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—

APPOINTMENTS.

The Right Rev. The Lord Bishop of Toronte
bas been pleased to make the following appoint-
ments:

“«The Ilonourable John Hillyard Cameron,
D.C.L, Q. C., to be Chancellor of the Diocese of
Toronto.

¢¢ Samuel Bickerton Harman, B.C.L., Barrister-
at-law, to be Registrar of the Diocese of Toronto.
S. B. HARMAN,

% Registrar.

-

Tarouto, 14th Scpt., 1860.

Toroxto, Auvgust 27tk, 1860.
My Dear Brerurex,—It is my intenticn to
visit, fer the purpose of holding Confirmations,
your several Parishics, in accordance with the
following list.
I remain, &c,
JORN TORONTO.

APPOINTMENTS.
Ocronker, 1860.
Friday 19, Grimsby.ceeseninnreenss 11 aum,
. ¢ Jordan ..ee. e 3 p.m
Saturday 20, Yort Dalhousie., .11 am
Sunday 21, St. Catharines ......... 11 aum.
Mouday 22, Grantham ..coveeveenees 11 aam.
u ¢ Niagara ...... « 3 pm
Tuesday 23, Stamford ... o 11 aam.
o 8 Thorold ..oeev eueeeee vee 3 pom.
Wednesday 24, Port Robinson . ..., 10 a.m.
¢ ¢ Mirritscillo coeeveeeenes 2 pm
Thursday 25, Drummondyille ...... 11 a.m.
(L ¢ Chippawa .. . 3 pm.
Friday 26, Fort Erio ... e 11 am,
. ¢ Bertie accveecriiereeen 3 pom.
Saturday 27, Marshrille «ieeeeenn. 10 am.
st s Port Maitland ......... 3 p.m.
Sunday 28, Lake Shore ...c..oceee. 10 am
L ¢ Dunnville ...... w 3 pm
Monday 29, Cayuga ...... ee 11 am
“ “ York seeeweenen. . 3 pm
Tacsday 30, Caledonia Bridge....., 10 a.m
« ¢ JArviBeuveeieeesvnrecenne. 8 pam.
Wednesday 81, Nanticoke ...eeeceeennee. 11 am.

A mecting of the Diocesan Board of Missions
will be beld in the Church Socicty's Room, King
Street, Toronto, on Wednesday, the 10th insi., at
11 o’clock a.M.

By an error in the last annual report the names
of Col. Beresford, J. Parsons, Esq., and the Rev.
S. FP. Ramscy, were omitted from the list of
¢ subscriptions paid direcily to the Parent So-
ciety.”

. I, St. George’s, Dufting’ Creck .

1

WIDOWS AND ORPHANS' FUND.

" Tho Court being sented, tho Registrar then
iread from Ilis Lordship's® Patent under the great
We beg to remind tho Clergy that tho collec- ; 8eal of England, the powers vested in 1is Lord-
! tions on behalf of this Fund are appointed to bo |, ship to constitute Ilis Court, aud the Patents of
. taken up in the month of Qctober.  The follow- |, appointment of the Honorable Mr. Carscron and
’l ing is an account of tho receipts and expenditure | Humself, under the hand and seal of the Bishop,
h for tho year ending 30th April last, as given in'_ as Chancellor and Registrur vespeetively. The
»the annual report:— { Honorable the Chancellor then took the oaths of
i Receipts for the year .....ueeeenee e £2427 3 37 oftice and of supremacy, aml signed lus assent to
Deduct investments, returned  ...... 1632 3 8 the 39 articles of religion. The Court was then

! declared open, under thennme of the Court of the
Total belonging to the year ......... £790 0 0, Bishop of Toronto as aforosaid, The Registrar
1 ——— " then mentioned that Articles had been instituted
i Amount paid out in pensions..e..... £527 10 0lfin the court, in he following cnses, namely,
XS ceanrs vereee saeeens sorernre sorsoasnn 13 7 7 ‘ngainst the Rev. Richard Lewis, Incumbent of
“ Prescott, for conduct unbecoming n clergyman,

aud tending to bring seandal on the chureh’; and
COLLECTIOXNS UP TO SEPT. 2Stn, 1860. l

|

v ngaingt the Rev. Thomas ilickic of Omence, for
i

i publishing certain panphlets containing doctrines
Collections appointed to be taken up in the ' sontrary to tho articles of veligion. _The Court
b eeveral churches, chapels and missionary stations then ndJourug(l to ¥ cdncsdn'y, the 26th Septem-
tin the Diocesc of Toronto, in the month of July, her, to meet in thc.\'cstry of the Cuthedral, and
;in behnlf of the Mission Fund of the Clurch ', broceed with the trial of these cases.

| Society. Wednesday, 26tk September.~1The Court met at
' — ingon in the Vestry of the Cathiedral : prevent, His
i Previously announced eeeveiseeienneen cronne HTINGO | Lordship the Bishep, attended by his Chaplain,
i §t. Paul’s, Yorkville, per Rev. S. Giving 50.00 the Rev. Henry James Grasett, B.D, the Honora-

{ St. Paul’s, Uxbridge ....... 4.66 "7 ble the Chancellor, tho Rev. Saltern Givens, nud

I' David B, Read, Esq. Q.C., as His Lordship’s as-

AL GIECRFO0A vrvervnesorssseisenrinnrne 1,73 1 sessors, and the Registrar. ‘There were slso o
i - h cousiderable number of spectators, among whom
I Per Rev. G. Vinerueesvevevseessseneeeee 9,09 We noticed The Reverends Dr. Short of Port Hope,
| St. James’, Orillia ...ooe.s ... 3.85 ! Dr. Lewis of Brackville, Dr. Lawder of Mapanec,

St. George's, Medonte ... v 2,10 ‘; J. 8. Lawder of Ottawa, H. C. Cooper of Etobi-
f St. Luke’s, C. W. R. ....... . 0.75 coke, W, S. Darliog, W. E. Cooper, A. J. Brough-
St. Mark’s, Or0 c.oovvcrsesnerarsesesss 1.30 joll, and C. P Emery of Torouto. On the opening
, —_— of the Court, the case of the Rev. Mr. Lewis was
¢ PerRev. T. B. Readuveeeriveneeesrvosneenss 8,007 called, tho Registrar readiug the articles exhibie
Port Colborne, per Rev. J. Stannage......  2.35] ted against the Rev. Gentleman.  Mr. Lawis was
, St. James's, Kiugsten, per Reov. R. V. present, attended by his Couusal, Matthew Crooks
H ROZES cccesuvensvnerennessemsrrores svnee 2,001 CoCTOn, Esq., who then procecded to nddress
| St. Jumes's, Toronto, per Churchiwardens  52.00 | the court on the sulject of the first plea putin by

. the Defendant, being one to the jurisdiction of the
"Court. At the conclusion of the argument of tho
learncd Counsel, the Court adjourned to the fol-
lowing day to deliberate on this plea.

Thursday, 27th September.—The Court, consti-
tuted as yesterday, met at eleven o'clock. Tho
The first session of this Court under the style' Chancellor read the judgment of the Court on the
of *The Court of the Bishop of Toronto,” was ! objection taken to the jurisdiction of the Count,
formally opened on the 14th September, in the! and whick was overruled, with leavo reserved o
School House attached to the Cathedral Church # tho Rev. defendant to appeal. The Court then
of St. James, Toronto; and in another columa fi procecded to take evidence in the ¢330, when o
!'will be found the gazette of the Honorable John y number of witnesses from Prescott were examined,
' Hillpard Cameron, D.C.L., Q.C., as Chancellor, {bcing first sworn by the Registrar. Tho cross-
‘and that of Samucl B. Harman, Esq., B.C.L.,| examination was conducted by M. C. Cameron,
| Barrister-at-law, 28 Registrar of the Diocese. ¥ Esq., and on the conclusion of the exasnination
The proceedings commenced by the Lord Bishop , tho Court adjourned. There wero sgain o good
‘in full canonicals, taking his scat as President of ' many spectators present, and, in addition to those
.the Court, attended by tho Rev. Henry James' named yesterda;, we noticed Col. Jarvis, Dr.
Grasett, B.D, Chaplain to His Lordship, tho Ven- |! Bovell, Emelivs Irving, Esq., the Rev. Mr. Am-

147 Collections amounting o ..evvee..... 5811 83

THE BISHOP'S COURT.

)

The Rev. Nr. Alexander sckoowledges the
present of a handsome gown from the Jadies of v

his congregation at Ontarto, Saltfieet.

{i man Esq., the Registrar, all wearing their Robes.

lerable the Archdeacon of York, A. N. Bethune, Ibres, &c., &ec.

ID'D" the Honorable John Hillyard Cameron, ' Friday, 28th September.—His Lordship took his
Chancellor of the Diocese, and the Rev. Saltern ' scat at cleven o'clock. The Court being consti-
Givens, Incumbent of Yorkville, and Rural Dean. §f tuted os previously, Mr. M. C. Cameron, on the
Assesgors named by His Lordship and S. B, Har-{; part of tho Rov. Mr. Lewis, stated that he hnd
|not been able to procurc the attendance of his

.

L.Muf(&
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witnesses, who disregarded tho subpecnas of u:e?,'

Court. o then proceeded to nddress the Court
at somo length on tho charges oxhibited against
tho Rov. geutleman, aud tho evidenco brought
forward. The Court then adjournéd. Most of
tho gentlemen named above were again present
ns speotators of tho procecdings. I
Saturday, 20th September.—Tho Court met at
ono o'¢clock, the Clhiancellor at the instance of his
Lordebip the Bishop pronounced tho judgment of |
tho court in the case of the Rov. Mr. Lewis,
which was in substance as follows: Tho case
against the rev, gentleman was congidered proved
with the exception of the words ¢ falso and ma-
liclous” contained in one portion of the charge.
It contained an admonishment to tho Rov. defen-
dant, and condemacd him in the costs of tho pro-
ceedings, suspension to follow if such costs not
paid within & montb. Mr. M. C. Cameron
applied forloave to appeal which wasnoted. Tho
caso of tho Rev. Mr. Hickio was then called on,
but the defendant did not appear personaily or
by counsel. The serrico of the notico on tho Rev.
gentleman to attend having been proved, and
proof having also been adduced that Lo was the
author of the pamphlets with the publication of
which he was charged, the Chancellor read from }
the pampllets, (tho same being filed of record in )
the Court, ) several passages donying the doctrines
of tho Holy Trinity, that one Blessed Lord had a I
reagsonablo soul connected with his body; the
necessity of the lHoly Sacraments, &e., &c.,—tho
Court then adjourncd to deliberate, and on re-ns-
sembling tho Honourable the Chancellor by request !
of the Bizhop read tho judgment of the Court, by
which sentenco of deprivation was pronounced

1

h
against tho Rev. defendant, aud he was further!
condemned in tho costs of tho proceediugs. The!
Court then adjourned.

Tho above is a brief record of the procecdings |;
of the Court, without, iu any way touching on
the merits of the cascs, these wo may alludo to
in a future article, and also consider further the
constitution of the Court as instituted under the'
patent of the Lishop aund the English Statute 3+
& 4 Vie, chap. 85, commonly called ¢ The
Church Discipline Act,” adopted by resolution of
the Synod as the rule of guidaace in the pro-
ceedings of the Court, so fur ng the samo may be *
found applicable to the circumstances of the Dio-
cego; wo st not however loave the subject with-
out alluding to tho solemn and reverend decorum
and order which characterised the procecdings of !
the Court.

ADDRESS TO THE PROVOST OF TRINITY y
COLLEGE. q

We havo been requested to publish the follow- 4
ing nddress, which was prosented a short tume
since tv tho Reverend tho Provost of Trimty
College, and at the same time to state that the
fact of its not appearing befure was owing to1a-
adverteuce.—

To the Revercnd George W hitaker, M. A.
of Trinuty College, Toronto:—~

“Reverexp Axp Dean Sin,—Uaving learned '
with deep regret that thie Lond Bishop of Huron
has recently in his Synod at London made a
serious chnrge against tho religious teaching of "
Trinity College, and therefore against yourself in
your oflico of Divinity Professor, wo the under-
signed, who have enjoyed tho privileges of your "
theological instruction, wish, in the most positive
terms, 10 express our conviction that the clarge
iy entirly without fouundation. We hesitate not
to aflicm that, in our experience, no so-called
lapgerous or un-Protestant views have ever char-
acterised your lectures. With regand to your
exposition of tho Church Catechism, to which .

, Prorost ¢
1

| whose principles, wo know, are based on the,

far as may be in our power, to uphold, both by

ifdo this as fithfully and efficicutly as wo can

1w, Fleming, B.A., Missionary in Roslin.

John Carroll, Incumbent of Ganonoque,

Fran. R. Tone, Assist. Minister, Brockville,
A. Williams, B.A., Assist, Minister, Yorkville,
H. D. Cooper, B.A., Etobicoke.

C. J. 8. Bethune, B. A., Cobourg,

Jobn Wood, B.A., Omemee.

Charles Badgley, B A., Qucbec.

C. W. Patterson, B.A., Toronto.

Wm. H. Case, B.A., Hamilton.

Thomas A. Parnell, Incumbent, Mirrickville,

special reference bas been made, wo wish to stato l
that if we were ¢alled upon to say what lectures }1
in the acndemical course wero the most interest-

ing nnd instructivo, vo should give tho profercncol
to those on the Church Catechism, involving, as 1
thoy did, extensive spiritual proofs, a eritical -
examination of the original languages, and copious .«
quotations from tho great divines of our Church, -,

word of God, and the doctrine and practice of the,
Catholic Church in her present days as contained
in her Book of Comwon Prayer, Articles and A. M. Patton, B.A, Seafort.
Homilics. James Henderson, B.A., Yorkville.
A number of questions were prepared by you: Toronto, Sept. 8, 1860.
upon such lecture delivered, and, at our own:
rcquest, tho use of these questions was after-
wards occasionally granted to us, Answers tor
the questions wero required of us viva voce at the GENTLEMEN,
succeeding lecture on the samo sulject; DO' [ have recoivred with the highest satisfaction,
wrilten noswers were cither given or f?‘ll"“d . your kind nddress to me, in which you bear your
from us, except at the periodical, or terminal ex- testimony to tho manner and substance of my
aminations, when tho same course was pursuced. teaching on the catechism of the Church of Eng-
a9 at other Universities. In conclusion, permit i1apq,
us to cxpress our firm hopo that pothiug which  Sych an address would, under any circumstan-
lias occurred will hinder the growth of our Uni- ceg have been most grateful to my feelings; but
versity. As for ourselves, we are determined, 88 44 the present time, when my teaching has been
30 grossly misrepresented, its value has been im-
precept and example, the pure tenching of our  peasurably enbanced.
ancieat and spinitual branch of the Church, ™ You have said for me and for the Colicge, that
which we have received in Trinity College. We  which I could not say for myself, and which none
could desiro that we may in our several spheres pyp yourselves were in n position to say ; and
your testimony acquires additional value from the
fact that many of you have long since left the
- College, and have, since tho breaking off of our
mutuaal relation, been subjected to the influence
of other minds, and sobered by tho lessons of ex-
pericace.
" It is my carnest prayer that we may all in our
Tncumbent of West gogeral stations, be ever found faithful members
+of that Branch of the Holy Church to which we
belong, and which is so signally indebted to the
good Providence of Almighty God alike for purity
» of doctrine and for completeness of ecclesizastical

REPLY.

testify that you have done in your capacity of
Professor of Divinity, We remnin,
Roverend and dear Sir,
Ever sincerely and gratefully yours,

Thos. T. Robarts, M.A., Curate St. Catharines.

Francis Tremayne, Juur., Incumbent of Milton.

J. G. Armstrong, B.A.,
Hawkesbury.

James A. Preston, M. A., Incumbent of Stirling.

C. F. Thomson, M.A., Incumbent of Elora and
Fergus.

S. J. Vankoughnet, M.A., and B.C.L.

W. E. Cooper, M.A., Second Assistant Holy
Trinity, Toronto.

John Laungtry, M. A., Incumbent of Collingwood. ,

E.F\\\l'. Bsnvcn, M.A., Incumbent of Matilda,.
and Edwardsburg. < Trioi

Thos. D. Phillips, M.A., Principal St. Catba- T'g’c;,{cﬁ;;‘,‘;gg'm 1860,
rines County Grammar School and Curate of !
Thorold. ,

A. J. Broughall, M.A,, Classical Lecturer
Trinity College, aund Asgsistant Jinister, St.,
John's Church, Toronto.

. W, Davies, M.A., Assistant Minster Trinity
Church, and Hecad Master Senior Grammar
School, Cornwall.

J. J. Bogart, M.A,, Assist, Miuister, Prescott.

order,

With & deep sense of obligation to you for your
generous aud affectionate expression of confidence,
I am, Gentlemen,

Your very sincere friend,
GEORGE WHITAKER.

TRINITY COLLEGE RESOLUTION.

(To the Editor of the Leader.)

Caxterpynry, Exatanp,
August 28th, 1860.

Str,~—In The Leader of Suth July, which has
Gev W. N. Higginsun, M.A., Gruce Church, been forwarded to me, 1 find mn your remarks
Waterdown. concermng the ¢t Pastoral ' of the Lord Bishop of
H. W. M. Murray, M.A, Barrister, &c., To-  Huron, the following statement :—~—* This opinion
ronto. 13 uot now uttered for the first tuue. It was
J. E. O'Reilley, B A., Hamilten. promulgated at the mectiog of Synod, when a
Fred Schofield, B.A., Barrister, Sc., Ottawa. high church mmuister, disregarding friendiy intina-
G. W. White, M.A,, Missionary, Camden. tions, challenged remark upon this subject.
. C. W. Wethy, B.A., Toronto. . As the indindunl who proposed the resolution
Charles J. Benson, B.A. upon which the Bishop’s remarks were based, I
W. P, Atkinson, B.A. , feel enlled upon to deny the correctness of that
G. B. Boyle, B.A. portion of your statement which I have placed in
Frederick Lampman, B.A., St. Catharines. Cstabies. 1 do su because T would at once eschew
George B. P. Viner, B.A,, Missionary in Pick- . the huputation of foolish indiscretion, or of
ering and Uxbridge jrrevercutly ¢ persevering” contrary to the ox-
Stewart Houston, B.A., Mirsionary at Arthur.  pressed wishes of my diocesan.
J. 8. Lauder, B.A., Rector of Ottawa, The facts of the case, then, nro these :—] have
W. I Jones, B..\., Brocksille. long been deeply convinced of the serious evils
J. McNeely, B.A., Carleton Place. resulting alike to the Church and the cause of
George W. G. Grout, B.\., Grimsby. letters from the habit of cstablishing a host of
Donald J F. MacLeod, B.A., Grummar School, feebler Diocesan Uuiversitics, into which tho
Thoreld. Clursh of the American Continent has unhappily
John Hilton, Inoumbent, Perrgtown. tallen. 1 was therfore greatly desirous that
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Trinity College, Torouto, should bo recognised as
the Church University of at least Canada West,
At the same time, so far was I from wishing to
enforce one plrase of theologic teaching, that I
made several suggestions by which, as I trusted,
tho views of the Bishop of Huron might bo met,
Consequently, in Deceber last, (I think it was)
I brought o vesolution exacly similar to that
which Las been tho immediate couse of this
unhappy controversy before tho Church Society
of tho Diocese of liuren, the Lord Bishop being
in tho chair, it was seconded Yy Dr. Caulficld, (a
gentleman who certainly weould repudiate the
idea of being thought & **high church minister,”)
and passed unanimously, the Bishop not making
the slightest objection.

Having, however, had it intimated to mo by o
distinguished individual, deeply interested in
Trinity College, that to give the resolution weight,
it should also bo passed in our Synod. 1 scnt
duo notice that I intended to bring it forward to
the Executive Commitfee, which is of course
¢ presided over” by tho Lord Bishop. It was
printed by them along with other notices of busi-
ness for the approsching Syved, and sent to
every member, about o month previous to its
meeting. In all this time I never reccived the

slightest hint from his Lordship that it would be '

undesirablo to bring it forward; had he done sa,
I imagine he knows mo well cnough to believe
that I should at once have suppressed it; as 1

think it must be & very extreme case which«

makes it either wiso or right to opposc any oue's
Bishop.

Duaring the meeting of Synod, however, and
Jjust as the proper timo had come in due course
for bringing the resolution before it, the Bishop

sent for mo to spenk to him, when I stepped up’

to his chair howhispered, 1 cannot support you
in that resolution,” I replied, ‘I am very sorry

for it, my Lord, but I suppose it will be best to*

go on with it as the notice has been given.” e

answered, “O yes, certainly.”

above.
In speaking to the resolution, I was carcful, as
I had been in drawing it up, nof to discuss the-
ments of Trinity College in its teaching, &e., but
to confine myself to the onu general question of
tho desirableness of His Lordship (I quote the!
resolution) *“ adopting such means as in Ais wisdom |
he might yce good, as should tend to sccure thet
hearty co-operation of all churchmen in support
of Trinuty College, Toronto,” &c., &ec. ]
Further, immediately upon tbe Bishop's open !
opposition, 1 begged leave to withdraw it; 1 did
80 out of consideration to those of my elerical
brethren whom I had reason to suppose would
desire to support it, as I had no wish to place
them, by any acuen of mine on which thoy bad s
not been consulted, in divect opposition to theirt
Bishop, this, however, His Lordship dechined, |
though in & very courtcous manaer, t0 permit. |
Surely, then, I am altogether clear from the |
possibility of any just imputation cither of rash.
ness or discourtesy ; indeed, with my deep con-‘
|

'
i

viction of the Sacred Seriptural and Anglo-Catholic
teaching by whick Trinity College is distinguished,

I cannot but tinnk, that in the opinion of most i

men, I should certainly have been justified in |
epeaking and acting much more decidedly,
Yours, &c.,

ADAM TOWXNLEY.

TRINITY COLLEGE.

I ean decidedly |
answer for the essential correctmess of the:

" 't
' Sept., 1860, the following resolution was pro-

posed and unanimously adopted :

Resolved, —That in cengequenco of the Iate
movements that havo taken place in tho Dioceso
of IHuron, adverse to the interests of that noble
institution, T'rinity Cotlege, tho pride of the Ca-
nadian Church aud the especial glory of our
severcnd Diocesan, more particulnrly a pastoral
lately issued by the Lord Bishop of that Diocese,
caleulated to mislead thoso unacquainted with tho

. true character of our **School of tho Prophets,”
and to excite groundless apprehensions regarding
" tho souudness of the teachiug of its Provost and
I‘ other professors; therefore we, the Clergy of the
Rural Deanery of tho Niagara District, constitut-
{ing the committee of the Church Socicty of the
* said District, feel it it to be our solewnn duty to
- avail oursclves of tho present opportunity to de-
“clare our perfect confidence in the sound Pro-
_testantism of the P’rovost and other professors
with respect to the erroncous tenets of the Church
of Rome. At the samo timc wo must express
' our profound regret that the Lord Bishop of
Huron did not avail himself of the many oppor-
tunities that were afforded him of learning what
tho true teaching of Trinity College really is, be-
befere he committed himself to the violent asvaults
upon its reputation, aud, by implication, upon the
orthodoxy of gentlemen who compose its Council,
"which have given such pain aud sorrow to the
churchimen of this Diocese.

. LEEMING, Rector of Chippawna,
Chairman.
C. L. INGLES, M.A,,
Sreretary.

|

THE BISHOY OF HURON'S PASTORAL.

TIIE BISHOP OF MURON TO THE CLERICAL AND LAY
GENTLEMEN COMPOSING TIIE EXECUTIVE COMMIT-
TEE OF TME DIOCESE OF NURON.

"My REVEREND BRETHREN AND BRETUREN,—

Your resolution requesting me to lny before thy
" Diocese tho proofs upon whick I have formed the

opinion which I cxpreesed, concerning the teach-

.

ing of Trinity College, Toronto, has been placed
in my hands. Iu compliance with your request,
I now proceed to redeem the pledge which I gave
in my pastoral, of making known to the clergy
and laity of my Diocese, the grounds of my opin-
lion, whenever called upon to do so.
. Some time after my return from Eugland, in
18538, some graduates in Trinity College applied
to we for ordinution, and it Lecameo my duty to
examine them. [ perceived that the views of
some of these gentlemen, more particularly con-
cerning the character and doctrines of the Church
of Rome, were not such as I bad always enter-
taived. I sought out the cause of this, and after
a good deal of examination and enquiry, I was led
to the conclusion that the views beld by these
gentlemen wero traceable to the teaching to which
they bad Leen subjected, during their university
course. The modo of teaching, as described to
me, appeared to bo bighly objectionable, and the
matter taught was in niy view most dangerous to
all students, more especially to young men pre-
paring for the ministry. 1 shall now direct at-
tention to these two poiuts, the mode of teaching,
and tho things taught.

In order that I should not fall into any error
concerning the mode of teaching in the Universi-
ty, I addressed, by letter, scveral gentlemen who
have been connected with Trinity College, and 1

!
|
)
|
|
|
|

At a meeting of the Clerzy of the Niagara
District Rural Deanery, held at tho residence of
the Rural Dean, Thorold, on Monday, the 24th |

forwarded to each of them a list of questions, to

mode of imparting religious instruction to young
men in Trinity College.

1. Was tho attendanco on the lectures on ¢ates
chism compulsory ?

2, Did tho Provost at each lecturo dictate ques-
tions and answers from his own manuscript

3. Did the students writo both questions aud
augwers as he dictated them?

4. Wero tho students expected on the uext lecs
ture day to read the answers ns tho I'rovest had
dictated them ?

5. Did you cver know the Provost to lend his
manuscript to a student to correct liis notes taken
down at lecture ?

6. Are there any copics of the manuscript thus
corrected hauded down from class to class? And
is the book familinrly known among tho students
as *Tho Provost’s Cuntechism

7. Did the I'rovest ever express lus disapproval
of the use of these noto books ?

8. Are you nware whether n proposition to
publish the manuscript was cver mado by any
one of the studonts, nnd what was tho Provost’s
reagon for disapproving of its publication ?

The following answers are from n layman resi-
diag in tho diocese of Toronto. Tho unswers ave
numbered to correspond with the questions.

Axswir L.—Attendance on the lecturesis fully
as compulrory as vn any other lecture prescribed.

ANs. 2 —Yes, it1s the Provost's regulnr mode
of procceding to dictate questions and auswers,

ANs. 3 —No; that would be impossible at the
rate the Provost is accustomed to go oun. Ono of
tho first things o student does after entering is,
(on advice) to sccure n copy of tho manuscript,
which invarinbly corresponds, almost verbatim,
with that which the Provost uses, except in some
iustouces it moy not perhaps be so full.  Ascacl
student enters the lecture room, he brings his own
or another’s copy of the manuscript, which ho
places on the table before him, in tho presenco of
tho I’rovost, leaving it clused until the questions
dictated on the last lecture day are answered or
disposed of. Then he opens his manuseript, and
follows tho Provost as far as lie goey, marking, at
the same time, if he notices any error or mstake.
Apart from this, he writes neither questions nor
angwers, nor does he take notes, which must be
quite apparent to the L'rovost.

ANs f.=Yes; that is tho plan pursued, and
never, in my experience, did I wituess an answeor

as recorded in these manuscripts, provo to be
“correct; but I have knownother answers refused,
when they did not suit tho Provost’s views, or, a3
¢ snid, ¢ were not the answers I gave.”

Axs. 5.—No; but I havo heard he did s0; but
whether he did or not, the perfect agreement of
both proves that wo havo got a correct copy.

Axs. 6.—These copies nuw inuse are pusitively
correct copies of the Provost's, as far as they go.
They arc haaded down from class to class. The
freshman, for whose benefit tho catechism is do-
signed, citber copies onc for himself, or has ono
given him by somo of the students who havo pre-
ceded him. 1 bave been asked repeatedly by the
, students, ¢ How do you like the I'rovost’s cate-

chism? ™

Avxs. 7.~1 havo never heard him do so.

Axs. 8.~—1 don't know. These statemonts are
aund can be proved in tho most

!

{
'pcrfcctly true,
' solemn manner.

I now proceed to give tho answers of a clergy-
' man in the Diocese of Huron.
Axs. 1.—Attendance was compulsory.
Axs. 2.—The Provost at cach lecturo asked
ions, evidently from his own manuscript,
the notes which ho had dictated at the pre-

)
, quest
., upon

which I requested candid and plain answers.  vious lecture, and of course the answers had to be
The following are the questions and answers, from ) taken from his notes.
, Whick you may form your own opinion, 88 to the;, Axs. 3.—~Tho students used every means {0 ac-
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quire tho answers which the Provoest required, and ¢ The following isan cxtract from n noto received I'been handed down from class to class, and has
when they found that they had not the oxnct an- from a Iay gentleman, residing at some distance : | oven been bought and sold by the students. I
swer in their manusoript, they took down the one I do not think the Provost has ever given both | havo not given tho names of those geutlemen
swer given by him, questions nnd answers to any student to copy, but ' from whom I have recieved tho above answers to

Axs, 4.—~The students wero required to give ;1 heard when I was at college that he lent his' my questions, but I can obtain permission to do so
correct answers, talen from the L'rovost’s notes, 'questions on ¢no occasion, and that n copy was if necessary, and shall Iny the original documeats,

to tho questions asked by him, taken of them, Of course, ns soon as the stu-: together with the letters which uccompqnicd
Ans, 0.—Never; but be lent his questions dents had o copy of the questions which were to - them, before any member of the Synod sppointed
sometimes. bo put to them, they wero able to form proper: for that purpose. There was but oue gentleman

Ans. 6.—There is o catcchism, question and :answers from the notes which they had taken' to whom [ applied who exoressed a wish ¢ not
answer, in common use nmong tho students, down from tho lnst or preceding lecture. T don’t © to be iwplicatedin the matter,” 1 hiave thereforo
hinnded down from class to class, and familiarly remember hearing any copy called ¢ The Provost’s | not made any use of his communication.
knowan a3 ¢ Tho P’rovost’'s Catechism,” Catechism;® 1 have heard of ¢The Provost’s: I now proceed to lay before you the teaching

Axns, 7.=Never that 1 know of, -Questions,” meaning those questions which the ' which I characterise as ¢ dangerous in tho ex-

Axs, 8.—I have heard tho students speaking Provost asks, I have heard that the Provest has ' treme.” I havoheard when examining graduates
of wishing to hinve the catechism published, but [ «been asked to publish o catechism, iu order that' of Trinity College, statements which they bave

do not remember the Provost’s objections. the students might besaved the troublo of writing reported as made to them, cifhcr in tho course of
The next apswers are from o layman resident . out copies for themselves.” + lectures, or in conversation with the Divinity Pro-
in the Diocesc of Toronto : ¢ Tho following answers are from o graduate of | fessor. Someo of theso I took down ay the time

Axs, 1L.—Yes; the Provost required su excuse iTrinity College, residing in the Diocese of Toron- ! I heard them, such a8 the following, that ¢ the
for absence on cevery occasion, tos i Church of England lost at the Reformation some
Axs. 2.—The Provost lectured from his manu- . Axs, 1—Yes; it was placed precisely on the ' things which were in themsclves good and tended
script, and asked questions on the next day for samo footing with other subjects. Students ab- ' to edification *” that * justification was an imper-
lecture.  Ho bas frequently said, when a question -senting themselves frora catechism, or any other* tinent subject to introduce before o congregation,
has not been answered satisfactorily,  that 18 not . lecture given by tho Provost, were obliged to 88 thero was not one man in ten thousand who
whatl gavo you." His questions wers wnitten account safiafactorsly 1o the Provost on tho suc-' Was not already justified” These and like
as well as his lectures. ceeding day, for their absence therefrom. + statements I have heard from gentlemen vwho
Axs. 3.--Some of them tock moles; others  Ans. 2-Zles: tho Provost’s modo of procedure' have been students in the University. I do not
would have their predecessor's books, and would . wes ns follows: at his first lecture to freshmen, here dwell upon them ; I como to the considera-
only follow him whilo reading, and sce that they . he read to us about thirty questions, (the number tion of documnents which I shall quote, and I
were correct. varied afterwards.) The next Friday, he ques- think when theso documents are well weighed,
Axs. 4.—Wo generally answered in his own tioned us on the matter of the preceding Friday, ' amd compared with the articles and formularies
words, and if not, as ncarly as possible, and read to us fresh questious aud answers sufli- o our Church, they will abundantly establish the
Axs b.—llelent his questions on the eatechism  cient to fill up the hour. conclusion to which I have come, that the teach-
on one or tvo occar’uns, and s notes on the ar-+  Ans. 8.—Tho studeuts had copies of the ques-  ing in Trinity College is dungerous.
ticles. I cannot answer positively a8 to hisnotes tions and answers written, cither by themselves, I have now in my possession five copies of the
on the catechism. i or students who had previously gradunted jn catechism, which has been for years in the hands
Ass. 6.—The manuseript, with an exact copy Trimty College, and as the Provost read Aus lecture of the students of Trinity College, and which
of his questivns, (as taken by Mr. Wm. Jones, they compared their manuscripts with what he read, graduates of the University declare contains the
now of Cambrulge, ) and the answers, as colleeted . and made alterations in the references, (texts of 1 questions of the 'rovost, corrected from his own
(answer No. 3y were banded down.  When [ en- 'scriptm-o,l or any thing else in which there might Wanuseript, with the angwers taken Jdown care-
tered in 1836, 1 procured a book from Mr. W. have been a discrepancy ‘They were thus ag- fully from bis own lips. I bave collected these
Jones, from wiuch to copy 8 munuscript for my- sured o’ perfect accuracy. - five copies, and their agrecment i such as must
self. It was always spoken of as ** The Provost's | Axs. 4.— Most assuredly they were; for 1 convince any ono that cither they all bad their
Catechism.” recollect that on one occasion, a student of my + origin from one copy, or that they were reported
JAxs 7 =1 never heand of any disapproval, year cxpressed tho answer in a manner which - With wonderful fidelity from the lips of the
oither dircetly or indirectly. ; ¥aried, by tico important wwords, from thint dictated | lecturer.
ANy, &—1, au several occasions, have heard by the Provost on the preceding Friday, and was The following are specimens of the dangerous
students propose to have it published, and tho , corrected forit. 1 remember the wore distinetly ' teaching contained in this catechisi :—
veply generally given was, *The I'rovost would .as every student who took pains with it, used+ On the article, * Born of the Virgin Mary,”

nat like it "' Whother or not ho was consulted, I 1 to repeat 1t with Iieral accuracy. ;. we find the following questions and answers :—
cannot say. . Axs. 6.—1 understood, by rcport among the  QUEs.—What is the Hebrew form of the uame
Tho uext set of answers is from & laymau, now | students, that the Provost did at one time lend+ Mary?

resident iu the Diocese of Huron, his mannsering 10 n stodept. and I always cnn. - ANS—Miriam,
Axs l.—Alleudunce on the catechism lecture gidered that thys was the ;)rigm of the u]most( Ques.—What does that signify ¥
was compulaory. ) . stereotyped accuracy of onr manuseripty. Axg—Exaltion. .
Axs, 2 —The I'rovost read from hismanuscript ,  Axs. §.o—Yes: generally o student, after hig»  {ues.—What signification, then, had it as
s a continuous lecture, but must havo been . provious examioation it tho second year, at borae by the mother of our Lord ?
aware that we had it cither written, or took vYery |, which tune ho passes his third and last examing. | ANS.—The exalted position resulting from Ler
few notes in the room, and both questions andan- ., tion in the catechism, cither gives, lends, or sells baving given birth to the ledeemer of the
swers wero contained in bis lecture, although not | his niapuseript catechism to junior students. In v World.
distinguished a3 such by him, being probably -my caso ] obtained the loan of n manuscripty ~Qurs.—Who is the first recorded possessor of
aware that we bad both questions sund answers catechism, and copied it out. It is familinrly | this name ¥
before us. known among tho students as * the Provost's . Axs.—Miriam, the sister of Moses and Aaron.

Axs. 3.—The students had both questions and | Catechism.” Qres.—Show that she may be regarded as
Lnswers .‘“"“"“ ULefure they entered "l:’ room, ,  Axs. 7.—Never to my knowledge #holding n position under the old dispensation,
:l‘lllglcl’ll‘l‘l’)rcf:;l‘l'“md their's with the Provests . gy 8.—No; but I often wished, for iny own ' typical of that waich Mary held under the new ?

Ass 4 —The students wero cxpected on the “convenicuce, that it had been printed znd pub-*  Ayvg _Miriam was an instrument in bringing

! . lizhed, s the copying of it entailed a great deal" 16 Tgrqelites into the promised Iand, and Mary
lecture day to angwer tho questions of the preco- o utnnecessary, labour upon e, and wasted much ¥ yo05 4n instrument in bringing mankind into the

ding lecturo day in the substance, and as much . s : : 3 i . ..
a3 possible in the words given. ’ ‘gr:‘c;:-ou;l:-‘x\m;:c'omrf)nc?c'dli; googhitit on tho whole : Kingdom of Glory {or Ihavn?.)
Axs. b —~1 never did. J g0 p g Ques.—What was the belief of the carly Fa-

. - ST i
Axs 6 —Each Student . ; T bave stated fully my ohjections to this mode thers respecting the virgimity of Mary ?
of the first year cither L STl ! pecuing ity !
borrows, aud copics a manuscript from the bor- of teaching in wy pastoral; I nced not hcro| Ass.—That she continued a virgin ever after.

rowed copy, or purchascs from a student of the . Fepeat them. +  Ques.—On what grounds did 1t rest?

second or third year his manuseript. This} wanuscript, knowa as "“Tho Pruvust’s.  Ass.—Sume suppose that the mother of such
Axs 7 —1 never heard him say anything proor Catechism,” with the questivns copied ot curriet- | a sun cuuld nut be mother of another.

coti in the matter. ed from his own manuscript, leut fur that puc |  Sach teaching as this I regard as a daogerous

Axe R -1 never heard any  prupusition of the  Pose, and the answers tahen dona carcfally ftow, tunpetiag with a fulse duulrfno of the Luburch of
kind, though it might have been made without 1y his owa lips aud corrected from time to time, has, Roae, dircetly leading to idolatry. It will, L
knowledge.
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doubt not, be said by some that Pearson, in his'

4« Bsxposition of the Creed,” teaches tho same
thing. Even werp this tho case, still I would
cousider the teaching as dangezous in tho present
timo, when thero is, especially in tho minds of
the young, such n hankering after thy ¢rrovs and
superstitions of Rome; but Pearson does not
teach that tho Viegin Mary hiad o divinely ap-
pointed type under the lato ; neither does he teach
that sho was an instrument tn bringing man'ind
nto the Kingdom of Heaven. e snys: * s she,
Mirinm, was exalted to bo onc of these who
brought the people of God out of the Egyptinn
Yondage, 80 was this Mary exalted to be the mother
of that Saviour, who, through tho red ses of his
blood, had wrought a plentcous redemption for
ug, of which that was o type.” In the questions
aod ansacrs of tho catechism, the undue exalta-
tion of Mary is pushied far beyond what Pearson
ssys upon the subject, aud wo sco tho germ of
that full-blown superstition which, in its most
revolting form, meets us in the late letter of the
Pope to tho Canadian Bishops. I fear such
toaching for our young men. 1f they aro taught
to belicve that Mary is typified in the law, they
may soon conclude, with Donaventure, that she
is to be found in the Psalmsg, and thus be led to
look upon the idolatrous honour dono to her in the
Church of Rome a8 natural and right.

On the article, *“Thoe Communion of Saints,” 1
find tho following questions and answers: —

Ques.—With whom have the saints com-
wmunion? Prove from Holy Scripturo.

Axg.—With God the Father, &e., and with God
the Son, &c., and with God the Iloly Ghost, &e.,
and with the holy angels, &c., with all the saints
of the Church Militant, &c., and with all the
£aints departed, &c.

Quis,.—Wherein does communion with saiuts
departed cousist?

Axs.—Ia union of affection, involving on our
pert reverential commemoration and imitation,
and on their part interest on our behalf, and pro-
Bable intercession with God for us.

1 will add here a letter latoly reccived from a
clorgyman who some years since graduated in
Trinity College. **I will now endeavour to state,
as well as 1 can remember, thungs which struck
me as particularly strange in the Provost’s
doctrinal teaching. I canuot)rememberthe exact
words. I can only give tho impression they left.
on my mind at the time. In lecturing on ¢The,
Communion of Saints,’ ho certainly gave us .o,
understand, while discoursing on the interest,
the saints took in our spiritual welfare, that e,
thought that thoy pleaded with God for us, He.
did on one occasion make use of these words or
words very like them, *Thisis oue of the losses,
which we sustained,” or *Things which we lost,
at the Reformation,’ snd I have a very strong,,
mpression upon my mind that it was when speak- ..
ing of prayers for the dead. e always spoke,
of baptismal regeneration agif all divines received !
the doctrine in its strongest sense, without ever)
hinting that thero was & far more cvangelical,
giow of it taken by many eminent divines in our
Church. When young men are thus taught, in
the creed wo profess to believe, that the saints
departed take aninterest in our spiritual welfare,
and probably intercede with God for ug, the
transition is casy to ¢Holy St. Dominick pray ",
for us’ Can we regard that man asa sound-.
hearted member of the Church of England, as she,.
note 1, who has learned that the same Church, at ,
tho Reformation, lost certain valuable practices, ¢
which, of course, it would be our duty, if possible, ¢,
to have restored ? ,

On tho article * Remission of Sins,” in the .
creed, [ find the fullowing quesuvns and oas-,,
SWErS i— (

'

]

the Gospel?
Axs.—In baptism past sin is forgiven, whether

original or actual, in the case cither of infuuts, .

or ndults duly prepared by fuith and repentance.

Qurs.—~How is it granted after baptism?

Axs.—On repentance.

Ques.—In what modo i3 redemption declared
and sealed to tho penitent?

ANs, —It is declaved in the authoritatice absolu-
tion, and scaled in the reception of the IHoly
Communion.

Qugs.—P'rove from Holy Scripture.

Axs. —¢If we say that woe have no sin, we
deceive ourselves, and the truth is notinus, If

we confess our sing, he is fuithful and just to for-

give us our sing.”—1 John I, 8, 9. * To whom
yo forgive any thing, to whom 1 forgive it, for

Qurs. —Iow is remission of sins granted under

Axs. —Counfirmation was in carly times part of
the sacrament of baptism; it beecamo soparated
. from it in three ways, &c.

Quis.—What concerning owders?
. Axs,—This rito was appointed by Christ, end
. wwas accompanied by an outteard sign, but the graco
bestowed is not personal, but official, and there
13 1o prowmise of tho remission of sing.
Qurg.—What respecting penanco?
Ass,—In carly timo, those who wero subject
. to ecclesiastical penalties were required to confess
their sins, nud after having been sopavated from
tho Church, were mlmiucﬁ by the laying on of
hands, (This rite is not attended by tho remis-
sion of e'n.s.‘)

Ques.—What respecting matrimony ?

Axs.—In this rite, there are outicard signs, but
no spiritnal grace, and no promise of tho remis-

i

. your sakes forgive 1 it, in the person of Christ.” | sion of sius,
Yy B! P )

2 Cor, II., 10. I Is it safe to teach young men thua to regard

The evident intention in quoting this passage tho su-calicd sacraments which tho Church of
from the 2nd Epistle to the Corinthians, is to . Rome has added to the vnly twe appeinted by
justify the statement that the remission of sing is, Christ? and not as our Church plainly teaches
declared **in tho authontative adsolutivn™ men-, concerning them in the 25th article, Those five
tioned in the answer to the preceding question.  commonly called sacraments are not (0 be counted
Contrast tho mode of granting remission of sing, sacraments of the Gospel, bemg such as havo grown
set forth in this catecrsm with the modo partly of the corrupt following of the Apostles,
cnnnciated su clearly in the elesenth article of partly aro states of hfe alluwed i the seriptures,
our Church, * we ave accounted righteous befure . but yet hace not like nature of sacraments, with bap-
God only for the merit of our Lovd and Saviour, twem and by the Lord's Supper, for that they have
Jesus Christ by fuith, and not for vur own works not any visible sign or ccremony ordusned of Qod.”
and ¢eservings; wherefove, that we are justified , Our Church dues not speak of tiwo yrent sacraments,
Ly fauk only, is o most wholosome doctrine, and  leaving us to infer that there are lesser sacra-
very full of comfort, as more largely is expressed , meuts, and that the Church of Ruie, in adding
in the homily of justification.”  This mode of ,to the sacraments appointed by Christ, has only
teaching the remission of sin, in baptism, sealed | erred in not making a ¢ due distinction” between
by the reception of the Lord's Supper, and de- | the two great sacraments and other holy rites or
clared by the authoritative absolution of the' sacraments. Neither does our Church triffe with
Church, is not that whbich God has revealed in, her members by using the word generally when
ITis Word, and which our Church teaches in her ) she intended to express *‘universally.”  When
formularies, her articles, and her homilies. If we add to this that these young wmen who are

oaaen nabiine 32 1
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baptism, the supper of the Lord, and the authori-, thus taught in the first year of thar umversity
tative absolution, take away sin and seal tho'_ course, to toy with the sacraments of tho Church
pnrdoq of tho transgressor, then the Cburgh of ;) of Rome, ore further instructed that the recipient
Romo is right, and our forefathers were unjusti , of the bread and wine in the sacrament of the
fiable schismnatics in scparating from her com- @ Lord’s Supper partakes of the *¢ glorificd human-
munion. . et . ityl" of the Son of Gad, 1 think it will be acknow-
Couccrning the saceaments, I fnd in the cate- | ledzed that the to angerous
chism the following questions and answers.— | hig?x degree. Morcover, in this catechism, our
Qurs.—Of what sacraments docs the catechism 0 Lord’s words, recorded in the sixth chapter of
treat? u St. John’s Gospel, are repeatedly quoted, ns 8po-
Axs.-—Obf tico onlylnsl g.i‘nc':;\llyé necessary to " ken conccn;m% li}w sacrament of tho Lord’s Sup-
salvation, baptism and the Lord’s Supper. per, as in the following answers:—
Qur:s.—'—'\'yimt 13 iuplied by these restrictions ot Quks.—Lrove from tioly Scripiure tbat the
| y ( y Serig
the term ? ” Lord’s Sum»?r is generally necessary * L.
Axs.—That the torm sacrament may be more,, Axs.—‘Then Jesus said unto thom, Verily,
widely appli'cd to mean any holy rite. “verily, I say unto you, except yo cat of tho flesh
Ques.—Where, then, lies the crror of the Ro- , of the Son of"man, and drxgk bis blood, ye have
an Church in making seven sacraments ? no life in you.” —John vi., 63.
Axs.—In drowing no due distinetion between " Ques.—What words of onr Lord show this?
the two great sacraments and other holy rites. , Axs.—Our Lord speaks of the spiritual benefits
Ques.—~The sacraments are said to be gene-,, which should ccr.u\inly flow from enting his flesh
rally necessary to salvation; what is meant by and blood, of which bcneﬁ‘;s the wnckc}d cannot be
generally ? | thought to partake.—‘¢Whoso cateth my flesh
ANS.—Generally here means universally !/ gene- . and drinketh my blood, hath oternal life, and L
rally, i. e., to all men. The sacraments are neces- , will raise hin up at tho last day. He that gntoth
sary, not lt)o God, as msu(';l'm}ents \vhercgy he muf} i\ m):l Illcshl and d:}n}ceth_ mg';blgod dwelleth in mo
save us, but to us, as God's appanted means of ,and Iin hitn,*'—John vi., 64, &e.
salvation, the clzanu;la i which hus grace flows v,y Ques.—Trove from Iluly Scripture that the Holy
X g X
us. (Laud) ' Eucharist sustains the spiritual Ufe imparied Ly
Ques.—Give an instance of a sacrament or a|' Daptism?
holy rite ordained by Christ himself, which is nol:, Axg.—*Then Jesus said unto them, Verily,
generally necessary to salvation ? .. venly, I say unto you, except ye cat the flesh of
Axs.—Orders. b . ¢ the Son of man, and dr@nk his blood, you havo
Ques.—What nte‘s docs Rome class with the, no life in you. ‘—.-John vi., D3. .
two great sacraments’ .« _ In these questivns and answers, taken from dif-
Axs —Confirmation, penance, vrders, matri. | ferent parts of tho catechism, the student is
mony, and extreme usction. , unhesitatingly taught to interpret the words of
Ques.—What is te Le vbseried coucerming coti-  vur Lurd, in the sixth of John, as spoken con-
firmation ? gccrning the sncrament of the Lord’s Supuer.
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Commentators of the Church of England since the !‘\l stated by me in my letter to the Bishop of Toron-
Reformation, and some Roman Catholic divines | to, and occupy a paragraph of that letter.

have interpreted the sixth Chapter of St. John's H Itis very unfortunate that when the corpora-
Gospel as having no reference whatsoever to the | tion of Trinity College undertook to state from
sacrament of the Lord's Supper, and one of the | my letter the grounds on which I declined to
latter has asserted that ¢ the Universal Church

now misunderstand my attendance at the 00“‘.6
of Trinity College, and as ¢ the melancholy pe
tare” which I wished to avoid has been m‘d'
patent to all, T shall take into consideration
expediency of appointing five gentlemen asme~

has understood this passage, ever since its pro-'
mulgation, to mean spiritual eating and drinking '
by a living faith.”

One of our most eminent reformers, when com- :
bating the doctrine of trunsubstantiation thus!
expressed himself concerning this passage:'
¢Christ in that place of John spake not of the
material and sacramental bread, nor of the:
sacramental eating (for that was spoken two or'
three years before the sacrament Was first or- |
dained,) but he spake of spiritual bread, many |
times repeating, ‘I am the bread of life which:

itake my place at the corporation, they should

the same paragraph which immediately precede
and follow that part of & sentence which they
selected. The letter is now before the public,
and any one who will take the trouble to analyze
the paragraph referred to will find that there are
three grounds for my refusal to attend the corpo-
ration of Trinity College.
reason which I quote in my pastoral is contained

the theological teaching of Trinity College, I

i have selected part of a sentence in the middle of
the paragraph, and overlooked those portions of

The first and chief ]

in the words, ¢ as I cannotin my soul approve of

came down from heaven,” and of spiritual eating |
by faith, after which sort he was at the same,
present time eating of as many as believed on him

although the sacrament was not at that time made
and iostituted. And therefore he said, ¢ Your;
Father did eat manna in the desert and died ; but |
he that eateth this bread shall live forever.’ !
Therefore, this place of St. John can in no wise |

be understood of the sacramental bread, whicht

belicve that my appearing to sanction this teaching
would be @ positive evil.” The second is in the

have included between brackets are the only
neither came from heaven, neither giveth life to !l portion of the paragraph noticed by the Corpo-
all that eat. Nor of such bread could Christ have |ration, and they state this as the ground of my
then presently said, ¢This is my flesh,’” except refusal to attend the meetings of the Council,
they will say, that Christ did then consecrate so' whereas these words constitute an inferior mem-
many years before the institution of His Holy . ber of the sentence, and do not express my reason
Supper.”’— Cranmer. |for not attending the meetings of the Council.

Icannot, therefore, think it sound divinity or' The third reason assigned in the paragraph is; !
good Protestantism to teach that in the sixth | ¢ And the melancholy picture of a house divided |

chapter of St. John, our Lord refers to the oral || against itself would be presented; to avoid this, I

|

following words :—*¢ Were I to go to the Council, |
as you say would be the wiser and more honorable | Lord Bishop of Toronto, the Hon. Sir
course, and enter my prolesi against the teaching | Beverley Robinson, Bart., Chancellor of th
which I condemn, no good result could follow, (as I| versity, the Reverend the Provost of T?:g
could not expect to effect & change in the teach-| College, the Rev. the Vice-Provost, the Rev

ing of the University).” The words which I Professor Hatch, Profsssor Bovell, M.D.,

bers of the corporation, and of endeavourid®
i my P‘.ﬂce there, to effect those changes in the b
i stitution which will render it such, that I m8y
able conscientiously to recommend it to of
and avail myself of it for the benefit of my i
cese.
i‘l I remain, my reverend brethren and brethren,

i Your faithful friend and brother in the faitly

| August 29, 1860. BENJ. HURO

i

‘1

TRINITY COLLEGE.

At a meeting of the Corporation of Trisi
College held on Thursday, September, 27th, 1860°

(Present: the Hon. and Right Reverendjg:

I

e

1hs

‘Hon. G. W. Allan, the Hon. Mr. Vice-Chancel®

| Spragge, James M. Strachan, Esq., the Hon. w

| Justice Hagarty, D.C.L., James Lukin Robin

'Esq., Samuel “Bickerton Harman, B.C.L. ‘¢

{ Hon. John Hillyard Cameron, D.C.L., the B¢

'T. B. Fuller, D.D., D.C.L., the Reverend Wilb‘t; 1

{ MeMurray, D.D., D.C.L., the Rev. S. Givins

Reverend'J. T. Lewis, LL.D.) .
The Lord Bishop of Toronto made the follo‘“’g

' comMunication to the meeting, ‘I beg lea?®

reception of the elements in the sacrament, and | have heretofore kept aloof from the University, and |12y OR the table a letter which I have rece!
not to the spiritual participation of his body and |Tam still satisfied in my own mind, that it is| from the Reverend the Provost of Trinity Coll

blood, by faith; such teaching I must consider | better for me thus to act than to introduce dis- | in vindication of his religious teaching in
(lcussion into the Council, and thus to ren@er“_couege from an attack which has been made ¥
!putent the differences which unhappily exist; it by the Bishop of Huron, snd also the prif

|
u

‘‘ dangerous in the extreme.”

I have thus laid before you, from authentic
sources, some of the teaching to which I object. |among us.” With these three reasons thus plainly
The impressions conveyed to my mind by the ex- || before them, the Corporation of Trinity College
amination of graduates of the University, I cannot ~selects an inferior member of a sentence in the

P

‘letter upon it by the Bishop of Huron to the *:;
’cutive Committee of his Diocese, in which K
'attack is continued. T lay these papers before

of course convey to yours. The mode adopted by | middie of the paragraph, and asserts that inthat | Council not doubting that it will appear tot 05
me to ascertain the character and effects of the ' part of a sentence, without reference to the con- [ on their consideration, that the Provost in ré

teaching in Trinity College is that which common i text, is contained the ground stated by me for; to those things which he admits that be
sense dictated, and which my position required |refusing to comply with the request of the Bishop | taught, has successfully defended his doctrit®

me to adopt, namely, to examine the pupils. It |of Toronto to take my place at Council.
would be quite impossible to write all I have || This letter was written as a ¢ private communi-

by,

f
'reference to Holy Scripture, and the qu,k p
| Common Prayer, and to those venerated Divi?

Jearned in this way, but the result has been & i
deep-seated conviction that a large proportion of
tares ismixed with the seedsown in the minds of the
young men educated in the institution, Insome, I
know, these tares have not taken root, but thisis,
to be attributed to the fact that their minds were |
pre-occupied by the good seed which had been:
previously sown by the care of their parents or
pastors. Whether this has always been sufficient |
to prevent the growth of the tares, I cannot 88Y. |
Before I conclude this letter, which is the last ]
1 shall address to you on this subject, I would
briefly advert to one or two passages in my late!
pastoral. ‘
The resolutions of the committee, which were
said to have been transmitted to me, were never
received, they never came into my hands. j
When the statute which bas been the subject of |
l}ilcussion was read at the Council, I strongly 0b-
Jected to it, stating, at the same time, that if we
could always depend on having a Chancellor like |
the gentleman who now 8o worthily occupies that
position, there could be no objection to leave some !
discretionary power with him, as all knew that be |
would act wisely angd Jjustly, but that such discre- |
tion could not be safely intrusted to every person |
who might hereafter be elected Chancellor of the |
Unpiversity.” I
With reference to my reasons for not 8
at the meetings of the Corporat;

|

1
! ppearing ‘
ion, they are l

cation” to the Bishop of Toronto, but it is evident

i

| whose writings are of the highest authority it

l{and inexperienced minds to such teaching, even: adding questions at my discretio

it was laid before the corporation, as it is referred! Church.” w
to in their document of the 29th June. In thati The Bishop then called upon the Provost
letter, while I declined to take my place at the ﬂread the following letter :— e
couneil (for the three reasons assigned,) which! My LoORD,—I have prepared, in reply t0 ‘y
was the thing the Bishop urged me to do, 1 stated | letter addressed by the Lord Bishop of Huro3
in the most emphatic way, I cannot of my soul| the Executive Committee of his Synod, & ' .4
approve of the theological teacking of Trinity Col-| statement of my teaching on the points 0bje%. s
lege,” and T hoped and expected that his Lordship "to by his Lordship, together with aunthor! of
would have asked me to particularise in What this \ from approved writers of the Church of Engll‘”v,
. teaching consisted ; to my regret and surprise he || but, independently of this more elaborate rel,
did not do so, and therefore, I could not arrive at | I think it necessary to give a brief answe
any other conclusion than that Which I have |isome of the comments of the Bishop on the ™ A
stated in my pastoral. ner, matter, and tendency of that teaching e
But discussions on these minor points are un- | respects the manner, 1 can add but little 'osd;
important, aud are of no real interest to the pub- ! statement which I made in my letter of the 2
lic. The teaching of Trinity College is that which | of July, which was published in the daily P5P
concerns the community. From what I have| and which I here transcribe. e
writtenabove, all may judge of this for themselves, « It is my duty to lecture the students of o0E
The documentary evidence which I bave adduced f o
is but a small part of the information which I 55
have obtained in my examination of the graduatee ¢
of the University. Some, perhaps, may not see of
'the danger I apprehend, and may think it quite
!safe to send their sons to the institution; but I
:feel assured that many will concur in opinion with
me, that it is not wise or safe to subject young

l

|
"lﬁrst year on the catechism of the Church 0
land. For this purpose I have compiled 8 %)
'script which I read and explain to the 7
{ The students are expected to take notes Oday
ilecture, and to answer questions on the next o
attendance. Inorder tosave time and to Obi
due method in my questioning, I have Pfel?ng of
for my own use, & book of questions, omitth so i¥
n, when I “'c 1
The only written result of my lectures wihi the
require or wish, i8 & summary of them ¥

{
|

|
(

though great names be quoted in favour of it.
In conclusion, I would say, that as no one can
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n
noto-books of the Students. Tho contents of .

Lheso Leoks avier &2, wor can I hold myself .
responsible fur them. I am, howerver, given to,
anderstand that it is the practice of somo of tho |
students to writo down tho questions which are
addressed to them, anid to reduce their notes into .,
thio form of answers to these questions. This,,
practice I disapprove, and it is well known that |
K do not consider it to be a logitimato modo of ,
registering the information given in the lectures. ||
8ome years ago I consented, more than once, to ,
place my book of questions in the hands of stu-
tlents, on their plea that it would assist them to ,
complete or correct their notes. I know also |
that the note-books have passed from hand to ,
fiand in the college, but so far from encournging ,,
thig, I have urged young men to trust, if not
cxclusively, at all ovents, mainly, to their own
recollection and record of what thoy hear. My
wish is further, that in roplying to my questions,
the students should give, in tueir own language,
for tlho most part, the substance of ahat they.
hiave been taught.  Of courso thero are instances
ia which substantinl accuracy can bo sccured
only by keeping olose to the exact terms in which .,
tho instruction was conveyed.

1 beg, therefore, to observe that no manuscript
known by the name of *“The Provust’s Cateckism,”
or by any other name, is placed in the haunds of
any student centering the University, far less is
any stadent expected to learn it."

The statement which I here mado is fully .
horne out by one of the Bishop's owa authoritics. .
ile says, “ I do not think «he Provost has ever
given both questions and answers to any student
%o copy, but I heard when I was at College that
fte lent bis questions on one occasion, and that o,
copy was taken of them. Of course, as soon ns
the stulents had a copy of the qaestivns which
wero to bo put to them, they were able to form
proper answers from the notes which they had
taken down from the last or preceding lecture.
£ don’t remember hearing of any copy called ¢ Tho
Provost’s catechism * 1 have heard of the ¢ Pro-
vost’s questions,’ meaning thoso questions which
the Provost asks. T have heard that tho Provost |
has been asked to publish & catechism, in order
that the students might be saved the trouble of
writing out copics for themselves.” It may, ,
howover, be w-ll that I should now do pablicly, ,
‘«hat I should long ago have been most ready and |
willing te do privately, give answers of my own'to ,
the series of questions which the Bishop of Ifuron |
bias addressed to lis informants. This then 1,
proceed to do. .

Q. 1.—Was the attendnnce on the lectures ou 4
catechism compulsory? !
A.—~Undoubtedly it was, and no hint bas been
throwan out that it was not so. '
. 2.—Did the Provest at each lecture dictate ,
questions and answers from his own manu- i
script? it

A.—Certainly not. I put uestions to the stu- .
dents at the opening of each lecture, on tho .
subject of the preceding lecture, to be answered 4
by them cied voce. Consequently the state- .
went that questions wero read at the first |
lssture is absolutely untrue. i

Q. 3.—Did the students write both questions and
answers as he dictated them? :

A —S8ince neither questions nor answers 1wcere
dlictntcd they could mot bo written by the stu-
«dents.

Q. 4.—~Wero the students expeoted on the nest .
tecture day to read tho answers as the Provost
had dictated them ? :

\.—As the nnswers had neitber been dictated aor -
written down, they could not bo read.

Q. 6.—Did you ever know the Provost to lend his
manuscript toa student to correct his notes !
taken down at lecture?

1
'
|
|
[
[
'
!
i
i
!
'
1
t

'

1 Q. 7.—Dud tho Provost ever express his disappro-

« A.—I did frequently express disapproval of the

:zgﬁing, which, had it beon conducted by dic-. become the motherof that Savivur, who, through
ytated questions and answers, I should, with the, the Red Sea of His blood, hath wrought a plente-

.meet thoe letter of a elergyman quoted by the

ment both from Scripture and from reason.

1
A.—1 lhave no recollection whatever of having. says, **such teaching I regn.l as a dungerous
lent my manuseript, nor 1s tho corrcotness of, tampering with a Inise duutrine of the Church of
my recollection in this particular disputed by Rome, dircotly leading to idvlatry. I pusitvely
tho informants of tho Bishop of Huron, but I, deny that my real teaching is in any degree vpen
dul lend a book containing my questions. It to this censura, and I most confidently appeal to
1 particularly to bo noticed that theso ques- | tho Theological students generally, in prouf of
tions have no answers annexed. tho ascertion that T hiavo evor strongly condemuned
Q. 6.—Aro there any copies of the mauuscript those gricvivus errurs of the Church of Romo
thus correcterd handed down from class to, which nssign to the Dlessed Virgin any other
class? And is the book familiarly known ,plnce, in the cconomy of human redemption,
anong the students as * Tho Provost’s Cate- . than that of a humblo yet most hououred 1nstru-
chism 1" iymeat in tho hand of Him, who made her thug in-
A.—I beliove that a manuscript containing my. stramental by causing her to beo the mother of' thoe
questions, with answers framed from tho notes., Lord. In my lectures on the articles, I hiavo ar-
of my lectures, was compiled, soon after the, gue«! againat tho dogmn‘of tho Iminaculate Con.
opening of the College, without authority, by ception, from our Lorl's worls, ** Yea rather,
onc of tho students, and has been repeatedly ,.blcssc('l aro thoy that bear the wond of God and
copied; but T had no knowledge of tho oxist-, kecp it,” by showing that, if that dogma were
enco of such o book, until [ was informed of it true, then .llary‘ would enjoy an exclusice spiritual
in July last by Dr. Bovell, who received his in-, privilege, to which the heariny and keepany of (he
formation from tho Bishop of Huron. [ have, word of (lod could advance no other human beng,
never seen such o book, and know of its exist- , I have often said that tho ono ervor of Mariulatry
ence only by report. . constituted, in my opinion, an impassable gulph
, botween tho Church of Rome and our own.
. The answer which the Bishop of Huron cites on
this subject is: « Miriam was an instrument in
. bringing tho Israclites into tho premised land,
and Mary was an instrument in bringing nh'ml\i‘nd
alysis of my lectures. Had I known what into the kingdom. of Qlory (or Hcm-gn.) For
these note-books are said to contain, my disap- this answer, as being incorrect, I am in no way
proval would have been expressed more strong-, responsible, and I object to it altogother, buth in
ly; and when I lent my questions, which I, respect of Miriam and in respect of Mary. I
havo not dono for some years, I cauuwoned, consider the lnu9r clnus_c to'bo open to very dan-
students not to avail themselves of them for the gerous construction, as it might be 'un.xdcrstwd to
purpose of reducing my lecture to a catecheti- imply some _past or permanent ministry of the
cal form. , Blessed Virgin tending immediately to the salva-

val of tho use of theso note-books?

servile use of the note-books of others, conceiv-
10g however that they contained merely an an-

Q. 8.—Are you aware whether a proposition to tion of mankind.

publish the manuscript was ever made by any  In_cxplanation of my own view, I would say
of tho sundents, and what was the Provost’s that I claim Bisxhop Tearsun a3 a rucugnized au-
reason fur disapproving of its publication ? . thority in our Church, and his work on the creed

A.—1 was never rsked to publish my manuscript as an uncxceptionable tost-buok. Pearsun then

n the catechism. i1 says ¢ As sho (Miriam) was exaltod to be one of
(’i‘hcso facts I consider to be of great impor-. them x.vho brought the people of God out of the
1st,—So far as they relato to tho mode of, Fgyptian bondagoe, so was this Mary oxalted to

Bishop of Huron, regard as very objectionable, , ous redomption fur us, of which t' 1t was but a

¢nnd without precedent at home. 2nd,—Decause type.”  In my moanuseript I fin. he fullowing

the fact, that answers to the questions were not Wwords: ¢ The gister of Moses anu ..avon, coupled
dictated, materially nficcts the authority of tho, with them by the prophets as o joint leader of
manuscripts from which the Bishop of Huron IsractfromEgypt, (Micah VL 4,)and thusanswer-
derives his information. Itshould beremembered | ing, in some typical respect, to the place which
that at the time at which the Bishop issued his, Mary bore lgstrumcnmlly in the means of human
pastoral of the 21st of July I was in utter igno- . redemption.” Theso words are taken from Dr.
rance of the contents of these manuscripts, and | Mill's analysis of Pearson, andare taken advised-
consequently most anxious not to be held in any |ly, as expressing distinctly and guardedly the
way responsiblo for them : and it must be evident , Bishop's meaning.  For these words only, then,
to any rensonable man that I cannot justly be  can I consent to bo responsnlﬂ'c, nor can I suppuse
mado nngwerable for the terms in which young .that any candid person woul! object to them as
mep, little versed in Theology, havo thought fit  not correctly repiesenting the meaning of the
to give expression to my teaching, original author. .

In tho next paragraph of tho Bishop'sletter he |  I'trnco tho typical resemblance of which Pear-
speaks of information derived by his Lordship son speaks only in the earlier reconled cvents of
from candidates for_huly orders, respecting my , Miriam's lile, when, watching the infant deliverer
opinions as expressed in my lectures or in private ,* to see what would bzecomo of the child,” sho
conversation. I must indignantly protest against , vccupies in respect of him a positivn analuguus
the production of any such heavsay evidence; .to that of Mary as tho guardian of our Lord's
and the special instances brought forward by the ,infancy; and again, when leading the song of
Bisbop, respecting * the losses susta:ned at the tiinmph at the Red Sca, she celobrated tho bo-
Reformation,” and * the impertinence of preach-  ginning of God's temporal J.clwcrancc, as Mary
ing on the ductrine of justification,” T meet with ,c‘..-lcbmtc\l', in her Euclmr.xshc Hywmn, the begia-
o flat deninl of their truth. In the same way I ning of Ilis great redemption. .
The Bishop next quotes from the marusecript
Bishop, in wiich mention is made of prayers for , ho lm_s used, yet without nny.spccml remark, two
the dend, n practice ngainst which every Theo- questions and answers relating to the belief of
logical student of the Collego must krow that 1 the early Chutch respecting the perpetual vir-
have repeatedly and strongly urged every argu-  ginity of the mother of our Lord.  Tu ny manu-
script T find only a reference to o passago in

To proceed to tho Bishop's specific objections. Y Bishop Pearson which I here transeribe: *¢We
18t,—Concerning the Virgin Mary. The Bishop " believe the mother of our Lord to have been not
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ever, the most immaculate and Llessed Vieg "
and again ‘“the peculiar cminency and un-
paralleled rririlcgo of that mother, tho specinl
hopour and reverence duc unto that Son, and
ever paid by her, the regaed of that Holy Ghost
who cameo upon her, and tho power of the Highest
which overshaduwed her, the amngular geoduess
and picty cf Joseph to whom sho was cxpoused,
have persuaded the Charch of tiod 1n all ages to
believe that ahe still coutinued in the 2amo vir-
glnity, and therefore is to bo acknowledged ns
the ever Virgin Mary “—Dearson on the Creed,
vol. 1. r 272, Oxf, 1820,

To this teatimony of Bishop Iearson may Lo
added thoso of Archiushop Cranmer, Bishop
Latiner, Bishope Houper, Bishop Jewet, br. linm-
mened, Bishop Rull, Bishop Beverudge, Bishop
Wilsan and Wishop 7 Tearce, which 1 shall pive
in full in my longer letter, sume of theso writers
wmaintain the perpetual vucginity ns a reasonable
and pirus opinien, while vthers cuntend that it
is a necearary doctrine proved by Hely Senpture.
1 should be dispored to take the ground occupied
by the former, and I {rust that thewr authority
together with that of these who adopt the stricter
view of the matter, will protect me from the
charge of dangerous heresy or disgustng folly.

Reeperting the Uishop's oljection, under the
hends of ¢ the intercessson of sants , 1 would
again confidently nppeal to the students of the
College ar to the character of my teacbing, and 1
must indignantly deny the justico of tho Bishop
of lluran's insinnation as to its tendency. Mo
man ean te more heartily coutinced than § am
of the presumptuous implety of the practice of
thoe ‘" invocation of saints.”

To the question and answer quoted by the
Bishop I have no ohjection to urge, a8 my manu-
seript eantaing the words **and probable mter-
cession with God for us,” though not 1 the form
of question or answer. 1 will only notico that
the introduction of tho word ¢ probable” shows
thnt prayer on the part of the departed for the
chureh on earthi is not inculcated asa necessary
doetrine, proved by holy Scripture, but is spoken
of only ns a plous opinion, not contrury to it.

In voply to the Bishop's ohjection I have to
stato that tho great writers of our Church, in con-
troveray with Rame, have alwags carcfully is.
tingushed betsween 14 prayers of sants deparied for
us and aur praying o them  Tho latter they justly
denounce 08 a presumptuous and superstitious
practice. and as an intasivn of the prerogative of
Almichty God - the former they alluw to bea
probable and reasonsble belief. They distinguish
also between general and marlictiar intercession,
stowing that the former iinplies no present Anotw-
ledge of our condition on the part of sunts de-
parted, hutmerely a recollection of earthiy friends.
When I speak of the gaints departed, I mean ** the
piri’s of just meo wade perfect,” not assuming
that itia possible that we should have any cortam
knowlwdge of the individuals who constituto ther
body, which knowledge must be assumed by these
who approve or practice the * invocstn of
saints.”

I ¢an by no means admit that the transition is
cary. from the belief that saints departed offer
geueral intereessian £ the Church un earty, to
the uso of the invoeatiun * Holy St. Domumck
pray for us-" and 7 cansider the adnussion that
such & transitien ée casy most periluus to the
true faith T subjrin an extract from a letter
addrersed by Bishop Ridley to the martyr Brad-
ford, shortly after bis condemnation. * Brother
Bradford, se lorg as 1 shall understand thou art
1 thy journey. by God’s grace I shall call upon
our beavenly Father for Christ'a sako to st thee
safely hom=, apd theo, good brother, speak you,
aud proy for the rempant which are to suffer for

only Lefare and after llis nativity, but also for Christ's aake, ncconding to that thou then shalt

hiwa wmore clearly < Nee vo) 4, p 470 of Fux's

Acts and Monuments, folio, London, 1684 If

Dishop Ridley is to be nzcounted a dangerous

heretio for the adoption of this langunge, I am
: well content to share his disgrace.

Respecting the remission of sins I appeal to
Biskop Pearenn, his worde arc .

s Anid therefore the Church of God, in which
remisaion of gin is preached, doth not on?s promise
it at first by tho laver of regeneration, but after.
wanls, also upon the virtue of repentanco; and
to deny tho Church thia power of absolution is
tho heresy of Novatian.'

In these words the writer clnims for the Churah
tho pawer of nholving the pendent, not the yorcer
of absolving auy transgressor « hatever, as the Bishop
of Huron implies  Dr Mill, in bis analysis, adds
the meana which th  Church employs in the
exoreiae of this power, and apeaks of remission as
deelared in the nuthoritative albselutions (not
ahsolution proncunced by tho minieters of the
Chureh, and sealed in the reception of thoe Holy
Communion  Tho whole weight of the Bishop of
Huran'e abyention lics in his suppression of the
word ¢ penitent * Truo repentance, whick cannot
exist apart from truo faith in Christ, is presup-
posed. as the indispensable qualification of tho
recipient of the pardon, which Gud is then as-
rerted to bestow in the Church, this, the author:-
tatioe, yot sitoply ministerial, absolution of the
miniater, which takes cffect, not at his (the mims-
ter's) pleasure, but according to the genuineness
of tho repentanco of those tv whom it 13 admims.
tered  In specinl cases, of rare occurence, the
minister ig indeed ealled upon to pronounce an
aheolution, which is judicial as well asministeral;
yet here again, the absolution is contingent, and
cannot take effect except upon thoso who truly
repent and beliese.

Respecting the sacraments, as his Lordship has
recognized tho Homilies ns ono of the authorita-
tive formularics of our church, I would submit
that every detail of my teaching to which Ins
Lotrdship obhjects, is to bo found in the Homily on
(ommon I'rayer and Sacraments. 1 shall enter
into this maiter at much greater lengthin a letter
which I am about to publish, and will here mere-
Iv alserve that in speaking of Penance, Matrimo-
pv. &c, it was my purpnse to indicnto some one
or more painta in which each of the five so-called
sacraments of tho Church of Rome falls short of

' the definition of & Sacvament given in the Cate-
chism of the Charch of Kogland. Itbeing anun-
* doubted historical fact that the word * Sacrament
was applied in carly times, not to seven nites or
boly things, but to things innumerable of such
nature, it is most impartant not to rest the pre-
cmincenco of tho two great encraments of Chnst,
upon a vuin attempt to restrict to them n termn of
human invention not found ia Holy Seripture, but

- on their distinctive dignity as being ordained by
-Christ Himself, and as being the only outward
-gigns in the use of which cur spiritual lite is com-
municated and sustained.

In order, bowever, to maintain as far as possi-

ble, & verbal distinction between tho two great
‘sacraments and other holy rites, a distinction
*which has not been made by the appropriation to
thoso sacrameats of a distinctive namne, I should
“in practice ivvariably use the word *sacrament,’
of baptism and the Lorl's Supper only, and I
should reprove any young wan under my care for
applying it to any other rite  So far am I from
teaching the students of Trinity College to * toy’
with tho so-called sarraments of the Church of
Rome.

The Bishop also complains that the words
s generally necessary to salvation,” are thus
«explained in the manuscript whbich ho has used.

¢ Generally here means universally, generally i, e,

to all men.” In my manucerint ¥ find tbose
worlds - gencrally nccessary, not to Uod, as in-
‘strumcenis whereby Ifo is to save: but tous, ns
God’'s appointed menns of salvation, necessary
generally, that i, to all men.” 1 do not uso the
word ¢ universally,’ and if I err in my interpreta~
tion of the word *gererally,” 1 err with Dr.
Hammond, ishop Nicholson, Bishop Beveridge,
Bishop Wilson and Dr. Nichollg, as I shall show
by quotations in my longer letter. I have been
accustomed also to show how ting general neces-
sity is litnited, by reference to the lunguago used
respecting the Sacrament of Baptism in tho ser-
vico for tho baptism of adults, ¢ wherehy ye moy
perceive the great necessity of this sacrament,
where 1t may be had, *  If this explanation of the
menming of the word *generady’ be not eatisfac.
tury, 1 should bo glad tolearn whatinterpretation
of the term will meet at once the theory of the
ulyector and the requirements of cominon sense.
There arc but two other pownts in the Bishop
of Huron's letter now remaing o be considered.
On these I must touch very brictly, reserving the
more full reply to them for my longer letter.
They are these, the Bishop’s objection to Mr.
Procter s statemcent that every faithful recipient
\not the recipent, ns the Bishop states) of the
Lread and wine in tho Lond’s Supper partakes of
the gloriticd humamty of the Son of God, ~nd his
Lordship's obyection to my reference to St. Jobn
VI. 53, to pruve the necessity of the Lord's Sup-
per.  Iu reply to the former objection I am pre-
pared tv show that Mr. Procter's teaching is
fully cuufirmed by great divines of our Church,
and among the rest by Archbishop Usher, whom
I now proceed to quote, Yet was it fit also, that
this head should be of the same nature with the
body which is knit unto it; and thercfore that
Ie should so be God, as that e might partake
of our ilesh hkewise. ¢ For we ave members of
His body,” saith the same Apostle, ‘“of Ilis
flesh, and of His bones.”  And, * except yo eat
tho flosh of the Soun of man,” saith our Saviour
, Himzelf, “and drnink s blood, ye have no lifo in
Lyouw e that eateth my flesh, and drinketh
L my blood, dwelleth in Me, and Iin him.” De-
claring thereby, first, that by Ilis mystical and
. supernatural union, we are as truly conjoined
~with Ilim, as the mcat and drink we take is with
ug, when by the ordinnry work of nature, it is
converted into our own substance; secondly, that
this conjunction ts immediately made with Jus human
nature.” —Usher’s Wurks, vol. IV., p. 6UX,—(sec
also page G17.)

Respecting the Bishop's objection to my quot-
,ing the sixth chapter of ot. John, 1 will only state
that while a8 differcoce of oprmon exists among
divines s tu interpreting the language of the
..sixth of St. Jubn, directly of the Lord's Supper,
or of spiritual feeding 1n general, ail who hold
the former opinion, nnd most of thoso who hold
_the latter, would alike agree 10 urging from thiz
“chapter the necessity of the Lord's Supper as the
great mean of Divino appointment, wheroby the
,,ct of spiritual feeding is perforned, and the ben-
'cﬁt thenco rcsultiog received.

w The passage which tho Bishop quotes from
. Avchbishop Cranmer, 18 by no means hostile to
,» My spplication of the textin question. Wnting
, agninst Gandiner, and agamnst the error of Tran-
substaotiation, he argues that our Lord did not
speak in this chapter of sacramental eating, but
of spiritual eating, two acts which he conceived
.. his antagonist to reganl as almost 1denucal, but
which be regarded as distinct. It does by no
means fullow however, that Cranmer did not look
upon sacramental feeding s being, after the in.
stitution of the Lurd's Supper, a nccessary condi-
*tion of spiritual feeding. A quotation, which i
shall give in my longer letter, will go far to prove
that he did so. Both objections appear to be
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raizsed for the purpose of throwlng upon my
teaching a vague suspicion of a leaning to tho
error of Transubstantiation. This suspicion may,
1 heliore, bo completely met by the following ex-
tract from my manuscript on the Cntechism.
¢ Tho body and blood of Christ which arc verily
and indced token and received by tho faithful in
the Lord’s Supper.” ¢ Verily and indeed,’ no less
truly because riot corporally » ¢ by tho faithful,’ the
wicked cannot receive 1 Cor, x. 21,  St. Augus.
tino's saying ¢ tho wicked eat ¢panom Domini,’[:
but not ¢panem Dominum.’” Onr Lord speaks),
also of spiritunl benefits which should certainly

|

APTOINTMENT OF A METROPOLITAN,

'I‘And and Ireland, in our Province of Cannda,

p— thavo of lato years greatly inoreased, and aro in-

Tiur LRITERS PATRENT ,OF H{ER Masxstry, unngn/ creasing @
TI% GREAT 8EAL, APPOINTING THR Lonp Bisnior,  And whereas thore now are four soparate Scos,
or MONTREAL AND HI8 SUCOESSORS Ix TitAT, Diocescs and Bishoprics duly ercoted and consti-
ssE, MrroroLiTans or Titk Cuunrcit or Exa-jtuted in tho said Provinco—that is to say, the
LAND IN CANADA. " l:lish% rl’l‘c of Que}\)lce, tbolnish;)p\l-io i)f l';l'oronto,

YVictouta, by the Grace of God, of the United ‘10 Dishopric of Montreal, and the Bishopric of
Kingdem grcrcn‘. Britain and Ireland, Quegy, '{{.“f"“"?"hf";”r(“‘i_‘s tho said Dioccso and
Defender of the Falth; i ishopria of Montraal:

I And whereas we have boen graciously pleascd
To all to whom these DPresents shall come, Greeting. ,to givo our roysl sssent (wlm was '(y]‘})]y pro-

[After recounting, in the preamble, the cie+, claimed in Canada, on tho twenty-fourth day of

follow from catiog His flesh and drinking His  cumstances connco. d with the original appoint., May, in the yonr of our Lord onc thousand cight
blood, of which benefits tho wicked connot bo, ment of a Bishop of Canada, (the Bishop of . hundred and fifty-soven) to a certain Aot there-
thought to partake. St. Johu vi. 54, 66." . Quebec,) and mentioning tho manner in which the , teforo passed by tho Legislative Council and

If any man supposes that a person who thus Bishopric of Montreal was at first constituted, by, Legislative Assembly of the sawd Irovince of
teaches, can countennnce in any degreo tho doc-, the subdivision of the Proviuce into scparato Dio- Canads, entitled ** Awact to ennble the members
trine of Transubstantiation, I confess mysclf in-, ceses, the Letters Patent proceed to stato:—]  , of the United Church **of Kugland and Ireland
capablo of arguing with him. %#%% And whereas we did thereby will ‘and. in Caunda to meet in Synod,” in which said Act

In conclusion, I wish to observe that the pre- | "grant that the said Bishop of Montreal should be (smongst other things) provision 18 mado for tho
sent controversy is very likely to convey to tho | a body corporate, and did ordain, make and con- Bistops, Clergy and Laity of tho said Luited Church
publio in general tho impression that, if falso, stitute him to be a perpetual corporation, and to. of England aud Ircland, i their several Dioceses,
doctrine has not been taught in the College, yet at | have perpetusl succession; and that he and s, for certain purposes theremn mentioned, and also
least undue promiuence and exaggerated impor- | succcssors should for ever thereafter be called, for the meeting of tho Bishups, Clergy and Laty,
tance have been given to matters of very second- | and known by the namo or title of e * Lorp. members of the smd United Church of England
gry moment. Your Lordship is well aware that , Bisntor or MoNTREAL;" and that he and his suc-. 8nd Ireland, of the said Province, in General As-
it is not my teaching, but the Bishop of Huron's cessors, by tho name and title aforesaid, should, semuly, within tho smd Proviuce, by such ropre-
strictures on it, which have given this promi- bo nble and capable in the law, and have full, sentatives os shall Lo dotermned and declared
nence and importanco to tho matters in question. power to purchase, have, take, hold and enjoy. Ly them, and for their framing n such General
I do not say this by way of complaint, but simply  n aors, messauges, lands, rents, tenements, an-,, Assembly & coustitution aud regulations for the
in self-defence, and for the purposo of abatuug nuities and hereditaments of what nature or kind, general mnanagemeat and good government of the
2 not unreasonable prejudico. The objections, goever, in feo and in perpetuity, or for n term of , 88id Church in the said Province, ng by tho said

are for the most part based on a few short and
scattered clauses, not ene of which I am prepared |y
to retract, but which I should bo very sorry to have |,

made the principal or even prominent topics of
my teaching. '
1 have the honor to be,

My Lord,

Your Lordship’s obliged and faithful servant, |

GEORGE WHITAKER. ,
Trinity Colleze,
Sept. 27th, 1860, )

h

1 w9 letter of the Provost having been read, the+
following resolutions were unammously adopted : v
Moved by the Hon. G. W. ALraN, seconded by -
S. B. Haryay, Esq., !
Resolved,—That this Corporation, having heard
tho reply of the Provost of Trinity College to the.
letter of the Bishop of HHuron, bearng date
August 29, 1860, desire to express their eutiron
satisfaction with tho explanations offered «- the #
charges advanced against the Theological teach-
ing of the Institution in that letter. '
Moved by the Hon. Mr. Justice acanTy,
seconded by the Hon. J. H. Cauenoy,
Resolved,~That this Corporation feel it incum-n
bent upon them to express their unfeigned sur-:
prise and regret at the course which has been -
adopted by the Lord Bishop of Huron to obtain ;
evidence against the Theological teaching of thisy
Iustitutica. J
They natnrally supposed that & gentleman in:
the pomtion of the Provost would be safe fromu
any charge of unsoundness untl personaily re-+
ferred to for an admission or denial of hearsay
statements. lnd the charges been dented by the
accased this Corporation could not properly havo -
objeeted to the right of his accusers to proceed to
collect evidence relevant to the charge.
Apart from the theological bearing of the case, 1t
this Corporation desire to express their decided
opinion as to the unprecedented manner 1o which «
grave charges have been publicly advanced
against tho soundnees of the teaching of this Col-
lege, by one in whom the law has vested largoy
powers to enquirc into and reform any thing
crroncous, but who has not attempted to ezercise
this power in a constitutional manver.

n

lifo or years, and also all manncr of goods,, Act, reference bewng thereto had, will wore fully
chattels, and things personal whatsoever, of what . appear:

nature or kind soever; and that he and lus suc- And whereas we Fave received three sev al
cessors, by nnd under tho said name or title,, petitions from tho Bishops, Clergy aud Laity,
might prosecute, claim, plead and bo imwpleaded, , Synod assembled, of the several Dioceses of QQuo-
defend and be defended, auswer and bo answered, bee, Montreal and Toronto, praying that in order
in all maoner of Courts of us, our heirs and suc- .1 to coable the Bishops, Clergy and Laity of the

! cessors, and elsewhere, in and upon ail and. said Church in Canada to have the full benefin of

singular causes, actions, suits, writs and demands, , the provisions of the said Act, we will Lo gra-
rcal and personal and mixed, as well spiritual as, ciously pleased to take such measures, or cause
tcmporal, and in all other things, causes and, 8uch measures to bo taken, ns may be necessary
matters whatsoover; and t° at the said Bishop of in order to appoint ono of the Bishops of the said
Moutreal should and might for ever thereafter ;Churchin the said Province to be the Metropolitan,
have and use a Corporato Secal, and the said Seal, ,. that so the necessary powers oay be sested in
from time to time, at his and their will apd bim for holding and presiding oser the General
pleasurs, break, change, alter or mako ancw, as}jAssembly of the Church in the said Provinco:
he or they should decem it expedient;—and we,, Now, therefurw, we do .1l and ordain that the
did thoreby further ordain and declaro that tho, 8aid Right Reverenu Father in Qod, Francis
said Bishop of Montreal and his successors should , FuLvorn, Doctor of Divinity, now Lord Zishop of
be subject and subordinate to the Archbishop of Muntreal, and his successors, the Bishups thercof
Canterbury and his successors, and we did fur-, for the time being, shall Lo and Lo deemed and
ther will and ordain that cvery Bishop of Mon-, taken to bo Metropuliten Bishop io our saul Pro-
treal should take an oath of obedicnce to the vince of Canada, subje . acvertheless, to the
Archbishop of Canterbury for the time being, as, general superintendenss anu “evision of the Acch-
his Metropolitan, which cath should and might, bishop of Canterbury for she umo being, and
be ministered by the said Archbihop, or by any  subordinate to the Archicpiswupal See of the Pro-
other person by bim duly appointed or authorised , vince of Canterbury: o
for that purpose, aud we did further expressly , And we will and ordain tha. the said Bishops
declaro t.at tho said Bishop of Montreal, and, of Quebec, Toron.s and Hurun respectively, shall
also his successors (having been respectively by , bo suffragun Bishops to the said Lord Bishop of
us, our heira and successors, named and appointed, , Montreal and Lis successors: .
and by tho said Archbishop of Canterbury canopi- _And wo wiil and grant to the said Lord Bishop
cally ordained aud consecrated, according to the, of Montreal, and his successors, full power and
form of the United Church of England and Irc., autbiority as Metropolitan of Canada to perform
land) might perform all the functions peculiar yall fuactions peculiar and appropriate to the
to the offce of Bishop within the said Diccese of fofice of Metropolitan within tho limits of the
Montrea, at.d we did thereby declare the spiritual , 8aid sees of Quebee, Torento npd. Huron, and
causes and matters o which the aforesaid juris-, to exercise Motropolitan jurisdiction over the
diction might be more specially exercised, as in ,, Bishops of the said Sces and their successors, and
and by the said letters patent, on refcrence, over all Archdeacons, Dignitaries, and all other
thercto being had, will more fully appear : . Chaplains, Ministers, Priests and Deacons in
A.J =hereas the said Francis Fulford, Doctor ,, Holy Orders, of the United Church of Enyland

of Di. oity, haviog been first duly conecrated, ,,and' Irclangd, within tho limits of tho 2aid Dio-
becamo and was, and still is, the Bishop of the. ceses;
said Bishop's Seo and Diocese of Mcotreal. "

Aud we do by these presents give and grant
And whercas the numbers, both of Bishops and jj unto thesaid Lord Bishop of Montrealjand his such

4’ Clergy and Laity, of the United Church of Eng- A cessars full power and authority to visit once in-
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five years or oftener if occasion shali require, a"::
well tho sawd acveral Bishops and their successord )
a8 alt Archdeacons aund Inuguitares, and all uther
Chaplains, Ministers, Priests and Deacons in
Holy Orders, of tho United Church of Eogland
and lreland, resident in the said Dioceses, fur i
correcting and supplying the defects of the said |,
Bishops and taneir successors with all and aily,
manner of mimtorial junisdicticn, power and co-
ercion : “

And we do hercby authorise and empower tho,
said Lord Bishop of Montreal, end s successors,
to inbibit, during suy such visitation of the said |
Dioceees, tho excrcise of all or of su.h part or
parts of the ordinary furisdiction of the said
Bishops or their successors, as to Lim, the said
Lord Bishop of Montreal, or hts successors shall
scom expedient; and during the time of such
visitation to cxerciso, by himsclf or themsclves,
or bis or their commissaries, such powers, func-
tions and jurisdictions in and over the said Dio-
ceue as the Bishops thereof might havoe excercised
if thoy had not been inhibited from exercising
the same:

And wo do furthier ordain and declare, that if
any person against whom n sentence, judgment
ordecree shall be pronounced by the said Bishops
or their successors, or their cummissary or com-,
missarics, shall conceive himself to be aggrieved |
by such sentence, judgment or decree, 1t shall.
Lo lawful for such person to appeal to the emd,
Lord Dishop of Montreal or lus successors, pro-
vided such appeal be entered within fifteen dags
afier such sentence, judgment or decree shall
have been pronounced:

y Lord Bishop of Montreal and his successors to be

.
1
t

And we do givo and grant to tho said Lord
Bishup of Muntreal, and his successors, full
power and autbority fioally to Jdecido and deter-
mine the said appeals:

And wo do further will and ordain that in,
caso any procecdings shuuld be instituted against
any of tho said Bishups of Quebec, Toronto and
Huren, ! cn placed under the said Metrupulitical
sce of Muntreal, such pruceediogs shall uriginate
osnd be carried on before tho Lord Bishiop of
Montreal for the time being, whom we hereby
authorise and direct to tahe cognizance of th,
same :

And whereas we, having fully considered the
premises, are graciously pleased to comply with
tho prayer of the said petitions in this behalf,
and, in accordance therewith, to appuint thcl

Mectropolitan Bishop aud Moetropolitan Bishops
in and over the said Province:

And we do further will and declare, that it
shall Lo lawful fur the said Lord Bishop of Mon-
treal, as such Metropolitan, and for his successors
from time to time, at theiv discretion, to lold and
preside over tho aforesaid General Assembly and
General Assemblics in the said Province of Ca-
nada; and in all other matters and for all other
intents and purposes whatsocver, save and except
as is hercinbefore expressed, wedo hereby confirin
and declare valid and subsisting the hereinbefore
partly-recited Letters Patent, lated the cightecath
day of July, in the year of our Lord one thousaund
cight hundred anl fifty, and iu the fourteenth
year of our reign :

Aund lastiy, to the intent that all things afore-

{8sid may be firmly holden and dono, e will and
'grnnt to the aforesaid Francis Fulford, Doctorin
Divinity, that ho shall have our Lotters Patent,
under our Great Seal of our United Kingdom,
duly malo and sealed :
In witness whereof wo bave ¢caused theso our
Lotters to be made patont. .
Witness ourself at Westminster, the ninth day
of July, in the twenty-fourth year of our reign
By warrant under the Queen’s Manual,
C. ROMILLY.
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