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power of refuing to bring the requisdlinn before the Corporation, wheo they
placed in his hands, Ihgnve ﬂol‘I therefore, mis-stated the effect of thees
statutes, as js asserted, bul tho writer of the extra bas kept out of view
that provision of them to which 1 have objected.  All the members of the
'ta wation (l"l.cn rr:u?t. unilt;l in the l'f‘!il‘t" lo_p;:q !:he etatute, lmddnﬂer
etating my objections T ceasnd to e, m ave gunced m

veto on the m{:uurc: but wnder u::vpmumstancés 1 did nomink it ndn{
aable (o dn ao. T wat then for the firet time at A meeling of the Carpora

tion of Trinily College. 1 had never assisted the institutlon in any way 1

was eurrounded by gentlemnen who had lnrge'y contributed to the funde of
the University er, Legethet with the THehop of Toronto, whe had done eo
much, and laboured #0 lang and so energetiealls to establih Teinity Col.
lege, were dexirons that the Statute should pase; T therefore d.d not think
it wire to use the power which | posseased, 1o veto their wish capcerping
thieatatute  HadT done eo, T fear the emthiets which wonld have been
Iavished upon me, would not have beer more chaste, gentle, or courtenns,
than thnte which membera of the Corprration of Trinity Gallege —s Church
Institution ~have allowed themeelver tn empliny coneerning o Bishap, when
speaking of me fu public and in private.

It is much to Le regrelted that when the Corpotation of Trinity College,
12 theie geal, nol to defend themeelves, but to neasil me eranlved to come
befare the publia ther —ere not more careful as tus the atatementa which
they hagarded, They appear to have acted upon the principle, that a man
may, o defeud himeell employ any means b weaken or wound his adver:
savy. Thie priveiple holde good with thoss whao rely for victory on physical
sirength.  Dut the use of such av expedient in liternry warfare, nmre par:
uculu:hy: where religion ix concern«l has ever been justly regarded as
utworthy of the scholar and the gentleman, A man does ant defend hitae
sell, or cln-ngﬂwn his nosition, by endearnuring to inflict & wound on the
reputation of his npronm' Quch eanduet genernlly recolte with erehing
farce, upan the head of him who has been guilty of it

T will now direot attention to the statement which 1 made at the mecting
of the 8ynmd of my Dincess A clerical meiber of the Sy nod, gave nutice
of a motlan ~oncerntng Trinity Callege.  11tohl this gentleman before he

ropored hin motion, that T wus eppored 1o i1, and shonld be aganat him

Ie pérsevered in bringing it before the Synnd and in a long #peech. in
which he uttered the most glowing encomlumaon Trinity College, moved ite
adoption, and was seconded by nfdend.  When the resolution waa thus
bofore the Synod, a Isy delegate stood up. and requested e to give my
opinion on the subject of Cie reso’ution.  Tida T did ae nently as Towm re
metmber in the following worls; = Reing ealled upon by a member of the
Synod to give my opinien upon the question now befora the meeting, 1 ahall
da wo Sully and faithfully, ne it §s not my wish to give an opinton by tialves
upon ao important s subject. I cannot agree with the mover of the resoln
tion in the exaggernted enlogium which hie ha« pronosuced on Trinity Col-
lege. Ihave taken overy pa:ns for two years, to fnform mysell concerning
the teaching of the University, and I cannot approve of it. * [ think it dsu.
gerous to the youu!;'men educated there, mora particulacly i€ they are
edueated for the minlstry. 1 could nnt conply with the request conlained
in the resolution, for I ahould thereby encouttage partios to aend their sone
to the College, rud T would not for nuy consideration sand u son of mine to
the institution. Nor do Iqce any prospect of effecting & change in the
teaching of the University, as by a recent statuto the Chaucellor is inter.
posed between the Professors and the Corporation, and powor is glven to
suppreas any complaint ngainst n Provost or Professor, even i preferred
by all the Bishops in tho Corporation.” What I intend to say in this letter
concerning this statement wil) bo containod inthe remnrks which T am about
tn make on the coutenta of the last paragraph of the extm,

A passage from a letter of tho Bishop of Toronto to me, written in April
Inst, when wo had n correapondence on the subject of Trinity College, is
quoted, and it is added, “'lmt my refual nAO{n what hls Londship
called the wiser and mnro hononmble enurde was based on thie gmund,
that ¥ could not expect to cffect dehango in the teaclung of the University.”
I nover stated any such ground for iny refusal, To rmvo this I have only
to quute the passage from my letter in which 1 replied to the Bushop of
Toronte.  Tho § f thet in carl

o I8 ns follows:—* You say lile you

ndopted the rule, never, if possible w allow an opportunity of dotag guod | p

10 ummproved ; all who are scquainted with the history of your life
wimknowlmlgo that few men bave more fully acted ulmn this rule  But
there is unother rulo having Diviue sanction, which I fecl axaured you would
desira Lo observe, and which must regulato wy couduct towurds Triuity
Collega; it lsf ¢ Abstain from all appearancooferil’ I feol that X ambound
W act up tu this rule, sud oy Jeannol in my soul approve of the leaching of,
Trinity College, I helievo that ray appearing to sanction it, would be a
positive evil, and would c: me to tgo condemnation, which the Apostle
snys s the {uol pustin of those who say, * Let us do ovil thal gool ma

come®”  The curresponddence from which I inve quoted, tovk place in April
lagr  Frow the nbove exteact it will be seen that though 1 did not, ws my
place iu the Corporation. bring torward a clhange aguinst the teaching of
the Uaiversity, yet T made the charge in the most golemu form i which 1
sould put it to the President of the Corporntion, and as I reccived no
answer to my letter, I concluded cithier that the l’rcoidcntym indifferent
as to what opinion [ might entertam of the teaching of Trinity College, or
that he cencurred io the view which [ expressod in the aame lelter, * that
it was & wiser course for tne, to stand aloof from the University, than by
wx})\ic protest to exhibit the melancholy picture of a house divided against
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I should not even, when called u{)ou by & member of wy Synod, bave
Yiven expression to the opinion which T hsd formed of ‘Trinity College, had

nat, previonsly, in the most puioted and solemn manner, given expression
to the aame vpinion to the President of that fustitution.

In my opinion this was the time for the Corporatiun of Trinity College
to bave upplied th mé to state what was the teaching to which Tobjected.
It would bave been a much more wise and honorable course, when the
charge was thus made to the head of the institutiun, to have eaquired into
it, than to walt in ailence until I had preferred the same charge, in compli-
ance with a request made to me by a member of the Synod, and to publish
a docament occupied in the discussion of a comparatively unimportant stat-
ute, and caleulated to divert public attec’ion from the jnpartant subjeet,
vamaly, ¢he dangerous teaching of Trinity Oollege.

I do got hold myzell responsible to uny mman for the opinions which 1
entertain.  Rut, as [ have in the present instaner. whet nq ealed to by a
member of my Synad, espresved m) opinivn of Triuity College, 1 am pre.
pared to submit the groumds upon which I bave formed thatopinion {o any
of my clergy, or of {he faity of my diocese who may deddreit. Iamin
gossession of ample information upon the subject, which T am ready to im-
part to those for whose aatisfaction an:d guidance the opinion was expreseed.

Amongst other documents, T have in ty poatestion a manuscript known
1o Trinity Collegr, by the name of the * Provest's Oatechism ;™ it consista
of 741 questions with answera, [t i« placed in the hands of every etudent
entering the Univertity, and all ave expeeted tolearnit.  lodependently of
the fact” that euch & mnde of dealing with men is unheard of in any Univer.
sity at homa T cousider the feaching of this Catechiem dangerous in the
higheat degree; the viewa put forth are unsound and un-Protestant.  The
explanatioge of Beriptare are one-aided s the whale thing Ia caloulated to
indootrinate the youths educated at the inditution, with the viewe of the
author of *the Catechiom,” and to prepare themn o projmgate the views
amongst the members of our commuonion thronghout the tountry.  An ine
stitution which adopta such an expedicnt, I caonot regand ae eafe. The
minda of fo‘mg men, which are, fot three or four years, forced into thin
moutd, will nnt, for a long time, If ever, regaln that hiberly and indopend.
ence of thought which are Indizpensable to thota wha are to administer the
Word of Lile to lotelligeut and tensonlng men.

Let this Catechiem bo e lemger kept in manuseript, bug published and
circulated aa the text-book of the University of Trinity College: and I will
venture to prediet that the same canclusing at which 1 have nrrived, will be
exprosscd by many, uatnely, that the teaching of thin Catechinn, ie dangere
oun in the exlreme,

{ hase been induced, sy Rev. Drethren aud Drethren, to addreaa you
upon this sthyeot, becanne of the honvured name which ir nffixed to the
document 1 have Leen oomidering: had it horue nny other signature, 1
should hiave allowed it 1o paes 1 micnce.  But auch 18 the respect which 1
enterinin towands the Precident of Trinity College Corporation, that uothing
can over weaken the feelings of veneration with wilieh I cogard lum. We
korw that the highest facu'tios and the must exalted mental pewers succumbd
te time, and if Hie Lordahip i vot now what hie once was, if hia memory
doen unt faithfully tecond events e in seare paat, allowance shiould be
made for thisby hisfriends; and thoae who net with hitn aml for him, should
be careful not 1o Jead him to lend bis name to any proceeding nnworthy of
the pmition he has s long Glled with honour, and calculated in the even:
e of tns dnys, o bnog a clowd over e high teputalion he b so nobly
won.

1 am, my feveren] Birethren and Urothren, with camest praver that
God's Spirt may be pourel out upon us to gulde us unto all truth,

Your fatthful fidend and paator,
London, 21at July, 1860 . BENJ. IIURON.

(v the Editor of the Globe)

Sim,~In your issue of i'cslerday thero nppearn a lotter addressed by the
Bishop of Huson, to the clergy nnd lalty of hjs diucese.  To this document,
as & whole, it is neithor my duty nor my wish to replys but it containe
statements affecting myself, which seem to demand an immediate contra
detion. I will merely state the facts of tho care, leaving the readers of
the Bishop's letter to compare my statement with his,
1t is iny duty to leature the studeata of the first year, oo the catochism of
the Church of England. For this purpmee T have compiled a manuscript
which T read and explain to the clasa.” Tha students are expeeted to take
notes of the lecture, and to answer questions on tho uext day of attendance.
1n order to eavo time, and to observe due method in my questioning, I have
prepared, for my own use. n book of questions, omitting or ndding questions
at my discretion when § uee it. The only written resnlt of my lectures,
which 1 require or wish, is n summary of them fa the note-books of the
studente, 'The contenta of theso books I never sco, nor can I hold mysolf
respoasible for them. [ nm, howevor, given to umlerstand, that {tis the
ractice of some of thy stadents to write down the questions which are
addressed to them, andto reduce their notes into the form of answers to
theso questions  Thislucuve T wimapprove, awd it is well kdown that |
do not consider it to be a legtimnte mode of registering the information
given in the lectures. Bume yonrs ago 1 consented, nvre than ouce, to
place my book of questions in'the hands of students, on their plea that it
would assist them to complete or correct their notes. I know also that
note-books have passed from hand to hand in the college, but so far from
encouraging thie, I have urged rousg men to trust, if not exclusively, atall
cvents, mainly, to their own recollection, and record of what they hear
My wish i further, that lu replyivg to my questions, the etudents whould
wve. 10 their own laogunge, for the most part, the substance of what they
fmve becn taught.  Of course there are instances in which substantial accu
racy can be sceured only by keeping close to the exact torms in which the
insfruction was conveyed.

I beg, therefore, to observe that no manuseript known by the pame of
¢ The Provost’s Catechism,” or-by any other name, is placed in the bands
of any student entering the University, far less s nny student expected to
learn'it. [ regret that the Bushop should'have put forth these statements,
when either his position as a member of the Corporation, or his persoual
nequaintance with myself, gave him ful) opportunity of ascertaining, with
out difficulty, and without misunderstanding, tho mode in which any de.

rtment of my teaching is conducted. I regret it still more, bectuse [
E:ppen to know that a Professor of the College pointed ont to the Bisbop,
within the Inst fortoight or three weeka, that he was eadly mistaken on
this very point.

While, bowever, I donot bold myself respousible for the teachings enn-
tained in manurcripts which 1 hiave nover ascen, [ fecl that I am full
responsible for the teaching contained in my own, This, it necessary, wi
bs published in full  Exeept for the purpose of disabusiog the minds of
the Bishop and others interested in the question, I should not for & mument
think of publishing it; as I am happy to say that it is eimply a compilation
abbreviated for the most {mrt, from the works of approved authors, which

e

are too diffuse to ww as elementary text-books. I 'am confident, however,
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