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4 Along with the new interest that has been shown|

#1n the socizl service work of the Christian Church
f

lduring the last decade there has also been a rather

ﬁlarge degree of opposition on the ground that the

»socjal service work is an innovation, that it is an

;"ad%ing to" the Gospel and so does violence to it. It
has'been asserted that the new emphasis is not in har-

mony with the teachings of Jesus. And, along with this

I
f
L
iconﬁention that it is not a part of the teaching of

|
'Jes%s it has beeh maintained also that it is contrary
i
to the teaching and the presdching of the great leaders

e e T DS

i0f the Christian Church in the past, some of the more

Econsefvative of our own Methodists, especially, sayingF
h,
John Wbsley and his great co-workers did not so under-

ystand the ?ospel and that he would look with horror on:

f

part of th{s criticism and opposition may be due to

i
1
‘the sociallservice program of the Church to-day. A 4
i
I
|

the fact téat too much, probably, has been said about

social serylce rather than simply going ahead and put-

ting it info prectice. Perhaps we don't find John Wes-

ley and his helpers saying a great deal about social

ﬂservbce but a fair study of the spirit and practices oﬁ

I
.these great reformers shows that they did have a pro- i
gram {hat in spirit was not greatly unlike what the |
3 b ;- i h < 2.
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rChurch is undertakzng to~day. On the contrary, we findh

ithat Wesley was often criticized for the work that he d

}did along this line on much the same grounds that are j

’takén by present day social service opposers, and on

h

such occasions we find Wesley saying that it is his def

«8iré to do as much good as he can and that he will do f
it in any way that he can. u

v i
i The aim of this paper is to show that the social
Ul

;service spirit did exist, and that in rather large

meaure, in the great English revival under Wesley and

‘his co-workers. Something has already been-done along
i

ithis line; Professor North's recent book on "Early

e T

. / .
Methodist Philanthropy" furnishes us an excellent dis-
icuséion ofibne phase of the subject. D.D. Thompson's
jwork on "Wesley as a Social Reformer" shows another t

| .
iphase of iia Practigally all of the many biographers

1
tof Wesley as well as those of his colleagues, give the

ésubjent mO{e or less attention as they necessarily

)]
treating of their work. Several magazine ﬁ

Imust do in
f

‘articles also have treated the subject either directly
'l

lor indirectly. In the preparation of this paper as many

a8 possible of these sourses have been consulted and
I
9311 h?ve helped- to stimulate interest in the work be-

fore Us. Surely the Church today needs to catch anew
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he' social spirif of Ter Master and of hér great lead-
lers of the past and to express that spirit in meeting
Ethe needs of human society to=daye.

i In order to attain a proper understanding of th
gsocial service spirit in the Evangelical Revival we

husﬁ first note what the real social conditions were i

} 1
historians who treat of this period and all the biog=

{3
)
graphers the subjects of whose writings lived at this

=

;timd agree in painting the social,‘moral and political
picthre of the era in the most sombre cgolors. Carlysle
says that it was a time when the soul was extinct and
1 i

:the;stomach very much alive. Walpole was in the ascen-

!
jdenc;y in politics and his policy was such as to recog-
|
i i
land purity{of 1life. He was accustomed to telling the
| {

best and mdst high-minded young statesmen that came to

Farliament;that they would soon get over their foolish

4

ﬁdeals of 4onesty and morality. His was a dollar dip-
;lomacy recqgnizing only the economlc law - the matter
'of supply and demand, and while it must be admitted

:that he did much for England from a cormmercial stand-
iboint, even that he laid the foundation of the present

hindusfrial England, he also brought to the front the

—— e = = = T oW TTIOSR W, O Sames e v ez ewyl e e e p e E N o

England at the time when the revival broke outs. 211 thé

nize only Qateriél motives while he sneered at religion

|
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to the labor classes and to favor the capitalistic )
iand compercial classes. The problem of ths working man
ibecéme more complex than it had ever been before and
Ethrough her pri?a minister England showed herself to
écare but little for his welfare. It came to be recog-

«nized also that the metter of child labor was a menace

fand a problem but the attitude of Walpole was one of .

indifference at best. We find that Wesley speaks of

;the danger of ﬁhé child being compelled to labor by 4
"the great system of which he was a part. In short, )
LWalpole's ministry neglected shamefully the social and:
ﬁmoral interests of the country and the people and em- g
ﬁphasized c%mmercial and political aims exclusively.

fLecky, the historian, pronounces his view-point and

;aim as a f@llacy. Morover, Walpole was himself a gross
Eviolator o§ the moral law, perfidy seemed to be gener-

'al and on the part of nearly all who were not them
I

selves' guilty there was an appalling apathy. ]

|
, |
J The very social and,M9ral status of the nation -
}
?Statug of the nation was dangerous as is always the
'case When a nation cannot get enthusiastic about high |
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A Justice was the exception rather then the rule and
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lia.nd good thlngs. Even in the administration of the law

S Sl T e S

' that human 1life was not rated very high is shown by

ithe frequency of the death penalty as well as by the

imany acts of violence;even as late as 1800 over two
Il
»hun@red crimes in England were punishable by the death

el

|pena1ty. Gin drinking was one of the great and common
|

L

 evils of the time; Lecky holds that the great increase

Bl e

'in the death rate, in poverty, crime, etc. were direct

i 1y due to drunkenness and this evil was practically

as common among men prominent in publit life as emong
4

I the lower classes. Another of the great social evils

Ewas the clandestine marriage which was often perférmedi
' |
4
I ]

L or slmllar reasons and had escaped. As is indicated by

by ministers who had been or were in jail for debts,

7

hthis and mény other considerations even the Church at !
ﬁthis time Wwas guilty of having a large part in main-
;taining thqse evid conditions. It should also be noted
! that populér amusements were of the basest type, the

gstage was 1mmoral to such a degree that few women at- |

{ tended the plays un-masked. Nearly every one including
]
!

the ladies of the higher classes gambled; Westminster h
! Bridge was built and the British Museum was founded by,

tlottery systems. The finer quallttes of human nature
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isuéh as pity and the humanitarian instinct seemed o

have died out if we are to judge by the frequency of 4

the cock-pit, bear-—|

such diversions as the bull-fight,
} bating, etc. Macaulay insidldusly attacks the Puritans2

II
;of a later age by saying that they hated bear-bating d
i . f
:notibecause it gave pain to the bear so much as becausy

:it gave pleasuse to the man but after all even if

)
such was the case wasn't the Puritan right? When men

|

. come to take pleasure in such a diversion it is suffie
Ecient to arouge our hatred. Not only was immorality |
ﬁcommon but it was also coming to be thpught of as a
Enecessary part of even cultured living. No less a per-

4
3

' songge then Loid Chesterfield who was regarded as a |

' 1lion in society, writes to his son making elaborate

4
b

) endeavors to convince him that polish bs of more in-

Talhm st

]
uportance than principle and then remorselessly fills

it
b
i

qout the curriculum of a genteel education by instruct-

ying him in the arts of seductione.

Bef%re closing this sketch of the state of Eng-|

— R -

i
h
l1ish society before the revival it should be noted tha%

|
| Cormerse, which has its diabolical phases in every dge

3

$included at this time in England some items of peculia
ienormdty. Up to the Middle of the century a flourish-

L ing slave trade went on, with scarcely an opposing
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' |
tvoice to challengenthe inlqulty. According to Lecky,
"It has been compufed that between 1680 and 1700 the |
'English tore from Africa about 300,000 negroes, or a-

bout 15,000 every year. In discussion upon the methods

e e Y

of making the traffic more effectual, which took place

fin the English Parliament in 1750 it was shown that

146,000 negroes were at this time annually sold th the |

|
'English colonies alone.”

!

j.', s

{towards such astonishingly immoral and irregigious 3

What would be the attitude of one 1like Wesley

i
{
.

| conditions? Could we redlly think of him as living in !
il

| such. an age and not raising his volce in opposition? |

lLet us find the answer to our questyon in his own

words as they are recorded in his "Appeal to Men of

SC T S

HReason and Religion" published in 1745:”What'can an
iimpartial person think concerning the present state orf'i

religion in' England? Is there any nation under the suni

which is so deeply fallen from the very first princi- £
tples of religion? Where is the country where is found i
|

,80 utter a disregard of even hé}hen morality; such a

lthorough contempt of justice and truth and all that !

3

ﬁshould~be dear and honorable to rational creatures?

i .
;What species of vice can possibly be named,xwmk even of

those 'which nature itself abhors, of which we have not.
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had for many years a plentiful and still increasing

| inople, which we have not imported Iong ago (if it

was not of our native growth), and improved upon ever

l,sinco? Such a complication of villanies of every kind,

| congidered with all their aggravations; such a scorn

lof whatever bears the face of virtue; such injustice,
fraud and false-hood; above all,

' a methbd of law, we may defy the whole world to pro-
P
b

'Wesley seeking to overcome such conditions and to
i
! bring in a new social order though of course we do not

 Tfind him characterizing his work in Just these words.
i
‘With such a keen insight into human affairs as was

lhis and with such a remarkable foresight in the consid
|
| eration of the results of social sin together with the

worker -~ g seeker after a better social order?

i

i soclal service in the 1life of Wesley and in the revi-

I
3

 val in which he was the main gigure we note first of

8ll the philanthropic phase of the movement.
|

1 o TETSEAIETRSE = = = T s - = =

h

harvest? What sin remains éither in Rome or Constant-J

such perjury and suchi

y duce." And naturally enough, we should expect to find

ever-burning desiré to do as much good as he could howi

 could such a man as John Wesley be other than a soclal;

In taking up the investigation of the spirit of

This is

I
|
’the natural and logical starting point for it was out §
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htheir philanthrophy that the most of the other gocial
:service naturally grew. They bagan with charity and inb
a sense they ended with charity but the type of the

;help that thev bestowed was greatly different at the lf

Elast from the beginning for as these friands of human-

ity gained experience the spirit and form of their i
'‘charity became more noble and effective. .

Their philanthropic work really began with the %
ﬁorganization of the Holy Club during the days at Ox- !
kford. The club was originated in 1§29 after Wesley's ;
ﬁreturn from Epworth where he had been derving as his

gfather's curate. In spite of the derision in which

b
hthey were held by the other students of the University.

Fthe club gradually grew in numbers and purpose and one.

gof the first requirements was the practicing of self-

?denial that they might be &ble to carry on the work of |
*charity that was to be a part of their work. Thus !
?this philanthropic work became a mark of the club at ;
?its very beginning and much of the time of the mambersi

t

:was spent in visiting the the prisoners and the sick

i
iand poor of the city.

+
{]

William Morgan, one of the members of the club,

i
was the first to take up this worke In his Journal 4

IWesley tells how Morgan began the work and how the . ﬂ
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"Hotherzmembers 6f the club including himself came to be“
linterested, following is the entry: "Mr. Morgan told f

lme he had called at the gaol to see a man condemned L

dfor killing his wife; and that, from the talk he had

o e e —

pwith one of the debtors, he verily believed it would

ido much good, if any one would be at the pains of now |

4
qand then speaking to them. This he so frequently re- j

fpeated, that, on the 24th of August, 1730, my brother ﬂ
éand I walked with him to the Castle. We were so0 well ﬂ
:satisfied with our conversation there that we agreed ﬁ
lto go there once or twice a week; which we had not |

"done long before e desired me to go with him to see ar

i

!
l
1!
l
poor woman in the town who was sick. In this employ- ﬁ
b
lment too, when we came to reflect on it, we believed
i
|
r
|

:it would be worth while to spend an hour or two in a
{week; provided the minister of the parish, in which
b ’

lany such person was, were not against it." Thus the ;
thllanthropy began and while the work was not of any |
:great proportions, it was still a great beginning and F
i1vva,s the putting into operation of a principle that is {
dsbill bearing fruit in the Methodist Church as well ash

Ethe other great Protestant bodies. In writing home to[
}his father and telling him why he did not want to be

———

Ihis successor at Epworth, one of the reasons that he
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gford in the way they have started. "Here", he says,

‘l' g"is room for charity in all its forms; there is scar-

i

{ cely any possible way of doing good for for which
P

:there is not dally occasion®™. How well they made use

l'of this occasion is shown by the records they have
Eleft‘us in the form of letters, financial accounts,

adiaries, etce On one occasion while Wesley was in Lon}
¥ ﬁdon Mr. Morgan wrote to him to bring spelling books toF

use in their work with the prisoners. In another lat- |

Ay i

' ter Mr. Clayton writes to Wesley that two of the pris-j
{ oners had been discharged and both of them zble to
t

i { read "mighty well", and also stated that there were

i only two in the gaol who lacked this accomplishemnt an

-.:p,._.- o

that they were learning it
) ] In addition to this work of education in the

' prison they undertook to give instruction to the poor ,

o

)
:children of the town. At first Morgan seems to have

ibeen the leader in this work as in that of visiting at
" !
the gaol. The teaching began with what instruction !
| |
ithey could find time to give and then in time develop~ |

4ed into a .school whose teacher was paid by the society1

iThat the work was not all done by Morgan is shown in i

i
1a letter of Mr. Gambold after he had left Oxford in
f
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which he said that the school was of Wesley's found-

ing or at all events it was Wesley who pald the expen-i
g88s both of the teacher and for the diothing of many
of the children. The members of the club were accus- j

tomed to calling at the school to see what progress "

 was Yeing made. They would question the children, heary

|
them read, instruct them in prayers and the catechism,

etc. Among others who seem to have had much to do
with ‘these efforts was Whitefield who had the direct
care .0of the school for a time during Wesley's absence.
The members of the Holy Club seemed to be aware
of the unfairness of the laws of the time by whicﬂpn—

fortunate persons were imprisoned for debts that were

insignificant in themselves. Once imprisoned they were'
unable to mest their obligations because there was no f

opportunity of earning the money. Consequently along J

this line the Methodists were especlially helpful. Help

was given bdth in the form of money and influence. |

While Wesley was in London on one occasion, Morgan

writes to him directing him to secure the release of
one of ‘the prisoners and to use his influence ¥#ith a tl
rich friend in behalf of another. In other cases they i
ral sed monzy for the payment of the debts of those

who were most deserving. This money @hex rgised by

e 2
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- giﬁ§“§;acticé'5f self denial among them selves and by |
Jtaking subscriptions among thdvse who were in sumpathy

L]
'!with the work and willing to help. At a later period !

«din his 1ife Wesley wrote that a certain one of their
‘Number at Oxford "had thirty pounds a year. He lived
on twenty-eight, and gave away forty shillings. The K
mext year, receiving sixty pounds he still lived on i
‘twenty-eight and gave away thirty-two. The third year f

‘e received ninety pounds and gave away sixty-two. The |
i Lfourth year he received a hundred and twenty pounds;

'stil1l he lived as before, on twenty-eight, and gave to '

i
‘the poor all the rest." This "one", says Thompson, "wa%

I
John Wesley, and the rule here laid down he observed
"

to the end of his life, never spending upon himself
i

more than twenty-eight pounds a year." Many of the per-
}
; &sons thus helped came to be life-~long friends and ad- h

herents of the Methodists. Still, it was not only 4
{ P
[those who seemed to be most worthy or who sesmed to k
h 'i

[promise the most returns in the future that were help- ,
‘ed. The Methodists were friends to all; they were not |
Erespecters of persons; there was in them that which
:tended.to call out the hest there was in any man no
patter what may have been his past or present condi-

tion. This was real social service.
i

[+
t
)
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The social and charitable work so well begun i
Iduring the Oxford days could not be carried on to the
:same exterlf during the time spent in Georgia whither
?Wesley and some of his companions went in 1735 as ag-
ents and missionaries for the Society for the propogat%
lion of the Gospel in Fbreign Parts. However, a carefulv

consideration of the motives of Wesley in making the H

trip to America, of the manner in which he weighed the“

.possibilities of such a trip, and of the good he expecby

)
ed to do shows that the spirit was about the same as |

¢ !
‘that which characterized his work at Oxford. Even on !

4
the voyage some of the same type of work was carried on
;!
ithe children being instructed and regualr visits made

5to the sick on board. Such ministration as the bringing

e

iOf food to the sick was also common and a regualr prac-
}tive of the Methodists on the trip. After reaching Am-

!erica Wesiey himself seems to have done but little of
this kind of work but one of his cpmpanions, Charles |
Delamotte, was busily éngaged in the instruction of th;
Echildren of the colony. It is not clear just how many :
schools he had but it is certeip that the work pro- |
Fgressed and the number of pupils stedily increased. {
-this educational work seems to have commenced within a

honth after they landed and the first scholars were a

-

e W -
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ifew ornhans in Savannah but W1thin eight months the

l
|
" some extent wbth the training of these chiildren, his J

. number had increased to forty. Wesley also helped to |

h f
part being to catechize them at certain regular inter-ﬂ
] 1
. vals and to talk to them concerning the lessons. Dela-ﬁ
i motte remained in Georgia for something like six month%
t

after Wesley had returned to England and so was there

'a sufficient lenghth of time to have the work in shapet

éfor Whitefield upon his arrival. Whitefield seemed to §
gthink that Wesley had done more good in the colony

l't'.hegn Wesley had allowed himself to imagine and gives !

I
him credit for it in his correspondence. With the ar- {
rival of Whitefield the work of education went on a- |

TR T T

pace and in course of time the orphan house that was

to attract so much attention throughout the colonies g
. as well as England was inaugurated. True, the orphan ﬁ
ihouse was not actually started at this time but the
3p1an was inaugurated and it was to secure proper aid |
i that Whitefleld so soon returned to England. h
| After returning from Georgla Wesley came more
‘strongly than ever under the influence of the Morav-
iianSo Those with whom he met in England seemesd to have:
Ea rather low estimate of the value of the social and I

|
. charitable work that the Wesleys and their companions




h
|
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| were doing but Wesley was not the person to be so eas-

' ged in seeking t@ minimize the worth of charitable

' works. While he was connecited with the Moravian sos.

- attached to the Church to give up either. !

160 it

ily influenced as to relinquish this important phase |

of their work. He had become too deeply attached to ;

!this kind of work and had seen too well its value to |

misguided by any such opinions as the Moravians expresk

ciety the contentlion on this point waxed so strong
that there was danger of disruption. Along with the

dissention about works of charity there was also Wagéq

a contest concerning the valus of the sacraments of tHF
church and Wesley and his friends were too well aware '
i

of the good done in the Oxford days and too strongly

[
4
I

In 1738 Wesley carried out a purpose that he g
had formed while in Georgla, that of visiting the mor%
avians in Germany. Hers he found them abounding in the%
very type of good works that he had been so zealous

J
about himself. Three places in particular that he $

visited,- Halle, Marienborn and Herrnhut,- made deep i
impressions upon hims The Moravians in CGermany were t!
a large degree influenced by Count von Zizendorf who |
had made a study of the charatible and philanthropic

at Halls and was seeking to carry out 2 program of




-
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b similar kind at Herrnhut and Marienborn. Both the |

J
1
¢ 1

|
?rphan house and the system of education that they wereq

Farrying on were especially pleasing to Wesley and we g
Find him writing concerning them to the effect that he ,

regarded them to be the direct result of the sxtraord- ?
‘ |
'!

!

#ecially interested ingstudying. The extentsiveness and%

pffectiveness of the German Eduwational work impressed |

#nary faith and religious experience which he was es-

him greatly but still there were some things that did

not appeal to him and we find his own record concerning1

such: "I do not admire their confining their benefi- ,

g 1

?ence tolthe narrow bounds of their own society. This
%eems the more liabae to exception, as they boast of i
éossessing 50 immense riches. In his late book the |
gount particularly mentions how many hundred thousand
lorins a single member of thelr church has lately ex-

ended and how many hundred thousand crowns of yearly

_._J-U__.__..‘gﬁ_.._..

Tent the nobility and gentry only of the Bociety enjoy j
}n one single country. Meantime, do they, all put to- !
gether, spend one hundred thousand, or one hundred, in |
éeeding the hungry, or clothing the naked, of any so- 4
|iety but their .own?" So we see that Wesley saw the

Wweaknesses and inconsistencies of their system as well

|
|
|
|
as its excellencies and we can but naturally expect I
1

TR
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 vide employment for those who were out of worke. This,r
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a broader and mbre consistent Chriatian policy in théwi

|
future work of the Methodists as well as one that will
also have something of the Moravian effectiveness and !

efficiency. Wesley is able to see not only the strong$

H]

points of a practical working Christianity but when iq
fails to measure up to the full requirements he is als,

S0 able to detect the failure and with his thorbughnesF

and systematic way of carrying out his work he cannot

but be expected to surpgss even the Moravians.

With the launching of the Methodist Organizd= |
tions, first the socisties, then the United Sécieties:
and finally, the Conference this work of social Ser- ;
vice went on apace. Weslsey was always alert for any 3

opportunity to help all the needy and not only to givé
i

' them money but also, and what was even better, to pri-

I

as he said, kept them not only from want but from idlq%
I
i
was really making progress in the ideal as well as in

i

i

the practical sense. F

ness as well. So we sse that the soclal service work

With the formation of the classes in Bris{l

I

tol the work of charity begins to come more and more |
i
into its own rights. The matter of providing for the |
I

poor 1s put on a systematic foundation by the arrange-
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) ument for the stewards to have full charge of this §

i
' phase of the Methodist work. The following from NortHdl
'"Early Methodist Philanthrophy" whll add something to 4
our store of information as to the extent of this workt

: "How lgrge was the average weekly collection for the u
- !

poor cannot be determined save in a few instances. The?
] |

!
i

i

[

i

]

!

%collection book of the West Street Soclety, ILondon, i
i o
v;gives us information for that soclety for the period b
| from 1764 to 1796. In the first nine months of 1764

t

,1the distributiion to the poor was 126 pounds, 17 shil- ]
!1ing§, 3 pence. For the twenty-three years between :
l1764 and 1787, during which the fund was applied en- 'ﬂ

tirely to the needs of the poor, more than 3,000 pounds

[

|
(
Ewas glven through the weekly collections. The amounts .
u

raised by speclal collections were not included in #
b
t

i thisl In addition to this the same society was giving !

H

‘largely to other phases of the benevelont work of the

' j
| organization and it may be that the libverality of thisj
' society was exceptional but the probability is that it

i
| was nots Mrs Wesley speaks of another single collectioé
| "
: i
' taken at another sockfty as being a 1little short of |
,eight pounds a week and another particular instance 181

‘referred to by Wesley in his Journal as follows: "I f

: such
| have not seeniﬁnother ( instance of liberality) in i

—— - - —_—— e o

—_— T 2 oL SR T de . T = i k- R
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" ‘England. In thé class paper (which gives an account of

[] 200 i

the contributions for the poor) I observed one gave
i

"eight pence, a week; another sometimes one, sometimes
¢ i

two shillings. I asked Micak Elmoor, the leader (an !

b
"Israelite, indeed who now rests from his labors), 'How!

1

»and all we have to God. And we do it gladly; whereby |

"we are ahle to entertain from time to time all the it

I
5strangers that come to Tetney, who often have mo food R

|
i
f
i

to eat nor any friend to give them a lodging'." this

;
jwas the work of the little village class of Tetney, in

f Lincolnshire. K
! g :
! Even before this, however, special efforts were:

imade for the relief of the poor or distressed during

the more trying times. Tyerman tells us that in 1740

\when a severe frost threw many of the people of Bris-

tol out of work and reduced them to a condition border%
'ing on starvatior, Wesley made collections and fed froé
1a hundred to a huddred and. fifty a day. Later in the =
| same year he helped the poor of London by asking all
‘'who were able to give what clothing they were able to "

. spare and then having it distributed among the needy. !

. b
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Again, about a year later, WMen he pzrcbived that many

‘_ in London were without needful food and convenient ]i

clothing, he appointed twelve fiersons to visit every d

. alternate day, to provide things needful for the sick,

—— g g——

"and to consider what might be done further. It was !
tthis matter of considering what might be done further

} Ethat led to more important measures from the standpoint
Fof social service which we will consider later. Thus!

ke ]
| ?it was that the work went on all through the years and

I
’ gin view of the vast amount of help that the common

, ipeople received from the Wesleyan movement can it be

z- : ‘
 wondéred at that so many of them have attached them- |
}

' selves to it. And if the Methodist Church of today is *

+to live up to the spirit of her founder and her early ?

+ i

}practice and traditions she must still be a friend of
}the comnon people, those who work with their hands;
' she must ever strive to improve their lot in the world

» ever seek to see thelr hardships and to give them help
I |
inot only in the form of charity but also in the from ,

A
pof better opportunities for helping themselves and imPp

|
%provlng their conditions. h
l [t
i

j We now pass to the consideration of some of thei
’ ] i’ advance steps that grew out of the initial works of l{
charity. As was stated above when help had been bestowL
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‘ed by supplying the immediate needs the committee ap-

ipointed for the work was to consider what might be done
I
tfurther. The result of this was that many of those who'

}
'were out of work were provided with employment. The

:
ke

'women were given knitting to do and many others were |

[employed at carding and spinning cobtdon. Thus Waesley

:sets-himself about to solve the probgem of umemploy- 1
‘ment! Would any Methodist of to~day accuse him of at- %
ﬁracting the crowds by opening a free dining room or f

i
an employment agency and urge him to preach the simpleh

v

Gospel? But Wesley was not satisfied to stop at this.ﬁ
"He observed that there were many who needed help in ;
;:%rom 8till different from any that have Been noted. :
‘There were some persons who were not poor enough to !

} need alms and yet who at times did not have the ready 1
money to provide for immediate needs. Persons in this !
‘danger were lbable to be cast into prison and Wesley, |
?ith his practical common sense thought it would be anf
excellent thing to have a loan fund for the relief of '
such personss We find the following entry in his Jour-"
nal: "i made a public collection towards a lending t

!

stock for the poor . Our rule is to lend only twenty

shillings at once which is repaid weekly within three

R - —

months. I began this about a year and a half agoe Thir=]
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§£§ poﬁnds Siileeh sﬂiilingé'were then collected, and

B

gfifty~five persons have been relieved in eithteen ;

months." Later the amount which one person might bor- 1

row was increased to five pounds and the amount of |

good done can hardly be comprehended. A'single instancg
cited by D.D. Thompson will siffice to show the pos- E
'sibilities of such a fund. "Among its beneficiaries |
was & cobbler named James Lockington, who in 1778 borrg

,rowed five pounds with which to start a second hand t

bbook shop in connection with his shop. This new busi~-
’ness grew more rafidly than his cobhbling, and in the p
;course of time he gave up the latter. The book busi-
hness developed into the largest second hand book store{
'in London if not in the world. It made its propietor

iimmensely wealthy and the year that Wesley died Lack-
§ington's profits from his business amounted to twenty-
-2five thousand dollars.” Besides this Tyerman tells us
ithat hundreds of honest poor were aided by this fund i
iand either kept out of prison or enabled to get a I

'start to real self support. Surely Wesley was living ﬁ

:up to his motto of going all the good he could and it

I,c&m be said that the work of some of our great insti- } -

H
i

i
tutional churches today are only carrying out the prinJ

X I
!ciple which he inaugurated in the early days of Mbthod%sm.
] “

| - - - f
i
§

T — =
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Another important preventive measure that Wes- !
]

I
ley undertook was the treatment of disease. We speak

f of this as a preventive msasure because it was one of y

n

1
*the means by which Wesley thought that he might dimin-

B IRt el . o e e = = - Y _ZEad. S I T TS 7 54T SSSSUUTRS SR SSTREE e e

,ish the amount of poveryy and want. A large part of the-

ll

he}p that had been bestowed was on those who had come,r

to want from sickness. Consequently we find him going!
| ]

about as a veritable good physician encouraging clean-|

liness as 2 preventive of disease and giving treatment

» to the sick. He was the author of a book of family
ﬁmedicine entitled, "Primitive Physic" of which twenty-:

l L]
three editions were published during his life time and{

nine more afterwards. A competant physician has said -

1

' that while there was much nonsense and useless mater- |

ial in this book it was still far zhead of any other

P H
of the kind at that time. Besides this Wesley also
| ]
!wrote five other medicel works and these hooks were

i

|
| 801d at a much lower price than was customary with t

ﬁsuch works. In 1746 he founded the first free public ]

.:dispensary in London; Tyerman even suggeste that this
was the first in the world. Six hundred patients were P
treated here during the first six months and the good

, accomplished seemed to be so great that later another '
| dispensary was founded at Bristol. This work was re-
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. garded as a bold step in-as-much as Wesley was not a
Ilegally recognized physician and many called him a
]
I quack. No doubt some of this opposition was from the |

13 1
:physicians themselves ahd Wesley was not to be turned

Ifrom his good course without more reason than had been:

—a ———

+thus far shown. He replied to the charges by saying |
|
Lthat many had testified that he had done them good and

[that he knew of none who had died under his treatment
1

'let it be known together with the clrcymstances. He as
,also salid that the physicians did not help many of the

|
*sick 'and that there. prices were such that others could’

h

|
'and challenged any who did know of a single fatility té
{ |

!

1
not afford to go to them. In 1756 he began giving pat-
ients electric treatment having had a machine set up !
ifor his own use. How much good was done is a question I
?but there can be no question about his motive or his |
spirit. When some one rebuked him and asked why he

ever meddled with electricity, he replied, "For the

ﬁsame reason that I published the Primitive Physic, -
ﬂto @o as much good as I can®., Here again we have a
?suggestion that some of the work that is being done by |
Ecriticized churches today is not unlike that done by
jthe early Methodists. Wesley was a friend of the ones !

fwho most needed friends and was not afraid of the

|

3

1
1|
11
h

——— T e e
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+ as this not to say something as regards his attitude ¢

to the matter of intempperamce. He had a large influ-
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criticism that was so continually heaped upon him. Let:
us have more of his desire to do good and of his un-
flinching bravery in the face of opposition.

It would not be fair to Wesley in a paper such

i
ence in his own as well as the succeeding generations f
|

+in bringing about a reaction against drunkenness. Wes-g

"and while he did not do much to oppose the drink busi-

»t0 his attitude on the question.

4

ley regarded intemperance as one of the reasons for sog

much disease, remarking in one of his letters that ﬂ
many so called hereditary diseases were in truth the E

¢
result of drinking intoxicants. One of his many publi-"
cations was a pamphlet entitled "A Word to a Drunkard"

\

I

|

H

ness as a whole he does not let us have any doubt as 4

Al

Wesley was also one of the pionsers in the op= |}

pesition of the slavery that was common in his time. %

I

Here, as in many other regards, he differed from some ]

who were associated with him in his work. While White-

field sought to condone the slave trade and himself l
owned a rather large number of slaves, Wesley called

the slave trade the exsecrable sum of all villanies snd

says he reads of nothing like 1t in the heathen world’




- — T - A . s Tm e w2 - - p— — —

m—

=t

either ancient or modern. He never, in his whole 1life,
left any doubt as to where he stocod on this question.
He was one of the ardent anti-slavery agltators long
befowre the time of those who -are usually given the

" credit for the abolition of the trade. Tyerman:says,
» however, that Wesley's record is on high in spite of
' the fact that statues and other honors of the nation /

if
have been erected to Wilberforce and that in time Wesdi

i3

ley must be recognized for the influence he had in

this field. It should certainly not be forgotten that

the last letter ever written by Wesley was to Wilber=-

[

. force and that in it he showed how great was the strug-
' gle into which the latter was going and then proceedei

to give him encouragement for the great conflict, as-g

) g
. surihg him that it was God's work and that if God were'
; i

for him all who mbght be against him could not availd

]

We must now note something of the attitude of g
¥
Vesley vowards the laboring class of people and more

especlially towards the labor movement. The condition 1
| of the lower classes has already been referred to butj
we should note what Wesley himself said about the peag
ants: "The generality of English peasants, " he says,

*are not only grossly, stupidly, I had almost said

Temmm et e

" brutishly, ignorant as to all the arts of this life,

=== == 7 RO, ———— e, T
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ibut eminently 'so with regard to religion and the 1life '
|

. t0 come. Then note the sympathy that he showed for
them, how he worked for them and let the Methodist

|
i preacher who desires to work only with the more cul-

| tured, appreciative class contrast his own spirit with
N 1
. that of the founder of the Methodist Church. It shoul?

fnot be forgotten , etther, that Wesley was here speak-)
!
ing of the peasants and that the condition of the Min-

| ars was even much worse. These men were the ones to h
1 . l

y whom Wesley came especially as a friend and an apostlﬂ.

of Christ. They soon vame to see his love for them aan
!

4

his desire to help them and responded to his efforts ﬂ

in a most gratifying manner. With the work of Wesley g
§
the condition of the miners came to a higher standard{i

1 Conditions in the mines wewe most defhorable, lives b

, were lost nearly every day, children were compelled t%
[

stay underground days at a time and women also were

| ' |

engaged in work that was most miserable. And from the!

4
time that Wesley became their staunch friend Methodiaq

3
has numbered the masses of the miners among her mem-

H,bers. Nor has the loyalty of the laborers to the ﬂeth-i

' odist Church wavered. With the new religious exper- y

}
ience that these men attained with the preaching of ﬁ

iEWesley and his followers they seemed alsc to come into

1

' j
|

|

|
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‘possession also of new powers of speech and then they f

.y

became the leaders in the work ramong their own clas-

1t

, ses,~ leaders not only in the religious work but in |

rindustrial organizations seeking to make possible bet-

I
i

| ter conditions in the mines as well as in the homes 9
éand the churches. Many of the great labor leaders of
England from the time that the laboring classes began k

to receive a fair recognition have been the lay preachF
[ ers of Methodism. So we see that the Wesleyan spirit 1
\

{ |
‘working in the lives of those who were touched by the !

l

{ Wesleyan movement has been identical with the social

gservice spirit as it has been gradually working itself'
b .
L]

out in the face of all the opposition that could be %

offered.

In conclusion it remains only to say that one

— e ———

. of the great attributes of the BEvangelical Revival X

was the fresh impulse that it gave to humanitarian and:

:benevelonent enterprises., Let us ponder well the i

i

 ¥ruth contained in the statement of the English his- |

i
itorian Je«R. Green when he says, "But the Methodists

P themselves were the least result of the Methodist re- 1

t

| '
tvival.'. + In the nation at large appeared a new moral!
' i

" enthusiasm which, rigid and pedantic as it often seem-y

ed, was still healthy in its goclal tone, and whose

" |

oy

[}
|

q

h]
|
]
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Ipower was seen in the disappearance of the profligacy ;

which had disgraced the upper classes, and the foul-

}nass that had infested literature evem sin¢e the Res-

I

day to this, to remedy the guilt, the ignorance, the

rphysical suffering, the soclal degradation of the prof;
l1igate and the poor®™. 80 the Methodist Church is not

ﬁthe greatest result of the Wesleyan revival; just as

ﬁthe Church is not an end in itself but rather the means

to an end, and this end the btinging in of the King-

rdom of God, and the Kingdom not only personal but socs |

! ial.

_.___,“_Pt._.,__,
!
1
!
1
3
13
K

e

. toration. A yet nobler resulq%f the religious .revival

!
1
]

!
I

| was the steady attempt, which has not ceased from that]

,i

L

1




