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* PREFACE.

We are sometimes asked the question, ¢ What
is the dlﬂLI'C‘IlCO Dbetween the Methodist Protest-
ant and “Methodist ITipiscopal Churches?” or,
«« In what respect do the two Methodist Churches
differ?” &e.  Our object, therefore, in presenting
this little hook before the public, is to afford a fa-
cility to such as may desire it, to become ac-

quainted with the principles and polity of the
- Methodist Protestant Chur ch, in contradistinction

~ from the Methodist Episcopal Church.

i~ ] u&hce to the Methodist I’roteatanb Church de-
_'nmnds that such an exposition of the distinguish-

ing features of her polity should be set forth, in
~order that those who may desire an chuamtance

- with her trae character and position, may be read-

N '1y led to embrace a correct undcrs’candmg of the
~ same.

~Again, it is sometimes asserted Gither through
igmorance or for some other cause less excusable,

«¢ that there is bui very little difference between
B the two churches,”—that ¢ the difference which
' emsts betwccn them i a thmg of nothmg,” &e.



i ' PREFACE.
The pages of this little volume, we trust, will
fairly present to the reader the magnitude of the
<« little difference,” and demonstrate to the candid
and judicious mind, that the questions which sep-

arate the Mcthodist Protestant and Methodist

DplSCOp'll Churches, in a o denominational point of

view, so far from being ‘“a thing of nothing,”
actually constitute the principles Wthh have cver

~ beon dear to the hearts of American repubhcans
The great questions of the ago relate to gov-
crnment. The government of the State concerns

tho citizens of the State. The governmeont of

‘the church equally concerns the membership of
the church. If unjust regulations or administra-

tion of the affairs of the Smto affect the rights of
its citizens, even so may the administration of

~ the governmental affairs of the church, upon un-

seriptural prineiples, affect the rights of her mem-
bership. Henece we mfor that tho question of

church government is a subject that should re-
ceive the candid attenmon and examination of
every member of the body of Christ.

- To the momberslnp of the Mothochst Plotoqt- R

" ant Church this littlo book may serve as a man-_-

ual, or book of reference; esplanatory of the prin-
ciples of our denomination, and as a compouduun

| of event,s and u:msactlons connocted W1th tho hig-
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2 tory of- the church And Wlth the prayerful -

o hope that this production of my fecble pen will
S preqent the posmon and polity of the church of

my choice, fairly and favorably, to the attention
of the reader, and at the same time defend her
_ from unjust 1mputa,t10ns it is submitted to the

1mpa,rtnl exammatmn of every fnend of rehglous

o hberty _
- THE AUTHOR
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CHAP TDR I

‘TReasons for bei g 3 ‘\Ieihorh:t-—-—heaaona for not bemo an

Episcopal Met nodi xt—ﬂRcaaona tor being a fo‘u,Lodlst
-:Prote'-':tnntf B

RE&QO\D 'WIIl L Au .A '\IETHODIST

. 1 T auwa "\Icthodm. because I do moqt SIn-
“cerely helieve the doctrines received by the Meth-
odists, as taught by John and Charles Wesley,
‘those ]311‘? ht fmdg humﬂ hﬂ'th in ’tho chuarch of
- God. ' s _
- 2 I am 2 ] '\Iethodlm becmso I' believo these.
doctrinés corréspond Wlth the pure word of God,
and thierefore commend them elves to 111} confi-
'_dcnco and faith, O ~ "
8. Tam a Methodist, because Wf[euhodlqm teach-
es the two grand go: pel axioms.—1. Faith in our
“L-Lmd Tesug ChllSt as our only and all sufficient

~ Savionr.— Lovmﬂf' obedlencn to hnn 111 11 111&:'- o

,‘COImJD.‘lndmentb Sl .
4. Lam a Metnod1st becm ‘e \Ieihodlsm 1-0.._- !

~cognizes the Holy: L,cuptm* es as an mfalhble rule '

of f‘uth a,nd p1 actlce.

4
&
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9. I am a Methodist, heeause the doctrines of
Methodism teach me the oreat I>1nle Py 111(,11)10 of

¢« Holiness unto the Lord.’ B

6. I am a Methodist, because I believe that
E Wlthout holiness no man shall see the Lord.”
I am a Methodist, becauqe I believe the
deﬁmtmn a dlstmrrulshed divine once gave of

 Methodism to be a trulsm—-—-“\lethodl sm 1s Chris-
N 'tmmty 1n earnest 72 - .

REAQOBS wm 1 AM NOT AN EPISCOPAL \mmoms'r.

1. T am not an Eplseopal Methodist, because
the polity of the church is anh-rcpubhcan. L
2. Tam not an Episcopal Methodist, because
~ the lalty and- local ministry of the chulch have
o voice nor representation in the department in
which rules are made by which - Lhev are to be

Governed - .
I am not an Dplscolnl Methodist, bec‘mqe
the lzuty of the church have no rlght as Quch o
- cording to discipline, to mominate, vote for, ap-
- point, or cleet the officers of the chm ch.

4. T am not an Epis 001):.‘11 Methodist, beeause
the whole of the government of the chmch the
legislative, judicial, and executive depmhnents
are 1n the hands of the itincrant mlmstry alone,

“and all history goes to prove th'Lt the mimistr y are

- liable to abuse power.

5. I am not an Episcopal ].\ICUhOdIQt becauce
in principle I am a republican in state, and 1f '

- consistent, I must be also, asa matter of coulqe
a repubhcau I chm ch,. .= . j i, -



6. T am not an Epl%Op&l Methodist, because
the polity of the government in its pI‘OQCI'IPtIOD.
of the laity, from any voice or weight in the gov-
ernmental affairs of the church, is not sustained
- by the spirit, or genius, or precepta of the New
._ Teqtament ' - - - -
- 7. Tam not.an EPIQCOPQI \Iex.hodlst hecmuse--
the crovernment of the church is aristocratic—in
the hands of a privileged class; while the gov-
~ernment of the’ state 1s repubhean—-—-—controlled by
the pe0ple o - -

RE aco‘srs WHY I AM'A METHODIST PROTESTA\TT

S § I am a Methodist I’rotestant becmso the
- government of the church is founded upon Te-
publican principles, or the ¢ mutual 11ghts of
the ministry and laity. |
- 2. T am a Methodist Pr otestant because the
laity of the church have a delegated representation
in the rule-making’ department in which rules and
g reﬂ'ulatlons are made for their government.
. T am a Methodist Protestant, because the
’lzuty of the church have, by its constitution, the
- right gmmnteod to. them to vote for, and elect
their own church officers, in accordance with the
gcnms and principles of the New Testament.
- 4. I am a DMethodist Protestant, because the
 church has a most admirable constitution, which
- carefully defines and guards the. rights fmd privi-
~leges of the ministry and laity, so that the pre-

~rogatives of the one may not be 1neroaehed upon r

by the Other i
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H. I am a Methodist Protestant, hecause in -
priveiple T am an American repnl, lican in state,
and as my 1epuhhcan principles are conn%ent T
am alzo a republican in chureh.

6. T am a Methodist Ploteshnt hecause the
republican polity of ‘the church, establishied upon
Bible principles, so lmppﬂy coneﬁpond:‘s with the
civil polity of the State. -

7. I am a Mecthodist Protestant, ])emuce I am
a 1*epubhc:m both n church and State. '



C]IAP’I‘LP II

 Tha O((‘lcsmqlwa] Jw‘hts of mmlqtrv and laity d(*ﬁned-—-—-
Composition of the Convention which formed the Con-
stitition and Discipline of the M. P, Church—The

L‘Imm niary principles and arguments thurcon

 Tur government of tho Muthndla( 1—"“1'nte&tnnt_-
(‘hmc hrecognizes the “Muruan ]h( nrs” of the
lnmwlty and Inity. C

R I pfm llw 11 Lh(‘rmbl(‘ Rible 1*1ﬂhf of these two
evades in- lier communion her government, 18
.-foundul A government having for its objeect
the best 111t010s(.,« of an ceclesiastic 1] organization,
“eould rest so well upon no other fnun(htmn ‘

. The ministry, as o component part of the
church, are possessed of certain rights and privi-
loges pertaining to the office. The nature of the
“dutics and obligations of the office demons tmh,&» '
this proposition apar‘r from all other arguments.

~ To deny that the laity are likewise possessed of
o crﬂckﬁmstw"ll richts, as they constitnte the great

~ numerieal st trength of the ¢ hnreeh, would ])L an

~aet of injustice tn TOASON, Q- conh.-.uhctmu to the
~ hook of wwl‘ttmn, zmd to the records of sacred
- hastory, - .
~ enee in tht‘ nature of thmfrs the ministry a
o elasg 1n arranging o system of government f'or'
 the chureh, might better anderstand wh at rules
~and nwmhtmns would best sceure their rights
~and priv tlezes as o eom pmu'-nt part of the chur rel s
“but, Sy the natiure of thengs, could not go we H

unde st mfl *md dc..vmo sueh 1ulcs nnd recalations
. s) .
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as would e beat ndapted to SCOUTE the mohff&
- and privileges of the laity. The same ar cument
Jis equally applicable to the Taity y with res p(“'(:t to
themselves and the ministry.  For if a body Df
ministers, independent of the laity, were to con-
“vene for the purpose of making church regulations,
~ or adopting a system of ccclesiastical government
~for both ministry and laity, as men are ot infalli-
Dle, it is possible that self might be first provided
for, and the rights of others not be so carcfully

| confndered The same argument may he apphed' -

to the laity Wlth re; pcct to them:clves ‘md theﬁ
ministry. e L -
~ Therefore, a delen'ated ‘convention or body,
- compoqed of hoth the ‘ministry and laity, acting
in the name and by the authority of their (011-"
stituents, can hest devise guch a system of polity.

~as will secure and guard the rights and privileges

~ of all, and theleby SCCTIe the hfn*mon*,- and Wel-‘_

fare of the whole. ._
- Of such was the CODJPOQI’EIOD of *he conven-
tion which adopted the Constitution and Discipline
of the Methodist Protestant Church; thercfore,
the beauty and harmony of the ¢ Mutual Rights™
of the ministry and lalty, as developod nud pt: ud
down in hur most excellent booL of chqelphne =

IIER LLE"\IE\'T.&RZ‘L I‘RI'\CIPLIIQ

“On these her Constltutlon and Dmrlphne alc-r,J.

founded. They are :— w
i I L A Christian Chmch is a socmty'of bchev-,a.
ers n J esus Chrlqt n.nd 1s of dlnne mshtutmn 2
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A?*qzmmm‘ -----Such homn' the com])o 1t10n r;t t! i
chustmn church, the Bll;]e must. of course be-
“come Lo 111“1{, clmrch a rule of faith and pmdwo

They are, therefore, hound by this rule of faith

- to pr“wh(' ~the dnc"mnc& and observe the ordi-
‘nances of the Gospel.  To cease to do so would
-~ he to cease to be christian.  The church, then,
~ heing composed of individuals united tnoolh(,r-
. for the purpose of worshiping Glod, and the fur-
~ therance of the Umpol has the inherent right of
© selecting or appomtmn* its own officers. U pot
~thig prineiple the pmmtlve chul ches acted aud |
- apostles pr acticed.—Aets vi, 3; 1 Cor. xvi, 3.
- The immutable ])1111011)10‘% of Bible wpu] ]lL‘LIl-'
 ism elmm the exercise of this prerogative for the
- church.  TFor the ministry to elaim and excreise
- this prer on'atwc 111dep011dent of the churcl, would
~ :-'amount to an c\hﬂnhon of ceclesinstical despotisma.
2. ¢« Christ iy the only Iead of the Church,
, -and tho word of Grod the only rule of L.uth and _
, ;condu(.;t ook ' B o
- drgume nt,—This 10L11tmlednmeut ﬂmt (il ﬁt_ :
s the only IHead of the C hut'ch is a contradic-
~tion to the Popish elaim, long 111~».1‘-tul upon, cven

- amdng some l’lotostant& mt the ministry are

j.ontltlﬂd to rule the (hmch Jure divino, by divine
- right, 111(1(*1)01‘1&1(,1113 of the faity. Such &L Propo-

~-sition’ hears the mark of absurdity upon its face;

-~ and go lonﬁ'._ as the ])11)10 is recarded as the nnly

- rule of ﬂuth.md practice, the vamty of such

~ pretensions is mly niade dppment by the pre-
eepts Inid down upnn 1ts pa,n'r-s - The 1’01)0 and
:ffﬁ':;"[hf.‘ Blble an nevcr agree. ’] ho fOll]lCl eontmds |



for his own %ul)l‘emacy The I::Ltter sa,ys “ALL -
YE ARE DRETHREN.”. When' the ‘ministry under-

~ take to legislate fm tho church as a body, inde-
- pendent of the laity or their suffrages, they lose

- sight of the beautiful 1)1111(;1]:)105 of the "\Iutual-
' nght% ” inculcated in the New "Nestament. _
~ Dr. Bascom once penncd this Seriptural sentl-l
ment : ¢ The as sumptlon that. abqoluto power n -
~ the aﬁ“m*% of chureh g¢overnment is a sacred de-
- 1)0:511 in the hands of the ministry, libels thc ge--*__ﬁ
- nius and charities of the New Testament.” -~
8. «“No person -who loves the Tord Jesusf'
'_Chust, and obeys the Gospel of our S'L'VIOHI‘ oucrht,_,--
to-be deprived of church membership.”
- Avguanent.—IF ye love me, says Jes csus, Leep
my commandments ; therefore, tho Clivistian is to

~be Jlld ved hy the moral code taunht in the Goss

pel. W hilst: his. moral c1L,1301tm011t is in unison N
- with this code, hig right to church mombcrshlp_'

~ cannot he annulled “upon the 1)1111(,11)108 of Chris-
tianity. The time has been, in - the history of

- our own Theavens- favmed land thu men, blame-

“less in . moral point of view, were doprlved of -
church 111emhol.sh1p upon 1o ‘other charge than

a difference of opinion honestly a,xpressed about

the governinental polity of the church to which

oy they belonged. To disfranchise a christian man

of the pmvﬂco cs of the church for no other cause
than this, in the face of the Bible, betrws an ab-'

 sence of the cha,uty of the Bible, and is an ex- -

5 -hlbltlon of ccclesiastical tyra,nny, unworthy of the*-‘.:f._,,
' 'm'e in which we live. = | R
4. “Evely man. ha,s an 1nahenable rwht tol'
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DI 1"{‘:;1:‘..53 judement 1 matfers of z*n;*liﬁ‘irm, and an
equal right to express his opinion in any way
which will not vielate ﬂ‘ze laws of Gad, or the

vichts of his fellow men.

- hrgement.—This is the language of religios e
liberty, the language of Pmtmtmt;xn anel the
doctrine of the Bille. Spiritunl dospatism ar-
ravy itself arainst 1t.  Dut our nunds \,H.h which
We reason, *ho indement which we are compelled
in candor to form upon the testimony addressed
to onr understand zllﬁ','c mid that conseience h\, which
e feel all, ail eall for the free exercise of these
richts by us as moral agents.  Nay, even our
fa ith, GUr lmpe; ‘n*d our Iuve,- as Christians, claun
the exercige of snei rights.

- Deny the Christian “these rights, and we shall
ensiave both the mind and conseience, and strip
him of that which develops the fhfrm"" of the
constitution identified swith him in his creation.
- ‘ﬂpn,.m al tyranmy 1¢ therefore at war with every
phn: ple of pure and undefiled relicion.

5. ¢« Church trials shiould ho conducted  on
Gospel prineiples only, and no minister or mem-~
byor mrruld be rﬂcmmnummml (‘:’.:,..HI»’( for 1mmor-
ality, the p,.nmmtmn of nunchristian doctrines, or
",',Imﬁu et of duties emmnf:ﬂ by the word of Giod.”
.;m/m;?fnf —Justice, leluhm and  Relioion
~are gll well rr*pruente] in this article. A chuveh
trinl, comdneted on gospel principles, forhids the
]-'hﬂht partiali ty to be manifested towards one party
Cmore than "mr.,sth(;r arid demands the full and un-
Ctrammeled exercigse of all the rights and privi-
- leges 'an\n and df*ﬁncd b} 11.110 or law in the
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L3

- ‘ 'ca,se, by all the parties, and the clearest exermse.f "

of ample ]ustlce toward all concernmed. A trial

- conducted dpon any other principles, is deroga-~

tory to the justice of the christian religion, and is
; 111001111)‘1,131]316 Wlth the true mterestb of the church '
- of Christ. ' - ek
- 0. “ The pastoral or mlmstelml ofﬁce and du—-*
ties are of divine appomtment and all elders in
“the church of God are equal, but ministers are
forbidden to De lords over God’s h011ta,0'0 or to
have dominion over the faith of the saints.”
~Argument.—The office. and duties of the min-
. lster are of a solemn and responsible character.
- He professes to believe that he is moved by the
Holy Ghost to take upon Inmself this sacred oﬁce.
His solemn duties are to win souls to Christ, and
to be an example to the flock over which the Holy
Ghost has made 111111 overseer. But to lord 1t'
 over God’s heritage is incompatible with the spirit
- of Christ, and inconsistent with the purity and
. JU.S'(ICC‘ that helong to the ministerial office. |
‘The great beauty and excellcncv that pertain
* to the sacred calling, consist 1n that example of
~faath, love zeal, and hohness of Iife which the
mlmster 18 called to exhibit in his life and labors
~ before his charge. He who is called to feed the
flock of Chust, and to be an example to it, was ™~
- mever called to tyrannize over it. Al Chnstla,ns e
are hrethren in Christ; thercfore, a call to the
office and work of the mmlstry- affords no reason

 or argument Why an individual so called should

~presume to exercise a lordly government over the s
chureh Wlthout 1ts consent fa,n*ly etpreqsed '

J'
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| 4 The church has a right to form and e‘le- |
_“,'fowe such rules and regulations only as are in

“accordance with the. Holy Scrlptures, and may’ be

 necessary, or have a tendency to carry mto cffect

the aréat system of practical Christianity.”

A qument.—1The New Testament Scriptures
fornish us with the principles, rather than the
form of government for'the church. The prov-

ince of the church, then, is to mould these prin=

- ciples into such form as Wlllhest secure the rights
“and privileges of all pertaining to her commun-
“ion, and carry into effect the great principles and

doctrines of Christianity. But in order to mould

such a form of government, the church should
act in a legislative capacity. HHer proper eccle-
siastical law-mal;ers are those whom she may ap-

-POlDt by her Suﬁ.l"lﬂ‘eg to act for her. The min-

1stry and the la,lty constitute the clmrch Her
legislature way, therefore, with the greatest pros
1)11ety, be constituted of these two classes, and
~ thereby fitly represent the true interests and
- views of both; thereby confidence and harmony
will be seculod and maintained, and a VIO oroug
| 'eﬁiclency imparted to her action.
) ¢« Whatever power may be necessary to the

fornntlon of rules and regulations, is inherent in
- the ministers and members of the church; but so
~ much of that power may he delegated from time

to time, upon a plan of 1‘0present'1t10n as they
Jlmy judge necessary and proper.”

- Argument.—The- just, the eqmt‘v.ble and QCI‘IP'* _
-*r'--vtulal doctrine of ecclesiastical repiblicanism, is
fa,nly lzud down m the preceding artlcle., The
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right of author ity to legislate is deﬁned as belon 0~

g to the wWHoLE cHURCH; consequently if one

, portlon of the church arrogate to itself the right
 to legislate, and make 11.1les for the government -
of the othel it is a practical exhlbltlon of ty-
- ranny of a dmgerous tendency. As the church

is composed of the ministry and laity, and its

governmental regulations are designed to guard °

the religious 1'10*hts, and ‘promote the °:pn*1tuf1,1 1n-

‘«

terests of all within its pale, it should receive its

fonn and structure from" the delegated authorlty

““the whole church,” that it may not only

'guard the 1'e110‘10us uohts of -the whole, but he

sustained by the conﬁdence and cqteem of the
entlre communion. |

9, Tt is the duty of a,ll mmntor and niem-

~ bers of the church to mamtam godhness and op-
~ pose all moral evil.” ' '

- Argument. -—-—-Tho doctrine 1101'0 laid down is a
truism, because it is Bibleism. So long as the

christian ministry and membership arc the light
of the world and the salt of the earth, the church

and the world have a right to etpoct at their

hands, this great christian duty, by which the
“members of the spiritual kingdom of Christ af-

- ford evidence that they are not of this world.

Christianity, thus practically illustrated, = exer-

~cises her salutary influence upon the World SIn-
ners are converted to Christ, and peace and pros-

- perity become attendant glovies of the church.

10. ¢<It is oblig atory on ‘ministers of the oos-—f '_
pel to e ﬁuthful in the discharge of their pas-
toral zmd ministerl a,l duties; and _1t 1S also obliga-
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'Lor\;‘ on tL ¢ muan,._,' to csteem ministers highly
for their work's sake, am‘l to render them aright-
~ecous compensation for their labors.” ,

' ..i:f e, —Fidelity on the p“m of the minis-
try, to the solemn trust committed to them, se-

cures the ...*xt(mm in the precent agc of the chur ch,

_ ~of all who love the ways of rrodhnoss.' But a

time-serving nnm_my have ever been the bane of
the church of God.” The only pastor needed by
~ the flock of Christ isa frithful one, such as would
‘be aliving example to it of love, zeal, and devo-
“tion to the cause of Christianity.
~ The obligation on the part of the membher ship
to esteem such a ministry for their work’s sake is
entlrJv Comp"ltlb;.” with the relationship that ex-
- ists between them, as they are l*equncd to follow
the ministry as they follow Chrizt.  The obliga-
“tion likewise on the part of the membership, “to
o ore nrlor a righteous compensation to them for their
Jabors,” 180 doctrlnu laid down by the apostle
Paul, 1 Cor' 1x, 13, 14. Xven so hath the Lord
ordained that ‘chey Wthh preach the gospel should
live of the gospel. SR e s _
A 110'1110011% compenq“tlon thcn, as undor&tood-
“in the article above, is that ¢ compensation” mu-
tu'illy understood hetween pastor and people, in
accordance with such rules as the church may

- have mloptm in reference to this subject.  The

- Interest and welfare of the church recquire her to
~support her ministry who devote their time and
- talents f'althfully to her gervice.  To enable them

;7 “to do this cfficiently, we arguc ﬂJe church should

o aﬁ"md thun a competeut buppor ' If the pastor
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minister unto them in spivitual thingzs, it e their

duty to minmster unto him in carnal. i h'll.‘.'l‘ﬁi The

‘areat apostle of the Gentiles tells us, ¢ 113 any n.:m o

have not the &pmt of Christ, he 18 none of Ins.
When this f-‘:]um‘ dwells in the hearts of b ith pag
tor and people, hut little dl‘hvu]w will be cucoun-
tered on this pomt The aim on both sides 1111
be, to know awhat s duty and to do <.
" 11. ““The church ought to securc 1o o)l her
official bodies the necessary anthor 1{3 for the pur-
poses of good government, but she has no right
to cre ate any distinct or mdepcndum SOVCTCIZn-
LICS. _
drgument. —ITer true interests re cuire this
authority.thus secured. A written and well de-~
fined Coxsrrruriox has ever proved the hest safe-
guard for liberty, cither civil or 10]1~1uu-~ Henee
the welfare of the church requires it, as well as
the state. Without this, unfair innovation may
imntrude 1tgelf, 'md un]u.st '14:11111111%1 tion follow in
its {rain. ' . - .
A good government cons ists in threc 1hingg:
A good constitution, good laws, and a ,mth ul
and 1mpartial ‘1(11111111%1311011 If the chureh or
state fail to obtain ALL these, she also fails
-obmm ALL the blessings pertaining to good EI'DT-'
ernment.  Then, but nu* till then ll_t(, S0l 111"101115 |
~of Pope hccomcs a truism :

¢ Tet wits and 1\1112.5 ahont their planc’ coniest
That ﬂovcrnmcni hest adlmmbtcred is 1hc hc it

A distinet and inde; pendent sovereignty in the .
r’hm(,h ]m ever pmved itsel to be nmompauhle
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CHTAPTER IIT.

| (,onqhmh(m of 1cfmmcx-~ at, ]’altlmnrn i ]*“ﬁ-—-Chm-,
“acter and qualifications of the FefOTMer5— The Consti-
tution formed by them—Remarks upon the principles
contained in that mest admirable Constitution—Oh-
jections urged to the elaim set up by divine rielt to
-1111(*-—-—1.\dmnlfif=,v;~. of lay deleoation in e Anuial
Couferences—Reply of the General Conference of the
M. E. Church, in 1824, to the petitioners for Iny richts
—Difference in the government poliey of the AL Prot-
estant. and M. E. Church shown hy comparison—The
relation of the ministry to the (lmr(h and of the

chm ch to ﬂle mm] 1r\

O the 12th of November, 18.‘25, a convention
of delegates met in the city of Baltimore, to con-

- aider tho condition of those Methodist 101’01 MErs

who had heen expelled {rom the chuveh on ac-
count of favoring a reform in its ceclesiastical
polity, and of those who had felt themselves bound,
' hy a sense of duty, to withdraw from its commun-
jon on acecount of such unjust and ]nﬂh-—lmnded
measures.  The convention adopted the seven-
teen articles for the coverniment of the -* Associ-
ated Aethodist Churcho’: ” and made arrange-
ments for aunother conventmn to meet 111 B:‘lltl-'
‘more, in November, 1830. B

Tlus convention of delegates from the ﬂ&ancm ted
- Methodist churches, met in Baltimore, on the "d*‘f
~of November, 1830, and adopted the articles of

clementary PllllCIplC‘S laid down in the j preceding

“chapter, upon which they proceeded to devise and
frame our most admlrabm Con«hhﬂmn ﬂnd DL.,-
'011)11116 ' -
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~ 'The constitution being the law of laws, defines
| nnd suards the mutusl 11*‘*‘11{*‘-1 of the wmimnistry and
‘ 'lmtx awl stands as a landmarlk to aovern church
legislation: conscruently the DlQC‘lphnL] s founded
_I‘I.'lpOll ﬂlb Constitutton. The whole stands :.'h !
“momunent of the wisdom and picty of the men who
framed it. The true principles of ecclesiastieal
republicanism shine brightly 1 all its features.
The mutnal vighis of the winistry and laity
constitute ity vital breath. Tle conv cntion was
compozed of men who had heen brought up in the
“gchool of Ipiscopal Methodisin, where no consti-
tution euarded and defined the szmts of the mem-
hers Iup A school in which the laity and local
- ministry were tanght that they had no right to
~ represcutation, or voice in the rule- 1*1'1]\1110' de-
partment of the church. A school in which’ they
E‘Id witnessed the abuse of power in the hands
of the itingrant ministry, and had beheld their
local mimisters and lay brethren cast out of the
 church, without cven the semblance of a charge
of immorality being hrought agains st them ; --—-and
all this too for cntert‘numrf the opinion ‘that they,
~ as members of the church of Christ, were pos~
- sessed of ceclesiastical rights;—and that by those
r1rrhts they ought to be entitled to representation
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