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L & 1 givan s muehipleasure to learn
your not?%- 24th of the month, that

. dorrespondence is
s solely from delicacy that | put that
k on my letters, and not from any wish
i void the publicity of their contents. In
pliance therefore with your recent inti-
ion, 1 now most tiully take leave
speat in an official f
requests contained in my ‘letters of the
and 20th of thismonth. [These letters
reference to my amotion, and to the ad-
of the House of Assembly to His Ma-
] That the official application I now
¢ miay l{e fully understood, I must trou-
ou with a brief chronological
e circumstances under which 1 went
anada, and the subsequent oceu ¥
v are as follows:—In April 1827, | was
med by Mr. Stephen, the counsel for
Colonial Department, that I had been
inted a judge of the Court of King’s
ch of Upper Canada, and also uity
e, under the Viaster of the Rolls of that
wince. He aldo informed me that Mr.
er Secretary Hay had sent to him, (as
jtted by Mr. Hay on the 24th of Deec.
) to ask if 1 would ac::ﬂn the office of
ke at the Cape of G Hope, which
Stephen further said, he had taken up-
imself to decline for me as #e two ap-
tments in Canada would be a better
o —Mr. Stephen also stated with refer-
to the office of Master of the Rolls of
er Canada, that there would be uo ne
ty for any act of Parliament. and that
»'was, as he termed it a ** Nest Fap ¢
T'reasury which would secure ¢ ala
He twice accompanicd mu to ¥r A
fion of the Colonial De; 4
ers of my Patent as £
umount not being knov . Bk
k of my bankers with % i n
ble him to obtain it when re
it the 14th of July
v Horton sent for \y N
elf and informed
anada assoon as [ his n
aster of the Rolls shioai
that day, and that Mi;
after My commissior: s
On the 18th of Ju!
of Mr. Stephen, 1 w:
Horton, stating that i
hssurance I shonld proce
Mr. Stephen suid wo
d of the whole transacti
mentioned that my salar; L
e “would be a pretty .ddit SCiNE
reds.”” ‘Thus on the faith of 4
ith appointments, at least equal
Jdge at the Cape, and on the expre
fance that I should receive my s
huity Judge from the L4th of July 1527,
hat my appointment to that oilice di
lepend on any contingency whatever, |
ded more than all i posscssed in an
silitable to the UMCES 4o v ivinde &

£

EEX MB. jus~ officially, ““that the Lieutenant

Rught Hon. the Secretary of State, from my office of a Puisne J
olonial Department.

is no longer private. It

, all and each of

i | letter of the 26th of August 1828,

tiecs

| commands,”

and in reply

d in my opinion to be illegal,”

alone, on the 26th of June 1828, amoved me

(Uanada, by a commission, (following
words of the Statute by which sueh
can only be taken by the Governor
Council) purporting to be signed, sealed,
and registered on that day, and officially

stated to have been founded on the report be considered judieral”

of the Executive Council of Upper Canada.

That report however was not andcould not
| have been made, and is not dated until the

27th of June 1828, the day afterwards. The
reason or cause assi for this step, is offi-
cially stated by the Lieutenant Governor to
have been “ to enable him tosupply an effi-
¢ient court.” It is evident however, an
efficient court might and onght to have
been erected by the Lieutenant Governor
without any amotion, by providing for ihe
due dnc.harig of the duties of the Chief Jus-
tice during his absence, as the law directs.
r diately testing against the
legality of this pmeecring, Icame lg:Enghnd,
and on the 8th of August 1828, wrote to you
to require all such accusations, both public
and private, as had becn urged aganst me,
and stated my desire that the whole matter
should be brought before the Court of King’s
; Bench under the Provisions of the British
| Statutes, and requested that Sir P Mait-
land might be ordered to attend in Fngland
| to answer for his conduct in  Westminister
i Hall. Tothis point, which | have frequent-
ily urged, the only answer | have been able
to obtain is, “ That it was not expedient to
prolong the correspondence.” On the 13th
of August 1828, 1 called on you at the (‘o-
lonial Office, and was referred to Mr. Under
Secretary Hay to whom | then stated my
complaint, and demanded legal public inves-
tization; he then informed me there was no
reason to complain of my judicial or private
conduct, [execlaimed, “ What then, Sir, can
tiiere be tocomplainof?*  His answer was,
0, you will know soon enough.” By a
Mr. Hay
informed me “ that you had then received
no offieial intelligence of my suspension

o

* troia office, but when official information

oLthe grounds of my suspeusion should
be received, you would put me in posses-
sin of the reasins adduced by the Lieut-

it Governor for that measure,” The

{res e offically adduced was, *¢ To enable

e Licutenant Governor to supply an ef-
nicient court’” At this time several pa-

| pers were transmitted to me respecting the

inghly unbecoming conduct of :r. Attor-
ey General Robinson fowards me, when
i the Beneh, and to these documents I ful-
v rep_lim!. On the Sth of September 1828,
:7,,~Knn_u-d opinion of Mr. Attorney Gene-
ral Robinson, with reference to my judicial
opinion of the 16th of June 1828, and on the
5th of September 1828, a copy of the report
of the Executive <ouncil of Upper Canada
on which my amotion is officially stated to
have been founded, together with several
papers thereto annexed, were officially
transmitted to me as * copies of the other
documents relative to mv removal” On

hnted. The then Seeretary of State for
‘olonial Department. Lord Goderich,
letter dated the 19th of Julv 1827, to
en Lieutenant Governorof Upper Ca-
of which 1 was the beurer, states
it was intended to commit to me the
ble Jurisdiction of that Provi ce 7’—
my arrival in Upper Canada Mr. Ste-
by a letter dated the 10th of October
addressed to my brother the Rev W.
illis, says “ The Crown Lawyers have
h as their opinion that the office of
ty Judge in Upper Canada cannot law-
be crected except by an act of the
b: of Assembly of that Province, s that
brother’s patent must stand still, till
Lo persuade the worthies on the other
pworld to assist us® Mr. Stephen
e to me also to the same effect, and Vir.
tary Huskisson transinitted a despatch
k Lieutenant Governor of the Province
e same subject. I must here observe
bn Equity Judg: was created in Nova
and has for several years exercised
Lquitable Jurisdiction of that Province,
ut any act either of the huperial or
incial Parliament. Thave heretofore
8ed all that took place in Upper Cana-
id exposed the misstatements of Mr.
mey General Robinson res[ﬁcting the
on of a Court of Equity. His previ-
hrangements or understanding with
iephen on this subject cannot possibly
rmv case. | wrote to Mr. Stephen,
h vain, last November, for his testimo-
the several facts I have mentioned;
iclines makingany statement the one
or the other, fun however enabled to
all this by other evidence. To the
jayment of my salary as Equity Judge,
ibute much of my present pecuniary
rr t was ted a Puisne
e of Upper Canada under the Provin-
Aot for erecting a Court of Superior
Miction. The act directs, that, “a
'Justice together with two Puisne Jus-
shall preside therein.” In April 1828,
hief Justice was permitted by the then
enant Governor alone, and not by the
nor and Cowncil, t0 leave the Prov-
uor was any provision made for the
ischarge of his office during his ab-
. Thus inbng res| &s(::w Briti:ix
tes al to have 0 disre, ¥
s enm‘;?:;rm Term great ing:‘ve-
and obstruction of Justice ogcurred

he two Puisne Justices slone presid-

e Zatrror 3 3
to this report, ’mving been previously in-
formed that on receiving this reply you
would decide the whole matter, and not
supposing that any other charges were pur-
posely concealed to be brought privately
gainst me.  On the 1st of October 1828:
instead of deciding, as T was led to believe
you would have dore, youtell me “ that you
have transmitted the whole of the docu-
ments to the Lord Procidert - Fthe Coqueil )
i cluding, as it afterwards appearen, dos
patches from Sir P. Maitland of a prior and
subsequent date to my amotion, and partic-
ularly a despatch marked ¢ separate,” of a
most false and scandalous nature, and calcu-
lated tv create astrong prejudice against me,
without my ever seeing, or having any op-
portunity of answering them, and copies of
which were net transmitted to me till the
middie of Nov. following. ATl these | sub-
sequently fully answered and refuted, and |
then offered, and I now repeat the offer, to
substantiate my refutation by the fullest
proof, and enter into any farther vit dication
of the whole, or any part of my conduet; nor
have I advanced any assertion, or hazarded
any opinicn for which 1 am not prepared to
state the specific grounds on which it is
founded. a letter dated the 3rd of Oct.
1828, I was officially informed, “ that Ishould
learn at the Council Office in what manver
to proceed in conducting mi Defence before
their Lordships.” | wassubsequently, how-
ever, commanded by their Lordships to state
the grounds of my complaint agaiust Sir P.
Maitland, and thus m: o, and put
to considerable expense, instead of being
Defendant; and on the 22nd of November,
1828, having seriously stated the foregoing
facts to the Clerk of the Council, transmitt-
ed my memorial. On the 24th of Decem-
ber, 1828, 1 had the honour of an interview
with you at the Colonial Office. On that
occaston I said “ My friends think me right
in the way in wbicg_l have acted in Upper
Canada;” and you thensuaid, *“ I think so 100,
but I am no lawyer; it appears to we there
are three questions, first, whether you are
right or wrong; secondly, whether even if
mmon should have been so severely
ni ; and thirdly, what meed of appre-
E'm ou are ertitled to.” The last ques-

first being determined in my favor. Onthe
14th of January 1829, | was officially inform-
ed that their Lordships did not consider
themselves competent to enter upoun the

1 was informed the emotion was also discussed, and the re-

Governor port, as [ h.ve reason to suppose, following

"
“ felt it to be obvious that he could not re-- the preceden: f Serjeant Rough’s case, w f%!n .
:xa‘:: me to act ina wanner which i had wade on the gronnd that m:::n:tm b} ﬂ:e ' -
1 Bl s i g '.“ ith- Lieutenant Governor alone, and not by the
. Tow it Bcoctinns 31 accusation, or Governor and Council, ovinci
7.} [Thers may be & few s o ] mu}::&nce, the Lieutenant Governor Parliament gy K ok o

of Upper ed

the ' have officially declered “ That the direct re-
step sponsibility of the Judges of Upper Camda
and to the Crown, is enforced by His Majesty

Lh—l'l: void” It was said that 1 thus ne

. | expenses, being hitherto, witbheld, and

tion I always considered depended vu the !

¥ to thie letter as it has beer
beer ilieady answered,” butthisl can by

5. (though the laws of England
are.1n force in Upper Canada,) was warrant-

with we on the subject,”or, * that
by virtue of the Royal Prerogative. You o B ¥

{ only ou the most serious oceasions, and ev-
‘er in respect of any act that can pr. perly
: My judicial vpin-
10 prevented uie fiom acting as admitted
by. the Lieutemant Goverpor, unless the
Chief Justice together with tw. Puisne obliged to you to favour me with the neces-
Justices presided. 1 cannot therefore con-|sery dircetior s.
ceive that my couduct in this respect, orl 1.
the reason alleged by Sir P. Vaitland, viz:
“to enable him to supply an efficient court,”
p-rticularly as “an efficient court might,
and onght to have bie: supplied without
rev ourse to any such measure, was consider-
ed “sufficie vt cause” for mv amotion, or that
{1t inflaenced the opi: ion of their Lordships.
On the merits of the case Ihave not hitherto
been heard, 1 this respect the precedent in
Serje nt Rough’s cise was not attended to.
{ ““The whole of the docoments,” according
{to the official letter of the Ist of October
1829, ““ were referred to the Lord President,
{in order that he might submit the whole
i question to His Majesty in Council.” The
vhole question, necess.rily involved the va-
rious topics comprised in these documents,
| v1z: the highly unbecoming conduet of Wr.
{ Attorney General Robinson to we when on
the bench, and the other complainis of a
persanal rature, which I huve been com-{ SiB,+I take leave t call vour atteniion
pelled to make; the legality of my amotion | tv my oficial letter of the 31st « f ‘ast month,
not only with reference to the Royal Prero- | and to hquire if it hus hitherto been honar-
gative, but with regird “ tothe sufficiency |ed Wit your notice. 1 was informad o
of the ciuse,” the manner in whic.. 1t was | the 131l of August, 1828, at the Colomal
effected, and the “separate” calumnies by | Office, jhat the business oo that department
which 1t'was endeavoured to be supported; | wascaiducted without any direct or imme-
and the effect of the British Statutes ves-|diate rdference to His Majesty on such doe-
pecting leave of absence & foifeiture of of- | Umentsas were specially addressed to him.
fice, § those aleo for the punishment . f Colo-| This perhaps way have been the case with
nial Officers wh under cotour of office may | respect to the addresses of the House of As-
hive been guilty of oppression and ijustice [sembly of Upper Canada, dated the 14th of
And I n.w beg specifically and distinctly | Ma eh last; <nd more especially as it seems
tv ing ire what has been decided upon, and | that the petiticn to to King from the inhab-
what course it is intended to pursue, with | itants of the Hume district of that province
regard to these most material parts. of the | Was not laid before His Mujesty until seve-
*“ whole question.” 1 eannot omit this op. | ral months sfter you recerved it.

that rhis statement should for such purpose

letter. 1 do not apologize for the tronble

fave slew: i endeavouring to vindicate
nyself from every irjurious imputation, es-
peciatig from such as must be fatal to my
pi-fessjonal character. I wiil only respect-
filly agk you, whether if vour professional
reput-tion 28 a so'dier wese vour sole de-
pendence, and it was attempted to be sul-
tied by wnat you conceived to be an un-
fousded «pinivn, or by secret calumnies,
you covd ever be satisfied without making
every pissible effort 1o efface the stain?
Ihave the hunoa to be,
Sir,
Your most Ob’t huarble Serv’t.
JOHN WALPOLE WILLIS.

Tyrella House, Clough, Downshire,
September 12, 1029.

Yoi

val, omits mauy very material documents in [ of my appoivtment by Hsi Majesty, and
my behalf, tho’ admitted to have been re-| who was one of the four Executive Coun-
ceived at the Colonial Office. 1 have great | cillors who are said to have advised my a
satisfaction in referring to the letters vou |moval, should now, as | am ir formed, be
have already seen of Lord Eldon, and of| remstated in my sest, is not the 'east re-
Lord Goderich, his Majesty’s Secretary of | warkable circnnstances in this extraordina-
State for the Colonies when T went to Cana- | 1y case.

da, ‘s proud testimoniale of the purity I have the honor to be,

and correctness of my judicial conduct, and Sir, y

#f my professional and private character. Your verv ob’t humble Serv’t.
When the petition from the inhabitants of JOHN WALPOLE WILLIS. |
the Home District of Ujper Canada, pray- | To the Right Houorable

ing for my restoration, was prese ted to the The Secretary «f State,

House of Lords last May, my amoval was Colonial Department.

attemptied to be justified bucause I had stat-
ed ““That all that had been dane when the
court was not duly constituted, was altoge-

The following wasreceived on the 14th of
Sept. 1829.)

o1 am directed by Secretarv Sif Gec.
Murray to acknowledge the receipt of your |
letter ofthe 31st ultimo; and to commaoni-
cate to you his opinion, that no advantage

1ast 30 years; that I could not rescind a pre-
vious order without a reul'ulpect, ‘;c evid;nt,
and if what bd previously been done when iy g = %
the court was not full, was valid; it is obvi- | could arise from Pt‘;l enter;'h‘g ";f)"w;';cyh f'uoru
ous there could be no weight in my opinion | thef 4 d""." - e‘qnes s 3
as to the invalidity of future acts. had | havec Heslaption .
too the precedent of Sir P. Maitland in the
alien business, in which his Excellency on
a peint of law, “hesitated not to disturb,”
to use his own expression, “the property
4 ! rights enjoved by a great propor-
tion of the inhabitants of the ! lony from
its earliest settlement.” Lord Bathurst, as
Lord President of the Council, is reported
to have attempted to justify my removal,
because, as he is reported to have said, the
Chief Baron and the Vice Chancellor of
England did not consider the Provincial
Statute by which the Court was erected,
wamme({ the construction which I put up-
on it; bat surely, Sir, after your official de-
claration “ that the Judges n Upper Cana-
da should be answersble in respect of any
act that can properly be considered jadicial,”
the literal and honest coustruction of an act
of the Legslature can never be deemed a
sufficient cause for depriving a judge of his
office. It is said in an official letter of the
11th of May, “that you regretted the situa-
tion i which | was placed; yet you felt it
impossible to say at what period it might be
in your power to numinate me to anv Colo-
nial appointment.” Yoo must be fally a-
ware that “my unfortunate sitnation” is en-
tirely owing to my salary as Equity Judge,
and compensation for my be:vy losses and

5 Sir,
Your most ob’t humble Serv’t,
E.W. H4
Jonx Warrore Wirris, Esq,
Tyretla House, Clough, County of Down.
(On the envelope, Devon instead of
Down.)

Tyrella House, Clough, Downslire, 2
Ireland, September 141k, 1829.

Sir,—~I have this moment received a let-
ter from Mr. Under Secretary Hay, dated
Sept. 1829, but without the day of the month
being specified; which letter appears also to
have been misdirected to Devon instead of
Down. By this letter, it is communicated
to me ““that in your opinion, no advantrge
could arise from any further discussion of
the questions to which | called your atten-
tion in my letter of the 31st of August last.”
Fhave slready so repeatedly and so earnest-
called for the fullest and most public invest-
igation and discussion respecting the whole
oﬁ' my conduet, that you cannot wonder at
my again declaring however such investi-
gation mus: affect others, and however dis-
advantageous it may appear to them, yet |
am congem, to me such discussion and in-
vestigation must be productive of the ut-
most ad antage. | bave to requesta copy
of my lettar of the 31st of August last, and
thet you would state explicitly whether,
together with the investigation and discus
sion, | have so frequcnll_y and anxiously,
but hitherto in vain, solicited, and which |
feel entitled to as a british subject, you also
deelive giving me the information | have
required particularly with regard to the ad-
dress of the House of Assembly of Upper
Canada to His Majest
March, 1829, with reference to my amotion

from the delay in nominating me to a Colo-
nial appointment of equal emolument to
those I went out to discharge in Upper Ca-
nada. You are also aware, that notwith-
standing your declaration onthe 24th of
December, 1828, an opinion of the most in-
jurious uature, and tending to obstruct my
success in my ‘professional pursuits, nau-ely,
“ that 1 failed to exercise calm discretion
and sound judgment,” emanated from the
Colonial Depaitment; you also know that I
have most earnestly requested that the
grounds of this opinion might be specifically
stated, and | vow officially repeat my re-
quest. I am most desirous that my conduct,
which has been most eruelly and malicious-
ly assailed by abundant colonial calumnies,

punish. .ent of t

adapted to official usage, before His

should vndergo *he fullest and most public weBols they Again sanimbls.
investigation.  For this purpose, there is I:tw:h"e the h’nngr to be,
i no legal or constitutional measure 1 would Sir

Band should that not be the case, on
ou dechine doing sv? It mav

15 former ones, “ that all these points have

ne mears admit; or, *that you do not deem
itexpedient to pml-»n‘ a correspondence
2 you de-
clibe taking anv furthel notice of this letier
than to acknowledge the receipt.” In any
such case, I must request, that this letter may
be laid by you before His Majesty, and also
before the two other branches of the British { Willis’ letter of the Slst August, altogether
Legislyture, when they again assemble; and | denied.
if it be requisite, according to offici=! rule,

be put iite auny other form, 1 shall feel

Ldos not apologize for the length of this!

y, dated the 14th of

and praying euquiry into the conduct and
concerned in it—and!to anoth
whether it be your intention to accede to
my entreaty, that you would lay my letter
d’!he 3ist of Aagust last, in its present, or
sach other shape as may be wmore _pt;rgrly

ajes-

ty and the two other branches of the Legis-

KINGSTON, WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 23, 1829,

-| Mr. Willis most sincerely hopes, that Seerv
tary Sir George Muarray ’-u'x"a'm anea:-
ly official answer to be given to Mr. Willss
enquiries, and that Mr. Willis may not be
constrained to infer, from the silence of the
Colonial Department, that bis official appli-
cations are rejected, and all information re-
garding the address of the House of Assem-
hly of Upper Canadato His Majesty, and the
several other topics distinctly stated in M

Downing-Street, 28th September, 1829,
Sir.—1 am directed by Secretary Sir Geo.
Murray to acknowledge the receipt of vou
{ letters of the 12th and 14th instant, and to
| acquaint yon, that the address of the House
{of Assembly of Upper Canada, to: which

! jesty; and an intimation to that effect has
been long since made to the Lientenant
Governor of the Province by Sir George
{ Murray.

1 am, Sir,
| Your most obedient servant,

{ E. W, HAY. | of mercy and love.”

i J. W. Wirv1s, Esquire,
Tyrella House, Clough, county of Down.

COMMUNICATIONS.

To the Editor of the Upper Canada Herald.
Mr. Editor,~I generally passover news-
aper discussionson the subject of Religion,
-ause | consider them both unentertain-

{ ing and unprofitable;—but seeing again the
name of Ireneus in your paper of the 2nd
(inst. it occurred to me that vour Corres-
| pondent could not be so long winded with-
jout having some extraordinary matler to
communicate ; and that perkaps his letters
| might contain instruction. 1 therefore im-
| mediately determined to give his lasta care-
| ful perusal. Iam not now, nor ever have
been a member of the Methodist Sceiety—
neither am lamember of any other religious
| Society. - This circumstance makes it prob-
| able that I am able to read such a communi-
| cation as impartially as any other person.—
| The following remarks may enable you and
{ him to judge what instruction | have deriv-
{ed. His object appears to be to refute the
| Methodist doctrine of the “ direct Witness

That Mr. | Soirit” : 2
pertunity of observing that the printed vo-|J. B. Macaulay, 4 Lieutenant or balf P“Y"g{i:’}? b b i v s

his own opinion, *“ That the Witness

¢, wtitled papers relafive to my rema- { (Who ceased to be « Judge in cousequence | of the Spirit”” (spoken of in the text, “The

{ Spirit bears Witness with our Spirit,” &e.
is the Testimony of God in his * Written
Word bearing Witness to the Faith expe-
rience and practice of all those whom he
calls tobe his Sons.”
revelation or Communication of the Spint
must be through the mediom of ** sounds or
signs,” (i. e. any besides what is cont d
in the Scriptures,) appears to me to be an

{ assmnption, in support of which, Iappre-

hend his strongest argument must be resol-
ved into what has been called the *“ dogma
of Hume and others”—viz: “ That we are
not bound to believe what we cannot com-
prehend.” And his

tion_ or acen on_thie

tains a bold assertion. However, s
re his doctrine with the ** Written Word,”
lark XIII. H. But when they shall lead
rou and deliver you up, take no thought
fore hand what ye

be given you in that hour, that speak ye:
for it is not ye that qmut_ the Holy
Ghost. Here Christ p his disciples

Y.!that what they should say to * Councils

rulers and Kings” should be given them in

the outward ear'—if so the Council &e.
might hear themselves as well as the disci-
ples, in which case there would be no need
of their speaking. If the communication
was no! by ~ unds—in other words, if it was
immediate, why is it not possible for other
good men to receive communications in the
same manner? 1. Cor. I1. XIV. But the na-

Spirit of God ; for they are foolishness unto
him; neither can he know them, because
they are spiritually discerned. - He (Irene-
us will not deny, 1 think, that the * natu-
ral man”’ can read the Written Word. As
the preceding Chapter mentions some of
the Greeks (who no doubt could read)
whom _these things were  foolishness.”—
John X1V. 16th, And I will pray the Fath-
er, and he shall give you er Comfort-
er, that he may abide with you forever;—
17th, Even the Spirit of truth; whom the
world canmot receive, because it seeth him
not, neither knoweth him; but ye know
him: for he dwelleth with you, and shall
be in you;—and 26th, He s{all teach you
all things and bring all things to your re-
membrance, &e. Isit possible this
Comforter is the “ Written Word?” Oris
it only through the medium of the Written
Wo«{ that the Spirit of truth teaches! But
it is written he with us and shall be
inus. For what 1 h’nﬁo::,'vht:
make * delightful » ions?’
rform no (‘ithet oﬁeew XII. 7th to
manifestation of the

1th verses. But the i
Spirit is given to one the word of Wi

Spirit, dividing to every
h?will. V.13. By one

b.t:ized into one body &e.
Likewise the Spirit

and constitational iuvestigation, discussion,
and trial, there must Le a similar result.— | have received of him abideth in you, and

)| does not

denial that any man |y
ever had or can have any other communica- suffic
3 thon | g

that hour; givenin whatmanner? or through | This is 100 much to
what mednsrm‘.-by ‘‘sounds,” directed 10| ;604 pot 4ell him, * the word” is described

mmrﬁ

[N© 564.

John 1. 27, But the ancinting which ye

ye need nct that any man teach you: but as
the same ancinting teacheth you of alf things,
and s truth, and 18 no lie, and even as it
hath taught you, ye shall abide in him.
What law ‘was it the A : WAS S0 ear-
nest in dissuading the Gallatians from liv-
ing underl—which he tells them Gal. I,
13th) that Christ had redeémed them from
the cause of'——was it not the outward ‘“writ-
ten law’’— a considerable portion of the
“ wntten word”)—the law of the old cove-
nant—of mount Sinai! which as explained
in Gal. 1V. 24 gendereth to bondage?—
Them that were uuder this law, (the Apos-
tle repeats in verses 45 6) God sent his
son to redeem that they might receive the
adoption of sons—into whose hearts God
hath sent forth the Spirit of his son crying
ba Father — 8pirit crying” where?

ihave given vou, or for the pertinacity 1] ¥ou refer, has been duly laid before His Ma- | the Scriptures? It does not read so.—But

lmne'lgxs i:‘l&elf admits, there issuch a thing
as ** Spiri rience, in every stage of
which, Believ:-fsp‘are favored thioughgetho
power of the Holy Ghost, with delightful
impressions, filling them with peace” &c.—
calling these impressions, * manifestations
He also admits, that
es.;lgry =2 liever, « receibvya( fmmb Gmll |}ho
rit of adoption whereby (i. e. by which)
he cries Abba Father.” us in yotdo:r to
be accommodating, he admits almost e-
nou‘%tf-lto refute his own opinions—that is,
he its in words, the obvious and ac-
knowledged signification of which he de-
nies, toavoid that consequence. For he
denies that the *‘impressions,” convey any
intelligence—we may “ infer” from them &e.
but then * the inference is ourown.”’—the
are “ manifestations,” butnot discoveries!—
show us nothing!—make nothing appear
evident!—As his Challenge is not directed
to me, Lhave no proof to make,—but with
his permission, would be willing to
some queries, not altogether irrelative to it.
I sup, that Treneus, strictly speaking,
wouls not require the Methodists to prove
the fact simply—because | imagine, that if
4 thousand of them should stand up and tes-
tify, they had really received the testimony
directly from tke Spirit, they would not con-
vince him—it is therefore not the fact alone
but the circumstdnges of it, he wishes to
have proved or rather erplained—in other
words that operation of the Spirtt by which
the communication is madel—which he says
must be “the easiest task in nature.”’—]
would ask—whether a person by bein
“born again” as required John 111. 3 5th
become a child of God'—Whether
a can be born again withott' fecling
within himself, an indubitable evidence of

His position that any. :‘t:l::}t:'ert‘l;le:s g::: change called also the

by the operation
of the Spirit according to 6th verse, Pet. I
23. and other Scriptures?—If it is—whether ¢
it is not as easy to explain this operation of
the Spirit as that operation, by which the
Methodists affirm they receive the direct
testimony &ec.? both being incomprehensi-
ble to the natural man.—Whether we must
not allow, that Christin his reply to Nico-
demus’s question, (“ How can a man
when he is old?) gave a correct and
ient answer” in these words—(verse 8)

us COM- | 0ot tal} whenee it cometh and whither it

—and lastly, whether he canin rea-

g;:‘h; o is every one thatis borne of the
irit
son expect a more intelligible answer than

iall speak, neither | g o nif the fact which he denies, be
do ye premeditate: but whatsoever shall me’ge]v,:ue'm wiil require no aj 4 for

making so many quotations from the Scrp-
tures, which I regret tofind (if lunderstand
him) he has almost if not guite deified—
calling them if I mistake not, *the word of
God which liveth and abideth forever.”—
over in silence. I

in the first chapter of 8t. John.If he has

taken the expression from 1 Pet, 1. 23. 1 de-

sire him to reconsider the verse with the

context—the 25th verseexplainsit. W.
December 14th, 1829.

To the Editor of The Upper Canada Herdd%
We have in a series of letters, on the

tural man_receiveth not the things of the | Wark and Witness of the Spirit, controvert-

ed he unwarrantable and extravagant pre-
tensions of the Methedists to an extracrdi-
nary intercourse with God; by *which they
pro to have obtained the assurance of
pardon and the knowledge of their Spiritual
sonship. We have from the best motives
met this question and proved, that it has no
authority or example in the Word of God,
and have challenged the members of the
Body, whether ial or otherwise, to gi

a satisfactory proof that they have rece

this communication, in this particular way.
To this day no attempt has been made to de-
ed, unless two or
three ngid productions deserve the names,
(which in truth they do not) as they evi-
10 owver-

i as it is much easier t. denounce
an antagonist, than to defeat him, thiscourse
has been ad coptandum %’w, a8
if the detection of an ersor, or the exposure
of avile &nm, wasa most damnable
heresy. e are at libesty to int; et
thees'i'm of l&tboduﬁ, asa mm:-
rmué‘lwwhnu ard to the repu-

ek e
a 'y a
d been in their power. We bave ’-

ed investigation, and have waited an at-
tack. Under these circumstances, we have

T mm—— ey
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question of compenzation claimed for my sa- | Bot willingly submit te, nor any that I will * Your mast oh’t hamble Sese

Tary as Equity Judge from the 14th of Jdly | not, as faras I am able, most strenuously

JOHN WALPOLE WILLIS.

t, and conceiving after sudy- and {1827, and remuneration for my outfit losses pursue. The Commens House of Assembly | 1, he Right Honorable :
tiog that it could not held|and expenses- In Mr. Serjeant Rough’s|of Upper Canada have had my conduct, du-} oy §eonerany or Stavs,
s the Ghief Justice two | case however, I believe, tho’ I do rot posi- fing iy residence in that Colony, under Colonial Department,

e Justices presided 3 the mo- | tively assert it, that he received pecuniary | consideration, and have recorded their o-. — :

I arrived at this conclusion W0 nse; he also obtained another ap-. pinion of it, in an addres to His Majesty, Tyrella House, Clough, Downshire,

1 letters dated the 3rd and §th o ntment. I wascommnanded to 2 he- *dated the 14th of March last, on the adm g 22nd, 1829,

| expressly called the attention of fie mmi; Lovdships by Counsel on the 29th istration of justice in that Province, snd 1| My John Walpcle Willis

cnant Governor to my opinion, hop-!| of January 1829, nn that part of my case that | Bow take leave efficially to inquire, (as this to Secreta

hat the evil would be remedied, and Ijrelated to the legality of my amotion. -‘That | address doos not

ppear to have been
'rote to the other Puisne Judge on the | Lerd Bathurst, the near connesion and pa- erto laid before the Imperial

Parliament,) | with reference

dct. No steps however were taken ! frenof Sir P. Maitland should bave presid | whether it has been submitted to the last, and the I2thand 1
supply an efficient court.” on the a"g‘thhoecaioa, patticularly »s the le-|al consideration and to entreat, that so a ‘.;“”*.Wmii'
day of the ensuing Term, of the practice respecting leave of ab- | as it relates to me, and inquiry into the con- | Siate for the Colonial Depart
1t, if legally constituted, sench during even his S«nh:mipbrlho(4m'"‘ of those concerned in | intended to favour Mr.
ieded to business, 1 declared my re; “olotigs, came in question, o7 any other | my amotion, | may be made acquainted with mprm!
according to my ocath of office 1 could ! j ed in this , should the result. ,llur&nuh-l-u butl. if,| requested. Me. Willis ventares to
ke myrutindn business, and why | aken part in these Mmznnhth'mlm am the strong sin
ler | had joined in duripg the | seems noty Hittle extraordinary. 'The Lurds 1o receive any salary as Egnity of Mr. Justice Grant 3t Bombay,
‘erm must as far as T was concerned be | of the: reported as theif opinion to| Upper Canada,

sy hea '“:.'4’ Tosses [ have _
ded, | offered however to' Hi¥Majesty), that jom, tiving | the heavy e: sus-{and
 such business. su 1 eould logally per=. the m,g,.{“:.ﬂ:;"ﬁ’)' i g | Pordboglt & 155 o intention, and st lc
and stated to His Excellency the| ranted; and void.” No reasons are whtgid. to recommend me to Ma-{and
nant Governor, *that | waited hisi assigned The legality of | jesty for any, and what Colonial appoint-|
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