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ADVERTISEMENT.

As a Book without a Preface is like a Face without a 

Nofe, it feems fome Introdudlion to this Reply is necef- 
fary.

The Vindication was infcribed to the Right Honourable 
William Pitt as the proper perfon to put a flop to the 
grievances therein complained of ; but as the Confident 
Loyalijl appealed to the Public at large, Viator alfo, with all 
due refpect, fubmits this Reply to the fame tribunal. He 

, only begs leave to offer his apology for introducing many 
Scripture phrafes in this Reply ; which he has done folely 
with a view to accommodate his antagonift, fuppofed to be 
a Divine, who mifunderftood the Vindication, perhaps, for 
want of them.

Charing Crofs, September 12, 1784.
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REPLY, &c.
A

THE public being in porte (lion of the complaints 
of Fifty-five aflociated Loyalirts again ft Governor 

Parr, and of his Vindication ; original papers and letters 
feem no longer of ufe in this conirovcrfy : 1 (hall there­
fore traverfe the. Remarks made on the Vindication of 
Governor Parr.

The Advcrtifement to the Remarks cenfures the Vin­
dicator of Governor Parr as “ an officious and detell- 
** able obtruder of the private difputes of individuals 
“ on the public, and of wantonly endeavouring to de- 

fame a number of innocent and reputable perlons.” 
I have read thole pamphlets with due attention, and give 
it as my opinion, firft, that the difpute between “ the 
“ Fifty-five moft refpedable characters” and Governor 
Parr was not of a private nature after April 7, 1784, 
when A. Steward and Thomas Knox, agents for the 
Fifty-five, wrote to Governor Parr, that “ we fhall take 
“ the earlieft opportunity of tranfmitting to England an 
“ attefted copy of the original warrant ; with copies of 
“ all the papers which have parted on the fubjedt.” 
See Ptemarks, p. 34.—Secondly, the Vindicator does not 
appear to have wantonly defamed any innocent and re­
putable pet fun, having rtlently parted by all remarks

on
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on the chambers of „thc Fifty-five, except one fifth of 
that number, who remained in the United States. As 
to \yhat is kiid about Colonel Willard and Dr. Inglis, let 
the pîlbtiir judge, whether Colonel Willard, altho’ once 
a Mandamus Cuunfellor ot Maflachufctts-Bay, has an 
invulnerable charadber ; fince in his letter, Vindication 
j). 27, he favs, “ And, on the whole, lean truly declare 
“ that the Aifociation is compofed of gentlemen loyal 
“ to a” [an high"] “degree, and worthy of the pro-
“ tedbion of Government.”------ In p. 18 of Remarks,
the Confident Loyalitb lays, “ he ” [Governor Parr] 
“ had indeed objedted to two of the Aflociators ; and 
“ flruck out their names, though men of irreproach- 
“ able charadbefs.”—For this cruel condudt of Mr. 
Parr, I find, in p. 37 of Remarks, a palliation. “ Some 
** who were near the Governor, who were adbuated by 
“ mercenary, finiiter motives, and cared not for his re- 
“ putation, were chiefly to blame; and, from Mr. Parr’s 
“ charadber in other refpedts, I think this highly pro- 
“ bable.”—No one but a Confident Loyalid could have 
had fuch imprudence as appears in the above fentence ; 
which afferts, in other words, Governor Parr to be fo 
nearly an idcot that he cannot take care of his own re­
putation, nor adt otherwife than as his mercenary, 
linider Council diredts —[ dare fay, this Confident Loy- 
alill thinks himfelf “ worthy of every attention from his 
“ fufterings in perfon and property on account of his 
“ attachment'to his Mujcdy ’/Government,” if not to 
his Majedy’» Governor of Nova-Scotia ; and, had he not 
told the world, in p. 8, that he had no reftih for low and 
illiberal amulemem=, nor malice to gratify by holding up 
characters to public crnrcnÿpr, no one would have fuf- 
pedted him to Ire owner or luch negative virtues. “ Of 
“ Dr. Inglis,” theConl?llcnt I oyalid informs the world, 
p. yji “ It i, ncedlels to fiv much ; as his charadber is 
“ b'.ronrl tire reach or our Vindicator’s malice.”—1 ima­
gine Vindicator's malice would be thrown a.vay on 
Ur. Inglis, IcJng truth i; the belt weapon to make the

proud
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proud and ignorant man know himfelf.—As to the loyalty 
of Dr. Inglis, he has confirmed it beyond contradiftion 
ii> his farewcl fermon :—“ My fidelity to ny Sove- 
“ reign,” he informs us, “ can nor be quedioned.”— 
Befides, the Confident Loyalid fays, “ he was umverfully 
“ known to all who were at New-York during the late 
“ Rebellion’’—“ his lofs of property, and attainder by 
tc the rebels, are clear indications of the part he aided.” 
rr-I hope, after thus ellïblifhing Dr. Inglis’s loyalty, while 
he was guarded by the Britifh army and navy, our Con­
fident Loyalift will “ remember/’ that it is “ umztrfully 
known to all,” that Dr. Inglis, before New-York was eva­
cuated by the royal army,endeavoured to obtain permiffion 
from the State of New-York, fovereign and independent, 
to continue in liis church preferment ;—but the Doétjor, 
not fucceeding according to his wifhcs*, concluded not 
to transfer his allegiance from One fovereign to Thirteen.
If our Confident Loyalid, or if Dr. Inglis, in his fa re we 1 
fermon, had told the public on what fovereign Dr. Inglis 
had fixed his fidelity, as his fidelity to his fovereign can­
not be quedioned, perhaps Vindicator and they might 
have agreed.—But more hereafter concerning thofe two 
heroes, whofe charaâcrs are fa id to be more invulnerable 
than any others of the Fifty-five—but I hope this is not 
true.

The Confident Loyalid, in p. t. of his Remarks, in­
forms “ all Englifhmen of fenl'e, candour, and virtue,
“ that complaints went abroad againd Governor Parr ' 
“ and his Council, for not treating the emigrants as they 
“ expected—but whether judly, or otherwi;e, is^nm my 
“ bufinefs to enquire yet, p. 35, he fays, “ candour 
“ itfelf cannot acquit Governor Parr of inconfidency,” 
and then with “ candour" wrote a dozen pages to fhew 
the world his bufinels was to enquire into the conduct or

* Vide Loudon’s Ne*v Yoik Packet ; and the reniuro therein al- 
flgned for not permitting Dr. Charles Iughs to become a aemzcn:

Govcrnoi



Governor Parr, and to convift him. Had the author of 
.the Remarks pofiefied what thexlyar always wants, a good 
mqtrory, or had he ufdd deccncÿ in refpedt to Mr. Parr 
and others, fome people, who know not his character, 
might have been unified, and believed him “ no enemy 
41 to Governor Parr or his Council.”—This wonder­
ful author *has not* forgot his old canting pradiice——
P. 41, hrfavs, u I fhall not attempt to aggravate matters 
“ —my inclination ' would rather lead me to fotten 
t£ them, were it in my power.” No one can doubt the 
author’s chriOian benevolence, that reads half his pamph­
let and omits the other half. After faying many bitte*x 
things qgainlt Governoj* Parr for not granting 5900 
acres to each of the Fifty-five Afiociators, the Confident „ 
Loyalid, p. 36, fays, “ He [the Governor] may be juf- 
“ tifiable in fuppofing himfelf reftrained, by the King’s 
“ inftrudioiis, from granting more than one thouland 
“ acres to one perlon—no one at lead fhould blame him 
“ for this.” Here it may be afked, why then did the 
Confident Loyalid publifh his Remarks, feeing Governor 
Parr tiood in no need of any vindication but againft 
the complaints of the Fifty-five and their invifible Aflo- 
qiates, who have gracioufly acquitted Mr. Parr of all 1 
blame for not granting the 5000 acres after the furvey 
and returns were made ? The Confident Loyalid allows 
the Governor the privilege of being “ guided by a fenfe 
“ of duty and honour of which others cannot lo rightly 
t£ judge.” In this qioint the Confident Loyalid might f 
have gained fome credit for his candour and generolity, 
had he not gone on to blame the Governor for V dping 
“ what no one at lead fhould blame him foOur 
Confident Loyalid mud be fome foul-galled pried; other- 
wile he could not, after giving a verdidt in favour of Mr. 
Parr, have found him guilty in the next lentence. Fie 
blames rhe Governor, p. 36, for not granting 5000 acres 
as fpccified in the w arrant of lurvey, becaule the warrant 
was prior to the royal indrudions; therefore the Governor 
could have beenjuftified in difubeying the royal inftrudtions.

This



This opinion, we are told, will 1 e adopted, “ and mdy 
“ be fupported wirti good rcafors.” The puBfic knows 
who the men are that adopt fuch principles, and Governor 
Parr, “• whofe humanity a«d jt dice are as confpicuous as 
“ his name and candour,” is well aware of them. Con­
gre fs and their Aflbciatc'. trampled on royal ii (trudtions, 
and have ruined themfelves, and the Thirteen United States 
ot America, for, at lead one century. How does this 
opinion of di'obev ing roval indrutiions, and which “ may 
<k be fupported with good realons,” agree with the fare- 
wel fermon of Dr. Inglis, whole invuli erab’e character 
is laid to be above the reach of Vindicators malice, and 
which fo much affected the head and heart of the 
preacher and our Confident Lovai id ? The learned and 
important Doctor told his Ityal congregation, who were 
about to transfer their allegiance from their king td Con* 
grtfs,—It is the duty/of chriltians to be fubjeét to and 
“ obey the civil powçr, not only for wrath but confidence 
“ lake-,” and adds, “ Were I to remain here, and tranf- 
“ fer my allegiance to the new government, I do afiurc 
“ you I would ferve and fupport that government with 
“ the fame fidelity, that I ferved the government under 
“ which 1 have hitherto lived.” The DoCfor furely 
ought to be believed when In fulminates wifdom from 
the pulpit ; and thofe who perte:!ly know his character 
and qpnduét fince his arrival in America, agree with 
the Dodfcor, that he would Nerve any govern mcilt with 
the fame fidelity that he lerved the Briti:h ; x provid­
ed that Government,(under which he lived, coniinfltfd 
him Rector of New Yoik, at 8col. per ann*and ?ool. 
penfion, befnies, chaplainihi|>s, &c. &c. while other cler­
gymen, with ineir tamil es, driven from thfrv pardhes and 
property, were ttaiving for want of aupiaplaipcy.—It may 
not De improper, on account of this mrtffmable charac­
ter, more dignified than elteemed, to afk, Did J b terve 
God ter Nought ? and halt not thou made an hedge about 
him ? However, we find oui Confident Luyalilt was much 
“ affected” by the farewel lermon ot Dr. IngUs : Lu: at

B .this
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this I cannot wonder, fince the reading of it made 
me cry—Alas!—Alas! — If the fermon had affcdted 
more than the eyes and ears of our Confident Loyalid, 
his practice and writings would not have appeared fo con­
trary to the principle on which Dr. Inglis fays “ govern- 
“ ment or iociety fublid"—1 he Dodtor fays, “ it is the 
“ duty of chridians to be fubjeCt to, and obey the civil 
“ powei” — whether Nero, Cromwell, Congrefs, or 
George, whether ordained of God or of men, by law or 
ufurp-ition, whether new rulers or old—“ it is your duty 
“ to be fubjeCt to, and obey.” According to this opi- 
non, power is right, end weaknels is wrong; and Paul 
knew nothing about government when he told his hearers 
the powers that are ordained of Gcd you mult be fubjeCt 
to anchobcy/ Dr. Inglis lugged in “ all-wife Providence” 
as author of the American rebellion and independence ; 
Cromwell, Ireton, and Braddiaw, in the lad century, faid 
no more : and when the DoCtor fhall condelcend to prove 
his pofirions, and to confirm his ideas about chridian go­
vernment, I will allow his Bible to be a code of civil and 
political laws—but not divine.

In p. 36, our Confident Loyalid exculpates Governor 
Parr for refuting 5000 acres to each. Allociator of the 
Fifty-five, allowing his fenfe of dutv and honour, of which 
others (fuch as he and the Fifty-five) cannot fo rightly 
judge, to be his fufficient jutlification—then aflerts the 
Governor might have dilobeyed the King’s inltruCtions 
ivirh impunity. In thi> fituation, the Governor, no doubt, 
mud have had the Fifty-five to be his judges, utherwile 
his condemnation would have been lure.

The Governor is accufed of propofing “ a grant of 
“ one thouland acres to each Aflocia'or. 'Phis pro- 
“ polal made in writing—this folcmn promife was vio- 
“ lated.” Let us lee how this folemn promile was vio­
lated. P. 28, Mr. Bulkeley’s letter. “ One thoufand acres 
“ of land will be granted to fuch of the gentlemen for

“ whom
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“ whom you are agents, as are likely to become rcfidents,"
“ and improve them." The agents deft red the Governor 
to grant 53.000 acres—The Governor replied, Where are 
the 53 men ?—The anfwer was, part are in Europe, part 
in the United Stares, and part in Nova Scotia.— 1 he Go­
vernor fa id, When they are in Nova Scotia, the grants 
will be made, and not till then ;—for I am to obey my 
matter's inftmfitions. Thus “ was violated the lolemn 
promile”—a tin furelv to be pardoned by all people, ex­
cept the Fifty-five aflociated Loyalifts : for even our 
Confident Lovalitt, in the fame page, allows the poor 
Governor the liberty of guiding hiinfeif by a len'.e of 
duty and honor, which he owed to royal inttruCtions re- 
fpetiing 5000 acres.

Page 2. “ The public can have but an im per fed idea 
“ of tranfa&ions at fuch a dittance (as Nova Scotia),
“ efpeciallv when no authentic information is produced,
“ as has been the cafe in the prefent inftance A few 
“ anonymous letters and fquibs indeed have been pub- 
“ lifhed in the news papers, fetting forth thefe com- 
“ plaints thefe, however, we find, are not “ fufficicnc 
“ ground for forming a decided judgment.” Why then 
has our Confident Loyalitt been fo fool hardy as to pub- 
lilh three anonymous letters, written, as he fays, “ by men

of excellent characters,” and moreover “ are not con- 
“ nected with the Fifty-five?”—Men that fpcak evil of jf 
d gutties, and the rulers of the land, like thofc relpec- 
tablc wi iters, deferve not to bear the epithet “ of excellent 
“ characters,” unlefs becaufe they excel the Confident 
J.oyaliti in calumny. Few people will believe thole letters 
upon the authority of ourContittent Lovalitt, after reading 
them and his Remarks, feeing he crottés his own track, 
and often contradicts himlelf. The Vindicator of the public 
conduct of Governor Parr has publifhed letters and papers 
which bear the authors names ; but perhaps they may 
not be deemed of fufticient credibility by the public, as they 
Wuc written and tigned by the Fifty-five aiibcialed I.oy-

R z alitts.
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alifts. In anfwer to this, “ be it remembered," that the 
writings and conft fiions of thieves, robbers, and mur­
derers, are deemed g >od proof againft theinfelves* altho’ 
they are no proof againft an honeft and good man. 
Notwithft.nding the want of authentic information in 
the Vindication ot Governor Parr, the Confident Lov­
ai! ft h id not courage to meet the inferences in the Vindi­
cation tairh drawn from the papers therein publifhed, 
which, in p.y of Remat ks,are owned to he g' nuine, though 
“ furrepti ioufi'. procured but he wiftlv, and no doubt 
with 11 landoyr, and a diipofition to heal rather than ag- 
“ gravate matters,” proceeds from complaining of Mr. 
Parr to infamous abule of “ Efquire Hake, and El- 
“ quire Hardv, and other carmen, oftlers boys, &c. &c.” 
p. 17.—This conduct of our Ccnfiftent Loyalift: will 
bring fhame on himfelf and his brethren. Had he been 
as prudent in this matter as the-quack was in his advice 
to a German nobleman tumbled wuth an head-ache, ro 
curewhichaclyfter was ordered,! ftvnild not have thought 
him more ignorant than the nobleman, w'ho fait!, “ You 
“ blockhead, and quack, I lent for you to cure the pain 
“ in'n.y head, and behold you mean to attack my breech!” 
—What has Mr. Hake, Mr. Hardy, and others, to do in 
the complaints of the Fifty five againft Governor Parr 
and his Vindication ' Or w hat bufmefs had our Confident 
Lovahft to lereen hm felt and his party under the Go­
vernor's proclamation fpage 41 , which fhews “ that diI- 
*• contents and uneafinels had arofc in lèverai of the new 
“ fettle nents, b-caufe they had npt received grants for 
“ the lands which have been afiigned for them." Does 
this proclamation prove that the Fifty-five were not 
the auihors of thofe difeontents ? If ir proves no fuch 
thing, it may be cllcemed an artful doubling ot our 
Confident Loyalift. 11/ore this proclamation is difmifled, 
it is ncccfiary to give its date, viz. January 24th, 1784 ; 
whereas A. Stewart and 1 h. Knox’s terrific letter to 
Governor Parr, >“ wrote with decent, firmnefs," p. 32, 
was dated April 7th, 17S4. 'Ihe Go'crnp let forth, in

*)
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(iis proclamation, f‘ That, as foon as proper furvevs of the 
lands located (hall have been returned, together with 
proper certificates that every perfon having a right to, 
and claiming, lands under his Majefty’s inti ruCtions, and 
who has taken the ufual oaths preferibed by law, and'*' 
alfo has fubferibed the declaration, viz. “ I do acknow- 
“ ledge his Majefty in Parliament to be the fupremc 
“ lcgiflature ot Nova Scotia,” grants fiiall be made out 
to fuch perfon in due form.” Thefe are the royal in- 
ft ruCtions to Mr Parr, which were puHilhed for the 
information of Knox, Stewart, and all others concerned ; 
but were not complied with by the Fifty-five “ molt re- 
“ fpeCtable characters,” nor by other fomenters of the 
difeontents in the new feulements, on the 7th of April, 
1764; nor have they been complied with fin ce by the 
Fifty-five affoci ited Loyalifts : and they never will be 
complied with, if the 8th inference of the Vindication of 
Governor Parr is well founded ; and it appears to be 
well founded, becaufe our Confident Loyalift has not 
denied it; \iz. “ Cne fifth of the Fifty-five are refidepts 
“ in the United Stares, in whofe fcrvice many of them 
“ have been employed, and from whofe part conduct it ■
“ is fair to conclude they will not be very ufeful in dif- 
“ filling and fupporing a fpirit of attachment to the 
“ Biitilh conllitution, and to his Majefty’s royal perfon * 

and family.”—Here is room to alk Colonel Willard, 
whofe character lhall be invulnerable, to pleafe the Fifty- 
five Allociators, Where was your model! y, your me­
mory, your knowledge, when you wrote to his Excel- 
lencv Governor W——-, “ I can truly declare, that the 
“ Aflbciation is conpofed of gentlemen lbyal to a fan 
“ high ' degree, and worthy of the protection of Govern- 
“ ment ?”—It a mandamus counfellor of Malfachufetts- 
Bav, and the renowned Dr. Inglis, RcCtor of New York, 
could fign fuch a falfehood, and affirm to Sir Guy Carle- 
ton, that “ we,” the Fifty-five, “ have ever been ftcady in 
“ our duty as loyal fubjeCls,’* what may we not expect 
fiotn the ftfty-three, whofe characters arc ltfs “ invulne-

“ rable
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“ rable than the characters of Willard and Inglis?”— 
This reminds me of the dranger, who paid a vifit to the 
lions in the tower. The lions growled at the dranger, 
who afked the keeper to let him out, for he did not like 
the noife. The keeper replied, “ No danger, Sir, the 
“ lions are only laughing.” “ Ah,” faid the (franger, “ if 
“ this is laughter, I hope not to hear them cry.”

Suppofing Governor Parr could have forgot all fenfe 
“ of duty and honour,” and had difobeyed the royal 
inflrudions fo far as to grant the 53000 acres to fifty- 
thretf aflbciated Loyal ids a fifth of whom were refi- 

1 dents in the Un'ted States, and fome of whom had 
actually taken the oaths to their refpeCtive States, who 
but Congreb and the Fifty-five could have juftified Mr. 
Parr?—Knox and Stewart, with all their chicanery, 
impertinence, and querulous manœuvres, did not blind 
Mr. Parr and his Council, as the Fifty five “ mod ref- 
“ peCtable characters” blinded Sir Guy Carleton by 
their letter, in p. 9 of the Vindication. Sir Guy Carle- 
ton is not the only general who has been deceived by 
the Junto of Fifty-five, and their invifible Aflbciates, 
(ince the rebellion in America took place. This pha­
lanx of mod afluming characters have duck to all 
the Commanders in Chief, like a fet of Jews, in clofe 
confederacy one with another, to fecure every place of 
gain among themfelves ; and the faCt is, they fucceeded 
in their views, and have been handfomely paid for their 
fervices—altho’never one of them ferved the King in the 
field of battle during the war.—If more pro fof thejult 
and legalconduCt oi Governor Parr reflectin' his refufal 
to grant 53000 acres of land to the fifty three Aflo- 
ciators, which refufal was founded on royal inftruCtions, 
and the noncompliance of the Fifty-five aflbciated 
Dictators, fhould be deemed necefl’ary even in the 
opinion of our Confident L.oyalifl, he fliall have it.— 
A number of pcrfuÿs, calling themfelves Loyalifl-, 
who adhered like leeches to the royal army from 1776 to

1 0 ^1 /uj>
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1783» and enjoyed their own eftates on the 
Iflands of New York, Staten, and Long Ifland, with 
four times the profit ever received before the rebellion, and 
penfions befides from the Treafury of England, thought 
proper to fell their eftates at an advanced price,and to goto 
Nova Scotia with the foie view of fleecing the Loyalifts, 
as they had done the Royal army and navy. Part 
of thofe gentry went to the town of Shelburne, under 
pretence of fettling thette, “ and of being, defirous of 
“ continuing to enjoy the benefits of the Britifti con- 
“ ftitution.” When thofe “ mod refpedable characters’* 
arrived at Shelburne, they were among the firft people 
who located their town lots. They drew for their lots, 
and thofe who drew the beft fituated ones were difpofed 
to fell them to others, who the fellers knew could never 
return to the United States. Thofe bafe men fold their lots 
for one hundred guineas, and had no right to fell, till they 
had grants from the Governor, which they knew could not 
be made out, unlefs the grantees were qualified according 
to the royal inftrutiions, and they defigned not to be thus 
qualified. When they had fold their lots at Shelburne, they 
repaired to other new fettlements to play off their okl tricks, 
and were fuccefsful, till the Governor’s proclamation above 
cited came our, in thefe words—“ Whereas feveral per- 
“ fons to whom no grants have been made, have not- 
“ withflanding made pretended fale of the lands afligned 
“ to them, and have received confidtration therefor— 
“ this is therefore to fignity, that no grants of land fhall 
“ pal's to any other perfon or perfons, than to thofe in 
“ whole names the original warrants were iflued, and 

*“ have fettled on fuch lands.”—Nearly three months 
after this proclamation was publilhed in the Nova Scotia 
Gazette, Knox and Stewart, agents for the Fifty-five 
alfociated Loyalifts, had the audacity to infult Governor 
Parr with their impertinent letters, and endeavoured to 
bully him and the Council into a compliance with their 
demands, which compliance they knew would be re­

pugnant



pugnant to his own proclamation, the royal infiruétions, 
and the prayers and wifhes of every real fubjeft in Nova 
Stotia. Our candid Confident Loyalift has written one 
truth, and I give him credit for it, p. 36, “No one, at 
“ leaff, fli ou Id blame him [the Governor] for this -, as 
“ a gentleman, in I'uch cafes, fhould be guided by a 
“ fenle of duty and honour, of which others cannot fo 
“ rightly judge." From the date of the Governor’s pro­
clamation, complaints have been fpread againrt Governor 
Parr and his Council by the difeonrented in Nova Scoria 
and England. Who are thofe difeontented plaintiffs?" 
If credit is to be given to the words of our cih^d Con­
fident Loyaliff, p. 37. we muff believe and remember, 
that “ the Fifty-five Affociators neither made, nor pub- 
“ lifhed any complaints againlt Governor Parr ; they 
“ had but little caufe of complaint till lalt fpring.”— 
If this be true, the public may depend upon it, that 
Governor Parr is not blameable for obeying histMajefty’s 
inftru&ions prior to “ laft fpring,” whatever he may be 
by obeying future royal inftrud:ions,fince “ lafi fpring.” 
In the fame page we are told, that “ complaints were 
“ made, and fome of them publilhed, though not by 
“ the Affociators, is pretty clear.” This is as prettily 
faid as any thing I ever heard Paid by Dr. Inglis, while 
he was Redlor of New York. However, “ it is now 
“ time to enquire into the matter; but before I proceed 
“ to this,” I advife my readers to lkip with me troniy 
p. 37 to 43 of the Remarks, and “ here we find the 
‘‘ grounds of difeontent pointed out, namely, bccaufe the 
“ new fcttlers had not received their lands.” Who, pray, 
is to be blamed, becaufe the new lêttlers had not received 
their lands, except the emigrants, who have paid no 
regard to the Governor’s proclamation, nor taken the 
ulual oaths, nor iubferibed the declaration, nor produced 
certificates or returns of furvey ? 'I he coxcomical writer 
of the Remarks now blames again Governor Parr, for 
not cramming the emigrants with qualifications, oaths

T^Jurveys,
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furveys, returns, grants.—If the'Governor did all thefe 
things, he would then be a tyrant and perlecutor—*-and 
what reafon compels the Governor to do the buTinefs of 
other men ?~*-The Confident Loyalift fays, p.4-i) “ The 
“ Proclamation infinuatrs, that re urns of Purvey, and 
“ certificates of thofe perlons who were entitled to

lands, came in ilowlyThe proclamation intimates 
no fuch hing—but f ppofe it did, was Governor Parr 
to b a.ne for this ? Our pious candid, and Confident 
1 oyalilt, through force of modetiv, as we ma\ judge 
from the renor of his pamphlet fays, “ 1 fhall not 
“ decide how far this circumdance might juftity the 
“ delay of granting lands to emigrants”—never.helefs 
his candour has not prevented him from co demning 
the Governor in many places f r his delays,/altho’ he 
knows th.- delays were e t'relv occasioned by the 
emigrants not qualifying thcmlelves according to royal 
indrutiions.—

P. 34. “ With great labour and expence they ex- 
“ plored the wildernefs and had the land furveyed.”
Half is true, the other fade------for Governor i arr paid
the expence of the E.rvey.

P. 35. *• The lands thus explored are probably granted 
“ away to others ” > Whv not ? fince the Governor 
fufveyed them, and the Fifty-five have not complied 
with the proclamation. Others may have been at the 
expence and trouble of vifiting St. Mary's Hay, 
as well as Goldlberr*, L.ivingftun, and L handler.

“ As nearly as I can judge, all the Afloci itors, 
“ except two or three, will become adu..l efficient fet- 
*• tiers in Nova Scotia.” As nearly as 1 can judge, no 
Loyalid will ever thank them f r it ; and one fifth no 
lofs to England) remained in the îevolted Colonies.

“ Much time has been lod.” Was Governor Parr 
to blame for this ? Did he lend them to England ?

C ' ' Did
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Did he compel them to remain in the revolted Colonics? 
Did he prevent their compliance with his proclamation 
and royal inftrudtions ? Their precious time is as well 
loft as found ; feeing “ they cannot perfonally fupport 
themfelves and, l< as nearly as I can judge," their 
precious time hasnot been fpent in “ diffufing Loyalty" 
in Nova Scotia, the United States, or England.

“ Candour cannot acquit Governor Parr of incon- 
(< fiftency.” What inconfillency can be found in his 
not gr nting the lands which he had furveyed ? Me 
granted 'the furv y by recommendation from Sir Guy 
Carleton, the Commander in Chief—he omitted to 
grant the lands by diredion'from ihe King, who was 
Sir Guy Carleton’s matter ; and, p, 36, he mayybe 
“ juftifiable for this."

P. 36. The Governor, it teems might have efcaped 
the lath of the Fifty-five Aflociators tor a time, if he 
had granted 1000 acres to each Aflociator, on condition 

that, if any Aflociator thould not come to Nova ''cotia, 
“ his ftrre thould revert to the Crown. ’ I defire to 
know why all this expence trouble, and hazard, feeing 
Knox and Steward well knew, that near a dozen of the 
moft refpedaole Fifty five never meant to refide in 
Nova -cotia, but to fell their grants, or to fend tenants 
on the lands in order to become “ efficient fettlers,"" 
fyndics, nabobs, and pateroons. Betides, Governor i’arr 
will experie ce the difficulty of obtaining judgments 
in law to efeheat lands of non-iefidents ; unlefs the 
court thould adopt the advice ot Living!! -n and 
Chandler, p. 21 of Vindication, to tall upon lands liable 
to efeheat belonging not to “ perfons ot v calth and in- 
“ fluence;” a crime which might pats tor Gofpelat New 
York, and Maflachufetts Bay, but is defpifed at Nova 
Scotia, and at the courts of Grcat-Britain, where the

poor



poor have their rights as well as the rich.—Adtl to this, 
Governor Parr thought it full as proper for the Allevi­
ators to wait for his Mnjeftv’s grant till they Ihould > 
arrive‘In the province, as it was for his Majefly to wait 
for their determination, whether they would “ transfer” 
their allegiance to Congrefs, or “ continue to enjoy the 
“ benefit of the Britifh Government.”

From what has been faid, as Clergymen fay when 
they are about to finifh an half-hour fermon, we may 
barn this truth, that Governor l*arr and his Council 
“ have been hardly uled” for their refuting Grants of 
lands to fubjedls of the United States of America, and 
to other people not much better than open Rebels, 
becaufe they will not qualify themfelves according to 
royal inflrudUons, to obtain royal bounties and pro­
tection.

In the remaining part of this Pamphlet, fome fur­
ther notes and ftridtures will be made on the Remarks 
—-as Governor Parr’s condudt (lands clearly juftified, 
if candour, or malice itfelf, fhould be appointed 
judge.

In p. y is affigned tine reafon why an anfwer was 
made to the Vindication, viz. “ Silence might be 
“ coiiltrued into an acknowledgment of guilt.” The 
X i ul'cator knew the Fifcv-five too well to think they 
would acknowledge anf guilt ; he therefore wrote to fix 

j^tlv-' blame upon the perlons who deferved it, and not to 
afperfe any gend man’s charadler ; and among the Fifty- 
live are lome good charaéters, fome indiffèrent, lomc ab- 
folutely bad and unworthy any farther protection from the 
Britifli government. Of this Governor Parr and his 
Council were duly informed ; and inch as join themfelves 
with bad men are pumfhable for keeping bad company.
1 have granted the above to be true, on condition only, 
that the Fifty-five do contradidt the obfervation made by

( '9 )
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cur Confiant Loyalift in p. 34. viz. “ they (the- Fifty- 
“ five 1 wilhed to fettle near each other, and for this pur- 
44 pofe, applied jointly for a grant of land in Nova 
“ xotia ; nor was there any other defign in viewt” 
This declaration is marvellous. Who but our Confident 
Loyalilt could have fuipefted the fécond Pentecod, a 
group of Parthians, Medes, Elamites, Jews, Profelytcs, 
Cretes, and Arabian1:, had no other defign in view, 
44 but to form a neighbourhood in Nova scotia, and by 
44 mutual fociety and fupport foften as much as poflible 
“ their common calamities.” If this pofition had any 
foundation, it follows, that 1000 acres would place them 
more contiguous to each other than five rhouland. Why 
then not content ? fin ce “wade lands in America,’’ we 
are told, p. 13, “ are of little value, requiring more ex- 
41 pence to cultivate and improve them, than to purchate 
44 an equal quantity and quality that is already i nprov- 
44 ed.” Why then did not thofe “ mod refpedable cha- 
44 raders ” purchale land already improved, as they claim 
to be “efficient feitlers ? ” The arrlwer is, “Many who 
44 want land have nor money to purchafc what is improv- 
44 ed, but they have hands with which they can labour. ” 
This is a plain contrad ftion to what the Fifty-five de­
clared in their letter to Sir Guy Carleron : “From our for- 

4 mer rdpedive occupari ms, we lhall l>e unable perfo- 
44 naily ro obtain the means of a tolerable decent fupport. ” 
If the Fifty-five had no money, what merit or realon had 
they to ground their expedations of becoming efficient 
icttlers in the wilds of Nova Scotia ? — where the good 
creatures ‘‘defigned to grant to others in .fee fimple 
44 apart of the lands afhgned them, ” p. 19. By this 
we learn the Aflbciation ol Kilty-five d;d not mean to 
make tenants—for what rcal'on then could the Fifty-five 
defire the King to give them lands which they defigned 

/ again to give away ? The grants therefore might as well
be made to the adual fettlers by the Governor, as to the 
efficient fettlers—unlefs we luppofe Commifi'aries of lands 
to be as neceffirry in Nova Scoiia as they were in New

York,
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York, to (larve the multitude, and enrich themfelves.— 
The Fifty-five mud likewift contradict what is find at 
p. il, viz. “It was agreed (among the Fifty-five) to*'* 
f( petition not for 5000 acres for each Afibciator, as that 
“ libeller fallèly afl'yts, (meaning Vindicator, 1 but for 
“ the fame quantity allowed to Field Officers in his 
“ Majelly’s army. ” How dees it appear that Vindicator 
has written a libel in faying the Fifty five petitioned for 
5000 acres each, feeing the Fifty-five, in their letter to 
Sir Guy Carletun, July 22, 1783, petitioned ‘ to he put 
“ on the fame footing with Field Officers' in his Majelly’s 
“ army, with refpedi to the number of acres ? ” Sir Guy 
Carleton granted, or rather recommended their petition to 
Governor Parr, The allowance to Field Officers in his 
Majefty’s army was publicly known at New York to be 
5000 acres, as appears by the memorial of Mr. Hake, 
and above 600 other figners, Auguft 19, 1783, to Sir 
Guy Carleton -, wherein it is afferted, “ they were inform- 
“ cd that Fifty-five perfons have folicitcd for trails of 
“ land in Nova Scotia amounting to 275,000 acres. ” 
Sayer, Stewart, Livmgfton, Chandler, agents to the Fifty- 
five, it is prefurred, underftood figures : they left Sandy 
Hook Auguft 8, 1783, and, by help of Sir Guy Carle- 
ton’s letter to Mr. Parr, dilcovered, on their tedious 
paflàge of ten days, that, by dividing 275,000 acres by 
55 Alfociators, the quotient would be 5000 acres to each. 
Accordingly, thole well-taught Agents at Halifax, on 
Auguft 28, 1783, delivered their memorial to Mr. Parr, 
grounding on the patronage of Sir Guy Carleton their 
claim of lands, “ to be located in the proportion of 
“ 5000 acres to each of the Fifty-five. ” Can it be lup- 
pofed the Agents, of ‘‘ decent firmnefs and fpirit becoming 
“ men of honour,” went beyond their power by aiking 
for joco acres to be furveyed and granted to each of the 
Fifty-five ? Our Confident Loyalift fays, the Fifty-five 
requefted only “ to be put on a footing with FicîU 
“ Officers.”—Why then have the Agents appealed 
from Mr. Parr to the King and Council for 4000 acres

more
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more than are allowed to Field Officers, inafmuch as Sir 
Guy Carleton's anfwer to the memorial of Mr. Hake 
and others informed the public, “ that his Excellency a 
“ within thefc few days has had reafon to believe that no 
“ one perfon will obtain a larger grant of lands in Nova 
“ Scotia thanTooo acres:” — the meaning of which 
is, his Majefty has informed me, fince I recommended 
the Fifty-five AlTociators to receive 5000 acres each, 
(the quantity formerly allowed to Field Officers,) that 
no one perlon (hall have granted to him more than 
1000 acres. — P. 18. “ It (the counter memorial) pro- 
“ duced no alteration in the lentiments of the Com- 
“ mander in Chief, or of Governor Parr.” If this was 
truc, 1 could not believe the chara<5ler given of Sir Guy 
Carleton in pages 11 and 12 -, becaufe Sir Guy Carleton’s 
anlwcr to Mr. Hake and others, p. 13 of the Vindica­
tion, fays, “The power of iflfuing patents for lands 
11 there, refidcs folely in the Governor, to whom his 
** Excellency (Sir Guy Carleton) will immediately for- 
“ ward the memorial, which he apprehends will arrive 
“ before patents can be made out for the traft of land 
“ mentioned in it.” This anfwer,.alarmed the Afibci- 
ators at New York, who exhorted their Agents, by 
letters, “ to nuke every difpatch in their power to com- 
“ pleat the furvey of the lands mentioned, fcc. to make 
V returns, and obtain letters patent, as loon as 
“ pofliblc.” This mighty hafte, even with the aid ot 
John Riddle, the Deputy Surveyor, and a creature of 
John Potts, and once a rebel Commiflàry, did not pre­
vent the arrival of the counter memorial, fen: by Sir 
Guy Carleton, at Hal fax. It arrived, however, not 
loon enough to prevent the warrant of furvey for 5000 
acres to each Allocator being figned by Governor Parr, 
Augure, 178;. By the 24th of September, 17.83, 
I.ivinglTon and Chandler, two of the Agents, ueryap- 
pnfed cl the arrival of the counter memorial/and of 
(rOve*cr Parr's infirmions “not to grant mere than 

I coo acres of hr.d.to rry ere perlon,” and they re-%4
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flgned their agency. Thus “ the Counter memorial 
“ was treated juft as it deferved.” vBut Governor Parr, 
and the whole body of Loyalifts, as well as the people 
of England, too well know the Fifty-five were not dif- 
cpuraged in their evil purfuit ; although our Confident 
Lbyalift tells them, p. 21, “ Sooif çfter the plan of the 
“ Affociators had been recommended by theComman- 
“ der un Chief to Governor Parr,” ^pjan of jodo acres 
to each of the Fifty - five Affociators,) “ inftruftions 
“ came from England to grant no more than 1000 
“ acres of land to any one Pettier in Nova Scotia.” He 
goes on, and fays, “ When the furvey was returned* 
“ and a patent applied for, the Governor alledged thofe 
“ inftrudtions as a bar to granting more than 1000 
“ acres to each Afiociator.” “Hitherto” (in the fame 
page) “the Affociators had no caufe of complaint 
“ againft Governor Parr, nor did they make any.” 
Hence we fee, by the candid confcffion of our Con­
fident Loyalift, that Governor Parr’s crime confifts in 
not difobeying royal inftrudtions, “ to gratify Fifty-fjve 
“ molt refpeétable characters, who were to fupport a 
“ fpirit of attachment to the Britifti conftitution, and
“ to his Majefty’s royal perfon and family.”------“ Be it
“ remembered,” the Devil took Jcfus up into an ex­
ceeding high mountain, and Ihewcd him all the King­
doms of the World, and the Glory of them ; and faid 
all thete uyings will I give thee, if thou wilt fall down 
and worlhip me. Jcfus faid unto Satan, “Get thee 
“ hence ! ”—“Be it remembered,” that the Devil left
Jefus, and angels miniftered unto him.-------- From
hence it is vifible, that Satan himfelf wanted “that 
“ decent firmneis and fpirir,” boaltcd of lo much as a
fign of honour by our Confident Loyalift.------“ Be it
“ remembered,” that thofe who are loyal, fear God, 
and honour the King—nay, they will eafijy take an hint 
from his Governor, when he tells them, I have a 
mailer whofe laws I am bound to obferve, from a lenfe 
of duty and honour.

P. 4.
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P. 4 *l The Vindicator docs not, nor can he affrrt 

“ it.”—P. 6. “ Rut in the conclufion he becomes pofi- 
“ tive, and aflerts”-------what in page 4 he does not affert.

P. 5. “ I have known fome whofe principles were
“ lovai, take part with the rebels.” “ Be it retnem- 
“ bercd,” trees are known by their fruit.—“ I have alfo 
“ known republicans, flung among the Loyalifts, by 
u caprice, 8tc. &c, to get rid of their debts, &c. &c. I 
“ will not affirm Vindicator antwers to this character.” 
it 1 underltand our Confiflent Loyalilt in his pamphlet, 
he means to lay the two Efquires mentioned page 17 
were loyal, “ to get rid of their debts.” Mr Hake 
owed in England, and not in America ; Mr. Hardy was 
not in debt. If Mr. Hake had a defign againft his 
creditors, he ihould have joined the rebellion, and not 
have come to England.

P. 6. “ No fhndow of proof that the Fifty-five made 
“ anv complaints againft Governor Parr ” P. 37, “ They 
“ made none”—till Aj>ril 7th, 1784, when Stewart and 
Knox threatened Governor Parr to lend copies of all pa­
pers to London ; but it was June 21, 1784, “ that 
“ complaints were publUhed in London,” which caufed
the Vindication------ Who made thefe complaints ? The
iiivifible Company “ of deeper art and keener policy.”— 
F. 3, 1‘ 1 hune til y declare, I know nothing about them, 

•“ nor will 1 be anfwerablc for their conduct.” Why then 
publifh the invifible company’s letters,/No. 12 and 13? 
which are totally contrary ro “ the cull oui I oya-
lilis,” p. 0, “ who I peak not ^ ml of 
P.8, The Kilty-five did “ nothingblalTlcable,,l in applying 
for fends in Nova Scotia—Vindicator cemures them tor de­
parting from the plan held out bv Sir Xjuy Carleton's 
letter to Sir A. S. Hammond ; anti tor endeavouring to 
lupplant their brethren in afflivtioV and for Vrivdtcly 
and cruellv deceiving the Commandeb-ia Chief, by their 
letter founded in error, vanity, and lallehoocLr^Our Con­

tinent
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fiftent Loyalift makes batteries, to (hew his (kill in knock­
ing them down. Whoever blamed the Fifty-five, becaulc 
they applied tor lands in Nova Scotia? F hey are blame- 
able for a (king 5000 acres for each Alfociator, while other 
Loyalifts “ expedfed 5 or 600 acres to each family, and 
“ 300 to a Angle man i” and Sept. 21, 1782, the Rev. 
Mr. Sayre, arid the 01 her invulnerable characters, expected 
no more, as appear! by Sir Guy's letter. Allb, fouie are 
blamed for breach of truft, having accepted an agency 
for the whole, and then acted clandcltinely for a part.

Pages 9 and 10.. The Fifty-five claim the argumenfs 
to themfelves which belong to the whole body ot Loya- 
lilts. Were the difficulties in 178; greater than in 

1 782 r Wny could not the fifty-five tollow their “ hun- 
“ dteds"’ ot brethren to Nova Scot-a in 1783, who 
went in 1782, “ and who had obtained grants of lands ?” 
How does this account agree with p. 47, “ that only 
“ forty-three grants have been made out by Governor 
“ Parr ?”

P. to and elfewhere, our Confident 1 oyalift calls his 
5 3 clients “ refpedtable Loyalifts,’' leaving out the word 
mojl—whether this omiflion was occafioned by a prick of 
confcience, or forgetful nefs, let the public judge ; but if 
from the former, we may hope he will in f uture omit allb 
the word rejpeflable.

P. it. As to quantity of land, “ there was no rule 
“ fixed to go by, July 22, 1783.” This is a diredt 
fallchood : it was fixed by Sir Guy Carlefon Sept. 22,1782, 
at 3 or 600 acres to a family, and 300 to a fingle man.

P. 12. “ No man would dare to afk Sir Guv’s con-
“ currcnce to anv mealure that was not confident with 
“ the ftridtclt probity and redtitud It no man dare 
to afk, yet Fifty-five creatures did afk of Sir Guy Carle- 
ton what was inconfiftent with probity and rectitude. It 
is not material to know whether thofe creatuies are men,.

L) as
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aj they 1‘ h on eft 1 y declare” they know not the invifiblc 
company of deeper art and keener policy.

P. 13. The Fifty-five ‘‘ wifhed not to he underftood as 
“ folkiting a compenlation for their Ioffes.” “This was 
“certainly right”—It it is right, as 1 grant,nearly one half 
of the Fifty five had no realon to expert a competition 
for their Idles or fervices, and one fifth had no claim 
from their loyalty, it was certainly wrong and imprudent 
in the Fifty-five to requeft 5000 acres to each Allbci- 
ator, feeing, “ wafte lands in America are of little 
“ value, and require more expence to cultivate them, 
tl than to purchafe when improved.”—This wonderful 
fetch to juftify an ill defign, is( a (trong reafon againft 
the Fifty-five having any wade lands granted them ; be- 
caufe the more they have granted, the more milerable 
they mull be : nor can a grant of 5000 acres be fo 
great an incentive to the Fitty-five, who were “ to dif- 
“ fufe and fupport a fpirit of attachment to the Britifh 
“ conftitution,” as one Angle acre.

P. 14. The grant of wafte lands, &c. could not be 
confidered as a “ compenlation” for Ioffes, 1er vices, and 
loyalty ; becaufe the lards were worth nothing.—V. 11. 
“ Confulering the rank and characters of the Fifty-five, 
“ let common fenfe judge whether there was any tiling
“ unreafonable in their requeft” of $t>oo acres.------ Our,
Confident Loyal ill here proves, if he proves any thing, 
that the rank and characters of the Fifty-five were rea- 
fonablv noticed by a grant of 5000 acies worth nothing
-------what can be the reafon why the Fifty-five petition
for 5000 acres ?

P. 19. “ Nova Scotia contains thirty millions of
“ acres ; a twentieth part not cultivated ; room enough 
“ for all the 1 .oyahlts.”—“30,0^0!.o\alills went in 1782 
“ and 1783.” Let Mr Parr grant 5000 acres to ear h, and
he will grant 130,000,000 acres.------Half of Nova
Scoria is compoicd of mountains, rocks, and wafle lands; 
v\hy were not the Fifty-five content to let the Loy alills

firft
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firfl locate thtir finall (hare?, and then they might have 
taken their 5000 acres “ in the back lands,” without 
giving any offence : nav, “ they might have granted to 
“ others in fee-fimple, and remained efficient fettlers” 
until the third Pentecoft happened ! If our Confident 
Lovalift had ufed hisfirft thoughts before his fécond, he 

, would have adopted this plan ; for thofe back lands are 
as proper for the Jews, Profelytes, Cretes, and Arabians of 
New Jerufalem, as they are for the church and fchool 
at SiIcbeau. Bifides, “ thofe back lands, at a convenient 
“ diftance, might be more proper for the Fifty-five,'at an 
“ advanced period of life, to form a neighbourhood out 
“ of the reach of nolle and interruption.”------ Our Con­
fident Loyalift, p. 20, accules Vindicator of “ ftupidity 
“ or malice let the public judge. The town-plot of 
Sifcbeau is laid out half a mile fquare, around which is a 
common of 240 acres: back and adjoining the common 
is the glebe, the fir It fettled minifter’s lot, the fchool lot 
and mill lot ; they are half a mile S. 330 W. from the 
town, and a mile from the water's edge : yet our Con­
fident Loyalift juftifies the Fifty-five Cretans in tailing, 
away thefe four public lots, which Governor Parr had 
given to the church, &c. &c &c. and inbead thereof, the 
church and fchool were to he driven into the wildernefs, 
to a convenient diftance” in tie back lands, there to be 
lupported by Fifty-five “ red dragons,” und.r the falle 
pretence that there w-as fcarcely a convenient place for a 
town plot, and that thole lots were not fuffieientlv remote 
from the bullle and hurry of buftnefs. 1‘rayLetour pious 
and Confident Lot alid cry, Where is the harm of all this? 
Did nut the woman flee into the wildernefs ?—

1’. 40. “ Yet the Vindicator infinuates from hence.” 
— I et the public judge, whether Vindicator referred 
only to the palfage cited, or to the whole fermon of 
Dr. Inglis. i\o one ought to defpife the day of fmall 
things, ) et I mud “ Lonelily declare,” that from Adam s 
fall to this day, no lermon was ever filled with more

D 2 flummery,
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flummery, duplicity, doubtful charity, infcrutable non- 
fenfe, egoti(m>. frcc-agency, and neceffity. in p 29, 
he lays, “ lViy fidelity to my fovereign cannot be qucf- 
“ tioned.”- P. 23, he lays, “ my departure is hr from 
“ being wi.fill, or w flied for ; but it is the reluit of 
“ neceflit .” &c. -—P. '5, *• 1 muff in charity lup- 
‘‘ pofe,' &c. &c—the rebels n cant not to do what
they did, and hat they are Hill doing-----P. 27,
“ From my heart I forgive them.’----- P. ">8, “ You
“ will loon be under new Ru'ers, and a new Govern- 
“ ment : when thus fituated, let me admonifh you to 
11 lhcw the fame fidelity that you {hewed to your former 
“ Government.” In plain Englifhthi me ns, it it means 
any thing. Subjects have a right to transfer their allt gl­
ance from the r Icing -, and as ^ où "are foon to extraie 
this r ght, I commend, or, at Irait, do'not difapprove of 
your intei tion, but wiflh I might haVe done the like ; 
and I do afi'ure you, 1 would follow the advice which 
I have r iven you. Quere, how adted Job in a fimilar 
cafe? Tiii is the lpirit and the life of all republicans; 
but totally incqnfificnt with the conflitutiolfol England, 
Prance, and Spain, viz No fubject can transfer his 
allegiance from one Sovereign 10 mother ; for could lie 
do it, treafon might exid, bur rebellion cou d have no
place.----- D . Iiigli wo. Id have fhewed his prudence,
if not his loyalty, by his filence on thi head ; tor it his 
loyal flock are blamed).c for turning rebels, and tranf- 
ferring their allegiance from tlu ir King to (. ongrefs the 
fin lies at the Doctor's door 1 ad the Doc or Ipoken 
to them in the ftvle of beri, turc, he would have laid, 
<( Come out from among them, and be ye feparate, 
“ faith the Lord; touch not the unclean thing; and 
(i< I will receive \nu ; and will be a father unto you, 
“ end ye fhall be mv Ions and daughters, faith the 
“ Lord Almighty/’—J"b trofled in his lo.cteign, and 
fo will all fincere Loyalills in their .

P.41. “I am not an enery.y to Governor Parr.”
Thç
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The G vcrnor undoubtedly has caufe to adopt an old 
faying, “ If an enemy had” written the Remarks, 1 
“ could have borne” them ; «• but it was thou my 
“ guide, my familiar friend ”

P. 43 Remaiking on the Governor’s proclamation, 
the Confident I oyalift fays, “ hi ere wv find the grounds 
“ of dil'content are pointed out ; namelv, becaufe the 
‘4 new terriers have not îeceived their lands.” The negli­
gence of the emigrants wras the caufe,and nottheGovernor. 
Certificate and furveys came in flowly ; but how far this 
negligence of the em grants migh juftify the Governor, 
the Co fuient I oya i i fays he “ lhall not dec de.” 
However, Viator wi 1 decide, and fav, the emigrants are 
g ilty of filicide, and Mr. Parr and hi> Council cannot 
help it. If the emigrants will complain and not be 
fatisfied with the Governor, for their own faults, 1 will 
never cenlure the governor, but detpile the plaintiffs.

P sa4. “ A Letter from a refpedtable Merchant.” 
The wVitcr may poflibly be fo, but we have only the 
aflertion of our Confiftent Loyalift to confirm it. The 
langu ge points him out to have no *• reverence for his 
Sovereign, nor relpetSt for the perfon or character of 
his Reprefentative,”

P. 47. A Letter from a Gentleman of difiinffion, 
“ and of the be.t information.”—Here again the public 
is left to find out the authenticity of an anonymous 
letter, pu lifhed in an anonymous pamphlet. By fome 
accounts in the letter, people acquainted with Nova 
Scotia, and P.fcataqua, may form a judgment who our 
Confident Loyalill intends for its Author. His Jijtinc- 
tton, however, has not taught him to fpeak reverently 
of ‘‘ dignities;”< nd were his charges well founded, it is 
to be prelumed his Majefty had long ago removed the 
grievances complained of.

Viator has not any land in Nava Scotia, nor does
he



>
( 3° )

he expert any -, but was he to feek for lands of Gover­
nor Parr, he would rigidly comply with his proclama­
tion, and then demand a grar.t. If the uqvernor re­
futed, he would complain to his Majefty, and not in 
news-papers.

P. 14 “ He, t the Vindicator ' infinuates, that it 
“ was criminal in the Allociators to fend agents for 
“ the purpofe of exploring lands in Nova Scotia.” * 
Our Confident L.oyahft is indebted to his own creative 
fancy for .this ridiculous idea. Vindicator had not 
infinuated, but charged the F.fty-five with figning and 
prefenting privately to Sir Guy Carleton the letter 
marked No. II. in the Vindicati n, which was incom­
patible with juftice, honour, and integrity, and repug­
nant to the general plan adopted by the LoyAifts 
in 1782—as appears in Sir Guy Carieron s letter to 
Sir Andrew Snape Hammond, dated Sept. 22d, 1782, 
[No. I.] The Rev. John Sayre, one of the Committee* 
for the whole body of l.oyalifts, betrayed his truft, and 
became an agent for the Fifty-five, and went from New 
York with a vie«v to fupplant Botsford and other 
agents of the whole, as well as the Committee of the 
whole, who never knew his defigns till he had left 
New York. After his arrival at Nova Scotia “ he 
“ was treated juft as he deferved,” with contempt and 
neglebt

Our Confident I oyalift has taken great pains to 
prove felf-evident propofitions ; fuch as men may 
appoint agents, or aét for themfelves, without leave 
from the Pope, Emperor, and King. This no one 
ever denied.

P. 15. Our Confident, “ rather healing” Loyalid 
fays, “ It is not material to enquire how Mr. Plake 
“ came to be dubbed with the title of an Efquire, tho*
“■ it be inviterions and raifes curiofity.” It feems, this 
fentence was written to pro/e the author’s wit, learning, 
and candour. But left our author fhould believe this 
myllerious event to be an article of his chriltian fyItem, 
merely becaufe it is myllerious and unknown to him,

and
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and thereby endanger his foul, as he has done his body, 
by his myfterious loyalty, I will explain this myfterious 
matter. Mr. Hake is beholden to his friends and 
acquaintance fur the title of Mr. or that of an 
Enquire, juIt as were S. Blowers, John Dole, George 
Leonard, E. Hardy, Efqrs. But our author goes 
on to Ihew his wit and mirth by way of ridicule. 
“ It is,” fays he, “ of more confequence to know 
“ how he came to be joined with, &<:. &c. as acting 
“ for the LoyaliiL, fince 1 cannot learn he had any 
“ agency in the bufinefs?”—Here our great wit and 
fcho ar takes for granted that Mr. Hake was no com­
mittee rran for the Loyalifts, becaufe, “ I cannot 
“ learn” he was—and," by the candour of this Confident 
Loyalift, “ I cannot learn” he was not That Mr. 
Hake was one of the Committee for the whole body 
of Loyalifts, is as certain as that Meflrs. Seabury, 
Sayer, Blowers, Dole, and 1 eonard were 1 his is 
not to be proved by the papers of Brook Watfon, Efq. 
but by Mr. VVatlbn himfelf, who knew Mr. Hake to 
be one of the Committee, and treated him as fuch, till 
Mr. Hake infilled that Mr. Watfon lhould procure 
him written orders ; which not being done, Mr. Hake 
refigned before any vouchers were figned. I have thus 
far noti.td the objedion to Mr. Hake's being one of the 
Committee for the whole body of Loyalifts at New 
York in 1782. -, becaufe I find our Confident candid 
l.oyalift lays, p. 16, ‘"Some curious anecdote^ indeed 
“ concerning him might be related, and, if necefl'.ry, 
“ may hereafter be laid before the public.” Heie 
our candid Confident Lovali t has turn d himfelf into 
an aftafiin, in w.,unding a character by innuendos much 
worfe than by giving his l< curious anecdotes ” Let 
theie curious anecdotes appear, feeing they ir.uft be 
more proper for the public eye than this lingular 
attack made on Mr. Hake a d his fe low fulferer 
E. Hardy, Efq. This laft gentleman, by the wav, has 
a legal right to plead in'Weftminller-Hall, and con- 
fequently needs no dubbing, like Knox, Stewart, and

Chandler,
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Chandler, to obtain the title Efquire. Thus another 
mylterious truth is publilhed to fatisfy the curiofity of
our Confident L- yal It.----- 1 ut why are Mr. Hake and
Mr. 1 lardy fo roughly handled in the R marks of our 
Confident arc! candid 1 oyalilt.—'-In p. 17 is the anfwer, 
Colo el Wma 1 in his letter t > Governor W—, laid, 
“ ',ome very tu htilemt pt o,.le ; ” our 1 on.ilient Loyalift 
fays, ‘ he very un Indent people were Ifquire Hake 
“ and Efquire E. I aidy,” who wen “ principal aftors’* 
with tht Command r in Chief, again It the Kilt - Five. 
— i,oor men ! they mult pay for their fin, which is 
but litt.e lhort of blaf hemy. In the fir It place, thefe 
two ng.ith-bred g< n lemen, Hake and Hardy, having 
not the fear of God before their eyes went to America 
fome fifteen years ago, the fir t a merchant, and lec<md 
a lawyer -Secondly, they drew the memorial counter 
to the views of the Fifty five ‘ m< It refpetiable cha- 
“ rafters.” and figned it, as did above 600 other Loyalifts 
with their own hands. 1 hirdly, thefe two gentlemen, 
with others, prefen ted the memorial to Sir Guy 
Carleron, and prevailed over the Fifty five All this 
would have been venial, had not Colonel Willard and 
the Rev. Dr. inglis, and a few more very great and 
learned men, met with their fuperior> in jultice, 
learning, and generofuy.— Poor men ! I know your 
characters and h.id you oftinded heaven, you might 
have hoped for pardon ; bi t, alas ! you have tinned 
again It -» Mandamus Councilor of Mallachufetts-Bav, 
and the late Rector of the church at New York, and 
mult die by the hydra’s tooth," or an aflaliin’s javelin. 
—Hardy ! behold your inLription, p. 17 . ‘ Efquire 
“ Hardy is now purfuing the lame tur ulent meaiures, 
“ and plaguing the poor Loyalift-. in Nova Scotia, as
“ formerly in New York.”---- — O dear—O dear !
—This inlcription means, that Efquire t tardy is ltill 
the proteftor of the real Loyalilts againft the machi­
nations of Colonel Willard and his k molt relpeftable 
“ Fifty-five."—Before 1 quit “ this goodly brace of 
“ Efquires, to whom the counter memorial owes its

“ birth”
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** birth,” as faith our Confident Loyalift, I will record 
one remarkable faite hood charged againft them in the 
Remarks, p. ly: “ The one figned it” ( the counter 
memorial ) ‘‘ in In half of the whole.” Sir Guy 
Carleton has each figner’s name, written with his own 
hand. All this 1 do not fuppofe will caule our 
Confident Loyalilt to blulh or own his guilt ; for 
candour, jufticr, truth, live with confidence, a perfect 
ftranger to the a ithor of the Remarks, in which are 
too many contradictions to be noticed in this prefent 
pamphlet.———Our Confident Loyalid, to (how he is 
podefied with a prophetic fpirit as well as an evil one, 
affirms in p. 17, thar, if Mcflrs. Hake and Hardy 
u had been invited to j dn the Afibciators, we never 
“ had heard of this memorial, and the lvheme would 

have had their full approbation.” This invidious 
prophecy brings to mind what Satan fa id to God about 
Job, “ Put forth thine hand, and touch all that he 

hath, and he will curie thee to thy face.” The 
event proved Satan to be a falfe prophet —Faffing all 
farther remarks on this illiberal charge, let us fee 
what is faid about the memorial. P. 17, “ It was

drawn up, compinning of imaginary grievances : 
“ Carmen, Olliers, Boys* See, were Solicited to fign 
“ it.*’ Suppofe this mighty charge all true, (which is 
not true,) what then!* In p. 18 wc have this in­
ference ; “ and the lew people of anv note or credit 
Ci who wertj periuaded to (ign it, were afhaincd of 
“ what they had done, when matters were properly 
“ explained to them.” This mode of writing re- 
fern blcs the Ruflic’s Logic—The lather was a man, 
the fon like the father, ergo the Ion was a goofe.—1 
prefume iomc dubbed Dodor m Divinity mult have 
had a hand in this pamphlet of contrarieties, or fome 
H’berman genius mult have feized the pen of our 
Confillent Loyalilt ; otherwifc he would nor have written 
fifty-two pages to prove larmcn, Olliers, Boys, &:c. were 
not more uleful fubjeds in Nova Scotia, than Fihy-

E five
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five “ mod refpedtable characters, who are unable 
« perfonally to obtain the means of a tolerable decent 
“ fupport.” The public would naturally have believed, 
the Fifty-five aflociated Loyalifis, notwithfianding their 
high rank and rcfpcâabiluy, were a public nuifance, 
as they fay they cannot pcrfonally fupport themfelves, 
had they not told Sir Guy Carleton, that they 
conftimly had pofiefled “ great influence in his 
“ M ..jelly's American Dominions,” and might or 
would be “ highly advantageous in diffuling and 
“ fupporting a fpirit of attachment to the Britifh 
“ Confiitution, as well as to his Majefty’s Royal 
“ Ptrfon and Family. * How far they have been 

* uftful in this momentous concern, let the public judge 
from the Remarks of our Confident Loyalift, and the 
anonymous letters inferred in his ingenious p^piphlet. 
Thofe faithful and loyal fubjeCts have a curious mode 
of “ lupporting a fpirit of attachment to the Britifh 
“ Confiitution,” whilst hey abufe the King’s Governor 
and Council of Nova Scotia, fur not trampling under
foot Royal infirudtions.--------- 1 have read over the
names of the ligners to the coiuiter memorial printed 
in Morton and Hurnor’s NewrYurk Poll of Augufi 
22, 1783, and find them to be men of real merit, 
and m >lt of them ab’e farmers -, and I think it my 
duty on this occafion to tell the public, that, after 
deducting ten from the Fifty-five, 1 will rifk my 
reputation on this aff mon, that, taking Forty-five of 
any pare of the 600 figners, and their characters and 
efiâtes in 1775, they were much lupcrior to Forty five 
of the f ifty-live Alfociators. If this be a truth, the 
public can eafily judge of the propriety of our Con­
fident Loyalifi, who calls the 600 figners of the 
counter Memorial, “ Carmen, Ofilers, Boys, &c.”— 
1 have known many gentlemen by birth, education, 
and fortune, who during the Rebellion fled to New 
York, proud of becoming Waggoners, Carmen, 
Ofilcrs, Servants, Soldiers, Waiters, in order to ferve

their



( 35 )
A

their King, to fupprefs the rebellion, ?nd to fupport 
themfelves by their induftry ; although no one of the 
Fifty-five can boaft of having done the leaft fervice to 
the Royal cattle, but as commifiaries, and other clerks, 
in which Rations many made themfelves rich, at the 
expence of honour, jultice, and confdcnce.

Our Confident Loyalift, p. 19, a(ks, “ Did not the 
“ Afiociators claim an undue proportion of land ?” 
He anfwers, “ By no means.” In p. 11 he fays, “ And 
“ confidering the rank and characters of thele pe- 
“ titioners, let common fenfc and common candour 
“judge, whether there was any thing unreafonable, 
“ unfair, or ungenerous, in luch a requefi.” Here then 
the ilTue is joined on the rank and characters of thefe 
u moft refpedablc” petitioners.

Sir Guy Carleton, in his letter to Sir Andrew Snape 

Hammond, in behalf of the whole body of Loyalilts, 
p. 7 of the Vindication, writes thus : “ Their expréta- 
“ tion is, that they (hall be accommodated with fuch 
“ tradts of unappropriated lands as they (hall chufe to 
“ fettle in, and 5 or 600 acres be granted to a family, 
“ and 300 to a (ingle man.” This letter was dated 
Sept. 22, 1782, and was publicly known at New York. 
July 22, 1783, the Fifty-five Afiociators petitioned Sir 
Guy Carleton to be “ put on the lame footing with 
“ field officers in his majcity’s army, with refpeCt to the 
“ number of acres :” that is to fay, 5000 acres to each 
of the Fifty-five. Sir Guy Carleton yielded to their 
humble and modeft requelt, becaufe they had the ai- 
furance to tell him, “ they were Loyalilts of the itrolt 
‘‘ refpect able characters, who have corifiantly had great 
“ influence in his majelty’s American dominions.” No 
one ought to cenfure Sir Guy Carletoit Tpr believing 
what was told him under their fignatures ? fdr “ he was 
“ a Itranger and they took him in-,” and/4 he had a heart 
“ to fympathize with the Loyal ids in their diftrtfs”-—

E 2 and
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and dcfenres the gratitude of all.-------On A\jguft f,

1783, was delivered to Sir Guy Carleton a counter 
m* m trial, figned by above 600 p rf>ns, (hewing Sir 
Guv the prvfumptiun of the F*rtv five, in daring to 
miflrad his Exce lency in the mannenthey had done. 
Sir Guy was convinced of the error committed, and 
put a (top to the grant, by immediately fending tor- 
ward the counter memorial to Governor Farr.

To make th' proper companion between the F fty- 
five “ molt rcfpcftable characters,” and the whole body 
of Loyalifts, 1 will begin with the province of New. 
Hampfhire, travelling fouihward, and mention mafi 
againft man in each itatc.

“Mojt rtfpeflablc CharaEIcrs.” Tfe contraft.

New Hampfhirc.
Col. E. G. Lutwichc Col. S. Holland 
Mr. Hugh Hcnderlon T. McDonogh, Efqt

Maffachufctts-biy.
Mr. J. Anderfon S. Gajdener, Efq.
Mr. C. Barrell Sir W. PeppcrreU 

Col. P. FryeMr W. Campbell 
M'. R Chandler 
Mr. N Chandler 
Mr. N. Coffin 
Mr. W. Chipman 
Mr. B Davis 
Mr. S. Goldlberry 
Mr. J. Taylor 
Mr. W. Taylor 
Hon. Col. A. Willard 
Mr. Abel Willard

Hon. Col. J. Vaflall 
Hon. Col. Murray 
Hon. Gen. Ruggles 
Hon Col. Brown 
Hon. D. Leonard 
Hon. H. Grey 
B. Hollowcll, Elq. 
C Puxton, hfq. 
Judge Auchmuty 
Hon. Judge Oliver.

Rhode Illand.
Capt. DawfonMr. T. Banniftcr

Walter
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Walter Chaloner, Efq. 
Mr. J. Clarke 

V Hon. J. Maud (ley 
Mr. J. Watfon 
Wm. Wanton, Efq,

Col. Whiteman 
G. Rome, Efq, 
Rev. G. BilTet 
Capt. R. Fcrgufon 
Capt. Duffy.

Connecticut.
Captain A. Camp Col. J. Chandler
Rev. J. Sayre 1^. Botsford, Efq.

New
Col. Billop 
Rev. J. Bowden 
B. Crannell, Efq.
Col. A. Cortelyou 
Mr. T. Horfefkld 
Rev. C. Inglis, D. p.
Mr. T. Knox 
Mr. J. Moore 
James Peters, Efq.
Mr. H. Peters 
Mr. J L. C. Roome 
Capt. D. Scabury 
Col. B. Seaman 
Mr. R. Seaman 
Rev. J. Sayre 
Mr. J. Taylor 
P. J. Livingfton, Efq.
J. Wilkins^ Efq.

York.
Hon. Col. Philips 
Hon. Gen. Delanccy 
Col. B. Robinfon 
Hon. Judge Ludlow 
J. Jauncey, Efq.
Sir J. Johnfon 
Rev. H. Munro 
Hon. Col. Axtill 
Col. Crugcr 
Col. Wm. Bayard 
Rev. J; Beardfley 
Col. Delancey 
Hon. Col. E. Fanning 
Col. Claus
Rev. S. Seabury, D. D. 
J. T. Kempe, Efq.
Col. Guy Johnfon 
H. Cuyler, Efq.

Mr. A. Bell 
Mr. C. Campbell 
J. Longfworth, Efq. 
Rev. G. Panton 
Hon. S. Skinner 
Mr. J. Smith 
Col. G. Taylor 
|yir. W. Taylor

New Jerfey.
Ion. Judge Ogden 
[on. Gen. Skinner&

&

Col. Bufkirk 
Rev. G. Lydtkker 
Hon. D. Cox,

( Lieut. J. Moody 
B. Legrange, Efq.
H- Johnfon, Efq.

^ennfylvania.
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J, Potts, Efq.
Pennfylvania.

$. Shoemaker, Efq.

Rev. H Addifon 
Mr. A. Stewart

Mr. T. Blanc 
Mr. J. Fenley 
Mr. S. Dunaldfon

Maryland.
Rev. J. Boucher 
Col. Chalmers.

i

Virginia.
. Rev. J. Agnew 

Major Grimes 
J. Goodrich, Efq.

55 of the Signers to Mr. Hake's Memorial.

E. Hardy, Efq.
J. Robinfon, Efq.
J. Rankin, Efq.
J. Bunnel, Efq.
Th. Barker, Efq.
A. Hardenbrook, Major 
J. Dickenfon, Major 
J. Huggerford, M. D.
C. Career, M. D.
H. Law, Captain 
J. Gidney 
A. Graves 
J. Minihull 
C, Benfon 
J. Bell
W. Cunningham
L. Bufkirk 
J. Pell
D- H. Mellows 
J. Fowler 
T. St. Croix 
T. Dickenfon, Mr.

S. Jarvis, Mr.
M. Jarvis 
W. King
— Thompfon
— Ried
D. J. Katcham 
A. Law 
J. Fox 
J. Blair
N. Loafborough 
D. Dunfcomb
T. Blaufelt 
J. Bicker
S. Baxter
T. Cain 
Amos Fowler 
Aaron Fowler 
Andrew Fowler 
Widon Fowler 
James Fowler 
Jofiah Fowler 
Jonathan Fowler

L. Fegan,
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L. Fegan, Mr.
T. Hanford 
J. Thorne 
S. Dickinfon 
J. Evans 
L. Owen

Here the public ha/Vc the Rank of the Fifty-five 
“ moft refpedable charaders,” contraftcd by fifty- 
five other loyal Americans of the fame States ; and by 
fifty-five of Mr. Hake’s Carmen, Oftlers, Boys, whofe 
Loyalty, Service, Property, will atone for the want of 
Rank. The next qurftion refpeds the cbarafters of the 
Fifty five “ moft refpedable petitioners, who have ever 
“ been fteady in their duty as loyal fubjeds,” p, 8 of 
the Vindication.

Samuel Donaldfon was a rebel committee-man, then 
a fpy at New York, and fin ce the war has returned to 
his eftate, and taken the oaths to Virginia ftate.—The 
Honourable J. Maudflcy joined the rebellion, till the 
royal army took pofieflion of Rhode llland : he then 
pretended loyalty, and at the end of the war fatisfied 
the ftate of Rhode Ifiand, that he had during the rebel­
lion been a faithful rebel. They reftored him to his
property, and he has taken the oaths to that ftate.------
Thefe are the two names (moft probably) which Go­
vernor ^irr ftruck out of the lift of the Fifty-five pe­
titioners, for which the poor Governor is cenfured by 
our Confident Loyalift, p. 28, becaufe they are, “ men 
“ of irreproachable charaders.”----- Pei haps our Con­
fident Loyalift may chufe to fay, thefe are not the 
two names ftruck out of the lift by Governor Parr, but 
the names of Col. C. Billop and Col. B. Seaman. If 
this (hould be the cafe, the Governor aded equally 
juft and proper ; for thefe two gentlemen had fold 
their eftates to^reat advantage before New York was 
evacuated, and although good lubjeds, did not merit

fuch
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Jeremiah Fowler, Mr. 
W. Peters 
J. Burket 
T. Auftin 
G. Rync.
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fuch didinétion as the Fifty-five claimed, for diffufing 
“ a Ipirit of loyalty in Nova Scotia.”

John L. C Roome, late fecretary to feveral com­
mandants at New York, would have had no rcafon 
to lament the war in point of gain, hid not General 
Robertfurt dilcovered his dilhonourable practice of 
taking fees of people for doing his official bbfinefs, and 
compelled him to aovertife in a Ncw-York paper, that 
he ftood ready to return the money which he had unduly 
taken. Whether Mr. Roome, in this matter, made his 
declaration with as much fincerity as Zacchcus uid, is 

. not my part to determine

John Potts, Efqi was loyal till the evacuation of 
Philadelphia, then he offered half of his property to 
the rebels, if they would redore him to the other half-— 
but the rebels thought the whole to be better than the 
half.

The Rev. H. Addifon was a gentleman of large 
property, and a zealous good fubjedt, and of courfe 
driven out of the country. On his arrival in England* 
Lord North allowed him a penlion of 150I. per Ann. 
to fupport himielf and fon : nor would L.ord North 
make any addition, although Mr. Addiion’s coachman 
and footman in America annually had better penlions. 
Difgulted at this treatment, he refigned the penfmn, 
and went back to New York, wifely judging his great 
edate in Maryland preferable to the lcanty allowance 
above mentioned. He endeavoured to m.ke his peace 
with the rebels, and be reitored to his property. The 
rebels judged the world would efieem them a frt of 
idiots, to give 30,000!. for the fidelity of a man whom 
the Prime Minidcr of England edimated to be worth 
only 150I. per ann. therefore would not permit the re­
turn of Mr. Addifon. " ,

Mr.
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Mr. A. Stewart, of “ deren fpirit and firmnefs,” is the 
perfon, who on the trial of C.ipt. I .ippincot did not appear 
in the molt rcfpe&able iighr ; for he was the man who 
brought a letter to Capt. Lippincot, defiring him to copy 
and fign ir, in order to exculpate the board of Directors, 
and to take the bla ne on hindi If f ir ex cutirig Captain 
Huddy. Captain Lippincot, not Jufpcclmg the defign 
wrapped up in tne letter, was fitting down ro copy 
it, when he was arreltrd by the Provoft Marfhal. If 
Lippincot had copied ,-,nd figned the faitl lctu r, it would 
have lereened the guilty, and prob bly capitally con­
victed himfelf, for having acted without orders from 
the Board of DirrCtors.

4 H. Peters, J. and XV. Taylor, J.Blane, &c. were once 
on the fide of Rebellion, and profefle(d Loyalty aftef 
General Howe took poflertion of New Ydrkl

'̂ / - -I.

The Hon. Col. XVillard, we are taught to believe, 
p. 38, is one of the mort invulnerable characters among 
the Fdty-five. The Vrindicator may thank his “ dul- 
tC ntfs and malice” for being luch a wretched blockhead 
as to feize the bull by his horns : if he had had the 
wifdom and candour of oui Confident Li yalirt, or the 
jurtice of P. J. Livingllon and N. Chandler, lie would 
have leized nun by the tail, p. 21 of X7indic.tior-—
If any blame was to be fixed on any one conctn e 1 in 
the nefarious tranlaébon of the biity-five, it juftly 
falls on Col. XVillard, whole fnuation * at New York, 
and character as a Mandamus C'unfcilor and Comrr.if- 
fary, gave him the opportunity, which he improved, to 
impofe on the benevedent and ten Jer feelings of Sir Guy 
Carleton. No ranedur is due to, or was ever intended 
by Vindicator agairfft Mr. XVillard or Allocates: he

* See Mr. Willard’s Inftru&ions to Mr. ooiuioi rry, - 
Knox, “ as from his fituation, and the inter tfi he has,’ 6'C
p. 2*

F
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only flared fa6b and drewTome inferences, which have
been anfwered with ridicule, negation1-', and abule.------
C d. Willard v as a reputable farmer in the Province of 
Mallai hufets-bay—did that author:fe him to fign falfe-
i'.oods to Sir Guy Carletun and Governor W------ ?--------
In i 774, Mr. Willard was appointed one of the Council 
by a Mandamus from the King; duVs that authorife him
to fign fall;hoods r------ The policy of Governor Hut-
chinion made Mr. Willard one of the Council—from 
this appointment Mr. Willard’s political cunverfion is 
t ) have its date—Many years he had been one of the 
Governor hunters, even from Governor Shirley’s day 
—But did this convn Ton authorife him to fign fail'd -
hoods ?------If Mr. Willard merits a g'-ant of 5000
acres I am willing he fhould have i-—Why did he 
pur himfclf on a level with rag, tag, and bob, who had
no claim to fitch diffinétion ?----- If our Confident
lyvyalilt had not luffered his candour to overpower his 
ordinary learning, he would nut have fuffered his im­
pudence to kick truth in open day, by faying Colonel 
Willard is not excelled in point of “ ftrict integrity and 
“ uprightnefs.” Has not Colonel Willard plainly figned 
papers in behalf of the Fifty five, which no man can 
repr at without a bluffi ? Does “ his hiving Government 
“ ft vera 1 thou land pounds,” while Commiffary of frcfli 
provifions, authorife him to fign fall .hoods ? Is this 
the hero of the party unarcuftumed to blame ? Is this
your invulnerable, head ?------The very name of a Com-
nrlLiy may be difgraced by a falfchood. Wt are to d 
I y our Cotliilent Loyal ill, that the Fifty-five “ have 

lacrificed every thing but a good conlcierice and' 
I will venture to add, that every man who juflifirs the 
letter to Sir Guy Carlcton by the Fifty-five, has no 
confcience to lar rificc.— The boaff of Mr. Willard’s 
intenriry and cummiflarial uprightnefs brings to mind 
an anecdote of the King of Pruffîa. '1 he King de­
li red one of fiis attendants to order the Commiffary to 
be hanged ; the gentleman afkcd which of them ? The

King
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King replied, “ Ei;her of them -, for they are all alkc.”
------But Mr. Wiilaul has “ faved Government lèverai
“ thoufand pounds.” Pray, Mr. Confident L'>yniid, 
has he not faved to hi m le If and nephew many thoufa id 
pounds more than they were worth when the Rebellion 
began ? If not, he has aCted out of character, and ought 
to be lent to the King of Pruflia. Colonel Willard, we 
are told, “ is well known lo are the whole Fifty-five; 
but no one will trull them, if they perlcvcre in affecting
themlelves to he “ of inolt refpectable characters.”----- -
I will now leave this Councilor, not of Arimathca, but 
of MafLchufetts-bay, dr firing our .Confident Loy­
al id to compare his anonyjjaous letters with page q, 
and then tell n.e it he belies the Fifty-five, and their 
invilible AfT.dates, “ reverence their King in the perfon 
“ of his reprefentaiivc ?”

I fiy, with our Confident I.oyalid, p. 9, “ I would 
“ much rather throw a veil over their infirmities, than 
“ cxpole cafual errors,” would the writer of the Re* 
mai ks on the Vindication of Governor Parr have granted 
me that favour. But ! am like a bullock un iccudomed
to the yoke, drawn to the battle-axe.------Dodo; Charles
lug!is.—A whom, our Confident Loyahlljoblerves, p. 39, 
“ ,it is needlels to fay much”—as he iVthc fécond molt 
invulnerable champion and chandler ranked among the 
Fifty-five molt rdpeClable,“ ufho have ever been dead y 
“ m their duty as loyal lubjeps, and who have con- 
“ ltantly had great influence in his Majelty's Amer can 
“ dominions.”------Could 1 give credit to our Con­
fident Loyahft i t ipe ding the characters of Colonel 
Willard and DoCtor Inglis, 1 fhould entertain no high 
opinion^ of ihe whole Fifty-five, nor put any trud in 
them. 1 low proper the laying off an ancient King is 
on *t!.is occafion, mud be left ip the public: “ Surely 
“ men of low degree are vanity, and men of high 
“ degree are a he ; to be laid in the balance, they arc

altog' ther fighter than vanity.” We learn, he (Dr.
i 2 L,„i
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Inglis)'W2S tf univerfally known to all"—an odd phrafr, 
but well intended, no doubt, by its author. Well, it 
(hall be deemed good grammar—“ he was univerfally 

known to all who were at New York during the late 
“ Rebellion,” even to mother Plantaine, the Captive'-, 
the diftieft d widows and fatherlcfs, to the army, to the 
navy, and to the author of Cicero’s Letters.—But was 
the Sliunamites chamber known ? or did the hungry 
ever turn into his h ou ft to e~t bread ? “ He was uni-
“ formly loyal, but it is unneceiftry to tell them” of 
it—he was active on the part of Government—not 
(i adtive in his exertions,” * as our Confident Loyalift: 
reports ; an idiotic exprefiion from the North of Ireland, 
or Goofe-Creek in America, In all thefe things the 
Doctor’s “ character is beyond the reach of our Vindica, 

tor’s malice.” This may be true ; but the invulne­
rable Dodur’s charadcr is not above nor beyond Via­
tor’s pen,

Permit me to afk our Confident Loyalift, how Charles 
Inglis came into America? into the Church ? and got 
dubbed with the title of Dodor in Divinity ? Thefe 
quvftion arc “ not mare: ial, although myfterious” almoft 

univerfally to all.”—Some thirty years ago he made his 
bill appearance in Pennsylvania, ragged enough, ‘‘ God 
biefs him !” as faid the blind fidler, whom the poor will 
rather lead about thin ttarve. He kept an Engl.fh 
fchool, knowing how to read and how to write. Here­
in he excelled his invulnerable brother. He was 
troubled with dreams and vifions ; for lie was a vifionilf, 
and wi 11 (killed in J ict.b Behmen’s darknefs. He prayed 
and pieaehcd at horfe-raccs, and in feven years among 
fedarians got a name of being pious. The Rev. Dr. 
Peters of Philadelphia, the great patron of religious

* What feats might have been done by the Doflor's-paflive exer­
tions, or by his retrograde prog!elîîon», mult be left to the pio- 
phttic fpirit of cur Conliltein L--n aliit and future Grammarians.

whites
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whims and exotic plants, became his friend, and recoin, 
mended him to the Bifhop of London for holy orders ; 
accordingly he was ordained and appointed Miflionary 
at Dover on Delaware. Here he married and preached 
powerfully, having flrong lungs and a new heart. 
Here follows a fpecimen of his divine harangues : 
“ Sinners may think thcrnfrlves wife in this world, 
“ but they will find themfelves damn’d fools in the 
“ next,” Some fanciful people at New York, hearing 
of our new divine by the friendfhip of the Kev. Mr. 
Whitefield, and the Rev. Mr. Duché, invited Mr. Inglis 
to come and preach the Gofpel at New Y'ork ; becaufe 
Dr. Auchmuty, Dr. Cooper, and Dr. Ogilvy, preached 
Morality and the Fear of God. Mr. Inglis accordingly 
came, and in his fermon faid, “ I glory in being called 
“ a Merhodilt, for 1 am not afhamed of the crofs of 
“ Chrifl.” Our Confiftent Loyalift, who ftems fpitefui 
againft “reftlefs turbulence, and a levelling difpolition,” 
by the Sermon was “ affcdled much and nothing 
would prevent a fchifm in the church, was the cry, 
but Mr. Inglis, whofe i'piritual knowledge was ortho­
dox, becaufe myfterious. Mr. Inglis, in (hort, became 
a Curate at New York, “ rather to heal than exag- 
“ gerate matters.” Thus Mr. Inglis had “ great in- 
“ fluence.” Upon the death of Dr. Auchmuty, the 
Reftor, in 1777, Mr. Inglis was chofen Redtor ot New 
Yo:k by his influence conflantly had with the party that 
brought him from Dover. Now a Rcdtor, it was 
high time to kick down the ladder on which he 
had mounted ; for it was neceflary to become all things 
to all men, that he might gain the mote. From 
this time our orthodox Redtor laid afide what he 
formerly called Gofpel Preaching, and openly an­
nounced his new converfion, “ that to fear God and 
“ pradtife Moiality was the fpirit and the life of the 
“ Gofpel.” His old and fait hi ul friends left him, and 
formed their long-threatened lchilm—no matter for 
that, fmee the Doctor had gained ten times as much as
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he had loft. Dr. Chandler and Dr. Cooper were fo 
highly pleated at the converfion of this learned divine, 
(his learning was purely fpiritual ; for human education 
had never been his fortune,) that they recommended 
him to the univerfitv of Oxford to be dubbed Dodtor 
in Divinity.—Henceforward our Redtor is to be callyd 
Doctor ; and it is to be hoped gratitude will prevept 
the Doftor from again transferring his confcience to tfye 
Methodifts, if he flvauld transfer his allegiance from his 
Sovereign, to any kind of new government that may 
fpring up.—The Doctor has but lift* reafon to com­
plain pf his lofles in confequence of the rebellion, al­
though lie has loft his fécond wife’s fortune, feeing he, 
as Redtor, Cnaplain, and Penfioner, has anually had an 
income of iz and 1400I. fterling ; neither of which 
“ molt probably” would he have enjoyed, had not the 
rebellion happened. — The Dodtor, we have been told, 
“ was univerjally known to all, and his property very 
large” — No wonder, finceche Dodtor was lo griping, 
as to drag before Alderman Waddell poor loyal women 
and men for his furplice-fees •, and “ be it remem- 
“ bered, ” that the Rev. Mr. John Sayre, with a large
family, and a Chaplaincy to lupport them, paid------
(hillings currency, to deliver a poor woman from an 
arrelt and the power of our new Redtor, lhe not having 
wherewithal to pay for her child’s grave, but by her 
labour.—While fuch records remain, Dodtor Inglis’s 
character may be beyond the reach of Vindicator’s 
malice; but he Hull be in reach of my pity and the 
Prophet’s character of blind watchmen, “wnoare
“ greedy dogs that can never have enough.”------The
following anecdote may be added :—“ A certain Prielt 
“ had a legacy of tool, left him by a bad woman, on 
“ condition the Prieft buried her body in the Chancel. 
“ The Prielt looking for his gain from that quarter, 
“ buried the corpie, and obtained the tool, afttnprds, 
“ toiatisfy the veftry and the congregation, he went and 
“ remsved the corpfe to the churchyard, and kept his

‘‘ legacy,
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“ legacy, becaufe he had complied with the condition
“ of the will. ”------Such Priefts ought not to be fee
down among “ refpedtable characters ; ” for they arc 
worfe than lukewarmnefs it ft If, “ and I will fpue them 
“ out of my mouth.”

“ Carmen, oftlers, boys, &c. ” it fee ms, are Mr. 
Hake's figners againlt the Fifty - five, who have feven 
boys among them ; and I wilt), for their own honour, 
they could prove they had ferved the royal caufe with­
out double pay for their fervices, and that they had 
fhewed as much loyalty and difmterefted conduct as the 
“ carmen and the o(tiers. ”

If our Confident Loyalift will reconfider the rank, 
fervices, and lofies of the Fifty-five, and compare them 
with others, he will agree, that the requeft of the Fifty- 
five was ill founded, unreaionable, unfair, “ ungene-
“ rous.”------As many dubious characters feem to have
been admitted in the number Fifty-five, unknown to 
fome of the figners, and feveral of the Fifty-five are 
lofers of much property by their loyalty to their King, 
whatever “ cafual errors” they have been guilty of by 
paffion or otherwife, 1 fee norcafon why theoublicfhould 
not know, that Addifon, Bannilter, Camp*. Crànnell, 
Fenley, Livingfton, Longlworth, Seabury, Skinner), and 
Wanton, are ten of the greatelt fufferers, andVrobably 
have lolt more than the other Forty-five. By this i4o)not 
mean, that othcis of the Fifty-five are not fufferers ; 
for 1 believe there are fome, although nearly half of 
the Fifty-five have had the fortune to gain by the re­
bellion.

I will now take leave of our Confident Loyalid, and 
defire him not to contend with an adveriary armed with 
the two-edged (word, whofe fuppofed malice is not to 
be cured by infult, injury, and inconfiltcncies. Well 

V had



had it been for our Confident Loyalift, if his “ fécond 
“ thoughts ” had not appeared before his firft. May 
the fates preferve him from any third thoughts ! for, as 
Dr. Watts writes, “I had rather fpare my foe, and 
“ melt his heart with love.”
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