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" disboliets " expressed in very plain terms in my last communica-
tion ; I take it to be so on two grounds, firstly, as the " Head of tho

Cliarch " iiero, to bring the erring brethren, as you believe ns to be,

back into the fold ; and secondly, to prevent others from going
astray, for yon may rest assured, my Lord, there are thousands no\v

attendants and even communicants in this diocese and throughout

the Dominion who think exactly as we do, and who sooner or later

will join us just as circumstances admit.

We know my Lord, that a certain class are very apt to attach

opprobrium to anj^one leaving the church they have been bom and
brought up in, and the dread of this may for a time dotor many
iVom ioining us at the moment. When I say thousands of
Churchmen think as we do. I include many of the Clergy also, and
your Lordship is candid enough to admit " that there are Bishops,

Priests and Deacons who hold these disbeliefs and their livings

also." This is a melancholy admission coming from a Bishop of the
Church, and one cannot otherwise than believe that it is only their
<< livings " that keep them in the Church—hence it must be admit-

ted that Bishop Cummins and his confreres certainly deserve the
highest credit and the sympathy of real Churchmen, or I should
say real Christians, for having preferred the faith to the " Flesh
Pots." We do not admit having left the Church, but tho Church
has left us.

The difference of opinion, however, among the Clergy has long
been well understood. For anyone who has attended any of the

Diocesan Synods must have heard various clergymen, in addressing
the Sjnod, refer to the party with whom they general 1}'' acted.

This speaks badly for the unity of the Church and clearly demon-
strated that some change is required. It may be said, why do not
the laity try to reform matters through the Synod ? I am not
aware, my Lord, how the laity are treated at the Synod of this dio-

cese, but my own experience as a delegate to the diocese of Toronto,
fully convinces me that the lay delegates as a rule are the nominees
of the clergymen or their f^nends, and I recollect distinctly on the
occasion ofa lay delegate standing up in the Synod to speak on some
objectionable doctrine said to be taught at Trinity College, Toronto,
that he was fairly hissed down by the " educated Clergy." Again,
a rule existed there that anyone addressing the Synod should do so
from the platform where the Bishop presided. Now, as a rule,

laymen are diffident, and not public speakers, and it really did
appear as if this rule was made to deter them from expressing their

opinions.

You refer my Lord, to Bishop Cummins having at one time been
a Methodist Minister, and you are generous enough to aay, " I sup-
pose that he would have said that it was ' tl\e Lord who put it into

his heart* " I will not accuse your Lordship for a moment of en-
tertaining the idea that the ministrations of a «< Methodist Minister

"

are not as acceptable to Almighty God as those of a Clergyman of
the Church of England. I could not possibly imagine your Lord-
ship so wanting in Christian charity, although 4he remarks might


