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o)l the world. As there appears to have been a good deal of uselers ’\
and irrelevant discussion, with respect to the Letter and Chart, in which -
minor errors,and what might fairly enough pass forinadvertencies, have [
been largely commented upon, while its general spirit and character, “j
in which lies the head and front of its offending, have, as we believe, Bl

never been fully exposed, we shall, in this Review, omitting all consid-
eration of errors, and mistatements in reference to particular facts,
(though these last are far from being sv immaterial as he and his
friends would have us believe,) give our attention chiefly to the capi. !
tal offences of the production. We would observe, then,in the - -
outset, that the; true mode of estimating its demerits is, 'to in.

gquire how fur it is caleulated to convey a correct idea or representa-

tion, according to the professed intention of its author, of the rela- Y
tive state of the different Protestant Communions in Upper Canada; G
and-—which is particularly worthy to be noted, in order to comprehend

fully the art and sagacity with which it has heen framed to serve the
purposes of its author—we beg any one io read it, and usk himself,
what impressions it must inevitably make on all, who are not person.

ally acquainted with the state of these provinces, and, therefore on the
minds of his Majesty’s Ministers, and of Members of Parliament, The

troe criterion of cvery representation is—docs it tell the truth, the *°
whole truth, and nothing but the truth ? Apply this test to Dr, Strach-

an's Ecclesinstical Chart of Upper Canada—for the correctness of . . oo
which he vouches in his lettcr, and bases his statements on the sol-
id foundation of personal knowledge-~and you will then be able to see
how exceedingly partial and how utterly fallacious it is.

In the selection of his criterig, we find that lie has adopted only
those which would serve to give to his own Church the appearance
of a superiority over othets, and has most carefully avoided all men-
tion or notice of such as would have dispelled at once the illusion and
nnveiled the actual state of things, Now we would ask, how.
ceg truth be more fatally wounded, or low can -the worse cide be
wnade more cffectually to appear the better, than, by the artifice of
stating ‘only—what tends to theadvantage of the former—and nothing,
but what shall tend to the prejudice of the latter, Ifa man, in plead.
ing hisown cause, shall tell no truth that makes against himself—.
shall not tell the whole truth, but such part as shall seem favourable
to his cause~~and shall tell nothing in reference to his adversary but
what must appear prejudicial —we ask i, truth not Been violated by

such treatment 7" : ;

In selecting the number of Churches and Clcrg{;en;‘as the crite-
rion of the relative state of the different religious denominationseif
it was the Doctor's_intention to represent the truth fairly and undis.
guisedly—mwe think he,has been singularly misdirected—~but if it was
his object to make a representation in, favor of the Church of Eng-
land, he has shown great judgment and policy. He hasstated enough
to leave an impression on the minds of those to whom his Chart was
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