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To the Right Revd. J E M  M E T ,\  
Lord B ishop  of Cork and Rofs.

Cork, March 30th, 1749-50.

M y  L o r d ,

I
Promifed in m y laft, to produce a Certificate, 
that I left the Curacy o f Garrycloyne, not for 
ill Behaviour, Crim es, or Irregularities ; as 
pretended Defenders, but real Enemies ' of 

your Lordfhip, falfely and uncharitably publifh, 
but for Non-Refidence only. T h e  Proteftant Pa- 
rifhioners, and Gentlemen, (who I am forry are fo 
few) figned to the following Certificate.

c T T  7 E  the proteftant Parishioners o f  the uni*
* W ted Parifh o f Garrycloyne, do hereby Cer- 
4 tify, that while the R ev. M r. Marmaduke Dallas 
4 attended the Cure o f  this Pariih, he did his D u ty, 
c to our Contentment and Satisfaótion, and behaved
* himfelf unblameably, and that we know no Rea-
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e fon for his leaving faid Cure, but becaufe he did 
‘  not Refide in the Parifh. G iven under our 
4 H ands, this n t h  o f  March 1749-50.

A. Jefferies. Row. Davies.
Tho. Brocklejly, Ed. Butler,
Rich. Wilhamfon, Rich. WaJIj.
"Jeremiah Burchfield.

N . B. There are no more H eads o f  proteftant 
Fam ilies in this Pariih.

I can appeal to the Biihop o f Cloyne, that this
is F a d , and I am fure he was fo far from hearing
any Com plaint o f  me, that he muft remember, 
that the Pariih applied to him in m y Favour, to
difpenfe with Refidence : W hich  I doubt not, but
he w ill atteft, and impartially declare when he 
pleafes in a proper T im e and Manner.

I am forry indeed, that he was difpleafed, that 
I ihould undertake to Refide in the Pariih and af
terwards fail in it. But this was rather m y M if- 
fortune, than m y Fault. H is Lordfhip had re- 
fufed it to another, and generouily gave it to me 
w ithout alking, and if  it had been poilible for 
me to fix there, for that very Reafon, ihould have 
refided even under very great Inconveniencies, but 
when I prepared for it, I found in my Circum - 
ftances infuperable Difficulties : T h e  Expences o f 
rem oving m y Fam ily, the giving up my School, 
and P roipeft o f  having only T w en ty  Pounds to 
fupport me : T h e  being iubjeft to a Rent tor H oufe 
aad Farm , difcouraged and alarmed me, nor was 
it in m y Power to demand more than that Sum. 
F or, the then Redlor the Reverend M r. T  It •;?, 
told me upon getting his Nomination, that he 
could get a Gentleman on the Spot, for T w en ty 
Pounds, and that i f  I demanded more, or applied



to the Bifhop for it, I ihould diftrefs him greatly, 
upon which, I promifed to be content w ith T w e n 
ty  Pounds, and both he and I flattered our felves, 
that as the Pariih fhould be w ell attended, R efi- 
dence m ight not be infilled on.

T his Circum flance I believe was quite unknown 
to his Lordfhip o f Cloyne, lb that when he called 
on me to refide, I was embarrafíed, I could not 
remove and live on T w en ty  Pounds, and put it 
out o f  m y Power by a hafty Prom ife to put M r. 
T — It— n to the Diitrefs o f  paying F orty  Pounds, 
the Neighbourhood and Pariihioners knew  this to 
be T ru th , and if  I m iftake not, your Lordfhip 
had this Account o f  it from the deceafed Reverend 
M r. T’— It— n.

I am however greatly concerned, that this un
fortunate A ffair o f  Non-refidence, ihould have 
given any Offence to his Lordfhip  o f  Cloyne, and 
that I ihould have broke m y promife to him o f  
fixing in the Parifh, but I hope his good N ature 
w ill think, that I have fufficiently attoned for thus 
leaving his Diocefe, by m y Sufferings finc.e, and 
as he will do me and all M en Juftice, leave it to 
himfelf to declare the Reafon o f m y Rem oval.

I aflure you, m y L o rd , that his L ord íh ip  o f  
Cloyne, did not fo fuddenly lay Hands on me, as 
is mifreprefented. For the Bifhop o f  Cloyne de
mands from all whom he Ordains, proper T e iti-  
monials o f their L ife  and Behaviour, for feveral 
Years, figned by M en o f Integrity, Fortune and 
known Reputation in the Places, where they have 
lived, as well as from their Tutors and the U ni- 
verfity. A nd accordingly I carried him one for 
no lefs than Sixteen or Seventeen Years, from  the 
Clergymen and Gentlemen o f  the Country in 
which I lived, the Certificate was as follows.

« \ X 7 E  d°  hereby  certify> A a t  M r. Marmaduke 
Y Y Dallas, has lived in this Neighbourhood,

A  3 « for
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4 tor the Space o f  E leven Years and upwards, 
4 immediately preceding this D ate, as private T u - 
4 tor in the Families o f  Charles Coote, Robert Oli- 
4 ver, and Francis Drew , E fqrs;— and that he has 
4 behaved him felf foberly and unblamably, and 
4 has a good Charafter in the Country. In W it-
* nefs whereof, vVe have fubfcribed to this Certifi- 
4 cate, Feb. 22d. 173 6 -7 .

Francis Drew , Jonathan Bruce,
Since m y Acquaintance Cha. Bunworth,

w ith M r. Dallas now a- Downes Conron,
bout a Y ear, I have al- Lew. Bruce,
w ays heard the fame Robert Oliver.
Character o f  him.

Robert Brereton,

W e  continue, the above Certificate to this 31ft.
D ay o f  173 S.

Jonathan Bruce, 
2 .W . Bruce,

' Robert Brereton.

A s there was not then an Ordination, when I 
went to receive Deacon’s Orders, I carried the fame 
Certificate with this Addition.

4 I T  7 E  certify, that the faid Marmaduke Dallas 
< \ y  has preferved the fame unblameable Cha- 
4 radier, fince the above Date, to this Eighth of 
4 September, 1 74 r, during which T im e, he has 
c been M after of the Schools o f  Newmarket and 

. 4 Charleville.

I  lay es St. Leger, John Smithy
Robert Brereton, Thomas Gibbings,
Charles Bunworth, «Sto». Davies,

iw w . Drew.
Jer. King.

A n d  when I went to be ordained a Prieft, the 
follow ing Addition wa$ made to it.
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* W e continue the Certificate and Character o f  
M r. Dallas on the other Side to this 16th of Fe

bruary, 174 Robert Brereton,
Jonathan Bruce,
Saul Bruce.

And thus I have produced Teitimonials o f  my 
Charaóter and Behaviour, for Tw enty-five Years 
paft, and the other Score o f Years or thereabout, 
when inquired into, fpent partly in Schools, and 
Univerfity, and partly among Relations, will ap
pear like other young M en’s o f  that A g e , and not 
to deferve the fcandalous Slanders o f  poor, ano
nymous and ungenerous Pamphleteers, who bafely 
attack a Man they think over-powered by People 
of fuperior Intereft and Fortune. A n d no doubt, 
the W orld will fee how unfair and uncharitable it 
is, to impute a bad Life, ill Behaviour, and fcur- 
rilous Stories to a M an never fo much as accufed, 
or arraigned before a M agiftrate, or in any Court 
o f  Juftice or L aw , for any Injuftice or Crim e, 
and if  any Man was ever injured by him, his Place 
o f  Abode is well known, the Law  is open to any 
juft Complaint o f  Injury or W ron g done by h im , 
and there they may have their Remedy.

Every M an o f Senfe and Candor, w ill ju d g e  
what Men o f this uncharitable and unchriftian 
Tem per, may fay o f  Things done at greater D if- 
tance o f T im e and Place, when they have fo grol- 
ly mifreprefented F afts, Characters and Perfons at 
our own Doors, and impofe on us for T ruths, dirty 
Falihoods, when M atters are well known to be 
quite otherwife at this very D ay. A n d  w e 
can eafily fee the Intent o f  all this unhuman 
Treatm ent, and bafe ufage o f  a M an in T ro u b le, 
to be plainly this, that becaufe they have been em
ployed to juftify the m oil fevere Proceedings, and

A 4  a ri-
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a rigorous Sentence, generally condemned by the 
W orld , and find, they cannot do it with any to 
lerable G race, or A rgum ent, becaufe the common 
Reai'on o f  M ankind is againftthem , the only W a y  
left them, is to blacken the M an, and mifreprefent 
him as one not deferving to be treated with common 
C iv ility , Juftice or H um anity.

In the Conclufion o f  the laft Letter, I alledo-ed 
in m y D efence, that I apprehended, that I no way 
fell under the Penalty o f  an Inhibition, either 
by the Canons, or the A 6t o f  Parliam ent for U n i
form ity o f  W orihip.

A n ti here to prevent all M iftakes, I do not fay, 
that a B iihop has not Pow er by V irtue o f  his epif- 
copal O ffice to inhibit Clergym en irregular or ex
ceptionable to L aiety , or the C lergy, without being 
called to an A ccou n t for it, I only advance as a 
P lea  in m y particular Cafe, that as I was admitted 
to the E xerciie  o f  m y M iniftry before the prefent 
BiihQp’s Succeffion to this See, came into it accord
in g to the Canon recommended by m y former O r
dinary, and had done nothing to forfeit that P ri
v ilege  1 was polTeiTed of, that Biihops have not 
been know n to exercife any fuch Power where
b y  poor C lergym en m ay be diftrefled and rendered 
defperate, and, that it was particularly a great 
H ard fh ip  on me, who had a School in T ow n , and 
fo could not go  far out, w ithout endangering the 
on ly  Bit o f  Bread left m e, fo that to forbid me 
to officiate in Cork, was to forbid me the whole 
C hurch o f  Ireland, that the Canons countenance 
no fuch Severity, nor am I liable to it, by the A<2-
o f  U n iform ity.

T h is  A &  is too lon g to be inferted here, but is 
to be found in every large B ook of common 
P rayer, and as is obvious to every Reader, was 
plainly calculated to prevent the then numerous 
Sectaries o f  all Sorts, from  enjoying the L iv in g s

and
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and Benefices they had potfeiTed before the Re- 
ftoration, but cannot be rightly underftood 
ever intended by our Legislators to debar any 
M inifter who has received epifcopal Ordination, 
and conforms to the U niform ity o f  W orihip requir
ed by the L aw , and pradifed by the eitablifhed 
Church, from all Exercife o f  his M iniftry, but on 
the contrary, the whole Scope and Intent o f  the 
A d ,  nay its foie and ultimate D efign is to encou
rage all who conform to it. N or, to the beft o f  
m y Knowledge and R eading and Information, can 
I find that any Biihop in Great Britain, or Ireland, 
has made this U fe  o f  it, to deprive its own M inis
ters o f  the Benefit o f  their Profeffion, and m ake 
them ufelefs and defperate, and without T ria l or 
Accufation, Silence and Diftrefs them, or to deny 
them that L iberty and Indulgence which our Ler 
giflature grants to DiiTenters o f  all Denomina
tions, and at leait connives at in its Enemies.

I proceed now, m y L ord, to the M atter o f  F a d  
narrated in the L etter o f  Nov. 20th, 1 7 4 9 .  But, 
becaufe there is fomething difagreeable, and it may 
appear rude and blunt, to charge a Letter now ac
knowledged or adopted by your L ordih ip  with 
Falihoods and Inconfiftencies, in order to avoid 
the Indecency o f  fuch Correfpondence by thefe 
Letters, fnall at prefent, only hum bly complain and 
remonftrate to your Lordihip againft fome Om if- 
fions o f material F a d s, the paffing by of which as 
they are intended to vindicate the Proceedings a^ainil 
me, and conceal the greateft Hardíhips I iufFer’d 
while you was my Judge, l'o your L ordih ip ’s 
Silence on fuch Points as m ake fo much for m y D e
fence, and which quite alter the Cafe, tends to dif
trefs me much and to deny the T ru th  o f  my N ar
rative publiihed in four or five D ays after the F ad s 
happened.

On
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O n the 31ft D ay o f March, 1749. a Court D ay 
in the confiftorial Court o f Cork, I have related that 
I was fo far trom having a fair and legal T ria l, 
that on the contrary, m y Civilians were not permit
ted to fpeak for me, were ordered to fit down and 
be filent, whenever they rofe up to make the pro
per Motions tor me their Client, and that particu
larly m y Pro& or, M r. Beamijk did fo -, he was 
threatened to be turned out o f that Court, and was 
charged with telling Falfhoods in the Pace o f the 
Court and Judge, for affirming a T ru th , v iz . ‘ T h a t 
I was in the Country attending the Cure o f  Garry- 
cloyne in the Feftival o f  Eajler, and was for faying 
fo, menaced to be difabled from being a Proftor 
any longer in that Court.’— This was a Transaction 
very remarkable in this Caufe, and much fpoken of 
in Cork at that T im e, and yet in your Lordfhip s 
Letter o f  Nov. 20th, there is not the leaft Mention 
made of this very confiderable Fadl. H ave  I not 
Reafon then, to accufe the Gentlemen who have 
figned to the Tranfactions o f faid D ay, March 3 lit , 
as in the A ppendix to your Lordihip ’s Letter, Cork 
printed, page 22, either of Forgetfulnefs, or very 
unfair Partiality, when they fign, as is there al- 
ledeed, that the Pam phlet intitled, a Letter from a 
Clergyman of the Diocefe o f  Cork, to his Friend in 
D ublin, relating the Conduit of t h e  Bijhop of C ork, 
in the Degradation of Mr. Dallas, is an exact and 
fair Narration o f  what pafied at that T im e.

Another remarkable Tranfaition which happen
ed in the Vifitation, and is intirely omitted by your 
Lordfhip  in the aforefaid Letter, and of great Con- 
fequence in this Caufe, which is, that when the C ler
gym en often mentioned, gave their Opinions of the 
Puniihment proper for my Offence, and the Revd. 
M r. Dean Mead feemed to fpeak doubtfully, he wa
called upon to fpeak plainly, and declare exprefiy,
whether he thought M r. Dallas deferved Dégrada-
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tion for die Fa£t charged, or for refufing the Sub- 
million and Form  o f  Confeiîîon, then required by 
the Biihop, it has been plainly and truly declared, 
both by the Dean who fpoke it, and by the other 
R evd . Gentlemen engaged in the Conference with 
him, that he plainly and exprefly fpoke out : No, I  
think he ought not to be degraded.

I believe your Lordfhip muft recoiled; that it real
ly  was fo, and I am lure, we have often obferved 
fince, that there was not a M an there, who either 
contradicted the two Deans and the Archdeacon, or 
gave his Opinion in that Vifitation, that either the 
Offence charged, or Refufal o f  the Form  o f 
Confefiion required, deferved Degradation.

I m uft therefore call on thefe Gentlemen who 
have figned to the T ru th  o f  the N arrative, in the 
L etter o f  N ov. 20th, and particularly to the Tranf- 
aftions in Vifitation, to retledt whether they have 
not thro’ Forgetfulnefs, Inadvertency, or fome other 
Caufe, fubfcribed to the T ru th  o f a Narration fo 
deficient in one o f  the moft material Tranfaétions o f  
that D ay, and o f  the higheft Confequence and Im 
portance in this Difpute, and I cannot but expeit, 
that they will either in R egard to T ru th  and Juf- 
tice, and their own Characters and Veracity retrait, 
or upon more mature Deliberation and Recollection, 
qualify and explain their Subfcriptions, and for the 
Satisfaction o f the Publick, anfwerwith Candor and 
T ruth  to the following Queries.

1. W hether one required to give their Evidence, 
or Teftim ony in a M atter which tends to the Ruin, 
or clearing the Innocence o f their Neighbour, ought 
not to tell the Truth, and the whole T ru th , fairly 
and im partially, and not by their Silence or M if- 
reprefentations favour one Party, and hurt another.

2. Did any Clergym an in the Vifitation o f  April
laft, declare it his Opinion, that M r. Dallas deferved 
Degradation for what was charged againft him, or 
for refufing the Submiffion required ? 3. W he»
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g. W hether any Clergym an then and there contra, 
dióted the Opinion o f  the two Deans and Archdea
con declaring againft the Degradation ?

4. W hether any Faóts in the Narrative o f  a L e t
ter, to a nobie L o rd  publiihed in Dublin and Cork, 
im m ediately after the Tranfaótions, are falfe, or 
were queltioned by the general Opinion o f People 
prefent, and while thefe Faóts were recent ?

5. Can the Narrative figned by 22, and that fign- 
ed by 13, om itting the m oil material Points in fa
vour o f  M r. Dallas, and well remembered by all 
prefent be deemed and ju d ged  exad: and fair by 
their figning it to be fo ?

6. O u gh t a fevere Sentence on a Clergym an for 
what they themfelves have often done, be unfairly 
juitified by fuch figning to favour one, and con
demn the other Party ?

7. W hether a partial A tteflation to only Part o f  
a N arrative or L etter calculated to fupport fuch a 
Sentence, is not ju ftify in g  that fevere Treatm ent, 
and luppofe it their own Cafe, w ould they not com 7 
plain as much as M r. Dallas has done ?

8. W hether many o f  the Certifiers have not often 
and in divers Companies declared, m oil o f  them their 
D iflike, and feveral o f  them their Abhorrence ot the 
Treatm ent o f  M r. Dallas, and that both o f the P ro
ceedings againft him, as alfo o f  the forcing him to the 
Confeffion or G uilt offered to him in the Vifitatipn ?

9. W hether the Submiffion given to the L ord  Bi- 
fhop o f Cork, in his Court, and that prefented by 
him in the Vifitation, was not fufficient from a Cler
gym an, to a Bifhop, for the Offence charged ?

10. D id  M r. Dallas behave difrefpeftfully, or 
w ith any contempt o f the Biihop, or o f  any Cler
gym an who lpoke to him in the Vifitation ?

i t .  W as not the Solicitation and Tem ptation o f  
M r. Dallas, to m ake him felf infamous, or to be 
ruined, as he was threatened in their Prefence, very

great ?



o-reat ? And did not his Situation call for the C om 
panion and Concern o f every^ Clergym an o f  con - 
mon Hum anity and Tendernefs prefent ?

12. A re Perfons in their own Caufe, and all their 
near Relations and Alliances to be deemed unex
ceptionable W itnefles and unbiaiTed Certifiers in 
this Caufe, without taking their Oaths ?.

1 3. W hether the Perfons who figned the Sentence 
o f  Degradation with the B iih op ot Cork, do not at- 
teft to their own Vindication, and to defend their 
Probity and C on duit ?

14. W hether it mqft not be granted, that thefe 
M en atteft the Converfation between the Biflhop ot 
Cork, and the V icar General, to ju ftify  their own 
Deed, in joining w ith the Biihop to exclude M r. 
Dallas from all poffible legal Defence ?

L a ftly , I f  thefe Queries, and thofe propofed to 
them, w^o have figned in m y fécond L etter to your 
Lordlhip are not anfwered, whether they muft not 
be taken for granted, and that their T ru th  cannot 
be denied or evaded ?

M y  Lord, D id I not fear to be too tedious, and 
hate to give too much Offence, and were it not too 
harfh to mention fo many T h in gs not true in a L e t
ter acknowledged by your Lordfhip, I m ight point 
out numerous Paffages therein, which appear to me 
very unfair, and intended merely to hurt me in this 
Caufe, as well as inconfiftent with the F afts and 
Tranla&ions which then paifed, not only to the bed 
o f my Recolleótion, but o f  m oil People prefent in 
Court and Vifitation.

Y o u r Lordfliip’s affirming that you told the C ler
g y  in Vifitation, ' that a Bifhop had a Pow er to dif- 
penfe with the Canons o f the Church, is what no 
M an I have fince converfed with, can recolleft 
to have been mentioned by you that D ay, and 
we all think this fo remarkable a Point, that it could 
not poffibly have efcaped our Obfervation and par
ticular Notice. Y o u r
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Y o u r  L o r d fh ip ’s te llin g  us then, that a M an  had 
been h an ged  fo r  the B reach  o f  a C an on , fo  that 
D e g ra d a tio n  w as b u t a m ild  P unifhm en t, and w hich  
w as a lîên ted  to , b y  fom e v e ry  near y o u , is w ell re
m e m b e r’d b y  m o ftw h o  w ere at th e V ifita tio n ,a n d  yet 
is o m itte d  in y o u r  exadt, fa ir  and attefted  N a rra tiv e .

Y o u r  L o r d fh ip ’s a ffirm in g  in y o u r  L e tte r , that 
th e F o rm  o f  Subm iiTion offered b y  m e in V ifita tio n , 
m ig h t  d o  fo r  A d u lte r y , b u t not for D ifobed ien ce to 
the B ifh o p ’s R u le , is a v e ry  Arrange A ffertio n . T h a t  
th is F o r m  o f  m in e, had no A c k n o w le d g m e n t in it 
o f  the e p ifco p al A u th o r ity , or C on cern  for ca llin g  
y o u r  L o r d fh ip ’s JurifdicStion o v e r  m e in Q u e ftio n , 
m u ft  alfo  a m a ze  an y one w h o  reads it, and fees how  
am p le  the D ecla ra tio n  is there. T o  a g g ra v a te  e v e ry  
C ircu m fta n ce  o f  M r. D allas ’s C h a rg e , y o u r L o r d 
ih ip  aíTerts^ th a t it  w as done on a good Friday, w h ere
as it w as on JVednefday, A p ril. 6 th , 174 8 . A n d  any 
o n e w h o  co n fu lts  the A lm a n a c k  o f  that Y e a r , w ill 
fin d  th at Good Friday  d id  n ot happen on Wednefday, 
in  the Y e a r  17 4 8 .

I  can n ot b u t o b ferve  lik e w ife , that th o u gh  yo u r 
L o r d ih ip  all a lo n g  in the L e tte r  fo lem n ly  p rotefts, 
th a t  y o u  d id  n o t refent any perfonal O ffen ce , again it 
y o u r  p a rticu la r  A u th o r ity  in this M a tte r , or ever in 
c lin e d  to  p u n ifh  m e fo r  an y  con tem p t to y o u r  Ju rif- 
d i6 lio n ,y e t  at la ft, y o u  o p e n ly  d eclare, th at the w h ole  
o f  m y  C rim e  and C a u fe  o f  the P u n iih m en t, was to  
be im p u te d  to  th is alone, as in the 24th  p age o f  y o u r  
L e tte r ,  D ublin  p rin ted , y o u r  L o r d ih ip  fays exp refly , 
T h a t  w h en  a C le r g y m a n  in V ifita tio n  la id , “  H e  
“  fh o u ld  be cau tio u s, h o w  b y  any T h in g  he faid, 
te h e fh o u ld  feem  to  a llo w , th at D eg ra d a tio n  was 
“  the le g a l P u n ifh m e n t fo r  his C rim e , yo u r L o rd - 
“  fh ip  la y s , that y o u  rep lied , T h a t  no C le rg y m a n  
“  c o u ld  e v er  be affe6ted b y  it, excep t he a â e d  in 
“  e v ery  C ircu m fta n ce  as M r . D allas  had, i. e. k n o w -
“  ino-ly, w ilfu lly , after d u e w a rn in g  o f  the C rim e

°  J - f t  and
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M and D anger, acting againft the Bifhop’s Injunc- 
“  tion.”

So that all the Rules about officiating in your 
L ordfhip ’s Diocefe were only calculated againftm e, 
the Canon and all the Interefts propoled by your 
Lordfhip  in this Suit, were all a Sham and Pretence 
to ruin M r. Dallas, and though as you fay, they 
m ight be difpenfed with by your Lordlh ip  in all 
others, they ihould fall on him.

I was introduced to your Lordfhip by a Letter 
from  the Biihop o f  Cloyne, and knew that you had a 
L etter in m y Favour, at the fame T im e from ano
ther L ord , I afked your L ordfh ip ’s Leave to preach 
then for L o rd  Strangford, in the Cathedral, and g o t 
it, I waited on your Lordfhip, and dined publickly 
and privately with you, and when I had the H onour 
to fee you could obferve no particular Diflike.

U pon the M effage by M r. Broome, I remonftra- 
ted and waited on your Lordfhip  to know  the R ea- 
i'on, and had your Lordfhip been fo good as to let 
me know  your Prejudice againft me, it is highly 
probable I m ight have removed it, I continued filent 
in your Diocefe for two Tears, and thought your 
Lordfhip meaned me no harm, till it broke out on 
m y m arrying a Couple in St. Paul’s Church, and 
this fatal Controverfy foon after.

A nd pray, my L o rd , without extenuating this 
Offence, fay, it was the Breach o f a Canon, and a 
Trefpafs againft your Lordfhip’s Rule ? W ould no
thing but the Ruin o f  me and Fam ily fatisfy you ?

W as it not poffible I m ight not recoiled: Canon 
52, or think it obfolete, that Rules prefcribed to 
your C lergy, were not direéted to me, that I m ight 
m arry a Couple after the manner I had feen others 
married, and think it no harm, becaufe common, 
without great Sin, G uilt or Crime, did I not from 
the Beginning affure your Lordfhip, it was not done 
in Contem pt, and that I would give your Lordfhip

any



an y Subm iflion reafohable to prevent the T rouble o f  
a Profecution ? H o w  then was I an obftinate, incor
rigib le  and egregious Offender, and an Infulter o f  
all A u th o rity , L aw s and O rder ?

Suppoie I had done it for a F ee, m uft not your 
L o rd fh ip ’s F leart finite you on this Score, to think 
you  m igh t have been the unhappy Caufe o f  it, by 
not hearing m y hum ble Rem onftrance againft an In
hibition,and deprecating that I m igh t not be led into 
T em p tation , thro’ P overty  to do a n y T h in g  irregular.

W a s this a ju ft  C aufe, to purfue a M an to R uin  
and Infam y, w ith  m uch T ro u b le  and E xpence foF 
thefe tw o Y ears, in C ourts Spiritual and Tem poral. 
T o  try  firit, to  ihew  that he was but jifftly  and pro
p erly  dealt w ith,and that all the Profecution he m et 
w ith , was the Effedt o f  his own Stubbornefs and 
O b ftin acy. A n d  when the contrary to this appear
ed to be T ru th , w h y  íh o u ld th é  epifcopal A u th o ri
ty , Canons and L a w  be ftretched to a high  P itch , 
to  undo m e.— A s  i f  the Peace and Safety o f  the 
C h u rch  could  not be procured, nor the H on our o f  
B iihops be fecured, except I was made an E xam ple 
and Sacrifice.— I f  all this w ill not do, I m uft next 
be m ifreprefented b y  anonym ous Pam phlets, as fo 
bad a M an , that no Severity can be too great for 
m e, as i f  I had no R ig h t to be treated w ith com m on 
C iv ility , H u m a n ity , or Juftice. A n d  w ithout fair 
H e a rin g , T r ia l or D efence, be condem ned again in 
the O pinion  o f  the W o rld .—  Y o u r  L o rd ih ip  m uft 
furely  refleit fom e T im e  on all this, and wifh you 
had not g iven  fuch hard, unprecedented and under 
ferved T reatm en t to

M v  L o r d ,

Xour LordjhIp’s tnojl faithful,
Humble Servant,
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