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Frocopal Ordinations Vindicated, in which the point
raised by the Archbishop’s let‘u-'r is clearly dcﬁned.
and the exclusive validicy of Episcopal Orders is Qe-
momtrated by evidence from Holy Scripture which
we apprehend, it will nut be f«nnq €asy to controvert.
Lut while “leaving this theological question in the
hands of those to whom it 'il't\pt‘l'ly b"l‘l_ug‘ to deal
with it. we cannot bring enr present ohservations to a
cluse without making an appeal to the conscivuces of
those among what is commonly called the Low Church
paris, who are,—as we believe wany, very many, of
them are.—sincerely anxious £ ¥ the promation of true
relizion and for the welfare of our national Church.—
Giving them credit for zeal, for earnestness, for per-
waal picty, we would ask them to pause, before, ;
through the blindness of party spirit, they become
parties to the betrayal of the Church into the hands of -
the world.  1f there is no purely religious authority in
the Church.~the snthority vested in the Episcopate,
derived in regular suceession from the Apostles.—it
foilows that the Temporal Rulers. the Powers of this
w ril, are the enly suthority to which, in watturs of
faith, men are bound to deter.  This, indeed, is the .
positien 1rken on hehalf of the Chureb by the Arch-
Lishep 3 itis on this principle that his Grace acknow- ;
ledged the dicteza of Lord Juhu Russell, as an all-suf- |
ficient evidence of qualificatien for the Episcapal .
office ; on this principal that he recognized wnd sbetted
the ju.isdiction of the Committee of the Privy Couneil ¢
inac -nroversy of faith; on this principle that he is '
apposed, —as his public declarations in his place in;
Parliament lead as to conclude that he is,—to the re- |
vival of 1he svnodal functions of the Church, And
there is v ek of time serving Churchmen, such as .
bean Elltet, who stand forward without a blush in
defence of the theory that there is no such thingasa
Divinely-derived Spiritual authority ; that in the
Church and over her faith, no other anthority is to be
recognized but the temporal autherity of the Crawn,
Nuw, this theory, we conten, is at variance no less
with the principles of the British Constitution, such at
least, as they woere when the relations between Church,

and State were figed, than with the uuchanging pria- .
eiples of the Catholic Church, of which our Church is, !

as she professes to be, a branch, It was never in this
sense that the Crown claimed, or the Church conceded
the Royal Supremacy over the Church.  In claiming
that Supremacy. the Crown distinetly recognized the
Episcopate, its Divine origin and authority ; all the
Crown claimed was, 1hat the regulation of the exercise
of this D:vine and spiritual authority within the realm

belimged notto the Bishop of Rome, who had nsurped |

it tat 1o the Temporal Sovereign, as under Gon sa-
preme within bis domini-ns.  And an obligation was
net only implied, but distinetly expressed. to rule the
spriaualty by the spiritualty 5 to respect that Divine
andd gpiritual nuthority of the Chureh, and to give it

Afree seope to exert itself for the promotion of true ro.
To deny that ,

ligi-n among the subjects of the Crown.
Divine and spiritual authority, 1o make the Bishops

and the Clergy the mere creatures of the Temporal .

Puwer. anil even the uoctrine of the Chureh snhj-ct 1o
that Power, is to confound heavenly with earthly
things. to render unto Crear the hinge which are
Ged's, awl to abolish a d stinetion, than which none
1s more strongly marked in Holy Writ,—the distine-
tion between the Church and the world.

Gommunications.

[We deem it necessary to (ollow the exthple of the London
Chureh periodicals, amb to apprize our readers that we are not
responsibie for the opinious of our Corrapondents. —Ep, G,

. To the Editor of the Church.
Sin—Although the toue of your obscrvations on the
letter which | ook the liberty of addiessing to you
relative to Trinity College and the Toronto University,
icaves mie little to expect from your dispassionate con-
sideration of the subject ; it is such that [ shall once
azain trespass on your columns for the pus pose of put-
tng your readers in possession of what | and others
believe to be the truth,
I trust you will pardon me therefore. if for the sake
of accuracy I quote your actual words as | may find
veeasion to refer to them—and first you say : —

“ The Senator, seems considerably nettled at our

allusiom to the assumption of official style in recent
drcuments proceeding from the Institution with which
Le s cannected.”
_ Lrespecifuily require you to point ent in wkat por-
tion of my previous latter there is any indication of my
being nettled—1I rather think the * nettle ” is on the
other side, :

“ And depacts from the questicn entirely in his
observations. Qur remarks were directed not to the
irle as he wives it, ¢ ‘The Toronto University,’ ov * The

University of Toronto,’ to which we know he is legally |

entitled. but to the use of the definite article only as'a
prefix.  We refer him to the advertisements in the
newspapers of this City and elsewhere, and he will
find that the words ¢ Tse UniversiTy ’ only are em-
]'IO)'Gll.” . .

A httle accuracy on your part would have prevented
this ditlicalty, 1 now submit the sentence I refened to
cut out of the Church newspaper, and beg you to re-
Puntat exactly. thus:

.t * ¢ what we see now very significantly styled
i the official announcement, par cxcellence, Tie Uxi-
VERSITY of Toronto.”

It was not very likely thatjany one should surmise
that vou only alluded to the words * THe UNiven-
SITY.”  Was it not reasonable to read it as [ and many
others have done, ¢ The University of ‘Foronto,” and to
remark on it accordingly ' But 1 most willingly admit
o yuur explanation, that my remarks were inapplica-
ble; and 1 am not prepared at present to defend the
nse of the words ¢ The University,” per se; though
It1s not improbable there may have been some goud
teasan for thus employing them.

I'o proceed to your conclusions—

‘“1st. That the Chaneellor, in his official capaeity, |

Las extibited asstronyg fecling of jealous opposition o
tie Chatter of Frinity College.”

1ean haedly compliment you on this sentence.— If
Yowmsean to repeat that the individual actsof the Chan-
collor. not merely unauthorized but repudiated by the
Senate. o anv vther constituted anthority of the To-
ronto University, implicates the University, [ again
Peremptonty deny 1t as non-sustamable cither by fact
or lesvimate inference. Perhaps the intioduction of
Hie woirds o in lus otficsal (;apacﬂy” may have a mean-
trr ! —perbaps  not.
g2ud purpose it you would take the trouble to explain,

0 ietetenee to my dental of the Chancellor having

avyauthornty tromn the University, for his acts of hos-
Bhity 10 Trinity College, you say :—

** We maintain that the onus probandi lies with him,
a8 we are nol in a pasition to pr.ve or refute it, not
having access to the minutes to which he refers,”

It would probably answes a;

This is rather novel doctrine. and certainly so very
, hew in the Church newspaper as (o raise strange doubts
jmmy mind. o my former letter you will flud the
L Pollowing words :—  ® o ) their minutes will not
; be found vne eolitary paragraph by which vour wsinu-
! ations and assettiwons—that 1 these procecdings the
* Chancellor was ¢ the exponent of the views® of the Uni-

i versity 3 that ¢ the other constituted authoritivs® coine

cided with or supported him in these procecdings, ©
can b supported.” Do vou really ask me to prove a
negative 7 1 maintain that the «'onus probandi® lics
weth iow. You began by wmaking an assertion—1 de-

tued at. and stated that the Nenate * rofusd to support

or follow up these unauthorised proceedings of the Chane
coflor.” — You have no evidence of your assertion., ami
vet with the most extraoidinary moch gravity vou ask
me to preve a negatve ! o ;* Dn"‘“-l. c‘nn;- i.) Ju\].v-
ment !—vea a Danel ! 17 °

Your ditlicullies about the + minutes™ are easily re-
moved.  Mr. Cameron. the Bursar of the University is
amhmi.s-‘d to give you or any accredited gentleman
belonging to the Iressfree aceess to, and inspection of
the miuutes,

“ 2ndly.” T admit most fieely that among twenty
five members of the Senate a great diversity of opinivn
exists. Does this adimission weaken in the shebiest
degiee any assertion that | havejmade - Docs it justity
or patliate any of your mistakes or erroneous asseriions 1

* 3idly. Weinfer, that 1y the Chancellor did pursue
the course we have pointed out catirely unauthorized
by the Senate, that body has been zuilty ot a breach of
faith to the public, in permitting him to hold an office,
the authority of which he prostitutes to the gratification
of lus own personal feelings.  And we cannot coneeive
| that the Senate is so entirely devoul of power as not 1o
[ be able to reprove or displuce that otlicer for such a
! tlagrant breach of privilege,”

b Weinfer™ 1! 1 have looked carefully at the Act,
I amt beg to inform you that the Senate has no power
i whaterer to vemove or displace the Chaneellor, so that
; the notion of the Senate being guilty of a * bieach of
I faith™ &c., is mere bunkum. utter nonsence.  The
- Senate exercised the only power they possessed, in
i+ refusing to support or follow up these unauthorized
- proceedings of the Chancellor.”
~of consulting the Act, and thus ascertaining how lar
| your inference is well founded.
|  Falctaffsays—t your 1r is a great peacemaker—
your readers wou’lf hardly say this of your sv. | re.
¢ peat, and challenge contradiction, that the proceedings
i of the Chaucellor were altogether unauthorized by the
Senate. .

“1'hly. We conclude that in the minds of some

members of the Senate, ¢ constituted as it now is,’

Charter.”?

new discovery. .

*“ And lastly we maintain that they have exhibited
this feelin
of their fees for tuition.”

This is one side of the story.—I shall give you the
other side. not for the sake of converting any partizan,
but to place before the public the faets, and thus cuable

A paid lawyer may tell bis tale to a jury, but they, the
Jury, must judge from the evidence aclu:ddly brousht
before them. Your assertion leads to an nnpleasunt
impression as to where the ¢ raw » exists.  But now
to my version,

When the Medical Facuity of Trinity College was
announced as goinyg (o work, their fees were placed at
TWO DOL.LARS for cach course Lrss than those of the
Toronto Umiversity —(1f our Senate has been guilty of
au “overt act” in lowering these fees, the hAt overt

lege)—I pray you toanark, that this was done without
any note, comment, or explanation! Here was appa-
reutly a challenge for competition, and an  undere
bidding for pupils. Could any oue shut bis cyes agamst
the apparently palpable factl Was this an ** overt
act ** of hostility against the Toronto University ?

The question of lowering all the fees in the Toronto
University had preciously been the subject of discussion
among the msmbers of the Senate—and when brought
before that Bady, wits not adopted withnut consileiable
I opposition. il
| the under-bidding of the Medical Faculty of Tinity
College, but on broader and more important grounds :
and I beg to inform your readers that many of our

should be no fees at all, but that the University lustiuc-
. tion should be free to all, without any expense to the

erropeous. This, by the way. Again, justice would
bave dictated to you to inform your readers that the
| corresponding fees in Trinity College have since been
i reduced—whether below those of the Toronto Univer-
I'sity or not you will perhaps enquire and tell us,
L1, following the example of Tiinity College, be
Estyled an “overt act o} hostility on the pait of the
,Toroino University, we shall require a new explani-
tory dictionary of the Fnglish language. .
I whl not trespass any further at present, but shall,
! most assuredly, trouble you again should § find in your

Praying yon to pardon anything inthe foregoing which
my appear incongruous or harsh.
I bave the honor to be, Sir,
Your inost obedient Servant,
Ox5. OF THE SENATE
" oF THE ToroxTg UNnIvensiTy,

Toronto, Oct. 18, 1831,

To the Fditor of the Church,

Sln,—My attention has bren called to an editorial
article in The Church newspaper of the 2nd instant,
which 1 findan attack apon myselfas vicu'ent ard abu-
sive as it istruthless.  You mictammorphose me into an
officious and releatless apponent of an University Char-
ter to ‘Trinity College, and then |hnrunzh2y abuse me
for it; when the factis, | never did one tlung, or smd
one word for or against granting such a Charter to
Trinity College on either stde of the Atlantie, 1t was
an affair of the Chureh of Engiand in this Provinee,
which affected the rights of no ather retigions denont-
nation ; and I am not in the habit of inteifering, in

member. . )
{ arrived in Engiand last aotumn after the Lovd Bi-

shop of Toronto’s departare fon Canadi, and theretore
! after the close of his corre~pondence with Lotd Giey §

“and 1 dul not return to Canada until June, after the
close of the Bishop's correcpandence with His Fxeel-
lency Lord Elgin.  Leould unt, therefore, have opposed

" 8¢ you allege. . . . .
: tis true, that in my first interview with Lord Grey,

"ome time in Noverber, hiy Lordship inquired of me

This is certainly a shrewl conclusion, though not a ! A .
y ' ° “ ol the Bishiop's application, or of Triwty College, and

2 in at least one overt act, e. g., the reduction : . ! 4
. PO B Y - made of me. had any v ference to what wight

the Bishop’s upplication either in England or in, Canada, '
“hid the money which has been expended and prostitu.

You have the power -

A S —— o s—
as to Toronto University. My 1eply was,

modifyng it had been stiongly olbjected to on religious
gronads, by the Wesleyan M clhm\luats as well as by the
uuthoiities ot the Church of Fugland ; but that the

authms of the act had not intended 10 poscribe reli-

gious mstiuction ; and to remove all doubts on thesub- |
Eaglawd, the Lord Bishop of Torouto and The Church

Jeet, and weet the religious feehings of the Canadian
people. a bili had been introduced and passed during the
then recent sesston of the Legislatue, expressly recog-
nizing the principle of rehivus education, amd provi-
dinz foe the 1ehigious wstruetion and oversiyght of atu-
dents in the Uncversity an the sime maaner that it had
been provided for in respect 1o studentsteachers in
the Provineial Normal Schools, o which no religons
persuasion i Canada had tiken exception, and i the
careving oul ot which ait had co-operated. At this
Lotd Grey evinced much satisfaction. but expressed
his surprise that be had not betine heard of tins amended
act and wished to know of | could turnsh him a copy
of i, as he had not received any of the acts passed by
the Canaduan Legeslature at its (then) late session, |
promisad to do o, His Lovdghip asked me as to the
views of the several feigions denoninations in Canada,
1 regaid to the Toronto Unversity as now establishie.d,
L told him, that as it was established upon the same

at the act } expended i aid of several Collvges

panciple, in ezad o relizions wstruction®, as the
Provineial Nowtnal School, to whieh no teligious body

oljectids Tthonght it wonld be approved by the reli-

. of the conntiy,

giots denoninations of the countey gvlwrully—-—llml the .
Syund of the Free Church of Scotland in- Canada had
expressed ats satisfaction with the ebgious prnciples
of the amendad University act—as hidd the Confetence

of the Wedlevan Mothodict Chareh i Canada,
there were but two denonnnational eollezes in Hpper
Canada with Umversity  poweis—Queen’s College, at
Kingston, established by the Chuwich of Scotland in

That

Canada, of whose views of the amended Toronto Unie

established by the Wesleyan Methodist Chareh in Ca-
pada, the Conference of whichi, at its lust session had

established, and its read-ness to eo-operate with it so
far a3 related to Victoria College, provided it could be
removed to Torauto, by such a disposal of the buildings
and prémises at Coboulg as would not involve too great

body generally. At Lord Giey's request, 1 furnished
him with a copy of the resolutions which had bee
adopted by the Wesleyan  Conference

. to the amended Charter of Torouto University, us also

acopy of the act theieod, or aather the printed bill
which had hocome ap act.
Such is the sulstance of my incidental conversation

—_— . oy Torvorgil
there docs exist a feeling of hostility to Trinity College | With Lord tirey ou the subjeet of Tosonto Luversity,

and such are the circumstances under which they oc-
curred 3 and during the whole of which | never thought

“did not hear one word respreeting the one or the other.

" been stated in (‘olrcs!
- Totonto and bis Lore

Not hal I any idea that Loid Grey, in the enquir{ he

ave
widence Letween the Bishop of
ship. 1t appears Lord Grey hid
imagined that there were more than two niversity

A : : RN Sollewes i o sides ‘1 iversit
then to judge how far the foregoinz attack is justitiable, | Colteges in Upper Canada, besides Totonto University,
o judge how far the foregoinz attack is § S and that my mention of but two conveyed the idea that

. the others had been abiandoned.

‘I'hiat the error on 1his

s point existed in the nnnd of his Loiitship, and was by

act of aggression was committed by the Trimty Cal. |

)
(

mistake attiibuted to me. is obvious to every person of
common gense and candour acquainted with the subject
— as | could not have been ignorant on 3 matter so pa-
tent to every bady, aud could have had no motive or
reason whatever uuder the circinnstances (o exaggerate
the nunmiher of University Colleges in Upper Canada,
even hat | been as capable of dong so as you assuige,

Lord Grey only ullwles to me in refercnce to the
character of Foronto University, and Canadian views

I entertained as to the principles on whicl it is now in-

. - LT A 2l .
cotporaied, but not in aeference to Thinity College ;
nor could any answers which 1 made to lis Lo.nlai!l‘p’.u
inquivies have been referrad to in connexion with ‘Lrie

- nity College, had not the Loud Bishop of Toronto, (as

it appears by his printed correspondence,) based his
application tor Trinty College Charter upon the false

“jssne, that the Canadian Governmeat and Leguslature

The reduction was not made onaceount of |

body maintain, that with the present endowment, these

Student ; others agair. contend that this principle is

had robbed the Chnrch of England and avowed infide-
lity in Education,— thereby putting it out of the power
of the anthrities either in England or Canada to aceede
to his request without condemning themselves. Aud
L. hecanse L answered questions put to me by Lowd
Grey respecting ‘Foronto University, om abused by
The Chureh for meddling with the Bishop and Tiinity
College ! It is not the first time that the Bishop has
put the interests of the Church of Eugland upon a false
1ssne—placed ita best friends in a false position—and
thereby done mote real injury 1o that Chusch than the
most powerful of her avowed opponents.  The |}uhop
has done the same thing in bis last ‘Lriennial Charge

* (published i The Chnrch in May last.) charging infi-

delity upon the whole common school sysiem which |
have endeavonred 10 introduce.  To the misrepiesen-
tations of that charge, on malters peculialy relating

anl
to my department, | ye! owe a correchive reply. For

the Cord Bichop to do his ntmost to defame and de-
wrade the Fducational Institutions of the country breause

columns any statement ealling for fmither remarks.— . be is not the dircetor of tiem, wnd to sever the Chuich

of England fromm them, and acray it agamet them, be-
cause they arenot the exclusive agencies of that Church,
is. in my opinion, as unpatriotic to Canada as it is sui-
cidal to'the legitirnate influence and future prospects of
the Church of England—a Church whose well-being |
desire only second 1o that of the one with which 1 am

“ more immediately connected,

You have alluded in tevms of gratification to the
movement making by the Wesleyan -boly to endow

. Victoria College ; but you represent that movement as
"“one of disapprobation and hostility against the Toronto .

any way whatever, in matters connected with the
internal affairs of auy Church of which I amn nut a

Y

University.
pounding that movement, you will find an t'xpﬂ'llﬂl
appraval of the Christian principles on which the Uni-

. offici: oy cing and ex- ,
In the official addiess announcing an  and necepted by Mr S o8 a token of the deep gratl

L.,

adopted a reselution expressing s approval of the . lo ap
Christian principles on which the University was now .
fand several of whom 1 know, meluding myselt, had not

) . tour times the
nutnber of young men would have been better educated,
and ten tines the edacational and moral benetits would
h‘.we bgrn conteried upon the people of Upper Canada,
But 1t cannol be fgotten, that as long as Foronto Unie
versity was an appendaze and agent of the Chaich of

Piotested against a sixpence of the endewent being
given to Victoria, o1 Queen's oF any other College w
Upper Cazada, and advocated the uni'y of the endow-
wment as stivugly ws the suthors and advocates of the
Present amended University: Charter—on!y that now ail
teligions pesuasions are placed upon cqual tuoting., and
the 1ehigions s’ nuction of thew youth cquelly provided
tor. But st appears that the Bishop would ot be sa-
Ustied with shating equally with other denominations
macgand both to the Univensity endowment and all
other. eivtl and rebigicus tights,  1ad he avoned and
acted upon that doctime twenty-five yews ago, 1t
would have been an uns]waka-blv' bleasing ta (.'m\;u!a
rehionsly s edncational by, civlv, and socially, and, 1
lh;;nk‘ml vttal blessing to the Chuteh of Fagland hers
el

What the Toronto University nay becemé, or may
be made. s problemancal. 1 has given machical and
melancholy proot that it is not a lage om‘m\‘nn-i)l that
wakes anl'uversity worthy of, or mﬁmh-.! to, the wants
I the expectations of the awthors and
supporters ot the amended Charter should be disap-
pomtel, and the University beceme what you allege it
15, - l[l-: despised of all denamnnations,* it \\‘ilr be
chiefly. if not exclusively, owing 1o the spitit which
has dictated and which pervides the communication
inserted in the Yast Church, sizned & One of the Senate
ef the Toronto University,” which cleanly emanated
from a high oflicer in the Vuiversity, and in which the
anthor makes gratuitous attacks upon his fillow-meme-

versity Chatter | knew nothing 3 and Victorin Collese, bers, and shoots the arvows of dark insinuations against

“the newly appowted members of the Senate, not of his

own religions persuasion, who have much more reason

Inrhoml hostihity fiom lim agninet their Churches
than be has to insinuate hostility on their part 1o his;
the 1emotest idea of being appointed to the Senate,
wntil they were applicd 1o on the part of the Governs

, '
ment for their consent to undertake that service— occus

a sacrifice. and would be approved of by the Wesleyan : pying, theretore, a position very ditferent from that of

t their anonymons assailant who may have long been

; thriving upon University abuses ; aud, (10 use his own

in respect ;

|

versity is eatablished ;| and that address, which Fbelicve .
has been approved by The Church, s well as by the

Dily Patriot, was suggested by myself, and in behall
of the objects of which «everal u{omb«m of the Victoria

College Nenate—all approvers of the Christian pinei-

ples of the FToronto University amerded Charter, sub- -

setibed £39 cach,
But white | have said this much in regard 1o the

Christinn principles recogmsed and avoned in the

amended Clhaitee of the Taronto University. 1 o pot
wich to eonvey the idea that | have any uniriendly
feelme iy regad to the energetic and libetal eflinty
which have heen wade 1o establish Frinity College
not that it should be dended powers, or prveeges, or
assintance, winvh asay be q-ujnynl by the (.‘ollcgo" of any
other religious persnasios i (pper Canada, Nor do'l
wish to be consnlesed the apologist of the past or pre-
sent character of ‘Forunte Cnversity. [ Ielieve that

ted in connexion with that hitherto fecble, but most
cxpensive institution during the last ten yeas, Leen

) by “ most nefarious proveedings,” stiiving to
perpetuate wrongs upon those same religious  persua-
sious whose 1eprescutatives he now wantonly insulis.

1 have the honor 1o be, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

F.. Rversox.
Toronte, Oct, 13th, 1831,

Tolonial.
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The Royal Mail Steamer lord Elyin
met with a serious accident, oo her passage down from
Kingston, on the 11th inst.  ler walking-beam fell
theough into the cabin upon the Lreak fust table, doing
a good deal of injury. It »as miraculous that nae pers
son was ivjured. She was towed down to Lachive.

AccipeNt.—On  Saturday  evening,
about & o’clock, while Gerrge E. Garaett, Evq., our
Pulice Magistrate, was riding along King Street, his
horse stumibled near to the corner of York-ot, snd
came down. Mr. Gurnett's face was cut severely.
Woe are lisppy to say that be is doing well, :

A Max KiLen.—On Saturdny, James
Boyle, a laborer, was engaged in andermining a brick
wall at the Gus Works, when a msn named George
Sweeny came up, and commenced conversing with
him. ‘Tley bad been in conversation only a few
minutes, when about 20 feet of the undermined watl
suddenly fell, killing Sweeney on the spot, snd inflic-
ting several serious injurics on Boyle. Decensed was
unmareied.

Metancnory AccipEnt.—About noon
on Mondny last, Maurice Beaulien, of 81, Denls, an old
man of 96 years of age, whils crossing the st, Hilaire
and Belail Bridge, on the St. Lawrence aud Ataotic
Raitrond, was overtaken hy 8 long line of sand-cars,
propeiled by an engine, and was killed on the spot.
Fhe poor old man was deaf, and was unconcious of the
approuch of the train or the attemnpts wade to stop the
engine,

Dreaprul Acapent.—A fatal acci-
devt occurred on Tuesday ofterneon last, at the Gar-
rison.  Whilst a soldier of the 23rd Regiment, Welsh
Fusiliers, was cleaning a gun, being ignorant of its
being loaded, it went off, und lodged the contents in
the head of a soldier who was in a ronm adj-ining,
by passing throngh the partitien, and csusing insiant
dearh.  An inguest wan held, and a verdict returned
according to the circumstances, *‘ accidental death.”’—
London Tunes, €, W, :

Preasing Trsrimonian.—We have
Jost seen a splendid Gold Pencil Case, and Siceve
Buttuns, presented to our worthy and indefatigable
fellow-citizen Mr. Robert Symes, J. Py by Martin
Benedict, Exq, of New York, one of the geotlemen
who were attucked with Asiatic Cholers, while so-
Journing at Sword’s lHotel, in the beginmng of last
month,  We learn that Mr. Sysues very kindly took
this gentleman 10 his own residence, wbilst still labour -
ing under the cffecta of the Cholers, and procured
medicsl and other sssistanco until he was sufliciently
recovered to return (o his bouse in the United
Staten.  The alv.ve articles were  tendered to,

tude of Mr. Benedict for the polite artention which he
received during his illncss at Quebee.— Queber Mer-
cury.

The new steam factory recently erected
by Mr. Mountjoy. in London, have been destroyed by
fite.  'Fhe prennses were msured for the sum of £100U,

The Hamilton Spectator is soon 10 be
issncd daily, .

The Engincers of the Great Western
Railway ate vow in Galt, making the necesnary pre-
poratnons fur commencing operationg on the Road.
A Raudevad Oflize will be establislied here forthwith,
and the Logineers will remsin thr ugh- ut the winter
to superintend the operations. A fortoight's notice
will be given the inhabitants, of the day when the

“wotks will-be formadly cpencd by the Dircetors 3 and

the labours of the ensuing winte? will Le chictly con-
fined 1o excavaung the deep cutting at Mr. John D,
Camiphell’s sod the innenee works uear Faircbild's
Creck.— Gult Beposlor,



