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PREFACE.

TIE asthor of zn ¢ Inquirt into the validity of Me-
thcdist Episcopacy,’ " having strenuously zsserted the divine
autherity of the Episcopal church formerly obedient to the
church of England, whilst the civil authority of the Bri-
tish vras extended thronghout these states—I am induced to
offer a few remarks upon that interest; ting subject, and shall
ntersperse such «iservations concerning American Metho-
dism, as will I hepe convince those who are not so bigot-
ted as he appears to be, that “ divine right,” “ uninterrupt-
ed succession,” and some other points upon which he so
vehememently insists, are a mere ignis fatuus, and the delu-
Indced T am induced to
believe that “ the arts of plausibility, persuasions and pro-

sions of a f-u‘c: ul Imagination

miscs, ore now an overmatch for his childish ignorance
and mexperience, that he is fallen an easy prey into the
snuares of E;nscc.pal not christian enthusiasm, that he ig
fuil of specions nrofessions, and confident assertions, and
tizat he has been drawn into error? One word in this quo-
tation I must notice—¢ enthnsisem™—this has with the Ro-
man Catholics and their first born sons ti:e Episcepalizns
been alwivs usad to desizmate the oennine spirit of christi-
anity ; and no sconer docs a rational being tegin to feel the
importunce of the gaspel, the necessity of salvatien by
Christ, the indisnensible obl: :getien which there is ‘hat all
men should be regerersted and szu: Sificd by the Yolv siirit
of God—than Le is branded with cvery epithet which we
would atiach to those who have o<t thair reasoning nrw-
ers.——Inctinces of tlis kind are "rt-"ucnt cven i this coun-
try and 2t this time ; but T weuld sk PN Lowhy s it that
the Episcopal churclics with a1 the nflience which arises
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froms therr richi2s are so empty whilst the Methodist
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éevotional service, which thie minister cfien manfests lie
feels 16 be a burden—is subsiituted for the genuine in-
trinsic invaluable truth:s of the gospel of Christ : hence e
sval truly devoted to Ged, is dissatisfied, uatil at length he
attends where the want of brilliant talents and extensive
kearning is compensated by purity of motive, spirituality in
publick excrcies, and the supply through the presence of the
Hoiy Ghest, of that food which strengthens the soul, even
the * bread which cometh down from heaven”

The haste with which the following remarks were writ-
ten, one wcek only having clapsed from the time in which
the pamphblet was first transmitted to the author, until the
day of its publication, will be an apology for the cursory
manner in which the primitive fathers of the church are
quotcd. However, should N. L. wish for a little more in-
formation upon this subject, he shall be supplied with it, ei-
ther from the Syriac Testament, or from the Grecek Testa-
mernt, or from the carliest Oriental, Greek znd Latin Fa-
thers in thar respective languages, or from the primitive
English Reformers, in any quantity, grest or smatl, accord-
ing as it may suit the capaciousness of his braivs, and the
present very  dcebilitaied state of his mentul powers.”

May 28¢5, 1807.




REMARKS, &ec.

IT is astonishing that in this age of the werld, and espe-
cially in the only country in which religiovs and civil liberty
are fuily enjoyed ; men shouldl continue to manifest every
disposition to enslave the minds of theis fellow citizens, and
to ¢ lord it over Christ’s flock.”—There are some men so
tenacious of that superiority which they vuinly arrogate tn
themsclves, thut they atlect to despise all those who have
net the same distinctive marks which they have assumed :
and their claim to pre-eminerce which is generally founded
either on the virtucs or the tilents of eur predecessors, is
of sil others the most contemiptible. Such however is the
sandy busis apon which a considerable part of our modern
church governors rest their pretensiors to the right of power
among christian professors. Because the apostles of chris-
tiwrity were the ornament of human nature, they proudly
demand homage from thair brethren ; and because the re.
formers were men of exulted piety and learning, they fancy
that thev are endowcd with the privilege of directing the
corsciences of men, and of Mposing upon their eredulity eny
opinions which may promote their sinister and selfish de.
signs ——This is the real founlation of the Episcop:d
church : il its vaurted excellerce of gov:r-ment, sole vas
lidity of ordin:tien, higher authority to administer the sa<
crumrents, and fulmitations of heresy sgainst all these who
dare to ““ m.ke a scl:ism,” rs they presumptuously call 'it,
are cqually ridiculous ; and both the gospel #nd sound reason
have insciibed vpen them, ¢ Telel, ve are weighed in the
balunce, and are found wanting.”

A cursory clucidation of this sub’ect is indispensibly
r2isite, to correct the intemperate virulent attack, which
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an Episcepzhania *f inquiring into the va].d;tv of Methodist
Episcopacy™ has madce vpon tae Methadist societics, 1 shall

not folivw fnm tirvuzh his inass of incongruities ; but shall
sciccet his ““ specivus professicns and confident assertions,”
with 2 view to encourage ihose who may net be acquainted
w:th tisis controversy, to “ cuniend caraestly for the fuith
once delivered to the saints.”

The object of this writeris to restore the  straving, de-
luded, nustaken Methodists™ to the fold of the only true
church : and the mode by which he has iricd to efiect it,
will prodice consequences thie very reverse from that which
he intended.

In replying to the opirnions scattered through this crude
pamphlet, 2nd which it is scarcely possible to collect into one

focus, I shail advert to ti:e following particulurs .

1. I shall prove that an umnterrupted episcopal successi-
en from the davs of the apostles, is a mere impesture, =t
first artfully contrived and stiil asserted by interested men for
their own emolument.

In the preface we find the following speciinen of
¢ childish ignorance znd inexpzrience ;° ¢ A succession froma
“ the apostles i the order of Lishops, as an order supe-
rior to, and distinct from the presbytcrs is requisite, withe
eut which a valid christian miaistry cannot be preserved,
and such bishops wlone posscss the power of erduining and

comm.ssioning minisicrs 1o feed the finck of Christ.

“ No true church can ¢xist withont a true cepiscepacy,
and no episcopacy czn be a true one, but that whicl is deriv-
ed from the holy apostles in the order of Lishops, as superior
to, and distinct froin the order of presbyters.”™

In page 234, we have thie following logick : ¢ Had Rome,
Alexandria, Corinth, Philippi, or any other see, been with.
out a bishop ior 500 years together, the uninterrupted line of
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succession would certainly be broken and interrupted in such
sec, durmg thzt tiine ; but the very instant that a bishop was
consecrated by anv irne bishop in any part of the world for
that see, the unminterrupted line of succession of bishops
from the sposties, would be restored toit. And on the other
band, bzd there been in each of the above cities, fifty or
more truly consecrated bishops contenzling for the possession
of those sces, 2uch of them wus competent to transmit the
succession.  For it is an uninterrusted line of succession in
the order of bishops, and not an uninterrupted iine of bish-
ops In peacezble possession of any sec, particularly that epis-
copalians contend for. And this succession cannot be iost, so
long as there remains one true bishop, in any see whatever,
to preserve it.’

In the same page, he asks for a little information, which
he shall receive during this discussion.— Those who say
that the succession from the apostles in the order of bishops,
is lost, 1n any church, which professes the necessity and pos-
session of it, ara bound to shcw, that the persons who be-
gan the present dynasty of bishops, in that church, were never
traly and validly consecrated to their work and office, by other
truly and validly consecrated bishops. Till this is done, the
cluim of such church to an apostolic succession in the order
of bishops, must remain in full force.”

Page 49. Another specimen ¢ of childish ignorance and
inexperience.”—* Bisheps succeeded to the apostles in the
government of the church, and transmitted their authority
down to those who at present hold that oilice, and who a3
successors of the aposiles, are superior to, and distincet irom
preshyters ; or even those, who are swd to have been called,
in the apostolic uge, hishops or presbyters, indiscriminately.”

He who can avow these opinisns and sentiments, manifestly
proves that the arts of piuusibility, flutiering persuasions
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and promises, and a season oi corporeal and mentz) affiictin
have so debiistazed hua that he bas become, ¢ an ca.éy prey
the snares of error ;” for every man who hazs studied the e
clesiastical history of the primitive church, or who kaocw
the language in which the New TestamerY was written, mus
deny these *“ confident assertions.” Let us exzmine this poir
at large : and to elucidate the subject it will be neccssary—
to shcw what is meant by the church of Christ in the Gospel
to evince that the power of directing the important ziiairs ¢
the churcli belonged to the whole Lodv of Christians: to de.
monstrate that there wzs no disfinction between the authority
committed to the elders: zad to develpe the unfounded na-
ture ;of those arguments, and the zbsurdity of their belief,
‘who ‘build their doctrines upsn an usinterrupted ep'scopal
succession. "

What is the Church of Christ? ¢ The Saviour of the
world himsclf hath giwen us,” savs one of the most pious
episcopulian divines ¢f the last century, ¢ on infullible de-
finition of a Guspel churchi s Tihc e t0 or three are gather-
ed together in my name, there am I in the midst of them.” The
church of christ is a socicty of those who believe in Lim 28
a teacher sent from God, and who form their worship and
conduct according to their jusigment of his institutions. The
Greck word, ecclesia, is always ased in Scripture, to denote
a single congreg:tion of worshigping Christians, «ho assembled
in one place, when it adverts to the church militant—Dbut it
also significs tIe whole body of the f.it! ful inheaven—*“the
general assembly and church of the first born.” 1. Cor. 14. 23,
The pluce in which the congregation met is also culled a
church : 1 Cor. 11 18. 20. Where there were more than one
church, the substantive is used jn the plurdd number, en tars
ecclcsials, inthe cimrelies, 1 Cor. 11,78, The w'.olc natien
of Isracl was a'so called  church, but they possesscd one

place only for public worship, the tuberniucle, aud subsequent-
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Iv the temple. To arzuz from scripture, that the churd
means all the disciples of Ciirist sczticred thrcuglout a
lzrge district of country, :d tiat they must bave adiocesan
to rule them is asuperable weukness. It suits the object of
those who wish to ruie, thus to iniraduce scripiure as sanc-
tioning their seliish purposes. Previoas to the dispersion of
the disciples of Jerusalem, by the persecution of which
Paul was chief—their number wzs very large ; vet they ne-
ver formed distinct assembiies—but worshipped with the el-
ders in one place. After that evert, and when they could
no more unite in prayer and praise, they are aiwavs addressed
as distinct bodies named zfter their places of residence: the
churches of Judea, Samaria and Gaillee. Acts G, 51. Gal. 1,
32.

The aposties when referring to the christizn societies in
different proviyces or nations nce °r cail them the church ;
bat the clhurckes of Galatia, Gasl. 1. 2, Cor. 16, 2; the
churches of Mucedonia : 2.Cor. 8, 1 ; the churches of Asia;
1 Cor. 16, 19; but speaking of the body of christians whe
inhubited tiic same city or town, they aiwzys use ihe word
1 the :-‘.".'ngular, the church of Antioch, tlse church at Co-
rinth. the church at Ephesus, &c.

Thzt our Lord never intended that any individual should
usurp a judicial anthority over the members of his mystical
body, uniessto efivet some important parpese far which he
wis to reccive supernitural encrgy to convince unbelievers,
is evident, not from his example only, but from his practice,
and that of the apostles.  His express injunctions are that
those who dispense the gespel of peace, should be more
thin all others, patterns of humility and servants to the

canest of the ifock. An affecting example of his own
stupendous condescension wus exhibited when he washed
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his d . ‘vles” feet; and ifthe Lord of life and glory could
thus sw:)p to ie meanest office, what duties can be too ser-
vile for bhis ministers ! If this be the true character and
these dispositions be the genuine marks of a gospel minis-
ter ; it is not_wrong to say, that episcopacy 1s not generally
governed by ckristian bishops. Bishop Burnet thus la-
ments the state of religion among the Episcopal clergy. “1
have lamented during my whole life, that I saw so little true
zeal among our clergy. Isaw much zeal throughout the fo-
reign churches. The Dissenters have a great dezl among
them ; but the main body of our clergy is dead and lifeless,
and instead of animsting, lay one another asleep ;” they
are the most rem:ss of all men in their labours in private,
and the least severe in their lives.”—Dr. Hartley says, ¢ The
sui)erior clerzy are ambitious and eagcr in the pursuit of

-riches; negligent of their charzes and of the inferior

clergy and their charges. The iniciior cicrgy imitate their
superiors. And the clergy of «l! ranks are ignorant, or if
they do apply, it is to profane learning, ratiier than to the
_study of the scrijtures, of tlic oriental languages, and of

the writings oi devout men.” Mr. Simpson, an Episcopa-
lian says; ¢ Letaman take asurvey of the clerry, let him
attend the dissenting ordinations, and clerical meetings :
the Mcthodist conferences, and district mectings; let him
next procced to our confirmztions, ordinstions and visitati-
ons, and then let him say on which side is the greatest ap-
pearsnce of evangclical religion. Onr confirmations are a

burlesque, our ordinutions are diserderly, and our visitati-
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ons urc riotous and intemperate.” These are the cencessi- | |

ons of distinguished Episcopalians—can it be for one mo-
ment admitted that to men such as these, our Lord commit-
tedd the arduouns snd kighly responsible duty of goverring
the church and of feeding the flock of God ! Are thesc the
men to whom we showld implicitly submit eur consciences in

.
-

e O

-




( 113

puints of fuith, dectrine =nd practice ? Undoubt_edl}. not.

Christ is the soie governor of the church, and the authority
which Le possesses he never has delegated either to Pope,
King, or Bishop—it would be inconsistent with bis mediato-
rizl office so to act—hence we cannot find a solitary :nstance
in the New Testament in which the apostles “lorded it over
God’s heritage ; upon what ground therefore do modern spi-
ritual tyrants assert a right which the apesties never claimed ;
and anathematize all those who will not implicitly believe
their contradictory tenets ? ' :

The apostles themselves never exercised their extraordi-
nary miraculous powers in tyrannizing over the multitude of
their fellow christians, Acts 6, 1—6." Acts 15. 22—29. 1 Cor.
5.3.4.5. These werc all cases of discipline which the apos-
tles who were filled with the Holy Spirit, ccnsidered it evan-
gelical that the whole church should judge and determine.
Absolution and excommunication were positively delegated to .
the whole body of members—1 Cor. 5—1toend. 2 Cor. 2. 6.
10 11.—Even in a point of the very highest importance and |
which considerably dependcd upen those supernatural gifts
which were poured out. upon the apostles, and which were
cspecially delegated by them by the directions of the Holy
Ghost to others ; the trial and determination of the correctness
of the pretensions of those who professed to be upostles ; the
power of discrimination and the eventual judgment was not
restricted to the apostles or to the clders alone, but was a
privilege that belonged to the whole flock of Ephesus :  Acts
20. 28, 29. Rev. 2. And this same flock even in the days
of Ignatius assembled in one place and celebrated the death
of our Lord us one company of Christizn brethren,

Letus refer to the first ministers of the Christian Church,
wnd we shall discover that the immediate successors of the
apost.es who were expressly devoted by them 10 the holy of-
fice, and who received similar powers from on high, know




nothinZ of the superiority among Christians which is now
and has been claiimed by the Roman Cathiolics and their
Episcopalian offspring. ‘

Clemens Romanus was not acquainted with any distinction
between Bisho.ps and Presbyvicrs, he always referred the con-
tending Corinthians to the church and to the bishop and pres-
byters evidently intimating that they were synonymous offi-
ces. Irenzus makes no distinction between Bishops and
Presbyvters. Polycaip exliorts the Christians atPlilippi tores-
pect the opinions of the Presbyters snd dezcons—but says no-
thing of abishop. Jusun Mu-tyr alwars speaks of the presi-
dent as the pastor of one congregution.

Jerome says tlie presbyters of some churches elected one of
thzir body to preside, and called iiim bishop ; and he express-
1y declares that they were both of the same rhnk in the
church. Ignatius even aiways intimates, although lic was the
frst who made any distinction beiween bishopsand presbyters,
that a bishop was the pastor of one congregatiion only—and
Gregory Nazic -zen laments as a ““most destructive thing
to the church,” tlic increasing distinction which the avarice,
ambition and corruption of scme of his bretiiren made among
the ministers of the gospel. It hence appears, from the eccle-
siastical history of the earliest fathers of the church—that
bishops and presbyters were not of a different order at all e-
vents prior to the time of Ignutius—that the distinction was
not of divine institution—and that episcopacy even as it wa
the subject of Gregory Nazianzen®s complaint was very dif-
ferent from the pomposity, pride, and lordly arrogance of the
Romish and Episcopalian Bishops.

But if we were to allow for the sake of argument that there
had becen a distinetien between the apostles and these who
were employed by them in the less important dutics of the
church which is a {act that docs not appear, for the apostles’
lives were perfect eopics of the example which our Lord had
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given them, both in humility, aflection to the brethten, and
complacency in the performance of the most servile offices
would it follow that those who have religion and talents in a
degree infinitely inferior to many of the Laity should claim
and exercise an authority among Christ’s disciples which
the apostles never exacted, and which consequently has ne
foundation except in the corrupt propensities of the human
heart. Let those who thus assume an unscriptural influence
over the church of Christ—read the history of their Romish
and Episcopal ancestors, the Pope, Cardinals, Archbishops,
and Bishops, and consider whether the awful threat contain-
ed in Ezekiel 34. 2 to 10. be not justly addressed to them.
And had the Apostles even dciegated their extraordinary
qualifications to those who were especially commissioned by
God to rece... _...a by thc imposition of their hands—will
any man have the impudence to assert, that fifteen, or six-
teen centuries at least after all the extraordinary gifts of the
spirit had been totally removed from the church, that he is
to be clevated to a rank, to enjoy privileges, and to cxerta
power over christians which neither the apostles nor the ear-
liest ministers and martyrs of Christianity during the first twe
centuries of the gospel dispensation, and during the continu-
ance of the diffusion of the miraculous gifts, at any period
possessed *—1It is an absurdity.

Before we proceed to demonstrate the extreme folly of
N. L’s. “ confident assertions, let us examine the evangelical
definition of a gospel minister or clder. ¢ The elders were
to feed the flock, nat for flthy lucre, they were not to be
tyrants but examples ; vigilant, sober, hospitable, patient,
blameless, not self willed, not soon angry, just, holy,
temperate, uncorrupt in doctrine, grave, sincere, nhot
brawlers, and instant in season and out of scason in
preaching, reproving, and in exhsrting, with all long suf-

B
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- fering.” Now leta man be ordzined by bithops, even if
they were the uzinterrupted successors of the apostles,
wbich we shall presently prove, to be a “ profane und cld
wife’s fable ; let him be invested with office by the most

s

pious men who gver pubiishied tiie gospel of Christ, if his.
principles, experience, and conduct be not. confermable to
this character of a minister, he is not called of Ged, znd is
no.minister of Christ. The_ form of ordination, and the per-
sons by whom that rite is to be performed zre not dctailed
in the New Testament, and the laving on -of the hands of
Lishops or presbyters is of no more intrinsic impertance than
it would be to flourish it in € _zir, or to. put it into. our
pocket. The laying on of liznds evea in the zpcsiciic age
conveyed no. new powers,. whether ordinary or. extraordina-
ry; and Paul and Barnabas were as divinely called to thar

work of preaching to the .Gentiles ; and as ably fitted for
it before the prophets and teachers st Antioch ¢ laid  thceir
hands upon them,” as after that act. Those tlerefere who
are enbued with great. grace und indulged with suitable
gifis are the only ministers whem the-gospei ackrnowledges,
andhave all the call «nd mission avhich the Lord now gives
to any man to teacly exiiort, rebuke, and to administer the
sacraments ; whilst those who have not the character clrea-
dy quoted, have no call znd no-zuthority to dispense the

chiristian ordinances.

The whole of the Episcopal system rests upon- an
assumption which is not believed by wny weil informed man”
in Christendem. IU would be cquidly unprotitable and te-
dicus to introduce tle coniroversy respecting the truth of
the fact whether - the upeotle Peter at wny perod visited
Rome ; although there ure very strong arguments which
can be adduced aguinst it, and which 1 they do not fully
vonvince, sufice to susperl the determination of cvery li-
beral inquiring mind.  We will adinit thut he wus murtyred




in Romse, as stated in most ccciesiastical histaries, but it
“cannat be believed thathe was ever bishop of the church at
Rome. Paulinthe second episile to Timsthy, which was
written frem Rome not loaz previcus to his death, makes
‘no mention of Peter, which he surelvy would hzve done,
had the iatter residedin that city, and meore particularly if
be hzd supenntended the affuirs of ilhat individual society.
Thus unless the fact of Peter’s ever havirg visited Rome
bz proved, the whole bailding is overthrown. But even
did we allow that Petzr was the first bishop of that city, he
was not an officer in the Episcopzlian sense ; he places him-
eelf in the same grade with ne other ministers. In his
epistle to the ¢ strangers scattered throughout Pantus, Ga-
latia, Cappadocia, Asia and Bithvnia,™” he says, “ the elders
among you, 1 exhort, who am 2alsoan eider”?  Peter never
“suspected that from the silence of the gospel, with respect
to his history, *¢ evil men, seducers, and scofiers,” should
‘invent upon the credit of his name and apostleship, =2
“tale whereby “‘the scn of perdition should oppose and
exalt himsclf above all that is called God, sitting in the temple
‘of God, shewing himself to be God.” The Popish legend
says,  that Pcter was elécted’pi.'ince of the apostles,”
. which if it could be proved would overturn his apostleship
and the divinity of "his mission; for our Lord had said to his
primitive disciples, “ call no man master nor father upon
earth, be ve not cailed Rabbi, ncither be ve called masters
for one is your master, even Christ ; and he that is greatest
among you shall be your servant.”——This alone is suflici-
ent to prove that Peter was not head of the church, that he
never delegated any power to others, because he never
claimed it ; for his humility after his backsliding znd re-
pentance was profound and not extinguished to the last hour
of his life, and that if it were true the story would effect
the total destruction of bis divine mission and of those whe
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succeded him : hence this fiction was the oifspring of some
ambitious usurper’s mind, who wisked to elevate himself z-
bove the rest of his brethren. 4

It must also be remarked, that as the endowments of the
apostles, were extraordirnary and peculizr, they could have
no proper successors 1n the church ; it is not now known
who were the first seven bishops of Reme, and Eusebius
confesses that it is impossible to sayv who succeeded the
apostles in the government of the church. The contested
elections in almost all cases render it impossible tof ascertain
who were the true bishops ; the variety of ordinations which
were declared void by popes and councils, and the conviction
that the present bishop of Rome is not the legal succcssor of
those who preceded him, authorize the assertion that there is
not now in existence any one man, whois aregular successor
of the apostles, and that therefore ¢ hereditary divine
right,” is an usurpation which Gud will overthrow.

It has been already shewn that Peter had no more pow-
er than any other apostle, and that from the nature of his
mission it is impossible that he could have been abishop ;
but if it be replied, that the subject does not depend upon
Peter’s ordinations alcne ; but that any man who was or-
dained by either of the apostles and who oraained others in
succession was a true bishop, and that their descendcnts
are such to this hour’;——the following facts will shew how
rotten the episcopal tree is, if we examine it froin its root,
through its growth and all its branches.

After the cstablish-.ent of Christianity upon the ruins of
Paganism by Constantinc, the Roman bishop, and his brc-
ther at Consta: tinople were at perpetual variance én account
of the supremacy ; the two fioly Priests and their succcssors
fulininated the wrath cfheaven against each other, and each
with great coolness delivered his brother and his adhercents s
far s bulls and anatiiemas would serve for that purpose to the
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- safe keeping of their mutual friend Beclzebub. Itis a certain
Jf:;ct that the English Bishops canns: be traced up even to the
church of Rome. In the year 663, the successors of Austin
the monk being extinct, the new bishops were ordained by
 Aidan and Finan, two presbyiers who resided in the monas-
tery of Columbanus and who left their seclusion for the pur-
pose of ordamning “ preshyters-to fuller powers.” I would ask
N. L. ifit be nct folly to talk of the uninterupted succession
when it was thus completely destroyed in England during
many vears, and when at iength presbyters consecrated pres-
byters as diocesan bishops.--But waving the conclusions which
might be drawn from this important fact what became of the’
uninterrnpted succession when Pope Joanor John viii. govern-
ed the Roman see—can we believe that she who mightin eve-
ry-sense be called the old *“ whore of Babylon,” wasa Bi-
- shop appeinted by God to manage the uffairs of his church ?

But during the long division of the church when there were
two popes, two bodies of cardinals, &c. &c. was not the line
of succession interrupted—the schism existed during so long
atime that every man who had heen ordzined before the two
candidates for the Pontificate openly divided, must have died,
and as they both damned each other with all their partiz: ns—
is it rational to believe that the fortunate ¢ brawling priest”
after 70 yvears was more evangelical than his unsuccess-
ful opponent? What decided the quarrel at last ? the consent
of the differeut European Potentates, who wanted time and
opportunity to provide those means, and to pursue those mea-
surcs which should enable them to commence another war
with more certainty of accomplishing their object.

Afier the commencement of the glorious reformation in
Germany by Luther; Cranmer, Ridley, Latimer, Hooper,
Farrar, and other pious and enlightened clergymen promoted
the good work in England so far as the ““ Head of the church?

B2
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wonld permit.—Est hicre we must pause ; when Henry VIIL
seceded from the Romish church the vaiidity of the ordination
of the English bisheps, and the uninterrupted successicn wers
totally destroyed. From whom did Cranmer and lns brethren
derive their episcopal authority—From the Pope or his Le-
gate. But the whole generation of succeeding Popes and the
council of Erent peremptorily declared that their ordination
was null, that they were schismatics and heretics, and as
‘such they were gravely delivered over to Satan.” At length
Fenry VIIL died—all the bishops and clergy received their
munisterial authority from these men—the remnant of popery
w: s eradicating as fust as human means and human wisdom
conbined could effect it when Edward VI. was removed to
“heaven. To prove the truth of the Romish doctrine ¢ that
no faith is to be kept with heretics ?” Cranmer, Latimer,
Ridley, Hcoper, Farrar—and numberiess others were mur-
dered during the bloody reign of th2 merciless Mary.

Could it e proved even, which it cannot, that the English
episcopaqy'derived its origin from the Romish see, would
not. this fact destroy the succession?——1If it be said that
Cranmer reccived his authority from the Romish church
which succeeded the aposties, and that thercfore his ordi-
nations were valid, Lanswer, the man who gave that pewer,

possessed the power to divest him of it when circumstan-
ces rendered it necessary, and this at once destroys the foun-
dation of the Episcopal church ; besides some of the first bi-
shops after the accession of Elizubeth were nothing but
“ Vicars of Bray,” Papists under Henry, Protestants while
Edward swuayed the sceptre, persccutors under Mary, and
true church of Englaiid men when Elizabeth governed.—
Letit be noticed also, that the Pope’s interdiction wus re-
moved from Englaud but a short time ; and that the same
wien who were consecrated to office by Cranmer and his bre-
thren, who renounccd that ordination, and who were again
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conscerszted by Cranmer’s successors invested with Episcopal
anthority by him, were il condemned to hell by the sove-
reign church Pont iit——But if we advert to the time of Cli-
ver Cromweli’s Protectorate, where was the succession ? 1t
is insuiting the rational mm(f to talk about success:on, when
the authority By which the oifice and the oflicer subsisted
were both overthrown :—and in James II. time several of

tlie bishopricks when they became vacant were suppled
| with Popish priestsin disguise. Now the Episcopalians pray
every dav for the overthrow of popery, and their parents re-
" tort, by * cursing them most solemnly and believingly -in the
gnagme of God ; ;”—those who are at this distance cannot be
b_dth corrcct, and yet Protestant Episcopacy was generated
by Roman Catholic corryzption,» and has many outward marks
of the beast inscribed upon its forehead.

N. L.allows that ¢ there were no bish 1aps 1 America un-
til subsequentto the revolution ; but can that be the true
- church which is not supplied with all the officers wiio-are
necessury to manage its economy >—The supposition is ab-
surd ; and by contessing this fact he hus tacitly acknowledge '
ed that the Egpiscopal church cannot be the only true church ;
because Curist has soicmnly promised that his church shall
always have a regular supply of all the grace and gifts
which are nccessary to build up the houshold of fuith. Ir
bisiiops theretore be an mdispensable requisite in the econo-
by the example of this coun-
try, we declare the gospel to be fulse.

ny of the cheistian church

One point more, modern Protestant Episcopacy never was,
and 13 not, trom heaven——ihe heud of the church may be
cither an infituated fool; an afilicted madman, adebauchee,
or asilly woman; those make archbishops and bishops, or
could keep every diocesc vacant according to their whim and
caprice. Yct spch is the source of American Episcopacy.—
It is the off§pring of the spawn which flowed from Henny
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VII's brain, because the  Mother of Hailots® would mot
~ publickly sanction his libidinous desires. -
 The authority therefore for which the Episcopalians con-
"tend, thut of deciding all religious opinions, of establishing
erecds of faith, and determining the propriety of all religi-
ous ceremonies is the true relict of Poperv, and the father
of Les.—Isit not a well known fact that every Episcopal mi-
nister declares that he is solemnly moved by the Holy Ghest
-to assume thie ministerial ofice—when many h.ve neither
the requisite virtue nor talents. Are they not likewise forc-
ed to subscribe to articles of faith which they either do
not believe, or comprehend or which they never have studi-
ed. Do they not shew the most superlative contempt for
these solemn engagements by the moral trash, with which

the people are quieted, rather than with the animating and

ineﬁ‘ably important doctrincs of grace ! And is not duplici-
ty in subscription to articles, and prevarication in their as-
sertions at the time of ordination, openly avowed znd defend-
* ed by the Episcopal moralists ? Thus accounting for the want
of success in their ministerial employments by solemnly assert-
~ing their faith in what they do not belicve, by solcmnly gro-
mising to perform duties of which they hive no idea, cr
which they intend to “ leave undone,” and by mazking the
most sacred engagements, which cught to proceed from the
most pure disinterested motives, from no other cause thin a

desire to live inidleness and luxury, or from avarice, to‘iﬂccce/_*._.
the flock——Whilst lukewarmness and nuhﬂ'ercme 1f ne

worse principie, render the clergymen of the d;f' erefit sccts
cool in their Master's work, and msxpld in their pubth of-
ficial duties, Mcthodism will flourish.

I1. Ishall develope the genuine nature and objects of Me-
- thodism.

It is 3 fact which cannot be denied, that when the Metho.
dists first became the chject of publick notice, the whole of
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the British natien tvere sunk in deplorable darkness, the
comparstively small number of evangelical Dissenters ex-
cepted.——The light which was diffused by the Messrs.
Wesley’s, and Mr. Whitefield has pervaded every part of
the British dominions, and has been the means of kindling
a general flame among every sect of pious souls on the conti-
nent of Europe. In this vast country the gospel hias extended
its benign influence from one end of the continent to the other,
and a work is already begun in Louisiana, which promises
by the blessing of God to produce an abundant harvest, in
eollecting the scattered, ignorant and superstitious multi-
tude into the fold of Christ. The writer of the pamphlet
must have never studied the subject upon which he presum-
e¢d to write, or he could not so wilfully have mistaken the
nature of Methodism. With regard to its fundamental ob-
Ject, it was certainly the most laudable upon earth, the sal-
vation of souls; and will this episcopalian wise-acre contend
that the people who were perishing for the lack of know-
ledge and of the support which the gospel furnishes to all
its professors, must wait until the indifference and worse
than Laodicean lukewarmness of the Episcopalian drones
were banished by the grace of God from their hearts. Itis
said also that Methodism is an ‘‘ imposition on the world,
a human device, a schism, and a promoter of infidelity.”—
"N, L‘Fa_sséris ‘this with as much belief of its truth, as he
‘bc_li'é\fés the 39 articles which he seldom preaches ; but how
can Methodisin be called an imposition on the world, it pres
tends to no supernatural energy, it boasts of no extraordina.
1y gifts, it does not produce fulse miracles to deceive the ig-
norant and unwary—Its doctlmcs, form of government and
all its aflairs are published to the world with the most scrue
pulous exactness. Mcthodism is a “ human device ;™ this
Ideny, itis “the work of God,” if this N. L. bclieve the
articles which he hus solenmly enguged to enforce with apos-
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toiic geal and emergy—he mwust adinit t}‘.,t the ¢ onversio: of

-men from sin to holiness cznrot be perfurmed by man ; it

st proceed from heuven : now thie most virulent oppon ent:

~of the ‘Methadists wﬂl admu fhut 2 gre‘u r‘h:mﬂe 18 visible

. in-the lives of a. great numbcr of ‘d~e inhahitants bothof L"g-‘

-land and the United States ; wiich reformution wis prouu(,-
~ed by the operation of the Spirit of God accompanying: the

'labours of the. Wie&hodnat ministers. Bit we are tolc. that itis __
-& humm dewca 3 ‘becsuse tie M"thod.sc MINIs CI’: are not
«oruamed bv the hands of - such _men 3as lord Bristoly Dr. Ma-.

Jen(he, &c = how absurd !, all the episcopal honour which

T MOW: ex:sts«m this country. flows {rom the han(,s ofa roYal na-.

arl, aud. yet. th\s js the -true. chm‘ch ‘alone. -Protestant
| ~Epzscopahamem ~w.uch comme'aced wnh ‘the -adultery. of
'J.Hem-y V1il and: whxch -was continu¢ -4 by the -debaucheries
* -of Charies 1l.is the. only-true churc —yet its ministry have

-emptied all their temples ; their ignorance and vices h:n'e,

‘banished their auditers and: stiil they shcar the people wxd‘-
‘out the performa'\c of any “of their official dut: es.

Methodism is a *¢ schism : --thls must be aiso demed and

_retorted—at thic time the Methodlsts united in Eng-
land, they did not separate_ from: the church as they ought

to have e done ; but contmued in communion with her Inthis

_country there was even by the confession of N. L.no church
‘until since the revolution: Low then can that be a schism
 which consists in the establishment of independent socie-
ties; when this gforesaid true church did not exist. But of
all the schismatics who ever existed there arc none to whom

the same can with so much propricty be applicd as to the
church of England and their successors. They separated
from that church to which they owe their origin, and conti-
nue out of her bosom, although they boast of their being
the only true chnrch, as her lincal descendents, and of be-
ing the only Christian ministry, when the “ old lady”” whe
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bore them, positively declares thattheir ordinations are invas
lid, their rites a furce, their worship ofiensive to God, and
their departure {ruin ticmthe most vile heresy, for which
they shull reccive without repentance and unlegs they return
10 the Rouush communion, eternal damnation.

Mcthodism is a * promoter of the cause of infidelity ;”
this is the trash which the Jews uttered ugainst our Lord’s
niiracles ; theydecluréd thut the stupendous works which he

' performed, were the offspring of Lell and thercby became
guilty of the sin aguinst the Holy Ghost. The Episcopali-
ans who have been cramped by the same round of pravers,
snd who have frittered away the genuine und peculiar doc-
trines of the gospel to a dull system of morality which has
neither the beauty ner elegunce of that of Scerates or Ci-
cero; und who fiom being considersbly independent of their
flocks, care no riore for them than decency requirces,
give every godiy nan the name of Methodist; and declare
the whole body of Methodists infidels in disguise.

) Mcthodism is ‘¢ a promoter of infidelity 5 who in vour
vicinity N. L. declare the indispensable nccessity of fuith
in the gospel and fuith in Christ; us the only medium of ac-
ceptance with heaven, with most carnestuess '— who de-
rounce the terrors of the gospel agaiust all unbelief and
wickedness with most zcal ? who publish the whole counsel
of God with most pluinaess and success? whio most.eVince
the genuine spirit of the gospel of Christ in the extent of
‘their labours, their self denial, their persevering cflorts,
‘their anxiety to save the lost souls of men, and their submis.
'sion to trials unpleasant to human nature, and mortifying
‘tothe pride of the heart ! Must I answer for you ’=—The
'whole continent knows that the Mcthodist ministers are the
amen who are instant in season and out of sc:son, whilst their
t Episcopilian brethren arve idling away their lives in- self ine
'dulgence and cffeminacy.

¥
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Are those men promoters of Infidelity who tith undaunt.
ed boidness and child-like simplicity declare through all
parts of the continent and to all who hear them without res-
pect of persons, that ¢ without faith it is impossible to
please God, and he that believeth not shall be damned.”—
Thas 1s the same method which our Lord used to destroy
Satan’s reign and the unbelieving Jews declared him to be
the agent of infernal spirits.——The Methodists labour with-
out ceasing to destroy the cause of infidelity and corrupti-
on, and yet are branded. with the stigma of being its pro-
moters.—To such men as N. L. may be justlv zpplied the
saying of our Lord; “ Hezring ye hear, and do not under-
stard ; seeing ve see, aiid do nct perceive.” To men of this
stamp all reasoning is uscless. Men who thus decry others
for performing the labours which belong to themselves would
$hew the truth of their principles did they fulfil the apostle’s
injunctions which he gave to Timothy—constantly preach-
ing, praying, exhorting, and visiting the sick. Would the
rectors thus act the number of Methodists would be lessen-
ed ; but whilst these seclude themselves from their labour,
and spend their time in laying plans to amass money and in ob-
jects equally ignoble : the candid mind will upon comparing
the parties by the gospel standard assert that Methodism is
not a ‘“ human device,” and that the blessed effects which
fiow from it, prove thatitis not the ¢ promoter of infides
lity.”

Can we believe that when every art has been used to op-
pose the progress of Methodism, when not even the com-
mon share of riches are possessed by the whole body, to
give influence to its spread, that it should have included that
large portion of the citizens of these states, wlio arc now
united in the societies, if God had not been its author !—Infi-
dels may rail, hypocrites may cavil, and Devils may rage ;
but whilst some of the other sects are upon the stand or des.




climing, the inerense of the Methodisls, without influenc

r riches is almost uncxumpled io thic lastory of the Chrzs-
f1an church.

Because Mcethodism has beezn cuiled “thie werk ¢
tl:is N. L. wishes to distinguish 1t from the gespei by 2t once
assuming that it is coppesite to tie religion ¢f Christ—and
therefore hie demands thc evidence of iniracles befere he wiil
believe it—hence he denies the whole system of Mcethodism
upon the ground which has already been shewn to be a nones-
tity. Egvptizn blindness would not have uttered whatis more
inconsistent than that which Le asserts--he denies Method:sm
because its disciples do neot belong to the Episcepal Church
which has already becn proved bears ne mark of the church
of Christ: and be intimates ihat as the religion of Clrist
was distinguished from the law of Mases, so Methodism is
distinct from Christianity. The greatest miracle which can
be performed is the conquest of the corrupt dispositions of
the‘natural man, and the conversion of a hardened turbulent
sinner to the childlike humility and meekness of the gosnel,
this is the effect of Methodism, but itis not the effect of Epis-
copalianism, and it demonstrates that the work is of God. In
the first establishment oi'the Episcopal chruech this eflect was
not produced ; people professed to be ¢f the national church
becausc force and gain were boih used to influence that pro-
fession. Bnt was the heart reformed, were sinners converted,

as Loliness diffused, was the genuine temper of the goespel
dxssemm‘xtcd, were these mongrel, Romish  Protestant
Bishops owned of God ! No—When Presbyterianism beganin
Scotland aniidst some extravagances pure religion fiourished
—but they (with the English Paritans) were persecured
wiili all the virulence of Romaa Inquisitors by the relentiess
Episcopulians ;—Is not persecution in the gospel the infxlible
coaracteristic of the fulse church ?

G
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Methodism is the union ef a number of ciaisiians who wor-
ship God according to the dictates of their consciences ; ha-
ving astrong desire to propagate the gospcl, and an insuper-
able wish that ali men should enjoy the privilezes of Christi-
amty, they preserve the itinerart plzn, that in every place
the solemn truths of Christ may be delivered :—to effect this
object —the number of the ministers must necessarily be large
and a: the societies are generally poor, the preacher’s salaries
are barc'y sufficient to clothe them :——as 2l bedics must
the assemizlcd ministers

be governed by certain discipline
by the recommendation of Mr.  Wesley elected Dr. Coke
and Mr. Asbury their Presidents or Bishops to use the scrip-
tural term—and since tuat period they joined to them Mr.
Whatcoat lately deceased. It is indispensibly requisite upon
the present Methodist plan tiat there should be some per-
son whose knowledge of all tiie sociciies fitted him to inspect
and manage their concerns ; and whose vrincipel emplovinent
shouid be to visit ali the churches; that the union might be
preserved, and that their grand object the diffusion of the
gospel of Christ should be promoted. This is the sole cb-
Ject which the Methodists have in view by the increasing
efiorts which theyv are mzking for the ““ conversion of sinners
from carkness to light, and from thie power of Satun to God.”
The promise of God, that the reign of the gospel shall extend
ever all people of all climes, colours and languages must be
fulfilled : and if the Mecthodists, the Congregutionulists, and
the Baptists, all of whom wre now excrting their utmost

trength to bring sinners to God by the aid of his spirit,
should scttle upon their lees, imbibe a Laodicean spirit, and
become usciess in the church ; he would remove their Can-
dlestick, and raisc vp ¢ others to introduce that glorious and
happy period when the kingdoms of this world shall become
the kingdom of our Lord and of our Claist, for ever and

ever.”
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II1. I shall now prove that every ministerixl erdination a-
mong Congregauvialist, Mcthodist, and Presbyteriuan chris-
tians 15 +aiid, but that the Episcopalizn ordination is nei.
ther valid, nor evangeiical.

It has beer: already demonstrated that the uninterrupted
succession of Bishiops is an ¢ imposition on the worid and a
mere human device”’—let us weigh the Episcopal church
in the gospel balance—and we saall see at viice its intrinsic va-
Lue.

C:n it for one moment be supposed that all the generations
of idiots wiio filled the eniscopal office during several centu-
ries transmitted tlie Holy Ghost by mimicking the apostles in
one of the most solemn duties attached to the apostolick office
—men who had not the least pretensions either to piety or to
Jearning—but who were blind and ignorant as moles, depra-
ved and vitiated as Rochester in his worst days, and hype-
cxitical as the old scribes and pharisees—Every individual
member of Christ’s mystical body has an inalienable right to
worship God according to his view of'the precise meaning of
Clirist’s commands “ whatever is not of faith, is sin:” we
do not depend upon the good or evil opinions of others, * to
our owin master we stand or fall:” hence if the doctrine of
c¢erisitun liberty be sound, and no man who reads the New
Testament will say that God has not given his people the
most unbounded religious liberty—those of all others are the
worst rebels aguinst their creator who usurp the throne and
power of the deity, who trammél the consciences of inen,
who daub over their sins, and quict their consciences by their
untempered mortar.

Common sense dictates that no man can give that grace
and those _gifts which they themselves posscss not: how
then can some of the bishops who are disguised infi-
dels, extravagantly licentious, and stupidly ignorant, give
picty, genius, knowledge, grace or gifls suited to the pers
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formance of the moest'solemn duties in which mortals ean en-
gage ! What then can be more unjust than the claim which
the Romish devoiees and their cast off children make to
‘have the sole direction of all spiritual matters ! What know
they of leading the lambs of the fiock ! what know they res-
pecting the operation of the Spirit of God in conviction for sin ?
what know they of encouraging the humble renitent con-
trite soul and of directing him to the cross of Christ ? what
krnow they of reclaiming the backslider, of comforting the
mourner, cf supporting the fainthearted, of encouraging the
weak, of animating the believer, aud of meetening souls for

the pmrity and joys of heaven’ To the great majority of
these spiritual tyrants, you may as well talk Arabick, ae
concerning the yoculiar saving doctrines of grace ; and yet
these are the men who claim a right to say what we shall
believe, and what we shall practice. For fifteen hundred
years, says N. L. ¢ the whole Christian world was e-
piscopal :"—true! and a fine world theéy made of

the most barbarous nation of savages which at present ex-
ists upon this continent were not so depraved, vitiated, ig-
norant ard brutal as the episcopalian world, from the ¢ man
of sin,” the ¢ abomination of the earth,” the ¢« beast;”
the Pope himseclf, down through all ranks of peopic, in-
cluding both the clergy and the laity. There are no compli-
cation of villainies, which the bisliops did not commit ; there
are no rcfinements of cruelty which these murderers did
not invent ; there are no depths even of Mohammedan su-
perstion or Pagan idolatry into whiclithese blind watchmen
did not wade with their more stupid flocks ; there is no
brutal coarsceness of licentiousness in which these Aoly Fa-
thers of Episcopalianismm did not indulge ;—and to carry
their impiety, their profanity, and their infernal dispesitions
1o the highest picch, they would receive thie penitent’s con-
frssion for sin, and would absolve lier fram all lier past
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transgressions for the privilege of repeating the same crimes
immediately as the ceremony was over ; even the altar and
those piaces which they denominated the most koly and from
‘the sight of which the laity were kept with the most scru-
pulous exactness they profancd by their worse than beastly
excesses. The bishops who were slmost all Monks, were -
adepts in vice not so refined, but equally artful with the Je-
suits ; the nunneries were mere serzglios, 1n which these
““successors of the apostles™ C profanity dost thou not blush!
committed every excess; first debauching the sisteriicod ;
{izen absolving them from crime; then repeating it, then
murdering the oﬂ'bprmg oi their licentious ainours ; and to
add to the climax, burning and torturing with hellish inge-
mtv all those who could not believe that these were charac-
teristics 01 the gospel mimsters. If any man can possibly sup-
pose that such bishops are the only true bishops, and this the
oaly true churcl: ?—to him may be addressed the words of tiie
“ voice from heaven”—¢ Come out of her iy peogple, that
ye be not partakers of her sins, and that ve receive not of

her plagues !

Our Lord assared the apostles, that success should ac-
eorapany their labours, ¢ that he would work with tlem,
that he weuld always be present with his church world with-
out end.”"—=Now eitherthe gospel is fulse or the Episcopal
church isnot the true church :—for from the period when
Episcopacy w.s estublished; God reraoved their candlestick
out of its p'ac:.—No success has at any crisis acconmipanicd
the labours of its ministers except that which was produced
by indulging th: vices, and stupifying the consciences of
men.

The presence of Christ among his people by means of the
Holy Spirit weul! produce gospel fruit j—what arc the fruits
of the Spirit 7—A man, and it would be gratifying if ow

c2
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bishops wauld Uank more about kim, and copy his example
a hitie more exactly, savs “ they that are _of the esh do
mind the things of the fi=sh ; bat ther tiat ares zfter ti:e Spi-
rit, the things of the Spirit :—the works of the fiesh are ma-
nifest—Aduliery, furmca.:‘.rs wdelsiry, Xe. thev who do
these things shall not inkerit the kingdvm of God”—Iimen
whe are guilty of these crices shall sot inkerit- thie future

Fingdom of Leaven; they cannot be the true church on earth.
—* But the fruit of the spirit is love, jov, peace, longsuf-
fering, geatleness “")'Jdn(.as, iaxth, meckness, temperance.”
- Paul positivels asserts that they who belung to Thirist, pro-
duce the fruiis of the Spiri rit; and d> Sot perform the worky

of the fiesh—but what savs the Listory of t“c Ep:sconai
charch fro'n its commencement to Uie present d-.. Some
f-w solitary instances excepisd, such a3 cne ian (ppearing

ence 1t & :'.gc, the whole-of Clyist --'u]cn: was 1mikersed 1n
‘anocezn of durkness; they seem to hice espericnced that
wiiich God has declaredin his word, is tie poition of im-
penitent sianers, 3 dicial Liardness of heart.  Not feeling the
imno:tance of C': stian Lbertr, and gradual's coaxced toa

-

¢uietus by the D ls own sons, ‘ ve are of vour fl.tlicr the
Devil ;—they dc=mrtcd from the faith, gave heed to scduc-
1ag spirits, and doctrines of Gevils ;—they spoke Lies i by
pocricy, having iheir conscience sezred 2s with an hot iron ;
ti:cv forbLade to marry, communded to abstain from meats,
were w.thout natural affection, ¢ witness those koar; Scdo-
nmiite:s the Monks and Jesuits,” were fulse zccusers, inconti-
nent, fierce, despisers of those who were good ; truitors,
Lieady, high minded, lovers of pleasure more than of Gad,
Laving a form of godliness, but denving the power thercof
creeping into houses to lead away silly women laden with
sins, led aw:y by divers lusts.”——1his is the prophecy

nearly eightcen hiuadred years ago of that which the Episco-
palan church shosid be 5 avd the description of the modera
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- Tastorian who relates the fzcts, must be in the same or simi-
Le woerds. Is thet beresy or schism that separates froma
body wiiich God has ro‘;dcm 1ed }—But 1if we view tiie Pro-
tt:m;nt Episcopal church siice the referniation wiio have al-
- ready: been demonstrzted to be ti:e only Clristizn schisma-
tics, what shall we say ? ? The business is not mended.
Who formed tlie Protestant Ep;scop.d clurch ‘—ti.e most
debaucked polentate in Europe, Herry Vill—wi:o scrup-
led not to murder his wives wier satisted with them, to ad-
mii others to his bed. Wh restored it after its destruction
by Mary? Elizabeth, onef the mostcorrupt women who
ever disgraced a throne, except the late old Jezebel, Cutha-
rine of Russia 2 Who a second time restored it after Ofiver
Cromweli’s protectorate 7 Charles 11. as bezstly a wretch as
ever wore a cerdinzl’s Lat, or 5 bishop’s mitre. Can N. L.
or anr other mzn who Cues ot necd the Mamac’s discipline
and atteation, believe that to such worthless bipeds as these,
wiio spurned at Chirist’s autherity and w0 manifested by eve-
¥ act of dheir fives that they cared v~ {or him or his church,
our Lord hus commtted ilie weighis tharge of governing
his redeemed. 1f we investigate the & scopal church in this
country, we shali find tlat there is} ‘¢ dificrence—As to
the Roman Cathoiics 25 a budy, ln'ing i open violation cf a
!moral law, mnd in praztices which mast highly derogate from
the honour of God, w.d winch aficet his sovereign authority
in the most sensible point—I1 mean the 1doiatreus worship of

graven iinages, which commund they have bunished irom
tlicir code—they are past all humun redemnption.

Whence daes the Protesiant Episconal Churci in this coun-
try derive their origin? from the English Bishops, whese au.
thority, it is not pretended by any Episcopzlian, is reccived
either fram Christ or from Lis aposties, but from the King of
England.  Can th:at then be the ouly true church which de-
pends for its existence upon so precarious & vasis as the whinms
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sics of fruil mortals ,  dress’d mn a little bricf suthority.”
But the christian church must have some discipline—it is in-
dgispensabiy necissary to its existence—but where is vour dis-
cipiine N. L. you canrct refuse the most iiminsral man to par-
tuke of the Lord™s supper if he pay yvou—vou cannotrefuse to
hbury a muan, unless in case of suicide, and vou miust assure
his friends ind mest solcmnly appeal to God for the truth of
1t, that a sinner who was overwitcimed with crimes, and who
died impenitent, is tzken to heaven? Do vour Bisliops and
Clergymen take cognizance of the conduct of those few who
bear them? do they *¢ watch for souls zs these who must
give an account, that thcy may do it with joy and not with
grief ‘

‘Do not ever: man and woman shun the Episcopal Church

a3 soon as they bezin seriously to refiect upen their responsi-
bilitv to tlieir creator ? Is it not a notorious fact ti:st no socic-
ty can subsist without regulations ? but yvou Lave not even the
shadow of christian discipline or regularity, except in the uni-
formity of your prayers, the monoisnous dullness of your la-
rangues, and the steadiness with which you punctually collect
your salaries—Can that be the true ciwurch which lins not
our Lovd for its head ! whose ministers acknowledge that
they derive their authority from that Babylen which God bias
suaid shall be ¢ utterly burnt with fire,” and o7 er whose Ces-
truction, ke calis ““licaven, the boly apostles and proplicts
torejoice because he Lath revenged upon her, the persect ti-
ons of ¢ the souls of them whom she had sluin for the word
of God ?” Canthat be the true church which has ne christian
dgiscipline—and whose whole economy bears not onc v .sible

cature of the genuine church of Chirist? To N. L. and to all
those who implicitly belicve the contradictory, unfcuniled
‘¢ specinus professions and confident assertions” of his pamph-
let may be justly addressed the words that Paul deiivered to
the Jews and others at Antioch in Psadin—— Beware there-
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fure, lest thut come upon vou which 18 spoken of in the pro-
jliets, Behold, ye despisers, and wonder, and perish: for 1
work a work_in vour days, a work which vou shaill in nowise

believe, thougzh a man declare it unto you.”

Cranmer, Latimer, Ridiecy, Hooper, Farrar, &c. al-
though the highest dignified officers of the church of England
—all confessed that tiie remains of superstition among the peo-
ple were so strong that they could not perform the full work
of destroying popery as they wished—These men denied the
¢ episcopal successian” in toto—they solemnly declared im-
mediately before thel- flight for heuven that they did not de-

rive their ministerial office from the Pope but from Christ—

ther cimimed no power over christians but that which their gy

c¢ty, talents and learning gave them—and persisted to the
lust in ' expressing their regret that the providence of God
had not seen fit to permit tiiem to 1mbtie the whole English
nation with- tho: principles which afterwards actuated the
Parituns.—Does not this dcstra_\,_(: Eniscopal ordination if it
depend which it necessarily must upon the uninterrupted
succession ? Of these characters all sects.of christians boast—
but they were not Episcopalians in principle—As Abriham
longed to sce the day of the Son of man, so did they pant for
the diffusion of puritunism; could they arise from their graves,
and be permitted again to make a short stay upon the carth,
thosc who now fill the stations which they held, would be
the very lust men with whom they would become acquainted.
—~—To what inconsistency is errvor reduced ? They boast of lia-
ving derived their ongin from the ¢ apostles® successors,”

the Roman bishops as they are impiously called, and yct glo-
ry in men who would spern them from their presence. Thesc
codly men devotad their lives to prove the truth of their pro-
fessions, whereas it may be justly affirmed that with scarcely
any exeeptions—the whole fraternity of hishops now in exist-
cuce ws their conduct proves would not swrender their sala.

é
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ries to save the whole world from eternal miserr.——=1Vho
makes the Episcopal Bishops, the Pope among Catholicks, the
King of England amongst Protestants—and let it be daly re-
membered, that every Roman Catholick Bishop =t his ordi-
npation swaars to obev the order of the Pope in opposition to
all others, and in defiance of the civil government to which
he swears allegiance, and to persecute hereties by all the -
sneans in his power: and what kind of an ozth the church
of England Bishops in this country took when they were
vcleped right reverend fathers in God, I leave to God and
their consciences, and how they can reconcile it with their
duty to their country, I submit to the Casuists. If the
fayntain be corrupt, can the streams be other than polluted—
- 3Fthe « Head of the church” be an earthly monarch, instead

of the Lord our Saviour, how can that church be the true
church >—if the men from whom the Protestant Episcopali-
ans in these states professedly derive their origin, be as has
been sufficiently proved, nof®the ministry of the gospel of
Christ—what must be said of those whom they send ? That
they are not ministers of Christ.

The Pope’s Legate and the poor deluded, ignorant multi-
tude who obey his commands, are not refeired to in this dis-
cussion ; they are past all amendment, except the energy of
the spirit of God descend into their souls—but the Protest-
ant Episcopalians derived their ministerial offices from the
“head of the church,” the king of England—under him from
the archbishop of Canterbury—lct us see if he be not himself
an in ontrovertible proof thut lie is not a minister of' Christ,
and that those wiio huve received the ‘“Holy Ghost,” by the
unposition of his hands--O impiety ! what sacred names dost
thou assune to conceal thy hideous nature—are not ministers
of the Gospel.  The present archibishop of Cant erbury bears
no single characteristick of a christina—he is meun, selfish,
griping and avaricious to a degree—wallowing in riches, he




( 35 )

exscis his small rents with th:e hard heartedness of a usurer,
and for his paltry trifle will ruin a whole familyv. He should
be an example cf piety to th:e kingdom, and to all his bre-
thren ; but one of his exaclions of aii his tenants is, that
they shall have no preaching nor praving in their Louses.

He cither in person or by deputy, laid hards upon the Pro-
testant Episcopal bishops of America, and from whom they
say that thev reccived the Haly Gbost, when every body
knows that the archbishop of Canterbury scarcely belicves
that there is such a being ; or if Le does credit the Gospel 1n
that particular, evinces that he pays no respect to him, by the
want of the first christian principle—liberality ; by the w:
of the most necessary requisites in a christian minister—hu-
mility and zeal : and by his uniform active opposition to cvery
scheme w hich is ¢ dculateu to bring sinners to God, and to
dissipate the clouds of superstition, igncrance 2nd infidelity.

I t]zert:/ cre do assert that all christian ministers ckeze religi-
eus characters, and talents amnount to the gospel standard are tl.c
ey men wwho are appointed by kim to Cdisgerse the gostel—and
that Episcopalian crdinatior is not valid, is not Chriczian, is not
of God——Well then says N. L. by dcstroving Protestant
Episcopacv—you have overtur ned Methodism ! No, Sir,

the Methodists do not derive their right to administer or re-
ccive the sacrament frem yvou—They profess to d.escnt from

vou altogetier—did they claim to descend from vou, vou
migit say of them as your “ mother of hurlots,™ savs of vou,
that you are lierctics—but they declare that they have never
owned, and will never ackno wledge your uznspiritual juiisdic-

1: on.

You call Methedism a “ new gospe I"——this vou know
to be false—what difference is there between the doctrines
of the thirty-nine articles which yeu so solcnmly subscribed
when you entered the church of Engiand und those which
vou preached when a Methodist minister—A Polemic pro-
foundly versed in controversial divinity might be alle topoint

9
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Gt some nice minutiz, but vou cannot be expected o do ¢

> -

_ Christ savs he is always in the midst of his worshipping
people, but he is not in vour church—else vou srould not
preach to the cierk and the sexton. Do vou believe in the
divine inspiration and authoriiv of the New Testament ? if
so vou cannot be the cliurch of Christ or you would expe-
rienice the truth of the Saviour’s promiscs—if vou will couti-
rue {o assert that vou are the only true church—then vou
Ceclare the gospel to be an imposit?tm upon the worid.”

Tiie most childish weakness of mind wculd not be led away
Eut i scems that you and

bv such “ cenfident assertions™
vour deputies have been endeavou wrng to induce the married
femzles on the Eastren Shore to believe that because ven
..p;scop‘.haxb did not perform the marriage cercmony, or in
other words did not recerve t4e fze which is®given to the offi-
ciating minister—that their children are all bastards=—To in-
sult—itkis is adding crime—should vou endeavour when the
1aws of their country and the scripiures of God declare that
the cobabitation of these people is strictly legal—to harrass
their minds vpon this most dclicate point ! Those of you who
thus have endeavourad to destrey the nutural afiection of 4 pa-
rent for Lrer ofispring, and who wish to infix the mest lasting
wound in her Leart, und the moest indelible stigma on her
character, are the “ apostles successors™ and the only
true church of Christ 711! What makes deists, what pro-
motes mmfdelity? veur clurch. Wheever re"ds the serp-
tures, «ud thenrecoilects that the Episcopalian Bishieps boust
to be thz “sole true church ef God,” and will not acenrate-
Iv investigate the subject, mustbe o Deist.——There is not
now n cxistence, usiess e be indeed Laif witted, or unalis
to think, onc chiristian who would not rencunce lis profession
of clrisiinit—if Lie could for one mement neE criny 0
supposing that the Ilmscopan:m was the ¢ truce church.”

FINI
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