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concerned, that 1 feel myself called upen toad
dresn you, and o stato the circumstances therein
referred to, as they really did oceur.

l,spcukmg of me in public and i private.
1t is much to Le regretted that when the Cor-

" . .
poration of Trinity College, in their zeal, not to

I abnll trent the suhjects mentioned in this Jdefend themaclves, but, to assail me, resolved to
dacument in the same order in which they are  come before the publie, they were not more care-
discussed in the exten ) am sorry that 1 am ful as to the statements wiuch they hazarded
thus placed under the necewsity of publicly con | They appear to have acted upon the principle,
tradicting statements put forth by a biady of such that o man may, to defend hunself, employ nny
high respectability as the Corporutivn of Trinity , mcans to weaken or wound lus adversary.  Thus
College; but no other course remaing to me, principle holds good with thoso who rely for
Justico to myself and a regard fur the interests of  victory ou physical strength.  DBut the use of
truth compel me to do so. . such an expedient in hterary warfare, more par-

With reference tu the fumith parageaph of the Giculaily where relymon s coucerned, s ever
cxtra, the £ awing statemont of what really dut. been justly regarded as unworthy of the scholar
oceur, previus to, and at the weeting of the 2ihy, and the gentdeman. A man does not defend

¢

statements cancerning matters in which 1 am " themselves to employ concerning o Bishiop, when ,But there is apother rule, having Divine sanction,

* whieh T feel assured you would desiro to observe,
rand whigh must regulato my conduct townards
Trinity College it ia. ¢ \hstain from nll appear-
ance of evil 7 I feel that T am bound to act up

*to this rule, nml as I conunat in my soul approve of

the teaching aof Trinity College, T believe that my
appearing to wanction it, would he a positive evi,
and would cxpnee me to the condemnation, which
the Apostle 8ays is the just portion of thoso who
any, ‘Lot us do evil that good may come * The
correspondenco from which I have quated, took
placo in April last.  From tho above extract it
will be seen that thaugh [ diq nat, in my place

*in the Corparation bring farward a charge ngainst

the teaching of the University; yet I mado the
charge in the moeat salemn form in which 1 could

of February, 1859, will shuw bow careless tho
Curporation of Trinity Collego Lus been 1n pre-
paring the docutnent to which T refer.

J recaived from the Dursar of Trimty College
o, circular, infurming o that n meeting of tho«
Curporation would be held ou the 21th of February, v

himself, or strengihen has powtion, by endenvour-
g to anflict o woumd on tho reputation of Ins
opponent.  Such conduct generally recoils, with

crushing furce, upun the head of lum who has-

been guilty of it.
I will now direct attentivn to the statement

which 1 made nt the mceting of the Synod of my -
Dioceso. A clerical member of the Synod gave «
notice of a motion concermng Trinity Collego. 1.

at which impurtant measures would be broughe
forward, but no report of resvlutions of commt- «

put it to the President of the Corparation, and as
I received no answer to wy letter, I concluded
cither that the President was indifferent as to
what opinion I might entertain of the teaching
* of Trinity College, or that he concurred in the
viow which 1 expressed, i tho same letter, ¢ that
it was a wiser course for we to atand aloof from
the University, than by a public protest to exhi-

tco was transmitted to mie, and 1 had nomntimation v
what these measures were. I had never attended ¢
any mcetivgs at Triuity Collego up to that time. -
I went to Torunto, and on the moraing of the .
24th of Fcbruary, being desirous to kuow whatn
tho important business was which was to bou
brought beforo tho meeting, 1 inquired of the!:
Rev. I J. Grazett what the business was. Ho
showed me a paper, on which were some resolu- ¢
tions, but the statute, which toas afterwards passed
ot the meeting, teas notone of them., 1accompamed, /!
not the Bishop, but Mr. Grasett to the College; |
1 saw tho Bishop of Toronto only for a few |
minutes that morning, and when tho statute re. .
ferred to in the extra was read by the Provost. [
objected to1t, and it mll bo remembered by tho
gentlemen who wero present that what I objected -
10 was, that when a requisition for the removal y
of n Provost or Professor was sigued by five .,
members of the Corporation, and placed in the

told this gentleman before ke proposed his motion, ¢ bit tho melancholy picture of a house divided
that I was opposcd to st, and shoutld be agamst him. v agninst itself.”
Ho porsevered in bringing it before the Synod, » 1 should not even. when eslled upon by a mewm-
aud in n long speech, in which Lo uttered the v ber of my Synod, have given expression to the
mnost glowing cocomiums on Trimty College, 1. opinion which I had fornied of Trinity College,
moved its adoption, and was seconded by a fricud. t; had 1 not, previously, in tho most pointed and
When the resolution was thus before the Synod, lisolemn mapner, given expression to the same
a lay delegate stood up, and requested mo to give « opinion to the President of that institution.
my opinion on the subject of the resolution.  This+  In my opinion this was the time for the Cor-
I did as_nearly as I can remember in tho follow- y poration of Trinity College to have applied to me
ing words:— tto stato what was the teaching to which I object-
“ Being ealled upon by & member of the Synod I'¢d. It would have been & much moro wise and
to give my opinion upon the question now before ' honourablo course, when tho charge was thus
the mecting, I shall do 80 fully and faithfully, as ' ade to the head of the institution, to have en-
itis not my wish to give an opinion by halves ' quired into it, than to wait in silence until I had
upon so important a subject. 1 canmot agreo' preferred the samo charge, in compliance with a
with the mover of the resolution in the exngger- ' Fequest made to me by a member of tbe Synod,

ated culogium which he has pronounced on Trinity
Collego. I have taken every pains for tiwo years

to inform myscl{ concerning tho teaching of the-

~and then to publish a document occupicd in the
| discussion of a comparatively unimportant statuto,
and calculated to divert public attention from the

hnnds of the Chaucellor, the option was left to , 101 % A A
him of Lringing tho complaint before the Corpo- University, and I caunot approve of it. I think
ration or not, as ho thought fit. 1 urged that, it dangerous to the young men educated there,
when n requisition thus signed was presented to , MOre particulasly if they are edpcatcd for the -
the Chanccllor, it should be imperativo on bim to ,; Mxms-lry. A I could not .comply with the request
bring it before the governivg body. I oven sug-,, contaived in tho resolution, for 1 should thereby

gested that tho number of signatures necessary , GnCOUragoe parties to send their sons to the Col- ne;
to the requisition should be increased to ten; . }ege, and 1 would not for any consideration send -t Trinity College, I am prepared to submit the

but that the Chaucellor ought not to have thm'.“ son of mino to tho iastitution. Nor do I see - grounds upon which I have formed that epiuion
power of refusing to bring tho requisition before ; 80y prospect of affecting » chiango in the teaching !t to any of my clergy, or of the laity of my Diocese
tho Corporation when thus placed in his hands. - of the University, as by o recent statute tho " who may desire it. I am in possession of ample
I have not, therefore, uis-stated the offect of ,Chancellor is interposed between the Professors !f information upon the subject, which T am ready
these statutcs, as is asserted; but tho writer of ,and the Corporation, and power is given to sup- fto impart to thote for whoso satisfaction and
tho extra has kept out of view that provision of  ress any complaint against a Provost or Pro- Il guidanco the opinion was cxpressed.

them to which I have objected.  All the members |, fossor, even if preferred by all the Bishops in the I Amongst other documeats I have in my posses-
of the Corporation then present united in the . Corporation.” ~ What Iintend to say in this letter ‘gion 4 manuscript known in Trinity Collego by
desiro to pass the statute, and after stating my . concerning this statement will be contained in the " ¢he name of ¢ Tho Provost's Catechism;” it con-
objections I consed to oppose. 1 might havo ) Temarks which Iam about to make on the con- “sists of 741 questions with answers.  Itis placed
pronounced my veto on the measure; but under “ tents of the last paragraph of tho extra. I"in the hands of cvery studeat entering the Uni-
the circumstances, 1 did not think it advisable toy A possago from o letter of tho Bishop of ' versity, and all are expected to learnit. Inde-
do so. I wasthen, for the first timo, at a meet-+ Toronto to me, written in April last, when we " pendently of the fact, that such a mode of dealing
ing of the Corporation of Trinity College. X bad bad a correspondence on the subject of Trinity il with men is uoheard of in any University at
never assisted tho institution in any way. I was, College, is quoted, and it is added, * That my ''home, I cousider tho teaching of this catechism

important subject, namely, the dangerous teaching
qof Trimty College.

I donot hold myself responsible to any man
for the opinions which I estertain. But, as 1
havoe in tho present instance when appealed to by
a member of my Synod, expressed Yy opinion of

surrounded by gentlemnen who had largely con-
tributed to tho funds of the Unisersity. They,
together with tho Bishop of Torouto, who had
done 80 much, and laboured 8o long and so ener-

refusal to adopt what bis Lordskip called the ! dangerous in the highest degree; the views put
, wiser and more honourable course, was based on 'forth arc unsound and un-Protestant. Tho ex-
(this ground, that I could not expect to effect a ' planations of Scripture are one-sided; the whole
schange in the teaching of tho University.” 1 thing is calculated to indoctrinate the youths

getically to establish Trinity Collego, wero de- ,never stated apy such ground for my refusal

educated at the institution with the views of the

sirous that the statute should pass; I thereforoTo prove this I have only to quote the passage *'autlor of “ tho catechism,” und to prepare them
did not think it wise to uso tho power which I, from my letter in which I replied to tho Bishop 1) to prouagatu the views amongst tbo members of
possessed, 10 veto their wish concerniug this ,of Toronto. The passage is as follows:—* You(|our cuwmunion throughout tho country. An

etatute. IHad I done so, I fear tho epithets which,
wounld havo been lavished upon me would not
hato been moroe chaste, gentle or courtcous than

those which members of the Corporstion of Trinity ,
College—~—a Church institution —bhave allowed 1!

say that in carly life you adopted the rule, never, " institution which adopts such an expedient I
if possible, to allow an vpportunity of doing good 't cannot regard as safe.  The minds of young men
to pass unimproved, all who are acquainted with ! which are, for threo or four years, forced into
the history of your hfe will acknowledgo that | this mould, will not, for a lopg time, if ever, xo-
few men have moro fully acted upon this rule.—{f gain that liberty and independenco of thought



