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[ Concluded fremour lajt.]
To G ABRIEL DUV ALL, Efquire.

SIR,
/'?s& 5 dulgence of your
Rt \g ferap of borrowed
1 \':mg upon

o ncfcommon €a
To prove that

denors who had

it of April, 1785,
time etermined to i

sesadlithed an ad
coernritily. - ARES

cebtors who

had

your accounts be
«d. were fhameful an

pacity.
fuits were not

LAY rely exccedinglv apon the in-

readers, and their

: wane of intelle@s, when you conclude,
that you can divert them by. a-fmall

abufe, from deter-

the reafoaing of the evidence offered ;
the caufes afiign=d by you for delaving to
fore the intendant’s office
d contra 'i@ory evafions,
even to you, acd affrontive to every

brought againft the

not bonded immediately aficr the

kecaufe th

vertifement,

wherein propofals

rot bonded.

at [ had before that

fpenfe with the law, you have

dated the 28:h of
are male to the
The proof by no

pan fusports the allegation, and it was fcarcely

rec ffary to have given in

formaticn of an advertife-

st publithed formerly many weeks in the news-

papers.

N1 of the debtoss until the 2
is the faét | have aﬂ'erted:
I could have dir=&t=d fuit

ard 2n examination of

15 ordereds 1 fubmit to t
man in the lealt conver{an®

in‘eed have ordered
of April; hat this wor

You do not pretend :
e F 8th of April, and this

and

that you gave mea

with what propriety

s without a lift of debtors

the cafes in which fuits were

wit

he judgment of every
h bufinefs.
{uits immediately after the 28th
d have anfwered no other

I might

purnole, than buithening the defendants with cofts,

wihour expediting th

snimorefion, that noinjury ¢

zv delaying thte {uits

. fate’s recovary ; and, under
ould be done the ftate
until a realnable tim=: before

Oohet term, T made the propofition to the deb-ors
is the advertifement flaced. {
(*'s propofition was authorifed by any pofitive law ;

tstas I conceived

Atich was clearly prints’ our b
b fubltantially complic
s accepted 3 and, that
emidl

" Givided ffrg numbgrs, it wou'd fall ligh:ly on al: 5

te payment of the

d if confin
1ziznus to thém.
venting wh

ticuiar

d with, :
by the burthen of frc‘m'ng
ions of June 1780 being

[ do not p.—rtend that

that the defign of the legiflature,

y their laws, would
if the propofition

debtors, mu't prove

I was willing, for the fak. of pre
appeared suirous and opprefli- ¢ toa

part of the purcha‘ers of Briifth pr.perty, ata tie

wten ali, who

{ued, to hazard a pr-polirion,

had rot bonded, we.e lable to be

which, thiugh not

asthanited by law, could rot poffibly, in my opini-

on, be injurious either to
and theref re, as 1 fuppo

the flate or to any citizen ;
fed, could not be lisble to

cenfure from any quarter ; this propufition has never

teun, difapproved, alth

tzre; and [ believe it wi

ough kiown to tbe legilla-
il be readily admitted, that

- principles of it were perfe&ly juft, and that the

tsstion of it, inftead of doing injury, v
both to the flate, and the citi-

pradaced re:l good,

would hive

zrscorcerned.  How your Tilt coudd have been ne-

cefiaty to effe@uate what y
e3ily to be conceived 3 or why I

ou cali my plan, is not

fhould have wanted

iton the 28th of April, to ground a refolution on,

which, you fay, was taken b

efore the firft of that

zaath, is not eafily to be conceived, by ary perfon

lefs apt to form extraordirn
yeu contradiions are more rea

ary ideas than you are; by
dily believed than mat-

tnof {ad ; and things in oppofition are ufed to
frove each other to be true.—3uits were commenced
ty my Cire&icn in time for O&ober term.

Alter you. have been dctefted in an attempt to

F'm upor the public,

rever exifted ; you havet

a report of a committee which
he medefty to admit, you

were miflaken 3 but the caufes affigned to prove this
%25 2 miftake only, are as deceitful as the original
aempt.  You tell us your =ffertico proceeded from
« 2 converfation with one of the gentiemen of the

crmitiee.” If yoo meant to tell

the truth, why

did not you fay invour publication of this faét, that

" the average,” sccordin
it exe ¢f° 1he committes,

g o' a coneverfatien you
was -only 7/6'2" Intteac. of

bad

this you : firmed, that it was accordingto the repert

o a commitzee. The teport bring cited,

and cif-

proving your affertion, you fly to a conve'rfati_on with
one cf the committee ; and Jeit, upon nquiry, the

“nfitmation you Rate-to-be- given
ty the gentleman, you

tell cs intime,

{hould be denied
that you

prefume the ¢ converiation was mifapprehended by

vew.”

But how comes it, that ycu
worang of what the report really was'?
vith my anfwer, and.many copies cifperied 5
it appears vou had the report, for yeu heve
‘h of it.

<10 vour lait, a whole paragrat

1 the proceedings of the

fliould be fo ig-
It was publifhed
and
pub ithed
At 2l events

aflembly might have been

eafily regurred to. a man, in any manner fcrupul us
of adhering to veracity, would have becn ccrtdin,
when he kuew certainty was fo eafily obtaired, be
forc be made a dire@ aflertion, tencing =ven to in-
jure an ad erfary. I have alleged, that the proper-
ty of the Nottingham company was nat fold tor its
fall value; and have adduced the after fales, made
by thofe who firlt pu-chafed, to prove the aliegation.
It is anfwered by you, that a fmail profit gaired by
the firlt comoany upon the (ale ot fo large a fubjet,
is no proot that the property fold helow its value to
the @vll company Now it feems to me to be a con
vincing proof, that the property was worth @ore, in
the opinion of the fecrrd company, than the fi:ft
gave for it. or the additicnal fum would nct have
been given, as there was no difference in the re;ms
of payment, to incuce them to pive 4 lnrger fuw;
ard whether the fu-je@ is grezt or fmail, it makes
no difference in the queftion. The ‘act is, as [ nave
been l-tely informed, that there were feveral fales by
holders of fhares in this purchafe, after th- fale by
the firt o the fecond company, and co:fiderable

contradiQtory charges againft me ; but this trite ma-
neEuvre thall nat. ferve the pur, fe int nded by it.
Atter weat has pefl.a. Ta v uet in the Jeatt ap'pr«-;
henfive of teing wounaed by vou maiecitiions, and
fh Ul not fuffe: myleit mav to be le.d by ary tul‘) vou
may I(hr‘n out tom tre points of cortr verly, which
you nave deyun, with a defign (o dec-ive the pub-
lic, ardtwo ta uce me. Whetner the firit intention
has fucceedes is not for m - to determine, but it
mult be adiritted thatin prufecuting tne latter you
have eita.lithe a eputation for Lleing the foulelt
flinderer of the a. e, g

You have intimated your youth as a circumftarce
agamnl the propricty of myv fhiftures; compared
with me you certainly are a y.ur, man, but you are
;o; fo in L.*,g fez'e you meap to coavey, and if vou

ad gratitude to recl, or carcou- ackiowlec

yYu ot ccmet, tha’whea vou \.-éiZﬁs%"Eﬁaice:gfﬂ
the world, and t'e attention of thofe who had teen
longer in it than yourieis was o' 1-me .ervi ¢, that
you invariably received trom m: pro.ts ot a diipo-
ficn towards you verv different fi~m unfrie-dl-.*

advarces were giveniupon each fal-— .y, one ’geab..._.v..‘-»’ﬂmgvgpd.\. ot ST. Tho. JENIFER,

tleman fold an eighth, five or fix monrhs after the
fecond purchafe, for two hundred and fifty guineas;
and, although you rave endeavoured to magnifv the
fale by intorming of the /um the propertv fold tor,
you have omitted to{ay in what &ind of money it was
Joud, and what was the walue of the money whnen the
fale was made ? Taking the ar.icles you have ftated
the property to be compoied of, aud eftim+ting them
in jpecie, 3t a reafona le price, and reducs the fum
of your falzs to its frecie waine, and I believe every
bo?y will be convinced, that the fale, in real price,
avas lower than the property of the fame kind gen -
raily fold for at the time. But it fe. ms fomz of th=
purchaiers made propofitions to me to be releafed
from their purchafes, after they had mude paym.uts,
and tha: fome ot them are nearly ruired by the par-
gain; and from hence you affert, that [ 4neav the
property did not feil for lefs than its value. I azmit,
that application was made to me to be releafed from
the purchafe, after a par: of ¢ e purchafe money was
pai*; and I alfo admit, that fome of the purchafcrs
are likely to fuffzr by the bargain; but peither of
thefe fatts prove, that the property did not fell be-
low its value, when another f.& is conneted with
them, equally true, which is, that the purchafers,
who aid apply to be releafed, and who are likely to
{.ff~r, did not pay the purchafe mones avhile i- was
depreciated, and that the application was made after
the blacs and ftate continentzl paper, is which the
puchale money was payable, ha" appreciated to
d unie or tredle the value it was when the purchale
was mad. ; th's you know, bu: w'th your ufual re-
gard to tiuth omitred to late. Now it muy re«dily
be conceived, tha: property fold in depreciated pager,
may be tola at a low real value and yet it the pur-
chafer waits un:il the pap-r appreciates, the bargain
may be a ruinous cne —So property miy fell at a
very high price in depreciat~d paper, at the value of
tne paper when the (als is made, and vet if the fr:lle_r
does not call for his moncy until the paper depreci-
ates greatly more than it was when the tale was
made, he will get but a very fmall price in @value tor
his property. When I fpoke of the property felling
low, it muit be underfto d. I mean comparing the
walue of paper with go/d and filver, fn{ lhis'is the only
way ot determining w hether the price given wasat
the time of ti ¢ fale high or low. Ard 1t could ne
ver enter into any mat’s head but your own, t. fet-
tle this quetion by tre accidental rifc or fall in the
va'ue of the paper money, after the purchafe.
Whe:her the lands lold by the intendant, will be
more produdlive to the ftate, thao the lands fold by
the commiflioners, allowing for the diffegnce of real
value between the one and the other, and what v./ill
be loft by the untonded debr, or by your chanying
debtors 3 or whether the fiate gained or loll by my
official condufl; are queftisns which we are not
likely to fettle, anc thezefore | fhail not add to what
ha» been faid on them. Otferving only, upon the
1sft, that thofe, who were at lealt as good judges as
ou can pretend to be, have given an opinion very
diferent from that which malevolence. and “refent-

rawn from you.
meln;::: 1\0& gone (yhrough all the obfervations in
your lait puhlicatinn, whic{\ appear to me in any
depree periinent to the points wh_lch have teen in
dii\put: between us, and, I think, it muit appear to
every Onec, who will compate and examine, that you
have, in evesy initance, ?pp(nfgd fition to fag, fo-
philtry to reafoning, and inveQive to juft animad-
;?r:;ainc-aule you have brought intp,dilcuﬁio_n, and
withing to divert the public attention from it, you
have taked up 8 rumber of ablurd, frivelous, and

Coaicious of the weaknefs of your detence 2

® Since publifhing the firf} part of this adivefs I have
examincd toe 1300 pots delivered me by the regifler of the
/dryx t-cifice, as meatloned -in a xete to thar publicition.
The one 15 a plet made fir the oficers of the late privrie-
tary by Wuiiam Hajking, deputy farveyor of Dorch:fder
County; it a,pecrs that you bad this plit, for scu have
wrote on it, particular lots fold tc H H, upen this plat,
none of the dejcriptions menticned in seur laff appear.

The ctber is a kind of ;lot, by wwhom made docs rot ap=
pear s the bines Jiem to be drawn at randim, swithout
p."r tting a.d in this pist, upon Sl toe divifions o lors
there ure aworas aw-irten in yeur hund woatng Yo
bave al'eged that Mr Stanp rd wcas mijluer s aep.fing
that lit Vo 5 was declared to camtain iz plontation
awzere William Smuth formerly lived, b-canje 1t appears
b the poi, by avhich 1bs Viie was mace that 1t only
contained pari of the plantaticn where Smith ved § if
the plat ( bave iafb mestioned be the cne you refer to, it
does nst appear to me, that cu ar /u,‘;:.rtz.t' by it ; the
auriting  awithin the lnes of this ot s as fillows :
Pare of lot held by . Smth's bei-s—part of It tels by
Mifi Whee.and 5 avletter it avas meant ty theje aords to
fignify that part of the lct jo.d avas be.d by Smub’s beirs,
andpart beid by V'iys 18 heeland. the whele of the twio
lets held by thefe perjons, compefing lot No § . cr, that
It No. § awas comgofed of ya ts of the lts bela by thefe
perfons, is ot certainly 1o be determined from tbe averds
ufed—but if a viewistaken f the pict, Ithink it mff
appear, tbat the awsrds aurote avere meant to fignify, that
partof the lot No 5 then fold, avas made up of the wh:le
o the land beld ty mith's bei 5. and the whole of the
land held by Mifs Wheiand I give this cornflruiion
from the circumflance 1hat \eu have net nctea, that any
part of the lands beld by theje perfors lies avithin the lots
adjoining No. 5y andif any parts cf lands beid by thefe
perfons were futpojed to se cut of ot No 35, and in any
cther lcts, it certainly auvculd bave been fo noted in your
difeription of thefe cthor lors.  But it is not mentivned,
that any other lot contained any pait cf the lands beld by
theje perfons, and thecefore 1 infer, that the awords you
awiore avere intended awhen wwritten to convey the idia,
that all the land held by the/: flrjm,‘ awere inciuded in
let No 5. and not the parts only of theje lards avere in-
cluded as yeu now contend 3 and it I am right inthis con-
firuttion awkich I think a wiew of the pict avid evince,
then yrar o5jeflion to Mr. Stanferd’s teflimeny is aitoge-
ther groundle’s - . g

The fpecification of marfb fuppefed to be inlet No 6,
dces not appear oa either plet, and where you take it from
I knsw not.

Yeu fay lot No 8 is deferibed to cortain cnly a fmall
part of the tenement where Jobn Fike lived, [ can fixd
no fuch defersption on the plet, the orly averds on this di-
wifion being Devil's Weed vard Part of Friend's Adwice.
Soutberly—The only let in awhich Pike is mentioned in
your d feviptive plot, being in Nou 4. bought by Mr. Sul-
livaxe, the jale of which you agree was properly wa-
cated. . '

You fay the fale of lot No g awas wacated upon Mr,
Stanford’s depofition, that part of this lot was taten away
by patent lana. avhen in truth, it appears by the furvzy
Jubjequent to +be fae that this lot is maraffected by cxy
patented land, but awwbat appeared on the plot inade e of by
the commiffiontys—1 his affertion is difreved 'bj a'/i_gl-t of
the plot, upon™awtichyeu bave made mates 5 por upon the
plot made by My Barrsav, the furveyor, in confoquence of
vour Jale, it apteary, there are two trads of patexted
land laid deavn, avhich runinto, and confiiera’ly affed
lot No. . neither of awhich appear to be luid diwwn in the
lot avith yeur motes on it, nor is any lawd in this Lt ex-
cluded as patent land T bere is on tée pregrictary tlot a
tra& of land called Privilege, avhethber patented cr cajed

does ot apgear, but this land is net moted in the pls
.
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