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EC:ntmwlfnu No. zizg] Ak ;L?:’e:;:r;:; t?ac:{x:l;:r ;’:c::r‘gd by'h“m}g ,lfrge miffion gn fhis. property was made, becauf th-re
To DANIEL of St. Two. JENIFER, Efquire. 0 r of perfons, in a bovk to was no doubt cutertained of the reality of the fale 3
e proved by witneffes, as if the bond of cach of and when the iubjeét wa difcufled before tne exe-

SIR, s _ thofe purchafers was obtained with good fecurity. cutive, it appcared by the account cf fules bhtBed
mﬁ;@:@: HEN you find that it will not fuit Ylou very well knew that the debt due ths ftate for by the au&ioneer of Bul'imure county, vho \-v.»! ;n
4 ©, your purpofe to anfwer my arguments  the property fold and pot bonded for, did not de- oticer aéling upon oath, that the_prope-ty wis ioid
L w @ fairly, orto ftate them truly, you have pend on the precarious proof of witnefles, and that to Stephen Steward, and company ; Adla aentles
o5 © recourfe to the ufual artifice of mifre- judgments were obtained for nearly the whole of man was attending who was pl::fcn; when t%w fale
HEE prefentation ; and the acmene.fs qf that debt. But to ftate faéts truly would not anfwer was made, and who would have proved thar Mr.
ot P,gvuicaliop u.fuch, that a clofe attention is your purpofe.  Mifreprefentation is the weapon Steward actually did pu chafe, if it had been thought
pecediary to avoid x.mpoﬁnon.—You have iniifted wnh. which you .fez‘zm determined to contend. I neceffary.—It was the commiffion on the fale «1 rhis
that, in fome c_afcs, if bond and fecurity was not admitted, thac it is incumbent on the commidioners, prozeryy and Fames's Park, for which the cc mmif-
immedistely given, the fale was void. I have to prove the fa.le in cafe it fnould be denied by the Qoncra offered to give bovd to account with the pub-
depied the pofition, and_you allege, lhat.thc confe- P""CLJGr This bas not been done in any cafe but lic, in cafe the ftate fhouid not tucceed in the fuits
geace Of my conftru&tion of the ]a'w is, tl?at the that of Stephen Steward, and company. I have be- \_vhxch were depending. To give a fan&ion to .our
commiffioners and the purchafers mlght difpenfe forc ftated the fatts refpedling this tranfadtion. izfinuaticn that the commiflioners did not with to
with it at pleafure ; and chat according to my af- Ugop a full and true ftate of the cafe, you were of hazard the feofe of u full councii on their clain, vou
{ertion, one _party is bound by a contra@ though oOpinion that the purchale was éowd fide made, and h“_" afferted with v..ur ufual veracity, that ¢ they
the cther retufcs to comply on his parc. The very a. m{:ﬂdant of the revenue, dirc&-d a fuit againd cifered to give bond to return any money that here-
severfe of this doftrine is what I have contended Mr. bt?wzr_d. You bave fince been verv induitricus after m.ght be made appear, that fhould be paid for
for ; and the conduét of the commiffioners tas been tO obtain his depofition to the contrary; but you commiflion acd not due;” ard this you fay ** vou
correfpondent to the true conftru€tion of the laws, cannot pre:e_nd that you were not as fully informed concelve was dene to remove the otje&ions t. alting
ard confitent with the real interct of the ftate. [f When you d'{"'fmd a fuit againft him, as you now Upon the account immediately.”  Your mem r;
they had conceived that in an« cafe a fale was void are. You obferved at the time, that you had con- muft be bad indeed, it vou ¢o not perfectly recclict
becsufe = bond was net immediaiely given, then the verfed with wajor Yates on the fubject, acd that that your affertion is di-etly contrary to the tiuth,
cozfequencs of their opinion rpull have been, that Mr. Steward ‘n.xi offered to fwear that ke dia not @nd that the fatt _is firictly as [ have reiated it. If
the purchafer might difpenfe with the law when he ma}:e the pu:c_n.zl’-:. ] That Mr. Steward 1s mi{‘t?ken, the ﬁ_ate fnpuld fucceed in thofe ruits the right to
plesied by refufing to give bond. The conftru@i- and that he did maie the purchate, can be proved commifliun is clear and indubitable; it was never
oz s centainly true, that when the purchafer refufed by the moit c'ecr and indifputadle teftimony., It ¢laimed it a contrary event fhould tak. place. Fx-
to bond agreeable to the terms of fale, the Rate was fully appears frem the follawing depofition and cer- clufive of (he purchaie m.de by Stephen Sieward,
mot boend by it, and the fale was woidable in the tAcate trom pentivmen of charafter, who were pre- and company, there remains of the vihoad.d debe,
option of thc commiflioners, who were authorifed to fent at the fal.: for which judgm:nts are not yet recvered, accord-

refel the property ; but in all the inftances in con- Maryland, fc. January 14, 1786. Then came ’;’lg to the intormation ot the attornev-oenzral, about
wrover(y, it is an un‘dcmablc fa& that the property Wi l:am Campuell, of Annc-Arundel county, be- the fum cf cue theciand pounds. This fum « cue
£ extravagantly high at the firlt fale. "Thein- fore the fubfciiver, one of the judges of the general from perfons whulz preient circumttances are fu.n,
weret of the ftate therefore required that a fecond ccurt. and made cath on the Uoly Evangels of Al- thac there is fearcely u poflivility of alos to the
file hould rut ke made, becaufe acertain lofs mult  migaty God, that at tee faje of the property of the pu;hc. o o ! ),
have been incurred, and becaufe the purchafer was Noitingham comp.uy, in Feoruary 1782, he was | g third obje€tisn is fo frivolous that it would
bound to pay although no bond was given. ‘I'he preient when Stzpa-a Sizward. jun, bid for oneor qe. ““}‘j nifpent; and language milap ied, €y bsfiow
refult of your fpscious argument, which carrics with  more lots of land that wers f:lling, and which were el B gt il ol iy el
it a1 af7fted regard for the public intercht, is d.reiy itruck off to the faid Stephen sicward at thirty fhii- already been exan:ned, and being unce:tivad, no
the revesfe of what you have a!dduc.ed it to fupgort 5 lings per acre, or tacreabouts 3 chat other lots were et b
becuufe if it proves any thing. it proves that the  fet up, and the f2id Stephen Sieward proceeded to l."I'nc fourth objettion refpeéts the ore and coal
purcka/er mizht difpenfe with the law at pleafure by ti:, and when other pesfous bid, this deponeat well ch..lme_d & tlhc purchafer of the iLancathirs furnace,
réuing his bord. ; . remembers that the faid Stephen Steward made a i{e,g"cu:.x: g '”:“"‘"Ch [ have alrcedv truly
Y?‘J have infiled, that 'the comm*-fﬁ.)n_c.-s nv declaraticn tha: no lgié. then ﬁ:”ing, fhouid go or “":b:’a. o lmpropr.eh' of urging .th|5 r“bj“C1 as
raking the refales, muft either have fuppofed that  be ftruck off for lefs than what ne had givea for {a;u objeclion to (ke commifiioners cldim for ¢onmif
they were rightly crdered by you, or tiat they do- t-o.e itruck off to him, which this deponent believes - mull itrike every man upon the fligntett ex-
figned to fecure to themielves a profit by aliny vu- o have besn thirty thiliings, or thereabouts, as "”fn".‘f[.‘on Con‘onzut to your invariane praclice
deran illegal order. This is an invidivus remark  atorefaid, and trat the fuid Stephen Steward pur. o ‘”“h“"'g the fius cf others upon the commiflioners,
which might naturally encugh be expedted fiom 2 chaled feveral cther loti, tae numbers of which this i 4 ad\cbnmpu_:ed to them the lufs of [.2500,
man whofe guilty mind is ever haurted by fatpici- deporent cannot recullzct, which fold for fomething 8(;':1;(0“ y ‘3't;:r?w:n::::i?o‘:“c 2?‘3 ard M’i
] 1y ive 1€ genera

cc, and who fufpeéls t_ha: all men are aftu '.t_c:i by more than tairty (iilings. I YO
lhrgar:‘e unI\‘x}-‘onl.y moti-es w.‘uéch regulate his own A. C. HANSON. :i:;:‘icr)c.y oftl':; g;uanadyc;;'a l‘:{sdoliaﬁ :Pe}l -
corduf e @ .miﬂiﬂn = A . ; ‘: o :‘.‘ ) 1 . an ae conlequenie
capacity, and altt?::xgh the; war:ejﬂ;?ﬁ?h:;r::ﬂ:o.:ll- ) Annapalis, Janwary 12, 1787. of the comm.flicners nzanag;mcnt of tnefe a?{i:'es.
weak E.r.-ju’icious and improper conduct ; t"r‘-v very I.h"?by c":ffy’ t.at ] astended the greater part Yeur own fate of the cafe con raditts you 1t «p-
o {{“w HdehoheR e n A wer’e v.';/c“tud' cf ”’f tim. durnqg the fale of the x\oc:mgham ccm-  pears that the fum was award.d for a’nm.}gu c:mmit ed
e A Dy ST S i R 0 DU ity N G g g e L
zeit and advantoge, which might have besn de. can recolle®t, after great part of tiw lard, rnegrces, only the ore ana cual out dam-uges committed on the
S o ﬁ;,'{’ faledh ‘@ndriherefors i't' Hes &c, was f.ohi, ther_e was a past ot what, I think, was furnace, as ttzted in the ref.lve under which the ar-
aliopether immaterial g AiBU1d TRAKE tHe Tele called hin land luid off in lots and numbsred, offer- biiraiors atted ; and the damages which wer: com-
Iy et iatehansa m::'e :hy ISR E TV I ;he ed for fale, and to the beft of my reco'lection and mitted on this property immediately after the fale
cther objcﬂion; ;v'rich m; made to ‘l%e'v;;r’nmifﬁnn- beliet, two ?f thofz lots, I think the two m’.ﬁ offer- ja Sept mber 1781, by aperfon not aclicg under
GrhaG. e m f)(’)'m-' ‘ub‘ica!ions 178 lbied ed, were _bld tor and ftruck off to Mr. Stephen the authoriiy of the ¢ mmfiiorer-, could not pof-
b (0 (e obje&yi'ons.a; .“a}‘ as, e a;)pe'lrgd = Steward, jun. but oa whofe account, or concern, I fivly be aconfegaence ot colonel Ramfer’s lever 1o
re to require a ferious anfwer ; but the uncommon i i JAMES WILLIAMS 24,: f::i":g:ln m_lx\;‘l:ric_: 1782, :’3"}’ r.(pected th:f
Finsyou have taken to cftablifh the fecond objedi- i ’ : 5 LR E U SRR U
¥ J Other teflimony might be obtained to corroborate the the interpofition of the 1:giflature in a cale te which

cn, and mifreprefent the circumitances of the others, A 17 : !
rauire that [ fhould cace mere uadeceive the pub- foregoing depoiition and certincate, and prove, be. our courts ot juitice are competent, and in which
lic. Silence might be confidéred by thofe unac. ond the reach of doubt, that the purchafe was the difpute, 1 ;refume, migh: have been properly

quainted with faéls, 2s an acknowledgment of the really madg, This for the prefent is thought fuf- and jultly decided. ‘The v:lue of the orcqanc:. coal
treth and propriety of thofe cbjedlions.—You 2dmic ficient to enable the public to judge of the propriety is very well known. It was fold b.y Mr R ,‘.(.;‘_‘” to
that the right to commiffion dcpends cn the falt of of the condu& of the commiffioness in infitting apon Mr. Bailey, and zccounted for by the commiiisrers
rezdering the fervice required by law.—I have ccn- the fale, and how far it is jultifinble in the late in- {0 far as it came to their 'EmOW'-z'd:Cv—_—NO' atniland-
teaded, and it muft be admitted by every reaf nable ing this fact S the report of a commniitee of
man, that when a purchafer refufed to cemp'y with the houfe of deicgates on Mr Gariethhn’s peticion *,
the terms of fale, by givirg bord with fecurity, | and notwithtan.ing it appesrs by the b kaand
that the law was as fu'!lybcomplicd with, on the part vours to defeat the ftate in the profecation of that apers of the commifiioners in your poflifii n, that
of the commiffioners, bv commencing fuit againft which apyears to be ajuft claim. He will not at- Mr. Ruflell had thC.COPd}Iﬂ and management of the
tim, oy if they had obtained his bord with fecurity. tend to the unbiaffed teftimony of difintesefted per- property of the Principio company, and was ac-
zaty to every principle of reafon, and cvuntable to the tate tor the produce and profits of

This has been done, and in mod inftances judge- fons, but, cont X : !
meets have bccnn c;b?:inc:]? ;ns will appear tjay LEl:c in d’cﬁance of the known citablifhed law of theland, 1t ;—and although it has rot been admi.ted oy me

following certificate : he appeals to tbe evidence ot the perfon intereited, that Mr. Ruflcll had been guilty ot any m.finauage-

Ihereby certify, that at May and OScber terms _and eagerly embraces the opportunity of making his X

in tha vu); 1-86¥,thc comr;\iﬁfr,r.ers of ccnfifczred imperfeitions fublervient to kis own deteftable pur- * Extrad of the repert of the committee o the geliticn

Binfh propcf-:v reccvered judgments in the gencral pofes. Whatever may bte the event of the fuit of jeb Garresfon, Nevember fefisn ’1784 ¢ T hat it

tcurt for the weflern fhore, for the ufe of the ftate, againt Mr. Steward, the cundu& of the lateinten. apfear by 1be cerisficate of the wendue majicr, that the
c \01e, ’

ipzinit nj i . e ; th dant of the revenue, in my opinion, cannot be con- Jfaid Garretfen bought all the property on tbe land calied
tind nive different perfous, for pHEhREED e S ligzz ;t’han t'hat of open and Buck's Range, or Lancajbire Furnace, except the negrots,

tiad Lons by s amioun Jeted 1 ay other
¢ of confifcated pioperty, to the amount of filered in any he ftate.—Impartial men will live flock and brufekold furmiure  That 'T'hom:s Ruf-

29,117 g, Cht Mo znd ccils of fuit. avowed trezchery tot ? 1t :
9117 9 31 c“r;fc"}"‘ maacy, and cuits ol ui be apt to believe that you are aftuated by perfonal fell old a certain Elam Bailty, wha tosk away, 304

THO. B. HODGKIN, clk. aen.cto w f. malevelence, and that, to difappoint the commif- ’“‘{“f cagl, and 333 tuns cf ors avbich weae takes
Tn thefe judgments g—-é.c.'x ,i' i-,-f-d:d onti! the fianers cf aclaim of ane hundred pounds, you would frem 1be faid G’{"'"/""ﬁ? the erder of the aforciaid com-
ime they weye [Qnd(‘rr.d _‘_.;1'0 prove that the com- not hefitate to {acriiice forty timts that fum of the miffiorers, ana for f:vybt:lg be promijed the jaid (Ga -efcn
Edfcrers are pot entitled fo a cormifiizn on the public revenue. Afer all, Sir, to what valuable fayment, as affears oy the besiery providid be coud gfiae
It ¢ & 7 s o R 5 fahl 2 X - D Mg clarm
teeonded fales, veu cbfvrve, that an incdme and purpoic caa this lequiry tend i The charge of com. 6. st clar

tendant of the revenue, whofe peculiar duty it was
to enforce the recovery and colie&tion of thofe debts,
in being thus uncommonly affiduous in his endea-




