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impofe new Terms upon old Grants, you would have Reafon for your Exclamation; but as he has made
no fuch Attempt, you have none. - : » f

You afk, “ If the undertaking the fole Burthen to Defend the Province, was a Confideration in our origi.
¢ nal Grants, Why did the Proprietary alier the Conditions of taking up Lands from 2 s. peér 100 Acres to
““ 45. and from that to 105. Rent? And, Why the Purchafe from 2/ w0 g /2"

Any one unacquainted with the Terms upon which Lands are Granted here, who fhould Read thijs Paf.
fage in your Meflage, would fuppofe that the prefent Rent referved upon every 100 Acrés is 105, and that
where 105, Rent is paid for 100 Acres, the Caution or Purchafe-Nloney has been §5¢..and therefore it is
proper for us to obferve, that the Rent referved is 4 5. only per 100 Acres, that there have been but very
few Grants ever made, upon which a Rent of 10. per 100 Acres has been referved, and that in the In.
ftances wherein there has been a Refervaton of 105, Rent per 100 Acres, the Caution or Purchafe-Money
was only 40. . :

We { L)I’p4p0fed it to be Part of his Lordfh’p’s Confideration, or Expe&ation if you pleafe, when he Granted
his Lands, whether under the old or new T'erms, that his Tenants would defend them, and fupport every'
other neceflary Expence of the Government, and therefore he was the more moderate in his Demands; and
we thought alfo that his Ten:ints confidered his Grants in this Light, from their never having called upon
him to contribute to thefe Purpofes out of the Rents they paid hum ; and as we think it can’t be denied that
the Lands lately Gran:ed under the new Terms are as valuable to his Tenants, 3s thofe were originally
which were Granted upon the o!ld Terms, and his Tenants are equally enabled by the Smallnefs of the Rent
they now pay (tho’ greater than what they formerly paid) to defend their Lands, we are not convinced that
any Alteration of the Terms can give his Tenants a Right to claim now a Contribution from hjs Lordthip
out of his Quit-Rents, which they had not an equal Title to whiltt the old Terms fubfited. The A& of
Aflembly we cited, Teems very material when duly confidered, tho® it is not now in Force. We don’t think
that Lord Ba/timsre ought to be exempted from Contributing with the reft of the King’s Subjefts to the’
Common Caufe of Liberty : All that we have faid, is, that in Refpe of his Quit-Rents we are not fatis.
fied, for the Reafons we have mentioned, that he ought to be Taxed in that Contribution which may be
expected from the Property of this-Province here, and in the Application whereof we hope to be defended.

He pays, without Doubt, his Proportion of the Taxes impoled in Exgland, however clear 'you may be
that the Pioprietary, if he thought himfelf unjuftly Taxed, would not Diffent to the Bill from a Tendernefs
to thofe by whom he might think himfelf injured; we think the Probability of it's happening an unanfwer-
able Objetion. We can’t guefs what you mean by the Words bad be Power: Surely you don’t mean
that his Power to Diflent to Bills is doubttul ; if you do, we with you would fpeak out, and not involve,
in the Darknefs of Ambiguity, whas, if dire&ly afivrted and fairly brought to ight, might be ealily con-
futed.

The Diftin&tion you have taken, to juftify your intended Impofition of 2 Tax upon the Governor in
refpect of his perfonal Eitate, and his Offices of Chancellor and Surveyor-General, muft have appeared as
immaterial to you as i does to us, if you had any Reafon for exempting him at al. To make Laws
without Sanctions to enforce the Obfervance of them, would be to litle Purpofe, and it would be as in.
effectual to infert Sanctions to compel, which can’t. A

We don't prefume that the Governor would Refufe to pay the Tax if it was impofed upon him, nor that
the Collector, upon his Excellency’s Refufal or Omiffion to pay it, would put him in Prifon, or that he
would be charged by the Lower Houfe with a Failure of Daty if he declined to put your Sanéions in Force;
but we think the Governor would have more Reafon, than either Houfe ought t0 give him, to Refent the
Indignity offered to him by fuch an abfurd Impofition. - -

Your Promife to make good any Deficiencies, however it might be relied upon by the good People of
this Province, we are afraid would not be fufficient to fupport the Credit of our Money with Strangers ; and
a; a longer provifional Continuance of the Bill might be eafily inferted, it ought not to be negledted.

It would be to no Purpofe to propofe a Conference, whillt you adhere to fuch Points as we cannot
agree to. :

gThe Three Bills you have fent up to us, you would feein to think have not met with that Deference and
Refped, which, in your Apprehenfion, they merited. Why, when we rejeCted the Firft, a Second ard 3
Third Bill, with very immaterial Alterations, as you fay, have been fent up to us? It would be ditficuit
to afign any other Caufe than the Opinion you feem to be poffefled with, that Pertinacity wou'd at lenyth
prevail againft Right, Reproach, extort Aflent, and that it would be more eligible to eftablifh Frro,, and
the very inconvenient Confequences of it, in this Inflance, by an obftinate Adhérence, than to ackavwledge

it by a candid and ingenuous Retra&tion.
The




