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NO HOVESTV SEPARATE TROM VERACITY.
Coietuppoud^ A ,launch advocate. Nofault tofind. Official dUownmenl

It t« tru<! that the writer afterwards say^ that itwns taken from the Colourg Star ; then, we ask.why were not the words •' Cohourg Star" attached
to It, instead of the word " Courier ?" The object
18 evident—it would not have suited Mr. Harvard's
purpose,

N«w, in case our readers thonid have forgotten
the circumttance, we will tell them that the pora-g^ph about Mr Kent, which haa ^^ given so much
offence to Mr. Harvard, was taken out of the Co.
bourg Star, and was inserted in our journal without
note or comment, just as we insert hundreds of
paragraphs from other papers, without considering
ourselves in any way responsible for the particular

'

views or oplnhnis which such articles may convey
Mr. Harvard, however, chose to think .itherwise.

and addressed us a letter, commenting in very
strong and unmeasured t^rms upon the words Im-
puted to Mr. Kent. This letter, which was a
direct attack upon Mr. Kent's "honesty and vera-
city, we. very improperly, gave insertion to in ourjournal—and we likewise gave it without note or
comment. We ought to have rejected the letter, and
to have referred the writer of it to the Editor of the

«».r?/f'";,"'''2-''"'*
^-pproved of the expressions

attributed to Mr. Kent.
Dr Falionn. who was absent from town whenMr. Harvard s first letter appeared in the Courier

chose to reply to this letter, and we t(ave insertiorl
to his communication without hesitation, as we haddone to that of Mr. Harvard. To this Mr. Harvard
wrote a rejoinder, which we also gave a place to in
our columns; determining at the same time Tyet
without so detliring.] that we would insert no fur-'
ther letters on the subject from either party.

Ihis. however, did not satisfy Ur.li.,'his object
teemed to he to write himself into notice, and he had
the weakness to suppose that a paper which was toa certain extent iDEtiTiFiEV with the ChubchOF England, and a staunch advocate of Church
principles, would lend itself to attacks upon indivi-
dual ministers and members of that Church, if notupon the Church itself.

'

Finding that we would not encourage this kind
of discussion, Mr. H. went to the Herald, and there
succeeded in his object, much to his own satisfaction
ir not to the satisfaction of the readers generally of
that paper. '

We have no fault to find with our contemporary
for taking up so much of his space with Mr Har-vards effusions. If his readers are satisfied, we haveno right to complain -all we have to say is that
the readers of the " Courier" would not have thanked
us, had we adopted the same course. And even nowwe doubt whether they woul.l not have been better
pleased, had we allowed Mr. Harvard's communica-
tions to pass entirely unnoticed.

Editorial Summing-up.

any disclaimer
; and that, too, whether they may

be original or selected.

Secondly ; That a respectable public journal,
will ever be ready to correct any inaccuracy attaching
to Its avowed statements of facts, and to apologize
for any calumnious personalities, to which it may
inadvertently have given circulation.

Thirdly ; That " a paper," professing to be " 'o a
certain extent identified with the Church ofEngland

"

ought to be conducted, at least, with as much regard
to truth and courtesy, as may be expected to char-
acterize a purely secular journal.

Fourthly; That those '' papers" have neither
attempted to prove the truth of their original offen-
Hive statement, nor offered any apology for its i.ub-
lication by them.

Fifthly
; That they have not evinced the res-

pectahility to express any regret for. or disavowal
ot, what the courteous Editor of the Herald so
co.-rectly pronounces to be, " Me unprovoked public
attacks, which appeared in their columns j" and
which alone occasioned this Correspondence.

Sixthly; That they have sustained their Theo-
logiral Professor in his degrading classification of
all the other churches of the Province, but their
own, on the same level with that of" Momtonism I"

Seventhly ; That though these journalists have
been bold enough, (and " honest" enough withal )to STATE that they are " to a certain extent identified
with the Church ofEngland ;" yet. as it will be seen
that the Church of England publicly befuses to
be—" identified with" them !

The veneralde Episcopal head of that Church in
Eastern Canada, has most expli(!itly fnrbidden their
heing thus " identified," and desires " not to be re-
garded as having any tort of connection what-
EVEii,

'
with these " staunch advocates of Chubch

PBINCIPLES !"

Lastly
: That, at this conjuncture, such official

disownment of these parties, may be regarded as at
least presumptive evidence, that, in this matter, the
Lord Bishop does not consider, that eitlier they or
their M'Gill Theological Professor, have reflected
any real credit, either upon his Lordship's venerable
Church, or upon their own disreputable and virulent
SELVES.

H

No. 20. To the -Reader.

^^^5v^n ^»T^P MONTREAL COURIERSAND CHURCH INTELLIGENCER.

RespectiMg the above "paper,, "it may beremarked

:

-M«<y; That a public journal, not less than a

^\:r~ "'""'• = J"5i'y to m neui responsible for
all iU awt/- -mtnts of facts, if given without

No. 2L From the Montreal Herald."A paper, to a certain extent. iDBNTiriSD with thiChl'rch op England !"_CoMrier.
'"""'"' ™'^" ™'

" We have been requested to state, upon the best
authority, in order to corr t misapprehensions that
still prevail on this point, uiat the Lord Bishop of
Montreal is not to be regarded as having any
sort of connection whatever with any portion of the
periodiciil press of this Province, or as lending toANY NEWSPAPER any kind of official or semi-off.
citil character. ""

No. 22. From the Montreal Herald.
EDITORIAL SUMMING-UP.

In another column will be found a letter from the
Rev. W. M. Harvard to the Editor of this journal
in which our correspondent recapitulates the facts
and circumstances connected with the somewhat
prolonged communicntiopR.. addressed to th.-^ Fdl*or
of the Courier, whijh have, from'tim. to'^mel
nppearfd m th« Hf,<ihi.
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