636 THE CHANCELLOR’S CASE.—1 BLAND.

Under a proud confidence, that bis whole character and conduct,
publie and private, will bear the closest and severest investigation,

ment is confined strictly to the salary allowed by law {o that single office.
It seems to have been deemed, by the first General Assembly of the Repub-
lic, ** a matter of the highest importance to keep the Court of the last resort
totally distinct from all inferior jurisdictions.”” (Vofes & Pro. Sen. 20th
March, 1777.) But by the amendment of the Constitution, of the year 1805,
the principle which had thus rigidly prohibited the holding of a plurality of
offices was departed from or modified. The Chief Judges of the six judicial
districts, it is directed, shall compose the Court of Appeals; and thus, as
under the Provincial Government, the same person holds two distinct judi-
cial offices; that is, he is Chief Judge of a district of County Courts, and
also a Judge of the Court of Appeals.

The Chancellor ; The County Courts.  General Court. 5(‘
The - Judge of ourt of
By whem and how given. as Judge # Sf A o P
time. aa such | of Land ' Adm- Chief | Associate | Chiel Iudge ¢ Appeals.

Judges. © Judge. .

| Ofiice. ! r:\lry. ;Judge.

I .

{ JTustices’ of 4 ]
i

"By the Lord Proprietary du- -
ring pleasure, as Governor

= 1
= ¥
8 $2666.66, and to the same ! ' in fee ¢ !
£ 1778 person_as Chancellor in } 1866.66 ——— 098 the | peace | 1866.66: 1600.00 . 533.33
] - fees. Votes & Pm H Del. ! . no | pay. :
& ls)ec 21, 1779; 7 Mass. His. } : | i i i | :
O |
4 1777 Reanluuou 14th April, 1777 i 800.00 -——— No Judge Justices ' of 1 $4per s day. : No
% 1778 Resolution 12th Deeember, 1777 2000.00 L ——— R[0C.007 | the ' peace | same ' same | Judges.
2 1779 Resolution 8th December, 1778 | 3333 38— 1200.00 ne | pay. 2986.66 250000 1333.33
3 And by a Resolution of 29th : i | : i
- i December, 1779, as a com- ..333 33 | e 1180000 | —— , ——— 1374933 —— -
. i _pensation for this year : i : : |
& 1780 Resolution 24th December, 177‘3 3333.33 | e——— 800000 | —— —_—— [ 2480.00 2400.00: 8000.00
5 1781'Resolution 3d Jauuary, 1781 1 1600.00 © —eme 53333 | —— —~— 11333.33 133333 533.33
= 1782 Civil list act 1781, ch. 29 . ;2000.(!'[) —_— same _ —— same | same | samme
= 1783 Civil list act 1882, ch. 28 . . 1600.00 ——= . same  —-—  —— same  same ;. same
= 1784 Civil list act 1753, ch. 31 . . ! same | ——— | SAme | e——— _ same | same & saine
o2 1785 Civil iist act 1784, ch, 68 . . '1733.33 —_— i 66666 | ——— —_— sume | same | same
S1786 By 1785, ¢h. 27 and 74 . . 173333 533.33; 66666 | ——  ——— ,1600.00 1333.33; 533.33
21787 BI\L'[SlT?Sﬁh cél 1"7817£b4]ch] %b 1 : | i . : :
= ,ch. 6 1788, ¢ 7 I : : ;
4 to . ch. 49; 1790, ch. 52; 1791, } same | 266.66 ; same | 1066.66 | $2.66 : same ' same same
S i ch. 74 and 1"9(} ch. 33; in } o ime - aday- :
= 1792 Districts of Counties . j : SESE i
2 1793 By 1785, ch, 27; 1790, ch. 33; } 2533330 ——— 2080 ! : :
31096 and 1792, ¢b. 76 . - 3=z same same ; same | same salie
1797 By 1785, oh. 27; 1792, ch, 76 =53¢ i i
~ . Resolulion November, 1796 2733 33 ‘ZEA Z ' H '
= and 1796, ch. 43 . . B —— BE S | 120000 $3.00 51300,0011533.33 same
= 1798 %;917785 ch. 12“.01796dcl719 76 y HEENE a day. ‘
K | , ch, 71, 50 ani w T8eaa: ! 1
% ! the Chief Judge of the third ‘} 2033.33 jereog) \ ‘
d i or Baltimore District, by WP T I cEEE= 130000 same | 2266. 66 2000.00] 833.33
21799 1;1'917'8§h gngsl‘iggf h. l—.o ! 3 ! 2353 ‘
v IY [d €] | i PEYS e i | i "
69 and 79; and 1798, ch. | 3400. 00[ —_— Eé%:ﬁf same same | same ( same | same
B 1800 By 1707, ch, 50 and §9; 1.'98 | (23Ex" I 1000.00
to | ch. 86; 1799, ch. 52; =ud } ——— |E5 ;35| swme | $400 . same & same | “gosig
| %?02131801179?10;48% T80, ch. 55 1 | |35353 2oy | or agere.
,%mzn asnd 1805, ch. 16and 86 . i | same | —— JE2EFS ) 140000 | $140.00 | same | sume | 2200.00

By adverting to the salaries which had been assigned to each of these
offices down to 1801 it will be seen, that the salary now allowed to them, as
thus combined in the same person, is nearly the same as the aggregate
amount which had been allowed to them when held separately, and by dis-
tinct persoms. Thus demonstrating it to have been the intention of the
General Assembly, in giving a salary of only $2,200, to preserve a similar
proportion between the compensation of the Judges of the Courts of original
and appellate jurisdiction: that is, estimating about fourteen hundred dol-
lars as a proper allowance for the discharge of the duties of the former, and
only eight hundred dollars for the pérformance of the latter. It is then re-



