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And, indeed, reasonable mnen inay well inquire what cyood
pîirpose -s servecl by this decharation. It is insultingy, and at
variance with the first principles of comman politeness, and is
therefore scarcely a fitting expression to lfail froîn the lips of the
sovereigti. Besides condernning Catholio belief, it perpetuates
the ancient and exceedingly- offenisive falsehiooci, that thne Pope can
dispense wvith the truth and permit evasion, equivocation or mental
reservation, and it niakes LIhe entirely gratuitous assum-ption th;It
English Protestants hiave a monopoly of the use of wordb accord-
ing ta theix- plain and evident mneaning

''And 1," says the sovereigii, 1' <Jo soleimnly iniite presence. of
God profès%, testify mid dcIare that 1 do ma~ke this deciaratian, and
evcrv- part iliercof, iii the 1 Ia, and ordina.ry sense of the %vords reau
tinta nie, as thcey are comnmonly miîdcrstood bv' Englfish Pr-otestanlts,
without any' eevasion, osi or miental rebervation whatsoevt-r,
ani without any dispezns-tion -tlse-dy granted nie for this purpose by
the Pope aor any ether authority or îx'rsosi wli-tsoever-."

Now, is there -anything unireasonable, in Catholics moving ta

have this Declaration abolishedP Why should this continuai. and
,groundless suspicion bc kept alive against us ? When %ve ask for
absolute religiaus equality wvith ail othier citizens of the empire,
are wte making- an exorb"itant demnanc? \Ve are not seekin-
special favors. Ouir request is that Catholic doctrines, hield sacred
by us, should not be made the abject of rayai condemnation atid
shameful insuilt. The sovereign of the Britisli empire rules a
nuixecl people, and noa offensive wvord should pass the royal îipS
rerarding even the liuiible,,t and Tnîost insignificant - ject. We
askc Protestants ta deal wvith us in this niatter as ilizy s-hould wish
us ta deal with thiem in simikar circumnstances. And :i referring
ta Protestants, it miay he of importance ta point out ta thern that
the Declariationl ta whiich we object is nat the coranation oath
itself', but somieingi quite independent of. and mucli siiIject to,
the coronation oath. \Ve are in nio sense skin f.,r the abolition
of the oathl by whiiclh ýiovereigii ,Nvc-,r.q to maintain the Pro.
testant religion bvý Iatv eslablishled, nor are we attemptinc- to
interfère with the provision <,f the Bill1 of Rit-lts wvhichi enacts that
the sovereign niustbl-e a Pro-testant. Our concern is 'çolely with

that Delaratio whic atclws ta our religious be liefs epithets s

offensive and so unjust that m. e ',an scarcely bc e\pected ta remain


