creed.!” We do not press the point, that the
{ Church of England was the only body which ever
' had any thing like & chartered monopoly of geli-
: gious teaching in King's College; we simply
. advert to the fact that this * Clergyman” in allud-

ke eyureh.
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them. A trip scross the Atlantic may add years to his
Jife ; at all events his friends may reasonably expect
to see him upon his return, in the enjoyment of the
same hale hesrty health and strength, with which his
Lordship has been continually blessed hitherto.

g —p————— P g—r———————t ST

the introduction of lay members in any such assemblies | Mr. Tho ha
Scclesiastical purposes is altogether ! Clergy Reserve Petitions

l of the Clergy for Ecc c
without the sanction of Antiquity. In regard to mattcrs of | Revds. R. J. C. Taylor, S. S. Strong J. A. Mulock,
. R. Stinson, T. W. Alle, J. McIntyre,

i docttine, it is generally allowed by most persous profes~ | . Morris, E
| sing Church principles that the an’ly ought to bave no J:'pe,::hm'], J. A. Mulock, R. V. Roges, J. B.Worrell,
J. Rothwel, T. W. Marsh,

m&--éﬁir‘rlpion acknowldges receipt of
from the follwing:—

The * known principles” for which Dr.Beaven gives
me credit, must lead me, in my proper place, to nain-
tain “ for the Charch, her liberties, and hef rights,”'—
as far as those of the Preshytery are concerned. And
as J am satisfied that the Dr. will be able to expl
inconsistency (to all sppesrsnce) of his preseat posi- |
tion, more satisfactorily hereafter, than he did at the !
annual meeting of the Church Society, 1 hope he will .
rest satisficd that the hamble Individual whom he “ had |
been in the habit of respecting,” will be able, ¢ when & |
proper time for egplanation shall have arrived,) to re-
mave from his friend’s mind, all secming inconsistenc
with thase known priuciples. And, as [ shall furnish |
incontestible evidence in support and justificstion of my |
conduct as s Protesting Purish Priest, sgainst a per-
fectly uncalled forinaovation, (I mean uncalled for by |
circumstances, not by individuals) I should‘hope that -
hie will be ready to bring into court, some more relia-
ble * accuser of the brethren” thao that scandalous gos-
sip, Me. Tnovour.

As to my asking an ““apology” of Dr. Beaven for
bis “ late” notice of me in the Church paper, it is fur
from my intention ; sithough he may have every thiog
to gain by his position, and / may have every thing to
loose by mine,

Whether bis fellow admirers of the Deanaries may, |
or may not require an apolugy for the very indifferent
grace with which he has covered their retreat, | cannot
o readily tell ; for, they may possibly be of opinion
that a bud argument briogs discredit to A QUKSTION
which nothing oftentimes can efface, and friends may
be far more hurtful to it by their advocaey, than oppo-
nents could have been by their opposition ; or, on the
other hand, they may consider thst he Aas succeeded
in making as plausible a defence as the circumstunces of
the case would admit of.

Yuur obedicat servant,
F. Desnocnr,
Missionary ut Brochkville,

7o the Editor of the Church.

Rev. Sia,—As you have allowed me to see the letter
of the Rev. E. Denroche, previous to its going to press,
1 merely wish (o correct an apparent misapprebension
or two, into which he has fallen.

1. 1havehalno communication with Englaod upon
the subject.

. 9. 1 have not eat in judgment upon any of the Eng-
lish Clergy. but merely stated facte within the range of
my own knowledge, of which every one else was as
mach isaut as myself. The number of Fnglish
Clergymen who objected to the revival of Rural Deans
was extretuely small, and with scarcely an exception,
did not belong to the respectable part of the Clergy.

The personal remarke and reflcctions I leave to the
Judgment of others, ouly remai king that they were read
by me, as 1 am sure they will be by many others, with
the most extreme surprise sod regret.

1 remain, Rev. and desr Sir,
Yours faithtully,

JAMES BEAVEN:—

To the Editor of the Church.

2n,—As Mr. Bettridge hos condescended—touse his
own expression—to answer my leiter to you, | wish
that what lie has enid were more satisfactory. e has
not written one word to the purpose. Ile says that the
moeting in 1830 was called to take the anbject of a Con-
vocation into considerstion.  Does Mr. Bettridge miean
to say that this was the subject discussed.  1f not, then,
it is not to the purposc 1o say anything about the notice.
1 nssert that the subject debated was o Convention, not
& Convocation. And more than this, that the subject of
a Convocation never hus been treated of at uny mecting
of the Clergy since 1827,

There have been but two Meetings of the Clergy in
which this subjiect has been considered.  ‘The first was
called cighteen ;1 twenty yearsago, ond the second, thit
in 1836. 1 was prescat ut both, At the first Mecting,
Dr. Strachan advocated the expediency of a Convention,
und introduced *a plim™—to quote the words of the
Rev. Mr. Evaus, in the Church of April 11th—* re-
sembling, in muny of its principal features, that which
Mr. DaBlaquicre now proposes.®®  The introduction of
lny delegates into the Convention wis one of these se-
semblances.  ‘Tlus will go fur to shew what was the
plan submitted to the Clergy in 1836 .

The same plan was introduced for our congideration in
1836—and the observations, o and con, mude ut the
meeting will shew that | vm corcect.  The late Rev,
Mr. Cartwright commenced the discussion, by assest-
ing that the Laity had always from the times of the
Apostles been admiitted 10 meetings of the Clergy, until
wevented by ‘the wsurpations of the Clergy ; wud the
kev. Gentleman read several guotations from Bingham's
Aatiquitics, which! he lhoug‘ll. roved the conectuess
of hin views on this sfbject.  When he had finishied, one
of the Clergy auswered that it, ag he asserted, the ad-
mission of the Laity wus of Apostolical appointment,
wa should find the plan as wniversally adopted as the
Apostolical office of lliulmra. Tliat this had never been
the case; and then ke rend some extructs from Bingham
to shew that they had been admitted in comparatively
fow places,—that - thevefore, their admission was s mmt-
ter of mere expediency, where it had been permitted.
Then followed nome observations on the working of the
t?slem in the United States ; wnd these were mm&v by a
Clergyman who had been there lately—travelling in
that country. Such was the form the discussion teok,
mnd it shews that we had, under considlenation. not o
Convocution but a Couvention,

Dr. Strachan put us in mind that nothing could be
done without the sunction-of the Archbishop of Canter~
bury. ‘The doenmients it was prowised, should be sent
Jlome to him, wnd | mpr.m-tlwy were, we waited some
time for an answer, at last it came, and trusting to my |
memory, 1 thouzht, from the Archbishop ; but ax Mr,
Bettridge would have regaided it simply as the opinion
of au individy!, not the decision of a person having a
right to decide. 1w not sorey that 1 was mistaken,
fur the answer comes in the shupe of an exteact from a

celebrated work und fiom some, (hatis suppose acreral
Clergymen of + high standing and lewaing.*  And ax
Mr. Hettridge wever knew any thing of this answer, al-
though he was present when the eharge continning it
was read, §am ghad that §hasve now before mie a copy
of it o few extiucts tram which, will ugain shew that §
a Convention and nota Convocuation was the subject on '
which we had been long expeetg the answer. The
Bishop says Seet. 1o, pp 32 and 338, The advantaze of ;
annual meetings of the Clergy of the Diocese hay been

!

frequently n subject of delibetation.  Such peviodical - Eonis, vol. 14; Rev. M. Harsis. vol. 13 Mr. G. Pat- |

Conrentions were nturally suggested by the example
of our neighbours in the United States. 1 appeats that {

voice. On the other hand, whether Laymen should be
allowed a voice in the management of the temporal
concerns of the Church is not without difficulty. And
80 on throughout page 33; thus again shewing by the

sin the | answer that the subject deliberated on, wasaConvention | Eljiot, F. Mack, E. L. Elw

consisting of Lay delegatesas well as of Cletgy. These
remarks in the Bishop’s charge, it is 1o be obeerved,
were taken from the work 1efetred to by him —and
what do the ¢ several Clergymen of high standing and
learning” say. They asked the Bishop, * what par-
ticular business can you have to transuct, or on which to
deliberate T You are a branch of the United Church of
England and Ireland. ‘The constitution of the Church
hus been long settled, and YoU CAN MAKE NO MoOVE-
muNT but in accordance with hes principles and practice
AFVTER SHE HAS LED THE wav.”  Had nothing been
proposed for the consideration of these learned Clergy-
tnen, u Convention for instance, opposed to her practice
and principles. there would have. been no occasion for
the last quoted remark.  They go on to say, *a Dio-
cesan Synod can only take cognizance of such matters
as are peculiar to the Diocese, and dispose of them in a
way that is agrecable to the wsages %/f the Church, of
which you are an integral part.” he unity of the

Church must be preserved, and this can only be done by .

confining the power of Leuislation to the head, and ve-
straining the branches.
Mecting, and these extracts from the answer, it is very
clear that not a Convocation, but a Convention, was the
subject of deliberation.

And now with regard
unnuimousl{-—we can judge of the nature of the resolu-
tions from the above extracts, whatever the words used
may have been, it is quite clear they had respect to a con+
vention, and llhoul3 as soon have thought of voting in
favour of a resolution recommending the abolition of
Bishops, as in favour of one recommending a Conven-
tion, and several of the Clergy were of the same opinion
as myself,and I therefore aguin assert, that the resolutions
did not pass unanimously.  That the opposition made to
them by memight have been treated as of no consequence
and therefore overlooked, very possible—yet still they did
not pass unanimously therefore Mr. Bettridge ** has mis-
stated one of his facts ;”” and although he was present at
the reading of the answer to the resolutions “ he has not
thought it necessary to mention the other.”

Mr. Bettridge says, * our position demands it*’—that
is self-government,—The ecclesiastical law of England

docs not extend to us,” &e., &c., and thence inferring |

the necessity of a convocation, and this although he
says he is a Migh Churchman  What I have hitherto
scen in favour of this plan has been from persons in the
ranks of the Low Church party, | think—1I rejoice to be
able to ask of a High Churchman, it Mr. Bettridge be
indeed one, for from a Conversation I had with him at the
Bishop’s. then the Archdeacon’s table; ] had concluded
otherwise, what is to be the use or benefit of the Convo-
cation or Convention, if we obtain cither, what portion of
the Bishop’s doings or sayings is to come under its juris-
diction T Is it lus reflusing to ordain one Candidute for
Holy Orders, and ordaining another—for this I suppose
is one of the chief grievances.—But who will undertake

; thiss—TheBishop alone
has the right to ordain, aud the fitness or unfitness of
the person seeking ordination, surely ought to be decided
on by him too.

Have the Bishops at lTome any power ableto contfol
them similar to that now asked for here. 1t appears to
we that what we want, is just what they have, not a Con-
vatation nor Convention, for we have nothing for these to
do, but the Ecclesinstical Courts for the trial of offenders
Here indeed the Bishops power needs to be circum-
scribed or esnlarged, just as any one may think, he has
all or no power over an offending Clergyman, A con-
vocation or convention can be of no use to us for we
can make no new kuws for onr own government.—
But the Ecclesiatical Courts might be of great service
and | think that all the Clergy in the Province wonld be
glud to see them established. .

With regard to the time at which the meeting in
1836 tonk place, the Reverend Mr, Bettridge observes,
that it was during the abacnce of the Bishop, None

of his remarks on this point apply to me. for were the

Archdeacons now to call a meeting in the absence of
the Bishop, 1shonld as readily uttend as 1 did then.
Yet it is strange that cven here Mr. Bettridge has
been guilty of an omission of a very important fact—
vie: that the absence of the good old man Dr.
Stewart, was occasioned by his having gone home to
die, and that we were without a Bishop till the conse-
f-ration of Dr. Strachan, and further, one of the sub-
jects debated on, ot the same mectiog L think, was the
means of providing for the succession of the Episcopate
in this Province. :

“ Mr. Boswoll’s E. kindly lectures me and others on
our filial obedicnee towards our Diocesan.” Me, Bos.
well does nosuch thing, He lectures Mr. Bettridge
and others on their wish for *self government”
which gupposes a separation between this Province
and the Mother Country, for until this has taken
piace, the wurds of the Revered and learned gentle-
maun:consulted by the Bishop are still trne.  “ You can
make no movement but.in accordance with the prinei-
ple agd practice of the Church ut home,"—and a con-
vention is in accordance with neither ane nor the
other, I remain, your obedient servant,

Fowarp J. BoswrrLLr,
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Tue Amcupeacos or Yomx will (D.V.) visit
| the following parishes and stations in the Gore
| District, at the times undermentioned The same
course is recommended as at former :isitations,—
that the business of the meeting stould be pre-
ceded by Morning or Evening Prayes :—

Stony Creek ...... Tuesday, ~ Auvgus 20, 3 ;/'P.M.
. Binbrook......... .. Wednesday, ¢ 21,10 , A. M.
York (GrandRiver) . “ 21, 43, p.:.
! Caledonia .......... Thursday, ¢ 22,10, a. %
! Tuscarora ..eeeveee “ “ 22, 3,P. M.
!Mohawk eesesnsaness Friday, “ 23,10 ,A.M
Brantford.....ccoeeee ¢ o 23, 3,pP. N

“ “ ' 23, 6}, P.M.
24, 11 , AN
24, 6}, {p. M.
26,10 , a. M.
26, 6‘, P. M.

27,10 , A. M.

Paris ...oco.eeeeenne
St. George .......... Saturday,
Galt .cccvrresreersoen ¢
Bevesley ............ Monday,
Dundas ......coe0.c0 “
ANCaster .ooeeeeee.s Tuesday,

“"

"

(14

"

[

Hamilton.......c00ee  * “« 27, 7T,P.M
Wellington Square Wednesday, “ 2§, 10 , A. M.
Nelson....cocooneees ¢ “ 28, 3,p.M
Palermo ............ Wednesday ¢ 28, 6,P.m.
Hornby ......e.oee Thursday, “ 29, 11 , A.m.
Norval.coovveeerenens ¥ “« 2, 3,rN.
Milton................ Friday, “w 30,11, a.m.
Oakville ..ooevveees ¢ “« 30, 6}, r.m.
e ——

THE CHURCH UNIVERSITY..

‘The following Circular has been addressed by
the Lord Bishop of Toronto, to every Clergyman
in England whose name appears on the Clergy list.
‘I'he *printed document” alluded to by Ilis Lord-
ship, was published in our last :—

LouxpoN, 19 Bury-street,
St. James, 12th Jaue, 1850.

Revereno Brotaer IN Curist.—I venture re-
spectfully to invite your attention to the accompanying
printed document, from which it will sppear, that the
means of providing & University edgcation in the
priuciptes of the Church of England, for-the Members
and Ministry of that Church have been violently de-
stroyed in my Diocese, by thewithdrawal of the Char-
ter of King's College and the scizure of its endow-
ment. .

In this great emergency my only resource is in the
Lalms of God's faithful people. My own Diocese has
_contributed almost beyond its power, snd 1 have now
! come to England at an advanced age to begin anew a
" work which has occupied fifty years of my life, and to
. throw myse¢lf on the Christian liberality of the Mother
. Country.

Reference has been made, in this case of unprece-
" dented hardship and oppression, to the two Arch.
! hishops and all the other Bishops of the Church, who
not only sanction any application I may make in their
respective Dioceses, but accord me their kind sympa-
thies and best wishes; and bid me God speed.

Under these circumstances I feel no shame in soli-
citing such aid from your Sunday offerings, Congre-
gational collections, or Friendly donations, and sub-
scriptinns, as may be in your power to grant.

Perhaps as the case is urgent and I am avxiouns to
return to my Diocese, you will do me the farther
kindness of remitting your gift at your early conve-
| nience, either to the office of the Society for the Pro-
! pogation of the G.spel, 79 Pall Mall, or to one of the
other pluces poioted out at the fout of the printed doca-
ment, '

I am, Revercnd Sir,
Your Faituful Brother, .
Joun.
By Divine Permission, Bishop of Turonto.

P S ——
“THE GODLESS UNIVERSITY.”

A letter has heen pointed out to us in the
British Whig, bearing the above title, and pur-
i porting to be written by “a Clergyman of the
: Church of Eugland,’”” advocating the cause of the

ing to the ciccumstance that his owo Churck
(together with the other religious bodies) is not
henceforth to be allowed by Act of Parliament to-
jnstitute peculiar worship in the University e
classes the Church of England with all the other
religious bodies as a ** sect.™

This is quite enovgh to satisfy us that the writer
cannot be one of the Kingston Clergy ; and that he
is either a Dissenter, or one of those low-princi-
pled laymen, who would be much more suitably
placed out of the Church of England than in it.
But though thie is the decitive mark of the lati-
tudinarian, there are other indications of the
cloven foot. For instance we do not believe that
any of the Kingston Clergy would have selected s
sentence from his Bishop’s Pastoral Letter to hold
up before the ‘public as a mistepresentation. ~And
we thiok that the Dissenter rather than the
Churchman appears in the sentence in which be
speaks of * one portion of the public enjoying psi-
vileges from which others are precluded,” and
“ one party in the commonwealth monopolizing
benefite, being patronized, favoured, enriched, and
all others left to struggle for themselves.” At all
events we have mixed pretty largely with the
Clergy, and keow something of the Kingston
Clergy, and we canpot imagine any one of them
fancying himself to belong to a body that is “ pa-
tronized, favoured, enriched.” The joke is really
too good. If there is any class of people in the
community, who in proportion to their education,
acquirements and labouf, are trampled on, dis-
couraged and poverly ridden, it is the Clergy of
the Church of England. No,no! One of the
Clergy themselves could never have written that
sentence.

Qur friend of course wishes ue, having been
expelled from the University, to give up the Rec-
tories ; for, * Can any one assert that it is fair that
one portion of the public should enjoy privileges
from which others are precluded P**  1le will next
advise us, on the same princip’e, to give up the
Clergy Reserves: next he will recommend that the
whole Church of England should resign her tithe-
rent-charge, and go vpon the volontary principle ;
for what je unfair in Canada is unfair in England,
we presume.

— And-yet—this—gentleman—wishes—us—to-believe—
that he is a Clergyman of the Church of England!
The joke is too good.

With regard to the arguments contained in this
letter, they are really of no importance, except as
being supposed to come from a clergyman. It is
simply the opinion which a correspondent and our-
selves have so recently combatted, that “general
education, without religious preference or religious
exclusion,” is * calculated to benefit all parties.
without injuriously affecting any.”  This is assum-
ing the whole question in dispute : ard we deny
most emphatically that such * general education®*
is calculated to promote * the well being of society
in reference to ite present happiness and miost dis-
tant hopes.”

But we will for the present re-inforce our opinion
by an extract from the London Quarterly Review,
which we have taken from an Article on the scheme
of the london University, kindly borrowed for us
by.a friend. .

“ A weightier objection still remains against the
assumed title of Education, in the omission of that
large and diversified and all important province of
it, religion. It is not enough to say that in this
respect the students will be as well off a8 they were
before; that all the churches and conventicles of
London are open to them ; that this s an eflair
between each individual and his own conscience ;
and that the times are gone by, when, unless men
agree in certain articles of faith, they ought to be
debarred from the benefits of intellectual improve-
ment.

“ Religious knowledge is not merely a code of
precepts and articles of faith, It isintimately con-
vected with the whole course of ancient history,
with philology and criticism, with the study of the
learned languages, with moral and metaphysical
philosophy.  [T'his is precieely what we have illus-
trated and proved in a recent number.—Ep. Cn. ]

s

- Government in passing the late University Act.

We have strong reason to believe that this cor-

i under false colours, and that he is not a Clergy-
 man of the Church of England at all ; and that he

It runs paralletwith the progress of the human mind
i in every liberal pursuit. ‘The peasant may be as
wise as his condition requires him to be, without
i the light of learning or philosophy ; but the infor-
! mation which is sufficient for the peasant is beneath

1. W, Allan, ad. sab. and rew. for Mr. Merton and self, | employs that respectable name only for the pur- | the claims which such a sulject has upon the scho-

vol, 14; Beve A LBV vem. for Mr. ) Ginty, vols, 12 &

133, and self, ‘:l"’. 14; Rev. T, A. Young, rem vol. 135
Rev. W, B, King, reme, an referving o the late ma.

nager’s books another volume appearsstill due; W. 2,
Vidol, Exq., rem. 3 J. Kerby, Esq.. rem. for Rev. A.
Elliott, vols, 12 & 13, Rev. Mr, Kennedy, vol 13, W,
Florence, Esq. vol. 13, Rev. J. C. Usher, vof. 13, and
Jun, Kirby,

vol, 14; Reve R. Garrett, ad. sub. and rem. for Mr.J |

Watts, and sclfy both vol. 14; Rev. F. & Harper, ren.

Letters received by Me, Chowpion, from 1st July to
Tth August, containing remittances on account of The
Churel newspaper:— Rev. P, Shirly, for sol. 14; Mrs.
Audesson, vol. 13 Rev. J. A, Mulack, vol. 14; James

terson, vol, J3: Mrs EFyvons, vol. 13; Benj. Babbits,

vol. 14 Lawrence Dale, vol, 14,

‘isq «vol 135 1 D, Cameron, Esq., rem, |

" pose of gaining greater attention to his opinions.
We doubt its being the production of a Clergy-
i man, because there is a genciral flippancy of man-
I ner, and & misrepresentation of facts which we

lar and the gentleman.  1f, indeed, the mind be
carefully instructed in every other branch of
liberal knowledge, without a corresponding acquaint-

i ance with that which is the most momentous of all,

; certainly should not expeet from any of the King- | an undue bias must be given to the judgment.—

i ston Clergy.  But there is one sentence in it
- which we think stamps it as the production of

some person who has only assumed the name.
- describing, or rather misreprescnting, the effect of

the University Act, he says, * There is to be!

henceforth no chartered  monopaly of religious

s of Parliament to institute a peculiar worship, to

t propound peculiar dogmas, to impose a peculiur

teaching there, noone sect is to be allowed by Aet -

¢ The topic which is not expanded in proportion to
, the rest will virtually shrink into insignificance and
In

be despised.  Its track will be forsaken ; its trea-
sures undiscovered, its domain uncultivated.

* We cannot therefore 100 earnestly insist upon
the incompleteness of any esystem of education in
which this main ingredient is wanting ; and we are
disposed to atiribute much of that culightened re-
ligious principle, which, with sll our faults, certainly



