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that any well-instmoted Chrietinn man must strongly approve the mana
scipt At a whols, and | imagine that the ﬂie\wpmg}’llur:m wonld admit
that bis owp disapproval is the exceplion, not the mle.

1t wonld theretore, be far better that the Bichep ahould folly and frankly
state what his objections are and if he shonld do #a. 1 promice sa fall and
(rank a teply , for 1 entirely concur in yout opinen that the eantroversy
will not, and cannot rest where it i,

1 am, Sir. yeur cbedient servant,
GROKAE WHITARER,

Trinity College, 28th July, 1860 Provost of Trinity College

NOTICR TO SUBSCRIBERS.

The Canudian Church Presa will be publirhed in Toronfo,
ecery Wedneaday aftcnoon, sn fime for the maila,

It il he awpplicd dircct from the ofice of the Publ:ahera
Meeara. Lavutt, axn Ginsos, Fonge Street, Toronto, for 82 per
annum, payable half-yearly, in adeance ; no reduction can unde”
any circumatances be made, nor will there be nay free lint.

This rule may appear an navzual ane, but the Editore bey to
enll the atlention of the Subscrilicra to the fact, that thix e not
a commercial apeenlation, but an cffort on the part of a Come
MTTER OF CLERGYMEN fo anpply a comman srant and (o atlam
a common benefits  Until the circulation attamna a point which
they cannot immedinlely expect, cocry copy which e aent ont
will involee a peraonal loss to themacleer. 2 theee columna are
not aupported by any parly, the price ix regnlated by the working
rxpenses, and these have been reduced to the loweat point
compatible with the respectable oppeurance of o gournal
which professes to be the organ of the United Church of
England and Ireland in the Province of Canada,

All aubscriptions to he aent by letter, registered, ar athericise
aceured, to the Editors, at the office of Meaara lovell & Gihaon,
Fonge Street, Toronto.
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TRINITY COLLEGE AND THE BISHOP OF HURON.

Ix another columu we give the Bishop of Huron's rejoinder
to the Statement put forth by the Corpordffbn of Trinity Col-
lege. Iis Lordship i3 evidently in enrnest about the subject.
He is nlso explicit in his statements ; there is no mistaking his
words. e positively declarcs that the document cmanating
from the College contains * many misstatements,’"—n term em-
ployed in this case for a shorter, but not more emphatic one.
The matter, then, has simply come to this: that ecither the
Corporation of Trinity College or the Bishop of Turon has, in
a most solemn inanuer, asserted that which 18 incorrect  Now,
pending any answer which the body referred to may give to his
Lordship, w. may be permitted to state ““that which we do
know'® with reference to a few of the facts of the case, ag it is
at present before the public.  And first, with reference to that
vague charge, “tho teaching of the College.” The Bishop
declares that he did not assign as a ground of refusal to co-
operate with the College, the fact of his not expecting to be
able to change the teaching of the Vniversity. This can be
proved to be a direct *“ misstatement,” inasmuch as the words
are copied verbatim from one of his own letters. Surcly, any
one who takes it upon himself, in a manner displaying such
good taste and feeling, to sympathise with the venerabic Bishop
of Toronto’s declining powers, and in 80 charitable a manner to

attribute alleged mistakes to weakness of memory, should be
more carcful to tefresh hix own, or should provide himself
with ¢ fricnids™ who may diasuade him from “lending his
tame to any proceeding unworthy of the pesition ** which he
now chiances to fill.  * Allowance should be made by friends,”
when *the highest facnitics and the most cxalted mental
powers siccumb o time ™ but what is to be esid of any one in
the Bishop of Huron's position, and of his pretensions, who
can quote an cttract from a letter (o snit his own purpose, and
deliberktcly omit that which would dieprove what he alleges,
and substantiate the trath of his opponent’s assertions?  Truly
“the use of such an expedient in literars warfare, mnore cs-
pecinlly whoi. roligion ie coneerncd, has ever been considered
unworthy of the scholar and the gentleman.'®

Again, the Bishop says that he * has taken every paine for
tna yeors to inform himself concerning the teaching of the
University.”  This ix a strong statement, and will not, we ap-
prehenll, be ensily credited by the great majority of churche
men  IHis lordship, for instance, has not heard a single scrinon
within that time from the Univeesity pulpit; and the **pains
which hie has taken to prorure information on the subject, will
not be fon vl to harmonire with * the wiser and more honour-
able course.”  His iuformation was picked up from mere gossip
and old women's tales.  But, apart from the manner in which
the Bishop sought for information, aml the unauthorised docu-
wents referred ta, we can distinctly ansert that there is no sach
thing in Trinity College ns o work entitled the *¢ Provost’s
Catechismn'" Tt is positively untrue that it is placed in the
hauds of every studend entering the University.

These facts of themeclves wiil shew that the Bishop did not
take every paine to inform himsell concerning the teaching of
the University  For the satisfaction of our renders, we shall
Iny before themn the whole case, which it as follows. The
Provost, a« will hie acknowledged by every alumnus of the Insti-
tution, simply gives notes to men of the first year, when lectur-
ing on the Catechism ; these wotes he roquires each student
to take down, and they, as a matter of fact, are at times
taken innccurately, or even incorrectly, by some of the
students  This, of course, may occur just as in the casc of
lectures on the Classics, or any other branch taught in the
College, as is well known by auy who is conversant with
the style of lecturing in the English Universities. The Pro-
vost hna, for his own guidance, | set of questions alone,
without answers,—a number of which he asks the studeats
ench day of lecturing, covering the ground gone over on the
previous one. These questions, we know, the Provost has on
more than one ncension objected to let the men have, preferring
that they should carclully and thoroughly prepare their notes,
and not learn the questions and answers as a mere matter of
“cram.”  With his usual kindncss, Lowever, on several oceasions
he granted them to those who applied for them, and to these the
vaudents wrote out answers as hest they could from the notes
which they had taken. The Provost hias never seen the note-
hooks of the studer”,; he was never wware that such a use was
made of his questions as is now brought out by this discussion ;
awd in any case he is and must necessarily he perfectly irrespon-
sible for the so-called catechism. At any rate, as far as he is °
concerned, the document referred to is, properly speaking, with.
out the slightest authority. It might with greater propricty,
be called the students’ catechism foupded on the Provost's
notee, With these facts before us, known to the students of the:
University and others, we cannot believe that the Bishop of
Huron took every pains to inform himself on the subject ; .and-
we cannot find language strong enough to stigmatise the msh.
ness of his conduct, so unbefitting one in his position, or the “one-
sided,” highhanded, unchristian manner in which he labours to
ruin our noble church institution. - The secret of his action,.
however, lies after all in the -fact that he could not expect to



