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of the Church. But we now coms to & more aerious
subject, that of the inconsmatencies in Dr. Dyersov's
publis wriungs, involving viclations of truth toully
Incompstible with she character of a preacher of the
Gospel—such o3 would subject a private member of
the Church to expulsiun,

When consciance cleatly indicates & duty, there is
no occasion to resort to easuists ; but such is humen
nsture, that in general men never rescrt to casuists,
but when thut faculiy cleatly po:nts outtheirduty—it 18
because conscience is against them that they go to
these arbiters, as Saul went to the Witch of Endor

In ontering upon & part of our subject so delicate | because God had forsaken him,
and s0 painful, we once more invoke tha candid and | Dr. Ryerson may have had forbidding qualms of
serious stlention of the old and experienced membors | conscience on the subject of Clergymen discussing
of the Church. Wousk them this quesuion, ** If there | poluical guestions.  He, therelore, goesto a Docior
bo any abuse, ought we, who know t, to epeak of to | of Divimty-—we do not say a casuwt ner @ Witch of
bo silent?”" I wo nte willing to take all the reproach, { Lndor—but ho goes somewhera tor directions how to
censure, and condemnation, wo should yustly deservo | violate & plamn command and obhigation proviously |
on being found slanderers : 1f our cliaracter for veracuy | bnding on hum, ** You have nething to do bus to savo |
¢ither cannot beimpeacted, or if found vulnerabie, we ‘nuula, g.vo thyself whoily 10 them.””  Tlus Dector ot
ate willing to be exposed to publiz contempt and dia- i Divaany 18 & oorg esanent one, of the Weateyan Metho.
grace, ought not the members of the Church 1o hear us | dist Connexion 1 London. Now, there aro sotew |
pationtly 1 Isitan offence to speak of theso things1 { Doctors of Divinny i the Connexion, ting thero 18
If st 1 not, it is our duly 10 speak, and the duty of our | SL8rcely 8 chianco of ihe appearance of & very et |
brathren to hear. If itis, thenthe discipling o ezates | AENL One, about six 18 the aversgo number in the Con-
1o prevent the disclosure of abusas, to provent repraof | BeX10M.
for ain, to shut up the sources of advico and improve. Wo suspect this flattering titlo of “very eminent” is
ment, and, being contrary to the word of God, ought | given for the purpose ol showing the pans taken by
10 bs immediately altered.  Again, we ask, nre those § Dr. Ryerson to go to tho highest source for advice,
who pointoat and prove the cxistence of abuacs sgamnst | and of muking an impression among those who knosw i
either members or people, disafTected towards the t very hule of Meihodism in England,  Wado notwish
Church, and 1ls enemiest Would they not bo enemics | to s0e Methodiem lowered i public opinion hero, but
§f they held their peace? What says the Henptuse, l this relerence to very eminent Doctors of Divinuy
 Thow shalt not in any rwise suffer sin vpon m”nmnng the Methodists in England would certairly do
brother.”  We shall, therofore, endeavour to perfyrma | 80—1t would canse both them and the writer to be
panful ducy ;nponting out some of the inconsistencies { laughed at.
and {conirad-ctionsin which Dr. Ryerson basinvoiseyy 10 the prao of the person, whoever bo anght have
himself, and if tho unavoidable inforenco be, that he  been,  He deprecated any religions body haring any
bas been utterly regardless of truth, it cannot be laid | connection with sccular party politics,” and the same

to our charge.

0{1 the 20:h of May, 1844, Dr. Ry:rson announced
his intention 10 offer to the public some remorks in
defence of Sir Charles Metealfe. On that occasion he
saud, that bo had notthought properto accept theofficz ot
Superintendent of Education.  Wo suppose he meant
the office of Deputy-superintendent, for the Chicl
Secretery 18 ez-officio the Supenntendent.

The arucle preceding thess rematks proves, that at
Cobourg, Dr. Ryerson had teceived the offer of that
oflice, and we bave the testimony of the Munisters of
tho Wealeyan Methodist Church, that he bad accepted
. That testimony datesin March and April previous.
All that was not consummated in the business was
the announcement to the public of his having accepted
the office, which, for pradental considerations, was
to be deferred ull his defence of Sir Charles Metcalio
was concluded.  Here, in sy, he demed sccepung
the office, whio in March and Apnil provious we can
prove be had accepted t—while, 10 make this tade.
hood more polpable, be tells the public, 1n a letter to
the editor of the Exasminer, dated October 22nd, that
he nerer heard of the vacancy of that office unul
August following. Hero mark the jesuitical exprea
siem, bo did not hear of the vacansy, surely not|
becausa Mr. Murray was to occupy il Dr. Ryerson
was {ully ready to take his plac-.

The next subject we only notice in reference to Dr.
Rycrson's inconsistency, noi, in the least, witha

accomodating Dactor thought, “ That a Minister scho
| Rarl been endoweed by his Maher 1cith talents, and possess-
+ ed qualyications to discuss questions of government,wcas
}rcxpansd‘lc o God for their exercise, as well as for uny
other means of public uscfulness, when the general inter
ests of the country demand their use.””

The advice given 12 quite in accordance with that of
the ancient oracles, giving tho caquirer a shadow of
excuse for tho course he might ke, wihout giming
him liberty to take any.

| On the subject that Ministers of the Gospel have
| other work, aud that there are others to do the polui
cal work of the age, and that Dr, Ryerson was not
cslled to a1, we :might say much more, but we have
nct space, and wish to keep closo to our subject.

We takothe hiverty to ask, why ho did not consult
the word of God, and the discipline of hisown Church,
jinstead of & very cmenent Doctor of Divimty 1n Eang-
iand. llad Dr. Adam Clark been shive to bo con-
nsuited, he could have given a very different answer to
that of the rery emunrent Doctor of Dirinty.

Neatly every unbiased person has regarded the
boasted Liberahty of Locd Metealfe 1n donanons to
Churches and public Insututions as a part of bis;
'pollcy msccunng parhamentary influence, as well as
hut of the act ot engagng Mr. Ryerson to defend
ham before the publc.

Mr. Ryerson contiadicted both ; the first3 by prais
ing Lord Meteuliz as & * fortune apender in the country !

viaw of reference to politics, In pursuing hu - ::ce [trom which itis attempted to ostracize him,” and by
as defonder of Sir Charles Metcalfe, ho informs the | sharsctenzing those imputations os ** groundless and
Canadian public, thatin India there 18 an equality of | Malicwons,” aud of “usparalclled meanness.” The
civil aad religious privileges, from which asseruon | 8econd, by responding to the charge that ke had been
bo inlers, wi % other qualilications, the compleie  Bired, by gving the editor of the Examiner such a
sdaptation of Sir Charles Metealfo 10 the dutics of Viorm of dental g is quue consistent with e truth of
Governor of Canads. Now, is it true, that in Judia | those charges.  He fiist says,, “Had this been the case
there inan equality of civil and religious privileges 1 | 18 teculd not Lare fabsified my arguments:” and, aleo,
With recpect to ciwil privileges, theie 1 not the lesst | © yon adduce nat a shadow of proof 1n support of them
truth in the asseruon.  First, there is no reprezenta. 0 yvur churges,” ond, agam, * Up to this tume (et
tive system of governmentin existencethero; second. 208, hate merer received one farthing ;* and, fur-
Iy, to this moment ail officss of responmbility are ' ther, ™ nor was uny pecamary inducement so much as
filod by a class of people who we:e, and perbaps are, | hunted at, nor hure Irecared a penny to defray any cx-
agents of the East India Company, all Europeans ' pease wlach I have wenrred i tarwus ways, o my!
without exceplion.  Would Canadians sy that thero , defonce af Jus Lrceliency.”
waz petfoct equalily in the evjoymentof cimil privil- |  Wa shall zivo the contradictions to oll these state-
¢ges, il no porsans wots to be found filling offices of ' menta from br. Ryersen himselis
b‘onour. responnba_lily. and cm_olumcnl. but nanves of | Iy higletter before us, to the editor of tho Lraminer,
England? Sach is tho cquality in Indu, toe nd, he says,  Ham his Ercdlency learned in
With referencs to the religious ec ality in Indma | Augnst, that 1devired not merely te go to Englard with |
we sre not sufficiently acquainted with the aubiect, ! a tvwof promeling the interests of Victora Cullege,
but wo believe that thc same attempt at ecclemastical Lut 0 trazd on the Centinent, and 10 wrestigate the
supremacy i mude by the Church of England shere, | Educctional system of the most enlightencd wations of |
5 Enrvpe, axd that 2 did nat visk {o undertake the dnliacf

83 ip other Colonles, and that the actua) inferiority to
thewn of other denominations is sufficienly felt. Yof the Educational office (schick I learned &2 that time,

- e e v me————
Jor the first, waz sboul to becoms vacant ), ke was pleasod
not only to approcs of my vines but considered such o
tonr of enquiry of such importance to the Province, that
ke not only expressed a weallingness to countenance it by
the saxction of his name, but wuh his characteristic
PRINCELY LIBERALITY spontaneoksly offered to render
any olher assistarce necessary to promoic, to the greatest
possible catent, incestigations and enquirics so obviously
calculated to advance the best interests of Canada.! We
ashaf & promse of * princely hberaluy,” made in
August, was not cqual to cash Oct. 22ud, when he
sad, *Up loihs time Thave never received one furthing ™!
From tho dato of the promiss In August, he coul’,
undoutedly, draw on the Governor at any Uime nse
pleased , no doubt 1t was poliue 1o refran umil he had
imehed s defence, when the spoutancous wniing
could bo moto convoniently paid by equally sponta.
neous liberality ; when we can prove, that he was
actually in the receipt of £375 stetling, orabout §1800
currency, per annum, gt that ume, baving ectually
accepted the office of Deputy-superintendent of Comn-
mon Schools, by our testimony in March and April,
and by his own in Auvgust; and when wo sec his ad-
mission of a prorise of princely hberality’” in
August, with what truth cou’d ho eay in October,
* nor 10as ary pecuniary induceincnt so much as hinted
at?” Worequest the Mothodist community to take
this in connection with the evidence of two members of'
the Conference, one of wham said, that it was under-
stood that he was not to cnter on tlie dutics of hia
offico ull afier Conference; that he had accepted the
offico an questicn sn Marchand Apnl, aad to reflecton
theoo facts. Further, on the subject of giving moneyto
the various religious denominations, we have his own
declaration, that it could only be consideced as bribing
them. While he was editorof the Christian Guardian,
and writing n support of the Mackenzio agitation he
says 1 —

“ A Protestunt Government here is endocing the
Episcepal Clergy teith one seventh of the Province, the

Catholte Clergywith £1,150, and the Kurk Clergy with
L0600, And a professedly Christian Government ap-

.propri'ms of the revenues of the country, to the support

of the Clergy of these contradictory creeds.  Noio supposc
an 1IXpIVIDVAL Lo lend his influcnce and assistance’ alike
{o support these various crecdss 1chich would bo the xatte
ral awd legimate anference?  Hould u be that he be-
licved the truth of all these crecds ?—This is impossible.
Could it be that ke believed the truth of any one of them?
~Tlus 13 equally anpossible, for his supperting all, is
arming one against the other—a kingdom divided
against itself—pulling dowon with one hand, and brilding
up wouth the other.  Would not the inference then be that
such an individual has no real faith in cither of these
religious creeds; but that he pays a nrink to the clerical
adrocates of cuch, provided they all adeanco his political
purposes.”

Lord Metcalfchas dono the very thing here pointed
out by Dr. Ryerson, and according to him could have
uo real faith in cither of the three creeds mentioned,
though he devoutly attended the Evglish Church,
Had bis political opponents said so, in the recent dis-
pute, the Colonist and Christian Guardian would have
added cach anotber five columns, dilating (% the ut-
mnstan the uncharitablenessof the imputation. They,
howerer, only agree with Dr. Ryerson, that the just
inference would be that euchan individual was bribed.
As he is ono of the parties bribed, though not ona of
thoss cnumerated by him, but a clerical memter of
another Church, we orly aszent to us own doctrines
by stating that the ohject of the Government was to

| BuBE Jam, for agamn, he says tn the same lelter,

' could any uther wiference be drawn, respecting an
Administration that should pursus the samec policy.”
He perhaps, little thonght when he wrote this a lew
yearsago, that he would be describing the cenduct
of the Admunistration in 1844, and his owu, in similar
circumsiances pointed out by himself,

In page 162, scction 2, of his pamphlet, Dr. Ryer.
gon snys that the partizans of the Toronto Association
linve endeavoured to make the Weslevan Mecthodist
Clurch a party to their proceedings against Her 3a-
1esty’s Government and the Governor-General. At
the tme this was writlen, there was no Government
i tha Provanee, but that of the absolate authority of
the Governor-Gencrel, and it wos sufficient to excite
tbo indigastion of every Drilish subjsct against auch
a vsarpation, without the assistance of any Arsacia-
tion. Bul hasnot Dr. Ryerron througbaut the fa.
fence, cspecially :1 tho appendix, endeuvoured to
make the Wesleyan Methodist Church a ponty to hia
proceediogy against she liberties of the people? In
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