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nini n>JigiouH intolcranrc, until I make iIkmii m lamiiiar to tlio

uiiivcM'sul mind as to iciivf? voiir (•(uuliir't wliat it on-rlit U) Ixj

—

tli(! lioii(;st ("ojitiMiipt and tho s'lrroul'iil scnni of all siiic.crti and

<!liarital)l(; Christians.

Y'»ur /iltli cliariri! cxroods the rest in nialii^niant atrofitv, as

W(;ll as ill uiH|iia!ilii,'(l faisoliond. You acniso mo, and with nui

other Catholics, of I'laMinv, in violating thu oath taken l)y

Catholie iMcml)er.s of Parliament.

Shameless calnmnialo.'s ! 1 <lefy you. You cannot specify

in what such violation consists. But vindication from so foul a

charge is superlluous. It is a chari,o» wiiich can only injure the

Reverend lliggs, the Woods, and the Chapiudls—an unlucky

combination of nanies—who have the frontless audacity to

make it.

There is. indeed, a historic proof, written in letters of blood,

amidst the annals of (n-inie, (;on(lscation and j)ersecution; annals

such as you, Messrs. Uigg, Wood and Chappell, naturally gloat

over; there is, I say, the glorious and unfading proof of tho

reverence of Catholics for the sacred obligation of an oath. It

is this: that so conscious were their niali-j-nant enemies of that

sacred reverence, that the only process they used to deprive

the Catholics of those countries of all civil rights, of all olHees,

rank, honors and cnMluinenls, in the state, nay, and often of

their lives on the scalluld ! was tho mere obtruding of an oath

which the Catholics could not conscientiously take. The

Catholics, ricllms for llirce centuries to tlirir ahhorrence of

pcrjiiri/, saerilicing their properties, their franchises, their liber-

ties, their lives, rather than /iolato the sanctity of an oath

—

these Catiiolics are now

But no ! I turn with contemptuous disregard from your foul,

as well as foolish, charge, and leav(j you to answer it to your

consciences (if such things be,) and to the God who is to judge

you as well as me ibr an eternity of well or of wo; and before

wliom hy^)0critical pretensions, imaginative self-justification,

rancorous intolerance, will appear in their natural colors, and

leave no room for jjaltry excuse, or wretched subterfuge.

Wesleyan Methodists!—You began this controversy—you

shrank from maintaining the ground which you yourselves had

vbosen. You substitruted personal calumny and personal abu^c


