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^^^'^"ZtS.l^ltjI^i^^^ ("^-"'^-e the
concealed what in you Cleiri ,

'^^ ,^°" *'^*'^' ^"^"^ «"<!

know. You c^me °o mr„si * ?^°" acknowled^.e I had a right tu

keeping back from me th^k?r.?^''" f""'"'« «^" »" ">««Tlion, but
-hethe'r I had ^de th astdo f o^^^'^l^ ' '"^"'^ «--« '"^-1^
what ought to have been nn nL?

^^' V"" ""f"^«^'d "P0» 'n«

dealing It yourZuC In vouTLTT
.!""'^-^''"^ f "^'^'"^ '"'^

soundness of my position on thi, I'f«'»*^'' ^o" ncknowled«e the
ment you have recourse to« ^ T'"''

^^"' '" '""^'"S »'»« «<^^kr.ow.

-est inwarrantrbirto j« Ige ^e CT^'r^V^^" "^«"'-"^

doubting the truthfulness ofwh!! T ,

^'"''''''^ ^° ^''^^ expedient of
frank and unqualifiedSotMl,nuh?°"' ?'\''' ^'•"" ^^'"'^ ^^^

«

self to make your first inQu^v Tnf /°" '^^^ '"^^ ^"*^>'"^'^ y°"'-
when you imVach mHe adtv a^^^^^
assertion/' your own words «tL3H

"""'"" *^ 'P«"l* ^^ " '"^-'cklesa

to your first^letter. Y?u1l et i^rhe' 'Th"' .""^ ^'°''.^^^*' ^"^"
grounds you made the imn !? '

•
^^^ *° enquire on what

i' the ex'tract 11 e quXuLi;^^^^^^^^^^^ "f
"^'^*^ '^ -"-^^^

" In my first letter I merelv nn^Ti
^°"'* ^^'' '^"«^' ^o" ^^^te,

"sought to know your /rounSs for r'.y?"
y^"'*^ " l«n2"age, and

"veyed." YourimelWe o"-^^^^^
'nputation it con-

thin^-the difTerencrbftw en ??e twoTr ^T ""^^'^" ^'^ "^ '"^^
between light and darkness th: *T ^' -^""^ **' "''^"* «« *''»'

for the groLds uponS theTJf ^?"'' .""^^ '^ «"1' "?<>« "^e

You asked me on wZrg funds the imnuJ'
'^' " ''''''''

"
'''''^'

tained in certain lan<.uafe von a. oLlT .
" /«^^P«^'""g JO" con-

i" your.first letter that tTieC^t./
^' ^"''^* ^«" ^'^^ "°t ^ay

«Imt you had unjus fy sufed^ ""J"''' Y°" ^'^ °^^'^«y

you. Had you been^wroled imd t\ ""^ ""'""^ ^'^^ '^^^" ^'^"^

unjust toward you and h«d In. k
^«"g"«ge in the extract been

wrong from wS you tCeSrnr''^'"^
'"''

" ^'^P^'""^''^" ^^ ^»'«

ficarcdy believe you would riH -•/''" T^ '"^"'•"^' ^ •^""^^

disputing the correctness of ttr ^'^ '?
'
^* ^^^^ '^'^ "^t- Not

sa/ng tgat yo^fbrer n tred S^l^" I k'
*'

'f
"^*'" «1^ "°'

ledgment or amends of a wrinll
not asking for any acknow-

would seem to be to karn Z^il !J°"'?^'^
^^j^'^* ofyow enquiry

for his assertion ' The^I^aySer J'/r '"^ ^'^ '"'^^^ ^^ '""^^^

it a 8 gn of ignorance) thaf f^ ,
^^ ^ '.^ "°* ^^'^ ^^^ c«»

thing "that yfu should dpnl k
•\''^'°""^^'' ""'^ most proper

imposing upon any one the^hr'
\"''"''? '^ V'« ««»ertion befL

w4h it re^s?r. If the Edkor nr °" °^
"^'I'^^

*''« S''^"^'^* o°
injurious to me, and I should LlV^'P"^ « ^^t«tement

for it, he would inform me »ji V"'
''"^ '^"'"^"^ '^'« «"thority

a^ot cistomar;!Vnt[raXii
' rt^^^^^^^^^ ^s? T^^^*

^•"'

made by the person aflpptp,! r, f.J .^ .
^^^ ^' the statement was

plot, and hdpKLve Mr • pf"iV 't
''"^ *''«* ^^^^ J^^'^^^ in a

thus of you fo the Sev G n r ' '^'^ ^ '"^ '^^ P^''^^" ^'^o wrote
wrong, and not havin^do;. ;

^"""^ ^"P*''' minister-did you no
what'was n^ coS uTsZJ7 ^'°"^' "'^ ''"^''"° " ^'"P"^^^

"
oi con ect, It IS hardly a proper or re««onable thing,


