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Dear friend 

A ride I took to Heath has prevented my writing sooner, notwithstanding several 

very acceptable letters from you. With this you will receive a second Letter to the 

inhabitants of Birmingham.
1
 A first

2
 you would have before. They gain a good deal of 

attention, and the more I perceive by a mixture of pleasantry //which I fear you will not 

like//[.] My Letters to Mr Burn
3
 were thought too serious and angry. I was very unwilling 

to have any controversy with the clergy in this town; but, as they have been the 

aggressors, especially in their mutilated extracts from my Preface to Mr Burn,
4
 an exact 

copy of which you will see in Woodfall’s Diary,
5
 I shall now keep the ball up, and not do 

it by halves. However, as I do not publish all at once, I can desist whenever I please. I 

have two more letters composed, and intend a third, which will probably close the 

whole.
6
 After this, if it be thought worth while, //I can// publish an improved edition of 

the whole.
7
 

Please to send M
rs
 Rayner

8
 copies of them as they may serve to amuse her. 

I am glad to find that the second part of your Vindiciæ
9
 is in such forwardness. I 

hope that by the time of my coming to London it will be finished. I have no doubt of its 

doing much good, like the former part. 

Mr Russell
10
 desires me to give his best respects to you, and to request that if you 

can promote the interest of Mr White
11
 (who married his sister) at the London Hospital 

you would be so good as to do it. 
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I thank you for your account of the proceedings in the House on tuesday last.
12
 By 

all account, the arguments were in our favour, and to this every thing must eventually 

give way. I think Remarks on all the Speeches would be an useful publication. I may 

perhaps do it in my Familiar Letters, if I should continue them. Mr Pitt
13
 certainly said 

nothing to any purpose, and Mr Burke’s
14
 conduct I think best accounted for by his 

leaning towards the Court and not to Popery. Mr Fox
15
 has either read very little indeed, 

or his compliments to Mr Burke were very extravagant. Mr Hawkes
16
 says that Mr Burke 

was little attended to.
17
 Next to him sat Mr Burn, who on your going out took your sea[t.] 

Mr B Vaughan
18
 tells me of an Appeal to the people of England. This is not, 

surely, to come from the London Committee.
19
 It should be reserved for the National 

Meeting of all the Dissenters; but this Committee will engross every thing, and take no 

care of not offending the Country Dissenters.  

Yours & M
rs
 Lindsey’s 

most affectionately 

J Priestley 

P.S. I left Sally
20
 and remarkably well, and the elder child. The younger had a 

fever, which is common in that part of the country, but I hope it will do very well. They 

desire their best remembrances. 

With this you will receive a copy of a letter which I address to the Members of the 

House of Commons, and the bishops to //all of// whom the Extracts were sent. I hope you 

will not dislike it. I made it short as I could.                               
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16
 William Hawkes (1731-1796), see 5 Jul 1786. 
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567. 
20
 Sarah Priestley (1763-1803), see 5 Jul 1786. 


