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N AR R ATIVE

TRANSACTIONS

BETWLEEN THE
Rev. MrR. JOHN CROFTS,

ANID

Mr. DANIEL JONES, the Younger,
O F

F A K ENH A M,
Relative to the Reffory of TwyrorD 1n Norfolk:

WITH OBSERVATIONS
On Mr. Jones’s Conduét and Behaviour therein ;

Intended to convey to the Pusric a true ldea of that
Gentleman’s Charadter.

To which 1s added,
A Complete Refutation of the Charges

" contained in his Letter of the Tenth Day of

© O&ober, 1773.

K An hoc inhoneftum et inutile falta
*Nccne fit, addubites, flagret rumore malo quum

at ch
¢{
h

¢Sed videt hunc omnis domus et vicinia tota
Introrfus turpem, {peciofum  pelle decora. Howrar.

Towvorfus warpem, fpeciofum pelle decord.  FORAT
; M,DCC,LXXIX.
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APOLOGETICAL
PR E F A C L

T HE difputes of indivi-
duals are not oiten of
{uch importagce, as to be
deferving of general attenti-
on; and the publication of
their mutual complaints and
animofities has more fre-
quently arifen from motives
ol perfonal pique and re-
venge, and from a defire to
~muiflead by artful mifrepre-
~ {entation and {pecious impar-
- tiality, than from any real

inclination to vindicate the
A cauie
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caufe of innocence and truth
byacandid expofition of facts,
or to mark out {for generla
information the nefarious
principles of thofe,whole evil
defigns may 1n future be ren-
dered abortive by a timely
detedtion.

Publications of the former
{ort are truly odious and de-
teftable; and the univer{al
contempt with which {ome
late performances of that na-
ture have been treated will
{urely be {uflicient to prevent
the repetition of {imilar at-
tempts: but publications of
the latter kind may be {fome

times nece{fary and even
ufeful.

When
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When private charalters
are attacked with undeferved
abufe, and when the efla-
blifthed laws aftord the injur-
ed party no adequate means
of redrefs, his only refuge is
at the awiul tribunal of the
public. If his appeal is
founded 1n juftice and ex-
prefled with decency, his
reputation will be eftablifhed,
and 1t will be fortified by the
- general {uflrage of mankind,
againft the arrows which
malice has f{harpened, and
which have been winged
with calumny and afperfion.

If the ftadts which he fhall

find 1t neceffary to ftate in his
own juftification, and the
oblervations
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obfervations to which they
oive birth, lhould conduce
to expole the defigns of men
whofe principles are inimical
to the well-being of {ociety ;
and 1f the dangers into which
one individual has been
- {educed, and the lofles which
he has {uftained, {hould {erve
as a caution and prefervative
to others, he will derivc a de-
oree of comfort from the re-
fletion, that his private mil-
fortune has been ofadvantage
to the public welfare.

The benefits which refult
to mankind from good and
virtuous actions are not con-
fined to their immediate op-
eration 1n promoting the

happinefs
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happinefs of fociety; they
are felt again asit were by
refiection, when they are
held out to public view as
incentives to others in the
purfuit of honour and of
Fame. Inthis{hape it s, that
fome degrce of utility may
be extradted even from vice
itfelf : for while the virtues
of the beit men are propofed
as examples for imitation, the
depravity of the worft may be
expoied 1n 1ts natural defor-
mity, to excite the deteftation
of mankind and deter others
from adopting pernicious
principles of action.

Sic teneros animaos aliena opprobria fepe,
Abfferrent vitits " Hor.
The
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The neceility of the pre-
fent publication will be fuf-
ficiently evident. The per-
fonal 1nfults which Mr.
Crofts had received, and the
expences which the law fuits
had induced, he might per-
haps have born with filent
reflignation; but when Mr.
Jones had written his letter
of the tenth of October, and
when 1t was known to Mr.
Croftsthattheletter had been
{hewn to others, no choice
was left for him as to the mea-
fures he was to purfue. Not
to aniwer that letter would
be a tacit acknowledement
of the truth of the charges
1t contains. His character

as a clergyman, his particu-
lar



[ X )

lar fituation as a man who
wasintrufted todirect the edu-
cation, and form the morals
of youth, loudly called upon
him to repel the imputations
of falfehood and ingratitude.
It was neceflary that the re-
futation {hould be extended
as wide as the accufation
- had reached. It was impol-
{ible to alcertain how far the
induftry of malice might
" haveextended itsenvenomed
- influence, and nothing lefs
than a public refutation
could operate as a complete
antidote to the poilon.

- An,  fiquis atro dente me petiverit,

" Inultus ut flebo puer ¢
Hor.

R It
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It has been 1ntended to
flate the tranfadlions with
all pollible accuracy and pre-
cifion. The greater part of
the facts are drawn from the
proceedings 1 Chancery,
which are very voluminous;
and if any thing material has
been omitted, it was not de-
{ignedly done, but has arifen
from the length andintricacy
of thofe papers: Ii1s believed
however that nothing ot that
{fort has happened.

The obfervations are {uch
as the nature of the {ubject
{feemed immediately to point
out, and care has been taken
toavold any reflectionson Mr.
Jones’s conduct, but fuch as

were
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were connedted with  the
defign of vindicating Mr.
Crofits’s characterand of plac-
ing the tranfactions between
him and Mr. Jones in their
true light.

It 1s hoped that no unbe-
coming aiperity of ityle will
be ducovelea in this €Ompo-
fitton. At thelame time that
the author endeavoured to
{ketch out the more {triking
features of that gentleman’s
picture, he wifhed to avoid
the moft diftant approach to
a caricature. Ifany exprel-
{ion has efcaped which may
appear harfh and itmproper,
a moment’s reflection on the
complection of the character

{o
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to be delineated, will furnifly
an excufe for that appear-
ance. 1he reader will re-
member that the colours
mull neceflarily be {uited to
the prevailing hue of the

object to be depicted.

Some kind of apology
feemed requilite from Mr.
Crofts for the prelent publi-
cation, and it 1s hoped that
enouch has been {aid to thew
the propriety, and even the
neceflity of it. The evidence
is now before the public, and
tinemeritsof the cauleare fub-
mited to their judgment.
Confcious rectitude enables
him to {fupport that anxious,
butrefpectiul folicitude, with
which he awaits their deci-

{ion. A



NARRATIVE
l oOrFr T H L

TRANSACTIONS

BETWEEN T HE

Rev. M. JOHN CROFTS,

A N D

Mr. DANIEL JONES, the Younger,

.hit‘r‘:ﬁ*}*f‘# T may be proper to introduce the
* ¥ intended narrative, by {tating {fome

e R
3\{{}: " {i;;; few tranfaclions that paﬁ?:d between

L W% o Mr. Jones and Mr. Holl, previous

R

4
to the time Mr. Crofts became csncerned.

P,

[T appears, * that in the year 17735, Mr.
IToll having urgent occafion, and beinr n dif-
trefs for money, employed Mr. Jones to fell
the next turn or right of preientation to the

B rectory

Fﬂ

el

* By the anfwer 1n chancery of Mr. 1ol]y taken upon

oath the 1oth of Aprily 1775,
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=&ory of Twyford ; and that after {fome uw
had elapﬁ,ﬂ Mr. Jones told My, Eloll, <
< he could not ﬁﬁd...pm' hafer.” and Mr. __Io,.ma
charged Mr, Holl and was paid for his jour-
neys, trouble and atiendance in the affair.

S-u
;v..h

IT appears alflo, - that qbout Janaary 1777,
Mr. Holl and Mr. Jones ftated zccounts in the
above and other matters, and WVir. t3oll 1o {uch
accounts, appeared to be indebted to Mr. Jonss
in the {fum of ninety pounds and upwards, and
that Mr. Jones having prefled Mr. H oll for
cath, Mr. Holl informed Mr. Jones, that he
could not pay bim till he could fell the living
of Twyford; and Mr. Holl has declared pon
hls oath, that Mr, ]'ones did thea.allk him,

€ what prefent bhe would make him (Mr. _]ones) 0
€ what le would give binz :f be conld foll the faid
¢ liveng,” and that Mr. _]’oncs then faid, © you
€ ought to give me balf” which Mr, Hell de-
clares he confented to, being then much dil-
trefled for want of mouney. |

ApouT the Jatter end of the the year 1776,
or beginning of ibe year 1777, Dir. Crofts
became m_quam..cd \m.n Mir. _}‘ww-, and wa
informed by him, that the curacy of Fakenham
would foon be vacant, In co aquem,e of this
information, I‘\/Ir. Crofts applmd bv a friend,
to the re&or cf the parifh, and obtaised the
curacy. Soon

ety e Sogr—

1:1
'\...a
T
:

+ By the anf{wer in chancery of Mr. Holl, taken upon
oath the roth of April, 17;8. |
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Soon after Mr. Crofts had obtained the cu-
racy of Fakenham, Mr. Jones informed him,
that he could procure for him the living of
Twyford, which he delcribed to him as 2 de-
firable object. .

MRr. CrorTs being then in a flate of inti-
macy with Mr. Joncs, and repofing full con-
fidence in his friendihip and advice, requefted
him to procure the next prefentation upon {uch
terms as he thought proper, and left the ma-
nagement of the purchale entirely to him.

On the 21t of March, 1777, Mr. Jones
wrote the focllowing Lietter to Mr. Holl.

S IR,

¢ I beg vou will come to my houfe to-mor-
* row morning, as I fhall bave a gentleman bere
¢ to treat for the purchafe of the next turn or
¢ prefentation to Twyford living,—I hope you
¢ will be here at ten 0'Clock.”

Trrs letter, it 1s to be obferved, Mr.
Jones thought prover to {end by Mr. Crofts
himfelf, who perfonally delivered it to Mr. Holl.

~ MRr. Hovri did not come to ‘Fakenham on
the following day, but upon a {econd applica-
tion, he came to Mr. Jones’s houfe on the 27th
of March, and then and there in the prelence
of Mr. Crofts, Mr. Jones contracted with Mr.
- B2 Holl
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foll for the purchafe of the f{aid next prefentan
tion at the price of two hundred pounds ; and
an agrecment was 1 nmeaiaiely drawn up by
Mr. Joncs, and ionea by hinfi!lf and Mr.
Holl, 1in the fdiowiizg wiads

< 27ta March ]“:jft:f. It is this dov anreed
¢ by and b tween odert Aupuiting 1.oi!, of
¢ Twyford in Nortoik, gont. nd Daicl Tones,
¢ the younger, of Fakenham, in the I_uucoumy,
¢ gent. that in confidcration of the fum of one
¢ {hillin:;, this day paid to the faid R. A. Holl,
¢ and of cne hundred and ninety nine pounds
¢ nmct(....,a thillings to be paid as hereafter mren-
¢ ticied, e, tm, fuid R. A. Holl, fhall and
¢ will witinin two months from the duate here-
¢ of, make a good title to, and by good and
¢ {uthcient conveyances in law, convey unto
¢ the {aid Daniel Jones, or to, or in truft for
¢ fuch pﬁ:rfon as he fhall appoint, the next
‘ turn or pre fentation, or right of prefenting a
¢ fit }hfiUll in holy orders to the rectory and
¢ purith churen of Twyford aforcfaid, and (hall
¢ and will 1n fuch conveyance, enter into {uch
¢ covenants as are ufually entered mro 1n the
¢ like cafes.  And the fuid Danicl Jones, fhall
¢ and will, on a good title being made, and
¢ prapereonveyances exeeuied by the fud RUA,
“ Lioll as aforefurd, well and wruly enter into,
“ and exccute a bond to the faid R. AL Holl,
‘1n the penal {um of four hundred pounds,
‘ conditioned for thie paynent of one hundred

¢ and
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¢ and nincty nine pounds nineteen fhillings, on

© or upon the firft day of January, 1778/

{ Paxier Joxrs, jun,

Viitnefs our hands, €77
5 . AvucusTINE HoLL.

IT is to be obflerved, that Mr. Crofts hime
fclf was prefent under Mr. Jones’s diretions,
during ali, or the greateft part of the time 1in
which this agrecinent was making, although he
had afked Mr. Jones whether 1t was propezr for
him to be prefent. And it is alfo to be ob-
ferved, that when the agrecment, in which
Mr Jones’s namo was ufea as a purchafer, was
read over, Mr. Holl, who had underftood by
Mr. Jones’s letter and by Mr. Crofts being
prefent, that Mr. Crofts was to be the purchaf-
er, {aid to Mr. Jones, ¢ I thought 1 fold 1t to
« Mr. Crofts, not to you Mr. Fones,” to which
Mzr. Jenes replied. ¢« Clergyman cannot pur -
¢ chaje a living 1n bis own name, fo I make ufe
¢ of mine for bin; it is the fame thing.

IT may al{o be ohferved, that there was only
one part of this agreement, which remained in

Mr. Jones’s hands, and of which Mr. 1loll

had no counterpart or copy.

Tunse circumilances are ftated for the pur-
pofe of introducing fome obfervations upon Mr.
Jones’s unfk:lful and improper management of
this tranfaction.

IT



It appears, * that in the
"mﬂt'r- of Miny 1 :

Pwytord) wers
io '} ior 45301 and to
‘I'*fr i?onlf* y for gool. ana charged with cer-
tain legacies and annuities payable out of them;
and Mr. FHoll’s aifairs bemy nearly in a ftate of
infolvency, he, inorder o preventhis eftatesfrom
being {eized and his perfon arrefted, was oblized
to aflign over all his eftates, with the perpetual
advowfon of Twylord, to his father—in-law
Mr. Quarles, and to Mr. Thomaus Cafe of Lynn,
by indenture of leafe and releafe dated the 2d
and 3d of Muay, 1777, 1n truit, to be fold for
the beft price that could be got; the money
arifing thereby, to be employed towards pay-
ment of mortgages, annuities, debts, and lega-
cies chargeable on the eftate, and the expences
attendiong the truft; and the overplus, if any,
to be rendered to Mr. Holl. And it appears,
that Mr. Holl had not before this time inform-
ed, nor did he then inform Mr. Quarles or
Mr. Cale of the above-ftated tranfa¢tion and

agreement with Mr. Jones.

W
e
-_,r,ul'
,..T::n
i""'l
2

" G
bt o
r-n-vi
b

b

IT appears alfo, * that Mr. Quarles and Mr.
Cafe having undertzken the truft; Mr, Quarles,
on

* By the an{wer in chancery of Mr. EHoll, taken upon
oath the 1o0th of April, x778.

# By the anf{wer of Mr. Quarles in chancery, upon oath.
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on or about the 1gth of & Ea;, 1777. applied to
MMr. Jones for certain title dezds and papers in
his cuftody, belengingro Mr. Holl 3 and Mr.
Quarles was then 5rlt informed by Mr. Jones,
of his {aid agreement with Mr. Hol} at which
he was muf‘h lurprized; and that l“v/il. Quarles
then ana full behieving the faid next turn to
be confiaerably underfold, he defired Mr. Jones
to wave th. benefit of his agreement, but Mr.
Jones infiiting upon having h=s agrICinent per-
formed, Mr. Quarles told him, he would ac-
vaint the other truftee, Mr, Cafe, with ¢the
affair, and thatthey would confider of it.

IT alio appears, that fome fhort time after-
wards, Mr, Quarles applicd again to Mr. Joaes
and tendered the debt due to him from Mr.
Holi, and demanded the papers: but Mr, Jones
refufed to deliver them o Mry. m..d.\. s, until
he had a copy of the decd of truft, and until the
{zid truoftees would convey the next nrefentati-

-k 1

on of the living of Twyfmd to him.

IT {feems however, that M. Jones foon after
thought proper to fend to My, OQnurles, and to
accept his faid debt, and deliver the faid pa-
pers to him.

AFTER thefe tran{a&ions, Mr. jor;::-:s {fent
for Mr. Crofts, and acquainted him, that Holl
would not perform his agreement. DMr, ]q;
however, having informed Mr. Crofts that hc

had
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had not the leaft doubt but he could obtain the
living for him; and havin: ftrongly recom-
mended 1t to Mr. Crofts to pertevere in the pur-
chfe, and to commence a {uir in chancery to
compel a fpecific performance of Holl’s agree-
ment : and Mr. Crofts at that time, relying on
Mr. Jones’s friendfhip to him, and repofing
the moit entire confidence in his profef(lional
{kill and ability, was thereby determined im-
plicitly to tollow his directions.

On the 1t of July 1775, Mr. Jones exated
from Mr. Crofts the authority and indemnity

following :

¢ Mr. Daniel Jones,

¢ I do hereby declare, that an agree-

* ment, of which the within written is acopy,
‘ was entered into by you at my requeft and on
¢ my behalf, and I do hercby engage to fulfil the
¢ fame when required, and alfo to indemnify
¢ you from all cofts, charges, and damages
« which you will be put to or {ultain, for, or
¢ by rcafon of your figning the faid agreement;
¢ and I do hereby deflire, that you will take
¢ fuch fteps, and againft fuch perfons as you
* {hall judge proper, towards compelling a {pe-
¢ cific pertormance of the {aid agreement ;oand
¢ I do hereby engage to be anfwerable to you
¢ for your charges and difburfements on that
¢ agcount,
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¢ account.,  Witnels my hand this firlt day of
¢ ju:y’, 1777

e TOIIN CROFEFTS.

J
¢ T» Mr. Daniel Jones, the younger, of FFa-
¢ kenhan, in Norloii.

¢ Witnels Trancis Munhall)’

MrR. Jours being now capari{oned with
~rmour both ofenfive and deienfive, with an
authority to prolecute every litiguiion that his
(il could dovile, and with an mdemnity to
{ccure himfelf from every lofs that it ac-
crue, began his operations.

In the month of Augzult 1777, Mr. Jones
f1-d a bill in chancery i his own npame againft
Meflrs. Foll, Quarles, and Cle, /ffzz‘z}zg his
before-mentioned agreemcent With Haotl, and
that Gregory, the then incumnbent of the liv-
inz, was about b5 veuars of age, very infirm,
and not likely to live; avd jliciee, (wmong
other things) thatthe defunuants diedred, that
by reafon of the before-flated devd of truid, the
lcral eltate nd inter. (tin the lwidadvow{on and
next prefentation to the living of Twytord, was
become velted in Meflrs. Quirlesand Cale; and
praying that Mr. Jones's ugricinest with Mr.
Holl might be l'pcciﬁcally p-:‘rf"ommd and curri-

ed into execution. And Mr. Juncs therchy
C cffered
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OF@I’Cd to pay tt]c fUIn OF 19(}/ 1)J' thu. n..uij

]u'l.._...

of the purchdle-mmoney, and to pertorm his
part of the agrecment.

BFFORF any an{wer was putin to this bill,
Mr. Gregory, the incumbent of the living of

T%Yf-urd dlu..d

Uron Mr. Gregory’s death in the month of

November 1777, Mr. Jones prefented Mr.
Crofts to the taid rectory, and Mr. Nathaniel

Cooper of Nerth Elmbam, (who claimed a
title to the next prefentation) prefented the

Rev. Mr. Flacke., But neither of them were
inftituted thereto.

'THE engagement now became general, and
the whole artillery of legal hoftility was put in
motion. Bills original, and bills original and
amended; bills {upplemental, and {upplemen-
tal and amended bills : guare impedits + ne ad-
mittas and caveats, an{wers and exceptions
took their refpective pofls in the ficld of battle.

By thefe proccedings, Mr. Jones and Mr.
Crofts became the plaintiffs in chancery, and

Mr.

il

* [n fact there was but one of thefe.  This is noted left
Mr. Jones, in a pitiable defult of other proof, fhould adduce
this term., thus numeratively ufed as an ample teftimony that
Mr. Crofts poflefles, what he very preperly calls a Satanie
difpsfition, from which difpolition, happy man Mr. Jones
appears fo immaculately free.
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Mr. Worﬂlip, Mr. Cooper, Mr. Flacke, and
the bithor of Norwich ’ together with Mefirs.

Holl, Omrlec and Ca‘e ware made parties and
dc.tendants to the {uit.

In the month of April 1773, Meffrs. Holl,
Quarles and Cafe, and Meflrs. Woithip, Coo-
per and Flacke, put in their anfwers upon oath,

to the bills filed by Mr. Jones and Mr. Crofts.

By thefe anfwers, or one of them, itappears
that Mr. Holl, on the 27d of July 1774, (be-
ing then f{eized in fee of the perpetual advow-
{on of the reory of Twyford) did, by inden-
ture of that date, in conf{ideration of 150/. ex-
prefled to be paid to him by Mr. Worlhip,
duly grant, bargain and {:ll unto Mr. Worthip,
his executors, adminiftrators and afligns, the
next turn or right of prefentation to the reCtory
of Twyford, in order for him (Mr. Worthip)
or his afligns, to prefent a fit perfon thereto,
when the {fame fhould become vacant. And 1t
appears, that the 150/, was fecured to be paid
to Mr. Holl, by a draft drawn by Mr. Wor-
thip on a gentleman 1n London, for roc/. and
by a promlﬁory note for gol. figned by Mr.
Worfhip and payable to Mr. I—Io . But the
150/. was not then paid to Mr. FHoll.

IT allo appears by the anf{wers, or one of
them, that by indenture tripartite, dated and

exccuted on or about the 25th acay of June,
1777 s
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1777, ond made bctv.rcﬂ T"Ir \Vo*‘ﬂlip of the
firtt part, NMro Holl of the fecond, and Mr.,
Coc)per of the third pﬂlt It was witneficd,
thet 1n confideration of 8/ 75, 5d. p:id
to Mr. Woniip by Mr. Cooeper, and of
130/, paid by Dr. Cocper to Mr. Holl m
difcharce of the faid -t and note, (which
1c0/. had not been Letore paid to M. HOl,
and which draft and note we-e then delivered
up to Mr. Worthip) that Mr. Wertbip
granted, affiocned, and fet over, and Mr. Lloil
ratified and umﬁrmed unto Mr. Cooper, Iits ex-
ccutors, aviminiftrators and afiigas, the next turn
or right i pr::lbr*t-*tion to the re¢tory of Thwy-
fDFd. i ud 1¢ 1‘? Hdt d lﬂ’ hL d”*iu&[‘b, t"mt thC
ium ot 1¢0/. was ac,maljy paid to M. Holi, and

that m.._, iu.m of 96/, 7s5. cd. was alto altuclly
paid to Mr. \Vo ﬂ‘nl vy Mr. Cooper,  And

M. Cooper allo {tates, that he purchated the
next prefcntation to the liviﬁg of Twyfbrd at
tiie requett of, and for Mr. Quarles, who ad-
vanced the money for tiat purpole.

Mecfl. Worfhip and Cooper deny, by their an-
fwer, that they bad any notice or information of
My, Jones's agreement with Mr, Floll, before
the exccution of the indeuture of 25 June 1777,
or that they had any reafon to believe any luch
agreemcnt had been entered into, cxccpt that
Mr. Cooper alone fays, i*c might have, or had
heard a report of Mr. Crofts havm& agreed for,

or bought the living ¢f [T'wyford,
Mr.



L 13 ]

Mr. Caoper, by his anfwer, {lates, that he
Fod on Mr. Gregory's death, prefented Mr.
Flacke to thehivingof T W}mlu, under and by
vittue of the wdenture of 23 junf.,, 1777, 48
he dp;rc’mn(’ci he had a2 right to do, and
hoped that iis prefentaticn would be confirm-
ed by the court.

Mr. Horr, by his an{wer, contends, that
under the circumitances of tiiis ¢ale, Mr. Jones
could pet be entitled to a {pecific perforrnance
of his agreement, orto any relief in a court of
equity, “becault it appeared that his bargain or
agrecment for the faid next prefentation was
indireétly made for the bonefit or Mr. Crofts,
who was przuy to the contract and agreement
although he was not a party thercto.

'IHI: opinion whici the neighbourhood in
general entertained that Mr. Crofts would not
prevail in thel. {uits gave him much anxiety,

and 1nduced him lometimes to expreis to Mr.
Joues his fears as to the event. On thefe
occalions Mr. Jones always declared in the
molt forcible terms his certainty of {uccefs.
Sometimes, however, Mr. Jones’s civility led
hin: to inform Mr. Crofts, that he had no
right to afk any queftions about the {uit;
becaufe Mr. Jones beft knew what was advife-
able to be done, and that the manag ment
and condu&tion of th~ whole affuir muft be
entircly left to his difcretion, who was (as he
faid) wuot the laft of bis profeffion. \ o

I
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HEe condefcended however on one occafion,
to confult his books, and to aflure Mr. Crofts
that tae agreement he had made with Mr,
Holl was not fimoniacal

Tur incivility of Mr. Jones’s behaviour, the
various intimations which Mr. Croftsreceived of
the little probability there was of his {uccels, the
increafing number of fuits depending both at
law-and 1n equity, and the confequential in-
creafe of expence, all concurred to render Mr.
Crofts extremely uneafy, and to make him de-
- firous of putting an end to thele difputes upen
any reafonable terms. |

AgouT the month of May or June 1778,
Mr. Crofts applied to Mr. Jones and requefted
him to ufe his endeavours to compromife the
matter. DBut this he abfolutely refufed to do,
declaring that he was {till confident of {uccefs.
At the fame time he advifed Mr. Crofts to pro-
ceed in his fuits; and propofed, as he was go-
ing fhortly to London, tolay a ftate of the cafe
before Mr. Jack{on, for his opinion upon it.
To this propofal, Mr. Crofts, finding Mr.
Jones yet obftinate in his firft opinion, and
ftill prefuming Mr. Jones to be competently
{killed in his own profeflion, confented, though
with relutance.

MRr. Jones however went to London, and

returned from thence without taking the opi-
nion
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hion he had him‘lf propefed to take. Why

that opinion was not taken 1s beft known to
M. Jones, as he never thourht proper 1o |1ve

Mr. Crofts any reafon for his not haviu,, tuk.n
i,

SoME time aiter this, the Rev. Mr. Brown
brought a meflage from Mr. jones to Mr.
Crofts, purporting, ¢ That Mr. Fones bearing
¢« Mr. Crofts awas 1ll, and that the law-fuits
© gave bim uneafincfs, be (Mr. Fones) was
 willing to take the affair entirely upon bimfelf ;
¢ and that Mr. Crofts was t¢ fland as nominal
¢ reltor. |

THts meflage Mr. —rofts received with
pleafure, and defired Mir. Brown to fignify to

Mr. Jones his approbation of, and thanks for
this offer.

Mr. Crofts foon after recollefting the in-
demnity which Mr. Jones had exalted from
him, and which remained in his hands, and
thinking it ought to be returned to him, re-
quefted Mr. Brown, (who had been the mu-
tual agent between them, and who was alfo
of opinion 1t ought to be returned) to apply to

Mr. Jonesfor it. The indemnity however was
not then returned to Mr. Crofts.

SomE time after this, Mr. Jones and Mr,
Brown came together to Mr. Crofts’s hcufle,

and
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and without any introdu&ion, (except that of
the n-oit rude and infolent demeanor on the
part of Mr. Joune:) Mr. Jones produced an
agrecment, or the drutt of an agreement, com-
prized in muny (hects of paper, which he read
over humfelf to Mr. Crofts, and which he in-
{ifted Mr. Crofts {hould ﬁgn if he meant Mr.
Jones fhouold take the affuir upon bhimfelf. If
Mr. Crofts’s indignation was roufed by the
infolence of Mr. Jones's behaviour, his won-
der and {urprize weré equally excited by find-
ing, that inftead of being delivered from his
anxicty about the living, (as he underftood he
was to be by the meiﬁée Mr. Brown had
brought to him) he was now to be tied down
to the payment of fuch annual {ums, and the
performance of {fuch articles, as wouid have
rendered his {ituation worfe than if he had ab-
{olutely given up his claim to the living and

paid Mr. Jones’s bill.

‘[ agreement having been read over by
Mr. Jones, Mr. Crofts 1aformed bun he was
defirous to confult his friends upon 1t, and rc-
queited Mr. Jonces to let him have 1t for that
purpofe.  With this requctt, however mode-
rate and realonable, Mr. Jones, mn the excels
of his politenefs and fiiendihip, refufed to com-
ply. lic condelcended however {o far as to
fay, ¢ that if Mr. Crofts or his friends chole to
perule 1t, thcy might do fo at his own houfe.”

Mr. Crofts howcvcr, for obvious reafons, nei-
ther
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ther went im{elf ner thovaht pr oper to 1ne

L S R

trodinee any of his friends to Mr. jones upon
th1s GCea:10mn.

P 44 -

#
i’ ™ -] ‘ - ‘I} b o i . " P L . 1 I.‘
at the il uiore e hodreceive ! from Mr, jones,

FR W L
defirons fo compromiic the Imts, or at
to take the marerement of them out of

Mo Jroneds hands, Jiioabaut ihe 27th of Au-
utlt 1773, wiite Ddr. joues tae following

T . 'y Tt e A .:.-r:t- 1: «*n-ﬂ : 1
AR, Conrrs Being dif%e2 1 and irritated

S I R,

This is to inform you, that Tdo not
¢ intend to fign that firing of articles you were
¢ pieafed to read over tome at our laft intera-
¢ view and that 1 may no longer be fubje&t o
¢ that rc,ubh, unhandivme treatment I have ex-
‘ pumnc&d from you, fp:lrtu:ul:.lrly on Saturday
¢ nrcht lalt) I am come to the tollowing de-

¢ termination 1 If the enpaolite party wi ll pay
¢ cxpences on botn lides, & wiill give up my
¢ claim; af that 1s not agreed to, I beg you
¢ will make out you il and fead it to me, that
¢ I may put tne prelent Gulineis 1ntoe otier
¢ hands, from wheuce I may expect to find a

¢ little morc civility.'

A letter in thefle terms from a client to his
sttorney, would not, it is prefumed, have mn-

flamed the indignation of a man whole pride
13 Was
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was not extremely dilated. Mr. Crofts owf,f
defired that Mr. joneﬁ: would either follow his
directions, in accommodating the difpute; or
if he did not chufe to do that, that he would
deliver up the papers to Mr. Crofts, 1n order to
enable him to employ an attorney who would
be difpofed to comply with Mr. Crofts’s in-

clinations

Reafonable as this requeft may appear to
fome, it was not thought 1o by Mr. Jones, who
returned in {feeming 1ire the tollowing anfwer,

dated 27th of Auguﬁ, 17798.

S I R,

* Onaccount of your very ungrate-
¢ ful and dirty behaviour to me, I defire to have
¢ nothing more to do with you, or be any lon-
¢ ger concerned for you in any refpect whate-
¢ ver; and I will as foon as I pofibly can, (end
¢ you my bill, which I thall expect to be forth-
« with difcharged. When my demands aré
¢ paid, and I am properly indemnified, I fhall
¢ be happy to deliver the papers into other

¢ hands.
DAN. JONLS, Jun,

About the latter end of éeptembcr, Mcr.
]ones {ent 1n his bill to Mr. Crofts, amount-
ing to the fum of 71/, 18s. ace ompamed by 4

meflage,
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meflage, purporting, that he (Mr. Jones) ex=
pelted the paymentof his bill within a fortnight
after the delivery ot 1t. Here the matter refted

for {fome time,

Cn the 10th of O&ober 1778, Mr. Crofts
received from Mr. Jones the following note;

¢ Mr. Jones defires to know when a period
‘ 15 to be put to all kind of connection between

¢ him and Mr. Crofts.’

T'o this note Mr. Crofts returned a written
anfwer, purporting, that Mr. Jones thould be
paid and difcharged as {oon as his bill was pre-

perly examined.

On the fame 1oth of O&ober, Mr. Crofts
received from Mr. Jones the following letter.

5 I R,

¢ T expe@ the payment of my bill
¢ on Saturday next withour fail, and you will
¢ be pleafed to underftand, thatI am to be in-
¢ demnified againft the confequences of the
¢ agreement, which I entered into, at a tume
¢ when I did not know you fo well as 1 do now.
¢« When thefe things are fettled, I have a few

¢ words to fay to you on the chapter of falle-
¢ hood and mifreprefentation, joined to thg

f bafeft ingratitude.’
To
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T'o this Letter, Mr. Crofts rcturned the
following anfwer.

¢ [ can, with juflice, retort one part of your
¢ jaft note upon youri ..::iF by iaying, that had

¢ I known you as well as & do now, I fhould
¢ never have had any dealings with 3? a: and
€ as I never intend to have .:mjr converiation 1n
perion with you again, I call upon }n {0 ex~
€ piain your mt:.z.mous accuiation, as }can and

¢ will declare, whatever 1 have l.v.ud 1§ the ab-~
¢ folute truth.’

Thus calld upon to cxplein bis charge of
falfebood, Mr. Jones, the next morning (S undav)
fent to Mr. Crofts the feilowing modett e piftle.

s 1 R,

¢ I hope this Ietter will not lefifen

¢ your dewotion, or thorten the lfture of this

‘dzy. 1 mean it asa ferrous admonition to

¢ you againft 4 1728 s

© You call upon me to explain the charge of
- ¢ falfehood which I have breought againft you;
¢ with your leave, I will not only explazn but
€ prove it.

¢ The account you have given Mr. Afiley of

¢ the converfation which pafled at our laft inter-
¢ view, 1s fa/fe; and the gentleman, who lucki-
¢ ]y
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¢ Iy for me was then prefent, is ready to attefk
¢ the hp'{i}’ which you, rev. Sir, have moft
*-'_f;_/ -fjm?-fﬂy 4'?8/“"“'5’; .?ft.’rz and “ P?‘”ﬁ{/ T he
¢ name of this Zen nileman 1s Mr. Brown, who
¢ has {ome reajsa to compiain of your _p:f aj‘e’;_/‘z‘y

/ L

 to tiat Safere wice called dying,
¢ T'he grateful declarations and ack nowlﬂﬁg_
¢ ments wh i 1 you made to me, at our laft in-

¢ terview, very ill accord with yvour laft hote 5
¢ wherein you tell me, that had you known me
¢ as well as you do now, yvou would never have
¢ had any dealings with-me. Pray, good Sir,
¢ When and where had 1 any other dealings
¢ with you, than what were calculated and ac-
¢ knowledged by you to be tor your benefit ?
¢ When you wanted my {ervices you was con-
¢ tent to deal with me {fo much as to accept
¢ them. When you wanted Fakenbam curacy,
¢ you dealt to me a profufion of thanks for the
¢ trouble I gave my{elf on your account. Thro’
¢ your dealings with me you obtained the po7-
¢ fonage-houfe. ‘T hrough your dealings with
¢ me you was zuzrodiced to the company of gentle—
¢ mesz, who have fince difcovered your difpofiti-~
¢ on, and join with me in reprobating your con-
¢ duct. You was not athamed of your dealings
.with me when my boufe ard table were at your
¢ {ervice. At that time my friendfhip, genero-
¢ {ity and fincerity wére your perpetual themes.
° Whence then this {udden changein your {en-

tnnentsIJ \Nhy am I to be dealt with no long-
& el ;‘
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¢ er? Iwill tell you; Becaufe your Satanic pure
¢ pofe 1s anfwered. Itisfor thatrex{fon my name
¢ 1s added to the liit of thofe gentlemen whom
¢ your bafe heart has deferted and reviled. |

¢ After telling you, that you are an infamous
¢ LiAR and ScourprReL, I lay down my pen
¢ with a refolution of neither F€CEIVINgG NOr an-
¢ {wering any more letters.’

D. J.

This is the letter to which the prefent narra«
tive chiefly owes its publication; and this letter
Mr. Jones has not been contented to confine to
the peruful of Mr. Crofts alone, but a copy of
1t was, by Mr. Jones’s dire&ion, fhewn to one
of the firft characters in this county ; with a
view to injure Mr. Crofts’s reputation; and
doubtlefs Mr. Jones has propagated the charges
it contains, (if he has not fhewn the letter
itfelf) as far as Ais influence extends,

In order to prevent any interruption to the
narrative, this torrent of abufe fhall for the
prefent pafs unnoticed. When the narration
1s concluded, every part of that letter fhall be
fully anfwered. To proceed therefore,

Some few days after the receipt of this letter,

Mr. Crofts applied to Mr, Stokes, an attorney
at
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st Fakenham, and requeftzd him to perufs
Mr. Jones’s bill; andif he thought the charges
reafonable, to pay 1t, and take the papers out
of Mr. Jones’s hands, in order that the fuits
might be prolecuted or accommodated, as
{fhould be found mofit advifable under his direc-
tion. Mr. Stokes did accordingly wait upon
Mr. jones, and Mr. Jones infifting upon having
an indecmnificition from Mr. Crofts before he
delivered up the papers ; and Mr. Stokes ob-
ferviny, that Mr. Crofts could not properly
profecute or defend the {uits, without the atlift-
ance of Mr. Jones's name, and without being
authorized by him todo {o; and alfo obferving,
that he thought 1t very probable, that a bill
might be filed by Holl and his party, again(t
Mr. Crofts and Mr. Jones, to which it would
be neceflfary for Mr. Crofts, that Mr. Jones
fhould putinan anf{wer: It was fettled between
Mr. Stokes and Mr. jones, that Mr. Jones
{hould authorize Mr. Crofis to ufe his name tor
thofe purpofes, and that Mr. Jones fhould, at
Mr. Crofts’s expence, arnd at Lis requeft, do any
reafonable acts that Mr. Crofts might find ne-
ceffary to be done by him, in profecuting, de-
fending, or accommodating the then, or any
fubfequent fuits relative to T'wyford living, and
in confequence of this, that Mr. Crofts (hould
indemnity Mr. Jones againft any damage to
arife by what he had done, or might do at Mr.
Crofts’s requeft, in refpet to the matters be-
fore ftated. Articles of agreement were ac-

cordingly



f'mdmcrsy cxecuted between Mr. Jones and Mr,
Crofts to that effect.

~ Thefe articles were executed, Mr. Jones’s
bill paid, and the pa,a rs delivered to Mr,
Stokes, on the zoth Cdlober 1778, Mr,
Stokes having peruieu the papers, informed
Mre. Crefts, that he was of opinion that the
agreement which Mr. Jones had made with
Holl, and the prefeutatlon of Mr Crofts un-
der it, were fimoniacal, and could not be fup-
ported ;3 and he therefore advifed Mr. Crofts
to accommodate the difpute upon the beft
terms he could obtain : That he mizht not rely
upon his Juacment alone, Mr. Stoqes however
recommended it to Mr. Crofts, that a cafe
{hould be itated of tne tranfaltion, and a coun-
{el’s opinion taken uponit. 'This was accord-
ingly done, and Mr. Lloyd, before whom the
cafe had been laid, was-of orinion ¢ that the pre-

¢ f{entation of Mr. Crofrs, and all deone under
¢ 1t, was void, under the 2t of the 12th of
queen Anne, and he thought ‘it proper for
Mr. Croits to make the beft terms he could
¢ with the defendants, and to profecute his

¢ {uits no further.’

&
6

While thefe fteps were taking, Mr. Holl
“filed a bill in umncery againft ’V_fl. Crofts and
Mr. Jones, in order to comgﬁl from them a
~difcovery of Mr. Jones’s agreement with Holl,
and
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and how far Mr. Crofts was privy to, or con-
cerned in it.  That {uch a bill would be filed,
migiit eafily have 'been foreiven, fince Mr,
Jones himfelt had acknowledged to Holl, that
the agreement was in fa&t made by him for
My, Crofts’'s Benefit.

4

Mr. Crofts now became determined to ac-
cominiodate the difpute, and Mr. Quarles hav-
ing propoﬁ:d that My. Cr ofts fhould give up bis

cloim to the living, that all proceedings at low
and in eguity ﬁorz!ﬂ be fropped, and that each
party [hould pay their own cofis 3 and Mr. Crofts
not having been able to obtain more advan-
tageous terms, he accepted Mr. Quarles’s pro-
pofal, and agreesients confonant thereto have
been executed by all perfons interefted.

Here concludes the narrative of thofe fa&s
which Mr. Crefts has thought it incumbent
upon himfelf to lay before the public, in or-
der to deduce from them a juftification of -his
own condu¢t. The remaining part of this
vook will be employed in that defign, and in
obfervations upon Mr Jones's management and -
advice to Mr. Croitsin thefe {uits ; in refuting
the charges of falfhood and ingratitvde which
Mr. JOJF!: has brought again{t him, and in re-
fcuing Mr. Crofts’s “chara@er from the malici-
ous and rancorous attack, which Mr. Jones,
with as.little candor, as humanity, has made

upon 1%,

| It
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It will be proper to intreduce the chicrve

tions upen Mr. jones’s conduct and benaviour
1n the managementof this t:uf.ncfs, by ftating
an aét of pmlumcnt made 1n the 12th year c,i
the rergn of the late queen Anne, 1norder that
the rcade*‘ may < the beiter comprehend the force
and prprletv of the enfuing remarxs., In
that act is the following claufe ;

4

4

¢ And whereas fome of the clergy have pro-
curcd preferments for themfelves by buying
ecclefialtical livings, and others have been
thereby difcouraged, Be 1t further enadted
by the authority aforefaid, that it any per-
{fon from and after the 29th September 1714
fhall or do for any fum of money, reward
oift, profit, or advantage, dzreo?/y or ndi-
rettly, or for, or by realon of any promile,
agreement, grant, bond, covenant, or other
affurance of or for any fum of money, reward,
gift, profit or benefit whatever direclly or 1n-
directly n bis own name or ii the name of any
other perfon or perfons talie, procure or accept
the next avoidance of, or prefentativn to any
benctice with cure ot {ouls, dignity. prebend
or hiving eccleliaftical, and (hall be prefinted
or cellated thercupen, that then every fich
prefeitation or collation, and every admifion,
mflitution, mvefirtare, and mmduction upon
the fame, foall be uiterly vud, fruflrate,

J' e 7

ariid of o o SE m Lo, flz.d_/i./f/) agrecnent

¢ jfm/m deomed and (@l Lo be o SIMORNIACAT

LU\ .L I\..l(.-.[ _p
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CoNnTrACT ; and that it fhall and may be
¢ lawful to and for the queen’s majeflty, her

heirs and {ucceffors, to prefent or collate un-
¢ to, or give or beftow every fuch bunefice,
¢ digmty, prebend and living ecclefiaftical for
¢ that one time or tarn only ; and z4¢ per/on fo
¢ corruptly taking procuring or accepiing any
* tuch denefice, dignity, prebend or fiving,
 {hall thercupon and from thenceforth be ad-
 Judged a difubled perfon 1n law to bave and
¢ en/oy the (ame bencfice, dignity, prebend or
“ Living ecclefiaflical ;5 and fhall alfo be fubjeét to
 any punifbment, pain or pcnalty, limited, pre-
¢ {cribed or wmflicted by the laws ecclefiaftical, in
¢ ike manner as if fuch corrupt agreement
¢ had been made gfzer {fuch benefice, dignity,
¢ prebend or living ecclefiaftical bad become
¢ vacant, any law or [tatute to the contrary in
¢ any wife notwith{tanding.’

It appears by this a&, that every clergyman
15 {irictly prohibited, either dire&tly or indirect-
ly, from procuring or accepting, by means of
any fum of money or reward, or by means of
any agreement or bond, for any {um of money
or reward, either 1in his own name or 1n the
name of any other perfon, any ecclefiaflical
preferment whatever, It allo appears, that by
the fame ad&, every prefentation {o obtained 1s
void, and that any {uch agreement 1s fimoniacal.
Nay, by the ecclefiaftical law, the clergyman
who has (o fimoniacally obtained a living,is not

E 2 only
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01“’) ditobled from e%uour'm tiat living, but he
is abiolutely ditubled 1tony having or enjoying
any other benedce wwhatever.,

The words of this adl, arc (b plun and di-
rect, and their appiidaiion to Mr. Crolis's calo
is fo obvious and {v: u::?*f, that 4 i of the
m‘“.....nr_f’t Car ‘..fr"y, Wil Coniiiors t*m.n o1l ly tor
Jones’s Jgr._cf,u,nt wit‘il Hull ..1mi E\lr. Lf.r'::_.;-fts’s
prefentation under 1t, were {imoumuacal, and
therefore not available by him,

Mo, Jones advifed and prefled Mr. Crofts to
purchaic the next prelentation, and when he
asreed to do fo, and left the management of it
to Mr. Jones, that very Mr. Jones himlelf, an
attorney at law, and in bis own language, no#
the laft of his profeflion, that Mr. Jones wrices a
lcttcr to Mr. Holl, in which he tells him, not

hut he him{elf was to purchafe the living, but
t 2at he was to have a gentleman at his houfe to
treat for the purchafe of it.  Whom dous Mr.,
Jones fend with that letter to Mr. Foll? as if
he could have found no other meflenger, he
fent Mr. Crofts himfelf with 1t. W hc:n Mr.
Iloll came to Mr. Jones’s houfe, to make the
bargaintorthe livin:, whomdoeshe meet there?
11c meets there Mr. Crofts himielf, and My,
Croits was prefent, by Mr. Jones's dire&ion,
when the contraét was made.,  The AT
ment was maace 1o Mr. Joned's name, but

that
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that {fame My, Jones acknowledges to Mr. Holl,
in Mr. Crofts’s prefence, ¢ that a clergymarn
 could not purchafe a hiving in bis owen name, and
© toar therefore be ufed Lis naie Jor Mr.
¢ Crofts 1t Mr. Jones knew thata clerpyman
‘ could not purchafca hiving 1n his own name,’
how came he not to know, that neither could a
clergyman purchafe a living in the name of any
other perfon; fince the fame act of parliament
that told him the one, would alfo have ipn-
formed him of the other. It Mr. Jones had
been defirous to furnifh the adverie party, with
proofs that his agreement with Holl was fimo-
niacal, he could fcarcely have taken more cer-
tain and decifive meafures to have done it.
Perhaps Mr. Jones may not choofe to be inter-
rogated. It 1s hoped, however, that he will
nc. be very much offcnded, if a few plain que-
ftions, relative to his own profeflion, are put
to him. Had Mr. Jones, at the time of mak-
ing this agr ement, ever heard or read of fuch
Crime as Sumony, and 1if he had, was he at all
acquainted wi-h the natare of it ? Had he ever
read the acts of parliament relating to that fub-
ject ¢ No excufe can he made {urely for that
Lawyer, who 1f he had ever read, could yet
have mifunder{tood an a& {o clear and explicit
asthis i1s. If Mr. Jones had any knowledge of
this a¢t what was his reafon for permitting Mr.
Crofts to be prefent when the agreement was
made with [loll? what was his reafon for ac-

knowledging to Mr, Holl that he ufed his own
name
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name in that agreement on the behalf of Mr,
Crofts ? Did not Mr. Jones know that a cler-
oyman could neither in his own name, or in
the name of any other perfon purchafe any ec-
clefiaftical preferment? Did not Mr. Jones
know that he was taking the very meaiures
which would furnith Holl with the means of
defeating that agreement, which he had juft
entered into with Mr. Jones? Did not Mr.
Jones know that if Mr. Crofts had obtained
the living under that agreement, even then Mr,
Crofts would have been liable to all the penal-
ty’s inflicted on a clergyman guilty of fimony ?
1f Mr. Jones did know thefe things, how came
he toadvife Mr. Crofts to purchafe this living,
and after he had given him fuch advice, how
came Mr. Jones to purfue fuch meafures as
evidently tended to defeat the very contract he
was making ? If Mr. Jones did not know thefe
things, how came he as a Lawyer and, not
the laft of his profeflion, to be ignorant of
them ? He might have known them. — He
ought to have known them.—>Surely ’tis high
time he fhould learn them and he may take
fhame to himfelf for being ignorang of them.
If he did know them, how can he reconcile his
advice to Mr. Crofts, and his management of
the purchafe with that friendfhip for Mr Crofts
which was his profefled motive to this tranfac-

tion ?

Glving
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wit

Mr. Tones credit
f{.)!‘ thic 2 :]‘L‘i]lu: O} Laat l‘it’:m}nhii) 1"":')[' f‘ﬂr’.
Crofts, v oach be fecmy te dhing hunweelt now (0
il rewardod for, we arcto reguad him as a
man who acted from a aifinteraited, theosh
mittaken principle; as having had the wi'h,
bat not {kill enou:h to ferve his friend, T iy
moft favour:bie conitrution might vive way
to a more criminating one. It isa dilemmain
which he muft make anx eletion; and whether
he chules to huve the mark fct upon his head
or his beart, it will 1n either cale jultify the
conduct of Mr. Crofts 1 wifhing to put an
end to thiefe fuits.

[ o5
:

Mr. Jones it {eems in tenderne(s to DMr.
Crofts’s anxiety did fo far condefcend as to
confult his books. What books he con{ulted
or what he found in thofe books he beft knows;
the refult however of this confultation with
his boks was the moft pofitive affurance to
Mr. Crofts that tbe contract was not fimoniacal;
from what books he drew this conclufion is
not known to any but him{clf; they {eem how-
ever by the refult of his fearch, to be books,
of a nature very different from thofe to which
other lawyers refer. There arc law books,
which would have told Mr. Jones, ¢ Thatit a
contract is made when a churchis full, to give
a fum of money after 1t thall become void for
the prefentation thereto,” {uch a contract is
Simoniacal. The {ame books wovld have told
him, ¢ That the buying of the next prefenta-
t.on
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tion to a church when it 1s full, with intent te
prefent a certain perfon thereto when it (hall
become void, and the prefenting that perfon
Zs fimony:’ 1f Mr. Joties has oot the fagacity
to perceive that Mr. Crofts’s cafe fell under
this defcription, yet others have perceived it;
and the fimilitude is {o obvious, that none but
thofe who have previoufly determined not to
perceive at all, can hefitate to pronounce the
agreement with Holl to be fimoniacal.

Mr. Jones however not yet contented with
having held out to Holl thefe fignals, glaring
as they were, of a fimoniacal contract, deter-
mind it thould {eem to obtain from Mr. Crofts
the moft permanent proof of it. FHe exalted
from Mr. Crofts the indemnity dated the 1t
of July 1777. By which Mr. Crofts declared
in writing, .that Mr. Jones had entered into
his agreement with Holl, on Mr. Crofts’s be-
half. Tf Mr. Jones’s defign really was as he
pretended it to be, to.ferve Mr. Crofts and
obtain for him the living of Twyford, he can
never maintain that thefe {teps were condu-
cive to fuch an end: caution and fecrecy, not
temerity fhould have been ufed in the tranfac-
tion of the bufinefs, and Mr. Crofts’s name -
and his perfon thould have been moft carefully
concealed from any appearance of concern in
.the contract,

“u

Mr. Jones however feems to have been very
anxious for his own fecurity, and very inat-
tentive



- [ 23 ]
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tentive to the interefl of the man wholz friend

he was then picafed to c':l’if:‘. nunielr, iince he

might have known that he {Mr. junas ) would
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been to have worked DMir, Crofts’s ruin by a
prolecution for ﬁ:m:-ny, oi‘ which that 111_11...111-

nity would have furnifnz=d the proof.

Itis now Pmpf"r to advert to tnﬂ neriod at

which Mefrs. Holl, Quarles and Cafe, Wor-
ﬂnp, Cooper and IFlacke prt in their refpec-
tive qnfwess to the bill which Mr. Jones had

Ld and to hazard a few obfcrvatwns upon
the obje&ion which they made, and the title
which they reipc,ftwuly ﬁ.t *uP againft Mr,

Crofts’s claim.

And firflt Mr. Cooper contendgz, that by vir-
tue of his purchale from Wo (hip, who had

2
purchafed from Holl in the year 1774, he was
entitled to the nexr prefenmtion. +

And in the ne
that Mr. jones cou
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cific perfmmmce of bis agreement, or tc anw
relief in a court of equity, becaufe it appum.d
that the agreement for the next preh.nfa.tlon
was indireltly made, for the benefit of Mr.
Crofts who was privy to the contralf. ‘I'hatis,
in plain terms, that Mr. foneds agrecment
with Holl was fimoniacal, and that thereforeat all
events it would never be eftablifhed by a court

of equity

Thus two objettions were flarted to Mr.
Crofts’s prefentation, the latter of which,
(fimony ) 1f well founded, went to deftroy the
very ground-work, and fupport of Mr. Crofts’s
title, viz. Mr. Jones’s agreement with Holl;
fince a court of equity would certainly never
have dire¢ted the performance of a fimoniacal
agreement ; that it was a fimoniacai agreement
will hardly be doubted by any one who has read
the preceding acts of paritament, and obferva-
tions, which will be ftrengthened, if they adimit
of afiy additional ftrength, by the opinion of
a counfel, whole advice Mr. Jones himfelf,
has not difdained to aik inthis very caufe.

With regard to the title iet up by Cooper,
and which Mr. Jones always treated with the
moflt {overcign contempt, as a mere jugele, a
few obfervations will be made, prefeced w1th
a counfel’s opinion (Mr. Lloyd’s) taken by Mr.
Jones himfclf upon its  That opinion, as far as

1L
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it concerns the prefent queftion, 1is in thefe
words :

¢ The anfwers put into this caufe, certainly
make the tranfaction appear very {ufpicious.

Mr. Quarles now ftands in the place of Wor-
thip. If Mr. Quarles purchaled of Mr.
Cooper, as truftee tor Holl, or it he is to have
the bencfit of it, I think (fuppofing Mr.
Jones's agreement cannot be impeached, for the
reafons flated in Hsll's anfwer ) the plaintiffs
will then fucceed in the fuit. But {uppofe
the fale to Worfhip was bona fide, and he re-
ally {old it to Quarles or Couper, and Coo-
per fold to Quarles for his own abfolute be-
nefit, independent of Holl, and that Holl is
to derive no benefit from it, then, I appre-
hend, Quarles will ftand in the place of
¢ Worthip, who had no notice of plaintiff’s
‘ agreement, and therefore Quarles having no-
¢ tice of 1t will not be maternial.’

A A A B a8 AR BN ” AN

From this opinion, it appears, that Mr.
Lloyd was very far from being clear that Coo-
per’s title was bad. Un the contrary, Mr.
Lloyd feems to think, that if the {ale to Wor-
thip was éona fide made, and he really fold to
Quarles or Cooper, and Cooper fold to Quarles
for his own abfolute ufe, and that Mr. Holl
was to receive no benefit from it ; 1in that cafe,
Mr. Lloyd’s opinion feems to be, that Cooper’s
title was a good one, and would take place of

Mr.
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Mr. Crofts’s, even fuppofing Mr. Crofts’s
claim not to be liable to the nertal chjection
of {fimony. Iiow Mr, jones know, or
what ground has hie to believe that Holl's fale
to Worlhip was not Joma jfide made ! Mr.
Jones’s opinion of the : |
title, i{eems to relt vpon a ampis
Mr. Quarles, or ¥r. Cooper
had bought in Worthip’s title 1
fit. But wpon what ground did Mr. Jones
form this prefumpuon ? Has he any folid ar-
gument to adduce in {upport of 1t? It may be
fairly faid, thet the prefumption exifls as firong-
iy on the one'iide as the other. Trueit is, that
IVir. Jones had made exceptions to the an{wers,
_and the defendants had [ubmitted to put.in
- further anf{wers. It 1is fuppofed, however, that
Mr. Jones did not poflefs fuch a degree of di-
vinaticn, as enabled him to forefee what Mr.
Quarles’s an{wer would have been, as to the
purpofe for which he,. or Cooper for him,
purchafed the next prefentation of Worfhip.
But allowing for a moment, that Mr. Quarles
did not purchafe for his own ufe, but for the
bencfit of Mr. Holl ; yet even in that cafe,
will Mr. jones take upon himlelf to fay, what
the judgment of the court of chancery would
have been upon that point? Does Mr. Jones
torget, that Mr. Holl's eftates were afligned
over by him to Quarles, in truft and for the
benefit of his creditors # and will Mr. Jones
pronounce, that a court of equity would-not
" T | - have
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have decided 1n favour of Mr. Quarles, the
truftee {or thole creditors, under an abfolute
conveyance from Eioll to x"or‘hlp, and from
VWorinip to Quarles, in preference to a mere
agreement to convey to Mr. Jones; even if that
ayvreement had not been fimoniacal ¢ Allowing
for a moment, that Cooper’s claim was 1ill-
founded ; yet-it is certain, that as Mr. Jones’s
agreement with Holl, and his prefentation of
Mr. Crofts were fimmoniacal, Mr. Crofts never
could have obtained the living. If Mr. Jones
therefore derived any expectation of fuccefs
from the f{uppofed impertection of Cooper’s
title, {fuch expedltation was groundlefs and ri-
diculous.

If it never occurred to Mr. Jones, that his
agxeement with Holl was fimonical before, yet
it is. a -little extraordinary, that when Mr.
Fioll ftated that very fimony in his anfwer, as
a reafon why Mr. Jones and Mr. Crofts could
obtain no reliet in equity ; that even then, he
appears to have paid not the leaft attention to
it, for he ftill perfevered in his advice to Mr.
Crofts to profecute his fuits; and although Mr.
Holl had plainly alledged the fimony in hls an-
{wer, yet Mr. Jones never thought proper to
commaunicate to Mr, Crofts that any fuch
charge had been made againft' him ; and Mr.
Crofts being at that time entirely unacquainted
with the nature of fimony, remained perfectly
fatlsﬁed on that head, and had not the leaft ap=-

prehenﬁon
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prehenﬁon that he was involved in, or charged
with the commiilion ot tuch a crime.

With what decency or propriety, Mr. Jones
could f{o uncivlly refufe to fari~fy the 1mquiries
which Mr. Crofts’s anxi=ty iad hin: to mike,
in refpect to thefe {uits, the public will azter-
mine. ‘There are many who will {uppotc, that
whether Mr. Jones conntcercd himiei’ as the
attorncy or the friend of Mr. Croits, he might,
without departing from the dignity of s ¢cha-
racter, have anf{wered Mr. Crofts’s Inquiries
with a common degree of politenels.

What were Mr. Jones’s motives for conceal-
ing from Mr. Crofts the charge of fimony,
which had-been made by Holl, and what were
Mr. Jones’s motives, after the an{wers were
putin, for ftiil recommending it to Mr. Crofts
to perfevere, after he (Mr. Jones) munft have
known, if he knew any thing, that he could
never prevail, may be gueflcd at, though they
are not known : upon what grounds Mr. Jones
can juftify his refufal to endeavour an accom-
modation of the difpute, when requefted by
his client to do fo, are not very obvious to
common difcernment. Mr. Jones's motives to
the firft advice he gave Mr. Crofts to purchafe
the living, {eem not indeed to have been of a
very delicate or friendly nature, if Mr, Holl
may be believed.

Mr.
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Mr. Holl has told us upon his oath, that in Ja-
puary 1777, '¢owed Mr. Jones go/ and that
he told Mr. Joies, when he prefled him for
paymeut of 1t, ¢ & conla mot pay bim till be could
< fell for bim the [ viug of Twyford ™  Mr  Jones
might there’ - « _avite My Crofts to purchale
the living, . - ~: night, out of the purchafe
money, pav iahi: 't i1s own debt, which he
ftood no very probable chance of ohtaining by
any other means.  Nay. Mr. Hell goes alutle
further, for he adds, upon his oath, that Mr.
Fones infiffed wpon bhaviag balf the pur.bafe
money of the hving as a douceur to bLim tor dif-
pofing of it. 'I'ne ftory winich Mr. Holl here
tells feems indeed a hittle extraordinary, yet
the truth of it is coenfirmed by nothing lefs
than Mr. Holl's ozth. That Mr Jones in
the courfe of his conne&ion with Mr. Holl,
did not always confine hir defires within very

voderate bounds, migzht be proved by letters of
Mr. Jones’s own writing, 1f it were worth
while to go out of the way to 1ntroduce them.
Mr. Jones indeed appears to have been very

far from agreeing in {fentiments with Horace
that,

——— vilius argentum eft auro, wirtutibus aurum,

He {eems on the contrary to have joined moft
heartily with the vulgar herd in the cry of,

O Cives, Cives, quarenda pecumia prumum,
Virtus poft nummos, mem—w——

We
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We muft now advert to the me? *je whic!
Mr. Jones fent to Mr. Crotts by Mol Browne,
purporting ¢ foaf /‘Ji:’, f’»ff‘ "”"f-;.-'.z,‘.r,. Ty i liinT 1o

st F .

€ take 1he Lfclzz eI ?u/ e, /.,'.—."Z.',"hi’;', f'-”ff/?-'ff
/ iy ’

¢ ﬂf}. C}”u/.,.f //J_JZ{/{ ﬂuf..f/ TR N RS- ,,.L_,,;, A ATWATE
In coniequaence of this meflage, JMr. Crofts
expeted tiat he was to be delivered rrom his
embarr:{inent 1n this afluir.  In {ome thort
time however, he found how fallacious thiat
expefation was., Mr. Jones and Mr. Browa
came togetier to NMr. Crofts’s h.mﬁ, s M.
Jones read over to Mr. Crofts {ome articles of
agreement, which he had pre pued 1‘0, h: M to
exccute. The main puarport of thefe articles
was, that Mr. Jones fhould take all the expen-
ces of the fuits upon himfclf, and pay the pur-
chafe-money of the living to Izoll; and in
confequence of this, Mr. Crolts was, when he
became the incumbent of the living, to pay
Mr. Jones the vearly fumn of g2/, 105 for his
own ufe, and to procur: to be done all the
duty of the living. Mr. Brown, however, who
attended this intervicw, as tiie mnatual friend
of Mr. Jones and ¥r. Crolts. obj ~ } A to this,
becaule he cobicrved that MU, Cro s would
{till be liable, as rector, to ditan’ LLIH'D“‘S Nir.

Jones then prepoled, that Le wanll tale the

dilapidations wpon briifolp, ciad (et 8r. Crofts
fhould pay bun Col. a year, aud alfobe at the ¢x-
pence of baving the dicty done. 'T'his laft propo-
fal met with Mr. Brown’s approbation.  Mr.

Crofts

'—"I-—'"
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Crofts however declined to agree to 1t, not as
beinganother fimoniacalcontradt, of which Mr.
Crofts did not then know the nature and ex-
tent; but the reaion why Mr. Crofts {o de-
clined, was, that he did not believe the living
to be worth more than 75/, a year, or therea-
bouts. Auad as M. Crofts was to pay Mr.
Jones 60/, a year, and could not have procured
the duty to be done for leis thun 20/, more,
making togcether 8o/. Mr. Crolts would every
year have f{uttained a lofs of §/. This was
the reafon, and the only reafon why Mr.
Crofts diffented from this agreement, for Mr.
Jones’s affurances that he (hould obtain the liv-
ing, had been hitherto {o ftrong and pofitive,
that Mr. Crofts, ftill r-lying on his judgment,
had but little reafon at that tume, tc expect any
other than a favourable event of his {uits.

It has been ftated, thatin confequence of Mr.
Jones’s meflage to Mr. Crofts, by Mr. Browne,
Mr. Crofts expcéted to have been delivered
from his embarrallinent. Mr. Browne ac-
knowledged at Melton on the 13th of Novem-
ber, 1778, that he himiclf entertained the
{ame idea when he delivered the meflage, and
Mr. Brown being atked whether he was not
furprized when Mr. Jones produced his articles,
replied, that Mr. Jones muft fix a {um, and
that he did not (eo how it could be done other-
wile. [t will be (hewn howcver, hereatter,
thut if any agreement was to be made, 1t might

(r ll&VC
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have been formed upon more equitable terms
than tholc propofed by Mr. Jones, and ap-
proved by Mr. Browne.

It was ftated in the narrative, that Mr.
Jones’s behaviour at this interview, was rude
and infolent; and Mr. Brown him{elf acknow-
ledged at Mclton, on the 13th ot November,
1778, 1n the prefence of Mr. Crofts and another
gentleman, that it was fo. But Mr. Browne
alledged Mr. Jones’s conftitution in excuic for
his behaviour. Mr. Jones then is allowed to
be conflitutionally rude and infolent. And that
very conftitution which creates the offence, 1s
at the fame time offered as an excule for it. Be
it {o, the excufe 1s worthy of the man for whom
it 15 made.

It ‘has been ftated, that Mr. Jones refufed
to let Mr. Crofts have a copy of the articles of
agreement which Mr. Jones hud read over to
Mr. Crofts, and infifted upoa his figning.
Mr. Browne acknowledged at Melton, on the
fame 13th of November, that Mr. Jones had
refufed Mr. Crofts a copy of the agreement,
and Mr. Brown, at the fame tiune, acknowledg-
ed, that be bumfelf thought that agrecient to be
Jimonmiacal at the very time when he f{ignified
his approbation of it at Mr. Crofts’s ; and
Mr. Brown added, that as this agrecment was
{imoniacal, that was probably the reafon why

Mr. Jones would not leave a copy of it with
Mr.
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Mr. Crofts.  That the articles of agreement
wiitch Mr. Jones hud prepared to be executed
between Mr. Crofts and him/{elf were imonia-
cal, there cannot be a doubt by any one who
reads the act of parliament, made in the 31ft
year of the reign of queen Llizabeth, chap. 6.
How Mr. jones theretore came to propofe, that
him{eif and Mr. Crottsthould executean agree-
ment fo palpably fimoniacal, and how Mr.
Browne, who was himlfelf a clergyman, could
approve an agreement which be believed to be
{imoniacal, muit be lelt to themiilves to ex-
plain. Mr. Crofts all this time remained to-
tally ignorant of that imoniacal taint which
infe&ed the whole tran{:&ion, for neither did
Mr. Browne or Mr. Jones give Mr. Crofts the
leaft hint at the time, that fuch proceeding
was fimoniacal. Mr. Jones, indeed, by propof-
ing thefe articles between bimfelf and Mr.
Crofts, feems to have {ought for every oppor-
tunity of enfnaring Mr. Ciofts and involving
him in the commifiion of crimes, which would
- probably have been attended with the moit

ruinous confequences.

If Mr. Crofts had obtained the living, yet
under the agreement which Mr. Jones had pre-
pared for him to execute, he (Mr. Crofts)
would have been liable to deprivation of the
preferment, and to a forfeiture of two years
value of the living.  Mr. Jones, however, had

the modefty to reprefent the offer of this very
G2 agreemeit
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agreement as a favour done to Mr. Crofts,
a]thouuh, if Mr. Crofts had obtained and kepe
the ]wmg andiiturtied, he would, in confe-

quence of it, have been a lofer of 5[ cr per-
haps more, every year; and although Mr.

Crofts would, if the living was obtamed have
been, at any time, licble to l'e deprived of it,
and to a forfeiture of two years value of the
benefice, and would allo have been thereby

difabled from enjoying any other preferient.
Such is the nature of Mr. Jonus's boatted

friendfhip |

If it had been poffible to have formed any
acreement for fecuring the profits of the liv-
ing io Mr. Jones, without rendering that
agrcement fimoniacal, fuch an agreement might
have been formed upon terms nzuch more equi-

table than thofe which Mr. Jones had propol-
ed. The terms of the agreement might have

been, that Mr. Crofts fthould, after retaining
in his own hands a fpccific fum for the pur-
pole of procuring the cure to be ferved, have
paid the remainder of the profits of the living
to Mr. Jones. Mr. Jones, however, thought
proper to fix the value of the living in his own
way. It 1s impoflible at prefent to afcertain,
with precifion, the real value of the living; but
in the opinion of thofe who are beft acquainted
with it, the value of it cannot exceed 75/, per
annum. And as Mr. Crofts was to pay Mr.

Joncs 60/, a year, and to do the duty, which is
worth,
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worth, at the loweft eftimation, 20/. a year
maore, it requires but littie arithmetic to difco-
ver, how beneficial Mr. Jones’s propofal was
likely to prove to Mr. Crofts, efpecially when

1t 1s obferved, that Mr. Crofts would have been

compellable to have refided at Twyford ; are-
fidence that would probably have been to him
of very pernicious confequence: To fay no-
thing of the penalties of fimony which Mr.
Crofts would have incurred by embracing this

propofal.

It is now proper to {tate the motives which

induced Mr. Crofts to give up his claim to the
]iving, and to accommodate the {uits about the
fame, upon the teruns formerly ftated in the
narrative. It has been obferved, that a bill
was filed by Mr. Holl again{t Mr. Crofts and
Mr. Jones, tor purpofes before ftated, and
Mr. Crofts finding that the {uits now depend-
ing both at law and in equity, would be at-
tended with a moft enormous expence, and
that if he ever thould obtain the living, yet
that it would be attended with fuch heavy
charges as added to the {um of 200/. which he
was to pay to Holl would render the purchafe
ineligible; this confideration alone, exclufive of
his defire to avoid the commiflfion of fimony,
would have determined Mr. Crofts to feek
for an accommodation with the adverfe parties.
Mr. Crofts however did not proceed in this
meafure until he had taken the advice of pro-

pcr
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per counfel, and that advice precluded a
moments hefitation as to the condu& which it
was proper for Mr. Crofts to purfue. Mr.
Crofts took the opinion of Mr. Lloyd upon his
cafe, the very fame counfel whofe opinion Mr,
Jones had taken more than once in the courfe
of thefe fuits. And as Mr. Jones is ftill of
opinion, cr pretends to be of opinion, that he
could have obtained the hving, Mr. Lloyds
an{wer to the cafe as far as concerns the prefent
point fhall be here ftated, in order to thew how

little attention was due to Mr. Jones’s opinion
1n this matter,

Mr. Lloyd fays, ¢ I think that as the cafe
¢ ftands at prefent, and from the difcovery now
made the prefent plaintifts (Mr. Crofts and
Mr. Jones) cannot fucceed in the f{uit. It
1S now for the firft time ftated that the agree-
ment for the purchafe of the next prefenta-

tion of Twyford, was made by Mr. Jones,
in truft and for the benefit of Mr. Crofts, and

that Mr. Crofts has, under that agreement,

¢ been prefented by Mr. Jones. That pre-
¢« {entation of Mr. Crofts, and all done under
¢ 1t, 1s, and will, Iapprehend, be void, under
¢ the act cf the 12th of queen Anne. I think
¢ clearly, that Mr. Crofts cannot be prefented
¢ totheliving under thisagreement, and there-
1

fore, I fhould think it proper for him to
mal.e the beft terms he can with the defend-

ants. I thirk the defendants may file a bill
¢ againft
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¢ againft Mr. Crofts and Mr. Jones, to know
¢ whether the agreement was not made by Mzr.
 Jones for the bencfit of Mr. Crofts, and that
¢ they muft anfwer fuch a bill.’

Here therefore is Mr. Lloyd’s opinion, fo
clearly, fo decifively, {fo pofitively, declaring,
that Mr. Jones’s contract with Holl was fimo-
niacal, and that Mr. Crofts never could obtain
the living of Twyford under that contra&, as
to carry conviction into the breait of every man,
whofe arrogance and [elf-{ufficiency are not

equal to Mr. Jones’s.

It i1s obfervable, that Mr. Lloyd, in the out-
{et of his opinion, declares, that it had never
before been ftated to him, that Jones’s agree-
ment with Holl was made in truft and for the
benefit of Mr. Crofts. That the agreement,
however, was made 1n truft and for Mr.
Crofts’s benefit, is moft certainly true ; and
Mr. Jones himfelf, three months after it was
made, exacted from Mr. Crofts an acknow-
ledgment 1n writing, that the agreement was
made on the behalf of Mr. Crofts; vet Mr.
Jones, who, in the courfe of thefe fuits, had
more than once taken Mr. Lloyd’s opinion,
never {tated that fact to him, although 1t was
a fact of the fir{lt importance to be known, 1n
order to judge of the probability of the plain-
tift’s fuccefs.

Thele
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Thele obfervations will, 1t is prefuried, be
fufficient to convey to the reader a proper idea
of Mr. Junes's profetlional fkill and ability,
and his intended friendthip to Mr. Crofts. The
advice which Mr. Jones gave to Mr. Croits to
to pun,hafc this hving, and his impolitic beha-
viour in the conducion of that purchale, par-
tlcular]y his acknowledgment to Holl, that the
living was aually bought for Mr. Crofts,
icem to contradict his pretended friendfhip to
Mr. Crofts, and his boafted fkill in his own
profeflion. Mr. Jones will find it difficult to
reconcile, either to the duty which his profeffion
impofed, to the knowledge which it required,
or to the {riendfhip he profeffed to have for
Mr. Crofts, the advice which he gave him to
pericvere in thefe fuits; the concealment which
he made trom Mr. Crofts of the charge of
fimony alledged by Ioll, the affurances which
he made to Mr. Crofts that the agreement was
not fimoniacal, and the propofal which he
made to Mr. Crofts at their laft interview {tat-
ed in the narrative. To thefe matters Mr. Jones
may give any explanation he pieafes; they
admit of none but what i1s unfavorable to him.

It 1s now proper to revert to Mr. Jones's
letter of the 1oth of October, 1778, towhich
a full anfwer has been promifed and fai/ be
given.

The letter bepins in thefe words; - Sir, [T
» bope this letter will not leffen yeur devolion, or

¢ fhorten
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¢ fhortcn toe leTure of tbis day. I mean ifas a
¢ Jerious admonition to you agamnft Lying’.

This letter Mr. Crofts received on Sunday
morning the 11th of Octuber. In order to ex-
plain the former part, of this paragraph, 1tis ne-
ceffary to oblerve, that Mr.Crofts bad fommetune
before adopted and begua to execute a plan of
reading evening leCtures, 1n order to explain to
the lower rank ot peoplc, the nature and defign
of the catechitm of the church of England.
The {neer which Mr. jores has here thrown
out againft thele Lecturcs, 1s too defpicably
mean and illiberal to excite any emotions, but
thofe of pity and contempt for the author of it.

Mr. Jones informs us € that he meant this
letter as a ferious admonition againft lying.” What
Mr. Jones’s intention was when he fat down
to write this letter is beft known to himfelf.
That he meant however to write a ferious ad-
monition is extremely improbable from the
nature of the letter 1tlelf; unlefs the moft 1ll-
grounded and malicious charges exprefled in
the fouleft and moit abufive language, can
pafs with Mr. Jones for {erious admonition.

Mr. Jones adds ¢ You call upon me to explain
<« the charge of falfebood which I bave brought
¢« azainft you. With your leave I will not only
“ explain, but prove 1t.

I The
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T he reader will remember, that Mr. Crotftg
had only called upon Mr. jones to explain his
charge of falfehood, Lut M. _]on_,_. boldly un-
dertakes not only to explain, but alfo to prove
t#.  Mr. Jonesisa lawyer and therefore ought
to be a little acquainted with the nature of
proof. Mr. Jones, however, having, in the
beginning of his letter, miftaker abufe for ad-
monition, feems here again to have miftaken
accufation for proof. Mr. Jones’s explanation
and his proof follow 1n thefe words;

¢ The account which you have grven Mr. ARLy
€ of the converfation which paffed at our laff in-
€ terview, is falfe, and the gentleman, who luckily
¢ for me was then prefent, is ready to atteff the
¢ truth, which you, rev. fir, bave moff infa-
¢ moufly perverted and fuppreffcd.  The name of

¢ this gentleman s Mr. Browne, who bas SJome

¢ reafon to complain of your propenfity ta that Sa-
¢ tanic vice called lying.

This therefore is Mr. Jones’s explanation
and proof of his charge of falfehood. Some
kind of explanation, t 1ough vague, he has in-
deed given, but what kind of proof this para-
ograph contains, mult be left to Mr. Jones
himfelf to explam. Mr. Jones informs us,
that his charge of falfchood, arifes upon the
account which Mr. Crofts had given Mr. Afllc.y
of the converfation that pafled at the laft inter-
view between Mr. Jones and Mr. Crofts, and

al
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at which M. Brown was prefent.  Now, the
only account which Mr. Crofts had ever given
Mr. Altley of the converfation at that 1n-
terview, was by a letter dated September z,
i778; and vlr. Crofts had never given to Mr.
Aﬁlcy any other relation of what pmhd at that
intervicw, than what this letter contains; upon
this ground therefore, cholen by Mr. Jones, Mr.
Crofts will meet him, and will reft upon the
contents of that letter the eftablithment or re-
futation of Mr. Jones’s chaige. That very
letter 1s now 1n Mr. Crofts’s hands, and {o
much of it as relates to the prefent queftion
fhall here be ftated. It follows in thefle words ;

¢ In the evening of that day (22a. of Augufl,

¢ 1778,) I recerved @ meffege 10 <wait zz on Mr.
¢ Fones and Mr. Browne, but 7y ndifpofition
¢ preventing me, they recurned jor anfwer they
€ qvould wait on me. L1r. szw, whilft 1n my
¢ boufe, gave bimfelf many inbertinent c?ud 171/~
¢ lent airs, and fhewed me a great deal of rough
¢ bebaviour, and amuf:d Dunfelf with readzrzg
¢ cver to me a multitude of articles, which be
¢ Jaid I muft fign, if I chofe to coine to an agree=
¢ ment, that be was *s take the aifamr upon bim-
“ felf, and even then be made it a fovor. The
¢ greatnefs of which favor you will be a judge of,
¢« awken I tell you, thar the main defign of thofe
¢ articles was to bind me to pay a greater fum of
 money to Mr. fones every year, than the living
¢ 15 or can be worth: For, according to Mr.
¢ fones's article, I was to pay bim 52/, xos. per
2 Cannuunm,
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¢« annum, cind 20l. to a curate befides. Lo this
Mr. Browne cbelted, faying, be thsught that
was 10t rngf, as 1o ;pro"'*yimz was made [or
€ dilapidations ; which, befides that arnnal froy-
¢ me:zt to Mr. Feiaes, I muft (o anf.ccrabe far.
ro jonesthen faid 1 [oold pay iz Gole por
annum, and aljo 20/. /L?" arn fir a curate,
and be would rake the whole ontgrings upon
bimfelf. Lo this propofition Idr. Brceon mme -
© diately confented  The refult then, you fer, of
Mr. fones's kind offer to me, 15, i fhort, this,
that I was to be bound to pay bim $ol. per an-
nums when cvery one kvows the living aces nof
giiount to that walue, and I am Q/a red never
o ve raifed to that fum 5 confequently I mufe
La e seen out of pocket every year, whotever
© might Lave been the difference. This lafi prece
 of illtreatment, added to a fenfe of former illibe-
ral bebaviour, induced me to fly to my fatlber

¢ for fuccour and advice.

This is the account, zhe only account, that
Mr. Crofts ever gave Mr. Aftley of that inter-
view, and Mr. Jones has afferted that this ac-
count i1s falfe. With what juftice Mr Jones
could make that aflertion, will quickly appcar.
Mr. Brown was prefent at the interview above
alluded to, and Mr. Jones informs us, that
Mr. Brown 1s ready to atteft the truth, witl
an infamous pcrverfion and f{uppreflion of
which, Mr. Joncs charges Mr. Crofts.  Mr,
Crofts 1s content to reft the decifion of this

charge upon the c¢vidence of that very Mr.
Browne,
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Browne, to whom Mr. Jones himlell has ap-
pealed.  Mr. Jones has faid, that 1t was lucicy
tor him that Mr. Browne was prefent at this
mnterview ; and indeed if it 1s lucky for DMr.
Jones to be clearly convicted ol groundlefs ca-
lamny and afperiion. then, and not otherwife,
was it lucky for Mr Jcnes that Mr. Browne
was prelent at this interview.

Mr. Crofts’s uneafinefs, at the charge which
Mr. Jones had fo confidently levelled againit
him, induced him, on the 13th of November,
1778, to go to Melton, where he expecied to
meet, and did meet Mr, Brown; and Mr.
Crofts having read over to Mr. Brown, the
relation which he had given to Mr. Aftley, of
the converfation at the interview above allud-
ed to, and having alfo thewn him Mr. Jones’s
leiter of the 1oth of O&ober, and Mr.
Brown being defired to point out wherein the
falfity of Mr. Crofts’s account of that conver-
{ation confifted ; Mr. Browne did then and
there make a declaration, which was inftantly
taken down in writing, by a gentleman whom
Mr Crofts had defired to be prefent on this
occafion ; and that declaration, whon fo writ-
ten down, was delivered to Mr. Browne him-
felf, and rcad over by hiin, and after i1t was fo
read over by Mr. Browne, 1t was acknowledg-
ed by him to be agrecable to truth. That de-
claration * ot Mr. Browne’s wus comprized in
thefe words :
| Memorandum.

* Mr. Browne may, if he pleafes, fee the original decla-

ration, which is in the hands of the gentleman in whofe
prefence he made it

e Y
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¢ Memorandum. That upon reading over pore
of a copy 9 of Ar. Crofiss letter io ﬂff'. Hﬂ/ﬁ’_y,
© containzig an .c::cmmw of the converfation which
paffed ar Mr. Crofis’s houfe, between Mr,
Fones, Mr. Browsz2, and Mr. Crofts; IMr.
Brown declares, toat there is no difference be-
troeen the relation ?f LhaE CO?Z“UE.’?:/;’ZLZG?Z, and tbe
converfation that paffid, excepr that Mr.
Crofts bas wiote, that there was {0 be an al-
lowance of 20/, per annum _for a curate, befides
the feveral fumns of 52/. 10s. and 60l. whereas
there was no fum fixed for that purpofe ; but it
wwas underflood, that Mr. Crofts was to be at
the experce of baving the duty done, exclufive
of the 52/. 10s. and 60l. to be paid to Mr.
Fones, and the furplus was to go to Mr. Crofts,

WA 4 3
if toere was any.

Here therefore is a declaration read over and
agreed to by Mr. Browne himfelf, and authen-
ticated by the evidence of the gentleman who
was prefent when it was made. From this
declaration it will clearly appear, that the ac-
count given by Mr. Crofts to Mr. Aftley of
the converfation which pafled on the 22d, of
Auguft, was {ubftantially and effeCtually true.
The only difterence, 1f it can be called a dif-
ferance,is merelythis, that Mr. Crofts has fixed
the curate’s falary at 20/. per annum : whereas
on the contrary Mr. Brown declares that no
hxcd fum was mentioned for that purpofe. Mr.
Brown however acknowledges, that Mr. Crofts
was
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was to be at the expence of having the duty
done, over and befides the payment of 60/ a
vear which he was to make to Mr. Jones. Eve-
ry clergyman knows, that Mr. Crofts could
not have engaged a curate for this living for
lefs then 20/. per annum, and therefore Mr.
Crofts is juftified in having {aid that he was to
pay 8o/, per annum. ‘There is indeed a mif-
take in one part of that letter, and a very trivial
miftake it 1s where Mr. Crofts {ays that hc was
to pay him (Mr. Jones) 8o/, per annum : but
it 1s clear from every other part of the letter
that Mr. Crofts included in that 8o/. the 20/
which he fhould be obliged to pay a curate,
and therefore the miftake, if {uch it may be
called, 1s owing entirely to a very pardonable
inaccuracy of expreflion, and not-at all to in-
tentional or even accidental mifreprefentaton.
Upon the whole it will be marifeft to the can-
did and impartial, that every part of Mr.
Crofts’s account of what pailed at this interview
is fubftantially and effeCtually true and right.
The virulent and abufive terms 1n which Mzr.
Jones has urged his malicious and groundlefs
charge, will now therefore only ferve to expofe
him to that public opprobrium, which fuch
a conduct juftly deferves.

Fven if 1t 1s allowed for a moment that Mr.
Crofts had mifreprefented the purport of thefe
articles, yet would fuch a miireprefentation
have been very excufluble when it 1s confidered,
that Mr, Crofts had only once hcard thele

articles
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articles read over, and that Mr. Jones had re-
fufed to leave them, or a copy of them, wit!
Mr. Crofts for his perufal. Such milrepre-
fentation, therefore, would have becen juftly
imputable to the conduct ot Mr. Jones him{elt,
and not to Mr. Crofts.  WMr. Crofts, however,
does not want this excule, fince his account,
as before obferved, is {ubftantially and effcctu-
ally true.

Mr. Browne, in his declaration, obferves,
that the furplus of the profits of the living,
after payment of the 3o/, per annum, was to
go to Mr. Crofts, if there was any {uch fur-
plus. Mr. Crofts has not mentioned this cir-
cumf{tance in his letter to Mr. Aftley, becsufe
he had every reafon in the world to {uppofe
that there never could be any {urplus after pay-
ment of the 8o/, as the living was nort fuppoled,
by thofe who were beft acquainted with its
value, to be worth more than 75/ per an-
num, if fo much. So far, therefore, would
Mr. Crofts have been from enjoying any {ura
plus, that he would have been a confiderable
lofer every year by this agreement. DNlr.
Crofts’s letter, however, fairly admits the in-
ference, that he was to have the furplus, if
there was any, nor does the letter warrant
any other conclufion,

Mr. Jones in his letter, afferts, < that Mr.
“ Brown bad fonte reafon to complain of Mr.
¢ Crofts's propenfity to that fatanic wvice called

¢ (}'7'22 T
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* 4y r'ﬁg ' Nothing but the moft extreme friol-
hardirels couid have crompted Mr, jones to
make this atferton, fince he mignt have kn wn
that the faliity of 1t wae opon t comolete ue=
tediton.  One would foppofe, at iuoft, that
Nr. Brown himicif had made fome com-
plaing, or had wuworiced Meo Jones to ule
his name in this imputation of Mr Crofts’s
propeniity to lying  bo far, however, has
Dir, Brown been irom doines either of ¢ ele
things, that he declarcd at Meltn, on the
func. 13th of November, in the proence of
LIr. Crofrs and another gentloman, € that He
(lr Browne) bad no rm]”*z to complain of
¢ Mr. Crofts's propenfily to ying, nor did he
¢ gver authorize Mr. Fones to declare, that he
“ (Mr. Browne) ever bad any [Juch reqfon to
¢ complain. This declaration of Mr.Browne’s
was inftantly taken down in writing, read over,
and acknowledged by him to be true. This
aflertion of Mr. Jones’s, theretore, 1s total-
ly falfe and groundlefs, though, intended
by its author, to give a mortal {tab to Mr.
Crofts’s chara&er, and the detection of {o mali-
cious a defign, would coverany man but him,
of the moft matchlefs impudence, with ever-

lafting thame and confulicn.

A few brief obf{ervations will now be made
on the fucceeainy pamgraph of Mr. jonus’s
letter.

¢« The grzm_/zz/ declarations and aclnomofed g =
 m.onts, which your made 1o me Of our /fg/f mz‘u-

l rLLL-,
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€ in you tell wie, thar bad you kuown e s
S as yeu do now, yow would rever /?L:.u" Dad any
¢ dealings witdh nze.  Pray, gosd fir, when and
codere bad T any ofber r’c-..... TS Wikl you, tha
what were caleulated and achnowledzed by you to
be for your beneft.  Fbon you wanted f':{; Jer-
vices you was coiEtent to deal with me fo far
@s 10 accept tbem. HWhen you wanted Fake-
banm curacy, you dealt fo me a profufisi of thanks
 for zbe trouvle I gave myjfelf on your account.
T brough your (fecz/zn o5 with me you obiained the
parfonage loufe z‘/*mzmb your dealings with

&

é

€ me, you was introduced 20 the compauy cy‘ gen-
'

¢

4

b a o

N n o

tlemen, who bave fince d: jca"wred your difpofiti-
072, dnd joiz with me in reprobaiing your con-
auct. You was not afbamed of your dealings
witlh wie wher my boufe ard tavle were at your
¢ Jervice. At that rime, my fricidfbip, genero<
¢ fity, and fincerity wwere your perpetual themnes.
¢ Whence 2hern this / cdden change 1n Your fernti-
ments £ Why amn I to be dea 1t 20ith 10 longer 2
I wi/l tel! yoic 5 becauf Jt:’ your /a:z‘zm ic purp a/e 15
© anfwered. It is for that reajon that my name
¢ 15 added to the lift of Jq/e' gentlemcn, whonr _yazd'
¢ bafe beart bas deferied and rewiled)

‘The gratitude which Mr. Crofts had ex-
prefied to Mr. Jones at their laft interview, he
thought at that time to have been due, Pd

furely Mr. C,mfts can deferve no bnme for
having then thanked Mr, Jones for what Mr.

»

(,rous at that time believed to be a favour. Vir.
| Crofts

"
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Crofts at that very time believed (in confe-
quence of Mr. Jones’s affurances) that he fhould
obtain tie living of Twyford. Mr. Crofts did
not know at that time that Mr. J’ones had led
him into a imoniacal contra&. Nr. Crofts was
not at that time {ufpicicus bow impolitic Mr.
Jones’s conduét had been in the tranfa&ion of
that bufinefs. Mr. Crofts did not know at that
time, that the expenfive {uits'in which Mr.
Jones had involved him muft inevitably ter-
ininate to his (Mr. Crofts’s) difadvantage, per-
haps in his ruin. In thort, Mr. Crofts did not
know at that time, that the whole {eries of Mr.
Jones behaviour in this matter had been invari-
ably impolitic or treacherous, and perhaps both

It has been obferved thdt Mr. Crofts obtain-
ed the curacy of Fakenham throcugh the influ-
enceof1fr1endatCan1b11dgc. Mr. joncs sletter
{fcems to infinuate, i1f 1t means any thing, that
Mr. Jones obtained the curacy for Mr. Crofts,
Mr Crofts 1is ignorant that Mr. Jones ever
made any application to the reCtor on his be-
half ; what gratitude therefore is duc to Mr.
Jones on this account he himfelf mutt explain,

The next thing that Mr. Jones would in-
finuate is, that he obtained the parfonage houfe

for Mr. Croftﬂ; It isa fa&t however, that Mr.
Crofts himfelf.applied to and agreed with Mr.
R,u.ﬁ: for the parlonage houfe |

I 2 Mr.
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Mr. Jones feems to place great flrefs upRon
his having introduced Kir. Crofts to the come-
pany of gentlemen; Ly thele gentlemen it i
fuppofed DMr. fones meas the micmbirs o a
certain book-ciub at lai.conam, of which
Mr. Jones folicited bir. Crétis to bhecome a
member 3 what nighty oblization there was
in this, muit be leit to My, Jones to explain ;
fince Mr. Crefts paid his own f{ubfeription,
bore his own expences, and might certainly
have become a member without Mr. Jones's
affiftance, as all infltitations of this kind are
benefited by the increate of members,  Mr.
Jones adds, that thefe gentlemen join withg
him in reprobating Mr. Crofts’s conduc¢t; who
thute gentlemen are, or what part of Mr.
Crofts’s conduct they do reprobate Mr. Crofts
knows not. Mr. Jones has probably repre-
{fented Mr. Crofts’s conduct to thefe gentleinen
in the blackeft colours his malice could devife.
But 1f thefc gentlemen are candid and impar-
tial, they will now percieve their error, and
turn the current of their reprobation, from Mr.

Crofts, upon one, who {o much better deferves
1t,

Mer. Crofts 1t {cems has dined at Mr Jones’s
table, and Mr. Crofts was invited by him to
do fo. At that time fays Mr. Jones my friend-
{hip, gencrofity and fincerity were your per-
petual themes. Were they {o indced Mr.
Jones. To expatiate on thele themes then was

{urcly
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furely haghly grateful to Mr. Jones’s ear, and
one would {uppofe by the grief and difap.
pointment he feems to feel at the difcontinu-
avon of that ill founded gratitudz, that they
are themess which Mr. Jones 15 not {o often
treated with, as he could with. Mr. Jones
perbaps invited Mr. Crotts to his table with
a vicw of feafting his im.gination upon thefle
deligntful themes, and Mr. Jones might in
tim= have fuppofed that he really potlefled
thefe virtues. It fuch however was Mr. Jones’s
view, vir. Crofts’s was very different While
he believed Mr  Jones to be his friend, he
frecly exproffed his gratitude, but when he
difcover=d huis crror, he was entitled to with-
hold his praife.®

Mr. Jones now 1inquires, why he is to be
dealt with nolonger, and he immediately tells
us, that it 1s becaufe Mr. Crofts’s {atanic pur-
pofe was anfwered. What f{atanic purpofe
Mr. Crofts has anfwered, except the lofs of
near 3o/. can be {o called, he is utterly at a lofs

{o

e

#® The completion of the propofed purchafe, would, in-
deed, have gone far towards fecuring to Mr Jones, a life’s
eftate of adulation.  Let the pofition be explained. In con-
{equence of it, Mr. Jones would have been armed with all the
terrors of temparal lefs and {pirtrual cenlure, which he might
on any emotion, have inflicted upon Mr. Crofts. And in

what {tatc muft the man be, whofe well .being depends upon
the friendfhip, candour, or good temper of My, Jones!
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to conceive, and mulft leave 1t to Mr. Jones's
fuperior inteliigence to explan.

Mr. Crofts is not confcious of having deferted
or reviled any gentieman, as Mr. Joncs has af-
ferted ; and if any gentlemen think themfelves
fo iujured, itis for themn to ftand forth, and
avow their own complaints; or otherwifc this
affertion may be fairly prefumed to be of
Mr. Jones’s own fabrication.

The laft paragraph of this letter is too vile
to need any comment. ¢ After telling you,
¢ that you are an infamous Li1AR and Scoun-
DREL, [ lay down my pén with a refolution of
neither recerving or anfwering any more letters.’

D. J.

Such is Mr. Jones’s letter which he has
thought good to hand to third perfons with fo
much exultation ; why he has done {o, know-
ing it to be fo abfolutely falfe (laying the grofs
indelicacy of it out of the queftion) is not eafily
accounted for. Perhaps he prides himfelf upon
it, as being a piece of mafterly compofition. He
has doubtlefs read the letters of a celebrated
* declaimer, whofe animation was of a kind
very different from that of Mr. Jones. Who
{aid, that he would not call his antagenift a
knave, a liar and a fool; but with all the polite-
nefs in the world would perhaps prove him fo.

Reafoning

» 7 U N I U .
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Rezloning from analogy, it cannot now be an
unfair poltulatum to affume, that Mr. Jones,
attempting to hinitate, has diretly onuteken,
:he paflage, and, without proving, has with
ali t..e wcivility in the world, thought proper
to call the man, he had injured and infulted,
¢ an intfamous liar and {coundrel.” What He
1s proved to be, let fa& declare.  Where truth
and accuracy of delineaticn prevail, it 1s not ne-
ceflary to give a name to the pi¢ture. 1t is for
thofe who are confcious of want of refemblance,
in what they would have the world to deem
a copy, to write under tiie picce the names of
fuch, as would not otherw:[c be thought of. It
is not flattery 1o fay th:t the letter is a match-
lefs produétion. The* its flile and manner are
(in the moft literal fenfe of the word) truly
inimitable, at leaft by any geed and fenfible
man. A production, that difcovers fuch a
{pirit of rancorous and (it is hoped Mr. Jones
will not quarrel with the term) Szzanic malice,
of mean and petulant abuie and calumny, may
well evince to all obfervers, the danger of hav-
ing converfe with a man, whoic ackuswiedged
conflitusicnal rudencfs and iufolonce, famented
by his friends, abhorred by his acquainiance,
and pitied by all, yield only to the moie [o-
lemn acts, refulting from his MeEnTAL Dg-
LiICERATION. In c¢xcufe tor the commiflion
of which, perfonal irritability cannot poihibly

be pleaded.

r I N I A&.
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It feems that Mr. Jones, {ome time fince,
. applied to Mr. Aftley to obtain Mr. Crofts’s
letter of the 22d. of September, 1778 ; but
Mr. Aftley, at Mr. Crufis’s requeft, declined
to furnith Mr. Jones with 1it.  Mr. Jones has
fince, with his ufual modeity, declared, that
nothing could more clearly thew Mr. Crofts’s
{enfe of his own fhameful behaviour, than his
defire to {upprefs thatletter. The truth is,
that Mr. Crofts never withed to fupprefs that
letzer, but as his own juftification depended
upon it, he wifhed it might ot fall into Mr,
Jones’s hands, and that was the reafon, and the
only reafon why he was defirous it might not
be delivered to Mr. Jones., Mr. Jones was {o
candid as to make his chargeof falfehood againtt
this letter, before he ever faw the letter itfclf ;
nor has he {een it to this moment. If, howe-
ver, VMr. Jones defires 1t, the letter it{elf niay be
{cen by any gentleman he fhall depute {or that
purpofe, upon application to DMMr., Crofts, in
whofe hands the letter now is.



