
A Genuine Oath.
The forger Ware and his German copyists all seem to

have shared alike the principle of ethics laid down in
L'Estrange's fable of the Gentleman and his Lawyer. The
fable runs as follows:

'
A gentleman that had a suit in

Chancery was calledupon byhis counsel to put in an answer,
for fear of incurring a contempt. "Well," says the Cavalier," and why is not my answer put in, then ?

" "How couldI
draw your answer,"said the lawyer,"without knowing what
youcan swear?"

"
Pox on your scruples" said the client

again,"pray,do you the part of a lawyer,and draw mea
sufficient answer;and let me alone to do thepart of a gentle-
man and swear it."

'
Robert Ware

—
who is notorious for his

forgeries— concocted what he considered
'
asufficient answer

'
to the Jesuits. His German clients not alone swore it

' like
gentlemen,'but

'improved' upon it in details here and there.
And all weretarred with the same oldbrush of the fatherof
lies.

Even duringthe frenzy of the 'Popish Plot,' there was
found a colleague of the infamous Titus Oats who was honest
enough to give what Father Gerard terms a perfectly fair,
though '

somewhat awkward,and not always grammatical,'
translationof the oath takenby the professedJesuits. It runs
as follows: 'I, N., make my profession,and promise to the
OmnipotentGod,before His Virgin Mother andall the whole
Court of Heaven, and all that here stand by,and to you our
reverendFather General of the Society of Jesus, God's lieu-
tenant, and to your successors (or:to you Rev. Fr. ,in
place of the Generalof the Society, God's lieutenant, and to
his sucas-ors), perpetual poverty,chastity and obedience,and,
accordingly,peculiar care in the education of youth,consen-
taneous to the formof living contained in the Apostolic letters
of the Society of Jesus and in the Constitutions thereof. More-
over, Ipromise special obedience to the Pope concerning
missions, as containedin the same Apostolic lettersand Con-
stitutions.'

An Apology.
In England this sham 'Jesuit Oath' has reached anew

and interesting phase. One ot the controversial fakirs of the
press was allowed by the Rochester and Chatham News to
accuse Eather Bernard Vaughan with having taken the now
notorious 'Oath.' The result is told in the followingeditorial
apology whichappealedin its issue of August 3, and illustrates
inacurious way the absolute lack of evidenceon which press
and platform enthusiasts, in England as in New Zealand, are
prepared to lay abominable charges at the doors of their
Catholicneighbors :--" In our issue of July 6 we published a letter under the
heading ot " Tnc Att uk on the King," in whi< h the writer,
who signed himself

"
Loyal PiotesUnt,",-isscrted that F.ther

Vaughan, brother of Carou al V.iughan, h.id taken the"Jesuit Oath," which wasquotedat length. One of the sen-

OurSectarian 4 System.'
Some time ago we ruffled the feathers of oneof our lead-

ingNew Zealanddailies by pointingout
—

and proving, too
—

that
'our great National System,' so far frombeingundenomi-

national,is strictly seciariin,and that,instead of being secular,
it is rankly Secularist. Our contemporary has had abundant
time to get unruffled and can probably stand another dose of
the same prescription that raisedits top-knot then. From our
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tences ran:
"Ido renounceand disownmy allegianceas due

toany heretical king, prince, or State-named Protestant, or
obedience toany of their inferior magistratesor officers,etc."
A few days after the publication of this letter, Messrs.
Witham, Roskell,Munster,and Weld,of 1,Gray's Innsquare,
W.C., solicitors to the Rev.Bernard Vaughan,commencedan
action for libelagainst us. We appliedto the

"LoyalProtes-
tant

"
to furnishus with theevidence upon whichhe hadmade

such adefiniteand emphaticstatement,andour correspondent
was then obliged to admit that he couldprocure none. He
had seen theso-called "Jesuit Oath

"
inprint somewhere,and

assumed and took it for granted that, as the Rev. Father Ber-
nard Vaughan is a member of theSociety of Jesus,"he mast
have taken that oath." We then went carefully into the
matterof the"Jesuit Oath

" ourselves,and havingcome to the
conclusion that the statement of "Loyal Protestant

"
is abso-

lutely unfounded, and that the Jesuits take no such oath as
thatalleged,we felt inhonor bound toexpress our regret that
wehad inadvertently allowed any such fraudulent imputation
upon the loyaltyandgood faith of the Rev. Bernard Vaughan
to appear in the columns of the News. Messrs. Witham.
Roskell, Munster, and Weld, on behalf of the Rev.Bernard
Vaughan,haveaccepted thisexplanation,and haveaccededto
our request to withdraw the action. This is fortunate for" Loyal Protestant"as wellas for ourselves. In putting for*
wardridiculous inferences as positive facts,our correspondent
abused thehospitality of our columns, and forfeitedall claim
tobe shelteredfrom the consequences ofhisownact.'

bulky thing which we call our
'Rogues' Gallery* and shall

writesundry chapters of his biography— and,faith, we'll prent
'cm.

Some weeks ago Nobbs (underhis alias), benton swind-
lingin the name of the Lord, did some no-Popery whooping
to his friends the Orangemen of Belfast. The brethren

—
whether there or in Auckland, Wellington, Christchurch,
Dunedin, or elsewhere— are not at all particular as to the
moralcharacter or antecedents of aroving adventurerso long
as he (orshe) throws roadmetal at the M in of Sin in a satis-
factory way. They took Ncbbs to their heart, for Nobbs has
a tongue as coarse as a wood-rasp. But his visit to the head*
centre of Orangeism led to an official declaration as to his
character which ought to do good in some quarters. The
Dublin Freeman'sJournalof August 3 contains the following
report of aquestionaskedby Mr. Dillonin the Houseof Com-
mons, and of the answer given by Mr. Wyndham, the Chief
Secretary forIreland :—:

—

Such be thy gods,O Israel!

Mr. Dillon asked the Chief Secretary to the LordLieutenant
of Ireland whether he is aware that the man Widdowß, who
delivereda speechagainst Roman Catholics at the Belfast Custom
House onSunday, is the same Widdows who haß been twicecon-
victed for unnatural crimes;whether any prosecution has since
beeninstituted against him for obtaining money under false pre-
tences;whether any shorthand writers werepresent onbehalf of
the Government at Sunday's meeting;whether collections were
takennp on the occasion;and whetherit ia intendedto allow such
proceedings tocontinue.

Mr. Wyndham.— It is true Widdows was oonvioted inLondon
in1888 of the offfnee referred to, andsentenced to 10 years' penal
servitude. In July, 1875, he was conTicted in Toronto of an
attempt tocommit a similar offence, andsentenced to fivemonth's
imprisonment. He has representedhimself to be an ex-monk. He
never was a monk or friar,anditis believednever wasan ordained
clergyman. No prosecutionhas as yet been instituted agaiuet him.
The question whether any criminal proceedings can be taken is
under consideration. No shorthand writer was present on the
occasion mentioned, but notes in longhand of bis remarks were
taken.

A Pending Action.
Some time in the merrymonthof July— auspiciousperiod!—

the editor of the Methodist Weekly alsoadorned his religious
columns with the forgery of Ware

—
or, rather, with an'improved

'
and more goryandthunderous version 'made in

Germany
'

uponWare's original. FatherJohn Gerard, S.J.,
wrote denying the alleged 'Oath,' Whereupon the genial
editor inserteda statement chargingFather Gerard with men-
dacity. ThelearnedJesuit thenput thematter into the hands
of a lawyer, and the Tablet announces that 'the Methodist
Weekly isgoing to fight. We are glad to hear it/ says our
London contemporary,

'and so, we are sure,must be Father
John Gerard himself, who will at lasthave theopportunityof
repudiatingthis odious calumnyagainst himself and his reli-
giousbrethren in the witness-box.'

That 'Jesuit Oath.'
It is a melancholyreflection on the secular journalism of

Auckland that, at thishour of the day, editorsshould be found
so credulous and so unacquaintedwith the course of current
events as to give publication to the di-t>raceful forgery which
has during the past few months won such malodorous notoriety
under the title of the Jesuit oath. Some six months agoor
thereabouts the Auckl tnd Herald dished up this frowsy old
calumny. We at onceswitched the electric light on to it, and
tracked it to its real r.uthor, Robert Ware, who held fast by
Luther's motto,

'
Against the Papacy we account all things

lawful to us,5 and who lookedupon forgery as a fair and proper
weapon with which to fight the battles of the Lord of Truth.
Since the dateof the publication of our refutation of this gross
Jesuit myth,both secular and religious newspapersand periodi-
cals in Great Britain have let the light of day upon Ware's
forgery to such goodpurpose that nonebutmalicious or sleepy-
headednewspapers would give the outl lwed Thing the hospi-
tality of their columns. Inall the circumstances, the publica-
tion of the

'Oath,' asa solid fact, in the Auckland Star, is an
unpardonable offence against joui nalistic decency. Trie Star
evident!) entertains the conviction that it can abuseand spit
upon its Catholic readers and advertiserswith impunity; for
the subsequent exposure of the forgery elicited from it noex-
pression ot apology or regret. We commend the manly protest
of thelocilCatholic Literary Society. We think there is some
thing stiffer than lemon-jtlly or india-rubberin the spinesof our
Auckland friends, and we venture the hope that they will, so
far as they are concerned, see that coarse attacks of this
kind shall not be, commercially, a good speculation. There
was long current a notion that themost sensitive portion of the
human anatomy wis the region ol the epigistnum. The most
sensitive spot m a newspaper proprietaiy is

—
its fob.
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