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18.more wonderful than sur slowness in learniog
toleratfon. A comparison of our church with tho
reformed continontal churches will show .that
ours is the ouly protoatant reformed church that
has wado any way sinco the reformation. When
Tather died the roformation had gained an ascea-
-dancy in Eurepo, to whioch it bhas nover reachod
since. The reformed privoiples of England's
-Church, ‘though sometimes under o cloud, have
nevor rotrograded, and to-day they stand more
oxalted than ever. Moy not this, under God, be
attributablo to the wise comprchionsion that dis-
tinguishes her? A groat church caanot have
narrow tests. A bappy oharacteristio of our
church is tho sligbt interference with the private
opinions of her members, and however varied
mny bo thoso opinjons, it i consolatory to know
that men are never 80 good or so bad as thair
opinions. *Who can doubt it?” says Jobn
Wesloy, ¢ while thero are Calvinists in-tho world,
assertors of absolute predestination? For who
will daro to nffirm that nono of these are truly
roligious men? Not only many of thqm in the
last century were burning and shining lights, but

ltnnity was offered to the Council of redressing
any supposed wrongs or remedying any alleged
false teaching. I bad tho houour of being o
member of the Counci’ of Trinity College, and to

ranything having been laid to tho charge of.the
, Collego wasinformation gleaned from *tho Glohe”
newspaper. On this griovous treatment I sholl
not dwell, but prooceed to give you my rcasons
1 for having expressed, by my vote in the Synod of
1 Toronto Diocoso, my oconfidence in thie teaching
given in tho College, It was my good fortune to
havo had personal intercouso with many of the
jidraduates of Trimty College, and I naturally
jranforred that if the toaching of tho Collego had
ybeen so dangorous, some traces of the danger
-incurred and the errors embraced would be vigible.
 But I found those men by no means imbued with
.oxtreme views, and remarkable for sober minded-
jiness and the avoidanco of all noveltics in religion,
1 This incougistency with the charges agaiust the
. Professors who bad instructed thom, I of ¢ arse
remarked, and judging of the treo by its fruit, 1
required strong ovidenco before I acondemaed the

wo refrain from condemning tho Provost, till wo
had tho cbarges in writing I soconded -tho
amendnent, which was carried by tho votos of all
the membors of the Council except the members

oy utter amnzement tho first intimation I bad of || from- Huron Dioccso and that of the Reov. Mr.

QGrasett. During the conversation that onsuod
on tho motion boforo the Council the Lord Bishop
of Huron openly and manfully declared that he
did not charge tho Provost with havivg tought
| any thiog beretical nor anytbivg contrary to the
doctrines of the United Church of England and
Ircland, but bo did chargo him with teaching
, dootrines dangorous in the extremeo. On this
! admission, the council felt more than over ¢on-
vinced of tho proprioty of acting with great
| caution, and refraining from condemning the
' Provost without formnl trinl. 1t was finally
arranged that tho charges against the DProvost
should be puc in writing, and submitted to him
for inspeotion and reply, and the feeling of the
council which I share, is in fuvour of submitting
i both chargo and reply to tho Motropolitan ot
Canada, who eliould agsocinte with himself the
Bishops of British North America, exclusivo of
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many of them arc now real olristians, lovingl Provost. Another consideration which held me i Uppor Cannda, and that tho decision of these
God and all mankind And yot what are all the!l back from giviug too ready credence to tho | arbitrators be finnl. I regrot to say that the pro-
sbsurd opinions of ali the Romauists in tho world ji charges laid against the Provost was tho fact that | posal to submit tho question to such arbitration
gompared to that one, -that the God of lave, the i all the Divinity students who applied for Holy [ was not favourably rcceived by the members from
wiso} just, meroiful father of tho spirits of tho; Orders wero examined nud approved by the Rev, ;1 the ITuren Dioceso, who refused to abide by suoh
blost, bas from all cternity fixed an absolute, i H. Gragett, & gentleman of views I believe inden- jon award. This scems to mo the moro unreason-
unchangeable, irresistible deerce that part ofy; tical with those hold by the opponents of Trinity l' ablo, because tbo Lord Bishop of luron once
mankind sholl be saved, do what they will, and j; College. 1 uever could for a moment endure tho jy proposed to submit the wholo caso to the Bishop
the rest damoed, do what they can.” Qur groat | supposition (which was the only alternative) that!i of Rupert’s Land for his decision, and also
businesa is clearly to refute, ipstead of attempt- | the oxamining Chaplain was dissatisied with his), because the council of Trinity Colloge, composed
ing tho uscless task of frowning down opinions |; candidates for Iloly Orders, and yet presented || largoly of laymen, would uaturally feel incom-
‘probably absurd but certainly Larmless, neitber j; thom at the most solemn occasion of their lives, || poteut to decide 80 nico aud intricate s point-as
intorfering with the daily duties of life, nor pre-yjas “apt and meet for theiv learning and Godly | weuld bho involved in tho examinatien into
venting the holders of them from conscientiously | conversation to exercise the offico of Priest dulyt doctrines dangerous in the extremo, yoi not
using our formularies. The most woare entitled |; to the honour of God and the cdification of His y herotical nor contrary to the doctrines of tho
to cxpect from the vaunted enlightenment of tho i Church.,” The spppositiqn is so odious that my ;, Church of England.

times, is “to think and let think,” for it is vain | apology for alluding to it is the fact that tho Rev. I have now laid before you the state in which
to hope that wo shall obliterate opinions which i Mr. Grasett buing examining Chaplain, inspired | this unfortunato agitation rosts, and assure this
divided tho Latin dootors for 1000 years after) me with confidence that extrewe viewsina Romish | Synod that I shall wateh over tho teaching of
Augustine—whick drove Luther to write hisjldirection were not appsrent in tho Divinity || Trinity Collogo and its other interostsas carefully
“violent book on free will, concerning which the | Students, aud this helped to mako mo suspicious | and impartially as is possiblo. I wasbrought up
divines of the council of Trent wrangled in vain, i of the truth of the charges against the Divinity || in a thootogical school which gave no uncertain
and the Synod of Dot enacted its useless anathe- i Professor. It Lecame my duty, howover, to ) sound regarding Romanism, yet I was not taught
mas, in short, opinions which divide two great) examineinto the evidenceitself, and to my surprise | the theory of churchmanship exelusively calvinis-
protestant denomivationg—DMethodists and Pres-}jand sorrow I find thatitis made up of second-hand |, tical; on the contrary, in Trinity College, Dublin,

byterians.

been Calvinistical. IHence I believe the denun-

liextracts supplied froman Apochryphal Catechisin i ono of tho test books was the work of Archbishop
Now, the teaching of Trinity College bas not) by anonymous and disafleoted students, Hero I, Lawrence, proving tuc articles of tho ohurch of
1 would observe that when such grave charges were , Fugland uon-calvinistical; and I may add that

oiation of its theology. No paius are taken tolnaid agninst tho Provost, the preper course to| the text books of Trinity College, Toronto, ave
bias the students in favour of tho doctrines offadopt would havo been to present him for unsound j; used in Trinity College, Dublin, I am as jealous
absoluto deerees, nor do the lectores probably || teaching in tho Bishop’s Court, or to have trans- || as is possible for mo to be for the sound teaching
tend to repress a love of didactical subtleties|iferred the case by letters of request to the Court yy of our youth, for their receiving such an educa-
regarding free will and reprobation. Because of i| of the Metropolitan.  Weshould then bhave had ; tion as will help thom to resist Romanism in all
this absenco of Calvinistic theories the College i thenamesof the witnesses, who would boesamined | its varied guises, but I aflirm that 1 have been
is charged with a tendency towards Rotmish error, jyon oath: we should have been able to entisfy  unable to dotect in the teaching of Trinity Collego
though as wo have secn, & beliefin predestination iy ourselves of their integrity and the avimus of jany tendency towards such crror. I beliovo the
to life or cternal death, is quite compatible with i their opposition to the Collego; we should have | Provost of the College to be a well-learned and
communion with tho Church of Rome. That thejscen whether their witnesses agreed together or h pious man, who desires to train up the youth
specific charges of dangerous teaching, which are s whether they could not be contradicted by others, j under his care in the old fashioned tenets of our
urged, are not the real cause of tho attack,)who, forming ns they do the great majority of |, staudard divines, who wishes to show the oxnet
appears from the facts stated in the last chargeiformer Divinity Students, have come beforo the , point of difference between tho churchos of Rome
.of the Lord Bishop of Toronto, namely, thatjpublic in & morc manly way and over their"nnd England, not so much in his own point of
Trinity College was opposed by somo through the ;;signatures denied the truth of tho charges against 'viow asin that from which thoy are viewed by
+whole of its progress before any Professors were ijthe jnstitution. I therefore acted wholly in n." those to whom we owe the existence of our re-
appointed, and from the fact that the chargesiyspirit of fuirness which will ever prevent my; formed faith, tho martyrs and confegsors of Eng-
themselves are 8o wretchedly unsupported by i considering & man guilty till he be proved so. I jland’s church. I shall say no nore, lest I seem
good evidence. From the rendinessand casy way il went to the mecting of the Council of Trinity (to_prejudge o caso which still may require n
ip which the controversy glided into its natural i College, held tast February, for the purpose of (judicial decision. but I cannot couclude without
chaunel, namely, a debate on the subject of taking tho whole question into consideration, with |\ expressing my belief that the Provogt Las not
Qalvinistical Churchmavship, I infer that therey my mind made up to no courso but that of trying had such fair treatment as the teacher of any
must have been a foregone conclusion against the s o fair and critical investigation into the charges, common school might justly clmum from a Board
College, and & dotermination to urge at oucejjagainst Provost Whitaker., The Lord Bishop of | of Trustees, that of « having bis accusers fuco to
objections that seem doubtful ruther than waity Huron moved a reselution which in my mind: face.” Tho nccusations, so far 23 they have ap-
for'the chance of more ~ubstantial ones hereafter.  would bave had the effect of condemning the " peared in print, are perbaps familiar to yout I

1 shall not refer to the wmode in which the)f Provost uskteard. Tho Chief Justice of Upper »shall not comment on them further thanitgdsay
agitation was first set in motion before an oppor-j Canada moved in amendment to tie cffeot that " that the point in those eccusations de&% on



