Services referved on the Tenure are sy certain
may complain to their Ordinary or Vifitor.»
‘That the Byflander thou'd have read, and not ndas
ftood Litt. wou'd not have been fy izing ; but, lhn
he fhou'd Infift upon his Rcfcrcnccmrovc the
tion in his firft Letter, thews an invincible Power
Face.——Even in the Cafe of this fuperftitious Tenure
if the Services referved, were certain, the Lord mish,
diftrain.——Whecher certain or uncertain, the Power
of CorreSion might be in the King, orin a Layma,
if the Vifitor. That an Incumbent is removeahs
by the Temporal Laws, 'in varicus Inftances, i wou'd
be unneceffary to prove. *
The Clurckes of Maryland, fays he, tho® they exadly
correfpond with Lord "Coke's D:fcq tion of Ding;, \
are yet in the AZ of Affernbly, menticned as prefentasivg,
It is not a very pleafant Tafk to have to qo With 5
Man, who pretends to argue, and yet will nor, or Caz-
not advance his Principles, and draw his Conclufiogy,
A mere Dealer in’ Squibs and Scraps, who bopes
to efcape, like the Ink-Fifh, in the Ob curity he cog.
trives. In what do our Churches correfpond with
the Idea of Donatives? Not, I fuppofe, on ccount of
the -Patron’s Feundation or Endowment, but becaufe 23
Appointment has all the Effects of Prefentation, Ina;.
tution and Induétion, in the Cafe of a Besefce Pros.
tative. ¢ The A& of Aflembly, fays he, fpeaks of
them as prefentative. ng fo? Not furely in the
Senfe of Prefentation, in order for Inttitution, Cur
Churches are donative, faving Reyard to the Ceremers,
Juficient to confiitute an Incur:bexcy or Plemarty, They ve
made [3 by the A& of Afemtly, by which they were found.
ed, eitablifhed and endowed. ~ Suppofe the A to be
repeaied, and we fhall have no Church, Had the Bs-
fiarder kept up the Idea of the Clurct of Mery/and, aid
not talked about the Ciurch of England, he wou'd fave
« avoided the ftrange Abfurdities he has fa_llc.n into, Tte
Bifkop ¢’ Lezdon once claimed the Jurifdi&ion cof 0r.4.
rary, upon the Byflander's Principle of Law, under
which Pluralities are tenatle. Upon the fame Principle,
a Veftry, it feems, claims the Right of Patronage, and
this Principle being admitted, it might be contended,
that thereis not a Churchor Incumbentin Maryland—
When old Foundations are weaken'd, and Land-Marks
remov'd, the Inconvenience of difcrepant Opinicns is
to be expeéted. oy
¢ Prefent to a Veftry 1" What does the Iniinuaticn
mean ? Do any Veitries claim the Power of Infitutica?,
The Word grefcrt, is ufed in the A& in a very proper
Signification, tho' difterently from the Import of i,
when applied to Bemefices Prefentative.——Here the [y
Slander may exercife his critical Acumen with as muy
Self-complacency, and as much Abfurdity, as he ad
on the Word Admifizn. He may tell us, that Lord Cie
defines Prefentation to be the A& of the Patron, ¢-
fering a Clerk to the Bifhop for Inftitution, and inlt
that the Waord grefent, muft have only cxe Meaning az-
nexed to it, tho' capable of more, and that Meanizg
too which will make it Nonfenfe, when there is anctie
that will make it Senfe. e el
- The Words ¢ prefent, indu&, or appoint,® jn tle
Ad, are fynonimous, a v? common Thing in framiz;
of Laws. Lord Macclesfield obferves, that the bett Ru,
in the Conftruftion of a Statute, is to obferve the Wil
of the Legiflature. In the cafe of a Donative, if ti
Patron be difturbed, the Writ runs, that hemajte
permitted to prefent, and the peculiar Nature of tg
Cafe is afterwards fet out. Sir H. Spelman obferve,
that ¢ this Form fhews the antient Method of Inyedi-
ture before the Decretals, and increafing Authority d
of the Cancas gained upon the Laity—that the Wead
#refent denoted no more than the Patron's fending to
or placing an Incumbent in the Church. To }rqm":
imports the fame as to give, fo that to prefent a &
Perfon to the Church, ‘was all one with giving &
Church, or conftituting or appointing in the Clxgr:,
a fit Perfon.———So, in the cafe of a Bifhop, the Werds
of the Writ are that ke be permitted 1o preflent.”=
Prefentation therefore, (Selden fays). when Inﬂ_m:nﬂdl
was not pradifed, meant the fame with ¢ Dezatioa 224
Inveflityre.”  Here then can be no Difficulty in fixing
the Meaning of the Word Prefent, in our Aé. Tl
Will of the Legiflature is plain, that the Minifer gr-
Jented, without other Ceremony, fhall be cnutlc:i l’o
the Benefice. The Donation and Inveftiture are thert.
by compleated. Ingitution is not, nor can be pra:-
tifed.——It may not be amils, however, as @ L& 48
to take Notice, "how this Practice of Infitution fpmz‘
-~ —up; and expanded itfelf.—% When 2 Bcncﬁ;t was
~ to be conferr'd upon a mere Layman, who, as fw "ff
incapable of it, he wal, as Blackfiene_obferves, P";:
fented to the Bifhop to receive Ordination, who Im;h
Liberty to admit or refufe bim ; but, whena Cﬂ:’ v
- Orders, was to have the Benefice, he was inve 1"d2§
 the fole Donation of the Patron, “til about the ggc
' of the 1ath Century, when the Pope and the B ic?;
- endeavour'd to introduce a kind of Feodal Dontl;n“h
'~ over ecclefiaftical Benefices, and, in cgnfequcnc% 'ic-1
| of, began to claim and exercife the Right °f~1n}n§§-c}
univerfally, as a fpiritual Inveftiture.” This 7
may {erve to thew how neceflary it is for tbe{: " IY“'
be vigilant, and to refift with Firmnefs, thebJM
vances to ecclefaflical Incroachments. At fisft the o
- were, infidioufly, faid to be—~Neque Leges buﬁm:‘; g
. divine, fed Documenta quadars (neither humlgm
~ vine Laws, but Precepts only. After the -
- been received, the Topguavas changed. Th i
Leges Legurn, Leges ﬁ* (the motft fac A hery
~ be obferved before all otlier.) To them the ;
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of Princes, anc(li theRightsof Natur;;, Vi « Lt
G advifed Auftiz to move cauticufly.—— o
thr:gzm’ faid he,yfec all we aim at, Jeit wse g:;x: :{‘J
thin§—lc: the Fountain be open'd, and the St
 not fail us.” ] et re-
- The Word indus in the A&, tho' it implies I
cedent Inttitution, in the cafe of a Prefentati ;‘ e iy
is alfo proper in that of.a Donative, in "’"ced proves
no Inftitution. What has been already obﬁ!"'m'w i
it; and moreover, th¢ Form in an a‘ll’l’m"m“mt ba-
Donative, when conferr'd by the Patron, without %

v 1y
i Concern with the Ordinary, xuns proper
‘ :h?aghzdna);m; :Ct" I A. B. have given and rint:*.d' ;;':
. by the Tenor of thefe Prefents do ind o 8 160

e 33
- " the corporal Poffefiion of fuch a Church. 1 Burn § .
.- . " He repeats his Definition from Lord Coker— “dA'
y Examina

were to crouct .

as able,” and then with great Acutenefs afks,

?‘ (ﬁ‘t::is be an iutentional or an afual Admiflion 1

If this be not imperginent, the,Byflander is a decent

Man, The AZmiffca, of which Lord Cokefpeaks, is

only of the Bithop's Allowante of the Clerk’s Fitnefs

to 1)’=rve, but does not confer the Care, Inftitution be-
ing neceflary for that Purpofe, Admiffon being only an
intermediate St_ep,.or, as the Phrafe is, iz Ordine ad,
is furely intenticnal in cefpeét of the Clerk’s Title to the

Cure or Beneficg: But, what F(xmlzfm is it, when a

Word is capable of various §ignifications, to fhow cxe

Signification, and that too an smpefible one kere, be-

caule relative to a Bifhop:s A&, and then contengd,

that howevér the Word be introduced, whether alone,

* orin Company, whatever the Subject, wherever‘the

Place, the Propriety of it muft be tried by an Expla-
ration in a particular Inftance org{yf’ T

He h#s given us too, a moft ridiculous and nonfenfi-

cal Definition of an A.h'a-uﬁn,_ and had t.he_ Affurance to

palm 1t upon Lord Coke, in high -Derogation from the

Refpect and Veneration, which have been always paid

to that great Oracle of the Law.—I thought the Office

of a Definition was to explain a Subject b Jits Kind and

Difference ; but it is plain, as I obferved in my former

Letter, tkis wou'd takeain his Horfe, as well as an Ad-

<owfon. Shou a Man define a Square to be a Figure,

contained within Lines,, it wou'd be a gentle Corrcc_-
tion of his abfurd Forwardnefs, to tell him, that his

Squre might be a Triangle. ]

How miferably has he marr'd Mr. Poge, by his Pa-
rody.——Pope’s Serjeants complimented each otber with

te Talents of thois Two great Lawyers, Lords Ceoper
and Tallot, in their Profe!ﬁon,’ in whofe Place the By-
fander has as properly put Lords Chatbam and Cambden,
‘the former of whom is no Lawyer, and poffefles a
tpecies of Eloquence, very unfuitable to the Bar, as
be msdefily has put himfelf in the Place of Mr. Murray,
the pretent Lord Mansfic/d! Whethgr he felt, at the

Time, any Compunétion for former Scurrilities, or

meant only to tickle his Vanity, by arrogatin to him-

fzif the Wit and Elegance of Lord Marsfield, is very
problematical.  The Byflander's Witt No fuch Matter.

Petulance and Obfcenity pafs for Wit with fewer People
than bis Vanity allows him to perceive. But he is not

oaly a Wit, and' a Poet that revels with the Mufes, a

Sage of the Law, a Man of facred Virtue, &¢. &e. -
tat alfo an inguifitive Naturalift; tho' having, perhaps,

jult been reading Dr. King's kifiorical and ckronological
Acccunt of the CONSECREATED CrouTs, his Refearches

ia this Way, have been very fingular, and the extreme

£agernefs of his Curiofity, " at the fame Time that it

cou'd not but raife the Admiration of others, was

enoiigh to bring the Blufh into the Cheeks of even mezu-

by imperted Africans.

It the Word gize, be ufed in the Senfe of fend—com-
municate——in the Bible, by what Logic will the Par/fon
prove me to be a ¢ narrotw minded Wretck,” for apply-

g it in the fame-Manner, that will'not prove him to
be a woretched Divine, ¢ But is there no other Idea of
“ giving 2 Yes, but not applicable to that Paffage.
Why then the Queftion ?—Why, that he might vent a
little impotent Malice, and flourith with Tawo fielen
Ferfer, Surely, when the Wretch wrote this Paffage,
he muft have been fomething more than ti;f(;j; he mutt
have been ftrengly under the Influence of his Injirer—
ALE, for fuch an Inftance of grofs Blundering, can
h:‘j,d"f be aferib'd to the mere Force of his fatural Stu-
PRl ——

He fpeaks of Parfons, who can’t read i any cther Besk
than their cavn ; buj it feems, I have a Parfon to deal
#ith, who can't read el i Ais cwom,  In veturn for
Lis Prayer, I muft give him my Advi that he may

firive to be more honeft, decent and fober——ceafe his
and of the public Voice

hapudent Boafts of his Merit,
in his Favour, when he knows himfelf tabe.infamous,
and the Object of univerfal Deteftation——to fuch a
Degree detetted, that he can fcarcg‘enter the Doass of
Six Families in the Province, without Intrufio pand
dares not even fhew his Face in kis own Pari m-
ploy a few Hours now and then in reading his own
Bible, tho® he fhou'd neglect his favourite Di&ionnaire,
that he may avoid the Shame of not knowing when the
Bitle is quoted, whather the Reference be juft or not,
and of fhufling and cutting, left he fhould acknowledge
what is not there, or deny what is——fhew fome Re-
fpect to modeft Women, and in 3
poicene Ribaldry ;“tind becaufe they difcountenanc
In public, infinuate ‘that they are wantoff in private.
The Sight of -an ‘Elepbant, dancing @ %ig, wou'd,
doubtlefs, be very droll 5 but den’t you think it wou'd
be greatly heighten'd, if the Tune were played by a
Menkey on bis B T Viol ?
How fatisfactorily dobs he get over the Charge of
mifquoting the A& of Affembly ? Not by denying it,
ror by {ttempting to juttify his pretty Argument about ¢
Right and Remedy; but b breaking out into this im-
potent Exclamation,’ whicl{ proves juft as much as one
?f his Ballady— ¢ What a Diftinctiorr between the
¢ Words. Petition and DYfire 1™ It was your Bufinefs,
Mr. By, » When you were quoting th , to give
l.he very Terms of it, and not to fubftitute a.Word of
your own, of a Signification fubftantially different, and
then make it the Foundation of an Argument, which.,
totally perverts the Senfe of the &.———But let
Us purfue him for a Moment, whiltt he trips it along,
with his Exclamations, in the pretty mincing Style of
2 Chambermaide—¢ What Strefs upon_the :
adjacent 1™ Which he inforces ‘with this irrefflib 14
& Rement——tt One of the moft contemptible Ideas, as
b Lord Clatbam faid, of Virtual Reprefentation, that
;. SYCT enter'd the Head of Man1" ‘How unbaunded
1 this Man's Affurance ! ‘He knows the general Opinion
"f!heﬂ.awy:'n,
C;’_m’ﬂg Men, to be againtt his pretended Conftruttion
°,1‘h° A&, ‘and yet hasithe Infolence to contradi thems
al, with the.‘utmo& Contempt, without being able, or
tven attempting to pr'oducc,tgc leaft Shadow of an Ar-
§“’}'}=m. 1 Support of “his’ Pretenfion.——¢ What a
b w:{’;‘lso find "2 Bifbop when"the Incumbent will do as

- L with.

1

e it

« that:certain wery

" his Proof of what arr

.¢¢ The Treatifc on Peerage, fa

as well as of other judicious and dif.. .-

naries, Palrons ard lncumbentsP 1t is an old Saying,.
that Wits have fhallow Memories, but there is another,
taventive Folks ought to kave good
‘ones, . How has he fupported his Reprefentation-of the
Cafe betrveen the ng'mt:n and the City of London ? How
juftified his Conduct, as Principal of the Veftry, in at.
tempting ‘to dgroﬂ'cf:.a Member of his Seat againft
Law, and to fill up the Vacancy &y Surprife upen the
P?"/bf How has he explain'd his tacking an &e¢. to a
Paflage from Gibfen P Ne verbum uiderm, not one Word.
Perhaps, in thelatt Inftance, ke ixad heard of Littleton’s
ﬁr::t Knack at an &e¢. and fo had a Mind to try his
d, and it muft be allow'd his Y. was a very preg-
nant one, G °
In a former Letter, he affe that ¢ Sidefmen,
‘¢ otherwife Queftmen, otherwifes eftrymen, are cer-
‘ tain Perfons chofen in ecach Parifsy as Afliftants (ex-
‘ prefsly fo called in ALL the Law Books) to tha
¢ Clurcbawardens,”——In my Remarks, .§ gave a fuc-
ciné&t Account of the different Offices ; and now for
the Law Books fay——¢¢ Go.
¢ dolpkin fie'.\ks of them as fynonimous,”—How t—
Why, in abridging a Law C ¢, he fays, that ¢ the
‘¢ Churchwarden’s Gift.of Goods without the Confent
‘¢ of the'Sidefmen cr Veftry is void." There muft be
fomething very much amifs in a Man's Brain, who
can argue, that becaufe Sidefmen and Veftrymen have
a concurfent Power on one Subject, therefore they are
the fame in all Refpeéts! Becaufe an Acknowledge-
ment before a Counfellor ¢~ a Provincial Magiftrate is

| gooc_i, therefore a Provincial Magiftrate is a Counfellor.,

Sidefmen were originally appointed by the Bithops to
give Infogmation of the Diforders of the Clergy and
the People.—By Can. 90, they were afterwards elected
by the Minifter and Parifhioners, or, on their Difa-
greement, appointed by the Ordinary. They were
attendant on the Spiritual Court—they took an Oath
direéted by the Canons. The Office of Veftrymen
is merely ‘temporal. It isa temporal Right, incident
to Property, or chargeable Refidence, if general; if
feiect, is temporal alfo, arifing from Prefcription, which
is of temporal Cognizance only. They are not by their
Office to attend the Spiritual Court——They are bound
to no Canonical Qualification.——Whether a Perfon
be, or not, a Veftryman, is a legal Queftion, determi-
nable only by the temporal Laws, and he has a legal
Remedy in the tempora Courts, thou'd he be obftruéted,
whether by the Principal, or any other in the Exercife
of his Right. I have dwelt the longer upon this Cir-
cumftance in my former Letter, not only in Confe-
quence of my general View of fhewing what Kind of
Man this adventurous Byfander is, but to obviate what
feems to be his Drifte—to bring Veftries into the Pre-
gicament of Officers, fuberdinate to Ecclefiafiical Jurif-

ilion.

His Quotation from Godslgdin, which I prefent once
more to the Public, in a Note below ® ¢ outdees his
ufual Outdoings."——Such an impudent Attempt to
impofe n the Public, raifed my Indignation, and I
{poke. what tfat diftated. How "wou' the Brffarder
palliate the Forgery jm—t A Veftry, fays he, “had fet
+ up a moft abfurd Claim 3 a Right of Prefentation,
¢ by Lapfe of Time."™ What Veftry 2e——1Is he to
be allow'd to advance a new Falfehood, to juftify an
old one ?——¢¢ Gedslp}in fays, the King can’t be bound
¢ by Lapfe of Time, and the Lord Proprietary’s Name
‘“ was added upon the Credit of this Sylleyifm, Lord B.
“ ftands loco Regis, in Refpett of this Government,

¢¢ therefore Lord B. cannot be bound by Lapfe of -

¢ Time."——Is there the leait Intimation given of a
Syllogifm in his former Paper? By what Mark js the
Reader led to diﬂingui!h between ‘the genuine *ords
of*Godslpkin and the Byfiander's Intermixtures? Tell us,
Mr. Byflander, if you had intended a Forgery, in what
other Drefs you cou'd-poffibly have palm'd it upon the
Public >—But if you had intended oneflly, you wou'd *
have quoted the Paffage from Godolptin juft as it ftands
in his Book, and then applied your Syllegifm.  ¢¢ Tke
‘¢ Propricter's Name, fays he,” was a dcf.“ Was no-
thing more added but the Pro rietary’s Name ? If he
had confined himfRIf to the Su je€t of Lapfe, it wou'd
have been fufficient to have mention'd a common Pa-
tron of a Donative who is not bound by Lﬁfc of Time,
This wou'd not have ferv'd the Purpofe. The Churches
in Maryland were tobe Royat Donatives; the Sugre.
masy-was-the-Roint-to-be-infilted upon—why ? Becaufe
to be attended with the Poxver of Difpenfation. On this
Ground, the Affertion that ¢ _Pluralities are tenable
‘“ by Laws, the Effe¢t of which no A& of Afembly
¢ can ever invalidate,” was to be fupported, and not
a Non-Entity to be impug.ed. Supremagy in the Clurch
of England (which he contends the Church of Maryland
to be) vefted in any eber Perfon than the King j——1
Has he not taken the Oaths? Has he forgos the 39 Ar-
ticles ?=——1I ‘gave a Hint on this Suggeftion, "which
feems to have been taken, ant the Evafion-only tgcws
what extreme Folly and Impudence will attempt. ut,
fays he, ¢ friitly fpeaking, a Reference unlefs marked
‘¢ above, relates oitly to the neareft Sentence."—Let any
Man but dip inte any Book whatever, nay, even into
this very Byflander, wherein a Quotation is made from
BURN's Preface, and he will at once fee the Falfehood -
and Abfurdity of this Affertion.——But let his Rule
be fiiken for granted, pray what is the nearefl Sentence
to his Reference mark'd below? Why it is thiset¢ The .
King, or Lord Proprietary, cannot ge bound by fe &
of Time, becaule of their Suprema *'—But tho'this Re-
marks does not ferve one urpofe, he feems to hope,
that with a little Mifreprefentation, it may ferve ano-
ther ;—a—if it thou'd not whiten, it may blacken.——

s he, is referred to, in

# the Middle of the th Page of a certain Compofition;
‘. who wou'd think, it was meant to extend two full
¢ Pages werbatim, without any further Acknowledge-

¢ ment >——I underftand nothing of fuch a Finelfle
¢ to catch the Admiration of the lgldgar. When Men

‘¢ of no Invention and great Reading fit down to write,

‘¢ we muft pardon long O]u'otations, tho' they may not
t¢ always chufe to acknow edge the Obligation.”

——Softly~—Do what t——Certify ? He
a?l ‘;10 more rmi&v than Jobn Nokes, 1f he iypplies; c
s .dJV.e juft the fame Credit given to him, as another .
W'C have, andmp more, Well, but ar fo t2¢ Chancels
er of fining and imprifsning——not even a Squib
_Wh_crq are tbl& ¢firies, that wou'd be Ordj..

br's p,
for it

:® Tbe Chirches in Maryland are Royal Donatives.
No Doration incurs a L?ﬁ, a Lapfe maf be ab inferiore
ad fuperiorem,  Tke 1rgy vor Lord Proprictary,

boand by Lapfe of Time, becaufe of their Supremacy.

often forgive thofe,

~ to'folicit and receive Favours, too impotent to returny -

 Byffander's Indignation be inflam'd, when he is info

When it was imputed to Terazer, that byis,ﬁhy't.ii;qi;
been written by Zelius and Scipio, he was fo a y il
H

flatter'd by the Suppofition, implied by the R:K‘ ch
that what he had cmggofcd was goti%:nyeath th rg; is; 4
that he fuffer'd it to prevail without Contradi&i P
and if no dne was concern'd in the Farfen's Affertion;
but the Perfon levelled at, I thou'd not ‘animadvert
upon the Falfehood and the Folly of the Imputation.
But it may be of Ufe, and falls in with my Defign, of -}
exhibiting to the Public View this bufy Incendiary in
his juft Linearflents and Complexion, ‘and therefore I
fhall remark, that his Affertion is, in’ the firft Plate;
falfe, and his Surmife that the Author, by.a Finefle to
catch walgar Admiration, meant to pafs, for his ouwn
Invention, what was tranferibed from another's Com-
pofition, is an Abfurdity too grofs for Folly, notin- -ij
furiate by the utmoft Malignity, .to have fallen‘into. -
The Reference, in Refpe of a Quotation, is in'fal
mark'd gbove, tho® with Refped? to the Page, in the Mid<
dle of it. What precedes the Mark is the Author's;
and not taken from the Treatife ox Peerage, . How then
does the Original éxtend thro® Two full Pages? Yet
this has been afferted by the Parfon ! It fs impoflible
for any one to look into the Ori inal, without obferving
the Ufe that had been made ofg]it; how far the Senti-
ments and Language of it, how far the former were
endeavour’d to be inforc’d or applied more clofzly to
the Subjet, and the latter was varied.

The Reference was made, not only for the Sake of
Acknowledgement, but alfo (what was of more Confe- -
quence) of Autkority, As the Tranfcript begins af the
Place marked, and not before, fo it ftops in the Middle
of the 14th Line from the Mark in that Page, and the
Language is varied, whether for the better or the worfe,
is not the Queftion, before the Middle of the 14th Line.
What follows in this Page is the Author’s own, as is
alfo what occurs in the next Page, 'til the Precedents
are quoted, when the Original is refumed ‘til the Pge-
cedents, contracted within a fmaller Compafs than’in
the Original, are fet out, and then the Author proccgds.
¢ A Reflection naturally arifes from the Inflances cited,
(a0 o

It is ftrange that a Man fhou'd lay down a Rule, thit
a Reference,” znlefs marked aboe, fri@ly fpeaking, re-
lates only“to the neareff Sentence, and yet found a
Charge upon the Obfervance of that very Rule.. -
To guardl: however, againft this Abfurdity, he fpeaks
of the Middle of the Page ; and, by the Manner cf his
Charge, being compar’d with his Rule, wou'd have
an Inference grawn, that is dire&tly falfé, (that what is
above the Mark of Reference, twas tranfcrib’d from
the Treatife on Peerage) for where the Mark is, there, [
the Original is introduc'd, and not before, L3

To fuppofe, that the Author (had he not exprefsly
declar'd what in Faét he did, that the Inflances ewere
cited) intended they fhou'd pafs for the Produét of 4is
own Invention, when theirgshole Force and Weight de-
pended upon their nst baving been invented by Lim, jufti-
fies what I obferv’d in my former Letter, that when
the Parfon is n"{f , he attempts to pafs the Excretions
of his difturbe grain, under falfe Quotations of Law,
and under the Charafter of a Poet, the Compofitions
of others, not diftinguithing what is the Subje@ for
Invention, and what not. Evéry one won'd fupbofe,
that Tranfactions about the Years 1284—12 §=orii6u,
were not in the Time of an Author, who wrote in
1765, and, if not Forgeries; that they were extracted
from fome Memorial, and therefore that they cou’d not
be intended to pafs for 4is cwn Inventicn. The By-
ftander has thewn, that a Man may invens what he has
cited for Precedents ; but that any one, whep he ciges
Precedents, which are only of Weight as Juck, fhou'd
defign to pafs them as the Creatures of his Imaginati-
on, no fober Pefon cou'd fuggett,

Had the Materials, moreover,
peculiar Nature, as to preclude all Idea that they were
meant 'to pafs as inwvented, the Concealment was ex.
tremely ill contriv’d. To intend Deceit, and yet point
out-the Means of Detection, by a Reference that no
one cou'd turn to, without reeiving it at firft Bluth, |
wou'd have betray'd the Folly (not to be imputed to
the Parfon) of an unpraflifed Sinner. |

How juft is the Obfervation, that good-natur'd Men
—who injure them; but the mali-
cious, never thofe, whom they have injur'd—that Ci-
vilities conferr'd upon the worthlefs, are ever produc-
tive of their moft malignant Enmity—~too fordid not_ .

not been of fuc.h a

them, too profligate to be grateful for them.
“ The Querifi's Queftion was filly"——Why ? Be.
caufe as I told 'him in my former Letter, it was too
powerful for his Skill in Reafoning. But, however jt
might appear to a#itling, fome very great Men feem
to gavc ield different Opinions upon it. Accord.
ing to Sir Jobn Davis, ¢ An Appointment to a Dona.
tive cannot be for Years, ¢r at . "———Lords Hobbars
and Vauglan held, ¢ that when a~Benefice is conferr'd)
whether by Prefentation, &¢. or by Grant, the pre.
fenting qr granting for a limited Time, thall not hinder
the Minifter's holding for Life, as in the Cafes of Ats
tornment, &¢."——Lord Holt gavea different Rule—
¢ that an Act done, ynder a Power with an Intention
to effect what would not cerrefpond with it, would be
totally void."———But why not a Vacancy ?> You have
i&]c@ faid, that ‘¢ Pluralities are _tenable, notwith-
ftanding our A& of Affembly.” RBat what have you
proved 2———Declare yourfelf explicitlys———] 2
down your Princiil_es, draw your Conclufions. I wj
to bring you to the Point———You fhall be fully an.-
fivered, and thewn to be what you are, as ignorant as |
vain and infolent. g s
‘“ Damn'd Canon Law 1™ Indeed ! and in the
Public Street tool .Oh horrid ! Enough to make the
Parfen fwear even in Print, « damn'd crabbed perhaps'
fays he. I prefume the Impiety was not yented in
the Day-time, or the aggravating Circumftance won'd
have been added.———# From the Judge of an-Ecclhs .
Jiaflical Court™ t00 l————Well, there is fome Comfort
in that, becaufe we may be fure- the nauihgx Word
was not utter'd in Maryland, where, thank Gob, we.
have mo fuch Perfen. What a Pit; that the Writ
Ior;Hmtic.burmng is abolifhed !———RBat how will the




