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have the Miniftry done in Confequence of_ this Infarmation, and your Excellency’s Intimation to Mr. Pits, - .
one of his Majefty’s then principal Secretaries of State, that you were afraid no Supplies for the King’s Ser-
vice would be granted in this Province, unlefs his Majefty fhould be pleafed to have the Difpute thoroughly
examined into, and finally fetcled ? Have they determined the Difputes ? Has any Thing ever been -laid
before us pointing out_in Terms precife and explicit, that Branch of the Legiﬂa;nre which is chargedwith
Obftinacy injadhering to their former Condu@? We beg Leave to fay, that notwithftanding your Excellency’s
Averment to; the contrary, no fuch Inference can with Propriety be drawn from any Thing yet communi-
cated to us fJ;om the Miniftry ; Matters are left juft in the fame Situation they were before : His Majefty has
roo much Wifdom, and too high a Senfe of Juftice, to decide the moft effential Interefts of a free People,
who are prevented from having any Advocate to fupport their Caufe, upon an ex parte Reprefentation. - The
Reprehenfion by this Means, as we conceive, remains General, and we make no doobt will fo continve, ’dl
by an am’pleiDii'cuﬂion of the Allegations on both Sides, and a full Hearing of both Parties before a proper
Jarifdiction, -our Difputes may meet with a fair and conftitutional Decifion. As to Lord Lozdexs’s Opmion
of the Supply Bill of 1757, 'tis true, the then Lower Houfe did defire your Excellency to fend a Copy of that
Bill to his Lordfhip, the Commander in Chief at that Time of the King’s Forces in Nortb- Zmericas from the
Perufal of which they expeéed, if he faw any Thing impratticable in the Execution of the Plan, for raifing the
Aids for the King therein propofed, or unjuft or unreafonable in the Means, or too fparing in the Sum
offered, he would have pointed them out for their Confideration ; and it does not appear that his Lordfhip
thought that Bill liable to the Jealt Obje&tion in any of thefe Refpedts; but rather that from the geaerous
Provifion therein made for his Majelty’s Scrvice, and the Care taken in that Bill to lay the Tax equal, and in
a Mode fimilar to that long fince ¢ftablithed, and hitherto continually ufed, in our Mother Country, and
{everal of our neighbouring Colonies, he conceived a good Opinion of the Zeal of that Aflembly to promote
the Service of his Royal Mafter. His Lordfhip tsok Exception only to the Military Part of theBill, by
which the Duty of fome Part of the Troops internded to be raifed was particularly circumferibed, and not left
at large to his fole Dire@ion. His Words are thele, ¢ I am clearly of Opinion, that if it had pafifed into &
« Law of the Province, it would be a dire@t Infringement of the King’s undoubted Prerogative, -knd as fuch
¢« was very wifely rejeéted by the Upper Houfe. At the fame Time I am willing to believe the Afiembly
¢ had not confidered it in that Light, or they would never have formed it in that Manner, nor had they con-
¢ fidered that Right of the King, in Commanding his Subje&s in Arms, whichisa Right indifputed every
¢ where, or they would never have difputed the Power of his Commiffion, to have marched the Troops raifed
¢ by them, for the Defence of his Dominions, even out of their Province.” This is the fole Obje&ion his
Lordfhip made to that Bill ; and to this Objedtion, that Houfe thought it prudent to give Way, and ever
afterwards framed their Bills with a due Regard to it. How candid is it then to infinuate generally, that the
Commander in Chief of the King’s Forces in North-Admerica, applauded the Condutt of the Upper-Houfe in
rejecting that Bill, when his Objection is confined to a particular Part only, which has fince been omitted,
and made in Terms which fhew his favourable Opinion of their good Difpofitions to promote the Service of
the King ! As to Mr. Pratt’s Opinion upon feveral Parts of the Supply Bill of 1758, we muft pat your Ex-
cellency in Mind, that you infilted on that Opinion to the late Lower Houfe, and that, that-Houfe being
defirous of paying it all due Regard, in their Addrefs to your Excellency, exprefled their Withes, that that
Opinion had been accompanied with a State of the Cafe on which it was founded ; but you were pleafed to
decline giving them any Satisfaltion on that Head. Your Excellency muft be fenfible how much Opinions of
Council are Governed, by the Manner in which the Fatts they are founded on are ftated. And that this is
not a mere fpeculative Notion, is evinced by a Comparifon between that Part of Mr. Prast’s Opinion, which
relates to Lord Baltimore’s Right of appointing all the Officers for carrying that Bill into Execution, bad it
paffed into 3 Law, with the Opinion of the prefent Chief Juftice of the Common Pleas at Home, when he
was Attorney General, and adduced by the Upper Houfe in Support of the fame Poirt.  As, therefore, Opi-
nions of Lawyers (for in that Light we muft confider Mr. Pratt in the prefent Cafe) depend fo much upon
the State of the Fad&s laid before them, and as the State on which that Opinion was given, does not appear,
we apprehend we fhall ftand exculed in not paying an implicit Regard to it. Your Excellency confines the
Repreherfion contained in Lord Egremont’s Letter entirely to the Lower Houfe. On a like Occafion the late
Lower Houfe animadverted upon the extream Difingenuity of your Excellency, in wrefting the Méaning of
M. Pitt’s Lester, to the Difadvantage of that Houfe; and we think it not very decent in your Excellency,
to pervert the Meaning of Letters from his Majefty’s Minifters, by arbitrary and forced Conftrutions, merely
for the Sake of throwing an Odium on our Proceedings. There is not a Syllable in the Secretary’s Letter
confining the Cenfure of the Mifcarriage of former Bills to the Lower Houfe; and we will never fuppofe, that
our Conduct will be condemned, without a fair Opportunity of vindicating it. If we are wrong, we will on
all Occafions fubmit ; but as Brisifh Subjelts we claim a Right to be Heard, nor fhall we ever be induced to
deviate from what we think Right, by any Suggeftion from your Excellency, that his Majefty’s Minifters
difapprove of our Condu&. Under the Adminiftration of fo gracious a Sovereign as at prefent fills the
Throne, we traft, we fhall never incur the Royal Difpleafure, by a firm Adberence to the Privileges of our
Conftituents, and that while we exprefs our ardent Defire, and ufe our utmoft Endeavours on all Occafions,
to bring our Complaints in a proper Manner before his Majelty, he will not impute to Obftinacy, 2 Condu&t
refalting altogether from a Senfe of our Duty; in which, if we are fo unbappy as to be Miftaken, it is not
our Fauit that we have continued in our Error, but the Fault of thofe, who, by refufing to pafs a Bill for
the Support of an Agent, have precluded us from the Means of bringing our Contefts before the proper
Tribunal for a Decifion.
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The Bill for the Advancement of Fuflice, was Read the fecond Time, and committed for Amendment.
The Petition of John Paca, Robert Adair, and Margaret Paca, was Read the fecond Time:
Ordered, That Mr. Lee, Mr. Plater, and Mr, Allen, be a Committee to enquire into the Faés contained
in the faid Petition, and Report the fame to the Houfe.
A Bill, entituled, 4n A& to change the Name of Zaccheus Barrett to that of Onion ;
A Bill, entituled, An A& impowvering the Fuflices of Baltimore County Court, to affefs and levy a Sam of
Money, and for other Purpofes therein mentioned ‘ A



