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ANY Perfons of great Diftin€tion, in this

Kingdom, can teftify that I long withitood
their repeated Sollicitations, to confent that a Narra-
tive of my Proceedings, in the Suit carry’d on againft
Mr. Dallas, in the Confiftory Court of Cork, {hould be
publifhed.  For tho’ I was fully fenfible that the falfeft
Reprefentations of my Conduct, in that Affair, had
been with the utmoft Induftry fpread through this, and
the neighbouring Kingdom, by Pamphlets, Letters,
Harangues, and all the various Arts of Calumeny and
Detraction ; yet I'was'in hopes that the Affair would
cool by degrees, and be better underftood ; and T re-
folved to bear the lefler Evil for a Time, (tho’ I fevere-
ly fele it) rather than give the leaft Occafion to a Spirit
to exert itfelf, which I faw wanted but a Pretence to
break out, ' But, at laft, fuch Arguments were ufed,
and by fuch“as had an unqueftionable Right to the
greateft Influence upon me, that I could not refift ; for
they umanimoutly agreed, that the deferring it longer
would be, in Effe¢t, fubfcribing to, and acknowledg-
ing the ‘Truth of, what had been with fuch Confi-
deénce afferted to my Difadvantage ; and that they could
10 longer pretend to defend my Conduét, except the
i e Publick
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Prublick was informed (as well as they had been) of
the true State of the Cafe. At the fame Time they de-
clared it would not be proper, that this Account
fhould come out in my Name ; but they thought it fit
that fuch a State of the Cafe fhould be wrote, as'a
Perfon who was prefent at all the publick Tranfaétions,
and was well acquainted with me, might have given.
And when I had agreed that fuch a State of the Cafe
thould be printed, it required but little Trouble to
prepare fuch a one for the Prefs.. For I had, foon
after the Inftitution of the Sz7t, taken down in Writ-
ing all the matcrial Tranfaitions, which related to it,
as they occurr’d. I alfo from tinte to time, informed
my Friends in Dzbliz of my Proceedings; and the
Day on which Mr. Dallas was Degraded, 1 wrote
four very long Letters, to four Perfons of Diftinétion
in Dzblin, befides thofe to my Lawyers, informing
them of the whole Affair. . And as foon as I faw how
{candaloufly my Conduét inthat Matter had been mif-
reprefentsd, in a printed Pamphlet, intitled, .4 Letter
to a noble Lord iz Dublin, &,

" I wrote a State of the Cafe, which T intended to
have fent to each of my Brethrez on the Besuch, and
which was, with only a very little Alteration in the
Form of it, the very Narrative that is now given of
the whole Affair, in the Pamphlet, intitled, 4 Letter
from a Clergynmzan of the Diocefe of Cork, to his
Friend in Dublin, relating the Corndudt of the Bifl op
of Corky: 772the Degradation of Mr. Dallas.  And as
[ have been fince often obliged to inform my Friends
and others, by Letters, and viva voce, of the true
State of the Cafe 5 1 am confident there are an hundred
Perfons who were well acquainted with the Subftance

£ the Narrative, and ina very minute Manner, long
ief'orc itappeared in Prizt ; many of whom have de-

: " clared,
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clared, that, long fince they have heard me repeat it
almoft verbatim. '

When the Pamphlet, intitled, A Letter from a
Clerg‘yrzzmz_ of the Diocefe of ' Cork, to his Fricrd in
Dublin, &%. was publifhed, Iwas in hopes that no
Perfon, who confidered the unhappy Neceffity I was
under of defending my Conduét, would take the leaft
Offence at any Part of it: Much lefs did 1 imagine,
that any one could contradi¢t any material Circum-
ftance init. But I foon found I was miftaken ; for I
was told by Mr. Oiver at the Caftle of Dzublin, that
the Author of that Letter had aflerted a Falfhood,
where he had faid that it was well known in Cork that
Mr. Dallas had follicited Mr. O/iver to marry him in
a private Houfe ; which Mr. O/iver denied that Mr.
Dallas had done ; I then told Mr. O/ver that T hoped
to prove that he (Mr. Ofiver) had declared that Mr.
Dallas had {ollicited him to that Purpofe ; but this Mr.
Oliver infifted could not be done. I then ‘told him
that I was the Authorof that Letter. |

Before I left Dublin, 1 received, by Letters, full
Proof that Mr. Dallas had offered his Service to marry
Mr. Oliver in a private Houfc ; however, as I hoped
that, upon farther Recollettion, Mr. Okver would
not have infifted that Mr. Da//as had not done {o; 1
imade no other Ufe of them, but to thew them to a
few Friends in Dublinz, who might be able to contra-
dict it, if Mr. Oliver thould perfift in what he had
charged the Author of the Letter, &v. with, and this
afterwards, (by a Letter Irceeived on the 26th of De-
cemzber laft, addrefled to me in Prizt from Mr. Olsver )
I found he was determined to do, and to which Leiter
he was pleafed to add the following Pofffcript. P.S.
¢¢ And that the World may be convinced T am not the
“ only Perfon who hath been injured by the falfe

A 3 ¢« Repre-
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¢¢ Reprefentation of Facts in your Lordthip’s Pamph-
“ let, I take this Opportunity of publifthing ghe;o_l-y
¢ lowing Declaration, which was tranfmitted. to me
¢ from Cork.” '

. In which Declaration, Mr. Croftor, whe is Vicar
General of the Diocefs of Cork, has aflerted, that there
are feveral Paragraphs in a printed Letter from a Clergy-
zazz of the Diocefs of Cork, &ec. wviz. Pr 29, 30, 31,
highly refleéting on the Charater of the Vicar General
of the Diocefs of Cork; as he apprehends.---And he
informs the Publick, that the Aflertions.in f{aid Pages,
relating to the Conduct of the Vicar General, contain
many Falfloods, and that the Conyerfation, between
the Biftop and the Vicar General, is grofly mifrepre-
{ented,

I was indeed furprized when I had read this Declara-
tion of Mr. Croftor’s, as I never had intended by, any
Part of that Pamphlet (or any other Way) to give him
the lealt Offezzce.  And as I could not fee how any
thing he is therein reprefented to have faid, or done,
could be ftrained to refle€t on his CharaZer. 1imme-
diately fent to three of the four Gentlemen who were
prefent when this Converfation pafled between the
Vicar General and Me ; and they, having before, on
threc feveral Occafions, been defired to recolleét the
Particulars of what pafled in the Veftry, moft readily
and clearly attefled the Truth of the Account, which
- is given of faid Converfation in the Veftry, inthe 29th,
goth and 3.1t Pages of the Letter from aClerg ywean of
the Diacefs of Cork, &e. and on the 26th of Decers-
ber laft they figned the following Certificate ; which
Mz, Waterhoule, wha was the only other Perfon pre-
{ent, has fince figned at Ba#h ; which Certificate, with
another of the fame Date, ‘whereby I acknowledged
that I was the Author of the Letter from a Clergymar;_

o
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of the Diocefs of Cork, &c. was printed on the Day
following, w:z. the 27th of Decerzber laft, and fome
Hundrefs of them were difperfed through, and pofted
up in the moft publick Places of the City of Cork; and
on that Day, vsz. the 27th of Decerzher, Alderman
Millerd and Mr. Spread figned two Certificates relat-
ing to what Mr. O/iver denied ; and thefe four were
on the Friday following, viz. December the 2qth,
printed in the Cork News-Paper. And having after-
wards reccived a Letter from Mr. Briffow at Bath,
which puts the Subject of Alderman Mi/lerd’s and
Mr. Spread’s Advertifements in a clear Light, and was

printed in the publick Papers, T haye inferted it here
alfo.

AS I have been frequently applied to, to know

whether the Faéts are true which are related in
a Pamphlet lately printed in Dablizz, intitled, A Letter
fromz a Clergyman of the Dioce[s of Cork, to his Friernd
i Dublin, relating the Condu of the Biftop of Cork,
#7 the Degradation of Mr. Dallas ; I think it proper in

this publick Manner to acknowledge, that I am the
Author of that Pamphlet.

Cork, 26th of Dec. 1749.
]%MMETT, Cork and Rof5.

W F. do hereby certify, that we were prefent in
the Feftry of the Cathedral Church of St.
Finbary, Cork, the Day on which Mr. Da/las was de-
graded, and that the Converfation related to have paf-
fed at that Time in the Ve/fry, between the Bifhop of
Cork and the Vicar General, in the 29th, 3oth, and
31t Pages of a Pamphlet printed in Dablin, (intitled,
AlLetter from a Clergyman of the Diocefs of Cork, to
his Friend in Dublin, relating the Conduct of the Bifl-op
| A g 0
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?f Cork, iz the Degradationzof Mr. Dallas) is faith-
ully and impartially related; and that the Words there
faid to be {poke by the Bi/lap and Vicar General, . are,
to the beft of our Recollection, the Words ufed by
each of them, ‘ ' 0
" Dated Cork, 26th Dec. 1740.
THOI\iAg‘MILLERD, Clerk.
St. JOHN BROWNE, Clerk.
: . . SAMUEL BROME, Clerk.
DatedBff?’h Ja. PETER WATERHOUSE.

10, 1749. '

N. B. The only Perfons who were. prefent when
the above Converfation pafled, were the Biflop, the
Vicar General, and the above four Swbfcribers.

bte, The above-mentioned Converfation is alfo
related in the 44th, 4sth, and 46th Pages of faid
Pamphlet, as re-printed in Cork by M. Pilkingtor.

¥ Do hereby certify, that in fome Converfation I had
with Philip Oliver, Efq; relating to the Suit carry--
ing on againlt Mr, Dallas, faid Mr. Qliver declared,
that he itended to be married in the Church as other
Perfors were, until Mr. Dallas, by Letter, offered
his Service to marry him out of Church.
,C"’f:l_fi;h Dec. HUGH MILLERD, Fwnr. Alder.
Do hereby certify, that foon after Mr. Dallas had
B been cited to the Biftop’s Court of Cork, to anfwer
for having married Philip Oliver, Efg; and his Lady,
ina private Houfe, T being in Company with Mr. Fobz
Gray, Uncleto Mr. Oliver’s Lady, and it being men-
tioned that that .Szt was likely to be expenfive to Mr.
Olfver, that Mr. Gray faid he faw no Reafon why it
fhould be fo, for that Mr. Dallas wrote a Letter to
Mr. Oliver, which Mr. Oliver reccived juft before

Dinner,
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_ Dinner, at his (Mr.Gray’s) Houfe; in which Letter
Mr. Dallas offered his Service to marry him out of
Church, to fave his and his Lady’s Virginz Bluf] es, and
that Mr. Gray faid, Mr. O/fver immediately éavc the
faid Letter to him to read, which when Mr. Gray had
done, he asked Mr. O/fver if he intended to accept of
Mr. Dallas’s Offer, and that Mr, O/iver made anfwer,
he did intend it, if the Lady pleafed, and that Mr.
Dallas beft knew how far he could anfwer it. And
Mr. Grayfurther faid to me, that he did not approve of
this Manner of doing it, as it was a Matter concluded b
Confent of Parties on both Sides, and that therefore he
would have been better pleafed to have had it folemnized
in the Church, according to the prefent Ufage of the
Diocefs.

Cﬂrf,lzrt;l Dee. . MATTHIAS SPREAD, Clk.

749-

The above Certificates areprinted, as the only Anfwer
proper for the Biftopof Cork to give to the Conternts
of o printed Letter addréfled to him, andfigned
Philip Oliver, @nd to the Pofdfcript of [uid Letter,
figned P. Crofton. | ' :

My I.orp, Bath, Jan. 13th, 1749.
AVING feen a Letter from your Lordfhip to
 Mr. Waterhoufe, inwhich is mentioned a Con-
verfation I had with Mr. OZver before his Marriagey
I'think it neceflary to acquaint your Lordfhip with the
Particulars,
- In April 1 748, Mr. Oliver called on me at the [Li-
brary, and read a Letter written by Mr. Dallas to Mr.
Freeman, -earheftly defiring to bé recommended to Mr.
Qliver, for whom, and the Family, -in which he had
been formerly employed, he had a great Regard, and
Wwas wiiling to marry him privately, notwithitanding
3 the
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the Bifhop’s Injunctions, to whom he had no Obliga-
tions, or Fear of his Difpleafure, or Words to that
Effeét. Mr. Oliver then asked me, how far Mr.
Dallas could fuffer by it? Ifent for the large Prayer
Book, and either fthewed, or read to him the Canon
and the Penalties. The Gentlemen of the Bar, faid
Mr. Okver, don’t mind the Canons. Itold him I did
not know how far they were pleadable in the Fempo-
ral Courts, but certainly had their Forge inthe Bifhop’s.
Y Dallas will voluntarily take it upon him, (faid Mr.
Oliver ) 1 don’t fee why 1 fhould feruple it. You’ll be
bound in Honour (I replied) to fupport him after-
wards ; for depend upon it, the Biffop will profecute
him to the Extmemity of Law. How much will
it coft (faid Mr. O/zver ). if he does? I told him if it
was [7zartly contefted, and appealed to Caflel, a Hun-
dred Pounds would not do; and if it went farther,
God knows how much. I would throw away a Hun-
dred Pounds (faid Mr. O/iver ) to oblige my Wife.
Iamto be married on F#iday, and the whole Town
will be at Chrift Church, fhe’ll be in great Confufion,

for myfelf I don’t value it if all the Country was there.
I thought it proper to give your Lordfhip fome Fads
that are paffed, and need no future Proof as they will
not be denied, can no way impeach Mr. O/ver’s Ho-
nour, or candemn me for mentioning what could never
be defigned for a Secret. :

- Lamy mzy Lord, your Lordfhip’s
w20t obedient hunible Servant, =~

PETER BRISTOW,

This Letter the Bifbop of Cork received the 26th Jan.
1749, fromzthe Rev. Mr. Briftow at Bath, a#d is
printed in Support of the Truth of the Certificates
(one [igned Hugh Millerd, Fun. Alderman, a-;;ed

A - e
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the other [igred Matthias Spread, Clerk) and alfa
to confront the evafive NMethods that have bee:z muade
ufe of to difecredit them, and particularly by two
Certaficates, one figned John Gray, the other fign-
ed Philip Oliver. ‘

On the 28th of Decerwzber laft, 1 received a Letter
from Mr. Croftor, in fupport of the Charge in his
printed Declaration againft the Letter from a Clergy-
meanof the Dioce[s of Cork, &vc. wherein he fays, he
hopes that I, and the Gentlemen who had figned the
Certificate, -attefting the Truth of the Account given
in the 2¢th, joth, and 31ft Pages in the Letter from
a Clergyman of the Diocefs of Cork, ¢, of the
Converfation which pafled between' /i and 7ze, will
recollect that Converfation, and that Juftice may be
don¢ him. And to this Letter he defires an Anfwer.
As Twas flil] at a Lofs to kwow how his Charader,
cven as he ftates the Matter; had been in the Letter
from a Clergyman of the Diocels of Cork, o, any
way refleCted on ; and as we diffgred {o widely abour
Facts, 1 fent him this Meflage, that my Anfwer was
in Print; and I think on the Day following, w/z. the
2gth of Decewmzher laft, he printed faid Letter.

On Swnday the 311t of Decerraber, 1 heard that a
Pamphlet had been publifhed the Evening before, in-
titled, The Corndutt of the Dear of Cork, asnd other
Clergymen of the [ame Diocefs, ‘in relation to the Suit
carried on_againft Mr. Dallas; and, upon perufing,
I found it contained a very heavy Charge, laid by Mr.
Dean Mead, Archdeacon Reader, Dean Geldfmith,
Mr. Croftorz the Vicar General, and Mr. Fackfon, a-
gainft the Letter, of which 1 had, by publick Adver-
tilements in Cork, acknowledged myfelf the Author,
the Wedrnofday before, wviz, the 27th of December,

I obferved,
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I obferved, that it was introduced to the Pzblick, un-
der the feeming Sanétion of an A¢t of Chapter, in pur-
fuance of which it is faid to be wrote$ and that to
make it evident how much the Chapter had concerned
themfelves in the Defence of their Members Conduét,
Mr. Crofton, the Vicar General of the Diocefs of
Cork, 'thought it incumbent upon him, in a printed
Note at the End of it, but dated the 28thof Deceriber,
to make his 4pology to the Chapter, for not being as
ready as the reft og the Complainants with his Defence,
and hopes that the Chapter will excufe his Silence, un-
til he received an Anfwer to a Letter from the Bi/fop,
Which Iimuft here obferve, he did not wait many Mi-
nutes for ; and alfo that he printed his Cafe, (viz. the
Letter he wrote to the Biflop) a Day before the
Pamphlet was publifhed.. . i
I was greatly amazed to find myfelf ‘thus attacked,
for I had fent the Letter from a Clergymzan of the Dio-
cefs of Cork, dec. to almoft all the Clergy, under my
Cover, Frarnk and Seal: However, when I had care=
tully perufed the feyeral Gentlemen’s Cafes, as flated
by thewsfelves, 1 {hould have doubted much whether
it would be neceffary to make any Reply to them. And
Ithink I thould have been inclined to truft to the Can-
dour of the Publick, to judge how little material Dif-
ference there was. in the general, and to account for
what did appear to be, between the Cafes of thefe
Gentlemen, and what is faid of them: in the Letter
from a Clerg yman of the Diocefs of Cork, doc. How-
ever, d awz [ure, 1 {hould only (after I had appliedto
the Clergy and others who were prefent at the Trani-
adtions faid to be falflyand unfairly reprefented) have
publifhed the Teftimony they fhould .give to the Ac-
count that is given of them in the Letter from a Cler-
gymean of the Diocefs of Cork, doc. but when I faw

the
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the A& of Chapter placed at the Head of that Panzph~
let, it feemed greatly to change the Appearance of the
Matter. = 1perceived it would eafilylead, at leaft, the
Generality of People into an Opinion, that the Chap-
ter (the Biflop’s Council) after folemnly debating and
weighing the Matter, had judged, that thefe five Gen-
tlemen had been injured, by the falfe and unfair Repre- -
fentations in the Letter from a Clergyman of the Dio-
cefs of Cork, <. and that the Chapter had fo far in-
terefted themfelves in the Treatment their Mewmbers
had received, that they authorized them to undcrtake
the Defence of their Conduét, and even poizted out to
them the Method of dvizzg it. However, from the
Perfwafion I had of the Integrity of the five other
Gentlemier, who were prefent when the five Memzbers
complained, I concluded that the Matter did not ftrike
them in this Light; for I was fure they never could
thus endeavour to pre-judge:any Caufe, and 1 did fup-
pofc, that cither they did not forefee the probable Con-
fequences of what was done in Chapter, or that they
had been miflead as to the Proofs, or otherwife. And
moreover, 1 could not fee what Pretence the Chapter
(as fuch) had to interfere in the Matter.

- Timmediately applied to thefe Gentlemen, to explain
this Affair to me; and I received great Confolation
from them all, for they, feparately, declared the fame
thing : And the Subftance of what they affured me was
as follows; thar they meant no more, ‘when the Com-
plaint was made, and the Queftion asked, in the Chap-
ter, than-todeclare, whatthey thought muft have been
faid in‘any other Place, or by any other Perfons, on
the like Complaint, w7z. That all Men who thought
themfelves 77zpzred by any Falfities, ¢»c. had a Right
to wizzdicate their Conduct; and that they did not mean
tobe underflood, as ifthey thought the Chapter had any

f Right
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Right to interfere in the Matter, or that their five
Mernzbers Conduét had been falfely and unfairly repre-
{ented in the Pamphlet then named; and that no Proofs,
nor Particulars of what had been complained of; - were
mentioned : That it was not their Intention, that the
Chapter thould do any thing to countenance this Com-
plaint, or reprefent that Body as thinking their Mez-
bers had been iznjured: And they declared, they did
not {fuppofe that the Ufe would have been made of
what paffed in Chapter, that has been fince made 5 a7d
this tiey authorized wze to [ay,

Now it is evident that thefe Gentlemen could never
have had any other Iutentions, or Sewutimsents in this
Affair; for three of them, Mr. Brosmze, Mr. Swth,
and Mr, White, could not fufpeét that the Conduct of
thofe Gentlemen had been fo talfly and unfairly repre-
fented, asappears by their having figned the Certificate
printed in this A4pperdix ; and as to the two others,
Mr. Davies and Mr. Woodroffe, the former left the
Vifitation indifpofed, before Mr. Dallas’s Affair came
on, and the latter was then in Dub/iz.

Having been now entirely fatisfied as to the Conduét
of thefe five Gentlemen, I thought it would be highly
proper upon their Accounts, as well as my own, that
their Purpofcs in the Chapter, and Sexutimzents of what
had been done fince, fhould be clearly underftood by
the Publick.  But to prevent all Poffibility of Miftake,
I committed to Writing what thefe Gentlemen, before
Witnefs, had authorized me to fay, intendingto fend it
to them to perufe, that I might know whether they
would flill authorize me to fay fo, and to publifh the
Contents of that Paper astheir Sezztimzents. 1 firlt fent it
by a Gentleman to Mr. Davies, to whom Mr. Davies
faid, he would not fign any thing in this Affair; nor
would he have his Name in any Declarationto be pub&
- | lithe
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lifhed about what the Chapter had done, for that he
had hitherto kept, and was ftill refolved to keep, out
of the Scrape ; yet he did not except to any thing in
the Paper, only that he faid, he could not declare he
did not fufpect that the five Complainants had been 772-
gured, as they alledged they had 5 tho’ he acknowledged
that no Proofs, nor Particulars of the Complaint, was
mentioned in Chapter ; that he was not at the ¥ ifitation
when the Tranfactions, faid to be falfely reprefented,
pafled, and that he had never read the Letter complain-
ed of, until fome time after the Complaint was made.
"Therefore, the following Declaration is only made by
the Authority of the other four Gentlemern, who upon
perufing it, moft readily acknowledged, that their Sez-
timents were clearly expre(s’d in it, in #ords and
Phrafe to their Satisfaction, and fully authorized me
to publifh it as their genuine Purpofes in Chapter, :and
Sezfe of whathas been done in that Affair, viz.
am authorized by the Reverend Mr. Suzmuel
Brozmze, Chancellor, the Reverend Mr. Fohrn Swmith,
Treafurer, the ReverendMr. Thosmzas I/, hite, Preben-
- dary of Killbrittain, and the Reverend Mr. Samzuel
Woodroffe, Prebendary of Drumdaleigue, to fay for
them, and in their Behalf, that when a Complaint, was
made in the Chapter, by the Reverend Mr. Deas
Meade, the Reverend Mr. Willian: Reader, Arch-
deacon, the Reverend Mr. z'//z'am?acljbn, Preben-
dary of Cabirlag, the Rev. M. laac Goldfmith,
Prebendary of Kilanully, and thé Reverend Mr. Per-
kirzs Ciroftor, Prebendary of Defertrmzore, that they
had been izjured by feveral Mifreprefentations and Fal-
{ities .in 2 Pamphlet, lately publithed in Dzxb/in, in-
ticled; A Letter from.a Clergyman of the Diocefs of
Cork, 20 his Friend in Dublin, re/afifzg the Condut
of the Biflop of Cork, in the Degradatiorn of M.
_ Dallas,
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Dallas, and which was then produced ; and that when
the Queftion was asked, whether they ought not to
juftify their Conduct, That, by the Anfwer theygave,
they meant no more than to declare, what they and all
other Perfons muft have done in any other Place, or
on any the like Occafion, wvzz. That all Perfons who
thought themfelves injured, by any kind of Mirepre-
{entations or Falfities, had a Right to vindicate their
Charaéters, and that they did look onthis as aQueftion
to which no Negative could be given. |

And they further declare, that by any thing they
faid on that Occafion, they did not mean to give the
leaft Colour: for any Perfon to fufpeét, that the Chapter
did think the Gezt/erner who.complained, had, inany
Way, been injured or mifreprefented in that Pamzphlet;
or that the Chapter did any way interfere in the Mat-
ter ; and that no Particulars of thofe Gentlemen’s
Complaint was mentioned, nor any Proofs offered to
be made..

They further declare; that the Matter was. quite a
Surprize to them ; that they knew nothing of the Inten-
tion of thofe Gentlemen to mention their Complaint in
the Chapter ; and that they then thought, -as they do
ftill, that the Chapter was no way concerned in it.
And they declare, that if an A¢tof Chapter has been
drawn up, which may feem to reprefent the Chapter
as thinking that there was any Ground for the Com-
plaint made, that it was far from the Intention of thefe
five Gentlemen, that any A& to that Purpofe thould
be conceived ; and that they did not fufpect that any
Ufe could ever be made of what pafled there, to
countenance thefe Gentlemen’s Complaint, or autho-
rize their Defence; and that they could not {fuppofe
the Ufe would be made of it that has, and thatan A¢t
of Chapter would be publithed with the Defence of
: : thole
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thofe Gentlemen’s Conduét, as an Authority- for thelf
undertaking it. IS '

Being now thus called upon, to fupport the Trzth of
that Part of a ILetter from a Clergymearn of the Diogefs
of Cork, tohis Friend in D#blin, relating the Conduck.
of the Bifhop, of Cark in the Degradation of Mr, Dal=»
/as, which had been complained of by fome of the:
Menmzbers of the Chapter, as giving a falfe.and unfair
Account of their Conduét : 1 applied to the Clergy,
and others prefent, when the Franfations, faid to be
falflyand znfairiy reprefented, pafled, for their Te/#i
772072y to that Part of the Letter, & complained of,
and do here publifh their Cerrificates..  And left any
might be ftirred up to objet alfo to other Parts of faid
Letter, which give an Account of what pafled in
Pablick, 1defired from fuch as I could find were pre=
fent on thofe Qccafions, thar they would teftify whether
thofe Tranfaitions had been fairly reprefented in faid
Letter, whofe Certificates to that Purpofe I here infert.

The following Certificate relates to that Part of the
Letter from a Clergymamiof the Diocefs of Cork, doc.
in which the Deaz and other Mezzbers of the Chapter
complained, that they had been greatly izzjured by feve-
ral Mifrepreféntations and Falfities in it

W E do hereby certify, that we have read a
Pamphlet, printed in D#bliz, intitled, A Let-

ter from s Clergyman of the Dioce[s of Cork to his
Friend in Dublin, relating the Conduct of the Bifl op
of Cork iz the Degradation of Mr. Dallas; and that
the Account given in faid Pamphlet, from the 20th to
the 28th Page inclufive, of what pafed at a Vifitation
held by the Bithop of Cork, and at which we were
prefent, is a fair and an izzpartial Relation of what
did, pafs at faid Vifitation, as far as it related-to the Af-

B fair
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fair of Mr. Dallas’s Degradation ; and that (as far as’
we can charge our Memories, in a Matter that we
could not fuppofe would ever be difputed) the Words
ufed in that Part of faid Pamphlet, which gives an
Account of what pafled, as to Mr. Dallas’s Cafe; are
the Words made ufe of by the feveral Petfons who
are there reprefented to have {poke in that Affair.

Fohru Thomeas Atkins, Clerk.

fobwn Euftace, Clerk. '

Arthur Echlin, Clerk.

© F. Delaconrt, Clerk.

Edward Cottrell, Clerk.

Thomas Millerd, Clerk.

Thomas Berwzingham, Clerk.

Fohrn Denisy Clerk,

Patrick Elmfly, Clerk.

Thomas Daunt, Clerk.

Famzes Doherty, Clerk.

Panl Limerick, Clerk.

Fohr Swniith, Clerk.

Edward Browse, Clerk.

Achls. Daunt,; Clerk.

Peter Waterhoufe, Chanter.

John. Smith, Treafurer.

St. John Browne, Prebendary of Kilbrogan.

Hart Sweith, Prebendary of Dnsfkerny.

“Peter Briftow, Clerk.

Francis Ebnfly; Chi Ward. of St. F; i7zbarry.

T hormzas Browsue.

< L dofign to the Truth of the above Certificate, ex:
cept as-l was not near enough in the Beginning, I did
not hear the Clergy defire the Dean to fpeak, though
L could perceive they did fpeak. ‘ -
. | Matthias Spread, Clerk.

According
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~ According to the beft of my Recolleétion and Ap-
prehenfion, the Tranfaétions mentioned in the above
Certificate, are fairly ftated in the above-mentioned

Pamphlet. " | :
SAMUEL BROME, Chancellors

Atteft the Trauth of the Certificate ; but being en-

gaged in Difcourfe with Mr. 7Thomzas“Parker, 1did
not hear what Mr. Fackfor faid; nor did T hear, for
the fame Reafon, feveral of the Clergy defire the Dean
to fpeak; but I heard one Clergyman defire the Dean
to{peak, and I lefr the Place before the Dean fpoke to
the Bifhop, when the Bifhop propofed to Mr. Dallas
to acknowledge his Crime the Suzday afier.

JOHN WRIXON, Clerk.

WAS prefent at the above-mentioned Vifitation,

and do certify, that the Account mentioned in the
above Pamphlet, of what pafled at {aid Vifitation, has
the Air and Comzplexiorn of what did pafs there ; but
at this Diftance of Time my Memory will not ferve me
to be more particular.” But 1 do think, that after the
three Clergymen {poke, when the Bifhop had called
on any of the Clergy to deliver their Opinions, that
no one did fpeak, and . that there was a Silence for
{ome Time.

THOMAS WHITE, Preb. of Kilbrittaisn.

S Iwasat fome Diftance when they {poke, I can-
4 3 mot fo particularly fay what Dean Goldfmith and
Mr.fackfo7 faid, nor did I hear the Clergy defire the
Dean to {peak for them ; but except thefe Particulars,
Dreadily atteft the Truth' of the upper Certificate.

THOMAS PARKER.
| e B2 ON

I~
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N the 31ft of March laft paft, T was prefent at
- the Confiftory Court of Cork, with fome other
Clergymen, when Mr. Dallas’s Caufe was called,
and, having read the 15th, 16th, and 17th Pages of
a printed Letter from a Clergyman, &v. relating the
Conduct of the Bithop of Cork in the Degradation of
Mr. Dallas, do, to the beft of my Recolle€tion, de-
clare the exaét Correfpondency in Subftance of what
isthere related, with what paffed, was fpokeand deli-
vered that Day. As alfo Part of the 18th Page, ex-
cept what Converfation the Bifhop had with Dean
Mead, which I did not hear fo exaétly as to mention.
Juft after the laft Vifitation, Bufinefs being over, 1
was alfo prefeat at faid Court, when Mr, Dallas {aid
he was willing to make fome Acknowledgment before
the Clergy. And the Subftance of what follows in
the 21t Page of faid Pamphlet, I think is fairly 2nd
impartially relating what' pafled for fo much. And
Part of 22d Page, where Mr. Dallas would not
allow: his A#izg to be againft Law, but faid he was
open to Cozvito7z »+On which Mr. Dean Mead, and
{fome others near the Bench, f{poke, but not loud
enough that I could hear diftinétly; but to which one
of the Clergy replies, and told Mr. Dean he had no
Right to {peak for the Clecrgy, as they had not been
confulted.  This Clergyman faid, he thought Mr,
Dallas had been fufficiently punifhed in being filenced,
as Part of 23d Page. Another Clergyman fpoke,
who, though he fcemed to blame Mr. Dallas’s Con-
duct, yet he was cautious, and did not allow that the
Crime deferved Degradation.  Another Clergyman
{poke, who faid fome Things relating to the Arch-
bithop and Diocefs of Dubliz, but which I cannot {o
well remember as to fet down, What further Con-
verfation
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verfation the Bifhop had with the Dean, 1 did not
hear, becaufe I was at a Diftance ; but heard the Bi«
thop fay hehad a Son in Orders, and did affure’open-
ly, that had he beenin Mr. Dallas’s Cale, he had
acted from the firft withhim, ashe did by Mr. Dallas.
This is the Subftance of what I canrecolle&, and can
fairly and impartially fubferibe.

GEORGE TISDALL, D.D.

Befides the Twenty-five Clergymen Who have figh-
ed the above Certificates, (except the Dean, and the
other four Members of the Chapter who complained
there were no other of the Clergyaflembled in'V7fira-
tion, but Mr. Davies, Mr. Donnelldrn, Mr. Burgh,
Mr. Meade, Mr. Mac Clellarz, Mr. Farmer, Mr.
Keeffe, Mg. Barry, Mr Bear, Mr. Baily, and Mr.
Wood 5 as to Mr. Davies, heleft the Vifitation (indif-
pofed) before Mr. Dallas’s Affair came on---and I
have not thought proper. to apply either to Mr. Doz-
nellarn, Mr. Burgh, or Mr. Meade, (the Dean’sSoz )
to fign the Certificate; though I have no Reafon ta
think they have any Objeétion to the Truth of the
Pamphlet, intitled, A Letter from aClergymarn of the
Dioce[s of Cork, &, Mr. Mac Clellun, alfo, and
Mr. Farmer et the Vifitation indifpofed 5 Mr. Keeffe
is in Great Britainz, and Mr. Barry dead. When 1
{poke to Mr. Baily and Mr. Bear upon this Occafion,
they declared they could not charge their Memoty with
what had pafled at the Vifitation, relative to Mr. Da/-
las; and Mr. #s0d has, by Lettcr, (as he fays the
{igning the Certificate might prejudice him inthe Opi-
nionof the Gentlemen concerned in this Controverfy)
defired to be excufed.

B 3 — Tiafert
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I infert here the other Cerfificates which relate to
the two other publick Tranfaétions mentioned in the
Letter from a Clergyman of the Diocefs of Cork, to
his Friend iz Dublin, &oe. s '

W E do hereby certify, that we were prefent in
% the Cozzfiftory Court of Cork fome time the Be-
ginning of March laft, when Mr. Dallas gave in his
perfonal Aufwerto Articles exhibited againft him ; and
that the Account of what paffed in faid Court, in the
ninth, tenth and eleventh Pages of a Pamphlet printed
in Dublin, intitled, A Letter from a Clergyman of
the Dioce[i of Cork, to his Friend in Dublin, relating
the Conduct of the Biflop of Cork in the Degradation
of Mpr. Dallas, is a true Account of what was faid and
done in relation to Mr. Dallas’s Affair.

Do certify the above to be true, with this
Difference, that after Mr. Dalias had confef-
{ed to the Articles, and figned them, the Prodor
of Office moved that Mr. Da/las thould be adszo-
#ifled to appear next Court Day to hear his Pe-
nance; to which.the Bithop anfwered, that the
Law had made but one Puzifbmernt for his (Mr.
Dalla.r’s) Offence, which the Bifthop faid was De-
gradation, and which he muft infli&t, if he
did any, -~ - | |
| ‘ - HUGH MILLERD, 7.
The Contents of the two above Certificates I certify
to be truc. ‘ 4 | '
v + THOMAS BERMINGHAM, Clk.

1 alfq
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I alfo certify the Contents of the two Certificates
above to be true, : 2

EDWARD BROWNE, Clerk.
THOMAS WEEKS, Regifter.
- RICHARD BEARE, Surrogate.

r £ the undernamed Perfons do certify, that we
were prefent in the Coxfiftory Court of Cork,
‘on the 31ft Day of March laft, when the Bifhop of
Cork fat in Court, attended bya great Number of the
Clergy; and that the Account given of the publick
Tranfadtions of that Day, whillt the Bithop was in
Court, inthe 14th, 1gth, 16th, 17thand 13thPage§
‘of a Pamphlet printed in thblz'fz,*intitled, A Letter
from a Clergyman of the Dioce[s of Cork, to his
Friend in Dublin, relating the Condult of the Biflop
of Cork in the Degradation of Mr. Dallas, isan exact
and fair Narration of what did pafs at that Time.
(e Fohzz Thorras Askizz, Clerk.
Aprib. Fackfor. '
Fohn Enflace, Clerk,
Arthur Echlin, Clerk.
Fohr Coltherf?. '
Robt. Mc Clellan, Clerk.
Fs. Delaconrt, Clerk. «
Edward Cottrell, Clerk.
Hugh Millerd, Jun. -
Thorzzas Browsne.
Thomas Bermingham, Clerk.
Edward Browne, Clerk. |
ot Peter Waterhoufe, Clerk.
According to the beft of 'my Recollcétion and Ap-
prehienfion, the above-mentioned Tranfations are
fairly flated in the above-mentioned Pamphlet.
b /N SAMUEL BROME, -Clerk.
; B4 According
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Accordmg to the beft of my Re‘coﬂe’&rdn, ﬁt'thls
Diftance of Time, the above Account s trie. |

THOMAS WHITE, Clerk.

Thave only no Recolleétion of what the Dean faid.
THOMAS WEEKS, Regifter.

I atteft the above, to the beft of my Rccolle&wn,
only as to the Converfation between the Bﬂhop and
the Dcan which I utterly forget.

RlCHARD BEARE, Surrogate.

The  following Certificate Ireceived from Mr. Glbbons,
Teacher in the Anabaptilt Congregation,

Do hereby certify, thatI was in Court the 31ft of

March; that what is related in A Letter from a
Clergyman of the Diocefs of Cork, &rc. printed by
Mrs. Tz//cmgtm, 17495 is a fair and honef? Narra-
tive (to the beft of my Recolleéhon) of the Tranf-
aCtions of that Day, Pages in faid Letter 21, 22, 23,
24, 25, 26; but know nothing of the Converfation
that Day between the Bithop and Dean Mead, as Iwas
at fome Diftance, and could not hear ; but the Bifhop,
upon the whole, behaved with great Calmnefs, and
exprefled hlmfelf with much Lewity.

EBENEZER GIBBONS.

N.B. The Pages in this Certificate relate the Samze
Tranfactions which are mentioned in the 141h,
15th, 16th, 17th and 18th Pages of  the Letter

from a Clergyman of the DLocef;s of Cork, - &,
printedin Dubhn,

Some
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Some time after Mr. Beare, Surrogate to the Vicar
Genersl, had figned the Certificates relarmg to the Eu!b-
lick Tranfaétions mentioned to have paffed, in the Let-
ter, doc. fome time in the Beginning, and onthe 31
of March laft, T received from him the following Let-

ter, which, as he has defired, Ihave publifhed with
his Certificates.

My LORD,

I Did imagine ( whcn I certified the Tranfaétions of

the Court Day, contained in Pagesg, 10, 11, as
alfo of another Court Day, inPages1g, 16, 17, 18,
of a Clergymar’s Letter, dr¢. printed in Dublin, to
be, to thebeft of my Recolle€tion, fair/y and izzpar-
tially related) that b fo doing, I had not given the
Jeaft Room for CCl‘lﬁer yet it {eems I have been mif-
taken : I am called upon to anfwer the following Ob-
jeCtions, whichItake the Liberty to fend your Lord-
fhip, with my Anfwers thereto, to the Intent that, if |
‘any Ufe be made of my Certlﬁcate, this may go along
with it; or (if your Lordfhip thinks it cannot be con-
vemently inferted) my Name eraced.

* Objecion 1, Cler man’s Letter, ¢o'c. fays, Page
gth, That the new Artlcles contained in this Charge
only, &¢. Aufwer, Thereisan Error here, for the
Word Clandeftizne is omitted, which was in the Ar-
ticles.

ObjetionI1. The fame Page, After Mt Dallas had

fpent fome Time in Reading, . Aw/wer, 1 cannot

charge my Memory whether he at all read the Articles,
before he offered to fubmit.

* The Word Cmuutsnu is not inthe Articles, but the Word Clan-
deflinely is; and neither that Term, nor the Word Undu/y, which is joined

with it, are in the Letter, (Je. nor is there any Neceflity they fhould, as
they are but Terms, or Epithets, applied to the Crime.

Objection
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. Objection 111, That by certifying the Tranfaiens,
1 feem to concur with the Author in his Remarks, -
fwer, This your Lordfhip may remember I objeéted
to on the Reading, and your Lordfhip very properly
replied, that Ionly certified the Tranfadions. =

Objection IV. That I am partial, in not declaring
my Sentiments, as to every Part of the Book, as well
as thofe particular Pages. . Zzfwer, 1ownI differ in
Opinion from Clergyman’s Letter, ¢>%¢. in many Parts.
1 am {orry I am under. the Neceflity of troubling your
Lordthip with thefe Explanations, but the Vindication
of ‘my Condu¢t makes it ncceflary.” Iam,

My I.ORD,
Your Lord[lip’s wzof? dutiful

_ and obedient humble S er*vméf,
Cork, Fan. 25, 1749.
' RICHARD BEARE.

As to Mr. Dean Meade, 1 cannot comprehend why
he fhould be offended, (as'I fear he is) at my having
related the Fu/ftice, which he fo readily and clearly did
me, in the Face of all his Brethren, at the Vifitatior ;
and efpecially, ‘when he knew that I then required it
of him, onaccount (as'] publickly told him and them)
of fome falfe Rumours of what had paffed between
him and me, relativeto Mr. Dallas’s Affair ; and was
it not natural for me, when an Account of what
'pafled between us was difperfed through the two King-
doms to my Difhonour ; “was it not natural for me,
when I was thus drove to a Neceflity of juftifying my

Cozdud, to defend it, by relating, in how clear and
honourable a Manner Mr. Dean Meade had acquitted
¢ | me,
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me, from fuch Imputation, before the whole Body of
the Clergy inVifitatiorz aflembled 2 And that he did fo
I thought was manifeft beyond ‘Contradi€tion;. _f'c’_)ri
never yet heard that any Perfon who was prefent feem-
cd to doubt it. < And indeed, it was done,in fo re-
markable'a Manner, that it could not eafily be forgot
by any who attended to it; for, it took up a good deal
of Time, as I diltin¢tly, and audibly, related cvery
Thing that I had ever faid to Mr. Dcan Meade on that
Afhair ; and every Anfwer he made to me through the
whole Tranfaétion; and with all the Circumflances
of it, asrelated in the Letter from a Clergymzan of the
Dioce[s of Cork, &¢. and to all which Mr. Dean
Meade moft exaltly and readily agreed, foas, molft
cffeCtually, to acquit me from fome Things, which
had been rumoured to my Difadvantage; and this, even
to a Degree of Sufpicion that we had concerted the
Matter between us.  Mr. Dean has been pleafed, in-
deed, to relate what paffed between us after a very
different Manner from what he acknowledged fo pub-
lickly at the Vifitation ; althongh the Subftance of the
Encouragement givento Mr. Dallas (even as he men-
tioned it) does not materially (I think) differ from
what 1 have declarcd he acknow‘lcdfr_bd it to beat the
Vifitation.  But which of ws are miiflake:z in this whole
Affair, 18uf? [ubniit to the Publick, when they fhall
‘have confidered the Evidence I have produced. *

I was'forry indeed to find myfelf under an abfolute
Neceflity. of “introducing the three Clergymzen, viz.
Archdeacon Reader, Dean Goldfrzith, and Mr. Fack-
fo7z, ashaving {poke at the Vifitation; but as the great
and popular Argument in favour of Mr, Dallas, was
the Senfe, it was confidently faid, the whole Body of
the Clergy, in Vifitation aflembled, exprefled to my
Face, of the Severity, Unreafonablene(s, and llega-

& lity

i
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Jity of my Conduét; Idid not fee how I could avoid it
For this was an Argument that carried great Force
with it, to the Generality of Pcople, many of  whom,
perhaps, would not be at the Trouble, others might
not have Leifure, nor Opportunity, andfome, proba-
bly, would not be qualified, to judge properly of the
Matter.  So that really, the reprefenting the venerable
Body of the Biffop’sown Clergy, unanimoudly offend-
ed with, and inveighing againft the Severity, Unrea-
Jorablere[s, and legality of his Proceedings, was a
dreadful Inftrument of Calumny in the Hands of a
railing Dcfamer ; and accordingly, it was made ufe of
with the utmoft Induftry, and became the common
Topick of Harangues. And Mr. Da/las has made it
an Article in his Libel to Caft el, that the Sexternce was
pronounced againft the exprefs Opinion, Advice and
Approbation of the Reverend the Digzitaries and be-
neficed Clergy of the united Diocefs of Cork and Rofs in
Vifitatior allembleds (. Altho’ the two Diocefles were
never yet vifited by the Bifl op together. ) |

But I hope, when thefe three Gentlermzen calmzly
corfider the Matter, they will not be offended at their
being mentioned to have {fpoke; for, furely, they
muft fee theNeceffity there was for it, in order to thew
that what was faid on the Affair, at the Vafitation, by
any of the Clergy, could not amount to the unfair Re-
prefentation that had been made of the Conduét and
Oppofition of the Clergy on that Occafion.  And I
hope, thefe Gentlernerz will be lefs offended, when
they reflec?, efpecially the two formzer, that I could not
cafily, and confiftent with Truth, have related their
Condu¢t in a dgent}er Manner; and that 1 ufed fome

Tenderrefs in doing it, I am confident thofec who were
prefent can bear ample Teflimony.

Thefe
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Thele Gentlemer, 1find, are offended, at the Acs
count that is given of their rifing to {peak, inthe Let-
ter, &c. butI muftobferve, that the Letter, doc. does
not pretend to account for the rifing of any of ‘them
but Archdeacon Reader; and1 am fure, it was intend-
ed there, that it fhould be underftood he rofe to fpeak
on the very Motives he declares he did, viz. provoked
at (or wrged by, if he pleafes) the Dean’s under-
taking to fpeak for the Clergy, as they had not been
confulted, and in order to deliver his own Opinion.
I fincerely profcfs, this was what I intended fhould be
underflood to have been the Occafion of his rifing to
{peak; and I do think, that the Manner of his ri ng,
mentioned in the Letter, drc. whenthe Words, which
he is made to fay when he did rife, are confidered, fo
plainly point out, that he did rife provoked at the -
Dean’s undertaking to fpeak for the Clergy, and re-
folved to deliver his own Sentiments, that I am fur-
prized it fhould be miftaken.

- As to Mr. Dean Goldfmith, 1 cannot fee how he
could be offended at the mention that is made of his
Condzut? in the Letier, &c. 1 never intended to ac-
count for his rifing, and think I have exprefled his
Senfe of the Matter exaltly as he has, except that he
has inferted thefe Words, viz. (or at leaf? inPrudence
o7ght fo be ) which neither he, nor any Perfon, did
fay on that Occafion. And furely, he s reprefented
inthe Letter, ¢rc. as delivering his Opinion in very
decent and modelt Phrafe, and with great Caution.
AndT affure him, that had my Brother, or beftFriend,
thought himfelf on that Occafion called upon to de-
liver his Opinion,*and had faid, what in the Letter,
&c. Mr. Dean is made to fay, Ifhould have thought
he had fhewn a decent Refpeét to the Biflop, at the
fame Time that he meant to exprefs his Care for the

Clergy,
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Clergy, and that it would not have given me the leaft
Offence.  And, thercfore, I hope Mr. Dean will
Judge, that 1 did not endeavour to reprefent him im-
propcrly. | '

As to Mr. Fackfor, that he did [ny the Words,
which he is ruzade in the Letter, doc. to Jayy I z20efd in-
fift 2porz ; and indeed the Anfwer there faid to be made
to him on that Occafion, would have been abfurd, had
he not, . However, I muft acknowledge, I never un-
derfiood what he faid in the Senfe he thinks it may be
taken; for tho’ he feemed to be in a little Hurry, and
not very delicately to have chofe his Phrafe, yet 1look-
ed upon what he faid rather as a kind of Palliative,
and as the mildeft Thing he could fay infupport of the
Opihion, of his two Friends, and to be to this Pur-
pofe, wiz. That though he could not fay whether De-
gradation - was the lecal Purift et for Mr. Diddlas’s
Crimze or not; yet, thatas he had known the fame Re-
gulations had been attempted to have been carried into
Execution in the Dioce/s of Dublin without Succefs,
that he could not but fuppofe there muft be fome Rea-
fon, why the Praftice had ‘not obtained there; and I,
liere alfure Mr. Jackfon, that 1 never fuppofed, from
any ‘Thing he faid at the Vifitation, that he intended
to {pirit.up the Clergy of the Diocefs of Cork to op-
pofc their Biffop;. nor was I in the leaft offended at any
thing he'faid that Day; and could T have thought, that
what heisreprefentedin the Letter, doec. to have faid,
was liable to the Conftruétion he thinks may be put on
it,” and that it would have given him the Uneafinefs it
feems t0 have done, T fhould have guarded what was
faid by him from any fuch Interpretation, by exprefling

. my Senfe of his Meaniag.

As toMr.Crofloz, T hope he will not think him{clf
ill treated, becaulec mention has been made in the Lef-
; ter,
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ter, &v. of our Converfation, and the Circusmftances
attending it, in theVe/try; for, asan Account had been
giveninPrint, tomy Prejudice; of Part of my Conduid,
on the Day Mr. Dallas was degraded, and which 1
thought I could eafily refute, by relating the Conver-
fation which pafled between Mr. Croftorz and me in the
Veftry, and the Circumftances which happened whilt
Iwas there, Icould notavoid it, and therefore T hope
he will think it was not unneceflarily mentioned.

As for the many other Pamsphlets, doc. which have
been publithed upon this unfortunate Occafiorn, the Fol-
by, Infolence, and Calumeny of them is fo evidernt, that
they can affeCt none but the Authors. Therefore, to
theme 1 thall only fay, That I hope God will g7ve thems
Grace (incerely to repent of their Wickednefs, that they
may efcape the dreadful Punifl ment which will other-
wife furely be their Doora.

I cannot but look upon it as a great Alffiiction, that
Lhave been under the Neceflity of jaftifying my Con-
duct from the heavy Charge that has been brought
againft it in Print by five of my Clergy; however,
I bope I have endeaveured to vizdicate it as becomes
me, aslhave for the fake of Peace among us, declined
making any unneceflary Obfervations.

And here 1 carneftly invite them to join me in this
- Petition to HIM who alone can order the wrzraldy

Wills and AffeFions of fizfrl Men, That he will

caufe us to fee the Things which belong to our Peace,
before they are hid from our Eyes.
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