday, September 3d,’
1739, I talked largely with my mother,
who told.me, that till a fhort time fince,
fhe had fcarce heard fuch a thing men-.
tioned as the * having forgivenefs of fins -
now, or having God's fpirit to béar wit<
nefs with our fpirit : much lefs did fhe
imagine that this was the common pri-
vdcgc of all bchcvers Therefore, faid.
fhe, «I never durft afk it for myfelf.
But two or three weeks ago, while my
fon Hall was pronouncing thefe words,
in delivering the cup to nic,‘ ¢ the blood
of opr Lord Jefus Chrilt, which was
thed for thee,” the words fruck through
my heart, and I knew God, for Chrift’s
fake, had forgiven me all my fins.”

I atked, whether her father, Dr An-
nefley had not the fame faith ; and whe-

*_This is not expreffed with his ufual propriety.
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ther fhe had not beard him preach it to-
others. She anfwered, he had it himfelf;.
and declared, alittle before his death,.
that, for more than forty years; he had:
no darknefs, no fear, no doubt at all of
his being € accepted in'the beloved;’ but:
that neverthelefs, the did not: remember:
to have heard him preach, no, net once:
explicitly upon it : whence fhe fuppofed, -
he alfo looked wpon it as the peculiar
blefling of a few, not as promifed, to all
the people of God.” :

Nearly fimilar is his account of his
brother Samuel, ¢¢ On Wednelday, the
23d, wercame to Tiverton. My poor
fifter was forrowing, almoft as one with-
out hape. Yet we could not but rejoice
at hearing, from one who had attended
my brother in all his weaknéfs, that fe-
veral days before he went hence, God
Jad given him a calm and full affurance
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of his intereft in Chrift. Oh! mayevery
onie, who' oppofes it, be thus convinced,
that this doétrine is of God!”” On this
information he immediately puts- a con-
ftruion favourable to his own idea of
the do@riné of affurance. But perhaps
he advances too faddénly to the conclu-
fion. Mrs Wefley’s confidence in the
divine mercy, from' 2 particular impref-
. flion of thofe words in the communion
fervice, does not neceflarily fuppofe a di-
re revelation.  Nor is it eafy to prove
{uch a revelation to be in any cafe ne-
ceffary ; much lefs in that of fuch excel-
lent perfons as Dr Annefley and Mr Sam-
yel Wefley. Piety fo unequivocal as theirs
might derive; both from fcripture and
reafon, an affurance of falvation: amply
fufficient to every purpofe of life, without
any fuchinterpofition; and it is reafonable
to conclude, that this aldbne was the
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they profeficd : for Drs Wefley, not-
withitanding thicir former d'fputes on this
fubjed, does notappear, till interrogated
by her fon, to have coniltrued any thing
fhe had obferved in Dr Annefley, into a-
profeflion of this doctrine. The proba-
bility feems to be, that fhe recolle&ed’
fome expreflions of the Door, which
were fignificant, not of that direct cer.
tainty for which her fon contended, and
which he fuppofed to be communicated
by an immediate teflimony of the Hely
Spirit, but of his ¢ lively hope™ in ti:2
divine mercy. It is not unlikely, thue,
during the long confinement of Mr Sa-
muel Wefley in his Izt illnels, fome-
thing fimilar miglt have fallen rem ki,
which his brother wounid raturailv ac-
commodate to his own fyftem. ‘Iiis is
at lealt the mof .probalile fuppofition &~
nor does there sppear any authority for

. Voer, 1. T
~
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fuppofing, that he became a convert to
the doétrine of the dire& witnefs, or that
his fentiments, in this inftance, had ever
fuﬂ'ercd the fmalleft alteration.

It would be little confiftent with the
duty we owe the public, were we to dif-
mifs this fubje& without fome refle@tions.
If enthufiafm be an evil lefs dangerous
than impiety, it is yet an evil. Religion
has no neceffary connexion with fuper-
ftition: and it greatly becomes us to
guard againft it. In enquiries into the
condu& of reformers, whether real or
pretended, the firlt queftion is public -
utility. This is a praife which cannot be
denied to Mr Wefley and his affociates.
Their earlieft effays in the itinerant field
were certainly attended with the fpirit
of reformation : and as their zeal was of
no common charaéter, their fuccels was
in proportion. In this view, too much

-
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cannot be faid in their behalf: and who-
cver fhall take the trouble to explore the
proper fources of information, will find
~ that they have been fingularly fuccefsful
in reclaiming multitudes of the moft dif-
folute charaiters in the nation. It is
therefore with the greater reluctance,
_that we find ourfelves obliged to cenfure,
where in other refpets fo much praife is
‘due. But it is neceflary to feparate the
chaff from the wheat. Such were the
confufion, the ra;ings, the extacies, by
which their miniftry was diftinguifhed,
‘that they ought to be noticed.  They
force themfelves on our attention. They
provoke enquiry; and to examine is to
‘coridemn them.

‘What lefs then can be faid of them,
than that they were abfurd, extravagant,
-and antichritian? The miniftry of the
apoftles.was not marked by fuch an in.

T 2
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fluence. The difcourfes of Luther and
Calvin, and the reft of that illuftrious”
band, who, .in this ifland or the conti-
nent, were molt inftrumental in promo;
ting the reformation, were not difgraced
by fuch extravagancies. It is remarka-
ble too, that they were regarded by feve-
ral of the firlt n:ethodifts with a jealous
eye. Of this number was Mr Whitefield,
who at firft was by no means fatisfied con-
cerning them, nor confidered them as the
refult of a divine influence. Even Mr
Wefley has acknowledged that in fome
mﬁanccs they were fpurious. Bui he
gocs farther than moft people will be dif-
pofed to go with him; and fuppofes,
that they were fometimes produced by a ~
diabolic agency, and with the exprefs
purpofe of cafting an odium on the work
in which he was engaged. The probable
prefumption is, that in moft inftances
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vhey wera purely natuaral ;. the mere me-
cchanical effeéts of extraordinary fenti-
.ments, delivered in a moft fingular and
cxtraordinary manner, The fair face of
truth was frequently deformed by extra-
vagance and excefs. Nothing can bemore
decidedly incompatible, than the mild
accents of the gofpel, and what has often
been advanced under that name, by ma-
ny of it’s profeflors: and though not
.acquainted with any of the primitive me-
thodifts, the Mr Wefleys excepted, we
have heard difcourfes, in which hell and
damnation has been denounced with
{uch frantic declamation, and in a ftile fo
horribly fulphureous, that our aftonith-
ment could fcarcely have been excited
by any confequences that might have en-
{ued. In men of {enfe and learning, fuch
exhibitions will {eldom produce other
fenfations, than pity or contempt: but
L3
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their effects on weaker minds are incon.
cievable.

The following letter to Mr Wefley,
written in 1739, by Mr Cennick, who
left him, on account of a difference in
opinion, and afterwards joined the mo-
ravians, is feleCted as a fpecimen: < Oan
Monday evening, I was preaching at the
fchool on the forgivenefs of fins, when
two perfons, who the night before, had
laughed at others, cried out with a loud
and bitter cry. So did many more, in a
little time. Indeed, it feemed that the
devil, and much of the powers of dark-
nels were come amang us. My mouth
was ftopped, and my ears heard {fcarce
any thing, but fuch terrifying cries, as
would have made any one’s knees trem-
ble. Only judge. It was pitch dark;
© it rained much ; and the wind blew ve-
‘hemently. Large flathes of lightning,
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and loud claps of thunder, mixt with the
fcreams of frightened parents, and the
exclamations of nine diftrefled fouls!
The hurry and confufion caufed hereby,
cannot be exprefled. The whole place
feemed to meto refemble nothing but the
habitation of apoftate fpirits; many raving
up and down, crying, < the devil will
have me! I am his fervant! I am damned!
My fins can never be pardoned! I am
gone for ever!” A young man, in fuch
horrors, that feven or cight could not
hold him, ftill roaring like a dragon,
¢t ten thoufand devils, millions, millions
of devils are about me!” This continu-
ed three hours. One cried out, ¢ that
fearful thunder is raifed by the devil: in
this ftorm he will bear me to hell.”” Some
_cried out with a hollow voice, ¢ Mr Cen-
nick! bring Mr Cennick.” I came to all
that defired me. They then fpurned with
Esqs
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ditheir frrength, arvinding their tecth,
and expreiling «il the fury that heart can
conceive. Indeed, their ftaring cyes and
fwelling faces, fo amazed othicrs, that
they ciied out almoft as loud, as they
that were tormented. * I have vifited fe-
veral fince, who teld me their fenfes were
taken away ; but when I drew ncar, they
faid they felt fre. 2 rage, longing to tear
e to pieces.”

It is worth remarking, not without
fome furprife at his fimplicity in the re-
lation, that Mr Welley deferibes nearly.
fimilar efeds from the publication of his
mo?t favourite doétrine, perfeclion’; and
tells the world, that ¢ the fudden and
‘vxoicn: emotions of mind, whether of
F»:u' or forrow, of defirc or joy, affected
the whole frame; infomuch, that many
trembled cxcccdmz!v; many &l to the

[

ground; many were violently convulfed,
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perhaps ail over; and many f{cemed to
be in the agonies of death. And the far
greater part, however otherwife affeed,
cried with a loud and bitter cry. Sothat,
upon the whole, we may affirm, fuch a
work of God as this has not bccn feen
before in the three kingdoms.

"This is not improbable. Such 2 WOrK,
in allit’s circumflances, is not to be ex-
pefted every day. But whatever be-

‘comes of the relt, agonies and convul-
fions are no fympioms of it’s divinity.
Reafon will be cautious in afcribing them
to fuch an ageacy. They are more pro-
pei]y traced to ignorance and imbecility:
“which is evident, as well from the cha-
ralter of the fubje@s of them, as from
‘the prefent fearcity of fuch pheenome.
‘na. The followers of Mr Wefley, in
the fame proporticn that they have in-
‘creafed in knowledge, have decreafed in
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enthufiafm. At prefent, no one drops
to the ground under their difcourles.
We are now fcldom fhocked with hear-
" ing of the ¢blood of Chrift running
down men’s arms or throats, or poured
like warm water on their breaft or heart;
of their feeling asif run through with a
fword, or prefled with a great weight, '
or choaking, or as if their whole infide
was ready to be torn in pieces:” and
not often with the firange indecency of
fhouting 'in the time of divine fervice,
or clapping the preacher’s back, ¢ for
mere fatisfaction and joy of heart.” In
a word, rant and nonfenfe, pofleflions
and exorcifms, with the whole train of
:modern miracles, are certainly much lefs
frequent than they were; and though
1ot abfolutely fled away, are gradually
tetiring before the manly decencies of
rational and feriptural religion.  This is
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another confirmation of the opinion of
almoft every judicious obferver, that
thefe were tares that fprung up among
the good feed ; and every rational chri-
ftian will concur with Mr Samuel Wef-
ley in lamenting, that fo bafe an alloy
fhould be mingled with fo much piety. .
It has been faid that the agitations fo
frequently and fo juftly cenfured, were
fometimes =artificial. A parallel cafe,
which we know to be authentic, affords
more than a prefumption that they were
fo. In a certain diftri& in the north of
Ireland, feveral congregations had adopt-
cd a cuftom, like the jumpers in Wales,
of rocking from fide to fide in the time
of preaching, and when they grew warm,
af leaping and fhouting, till they might
be heard to the diftance of a mile. One
of their preachers refolved ta abolifh fo
ftupid a praltice. The firft or fecond
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timc of his officiating in that neighbour.
hood, fcarcely had. he entered upon his
difcourfe, when they began to fhout.
11e immediately made a paufe, and told
his audience that he had always under-
flood the intention of the miniftry to be
the iaftruion of the hearers; that they
could not pofiibly be inftruéted by what
they could not hear, and that as it was
not to be fuppofed he could out-lung
them all, he would waittill they had done.
As the Lint was pretty broad, they com-
prehended it.  ‘Lhcir vociferations cea-
fing, he refumed his fubjeét: and it is
hoped that itinerancy has never fince
been difgraced by thefe noify accompani-
ments. This fublime a& of devotion
they called rejoicing.  The propriety of
it they inferred from a verfe inthe Plalms,
“rejoice in the Lord O ye righteous,”
and from a paffage in one of the prophets,
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where in the figurative language of pro-
phecy, the trees of the foreit are repre-
{ented as ¢ clapping their hands!

To an impartial obferver, it will ap-
pear not a little extraordinary, that Mr
Welley, who could cenfure the phrenzies
of the Welth enthufiafts, fhould be fo
fhort fighted with regard to fimilar ex-
travagancies among his own people ;
many ‘of whom were as wild as the moft
fanatic of the former. Giving an ac-
.count of thefe excefles, he informs us
that at one of their public mcct'ings,
¢t fome of-them leaped up many times,
:men and women, feveral feet from the
ground. They clapped their hands with
the utmoft violence ; they fhook their
heads ; they diftorted all their features ;
they threw their armg and legs to aand
fro, in all variety of poltures. They fung,
roared, fhouted, fcreamed with all their

.
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might ; fo the no fmall tecror of thofe
that were near them.  One gentlewoman
told me, fhe had not been hérfelf fince,
-and did not know when fhe fhould.
Mean time, the perfon of the houfe was
delighted above meafure, and faid “now

the power of God is come indeed.”
It is a ferious objettion to thefe figns
and wonders,” that they are unneceffa-
ry. Not a fingle good purpofe are they
«calculated to anfwér.  As this objection
feemed to carry fome force, Mr Wefley
has undertaken to anfwer it, by affign-
ing the reafons why he fuppofed them to
- have been permitted. - ¢ Perhaps, fays
he, it might be becaufe of the hardnefs
of our hearts, unready to receive any
thing, unlefs we fee it with our eyes, and
hear it with our ears, that God, in ten-
der condefcenfion to our weaknefs, fuf-
fered fo many outward figns of the very
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time when he -wrought this inward
change, to be continually feen and heard
among us. Butalthough they faw fign¢
" and wonders,” for fo I muft term them,
yet many would not believe. They could
not indeed deny the fa&ts; but they could
‘explain them away. Some faid, ¢ thefe
‘were formerly natural effeés; the peo-

ple fainted away only-becaufe of the heat
and clofenefs of the rooms.”” Others

were fure, * it was all a cheat. They
might help it, if they would. Elfe, why
were thefe things only in their private
focieties? Why were they not done in
the face of the fun?”” To day our Lord
anfwercd for himfelf. For, while I was
-enforcing, * be fill, and know that I am
God,” he began to make bare his arm,
not in a clofe room, neither in private,
but in the open air, and before more than
two thoufanid witnefles. One and another
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and an other were ftruck to the carth,
exceedingly trembling at the prefence of
his power. Cthers cried with a loud
and bitter cry, “ what mut we do to be
faved 2’ And in lefs than an hour, fe-
ven perfons, wholly unknown to me, tiil
that time, were rejoicing and finging,
and, with all their might, giving thanks
to the God of their falvation.”

That the{ymptoms attending thele con-
verfions were not natural, but produced
by a divine agency, he infers from the
purity of their fubfequent condul; as
we may learn from his obfervations In a
letter to his brother, ¢ That fuch a
change was then wrought, appears from
the wholc tenor of their life, till mcn
many ways wicked ; from that time, ho-
ly, jult, and good. I will thew you him
that was a lion till then, and is now
lamb; him that was a drunkard, and is
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_ now cxcmplarily fober; the whoremon.
ger that was, who now abhors the very
garments fpotted by the fleth. Thefe
are my living arguments for what I

affert, that God does now, as aforetime,
give remiflion of fins, and the gift of the
Holy Ghoft to us and our children: yea,
and that always fuddenly, as far as I have
known, and often in dreams and in the
vifions of God.” .

- "This mode of reafoning may poflibly
find cafuilts, who will deem it conclufive.
To us it does not carry convittion. The
fubfequent deportment of thefe converts
may indeed eftablith their fincerity. It

* may prove, thatthey believed themfelves,

and were perfuaded of the truth of their

aflertions, that all this was the effe@ of a
divine influence ; but itis no proof they

were not deceived. Mr Wefley fays,

that thefe things which gave fo much
Vor. 1L F
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offence, happened by the divine direc-
tion, in order, that the converfions of his
hearers, being fo remarkably diftinguith-
ed by the circumftances which attended
them, the public might be induced to .
acknowledge the finger of God. But
how is this poflible ? Can any man fup-
pofe, that the Almighty would fuffer his
-operations to be debafed by fuch effe&s?
Effe&ts highly ridiculous in themfelves;
and therefore calculated, not to anfwer
the purpofe of producing credit to the
miffion of the preachers, but to deftroy
that credit, by prepoflefling the public
againft them and their miniftrations.

That this was the general tendency of
thefe extravagancies, is too obvious to
be difputed : and it is ealy to conceive,
that the idea of a divine influence exert-
ing itfelf in fo fingular a manner, can
-never be reconciled with the inconfift-
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ency of fuppofing him to countenance
any thing that fhall defeat his purpofes,
by raifing prejudices againft a work,
which is confidered as his own. Itis
readily granted, that thefe preachers
were ufeful. But they were fo, not be-
caufe of thele extravagancies, but in fpite
of them. And we are under no féar of
~ incurring the guilt of impiety, by confi-
dering them as blots and deformities,
and a terrible difcredit to-the whole un.
dcrtaking.' If the Almighty has any work
to accomplith in the world, he can furely
condu& it without fuch auxiliaries. That
he has ever deigned to employ them, it
is not-eafy to believe. :

It is a little extraordinary, that this
whole bufinefs is directly contrary to Mr
Wefley’s remarks, on another occafion,
when from that expreflion of our Savi-
our, ¢ the kingdom of God cometh not

Fa
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by obfervation,” he fays,  furely any
“one may perceive a conqueror rufhing
through a nation, at the head of fitty or
fixty thoufand men!” And he thence
juftly concludes, that the noify, turbulent
zeal of Mahomet and other impoftors,
could in fa& have nothing to do with
religion. The remark may be retort-
ed. The extravagancies which attended
the early miniftrations of Mr Wefley and
his brethren, are as much open to com.
mon obfervation, as the marches and
flaughters, the ravages and delolations
of thofe military apoftles ; and if there
be any truth in analogy, or any juftnefs
in Mr Wefley’s reafoning, it may be pre-
fumed, on his own principles, that thefe
things were antichriftian.

As the animadverfions of Mr Samuel
Wefley have been noticed, it will not be
improper to prefent our readers with the
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fentiments of another of the family. This
gentleman, whofe name was Whitelamb,
was a puptl of Mr Wefley’s at Oxford,
and married one of his fiters. He had
been particularly obliged by the Kind-
nefs and generofity of his tutor; which
he did not fail gratefully to.acknowledge.
But he could never embrace his religious
opinions. Andfrom feveralletters, writ-
ten in the infancy of methodifm, it ap-
pears, that he was ftrangely affected by
his language and behaviour, The fol-
lowing is a ftriking piture of his feel-
ings, on hearing Mr Wefley preach at
Epworth, on his father’s tomb-ftone, and
of his views -of methodi{m in general.
Mr Wefley had preached in the church-
yard, becaufe the curate, who was under
the greateft obligations to the family, had
refufed him the ufe of the church, and
repelled him from the communion. This
F3
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letter is dated June 11. 1742. We give
it as it ftands in the Arminian Magazine.

¢ Dear BROTHER,
¢ [ faw you at Epworth, on Tuef-
day evening. Fain would I have fpoken
to you, but that I am quite at a lofs how
to addrefs or behave. Your way of think-
ing is fo extraordinary, that your pre-
fence creates an awe, as if you were an
‘inhabitant of another world.
¢ God grant you and your followers
may always have entire liberty of con-
fcience. Wil you not allow others the
fame? Indeed, I cannot think as you
do, any more than I can help honouring
and loving you..
¢« Dear Sir, will you credit me? Ire-
tain the highelt veneration and affeétion
for you. The fight of you moves me
ftrangely. My heart overflows with gta-
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titude. I feel, in a higher degree, all
that tendernefs and yearning of bowels,
with which I am affe¢ted toward every
-branch of Mr Wefley’s family. I can-
not refrain from tears, when I refle, this
is the man who at Oxford was more than
a father to me, This is he, whom I have
there heard expound or difpute publiely,
or preach at St. Mary’s, with fuch ap-
plaufe : and oh! that I fhould ever add,
whom I have lately heard preach at Ep-
worth!
¢ Dear Sir, is it in my power to ferve .
or oblige vou in any way? Glad I thould
be, that you would make ufe of me.
God open all our eyes, and lead us inta
truth, whatever it be !”?

© Tlis letter was followed, in Septem-
ber, by another to Mr Charles Wefley,
from which we learn, that his old tutor

F 4
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having demanded his pulpit, Mr White-
Jamb was much concerned at the offence
he had given by acceding to the demand.
On this occafion he again intimates his.
difapprobation of their fentiments in very
remarkable terms. ¢ To be frank, I
eannot but look upon your do&rines as
of ill confequence ; confequence, I fay ;
for take them nakedly in themfelves, and
nothing feems more innocent, nay good
and holy. Suppofe we grant, that in you
and the reft of the leaders, who are men
of {enfe and difcernment, what is called
the feal and teftimony of the fpirit is
fomething real : yet I have great reafon
~ to think, that, in the generality of your
followers, it is merely the effe® of a
heated fancy.”
It is faid, that this gentleman, during
his refidence at Oxtord, was of a ferious
charalter and excmplary deportment:
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but Mr Wefley undertakes to invalidate
his teftimony by obferving, it was no
wonder he thought as he did ; becaufe,
¢ at that time, and for fome years after,

he did not believe the chriftian revela-
tion !
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CHAP IL

ProGrEess or MeTHODISM.

MONG the early theatres of Mr

' Wefley’s muniftrations, we have
particularly diftinguithed Newcaitle up-
on L'yne. In this part of the vineyard,
where he refided feveral months, he was
eminently fuccefsful. He always regard-
ed it with fingular affetion; and bas
frequently faid, that was he to confine
himfelf to one fpot, it thould be this.

It has been obferved, that many of the
converts of Mr Whitefield were from
among the rich. Mr Wefley’s fuccefs
lay chicfly among the poor. The fame
remark is made by himfelf. ¢ Our Lord
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gives us the poor, wherever we go: They
are our perquifite.  Such a loving, dirty-
company you never faw with your eyes *,
But by and by they fhall be white as
fnow.” One reafon thart has been affign-
ed for this difference, is taken from the
fuperior ftri€tnefs of Mr Wefley’s dif-
cipline. It is generally underftood, that

in Mr Whitefield’s plan there was lefs
aufterity and reftraint. Perhaps another
reafon was, that he was a more popular
-preacher. 'The crouds that attended his
difcourfes were innumerable : and feve-
ral perfons of diftin&tion embracing his
fyftem, it is no wonder if many opu-
lent people followed their example.

It has been already intimated, that the
bias of education had early imprefled
Mr Wefley (and the principle was much

* The colliers in the neighbourhood of Newcattle.
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more powerful and uniform in his bro-
ther Charles) with a trong predile&tion
for the clergy ; which would naturally
induce him to with for afliftants in holy
orders. It was from this principle, and
perhaps too from their former intimacy
at Oxford, that he took fome pains to
cement the union between Mr White-
field 2nd himfelf. Had they harmonized
in opinion, a coalition might have taken
place; but with their views, it was im-
poflible. The former was an advocate
for particular, the latter for univerfal re-
demption ; the one a ftaunch predefti-
narian, the other as refolute an arminian:
and fuch was the effe of this diftin¢tion,
~ that they refolved finally to feparate;
their converts mutually dividing under
their refpeétive leaders,

The firft intimation of this is in the
fecond journal, ¢ A private letter, wrote
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to me by Mr Whitefield, having been
printed without either his leave or mine,
great numbers of copies were given to
-our people, both at the door and in the
foundery itfelf. Having procured one
of them, I related, atter preaching, the
naked fa& to the congregation, and told
them, I will do juft what I believe Mt
_ Whitefield would, were he here himfelf.
Upon which I tore it in pieces before
them all. Every one, who had received
it, did the fame; fo that in two minutes

there was not a whole copy left. . Ah!
‘poor Ahithophel !

¢ Ibi omnis effufus labor !”’

What was the purport of this lettcr,
‘we are not informed : but this facrifice
at the altar of peace could not detain the
gentle goddefs. - The expedient, how-
-ever ingenious, did not fucceed, A truce

“proclaimed by only one of the parties,



( 94 )

-was not likely to be of long duration ;
-and hoftilities prefently recommenced.
He tells us, that, having heard much of
Mr Whitefield’s unkind behaviour fince
his return from Georgia, he went to hear
what he had to fay. The refult was, that
his old friend, who confidered Mr Wef-
ley and himfelf as preaching ¢ two dif-
ferent gofpels,” was determined, not
only not to give him the right hand of
fellowfhip, but publicly to preach againft
him, wherever he preachedatall. Ina
little time, his warmth in fome meafure
fubfided. They were once more on to-
lerable terms of intimacy and friendfhip,
and mutually occupied each othet’s pul-
pits. But many of their followers were
lefs moderate. Confidering their extra-
ordinary profeflions of religion, the zeal
of neither party was fo tolerant as it
might have been ; and as the people ge-
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nerally improve upon the diffentions of
their leaders, their difference in opinion
was produétive of a reciprocal and gene-
ral oppofition. Some exceptions there
certainly were.  Lhe wife and good of
all parties will always reje& the abfurdi-
tics-of their brethren. -But as thefe are
ufually the fmalleft number, their mo-
derate and prudent counfels are generally
rejected by the majority, and themfelves
treated as lukewarm and pufillanimous,
or treacherous and difaffe&ed.

This feparation was certainly not a-
greeable to Mr Wefley ; though it feems
to have been inevitable, as well on other
accounts, as from their difference in prin-.
ciple. Even good men are not always
exempt from the thirft of popular ap-
plaufe.  Perhaps each grafped at the
{ceptre: and as the love of fway is in
many inftances congenial to the human
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mind, it is not impotlible, that the con.
tention between them might be as much
promoted by the charms of power, as by
the love of truth:

¢ Nec Czfar ferre priorem,
¢ Pempeiufve parem potuit.”

~ Though this contention might have 3
tendency to weaken, it does not appear to
have eradicated in Mr Wefley his efteem
for Mr Whiteficld. He entertained the
higheft opinion of his chara&er, and
conftantly fpoke of him in termsinfinitely
more refpe@ful, than of any other of his
antagonifts, efpecially his former friends,
the moravians. Thefe he treated with
as little ceremony as they feem to have
treated him, and alternately attacked
them with the ferioufnefs of argument
and the poignancy of ridicule. An in-
ftance which he gives of the pulpit flile
- of one of the public brethren s curious;
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who, addrefling his hearers on the infan-
cy of Chrift, fuppofes that his mother
might fend him for a porringer of milk,
which unfortunatcly breaking .on the
way, he might work a miracle to replace
it! A flile equally fimple and familiar!
But whether this arofe from the genius
of the preacher, or from an amiable
gondefcenfion to the capacity of his kear- *
ers, is not yet determined.

. His oppofition to the brethren has
been afcribed to different caufes. Somc
have imputed it to jealoufy, and the pride
of emulation ; obferving that * enthu.
fiafm diflikes rivalthip as much 2s any
other fpecies of human pride ;> and have
concluded, that the eagernefs with which
he purfued the Gernean Boar *, proceed-
ed folely from the dread of his fuceels.
. Var. 1L G

~* Count Zinzendorf. -
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"This expreffion of his brother, which cer-
tainly is not the moft polite, can fcarcely
be excufed, except indeed upon the
principle of poetic licence! One of his
biographers fuppofes it to be applied to
the Count, and to have been occafioned
by the “ little fuccefs with which they
had hunted him.” Perhaps it was in-
tended, not individually, but for the fo=
ciety at large ; and the poet might deem
it fufficiently authorifed, from fimilar ap-
plications in the metaphorical phrafeolo-
gy of fcripture.  But we pretend not to
defend fuch language. 1t is certainly |
too coarfe for modern ufage; and we
obferve, that Mr Wefley himfelf fome-
times offends in-this refpect; and, fors
getting his ufual felf command, breaks
forth into a ftrain of violent inveive
againft a clafs of religionifts, whom he

chara&erifes as the ¢ fierce, unclean,
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brutith, blafphemous antinomians.” A
ftile not the moft genteel, and perhaps
too_harth for any community, among
whom there might be many individuals,
- whofe-pradice was fuperior to their prin-
<iples.

Tt is ‘not improbable, that his zeal
-againft the Count’s followers might re-
ceive an additional impulfe from their in-
fluence on his brother Hall, whom he con-
fiders, in a letter to his fifter, as having
‘been feduced by ¢ thofe men, whofe
words are {moother than oil;”’ and of
whom he indignantly adds, ¢ they have
blunderingly taught him to find fault
even with my ceconomy and outward
management, both of my family and fo-
ciety. Whereas I know this is the pe-
culiar talent which God has given me;
wherein, by his grace, I am not behind -
the very chiefeft of them.” But he has

G2
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afligned other reafons for bis-frictyres ;
-ameng which we diltinguifh the licen-
tioys tendency of fome of the doétrines
which many of them inculcated, and their
fervile abedience to their patron. Of
the former, feveral fpecimens, which he
:has cited from thcir'writings and their
difcourfes, are miferable indeed: and
many extracts have been made from
their hymn books, which, for nonfenfe
and ribaldry, are certainly without a pa-
rallel.  The laft of the charges he exhi-
bits, however well founded, does not
come quite fo well from Mr Wcﬂcy.
In this cafe,
« Clodius accufat meeches, Catilina Cethegum !
‘The noble religionift certainly felt all
his confequence, and was paflionately
fond of power; but not more fo than
his antagonift. As no man was ever
more enamoured of it than Mr Wefley,
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nor ever contended for anthority mete:
abfolute and unreftrained, one "would
think e nmght have treated his brother
fovercign with a little more lenity, and
have found fome excufe at leaft for this
“¢ glorious fault of angels and of gods.”

Among other redfons, it has been faid,
that he frequently drew his quill againft
the mordvians and others, from a natu-
ral inclination for controverfy, and a
‘peculiar confcioufnefs of his dexterity in
debate. In early youth he was undoubt-
edly plteafed with liis polemical talents.
Something of this lie has int'mated him-
felf = ¢ When I was about twenty years’
old, my father faid to me one day, young
man, you are now full of lozic and phi-
lofophy ; and you will difpute with any
" man that contradits you, about any
thing or nothing. But take my word,
if you live twenty.years longer, you will

G3
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love controverfy as little as I do.”” He
adds, that at-that time, which was in
1743, he found it fo., It is but candid
to acknowledge, that his difputes with.
the brethren might poflibly have origi-
nated in better motives : nor is there-
any proof that they did not. We find
him fpeaking of the Count in a letter to
a friend, in a ftile of folemnity, mixed
with indignation, which feems to have
taken it’s rife from higher principles than
vanity or emulation. ¢ I have no defire,
fays he, to fee Count Zinzendorf any
more, till 1 fee him before the judge of
all, whofe law I think he has defpifed,
and‘ga& his throne down to the ground.”
How diﬁ‘é}‘c‘nt his addrefs to Mr White-
field! ¢ Surely there fhall be peace be--
tween me and thee, and between my
people and thy people. But if Jezebel
g’ﬂ:.' of mg peace, Ireply, what peace,
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while thy witchcrafts and thy whore-
doms are fo many? Thou perverteft
the right ways of the Lord. Thou ftran.
gleft allother children in the birth, and
idolizeft thine own. Thou prophéﬁc{t
fmhooth things to the rich, bewitching
“them with thy fyren fong. Thou art de-
parted from the Lord! Beware he do
not finally depart from thee. I do there-
fore, and muft interfere with the mora-
vian plan, till I make peace with the
world and the devil.” :
It may not be improper .here to
prefent our readers with an inftance of
his mode of reafoning on controverted
points, at this early period. In a letter
~to a friend, he thus remarks on the doc-
trines taught by fome of his brethren.
< The love of God to all mankind, ex-
cept thofe who finally caft away his of-
fered mercy, I find fo fully and ftrongly =
G4
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revedled in fcripture, that I cannot deny
it, without demying all revelation: fa
ftrongly, that in very deed, Ifhould as
foon deny original fin, and turn-Pelagi-
am, yea Jew, Turk, or Pagan, as allow
one foul to come into the world, whom
God reprobated, or paft by, from eter-
nity.

¢ I believe ¢ all men® means all men,
and nothing fefs.  All forts of men, no
more comes up to it’s meaning, than alt
forts of ftones. Saving grace is plainly
grace, faving in it’s own nature, yet not
irrefiltibly fo. In which I can fee no in-
confiftency at all. Neither would you,
unlefs you had fo aflociated the ideas of
faving and irrefiltible grace. Hence,
you can fee no difference between faving,
and neceflarily or infallibly faving. . My
brother and I do believe, from the bot-
tom of our hearts, that if all the errars
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of popery. mahometanifm, and paganifim
could be put into one, it would fall fhort
both of the big abfurdity and grofs blaf-
phemy of unconditional reprobation I
will neither take univerfal redemption,
and univerfal falvation, nor leave both.
I can fee a way between them, if you
cannot ; which is, univerfal redemption,
and conditional falvation. This I muft
believe, while I belicve the Bible.”

From this quotation, a fufficient rea-
fon may be deduced, why a lafting union
between Mr Wefley and Mr Whitefield
muft bave been impraticable. The
gulph between them was immenfe : and
it unfortunately happened, that thofe ex-
treme points, in which they differed,
were confidered by each as of the ut-
noft importance, and elafled with the:
principal doQrines of chriftianity. If
abfolute predeftination was abfurdity and:
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blafphemy, in the efimation of the for-
mer, the contrary dotrine would be re-

garded by him as equally amiable and

important : and if, in the opinion of the

latter, his own fyftem was the true fum-

mary of chriftian dorine, he could

fcarcely coalefce with a man who fo de-

cidedly oppofed it.

The difference with Mr Whiteficld
feems to have given him more concern
than any other that occurred. But he
was not to be hurt in any great degree
by any thing. His high conception of
the work in which he was engaged,
regarding it as the occafion of a reform-
ation, which, beginning with the church,
fhould extend through all orders of men,
bore him up above every difficulty,
and carried him through cvcryA oppofi-
tion. “ My belief, fays he, is, that the
prefent defign of God is, to vifit the poor,
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defolate church of England; and that
therefore, neither poor deluded Mr
Gambold, nor any who leave it, will
profper. O pray for the peace of Jeru-
falem. They fhall profper, that love
thee. Whoever is any enemy to the
church of England, is an enemy to God;;
nor can fuch have any place with us!”

Mr Wefley was always remarked as a
rigid difciplinarian ; and had he taken a
military turn, would certainly have been
diftinguifhed as a moft pun&ilious mar-
tinet. A ftri@ and circumftantial ceco-
nomy was congenial to his difpofition.
If it was a little complicated, fo much |
the better ; and it is not improbable that
he might have learnt it, in fome degree, °
from his father, who was a man of great

regularity, and of whom he obferves,
that it was his cuftom to vifit all his pa-

tithioners, fick or well, from houfe to
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houfe ; to talk with them on the things of
God," and obferve feverally the ftate of
their fouls. What he then obferved, he:
minuted dows in 2 book kept for that
purpofe, which he called his Notitia Pa-
rochialis. In this manner he went thro”
his parifh, which was mear three miles.
Jong, three times. He was vifiting it,
the fourth time round, when he fell in-
to his laft ficknefs. This example, which:
was certainly a good one, he firenuoufly.
recommended to his preachiers, and as.
much as poffible, obferved himfelf. He
much admired a faying of one of the an-
cients ; the ¢ fouland body make a man;
fpirit and difcipline a chriftian.” The'
maxim is doubtlefs jult; ner will any
reafonable perfon objet to difcipline, as
well in chriftian as in. other focieties,
fo far as it is ufeful and neceflary. But
of this in the fequels
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About the year 1743, he was engaged
in building a meeting houfe, at Newca-
{tle, a clumfy, ponderous pile, which was
called the Orphan-houfe, though the de-
fignation, or at leaf} the ufe to which it
has been fince put, bears no relation to
it’s name. Daring it’s ere&ion, which
was defrayed like his other houfes, by
voluntary contribution, he was frequent-
ly at a lafs for cath; to provide which,
was his office. ¢ In me, fays he, domus
inclinata recumbit;” and he obferves,
“that he muft have been long ago ata
full ftop, were it not for the reputation
-of his great riches; which however was
a vulgar error. .

" Speaking of the difficulties he found
in carrying his purpofe of building, at
Newcaftle, into execution, he fays, ¢ we
can get no ground for love or money.
1 like this well. Tt is a good fign. 1f
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the devil can hinder us, he thall.” When
this difficulty was removed, and the
ground purchafed, he was for fome time
as much at a lofs to get pofleflion : on
which occafion he wrote the following,
which is prefented to the reader as be-
ing ftrongly chara@eriftic of the writer,
.and a remarkable fpecimen of the laconic. .
€6 S'u-’
¢“T am furprized. You give it un-
der your band, that you will put me in.
to pofleflion of a-piece of ground, fpeci-
ficd in an article between us, in fifteen
days time. Three months are paffed,
and that article is mot fulfilled. And
now you fay, you can’t conceive what I
mean by troubling you. I mean to have
that article fulfilled. I think my meana
ng is very plain. Iam, Sir,
" Your humble fervant,
JOHN WESLEY.
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.- In Auguflt 1744, he preached for the
laft time, before ‘the Univerfity of Ox.
ford.  The freedom with which, in one
of his fermons, he had charged that re-
{pectable body with a-crime of no com.
mon fize, giving -general offence, it was
determined by the Vice Chancellor and

the heads-of houfes, to provide him a fub- 7
ftitute at their-own expence : which they
continued to do, till his marriage, when
he wrote them, in the apoftolic ftile, the
following letter of refignation, dated
June 1. 1751 ¢ Ego Johannes Wefley,
‘Collegii Lincolnienfis in Acadeniii Ox-
onienfi focius, quicquid mihi juris eft in

predi®ti focietate, ejufdem retori et fo--
ciis fponte ac liberé refigno ; illis univer-
fis.et fingulis -perpetuam pacem ac om-
nimodam in Chrifto felicitatem exop-

tans.”” On the refolution of the univer-

fity, he remarks, that he was well plea-
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fed his difmiffion from the pulpit at St.
Mary’s fhould be on st. Bartholomew’s
«day, the fame *on which, in the laft
century, near two thoufand burning and
fhining lights were put out at once.” It
was about this time, that his brother Hall
was rapidly {inking into antinomianifm,
and imbibing thofe licentious principles,
which imprefled fo fatal an influence on
his fubfequent condud. -
. An undertaking of no finall magni-
tude, which he completed in 1748, and
which certainly required a confiderable
proportion of refolution and refource,
was the inftitution of Kingfwood fchool.
It’s firlt intention feems to have been in
favour of the children of the colliers ;
‘but that fcheme was foon laid afide, and
it wag appropriated to the education of

a certain number of the children of me-
thodifts, who were to pay for their board,
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and a proportion of the children of the

travelling preachers, who were inftru&-
ed gratis. The number at prefent is
about fixty. Adjoining to the fchool,
was a chapel, which his brother Samuel
wifhed him to have confecrated, and fub-
je€t to epifcopal jurifdition. -But here,
as ufual, they differed ; and with all his
reverence for lawn fleeves, he chofe ra-
ther to be the bithop himfelf.

The rules of the fchool, which are in
print, difcover a large mixture of fingu-
larity and good fenfe. The general plan
of education is well calculated to give
the pupils a good fhare of claffical learn-
ing. Moft of the claffics, for obvicus
reafons, he extracted. He permitted no
‘tranflation whatever ; and his grammars,
which are very concife, are in Englifh.
The order in which the higher books are
read, is much the fame as in other

Vor. 1L, H '
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fchools; but in the firlt clafs, inftead of
Cordery or Lutropius, he introduced a
book of his own compofition, entitled,
Przleltiones Pueriles, and written in
ealy, yet not inelegant Latin. The fe-
cond clafs read Kempis and Erafmus.

Pope’s obfervation*, concerning forms-
of government, may be applied with
great propriety to Kingfwood fchool.
Had it been ably governed, it muft have
been much more extenfively ufeful. As
the income is almoft nothing, it may be
prefumed, that men of learning would
cither feldom appear there, or foon with-
draw from this land of famine. The
truth is, and it is 3, fad defe&, that few
of the mafters have been fcholars. A
profeflion of extraordinary piety, and a
little dexterity and mancevure, have in-

% ¢ Whatc’er is bek adminiftered, is beft.”
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troduced men into the padagogzl chair,
who were fo far from being familiar with
the learned languages, that they did not
half underftand Englith. Thoefe who
ought to have been teachers, were fome-
“times pupils to the boys. When they
had acquired a tolerable fhare of learn-
ing, they prudently fet out upon their
adventures; and the confequence, whichi
was a perpetual fucceflion of mafters,
could fcarcely be favourable to the cha- -
ra&er of the {chool, or to the progrefs of

it’s pupils. Some, it muft be granted,

were of a different charalter. We have

" known feveral, who were men of learn-

ing and information ; and the geatleman

who now prefides there, is certainly {u- -
perior to moft of his predeceflors.

There are fome errors in this inftitu-
tion, which to mention, is to condemn.
It is a rule, that the boys fhall rife at

Ha
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four. They are not permltted to play,
on any confideration ; becaufe, as Mr
Wefley fays, “ he that plays while he is
a boy, will play when he-is a2 man:” -
‘and the frequent returns of prayers, and
fermons, and exhortations, are fuch, as .
to give, not a tafte of religion, but a
loathing. Each of thefe carries abfur«
dity upon the face of it. What fhall a
boy do, thivering in the cold, from four
till eight in a winter’s morning? It is
true, he may hear prayers and fing
hymns ; but we will venture to fay, he
will be fo heartily fick of both, that they
will fcarcely do him much good! The
rule concerning play is, if poffible, ftill
more unreafonable than the former.
Every one knows, that much, and even
violent exercife is neceffary for bays.
They have, in all ages, been indulged
in youthful {ports and recreations, from
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the courtly and elegant Horace; to the
motit illultrious of modern names: and
yet, it did not prevent their future emi.
nence! Of the ftriGnefs of confinement,
and the frequency of religious exercifes,
it is fufficient to obferve, that experience
has clearly decided againft them. Na-
ture will brook nothing violently con-_
trary to her ditates: and the confe-
quence has been, that moft of the boys,
who were cduc?.tcd at this fchool, were
no fooner at liberty from the reftraints
of fo rude a difcipline, than they eager-
. ly plunged into almoft every excefs, and
took large draughts of the cup of plea-
fure. It remains only to obferve, that
the fchool is fupported partly by thofe
parents who can pay for the education
of their children, and partly by annual
colle¢tions, which amounted in 1790 to
.upwards of gool.
H3
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In the early ftages of itinerancy, Mr
Wefley’s fentiments fuffered a variety
of revolutions, or at leaft of progreflions,
and fometimes led him to take notice,
both from the pulpit and the prefs, of
feveral things, which might well have
been fpared. A difcourfe on tea, or a
learned le€ture on the importance and
{fuperior advantages of celibacy, will
fcarcely ftrike the mind as the moft pro-
per {ubjeéts of clerical difcuffion, or as
having any neceflary connexion with our
religious concerns. “'As for the firft of
thefe, there feems to be but one point
of view in which it is worth notice, and
in that view, it belongs, not to theologr,
but to medicine. Of the latter, every
one muft judge for himfelf. An apoltle
might furely recommend a fingle life, in -
times of danger and general perplexity,
without ever intending it to be eftablith-
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ed as a ftanding rule. Our Saviour's
refleGions on this fubje, as well as thof:
of St. Paul, feem merely applicable to a
particalar fcalon.. And though Mr Wel-
- ley infifts, that ¢ celibacy is the more
cxcellent way,”” and that St. Paul has
1aid down fuch advantages of it, «“ as
are by no means confined to a ftate cf
perfecution,” we beg leave to doubt the
truth of a pofition, which, if generally
admitted, would tcn;i to the deftrution
of fociety, and is directly levelled againft
the uynalterable laws of nature, and a
pofitive command of it’s "great author,
To combat thefe, is to be at war with
.reafon. The dotrine he fo zealoufly
‘inculcated, is not only unfcriptural, but
dangerous. It may well enough com-
port with the papal fuperftition; but
proteftantifm muft ever abhor fo chime-
‘rical a fyftem,  Among thofe feéts, who
4
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have moft favoured it, the purity they
pretended to induce, by an oppofition to
the law of nature, was in fa& never at-
tained ; and they frequently fell into vi-
ces, which were the natural confequence
of fo abfurd a principle.

It is bard to fay, from what quarter
Mr Wefley derived his notions of celi-
bacy; whether from the faints of the
Roman calendar, or from the fingle bro-
therhood at Hernhuth. It is enough
that ke did imbibe them ; and that feve-
ral followed his example. It is not a
little rcmarkable, that in the infancy of
methodifm, his brother Hall fhould have
fallen into the fame dream; and that a
man, to whom, in the fequel, twenty
wives had fcérccly feemed ({ufficient,
fhould ftrangely take it into his head,
that he had received the gift of conti-

™~
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nence, and was called to be * an eunuch
for the kingdom of heaven!”

It is ridiculous enough, to obferve the
ufe that was frequently made of this fen-
timent. Several young women in Mr
Wefley’s connexion were imprefled with
fimilar fingularities. They took it into
their heads, that they were facred, devo-
ted things, and not to be profaned by
approximation to the other fex. Inftead
of marrying and guiding the houfe, as
an apoftle exhorts the younger women,
they were to ferve God in an immacu-
late folitude ; to be feparate from the

world, and to guard the veftal fire!
Things of this nature, certainly carry no
promifing afpect. They are at leaft whim-
fical, if they be not fomething worfe; and
were produtive of much ridicule and
difguft. Whoever was prejudiced againft
Mr Wefley, and reprobated his general



( 122 )
plan, would not fail to embrace tlie oc-
cafion, to form a variety of conjeQures
on his adoption of fuch principles, and
to point a thoufand farcafins at his whole
fyftem. And this was a&ually the cafe.
Some of his religious antagonifts took
the liberty to demand, what could have
induced him, with fuch funtiments and
profeflions, to-macry : to which he biunt-
ly replied, ¢ for reafons beft known to
myfelf!”” Others went ftill farther,and in-
filted, that he muft have had fome fini-
fter views, in the recommendation of the
fingle ftate. Charity would induce us
to hope, this was not true; and that his
peculiar views of religion were the only
motives by which he was influenced.
Indeed the goodnefs of his intentions is
more than probable : it is indifputable.
We are only forry, that he gave any
occafion to his enemies to think other-
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wife. By a fimilar error, an improper
accommodation of a particular rule to
general ule, he had formed a perfuafion,
that chriflians of a particular ftandard
fhould imitate the firft church at Jerufa-
lem, and have all things in common ;
and he accounts for the religious defi
ciencies of fome of his people, by faying,
‘¢ thefe belicvers.did not take the word
of God for their rule.  They had not all
things in common. I can’t fee how be-
lievers can continue fuch, if they are not
willing at leaft to have all things in com-
And for fome time, he was fe-

"
.

mon
rioufly in doubt, whether he ought not
to put them to the teft!

With Mr Wefley’s ideas of celibacy, -
it is no wonder that, for fome years,
he oppofed the matrimonial engagements
of his preachers, and on this account
threatened fome of them with expulfion.



( 124 )

" But his own marriage, which has been
mentioned as having taken placein 1751,
introduced a different fyftem, and was
equally matter of offence to fome, and
of aftonithment to others. Of the lady’s
family we have little information. But
the connexion was unfortunate. There
never wasa more prepofterousunion. And
though it is pretty certain that no loves
lighted their torches on this occafion,
it is as much to be prefumed, that nei-
ther did Plutus prefide at the folemnity.
Mrs Wefley’s propcrfy was too inconfi-
derable, to warrant the fuppofition of
one of his biographers, that it was a
match of intereft. Had fhe been ever
fo rich, it was nothing to him; for eve-
ry fhilling of her fortune remained at
her own difpofal : and neither the years,
nor the temper of the parties, could give
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any reafon to {uppofe them violently ena-
moured. .

That this lady accepted his propofals,
feems much lefs furprifing, than that he
thould have made them. It is probable,
his fituation at the head of a fe&, and the
authority it cenferred, was not without
it’s charms in the eye of an ambitious
female ; it being pretty generally admit-
ted, that the principle of the motto,
¢ aut Czfar, aut nullus,” is by no means
confined to the lords of the creation.

-But we much wonder, that Mr Wefley
thould have appeared, in this inftance at
leaft, fo little acquainted with himfelf
and with human nature. He certainly
did not poffefs the conjugal virtues. He
had no tafte for the tranquillity of do-
melftic retirement : while his fituation,
as an itinerant, kept him conftantly in
motion, and left him little leifure for
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rthofe attentions, which are abfolutely ne-
ceflary to the comfort of married life.

His excurfions through évery part of
‘the nation, and his epiftolary correfpond-
-ences with women of all ages and claffes,
‘could have no happy effe€t on a perfon
-of Mrs Wefley’s complexion. Nor was
. ‘fhe by any means reconciled to the idea,
‘that fhe poflefled not theinfluence among
the focieties, which fhe had promifed
herlelf ; having always fettled it as a
‘principle, thar, as the wife of Mr Wef-
ley, the had an undoubted title to a full
moiety of his authority.

His vexations in the married ftate
‘were infinite.  On one occafion fhe fei-
zed his letters and other papers, and put
.them into the hands of fuch at fhe kncw
to be his enemies, that they might be
printed, as prefumptive proofs of illicit
«connexions : and frequently, when the
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Wpirit of ,jc:ﬂoufy came upon her, fhe
would order a chaife, and drive a hun-
dred miles, to obferve from the window,
who was in the carriage with him on his
entrance into a town.

- When Mr Wefley married, he cer.
tainly ventured on the moft unhappy
connexion, in which he ever was enga-
ged. It is obvious to refle&, though no
great encomium en his knowledge of the
fex, that had he learched the kingdom
through, he could not have pitched upon
. a perfon lefs proper for a gentleman in
his fituation. The paflions of this lady
fometimes hurried her into outrage and
indecency. More than once fhe laid vi-
olent hands upon his perfon, and tore
thofe venerable locks which had fuffi-
ciently fuffered from the ravages of time.
She left him for the firft time in 1771:

and they finally parted about the year
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1775. So that when he was told fhe
had left his houfe, determined never to
return, we cannot much wonder at the
Jang froid with which he refleits uponit ;
¢ non eam reliqui; non dimifi; non re-
vocabo.”” At her death, which happen-
-ed at Chelfea, in O&tober 1781, fhe be-
-queathed her fortune, amounting, it is
faid, to about five thoufand pounds, to
a Mr Vizelle. To Mr Wefley fhe left
nothing but a ring.

His domeftic uneafinefles had little in-
fluence on his public life. The only con-
fiderable interval of labour, was during
a confumptive diforder, which attacked
him not long after his marriage. Du-
ring this illnefs, which lafted about four
months, he retired firlt to Lewitham, and
then to the Hotwells at Briftol; when,
not being able to preach, he employed
himfelf in writing notes on the New
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Teftament. It was at this time, as he
informs us, that,  to prevent vile pane-
.gyric,” he wrote the following epitaph,
dated November 26. 1753

" Here lieth
the body of Joun Wxstey,
-a brand plucked out of the burning :

~who died of a confumption in the fifty-firit year
of his age,

not leaving, after his debts are paid, ten pounds

behind him :
~ Praying,
- God be merciful to me an unprofitable fervant !

-¢‘He ordered, that this, if any infcripticn,
fhould be placed on his tomb-ftone.”

In the March following he began to
preach again. In Augult he had a re-
lapfe, and was again ordered by Dr Fo-
thergill to return to the Hot.wells, where

~his regimen was very near being cut

Vor. II. -1
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fhort, by the weight of a jack, that felf
upon his head. Soon recovering, he
went on as ufual, and extended his la-
bours from the three kingdoms to all their
‘dependencies. The Ifles of Wight and
Scilly, Jerfey, Guernfey, the Ifle of Man,
and moft parts of Wales were vifited in
their turn, till circuits were eftablithed
in each, and fupplied with the moft punc-
tual regularity.

Whoever is acquainted with the fub-
je&, muft have perceived, in the pro-
grefs of methodifm, the operation of a
principle which, in every ftage, has-de-
bafed and degraded it ; and that is, a fre-
quent tendency to enthufiafm and extra.
vagance. The inftances upon record
are too numerous to be particularly no-
ticed. It will be fufficient to diftinguifh
the moft remarkable. Among thefe is
the cafe of George Bell, formerly a fer-



¢ 130 )
jeant in the guards, who took it into his
head to pretend an exprefs revelation,
that the laft of February 1763, would be
the period of the confummation of all
things ; and by this ridiculous chimera,
turned the heads of half the metropolis.
Not content with this, he had the impi-
ous pfcl'umption, to pretend to work mi-
racles. Mr Wefley, who gave too much
encouragement to this infolent enthufi-
aft, fays, that by his prayers, a young
woman was inftantaneoufly cured of an
inveterate complaint in her breaft ; and,
in his ufual mode of decifion, obferves,
< 1, She was ill; 2. fhe is well; 3. the
was fo in a moment. Now, which of
thefe can with any modelty be denied £
As the evidence is not before the public,
it is impoffible to remark upon it: but,
on the other hand, as we conceive mi-
racles to have ceafed foon after the apo-
I2
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ftolic age, we beg leave to fay, the repott
of an individual, or even of half a dozen
brain-fick enthufiafts, is not fufficient to
eftablith a principle, exploded by the.ma-

jority, and the wifeft of mankind.
Another fubje¢t of hismiraculous oper-
ations, was a blind fidler. Having anoint<
ed his eyes with clay or fpittle, (we for-
get which) he pronounced the authoris
tative EpHpHATHA, -and commanded
them to be opened. -But in this inftance:
at leaft, the fervant was not" ¢“-as his ma-
fter.” And from fuch a cale, one would
fuppofe, every one not. abfolutely luna-
“tic, muft perceive, that this obfervation*
- of our Saviour was not intended for uni-
verfal application. The word of our
military apoltle was not with power.
The man continued, as he had long been,

® Every one that is perfe&, fhallbe a¢ his mafter.
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as blind as a ftone: while the operator,
whofe fpiritual pride was fortunately fe-
conded by a little convenient fubtilty,
not at all difcouraged by fo ftubborn a
fa&, nor a jot more dubious of his mif-
fion, as a worker of miracles, vindicated
himfelf at the expence of his patient,
and declared, he had not faith to be
healed! How it came to pafs, that a
worker of miracles could neither confer
nor increafe faith, under fuch circum-
ftances, does not clearly appear: but it
was unfortunate for the patient, that the
powers of his operator were limited to
one fpecies of miracle ; that the gift of
faith and of vifion happened to be two
diftin& operations ; and that from this
unfortunate defect, the poor fellow was
under the neceflity of remaining as he
was, and of continuing his occupation of
fiddling in Moorfields for his {ubfiftence.

I3
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It is a little extraordinary too, that the
cafe of this man fhould be fo much more
obftinate, than that of Mary Special,
the young woman he is faid to have cu-
red, and that a power fo remarkably con-
ferred, fhould have been fa fuddenly
withdrawn! Since that time, he is faid
to have received another revelation ; that
he fhould be incapable of pain; and that
he fhould never die. Whether he is yet
alive, we know not. If he be, it is ho-
ped his neighbours will keep a tharp look
out, that they may be edified with the
profpect of his tranflation. Perhaps fome
of them may be fo fortunate as to catch
the mantle of this Elijah!

The laft effay at the trade of prophecy
is of a later date. In 1789, it was re-
vealed by an angel, to a young girlin
a northern county, that, on a certain day
ia that year, the wicked fhou'd be fwept

™~
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with the befom of deftru&ion, from the
~ face of the earth. This was excellent
news for the vifionaries, who believed
the report.  The girl was confulted as
an expounder of the fates. Not the ora-
cular tripods of former times, nor even
the holy fepulchre at Mecca, were ever
vifited with more reverent devotion.
Whole troops of pilgrims reforted to this
female oracle. Stammerers, who fan-
cied themfelves called to be preachers,
were informed by the condefcending an-
gel, whether they fhould be appointed
the teachers and inftrutors of man-
kind ; and mulitudes, who were too Ja-
zy to work, and too diffipated to ftay at
Lome, travelled cn various pretences,
to be inftru@ed in futurity, and to learn
whole lands they fhould occupy in the
approaching defolation. How they ad-
Jjufted the partition, we are not well in-
14 ‘
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formed. We only know, it was not
without fome bickerings; and that a
little cobler, not far from Sunderldnd, .
put in his claim to the eftate of a rich
general in the neighbourhopd.  The af-
fair ended as might naturally be expeét-
ed. It was a bufinefs more carnal than -
fpiritual, and inolved a commerce cer-
tainly not angelic: fo that in due time
the public credulity fubfiding, and other-
circumftances rendering it neceffary, the.
girl and her paramour wifely decamped,.
and embarked together for the conti-
nent.

It muft be granted, that the extrava-
gancies of individuals are not always
to be imputed to a colledtive body.
There is only one initance in which they
ought to be fo imputed ; and that is,
when there are fome general principles,
peculiar to that body, which naturally
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produce them. It is true alfo, that ne:-

ther the authors nor the abettors of this

laft impofture were methodifts, but ra-

ther a detachment from the main body,
who, under the. diretion of two ignor-

ant men, and on pretence . of fuperior .
fanétity, had withdrawn from the con-

nexion. But fuch proceedings are al-
‘ways worthy of the fevereft animadver-

fion; and they are particularly noticed

in thefe pages, not only by way of cau-

tion to others, who may be inclined to

fimilar extravagandies; but chiefly be-

caufe Mr Wefley did not fufficiently

guard againft them. And it is very re-

markable, that for the laft thirty years,

almoft every thing of this kind, whether

among the methodifts, or thofe who have

feceded from them, has originated with

the moft vehement fticklers for his

{cheme of perfettion.
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‘The truth is, that, from an excefs of
charity, he was extremely fubje& to im-
pofition, and too readily gave credit to
any report from thofe, of whofc fandtity
he had conceived a favourable impref-
fion. Hence his notion of the witnefles
of perfe&ion. They faid they were per-
fe€, and he believed them. He was a
warm oppofer of the idea, that miracles
have ceafed ; and took it for granted,
which was furely as wild a dream as ever
entered the mind of a fenfible man, that.
had we as much faith as the primitive
chriftians, we thou!d fill be endued with
fimilar powers. Hence he was abelieverin
modern miracles; and chaliengesany man,
who has read Montgeran’s demonftra-.
tion of the miracles at the tomb of Abbe
Paris, ¢ to doubt of them, if he can.”
How it may be among the Janfenifts in
France, is another queftion ; but in this-

\\
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mation, there are few fenfible men, wheo
do not doubt them; and moft people
- will be of opinion, that their invalidity is
fufficiently demonftrated by Dr Camp-
bell, in his anfwer to Mr Hume.

In this connexion, it will not be im-
pertinent to preflent the reader with the.
following relation. It is taken from

the feventh volume of Mr Wefley’s fer-
" mons, and is produced by him as an au-
thentic fa&, in illultration of St. Paul’s
allufion, in the 13th chap. of 1. Cor. to
the gift of prophecy. He relates it in
thefe words :

¢ A little before the conclufion of the
late war in Flanders, one who came from
thence gave us 2 very ftrange relation.
I knew not what judgment to form of
this; but waited till John Haim fhould
come over, af whofe veracity I could no
more doubt, than of his underftanding,
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‘The account he gave was this. . ¢ Jonax.
than Pyrah was a member of our fociety -
in Flanders. I knew him fome years, .
and knew him to-be a man of an un--
blameable chara&er.  One day he was

fummoned to appear before the board
of general officers.  One of them faid, .
what is this that we hear of you? We
hear you are turned prophet, and that
you foretel the downfal of the bloody
houfe of Bourbon, and the haughty houfe
of Auftria. We fhould be glad if you
were a real prophet, and if your prophe-
cies came true. But what fign do you
give, to convince us you are {o, and that
your preditions will come to pafs? He
readily anfwered, gentlemen, I give you
a fign. To-morrow, at twelve o’clock,
you fhall have fuch a ftorm of thunder
and lightning, as you never had before,
fince you came into Flanders. Igive
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"you a fecond fign: as little -as any of
“you expett any fuch thing, as little ap.
“pearance of it as there'is mow, you fhall -
have a general engagement with the
‘French within three days. I give youa
- third fign : T'{hall be ordered to advance
in the firft line. "If I am a falfe prophet,
I thall be thot dead at the firft difcharge.
‘But if I am a true prophet, I fhall only
receive 2 mufket ball in the calf of my
left leg.” At twelve the next day, there
*was fuch thunder and lightning as they
never had in 'Flanders. - On the third
- day, contrary to all expetation, was the
general battle of Fontenoy. He was or-
dered to advance in the firft line. And
at the very firft difcharge, he did receive

a mufket ball in the calf of his left leg.
< And yet all this profited him no«
thing, either for temporal or eternal hap-
-pinefs. When the war was over, he re-
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turned to England ; but the ftory was
got before him: in confequence of which
he was fent for by the Countefs of St—s*,
and feveral other perfons of quality, who
were defirous of hearing fo furprifing an
account from his own mouth. He could
not bear fo much honour. It quite
turned his brain. In a little time he
went ftark mad: and fo he continues to
this day, living ftill, as I apprehend, on
Webley Moor Side, within a few miles of
Leeds.” '

Sa much for this military prophét. Mr
Wefley remarks in a note, that he is fince
dead: but we are not able to afcertain
whether there be any account of him and
his predi&tions in the’ papers, or other
periodical publications of that time. If
any gentleman is in poffeflion of inform-
ation on this fubjed, the intelligence is
worth communicating to the public.

* We fuppofz Stairs.



CHAP. IV.

Mcerroorsm 1N Norte America.—Exscurion
ov THE DEED oF DECLARATION 1IN 1784.

OR a confiderable time, Mr White-
A field was the only methodift who
directed his attention to the new world, -
where he was, if poffible, even more po-
pular than in Europe. There he finifhed
his life and his labours ; and his remains,
which were depofited in a fmall town in
New Engtand, called Newbury Port, re-
maining, through the temperature of the
vault in which they were interred, in a
ftate of remarkable prefervation, are fre-
quently, from curiofity or veneration,
vifited by travellers on the continent.
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‘After fome years, feveral methodifts

- having emigrated from this cbumry, and
“formed focieties fn New York and Phi-

ladelphia, wrote to Conference for a fup-
- ply of preachers. ' In confequence of this
- application, Mr Boardman and Mr Pill-
.- moor, the ableft and moft refpetable
i that were ever fent to America, offered
* their fervices, and were chearfully ac-
- cepted,  They took with them fifty
* pounds as ‘a prefent from Conference,
- and landed on the continent, in the lat-
" ter end of 1769. 'The latter retired from
 the connexion in difguft, and going a
‘{econd time abroad, was ordained by an

American bithop, and is now paftor of
- one of the churches in Philadelphia.
Being prefently followed by others,
" their fuccefs was confiderable; fo that
- on the commencement of the late war,

- they had raifed more than twenty preach-
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ers, and formed focieties in Maryland,
Virginia, New York, and Penfylvania,
including about three thoufand perfons.
‘During the war, they ftill proceeded in
the profecution of their plan, and in fpite
of the interruptions.of fuch a fcene of
<onfufion and blood, were continually
-on the ‘increafe. They might however
thave been much more fuccefsful, had
they obferved a proper referve on the
{core of politics. Thofe, who had any
difcretion, did fo; but fome were im-

prudent enough, forgetting their imme-
diate employment, to take part in a con-
troverfy, with which they had little con-
«cern ; and, by this means, renderedthem-
{elves obnoxious to the civil powers.
‘One preacher, who now refides not a
-hundred miles from London, was obli-
ged, from fome imprudencies he had
«committed, in the over-officionfnefs of

Yor. i, K
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his teal, to' make a precipitate Tesres ;-
and we hope he is as thaskful to pre-
vidence as be ought to be, for fo happy
an cicape. The anniverfary of that da¢
~ ayg advife him to keep acred.

Amother of ‘his brethren was equally
fortunate, Having been feized by fome
~ American fcouts, and brought before
their commanding officer, # So Sir, faid
the general, after obferviag the pofture
of our affairs, and giving all the intelli-
gence you could procure, to the Britiflr
army, you come to me for a paffport!
But you fhall have ’it', Sir; and when
you arrive in England, do us juftice, and
fay, we have dealt generoufly with you.”
/Wc mention thefe ‘anccdotes, which we
know to be authentic, to fhew how ab-
furd it was for miflionaries, efpecially at
fuch a time, and in fo aftive a manner,
2o interfere with politics ; and to remind
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« themwhat a figure they had «cut, had
their zeal been recompenced, as ufual,
- by the {ummary procefs of the tar-brufh

or the halter !
1In the hiftory of American methodifm,
dunag this peripd, 4 circumftance hap.
Pened, peculiarly impertant ¢o the focic-
ties, and too remarkable to be omitted.
When Mr Wefley changed his politics,
and publithed his < Calm Addrefs to the
American Colonices,” many copies were
thipped for New York. A gentleman
of that country, alarmed for the fafety of
a people, with whom he was conne&ed,
and trembling for the probable confe-
quences, thould a pamphlet of futh a
“tendericy pafs into general circalation,
laid violent hands upon it, and deftroyed -
or feturned the whole impreffion : fo
that, till a confiderable time after this
tranfadiion, fcarcely any one had hieard

Kz



( 148 )
that fuchr a piece had been publithed.
"This incident was the falvation of metho-
difm in America.

Mr Wefley, who was frequently preff-
ed to return once more to the continent,
never vifited that country after the com-
méncement of itinerancy 3 which is the
more furprifing, as he had not the leaft
fear of the fea, and as there was a power-
ful incentive to his crofling the water,
in the apprehenfion he had formed con-
cerning one or two of the foreign preach-
ers, whom he fufpefted of fome defigns
of independency. His laft foreign voy-
age was to Holland. On Thurfday,

"June r2. 1783, he embarked at Har-
wich, arrived the next day at Helvoet-
fluys, and went on to Rotterdam, the
Hague, Haerlem, Leyden, Utrecht, and
Amfterdam. Nothing material happen-
‘ed during this journey. He preached
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' feveral times in Roticrdam,’ Amfterdam,
‘and Utrecht, and was particularly pleafed
with the drefs of the Dutch ladies, which
he fays, was ¢ fimplex ‘munditiis, plain
and neat in the higheft degree;” and with
the peculiar care they take of their [treets
and houfes. He controverts the com-
mon opinion, that the Hollanders are of
a “cold, phlegmatic, unfriendly tem-
per,” and fays, that he had not met with
a “ morc warmly affe®ionate people
in all Europe;. not even in Ireland !”
And in his ufual fondnefs for fimplicity
of attire, he takes care, more than once,
to mention the drefs of thefe ladies. 1
obferve, fays he, of all the pious peeple
in Holland, that, without any rule, bat
the word of Ged, they drefs as plain as
Mifs March did formerly, and Mifs John-
fon does now! And copfidering the valt

Lifadvantage they are undcr, havmg no'
K3 '
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eonncxion with each other, and being
vnder no fuch difeiplime at all as we are,
1 wonder at the grace of God that is in
shem.”

What inference Mr Wefley would de-
duce from this confideration we know
not ; but the natural conelufion feems to
be, that the moft fervent picty does not
neceffarily depend upon the methediftic
difcipline, and that a confiderakle part
at lealt of that difcipiine, may without
danger be difpenfed with. I thefe ladies
drefled with fuch propriety, though with-
out any ather rule than the werd of God,
thien we conclude, that no other rule is.
neceffary.  We fufpedl toe, that the im-
pofition. of mf other is improper, and am
‘invafion.of the rights of men; and that
n all thofe inferior circumftances, which
we properly rank among things indiffs -
rent and noneffentizl, comnmen fenke 1o

~
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fafiicient dire@ory, and every one may
fabely be left to hi¢ own judgment.

B the beginning. of July Mr Wefley
returned to'London ; but does not take
his Ieave of Holland twithout a fling at
the moravians. $1e had goneoverto Zieft,
the fettfement of the German brethren :
of which he fays, ¢ it is a fmall village,
finely fituated, with woods on every fide,
and much refembles one of the large col-
leges in Oxford, Here I met with my
old friend, Bithop Antone, whom I had
not feen for near fifty years. He did
not afk me to eat or drink; for ¢it iy
not their cuftom P> ~ And there is an
inn! Bat they were all very courteous.
And we were ‘welcome to buy any thing
that we pleafed at their fhops! I cannot
fee how it is poffible for this community,
to avoid growing immenfely rich.”

X4
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- Whether he had any particular defign-
in his vifit to Hglland, we are not inform-
ed. If he meant to eftablith a miffion
from this country, it was an improbable
attempt, nor has any part of it been ta-.
ken into the methodift plan. Perhaps it

Wwas a mere vifit of civility to fome reli-
gious friends.

As Mr '\Vcﬂcy advanced in ycérs, he
grew anxious for the perpetuity of that
fyftem of dod@trine and difcipline, and the
whole of that ceconomy which he had fo
long laboured to eftablifh : and many of
his friends uniting in the fame views, fe-
veral confultations took place, and vari-
ous plans were propofed for this purpofe.
Duritlg his life, it was natural to con-
clude, from the long term of years in
which he had prefided at their head,
from their wonderful increafe during his
adminiftration, and from the fingular ve.

™
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- meration in which he was held, that his
authority would remain inviolate, and
confequently, that ke would be confider-
ed as a centre of union by all the preach-
ers, whether local or itnerant. They
looked up to him with ‘admiration for
his learning and abilities ; they efteemed
him for his unexampled labonrs ; and
they loved him 32s another parent. But
it was eafy to perceive, that thefe confi-
derations, which cemented the union
betwixt the preachers and him, could be
applicable to himfelf alone. They had
been accuftomed to yield to him an obe-
dience, which they would fcarcely allow

to be due to any other : nor indeed was
there any probability that his place would
be filled by a fucceflor, fo calculated for
the head of a fe&, and fo wonderfully fit-
ted for preferving an afcendancy over
the minds of men. For this fpecies of
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goverment he eettainly hiae net deft 2
“equal. '

Confiderations of this fort indueed
him to think of a plan for their future
wion. He warned the preachers im print,
that they miglt exped, that thofe whe
aimed ¢ at eafe, honour, or pi‘oﬁ‘t, or
had any thing it view, but the glory of
God,” would not remam in the ¢connex:
fon: and he predidted, ehat fome wounld
“ procure preferment i the chureh,
and others turn independents, and get
feparate congregations.” He adviled,
that, on notice of his deceafe, all the
preachers, int Britain and Ireland, fliculd
- repair to London within fix weeks; that,
after a day of folemn fafting and prayer,
they fhould draw up arficles of agree-
ment, to be figned by thofe who chole
to alt in concert; and chufe, from the
body of travelling preachers, @ commit-
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see of three, five, or feven; onte of them

ta be mederator, in erder 1o propefs per-

{ons to be tried and ddmitted as peeache

¢rs, or 10 be excluded the comexion;
to fix the circui of each praacher for the
enfuing year, to appeint the time of the

next conference, and to faperintend the

general ceconomy of the focieties.

It was not eafy, and perhaps it was
not mreceffaty, in this cafe, to fix upon a
plan which thould keep fo large a body,
and with fach a nuomber of different
movements, exaltly in theit ufual courfe.
Seme dewiations from the original fyftem
might be mot ar injury, but an improve-
ment. Fhis however was approved by
the preachers i conference. It was or-
dered to be printed; and it way more
likely to anfwer Mr Wefley"s purpofe,
than any other we have feen. It inti-
mated, what was certainly true, the firidh
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equality of the preachers; it paid a prog-
per attention to what they had learnt to-
confider as their inalienable privilege,
‘the right to vote in conference, of
which each was equally a member; and
it provided for the conduét of the under-
“taking in general, by the confent and par-
ticipation of every individual, who was

admitted as an itinerant.
In order, if poflible, to lay a founda-
tion for thxs future union, Mr Wefley
called upon the preachers, aflembled in
conference, to fign an agreement, during
his life, ftating that they would ¢ devote
themfelves entirely to God ; daily deny-
ing themfelves, and taking uptheir crofs ;
“ghat they would preach the old methodift
dotrines, contained in the minutes of
conferences, and no other; and that they
would enforce the whole methodift dif-
<cipline, laid down in the faid minutes.’”

™,
. [
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This agreement was figned by many of
the preachers; bat whether they figned
it or not, it was of no fort of confequence:
Should any fubfequent  event throw a
different light on the fubjeét, and create’
different views in the majority, fuch a
fignature would never be - confidered as
of fufficient force to prevent any alter-
ations which prudence or caprice might
ditate: and it was indeed-an ufelefs and:
unneceflary reftraint. The views of man-
kind vary at different periods. Devia-
tions from origmal plans and precoricei-
ved opinions are often the neceffary con~
fequence of revolving years, and the mu-
tability of human affairs: and the truth
may fafely be trufted to vindicate and
fupport itfelf. " If the dotrine and dif-
cipline in queftion thould be found, on’
repeated trial, and ‘by the experience of
Many years, to be the beft and moft ferip-
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taral, there was no fear of it's continu-
ance, cnlightened as the world now is,
withogt the afliftance of fablcriptions
and agreements : and if the contrary, the
fooner both fhould undergo a reforma-
t4on, the better.. But it is 2 fond, and
we believe, a very nateral conceit, that
eur ovn fyftem muft be fuperior to eve-
ty other. {n this inflance, moft of us
are popes, and in our little way, contend,

by implication at leaft, for the old doc«
trine of infallibility. Mr Wcﬂgy, fcnﬁble
and judicious as he was in many refpedls,
was not fuperior to this commen foible.
He had no idea of any thing fo perfe
.and complete in all it’s parts, as the doc-
trine and dilcipline he had intreduced :
and he naturally concluded, that the pre-
fervation of methodi{m, in it's original
purity, was the prefervation of the chri-
ftian doGrine, in theory and in practice.
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As the preachers were perfedtly fasifs
ficd with the fketch drawam wop for their
conde&, after Mr Wefley’s deceafe, they
remained quite at eafe ; and had ne fir
fpicion of any change of meafurce. Bus
they were foon roufed from this lethargy,
By the machinations of ignorance and
embition, fome years after the publis
cation of this plan, a fcheme was in
contemplation, and prefepdy put ia
~ pradice, by the famous deed of declara
tion, which was executed about the year
1784. This deed, in the mind of the
proje&or, had two objets ; one oftenfi-
ble, the other concealed : and as it ufu-
ally happens in fuch cafes, that which
was concealed, was, in his eftimation, of
at leaft equal importance with the other.
The oftenfible objet, was the fecurity of
the meeting houfes. That which was
‘concealed, was the exclufion of/ fomte
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preachers of the beft chara&er, but, on
political accounts, obnoxious to fome
of Mr Wefley’s friends. As the houfes
were refpeltively fettled on a certain
number of truftees, for the ufe of preach.
ers appointed by Mr Wefley in confer-
ence, during his natural life, or by the
conference after his deceale, it was judg-
ed neceffary, and accordingly propofed
by Dr Coke, in Mr Wefley’s name, and
acceded to by the preachers affembled at
Briftol in 1783, that a deed, declarative
of the meaning -of the word conference,
a term unknown in law, fhould be exe-
<uted, and ‘enrolled in the high court of
chancery. As every itinerant had al-
ways confidered himfelf, on his admiffiou
to travel, as a member of conference,
and as the intended fele&ion of one hun-
dred was induftrioufly concealed, not a
mman, except a few, who were in the fe-
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«ret, had the leaft idea of what was go-
‘ing forward. Confidering themfelves as
-a fort of irregulars, among whom all
-were equal, or atleaft, where there could
‘be no fuperiority, but that of charalter
-and abilities, the ninety-one, who were
‘to be -excluded, till the very moment
‘the combuftibles were prepared, the
-match lighted, and-the explofion ready
‘to take place, -that was to offer.them up
.as facrifices to the ambition of a few, re-
mained without the leaft fufpicion.—
When.they faw the deed, it was with
-aftonilhment and indignation. 'The in-
jultice of the thing itfelf, and-the fingu-
lar manaeuvres by which- the fanétion of
‘this forlorn hope had been -obtained to
‘their own exclufion, itared them full in
the face. They found, that in confent-
ing to this deed, they had corifented,

‘that all the affairs of the connexion
‘Vor. L. 1.
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thould be lodged in the hundred nren-
tioned in the declaration; that they
fhould be.the lords and rulers of the reft;
and if they thought proper, fhould haye’
it in their power to turn any other
preacher out of conference by the fhoul-
ders, and tell him he had no bufinefs
there. The exclufion itfelf was both an
iniquitous and a mortifying meafure. But
the partiality of it rendered it fill more
~ oppreflive, Some of the oldeft and ableft
preachers in the connexion were exclu-
ded. Many of the feleted members
were not only deficient in abilities, but
fome of .them, at the time of their in-
fertion in the deed, were only upon
trial, and not yet admitted as itine-
rants : while the chief qualifications of
feveral others were ignorance, fanaticifm,
and dudtility. Under fuch circumftan-
© cesy it is no wonder if the perfons ex-
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duded thought themfelves aggrieved.
"They were really fo, and they made no
fcruple to declare their fentiments. They
fefit circular etters, inviting all the
preachers to canvas the bufinefs at the
enfuing conference. A large number
affembled ; when fuch an inftance of
human weaknefs was difplayed, as, we
hope, is not often to be found. Though
a great number of the preachers were as
averfe to the deed, as thofe who had fo
decidedly oppofed it, and had repeatecly
‘execrated the meafure, both by letter
and in converfation, they had not the
courage to avow their fentiments in con-
terence.  When Mr Wefley made a
fpeech, in which, with a feverity thut
may be better conceived than exprefied,
he inveighed againft the five preachers
who oppofed the meafure, and invited
&} who were of his mind to fand up;
Lz
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they all rofe to 2 man. The five were
found guilty of high crimes and mifde-
meanors, -in having prefumed to con-
demn a plan he had adoptgd, and it was
unanimoufly determined, theugh at leaft
forty or fifty of the conference were of
the fame judgment with thofe they con-
demned, that they fhould either make
conceﬁidns, or be difmiffed. An inftance
of duplicity, as indecent and dithonour.
able, as we hope, for the honour of hu-
man nature, it is uncommon!

At this conference was the late vene-
1able Mr Fletcher. Urged by his en-
treaties, and anxious for the reftoration
of peace, the preachers in the oppofition
‘apologized to Mr Wefley, for printing
the circular letter, ‘without héving firft
appealed to conference. The only <ir-
cumftance in which thefe preachers have
reafon to condemn themfelves is, that
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their zeal for the re-eftablitiment of con-
cord and unanimity carried them too far,
and induced them to-acknowledge, that
in this mode of proceeding they had fi-
ned (for that was the word Mr Wefley
infifted upon) and to make conceffions
much greater than he or any man had a
right to demand, or they, with any pro-
priety could comply with. In confe-
quence of this apology, he affured them,
in a verbal meflage, communicated by a
prcachcr, now living, that he would take
meafures to put them on a footing with
the reft. Satisfied with this information,
they took a circpit as ufual, till, finding
that his prormfc would not be obferved,
and 'fhat it was in vain to exped redrefs,.
they left the connexion. 'The remon-
frants havmg many friends, this tranf-
aftion produced great heats and animo-
{fities. As it is little underfltood, even
L3
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among the methodifts, and as in all the
remarks upon it in the Arminian Maga-
zine, and by other channels of informa-
tion, it has been inaccurately ftated, or
greatly mifreprefented ; and above all, as
it formed a new @ra,and a very remark-
able revolution in the policy of metho-
difm, we have thought proper thus cir-
cumftantially to ftate it, for the inform-
ation of our readers; afluring them, thast"
this account is as accurate and impartial
2s truth and candour can make it.

It has often been afked, by thofe whe
were ignorant of the circumftances of
this affair, as well as by thofe who were
the friends and promoters of it, what
was the pretence for all this eppofition,
and in what refpes thefe preachers
were injured by the deed of declaration.
To the latter an anfwer is unncccﬁ'ary ;
for were they not well aware of it’s par-
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tiality, of the precedence it confers on .
them, and the injury it does the exclud-
ed members, they. had never been fo for-
'ward to defend it. They patronize it,
becaufe they feel the fuperiority it gives
them ; and confequently, becaufe they
know it to be unjuft.

But to the former, and to all who
with for information on this fubjeét, we
anfwer, the injury in this cafe is obvious.
The deed deprives the excluded preach-
ers of their indifputable right to a
vote in canference; a right which, by
carlieft ufage, and in the very nature
~ of the thing, was theirs from the mo-
ment they were admitted as itinerants;
and from which they could not juftly be
depofed, but by fome mental or moral
incapacity. It places them in an inferi-
ority to others, to whom they are in all
refpe@s equal ; and converting their

L4
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equals into mafters,. it obliges thofe
who are not included in the deed, either
to leave the connexion, or to fubmit to
their authority, and to go where they
fhall appoint. We may naturally fup-
pofe, that nothing can be more mortify-
ing.to a man of fenfe, than to lie at the
mercy, and be under the direttion of a.
man, or a number of men, of whofe in-
tegrity he has no opinion, or whom he
knows to be ignorant and incompetent.
Tt is eafy to fay ; and it has often been
faid, by people who were of one or both:
thefe defcriptions (for a man of fenfe and
candour would be infinitely fuperior to
fuch fentiments) ¢ let them feek fome
other employment.” But where is the
~ juftice of obliging a man, who has
fpent his prime in fuch a fervice, to
feek, in his old age, another mode of
~fupport, and when the lamp of life be.
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gins to be exftinguithed,.to enter upona:
new [cene of a&tion, which would require
all the induftry and exertions of youth?.
‘There is a cruelty in this mode of think-
ing and alting, for which language has
no name fufficiently expreffive of it’s.
unfeelingnefs and malignancy: and fin-
cercly do we defpife the man who is ca-
pable of it.  We are forry to fay, thatin
the progrefs of methodifin, we have feen.
much of this fpirit; and as we abhor eve-
ry {pecies of oppreflion, we are happy in
an opportunity of holding it up as it de-
ferves, to the public execration.

Having thus animadveried upon what
we deem a moft impolitic tranfattion,
it is proper to obferve, that this was a
violation of the original compa&, to
which Mr Wefley’s fuperior underftand-
ing was juftly abhorrent, and into which
he was forced by the mere dint of fos
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philtry and importunity. Though the
executive department was in him, the
plan had a lefs reputable origin, and was
always, and we believe, juftly afctibed to
another fource. Inthe cafe of Mr Wefley,
we can lament the infirmities of age, and
pity a ductility which we cannot approve;;
but in favour of his advifers in this bu-
finels we make no fuch diftinétion.
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CHAP W

ConseCrRATION oF Bissors AND ORDINATION
oF PriEsTs For AMERICA, BY IMPOSTTION OF
xHE Haxps or Mr WesLEy,

S Dr Coke is largely concerned
A, in the events of this chapter, it
will be neceflary briefly to inform the
public wha he is. Of his family and
connexions in early fife we have nothing
to fay. But it is proper to obferve, that
he is a clergyman, and reeeived his aca~
demical education at Jefus College, Ox-
ford, where he was admitted td the de-
gree of L.L.D. In 1776 he relinquith-
ed a curacy in the weft of England, and
joined Mr Wefley, who, fince that time,
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has employed him as a kind of vicar ge-.
neral, empowering him to vifit the focie-
ties in different parts of the kingdom,
and once or twice to hold conferences in
Ircland, when it was inconvenient for him-
{elf to crofs the water. From his known
charalter, and a certain coniequence
he derived from his ecclefiaftic and aca-
demical diftin&ions, he has often been.
fufpetted of cafting a longing eye to the
fupremacy, after Mr Wefley’s deceafe;
and fome have thought he would attain
it. But we doubt not to predi&t the con-
rary. The chair will certainly be filled
by no individual. And in cafe of fuch
2 fucceffion, the diltin&ion between the
former and the prefent pofleffor would
be too ftrongly marked, and might pro-
duce, from the united influence of reafon
and propriety in fome, and of envy and
jealoufy in others, an oppofition, which
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.every man, who has the leaft regard for
‘his own peace, would be careful to a-
void.
At the conclufion of the war in Ame-
‘rica, and feveral years after the eftablifh-
ment ot methodifin on the continent,
‘this gentleman, by the dire&ion of Mr
Wefley, and under circumftances too re-
markable to pafs without notice, paid
them a vifit. '
There was a time when, bythofe whe

‘were beft acquainted with the fubjeét,
it was fuppofed, for obvious reafons, that
" a final feparation had taken place of the

methodifts on this fide the Atlantic,
from thofe beyond it. 'We fhall explain
this. It is to be obferved, that from the
firft appointment of preachers by the con-
‘ference in England, to the foreign mil-
fion, the American methodifts were al- "
ways confidered as brethren, and their-
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nwambers and the names of their focieties
regularly inferted in the minutes. Du.
ring the war this ufage was difcontinued.
The rebels, as they were called, were
expunged from the lit. The revolution
of affairs abroad, was produltive of a
correfpondent revolution at the City
Road. A lucky hit converted rebels in-
to fimple revolutionifts. The Americans
againappeared in the minutes. A variety
of confultations were held in the cabinet
concerning them; where a refolution
was agreed to, and as fuddenly executed,
that a letter fhould be prepared by Mr
Wefley, cengratulating them on their
freedom from the ¢ ftate and the hier-
archy,” and exhorting them to ¢ ftand
faft in that liberty with which God had
fo ftrangely made them free.” At the
fame time and place, he gave ordination,

more epifcopi, by impofition of hands, to
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feveral preachers, who were to embark
for America, and confecrated Dr Coke
one of the bithops of the methodift epif-
copal church in that country; making
him the bearer of his congratulatory let-
ter, and giving him fpecial inftrutions
to confecrate, as his colleague in the epif-
copacy, a lay preacher, who had refided
feveral years on the continent. The
Dottor, attended by the new made pref-
byters, crofled the water, and execated
his commiffion; confecrating Mr Aft.
bury, and ordaining feveral others, as
prefbyters of this new church, and be-
ginning or concluding the folemnity with
a very remarkable fermon, in defence
of thefe extraordinary proceedings. To
afhft their devotions, a liturgy was ex-
tratted by Mr Wefley from that of the
. church of England, from which we have
been informed, particular care was taken
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:to expunge every expreflion that had a
.pointed reference to the authority of
‘kings.

Before we enter upon an examinatior
-of this part of Mr Wedley’s condud, it
-will be proper to ftate his reafons for
fuch a deviation from his former princi-’
ples, by fubjoining a copy:of the paftor-
.al letter, which, on this occafion he tranf-
mitted to the focicties abroad. It is ad-
-drefled ¢ To Dr Coke, Mr Aftbury, and-
-our Brethren inNorth America;” and is
«conceived in remarkable terms.

¢ By a very uncommon train of pro-
-vidences, many of the provinces of
North America are totally difjoined from

the mother country, and ereted into
independent ftates. The Englith go-
vernment has no authority over them,
‘either civil or ecclefiaftical, any more
‘than over the States of Holland. A civil
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“~authority is exercifed over them, partly by
-the congrefs, parily the provincial affem-
blies. But no one exercifes, or claims any
-ecclefiaftical authority at all. In-this pecu-
-liar fituation, fome thoufands of the inha-
bitants of the ftates defite my advice; and
‘in compliance with ‘their defire, 1 have
-drawn up a little fketch.

< Lord King’s account of the primi-
“tive church convinced me many years
ago, ‘that bithops and prefbyters are the
fame order, and confequently, have the
fame right to ordain. Tor many years
T have been importuned, from time to
‘time, to exercife this right, by ordaining
part of our travelling preachers. But I
have ftill refufed, not only for peace’s
fake ; but becaunfe I was determined, as
little as polible, to violate the eftablifhed
order of the national church, to whick
‘T belonged.

Vou. 1L, M
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« But the cafe is ‘widely different be=
“tween England and Narth America.
Here there are bithaps, who have a le-
gal jurifdi®tion. In America there are
none, neither any parifh minifters. So
that for fome hundred miles together,
there is none either to baptize, or to ad-
minifter the Lord’s fupper. Here there-
fore, my fcruples are at an end: .and I
- conceive myfelf at full liberty, as:d vios
late no order, and invade no man’sright,
by appointing and fending labourers in-

to the harveft. 7
¢ I have accordingly appointed Dz
Coke and Mr Francis Aftbury, to be
joint fuperintendents-over our brethrem
in North America ; .as .alfo Richard
‘Whatcoat.and Thomas Vafey, to act as
elders among them, by baptizing and
adminiftering the Lord’s fupper. And
T have prepared a liturgy, differing little

Y
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‘from that of the church of England (i
“think the beft conftituted national church
‘in"the world) which I advife all the tra.
wvelling preachers to ufe on the Lord’s
day in all the congregations, reading the
_ litany only on Wednefdays and Fridays,
-and praying extempore on all other days.
1 alfo advife the elders to adminifter the
fupper-of the Lord on every Lord’s day.
¢ If any one will point out a more ra-
“tional and fcriptural way of feeding and
guiding thofe poor fheep in the wilder-
nefs, T will gladly embrace it. At pre-
fent I cannot fee any better method than
that I have taken.

" ¢« '} has indeed been propoled, to de-
fire the Englith bifhops to ordain part of
our preachers for America. But to this
I objeét. 1. Idefired the Bithop of Lon-
don to ordain only one ; -but could not
prevail : 2. If they confented, we know

Ma
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the flownefs of their proceedings ; but
" the matter admits of no delay. 3. 1If
they would ordain them now, they would
likewife expect to govern them. And
how grievoully would that entangle us?
4. As our American brethren are now
totally difentangled, both from the ftate
and the Englifh hierarchy, we dare not
entangle them again, either with the one
or the other. They are now at full li-
berty, fimply to follow the fcripture and
the primitive church. And we judge it
beft, that they fhould ftand faft in that
liberty, wherewith God has fo ftrangely
made them free.”

As Dr Coke’s fermon * on' the ‘confe-
cration of Mr Aftbury to the office of -2
bithop, is to the fame: purpofe, and a la-
boured defence of Mr Wefley’s condu&,
‘we extract from it-all that relates to this

"¢ Publithed at Bakimore in Virginia, in 5784
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fubje&. The firlt propofition, which in-
this fermon, the Doéor engages to 'trcat,‘
is a defence of his condu in the confe-
eration of his colleague ; which ke does
in thefe words :

¢ The church of England, of which
the fociety of methodifts in general have,
till lately profciled themfeives a part,
did for many years groan in America,
under grievances of the heavieft kind.
Subjeted to a hicrarchy, which weighs
every thing in the fcale of politics, it’s
nioft important interefts were repeatedly
facrificed to the fuppofed advantages of
England. The churches were in gene-
ral filled with the parafites and bottle.
companions of the rich and great. The
humble and moft importunate entreaties
of the opprefled flocks, yea, the repre-
fentations of a geheral affembly itfelf,.
were contemned and defpifed. Every

M 3,



( 182 )
thing facred muft bow down at the fect
of a party; the holinefs and happinefs
of mankind be facrificed to their views;
and the drunkard,. the fornicator, and
the extortioner triumphed over bleeding
Zion, becaufe they were faithful abet-
tors of the ruling powers. Blefled be
God, and praifed be his holy name, that
the memorable revolution* has ftruck
off thefe intolerable fetters, and broken
the antichriftian union, which before fub-
fited between church and ftate. And
had there been no other advantage ari-
fing from that glorious epoch, this itfelf,
1 believe, would have made ample com-
penfation for all the calamities of the war.
One happy confequence of which, was
the expulfion of moft of thofe hirelings,
who ¢ ate the fat, and cloathed them-
felves with the wool, but ftrengthened
‘not the difealed, neither healed that

"H\

t.

* In America.
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which was fick, neither bound up that
‘which was broken, neither brought again
that. which was driven away, ncither
{ought that which was loft.”

¢ The parochial churches in general
‘being hereby vacant, our people were
deprived of the facraments through the
greateft part of thefe ftates, and continue
fo ftill. What method can we take at
this critical jun&ure? God has given
us fufficient refources in ourfelves, and
after mature deliberation, we believe that
we are called to draw them forth.

¢ But what right have you to ordain "’
The fame right as moft of the reformed
<hurches in Chriftendom : our ordina-
tion, in it’s loweft view, being equal to
any of the prefbyterian, as originating
with three prefhyters of the church of
#ngland.

¢ But what right have you to exer-

M 4
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cife the epifcopal office?” To me the

moft manileft and clear. God has been-
pleafed, by Mr Wefley, to raife up, in.
America and Europe, a numerous focie-
ty, well known by the name of method-
ifts.  The whole body have invariably.
efteemed this man as their chief paftor,
under Chrit. He has conftantly ap-
pointed all their religious officers from
the higheft to the loweft, by himfelf or
his-delegate. And we are fully perfua-
ded, there is no church office which: he
judges expedient for the weifare of the

people entrufted to his charge, but, as

cffential to his ftation, he has power to

ordain. After long deliberation, he faw

it his duty to form his fociety in Ameri-
¢a into an independent church; but he
loved the moft excellent liturgy of the
church of England; he loved it’s rites
and ceremonies, and therefore adopted
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them in moft inftances. in the prefens:
eafe.

¢ Befides, in addition to this, we-
have every qualification for an epifcopal
church, which that of Alexandria (a
church of no fmall note in the primitive
times) poffeded for two hundred years..
Our bithops or fuperintendents (as we-
rather call them) having been eleted or.
received by the fuffrage of the whole
body. of our minilters through. the con-.
tinent, affembled in general conference.

<¢ But don’t.you break the fucceflion?””
Fhe uninterrupted fucceflion of bifthops
1s 2 point that has been long given up.
by the ableft proteftant defenders. of epif-
copacy. Bithop Hoadley himlelf, in his
aelebrated controverfy with Dr Calamy,
allows it to be unneceffary. IHis words
are, ¢ To the thirteenth queftion I an-
fwer, that I think not an yninterrupted.
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sine of fucceflion of regularly ordained
bithops neceffary.” He alfo grants. the
authenticity of the anecdote given us by
St. Jerome, which inferms us, that the
church of Alexandria, mentioned above,
had no regular fucceflion, from the time
of St. Mark the Evangelift, the-firft bi-.
fhop of that church to the time of Dio-
nyfius, a fpace of two hundred years :
but the college of prefbyters, on the
death of a-bifhop, ele&ted another-in his
‘ftead. We are alfo informed, from the
Epiftle of St. Clement to the Corinthians,
written foon after the death of St. Paul,
a writer whofe works. are next in. pre-
cedence to the canon of fériptyre, and
probably written* by immediate infpira,
tion, that the church of Corinth was then
governed only by a college of prefbyters.
And from the Epiftle of Polycarp to the
church of Philippi, written in. 116, we
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alfo find that the chriftian. Philippians.
were then governed only by a college:
of prefbyters.  So that the primitive
chriftians were fo far.from efteeming the
regular fucceflion, as effential to the con-
ftitution of a chriftian church, that, in-
fome inftances, cpffcdpacy itfelf was.
wholly omitted.”

¢ But of all forms of church govern-
ment, we think a moderate epifcopacy:
the beft. The executive power bcing
lodged in the hands of one, or at leaft a-
féw, vigour and aétivity are given to the
refolves of the body, and thefe two ef:
fential requifites for any grand: under-
taking. are fweetly united—calmnefs and.
wifdom.in deliberating ; and in the exe-
cutive department, expedition and force.
- ¢t But are you not {chifmatics by your
feparation from the church?”’ A chri-
ftian church is a body of profeflors, who
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fiold the fundamentals of the chriftian
religion, in doctrine and prattice. But
we are mot ignorant, we cannet be ig-
norant, that the chief part of the clergy
and the members of the church of Eng-.
land (fo called). do cither tacitly or ex--
plicitly deny the doérine of juftification:
by faith, the knowledge of falvation by.
the remiflion of fins, and the witnels of
the Spirit of Gqd, points which we efteem-
moft fundamental, yea, effentially necef-.
fary to conftitute a child of God: We
are not, we cannot be ignorant, that they.
jultify as innocent, many of the criminal.
pleafures of the world: card playing,
daneing, theatrical amufements, &c.
pleafures utterly inconfiftent with union-
and communion with God. And though
we admire their liturgy, and are deter-
mined to retain it with a few alterations,
we cannot, we will not hold connexion




( 189 )
“with them, till the holy fpirit of God has
made them fee and feel the evil of the
practices, -and the importance of the
do@rines mentioned abave. And for
this {chifm . (if it muft have the name)
‘we are chearfully ready to anfwer at the
.bar of God.
¢ Why then did you not feparate be.
“fore?”” It has long been the defire of
the majority of the preachers and peo-
ple. But they fubmitted to the fuperior
judgment of Mr Wefley, who, till the
revolution, doubted of the propncty of
wthe ftep. :
~¢¢ But did not “your preachers con-
“ftantly exhort the people to attend the
“fervice of the church of England ?” In
“the general they did, from a full perfua.
“fion, drawn from expericnce, that we
~had no other alternative to preferve our
fociety, but an adherence to the church
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¢f ‘England, which was totally dcftitute
of real difcipline, or a formation of our-
fzlves into an independent church; and
fome of them perhaps did this, with a
degree of imprudence, which I cannot
defend.” ‘

Confidering this ftretch of authoriey
as of great moment in the hiftory of me-
thodifm, and as giving the fan&ion of
Mr Wefley’s name to a general and for-
mal diffent, at fome future period, we
have been. particular in ftating the argu-
ments by which he fupported this viola-
tion of order, and of his own confiften-
.cy-: and we have ftated them'in the bo-
dy of this work, rather than in an ap-
pendix, becaufe we thought them eflen-
tial to the narrative, and becaufe we
know how few will take -the trouble to
confult authorities not immediately con-
-ne€ed with the fadts to which they refer.
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"The letter-figned by Mr Wefley, and
‘addrefled to the methodilts in America,
-and the detence of thefe tranfa&ioﬁs, in

the fermon of -Dr Coke, we fhall take
the liberty to eenfider, with-fome excep»
-tions, as proceeding from the fame fource,
The latter is indeed more ftudiedand cla-
‘borate than the former: butin each:the
‘tendenay is-the fame: and.though the
‘preacher may have aitered two or three
-phrafes, or fubftituted -a few fentences,
‘there is no doubt, that the fubftance of
‘it was the work of Mr Wefley. For this
-opinion we have more reafons than one.
The language, infeveralpaflages, filiates
itfelf. It is to be prefumed, he would
“{carcely commit to another hand a truft fo
-important, as an apology for fuch extraor-
dinary proceedings. And .above all, the
{tile and compofition bear little refem.
<blance to that of it’s reputed .authory
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‘wfew paffages excepted, which certain
chara&eritlic trats have diftinguithed as
his own. ,

It will fcarcely be urged in thefe me-
moirs, as an objettion to Mr Wefley’s
condu&t, that he has ¢ broken the fuc-
cefion.”” As we belicve ‘not a fyllable
-of the uninterrupted fucceflion of bifhops,
from the time of the apoftles, we leave
‘the examination of this queftion to thofe
“whofe faith is more potent and extenfive.
Our objé&ions are of anotherkind, and,
-we prefume, much better founded.

"We may juft mention, though'it were
“improper ‘to lofe much time in confi-
“dering, fome prudential reafons affigned
for Mr Wefley’s condut. One of them
is, that he “had defired the Bifhop of
London to ordain only one preacher,
and could not prevail :” and ancther,
that ¢ had the Bithop ordained fuch.as
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he recommended, he would have ex-
pe&ted to govern shem.” At the Bithop’s
refufal, none can wonder, who refleis,
that this propofal was made, during the
‘war in America, when it was not per-
fedly fafe to fend miffionaries . abroad ;
and that it was probable, a regular ap-
plication would be made by the body of
-epifcopalians in that country, for the con-
{ecration of a certain number of bithops,
who might ordain the candidates, and
fave them the expence and danger of
ccroffing the water. For the reft, nothing
‘can be more plain. On the fuppofition of -
-accomplithing their fcheme of indepen-
dency, it was obvious, that the Englifh bi-
fhops could have no pretenfions to govern
‘the clergy on the continent : but, had not
the revolation happened, it was equally

‘rational to conclude, that thcy would
Vou. 1L, N
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expet the clergy they fhould ordain, to
be am=nable to their jurifdiction.

When the revolution was completed,
this connexion was inftantly diffolved,
and they now had no fort of dependence
cither on the ftate or the hierarchy of
Great Britain. But why they {hould be
congratulated on this liberty, in Mr Wef-
ley’s letter, it is not ealy to determine.
It is well known, that he was not friendly
to the claims of America, in the conteft
betwixt her and the mother country;
confequently, could be no enthufiaft in
favour of their civil liberties : and as his
difcipline was more rigid, and his au-
thority more abfolute than that of the
governors of our church, the religious
liberty they were promifed, and upon
which they are fo particularly congratu-
lated, could be little more than a name.
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Much ftrefs is laid on the do&rine of
Sir Peter King, that ¢ bifhops and pref-
byters are the fame order, and .confe-
quently have the fame right to ordain.”
“To enter into this argument were fuper-
fluous.  There is a much eafier and
thorter method of adjulting the debate;
and that is, by denying the epifcopal au-
thority of Mr Wefley, on his own ground.
If we miftake not, it 1s the dotrine of
‘Sir Peter, and of the beft authoritics on
this fubje@, that at the eleQion of a
bifhop, in the firlt ages, there was a
folemn convention of the prefbyters and
the people ; and that from among the
former, a bithop was elefted, by tie
fuffrages of the majority. The queition
therefore is, by what prefbyters was Mr
Wefley eleCed, in what furm was he
confecrated to the office, snd what
fort of a congregation was it, that affited

N2
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in the Tolermity? It is faid, and fo far
as we have been able to difcover, from
the beft authority, that he never was
cle&ed by any prefbyters, or confecrated
in any form cither of the primitive ot
modern churches, and cenfequently,
even allowing him his principles, he
muft bave exercifed, in the confecration
of Dr Coke to the epifcopacy, and the
ordination of the prefbyters for Scotland
and America, an office to which he had
no title. And, with the opinion he en-
tertained of the authority of prefbyters,
it is a little ftrange, that he did not fuf-
fer himfelf to be confecrated by two or
three clergymen, that he might be the
more regularly qualified for the ordina-
tion of his candidates.

There is another point of view, in
which it is equally clear, that Mr Wel.
tey’s ordinations were contrary to the
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" erder of all churches, the primitive &
well as the modern, as being neitker
epifcopal nor prefbyterian. He has al-
ways declared himfelf, not a prefbyteri-
an, but an epifcopalian. As he was ne-
ver cither clefted or confecrated to the
epifcopal office, it is impoflible he could
ordain as a bithop. On the other hand, -
though not a bithop, he did ordain in
that charaler; and, of courfe, if the in-
tention of the ordainer be of any confe-
quence, his ordinations could not be
prefbyterian.  So that, in whatever light
we confider it, here is a capital flaw in
the conftitution of this new church. It’s
bilhaps are not bithops, and it’s prefby-
ters are not prefbyters ; the former not
having been clected by a college of pref-
byters, fince fuch a college did not ex-
itt; and the latter having been ordained
by a felf-created bithop, who could have

N3
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no legal jurifdi&tion, according to the
ufage of any church, ancient or modern.

The condu& of Mr Wefley in the af-
fumption of the epifcopal office having
been frequently canvafled among the
methodilts, by letters, and in familiar
converfation, he publithed a vindication
of it in the Arminian Magazine, decla-
ring himfelf ¢ as true and feriptural a
bithop as any in England, or in Europe 3>’
founding his authority, partly on the
ctymology of the Greek word, which
fignifies an overfcer ; and party, as we
have feen already, on the do&trine of Sir
Peter King, that bifhops and prefbyters
are the fame order.

To obviate the objeétion, that fo un-
canonical a ftep was in itfelf an a& of
{chifm, and laid a foundation for a gene-
ral diffent, he publifhed the fame defi-
nition of the church which he gave Dr
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‘Coke, to infert in his confecration fer-
mon, and in which there was more inge-
nuity than argument. Taking hold of
an expreflion in the articles, he defines
the church, a catus credentium; a com-
pany of believers; and infifts, that from
this church he does not feparate. But
in this cafe, the fallacy is palpable. Ei-
ther the framers of our articles did not in-
tend this as a definition of a particular,
but rather of the catholic or univerfal
church in every part of the world; or
their fenle of the word believers was not
fo limited and confined as that, in which
it is conftantly ufed by Mr Wefley. If
the former was the cafe, it is plain, that
the argument founded on this definition,
is nothing more than a fophifm: and if
the latter, it is equally conclufive again{t
the inference he would deduce. 1In de-
fining a particular church, we are furely

N4
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not to lay down principles which it has.
in common with all the churches in the
univerfe, but fuch as are peculiar to it-
felf. <« A company of faithful people
or believers,” is, not defcriptive of a
particular church : and as it may be pre-
fumed, that there is, in every church, a
number of ¢ believers,” by which term.
MrWefley means only thofe who are chri«
ftians in the ftriCtelt fenfe of the word,
in practice as well as in profefffon, it is
eafy to perceive, on the principle of this
definition, that a man may be at once a
member of all the churches in the world,
however he may differ from them in
do&rine or in difcipline !

This reafoning was varioufly received.
Thofe ¢ fimple ones, who loved fimplici-
ty,” and were thorough converts to the
dotrine of implicit faith, confidered it
as unan{werable. Others, who had not
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Jearned to receive fophiftry forargument,.
were of another mind, and took care to-
exprefs their dilapprobation. The late
Mr Henderfon, of Pembroke, who was
then a member of the univerfity, inform-
¢d the author of thefe remarks, that he-
wrote to Mr Wefley on this occafion,.
arguing againft thefe proceedings, and
defiring him to confult feveral wri-
ters, whom he pointed out. The anfwer-
was evafive. le had paffed the Rubi-.
con ; and it was now. too late to retreat..
His condu&, in this ftage of the bufinefs,.
was not to be examined, but vindicated ::
and, after a vague reply to Mr Hender-.
fon’s arguments, he excofed himfelf from
going more deeply into the fubjeét, by
obferving, that was he to-cenfult all the-
authors his correfpondent had recom.
mended, his remnant of life would be in-
adequate to the tatk.
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We farther obje&t to Mr Wefley’s
flumption of the epifcopal charatter, on
other principles. We regard him, notas a
prefbyter of the primitive church, bat as
he always profefled, of the church of
England. In this church, there can be no
difpute, whether bifthops and prefbyters

“are of the fame order, and whether they
mutually and indifcriminately ordain
prefbyters. Here, at lealt, the authority
of each is not the fame: and prefbyters
“do not confecrate bithops. If fo, does
that prefbyter, who confecrates bifhops,
and ordains prefbyters by his own autho-
rity, in oppofition to the inftitutions of
his church, ¢ violate no order, and in-
vade no man’s right I If this be true,
words muft- have loft their meaning.
The order of the church fays, that a bt-

~ fhop alone can ordain prefbyters, or con-
fecrate bithops. Surcly then, a prefby-
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ter ordaining prefbyters, or confecrating’
bithops, muft neceflarily violate the or-
der of the church, and invade the right
of his diocefan, by a formal ufurpation of
his office. The part of the world, to
which the candidate is ordained, is total-
ly out of the queftion. Noprefbyter can
ufurp the oflice of a bithop, and continue
a member of the church of England;
becaufe fuch ufurpation being an offence:
againit one of it’s primary and moft di-
ftinguithing inftitutions, is in itfelf a for-
mal and exprefs renunciation of that
church. The diffolution of the jurifdic-
tion of the Englifh prelacy, in America,
will not infer Mr Wefley’s right to af-
fume it. Rather than violate hiscon-
fitency, as a clergyman, it had been
much more prudent, to have left them:
to their own refources. They had a
multitude of preackers, who, in the moft
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troublefome times, and when he had:
actually calt them off, managed their con-.
cerns with great fuccefs: nor is there any-

doubt that they might have continued to.

do fo in future, without his interpofition.
And with regard to the waat of the ordi-
nances of bapti{m and the Lord’s fupper,

he might have been certain, that either:
the legiflature, or the people themfelves-

would have taken care to fupply that
defe&.

In the fermon. we have extralted, if.

is aflerted, that Dr Ceke and his col-
league, Mr Aftbury, have the fame epif-

copal qualifications with the charch of -

Alexandria; for they were eleted or
received by the whole body of minifters-
through the centinent, affembled in con-

ference.” We fufpe& not. They were’

in fa&t cle@ed by Mr Wefley, who con-

fecrated Dr Coke, and dire&ed him to.
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"o the fame for his colleague. The fanre
‘may be faid of the prefbyters, to whom
‘he gave ordination at Briftol. And we
are informed, that this bulinels was con-
dued, not in a church, or any place of
‘public worthip; but in a private houfe ;
‘in the prefence of a fmall number of wit-
‘nefles, and with ‘an air of myftery and
-caution, which afforded no obfcure inti-
mation of it’s illegality. -Of the recep-
‘tion of thefe bifhops and prefbyters, in
America, we need not fay much. They
“were obtruded upon them: and it is to
‘be remembered, - that the ¢ minifters af-
‘Jembled in conference,” who are faid to
“have received them, were not minifters
<of any denomination, fince they were
:pever ordained, but plain methodift
jprcachcrs.
The Doétor, perfedtly fatisfied with
~his own epifcopal qualifications, under.
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takes to fupport the authority of Ms
Wefley in his appointment. The argu-
ment is fimply this: he is ¢ fully perfua-
ded, fince Mr Wefley has conftantly ap-
pointed all the religious officers among
the methodifts, that there is no church-
office, which he judges expedient for the
welfare of the people, but, as effential to
his {tation, he has a right to ordain.”
This argument muft furely have been in-
tended for the mob. It may poffibly
fuit fome underftandings.. But we do
not perceive it’s force. We finile ; but
are not convinced ; and we think it a pity
that the preacher could produce no bet-
ter logic on fo important an occafion.
We {ufpe& however, that he did miftake
it for an argument. And we are the
‘more inclined to this opinion, becaule
ave ate prefented, in one of his journals
with another, in the famne mood and fi-
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gure. ‘On his arrival in America, in
1784, having opened Mr Wefley’s plan,
for the focieties on the continent, to a
preacher at-New York, he informs us,
that'he highly approved it, and adds, “ he
prefles me carneftly to make it public,
becaufe, as he Mo0sT JUSTLY ARGUES,
MRr WESLEY HAS DETERMINED THE
POINT 3 AND THEREFORE, IT 1S NOT
TO BE INVESTIGATED, BUT COMPLIED
wite.” This too is the language of a
proteftant divine! And who can read it,
~ without reflefting, how admirable a tool
fuch a reafoner muft have made for the
_Bonners and Gardiners, the prelates and
the tyrants of the fifteenth century?

To cite Mr Wefley’s former condut
as a proof of his right to do what he
fhould think proper, in any fubfequent
:period, may fatisfy cafuilts of a certain
defcription ; and to fome readers it may
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‘be an argument ad bominem ; but to us
it is ignotum per ignotius ; and, as it now
‘ftands, needs nothing but an inverfion,
to reduce it to the old circular argument
.of the Jefuits. Having adduced what
‘Mr Welley has done, in order to prove
‘what he may do, nothing remains, but
‘to advance what he may do, as an argu-
-ment of the propriety of what he has
-done.

This new fyftem of epifcopacy has
‘brought ‘the ‘methodifts into a curious
predicament.  Here are two bodies of
people, in Britain and in America, be-
Tieving the fame do&rines, obferving the
fame mode of worfhip and general dif-
cipline, and clofely connefted with each
‘other, who are yet, in one refpe&, to-
tally feparate and diftin€t. In Britain,
they are churchmen ; in America, inde-
pendents. In the former, it feems, ro
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vealon appears for a feparation from the
-the church: while in the latter, becaufe
<¢ the clergy are wicked and corrupt, in
do&rine and pratice, becaule there fub-
fifts an antichriftian union between the
church and ﬂaté; becaufe the bithops
Rave paid no attention whatewver to the
-welfare of the people, but filled the
churches with the parafites and bottle-
companions of the rich and great; and
becaufe they juftify card-playing, dan-
-¢ing, and theatrical amufements, we can-
‘not, 'we will not,” fays our preacher,
- hold connexion with them.”

- From this mode of reafoning, it might
ibe fuppofed, he 'had found fomething
-new, and till 1784, had never difcover-
-ed, that' there was an union between the

“-church and ftate; that all bithops, €x-
. ¢ept the bithop of Man, ate lords of par-
:Hamerit;" that the primate of all England
© Wor.II ‘0
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is conftantly of the privy council; and
that the crown is the fountain of prefer-
ment, as well ecclefiaftical as civil! One
would fuppofe too, he had never before
heard, that fome of .the clergy play at.
cards, and that others of them, now and
then, attend the. theatre and other places-
of amufement !

But, to fpeak ferioufly, we have never
heard, from any good authority, and we
are convinced, there is no'reafon to fup-
pofe, that the clergy are at this moment
more immoral in their - deportment, or:
lefs fcriptural in their doétrines, than
they .were many years ago, when the
queftion of feparation was firft agita-
ted in.the _conference, -and when Mr
Wefley publithed -a pamphlet, to fhew

“that no argument, taken from-the im-
‘morality of the clergy, was fufficient to
.authorife a feparation ; and that.fuch,2

\
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teparation was improper, and had ne-
warrant, either from fcripture or reafon.
We fhall be glad to learn how this gen-
tleman proves, that the clergy are moro
trifling and liceatious than they formerly
were ; and why he did not publicly de.
clare himfelf on this fubje&, before he
erofled the Atlantic, arnd print a fermon
in England, declaring, as openly as he
did in America, that he renounced a
church, fo univerfally corrupt !

It is faid, ¢ it had long been the de.
fire of the majority of the preachers and
people to feparate, but that they fubmit.
ted to Mr Welley’s fuperior judgment,
who, till the revolution, doubted the pro.
priety of the ftep.”” But how fhall'we
reconcile this with what is granted in
the fame fermon? ¢ The preachers in
general conftantly exhorted the people _
to attend the fervice of the church of

02
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England, from a full perfuafion, drawn
from experience, that we had no alter-
native left, to preferve our fociety, but
an adherence to the church of England
(which was totally deftitute of real dif-
cipline) or a formation of ourlelves into
an independent churcht” Now, if the
majority of the preachers withed for
a {eparation, how could they recon-
cile it to their confciences, to exhort
their hearers to attend the fervice of
the church? If théy did fo, while, at
the fame time, they defired to feparate,
they were guilty of the moft egregious
duplicity : and if they had not in gene-
ral fuch a defire, the aflertion that they
had, is too unguarded. :

As for any change of fentiment, faid
to be produced in Mr Wefley by the re.
volution,” we hope, in. this cafe, he ig
mifreprefented. That {uch an event muft

N
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produce a change in civil policy, we can
eafily conceive; but that it could influence
a judicious and ‘pious individual, much
lefs, many thoufands of perfons, in re?
folving on a feparation from a church,.
of which, till that moment they had pro-
fefled themfielves members, we cannot
underftand. If the church was fo cor-
rapt, as fthe is reprefented in this fermon, .
we thould fuppofe, that a confcientious
man, under the influence of fuch a per-
fuafion, would either have withdrawn as
foon as he perceived it, or have contiru-
ed in her communion, till 2 more gr‘ofsA
and general corruption fhould have obli--
ged him to rc;irc. There is in one of
the Reviews an obfervation to this effe&t:
¢ A diffenter out of the church is more
refpeCtable than a diffenter in it.”>  The
maxim is a good onc; and we will add
another : _the prefervation of a fociety,

27
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at the expence of fineerity, is too dear a»
purchafe.

From the writings and profeflions of:
Mr Wefley, during thirty or forty years,
from his known predile&ion. for the
ehurch of England ; and above all, from-
his own declarations, it is certain, that:
the fteps taken toward a feparation were:
in fome degree involuntary. He often:
faid, that he was ¢ forced into-them ;’*
which will appear the more probable,
from feveral remarks in his fermons, pu--
blifhed fo-lately as-1788 -

Speaking of the methodifts, lic fays,.
© < they cannot, they dare not, they will:
not feparate from it (the church) while
they can remain therein with a clear con-
fience. It is true, if any finful terms of
communion were impofed apon them,
then they would be conftrained to fepa-
zate ;. but as this is.not the cafe at pre-
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fent, we: rejoice to continue therein. If
it be faid, God could have made themz
feparate people, like the: moravian bre-
thren, I anfwer, this would have been &
dire&t contradi@ion to his - whole defign
in raifing them up; namely, to fpread:
feriptural religion throughout the land,
among pcople of every denomination,’
leaving every one to hold his own opi-
nions, :and to ‘follow his. own mode of..
-worfhip.”’

The following paffage, though we
‘fuppofe, he-meant it of his own fosicty,
‘is applicable te the fame purpofe: < I
"have {poken the more explicitly on this
.head, becaufe fo many of thofe, who
~profefs much religion, have not the leaft
.conception of this matter, nor imagine
{uch a feparation o be any fin at all.
They leave a chriftian- fociety with ag.
:mmuch unconcern, as they go out of ose
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toom into another. They give occafion
to all this complicated mifchief, and wipe
- their mouth, and.fay, they bave done no
-evil.”
We have only to add, that fome time
' before his death, Mr Wefley repented of
-the fteps he had taken, and did all he
~could to countera&t what he too plainly
_perceived, an'increafing tendeacy toward
-3 final feparation from'the church. ~

_ 'END OF THE SBCOND VOLUME.
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