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Trix -
hayh° omorat;:Y g wnaz, June 2915, 1850,
o Obseryeq innthof Trinity College, Toronto
Hurproceediﬂgs of € public prints, a reporg }
o0, on e i the Synod of the Diocege of
Mement adeneﬁday’ June 20th, containip oa
ference ¢, Ty‘ﬂfe Lord Bishop of Huron
At thy URed gy o rility College; and they have
Yn0d (g e testimony of persons present
.ubge Bttributeq this report, so far 88 the lap-
“ﬂmmly con-to the Bishop is concerned, ig
Doaifmﬂde' by o ect.  That statement lmvi’ng
a o on of the BiI; :l‘son occupying the prominent
of g NeT, ez cathegyyy, of Huron, and in 80 public
to .8 Clergy ang ﬁ?s it were, in an open Synod
et, on the pa;-‘y % sia Diosess, requires
;lgl inrno lgss publitc.Of the Corporation, by a
College, ‘g’dolgecta to the teaching of Trinity
o it weclares that, if he had a son
g ;\:!1;1 be the last place to which
inthe al:o that there is no power vested
i the gegq  of any of the bishops tointerfere
l&y!, “wag s of the College. ¢ This,” he
Statuge Bae Dot the case formerly, but a late
of thip altered it. In the present state
hanceuo,. © Supreme power is vested in the
Canpoy o7, and, so long as such is the case,
Corpomipy Y support.” ’
oo, ¢ lon address themselves, in the
s s‘:athe latter statement:
- tute,” to which the Bishop of
°l'porgf8 Tecommended by & Committee
100, and received by them, as a
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of February, 1859. It was, with the rest of the
report, forthwith transmitted to the Bishop of
Huron. He was invited, before the next meeting
of the Corporation for the adoption of the report,
to confer privately with the Bishop of Toronto,
in order to remove any possible mis-conception.
He did so confer. On the the 24th of February,
1859, he accompanied the Bishop of To'ronto to
a meeting of the Corporation. The Bishop of
Toronto informed the reeting that the Bishop of
Huron and himself were agreed on the report of
the Committee, the Bishop of Hurou having only
one or two unimportant amendments to suggest.

of th

He has never, th
. en,
ation, brought forwa,

tynod, far less has h

[

Nay, more tban this, h,

, he
wl'xen nrgod by the Bishop 3?’{" fused
this ¢ wiser and more gonto
his refusal was based on this ground

These amendments were agreed to, and the
report was unanimously adopted, in the presence
of the Bishop of Huron, his veto being sufficient
to have prevented the adoption of any portion

it.

OfFrom that day to this the Bishop of Huron has
pever intimate
faction with any
of that report.
It appears t

Statute enacted by the adoption

herefore that, without reference to

' the expediency of the existing regulations, the
! Bishop of Huron has no claim whatever to allege
! Statutes which he deliberately sanctioned, and
ch he bas since entered

lagainst whi X ;
a ground for discountenancing the

protest, as

Cogf,%e;gain the Bishop misstates the case as to
the effect of those Statutes. He says that ¢ there
is no power vested in the hnnds_ of any of the
Bishops to interfere in the teachings of the Col-
lege.” He might huve sqd that the Bishops
possess 8o separate ot excluzive power of o inter-

ut they do possess, in common with

fering. R 0 i
ozhergmembers of the Corporation, a right of in-
terference ; while their sacred office would ever

ecially on questions relating to
or moral conduct, & powerful in-
of the body.

«In the present state of
things, the supreme power i8 vested in the Chan-
cellor.” This is not the case. The only Statute
on which the Bishop’s assertion can be based i8
the following: * No proposition for the removal
of 8 Provost or Professor may be submitted to
the Corporation except through the Chancellor,
and then only on & written requisition, addresse
to him by pot less than five members of the
Corporation.” This Statute gives the Chancellor
no real power at all, but merely pyovxdes that
an important act should be done in 8 solemn
manner, and through a fitting officer.

In reference to the Bishop’s first statement a8
to the teaching of the College, aqc?mpamod by
the emphatio declaration that Trinity College is
the last place to which he would send & son, the
Corporation observe that the charge against the
teaching is most vague, and that the ordinary
rules of morality, to say nothing of christian
charity, require that any man, who advances such
a charge, should, nndex: any cu:cumntancee, be
prepared to substantiate it in detail. Much more
must this be looked for in the instance of a chrie-

ive them, €8P
religious truth
fuence with the rest

The Bishop adds

tian Bishop, addressing his Clergy and Laity in

Synod.

d to the Corporation his dissatis-,

go kind of |

could not expect to effect a ch i
of the University. cliange in th
(Signed)

CHARLES MAGRATH,
Bursar and Secretary.

{{ July, in behalf of th
Chureb Society. e

STUDENTS’ FUND, 18TH YEAR,

8t. Jobn’s, Port Hope ......... cecvveee

Portsmouth, per Rev. F. W. Dobbs ,
St. Phillip’s, Markbam ........... 0.85
Grace Church, o 1'15

Chl‘;n; R(‘bvl.l Geo. 8. Hill
e e
gy ch, Sca‘x“boro..... . 5.00

cennenin. 2,76

St. Jude’s, «
Per Rev. W, Belt
Wellaad, per l.teve G g e,
) . J. Sta;
St. Mary's, Newron, nnage 260
St. John’s, Leeds.... .
St. Peter’s, Newboyne eoeroesveorn

ssesese ¢ esrsven

Per Rev, J. Davidson ..... «..oceeen oo

Buté fgﬂher, the Bishop is by law a member
Corporation, and he cannot esc

rospomgie ion, ape the
hin?. nsibility which, in that character, rests upon

niin his place in the Corpor-

b even th

which he has hazar:ed in the emv;gt;l:g %l;'mi;‘ii
attempted to substantiate

to do so,

honourable course':")’ o

Ané

, that he
© teaching

JOHN TORONTO,
President.

COLLECTIONS UP TO JUNE 28ts, "1860
1y .

Collections appointed to be tak i

en u
several churches, chapels and missionawypﬂtla:lti(t)h°
in the Diocese of Toronto, in the month !;:’

Mission Fund of the

St. f:;lre‘v’s, Grimsby, per Rev. Dr.
. Poters, l.?;;'.r.t.;.n...::::'...................Z.. .$ 3.50
St Poul', Glanford e 2,80

Por Rev. G. A. Bull

. A, [P X i

St. J%lfllsflﬁelgzzsgelist, Toronto, per Rev. 0
st Jo l‘m’s’, Stamfo{;i',....'....::.m e 22.28
All 8aint®’, Drummondville,...... o 5.60

Per Rev. C. L. Ingl
Osmabruck, . Ingles......eevvieieieinnenn. 18,48
Qarricfield perRev R Garrett 2.. 3.00
pirmingham L1

Per Rov. E. C. Bower...cou eeresverenereree 4,58

9 Collections, amounting to ....c.ccore. 58.29

Previously announced .........cceeeeerre... $648.44

18.00
2.00

2.10



