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THE BISHOP OF HURON AND TRINITY COLLEGE, 
TORONTO. 

IT is with great and re31 pain that we feel bound to place on record 
the following report and documents. 

The Third Session of the Diocese of Huron was opened in London 
(C. W.) on Tuesday, June 12. On ·Wednesday, the 13th, "the Rev. 
Dr. Townley brought forward the following resolution ;_ 

'That, seeing it is greatly to be desired that the Canadian Church 
should unite in the upholding of one University, thereby insurin~ for 
it a high literary character and extensive religious and Church influ
ence, this Synod respectfully requests the Lord Bi;hop to adopt such 
means as in his wisdom he may see good as shall tend to secure the 
hearty co-operation of all Churchmen in support of Trinity College, 
Toronto; which, through the energy of the Bishop of Toronto, and 
the liberality of Churchmen here and at home, lias been for some 
years in successful operation, and with the high honour of possessing 
a royal charter.' . 

The resolution was seconded by Mr. Ryland. 
His Lord,hip snid he could not put the resolution to the meeting 

without expressing an opinion thereon. He differed with Dr. Townley 
in some of his remarks. He had studied the working of Trinity 
College, and he consiilered that at the present time there was no 
power vested in the hands of any of the Bishops to interfere in the 
teachings of this college. This was not the case formerly, but a late 
statute hnd altered it. He objected to the teachings of that university, 
and if he had a son to educate, this would be the last place he would 
send him to. In the present state of things, the supreme power was 
.vested in the Chancellor; and so long as such was the case, he could 
not give it his support. :. 

His Lordship put the resolution, which was lost, a large majority 
voting against it." 1 

The following is extracted from the Canadian Ecclesiastical Ga:ette, 
of July 15;-

"TRINITY COLLEGE. ~ ~ 
TRINITY COLLEGE, JuneOOtl" 18tle. ' •. ; •. 

The Corporation of Trinity College, Toronto, have ob8I!'rv~d, in the . 
public prints, a report of the proceedings of the Synod :ohhe Diocese 
of Huron, on Wednesday, June 20th, containing a statelllent made by 
the Lord Bishop of Huron with reference to Trinity -College; and 
they have ascertained from the testimony of pe~sons \y.'resent a~ the 
Synod that this report, so far as the language attributed :~~ ~he Bishop 
I ',' 

1 From the Echo and Protestant EpiscopaI1l£co,·der. 
I 
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is concerneil, is substantially correct. That stnteIDent having been 
made by a person occupying the prominent position of the Bishop of 
Huron, an,l in so public a manner, e.,. cathedrd as it were, in an open 
Synod of the Clergy and Laity of his Diocese, requires to be met, un 
the part of th" Corporation, by a statement no less public. 

I. His Lordship objects to the teaching of Trinity College, and 
declares that, if he had a son to enllcate, it would be the In,t 
plnee to which he would send him. 

II. He ,tates al,o that there is no power \·ested in the hands of nny 
of the Bishops to interfere in the teachings of the College. 
, Thi",' he says, 'was not the case formerly. but a late Etatute 
has altered it. In the present .tate of tlLings the snpreme 
power is vested in the Chancellor, and, "0 long as such is the 
case, 1 cannot giye it my support.' 

The Curporation ,)(I<lre~s tbemseh·es, in the first instance, to the 
latter statement: 

The 'late statut!',' to which the Bishop of Huron ref.'rfl, was 
recommended by a Cummittee to the Corporation, and reeei l"e.1 by 
them, as a part of tbe report of the Committee, on the 1 :lth of 
February, 1859. It was, with the rest of tbe report, forthwith trans
mitted to the Bishop of Huron. He was invited, before the next 
meeting of the Corporation for the adoption of the report, to confer 
privately with the Bishop of Toronto, in order to remove any possible 
misconception. He did so cOl&r. On the :l4th of February, 1859, 
he accompani.,d the Bishop of Toronto to a m'~eting of the Corpora
tion. The Bishop of Toronto informed the meeting that th" Bishop 
of Huron and himself were agreed on the rc'port of the COlllmittee, 
the Bisbop of Huron having only one or two unimportant amendments 
to sug!.!I.:'.~t. 

The.'" amendments were agreed to, and the report was unanimously 
tttoptetl, in the presence of the Bishop of Huron, his ,'flo being ,uffi
bient to have prevented the adoption of any portion of it. 

From that day to this the Bishop of Huron has never intimated to 
the Corporation his dissatisfaction lIith any statute enacted by the 
ad?p.lii'l of that report. 
l...,rrears, therefore, that, without reference to the expediency of 

the exislin·g regulations, the Bishop of Huron has no claim whatever 
to allege .tatuteo which he deliberately sanctioned, and against which 
he has since entered no kind of protest, as a O"round for discounte-
nancing the College. " 

Dul, again, the Bishop misstates the case as to the effect of those 
statnles. '. ~-Ie says t~\at ' there. i" no power. vested in t~e han.ls of any 
of tlie Dlc"0;>S to mterfere m the teachlllgs of the ColleO"e.' He 
might have, ~:J.id that the Bishops possess no separate or "e.,.c/usil'e 
power of so ~Il~erfering. But they do possess, in common with other 
melllbers of',tRe Corporation, a right of interference; while their 
sacred office"';·;<\1l11c1 ever ~ive them, especially on questions relatinO" to 
religious trlll:\ or moral COli duct, a l'(;wcrft,1 influence with the re~ of 
:he.l>ody. 



The Bishop of Huron and Trinity College, Toronto. 349 

The Bishop adds, 'In the present state of things, the supreme 
power is vested in the Chancellor.' Tllis is not the case. The only 
statute on which the Bishop's assertion can he based is the following: 
'No proposition for the removal of a provost or professor Illay he 
submitted.to the Corporation except through the Chancellor, and then 
only on a written requisition, addressed to him by not less than five 
members of the Corporation.' This statute gives the Chancellor no 
real power at all, but merely provides that an important act should be 
done in a solemn manner, and through a fitting officer. 

In reference tu the Bishop's first statement as to the teaching of 
the College, accompanied by the emphatic declaration that Trinity 
Cullege is the last place to which he would send a son, the Corpora
tion observe that the charge against the teaching is most vague, and 
that the ordinary rules of morality, to say nothing of Christian charity, 
require that any man who advances such a charge should, under any 
circumstanees, be prepared to substantiate it in detail. Much more 
must this be looked for in the instance of a Christian Bishop address
ing his Clergy and Laity in Synod. 

Eut, further, the Bishop is by law a member of the Corporation, 
and he cannot escape the responsibility which, in that c],ararter, rests 
upon him. 

He has never, then, in his place in the Corpomtioll, brought 
forll'ard even the vague charge which he has hazarded in the meeting 
of l,is Synod, far less has he attempted to substantiate it. 

Nay, more than this, he has refused to do so, when urged by the 
Bishop of Toronto to adopt this' wiser and more honourable course.' 
And his refusal was based 011 this ground, that he could not expect to 
effect a change in the teaching of the University. 

(Signed) JOlIN TORONTO, Pre,'I,lellt, 
CHARLES MA(~n'\'TII, ]]lIr",,,' ({lUI Secl'I't1t1'y," 

The following Pastoral has since been issued by the Bishop of 
Huron :-

" To the 'Clergy and Laity of the Diocese of Huron. 

My REVEREND BRETHREN AND BRETHREN,-A document, emu
nating from the Corporation of Trinity College, Toronto, has appearell 
in the extra of, the Ecclesiastical (}(lztlle, and has been circnlated 
amongst the Clergy and Laity of this .Diocese. -r:his ~OCUIf~Il~. 
contains so many mb·statements concerl1l11g matters II!. iVl}lch 1 mil 
concerned, that I feel myself called upon to address YOli, 'l\nd to state 
the circumstances therein referred to as they really did occur. 

I shall treat the subjects mentioned in this documcllt in the same 
order in which they are discussed in the extra. I a.IJl sorry that I 
am thus placed under the necessity of pnblicly contt.:I;;icting state
ments put forth by a body of such high respectability af"t~f.l Corpora-
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lion of Trinity College; but no other course remains to me; justice 
to myself and a regard for the interests of truth compel me to do 8.0. 

'With reference to the fourth paragraph of the extra, the followlllg 
stalcment of what really did occur, previous to, and at the meeting of 
the 24th of February, 1850, will show how careless the Corporation 
of Trinity College has been in preparillg the document to which I 
refer. 

I received from the Bursar of Trinity College a circulal", informing 
me that a meeting of the Corporation would be held on the 24th of 
February, at which important measures would be brought forward; 
but no report of resolutions of committee was transmitted to me, and 
I had no intimation what these measures were. I had never attended 
any meetings at Trinity Colh-gc up to that time. I went to Toronto, 
and on the morning of the 24th of February, being desirous to) know 
what the important business was which was to be brought before the 
meeting, I inquired of the Rev. H .• J. Gra>ctt what the business was. 
He showed me a paper, on which were some resolutions; Vllt tlte 
s/atllt,), wkiclt lI'IIS (~/teJ'II'I(Ffls passed ot the meeting, VJas /lot one of tlum. 
I accompanied, not the Bishop, but Mr. Grasett, to the College; I 
saw the Bishop of Toronto only for a few minutes that morning; and 
w hen the statute referred to in the extra was .ead by the Provost, I 
objected to it, and it \ViII be remembered by the gentlemen who were 
present that what I objected to was, that when a requisition for the 
removal of a Provost or Professor was signed by five members of the 
Corporation, and placed in the hands of the Chancellor, the option 
W:b left to him of bringing the complaint before the Corporation or 
not, as he thought fit. I urged that when a requisition thus signed 
was presented to the Chancellor, it should be imperative on him to 
bring it before the governing body. I even suggested that the 
number of signatures necessary to the requisition should be increased 
to ten; but that the Chancellor ought not to have the power of 
refusing to bring the requioition before the Corporation when thus 
placed in his hands. I have not, therefore, mis-stated the effect of 
these statutes, as is asserted; but the writer of the extra has kept ('ut 
of view that provision of them to IV hich I have objected. All the 
members of" the Corporation then present united in the desire to pass 
the statute, and after stating my objections I ceased to oppose. I 
might have pronounced my veto on the measure; but under the cir
cumstances, I did not think it advisable to do so. I was then, for the 
first time, at a meeting of the Corporation of Trinity ColleO'e. I had 

.llCvj)r assisted the institution in any way. I was surr~unded by 
. 'g~Bt1emen '''fho had largely contributed to the funds of the U ni ver"ity . 
. They, toget~~. with the Bishop of Toronto, who had done so much, 

and lab0':1red:~o.Iong and so energetically to establish Trinity College, 
were desIrous.fuat the statute should pass; I therefore did uot think 
it wise to us~ -tile power which I possessed, to veto their wish con
cerning this sift:tute. Haol I done so, I fear the epithets which would 
have been h(~shed upon me would not have been more chaste, gentle, 
o! courteous tnan those which members of the Corporation of Trinity 
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College-a Church institution-have allowed themselves to employ 
concerning a Bishop when speaking of me in public and in private. 

It is I?uch t? be regretted that when the Corporation of Trinity 
.College, 111 theIr zeal, not to defend themselves, but to aHsail me, 
resohed to come before the public, they were not more careful as to 
the statements IV bich they hazarded. They appeal' to have acted 
upon the principle, that a man may, to defend himself, employ any 
means to weaken or wound his adversary. This principle holds good 
with those who rely for victory on physical strength. But the use of 
such an expedient in literary warfare, more particularly where religion 
is concerned, has ever been justly regarded as unworthy of the scholar 
and the gentleman. A man does not defend himself, or strengthen 
his position, by endeavouring to inflict a wound on the reputation of 
his opponent. Such conduct generally recoils, with crushing force, 
upon the head of him who has been guilty of it. 

I will now direct attention to the statement which I made at the 
meeting of the Synod of my Diocese. A clerical member of the 
Synod gave notice of a motion concerning Trinity College. I told 
this gentleman, before he jli'OjI(Isal his motioll, Ih((/ I 1('(IS opposed /0 it, 
and should be against him. He persevered in bringing it before the 
Synod, and in a long speech, in which he uttered the most glowing 
encomiums on Trinity College, moved its adoption, and was seconded 
by a friend. When the resolution was thus before the Synod, a lay 
delegate stood up, and requested me to give my opinion on the subject 
of the resolution. This I did as nearly as I can remember in the 
following worJs :-

'Being called upon by a member of the Synod to give my opinion 
upon the question now before the meeting, I shall do so fully and 
faithfully, as it is not my wish to give an opinion by halves upon so 
important a subject. I cannot agree with the mover of the resolution 
in the exaggerated eulogium which he has pronounced on Trinity 
College. I have taken every pains for two years to inform myself 
concerning the teaching of the University, and I cannot approve of it. 
I think it dangerous to the young men educated there, more particu. 
larly if they are educated for the Ministry. I could not comply with 
the request contained in the resolution, for I should thereby encourage 
parties to send their sons to the College, and I would not for any con· 
sideration Rend a son of mine to the institution. Nor do I see any 
prospect of affecting a change in the teaching of the University, as by 
a recent statute the Chancellor is interposed between the Professor" 
and the Corporation, and power is given to suppress any complaint 
aO"ainst a Provost or Professor, even if preferred by all the Bishops in 
tbe Corporation.' What I intend to say in this letter concerning this 
statement will be contained in the remarks which I am about to make 
on the contents of the last paragraph of the extra. 

A passage from a letter of the Bishop of Toronto to me, written in 
April last, when we had a correspondence on the subject of Trinity 
College, is quoted, and it is added, 'That my refusal to adopt what 
his Lordship called the wiser and more honourable courEe, was based 
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on this ~round, that I could not expect to effect a change in the tcaching 
of the CllivPl'sity.' I never stated any such ground for my' refu~al. 
To pro\'e this I have only to quote the passage from my letter ltl wInch 
I replied to the Di,hop of Toronto. The pas,age is. as foll?ws :-'You 
say that in early IiI'" 'you adopted the rule, never, If possible, to allow 
:lll oppol'tunity of doing good to pass unimproved; all who are 
acquainted with the history of your life will acknowledge that few men 
have more fully acted upon this rule.-But there is another. rule, 
havinO' Divine "anction, which I feel assured you would deslI'e to 
u],<CI';c. and which must regulate my conduct towards Trinity College; 
it i." ")dbtain from all appearance of e,-il." I feel that I am bound to 
act up to tid, rule, and a, I C(IIIIW/ ,:/1 my sOlll Ifj'pl'OI'e of the teaching 
of Trinity Coll'.'I'·, I believe tbat Illy appearing to sanction it w~uld be 
a p'),itiyc evil, and would expose me to the conclemnation whICh the 
Apostle says is the just portion of those who say, "Let us do evil that 
gUlid may come.''' The c:orrespondence from which I have quoted, 
took place in April last. From the above extract it will be seen that 
though I did not, in my place in the Corporation, lJring forward a 
eharge against the teaching of the U nivel'sity; yet I made the charge 
in the most solemn form in which I could put it to the President of 
the Corporation, a"nd as 1 received no an,wer to my letter, I concluded 
either that the Presideut was indifferent as to what opinion I might 
entertain of the teaching of Trinity College, or that he concurred in 
the vie\v which I expressed, in the same letter, 'that it was a wiser 
course for m'> to stand aloot' from the University, than by a public 
protest to exhilJit the melancholy picture of a house divided against 
itself.' 

I should not even, when called upon by a member of my Synod, 
have given expression to the opinion which I had formed of Trinity 
College, had I not previously, in the most pointed and solemn manner, 
given expression to the Eame opinion to the President of that institu, 
tion. 

In my opinion this was the time for the Corporation of Trinity 
College to bave applied to me to state wbat was the teaching to which 
I objected. It would have been a much more wise and honourable 
course, when the charge was thus made to the head of the institution, 
to have inquil'ed into it, than to wait in silence until I had preferred 
the same charge, in compliance with a request made to me by a mem
ber of the Synod, and then to publish a document occnpied in the 
discussion of a comparatively unimportant statute and calculated to 
(livert public attention from the important subject 'namelY the danger-
ous t ael,iny of Trinity College. '.' 

I do not hold myself responsible to any man for the opinions which 
I entertain. But, as I have in the present instance, when appealed 
to by a member of my Synod, expressed my opinion of Trinity 
College, I am prepared to snbmit the grounds upon which I have 
fo:med tbat opinion to any of my Clergy, or of the laity of my 
DIOcese who may desire it. I am in possession of ample information 
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upon the subject, which I am ready to impart to those for whose satis
faction and guidance the opinion was expressed. 

Amongst other documents I have in my possession a manuscript 
known in Trinity College by the name of' The Provost's Catechism ;' 
it consists of 7± I questions with answers. It is placed in the hands 
of every student entering the University, alld all are expected to 
learn it. Ilidependently of the fact that such a mode of dealing with 
men is unheard of in any University at horne, I consider the teaching 
of tbis catechism dangerous in the highest degree; the views put 
forth are unsoulld and un·Protestant. The explanations of Scripture 
are one-sided; the whole thing is calculated to indoctrinate the youths 
educated at the institution with the views of the author of 'the 
catechism,' and to prepare them to propagate the 'l"iews amongst the 
members of our communion throughout the country. An institution 
which adopts such an expedient I cannot regard as safe. The minds 
of young men which are, for three or four years, forced into this 
mould, wiil not, for a long time, if ever, regain that liberty and inde
pendence of thought which -are indispensable to those who are to 
minister the Word of Life to intelligent and reasoning men. 

Ld this catechism be no longer kept in manuscript, but published 
and circulated as the text-book of the Univursity of Trinity College; 
and I will venture to prediet that the same conclusion at which I ha'l"e 
arrived will be expressed by 1Il,1IlY, namely, tltat the leachiJlg of tltis 
catechism is dangerous in the extreme. 

I have been induced, my Reverend Brethren and Brethren, to 
address you upon this subject because of the honoured name which is 
affixed to the document I have been considering; had it borne any 
other signature I should have allow"d it to paos in silence. But such 
is the re~pect which I entertnin towards the President of Trinity 
College Corporation, that nothing can ever weaken the feelings of 
veneration with which I regard him. '" e know that the hi)2hest 
faCilities and the most exalted mental powers succumb to time; and if 
his Lordship is not now what he once was, if his memory does not 
faithfully record events as in years past, allowance should be maue for 
this by his friends, and those who act with him and for him should be 
careful not to lead him to lend his name to any proceeding unworthy 
of the position he has so long filled with honour, and calculated, in 
the evening of his days, to bring a cloud over the high reputation he 
has so nobly won. 

I am, my Reverend Brethren and Brethren, with earnest prayer 
that God's Spirit may be poured out upon us to guide us into all truth, 

Your faithful Friend and Pastor, 
BENJ. HURON. 

London, July 21st, 1860." 

(A letter has appeared from the Provost of Trinity College relative 
to the statement concerning" The Provost's Catechism," from which 
it seems that the Bishop of Huron has mistaken the facts. We have 
no room for it at present.) 

NO. CLIX. E E 
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THE BISHOP OF HURON AND TRINITY COLLEGE, 
TORONTO. 

'VE feel it om .lllly to print the following document in reference 
to the Bishop v1 Huron.'s charge~ a~ainst Trinity College. We 
extract it from the Cancuhan Eccles~ast~cal Gazette of August 15. 

TRINITY COLLEGE. 

At a meetinO" of the Corporation of Trinity College, held on 
Wednesday, August 8th, 1860 (present:. The Hon. and Right. Rev. 
the Lord Bishop of Toronto; the Hon. Sir John Beverley Robmson, 
Bart., Chancellor of the University; the Rev. the Provost of Trinity 
College; Professor Bovell, M.D.; The Ven. A. N. Beth~ne, D.D., 
D.C.L., Archdeacon of York; the Hon. G. W. Allan; LewIs Moffatt, 
E"l' ; the Hon. 1\11'. Vice-Chancellor Spragge; James M. S!rachan, 
Esq. ; the Hon. Sir Allan Napier MacNab, Bart.; Samuel BICkerton 
Hurman, B.C.L.; the Hon. John Hillyard Cameron, D.C.L.; the 
Re\,. T. B. Fuller, D.D. D.C.L. ; the Rev. S. Givins), the following 
minute was unanimously adopted: 

Tbe Corporation of Trinity College have had their attention 
,lirected to a Pastoral, addressed by the Lord Bishop of Huron, to the 
Clergy and Laity of his Diocese, in reply to a statement put forth by 
them, bearing date June 29th, 1860. 

In this pastoral the Bishop of Huron asserts that the Corporation 
have made "many misstatements" in the document put forth by 
them. 

He first says, "no report of resolutions of committee was trans
mitted to me," intending, as it would seem, to impugn the assertion of 
the Corporation thai the statute, to which the Bishop of Huron pub
licly objected in i.is Synod, was transmitted to him" with the rest of 
the report of th" committee." The Corporation see no cause to 
retract their assertion that this report was transmitted to the Bishop 
uf Huron. Not only was it the avowed determination of the Corpo
ration to send the document to his Lordship, but the Corporation are 
sati5fied that it was sent; although they admit that the transmission 
uf the document does not necessarily imply its reception by his Lord
ship, if indeed this be the fact which he intends to deny, when he 
says that" no report of resolutions of committee was transmitted to 
him." T.he simple question is, did the Bishop of Huron, or did he 
not, rece~ve, some ~ays before the meeting! a paper containing a 
report of the comm~tte: on the statutes whICh were proposed and 
adopted at the meetwg! . If not, where did he procure the copy 
which I.~ use? at th.e meetmg of the Corporation? The Corporation 
put tlllS l.nqUiry deliberately and advisedly. 

T!,e B,shop of .Huron n.ext stutes that, being thus in the dark as to 
the Important busmess whICh was to be transacted, and being naturally 
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anxious to: be informed on so grave a subject, he "inquired of the 
Rev. H. J. Grasett what the business was." The official summons 
from the Bursar was, according to the Bishop's statement, the only 
invitation which he received to be present at Toronto, on the 24th of 
February. He has evidently overlooked the following letter addressed 
to him, on the 18th, by the Bishop of Toronto: 

(Copy.) 
My DEAR LORD, TORONTO, February 18th, 1859. 

We have been attempting for some time to make such modifications 
in the rules and regulations for the government of Trinity College, as 
your Lordship's accession to a share in the management would seem 
to require. But the difficulty of getting a full meeting of the Corpora
tion, owing to the frequent absence of the Chancellor, Sir John B. 
Robinson, and the Hon. John Hillyard Cameron, has occasioned un
avoidable delay. 

We have now, however, agreed to a draft of the few changes that 
are thought necessary, and we propose to assemble in the council 
chamber of Trinity, on Thursday the 24th instant, at three o'clock P.M. 

for their final consideration in view to their adoption. 
In requesting your Lordship to take your place in the Corporation 

on this occasion, I may truthfully observe that Trinity College is, and 
was from the first, intended by all parties favourable to its establish
ment, to be the Church University of the Province of Upper Canada. 
Hence the provision in the charter, enabling the Bishops to meet for 
the management of its concerns, on the footing of perfect equality. 

To secure this important object, we obtained the munificent patron
age of the Society for tile Propagation of tile Gospel in Foreign Parts, 
a permanent endowment, and frequent pecuniary donations. To the 
same cause we owe likewise the liberal grants of the Society for Pro
moting ClIristian Knowledge, and the cordial support of the members 
of our beloved Church, not only in England, but likewise throughout 
the Province and in the United States. 

I still hope to see the three Bishops in their seats as heads and con
conservators of the institution, and working cordially together in 
promoting its effectiveness, and extending its blessings through the 
colony. 

If not inconvenient to your Lordship I would respectfully suggest 
that it might be of advantage for us to meet the Chancellor, Sir John 
B. Robinson, Bart. and the Hon. John Hillyard Cameron, in his 
office, at ten or eleven o'clock, A.M. on Thursday, the 24th, the day of 
meeting, to talk over the business to come before the Corporation in 
the afternoon, and should any amendments occur, they may still be 
adopted, and thus secure a pleasant unity in our proceedings. I 
remain, my dear Lord, your's faithfully, 

JOHN TORONTO. 
The Right Rev. the Lord Bishop of Huron. 
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Of this letter his Loru'llll' says nothing; yet, strange to say, on 
arrivin" in Toronto he acted upon it. He did, at the time appointed, 
presenthimself at l\Ir. Cameron's office, an~ then~e go !o the residence 
of the Bishop of Toronto. After consultIng .wlth him, he ~eturned 
to l\Ir. Cameron, and informed him that, havmir seen the Bishop of 
Toronto he had aO"reed with him respecting the report of the com
mittee o~ statute" :'xccl't in a few unimportant particulars, which he 
thouaht would create no difficulty at the meeting. 

The Corporation cannot conceive that this understanding with the 
Bishop of Toronto could have been arrived at in the absence of ~ny 
written document in the hand of either party, or at a casual meetmg 
which miO"lit properly be dc."Tibed in the terms which the Bishop of 
Huron e~ploys when he Rays: "I saw the Bishop of Toronto only 
for a few nlinutes that morning." 

The BisllUp of Huron next demurs to the assertion that" he accom
panied the BislJOp of Toronto to the meeting of the Corporation." 
If these worJs necessarily imply more than that the Bishops presented 
themsel.es to the meeting together, the Corporation willingly with
draw them, together with any imputation which the Bishop of Huron 
may suppose them to convey. 

At the opening of the business of the meeting the Bishop of 
Toronto spoke to this effect: "I am happy to inform the gentlemen 
present that the Bishop of Huron and myself are of one mind respect
ing the statutes now to be proposed for adoption; the Bishop has one 
or two unimportant amendments to suggest, which I trust the Cor
poration will adopt." The Bishop of Huron sat by and assented to 
this statement. The Corporation consider it impossible that, if some 
new statute, of which the Bishop of Huron had never heard, had been 
brought forward for adoption, and brought furward as forming a part 
of the body of the statutes respecting which he had consulted with 
the Bishop of Toronto (and in this way they affirm that it must have 
been brought forward, if it was brought forward at all), he should not 
have uttered one single syllable of remonstrance or surprise. 

As for the opposition offered to the statute at the time, not as 
introduced by surprise, but on its proper merits, the recollection of all 
present would show that the Bishop of Huron took no exception 
against the vesting of a discretionary power in the Chancellor, but 
merely offered some suggestions respecting details, which he by nu 
me~ns pre~sed; and ~hat h; certainly.left on the minds of all present 
an ImpreSSIOn as to hiS feelIng respectmg the statute directly opposed 
to that which his pastoral letter would convey. ' 

The Corporation would desire to make every reasonable allowance 
for. the imperfect rec;ollection of circumstances long past of which no 
wntten record remams, lJUt they owe it to themselves to declare that 
they see no reason to retract any assertion which they have put forth 
a?d that they believe that if the Bishop of Huron had fairly availed 
hImself of the proper means of re-callin<7 the occurrences of that time 
he could not have impugned their assertions as he has thouaht prope; 
~~m a 
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The Corporation, however, proceed to notice one or two statementq 
of the Bishop of Huron which they coufess have greatly surprised 
them; and though, in any personal controversy, they would gladly 
have forborne to point ont so particularly, as they will now proceed 
to do, the just grounds of their surprise; yet in vindicating an im
portant institution, in which the Church of England has a deep interest, 
from a very injurious attack, which they feel to have been lightly and 
inconsiderately made, they cannot properly refrain. 

The Bishop of Huron quotes from the statement of the Corporation 
the following words: "And his refusal (to bring forward in his place 
in the Corporation his charge against the teaching of the College) was 
based on this ground, that he could not expect to effect a change in 
the teaching of the University;" and he adds, "I never stated any 
such ground for my refusal. To prove this I have only to quote the 
passage from my letter in which I replied to the Bishop of Toronto. 
The passage is as follows: ' You say that in early life you adopted 
the rule, never, if possible, to allow an opportunity of doing good to 
pass unimproved: all who are acquainted with the history of your 
life will acknowledge that few men have more fully acted upon this 
rule. But there is another rule having divine sanction, which I feel 
assured you would desire to observe, and which must regulate my 
conduct towards Trinity College; it is, "Abstain from all appearance 
of evil." I feel that I am bound to act up to this rule, and as I 
cannot in my soul approve of the teaching of Trinity College, I believe 
that my appearing to sanction it, would be a positive evil, and would 
expose me to the condemnation which the Apostle says is the just 
portion of those who say, "Let us do evil that good may come."'" 

Here the Bishop's quotation from his letter ends, though the ""'Y 
next w01'ds of that letter are the following: "Were I to go to the 
Council, as you say, would be the' wiser and more honourable course,' 
and enter my protest against the teaching which I disapprov!', no good 
result would follo'w, as I could not expect to effect a change iJ! the tel/ch
ing of the University, and the melancholy picture of a house divided 
against itself would be presented." 

It thus appears that, in order to disprove the assertion of the Cor
poration, the Bishop of Huron quotes the lil'st half of a paragrapl~ of 
his letter, stopping just when he arrives at those words, used by hIm
self in the same letter, which would establish their assertion and dis
prove his own. The Corporation also invite particular attention to 
the fact, that, after denying the ground for his refusal which the words 
of his own letter, left un quoted by him, had distinctly expressed, ~he 
Bishop of Huron proceeds to quote, in his pastoral, expressions which 
immediately follow them, thus giving a resume of the whole sentence, 
with the omission of the only words upon which the Bishop and the 
Corporation are at issue. 

Once more, the Bishop of Huron says: ., 
" From the above extract it will be seen that though I did not, III 

my place in the Corporation, bring forward a charge against the 
teaching of the University, yet I make the charge in the most solemn 
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form in which I could put it to the President of th~ Corporation, and 
as I received no answer to my letter, I concluded either that .the Pre
sident was indifferent as to what opinion I might entertam of the 
teaching of Trinity College, or that ?e concurre.d in the view which I 
expressed in the same letter, 'that It was a WIser course for me. t.o 
stand aloof from the University, than by a public protest to exhibIt 
the melancholy picture of a house divided against itself.' 

" I should not, even when called upon by a member of my S:>:n?d, 
have given expression to the opinion which I had formed of Trlmty 
College, had I not, previously, in the most pointed, and solemn man~er, 
given expression to the same opinion to the President of that Institu
tion." 

The Corporation regret that they are compelled to cJ.Iaracterize this 
passage as most disingenious. In proof of this assertIOn they quote 
below from two letters of the Bishop of Huron, and from the reply 
of the Bishop of Toronto to the first of those letters. In a letter, 
dated April 19th, 1860, the Bishop of Huron uses the words: "I 
disapprove of Trinity College in many things." He thus gave the 
Bishop of Toronto opportunity of appealing to him, in the following 
earnest terms, to state the grounds of his disapproval. The letter of 
the Bishop of Toronto bears date April 25th, 1860, and it may here 
he observed that the correspondence originated in a letter addressed 
to the Bishop of Huron by the Bursar of Trinity College, inviting 
him, in the name of the Corporation, to exercise his privilege of 
nominating five members of the College Council from his own Diocese, 
in accordance with a statute to which he had so recently given his 
assent. 

My DEAR LORD, TORONTO, April 25th, 1860. 

I have read your letter of the 19th inst. with very much regret, 
because it has been my earnest wish that you should take your place 
at the Council of Trinity College, as you have equal power aod 
authority with myself, and give us your hearty and strenuous assist
ance in its government and direction. Suffer me therefore to entreat 
you to re-consider and withdraw your letter of the 19th inst. and to 
proceed to the nomination of those whom you desire to repres~nt your 
Diocese in the University. 

Trinity Colleg~. being always .intend~d for the benefit of Upper 
Canada, and deSIrIng no pre-emlDence 10 the establishment it was 
provided in t.he charter at my desire that all the Bishops shouid enjoy 
~qual authonty. 

T.her~ are! you say, some things which you disapprove of in the 
InStitutIOn, If so, permit me, as the wiser and more honourable course 
to re<!uest you !o come among us and point them out, that they ma; 
be fairly exammed and modified if deficient, or confirmed if found 
correct. ~ feel assured, from the knowledge I have of the members of 
ou~ Council, th~t t~ley are IIOt unreasonable or disposed to retain any
thlllg really obJectIonable. 

The authorities of Trinity College are quite aware, that among the 
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members of the Church in Upper Canada there are in some few points 
differences of opinion, but they have never considered them, nor are 
they disposed to consider them, a just cause of separation and estrange
ment. The same differences, and in much the same proportion, exist 
in England, as they do in the Church here, but the true Christians of 
both parties are found associating to promote and support institutions 
really good, and they disapprove of those who make them grounds of 
contention. 

This being the view which I take, and have always taken of the 
University's relation to the Church, I desire without offence to state, 
that as it Beems to me, you are not at liberty to refuse to discharge 
the important duties of an office to which you have been appointed by 
competent authority without incurring a responsibility which the 
reasons you assign will in no way sustain or justify. 

In truth, the very fact of your separation from us will inflict upon 
the Church and University an injury that you can never repair. 

One of the rules of conduct which I adopted in early life was the 
following: "Never if possible to permit an opportunity of doing good 
to pass me unimproved." In carrying out this principle I may have 
frequently failed and suffered much discouragement, mortification and 
sorrow; but, believing that no thought or effort for good is ever lost 
in our Lord's kind Providence, I persevered in my course and I now 
find, on looking back when nearly at the end of my journey, that the 
balance is greatly in my favour. To bear and forbear in all situations 
of life, is the ordained lot and the wisdom of humanity, and OUl' 

struggle after good, like prayer, should never cease. Hence, I have 
always strongly felt the truth of the Apostle's doctrine, "That to him 
that knoweth to do good, and doeth it not, to him it is sin." 

Again entreating you to re-consider and withdraw your letter, I 
remain, my dear Lord, your faithful Brother in Christ, 

JOHN TORONTO. 

To this strong and affectionate appeal of the Bishop of Toronto, 
the Bishop of Huron replied in a letter containing the following 
passage: 

"I now come to that part of your letter which has caused me much 
anxious thought. I would preface my remarks by assuring you that, 
in the commencement of my Episcopal career, moved by the high 
opinion which I entertained of your experience andjudgment, I formed 
the resolution to avail myself of your advice and fatherly counsel 
whenever I could do so, without doing violence to my own convictions, 
and it has caused me many unpleasant feelings, that I am not able, in 
the present case, to agree with the opinion which you have. advan.ced. 

You say that in early life you adopted the rule, "never, If possIble, 
to permit an opportunity of doing good to pass unimproved." Any 
one at all acquainted with the history of your life will acknowledge 
that few men have more fully acted up to this excellent rule. But 
there is another rule of Divine authority, which, I feel assured, you 
would not desire to overlook, and which regulates my conduct towards 
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Trinity College. It is the Apostolic rule, "Abstain from all appear
ance of evil." J feel tilUt I am bound to act up to thi~ rule, a,n,d. as I 
cannot, in my soul, approl'e of the theologic:al teachmg ~f Inlllty 
College, I believe that my appearing to sanctIOn th, teach~ng wo~ld 
be a positive evil, and would expose me to the condemnatIOn wh\C~ 
the Apo .• tle say" is the just portion of those who ~ay, "let us do eVIl 
that gou,1 may come;" were I to go to the ('"unClI, as you say would 
be the "wiser and more honourable course," and enter my protest 
arrainst the teaching which I disapprove, no good result would follow, 
a~ I could not expect to effect a change in the teaching of the U niver
Hity, and the melancholy picture of a house divided against itself would 
be presented. To avoid this I hal"c heretofore kept aloof from the 
University, and I am still satisfied in my own mind, that it is better for 
me thus to act than to introduce discussion into the Council, and thus 
render patent to the world the differences which unhappily exist 
amongst us. Praying earnestly that the Lord will grant to us both, 
that wisdom, which cometh down from above and which is pure and 
peaceable, so that we may be enabled to follow peace with all men, I 
remain, my dear Lord, with unabated respect and esteem, your brother 
in the ministry, 

BENJ. HURON. 

P.S.-I have written the above as a private communication to your 
I~ords"ip, as your letter of the 25th of April appeared to me to require 
it. B. H. 

Such is the correspondence. In the first letter the Bishop of Huron 
declares that he disapproves of Trinity College in many things j in 
the second, the Bishop of Toronto urges him to give explicit expression 
to that disapproval at the proper time anrl place; in the tllird, the 
Bishop of Huron refuses to do this, because he considers that such inter. 
ference would be useless, at the same time stating that his letter is a 
private communication. And yet he does not fear to commit himself 
to the following statement: that he had made a charge against the 
teaching of the Cull,~;.:~, in the most solemn j;Jnn in which he couid put 
it (1) tlte President of tIll': CIII'jIIJ/·(ttion~· that Iu: i~ecei{Jed no answer if} ltis 
htlcr, and that he thence concluded that the l're.iident was indifferent 
to his opinion, or that he agreed with him in thinking that it was 
better that he should stand aloof from the College. 

Any reader would justly infer from this statement that such a letter 
as that of the Bishop of Toronto could never have been addressed to 
the Bishop of Huron; he would, indeed, infer that the whole trans
a~tion had been utterly the reverse of what it really was; that the 
BIS.hop of ~uron had openly and candidly stated objections against 
whIch the BIshop of Toronto shut h,s ear, rather than that the Bishop 
of Huron refused to state objections for which the Bishop of Toronto 
had most earnestly called. 

The Bishop of Huron describes himself as havina- said in his Synod 
"I have t.aken every pai~s fo: (W?, years to i.nform'" myself concerning 
the teachmg of the Ulllverslty; and lIgam, near the close of his 



letter he adds, "I am in possession of ample information upon the 
Rubject, which I am ready to impart to those for whose satisfaction 
and guidance the opinion (given in the Huron Synod) was expressed." 
Yet the Bishop of Huron says elsewhere, " I was then (February 24th, 
1859) for the first time at a meeting of the Corporation of Trinity 
College." And he has never been there since. He has not only not 
carefully used, but studiously shunned, every open method of inform
ing himself of the teaching of the College. He has preferred to 
observe and acquaint himself with the College under all the disadvan
ages inseparable from a distant and hostile position, while he had 
every opportunity of acquiring tliat intimate and familiar acquaintance 
with the details of its system, which every friend of the Church and 
of the University would desire that our Bishops in Upper Canada 
should possess, and which is indeed a part of the duty which they are 
bound to assume on entering upon the episcopal office. 

As to the character of the instruction given in the College, the 
Corporation have full confidence in the teaching of the Provost, as, 
being in entire conformity with the formularies of our Church, as'-' 
elucidated by her great writers; and they now make a public demand 
of the Bishop of Huron, to state definitely the points on which his 
objections are founded. They cannot tamely suffer any officer of the 
College to be assailed as "unsound and un protestant," merely because 
he keeps close to those formularies and summaries of doctrine which 
constitute the only guide which we can safely and consistently follow 
as members of die Church of England. 

Of the closing paragraph of the Bishop of Huron's letter, the Cor
poration will only permit themselves to say, that if the Bishop of 
Huron had really entertained "the feelings of veneration," which he . 
there affects to entertain, and which are assuredly entertained by every 
other member of the Corporation towards the object of his remarks. 
he could never have made himself re8ponsible for language which has 
drawn upon him the righteous indignation, not only of every Church
man in this Diocese, but of every inhabitant of the Province to whom 
the Bishop of Toronto is known, either by his public services or by 
the virtues of his personal character. 

(Signed) JOHN TORONTO, President. 
CHARLES rvUGRATH, Bursar and Secretary. 





THE BISHOP OF HURON AND TRINITY COLLEGE, 
TORONTO. 

The Bishop nf Huron to the Ciaical alld Lay Gmtfe1lu'li composing the 
Excel/li/'f Committee of the Synod of the lJiuce"e of Huron. 

My REVEREND BRETHREN AND BRETHREN, 

Your resolution, requesting me to lay before the Diocese the proofs 
upon which I ha"e formed the opinion which I expressed concerning 
the teaching of Trinity College, Toronto, has been placed in my 
hands. In 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 opinion, whenever 
called upon to do 80. 

Some time after my return from England, in 1858, some gl'uduates
in Trinity College applied to me for ordination, and it became my 
duty to examine them. I perceived that the views of some of these 
gentlemen, more particularly concerning the character uud doctrines 
of thc Church of Rome, were not such as I had always entertained. 
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I sought out the cause of this, and after a good, deal of examination 
and inquiry, I was led to the conclusion that the views held by these 
gentlemen were traceable to the teaching to which they had been 
sUbjected during their University course. The mode of teaching, as 
described to me, appeared to be highly objectionable, and the matter 
taught was in my view most dangerous to all studeuts, more especially 
to young men preparing for the ministry. I shall now direct attention 
to these two points, the mode of teaching and the things taught. 

In order that I should not fall into any error concerning the mode 
of teaching in the University, I addressed, by letter, several gentle
men who have been connected with Trinity College, and I forwarded 
to each of them a list of questions, to which I requested candid and 
plain answers. The following are the questions and answers, from 
which you may form your own opinion as to the mode of imparting 
religious instruction to young men in Trinity College. 

\. Was the attendance on the lectures on catechism compulsory? 
2. Did the Provost at each lecture dictate questions and answers 

from his own manuscript? 
3. Did the students write both questions and answers as he dictated 

them? 
4. Were the students expected on the next lecture day to read the 

answers as the Provost had dictated them? 
5. Did you ever know the Provost to lend his manuscript to a 

student to correct his notes taken down at lecture? 
6. Are there any copies of the m3nuscript thus corrected handed 

down from clasR to class? And is the book familiarly known among 
the students as "The Provost's Catechism" ? 

7. Did the Provost ever express his disapproval of the u.se of these 
note books? 

8. Are you aware whether a proposition to publish the manuscript 
wa·, ever made by any of tbe students, and what was the Provost's 
reason for disapproving of its publication? 

The following answers are from a layman residing in the Dioce,e 
of Toronto. The answers are numbered to correspond with the 
qUl',tions . 

..Ins. I.-Attendance on the lectures is fully as compulsory as on 
allY other lecture prescribed. 

Ans. 2.-Yes, it is the Provost's re~ular mode of proceeding to 
dictate questions and answers. 

Ans. 3.-No; that would be impossible at the rate the Provost is 
accustomed to go on. One of the first things a student .does a~ter 
entering, is (on advice) to secure a copy of the manuscflpt, whICh 
invariably corresponds, almost verbatim, with that which the, Provost 
uses, except in some in,tances it may not perhaps be so full. As 
each student enters the lecture room, he brings his own or another's 
copy of this manuscript, which he places on the tabl~ before him .. in 
the presence of the Pro"ost, leaving it dosed u'.'lil the que~t~olls 
dictated on the last lecture day are anowered or disposed of. I hell 
he opens his manuscript, and followo the Provost as far as he goe,;, 
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marking at the same time, if he notices any error or mistake. Apart 
from this, he writes neither questions nor answers, nor does he take 
notes, which must be quite app~rent to the Provost. . . 

..Ins. 4.-Yes; that is the plan pursued, and nevel', m my experience, 
did I witnpss an answer, as recorded in these manuscripts, prove to 
be incorrect; but 1 have known other ans:wers refused, when they did 
not suit the Pro\'o~t's views, or, as he said, " were not the answers I 
gave." 

AilS. ;j.-~o ; but 1 have heard he did so ; but whether he did or 
not, the perfect agreement of both prol'es that we have got a correct 

copy. ." I . f 
Am. 6.-These copies now m use are posItive y correct COPieS 0 

the Provost's su far as they go. These are hallded down from class 
to cia". The freshman (for whose benefit the catechism is designed) 
either copi", one for himself, or has one given him by some of the 
students who hu\'c preceded him. 1 have been asked rppeatcdly by 
the students, " How do you like the Provost's catechism ?" 

AilS. 7.-1 have never heard him do so. 
An;;. 8.-1 don't know. These statemeuts are perfectly true, and 

can be proved in the mo,t solemn manner. 
I now proceed to give the answers of a clergyman in the Diocese 

of Huron. 
Ans. l.-Attenuance was compnlsory . 
..Ins. 2.-The Provost at each lecture asked questions, evidently 

from his manuscript, upon the notes which he had dictated at the 
previous lecture, and of course the answers had to be taken from 
his notes. 

Ans.3.-Tle students used e\,f'ry means to acquire the answers 
which the Provo,t required, and when they found they had not the 
exact answer in their manuscript, they took down the answer given 
by him. 

An,. 4.-Tile students were required to give correct answers, taken 
from the Proyost's notes, to the questions asked by him. 

An,. 5.-N'enr; but he lent his questions sometimes. 
An8. 6.-There is a catechism, question and answer, in common use 

among the students, handed down from class to class, anu familiarly 
known as " The Provost's Catechism." 

Ans. 7.-Never that 1 know of. 
Ans: 8.-1 h~ve heard the students speaking of wishing to have the 

cateclllsm pubhshed, but I do not remember the Provost's objections. 
The next answers are from a layman resident in the Diocese of 

Toronto: 
..111;'- 1.-Yes; the Provost required an excuse for absence on e\'ery 

occasIOn. 
All~. 2.-The Provost lectured from his manuscript, and asked 

questlO?S on the next day for lecture. He has frequently Raid, when 
a questIOn has not been answered satisfactorily, "That is not what I 
gave you." His que,tions were written as well as his lectures. 

Am. 3.-Some of them took notes; others would have their prede-
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cessor's books, and would only follow him while reading, and see 
that they were correct. 

A ns. 4.-We generally answered in his own words, and if not, as 
nearly as possible. 

Ans. 5.-He lent his questions on the catechism on one ·or two 
occasions, and his notes on the articles. I cannot answer positively 
as to his notes on the catechism. 

Ans. 6.-The manuscript, with an exact copy of his questions (as 
taken by Mr. Wm. Jones, now of Cambridge), and the answer., as 
collected (answer No.3), were handed down. When 1 entered in 
1856, I procured a book from Mr. Wm. Jones, from which to copy a 
manuscript for myself. It was always spoken of as "The Provost's 
Catechism." 

Ans. 7.-1 never heard of any disapproval, either directly or 
indirectly. 

Ans. 8.-1 on several occasions have heard students propose to have 
it published, and the reply generally given was" The Provost would 
not like it." Whether or not he was consulted, 1 cannot say. 

The next set of answers is from a layman, now resident in the 
Diocese of Huron. 

Ans. I.-Attendance on the catechism lecture was compulsory. 
Ans. 2.-The Provost read from his manuscript as a continuous 

lecture, but must have been aware that he had it either written, or 
took very few notes in the room, and both questions and answers were 
contained in his lecture, although not distinguished as such by him, 
being probably aware that we had both questions and answers before us. 

Ans. 3.-The students had both questions and answers written before 
they entered the room, and only compared theirs with the Provost's 
while he read. 

Ans. 4.-The students were expected on the lecture day to answer 
the questions of the preceding lecture day in the substance, and as 
much as possible in the words gi\·en. 

Ans. 4.-1 never did. 
Ans.-Each student of the first year either borrows, and copies a 

manuscript from the borrowed copy, or purchases from a student of 
the second or third year his manuscript. 

Ans. 7.-1 never heard him say anything pro or con in the matter. 
Ans. 13.-1 never heard any proposition of the kind, though it might 

have been made witllOul my knowledge. 
't'lle followillg is un extract from a note recei ved from a lay gentle

man, residing at some distance :-" 1 do not think the PI'O\'ost has 
ever given both questions and answers to any student to copy, but 1 
heard when 1 WIIS at Cullege that he lent his questions on one occasion 
and that a copy was taken of them. Of course, as soon as the students 
had a copy of the questions which were to be put to them, they were 
able to form proper answers from the notes which they had taken 
down from the lllst 01' preceding lecture. 1 don't remember hearing 
any copy called" The Provost's Catechism;" I have heard of " The 
Provost's Questiom," meaning those questions which the Provost 
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asks. I have heard that the PrOl,,,'1 bas been asker! to publish a 
catechism, in order that tI,P ·"tudents might be saved the trouble of 
writin~ out copies for themselves." 

The" fullowing answer,; are from a graduate of Trinity College, 
residinO' in the Diocese of Toronto :-

A /ls."'1.-Y"'; it "':1, placed prccisely on the ~ame footing w!th the 
othe,' "ubject,;. Student" absenting themsehe,; fr?m the catecill,m. or 
any other lecture given by the Provost, w~re ob"g~d, to acc.ount sai,s
;;",t",.;ly to the Provost on the succeedIng day, for thp-lr absence 
therefrom. 

J liS. 2.-Yes; the Provost's mode of procedure was as fl'1I0W~:
At his first lecture to freshmen be read to us about thirty questions 
(the number varied afterwards). The next Friday he .questione~ us 
on the matter of ti ... preceding Friday, and read to us fresh questIOns 
and answer,. sufiicient to fill up the hour. 

Ans. :1.-'1'111' students had copies of the questions and answers 
written, either by themselves, or students who had previously gra
duated in Trinity College, and as the Provost read "is lecture they 
compared their manuscripts with 1<''''1t rem! and made "Itel'lltions in th" 
references (texts of Scripture), or anything ebe in which there might 
have been a discrepancy. They were thus assured of perfect accu/·(1,·y· 

Ans. 4.-:\lost assuredly they were; for I recollect that on one 
occasion, a student of my year expressed the answer in a manner 
which varied, by tll'O Ifnimp01·tant ,,'ords, from that dictated by the 
Provost on the preceding Friday, and was corrected for it. I remem
ber this the more distinctly, as every student who took pains with it, 
used to repeat it with litpml accuracy. 

AilS. 5.-1 understood, by report among the students, that the 
Provost did at one time lend his manuscript to a student, and I 
always considered that this was the origin of the almost stereotyped 
accuracy of our manuRcripts . 

.Ins. 6.-Yes; generally a student, after his pre~ious examination 
in his second year, at which time he passes his third and last exami
nation in the catechism, either gives, lends, or sells his manuscript 
catechism to junior students. In my case I obtained the loan of a 
manuscript catechism, and copied it out. It is familiarly known 
among the students as " The Provost's Catechism." 

Ans. i.-Never to my knowledge. 
A ns. ,~.-~o; but I often wished, for my own convenience, that it 

had been prmted and published, as the copying of it entailed a grep 
deal of unnecessary labour upon me, and wasted much precious time; 
in fact, I thought it on the whole a very strange proceeding. 

I have stated fully my objections to this mode of teachin'" in my 
pastoral; I need not here repeat them. " 

This manuscript known as "The Provost's Catechism" with the 
questions copied or corrected from his own manuscript, l:nt for that 
purpose, and the answers taken down carefully from his lips and 
corrected from time to time, has been handed down from class to'class 
and has been bought and sold by the students. 1 have not given th~ 



names of those gentlemen from which I have received the above 
answers to my questions, but I can obtain permission to do so if 
necessary, and shall lay the original documents, together with the 
letters which accompanied them, before any member of the Synod 
appointed for that purpose. There was but one gentleman to whom 
I applied who expressed a wish "not to be at all implicated in the 
matter." I have therefore not made any use of his communication. 
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(Oontinued/rom p. 431.) 

I NOW proceed to lay before you the teaching which I characterised 
as "dangerous in the extreme." I have heard, when examining 
graduates of Trinity College, statements which they have reported as 
made to them, either in the course of lectures, or in conversation with 
the Divinity Professor. Some of· these I took down at the time I 
heard them, such as the following, that "the Church of England lost 
at the Reformation some things which were in tbemselves good, and 
tended to edification;" that" justification was an impertinent subject 
to introduce before a congregation, as there was not one man in ten 
thousand who was not already justified." These and such like state
ments I have heard from gentlemen who have been students in the 
University. I do not here dwell upon them; I come to the considera
tion of documents which I shall quote, anrI I think when these docu
ments are well weighed, and compared with the articles and formularies 
of our Church, they will abundantly establish the conclusion to which 
I have come, that the teaching in Trinity College is dangerous. 

I have now in my possession five copies of the catechism, which 
have been fol' years in the hands of the students of Trinity College, 
and which I!l'aduat"s of that University declare c.ontains the qllc,tions 
of the Provost, corrected from his own manuscript, with the answers 
tnken down carefully from his lips. I have collated tbese five copies, 
and thei,' agreement is such as must convince anyone that either they 
all had th~i,' origin from one copy, or that they were reported with 
wonderful tidelity from the lips of the lecturer. 

The fullowing are specimens of the dangerous teaching contained iD 
this catechism :-

On the article "Born of the Virgin Mary," we find the following 
que,tions and answel'S-

Ques.-What is the Hebrew form of the name Mary? 
..4ns.-Miriam. 
Ques.-What does the name signify? 
.Ans.-Exaltation. 
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Ques.-What signification, then, had it as borne by the mother of 
our Lord? 

Ans.-The exalted position resulting from her having given birth 
to the Redeemer of the world. 

Ques.-Who is the first recorded possessor of this name? 
Ans.-Miriam, the sister of Moses and Aaron. 
Ques.-Show that she may be regarded as holding a position under 

the old dispensation, typical of that which Mary held under the new? 
Ans.-lIIiriam was an instrument in bringing the Israelites to the 

promised land, and Jl[al"Y was an instrument in bringing mankind into 
the Kingdom of Glory (01' Heavei/). 

Ques.-What was the belief of the early Fathers respecting the 
virginity of Mary? 

Ans.-That she continued a virgin ever after. 
Ques.-On what grounds did it rest? 
Ans.-Some suppose that the mother of such a son could not be 

mother of another. 
Such teaching as this I regard as a dangerous tampering with a false 

doctrine of the Church of Rome, directly leading to idolatry. It will, 
I doubt not, be said by some that Pearson, in his" Exposition of the 
Creed," teaches the same thing. Even were this the case, still, I would 
consider the teaching as dangerous in the present time, when there is, 
especially in the minds of the young, such a hankering after the errors 
and superstitions of Rome; but Pearson does not teach that tbe Virgin 
Mary had a divinely ((1'1'oi'llle<l type under the law,. neither does he 
teach thnt she was an instrument in bringinr/ mallki"d into the Kiwld"", 
of Heaven. He says: "As she, Miriam, was exalted to be one of 
those who hrought the people of God out of the Egyptian bondage, so 
was this Mary exalted 10 be the mothel' of that S!lI,iuw' who, through the 
red sea of his blood, had wrought a plenteous redemption for us, of 
which that was but a type." In the questions and answers of the 
catechism, the undue exaltation of lIIary is pushed far beyond wbat 
Pearson says upon the subject, and we see tbe germ of that full-blown 
superstition which, in its most revolting form, meets us in the late 
letter of the Pope to the Canadian Biohops. 1 fenr such teaching for 
our young men. If they nre taught to believe thnt Mary is typified in 
tbe law, they may soon conclude, with Bonaventura, that she is to be 
found in the Psalms, and thus be led to look upon the idolatrous honour 
done to her in the Church of Rome as natural and right. 

On the article "The Communion of Saint'," I find the following 
questions and answers :-

Ques.-Witb whom have the saints communion? Prove from 
Holy Scripture. 

Ans.-With God the Father, &c., and with God the Son, &c., and 
witll God the Holy Ghost, &c., and with the boly an,geb, &c., and with 
all the saints of the Church Militant, &c., and with all tbe saints 
departed, &c. . 

Ques.-Wberein does communion with saints departed consIst? 
Am.-In union of affection, involving on our part reverential com-
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memoration and imitation, and on their part interest on our behalf; and 
probable ;lIt,'rcessiol1 with God for 118. 

I will a,ld here a letter lately received from a clergyman who some 
years since graduated in Trinity College. "I will now endeavour to 
state, as well as I can remember, things which struck me as particularly 
strange in the Provost's doctrinal teaching. I cannot remember his 
exact words. I can only give the impression that they left on my mind 
at the time. In lecturing on 'The Communion of Saints,' he certainly 
gave us to understand, while discoursing on the interest the saints 
took in our spiritual welfare, that h", thought that they pleaded with 
God for us. He did on one occasion make u;;e of these words, or 
words very like them, 'This is one of the losses which we sustaineJ,' 
or 'Tilings wllieh we lost, at the Reformation,' and I have a very 
,trong impression upon my mind that it was when speaking of prayers 
for tile dead. He always spol<e of baptismal regeneration, as if all 
di,·ilw, reeeil't,,1 the doctrine in its strongest sense, without ever hint
ing that there was a far more evangelical view of it taken by many 
eminf'lIt divines in our Church. 'Wilen young men are thus taught, 
in tbe creed we profess to believe, that the saints departed take an 
interest in our spiritual welfare, and J,muoU/.'I intercede with God for 
liS, the transition is easy to 'Holy fit. Dominick, pray for us.' Can 
we regard that man as a sound-hearted member of the ('1"'1',-/, of' 
EII:/I,,,;", (IS she nm" is, who has learned that the same Church, at the 
Reformation, lnst certain valuable practices, which, of course, it would 
be our duty, if possible, to have restored?" 

On the article" Remission of Sins," in the Creed, I find the follow
ing quC':-tiuns and answers:-

I!", .,.-HolY is remission of sins granted under the Gospel? 
Alls.-In baptism past sin is forgiven, whether ori"inal or actual 

in the case either of infants or adults duly prepared by faith and 
repen tance. 

(iu,'s.-How is it granted after baptism 1 
Alls.-On repentance. 
1,IW's.-111 what mode is redemption declared and sealed to the 

penitent? 
AIIs.- It is declared ill the ulltlwl'ittlti"e absollltivII, and sealed in the 

reception of the Holy Communion. 
Q,,,s.-Prove from Holy Scripture. 
AII.'.-" If we say that we have no sin m' deceive ourselves and 

the truth is not in .us' .. H we confess onr sins, he is faithful and just 
to.f"r.!11"'. us.our ,UIS. (~John i.. 8,9.) ".'1'0 whom ye forgive any
thmg, I forgll'" al"" for If I forgIve anythlllg. to whom I for"ive it 
for !UlIr .'akes f~rgive.r it,.in the person.of Cllri.-t." (2 Cor. if. 10.)' 
~he f'lldellt IIIt"nt!on I? quo.tm~ thIS passage from the Second 

~plstle t? th~ COl'lnthlans, IS to Justify the statement that the remis
sion of SInS IS declared "in the allthoritatit'e absolution" mentioned 
~n :he a?sl~'er to t~e pre~eding.que;,~ion. C~ntrast the mode of grant
I~o remiSSIOn of SI~S set forth III thIS catechIsm with the mode enun
cluted so clearly III the eleventh article of our Church, " We are 



The Bishop of Huron and Trinity College, Toronto. 467 

accounted righteous before God only for the merit of our Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ by faith, and not for own works and deservings; 
wherefore, that we are justified b.1J faith only, is a most wholesome doc
trine, and very full of comfort, as more largely is expressed in the 
homily of justification." This mode of teaching the remission of sin, 
in baptism, sealed by the reception of the Lord's Supper, and declared 
by the authoritative absolution of the Church, is not that which God 
has revealed in His Word, and which our Church teaches in her formu
laries, her articles, and her homilies. If baptism, the supper of our 
Lord, and the authoritative absolution, take away sin and seal the 
pardon of the transgressor, then the Church of Rome is right, and 
our forefathers were unjustifiable schismatics in separating from her 
communion. 

Concerning the sacraments, I find in the catechism the following 
questions and answers :-

Ques.-Of what sacraments does the cat.echism treat? 
Ans.-Of two only, as generally necessary to salvation, baptism and 

the Lord's Supper. 
Que8.-What is implied by these restrictions of the term? 
A1Is.-That the term sacrament may be more widely applied to 

mean any holy rite. 
Ques.-Where, then, lies the error of the Roman Church in making 

seven sacraments? 
A ns.-In drawing no due distinction between the two great sacraments 

and other holy rites. 
Ques.-Tbe sacraments are said to be generally nece,sary to salva

tion; what is meant by generally? 
Ans.-Generally here menns uni,'e)'srrlly; genemlly, i. e. to all mell. 

The sacraments are necessary, not to God, ns instruments whereby He 
may save us, but to us, as God's (fppointed means (~( salvation, the 
channels in which ltis grace flows to Ils.-(Laud.) 

Ques.-Give an instance of a sacrament or holy l'it" ordained by 
Christ Himself, which is not generally necessary to salvation? 

A ns .-Orders. 
Ques.-What rites does Rome class with the two great saC1'((lI!fI!ts l 
Ans.-Confirmation, penance, orders, matrimony, and extreme 

unction. 
Ques.-What is to be observed concerning confirmation? 
Ans.-Confirmation was in early times part of the sacrament of bap

tism; it became separated from it in three ways, &c. 
Ques.-What concerning orders? . . 
Ans.-This rite was appointed by Christ, and was accompamed by 

an outward si(llI, but the grace bestowed was not personal, but official, 
and there is no promise of remission of sins. 

Ques.-What respecting penance? . . 
Ans.-In early times those who were subject to eccle!'lasllcal penal

ties were required to confess their sins, and after baving been separate~d 
from the Church, were admitted by the laying Oil of han,h. (ThiS 
rite is not attended by the remission of sins.) 
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Ques.-What respecting matrimony? . . . 
Ans.-In this rite thap are outward $lgns, but no spIrItual grace, 

and no promise of remission of sins. 
Is it safe to teach younO' men thus to reO'ard the so-called sacraments 

which the Church of Ro~e has added toO the only two appointed by 
Christ? and not as our Ohurch plainly teaches concerning them in the 
Twenty-fifth Article: "Those five commonly-called sacraments are 
not to l,e COIlII/er/ for S'(CI'(I}wnts of the r;u"I,,·I, being such as have grown 
partly of the cor~upt following ~f the apos~les, partly are states of I~fe 
allowed in the Scriptur,>", but yet hm',' noll,l·p nature of sac'/'~I/:'ClltS? IInth 
baptism '11"/ the L(O/''/'s SlIl'llfl', fll' that they 1t,II'e ""/ (my ""'1hle "911 or 
cel'emony ur,/"ille'/ of (/(,r/." Our Church does not speak of 111'0 great 
saCl'(l1I!11IIs, leaving us to infer that there are lesser sacraments, and 
that the Church of Rome, in adding to the sacraments appointed by 
Christ. has only erred in not making a "due disli",-lion" between the 
two greater sacraments and other holy rites or sacraments. Neither 
does our Church trifle with her members by ming the word" gene
rally" when she intended to express" universally." 'When we add to 
thi" that those young men who are thus taught in the first year of 
th(:ir university course to toy with the sacraments of the Church of 
Rome, are further instructed that the recipient of the bread and wine 
in the sacrament of the Lord's Supper partakes of the "glorified 
humanity" of the Son of God, I think it will be acknowleilged that 
the tcaching is dangerous in a very high degree. Moreover, in this 
catr·chism, our Lord's words, recorded in the sixth chapter ofSt. John's 
Go~pel, are repeatedly quoted, as ;:poken concerning the sacrament of 
the Lord's Supper, as in the folJowlng answers :_ 

Q",'s.-PrOl'e from Holy Scripture that thc Lord's Supper is gene
rail y nect's-ary? 

.I/ls.-" Then Jesus said unto them, Verily, verily, I say unto you, 
except )',. cat of the flesh of the Son of Man, and drink his blood, ye 
have no lif" in you." (John vi. '1.3.) 

1,1/1,,8.- \Yhot word;; of our Lord show this? 
A I/s-Onr Lord speaks of the spiritual benefits which should cer

tainly flow from eating his flesh and blood, of which benefits the wicked 
cannot Iw thought to partake: •. \\~hoso eateth my flesh and drinketh 
my blood, hath eternal life, and I will raife him up at the la~t day. 
He that eateth my flesh and drinketh my blood dwellcth in 1\1e and I 
in him." (John vi. ;j-i, &c.) , 

QI/(s.-:-Pro~.~ /rom Holy StT':l'flfre that the Holy Eucharist sustaills 
flip ''1''l'Itual ll/" lmparted by baptism I 

A m.-" Then Jesus said unto them, Verily, nrily, I say unto you, 
Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of .!\Ian and drink his blood you 
have no life in you." (.John vi. 53.)' , 

In !hese questions ~nd ans,~er~, taken from different parts of the 
catechIsm. th~ stude'~t " unhes1t:ltIndy taught to intel'pret the words 
of our Lord. m the SIxth of John, as spoken concerninO' the sacrament 
of the LOf<l's .Supper. Commentators of the Church of England since 
the Reformation. and ;:Ollie Roman Catholic divines, have intcrpreted 
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the sixth chapte~ of St. John's Gospel, as having no reference whatso
ever to the Lord s Supper, and one of the latter has asserted that" the 
Universal Church has understood this passage, ever since its promul
gation, to mean spiritual eating and drinking by a living faith." 

One of our most eminent reformers, when combating the doctrine 
of transubstantiation, thus expressed himself concerninO' this passaO'e : 
"Christ in that place of John spake not of the material a~d sacrame;tal 
bread, nor of the sacrameutal eating (for that was spoken two or three 
years before the sacrament was first ordained), but he spake of spiritual 
bread, many times repeating, 'I am the bread of life which 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 instituted. And there
fore He said, 'Your fathers did eat manna in the desert, and died; but 
he that eateth this bread shall live for ever.' Therefore, this place of 
St. John can in no wi~e be understood of the sacramental bread, whicl, 
neither came from heaven, neither giveth life to all that eat. Nor of 
such bread could Christ have presently said, 'This is my lIesh,' except 
they will say, that Christ did then consecrate so many years before the 
institution of His holy supper."-Cranmer. 

I cannot, therefore, think it sound divinity or good Protestantism to 
teach that in the sixth chapter of St. John, our Lord refers to the 
oral reception of the elements in the sacrament, and not to the spiritual 
participation of his body and blood, by faith; such teaching I must con
sider" dangerous in the extreme." 

I have thus laid before you, from authentic sources, some of the 
teaching to which I object. The impres~ions conveyed to my mind 
by the examination of graduates of the Ulli versity, I cannot of course 
convey to yours. The mode adopted by me to ascertain the character 
and effects of the teaching in Trinity College, is that which common 
sense dictated, and which my position required me [to adopt, namely, 
to examine the pupils. It would be quite impossible to write all I 
have learned in this way, but the result has been a deep-seated con
viction that a large portion of tares is mixed with the seed sown in 
the minds of the young men educated in the institution. In some I 
know, these tares have not taken root, but this is 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 sutlicient to prevent the growth of the 
tares, I cannot say. 

Before I conclude this letter, which is the last I shall address to you 
on this subject, I would brielly 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. 

When the statute, which has been the subject of discussion, was 
read at the council, I strongly objected to it, stating at ~he SRUle time, that 
if we could always depend on having a Chancellor lIke the gentleman 
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who now so worthily occupies that position, there could be no objection 
to leave some discretionary power with him, as all knew that he wo~ld 
act wisely and justly, but that such discretion could not be safely )D

trusted to eve.y person who might hereafter be elected Chancellor of 
the University. 

With reference to my reaSons for not appearing at the meetings of 
the corporation, they are stated by me in my letter to the Bishop of 
Toronto, and occupy a paragraph of that letter. . , .. 

It is very unfortunate that when the corporatIon of TrInIty College 
undertook to state from my letter the grounds on which I declined to 
take my place at the corporatiou, they should have selected part ~f a 
sentence in the middle of thi."i paragraph, and overlooked those portIOns 
of the same paragraph which immediately pree·pde and follow that p~rt 
of a sentence which they selected. The letter i. now before the puplis, 
and anyone who will take the trouble to analyse the paragraph referred 
to will find that tJwre are three grounds stated for my refusal to attend 
the corporation of Trinity College. The first and chief reason which 
I quote in my pastoral is contained in the words, "as I call1lot in my soul 
apprO!'f (~( the theological teachillg of Trinity C"lIege, I belitl'e that my 
appearing to 8wu:lioll this teaching would be (/ positiw evil," The second 
is in the following words: "Were I to go to the council, as you say 
would be the ,,,ise,. a ",I "lOre honourable course, ({lid enter",y pmtest 
against the teachiny 1l,hi,'h I condemn, no .'Iood result ,,'ould folloU' (as I 
could not expect to efleet a change in the teaching of the University)." 
The words which I have ineluded between brackets are the only por
tion of the paragraph noticed by the corporation, and they state this 
as the ground of my refusal to attend the meeting of the council, 
whereas these words constitute an inferior member of my sentence, 
and do not express my reason for not attending the meetings of 
the council. The third reason assigned in the paragraph is: "And 
the melancholy picture of a house di \'ided against it~elf would 
be presented; to avoid thi, I hm'e huetoJi),.e kept alooffrom the lj"i,'er
sity, and I am still satisfied in my own mind, that it is better for me 
to act than to introduce di;cussion into the council, and thus to render 
patent the differences which unhappily exist among us." "'ith these 
three reasons thus. plai?ly before them, the corporation of Trinity 
College selects an InferIOr member of a sentence in the middle of the 
paragraph, and asserts that in that part of a sentence without reference 
to the context, is contained the ground stated by ~e for refusing to 
comply with the request of the Bishop of Toronto to take my place at 
the council. 

:fhis lett;,r wa~ ~ritt~n as ~ "priva~e communication to the Bishop 
of foronto, . but It .IS eVldellt It was l31d before the corporation, as it is 
ref~rred to .In their document of the 29th of June. In that letter, 
whIle I deelm.ed to take my place at the council (for the three reasons 
aSSigned), whteh was the thil1g the Bishup urged me to do I stated in the 
J?ost ~mp~a~ic way, "!. cannot in my 80U[ approve oj tlU! tiU!ological teach
mg oJ Trl1llly College, and I hoped and expected that his Lordship 
would have asked me to particularize in what the teaching consisted ; 



to my regret and surprise, he did not do so, and therefore I could not 
arrive at any other conclusion than that which I have stated in my 
pastoral. 

But discussions on these minor points are unimportant, and are of 
no real interest to the public. The teaching of Trinity College is 
that which concerns the community. From what I have written 
above, all may judge of this for themselves. The documentary 
evidence which I have adduced is but a small part of the information 
which I have obtained in my examination of the graduates of the 
University. Some, perhaps, may not see 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 and inexperienced minds to such teach
ing, even though great names may be quoted in favour of it. 

In conclusion, I would say, that as no one can now misunderstand my 
attendance at the council of Trinity College, and as "the melancholy 
picture" which I wished to avoid has been made patent to all, I shall 
take into consideration the expediency of appointing five gentlemen as 
members of the corporation, and of endeavouring, in my place there, 
to effect those changes in the institution which will render it such, 
that I may be able conscientiously to recommend it to others, and 
avail myself of it for the benefit of my diocese. I remain, my reverend 
brethren and brethren, your faithful friend and brothel' in the faith, 

BENJ. HURON. 
Aug. 29, 1860. 
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(Continued from Dec. 1860, p. 471.) 
WE suppose that our readers have had enough of these documents 

to enable them to form their own opinions on the merits of the case. 
We little thought when we printed, in the Co!",,/,,! ('lUI.,.,", Cl"'oll/de 
for September last, the charge brought by the Bishop against the 
College, that the controversy would continue so long. The Provost 
published a letter, to whieh we referrerl in September (p. 353), which 
ought to have been conclusive, and which, we suppose, would have been 
Se) with any other Prelate in our communion than Bishop Cronyn. 
Since the following letter was in type, we have seen another from the 
Provost, which is meant as a postscript, and which we intend to print 
in February, and then we hope to have done with the matter. The 
Canadian correspondent of the Guardian, of December 27,1860, says:-

" ~ill<:" the Provost's overwhelming rejoinders, Bishop Cronpl has 
been siknt,-no apologies or excuses have been offered. He stands 
convicted of having made groundless charges against the most im
portant Church Institution in the Canadas, and yet he makes no sign. 
,,y ere he, however, to devote all the remainder of his days to making 
atc,nemflnt for his reckless conduct, he could not undo one-half the 
mischief he has done." We recommend the letter in the Guardian to 
the notice of our readers. 

At a well-attended meeting of the Corporation of Trinity College, 
held on Thursday, September 27th, 1860, the Lord Bishop of Toronto 
made the following communication to the meeting :-

"I beg leave to lay on the table a letter which I have received 
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from the Reverend the Provost of Trinity College, in vindication 
of his religious teaching in the Colle"e from an attack which lias 
been made ~pon it by. the Bishop of "Huron, and also the print~d 
letter upon It by the BIshop of HUI'on to the Executive Committee of 
his Diocese, in ~hich that attack is continued. I lay these papers 
before the CouncIl, not doubting that it will appear to them on their 
cons.ideration, that the Provost, in regard to those things which he 
admits that he has taught, has successfully defended his doctrine by 
reference to Holy Scripture, and the Book of Common Prayer, and to 
~hose venerated Divines, whose writings are of the highest authority 
lD our Church." 

The Bishop then called upon the Provost to read the following letter:
My LORD,-I have prepared, in reply to the letter addressed by the 

Lord Bishop of Huron to the Executive Committee of his Synoil, a 
lull statement of my teaching on the points objected to by his Lord
ship, together with authorities from approved writers of the Church 
of England; but independent of this more elaborate reply, I think it 
necessary to give a brief answer to some of the comments of the 
Bishop on the manner, matter, and tel/dene.1f of that teaching. As 
respects the manner, I can add but little to the statement which I 
made in my letter of the 28th of July, which was published in the 
daily papers, and which I here transcribe. 

"It is my duty to lecture the students of the first year on the Cate
chism of the Church of England. For this purpose I have compiled 
a manuscript, which I read and explain to the class. The students are 
expected to take notes of the lecture and to answer questions on the 
next day.of attendance. In order to save time and to observe due 
method in my questioning, I have prepared for my own use a book 
of questions, omitting or adding questions at my discretion, when I 
use it. The only written result of my lectures which J require or 
wish, is a summary of them in the note-books of the students. The 
contents of these books I never see, nor can I hold myself responsible 
Jor them. I am, however, given to understand that it is the practice 
of some of the students to write down the questions which are 
addressed to them, and to reduce their notes into the form of answers 
to these questions. This practice I disapprove, and it is well known 
that I do not consider it to be a legitimate mode of registering the 
information given in the lectures. Some years ago I consented, more 
than once, to place my book of questions in the hands of students, on 
their plea that it would assist them to complete or correct their notes. 
I know also that the note-books have passed from hand to hand in the 
College, but so far from encouraging this I have urged young men to 
trust, if not exclu;;ively, at all events mainly, to their own recollection 
and record of what they hear. My wish is further, that in replying 
to my questions, the students should give, in their own language, for the 
most part, the substance ofwhnt they have been taught. Of course there 
are instances in which substantial accuracy can be secured only by keep
ing close to the exact terms in which tbe instruction was conveyed. 

I beg, therefore, to observe that no manuscript known by the nnme 
c2 
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uf 'The Provost'; Catechism,' or by any other name, is placed in the 
hands uf 0".'1 stud.e~~ entering the Uni, ,·r.,ity, fur less is any student 

expected tu /' (I,.,t It. 
Thcl statement which I here made is fully borne out by one of the 

Bisl.,,!'·s own authorities. II., sayc, "I do not think the Provo.t has 
ever ,,:ivell both 'luestions and answers to .any st~r\ent to copy, b~t I 
heart! when I was at College that he lent Ills que,tlUns on one occaSIOn, 
and that a copy \Va, taken of them. Of course, as soon as the student& 
had a copy of the questions which were to be put.to them, they were 
able to form proper at"w"rs from the notes willch they had taken 
down from the last or \,r< .• ·.·.lin~ lecture. I don't remember uf hearing 
of any copy "alle.l 'TLo.· 1'r",,:,t'o Catechism.' I have heard of the 
'Provost's quo'ction< meaning those questions which the Provost 
acb. I have heard that the Provost has been asked to publish a 
catechism, in order that the students might be sand the trouble of 
writing out copies for themselves," It may, however, be well that I 
should now do publicly, what I should long ago have been most ready 
and willing to do privately, give answers of my own to the series of 
questions whi"h the Bi,;hop of Huron has addressed to his infurmants. 
This then I proceed to do, 

(,!",.<. 1.-W as the attendance on the lectures on catechism com-
pul-ury? 

.A /ls.-Undoubtedly it was, and no hint has been thrown out that it 
was not so. 

('!"<8. 2.-Did the Provost at each lecture dictate questions and 
answers from his own wanuscript ? 

Alls.-Certainly not. I put questions to the students at.the open
ing of each lecture,. on the subject of the preceding lecture, to be 
answered by them 'v"'il ",,,'c, Consequently, the statement tLat ques
tions were read at the first lecture is absolutely untrue. 

(,Illes. 3.-Did the students write both questions and answers as he 
dictated them? 

.. 11/$.-Since neither:questions nor answers were dictated they could 
not be written by the students. ' 

(.111', . .f.-,,-ere the students expected on the next lecture day to 
read the answers as the Provost had dictated them? 

.I/1s.-As the answers had neither been dictated nor written down 
they could not be read. ' 

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

.A n8.-1 have no recollection whatever of having lent my manuscript, 
nor ~s the correctness of my recollection in this particular disputed by 
th~ ~nformants of the Bishop of Huron, but I did lend a book con
tatDl~g my questions. It is particularly to be noticed that these 
questIOns have no answers annexed, 

Q,,,, •. 6.-.A.re there any copies of the manuscript thus corrected 
handed down from class to class, and is the book familiarly known 
among the stl1~ents as " The Provost's Catechism?" 

..1118.-1 believe that a ma~uscript containing my questions, with 
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answers framed from the notes of my lectures, was compiled, soon 
after the opening of the College, without authority, by one of the 
students, and has been repeatedly copied; but I had no knowled"e of 
the existence of such a book, until I was informed of it in J ul; last 
by Dr. Bovell, who received his information from the Bishop of 
Huron. I have never seen such a book, and know of its existence 
only by report. 

Ques. 7.-Did tbe Provost ever express his disapproval of the use 
of these note-books? 

Ans.-I did frequently express disapproval of the servile use of 
the uote-books of others, conceiving, however, that they contained 
merely an analysis of my lectures. Had I known what these note
books are said to contain, my disapproval would have been expressed 
more strongly; and IV hen I lent my questions, which I have not done 
for Borne years, I cautioned students not to avail themselves of them 
for the purpose of reducing my lecture to a catechetical form. 

Ques. 8.-Are you aware whether a proposition to publish the 
manuscript was ever made by any of the students, and what was the 
Provost's reason for disapproving of its publication? 

Ans.-I was never asked to publish my manuscript on the catechism. 
These facts I consider to be of great importance. 1 st.-So far as 

they relate to the mode of teaching, which, had it been conducted by 
dictated questions and answers, I should with the Bisbop of Huron 
regard as very objectionable, and without precedent at home. 2d.-Be
cause the fact that answers to the questions were not dictated, mate
rially affects the anthority of the manuscripts from which the Bishop 
of Huron derives his information. It should be remembered that at 
the time at which the Bishop issued his first pastoral of the 21st July, 
I was in utter ignorance of the contents of these manuscript" and 
consequently most anxious not to be held in any way rc'ponsible for 
them; and it must be evident to any reasonable man that I cannot 
justly be held answerable for the terms in which young men, little 
versed in theology, have thought fit to give expression to my teaching. 

In the next paragraph of the Bi,.;hop's letter he speaks of informa
tion derived by his Lordship from candidates for holy orders, respect
ing my opinions as expressed in my lectures or in pr!vate conversa
tion. I must indignantly protest against the productIOn of any such 
hearsay evidence; and the special instances brought forward by the 
Bishop, respecting "the losses sustained at the Reformation," and 
"the impertinence of preaching on the doctrine of justification," I 
meet with a flat denial of their truth. In the same way I meet the 
letter of a c1er"yman quoted by the Bishop, in which mention is made 
of prayers for °the dead,-a practice against which every Theological 
student of the College must know that I have repeatedly and strongly 
urged every argument both from Scripture and from reason. 

To proceed to the Bishop's specific objections. .1st.-Concerning 
the Virgin Mary. The Bishop says, "Such teacillng I regard as a 
dangerous tampering with II false doctrine of the Church of Ho~e, 
directly leading to idolatry." I positively deny that my real teaclllllg 
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i,; in nny d"g:n'c open to this censure, .Rnd I m.lSt confiden~ly appeal 
to tl,e' Theulu~il',ll students g:"nerally, In proof of the ''''''rt,on that I 
ha,l' ever str~ngly condemner! those gri.ev~us .. rrul" of the Chu,l'ch of 
Rome which a,.ig:n to the J:!c""cl Vlrgm any other place, In the 
"""namy of human rel!emption, than. that of a humble ye~ most 
honoured in,trllmer.t in the hand of HIm who made her thus lIl"tru
mental by call"i".~ her to be the mother of the Lord. In my lectures 
on the artid,·.'. I have argued against the dog:mll of the Immaculate 
Conl'eption from our Lo~'d's words, "~"';: ratlwr, ~Iessed ar~ they 
th'lt hear the word of (""I and keep It, hy showmg that, If that 
dogma \\','rf' true, tl1l'11 .Jta}',!1 "'u~d(l rnJrl/i an (',n'lu.";/~ '''JJ/:ritu(({ JJril'i
l(flf', f'l H,I,,>/t flu' llNlJ'ill,'7 (fud l'ujll'JI;! of tlte INJI'II of (/Ufl cOlIll1 WI"(lJlte 
,,;, othe,. "",,'0" vein1. I have oftl'n said that the one error of ;\/ariolatry 
""mtituted, in my opinion, an impassahle gulf between the Church of 
Rome and our own, 

The answer which the Dishop of Huron cites on this subject is, 
" l\liriam was an instrument in bringing the Israelites into the pro, 
mi,,',j lanl!, and l\Iary was an instrument in bringing mankind into 
tile kinguom of glory (or heaven)." F"r this an~wer, as being i,,
correct, I am in no way rt'sp"llsible, and I object to it altogether, both 
in respect of Miriam and in respect of )Iary. I consider the latter 
clau,,' to be ',pen to very dangerous construction, as it might be UII

understood to imply some past or permanent ministry of the lJless,-d 
Yirgin tending immediately to the salvation of mankind. 

In explan"tion ot' Ill)' own view, I would say tbat·1 claim Bishop 
1"'a1""" as a rccu~"i'ed authority in our ('hurch, and his booft on the 
en·,·,1 as an unexe,·ptionable text-book, Pearson tl,..n ,"ys: "As ,he 
(Miri"m) was "",,!t"d to be one of them who hrought th" people of 
God out of the E·!,·!,tia" bOIl,lag", so wa.s this Mary exalted to become 
the mother of that Sa, ioll1'. wh". through the Red S"a of His blood, 
hath wrought a plenteous re,lemption for us, of which that was but a 
tYI""" In my manuscript I find the following words: "The "istrr of 
~Iu·('s and Aaron, coupled with them by the prophets as a joint leader 
of Israel frolll Egypt (I\licah vi. 4), and thus answering, in some 
typical respect, to the place which lIIary bore instrument-ally in the 
means of human redemption." These words are taken from Dr. lIIilI's 
allal},i'; of Pearson, and m;e taken .addsedly, as expressing distinctly 
and guardedly the ill,llOP s .meamng. For these words only, then, 
can I consent t,o be r"spunSlble, nor can I suppose that any candid 
person woul.1 object to them as not correctly repreEeIlting the meanill'" 
uf the original author. 0 

I.trace the typical resembla?ce .of .w],ich Pearson speaks only in the 
e,arher recorded events of )IIIlalll s hfe, when, watching the Infant de
hverer "to .see Wkl~ ,would become of the child," she flccupies in 
r.'spect of 1~lm. a poslholl analo~uus to that of Mary as the guardian 
of our Lord" mfancy; and agmn, when leadina the S(JIl~ of triumph 
at the R,·,I :->ea, ,he celebra.ted the heginlling of God', tem~oral deliver~ 
an,ce, as Mary cele~rated, III her Eucharistic Hymn, the beginning of 
Hla great redemphon, 
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The Bishop next quotes from the manuscript he has used, yet with
out. any special remark, two questions and answers relating to tbn 
l, .. hef of the early Church respecting the perpetual virgin:ty of the 
mother of our Lord. In my manuscript I find only a reference to a 
passage in Bishop Pearson, which I here transcribe: "'Ve belie"e the 
mother of our Lord to hav~ been not only before and after H's nativity, 
but also for ever, the most Immaculate and blessed Virgill ;., and again, 
.. the peculiar eminency and unparalleled privilege of that mother, the 
special honour and re'"erence due unto that Son, and ever paid by her, 
the regard of that Holy Ghost who came upon her, and tbe power of 
the Highest which overshadowed her, the singular goodness and piety 
of Joseph to whum she was espoused, have persuaded the Shurch of 
God in all ages to believe that she still continued in the same ,·i.-ginitJ, 
and therefore is to be acknowledged as the ever Virgin Mary." 1 

To this testimony of Bishop Pearson may be adrled those of Arch
bishop Cranmer, Bishop Latimer, Bishop Hooper, Bishop .Jewel, Dr. 
Hammond, Bi;llOp Bull, Bishop Beveridge, Bishop Wilson, and Bisbop 
Z. Pearce, which I shall give in full in my longer letter; some "f 
these writers maintain the perpetual virginity as a reasollable and 

"pious opinion, while others contend that it is a neces!;arv doctrine 
proved by Holy Scripture. I should be disposed to take tile i!round 
occupied by the former, and I trust that their authority, togelher with 
that of those who adopt the stricter view of the matter, will protect 
me from the charge of dangerous heresy or disgusting folly. 

Respecting the Bishop's objection, under the heads of "the inter
cession of saints," I would again confidently appeal to the ,tudent" of 
the College as to the character of my tcaching, and I must inuig-nantly 
deny thA Bishop of Huron's iQsinuation as to its tendency. l\o mall 
can be more heartily convinced than I am of the presumptuous impiety 
of the practice of the" invocation of saints" 

To the question and answer quoted by the Bi,.hop I h",'( no objec
tion to urge, as my manuscript contains the words" and probable 
intercession with God for us," though not in the form of question or 
answer. I will only notice that the introduction of the word" pro
bable" shows that prayer Oll the part of the departed for the Church 
on earth is not inculcated as a necessary doctrine, proved by Holy 
Scripture, but is spoken of only as a pious opinion, not contrary to it. 

In reply to the Bishop's objection, I have to state that the great 
writers of our Church in controversy with Rome, have always carefully 
distinguished between the prayers of saints departed for us and ollr 
praying to thell!. The latter they justly denounce as a presumptuous and 
snperstitious practice, and as an in vasion of the prerogati ve of Almighty 
God; the former they allow to I.e a probable and reasona"le belief. 
They distinguish also b~tween general and IUII·tint/ar intercession, 
showing that the former implies no present !.:nowledge of our conditien 
on the part of saints departed, but merely a "':colll'eli"" of earthly 
friends. When I speak of tI", s(,in/s J'~JJ<lI·t,'d, I mean" the spirits of 

I Pearson on the Creed, vol. i. p. 2i2, Oxford, 1820. 
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just men made pcrf,:r:t:" not assuming tl~at .it. is possible th:l~ we 
.,h'rlll,1 have any certain knowleuge of the IIldlYluuals who constItute 
their body, whieh knowleuge must be a"umed by those who appl'ove 
or practi~e the" invocation (If saints." .. . . 

I r'an hy no means admit that the translhon IS ea,,)", from the hehef 
that saints departed offer general inle~cessionJ~r the Chu~'ch on ~arth, 
tf) the 11.-<" of the invocation" Holy i"t. DOlllllll .. k, pray fur us; and 
I con.,ider the aUllli"ion that such a transition is easy most perilous to 
the true faith. I sui,juin an r·xtracl from a letter addressed by Bishop 
]:irlley to the martyr Bradford, shortly after his condemn.ation; 
"Brother Bradfunl, so long as I shall understand thou art 10 thy 
jnurn,·)", i,-" (;orl', grace, I shall call upun OUI' he:n'enly Father for 
Cilri,t', ,akr: to H·t thee safely home, and then, good brother, speak 
you and pray for the remnant which are to suffer for t'lll'i,t's sake, 
'Ie('ordin~ to that thou then shalt know more dearly," 1 If ];i,hop 
Hi,lIl'y i; to be accounted a dangerous heretic for the adoption of this 
lungrr,\g,,, I am well content to slrare his disgrace. 

l(""I~C'etillg the remission of sins I appeal to Bishop Pearson; his 
words arc;-

"And therefore the Church of God, in which remission of sin is 
I'rr·aclu·d. doth not only promise it at first by the laver of regenera
ti"", but ai't,·rwurds abu, upon the virtue of repentance; and to deny 
the Church tllis power of' absolution is the heresy of -,,"ovation," 

In these words the writer claims for th" Church the power of 
absolying the 1" llitent, 1tllt the pOU'O' 0/ (tu8fll'-'in.'l flU!! tl'Olls.tJres8or wltat .. 
','",', as the \;i.,ilOp of Huron iwplie<, Dr. Mill, in his analy;;is, adus 
tl,,· mean, which the (,hurch employs in the exercise of this power, 
and speaks of remission as declared ial the authoritative ,,/,""/lIli,,"S 
(not absolution) pronounced by the ministers of the Church, and sealed 
in the ree"ption of the Holy Communion. The whole weight of the 
Bishop of Huron's objection lies in the sUl'pre,siun of the word 
"penitent." True repentance, which cannot exist apart from true 
faith in Christ, is presupposed, as the indispensable qualification of 
till' recipient of the pardon, which Gorl is then asserted to bestow in 
the (,lrurr'h, this, the uIlI/r',rituliVe, yet simply IIIll1i.,lerio/, absolution of 
the minister, wlrich takes eflect, not at hi" the minister's pleasure, but 
acconling to the genuineness of the repentance of those to whom it is 
admini,tercd, In special cases, of rare occurrence, the minister is 
indeed called upon tu pronounce an absolution, which is judicial as 
well as ministerial j yet here, agaill, the absolution is contingent, and 
caHnot tak~ effect except upon tlrose who trul!! repent and believe. 

Re.'pectmg the Sacraments, as his Lordship has recognised the 
Honnlles as one of the authoritative formularies of our Clrurch I would 
submit tl,,~t eve~y detail of my teaching 10 which his Lordship objects 
lS to he tou~d 10 t~e Homily on Common Prayer and Sacraments, 
I shall enter mto tlns mattcr at much "reater leDf7th in a letter which 
I am about to publish, and will here ~erely obse~\'e that, in speaking 

1 See vol. iii. p. 3iO of Foxe'. Acts and Monuments, folio, Loudon, 1684, 
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of penance, matrimony, &c., it was my purpose to indicate some one or 
more points in which each of the five so-called sacraments of the Church 
of Rome falls short of the definition of a S1crament given in the 
Catechism of the Church of England. It being an undoubted historical 
fact that the word "sacrament" was applied in early times, not to seven 
rites or holy things, but to things innumerable of such nature, it is 
most important not to rest the pre-eminence of the two great sacra
ments of Christ upon a vain attempt to restrict to them a term of 
human invention not found in Holy Scripture, but on their distinctive 
dignity as being ordained by Christ Himself, and as being the only 
outward signs in the use of which our spiritual life is communicated 
and sustained. 

In order, however, to maintain as far as possible a verbal distinction 
between the two great sacraments and other holy rites-a distinction 
which has not been made by the appropriation to those sacraments of 
a distinctive name-I should in practice invariahly use the word 
"sacrament" of baptism and the Lord's Supper only, and I should. 
reprove any young man under my care for applying it to any other 
}·ite. So far am I from teaching the students of Trinity College to 
"toy" with the so-called sacraments of the Church of Rome. 

The Bishop also complains that the words" generally necessary to 
salvation," are thus explained in the manuscript which he has used; 
"generally here means universally, generally, i.e. to all men." In my 
manuscript 1 find these words •. generally nec,.<S(/I'.'I, not to God, as 
instruments whereby he is (0 save, but to us, as God's appointed 
means of salvation, necessary generall.,!, that i" to all men." I do not 
use the word" universally," and if I err in my interpretation of the 
word" generally," I elT with Dr. Hammond, Dishop Nicholson, Dishop 
Beveridge, Bishop 'Vilson, and Dr. Nicholls, as I shall show by 
quotations in my longer letter. I have been accustomed also to ,how 
how this general necessity is limited, by reference to the language used 
respecting the sacrament of baptism in the service for the baptism of 
adults, "whereby ye may perceive the great necessity of this sacra
ment, whfre ,it may be had." If this explanation of the word 
"generally" be not satisfactory, I should be glad to learn what inter
pretation of the term will meet at once the theory of the objector and 
the requirements of common sense. 

There are but two other points in the Bishop of Huron's letter now 
remaining to be considered. On these I must touch very briefly, 
reserving the more full reply to them for my longer letter. They are 
these,-the Bishop's objection to ]\11'. Proctor's statement that every 
faithful recipient (not the 1'ecipiellt as the Bishop states) of the bread 
and wine in the Lord's Supper partakes of the glorified humanity of 
the Son of God, and his Lordship's objection to my reference to St. 
John vi. 53, to pro\'e the necessity of the Lord's Supper. In reply to 
the former object, I am prepared to show that 1\:11'. Proctor's teaching 
is fully confirmed 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 bead should be of the same nature with the body which is 
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knit nnto it· and therefore that lIe should so be God, as that He mi~ht 
partake of ~ur flebh like'~i,<e, 'For ,we,are member,s of His ~ody.,' 8aith 
the ,ame Apostle, 'of HIS fl .. sl~, a~a of HI~ b.one" . And, ,except.ye 
,"at the flesh of the Son of man, sUlth our ~avlOur Himself, arrd drl[)k 
His bl(lod, ye have no lit,· i.n you.' 'H~ th.at ,eateth m.y flesh, and 
drinketh mv blood, dll'e1leth III i\I .. , and I III lum. Declaring thereby, 
first, that by His mystical and supernatural union, .we ~re as truly con· 
joined with Him, as the meat and drink we take IS WIth us, when by 
the ordinary work of nature it is converted into our own substance; 
secondly, that this conjunction i., illUiWiil.lldy 1Iwde lI·il1, his hllo"'" 
natu,.e." 1 

H",slwctin" the Bishop's objection to my quoting the sixth chapter 
of St. John,",! will only ,tate that while a ditlerence of opinion I'xists 
amon~ di"ines as to interpreting the language (If the sixth of SI. John, 
directiy (,f tl", Lord", Supper, or of spit'itual feelin~ in general, all who 
held the former opinion, and most of those who hold the latter, would 
alike a;;\'ee in urging from this chapter the nec,·,.sity of the Lord's 
:-\']pper "" th·, great mean of Divine appointment, whereby the act of 
spiritual feeling is per/orme'1, and the benefit thence ... ·,"lting received. 

The I",,,a,~e which the Bishop quote" from Archuishop Cranmer is 
hy no lIIeans hostile to my application of the text in question. Writing 
il;l:.lill:-t (~:ll'diner, and against the error of transubstantiation, he argues 
tl.at our Lord did not speak in thi" chapter of sacramental eating, but 
of spiritual eatill~ ; tll'O acts which he conceived !Jis antagonist to 
re:,:"ru as almost id"ntical, but which he regarded as distinct. It does 
by no means follow, huw,,,·,'r, that Cl'Unmer did not look upon sacra
mental f"edill~ as being, after the institution of the Lord's Supper, a 
nl·",·,s,ary condition of spiritual feeding. A quotation, which I sl.all 
gi"e in my 101lgo:r letter, will go far to prove that he did so. Both 
objections appear to be raised for the purpose of throwing upon my 
t"acl.ing a vague su,picion of a leaning to the error of transubstantia
tion. 'fl.is suspicion may, I believe, be completely met by the following 
extract from my manus('I"ipt on the catechism. " Tl.e body and blood 
of Christ, which are verily and indeed taken and receive,l by the faith
ful in the Lord's Supper." "Verily and ind~ed," no less truly because 
1101 col'!'o,..,II.'!: "by the faithful," the wicked cannot receive I Cor. 
x. 21. St. All~ll,tine's saying" the wicked eat' panem Domini,' but 
not. ' panem Dumi~um.'." Our Lord speak. also or spiritual benefits 
which shall .certalllly follow f!'om eatlllg His flesh and drinking His 
blood, of which benefits the WIcked cannot be thouo-ht to partake. St. 
John vi. 54, .j(j. b 

I l' any man supposes that a person who thus teaches can countenance 
in any degree the doctrines of transubstantiation, I confess myself in
capable of arguing with him. 
, .In conclusion, I wish to o~)'efl''' that the present controversy is very 

IlkpI). I" cOl\v,'y to the pU\,11C In general the impro·,';OIl that if fa],;" 
doclnll" !Jas not L':ell tau,:!l.t in It", College, yet at lea,t ulldu" pro-

J Csher's 'Vurke, vol. iV". pop. f~\J.~ ',see al...,() page 61;). 



minence and exaggerated importance have been given to matters of 
very secondary moment. Your Lordship is well aware that it is not my 
teaching, but the Bishop of Huron's strictures on it, which have given 
this prominence and importance to the matters in question. I do not 
say this by way of complaint, but simply in self-defence, and for the 
purpose of abating a not unreasonable prejuuice. The objections are 
for the most part based on a few short and scattered clauses, npt one 
of which I am prepared to retract, but which I should be very sorry 
to have made the principal or even prominent topics of my teaching. 

I have the honour to be, my Lord, 
Your Lordship's obliged and faithful servant, 

Trinity College, September 2i, 1860. GEORGE \VHlTAKER. 

The letter of the Provost having been read, the following resolutions 
were unanimously adopted: 

Moved by the Hon. G. W. Allan, seconueu by S. n. Harman, E'q., 
Resoilwl,-That this Corporation, having heard the reply of the Pro

vost of Trinity College to the letter of the Bishop of Huron, bearing 
datr, August 29, 1 H60, desire to express their entire satisfaction with the 
explanations offered of the charges advanced against the theological 
teaching of the I",;titution in that letter. 

Moved by the Hon. 1\11'. Justice IJagarty, seconded by the Hon. J. 
H. Cameron, 

Resoll.ed,-That this Corporation feel it incumbent upon them to 
(·xpress their unfeigned surprise and regret at the course which has 
l,een adopted by the Bishop of Huron to obtain evidence against the 
theological teaching of this institution. 

Th"y naturally suppo~ed thnt a gentleman in the position of the 
Provost would be safe from any charge of unsoundness until personally 
referred to for an admission or denial of hearsay statements. II",1 the 
eharges been denied by the accused, this Corporation could not 
properly have objected to the right of his accusers to proceed to collect 
evidence relevant to the charge. 

Apart from the theological bparing of the case, this Corporation 
desire to express their decided opinion as to the unprecedented mallner 
in which grave charges have been publicly advanced against the 
soundness of the teaching of this College, by one in whom the law has 
vested large powers to inquire into and reform any thing erroneous, 
but who has not attempted to exercise this power in a constitutional 
manner. 
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THE BISHOP OF HURON AND TRINITY COLLEGE, 
TOIWNTO.-THE PROVOST'S LETTER. 

My LORD,-I find myself under the neces"ity of troubling your 
Lordship with a short communication, which I wish to be regarded 
as a postscript to my second letter. 

The Bishop of Huron states in his letter to the members of the 
Exel'utive Committee of his Synod that he has heard, when examining 
graduates of Trinity College, that I have said that" justification was 
an impertinent subject to introduce before a congregation, as there 
was not one man in ten thousand who was not already justitied." 
Being conscious that I had never brought such a statement before the 
students, I gave the charge a fiat denial in my first letter. In the 
second I suggested a remark on which another charge might have 
been, however unjustly, grounded; but I could recollect, at that time, 
nothing which could have served as a basis for this. I found, how
ever, yesterday, in Waterland (vol. vi. p. 32, Oxford, 1843) a passage 
which I have read in my class, and which no doubt gave occasion to 
the charge. 
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Dr, 'Waterland's words are: "Some will plead, that man is utterly 
unable to do "ood works before he is justified and regenerated: tbey 
Rhould rather"say before be receives grace; fo; that is the .real ~nd 
th" full truth. But what occasion or need IS there for dlsturbmg 
common Chriatians at all with points of this nature now? Are we 
not all of U'. or nearly all (ten thousand to one), baptized in infancy; 
and thvCI·fore re"enerated and justified of course, and thereby prepared 
for good works~ as soon as capable of them by our years? Good 
works must, in this case at least (which is our case), follow after 
jUitification and regeneration, if they are at all: and therefore how 
impertinent and frivolous is it, if not hurtful rather, to amuse the 
ignorant with such notions, which, in our circumstances, may much 
better be spared? .. 

Observe 1st. That the words are not mine, but Dr. Waterland's, 
read at the time from his book. 

2d. That the word "impertinent" in his writings, as those of II 

grave and intelligent author, signifies "out of place," unsuitable to 
the sul.i,·rt. 

3,1. ;1'hat the writer, himself composing a treatise on justification, 
does not say that it is an impertinent subject to introduce before II 
con)!regation, but that, under the circumstances which then existed 
(they can hardly be said to exist among oltrSelvfs) it was impertinent, 
or rather hurtful, to amuse the ignorant with the notion that man 
cannot do good works before he is justified and regenerated. His 
meaning evidently is that it is injudicious and hurtful to lead the bulk 
of a Christian congregation to consider that they are lying under an 
incapacity to perform good works, and that he would rather have them 
taught as tho,;e "which have believed in God," that. they should" be 
careful to maintain" them. (Titus iii. 8.) 

4tb. Dr. 'Waterland does not say that" there is not one man in ten 
thousand who is not already justified." He says, "are we not all of 
u,,- or nearly all (ten t1l>JIJ;;and to one), baptized in infancy; and 
t~erefore ,regenerated and ju"tified of course." I do not expect that 
Ins teac~Jng. any more than that of the Prayer-Book, will escape 
r~pro?atlOn; but at all t\'pnts he speaks with reverence; he dis
tlD)!ul.'lies between the ministration of the external rite and th" 
reception of the inward grace, and makes the former not tbe latter 
the subj"ct of his numerical calculation. ' , 

I have given th.is, perh~ps superfluous, explanation, first, for my 
own sake, because If there IS one errOr of which more than of another 
I would carefully avoid the appearance, it is that of disguising in any 
degree what I teach, or what I believe: and secondly for the sake of 
t~e Ili'hop of. IIuron'~ informa~t, whom I would not ~i1ful1y suffer to 
!Ie, und:r th" ImputatIOn of havltlg stated what W"S a pure fabrication; 
It .1;; qUIte sufficient that he sho~ld be conscious of having so miserably 
mlsund,'r,tood, or so grossly mIsrepresented, what he beard. I have 
the honour to be, Illy Lord, your Lordship's obliged and faithful Servant, 

Trinity College, :->"", 13, 1860. 
GEORGE WHITAKER. 


