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land has a deep interest, from a very injurious attack, which they
-feel to have been lightly and inconsiderately made, they cannot

pro ]f; refrain,

'II;\G; ishop of Huron quotes from the statoment of the Corpome
tiou the following words:—** And his refusal ({o bring forwand in
his place in the Corporation his charge against the teaching of the
College) was based on this ground, that he could not expect to offect
a change in the teaching of tho University i and he ndds, “I nover
stated ary such ground for m{ refusal.  To I\mvo this T have only
ta quote the pastage from wny letter in which 1 replicd to the Blslm‘p
of ('\‘omnto. Tho passayo is as follows . ¢ You say that in carly lifo
yeou adopted the rule, never, if possible, to allow nn opportunity of
dning good to Qa&s wnimproved, all who are acquamnted with the
history of your life will neknowledgo that few men lhiave more fully
actod upon this rulo. Hut there 1x another rule, having Diving
sanction, which [ feel assured you would desivo to observe, and
which nust segulate iny conduct towards Trinity Collegus it i,
* Abstain fram all appoarance of ovil.' 1 feel that 1 am bound to
act up o this rule, and as § cannot in my sond approve nf the
teaching of Trnuty College, 1 beoliove that wmy appearing o sance
tron it would be a positive evil, and would oxpase we ta tho con
demnation which tho Apostle says is tho just portion of those who
aay, ‘Let us do evil that good nay come.’ ™

Hero the Bishop's quotation from his letter ends, though the very
next words of that letler ave the following ** Wera [ ta go to the
Council, as you say would be the *wiser and mure honorable course,’
and enter my protest aganst the teaching which 1 disapprove, no

1 roanlt would follow, as I could not expect to elfect a chango
in the teaching of tho University, and the melancholy petire of o
houso divided against itself would be presented.”

It thus appears that, in order to disprove the nssertion of the
Corporation, the Bishop of Huron guotes the fisst half of a pani
graph of lus letier, stopping just when lo arvive. at thoso words,
used by himself in the same lotter, wlich would cstablish their
assortion and disprove his own.  Tho Corpuration also invite par
ticular attention to the fact that, after denying the ground for his
rofusal, which the worda of his own letter, loft nnguoted by him,
had distinctly oxpressed, the Bishop of Huron proceeds to yuate in
his pastora}, oxpressions which unmediately follow them, thus giving
a restimé of the whole sentence with tho omission of the only words
apon which tho Dishop and the Corporation are at issue,

Ounco nory, the Bishop of Huron mays .—* From tho alwve uxe
tract it will be scen that, though I did not, in my place i tho Cor
%omtion, bring_forward o charge ngninst the teaching of the

nivorsity, yot I mnde the charge in thomostsolemn fonn in which
I could put it to the President of the Corporation, and as I reccived
no answer to my lotter, I concluded cither that tho Prosident was
indifferont as to what opinion I might ontegtain of the teaching. of
Trinity Collego, or that he concurred in the view which I oxpressad
in tho samo lotter, ‘that it was a wiser course for me to stand aloof
from the University, than bya public proteat to exhibit the mnelan
choly picture of a house d'mdod1 against itsolf.'”

‘1 should not, oven when called upon by a member of my Synod,
have given uxli)rcssion to the o‘pininn which I had formed u% Trimty
College, had I not, previonsly, in the most pointed and solemn
manner, given expression to the same opiniun to the President of
that inatitution.”

Tho Corporation n;h'ret that they are compelled to churncterize
this go s most disingenuous.  In proof of this nusertion thoy
&loto below from two letters of the Bishop of Huron, and from

o reply of the Bishop of Torunto to the first of thosce lotters
In a letter, dated April 19th, 1860, the Bishop of Huron uses tho
words, * dxs:spgrovo of 'l(muty Collego m many things” Ho
thus gave the Bishop of Toronto opportumity of appealing to him,
in the following carnest terms, to stato the grounds of his dis
approval. The letter of tho Bishop of Toronto bears date April
25th, 1860, and it may here be observed that the correspondenco
originated 1n a letter addressed to the Bishop of Huron by the
Bursar of Trnity College, inviting him, in tho name of the Cor-
poration, to excrciso his privilego of nomiuating five members of
the College Cowncil from his own Diocess, in uccordanco with a
statute to which he hnd 80 recently given his nssent.

Toroxro, 25th April, 1860.

My Deanr Lorp,~I have read your letter of tho 19th inst., with
very much regrot, becanso it has been ny earnest wish that you
should toke your place at the Council of Trinity College, as you
have equal power and authority with wyself, and give us your
Learty and strenuous assistance in its government and direction
Suffer e therefore to 1ntreat yon to re-considerand withdraw your
letter of the 19th inst., and to procced to the nowmination of those
whom you desire to represent your Dioceso in the University.

Trinity College being always intended for the benefit of Upper
Canada, and desiring no pre-eminence in the cstablishment, it was
provided in the charter at my desiro that all the Bishops should en-
Joy equal authority. oo
. Thereare, gon say, some things which you disapprove of in the
institution, it 8o, permit me, as the wiser and more honourable
course, to request you to come among us and point them out that
they may be fairly examined and modified if d/ ficient, or confirmed

if found correct. I feel assured from the knc-sledge I have of the
members of our Council that they are not unreasonable or disposed
to retain anything really objectionable.

The authotities of Trinity College are quite aware, that among
the members of the Church in Upper Canada there are in some fow
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poiuts differences of opinion, hut they have nover considered them,
nor aro they disposed to consider them, a just causs of separation
and estrangoment,  The same differences aud in much tho same
proportion, exist in England, as they do in the Church here, hut
the true Christians of both parlies are found aesociating to pro-
mote and support inatitutions really goud, and thoy disapprove of
thozo who make them grounds of contention.

This being the view which 1 take, nnd have always taken of the
University's relation to the Church, I desire without offence to state,
that, ax it secems to me, yon aro not at liberly to refuse to discharge
the important intics of an offico to which you have heen appointed
hy compelent authority without incurring a reaponsibility which the
roasons you assign will in no way sustain or justify,

Intruth ™ very fact of yaur separation from us will inflict upon
the Church nud University an injury that you can never repair.

Ond of tho rules of conduct which 1 adopted in carly lifo was the
following - ¢ Never il possible to permit an opportunity of duing

wnl to passmo mlimlpm\‘od.“ In carrying out this principle 1 mr‘g‘

nve frequently failod and suffered much discovrngement, mortifie
cation and doreow , but belioveing that no thought or effort for
goud is ovor lost in our Lord'’s kind I'rovidence, I persovered in my
course, anil T now find on looking back whon nearly at the end of
my journoy, that the balance is groatly in my favour. To boar and
forbear in all situntions of life, is the nlained Jot and the wisdom
of lmmanity, sud oge steugglo alter good, like prayer, should never
censo  Hence, T havo always strongly felt the truth of tho Apostlo’s
doctrine, *“That to him that knoweth to do good, and dooth it not,
to him it s «in " —Again entreating you to re-consider sud with.
diaw your letter, 1 remain, my dear Lond,
Your faithful Urother in Christ,
JORN TORONTO.

Tor this strvng and affectionate appenl of the Bishop of Torento,
tho Bishup of Hurua repliad 1n o letter contaimng the following
pasago

G 1B como to that part of your lettor which has caused e

much auxions thought. T would prefaco my vemarks by assuring
{(m that, in commnoncement of my Episcopal carcor, mioved by the
igh opininn which I entertained of your exporicnce and judgmont,
I formed the rosolution_to avail myself of your advico and fathoily
connsel whenover I conld do so without doing violence to my own
convictions, and it has caused me many unpleasant feelings, that 1
aw ot able, in the prestnt case, to agree wit?n the opinion which you
have wdvanced,

You any that in early life yois sdopted the 1ale, *“nover, if pos.
wible, to permit au opportunity of doing good to pass unimproved.”
Any one at all peguainted with the htstor{ of your life will acknow-
lexdgo that fow wen havo more fully acted up to this excellent rule.
But thoro is another kule of Divine authority, which, T fcel heured,
you would not desiroto overlook, and which requlates sy conduct to
wands Trinity College, It is tho Apostolic rule, ** Abetain from all
appoarance of ovil” I feel that T am bound to ace up to this rule,
and as I cannot, in y soul, approve of the theological teaching of
Trinity College, T buliove that my appearing to sanction this teach-
ing would be a positive ovil, nud would exposo me to the condemna-
tion which the Apostiv says is tho just portion of thoss who may,
*let us do ovil that good mny come;” wero I to go to the Council
as you say would bo the * wiser and morv honourablo course,” an
enter my protest ngainst the teaching which I disapprove, no good
rasult would follow, as I could not oxpect to effect a chango in tho
teaching of the University, and the melancholy picture of a_houss
divided agninat itself would be presonted. To avoid this I have
herotofore kept aloof from the University, aud I am still satisfied in
iy own mind, that it is better for mo thus to nct than to introduce
discussion into the Counal, and thus render patent to tho world the
ditforences which unhappily exist swongst ws.  Praying eamcm‘y;
that the Lond will grant to us both that wisdom which comot
down from abuve, and which 18 pure and peaceable, so that we may
bo enabled to follow peaco wath all men.—1 remain, my dear Lord,

With unabated respect and esteem,
Your brother in tho ministry,
BENJ. HURON.

P.S,—I have written the above as w private communication to
your Londship, as your lctter of the 25th of April appeared to me
to réquire it.—1B. 1. .

Such is the correspondence. In the first lotter tho Bishop (of
Huron declares that he dimﬁprovcs of Trinity College in many
things ; in the second, tho Bishop of Toronto urges him to 5\\'0 ex-
plicit oxpression to that disapproval at the proper timo and place ;
in the third, the Bishop of Huron refuses to do this, because he
considers that such interforence would bo nscloss, at the same time
atating that his lotter is a Privato communication. .And-yot he does’
not fear to commit himsolt to the following staterent : that he had
made a charge aga'nat the teaching of tho Collego, in the most
solemn form in which he could put it, to the President of the Cor-
poiation ; that he received no answer to his letter, and that he thence
concluded that the Preaident was indifferent to his opinion, orthat he

with him in thinking that it was better that he should stand

oof from the Collége. ‘ .

Any reader would justly infer from this statement that such a
letter as that of the Bishop of Toronto could: never have been
addressed to the Bishop of Huron; he would, indeed; infer
that the whole transaction had been uttl:'r:ly the reverse of wkat

it really was ; that the Bishop of Huron openly and candiclly
statod'gbjections i whicg the Bishop of Toronto shut his fur,.



