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To DANIEL of St. Two. JENIFER, Efquire.

SIR,
'0"-7{‘3@(;{ HE contempt in which all mafked and
Rttt Q"

:!;;:r;ﬂi'h?cc\;lll:;ircbc:;;(n; l:h:.- ﬂ;g]{cr of thofe depfi- acrci, ‘about one hund:ed and eighty of which,
: pwards of three years after as Jpecified on the fale, were {uppofed to be marth

the tranfattion, and which you knew to be contrary "The {aic of this Jot was vacated upon the ce ofmo,;
: ! to fact, and perfit in perverfe'y contending that the of Mr. Stanford, who depcfed, ¢ that w,‘:,n e
' % difguxfcd c}.ura&cu are Juﬂly.hcld t3y cla;)rp of commn_ﬂiqn 1s 'unjuﬂ! Why cid you not commifiuners for corfifcated B:i ith pl’op:r(‘:' made
$ T & the difcerning part of mankind, will pu lith the defcription given to the different lots on  fale of Nanticoke manor, loi No. 6 was declared to
7 ‘¥ ever deter me from attempting a line the day of fal:, and the circumitances attending comtain 330 acr=s, and ouly 80 acrss herzot marth

DETEE ¢ of condul -in wh)_ch you have ]or)g each ot them ? With what countenance can you ad- and further when the faid iand was laid down b th;.
peen unrivalled, and yet rcmain fo emirently dif- drefs tf:e public after attempting to impofe fuch furveyoritoniy contained 3z4 acres, @n2 fully ons
tirguithed, and for which I could expect to be coun- grofs falfehood and deception upon them? What half therenf marth, ard not more that 55 acres of
tenarced and careffed by none but fuch hypocrites claim or pretenfion have you to the character of a woodiand.”  Hence it appears very clear ;zha: Mr

S THe caufe which [ have undertaken re. Man of candour or integrity afier thus endeavouricg Stanferd was m itakea in the quar:ity { maril f J
quires 00 difguife. Nor have 1, ic dffcnce of it, had by ajuggle to mifleaa and deceive tie public? What with the lot, and the reader wiil oblcrve toat a1, pz;'-
recoutle to the mifreprefentation, ca'umny and eva- further proof of your duplicity and prcftitution can ricular dyjeiptice was given of it, ror was any «ecof-
ficr, with which your pertormances are fo abund’antly be required 2 You have called for the written evi- fary. ‘l'las 16t was within 2 mile or two of the
replete, and with which you have not ferupled to dence in my pcficflion: I have none. The origiral town of Vienna, ard was as weil known by chile
charge your acverfary. But the artifice of confult- documents 'bcforc meationed, were the papers | re- who were bicders for it at the ume of fals as i 1s at
icg vour own bre.aﬁ for a charatter of treach_ery.and ferred to. I‘}.n: fale is lodged in tne auditor’s offi:e, thu‘umc by the owner of it. I comprehended a
decepticn, and ndlculouf]v attempting to give it to aod the plots in the land-tice, fmail tencment, which had been for a lung time cc-
the putlic for mire, will not fecure you from the Ivill now procced to examine the feveral depo- cupizd and poffeffe  uad:rleaf-, and the oo mm1fi n-
cenfure of the public, nor pafs fcr proof agaioit the fitions upon which this fale was declared void, €f3 added the marth which couid not conveiicntly
integrity of mv chara@er. Aad although your real 'I:he)’ were publifhed in this gazette of the joth of " be attached to any osher lot, and was purcrad d oy
ckaraZer has iong Leen very weli known, a chv ad- T\O_ch‘nbcr i2t By comparing them with the de- th¢ mdn who lived cn it You ¢'arge me witha
ditionsl proofs and illutracions, which will fix it be- feription of the luts fold, extratted from the papers ‘ant of candour in fupprefling falls, wiich it was
yord the patiibility of a doubt, may not be thought before merniicned. a judgment may be formed cf the by no means neceffary to mention.  ‘The propriciy
ucdefrrving the notice of tre public. Whcever wi'l claim to commition, and of the propriety of your of vacating the fale did not depe: d on the imp-ove-

anentively confider your different publicaions can- coacul. Lot No. 5, wasdefined and circumfcribed ments which the purchafer had mad= o tae land,
rot faii to difcover vour difpofition to mifreprefent on the plot, and it appears from the original fale DNOF upon tne comgerfaticn which h: wa<to ~ie

tor the ufe of it The deception as to Jii, jrua
ard improvements, cught to have been t e oyjz
your 1nquiry, Tae fituition, {.il, an? improve-
ments of this lot were exact!ly ccrrefpondent to the

PRae

and deceive, though yeur talcuts and crifice sre and the plo: by which the commiffioncrs weie go-
net fuch as always to enfure {ucces,  Yet it muft vc_ru-.-d when rxhcy made the fale, that it was to con-
Le allowed that fame of your taifeno~ds and mifrs- taln a part of o tenement held by Smith’s heirs, and
prefertatiorns are fy arttully difguifid, and havefo 2 fmall part of a lot in pofieflion of Mifs Wheeland; ! !
puch the arp:aran-e of truth, trat it is dificult to and _lhe fuxrpo.f-:d quantity of lot No. 5, was four 1ntention of the f<l1ers and the idea of the purcharer,
aveid deception.  But let us ot be deceived by ap- hundred and righty acres. The fale of this lot was You have minuted my a sument on t-e fusjult,
paracces, My countrymen, I truft, have to much vacated by you on the depefition of Mr. Stantcrd, anq _fur_x.x.hed me witt a ré2ly wo co temprible and
hozefly and underftanding to milt=ke the wensm of who depofed, ¢ that when the commidioners of cun- defpicadble for ans man notequally thome'ets with
tie jbafi for the vigour of the bow. fifcated B-itith property made fale of Nanticoke yourlelt. If the orizinal purcla/ir was conicinus that
Yoir remarks on what you are pleafed to call my manor, lot No. 5, was declared to contain the plan- there was no deception, the gresence ourht ro: to
werdivn are toa excellent to efcape obfervaticn. In tatinn where William Smith formerly lived, and hé“'e _bccu fet up by tre man who was fo wul pleafed
anfwer to my charge againft yeu for mijreprefenting further, that when faid land was laid down by the With it, asto give a conilcerable premium for the
putli tranfalions in a private letter, by which, as fuiveyor great part of the aforefaid planta-ion was purchaie.
iwas not meant 10 be publifbed, you cestainly intenaed taken away by let ‘x‘\'o. 4. Here the reader mult Thae fale l:.f lot Nq. 8 was vacated upon the d=po.
to give a fecret flab to private charafter and reputa.  Obfeive, that according to the fale a zart only of the fition of Levin Beitpitch, who dep fed, ¢ that wier
tien; you obferve that ¢ to fpeak or write iy in tenement occupied by Smn.h’s heirs was to bein. the commliﬁo.ﬁ_ers‘fo: cor fifcated Britith propeety
private or public manner refpecting putlic tianf- cluded in this lot; according to the depofition the n:ad: fale of Naoticoke manur, Iot No 3 was de.
adiors, has generally been thought not ouly ailow. whole was declared to be fold, ard upon this «vi- Cngrcc_i to contain only 250 ace: of la.d, tid to
able but the right of every free citizen,” ard then dence the fale was in pars iet afide. | take for grant. tazein the land where John Pike forerly lived 3
draw a conclufion that, accordiag to my refined ideas €d that M: Stanford hasiworn ro circumftances ac- that when faid lard waslaid off by the furvevor, it
of prepriety, it is ungentlemanly and dithonourable cording to the bf::k ot nis recolleftisn ; but as a truf. contamed three hundred and torty-three ard cng
1o write a letter to a correfpcrdent upon public tee of the public it was your duty to have fought quarter of an acre; that the plantaticn where | hn
trarfations, becaufe the prefs is open. Where did for evidence oa behaif of the ftate, and naot to have

Fike itved was entirely left out bu: ub ut two acres,
you find this ridiculous nonfenfe? To write sruly, precipitated a éecificn on the evidence offered by the and nearly the whoie of the land iav in deep fva ips,
ard to be guiliy ot a wilful breach of veracity, are party enly If you had examined the fale and plot and very littie of the whole cutivaied ” “['he ie.ft
very different things. This pitiful evafior, tnis 1n your peffefion, you would have difcovered that 3.teation to the defeription of tne lot on thz fare,
mean {ulterfuge, is truly charaflerillic of its authar. Mr. Stanford was miftaken; and as the fale was wouid have convinced you that M. Belpicch was
You have dfawn another concluficn equaliy unvar- made and figned by him, on comparing thofe papers miltaken. It appeirs by the fal: thatic was not
ranted ard ridiculous, and which could have oc- togcther, and upon a more particular recoliection, declared to contain cnly 250 acres, and aifo that it
curred to no man, unlefs be cnfertained an opinion he would have been perfectly farisfied that his me. Was xef to take in the land where Jonn Pik iormer-
that a peblic officer could have nio grivate reputatian. moOry had deceived him, and his depofition might ly lived, batonly a fmail par: of that tervment, and
Asthis might exaétly nave fuiied your own cafe, it have been correted accordingly, If Mr. Stantord €vén asto that part the p-clable quantity rly was
a2ccounts why the thought o readily ftruck you. had nct been miltaken, ftill the fule ough:_noz to» mentioned. Wnether Mr  Beitpitch .f.w an aflual
NewitzRanding I have a fovercign contempt for have been vacated in part only for reafons which are furvey of the tenement where J. Pike liv-d, or wne-
your_chara@er, I cfteem it a duty to obferve a firit unanfwerable. You have afked, ¢ who is the man ther he on.y gugﬁ'ed at the quantity aétvally com-
1€zrd to truth. - 1 zm not confcious of an intentionzl that did rot choofe to have his purchafe vacated, prehended in this lo, I knowv not, but this is cer-
éeviat'on from it, either in the defence of the conduét and fiill holds the pioperty bought notwithitanding tair, that thar tenement was under 2n incurbiiice,
cf ke ccmmillioners, or in the remarks I have made a refa'e was ordered ? What witnefs has fworn to fo that it is more than provable chat if there bad
refpeQing your condu&. If I had wilfully mifrepre- fatls which it was impoffible for him to know were been a total exclufion, it would have b en advan-
fexted or fuppreffed any circumftances neceflary to true?  What purchafe, except Mr. Hollyday’s, tageous to the purchafer. That the greater part of
erable the putlic to form a juft judgment upon the (whefc cafe was ultimately lett to my decifion, and 1t lay in deep {wamps and was uncu{:'vatrd. was as
fubjefts of inquiry, I (hould have been asjuftly charge- which was not deteimined.agreeable -toterms held well known at the fale a3 it is at this hour; for the
able with a want of candcur as you are with a total out to him in your letter) retained the moft valuable timber in the fwamps and the wood on tre lot wure
ceftitution of every principle of honour and integrity. part of the property bought, and was permitted to confefled!y at the time of the fale, the principil in-
Asto your motives for vacating the fale o Nanti- relinquifh the lealt valuable pd (7 you had examined ducements to thy purchafer to maAkc the pur ha'e.
ccke manor awithout caufs, the public will judge of the fale book of the commiffioners in your poffeflion, Mr. Stanford, who was tf_lc parchaler at the /2 fale,
them, | fhall éver belicve that your defire to caft an and compared the different fales with your direction or at leatt concerned in it, cindidly acknowicdged
odiom on the conduét of the commiffioners had fome to the commifiioners to refel the whole manor except at the fecend {hat he thould not have asplied to be
wiiht ia your determination. If you had poffefled in foor irftances, thefe queflions would have been releafed trom his purchafe, had it not been from the
caedour to achere to your former declaration, *¢ that unncceffaty, But you are avonderfully ignorant when perfuation of cthers, and that he thought it probatle
f2ding fore of the purchafers were deccived, you it fuits seur purgsfe. 1 will proceed to inform you. that it mxgh‘t have bren puichafzd at the jecond fale
ticoght it advifeable to dire€t a refals of the whole, Dr. Ibeelard parchafed lot No. s, and foon after for a lefs price than at tne fih.
asitmight jrobably fell for more than at the firft fale, tho fale, fol¢ parts cf it to arother perfon. The  The purchaler of lot No. g was releafed on the
ard the fite therefore could not be a lofer,” thé do&or cholc to rcinin the part in his poffeflion; the depufition of Mr. Stanford, who depolec, ¢ tiat loc
psblic could only have charged you with an o:her parts were dire&ted to be refold. If the pur- “No. g was deciared to contain the plantation where
errer in judgmcnt.' But you have ncw precluded chafer had really been deceived, the y/hole ought to Michael Holland lived ; and that wivn faid fany
trey favourable conftrution that men charitably have bcen relicquithed, and not a particular part, for was lgx_d down by the furveyor, a greal parcct the
cifofed might have been irduced to give to your the rcafons Letore given. But the fa&t was other- aforefaid lot was taken away oy u tract of patunt d
tondult,  Whatever might have bewn your opinion wife. The lot when laid off congfpondcd with the land belonging to James Stecle, not laid down, alis
Previcus to the difcuﬂio'n of this fubj.& before the defcription of it when fold, as it was v!cc!axcd_ to _b,v Qnm‘her t:::l orl pazcut=d lamdI belenziag to Bea-
txcetive, yeu muft have been then convinced that contain orly ¢ fars of the lot held b'y Smith’s heirs, jamin Craft” If you had iooked at the plot then
1 dire@ting a refale ycu were wroog, and that the and pot the wuole, and the remainder was fold with D yos poilcfion, and by which tie comm tficners
Prcedure was urjuftifiable..  You plainly faw that lot No. 4, and was included in 1t, as appears by fold this propeity, you \mnld‘ have been convinceld
tofe who were fworn were mifiaken as to fafts, Mr Stantord's dupotition. . Mr. Stantore’s memory had cecrivee tain, s
Utir tefitmany heing contrad-éted by the writt'n Lot No. 6, ws circumaferibed on the plot, and it it appears by the p'ots mad: an! ratuc @ dinee che
tvidence procuced—the original al:, and the dif- appears from the oviginal fale and the plut ufed by fale, that this lot s not atfelted by aue tract of pa-
fereat plote of the mancr. Without the'e pagers, the commificners that it contained the tenement teated ]"’"T but what appearsd on ihe phot nade
o extra@s of their fubftance, it is impotlible thata  then in potlctive of Royper MeCallifter ; the proba- ufz cf by tiz comm:fRoners, "INo furiher comment
Ptger opinicn can Le formed ; acd petyod have bie quautity of this Lot was threc hundred and cighty 5 neceflury.
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