
I cliVKO you AirUicr with baring untruUiAilly reprewuted your ouh teriliugi ! I Vour unbtrneH in regard to mj own word* wm
criminal (njngh, but without uiing niierlatirti, hov ahall I ch tractcri:w the conduct of a man, who, fllling thn Mcred Ofllre of Spiritual

Initructor, dcmMnahimaelf lomuch aa to hlaify kit own uordt for Cie purpoae of getting out of difficdlt; f. Now aa anyone who mayehooM to

waat« bia time upon the peniml of your lit Dialogue, down to page T, will lee, the diaciia*ion between Algernon Softhrad and Saniuel 0>hl-patcher,

waa regarding Ibe propriety of making attendance upon claia-meotlng a condition of Church membcniliip. Mr. Softhead held that it waa not

right to do ao, Mr. <>dd-patchcr, tliat it waa. Odd-patchcr ioaiated that Mr. Wmloy waa arerac to tlio relaxation of the rule ; SofthelMl main-

tained tliat Mr. Wealey had no idaa of making oliwlienee to auoh a rule a condition of member-'jip at all. Odd-patchcr aaid, that ao Ur ftora

Ur. W'caley being diapoacd ti) make the ruU Um atringent, ho waa inclined to make it if poaaibla mert rigoroua, and here are hia worda, " You
" And no eyidence, not the alightest, that lie wialicd tlie condition of mambcrahip to bo made bw atringent, but Ut emitrary rather. The
" burden of proripg tha lailtr UU upon you, my friend." Will any one lay that Odd-patt-her did not writs latUr here inatead offormtrt

Waa he not labouring to ahow that Softhead coidd not prore anytliing in fitrour of tho relaxation of the rule, and did he not intend to cluU-

longo the adduction of tho evidence which be imagined hia antagoniat could not produce ? Rut let ma call attention to tho very next member
of ttie lentvnce, which ia aa followi, " I aaaura you your attempt at doing ao would bo the commencement of a very hopeleia taak." Rererend

Sir, I (tatod tliat you wore " calling upon your ;/pponent to auatain a proposition entirely diatiiict ftom, and antagoniatio to, the one you
" intended to aubmit " to him, and I repeat tlie allegation. You were of courao dcairoua that ho aliould fumiah proof if h« comd, of what he

had aaaertcd, not of wlut you had afflnned, bat believing he could not do ao, you told him that hia "attempt would be the commencement of a
" very hopeleaa taak." Yet you aaaart in your hitter, that you meant to cnl) upon bun to prove that Mr. Wealey wiahed to inorcaae tho rigour

of the rule I In ao uying you told an untruth upon yourwlf. (The reader will pleaae refer to paragraph 0, in oiy first litter, and to tha reply

of Mr. Borland, paragraph a) To proceed; I feel proud that in tho interpretation of your own worda, (ma paragraph 7 of Mr. Borlanl'a

letter) you have availwl youravlf of the inatniotiona I gave you at my paragraph S. It enableame tho better to bear up under the godly abuaa

which, no doubt in companion to my perverae aoul, you lutve heaped upon mv, in the aubaequcnt parta of your letter. I may aa well tell you

here that I had hoard of the Deed of Settlement, and that it ia Juat poasible I may be aa conversant with tlie hi "tory of Metliodiun, and with

hiatory gcnemlly, aa younelf. Ilappiiy knowledge "unrolU its amplo page " to laymen as readily an to i-ccleaia-slii %.

I do not know that there ia much eUe to notice in your hut " literary effbrl," which <n pa—ant, be it aaid with due admiration, ia, no
doubt, your ekt/ tttnitre, for after the way the Dialogue had l«cn 'nonored, I ilare aay you tislt alive to the ncv jaaity of suatainirg your

growing reputation. Yet aa you hav« njioiced exceedingly over one of my phiaaoa, I ought not perhaiw to allow the opportunity to paaa with-

out complimenting you upon the microacopic discovery you have, made, in reapect of ita demerits. Tho exprcMsion whidi haa given you such

intenao aatiaikctlon is the following :—" I believe, and I tltink that moat persons at all conversant with the early history of Methodism, believe

" with me, that in inatitntiog the daas-meeting, Mr. Wesley did the very best thing that couli'. be done." Now a rigid but boneat critic would

poaaibly have aaid that the phrase had an ellipsis hardly allowaUo, and tlut worda liaving the force of the fallowing, should have teen added,

" by bim uqdvr the circumi|t«ncea." The reference tc "the early history of Mcthodiam" was, as I thought, sufOcicnt to reader the meaning

quite dear, 4nd I tliink so still. Tho Imperial Dictionary thus ti-cals of the Eixirsis. "2 ;rvi/». defect; omission; a figure of syntax, '.ly

" which on« or more worda .ire omitted, which the hearer or reader may supply." Where i< your triumph 1 One of your omissiont.', Su- mora

mprehensiblc, I passe<t over, remarking only that several words were wanted, but you could not aflbrd to " do likewise."

If I were to pass over your ftinny remarks upon " nervous organixations" and tho " rehaih" of my flrst reason for non-attendance at

cbuM, some of my readers might think I bad avoided the terrible sarcaauis from a sense of inability to deal with tbem. Well, I know you in-

temled to be rery tetere, and I almost shudder at the chastisement you would have inflicted upon m« if your talent for invective had been aa great

as your wrath, but happily nature hasendowedyou withso reasonable amodicumofmenrui force tliat, however irritatedyou may be, your indig-

nation finds vent only in common-place scoldmg. Many a Mm Storm-a-way will give utteranco to conceptions, in the way of abvae, fiu- more

original and amusiag (ban. any you have ever produced, and if you take my advico you will put a bridU vpon your tongue, and 'm injunction

upon your hand, lest you should further degrade tho poaiUon you occupy. The world docs not require proof tiiat Vien are really

nervoua people who never can speak before others, and. I doubt whether it will accept your marvellous system of cure; 'till, as you are

a rani empiric, perhaps the nostrum may take, if you advertise liberally. How would it sound in the paper f " BorUnd's Nerrous Discipline I

ao infiUlible cure for recusant Methodists 1 1 Nino thousa-id nine hundred patients out of ten thousand, restored by fiuthlully following tho

prsfcriptioD 1 1
1"

Reverend Sir, the allusion to the meant of grace and the love of God immediately after your melancholy exhibition of laecring levity,

it about aa strong a dose of di«gust, aa yov could have given to your readers. To conclude this part of my task : you confinind reaerre or ta-

citurnity, with nervouineaa ; arc you serious, or la it only another attempt to " befog" your " Dear Friend" ? Give up such praodeM ibr tbey

are too puerile for men to indulge in.

! I had forgotten your poetic conclusion. JIave you never heard that the sentimeni: of the verse has been mercilessly rUeakd,. it «k

piece of lUty f Then you are not the well-posted up man your admirers imagine. But did you go to tho fountain of knowledfc, Md did yo|^ )

n>,\-lly drink large draughts thereftvro f Ah Sir, I fear some wicke<l wag played yu a scurvy trick sad fouled the spring! TUt will teoMm 1

for the very muddy state of y<^ thonghts. Go again. Dear Sir, perhaps on a second application you will find the watere more limpid. . '
^

I havQ ao idea of publishing the comxpondenco between us in the Newspapers. Tho whole Province wfll thut be bcneOM
by having in your writings a model of chaste and crudito mmposition. Your field of operation is too nairoir tot m tob-"

limo genius, and the man who brings you forward will be entitled to public gratitude. What say you? At present yoa onljr 4VM*r
in unfiuhionable pulpits and on semi-political pUtJorms, but the Province luw a.riglit to your services. What say you I ShtU laaodalt ay
own witlt your great iiatuR in the GUie t

I now proceed to give a few more gems (Vom tho rich mme of your Dialogue on Class Mcetiugg—obterriag' fay waj^f
prebct that I have not the vanity to compare myself with Cobbett, who, if he wero living snd had your writings to analyxa would hardly fnt
them on a par with those of the great men you have named.

You have insinuated tliat the pressure ofyour pastoral avocations leaves you littlo time to expend upon literary efforts, aod I'can weH be-

lieve that if you attend properly to your dutiti, you will find enough to da But I maintain that your errors were not those of haate; yoM
d:d your beat

;
you could not have done better if you had tried, or, under the fear of a second critique rou would not have &IIen into otban

equally grave.

Nsw Geus frox trr Diaumive.

Pr^ate. " Owing mainly to the prudent course of the Confbrenee in abataining from all exciting refereuce to Dr. RyersoDli'painphlal;

quiet liat been maintainM throughout the Methodist connexion." Very well. "It haa nevertheless been my conviction," you go on to say,

" that sooner or later an antidote to Dr. Ryenon'a pamphlet should bo supplied." Hera then we have two smguUr arguaaenta. Conference
hairing the truth on its side, had auicly no reason to fear, yet you exhibit that body aa in the attitude of apprehension. Do youboli«ve<i»the

maxim Veritae magna ni et pretcUHt f I think not, 3nd.—If the prudent course was to reftiin Ihim Mcitiiig reference to tba sulgeot, whaw
it yottr prudence in bringing it forward !n so exciting a manner f .

iVt/iiN again. "This 1 tha more readily do aa ray Tiew^ A«.,MitiM4il lean tapply them; Ac." SMaa phi ate, "Whcraw* both i

{iiitnNmttVntoDr. Rycr80P,"Ar. Soyo«bothB||Kain,oi>p«aitii>o„cr oootradMioetionttDr. l^eni»B> ft> ctrtnlnly tht-plHMUdfimt i
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