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days, yet till the very morning not a stroke
had been steock in order to-put this boatin a
fiting coadition to carry down at least a huns
dred people, of all ranks and-in wery ' wet
weather.. It bad neither a cover! from the
rain xor.a-seat to sit upon, These’had to be
burried .up at the last hoor. As we wenton
board, they were still busy putiing down the
seats. ;... yed pET

On the: vlank down which: the passengers
bad. to," descend . into the. boat, moreover,
stood op,.a.couple of inches, a stout 1enpanny:
nail, ., Thisinail eanght the skirts of every lady
that went down, tore  several . of them, and
over it iseveral gentleman stumbled.  The
American, was|sianding: to. see - how  long it
would be before-any one would: corceive - the:
idea that, this. nail mast be knocked down - He
said, heiexpected if they  were ail Germana,
from what he had seen of them from a year’s
residenca among. them, itwounid go on-to tha:
very.end of the chapter: | And intrath, so -it.
appeared probable. . One alter another caoght:
on. the, neil;  (Gown nfier gowa went crash;
but they. ware Lifted off again, and the parties
went forward. Gentleman stumbled  against
the nail, and  carsed it and went on. At
length Mra. Howitt’s gown caught; T desen:
geged it, and called to a man to bring his
hammer and knock it down. Thouzh I said
thig in German, the American soon after came
to me, and (said, ¢ Sir, excuse mv freedom,
but I know you are an Englishman.” I acked
bim how be discovered that. He rephed,
¢ By the very simple fact of your baving im.
mediately ordered the driving down of that
nail.” And he then related what I have stated
above,

T ORIGINAL,

To the Editor of the Gleaner,
Sir,—Very many in this commu-
nity have read with astonishment the
extraordinary epistle, which appeared
in the Gleaner of the 20th inst., bear-
ing' the signature of the Rev. James
Hudson, who takes to himself the ex-
traordinary itle of ¢ the Visiting Mis-
sionary Priest forthe Miramichi river.’
That letter was' called forth by a com-
munication of mine, which was insert-
ed in your paper- of the 20th Novem-
ber; in'which 1" objected to 'the ‘un-
wartantable assumption of the title of
THE: PARISH CHUKCH,-as applied by
Mr. Hudson exclusively. to the Epis-
copal Chur¢h® lately 'opened in the
Parishes of Blackville and Richibuc-
1o, respectively. I maintained, and
still maintain, that there is no Estab-
hished . Church in,, this Province, and
that- the enactment by - which it was
attempted to establish Episcopacy .in’
it, is defective and inefficient, . as may
be seen by-any one who will take the
trouble’of looking into'the Acts of the
Provinee, ' In_ copfirmation of my
opinion. I stated, that Sir..John Har-
vey was.so- convinced ‘of this; that,
in “replying 10 dp” Addiess “of the
Episcopal Clergy .convened at Fre-
derictony which was presented: to him
during” his administration” of" thie go-
. vernment, instead of calling theirs.the
Listablished Church, he calls itsimp«
ly-“*thatportion of “'the “Established
Church. of England in the Province.’
1 farther gave very suflicient reasons
for’ maintainiug ‘that * the ~Chureh’ of
Scotland, in a British Colony acquir-
ed:since the.Union between: the two-
Kingdoms, stands-on ‘the sitme foot-
ing, and/is entitled o the samé privi-
leges.with,the Church. of . England. .
Mr.oihadson is quite: indignant that
apy ofie should have presumed to'im?
pugn. apy. thing emanating from _hin,
and:-seems; to:think that he should have
thevexclosive privilege of parting forfly
whatever claims he pleases, and’ of
asseming.a: supramacy- in -ecclesias-
tical” matters,  over other deromina-
tiofis of ‘Christians; and that o ‘one
should dare to dispute his preteasions,
or to expose their-fallacy. In short,
that™ thé" pablic” Journuls should' be
open to him, and’ closed 'to every one
who differs [rom him.. . These may be
his ideas of justicey and of the liberty
of ‘the Press, but " they are not' mitne.
My, Hudson has no cause to complain
that-your Correspondent has  wriiten.
anonymously, seeing’ that both of the
rosgngunications . whieh  bave. led to,

Mr. Hudson, as it appears from his
own admissian, and were written an- |
onymously.  1f ke sees fit 'to publish -
ahonymously, ‘anothér’ may surely,
without committing any.offence,, reply
to him in the same way.

“Ttis admitted on all hands that his
letter is nv reply to mine. - He has
neither combated the arguments I em- |
ployed, nor shewed the facts T addu-"
ced to be untrye.. To have done
this, or at least to have attempted it,
would have been the manly “way ‘of
meeting'his  opponent. He hds not
proved that T have:misrepresented the
Oxford Theology, nor ‘wronged him
in imputing to hini Puseyite opinions.
Had 'he done 'so, I should at .once
have acknowledged my error, and ex-
pressed my regret at having mistaken
his views.  He pursues a less manly,
less honorable course. . Having found
me out, as he erronesusly supposes,
be attempts 1o overwhelm me by a
whole volley of abuse . - With him the
epithets ¢ schismatic,” - ¢slanderer,’
¢fellow,’ ¢ scurrilous,” and such like
terms, appear to be ¢ familiar as
household words.” "That I may not
do him injustice; T shall, with your
permission, quote the third paragraph
of his letter:

“ Bat from the fact, {hat your cor.

respondent 1s a Charchman, against
 whom Ge has levelled the contents of
the communication referred. to, and his
slanderer, as yet, an anonymous Scais
MaTic; he (venr correspondent) is there-
tore not . permifted to enter iuto any
controversy. with him, further than this,
to tell this person, for I will net call him
a man, that [; the undersioned, have
the strongest suspicion (reason?) to be-
heve that this: M. G. 1s (he identical same
fellow, (residing not an hundred miles
from Ricbibucto) who sent, about this
time'twelve months, a scurrilous article
founded  on a ‘supetstructure of false-
hood, signed X, to your office. for pube
lication  in the Gleaner; which ariicle,
upon its being too civilly rejected. was
duly transmitted to Halifax, and imme-
diately inserted in that miserable, mis
named print, the Guardian.”

I say nothing of the literary merits
of this precious piece of writing. I
‘notice it _chiefly  on account of the
tirade of  abuse with which it winds
"up; and which'is' Jevelled against the
Halifax_Guardian. The writer was
mavnifestly in a. rage at. the time he
composed it, and " he' madly “attempts
to_belabour and blacken cvery body,
, and every thing that seemed. to cross
‘his'path: -1 'The Journalhere so wan-
toily 'aspersed by ‘Mr." Hudson,  is
‘well known to stand high in- this. and
the..aajoining Provincesy it-has ‘been
“conducted in a talented” inaoner, and
has uniformly displayed a. spirit of
good will, avd of forbearance; towards
other denominations of Cliristians: Tt
is the organ of a very numerous, .in-
telligent,.and - respeciable - body -in
these Provinces; the'Preshy erians in
:connexiou with'thé'e fished Chureh
Jof. Scoiland; and Me. Hudson’s futile
atteipt-to caluammiate ity ean-only bhe
viewedl ast an " attempt on *his pari fo
L calumniate the Bady WHOSE, 0pIRI0as
‘it represents. o
" | Tnow ! eddress mysslf mote ari-
cularly to Mr Hudson.—Inmy lormer
ccammuniegtion (I proved.. distineily
" thatiyou; Rev. ' Siryi wererattempting, )
through the Press, o disseminate :he,’
dogias of the Oxloid Theoldzy, and
as:the publicatiomof such tenets. mthe
Gleaner, ‘must”lead to.‘controversy
(whigh“T have ever” beed most'ddsi-
rous 10 avoid), I recommended.to vou
the discontinuancesof ‘such: publicati-
ons; How you'tet” the'charza, tand |
received the fsiendly counsel; may, be
seen from your fourth paragraphe <o

|| ¢ For the benefit of all M. . ignos,
rant admirers, I will also, tell this pers
is0n, that bis late commanieation in the,
«Gleaner contalns as:little. truthizond as,}

hbods, thian: thesa -stfuno. todether 1 -all

tms. coriespondence; were written by
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angnyyy if mot mpreswickedand infamous falsa

dian; and I will farther add, that your
correspondent, in spite of M. G.’s fricndly
warnings, will continug, (50 lorg as the
Editor of the Gleaner permits 1t), to
cbtrude in_that paper, the Gleaner,
¢ his pompous announcements, kis Fuseyism,
rank Puseyism,’ and all his other ¢ iitoles
rant and unscriptural npotions,’s. and :further,
that he will continue to call that build-

religion that is taught tiiere be establ:sh-
cd or not established by . Act of Panlia-
ment, as if-an’ Act of Parliwment conld
mike a Church!) whose!Altaris served
by a Priest, both' ‘Cuthoric ‘and Profess
tang, orcained by a Bishop, the rightful
successor of the Apostles.2-

Now Sir,'wheu T read“this, T con-
fess I was amazed that;;you. should
have exposed yourself irithe manner
you have done. " If any ‘dotbts' exist-
ed in the public mind with respect 1o
vour I'useyism, you have effectually
removed ‘them, and you' now stand
before the Christian world, the avow-
ed advocate -of opinions which are
sapping the foundations of the Church
to which you belong. Whatever your
friends may think of your zeal, they
have 5o cause to admire your discre-
tion.

Your determination to call the K-
piscopal'place of Worship Tur Pa-
risit Cnurch, te the exclusion of
all others, proves nothing but your ob-
stinate adherence to a point, whether
right or wrong.  If you' imagine that
the inhabitants of this ' Colony will
tamely submit to a dominant Church,
or be trampled on by such persons as
yourself, you are grievously mistaken.
You boast of being a. Priest, ordain-
ed by a bishop, the rightful succcssor
of the Apostles.  When you have 'sa-
tisfactorily found this succession, yon
may have some ‘chance -of gaining
credit for vour boastful assertion.—
We wait for the proof. . There is one
circumstance which strongly militates
against your claim, and it'is that you
appear on this oceasion, to- haye exhi-
bited soliltle of apostalical: meekness
and forbearance. ¢« The ‘servant of
the Lord must not strive, but be gen-
te with all, men.” . 2 [Fim. 1I. 24.
¢ An Overseer or Bishop must be pa-
tient, not a_brawler.” 1 'Tim. IIL
3. These passages, Rev.; Sir, may
not be unworthy of your!attentive pe-
rusal. : o

But I proceed to, notice paragraph
fifth of your extraordivary letter.——
« And now while the [‘)eh‘;i's,'i’r‘\ my band,
let' me advise M." . n'n;d,,hi,g" worthy
Baies des Cbaleur ¢ helpmats, to give up
traducing the Church and Church Doc-
itrines, and Chuarch Clergy, and Church
Laymen; let. me tell.them too, that. with
the Bible 1n .one. band, andithe noble

O'd Prayer Book and. dpestelical and
Catholie Tredition:in' the,.other,. your

tery (7)) of Miramichi.

Your wrath, sir, seems hereito.have
reached its elimaxy and- your courage
to have 'beén serétved up {9 the high-
est pilgh. ,; Raised 1z imagination.on a
lofty eminence of your own creation;
and ‘¢lid from® hea(i ‘tp"Lth‘in a'com-=

of . Presbyters. - Have.you forgotten;:
siry thesmotio whiclyencireles 'Scotia’s
national erest—Nenio ‘me” impune la-
cessit.  Seldom have her sons proved
recreant;» waen: the ' canse’ of 'their
cotntry of their chuseh has called forth
thelr, energies;and. 1 have litde doubt
you wi”ﬁnd them ¢ re‘ady,. aye ready’
to meet you.  Your vaunted courdge,
Tam told, isJikely to be put very soon
10 the: testy«by one ‘of the: Reverend
Body thos beldly' chailenged 1o méet
you on'the field chnhlttto\’ex'sy; and L
have no doubt he.will prove himselfof
ibe true:blve stamp. And afier He'has
has dong With you, there are seven or
eight others. quile at. yoursservice.

bisifuemer articles; printed o the Guar=
i .3ia woul Galk. ‘. ssoa:ib ! ba

Towards -the conclugion” of your

jing the Parisa CrurcH,(whether: the.

cerresdondent f{ears them Hnoty no, nor:
even' theiwhole “(so0 - culled)” Presby=

plete suit . of armour, made. alter the |
‘ttue O sford.pattern, . you'stalk forthia
very Goliath in"your otth imaginat?™
on, and hurl défiance to”a,whale host.|.

 letter, you taunt me.. with living in 2
 glass house, and. attempt to.confound
 me by informing me_ that two of my
Canadian brethren have lately joined
the Episcopal ‘church. I was aware

the church to which: they * have at=
tached themselves, nor the individu-

It might be possible to shew that rea-
sons:of -a.substantial as well as of a
conscientious nature, have had somes
thing "to" do in this eXtraordinary oc-
currence,  But, let the Church of
England. look to her loss on the side
of Rome, and she will find that ‘she
has no cause (o boast of'her gain from
the ranks of Presbytery.
ago she lost a brother to Earl Spencer
and to the present bish. of New(ound-
land.” “I'hat gentleman was lately em-
ployed in labouring with the utmost
zeal (o convert the Protestants of Ire-
land to the faith of Rome. She lost
also, if I mistake not, a brother to
Lord King, or at least a clergyman of
the name of King: and lately we read
of no fewer than three Clergymen be-
longing to the English Establishment,
who had publicly renounced tlie Pro-
testant faith, of whom the Rev. Waldo
Sibthrep, brother to colonel Sibthrop,
M. P. was one.  And if we may be-
lieve tha testimony of English Divines
there are hundreds of Puseyite cler-
gymen, who are remaming within the
the pale of the Church, and eating her
bread, who ‘in their doctrinal views,
differ in nio material paint from those
of the Church of Rome, and who, if
they were possessed ol moral honesty,
would cease ‘to be connected with a
‘church whose articles they no longer
conscientiously believe,
this, they continue in. their livings,
and labour with untiring zeal in order
to bring over their people to embrace
their views. " These things are so
notorious in  Britan, that every one
who runs may read. Dr. Wiseman,
one of the Romish Bishops,  has de-'
clared to' the world, that the difference
between Puseyites and his church is
so small asnot to be worth contending
fory and on this ground, he urges thei
to' throw off th2 mask, and attach
themselves to Rome at once.  Are
you, Sir, a master in Israel, and know

offerid you?

. The following extracts, taken from
Puseyite writings, chiefly the Tracts
for the Times, will give your readers;

doctrine’ist

Oxford Sehool are substantially the
rsame  with those ‘of the' Church of
Rome, we learn from English papers

sthat in England Roman - Catholies areé
spbstituting' the  British Criti¢ ‘and o-
ther Puseyitg Periodicals (or their own,
and that the publishers of . Romish Pe-
riodicals are in consequence complain-
ing loudly of the loss of patronage,
This is ominous!

They are in answer to the ‘question <

and the Reformers; men and men,'—

should be separated from Rome.
(Lracts for 1the Times)—and to say with
the Rev. D. Atehioson: Episcopal Min—
1ster of Glasgow, { When  will_men's
minds be awake to the Reformation de~-
lusion. Alas! we know not how many a
wretched soul now. drinking the eup of
eternal death, owes his agonies and {or-
ments to that Reformation.: Puseyism
is—to assert thut * Seriptareis not  the
Ru'e of Faith.'—(Triets for the Times)
—that * the oral'trad tion of the Chuareh
is a faller exposttion of God’s revealed
truth.’— (LimWa04’" SermAns)—That

the joint rule of Faith.—(Tract 78," .
2 * Tour trumpery principles,’ ex.

Felaims Fronde, *aboul Seripture being

of the circumstance, and I believe that
il the whole truth were known, neither. .

als'in question, have much to boast of.

Many years

Instead of -

‘not these things? or does the truth

Mr Editory some idea, what this new

- As a proof that the doctrines of the

which reached us by, the last packet;.*

what'is “Prseyism >-LIt is o6 say  anathe.”’
ma to the principle of Protestantism.'— °
“(Palmer)—"Fo" ¢ hate tha Reformation’

(Fronde)—To ¢ sigh to think  that we

¢ Scripture Tradition, taken tozether, are
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