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motive dictatod the appointment of the Rev.
Daoctor to that office, than that of wishing to
influence the members of tho Methodist
Church in the general election, then to fol-
low, Itcould nat be forthe want of anothor
Deputy Superintendant, for Mr. Murray gave
gencral satisfaction. It could not be that the
office was vacant, when Mr. Ryerson began
his defenco; for if heis acompetent witness,
he declares that he nover heard till August
that tho officc was likely to be vacant.  How-
ever this may be, he wrute in May, thathe de-
clined the office, and the letter of Junius is o
proof of the prevatency of the rumor of the
approaching vacaney. This letter was pub-
lishied May 31, and Mr. Rycrson’s declaration
of a refusal of the office, was published May
27, We douot point out this discrepancy

with @ view of reflecting peisonally on the |
individual, but toshow thatas the acceptance

agninst him of endeavouring to push his de-
fenco of the Governor-General into the
columns of the Christian Gunrdian, It must
bo observed that by his words s*my defence”
he rofers to the long serics of letters inserted
in tho Colonist. 'Wo do not think he everin-
tendod lo insert thesein the Guardian 5 for ho
must have known of the existing rulo and
pledge of tho Conference against such a pro-
ceeding.  Besides, it might not answer his
purposo so well. [t would havo led to more
resistance on the part of the Methodist Body,
and have turned them unanimously oguinst
him. But the words * my defencoe” huve n
genoral meaning, when spoken of by others,
and referred to us Ais defence—they may refer
to any other articlo in defonco of Sir Chyprles
Metcalfe, which ho might have wished to have
inserted in the. Christian Guardian.

To the definite meaning of the words * my
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to that portion of Mr. Ryerson's letter which
teferred to tho nddress.  This part we have
already disposed of,

The next document, No. 7, is a letier
to the Prosident of the Conference. |t
treats of the political bias of Mr. Ryerson’s
mind and his inconsistency, and proves his un.
fitness for the important offico of a Preacher
of tho Gospel. It is not waterially connec.
ted with tho prescut article 3 wo recommend
however, an altentive perusal,

Tho letter No, 7, is replied 10 by the Rev.
[I. Wilkinson, in aletter to the Editor of tho
{Globe, Sep. 2lst, in cousequence, as the
{ writer sa3 8, of its containing to use his own
words, * avile slander” sgainst himself, Mr.
i Wilkinsen’s Jetter gives a contradiction to that
i part of the letter to the President ol the Con-
‘ ference, which States that & memoriul was de-
f livered to him for prescutation to the Coufer-

of the office by Mx. Ryerson would naturally | dofence,” ns referring to the publications in I ence which wassuppressed by Mr. Wilkinson,
lead the public to conclude, thathe hadenter- 1o British Colonist—tho cxpressions in the | it also includes that ho took part in that me-
ed into the desiga buputed to Sir Charles Met | Jeiers of 'tho Rev. Mr. John Ryerson, and' morinl, and wished to ¢ sent strong to Con-
calfe’s Government, it was not guod policy 1o, the Rev. A. McNab, No. 6, will fully npply’?ﬁ:rcnce. and suggests that fear of Mr. Ry-
accopt the office at that time. The appoint- | S, also, the denial in Mr. Ryerson’s letter of | erson’s influence thero directed the suppres-
ment could not be dictated by a reference to’spp, 13, No. 5, and tho letter contained ;nision of the memorial. This portion of the
the ability and general cligibitity of the indi- | paper No. 6, clears Mr. Ryerson with refer- | letter is called a vile slander.

vidual s fur as tu schulastic qualiﬁca:ion. he ence to any such intention as to that dofeucc,' Whether this churge refers to all the facts
was evidently defivient ; as to peculiar fitness, and also, with refeience o cortain papers ' therein siated, or part of them, or to the

10 W tove he . . o .
tlu..ro was no ground to belicve he had any | rend ata meetng of the Rook Committee, held , conjecture os to the suppression being caused
clim on that account; and as to the policy of i in Toronto, in April last; and also, with

- *by fear of Mr. Ryerson’s influence, we
uppointing u person to the office, ot of the | referenco ta the private correspondence of Mr. | cannot say. ‘This he ought to have explained,

f‘!"""_:“ of Englnnd'. it was very ‘1“‘-‘51;0"3"‘0', Ryerson, which camo into the hands of Mr. unless he means to characterizs the whole as
It l’“f"g e to d'{!“"“‘“‘ a large portion of ) AfcNab, But, there is also n letter from Mr. | g vile slander. In that case, the pasties will
the Goretnment’s "'“"'i-“ suppurters, who, Scott, the former Editor of the Guardian, | no doubt fecl it necessary to prove this part off
are tuw, 8s appeatsin the Cubourg Church,: who had better opportunities than Mr, McNab, | their case.

only suffering the appumtiment, ull a fo- . of knowing what communications wore inten- | Mr. Wilkinson’s letter of the 21st Sept., is

:;(.)!H“'.tbh‘l uppurmmt:,- arrives to procure hisf ded for 'nser(ion in the Gunrdian. Thc i rU“OWCd bv a Tﬁ‘p!y in the Globe of the same
ismissal, <

N, .  former two witnesses, can only say as to what | dute, which we regret to say, places the issuo
Nor was it the known adhesion of Mr. Ry~ had not como to their knowledgo as proceed- , on the veracity of the parties. The final de-

erson to the political principles avowed by, g frum Mr. Ryerson, with that view; but! cision waits the response of Mr. Wilkinson,
Sir Charles Metenlfe's Government, that led| Wr. Scott, can say what had. We refer 10; which if hodoes not give, the decision ia easy
to the appointment, On the contrary, Mr. | his letter, No. 9, herewith inserted. Here ' 1o those who will read the documents. The
Ryerson oppused those prnciples up to the | we have positive evidence from Mr. Scolt,  readers attcntion is now directed to o letter
ume ot cominencing hus defeace. The ouly | that he had received an article from Mr. Ry- marked No. 8, from tho Rev. R. Jones, Pre-
ratwonul way of accounting for the appomt- | erson, which he declined publishing, bccnuse:sidcm of the Conference, in veply toa letter
ment was, his reputation as an influential t favoured one of the parties in the political | addressed to him by *a memberof the Wes-
member of the Methodist Conference, with | dispute prevailing in the Province, or to speak | leynn Methodist Church.”

the additional ground, that as his influence ’ plainly, it was in defence of SirCharles Met !
had been suceesstutly exerted m the tme ot caife.  The negative cvidence of Mr. John '
Sir F. B. Head's ot was presumed the effect; Ry erson, andof Mr. McNab, must be entircly
would be the same in favour of Sie Charlq:s! disregarded, in the presence of the positive
Metealfe'sGovernment,  Theletter of Junius  evidence of Mer. Scotr,

o fully explams this part of the sulject that ;

We think Mr. Jones's reply, asitis called,
; s no reply tu the facts of his opponent. ts
| blusterng formaiity reminds us of the orthe-
1 doxy of the Town Clerk of Bphesus, whe
! confidently appenled to the people, that they
The next _ducument in rolation, is n letter all knew that the Ephosians were worshippers

1L 33 unavesary o moke turther remaths; signed ©* an OBicial Membes” macked No. 4x. ! of the great guddess Diann, and of the image
"“' . i'n"s 1 on the general subject of Mr. .RY‘"" which fell down from Jupiter, stating, that
The next document we refer to, is the - i fon's pubitc character. It shows by his lns-I these things could not be spoken ageinst.
dress of the oficial members in the Tunamto - tory the habitual tendency of his mind fo! \jih the oxception that thewriterof the lelter
Uity Station.  1he sole reason tor Isumnyg | engnge i politics, the versatility of his mind, " marked No. 7, is pot answered  The Presi-
Tins address was, to protest aganst tiie mem- , haviag been Republican, Radienl, Whig, and’ goue's letter is calenlated 0 nssuro the mem-
bers of the Church being identified with Mr.; Tory, by turns and often, and the fact of hus f bers of the Church of his desire, 1o confine
Ryerson’sprocecdings in pulizicalcomm\'crsy.! influence in tho Covference, baving causcdimo labours of the Ministry to the essontinl
Tlus hus been ~ufficiently circulated to be al- | the withdrawal of many from that body. On olject of their calling, ¢¢to spread scriptural

H .
rcady tes well hnown, to require nsertion | this letter, no further remarks are necessary. poliness through thu land”  As we insert the
on the present oceasion.  There was nothing | 5 rejoinder to letter No. 4, follows from | whole letter, furthor remarksare unnecessery.

;)" A st and lm}:g:xguiu “PP“‘*iti““ to the | (he official members of the Toronte Station.|{ ‘The letter marked No. 10, from Mr. Ry-
3 ST Ao H ’ - - . . .« :
est interests of the Methodist Church. | Wi reforenco to this rcjoinder, we thought | erson, to the Editor of the Examiner, is the

Wo next draw attention to two lettersnum- | proper to omit a great portion of Mr. Ryer-
bered dxx and 5, from the Rev. E. Rycrson ;| son’s professed xeply as being altogother irre-,
the first. in reply to the Toronto Station Ad-|levanl. We make a corresponding omisston.
dress, and the othor on tho samo subject, They !in the rejoinder, in which these wrelevant
contain a denial of tho intention charged, mauers are veplied to, and only inserta reply

uext in rotation. In it there are many things
not essentinlly connected with our objuct,
viz: his dofence of himsell agninst the Pro-
vincial Press.  Wo refer to thelotter for these
malters; wo shall only fix attention to one or



