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A BRIEF ACCOUNT,

8'0.

IN bringing the afi'airs of the Tinnevelly Mis

sion before those whom I am anxious to interest

in its behalf, it may be necessary to meet the

earlier objection, which will arise against my

personal interference in the affairs of a Mission,

belonging. in the apprehension of many, to

others. To this I will reply by simply relating

how it became an object of interest to me ; and

in doing this, I shall confine myself to a state»

ment of those facts, which placed me in my

present position; as they at once form the

basis of my owu exertions in Mr. Rhenius’

favour, and of the arguments I would use

in inducing others to join me in the advance

. ment of an object, which I feel so intimately

connected with the prosperity of the Lord’s

work in India.

On my arrival in Bombay last Autumn, I

found the Christians there greatly and univer

sally interested in the question pending between
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Mr. Rhenius and the Church Missionary So

ciety, as to the future mode of conducting the

'Finnevelly Mission. Those whose interest

about its welfare had been roused and kept alive

from the success granted it, in connection with

the labours of Mr. Rhenius and Mr. Schmidt.

were universal in the feeling of apprehension

with which they regarded the arranging of these

difi'erences: knowing that if not settled ami

cably, they involved, either on the one hand the

separation of Mr. Rhenius and his brethren

from their labours, or on the other the loss to

them and to their Mission of the pecuniary

support which they had hitherto received from

the Church Missionary Society. The imme

diate cause of their alarm, and that which they

looked on, as the precursor of all they most

dreaded, was, the communication they had re

ceived from Mr. R. of his proposed return to Eu.

rope for a time : and I was requested by those

most interested, to write to him to delay his

journey till I had seen him, and had set before

him reasnns for his not absenting himself from

the mission at the present crisis. These friends

had previously written to him in the strongest

terms, dissuading him from forsaking the mis

sion ; and declaring that if he did, they should

no longer send the sums they had hitherto sent

for the support of the mission.

But that the merits of the case may he more

fully understood, I shall (before detailing the

result of my negociation) endeavour in as few

words as possible to give a simple and true

statement of things as they then stood, and also

of the means by which they had been brought

to that osition. It is well known to thoseao

quainte with missionary labours, that both the
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venerable Society for the Propagation of the

Gospel in foreign parts, and that for Promoting

Christian Knowledge, as well as the Church

Missionary Society, have in carrying out their

operations in the East, availed themselves of the

labours of German Christians, who, as belong

ing to the Lutheran and Reformed Churches,

held of course with them, Protestant principles.

The case of Swartz and others,—whose success

as to labours in India, were matters of notoriety,

seemed doubtless not only to justify, but to

encourage the succeeding managers of these So

cieties in pursuing the plan of their predecessors,

by availing themselves of the same help as op

portunity offered; and that, without any refer

ence to peculiarities of Church government.

In the Year L920, whilst Mr. Rhenius was

labouring in Madras, disputes first arose be

tween the Committee and him, relative to the

degree of conformity with the Church of Eng

land that was to be expected from the German

brethren. Mr. R. so tenaciously contended for

the liberty he thought necessary, and which in its

fullest extent had been advantageously exercised

by Swartz anl other approved missionaries,

that for the sake of peace, it was thought best

to send him away from Madras to Tinnevelly;

a mission founded and continued by Germans

of the same principles with himself. These

principles were then thoroughly understood, nor

have they since changed. When Mr. Rhenius

arrived, he entered into his field of labour with

his characteristic zeal and steadiness of purpose.

The Lord greatly prospered his labours, until

the mission from a very small beginning grew

to what it now is; under the carrying out of

those simple principles, which as I before

all
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observed had been so blessed under Swartz and

others. Indeed, as long as India was without:

0 Bishop patronizing the Church Missionary

Society, Mr. Rhenius remained quite unmolest

ed as to the question of episcopal interference ;

and so far from the Church Missionary Society

discountenancing ordination by the German

brethren, it is a remarkable fact, that on Bishop

Middleton’s refusing to ordain Mr. Bowley of

Chunar, the Church Missionary Society applied

to the German brethren, to confer the authority

they considered necessary. In this instance, as

in others, the qualification of the German bre

thren to set apart for the ministry was entirely

recognized. No one will be at a loss therefore

to comprehend the ground of the present differ

ences, which sprang up the instant that appli

cation was made to the Home Committee for

leave to ordain some of their catechism in 1831.

The mission had then grown to such an extent,

as to render the European brethren perfectly

unequal to the discharge of their ministerial

duties ; and therefore it required the native as

sistance to carry them on, particularly in refer

ence to Baptism and the Lord’s Supper. Mr

Rhenius having experienced the inestimable

value, in such a country, of native help in those

ministrations on which they had already entered ;

was anxious to tread in the steps of his able and

successful predecessors, and to allow these men

whom he had proved so efiicient in what he

esteemed the more difficult ministry of the word,

to he recognized as competent to the discharge

of ministries which he thought needed less care

and ualification ; I mean the administering the

LM ,’s Supper, to the churches in which they

already dispensed the word of life, and baptiz~
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ing those, whom they had been themselves

mainly instrumental in bringing into the fold of

Christ.

This necessity then as I have observed of

native help, recognized as competent fully to

assist them in all their labours, gave birth to

the present differences. For on communicating

to the Society these necessities, the present

question at issue, viz.--Who should ordain

them? was for the first time originated. On

applying for the exercise of that which they felt

to be their privilege, the German brethren were

naturally aggrieved in finding themselves ex

cluded from the rights their predecessors had

fully enjoyed; which the Society had in the

ease of Mr. Bowley not only sanctioned, but

solicited; and which for above half a century;

the two elder societies had fully recognized and

encouraged in their German Missionaries. In

fact I might add, every native missionary con;

nectcd with these two moieties has been ordain

ed by the Germans; as well those labouring

in Tinnevelly, as those now in Tanjorc. The

instances of such ordinations are too numerous

to be recorded here; and prove, that while the

services of the Germans were accepted by the

said societies, their claims as a church of Christ

were likewise respected and recognized in carry

ing on their work. The aged Kholof, now

alive in Tanjore, was himself ordained by Swartz,

and under the sanction of the society for pro

moting Christian Knowledge, as I observed

above ; and has ordained a large number of their

missionaries, now labouring both in Tanjore

and Timievelly.-But to return to the case of

Mr. Rhenius ; it should he distinctly understood.

that notwithstanding .Mr. R. had not in the
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least changed in his views,—but the change

had flou'ea' out oft/n9 altered circumstances of

those 10/10 appointed him, yet so far from desiring

to claim exclusive right to ordain his converts,

he had no objection to the laying on of the

Bishop’s hands, considered in itself; but only

to those obligations and subscriptions, which he

conscientiously believed wrong : which had never

been required of himself, nor of his predeces

sors ; and which, so far from being able to press

upon his spiritual children, he felt bound to

dissuade and oppose by all the influence he

might have over their minds, if others should

urge it upon them : feelingat least this authority

resting in him, with respect to the great majority

of them, that “though he were. not a mission

ary unto others, yet doubtless he was to them,”

and had been owned as such of God.

7 It is not by any means my purpose to

institute a com arisen between the relative ex

cellence of the ‘hurch of England system, and

that which Mr. Rhenius has followed, and is

disposed to follow; of neither of which I am a

member: but i would only allude to them as

matters of opinion, in which both parties seem

equally confident. Mr. R. has however this

advantage in his favour, that his success and

that of his brethren under their own system is

a tangible fact, visible to the eye; while the

suitableness of the other to India, is as yet in

any equal degree an unrealized hope. For it is

notorious that none of the Indian miSsions are

to be compared to that of 'l'innevelly, save

those of Nagereoil and Neyoor in the kingdom

of Travanco-re, which are conducted on similar

simple principles. Yet so anxious was Mr.

Rhenius to remain in connexion with the
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society to which he had been so long united,

that he made all the proposals he could devise,

to meet the exigency. First; he offered that

the Bishop should ordain them, either on the

bible (as he himself was ordained,) or, with

such modifications of the subscriptions as he

felt to be essential to truth. This was rejected.

Secondly ,- he wished, if this could not be, that

they might be allowed the same privileges as

the elder societies had allowed their mission

aries. This proposition suffered the same fate.

Thirdly, and subsequent to the whole, he was

willing that neither the one nor the other should

ordain, if they might without ordination be

allowed to administer the Lord’s Supper to

their flocks, and to baptize ; esteeming the mere

form of ordination of little moment. He also

offered, and subsequently agreed, to go to

England to consult with the committee there,

as to the possibility of settling the question'in a

way which would not involve his own conscience.

This he had at. length decided upon, and was

on the point of leaving India for that purpose,

when he was stopped in the prosecution of his

plan by the united and all but universal remon

strance of his friends in India, (including all

his colleagues in service, and most of the com

mittee in Madras, ) who considered his presence

essential to the prosperity of the mission. It

was after weighing together all these arguments

during my visit to him, that it became his

deliberate judgment to give up his plans for

Europe, and under any circumstances to remain

by the work which he felt the Lord had made

his by prospering him in it. In settling on this

as the only plan, and as the step best suited to

the interest of the mission, it was fully his im~
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Riession, though not my own,‘ that the Church

- issionary Society Would themselves see the

inexpediency of pressing episcopal ordination

on the catcchists, or of attempting to new

rnodel on their own plans a rising and thriving

mission, which as to church government had

entirely imbibed the ideas of its spiritual fathers;

and when none could suppose many of the con

verts very competent to discuss questions which

their elders in the Lord could so little set at

rest. But after an interesting interview _with

Mr. Tucker of Madras, (whom I shall ever

love and most highly value,) I fully thought the

stay of Mr. Rhenius would not atfect his con

nection with the society, if only the desired

permission were quietly ceded to him, (and to

this effect I wrote to the friends in Bombay,)

either to ordain his own catcchists, or allow

them to baptize and administer the Lord’s

Supper without ordination; as they preached

without it- and had done so for years. Ifound

however on my arrival in England, that these

hopes were quite disappointed, and that the

long efforts at reconciliation had terminated in

the resolution of the Church Missionary Society

to withdraw their support and dissolve the con

nexion which has for eighteen years suhsisted

between them, and during which one of the

most interesting missions in India, and perhaps

in the world, has arisen. It now contains

about one hundred and twenty native cate

 

' ldo not any this because I had any doubt of the real

desire of the Members of the Church Missionary Society to con

cede all they could, but the discussion having bECUIlI?0/W"I_I/UI18 of

principles. in the present state of these qucsliuns in England. I

felt they could no longer do that which had been done by their

predecessors without risking more than they could gain, consi

dering them as I party. '



9

chists, and more than ten thousand natives

either baptized, or fully under christian in

struction.

Many have of late been endeavouring

to attribute the cause of the final rupture

between the Church Missionary Society, and

Mr. Rheuius. to his publishing two pani

phlets, in which principles were advanced

utterly subversive of the discipline and practice

of the Church of England. But to those who

know the rise and progress of the struggle of

opinions, and the point to which things had

advanced previous to their publication, the con

trary must be perfectly clear.

These tracts, or rather the most objection

able one to the Society, was written under the

following circumstances. The senior chaplain

at Madras, who had long been one of the

most active members of the Church Missionary

Committee, published a little pamphlet, entitled,

“ The Church and her handmaids;” and when

it was published, the author sent a copy of it to

Mr. Rheuius todesire him to review it, knowing

how opposed his views were to those contained

in the pamphlet. Mr. Harper, the author,

promised to publish Mr. Rheuius’ review in a

‘odical work of which he was the editor.

This challenge Mr. Rheuius met with his usual

energy, and wrote a reply containing strictures

on the princi les advocated in Mr. l'larper's

pamphlet, an calling on Mr. H. to fulfil his

promise of inserting it in his periodical. This

for eight months he declined, till at last being

out of patience with this delay, Mr. Rheuius

published it himself. Now I can quite feel that

under all the circumstances of Mr. Rheuius’

position, it might have been wiser to have over

looked the provocation of Mr. Harper's

B 3
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challenge; and when I saw the position of pain

into which it brought Mr. Tucker, I was led to

regret that I had ever joined in advising Mr.

Rheuius to publish it; insomuch that Inever

circulated any copies of it in India, and only

one or two elsewhere, till after the separation

took place. But when this act is alleged as

having occasioned the separation, I entirely

disallow it. The dlfl‘erences had commenced

previous to the publication of the pamphlet, and

were not at all likely to be settled. But should

the Church Missionary Society or its friends

declare that they might have been settled but for

this pamphlet, I would ask for a simple answer

to the three following questions; and let that

answer decide.

lst. Can the Bishop ordain irrespective of

the Church of England subscriptions f

2nd. Can the Society allow the Germans to

ordain the Catechists, contrary to their resolu

tion communicated to Mr. Rheuius in their

reply to his letter of 1831, wherein they de

clared it could no longer be allowed ?

3rd. Can they allow the Catechists. without

any laying on of hands, to act as though they

had been so ordained?

If they can accept either of these alterna

tives, their connection with Mr. Rheuius may

be renewed to day ; but if they cannot, it is in

vain to attribute an inability to act together to

the publication of these pamphlets, rather than

to that internal .essential dissimilarity of prin

ciples, which never did and never could harmo

nize ; as many years of misunderstanding have

roved. But it must not be forgotten, that

r. Rheuius sent a copy of this Tract to the

committee at home, previous to its publication;

and that it was after having thus acquired a
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knowledge of his views, that they were content

to continue him in their service. Myself I can

not but believe that though fora time they

might have wavered about casting of? such a

servant, they would have found it ditlicult to

persevere in countenancing a person, who so

decisively held, and so distinctly announced to

them. sentiments which they could not permit

published to the world: sentiments, be it re

membered, not new to Mr. Rheuius, but avowed

by him to them from the beginning of his con

nection with them. Mr. Rheuius also would

have had as much reason to doubt the honesty

of his own position while concealing them ; ,for

it is one of the simplest principles of truth, that

what I would not justify before the world,I

would not allow at all. And it should be re

member-ed that Mr. Rheuius, independent of

his pamphlet, was no longer capable of throwing

the question into the back ground, in the man

ner which, it appears, was possible before the

Church Missionary Society, (contrary to his

most earnest desire, and the Universal previous

practice,) sent among his people men epis

copally ordained. If- the society wished to sup

press the discussion of these questions, their

plain and obvious plan was to continue the

previous practice of sending men of one mind

together. And my impression is now, what it

was when contemplating all the circumstances

of the case on the spot; that for the eace of

the Society, of the Missionaries, ant above

all, of the native members of the mission; if

the prosperity of truth and the Lord’s king

dom be the supremely absorbing question; it

is infinitelybetter that the division should take

place, than that such elements of constant dis.- ‘

cord should be brought into the midst of this
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simple people. Those who believe the Spirit

to be way thing, and forms, as such, to be

nothing; and who do not believe the Spirit to be

connected with any forms ; may well live

together in unity in spite of their preferring

different forms. But forcibly to introduce

brethren who not only prefer their own forms,

but prefer them with a preference so exclusive,

that they cannot allow of any others as comely

and pleasing to God; whose' episcopal views

force them to unchurch all Protestant churches

except that of England, or at least to treat

others as insubordinate and disorderly; in this

I can see nothing but. a source of constant

jealousy, controversy, division and evil sure

misings. I feel therefore individually called

upon as an eye-witness and one who acknow

ledges the interests and prosperity of truth

and of the Lord's kingdom, to have a demand

on my exertions above and independent of all

human thoughts and views, to state the follow

ing details, in the hope uf obtaining the co-op-.

eration and support of those who view the case

as I do, and thereby relieve the Tinnevelly Mis

sion from its dangerous position.

Our present object then is, by pecuniary.

means as simply as we can to support Mr.

Rheuius, his fellow labourers and the nume

rous catechists, in their work; and to provide

further help for them in the prosecution of their

labours, should it be needful, on their own

footing, without in any measure joining our

selves to the mission as fellow workers within it:

'that the existing confidence of the christian

public may not be shaken in a mission in the

prosperity of which they have felt and manifested

so deep an interest.



13

The current expenses of the Mission are

considerable, not less than between two and

three thousand pounds a year, and besides this

there will be at first many incidental expenses,

as Mr. Rheuius has of course to give up to the

Church Missionary Society, their houses,

churches, 8w. and must provide others, though

these will be of the simplest kind. The cate

chists and families cost less on an average

than ten pounds a year each; the churches, con

taining each two hundred people, cost not more

in erecting than ten pounds each, being princi

pally mud, with palmyra leaf roofs, and the na

tives willingly give their labour to help their

erection. The object of this letter is to get as

many to subscribe as we can, towards the sup

port of these catechists, who will be paid at the

rate of from seven to ten pounds a year each,

that these poor people may not be left des

titute on the one hand, nor forced from under

the paternal care of Mr. Rheuius on the other,

by the pressing necessities of their circumstan

ces ; and any farther help for the schools and

general purposes of the mission that we can.

Of their attachment to Mr. Rhenius, I can

bear testimony; for on going among their

churches after I had been in God’s hand the

instrument of preventing his leaving them for

Europe, nothing could exceed their expressions

of thankfulness and delight. Another interesting

proof of their attachment to their teachers was

manifested when Mr. Schmidt was by these

contentions, relative to the enforcing Church of

England views in Tinnevelly, at length driven

from his post. The catechists, fearing he might

with his family be in want, of their own accord

united in raising among themselves two hundred

C
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and forty rupees, (about twenty-four pounds)

which, though he refused to receive from them,

they would not take back, but applied it to the

purposes of the Tamul tract Society.

It may be urged by some, why bring for

ward a question that involves in all probability

such discussions and contention, in order to

support one man? The fact is, it is not one

man, or at least not such an one as can be sup

plied: for I may truly say, there is not a mis

sionary among the Tamul population belonging

to the Church Missionary Society, that could

for one moment supply the place of Mr. Rhe

nius ; not only from comparative ignorance of

the language, but from want of those peculiar

sources of influence and weight that centre in

him ; arising from his experience of their char

acters, and knowledge of their abilities, after a

residence of near twenty years among them.

' He is also a man of indefatigable zeal, and

endued of God with those gifts which enable

him to rule the minds of others completely but

quietly.-—His industry, aided by constitutional

soundness, and a frame thoroughly inured to

the climate, enables him to do more than two

or three ordinary labourers could do,-—f0r not

only does he superintend the affairs of the mis

sion with a watchful care, but is engaged in

translation till eleven or twelve o’clock at night ;

I speak this, from personal knowledge of his

habits during a residence of six weeks with him.

He speaks and writes Tamul with a facility,

which, if at all equalled by any on that field of

missionary labour, is equalled only by Schmidt ;

whose views on the question at issue are even

stronger than those of Mr. Rheuius, (and who

left this mission in consequence of those feel
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ings) and one or two brethren of the London

Missionary Society, and one or two of the

brethren of the American Missionary Society

labouring in Ceylon. ‘

The question then is not whether Mr.

Rheuius shall be supported in his labours among

these interesting people, but whether these one

hundred and twenty catechists, and between ten

and twelve thousand professed christians, (and

I trust very many of them true ones,) shall be

left without any adequate teacher. My judg

ment is not singular as to Mr. Rhenius’ posi-,

tion in that mission : I say, without danger of

contradiction, that all his coadjutors, episcopally

ordained, or otherwise, feel, that humanly speak

ing, in its present state it hangs upon him ; and

whether they join him or not, should the so

ciety cast him off, they were fully determined

never to act against liim.—I believe they will

every one join him; so important does the sup

porting him in the mission appear to them,

above all the questions for which its prosperity

is endangered, or would he, were they all to

withdraw.

In conclusion,I would only arm that nol

thing is farther from my desire, than unneces

sarily to wound the members of the Church Mis

sionary Society, or to detail circumstances that

may have come to my knowledge. For I am

deeply impressed with this truth, that the ma—

jority of those who seek the knowledge of defects

in the carrying out of any system, seek it not

with a desire to mend, but rather to find pre

tence either for glorying in their. own system,

or for doing nothing at all. Hence my desire

has ever been to keep the defects (if every system

as much in the shade as I could, consistently

With the substantial interest of truth.
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No one can be more fully persuaded than

I am, that the issue of the Tinnevelly question

is most deeply mourned over by a large portion

of the members of the Church Missionary

Society; and their not ceding all which Mr.

Rhenius wished, and which their predecessors

had granted without question, arose not so much

froma peculiar want ofpersonal liberality, as from

circumstances which they could not controul,

connected with the Church of England in India.

The course of conduct they have pur

sued, is only that choice of evils which affords

clearest present relief; but if I do not greatly

mistake, it will produce portentous future evil,

by uniting against their exclusive principles,

every other body of professed christians. How

ever, these are only my own thoughts, and

causes of regret in the matter ; for I would have

brethren to dwell together in unity: yet when

this cannot be, always, as far as I can discern

it, would I prefer the interest of the whole body

to that of any section of it.

Money will be received by J. Chapman, Esq.

Jun. 2, Lwdenhall Street, London, to whom

letters and enclosures may be directed, under

cover, to Aaron Chapman, Esq. M. P. also

by Henry Menzies, Esq. Exchange Rooms,

Liverpool. I thus then conclude the case of the

claims of the Tinnevelly mission, and leave

them to the prayerful regard and sympathy of

my christian brethren. I would earnestly

solicit from them, such help as they feel them

selves enabledfreely to give, under the sense of

havingfreely received; for the Lord loveth a

cheerful giver. Any sums committed to my

care, in con'unction with Henry Young, Esq.

of the Bombay Civil Service, we will pledge
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ourselves to see faithftu administered, and as

far as God gives ability, wisely, for the ad

vancement of that cause, we have both so deep

ly at heart.

A. N. GROVES.

P. S. in reference to Paragraph 1, Page 9.

To prove that it is not a mere surmise of mine,

that the final rupture between the Committee

and Mr. Rhenius was occasioned by other and

weightier circumstances than the publication of

his tracts, I need only say that Mr. Schmidt

had to his great trial, separated from the Society

before they were published. In reference to

this subject he wrote thus to a friend during

the period of his separation: “ It is useless to

“ spend our strength, health, and spirits in

“ striving any longer with the Committee. My

“mind is already'too much worn out in con

“ tending with them, and my body has suffered

“ seriously thereby. And if they get Mr.

“ Rhenius away from Tinnevelly, what can

“ such a pooriuvalid as I , subject to nervous irri

“ tability and low spiritidness do there? How

“ ever if requested to goback I am resolved to go;

“ though it is hardly probable they would send

“ any but their own episcopally ordained men.

“ EXperience will teach them in due time, that

“ their plans and Church principles draw down

“ no blessing on the work ; and they will per

“ haps hereafter have but to retrace their steps,

“ when it is too late.”

This language may be thought strong and

intemperate, but it was from a man driven from

the Work on which his heart was set, and in

which he had spent his strength, by the endea
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vour to superinduce on their prosperous mission,

principles of action that he felt would be de

structive to its prosperity ; and the reality of this

feeling was found by his casting himself, his

wife and family into a state of painful depend

ence by the step he took rather than submit

to it.

P. S. I had originally intended only to

print a short account of the circumstances of

the Tinnevelly Mission, and circulate it among

those whoml more immediately knew; but a

statement of the grounds of separation between

Mr. Rhenius and the Church Missionary Soci

ety having been privately circulated, and the

Charge of the Bishop of Calcutta having been

published in England, (in which are contained

reflections injurious to the character of Mr. Rhe

nius, as well as to the best interests of the Tin

nevelly Mission ;) I feel called upon to publish

the preceding statement, and to make a few

observations on the Bishop of Calcutta’s reflec

tions. In pages viii and ix of the Charge, the

following passage is contained : “When, in ad

“dition to this, I discovered a system at work

“in the extreme South, (where I supposed the

“Missionaries of the Church Missionary Society,

“though the senior was a Lutheran, were CON

“TINUING to follow our general Doctrine and

“Discipline,) in direct opposition to our Pro

“testant Episcopal Church, by the members of

“which they were sent out—a system so ruinous

“in my judgment to the holiness and peace of

“the new converts, as to threaten a subversion

“among them of christianity itself.”—
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On these remarks I would observe, first,

neither Mr. Rhenius nor Schimdt are Lu

therans at all; neither did they subscribe a

Lutheran confession of faith, (the Augsburg,)

nor any formal confession; but if they can be

said to belong to any peculiar Church, it is to

the Reformed Church—Secondly ; I confess

my surprise is very great, to see the Bishop of

Calcutta stating, that be supposed the Mis

sionaries there “ were continuing to follow the

“Doctrine and Discipline of the Church of

“ England.” \Vas the Bishop of Calcutta really

allowed to be so ignorant, as not to be informed

that that had never been begun, the not con

tinuing in which he charges on Mr. Rhenius as

an offence ? But this really being the case, and

the Mission having been founded, and having

continued to flourish, without the adoption of

the peculiar Doctrine and Discipline of the

Church of England, I would entreat his Lord

ship to allow the whole force of his reasoning

.to stand for Mr. Rhenius; and join me. in

saying: “Therefore it will be ruinous to the

“ holiness and peace of the new converts to at

“tempt to force upon them the Doctrine and

“ Discipline of the Church of England ; to which

“ they had never been accustomed; as it would

“ evidently threaten the subversion of their yet

“ unestablished christianity altogether.”

And is it not a practical refutation of the

necessity existing at all for the adoption of

this Doctrine and Discipline among the simple

people in the South of India, that the two most

prosperous missions in India, (the Tinnevelly

and Travencore,) have risen and flourished with

out being in the least sensible of this necessity ?

And certainly the prosperous days for Tanjore

,L U
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were when none of this peculiar Doctrine and

Discipline wasknownamong them, or infused into

their labours. What they then were, let Dean

Pearson’s life of Swartz shew; and for what

they now are, see the note of the Bishop of

Calcutta to the eighty-ninth page of his Charge.

I do not mean to say that in the days of

Swartz those evils did not exist; but still I

believe there was then mixed up with them

much of a far more pleasing character. But

when I was there last year, a most pious and

excellent Missionary labouring among them

told me that to such a height had the corrup

tions grown, and so impracticable had the people

become, that be much questioned whether it

would not be better to forsake the whole mission

and begin somewhere else de novo : so little at

least have the efforts of the Incorporated Society,

with all the aid it could procure from the doctrine

and discipline of the Church of England, been

able to do in preserving, much less extending,

what Swartz and his immediate successors left

accomplished; if spiritual life, and not a name

to which they now are an infamy and a disgrace,

he that which our hearts dwell on as success.

In page 10:"), after alleging against Mr;

Rhenius, (which is much easier than proving)

“perversion of ecclesiastical Records” and “gar

“bled quotations of all kinds ;” the Bishop of ~

Calcutta concludes with the following sentence :

“There is such a thing as common honesty.”

My own full conviction is, that Rhenius’s name

and work will remain in India as durable as

lead in a rock, when all the accusations against

him will be as records written in sand.

I am not willing to believe that such expres

sions ought to be attributed to any worse cause,
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than the most perfect unac uaintance with the

real state of the case, an of Mr. Rhenius’

person and character, and a natural unwilling

ness to enquire into it. But whatever opinion

the Bishop of Calcutta may have formed of Mr.

Rhenius’ honesty, the Society who knew him

much better, formed a very different one; as I

have the means of proving, if I felt at liberty to

publish that which was communicated to another

privately. And the ground of this charge of

want of common honesty is so notoriously un

justifiable, that I again cannot but express my

surprise at the following sentence of the Bishop

of Calcutta’s charge, page 105. “ But the in

“ fatuation which could lead an eminent and most

“ able and successful Missionary to attempt

“ throwing the whole of the South of India with

“its twenty thousand new Christians, into con

“fusion, by a public attack on the Church 1N

“ WHICH he was acting, speaks for itself.” This

statement is far from the truth. Mr. Rhenius

never did and never would ACT IN THE CHURCH

OF ENGLAND, and so notorious was this feeling,

that eighteen years ago he was sent from

Madras FOR THIS VERY REASON, that he would

not submit to Church of England rules.

The fact is, that. Mr. Rhenius and the two

Mr. Schmidts were sent out without the question

ever being put to them in any shape as to the

FORM of Christianity which they intended to

teach, and this they took as an honest evidence

that the Society, like the Bishop, were “not

“seeking to pro agate their Episcopal polit ,

“but the Gospe , the Good News, Christ t e

“hope of Glory.” And this case of the Tin

nevelly Mission will afford a. most favourable

opportunity for allth hold similar views with
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these expressed by the Bishop of Calcutta on

this point, not to say, but to prove, that it is

not“their Episcopal polity they are anxious to

propagate,” but the glorious hope of the ever

lasting Gospel.

If Mr. Rhenius has done this, (as the Bishop

fully allows, in calling him an eminent, most able

and success/ill JlIissionary,) would it not be a

most unchristian exercise of power, to use the

aggregate influence of an ecclesiastical body, to

the end of driving him from his people or even

disturbing him in his work ?

N. B. Of the two pamphlets above alluded

to, as published by Mr. Rhenius, one has been

already re-published in England, and may be

had at Mr. Nisbet’s, Berner’s Street, London;

and it'is intended shortly to have the other pub

lished likewise.

There will be no list of Subscribers published ,

but should any one wish to be assured of the

receipt or application of any sum, the necessary

information will be supplied on application to

J. Chapman, Esq. Jun. 2, Leadenhall Street.

Haney, Printer, Sidneub.
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