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(To be continued.)

REV. P. FORBES’ LETTER T0 THE GLASGOW
PARSONS.
(Concluded.)

But to return to the charges; 1 am then aceused of ¢ a plain
predermined conspiracy to injurcand even'blacken the charucter
of the Established Clergy of the ity ! Passing over the edi-
torial correctness of a conspiracy being constitnted by one man
alone, T wonld ask, does the Editor of the Scotick Guardian
really imagiue tnat the efforts of one Pricst could Llacken the
chabacier of the Joly and edifying body of the ISstablished Cler-
gy of Glasgow ! Is that a point so vuluerable, Mr. Editor?
A'Conspiracy ! What! One phor Priast agatust the whole host
of Established Parsons, reirforced and badked as they have late-
lg"b'oex_x' by the resistless, maitchless powers of the learned
Shatiks, theimmaculate Crotty, and the veracious O*Sullivan ! 1!
Ye powers! What a-daring enterprise—and the whole camp
of parsons already’in dismay '!! I have ofien-heird thatin the
days of romaticeé whdle gdrrisons have béen put into a state of
terror and slarmi by the thiréats of ong vilourous knight to storm
their strongholds ; but the feat aseribéd 16 me by~ the Editor of
the' Scottish Guardidn surpissés dnything Yelated id tlie danals
of chivalry ! ) ’ R R

But to be serious, Mr. Editor? 1n what consists this deadly
conspiracy 7 For what am 1 accused of conspiring against the
Established Clergy? Merely because I'Kindly acquainted two
or three of thein that “¢ériain individuals of “their 'communion
were lying sick arid véry ill in the Infitmaiy"! This is the whole
extent, height, width, and depth, of my,‘cprisgir_acly. ,Now,(Mr
Editor. Tuiiderstind you are a clergyman, and T ask you, is
it fair—is it becoming in Ypu to decuse e of’i:’bhs?ﬁacfy'for an

act so much.in’ consonasce’ with the ’great “ priiiciplg” of'* Chris!

tianity. 'whose first and leading “charactetistic s, univessal
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Is it just t0,accuse me of 2 sonspiracy for an.aet of genuineiJ
kindoess, of clerical courtesy, and gederous liberality ? Must

be taxed with conspiracy foraffording 2 Christian Minister an
opportunity of, J‘ulﬁlling what onght to bete,him a hallowed and
a sacred'duty?: O; this may well befit the-chatacter'of 'a Law
Church Bfiniater, but it is 2 stiain.upon the veri.name pf.a frue

Christisn Clergyman.
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2 the neat place, T am uecuged of serdding these notices with
the desigu to entrap the poor parsons.  Well, supposing for &
moment even that Tdal, was there not an easy weaus of escape!
Conld they not have done what was their duty ' Could they
not have gone quietly to see their sick, and then they would
have avoided the snare?  But, sir, any such sinister jutention 1
utterly deay; and 1 appeal to the candid, honest, open mauner
in which | dated, signed, and sent these natices, as demonstia-
tive proof that there nevar weus, nor even conld be intended cor-
spiracy or teap.  But it was the ronspiracy looking means you
mado use of.  Yes; tu be sare | wrote a letter, dated it Gireat
Clyde Street, and signed P, Fatbes, C. C. Other two were
written—dated Great Clyde Street, and signed Peter Forbes,
Catholic Clergyman—at full lengih, and in large characters.
O this dark design' O thou deep designing, conrt concealed,
and hidden conspirator ' 1!

Really, Sir; nust here give you a lescon; you, being a -
nister of the Gaspel, may be sumewhat annoged at being sent
back to your catechism—-bat I am uuder the necesmty of mak-
ing the reference, since yon seem so entirely 1o have forgot
your questions, In ine Larger Catechism! then, ** miston.
structing intentions® 18 declared a sin ; now you have iniscon
strued iny intentionts—therefore you have comimitted a gin.—
Tlen in the Shorter Catechism it is asked, ** What doth every
sindéserve U Euvery sin deserveth God’s wrath and curse, both
in this life and that which is to come.’” 1hope, Sir, you will
make the sins against what you call he Ninth Commandment,
one of the chief points of your examination of conscience to-
worrow cvening.

But whence all this delicacy, all these fears about eharacter?
Have I said anything not true of you, and are you afraid of the
truth vewng known?  Is it not a notonious feet that you Esta-
blished, Parsons do not.attend your sick? Isit nota” fact that
you wight almost as seen look for awhite ctow un the steeple of
the T'ron Church, as for an Established AMfinister of Glagow in
the ward of a fever hospital;  Nuw, the *¢ public has a right”
to know what is the reason of this? 0, it is ncedless to shuftle
—the reason is found in that magnanimous declaration, [ am
afraid. Is it not a well known fact, also, that ministers have
been sent for sgain and again,to see persons sick out of the
Infirmary have not come? T could 1ell a tale not yet three
months old, when no less than three ministers sent for, and
none cainc ; oneg, in particular, absolwtely refused. Buil why
dwell on a matter so well known. Now, is all thisTight—
is it Christian? Is then, I ask, the religion that that these
men practise, the religion of heaven? I am taxed withsaying
“will your follow such men as these?” 1 am not sensible
that I ever made use of such an expression ; but, as already
mentioned, I said then, and I say now, ¢ Is this the religion of
the religion of a crucified God, who gave his life for man1”
I said then—and repcat now—is it? 1 appeal 10 my honest
countrymen—I appeal to the Christian world ¥itbe? 1Is this
the religion of St. Paul, who was willing not only to0 expose
his lifc, hut to become even an auathema for his Urethren? 1
am accused of saying ‘“’will you follow such men as these !’
T'am not aware of saying so then, butif 1 did not, I say so now
“ Will you be followers of sech pastorsasthese?’ " Isay it
o the sensible citizens of Glasgow, I say it toaH unbiased and
impariial men :—Will you be followers of Parsons who can
lend a deaf year to the dying-cry of the afflicted Christian?
Will van be followers of Parsons who will suffer the poor for-
Joru ginoer io die, perhaps without a hope? Will you be fol-
lowers of men who are so cowardly, so afraid, that they will
abandon you attne very hour when most you need their help?
Will you be sujipoiters of men who will come to your feasts,
But‘fly 'when you aveé sitk? Wilf yon be supporters of men
who Witk ‘their-wives and their ‘families, who will live ‘on your
substince;but leave you'to die in despair! Will you, in fiue,
ba‘aupporters of men, who, were you to die snd be buried
in he;l, would not stir 2 foof to save you from the appalling
doom? ) ) :

Christians ! believe 1ot a1l who come to yeu “‘ia sheep’s
élothinig?—*¢ by their fruit jjou"shall'kriow them.”?

But, we are 10ld there is an_*: essential diffevence’” between
tlie priest and the minister, ds 19, .the. fever patients io the



