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- ter under ¢¢ verbal Direétions™ from the Prefident

. Neill they were ¢ filent,” and every Thing was cr

; would have refented and fpurned at fuch overbearing

sond

Revers ! Mr. Harris, or his Letter to the Revereng
JOHN LEEDS 27T ©
JONATHAN Nicors
FAMBS DICKINsoN.”
HENRY HOLLYDA\’...
What mault be the Affurance of the Ma 5
capable, without our Privity and Conf:nt no;vhfo way
M. Maatgomery's Name and ‘mine to a Minute umll
appeais trom the foregoing Declaration, never 1at, 2
among the criginal Minutes of the ,Eaﬂ: exitted
Cleigy @ ‘This Mr. Neill has done,  He dofn Skhvl‘t
fore, itand chargeable with takirg a very u;ﬁ there. .
able Freedom with us, with mifreprefentin ‘;ﬂ’fm.
thren, and with an Impofition on the Publicgk is Bre.
Senfible that he could neither produce the M;

nor any Ordcr.frOm the Clergy to tranfmit a C lﬁnu:e,.
it to Mr. Harris, with the Sanétion of Mr. Mmg:vy cf

Name and mine, Mr, Neill now fculkingly (am"é:ii'

No, 1344,

Augut 1771,

In his Letter to Mr. HARRIs, he fays, «

¢« ordered a Copy of lhcir’()pinit)):; to ul\): Cb“lrc'r
4 tranfmitted to Mr. Harris.”” 1In his late P bl?‘l’:l
tion he tells us—he bad ¢ verbal Direétions fn: i
¢ Prefident™ to communicate it to him (Mr, 11~rr:i,‘)h:

Quantum mutatus ab il !

Thus he p'ainly differs from, and contradi€ts himf:]
and has fairly difcharged the more prudent Part of
Mankind, at lealt, from paying any Regard (:L?‘
Aflertions. But who that faw his Leiter to h‘f‘
Harn‘:‘, figned by me as Prefident, and ¢ a m,r;
Copy™ by Mr. Mentgomery as Clerk, ever fulpefted
Shat it would t_.nd in a Minute that never exiited, and
in ¢ \'_erhal Direétions™ that never were given ;_r.
Mr. Nedl has too mean an Opinion of the Publick, i
he hopes to pay or put it off with fuch Coin, i
Mr. Nedl tell's us—~That ¢ on the Second Da
when he returned to Mr. Barclay's, which pas ach;
Twelve o’Clock, Mr. Prefident acquayinted him that
the Clsrgy had re-affumed the Confideratlen of Mr
Harnis's Letter, and had paff=d the following Vere:
s —Jt is the unanimous Opinion cf the Clergy, thet 3.
¢ Harre's Letter favours moreof Toddy than ‘I'ruxb,‘al
g0 u‘p.’nzfljuﬂj dafbed awith Fergeries and Faljbesds. Nee,
:t Lun;‘ _ By the Way, «“ a unanimous Vore, N,
Con.™ is *¢ a Mod= of Compcfition, I b:lieve, pe-
¢=(u'iar to Mr. Neill."—He goes on to teli us ,t'.m
¢ as the Prefident feemed to acquire a vclv,gm:'
% Weight, from the Dignity of his Seat, and carry
¢« every Thing with a dictatorial Authority, the Cler.
“ gy ware filent.” Thus, as it fhould feem, by te
« dittatorial Authority’ of the Picfident, and fe
Tamenefs and Sileace of the Clergy, were M. Nels
Minutes fo far made out. Al this’is pretty plaufide,
but happens to lubour under one great ‘Defelt; axd
that is, it is not true. It cannet but feem ftrange 2nd
unaccovntable that the Clergy, after determining,
the Firfl Day of their Meeting, not to take any Netice
of Mv. Harris's Letter, fhould yet, on the Secczd Day,
re-affun.e the Confideraticn of 1t, without any cue
Motive or Argument offered to induce them to depatt
from thicir prior Refolution. Is it not probable tha,
if the Prefident acquainted him with the aforefaid
« arnanimous Vote, Newm. Con.”™ Mr. Neill would have
had Recourte to the Minutes, and have copied it frem
thence ; or, if he had not found it there, have defired
it might be entered before he fent it in the Name of
the Clergy ? This he might, with the greatett Eafe,
have obtained. For who wou'd objeét to entering
« a unanimous Vote, Nezm. Con."——Had the Cergi
paffed any fuch Vote, Mr. Neill had the Matter tca
mnuch at Heart to have fuffered it to remain unentered.
Now there appears not any fuch Entry; and, teere.
forg. *tis probable that fuch a Vote never was paled.
Beiides ; what a tame and filly Set of Mortals does he
make the Clergy appear to be 1——According to Mr.

ried by the ¢ dictatorial Authority of the Prefident!”
Herein Mr. Neill mufi excule me. There were, 2
mong the Clergy, Gentlemen, who, in Parts and Us-

derftanding, were greatly fuperior to him, and wh

Masnggement, - I have not met with ope Clergym:l
that can recolle& any Thing of re-afflaming the Cea-
fideration of Mr. Harris’s Letter, or of my acquuat-
ing Mr. Neill with the aforefaid ¢ unanimous Vett
Nem. Cos.”  Far iy Part T do not remember a Titts
of it, and do aver it to be falfe. But notto reft the
Matter on my own Affertion, and that it may noti>:
pear to be unfupported by any other Evidence, I 1/
here fubjoin a Letter I received from the Reserend
Mr. Brown, who, as he accompanied Mr. Neid 10
Talbat Court Houfe, and came back with him to t¥
Mecting, muit be allowed to be a-¥ery compertt
Witnef3 of what paffed immediately on his Rete™
The Letter follows.

¢ REVEREND SIR,
« You are pleafed to. defire T would gire you%

Account of what I remember to havespafled at o
Meeting, laft May, relating.to Mr. Harris's Letter.
¢ When I came to Mr. Barclay's, the Evening @
the Firft Day of the Meeting, that Letter was &%
to me, and I was informed, by the Gentlemen 28
prefent, that the Meeting had refolved to take RO-
tice of it. Next Morning Mr, Arifl and I walked
the Court-Houfe, and returned tozether, 100 LI,
remember to have heard that the Confideration of
was re.affumed, nor that any fuch Vote wai P
as, «¢ That it is the unanimous Opinion of the C“'P
that Mr. Harris’s Lelter favours more of Toddy £
Truth, and 5. plentifully dafbed wwith_ Forgerict it

g;“ilr'; 4 8I'Am, Reverend -S I.R_é

orfet, / ug. . "~ Y 5 9

Ak a7".'; a3, \'L . OUI‘,T'{ BROVV.N-
+This feems to bolle no- to the *¢ unania®

« Yote, New, Con,” but:Lthall-next, Rill mor =
tually to refute Mr, Neill's Affertions and Ch¥f

take Leave to lay before the:Publick the followisg A
teftation by feveral of the Clergy.

3

-

« % Mr. Gordsn.™

o W aere prefeit 2t the DMering of the Eaflern
e CiergyaHrend at- the Revepend: Mr. _Barclay's, -
L, and o -the tolluwiog- Day---and- do
‘““h““,.,- that the Clergy, on Yearing the Reve-
. LA Hurris's ‘Letter read, determined, on Ahe
l;"’ not to take any Notice of it, but remember NOT
P privg of their re-atfuning the Conficeration of it
2 e next Day. \:\’Im pafled b:t.wc:n Mr. Prefidept
Grdn and Mr. Neisd was ‘fo much in the Way of Ban-
r and Joke that the Clergy thought it not worth
fir while 10 attend to it. It mult be acknowiedged
tatthe Prefident put the Queftions and tock the Votes,
wih Candonr, hehaved 'hunlcl‘l with Moderation, and
il wov allume any dictatorial Authority over the

PHILIP WALKER,

Ciery DANIEL MAYNADIER,
JOHN ROS:E,
JO+IN MONTGOMERY."
u N. B. We concur with our Brethren in the above,
ewepting what jelatés to the Tranfuctions of the Se-
cosd Dajsy wlien we were not prefent,

JACOB H. HINDMAN,
THOMAS ALKIN,
e | OHN SCOTT.T
A true Copy Trom the Ouiginel. .
. T¢i. JOHN GORDON.
Ala:) for Mr. N:ill's ¢ unanimous Vote, Nem. (on.
LAt for his Minutes! Alas! for the Prefident’s
didtatorial Authority 1"—They are in a diperate
Condition, and juft ready to take their Flight!
The Reverend My, Keeze was pleafed to write me
(te toliowing Letrer:
« REVEKESD SIR, gag Sept. 14y 1771,
« Your Letter, with which you have been plmi?d
to favour me, has been delivered by Mr. T4cmas Gor-
&7y who, at the fame Time, put into my Hand a
Pap=r fizned by Six of our Brethren, relative to a mif-
chievous D' fpute fubffting betweea the Reverend Mr.
No¥and your(elf. I remember, on the Firft Day the
Cleigy met at Mr. Barclay's, Mr. Harris's Letter was
r-ad, and the Queltion Leing atked, if the Clergy
would take any Notice of it, Anfwer was returned in
the Negative : |1 DO KOT remember the Clergy re-
afumed the Confideration of M. Harris's Letter after-
wudj yet, when I refl=&, that Mr. Gorden dictated,
and even wrote :ureat Part of the Letter defigned for
an Anfwer for Mr. Neill to Mr. Harris, T cannot re-
concilz the Part Mr, Gerdon ated with my Notions of
Baater and Joke, therefore am not at Liberty to fign,
with my Brethren, the Paper above mentioned.
I am, Rewerend S 1R,
IVith Refpect, your, &c.
SAMULL KEENE.”

Mr. Keene being almoft an entire Stranger to ms,
and quite unacquainted with my Manrer, might eafily
mitake me, and think me ferious when T was really
injoke. Thisis probably the Cafe, as in this Matter
be difers from all his Brethren that I have converfed
with. He doss NoT remember, however, that the
Ciergy re-affumed_the Confideraton of Mr. Harris’s
Letter, and is an Evidence of Courfe againit Mr,
Neill's ¢ unanimous Vote, Nem. Con.”” Strange € un-
& animous Vote, Nem. Con. that is aimolt unani-
moufly contradicted !

The Reverend Mr. Read favoured me with a Letter’
1o th.e following Effelt k

«« REVEREND SIR, Scpt. 14, 17710

« ] rectived yours by Mr. Barning, defiring an

lLonelt Anfwer to fome Queries, I am really forry

Matters fhouid be cairied to fuch a Length, that either

you or Mr. Neill fhould require Proof for the Veracity

of what you affert.  But to fatisfy your Requeft, I do-

rot remember ary Thing relative to your Firit and-

Third Queries. As to your Second Query, I muft

confefs that I looked upon what you faid'asa Jeft and

Baater. As to your Fourth Query, I po NOT remem-

ber that you exercifed the Otlce of.a Diétator, but
bebaved as became the Place you then filled.
4m, STR, yeur, &c.

. ROBERT READ.”

Mr. Read has been kind'eriough to favour me with

a Copy of his Letter to Mu. Neill, which.i may not

be improper to infert-in this Place. . It follows.

«SIR, 7
«  received yours, defiring me
l_nform:nion I could relative to the Clergy’s Obferva-
tions on Mr. Harris's Leétter. 1 remember that the
Words, as printed in the Maryland Gazette, were
sPOKEN by Mr. Gordan, with this Difference only, ins
tead of Teddy is added Hypecrify. But w ¥ :her they
were intended to be entered on the Minutes, as the’
Opinion of the ‘Eaftern Shore Clergy, 1 DO_NOT re-
member, but foppofe they were not, as they are NOT
in the Copy of the Minutes I took. I can't fay I gave’
any particular Attention to the Converfation that
paffed on that Subje@, as T thought the Letter not,
worth our Notice, and was bufied in writing, &

Mr. Neill-has thought proper to publifh only fuch
Part of this Letter as feemed to favour his own Side of
the Queftion, and to fupprefs the reft. But this is.not
all; the Part he has publifked he has moft dify
oufly altered, . Mr. Reaed fays, ¢ that the Wo
« printed in the Maryland Gazette, were sPOK by,
ot NIr. Neill apprehending the Ternt
_é)chn“ to be againft-him, as jndeed ‘it-is, very cam-
didly fubftituted in -room . of it the: Word ¢ co-
* Yo3ED,™ as being of moré dark and doubtful Sigs

tior, and thertfore fitter for his Purpofe. Now

!

to give you what

Sort of Compefition muft Mr. Neillbe?" Is he ‘not ~

ifeftly'a Maftér of maore thin HONEST Arts ? Good

d 1" has Mr. Neill.catt off all Regard to Truth, -to
Honour,—to Confcignce —~FPoor
- he think, that by fuch low Artifice, and Meannefs o
Management, he refleéts Difhoridur upon his own Or
der, and erefts a Maon@ment of Difgrace. to himfelf.
It had been a Thoufand T better to have publifh.
ed Mr. Reads Letteg hone y,';‘and without any .V,ifiﬂi'
tion, or any Part fupprefled;’ for he thav}'m giving
g O 5 Lo v - i , “)

* the Letter, thére was

Man U little does:
3 f 1 thould anfwer Mr.

Evidence, fpeaks the Truth, but not th
: 2 [ ! » e ala/
1s guilty of- let the Publick fa :lh.':t: Tfmh. 1

= 'fl_;ll»,co i{:verendd\rlr. Barclay. was pleafed to vgxite me

¢ REVEREND SIR, Sept. 12, 1

‘ : .12, 1771,
rcr;elnu.:‘;?f:;;tto lvuu:i’ of the 10th, pen?;n me to ob-
M s, related to t'he proper Bufjne(s of our

“"‘”‘3- iz the Piefervaticn of our Rights, I did
zlc]::;gzzuﬁ‘f‘omy to artend to. ~ What came before us

ally, fuch as Mr. Harris’s Letter, I did not fo
carefully attend to. However, in Compliance to yeur
P:ﬁ_‘cn Q‘-‘” give an Account of what pafled concern-
ing it, to the belt of my Remeinbrance.

“ When Mr. Neill conmunicated Mr. Harris’s Let-
ter to the Meeting, he fzemed defirous that fome No-
tice fliould be taken cf it, but almoft every one prefent
having _d:‘;h‘red that there ought not, Mr. Neill feemed
to acquielce in what was fo apparently the general Opi-
nion of bis Brethren, and [ do not remember that a
Vote was taken. N
e I never did hcar’ Wk, Cenfideraticn tf that Letter
s "'“ﬂkmfd. ner any Vete paffed concerning it tke Second

Day,” nor any Thing relating thereto, except what
appeax;d to me to be mere Whim and Jeft of yours,
to which 1 paid little Regard, being otherwife ea-
gaged.—Had I fuppofed that there was any Thing
fetious in what then pafled, I fhould not have failed to
have teftifizd my Difient ; and I dare appeal both to
Mr. Aeill and yourfelf, whether 1 fhould not have
adted a very inconfiftent Part, if I had not done fo.—
As Mr. Neill was plealed to communicate the Letter to
me, before the Meeting at my Houfe, I then freely
gave him iny Sentiments concerning it.  The fame [
did to you, and to feveral Brothers before the Meet-
ing. The Letter appeared to me, from the Perufal
thereof, to be artful and infidious, therefore I was of
Opinion, that the proper Manrer to treat it, was to
take no Notice of it; that, leaving others to judge for
themf:lves, we fhould do our Duty and unite, nct.in
an ¢ idirefs and Oppefition to tke Governor and Affemn-
o« bly," as was falfely infinuated to be ¢ intended,™ but
in refpectful Ad dreiles to the Governor and Aifemtly,
o relative” to what we believed to be a Violation of
publick Faith, highly injurious to the prefent Minifters
of Religicn, and tending to fap the Foundatiors of
the Eftablifhment made for religious Woifhip in the
Province, and therefore fuch as we ought to oppofe.

¢ It is but Juftice to declare, that your general Be-
haviour as Prefident, did not deferve the Charge you
mention, and that you did put the Cueftions, and take
the Votes fairly, and with Candour. Indeed I can-
not think that Mr. Neill would have reprefented the
Matter as he has done, hzd he not bgen very much
under the Influence of Paffion, which is ever an Ene-
my to that Candour and calm Recolletion, fo necef-
fary in making an impartial Reprefentation of our
own Condu&, muck more the Condu& of thofe from
whom we ditfer. ‘The Perufal of his Publication gave
me the graateft Uneafinefs, which yours which occa-
foned it alfo did.———Permit me to requeft of you
(and I would do the fame of Mr. Neill had I an equal

. Opportunity) that you would be pleafed to put an
End to fuch Pablications, as give Pain to your Friends
and Pleafure to your Enemies, as well as to the Ene-
mies of the Church, who rejoice in (zeing the Clergy
engaged in mutual Recriminations at this Time, when
not only our Rights are invaded, but fuch Means ufed
to induce or oblige us to relinquifh them, as are con-
trarv to Juftice, deftrutive of mutual Faith, and fub-
verfive of the Principles of our civil Conftitution.

I remain with Refpefd, yours &c.
JOHN BARCLAY."-

Mr. Neill tells us, that ¢ when he had tranfcribed
« the Cenfure en Mr, Harris's Letter, the Prefident
¢t propofed, that when he (Mr, Neill) fent the above
«¢ Minutes, fomething more fhould be added.” Now
the Cenfure on Mr. Harris's Letter is contained in the
aforefaid ¢ nnanimous Vote, Nem. Con  But 1t ap-
pears, from the Declaration of the Gentlemen, that
fuch a Minute does not exift, and, from the Attetta-
tion of the Clergy, that fuch a Vote never was'taken.
The Cenfure on Mr. Harris's Letter, ag Mr. Nﬂ[{ c_:llls
it, is neither to be found among the Clergy’s original
Minutes, nor was it ever reduced to Wnting by me.
‘With what Truth then can he mention it as a Minute 4
Or, from whence did he ¢ tranfcribe’ 1t? To ¢ tran-
{cribe” from what was never reduced to Writing, 18
an Art peculiar, I belicve, to Mr. Neil. Or, perhaps,
he ¢ tranfcribed™ from what he had written with his
own Hand; in that Cafe he mutt be univerfally ac-
knowledged as an ORIGINAL.

Upon the wha'e, it is evident, from the very ample
and refpectable Tetimony I'have produced, .that Mr.
Neill's ¢ unanimous Vote, Nem. Con.™ and'the ¢ difta.
¢ torial Authority,” by which, he fays,’ lb_!'Pr_eﬁde_nt
carried every Thing, never exifted but in his own mif-"

_taken Fancy ; and lh‘kt\' therefore, Mr, Neillis 2 FALSE:
Accuskr of his Brethren. - i

I thall now, ingenuoufly, and with all the Regtrd 3
that is due’ to Truth, acquaint the Publick with the,
Part I aed in this Matter, and with my View in al&t-
ingit. [

- On the Fi

determin
Letter, I+
it.- His'Sp
1 confefs, I wag not very
the Temper Mr. Neill appeared
that tho® the Clergy had dropp

‘Day of the Meeting, when the Clergy
to take any Notice of Mr. Harris's
ved Mr. Neill to be highly offended at’
was grieved,. and his Heart was yvexed.
farry to fee. it. For,;from
tobein, I concluded
rd the-Confideration of”
fome ‘Profpett, th_:t'.l}k,wouk)
take ‘it' upog. I was even willing' to proc
rhote ' Paper-War between ther. I thought it would'
break - no {Bones, afd “might be produétive of fome’
Entertainment. Whea Mr. Neill ‘moved thd
Harris's Letter, 1 dechn.ed ity
and faid -that, as the Letter was dire&ed to him, it
was properly Eis Bufinefs to anfwer' it. In_this he
feemed to-acquielce and 1-made not the lealt Doubt t13
Wis entering. the Lifts with Mr, Harrije—mr- I re-
rhcgba‘,'! B hrew- out thefe Woids——=' This Latér

et
hxmf:lz'.' *

583.

¢ favonrs more of Trddy than of Truth.” This was

no.fooner faid, than applauded by Mr. Neill. Ithink

he took the Words down im Writing. 1 was now per-

fuaded my Scheme would ‘take. In fome Time after, -
1 faid—** fuppofe you add"’=*¢ and is plentifully dathed

« with Forgeries and Falfhoods.” This was received

by him with #ill greater Marks of Joy, and to writig

again he went. The Words were never reduced to

Writing by me, nor was therc ever any Motion made,

or Vote palled, to enter them among our Minutes.

Little, indeed, did I think I was ditating Minutes all

this while, No: All T meant was to furnifh Mr. Neill
with a few Hints, as he fcemed to like them, to be

rqadc ufe of in a private Letter to Mr. Harrisy and I

did no more think of a Minute, than I did of the Me-
nument.

An Anecdste, communicated by the Reverend Mr.
Keene, warmed me a little, and made me fpeak of Mr.
Harris with a greater Degree of Afperity, Mr. Keene
informed us, * That Mr. Harris bad, frequeptly in
« Converfation with him, lamented the fad-State of
¢ the Church in Maryland, and exprefled his Fears
¢ that her Ri%hu would be given up or betrayed by
¢« fome falfe Brethren,” 1 did not, I confefs, hear
this without fome Emotions of Refentment. Such a
Duplicity provoked mie, and I let Nature fpeak what
Nature thought, Had Mr. Harris, honever, been en
the Spot, he fhould have besn treated with equal Free-
dom. For I was, and ain ftll, much cffended with
his talking to the Publick in a Stile fo d:fferent fiom
what he marde ufe of to his Brethren in private.

It was alfo obferved, Thit tte People of Kent-1fland
were much pleafed with M:. Harris, and he with
them. Offended as I was with Mr, Harris, I hattily
quitted my Seat, and, going to a ‘Fable where th:re
were Pens, Irk, and Paper, wrote the fcllowing Sen-
tence—¢s The Clergy do heartily and fincerely wifh,
«¢ that as the People of Kent-Ifland feem to be fo much
« pleaf:d with the Letter-writer, and that as he him-
«t felf appears to be quite contented with his Situa-
¢ tion, that he may long continue in it." The Inac-
curacy of this Sentence is a pretty plain Proof that it
was written in an Hurry, In the little Time I had to
think, I concluded that Mr. Neill might, in a private
Letter, fend to Mr.
of the Clergy’s Difpleafure at the Duplicity of his
Condu&. This Sentence had Reference, not to Mr..
Harris's Letter, but to the Anecdste. How then could
Mr. Neiil apply it, as a Minute, to the Letter, to
which it had no Relatior ? He has, indeed, applied it
tc a Purpofe, to which, I never did once, in my moft
fecret Thoughts, apply it.

However, as I wrote this Sentence without confult-
ing, or being authorized by the Clergy, as mult have
been evident even to Mr. Neill himfelf, 1 confefs my,
Rafhnefs, and ackncwiedge ti.e Error. *Tis difficult
for a Man to fpeak of himfelf. But, Itruft, I can
truly fay, that I have leng outlived the falfe and little
Greatnefs of that Pride, which prompts one rather to
perfitt in, than to retra an Error. I can aflure Mr.
Harris that his Continuance on Kent-1fland, with his
numerous Family, (a Circumftance then unknown to
me) for ONE Year, will appear fufficiently ¢ long™ to
me as well as to moft of the Eaftern Shore Clergy,
who, I am perfuaded, do rot grudge him any Thing,
that either his own Merit may entitle him to, or the
Humanity and Benevolence of his Superiors may dif-
pofe them to beftow upon him.

The Remarks I made on Mr., Harris's Letter I
judged would never be meationed in any other Way,
than in a private Letter fiom Mr. Neill to him, I ne-
ver did intend them for the Publick. I do not think
it very decent to offer fuch Stuff to the Publick ; and
1 am' fure-no one could be more confounded than I
was, whenkfaw them publifhed as the ¢ unanimous
«¢ Opinion.of the Eaftern Shore Clergy,” though they
mightsiwith equal Truth, have been publithed as the
Opinion of the Eaftern Shore Planters. I made the
Remarks in the Way of Banter and Merriment, and
wrote the Sentence in fome Heat and Hurry; and
therefore could not be very fond of feeing them in
Print. For, if many Matters, mentioned amidit our
Friends, in the Frecdoms of Converfation, or under
th&Influence of Provocation, were to be repeated in
the publick Ear, it would, 1 fear, put moft People to

‘the Bluth. The Controverfy, I judged, would be
carried on between Mr. Neill and Mr, Marris, -and-go
no farther. But nothing ran in Mr. Neill's Head but
Minutes: And as MiDas, by his Touch, turned every
Thing intoc Gold ; fo Mr. Neill, by his Pen or his Pen-
cil, turned every Thing I could eitker fpeak or write,
in- reference to Mr. Harris's Letter, into a2 Minute.
His own Weight, though beavy, he judged, perhaps,.
too light for Mr. Harris, and was therefore inclined,.
by Means of his Minutes, to throw the Weight of his
Brethren into the Scale, and fo cruth, effeGtually, his
;. poor Brother rrise )

..~ ‘Thus hay fo far as my own Recolleétion (affifted
“+ by that of’ 1 of my Brethren) would ferve me,
‘acquainted 3 blick with fhe Part Iadted in this
“Matter, and with n:y -View’ in a&ing it. Truth has
“3ts Features, and Probability its Grounds; and I doubt

and impartial Publick will be

not but the judicious ¥
and difcern the other, in the

able to trace the one,
i Account I have given. y kA
But admitting for once, that Mr. Ncill's Minutes,
as he calls them, had been genuine, and_ that he had
been ordered by the Clergy, as he tells Mr. Harris, to,
tranfmit a Copy of the fame to him, I would beg Leave
to afk—What {li ht had Mr. Nei¥Yo vary, to alter,’
or to ¢hange an ?I’M‘or Expreffons in tho ¢ Miputes?
~—1In Room J the Word *¢ Toddy,", he has fubfti-
tuted ¢ Hypocrify,” a very bad Exchange indeed !
And, thoug in the Sentence 1 wrote, the Clergy’s
With were, That ¢ Mr. Harris might lon) -continue’
<t in his prefent situation,” yet this would not fatisfy
the humane and benevolent Mr. Neill. Hc has altered
it into a2 With,
ot that Parith —T10 THE END OF WHis, DAYSL”
T bis Minuteg thus changed and altered he has “‘“K(

the Affurancs, with@ut our Privity or Confent, to figd,

Harris this Sentence, as a Mark |

«¢ That My Harris might continue in |

fu




