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LETTER (Xo. i,) TO THE BEV. JOHN BORLAND.

itbtrnii 3ir,

Th« Copj of yoor " Rorieww rcTicwed " which you liail tho goodno« to Kik] rac, rtmo duly to liaixL A liaatjr perunl of iho tlocamint

tatliflcd me that It Airatehtd tho rttf beat idditional prooik I could offer In Rapport of the gencnd charge of Incompetency, u a writer, which

I had preferred agiinit yoa In mjr No. 1. and acting upon that eonriction, I Immediately addroaaed yoa a note, rapectAilly ailring for fifty

eopiea of It, and pledging myaelf at the aame time to addreaa one to each of tho p^tlca to whom t bad lent my own letter. One would hare

sappoaod you would hare been glad to put your cruahing reply before erery man who had aeen tho production you had boDorad with ao

many beautiftil namea, but you treated my application with " aerere and ailcnt contempt" Urged, aa you will no doubt conclude, by a desire

to do yoa ample Jnatice, and being denied the opportunity of doing ao by acnding your Reriew to tho peraoiw who rcceircd my abect, I am left

to the alternative of printing a r^olndor, which I truat will bo more satiafiiclory to you than my letter Na 1.

You will pardon me if I do not treat tho aqhject upon which I enter with orcrmuch solemnity—upon aome occaaiona it la exceedingly

difflcnlt to be grare. Pourguoi ne dimit on yai la uriti en riant t

I had hardly expected you would deem me worthy of notice, and yet, T thought yoa could not rcry well afford to be aOtet, aaJudgment

might then go by default Ton have anawcred, and I hare therefore tho proud conaciouaneaa of having been inatramental In procuring to tho

Republic of Letters another great contribution fhrni your pen. In the next edition of DltrntlVt OurUnititt r/ Littraturf, it nay be that tho

Weakyan connexion will bo gratified by aeeing a production from one of its moat gifted aonx.

That your gracclVil tribute to my character and abllitlea did not originate in oxuboranco of Ioto, is patent upon the Ikoe of the opiatle,

bat it Indicates, and with tolerable certeinty, that my arrow bad reached ite mark, inflicting a deep, yet I hope not incurable iroand.

Hence yoor erica of distreaa which, howerer, be it said in a whiaper, for fear of offence, you hare not even the talent to utter in decent EnglWi.

Tour critielama of my orthograihy and diction are In excellent keeping with yonr other writings, I only regret you did not amplliy, flir

fioundering as you do, every anoccaslvo ' plange" prcaenta a new aspect of the ridic>Joua which, were it not very melancholy, would bo infinitely

entertaining. Yoa address yoar letter to another aoft-beaded friend, but untbrtonatHy Ibr your purpose, everybody Is not prep«i«d to accept

nonaenao, nor are all your rMdera credulous enough to gulp down all you say of mc.

Tho quotation which followa—I am sorry to bo under the necessity of saying It—contains an untruth, and tlioso who know me best will

stand aghast at your hardihood. "You aco him here a* he ha* been (fften »<:'nhyothen\mivttki\uavMotvindieticefe»Ungt:' unless you
can bring witnesses, you must bo rrgitnled as a—bad num. I adduce another Instance of contempt for truth, *' ht taitt vp with tnarltd
" cagemeas anything that falls from my pen with the evident design of shewing how incompetent I am to write, &c." Now Bcverend
Sir, you know that I nerer took up your writings for the purpose of criticising them, until I came to Toronta I alluded once or twice, in my
correspondence with a Montreal paper—1 doubt If I did it more than oncc~io tho politico-religious letters to Roman Catholics you published in

tho Quehee Gatette, but as to taling them up with tagerncm, with varied eagemem, for the purpose of criiiclam, the statement Is absurdly and
wkkcdiy untrue : mark that Mr. Uoriand. Your literary labours in that line amounted I believe to a respectable aiaeil volume, whereas all I

ever said about them toouW not eoter onc-tieenticth part of Ihu theet I Tlicn you have printol sundry ;>amphlcU and a small book, all of them
diatinguished for grammatical inaccuracies, upon which I have never offered a remark, other than the ono contained in my letter issued a few

days ago. And yet you havo the imprudence to say that Ttnke up uM marked eagerno) anything thatfallt from your pen, in onUr to »A«i»

houUl you write/ f Havo you no shame? Have you so entirely forgotten tho sicrcdncss of truth M to oxporienco no qualms of conscicneo

when you utter falsehoods of this magnitude ? Your reputation for conscientiousness docs not stand very high in a certain place, and unless

you control your unruly momben—tongue ami dcxlor hand—I fear it will fall equally low here.

My statement with regard to attendance at class is ona which cannot bo truthfully contradicted, an- . all your show of Indignation will In

no wiso Inralldato it Having been for twenty-nino years in direct intercoars: with Wedeyan Societies in this country,—twenty aa a member,

and eight or nine as a Class Leader—I holil myself to be as competent a witness of the usages and habits of tho Methodist people as the very

Reverend Mr. Borland, and I deliberately re-assert that at this moment thousands of members neglect meeting in class without being broagitt

Qodor discipline. Aye t and I will go ftirthcr than in my first letter, and say, that In most cases of neglect, the reason is not inquired faito.

With all your painstaking you have detected two typographical errors In my letter, which you present as fiiults of my own, and re«-

pecting ono of tbcm, you say I " eoined it for the sake of effect," or, fur the purpose of damaging you. Tou mean that I lied. Now Mr. Boriand,

it ia true I have very little respect for you, but God forbid that I should descend to so mean an action aa giving currency to a lie about yon, or

any body else. My remark upon the passage in which the word " reference" occurs ia u follows—"We havo the allutiont of Malachi, and tbs

'nifinnta to them by Jehovah himself,' of which pluralities you say ' i will read it for your consideration.' " My readera wDI see that the ob-

/^ttlon ia not baaed upon tho s in " references," but upon the " allusions and lefercncee," ao thnt you may drop the (which was a iypograpUcal

|«n«r) in the aecond word, without lessening the force of tho objection. You will gain very little credit by this unworthy stniageia.

Speaking of orthographical errors, allow me to tell you that I passed over several words misspelled In yonr Dialogue, which Indicated

Ity deariy that they had been wrongly written, and I find similar defects in your "Reviewer noTlewcd.V Please note the foUowhig;—

h!«t, )Jrd page, or Preface, "Phamphlet"; 6th page, "scpcrate"; 7th page, "seperate"; (tho repetition of this eiror b something like

Aat yoii did not know how to spell that simple word.) Pago 10, " irresistoble" : page 14, " eounell and pray" Ac., for eouniil ; page 18,

|*'liaiw?«»er." The letter to your "Dear Friend" shows the following:—Ist page, " violators" ; 8rd page, "inellganciea"; cauio paragraph,

|> " tadlganoiea'' again I There are other mistakes which I do not mark aa they are apparently due to tho type-eettcn.

I come now to the use you have made of my unpublished note to yonraelf, and if I were to employ very strong language In reprobation

of Uw act, I am sure no person of right feeling would hold me guilty of a breach of christian courtesey. lly proceeding in sending you that

note wu dictated by a desire to avoid doing you injustice, but with a total disregard of polemical propriety you have introduced the contents of

a hurried icnw], which formed no part of the document upon which you were rcmariiing. In your reply. As to tho criticisms npen the tioti>

itMtf, can it be necessary that I ahould tell tho reader that tiie technical word " proof" is used by printers and writers without the addition of

"copy"? I would not insult any man of common intelligence by supposing it ntcntuy, but for your sake T crave reference to Webster.

" VtooT, No. 7, in prinUng and engraving, a rough impression of a sheet token for correction
;
;i'titra{ Paoors." And then aa to the uao of the

word "issue," did you not know tlwt that verb is both active and neuter, or transitive and intransitive ? Your cavil suggests that you do not

oven undentand tho most simple rudiments of grammar. See Webster, " Issue, 1. 1, to po-ss or flow out, ix., &o," Legs' t>roeeaaes israe, or

may be "ready to issue," so may debentures or scrip from Stock Companies; warrants from the Government; books and Icttera ftt>m the Press,

te., ftc. Sir, your hypercriticism (don't mistake the word for hypocrisy) is wortliy of yonr logic and grammar. When I tell you that I wil>

liDgly take the risk of all your other marvellous critiques you will excupo my giring them a more extended notice.

I have another serious charge to bring against you, and it is one which no writer baring decent eelf-respeet can aflbnl to treat lightly.

Bsing a minister of the Gospel your presumed sanctity m^ea it especially necessary that you should act in good fiUth, In other words, like on

iMMStman. This yoa have not done in yoar " Review, Ac" Toattainancnd yoabavadeaeanded toaverydoabtAilact You have miaqootcd

me, or to be more explicit, you have withhekl from your readers portions of some of my orgamenia which were necessary to their integrity (I

«ao the word Inttgrity In its primary and bsst asnso—wholeness.) In proof of this charge I refer the reader to the 6ih paragraph of my flnl

r, and to lb* 6(l^ 7tli, iwd etk of yooTS, also to my paragn^h U, and to Its matilaii«r> at your paragraph 10.


