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You fccm furptizcd at lord Chatham's faymg,

that no true protedaiit could lupport this bill; and

in anfwcr you fay, ** no true protcllant, my lord,

** can be no pcrfecutor, no true protcftant can

harbour any fuch idea as that of edablifliiivg re-

ligion by force : is the Spaniard in Mexico to be

an example for a protdtant legiflator ?" My
lord Chatham, I dare prcfume, and every true

proteftant would anfwer noj charity being the

foundation of their holy religion. And where

would be the charity, in the firft inftancc, in giving

fupport to a bill which deprived the miferable in-

habitants of a right, founded on a compaft be-

tween them, and the people of England, to the

free enjoyment of their religion •, and placed this

right in the breaft of the crown, whereby the very

fouls of the people are enchained ? For (hould a

king govern thefe realms, who with the coUedted

hypocrify of all the fcribcs, -nd all the pharifees,

enveloping the heart of a Nero, (hould, I fay, the

lord in his wrath think fuch a folemn monfter a fit

ruler; what bloody purpofes may he not turn thole

Canadians to, Ihould they unhappily conceive the

retention of their worfhip the firft objedt. And

that they do, no man can doubt; who knows it to

be an eilabliihed dogma of their church, that there

is no falvation out of her pale. Confequently the

quellion will be with a Canadian, (hall I be damned
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