
}trntttbings nf mqt OIqar Its tsitU ntittu 
Volume 14 2010 

S T Kimbrough, Jr. Charles A.Green 

Editor Assistant Editor 


PAPERS PRESENTED 
AT 

THE 21ST ANNUAL MEETING 
OF 

THE CHARLES WESLEY SOCIETY 
July 18-20, 2010 

Nazarene Theological College 

Manchester, UK 


Charles Wesley as Correspondent 

Contributors 3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 


Introduction .. . ... .. .. .. . ... .. . . .. 5. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 


S T Kimbrough, Jr. 

Minutes of the 2010 Annual Meeting . . . . .. 9. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 


Epistle and Gospel . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 13. . . . 

Peter S. Forsaith 

The Charles Wesley Letters Project . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 25 

Gareth Lloyd 

The Concept of Sanctification in John and Charles Wesley .. .. 41. . . . . . . . . 

Julie A. Lunn 

Charles Wesley in Stone .. .. . . .. . .. ... .. . 61. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
�

Oliver A. Beckerlegge 

Charles Wesley's Personal Library, ca . 1765 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 73 

Randy L. Maddox 

. . . . . . . . .Collection of Music (1768): Charles Wesley, Jr. .. . . .. . .. .. .. 105 

Randy L. Maddox 



Proceedings of The Charles Wesley Society 2010 
Published in the United States by 


The Charles Wesley Society 


Editor, S T Kimbrough, Jr. 

Assistant Editor, Charles A. Green 


i 
Copyright © 2011 by The Charles Wesley Society. All rights reserved. No part 
of this publication may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval system, or transmitted, 
in any form or by any means, electronic, mechanical, photocopying, recording, or 
otherwise, without the prior permission of The Charles Wesley Society. 

ISSN 2161-2854 

The Charles Wesley Society 
Archives and History Center 
Drew University 
36 Madison Avenue 
Madison, NJ 07940 

Paul W. Chilcote, President 

Timothy S. Alexander-Macquiban, Vice President 


Patrick A. Eby, Secretary 

Robert J. Williams, Treasurer 


Peter S. Forsaith, Secretary-Treasurer for the United Kingdom 

S T Kimbrough, Jr., Director of Publications 


Board of Directors 

Geordan Hammond Lester Ruth 
Esther Handschin Robin Knowles Wallace 

MarkH. Mann Carlton R. Young 



Contributors 


Peter S. Forsaith is a Research Fellow of The Oxford Centre for Methodism 

and Church History of Oxford Brookes University, Oxford, UK. 

Gareth Lloyd is Archivist for the Methodist Church of Great Britain at the John 

Rylands Library of the University of Manchester, Manchester, UK. 

Julie A. Lunn is Minister of North Road Methodist Church, Durham; a part

time tutor at the Wesley Study Centre, Durham; Durham University Methodist 

chaplain; and Ph.D. candidate at Durham University, UK. 

Oliver A. BeckerJegge (1913-2003), a minister of the Methodist Church in 

Great Britain, distinguished Charles Wesley scholar, was a charter and life mem

ber of The Charles Wesley Society_ 

Randy L. Maddox is William Kellon Quick Professor of Theology and 

Wesleyan Studies at The Divinity School, Duke University, Durham, NC. 

3 



The Charles Wesley Letters Project 

The Challenge and the Methodology 

Gareth Lloyd 

The letters of Charles Wesley have long been regarded as one of the neglected 

treasures of early evangelical history. In his introduction to Charles Wesley As 
Revealed by His Letters, published in 1948, the historian Frank Baker attested to 
the value of the correspondence as "a worthy contribution to literature. as well as 
to biography and history."l Despite such acknowledgements, fewer than half of 
the letters have been published. with only a handful appearing in a critical1y 
acceptable format. This lack of scholarly access has certainly limited opportuni
ties to examine the rise of Methodism from a viewpoint within the early leader
ship that is different to the traditional perspective. It is also one of the reasons 
why a comprehensive biography of Charles Wesley, arguably the greatest of 
hymn writers. has yet to be written.2 

The case for publishing the letters has long been unanswerable and the possi

bility of editing such a collection has attracted the attention of a number of dis
tinguished Wesley scholars from Thomas Jackson in the middle of the nineteenth 
century to Frank Baker3 and Richard Heitzenrater4 in more recent years. The fact 

that such an edition has yet to appear is testimony to many difficulties attendant 
on working with this complex material. The efforts of early scholars have often 

in fact succeeded only in making already challenging textual issues even more 
difficult for later generations to unravel. To give just one example of this legacy 

problem; Thomas Jackson included what appears to be full-text transcripts of 106 
letters as an appendix to his edition of Charles Wesley's journal published in 
1849.5 Unfortunately, Jackson tampered with the original text in significant 

ways. This textually flawed selection remains the largest collection of Charles 
Wesley letters in print and is still regularly cited in modern published works.6 

I Frank Baker, Charles Wesley As Revealed by His Letters (London: Epworth Press, 1948), 6. 
2 "Until the letters are published it will remain impossible to write a comprehensive biography of 

Charles Wesley." S T Kimbrough, Jr., "Hymnody of Charles Wesley," in Charles Y rigoyen Jr., ed., T 
& T Clark Companion to Methodism (New York: T & T Clark, 2010), 59. 

3 Baker transcribed several hundred Charles Wesley autograph letters as an initial stage in pro
ducing such an edition. These transcripts are now held at Duke University Library. 

4 Heitzenrater is involved in a project aimed to publishing a critical edition of the journal letters 
of Charles Wesley. 

S The Journal of the Rev. Charles Wesley, M.A., sometime student of Christ Church Oxford: to 
which are appended selections from his correspondence and poetry with an introduction and occa
sional notes by Thomas Jackson, 2 vols. (London: Wesleyan Methodist Book-Room, 1849). 

6For a detailed discussion of the publishing history of Charles Wesley's correspondence and 
related issues, see: Gareth Lloyd, "The Letters of Charles Wesley," in Kenneth G. C. Newport and 
Ted. A. Campbell (eds.), Charles Wesley: Life, Literature andLegacy (Peterborough: Epworth Press, 
2007),335-47. 

25 
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This problematic history forms the background to a project that was established 
in 2002 with the aim of producing a comprehensive two-volume edition of the 
letters of Charles Wesley, edited to critical standards and published by Oxford 
University Press. The project director is the biblical and Wesleyan scholar Professor 
Kenneth Newport of Liverpool Hope University. As the editor of the first complete 
edition of Charles Wesley's sermons 7 and joint editor, with S T Kimbrough, Jr., of 
Charles Wesley's manuscript journal, 8 Professor Newport is eminently qualified to 
take a lead role in the publication of the letters. 1fhe joint editor is Gareth Lloyd, 
the archivist in charge of the Methodist archives at the John Rylands Library 
since 1990, and the author of a number of articles and other published works on 
early Methodist history.9 In addition to Liverpool Hope, the project enjoys the 
active support of the John Rylands Library, The University of Manchester, which 
possesses the largest collection of Charles Wesley letters in the world, and of the 
Methodist Church of Great Britain, the owner of much of the material. 

Since the project's inception, progress has been slow. The intent was to pub
lish volume ] in 2007, the tercentenary of Charles's birth. This original publica
tion schedule proved impractical for reasons that will be discussed in this article. 
The current position is that we now have authoritative annotated transcriptions of 
all the letters that will be included in the first volume, covering the years from 
]728 to ]756. It is anticipated that this will be published in 2011 or 2012, with 
volume 2 to follow in due course. We will turn now to look at some of the prob
lems that have acted as a brake on progress. 

The initial challenge was to establish the size of the collection. Charles was 
a prolific letter-writer whose autograph manuscripts were preserved and collected 
by contemporaries as well as later generations. The first task of the project was 
to determine an accurate figure for the number of surviving letters and the extent 
of their dispersal. An invaluable starting point in this process was the compre
hensive list of Charles's correspondence compiled by Frank Baker, as part of his 
own preparatory work for publishing the collection.lO Baker appears to have 
started work on this list during the 1940s and there are indications that he con
tinued to revisit the document until shortly before his death in 1999. 

Baker listed 953 individual letters-their dates and locations (if known). This 
number included approximately 700 autograph manuscripts. The overwhelming 
majority of the manuscripts (approximately 75%) were recorded by Baker as 
being housed in the Methodist Archives, which since 1977 have been located in 
the Methodist and Archives Research Centre (MARC) at the John Rylands 

7 The Sermons of Charles Wesley: a Critical Edition with Introduction and Notes, ed. Kenneth 
G. C. Newport (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001). 

8 The Manuscript Journal of the Rev. Charles Wesley, M.A., ed. S T Kimbrough, Jr., and Kenneth 
G. C. Newport, 2 vols. (Nashville: Abingdon, 2(08). 

9These include the monograph Charles Wesley and the Struggle for Methodist Identity (Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 2007). 

lOThe list is deposited with the Baker collection at Duke University. 

http:collection.lO
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Library. The remainder were divided between a number of public institutions, 

mainly college libraries and heritage sites, in the UK and the United States [tables 

1-2]. So far, only one publicly accessible autograph letter outside the US and 

Britain has been traced; this is deposited in the Dunedin Library in New Zealand. 

Table 1. Charles Wesley autograph letters in the UK (Baker list) 

Methodist Archives 540 
Moravian Archives 22 
Glamorgan Record Office 15 
London, City Road 14 
Wesley College, Bristol 4 
Bristol, New Room 3 
British Library 1 

Table 2. Charles Wesley autograph letters in the USA (Baker list) 

Emory 32 
Duke 31 
Drew 24 
Bridwell (SMU) 11 
Lake Junaluska 2 
Garrett 2 
Asbury 1 
Morgan Library And Museum 1 
Historical Society Pennsylvania 1 

In addition to the autograph manuscripts, Baker listed letters from a number 
of published sources, such as the two-volume edition of Charles Wesley's journal 

edited by Thomas Jackson. In many cases, the location of the original document 

from which the published letter was sourced is no longer known. Baker also per

sonally transcribed a number of letters to which he had enjoyed access, but where 

the original autograph manuscript has now dropped from sight. H 

As valuable as the Baker list has been in establishing the size of the collection 

and the extent of its dispersal, it had obvious limitations as a research tool. Most 

importantly, it is no longer a fully accurate record of the location of the corre

spondence. New acquisitions, transfers, disposals, and fresh discoveries inevitably 

have changed the picture. In some cases institutions are no longer able to locate 

manuscript letters. The process of identifying and locating correspondence has 

been hampered by the extreme difficulty of accurately dating many of Charles 

Wesley's letters, which is an issue that will be discussed in greater detail later in 

II During the course of a career spanning sixty years, Baker cultivated excellent relations with 
auction houses and dealers in manuscripts and often appears to have been given privileged access to 
letters prior to sale. By virtue of his scholarly reputation and position as a Methodist minister, Baker 
also had close links with Methodist institutions. chapels. and individuals that owned Wesley material. 
He used this "insider" status to good effect in copying letters that can sometimes no longer be traced. 
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this article. Matching entries from the Baker list with a physical item often has 
been a source of frustration and one of the reasons why institutions sometimes 
struggled to find a document based on a description or a reference that was no 
longer current-for example, references to items in the Methodist Archives at the 
John Rylands Library, encompassing three quarters of the autograph material, were 
often based on document descriptions or locations that were in use before the col
lection was transferred to Manchester from London more than thirty years ago.12 

Working with another scholar's personal research notes is rarely straight
forward: something that was obvious to Frank Baker in 1965 is not so apparent 
to someone interpreting his list in 2004. It is not always possible to recapture 

to have included entries for 
letters that he knew had once existed, but where text could no longer be found. 
He obviously hoped that he would be able to locate the letter at a future stage, but 
this did not always work out, resulting in questions that Baker was never able to 
resolve. It should be emphasised that this is not a criticism of Frank Baker, but 
an inevitable product of large-scale primary text projects that span generations. 
Certainly, the Baker list, for all its frustrations, is a vital tool. 

One of the first jobs of the project editors was to bring the Baker list up to date 
by writing to every institution recorded as possessing Charles Wesley letters. This 
was in itself a time consuming process. A response to enquiries was not always 
forthcoming and, as previously mentioned, it was not always possible to locate 
items. In addition, Professor Newport wrote to archive repositories in the UK and 
special collections libraries in the USA, Australia, New Zealand, and Canada, 
focussing on institutions that had a policy of collecting in this area of British 
eighteenth-century studies. This approach produced a small number of fresh entries 
for the revised Baker list and allowed some reconciliation with the original survey. l3 

From an early stage in the project, it was decided that the cut-off date between 
the two volumes would be 1756, the year that marked the end of Charles Wesley's 
ministry as an itinerant evangelist. The rest of this article will focus on the con
tents of this Charles Wesley letters volume 1. 

Between January 1728 when the earliest extant letter was written and the end 
of 1756, 342 texts have been located, dated and transcribed: these have been sep
arated into the categories listed below in table 3. 

Baker's precise methodology; he appears for 

Table 3. Charles Wesley Letters, volume 1 (1728-56) 

Autograph 237 
Manuscript copy 53 
Published 16 
Baker transcripts 36 
Total 342 

12 Prior to 1977, the collection was kept at John Wesley's House and Chapel, City Road, London. 
13For example, the autograph letter of Charles Wesley to James Erskine, August 1, 1745, 

deposited in the Special Collections of the University of Edinburgh. 
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The columns marked "autograph" and "published" are self-explanatory; the 
category of material marked "manuscript copy" can be broken down further into 
copies or extracts of letters contained in Charles Wesley's manuscript journaP4 
together with letters that Charles dictated to other people during periods of ill
ness.IS This issue of scribal letters is a complex one; a scribal letter is effectively 
the original manuscript, even though it is not in Charles's hand, so it could be 
argued that such items should be in the first column; however, a letter copied 
down from dictation represents less reliable evidence of Charles Wesley as a let
ter writer than an autograph manuscript. There might be errors in the dictation, 
changes in the letter-writing style16 and also one can glean a surprising amount 
about Charles's state of mind from the appearance of his handwriting, so it was 
decided that scribal letters belonged in a different category to autograph manu
scripts. Also included in this category are a small number of manuscript copies 
transcribed by one of Charles's addressees17 or by later scholars. The final col
umn marked Baker transcripts are the letters that Baker copied from original 
source material that can no longer be traced. 

As one might expect, the chronological spread of letters within volume 1 is 
uneven. For some years like 1730 and 1732 there are no letters surviving at all, 
while for other years one or two are extant. It is interesting that more than one 
third of the correspondence, 129 letters in total. is concentrated in just three 
years-1748 to 1750. These years saw Charles's courtship of Sally Gwynne cul
minating in their marriage in April 1749. Correspondence between the two is 
responsible for this spike in the number of surviving texts. Not only was Charles 
Wesley probably writing more, but his letters were carefully preserved by his 
wife and their children, which was not the case when Charles was an unattached 
evangelist. This also accounts for the fact that considerably more letters survive 
for the period after 1748.18 It is worth noting that after their first meeting in 1747, 
Sally was the recipient of approximately three quarters of the letters written by 
Charles until his death more than forty years later. so the marriage signifies a fun
damental change in the correspondence pattern. 

14 These are not to be confused with the category of Charles's letters known as "journal letters," 
which are autograph letters representing entries from Charles's journal, typically written while he was 
on preaching tours and sent to London for subsequent copying into the main journal manuscript. 
These journal letters are being separately edited by Richard Heitzenrater for publication by 
Kingswood Books. 

15 For example, Scribal letter from Charles Wesley to Selina Hastings, Countess of Huntingdon, 
August 4, 1752. MARC, PLP 113/512. 

16 For example, one scribal letter is dated March 23, 1737 by the amanuensis, but there are strong 
indications that this is old style dating rather than the new style dating that Charles Wesley custom
arily used. Scribal letter from Charles Wesley to lames Hutton, March 23, 1737/38, Moravian 
Archives. 

17 For example, Manuscript copy letter from Charles Wesley to lonathan Reeves, [October 1751], 
MARC, lohn Bennet's letter book, Methodist Archives 

18There are texts surviving for ninety-seven letters written between 1728 and 1747. Texts sur
vive for 245 letters written between 1748 and 1756. 
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An indication of the scale of the project is provided by the word count for vol
ume 1. The 342 texts with annotations total just over 165,000 words-and this 
does not include an index, introductory chapters, and so forth. The full word 
count for the volume will probably be in the region of about 200,000 words. 

Having located all the texts that were to be included in volume 1, work com
menced on the process of transcribing. The original plan was for a small team to 
work to a single methodology. It was quickly realized that this scheme was not 
feasible for a number of reasons: in the first place, the project was dependent on 
voluntary effort and this represented an obvious limitation in terms of imposing 
uniformity of practice and adherence to a set time scale. Also, preliminary exam
ination of a selection of the manuscripts revealed considerable textual complexi
ties, and this presented a huge problem. It should be remembered that the major
ity of Charles Wesley's letters have never been previously published, so there was 
little in the way of existing reliable work or knowledge about the collection on 
which to build. Many of the transcriptions had to be done from original manu
scripts, so the transcribers required an intimate knowledge of Charles Wesley in 
order to interpret the documents and produce the best possible reading. This 
severely reduced the number of people who were qualified to help with the pro
ject. It was decided that the best solution was to concentrate the process of tran
scribing at the MARC in Manchester, where the overwhelming majority of auto
graph letters are deposited. Dr Lloyd, the joint editor of the project, was given 
the lead responsibility for transcribing and annotating the letters. This arrange
ment offered the advantage of close editorial control over the project, but had the 
disadvantage of drawing the time-scale out several years beyond the original plan. 

Moving on now to look at some of the textual issues connected with tran
scribing and annotating Charles Wesley's letters. 

The first point to be made is that there is no such thing as a typical Charles 
Wesley letter, either in appearance, style or content. Charles possessed a mercu
rial personality, one that was subject to dramatic mood swings from elation to 
despair. 19 One of his contemporaries, the Wesleyan minister Henry Moore, 
described Wesley as "odd, eccentric, and what is called absent to a high degree."2o 

This assessment might seem a little extreme, but certainly some of these charac
ter traits can be detected in Charles's letters. He exhibited little discipline or con
sistency in his writing style: for example, the lengths of his letters vary consid
erably from seventy words21 to more than 3100 words22 excluding annotations. 

19". . . he [Charles Wesley] seems almost a manic depressive personality, prone to rise to the 
heights in times of success, only to fall into depression when he was physically or mentally under 
pressure." Henry D. Rack, Reasonable Enthusiast: John Wesley and the Rise of Methodism (London: 
Epworth Press, 3rd ed., 2(02), 252. 

20 Ibid. 
21 For example, autograph letter of Charles Wesley to James Erskine, September 12, 1746, 

National Archives of Scotland. 
22 For example, autograph letter of Charles Wesley to Sally Gwynne, [January 15, 1749], MARC, 

DDCW 5/20. 
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John Wesley, of course, also wrote long letters, but in his case there was typically 
a rational reason, such as engaging in doctrinal debate23 or analysing and explain
ing his reasons for a particular plan of action.24 Charles, on the other hand, was 
more emotional and spontaneous, reacting to the mood of the moment and show
ing little regard for length or letter-writing conventions when in full flow. An 
early example of this is provided by the letter that he wrote to Sarah Kirkham in 
February 1736 while en route to Georgia [illustration 1].25 Charles was undergo
ing a spiritual crisis at this time precipitated by his reluctant agreement to join his 
brother John in their ill-fated transatlantic mission. That Charles was only too 
aware that he was making a terrible mistake is evident throughout the document: 

God has brought me an unhappy unthankful wretch hither through a thousand dan
gers to renew his complaints & loath the life which has been preserved by a series 
of miracles.-I take the moment of my arrival to inform you of it, because I know 
you will thank him though I cannot-for I yet feel myself: In vain have I fled from 
myself to America: I still groan under the intolerable weight of inherent misery ... 

And so on throughout the rest of the letter for over 1300 words. 
Such letters provide an invaluable insight into the personality and the spiritual 

struggles of one of the Revival's great leaders, but they do pose difficulties for a text 
editor. On many occasions, of which this letter is only one example, Charles did not 
insert a salutation line enabling identification of the person to whom the letter was 
written. The address side can sometimes correct this omission but not necessarily: in 
this particular example, the address consists simply of one line "To v." Elsewhere in 
this letter, Charles refers to other individuals by the abbreviations "S" and "C". 
Without a detailed knowledge of Charles's life and circle of friends, it would be impos
sible to identify the people to whom he is referring. In this case, it is rendered even 
more complex as the initials do not relate to actual names, but to pseudonyms adopted 
as a literary device-"V " stands for Varanese; "C" is Cyrus and "S" is Selima
pseudonyms for Sarah Kirkham, John Wesley, and Anne Granville respectively. 

Another common feature of Charles's correspondence, which the letter to 
"Varanese" exemplifies, is the lack of a signature line. Where a letter occurs in 
the context of a larger collection of Charles Wesley material, then it is straight
forward to identify the author, but if a letter occurs in isolation then it becomes 
more problematic if, as in this case, the letter is unsigned. The "Varanese" letter 
was published in the Wesley Historical Society proceedings in 1945;26 it is inter
esting to note that it was mistakenly identified even in that specialist publication 

23 For example, published letter of John Wesley to "John Smith," March 22, 1748, The Works of 
John Wesley, ed. Frank Baker, 34 vols. (Oxford, 1982),26:287-94. 

24 For example; published letter of John Wesley to Charles Wesley, [September 25, 1749], ibid., 
26:380-87. 

25 Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to "Varanese" [Sarah Kirkham], February 5, 1736, 
MARC, DDCW 1/6. 

26G. Elsie Harrison, "A Wesley Letter," Proceedings of the Wesley Historical Society, 25 
(1945-46): 17-23. 

http:action.24
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as a letter written by John Wesley, although Baker corrected the identification in 

the next issue.27 
It would be less of an editorial issue if Charles had at least remained consis

tent in his letter-writing eccentricities, but he regularly changed his style, seem
ingly on a whim. Some letters are not signed at all, but break off, virtually in mid
sentence, to the extent where it is sometimes unclear if Charles has genuinely 
concluded the letter or a part of the manuscript is missing. Other letters are ini
tialled while some others have a concluding line but no signature or initials. 

An even greater problem associated with Charles's letters is that of dating and 
this is probably the biggest single source of editorial frustration. The "Varanese" 
letter has a clear date at the top of the manuscript and this renders it a rarity in the 
Charles Wesley correspondence collection. Approximately 80% of the letters in 
volume 1 are not fully dated by their author. Again, we can note the lack of con
sistency-some of the letters have no date at all while others have a day of the 
week, a month and a day of the month, but no year. Charles is more likely to omit 
the year than any other part of the date, presumably on the grounds that he knew 
what year it was. Unfortunately it appears that sometimes he did not; on one let
ter dated January 1754,28 he has helpfully (and unusually) added the year, but has 
forgotten that it is now 1755 not 1754-this is of course a common mistake at the 
turn of a new year, but one that adds to the editorial headache. 

Fortunately, there are a number of aids to dating the correspondence. Many 
of the letters are annotated by the addressee with the date.29 Because these anno
tations are contemporary with the original text, to within a few days, they often 
represent incontrovertible dating evidence, but they still need to be cross-checked 
where possible-prior to 1752 the addressee may date the annotation in old-style 
rather than new.30 Addressees also sometimes make mistakes; in one letter anno
tated by Sarah Wesley, she too gets the year wrong because of it being the turn of 
the year.31 

Many letters also contain annotations that are not contemporary with the text. 
Thomas Jackson and the Wesley family friend Eliza Telitha Tooth, writing in the 
nineteenth century were particularly active editors of Charles's correspondence 
and their annotations often appear on the manuscripts; these editorial comments, 
written decades after the manuscript was created, are not completely reliable as 

27 Frank Baker, "Charles Wesley to Varanese," Proceedings of the Wesley Historical Society, 25 
(part 7, September 1946): 97-104. 

28 Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, January 7, 175[5], MARC, DDCW 
5/83. 

29For example, autograph letter from Charles Wesley to John Wesley, May 5 [1729], MARC, 
DDCW 1/3. 

30 See note 16. 
31 There is an indication that she may have discovered her mistake and attempted a correction, 

although that is uncertain. Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, January 10, 175[5], 
MARC, DDCW 5/85. 

http:issue.27
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dating evidence and must be carefully checked.32 In more recent years, Frank 
Baker dated many of the letters on his list. Again, while the dating is accurate on 
most occasions, there is still a burden of responsibility on the modern editor to 
seek corroboration. 

The task of dating is made easier when we can cross-reference against entries 
from Charles Wesley's journal. Unfortunately, there are considerable gaps in the 
journal coverage: there is very little surviving after 1751 and it terminates com
pletely in 1756. In the absence of corroboration by journal entries, internal evi
dence often provides the only solid basis for determining when a manuscript was 
written. References within the text of a letter to significant personal events such 
as births, deaths and marriages are invaluable clues. Charles also occasionally 
commented on wider current affairs, such as the convening of the Methodist 
Conference, the return of George W hitefield from North America, or the great 
Lisbon earthquake of 1755. Some letters can be tentatively dated by matching 
Charles Wesley's note of the day of the week and the month with published hand
books of dates to see in which year a certain day fell on a particular month,33 
although this is of course dependent on Charles recording the correct day of the 
week, which was not always the case. 

This discussion of the problems involved in dating Charles Wesley's letters 
can best be illustrated by looking in detail at the following specific example of 
one undated letter: [illustration 2] 

JIYI.I;	

32 For example, Jackson in his published edition of Charles Wesley's journal dates one letter to 
April 14, 1752. It is clear, based on internal evidence that the year the letter was written was in fact 
1750. Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, April 14 [1750], MARC, DDCW 5/92. 

33For example, autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, September 13 [1755], 
MARC, DDCW 7/83. 

http:checked.32
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This letter (DDCW 7177)34 was sent to Sarah Wesley. The only element of a date 
that Charles provides is Saturday night, but fortunately there is a postmark of 3 

January, [illustration 3] and this provides a starting point for the dating process. 

One often finds in Charles Wesley letters a passing comment that provides the key 
to dating the document: in this particular case, it is the reference to L. R. in the 

third line-this reference was to Lady Robert Manners (the former Mary 

Degges), a close friend of Sarah Wesley's. The identification is confirmed, by the 

address side of the letter, which is annotated "free R. Manners" indicating that the 

letter was sent free post courtesy of Mary's husband Lord Robert Manners. As a 

senior army officer and member of the aristocracy,35 Manners had access to a pri

vate postal service. 

The reference to Lord and Lady Manners must date the letter to 1756 or later, 

because the Manners marriage is recorded in Burke's Peerage as taking place on 

1 January 1756. This dating window can be narrowed further based on the fact 

that Charles makes no mention of his own children within the text; this indicates 

that the letter was written before the birth of Charles Wesley, Jr., in December 

34 Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, January 3 [1756], MARC, DDCW 7177. 
35 Manners was a son of the Duke of Rutland. 
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1757, so we have a likely date of January 1756 1757. From published hand 

lists of dates, we find that 3 January, when the was postmarked, fell on a 

Saturday in 1756, so it appears that Charles Wesley was in time to catch a last 

post on the Saturday. Additional support for 3 January 1756 is provided by the 

fact that Charles was obviously in close physical proximity to Lord Manners and 

his new wife: he had performed their marriage ceremony on 1 January 1756.36 

A final check is provided by consultation of the Baker list, which agrees with the 

date of 3 January 1756. One of the points that can be drawn from a description 

of this rather convoluted process is that to be an effective editor of Charles 

Wesley's papers, one has to have a good knowledge of his life and times. 

Another facet of Charles Wesley as a letter writer that tested editorial patience 

was his use of abbreviations. The most common contractions found in Charles 

Wesley's correspondence are listed below: 

& And 
Bro Brother 
Cd Could 
JC Jesus Christ 
S Sister 
Sennight seven nights 
Shd should 
Tho though 
Thro through 
Wch which 
W d  would 
W m  whom 
Wn when 
Xt Christ 
Ye the 
Ys this 
Yr your 

Many of the above are of course found elsewhere in eighteenth-century cor

respondence, but where they cause particular problems in Charles's case is when 

they are combined with the variable quality of his handwriting: it is often diffi

cult for example to tell if Charles has written "the," "this" or "your" depending 

on his use of the abbreviation "y" for "th." He also regularly abbreviates names 

of places and people and then once again interpretation and identification is 

reliant on the editor's knowledge of Charles's life and the circles in which he 

moved. 

36 Charles Wesley referred to the forthcoming event and his officiating role in letters prior to the 
wedding; for example. Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, September 23 [1755], 
MARC. DDCW 71102. 
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37 The Charles Wesley Letters Project 

Occasionally, Charles is very unconventional where abbreviations are con
cerned: a good example of this is provided in the letter that he wrote to John 
Wesley on May 5th 1729 [illustration 4].37 
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37 Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to John Wesley, May 5 [1729], MARC, DDCW 1/3. 
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For reasons that are not explained, Charles has replaced the word "and" on many, 
but not all occasions, with a short horizontal line, and he has also randomly sub
stituted the endings of some other words with another horizontal line written 
under the conclusion of the word: it is probable that he was experimenting with 
a type of shorthand. Once the pattern is worked out, then it is relatively straight
forward to decipher the text, but such features of the manuscripts strengthens the 
case for making the material available in a published and edited form. 

Charles's approach to punctuation was also idiosyncratic beyond the admit
tedly elastic conventions of the time. He often uses a beginning quotation mark, 
but does not mark the end of the quotation, which can make it difficult to deter
mine where reported speech or a literary extract concludes.38 Sometimes, he does 
not use quotation marks at all. On other occasions, he inserts quotation marks at 
the beginning and end of lines, not to indicate indirect speech, but almost as a 
form of whimsical decoration. He is also very lax with regard to paragraph 
breaks. In addition to conventional paragraph breaks, on many occasions, 
Charles indicates a break with an extended horizontal line where you would 
expect a paragraph break followed by the next sentence on the same line.39 There 
does not seem to be any particular rationale involved when he uses one system in 
preference to the other. Full stops and commas are often interchangeable with 
colons and semi-colons. This can be a major problem, as in modern practice, the 
use of such breaks can have a considerable effect on the meaning of a text. 

An additional textual complication is provided by Charles's use of the system 
of shorthand devised by John Byrom (1692-1763). Charles frequently tran
scribed entire letters using shorthand for retention as office copies, or he inserted 
shorthand passages and individual words or names into letters that are largely 
plain text for the purpose of confidentiality.4o Mastery of Byrom's shorthand, as 
it was employed by the Wesleys, is currently restricted to a handful of people, so 

it is an obvious constraint when trying to decipher text. Charles also often quotes 
from classical writers in the original Latin, Greek and (very occasionally) 
Hebrew-not as much of a constraint as the shorthand, but still an occasional 
stumbling block.41 

The principal underlying theme of many of these textual difficulties is lack of 
consistency. Charles's use of syntax, grammar, and punctuation varies from one 
paragraph and sometimes one sentence to the next, changing in step with their 
author's rapidly changing thought processes. Charles's mercurial personality had 

38For example, autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, December 4 [1755], 
MARC, DDCW 7/54. 

39 For example, autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, October 11 [1752], 
MARC, DDWes 4/42. 

4<) For example, autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, March 14, 1749, MARC, 
DDCW 5/41 

41 For example, autograph letter from Charles Wesley to George W hitefield, September 1, 1740, 
MARC, DDCW 6/34. 
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an effect also on content and comprehension. When in full flow, he tends to jump 
from one subject or thought to the next without regard to stylistic convention. 
Here one can see an intimate connection between Charles Wesley as poet, 
preacher, and prose writer-some of the letters contain passages that are so lyri
cal as to almost constitute prose poetry, while others read almost like extempore 
sermons.42 These constant alterations in tone, theme, and tempo can make the 
text of the letters, difficult to follow. This undisciplined facet of his personality 
can also be seen in the appearance of his handwriting and the form of the letters
sometimes his handwriting is quite legible, while on other occasions it is not. 
Henry Rack once described Charles Wesley as verging on manic depression,43 
and something of these mood swings can be discerned in the correspondence. 

Because Charles's practice as a letter writer varied so much, this created prob
lems when the project editors attempted to impose a rigid editorial methodology. 
The practice that was eventually adopted was to transcribe the letters exactly 
word for word and for each text to be checked against the original source docu
ment at least three times. Erasures were to be included, where they remained leg
ible-these can be very illuminating both as illustrations of Charles's state of 
mind and also because they reveal his first instinctive response to a particular 
issue. Because annotations by later editors like Thomas J ackson were often 
invaluable in dating a document, these were also copied verbatim in many cases. 

I would like to conclude by addressing the question if the benefits of publish
ing Charles Wesley's letters outweigh the many frustrations associated with the 
project? There is no doubt that this is a difficult collection and it is easy to under
stand why the letters have never been published previously. But as frustrating as 
working with this material has been, it has also proved a fascinating and intellec
tually stimulating exercise. Charles Wesley was a complex person-insecure, 
courageous, judgmental, compassionate, neurotic, and decisive. His letters are 
noteworthy for their honest, if opinionated, portrayal of the early evangelical 
movement. Whereas with John Wesley, one gets the impression when reading his 
letters that he is conscious of future generations looking over his shoulder, 
Charles Wesley writes exactly what he thinks-in one letter dated August 1783 
he comments to his wife that John Wesley was preaching at the Parade in Bristol, 
before adding the sly but telling comment, "I never knew a wise, good man, so 
FOND OF BEING heard as he is.''44 This is the reality of early Methodism, warts 
and all, across a range of subject from the Foundry being lousy with lice45 to 
Charles's fretful concern that his wife's sisters appear to have taken up permanent 

42 For example, autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Aaron Maw, February 1744, MARC, 
EMV 106. 

43 Rack, Reasonable Enthusiast, 252. 
44 Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, 5 May [no year], MARC, DDWES 

45 Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Sarah Wesley, [August 1783], MARC, DDCW 7/86 
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residence in his home.46 Often his trenchant views are expressed in letters that 
crackle with wit, compassion, and righteous indignation. Methodist scholarship 
has struggled on occasion to categorize this brilliant, temperamental but very 

human man and it is this humanity above everything else that comes through in 
the letters. Charles was a loving husband, good friend, irritating younger brother, 
and affectionate father. He had a perspective that was broader than that of John 
Wesley and one that was more representative of the Methodist rank and file; like 
Charles they too were trying to balance faith and family commitments, issues that 
are still relevant in the church today. The interplay between personal life, min

istry, and leadership adds a dimension to Charles Wesley's correspondence that is 
not present in the letters written by his brother John. The letters of Charles 
Wesley have considerable academic research value, but they are also a marvelous 
spiritual resource for Christians of all ages. 

46 Autograph letter from Charles Wesley to Ebenezer Blackwell, September 4 [1749], MARC, 
DDCW 1/23. 


