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property—wishing to relieve his mind from all doubt upon
the subject that troubled him, the defendant then and there
promised, as fally and as solemnly as language could ex-
press it, to put the building on that lot and nowhere else.
Do not all the attendant and surrounding circumstances
impress the mind of every conscientious and reflecting per-
son with the very strong moral obligation thereby imposed
upon the defendant ? T can scarcely concelve one stronger.
The greater the integrity, the higher the moral sense, the
stronger would be the obligation upon the conscience.
That the defendant possesses both in a high degree is mani-
fest in his letter of the 80th December before referred to.
When asked, in behalf of the claimants, to reconsider his
intention of building on said lot, and locate the building
elsewhere, his answer was such as did credit alike to his
conscience and to his heart. After repeating the promise
which he had made, and the circumstances under which it
was made, he says:—*“ Now, do you think it would be at
all consistent with truth and honesty for me voluntarily to
violate a pledge given under circumstances which render it
as sacred as an oath, and made to a dying man who had
confided to me the whole of his estate? Would you, with
your well-known delicacy and sensibility to all honorable
engagements, feel yourself justified in doing so were the
case your own, and should I not lose your respect and re-
gard (which I value very highly) were I to hesitate for a
moment as to what was my daty ?”

Therein and thereby he proves the indelible stamp made
upon his mind. Conscience, resting under an obligation
strong as an oath, bound him to the observance of his pro-
mise. With that deep recognition of moral obligation
resting upon his conscience, he assumed the duties of the
trust. He thinks he executed the power and discharged
the trust under the written will alone, wholly uninfluenced
by his promise.

The well-known integrity and the high moral character



