On the 13th February, 1769, Dr Hind appointed the Rev Thomas Martin his curate, with a stipend of fifty guineas, and engaged "to continue him to officiate in his said church until he should be otherwise provided with some ecclesiastical preferment, unless by fault of him committed he should be lawfully removed from the same." On this title Mr Martin was ordained by Bishop Terrick, and was afterwards appointed" reader "by the parishioners. On the 26th November 1774, Dr Hind gave him a written notice to quit the curacy in three months, for which, "though repeatedly urged, he would assign no reason but his pleasure. Mr Martin, therefore, relying on his title, persisted in keeping possession, and in performing, or attending to perform, the parochial duty. The Bishop required the curate to withdraw, but he still refused. His salary being demanded and refused, he brought an action. The cause came to a hearing in the Court of King's Bench, before Lord Mansfield and a jury of Middlesex, when his lord- ship was of opinion that the title written and subscribed by the defendant was not only expressed in words of legal obligation, but strengthened likewise by a solemn declaration of his intentions to fulfil the engagement therein expressed ; that no admissible reason had been offered to invalidate this obligation, and that, therefore, a verdict must be given for the plaintiff, which his lordship recommended to be reserved for the opinion of the court. In the following term the questions arising from the case were fully argued. The Doctor's advocate grounded the defence on three points : (i) Mr Martin's incompetence to sue because the title only related to the Bishop, either as an agreement or a security ; (2) That the obligation, if it ever extended to Mr Martin, had become void by his acceptance of a readership, which was contended to be an ecclesiastical prefermefit ; and (3) That he wanted the indispensable qualification of a curate, the Bishop's license. From any of these objections it was argued that Dr Hind was entitled to a verdict. Lord Mansfield went through the whole case, and gave the judgment of the court, in substance, as follows : "Lest the indigence of ministers should bring discredit upon the Church, it is provided by the 33rd canon that if any bishop shall admit any person into the ministry who hath no title, then he shall keep and maintain him with all things necessary till he do prefer him to some ecclesiastical living." Titles are, therefore, necessarily required at ordinations to indemnify the Bishop, and likewise to secure a maintenance for the person ordained, and if such title be exhibited, as required by the canon, the Bishop can incur no penalty, nor be otherwise affected by any subsequent event ; and therefore, though a title be literally an agreement with the Bishop, he transfers it by ordination to the curate, and its future operation applies only to him. Upon this opinion, Mr Martin's competency to sue was indisputably admitted. Proceeding to the next objection, Lord Mansfield observed, "that no acquisition but ecclesiastical preferment could discharge the obligation of a title ; that the readership did not in its nature fall under that description, and was, besides, a precarious employment, and the want of permanency would prevent its effect upon the title, even if admitted to be an ecclesiastical office." In his observations upon the third objection his lordship " admitted the necessity of a Bishop's license but considered it in the present case to be fully implied though not formally expressed in Mr Martin's letters of orders ; for licenses and letters of orders being granted upon the same qualifications, and for the same purpose, an ordination to a curacy conveys the true spirit of a licence, and invests the person ordained with the same privileges."It was therefore the unanimous opinion of the court that the verdict should be confirmed. The curate upon this resumed his functions, and here it might have been hoped the dispute would have ended ; that the rector would have made a virtue of necessity, and that harmony would have been restored to the parish. But Dr Hind immediately renewed hostilities in two other courts — the Chancery and the Common Pleas — and although by the mediation of Mr Bromiield, a common friend, the suit in the latter was withdrawn and Mr Martin suspended his answer to the bill in Chancery, in the moment of negotiation Dr Hind caused an attachment to be issued against him, and the treaty was thereby broken. Mr Martin published an address to the inhabitants of the parish of St Anne, Westminster, wherein these facts are set forth, and although his own statements ought, perhaps, to be cautiously received. Dr Hind's conduct is, unquestionably, much to be condemned. Martin says that Dr Hind had introduced more curates into the parish during two years of his incumbency than were employed by his predecessors in almost a century before. These frequent changes were attributed to "the haughty, imperious, and tyrannical temper" of Dr Hind. It was said that "his demeanour was ungracious and his sentiments illiberal" — and that his curates had strong personal objections to him. Martin speaks of the Doctor returning occasionally from " his summer residence," in Essex, not to be a blessing but the reverse to his London parishioners ; but there is something uncomfortable in the confession, "at my first introduction I regarded him with a jealous eye, but he did not in anything appear to be particularly exceptionable," and the curate afterwards admits that they lived many years in perfect harmony, and that he had a very great affection for the Doctor. Notwithstanding these admissions, Martin states that is was a well known fact that, however rich in merit, and liberally endowed with amiable qualities, the affections of his parishioners remained uncaptivated either by his natural or acquired graces, and that they were strongly prejudiced against him. Martin says that in January, 1775, the Rev Mr Beadon, chaplain to Bishop Terrick, waited upon him (Martin) at Dr Hind's request, and urged him to "leave the curacy gently " or he would be turned out on some charge of immorality" and upon an interview with the Bishop of London, Martin says he found that Dr Hind had neither overrated his influence with the Bishop, nor vainly boasted of the support which his lordship's authority would give him ; but as the Bishop alleged no charge against Mr Martin, the latter concluded that his lordship was influenced in his design to supersede him by the innocent desire to oblige his friend and that Dr Hind would never have dared to oppress him unless he had been encouraged by the insolent expectation of finding a secure refuge in the of his patroris favour, Martin afterwards resorted to satire and vulgar abuse of his rector, and published "Ecclesiastical Gallantry ; or, the Mystery Unravelled. A Tale. Dedicated to His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, without permission. Printed by the Author."The dedication is a masterpiece of effrontery, and the whole full of grossness and indecency, where it is stated that the court of delegates decreed in this unhappy case of libel promoted by Dr Hind against Mr Martin in 1776, that all the charges, except defiance, were decreed by the Ecclesiastical Court to be void of foundation or proof. And yet Dr Wynne, judge of the Consistory Court, pronounced in 1779 that Martin ought to be removed from the curacy and condemned him in the costs, which in that court alone amounted to 400. From this sentence Martin afterwards appealed, and being heard personally, for he pleaded his own cause, in December, 1781, before Dr Calvert, judge of the Arches Court, the sentence of the Consistory Court was confirmed and the costs nearly doubled by the appeal. The last resort was to the delegates, and the hearing came on January 31st. The final decree was then given, when the judge delegate pronounced for the appeal and annulled the sentence of the Ecclesiastical Courts, by which, as Mr Martin said, he was "delivered from a persecution as cruel, unjust, and oppressive, as ever came before a court." Dr Hind found that the parishioners of St Anne's co-operated and sympathised with the curate, although his temper, spirit, and manners towards his rector were equally objectionable, and it is clear that the inhabitants supported Martin because there was a bad understanding and little intercourse between them and the rector. When Dr Hind found that his curate was a favourite, and that "all the people were as mad as he," it would have been well had he kept his temper, subdued his heart burnings, and spared litigation. There was much bad judgment, and, at least, a failure in ministerial example. But this was not the only unseemly contention which Dr Hind had with a brother clergyman, "brother going to law with brother," and pastors of the same flock found, like wolves, "biting and devouring one another."When the Doctor became rector of St Anne's, he found the Rev Dr Jackson, the clerk in orders, and curate of the late rector. Dr Hind demanded the services of the clerk in orders as a rights but being resisted, the question was moved into the Exchequer Court, and the rector not establishing his claim to the services of the clerk in orders (which office was similar to an incumbency) as his curate, he was cast in the costs of the suit. Worn out by these relentless, long continued, and repeated contests with his curates, Dr Hind was induced to resign the living of St Anne's for the vicarage of Rochdale, to which he was collated by Archbishop Cornwallis on the 6th day of June, 1778, and in the same year he vacated the rectory of Shering, Frederick, Archbishop of Canterbury, sent his nomination of Richard Hind to Beilby, Bishop of Chester, dated Lambeth House, 22nd June, 1778, in the tenth year of the Primate's translation. Dr Hind was instituted to the  vicarage 6th July, 1778, by the Rev Dr Vyse rector of Lambeth on being presented, by Christ Church, Oxford, to the vicarage of Skipton, in Yorkshire, which had become void by the death of the Rev John Parry, MA, and he immediately obtained a dispensation to enable him to hold the two northern benefices. On the 24th February, 1772, he had been collated by the Bishop of London to the prebend of Broomsbury in St PauFs cathedral, all of which preferments he held at the time of his death. The scandal of pluralities was an abuse which required redressing, but Martin does not appear to have attacked it, nor, indeed to have expressed any dissatisfaction with his share of the Church's goods, and if he found that he was "passing rich with forty pounds a year," it was   certainly but a small part of the 1,000 a year received by Dr   Hind. We can, however, find little to commend, and much to condemn, in the bold clergyman who dared to overstep all the bounds of decency, and address "An Epistle from the Rector of St Anne's, Westminster, to the Vicar of Rochdale ; Dedicated without Permission to the Lord Bishop of London : printed for the Author. It may be named that Bishop Lowth had appointed Dr Robert Richardson chaplain to the King and prebendary of Lincoln, who had resided many years at the Hague as chaplain to Sir Joseph Yorke, as Dr Hind's successor at St Anne's and the new rector immediately relieved Mr Martin of his duties as curate. This step led to the publication of the insulting letter here referred to, in which Bishop Lowth, Dr Hind, and Dr Richardson are alike calumniated, maligned, and aspersed. It may safely be inferred that, after what had passed in the parish of St Anne, the Bishop considered that its spiritual interests would be better promoted by Dr Richardson. He was the second son of the learned Dr William Richardson, vice-chancellor of Cambridge, and editor of Godwin "De Pnesulibus." Dr Robert Richardson was a Fellow of the Royal and Antiquarian Societies, and St. Anne's was worth 550 per annum. On this account the letter contemptuously refers to Lowth's controversy with Warburton as an " assault of the former," and as " a military manoeuvre in pursuit of ecclesiastical preferment," and impeaches the veracity, the humanity, and piety, of the learned and amiable Bishop of London. He charges Dr Hind with levity and licentiousness, and employs the most scurrilous epithets in his poetic satire against those whom he terms "the dignified tyrants of the Church." It is certain that he regarded Dr Hind as a very different person from the Hind introduced by Dryden as holding converse on the Nicene fathers with the Panther, nor did he advise the parishioners of St Anne's to rest their faith on a Pope and Council." Dr Hind's antecedents were well known at Rochdale, and were not forgotten at least after the lapse of five and thirty years from his decease. I have met with many of his old parishioners who related anecdotes of him, and some of his more intimate acquaintance, and the general impression which he had left behind him was not favourable, although Martin's characteristics and his heinous charges were considered to be the offspring of prejudice and dislike, and to be both significant and suggestive as regarded himself. Amongst his first acts was an attempt to. In the scurrilous and infamous "Epistle" Hind's new parish of Rochdale is regarded by his London correspondent as a banishment. With horror I view, As felons the gallows behold ; And read in your fate, What may soon or late Of more than one rector be told. I tremble and quake. Lest I should partake, The torments inflicted on you Be driven from hence. And void of defence, Be censured by good men and true and compel the incumbents of the various chapels in the parish to close their places of worship on certain high festivals, and to resort to the mother church to assist in the administration of the Holy Eucharist ; this was an assumption of vicarial authority not relished by the curates. The following letter was sent to the minister of Littleborough, but, I believe, was disregarded, whilst Milnrow was found to be more obsequious : — Reverend Sir, I have been informed by Mr Holland that you object to attend at the parish church on Christmas-day with Mr Haigh ; but I take the liberty of informing you that according to the old custom the six curates of the chapels are bound to attend on their days, and the curates of Littleborough and Milnrow are required to attend on the festival days of Christmas, Easter, and Whitsunday to assist the vicar and his curate in the administration of the Holy Eucharist, and other duties : and I hereby command you to fulfil the duty, which custom, equivalent to law, imposes upon you- I remain, Rev Sir, your humble servant. That Ferrand of the Wood, Esq., knew Dr Hind personally and old Mr Ferrand, the attorney, furher of my informant occasionally was employed by him. The Doctor was dignified, reserved and very aristocratic. He was a good preacher, and the church was well attended in his time. He was a loyal defender of his country, and died just before the breaking out of the French revolution. There were many whigs in Rochdale, and politics ran high, but he was always true to his colours. Colonel Townley was very violent, and the Hopwoods and Hortons were strong party men, but Dr Hind associated with them. It is not true that he shirked asking the curates to dinner on the quarter days. They used to dine at the vicarage, and the churchwardens as well. Their congregations did not complain when the chapels were closed, but were glad of a holiday ! The custom continued down to the death of Dr Drake, and had the good effect of fostering a kindly feeling between the vicar and the churchwardens, and I think the disuse is to be regretted. He was the very man to command " Haigh and Shuttleworth to attend the sacrament days, and as they had no communions at their own Chapels it was very proper that they, and their communicants, should go to the old church. Mr Bellas had a high opinion of Dr Hind, and used to say he had been badly used by his Liondon curate. Martin stated that it was contended by Dr Hind that curates were in the same predicament with footmen, and equally subject to be dismissed at the will of their masters. He added, ''The illliberality of Dr Hind was universally reprobated, which, added to the mortification of disappointed malice, occasioned his retirement to Rochdale." Such indiscriminating severity is harmless. The Doctor was generally accused, there can be little doubt most falsely, of immorality, and the London rector is introduced saying to his brother of Rochdale. Your amorous feats,your exploits, The Scoffers in doggrell abuse The trumpet of fame. Hath sounded your name. As taught by the ludicrous muse. and the scoffing author of the "epistle" refers to his own publication, entitled "Ecclesiastical Gallantry, or the Mystery Unravelled." This pamphlet I have not seen, but Dr Holme, of Manchester, informed me that Martin was said to be Dr Hind's natural son. That such was the popular opinion —   although not a particle of evidence of the specific charge has occurred to me — seems to be contained in the libellous and vulgar, although clever, satire of the relentless Rev Thomas Seddon, M A, afterwards a beneficed clergyman of the parish of Rochdale. It is in the " Characteristic Strictures, or Remarks on upwards of One Hundred Portraits of the most eminent persons in the counties of Lancaster and Chester, now supposed to be on Exhibition", that the vicar of Rochdale's picture represents. A Scene in the Citizen. An old piece which has undergone corrections that will maintain the reputation of the painter above the detraction of the most malignant censurer, notwithstanding he departs in his revisal from the author's scandalous fabrication. The libidinous and profligate appearance of young Philpot is answerable to his dangerous and abandoned disposition ; but the old gentleman, contrary to the farcical representation, is portrayed in colours of virtue and modesty, and shows a sorrowful abhorrence of the wicked course in which he has detected his son and though conscientiously obliged to disinherit him, seems unwilling to expose his actions, which the young man turns to his own account, being fully determined to represent the virtuous father in the most unfavourable light he can possibly invent" 
