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On the arrival of the Missionary Bishop, the Com-
mittee. hasingunder consideration the appropriation to
the Constantinople Mission for the year 1850, came
unanimously to the conclusion, that the removal of the
Missionary Bishop with bis family, had closed the
Mission in ‘l‘urgey, rer f
ther appropriation of Missionary funds to that Station.
But, inasmuch as it has been _the habit qf the Com-
mittee to make some appropriation to Mnmomnes who
Lave returncdto this country from ghenr stations, they
passcd the following Resolutions, viz :—

« Resolved, That thesum of six hundred dollars, in
addition to the sum of one hundred and fifty dollars

already advanced, (being the amount of six months | P

salary, from lstJavuar,

to 1st July 1850,) to be paid
o the Rt. Rev. Bishop o

thgate.”

Srom our Englisl) Files.

Exeter against the induction
. Gorham, to the Vicarage of

1ROTEST of the Bishop o,
of the Rec. G.
Lrampford, Speke. o

t [n the name of the Holy Trioity, Amen.—We,
Heory. by Divine permission Bishop of Exeter, baving
heen monisoed by this venerable Court of Arches to
bring into the registry of the same presentation made
to us by Her Majesty Queen Victoria, as patron of
the vicarage of Brampford Speke, in our said diocese,
commanding us to institute the Rev. G. C. Gorham,
clerk, bachelor of divinity, to the Church of the said
parish, and to the cure and government of the souls of
the parishioners of the ssme—which presentation afore-
said notwithstanding we have found it to be our duty to
refuse to admit and iostitute the said Rev. George
Cornelius Gorham to the said church and cure of souls
inasmoch as it hath manifestly appeared to, and bath
been adjudged by us, after due examivation had, that
the said clerk was and is not fit to be entrusted with
such cure of souls, by reason of his having held and
continuing to hold certain false aud unsound doctrines,
contrary, to the pure Catholic faith, and to the doc-
trines set forth and taught in the Thirty-nine Articles
of the Church of England, and in the Book of Com-
mon Prayer, and sdministration of the Sacraments,
according to the use of the ssid Church— agaiost
which our refusal to institute bim, as saforesaid,
the said clerk did prosecute his suit called duple
quercla in_ this said venerable Court, and such suit
was by the same, after due learing, solemnly re-
fused und rejected, whercupon the said clerk did ap-
peal to the judgment of Her Majesty in Council, and
Her Mojesty in Council bath remitted the cause to this
venerable Court, declaring that we, the said Bishop,
have not shown suflicient cause why we did not insti-
tute the said George Cornelius Gorham to the said
vicarage of Brampford Speke. and commanding that
right and justice be in this Court done in this matter,
pursuant to the said declaration,—do hereby, ia obe-
dicnce to the monition of this Court, bring ioto the re-
gistry of the same the eaid presentation—
“ Under protest, that whereas her said Majesty, be-
fore she remitted the said cause to_this Court with the
—declaration aforesaid, did refer the same to the Judicial
Committee of her Majesty’s said Council to hear the
same, and to make their report and recommendation
to her Majesty thereupon ; and the said Judicial Com-
mittee did acordingly hear the said cause, dod make
their report and recommendation, after hearing the
same, that her Majesty should remit the said cause,
with- the declaration aforesaid ;- but such their report
and recommendation was notoriously and expressly
founded on & ccrtain statement of the doctrines held
by the said George Cornelius Gorham, as it appeared
to them, the said Judicial Comumittec, which state-
ment was in the terms following o—

“ ¢ That baptism is a sacrament generally necessary
to salvation, but that the grace of regeneration does not
80 necessarily accompan{ the act of baptism ; that re-
generation invariably takes place in baptism ; that the

grace may be granted before, in, or after baptism ; |.

that baptism is an effectual sign of grace, by which
God works invisibly in us, but only in such as wor-
thily receive it—in them alone it has a wholesome ef-
fect; und that without reference to the qualification of
the recipient, it is not itself an effectual sign of grace;
that infants baptised, and dying before actual sin, are
certainly saved, but that io vo case is regeneration in
. baptisia unconditional.

“And whereas, the adove-recited statement, on
which the said Judicial Committee did so expressly
found their said report and recomendation to her Ma-
jesty, was set forth by them as a just and true and suf-
ticient statemeot of the doctrine held by the said George
Cornelius Gorham, nntwithstanding he bad declared
(A. 15) that * as ipfants are by nature unworthy re-
cipients, being born in sin, and the children of wrath,
they cannot receive any beuefit from baptism, except
there shall have been a prevenient act of grace to make
them worthy,’ and bad solemnly re-affirmed the same
(A, 70) when his attention was by us specially called
thereto, in order that hie miglit correct it if he thought
fit; and notwithstauding that he, the said George
‘-oruclius Gorbam, had furthur declared( A. 19) of *bap-
tised infants, who, dying befure they commit actual
§ip, are undoubtedly” saved, that ¢ therefore they must
have been regenerated by an act of grace prevenient
to their baptisw in order to make tThem worthy recip-
icuts of that sacraments.” Again (A. 27) ‘the- new
Dature must have been possessed by those who receive

and rendered unnecessary any far-

to be in direct opposition to the plain teaching of the ;
Church, and utterly to destroy the sacramental char. !
racter of baptism ; inasmuch as it separates the grace |
of.that sscrament from the sacrament itself; which ;
said heretical opinions 80 held by the said George Cor- ;
nelius Gorham, and thus by the said Lord Bishop of
London expressly brought to the notice of the said
Judieial Committee, and the manifest contradiction of ;
the said opiaions to the teaching of the Church plainly
pointed out, were nevertheless wholly oaiitted by the
¢aid Judicial Commiittee in the statement of the doce l
trine which appeared to them to be held by the eaid :
George Cornelius Gorham, on which statement they ;|
rofessed to found their report and recommendation
to her Majesty as aforesaid.

¢*Now we, the said Henry, Bishop of Exeter, taking
the premises into our serious and anxious consideration,
and furthermore, considering that the judgment of
Her Most Gracious Majesty in council on the said ap-
peal was pronounced solely in reliance of the state-
ment made ia the report and recomendation of the
said Judicial Committee, as being a just, true, and.
sufficient statement, do, by virtue of authority given
to us by God, as a Bishop in the Church of Christ
and in the apostolic branch of it planted by God’s pro-
vidence within this land, and established therein by
the laws and constitution of this realm, hereby solemnly
repudiate the said judgment, and declare ittobe null
and utterly withouteffect in foro consciestia, and do
appeal therefrom iu all that concerns the Catholic faith’
to * the Sacred Synod of this nation when it shall be in
the name of Christ assembled as the true Church of
Eogland by represeatation.’ v

“ And further, we do colemn(l! protest and declare,
that whereas the said George Coraelias Gorbam %?I
mauilestly and notoriously hold the aforesaid hereti
doctrines, snd hath not since retracted and disclaimed
the same, any Archbishop or Bishop, or any official of
any Archbishop or Bishop, who shall institute the said
George Cornclius Gorham to the cure and governmeat
“of the souls of she parishioners of the said parish of
Brampford Speke, within our dincese aforesaid, will
thereby incur the sin of supporting and favouring the
said heretical doctrines, and we do hereby renounce
and repudiate sll. coflmunion withany one, he he whom
he may, who shall so institute the said George Corne-
jius Gorham as aforesaid.

“ Given under our hand and Episcopal sea) this 20th
day of July, in the year of our Lord 1850.

: “H. ExeTen.”
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{ We decm it necessary to follow the exampleof the London
Church periodicals, and to apprize our readers that we are not
responsible for the opinions of our Correspondents.—Ev. Cn.)

To the Editor of the Church. )

Si1a,—My engagements have not hitherto allowed me
time to notice what 1 must term the gratuitous and vin-
dictive attack which you have made upon me in The
Church of the 1st instant. ] now ask the space which
-equity-and-usage-accord to-sn-assailed-individual; to re«
pel and refute your imputations.

You expend much wrath upon the authorities of the
Wesleg:m Body for desiring to remove the site of Vic-
toria College from Cobourf to Toronto~just as if that
body had no right to establish or remove their College
L where they please, without .the permission of The
Church? your wrath seems to be beyond res'raint
at the condugt of the same Body, in not persisting in
svowed to the Toronto University in: the teeth
of the fact, that a Legislative enactment
sed for the express. pu of providing religious in-
struction and oversight for the students of the Univer-
sity. 1t is not, however, my present object to reply to.
your attacks apon others. Your angry effusion against’
the Wesleyan Body, seems to have been but the exor-
dium of your personal attack upon me, which you
commence ia the following words:—

# We fear that that very Ministry who were so
stoutly denounced by, and in their turn denounced Dr.
Ryerson, have, with the hope of securing the public
support, bought him, with the hope, with him, of secur-
ing a large and influential body of professing Christians.
‘They may have found but a too venal sycophant ; but
we can tell them that they will fail in their ultimate
end. We know that that gentleman has no more in-
fluence in his own denomination than he bas in the
Church.”

On this characteristic e, I have t» make two or
three remarks. The first is, whether a difference, seve-
ral years ago, between some members of the present
Administration and myself, respecting the facts and cir-
cumstances of a certain coup detat, requires or implies
a difference on every or any thing else affecting the pub-
lic weal, much less mutual individual hostility 3 And
whether the attempt of the The Chwrch, to revive and

rpetuate personal animosities from such an occurrence,
1s justified by any principle of mlli.tical integrity, or is
cousistent with any dictate of Christian fecling?t .

Then, as to your imputation of bribery, it, of course,
falls n[;on the Government as well as upon me. Po-
litical bribery imp!ies political necessity, and is the for-
lorn resort of an administration, weak in power and
vicious in principle, or of rival parties nearly balanced,
and one or both without integrity or honor. Whether
parties among us are ia this state of equilibrium, or whe-
ther the Government is reduced to this extremity, in

baptism rightly ; and therefore possessed befor the seal
was affised,’—meaning thereby before baptism was '
given. Again (A. 60) ‘that filial state”’ ( meaning :
thereby ¢adoption to be the sons of God’), *th.ug
clearly to be ascribed to God, n:fiven to the wor-"
thy recipient before baptism, and not in baptism,’
Wanifestly contradicting thereby the said Articles of |
Religion, and the doctrine of the said Book of Com- |
mon Prayer, as set forth in its offices of public aod pri- |
vate bqptxsm of infants and of confirmation, and espe-
cially in the ¢ catechism or instruction to be learned of |
every person, before he be brought to be confirmed by |
the Bishop.,’ Notwithstanding, too, that the Lord .
Bishop of London, who was summoned by c«mmand :
of her M‘J?Sty to attend the hearing of the said appeal, |
and who did attend the same accurﬁingly. having been
requested by the said Judicial Committee to read and
consider the sail report and recommendation before
It was laid before ber Majesty, did thereupon read
and consider the same, aud after such readiog and
consideration thereof, did ssy and advise the said Ju-
dicial Committee to this effect, that he conld not con-
$¢nt to the said report and vecommendation, becaase
the said George Curnelius Gorham bolds that remis- l
!

sion of sins, adoption into the family of God, and re-
generation, must all take place, in the cise of infasts,
:°‘ in baptism, nor by mesns of baptism, but before
Sptism—1n opinion which the eaid Lord Bishop de- '
clared to the said Judicisl Cammittee appeated 10 him .

. % thinketh no evil.” .

the midst of a Parliament, and with & majority of more
than two to one in that Parliament, is a problem of easy
solution. ‘The absurdity of such an imputation, under
such circumstances, is as palpable as the oddity of its
conception by a journal which assumes, par excellence,
to be the authorized exponept of that charity which

“To your impu n myself, of my being
" bonght’:” and oF my beingp:2 vengl sycophant,” I re-

ly by referring you to the *“ correspondence on tho
gcﬁoo{ Law of Upper Canada,”” which has taken place
between members of the Government and mysell, and
which has lately been printed by order of the Legisla-
tive Assembly. ‘I'bat correspondence extends overa

period of more than four years, and will show whether, }-

under successive administrations, I have compromised
or concealed any opinion or recommendation which I
thought important 1o the educational interests of this
Province. The same correspondence will show, that,
within the Jast year, [ expressed my wish and intention
to resi lnr ce, rather than be an agent in a system
which?be jeve a then recent act of the Legislature
would denude of an avowed and positively Christian
character. Now Sir, you, with your Bishop, have de.
nounced the Toronto University as s “ godiess and in-
fidel” imt'i)ntion, and its system of education as * antis
christian.” Yet, Clergymen of your own Church-have
continued to act as agents in that ** anti-christian’® sys-
tem, and have retained their situations and sa 2
officers of that * godless and infidel” institution, DBut

been pas-

have you proclaimed them as * bought,”” and pronounced
them as “venal sycophants 1’ Yet, you apply these ‘
terms to me. in the teeth of the facts referred to, and
without the shadow of reason to justify your assault, l

Your concluding charge, Sir, is no less groundless |
than the one wit \vh{;ﬁx you commenced. I again |
quote your own wouds, a3 follows ;==

« The awkward and infamous attempt to place him.
self over the College of the couutry, by the insertion of .
a clause in his Bill, requiring the highest seats of learn-
ing in the land to report to him (!) ought to secure to
him the condemnation of every honest man in the Pro-
vince—a clause which Mr. Hincks declared was in
neither the original Bill nor in the last proof sheets!
Who then would insert it but Dr. Ryerson? It is
enough, one would suprose, to have over our Common
Schools & man of no literary qualifications for the office,
withont the same individual forcing himself upon the
Colleges.”

Your specific charge admits of a specific reply. That
reply is, lirst, that Mr. Hincks never made the state-
ment, respecting the * proof sheets,” which you’ at.
tribute to him; secondly, that 1 had no more to do with
the printing of the School Bill, than’the Editor of The
Church; thirdly, that what you impute to me as
¢ infamons,”® is” only a famous calumny of your own
propagation—fraternally joined as you are by the
Eraminer and North dmerican —a triumvirate the na.
tural affinity of whose elements and whose homo-
geneous character, are asufficient illustration of it
own spirit and principles, and afford another example
of the truth of the adage, Les extrémes se touchent.

It is true, the original draft of the School Bill was pre-
pared by me, as directed by the Government; that
draft was printed (by the Queen’s Printer) without
alteration, by the direction of the Government, and
under the correction of the Law Officer of the Legisla-
tive Assembly. The draft of the Bill thus printed, was
designed for private use—for the examination of mem-
bers of the Goverument, and for consultations with
other parties. That draft of the Bill did not contain the
clauses which you designate as an * infumous attempt”
on my part. The addition of those and several other
clauses of the Bill as originally submitted by me, was
the result of the examination and consultation referred
to.. The draft-of the Bill as thus amended, - wns azain
Elaced, by a member of the F.xecutive Council, in the

ands of the Law Officer of the Legislative Assembly,
and was afterwands (by order of the House) printed
under his direction and correction. That officer ¢can be
referred toas to whether I had any thing to do with the
* proof sheets” from first to last, and whether & single
coriection was made in them except by himself. Your
imputation upon me, S8ir, involves a direct charge of
infidelity or inefRiciency against the Law Officer of the
Legislative Assembly, who is responsible for the cor
rect printing of all such Bills, and in the characteristic
conception of a mind distorted by jealousy or familiar
with low and crooked intrigues.

text for

;our  infamous” charge. ' 1 know the whole
design o

them by members of the Government and

ment, and did not contemplate givir.g me the slightest
authority over any College in the country. In my an-
nual School Reports for the last three years. I have
given all the information which could be collected, re-
specting all- the Colleges, Academics, Grammar and
Private Schools in the Province ; and in the blank forms
of reports sent out annually by me to locatSupgrinten-
dents of Schools, columns have been provided foe, inkert-
ing these various items of information. Dut who, be.
sides The Church and the other iriumvirs, will say that
I have attempted to place myself ¢ over® these institu.
tions in endeavouring, from ycar to year, to obtain sta-
tistical information from them, so ss to present a just
and attractive révumé of the educational state and facili-
ties of the country. In the neighbouring States, ever

College and Academy,ns well as school throughouteach
State, that receives a'farthing of public aid, is required :
to report annually to some designated Department ofthe

Government, according to a form prgscribed by it, and
that Department is required to make a general report to |
the Legislature. But no one, where the practice haslong .
obtained, has ever heen ignorant enough to suppose
that these institutions being required to report to a Pube
lic Department certain annual statistics, were, there-
fore, in the slightest degree, under the control of that
Department. moment I saw certain members of
the Legislative Assembly (snch as the * Member for
Norfolk” and the ¢ Junior Member for the City of To-
ronto”) so far imbued with thze spirit of The Chwrch
as to give a bad interpretation of thé dbjects of the
clauses of the School . Bill sn question,~an interpreta- |
tion as alien to my feelings as it was_injurious to me

Finally, in regard to the clauscs which are the pre. &

myself, was to have a complete statistical view of the
_e«h_ca_tm_mnm_gf_&mﬂ_ammmmﬁnm
partment, laid before the public in some annual docu-

(To the Hon. P. B. DeBlaguiére )

Sin,—Lately standing in your place in Parliament,
you stated that as A member of the Church of England
it was your conviction it would not be for the benefit
of the Church to have a University of her own. You
are aware that this is not the eonviction of the Bishop,
who is allowed to be a person of keen discernment, and
of good practical wisdom; nor of the great body of the
Clergy, who are men of habitual reflection, and must
in the natire of things be conversant with matters of
this sort; and that it is not the convietion of a very .
large majority of the laity, is evident, from the manner
in which the cal! of the Bishop to subscribe for a Uai-
versity of our own, was responded to, The anuals of
benevolence furpish but few instances to equal iti—
That you are a person of distinguished virtue I doubt
not, but—in face of the ahove facts—1 cannot believe,
that modesty is your most distioguished virtue. B}r
cause you are s Churchman you secm to think that all
iy;onr speculations concerning the Church must tend to
er good.  This by no meaos follows. The heaviest
blows which have been given to the Charch in this
vovince, have been given by Churchmen. They
ave stabbed her to gratify their cupidity or their Just
for power.  You are disposed to laud the University,
I suspect, merely because you arve its Chancellor.-=
Thata person of your high character, should accept an
office which was rejected hy one of Jour Judges, and
which on account of the 1l savor which a University
so constituted sent all over the province, there was
great difficulty in getting any respectable person to 6il
—surprises me not a little. Let as look for a few mo-
ments at the facts of the case. .| The University was
oncecnrs. We were asked to surrender our Charter,
in order to make a few alterations to meet the prpular
prejudices,—we surrendered it—the alterations were
made—the University went into operation, and worked
well for years—then we were by an Act of the Legis-
lature thrown suddeunly cut. Do you approve of this?
It is impossible.. You are too ﬁood & mabp to lgprovo
of such base, such iniquitous legisistion. There is
such a thing as justice, there is such a thing as honour,
and every man of lustice and of honour, must look with
indignation and scorn upon the suthors of it.. The
Church was thrown out—for what? To makeroom
for infidelity. Qbserve the lll!mllf! of the Preamble
in the University Act—to cnable it (the University)
to accomplish its high parpose, it sbail be entirely free
in its government and discipline from sli Denowina-
tional bias”—That is that there may be vo diversity of
opinion expresscd upon any minor polnt of religion,
there shall be no religion at all. ‘¢ The Chaucellor is
notto bea Minister, Ecclesinstio, or Teacher, under,
or sccording to, any form or profession of religious
faith or worship, whatsoever.” He may be a Pagan,
but he may not be a Christian teacher. ‘ There shall
be no Faculty of Divinity.” All the Professors may
teach the nature of false religion, but they may not say
s word upon the troe. ** No religious Teacher can bu
Professor or member of the Senate.” The Professors
and Sonators may be Infidels, they may be profligates
who shew contempt for any thing saored, but they
must not be Christian Teachers; leat by Christisn

erities ) | Ll ;

of the Province! The Senate are restricted from -
making any statutes, rules and ordinances repugnant °
to the laws or statues of the Proviace, but there is Bo
attempt to be made to put down irreligion or blasphemy.-
All the Professors were to remain till removed, but
the Professors of Divinity—~as it would seem from the -
vilenegp_of bis calliog—must be kicked out at onoe.—
God ts not to be worshiped in: the - University. - His
pame is not to be iuvoked, His authotity never to.be

t veferred to, duties may be tanght without any allusion>
to Revelation, opinions may be freely expressed on all
subjects—bat not & word of God, of the divive law or
thq_leeonuubilil{,ol any human being. Such is'the
character of the University of which yousre Chaneel.
lor. and which ‘f“ would have us membersof:the
Church of England to sanction! OA! tempora O !
mores. 1 8ir tell you freely thag believiog as I do the
Bible to be divinely Inspired, and that'1 am to be
guided by it in all my eonduct, and la the educatiop of
my children amongst the rest—and much #s°I fovs
literature and sclenco—1 would just as soon think of
sending my daughter to a brothel to be tanght some
useful branches that some of its inmates m‘ﬂ t kuow,
as ] would send & son of mine to ﬂud{’ at s University
whereall religion is excluded.. In s University where
God was vou:n:zrd. aud where onall ﬁuiuf ocossions
duty was enforced by motives drawn immedintely from
the Bible, I saw the dificalty of restraining the Dy
of the youths by whom - I ‘was surrounded—bdut how
soon would such dificalty hecome idsiibduadle if ‘the
worship of God were discontinued snd the Bible were
to become :Jmocribed book! Not to tesch the exls.
tence of God is to deny His cxistence, not to teach the

personully. I expressed a wish to have them withe
drawn ; being satisficd that all these misguided attempts |
of minds trained up in the school of exclusiveness and :
egotism to obstruct the widest diffusion of knowledge ‘
in Canada and of Canaila, would easily yield to s nobler
influence, “without any such exposure of myself to the
shafls of prejudices or eavy, or the cavillings of igno-
rance or faction. .
In conclusion I have to thank you for your commens ,
dation on the ﬁzund of * po literary qualifications’’— .
knowing from the spirit of your journal and your dise
cussion on the admission of certain Presbyterian Clergy- l
men to the Convocation of the Toronto University, that |
no man can be a Christian, & Scholar, or a gentieman, !
.unless lirked in the .chain of your succession, avd .

obligation to keep His law is to sanal it, not to epeak’ -
of the world to come is to make it seem sl & dresmm.
The Hon. Mr. Baldwin saw the indignation of the
religious public wske up, and in order to sootbe it
down if possible, he passes an .other act, (o bave . .
sffiliated Colleges. 11, good man “at” thélr own ex«!
nse will sllow each Denominstion te havea Divinity
all svmewhero—nnt on the University grousds—
but not ten miles off, and the privilege of ,
Degreesin Divinity. Thisis wonderfally kiod of hims-
And becsuse somewhere within ten miles, only »ot.
near enough to be heard by any of the youths of the
Unirversity, praying and christiso .ﬁml:inﬁln carried
oti—the l}ni’;’enlty thereby becomes - religious Instle

trained in the dialectics of your echool. A similar ' ¢gtiont1! In this age of wonders are any telegraphie
commendation on my first appointment to office, ucarly influences calculated upon which may couneot the:
six years since, was of essential service to me, even in ! ()lege with the University? ‘There must be some.:
England. On my going to England a few week: aftere ° thing of this sort as there is no other conceivable way.
wards, a Clergyman of the Church b England happen- i which otherwise Divinity Halls, most of them now:
ing one evening to hear my name mentioned, came 10 ! ppobably~ecuttages built on sites away from the Unis
me and asked me if he was correct in hesring my name """ig' grounds, where they may be had chesp oan.
called thus and »o, and if I were from Conada. I re- | pave 1oy et T endourors 10 he serivus whilet | am-
D i e | e
’ ! :
remarking that he had recently read an article respect- 'ﬁ:';:“.:?’ ,ﬂ;‘ ,:o,,f"‘,.;n; i’)‘egmo. We hz.,
ing me in The Church Canudian newspaper, and that - |, hed at American Degrees, but how must we laagh
he thought I must be deserving of especial respect to ! at the ides of a Divinit L'o'bin with ovne Pro
be attacked in the manner 1 had beenin The Church~— | 104 qrom ten to Sfieen 4 ils is‘uing‘bcm Yom
:’he same dClergymup after W“"e’; invited me to h’; ; may say that the Meth inl: will have & respectable
houses and broigh him, I formed scquaitanc s with , Hah s the Gnearament ie i buy Vistoia Colege s
gnteful to the feelings of my heart at this hour. ::..'h“;‘“:: ':{irl :f,d::: ’::g‘:',hk.; Mr' mh'
oubt not but the present attack. of The Church will | 4770 "0 o) & bave dreamt of. The Goversmens
confer a similar obligation upon mein the estimation of ; o s b o leaders of the Methodists, and those of
that \;e‘?'htge portion of the members of the Church of uu:ber’ Denominstion of two, but anless Ae make
Engtand whose respect and good will I think it s pri- ? iarw nature to all. the wage
vilege and an honour for any man to enj ¢gual adoances of a pecuniary ma Proyioee,
I have the honour to be, Sir, whoop will be heard thriugh.ont the whole Provisce,
Your obedient servant, | snd afier the Methodists have the money with which'
. - they are to build in Toronto, they will be amongst the
E. Rvzrso¥. | first to raise the ory i belinlf of all Denominations-
from the test (0 the Jesst.  Expediency and pee

Education Office,
cessity will compel them to this. A short time will

Tomto, A“‘o 17, 1850.

ghew that the attempt to concesl the hideous asture of



