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gitMMK)0 nod Mm. Hrewioii, of l MugUm, » DOtnlwr of 
Igfiiiw of Ht. .HIUI’W congrogatHm, lwl«o with the good 
tbiotf* °f kb*" W”' u*>k ptwwwiou of the **vl parsonage 
gild politely intimated that Mr. and Mr* O.borne god 
friend* rou*l Iw tketr gm-st*. Mrs. Owborne we* sum- 
ggooed to bear eu etlilro** rt»*d by Mr*. Hrlll*, e* 
follow*

Otar .Vn. Othomt I em requested hy the member* 
of the Ladtoe' Aid of 8t. James’ Church. (Iravcnhnint, 
to ben your acceptance of the eooompeoymg purse, e* 
e thanksgiving offering nod «light token of the very 
Ugh esteem in which yourself end Mr. Oeboroc art- 
beld by your people.

Tro*tmg it* acceptance will afford you a* moch 
pleasure a* it has gteeu o* lo preaentatioo, wo remain

r n on behalf of Ledio*' AUI. S. I\ York, president, 
A. Master, Treasurer. I. H Krill», secretary.

Mr. O*borne made a eoliable reply on behalf of bi* 
wife and Mm. Onborue said a few word* of heartfelt 
thank*. The visit and presentation were quite a ear 
prise, ss no bint whatever bad reached the pamonage 
Of such intention The purse oontamed a thanks- 
giving offering of ISO 00. Very soon busy hand* had 
spread a bountiful table, and a very plea «ant evening 
wee spent by all. After the evening offering at the 
family altar, the ladies dispersed, leaving the recipi
ents of their kindness happy in the knowledge that 
they were appreciated by a loving people.
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the acceptable addition of 1200 per annum a* the 
reward of lengthened servico." If the canon was 
detrimental, and deprived brethren of that which was 
be reward of lengthened «ervice, *ach injustice cease* 

*° , 11 ,||vmti attribute, and i* a mythical conception, 
deprive a person without a hufficient cause, i* toTo

4U Letter* co* hum mg perttmal aUmnomt mil appear oeti 
the nfmatmrt of tkt writer.

Wt do mot hold omroeiet* roopomoible for tkt opinion* of 
mar oorrtopondent*.

TIMELY SUGGESTIONS.

8is,—Now that the Bishop * house is nearing com 
piemen, 1 am tempted to put in writing e suggestion 
which I have long hoped might be made by some one 
more able to do so. I think that in the library of 
eooh a residence there should be, belonging to it, and 
passing from one Bishop to bis soooweor. memento* 
of hie predeoeasom. Portraits of each Bishop there 
should certainly be. But to addition to these there 
meet be scattered about the country, many books and 
papers and other quaint article* indicative of times 
already becoming •• the past "

I am sure, the owners of these would gladly give 
them to the Bishop, did they know that they would 
be accepted1 ami preserved. Bot, I might go farther 
and point out that it is almost as great a hardship tv 
give a Bishop a house without the means of furnish 
iog it. as not to give him a bouse at all. The furnish
ing ought to be » labour of lore, and I think oould be 
accomplished at very slight individual expense, and 
should be done. Were the ladies of the Toronto 
churches to arrange that each congregation would 
undertake the furnishing of one room, with the assist 
anoe of their friends throughout the diooeee, or each 
rural deanery to do so, every one would be interested, 
and the contribution of each individual would be small. 
The ladies who choose the patterns would be the only 
ones who would or should have hard w6rk. As regard* 
the library shelves, you Mr. Editor, mignt do a good 
deal, were you through your columns to ask for suit 
able volumes and assume the office of the custodiau in 
the meantime.

Yours.
Toronto, ‘28rd October, 1885. W*. D, Pattkkson.

make him suffer wrong sod thereby dishonor God'* 
,r> i°dl06 i* relative a* well a* positive,

sud herein an unjust proceeding becomes intensified 
and truly hateful. The wealthy David in sparing his 
own flock, and taking the poor man’* lamb, was guilty 
of an aggravated form of injustice, and received mer 
ited condemnation. How are we to view the action 
of Ki*hop liellmuth retaining hi* own twelve to hix 
teen hundred dollars per year from the Rtirplu* of the 
Clergy Trust, and yet from an ardent expression of 
ove for the extension of missions, aided in depriving 

comparatively poorly paid clergymen of their annuity 
of two hundred dollars ? He knew it, and yet contin
ued to receive hi* larger amount, whilst withholding 
the smaller amount from others. Was not this a 
tarody upon justice, or rather an aggravated dégrada 

tion of a holy law ? The Synod has to bear the re 
«ponsibility, and the poorer clergy are made to suffur 
wroug. Power and responsibility have been united 
by unerring authority, and to separate what God ha*- 
oined together, is sore to issue id confusion and every 

evil work, of which we have abundant evidence. Had 
uo injustice been perpetrated, there would have been 
no appeal to Cmsar’s court, strife wonld not bave been 
engendered, neither would distrust and alienation 
amongst clerical brethren bave resulted, but as afore 
time, they would have “ endeavoured to keep the 
unity of the «pint in the bond of p since." That por 
tion of the Episcopal and Archdeacon’s income ans 
mg from the surplus of the Clergy Trust, must stand 
or fall together with the smaller annuity appropriated 
to the other clergy, If there was no mal-administra 
tration of the Trust in continuing to pay the larger 
annuity to the recipients, the Bishop and Archdeacon 
and therefore, the Trustees of the fund are reeponei 
Me one way or the other. The Synod of 1876 did not 
distinguish between one by law and another in admin 
isteriog the Trust, but declared that “ all grants made 

pursuance of any such by-laws or canons shall

THE CLERGY TRUST.

Lsttsk No. 8.
Hie,—Dr. Beaumont in hie |letter overlooked one 

part of the contention in the civil courts aueut the 
Clergy Trust, which was that the legislation of the 
Synod of 1876 was illegal : concerning this, as well as 
khe vested right, the courts were not agreed. It was 
contended that even if the Synod bad the power to 
re appropriate the surplus to the recipient, it had noi> 
observed its own laws. If the Synod is not bound by 
its own laws in the administration of a Trust, then 
there is no safety with respect to any of its funds, ant 
>t would be worse than folly to commit anything to it 
IB Trust. Thu donors oould have no assurance that 
their wishes would be observed ; what bad been given 
jor the benefit of the oleigy, oould be used for the 
benefit of others, as has been done in crediting the 
Mission fund with the income arising from the Clergy 
Trust. The Synod is said to have done this " in its 
jnstioe.” I understand that " the foundation of jus 
tice is that no one should suffer wrong," the doctor 
however, speaks of the canon as “ detrimental to me 
end others," and says, " I sincerely sympathise with 
the clergy represented by Mr. Wright, and regret hav 
lnK voted for the canon that deprived so many brethren

in
absolutely cease and determine." (See Canon 27 
pages 45, 46, of Constitution, etc.) The Synod gave 
no authority for the continuation of payments to tbe 
Bishop and Archdeacon from ont of this fund : there 

no discrimination made by the legislation of 1876 
in their favor, any more than there was by the donors 
of the Trust. I did not contend that the Bishop and 
Archdeacon should be deprived of their annuities 
under tbe by-law which appropriated to them, a>- 
nrroueously represented by Mr. E. B. Reed to tin 
Synod, but that the by-law under which appropria 
nous were made gave the recipients a vested right 
aud certainly if in one case, it must have doue the 
same in the other. The only way any part of the 
surplus of the Clergy Trust can be appropriated is by 
by-law or by-laws, and I will show that this was tin 
method pursued m reference to the Bishop and Arch
deacon. as well as to the rest of the clergy.

The Parsonage, St. Mary’s, J. T. Wright.
Nov. 17th, 1885.
( To be contiuodi.

UNIVERSITY EDUCATION.

Sis,—Oq Friday, 16th inst., President Wilson, of 
Toronto University, delivered an address, the burden 
of which was the defence and praise of secular educa 
tion. It is worth while noting one or two short 
extracts from the speech, placing in comparison, the 
views of two eminent Baptist educational authorities
iiiveu at Guelph on 20th instant.8 Dr. Wilson at Toronto, said : " I believe the system 
on which this college is established to be in harmony 
with some of the |most promising aspects of modern
times • and there are few things that we, as Canadians.

more re«o« to deploretheo the J.T«s,oe. <d 
i .mmoiitd set aoart by the wise foresight of tht 

fathers of Upper Canada for a national university, to 
establish a mere denominational college under ecoles

■““no ?r»™r' responsibility devolve,on tbe council 

•Mi teedeTy 0 tbe age ie towards tbe£Sramassas
■“•«S College, Nov.

must guard tho sources of education. Culture is a 
procès*» rather than au end to be attained. In order 
that the soul's forces may have a point around which 
they may balance, the idea of God, of doty, must be 
implanted. The great office of the Christian teacher 

to conduct the youthful mind from the implicit 
fa th of childhood to the rational faith of riper 
years.

Rev. J. A. Stewart, B A., said he desired to speak 
on secular education. He wished to place it upon a 
right basis. Jesus Christ was alike tbe head of crea
tion and of the Church. Through Him all things 
consist. All laws, physical, mental, and spiritual 
centre m Him. There can be no Chnstless science— 
if Christies», it is false. There can lie no distinction 
between secular and religions education, for education 
w bat the soul’s getting acquainted with the facts and 
laws of Christ’s universe.

No Churchman can afford to pass without comment 
the above. On tbe one hand we have, as LAs been said, 
secularism lauded to the skies ; we are virtually told 
that God, the universe, the Bible, the Christian 
system exist only on sufferance in an age when 

‘ speculative enquiry should have fair play4 ” that is, 
that if these eternal verities can be shut out of exist
ence by any speculation however false, founded may 
hap on bold conjecture merely, then in reverence to 
truth, whatever truth may mean, we must humbly 
acquiesce, and tare np root and branch and reject all 
that is most dear and most sacred. We are told that 
the Church and science occupy incompatible, irrtcon- 
cileable positions ; it is plainly assumed, that because 
oa some occasions one or other sections of the Chorch 
may have in times past interfered with scientific 
«peculation, therefore tbe Church as a whole is 
arranged in deadly hostility to science and scientific 
research to day. Nay, more, we have Sir J. Clerk- 
Maxwell applauded, not mere y for his abilities, 
researches and piety, on all of which he most truly 
deserve* our admiration, bat for-the fact of bis having 
been a Presbyterian ; had Sir J. been a High Churchman 
and just as successful as a tavan and as a teacher, it 
is doubtful whether he would have received, “ in 
reverence to truth," such “ honorable mention." In 
conformity with this tbe Church is treated as if a 
mere Protestant, man-made sect amongst sects, and 
the cheers of the large audience assembled showed 
their sympathy with the speaker. Again, too, intel
lectual cuituie in secularism is tbe only one that can 
be successfully carried out : in other words the com
posite man has to be disregarded, and be trained to 
be a mere intellectual sharper without God and 
without hope in the world. And yet, it is to this 
secularism pure and simple that our young men are 
to look for tbeir higher knowledge. Surely looking at 
the decay of manners among our masses, the increas
ing contempt for authority, the increase of irréligion 
tie therefore increasing difficulty of maintaining pro
per discipline, whether in day or in Sunday schools 
l-tmplq proofs of which can be readily given) ; even 
Dr. WiLon’sgreat intellect might be sufficiently pleased 
with tbe results of a generation of secular instruction 
without going further.

It is iefreshing to note, on the other hand, the 
Christian utterances of Dr. Rand and of Rev. Mr. 
Stewart. Not a word in the two quotations is there, 
but what the most Catholic Churchman might have 
uttered ; not a sentiment which he cannot make his 
own ; all corresponding in ennobling and exalting 
tendency with the truths enunciated in the most 
- xeellent address of Provost Body, delivered at the 
Ontario Teachers’ Convention last summer. The 
education of the whole being, physical, mental, 
spiritual ; surely this is alike the will of the incarnate 
God, and the ideal for whose realisation the 
Church, in both school and college most earnestly 
strive. To the Catholic there is neither Christian 
nor Christines knowledge ; to the true Churchman all 
branches of science, of art and of literature, lead to 
their author, the Blessed Trinity.

Thanking you for inserting these few scattered 
thoughts, leaving their full development to your many 
readers. Believe me, yours sincerely,

Oct. 26th, 1885. Amolicahus.
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SYNOD OF HURON.

Sir,—It is very well known that one hundred and 
twenty or thirty petitions have been sent to Bishop 
Baldwin, asking for a special Synod, so that the Trus
tees of the Clergy Reserve Fund may be able to con
sider the interests of the trust committed to them. 
His Lordship cannot object to a body of Trustees 
assembling to perform a solemn doty, and he is 
credited with having promised to call them together, 
if requested by a quorum, which would be- sixty. 
Prominent representatives are amongst the petition
ers. It is reported, however, that the Bishop will set 
at defiance the Trustees, and allow a single lawyer to 
do as he likes, without consulting his cheats. It is 
inconceivable that a young Bishop would be regard
less of a respectful request by aged laymen and others


