[ Numb. 886.] .

T H B. ]

t

TO BE SoLD

T of a Tra&t of Land called

ntaining Three Hundredcaal:z?%;,:\?‘v A
ying in Prince-George's County ; Py A-
is cleared, whereon is a good Ort':lur:)nggf

with a fmall Dwelling-Ho
. and fome other Out-gHou{l':ge,, ;r]lt)b:m?- A
Alfo, Part of a Tra& of Land called eBw ¢
containing Two Hundred and Eight A o
n the County aforefaid, on whichjs 2 o]
d, and fome other Improvements ; both of
Parcels of Land are well Watered ;ndT' %
For Title and Terms, apply to et

Wwm. TurNor Woorron

Annapolis, February 4th, 1965 —
1E Subfcriber having declin?d48}x:,ﬁx:e7ff ¢ d
intending to remove foon to his Diﬁri&u
mack, defires all Perfons indebted to h'on
1e and fettle their refpetive Accounts u:,
Bill, or otherwife, with Mr. George Clariy
- impowered to receive the fame, The ac. Q|
of thofe Perfons who negle&t Complyinc; ¢

-—

is reafonable Requifition, will be j i {
ut in Suit. Danier Woz.s’rauxc::.n::dl- §
. TO BE SOLD, i
[E few Pipes of choice old Madrira WINE, ¢

d good Barbades RUM by the Hogthead
GeorcEe Crarxs, i
Baltimore-1oavn, January 20,
ANTED, as an gvz?zsaygz' i
MAN who underftands Plantation Buﬁ;efs. A ’)!
Such a one, who can be recommended for i
re and Induftry, will meet with great En. I
ement, by applyingto  ThoMas Joxus, ‘

SOLD at PUBLIC VENDUE, o |
nefday the Sixteenth of June mext, al’lb: K
e of Arthur Charlton, in Frederick-Town V
rederick Courty, ’
JE following Tra&ts of LAND, late the
Eftate of Mr. Fames Wardrop, deceafed,

e

——

g in Frederick County.

 Tra& called Hazazd, lying on -
Zonococheague, containing - - 790

Ditto called Partner/bip, lying on

2t Side of Manockafy, below the { 284

Ford, - - . . . . . ‘ b
r Bought, lying on a Draught of

atam, near the Head of a Spring 500

nas Anderfon’s old Place, . _

n Sgring, lying on the Eaft Side
un about 5o Perches below the ¢ 210
Spring, - - - - - - -

Spring, lying about a Mile from
urge/s’s, and near the main Road} 75
ads thro® Frederick-Town, - - ‘
Spring, lying about 8 Miles from /
ck-Town, on a Run call'd Mill-} 114
that runs into Kittockton Creek,

s Delight, lying on a fmall Run |

Curry’s Branch, at the Foot of} 104
dore Mountain, near Curry’s Gap,
mfbary, lying Half a Mile from Q - -
urgefs’s Houfe, - - - - . } Texs P
y Hill, lying about 8 Miles above :
suth of Conococheague, on the Eaﬁ} 86
" Lick Run, near Patowmack River,
stford, lying near Jobn George Ar-

on the Weft Side of the Road
; from Conococheague to Frederick- (35
ord, lying near a Branch called
Chryfiee's Spring Branch, on the

Side of the main Road leading
‘rederick-Toawn, by Robert Evans’s,
Oak Lewvel, joining to a Trat of
called Needwood, formerly laid out}
1. Thomas Crefap, - - = =
Title, or Terms of Sale, apply to :

James Dick.

HEREAS the A& of Affembly of this
Province, made and pafled in 1733, for
1g and making current Ninety Thoufand Poundsy
r Expiring ; The Commiflioners of the Loan
therefore think it their Duty, to inform all
who have any Bonds in that Office,- to come
lifcharge the fame ; otherwife they will be
eded againft as the Law dire&s.
Signed per Order, ¢
RoserT Coupex, Cl. P. C. Office.

i -RIND, at the PrintING-
1s may. be fupplied with this
cngth are taken in and inferted
n Proportion for long Oncs.
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M AR T.LJND GAZETTE,?

Containing the lateft Advices foreign and domeflic.

THURSDAY, Aprﬂ 29, 1762.

By the LOWER HOUSE of ASSEMBLY,
21ft, April, 1562.
RDERED, That Mr. Gkeen do Print and
Publifh in the Maryland Gazette for next
Week, the Acdrefs to his Excellency the Governor,
in Anfwer to n.s Mcfiage of the zoth of March.
Teftus. J- A. THowMas, Cl. Lo. Ho.

T bis Excelleney HORATIO SHARPE, Efg;
* " Governor and Commander in Chief in and over
the Province of MARYLAND &

The humble ADDRESS of the HOUSE of
DELEGATES.
May it pleafe your Excellency,

UR Attention has been fo much en-
gaged in the Bill for his Majefty’s Ser-
vice, that we could not take a more
ezrly Notice of the extraordinary An-
fwer ycur Excellency was pleafed to

fond us to cur Addrefs, in confequence of your
Speech at the Opening of this Seffion.

We are forry to be involved in a Difpute with
yoer Excellency at the Reginning of this new Af-
fembly ; but as you have thought fit to enter ob-
‘liquely, into a Vindication of the Corduét of the
Upper Houte, for refufing Bills fo frequently fent
them for Supporting an Agent, and by remote In-
timations to conteft the Neceflity of employing
One in the Service of this Province, we conceive
our Silence might be conftrued into an Acquicl-
cence in your Excellency’s Opinion, and are there-
fore under an indifpenfible Obligation to affert the
Expediency of exercifing a Right fo effential to
the moft important Interefts ot our Cor.ftituents.

In our Addrefs to your Excellency, we had no
other Intention in mentioning the Want of an
Agent, than to vindicate the Conduét of the late
Lower Houfe, and to account for the Generality
of the Reprehenfion contained in Lord Egremont’s
Letter, and repeated in your Speech, which we
eonceived would have been reftrained to the Upper
Houfe,
Hence we inferi'd the Want of an Agent, and the
injurious Trestment the People of this Province

iad the Subje@ been properly reprefented.

have met with fiom the Upper Houfe, by their re- |

peated Refufal of Bills for the Sapport of a Perfon
in that Charatter. This being the Cafe, we think
your Excellency had not the leaft Foundation for
engaging in a Controverfy with us on this Head,
nor can any Defign be fairly inferr’d from our Ad-
drefs, of imputing the Mifcarriage of the Bills for
Support of an Agent to your Excellency, as you
are pleafed to intimate. We thercfore think your
Exccllency went a lute out of your Way, in fup-
pofing we intended to include you in a Charge
which is exprefuly confined to them.

Although your Excellency has not entcred into
a formal or exprefs Denial of the general Neceflity
of employing a Provincial Agent in Londen, yet if
vour Reaforing in the particular Inflance you
mentioned can be fupported, it neceflarily fuper-
fedes the Expediency of employing onc on every
other Contct between the Government and Pecpie.
The Tranficittal of the Journals and Bills to his
Majefty’s Minifters feems, in your Excellency’s
Opinion, to exclude the Neceflity of eft.blifhing
an Agent tn reprefent our Tranfaétions at liome,
on the particelar Subject of the late Suppiy Bills.
1f this, Argument be admitted, it will follrw, that
let the Meatures of his Lordfhip's Adminatration
‘be ever {o oppreflive to the People, and the Re-
monftrances of their Delegates be ever fo well
founded, your Excellency may al‘o prefume, that
if the Jcurnals may be fuppoled to contain a true
Reprefentation of their Proceedings, there cannot
be that great Occafion which they apprehend for
the Support of an Agent, becaufe thefe Journals
have been regularly tranfmitted for the Informati-
on of his Majefty’s Minifters.
it feems to be your Excellency’s Opinion, that we
have no Occafion for an Agent, in the pasticular

|
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Since, therefore,.

| Agent, becaufe the Miniltry have been informed

Inflance mentioned in your Meflage, for Reafons
which may be extended to every other Caufe of
Cemplaint, we think it amounts to little lefs than
a general Denial of the Expediency of eftablifhing
a Perfon in that Chara&er. This, we conccive,
is a Doétrine of fo dangerous a Tendency to the
Rights of our Conftituents, that we muit infilt a
litle on your Excellency’s Patience, while we ex-
plain and enforce the Right of the People to ap-
point an Agent, and the Expediency of exercifing
that Right. The great End of employing an A-
gent, is to reprefent, and bring to a final Deter-
mination, any Matters in Difpute with the Propri-
etary, by which the People may apprehend them-
felves aggrieved. If the People think themfelves
aggrieved, they have a Right to apply to his
Maijelty for Redrefs. If they have this Right, it
follows, that they muft have a Right to the Means
of giving his Majefty the fulleft Information upon
the Subjeét of their Appeals; and this, no doubt
his Majefty, from his known Love of Juftice and
Tendernefs to all his Subje@s, would require ; fo
that we conceive it not only an Invafion of the
People’s Privileges, but derogatory from his Ma-
jefty's Dignity, to withhold from him the cleareft
Lights we can_give him for the Information of his
Judgment. Ifit be undeniable, that every Indivi-
dual has, on proper Occafions, a Right to appeal
to his Majefty, and to employ any Agent he thinks
proper to inforce his Caufe, and place it in the moft
advantageous Light, it follows, & fortiori, thata
whole Bedy of his Subje&s muft have this Right 5
we hope, therefore, we fhall be excufed if we fay,
it is too afluming in a Governor to undertake to
judge of the Expediency of the People’s having an
Agent to fupport their Interefts, when he may be
confidered as the Delegate of the Lord Proprietary,
againft whom they may be defirous to exhibit their
Complaints, and the fubordinate Inflrument of
thoie very Encre.achments by which they are ag-
grieved.  But befides this, we think your Excel-
lency a little unhappy in your Reafoning 5 for you
infer, that there cannot be that great Neceflity we
fcem to apprchend for the Appointment of an

from our Jeurnals of the Naturc of our Difputes.
Now we think your Excellency could not have
.produced a fironger Inflance to fhew the abfolute
Neceflity of our having one, unlefs the Incfficacy
of a particular Mcafure can be fuppofed to render
any other Step unneceffary ; for what have the
Miniftry done in Confequence of this Information,
and your Excellency’s Intimation to Mr. Pit¢, one
of his Majelty’s then principal Secretaries of State,
that you were afraid no Supplies for the King's
Seivice would be granted in this Province, unlefs
his Majety thould be pleafed to have the Difpute
thoroughly examined into, and finally fettled ?
Have they determined the Difputes? Has any
Thing cver been laid before us pointing out in
Terms precife and explicit, that Branch of the

Legiflature which is charged with Obftinacy in
adhering to their former Condu&t > We beg Leave
to fay, that notwithftanding your ‘Excellency’s
Averment to the contrary, no fuch Inference can
with Propricty be drawn from any Thing yet com-
municated to us from the Miniftry ; Matters are
lefe juft.in the fame Situation they were before :
1is Majefty has too much Wifdom, and too high
a Senfe of Jullice, to decide the moft effential In-
terelts 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 doubt will {o continue, ‘til by
an ample Difcufion of the Allegations on both
Sidcs, and a full Hearing of both Parties before
a proper Jurifdi@tion, our Difputes may meet with
a fair and conftitutional Decifion. As to Lord
Loudeun’s Opinion of the Supply Bill of 1757,
*is true, the then” Lower Houfe did defire your

Lordfhip, the Commander in Chicf at that Time*
of the King's Forces in North-dmerica; from the
Perufal of which they expe€ed, if he faw any
Thing impra€ticable in the Execution of the Plan,
for raifing the Aids for the King thercin propofed,
or unjult or unrcafonable in the Means, or too
fparing in the Sum offered, he would have point-
ed them out for their Confideration ; and it dces
not appear that his Lordfhip thought that Bill
liable to the leaft Objection in any of thefe Re-
fpe€ts ; but rather that fiom the gencrous Pravifion
therein made for his Majefly’s Service, and the
Care taken in thit Bill to luy the Tax equal. and
in a Mode fimilar to that long fince eftublithzd,
and hitherto continually ufed, in our Mother
Country, and feveral of our neighb~uring Colo-
nies, he conceived a gcod Opinion cf the Zeal of
that Aflembly to promote the Scrvice of his Royal
Mafter. His Lordfhip took Excepticn cnly tu the
Military Part of the Bill, by which the 1.uty of
fome Part of the I'rocps intended to be raifed was
particularly circumfcribed, and not left at large
to his fole®iretion. His Words are thefe, « [
“ am clearly of Opinion, that if it had pafled irto
¢ a Law of the Province, it would be a direét In-
¢ fringement of the King’s undoubted Prerogative,
and as fuch was very wifely rejeted by the
«« Upper Houfe. At the fame T'ime, I am wiiling
¢ to believe the Aff'mbly had not confidered it
¢ in that Light, or thcy would never have formed
¢ it in that Manner, nor had they corfidered that
¢« Right of the King, in Commanding his Sub-
jetts in Arms, which is a Right indifputed every-
where, or they would never have difpured the
Power of his Commiffion, to have mirched the
“ Troops raifcd by them, for the Dofence of his
¢ Dominions, even out of their Province.” " %ubis
is the fole Ovjection his Lordfhip m:de to that
Bill ; and to this Obje€tion, that kicufe thought it
prudent -to give Way, and cver afterwards framed
their Bills with a due Regard to it.  IHow candid
is it then to irfinuate generally, that the Com-
mander in Chief of the King's Forces in Azxrh-
Anmerica, applauded the Condu& of the Upper

«

Houfe in rejeéting that Bill 2 \Vhen his Object.on

is confined to a particular Part only, which has
fince been omittzd, and made in Terms which

fitions to premnte the Setvice of the King, Asto
Mr. Pratt’s Opinion upon f{:veral Parts of the
Supply Bill.of 1758, we muft put your Excellency
in Mind, that you infilted on that Opinion to the
late Lower Houfe, and that, that Houf: being de-
firous of paying it all due Regard, in their Adirels
to your Excelicncy, expreffed their Withes, that
that Opinion had been accompanied withia Stite
of the Cale on which it was founded ; but you

tion on that Head. Your Excellency muft be
fenfible how much Opinions of Council are Go-
verned, by the Manner in' which the Faéts they
are founded on are tlated.
a mere fpeculative Notion, is evinced by a Com-
parifon betwecn that Part of Mir. Frart's Opinion,
which relates to lord haltimore’s Right of zp-
pointing all the Officers for-carrying that Bill into
Execution, had it p:fled into a Law, with the
Opinion of the prefent Chief Jufltice of the Com-
mon Pleas at Home, when he was Attorney Ge-
neral, and adduced by the Upper Houvfe in Sup-
port of the fame Point. As, therefore, Opinicns
of Lawyers (for in that Light we muft corfidcr
Mr. Pratt in the prefent Cafe) depend fo much
.upon the State of the Faéts laid before them, and
as the State on which that Opinion was given, does
not appear, we apprehend we fhall fland excufed
in not paying an implicit Regard to it. Your Ex-
cellency confines the Reprehenfion ‘contained in
Lord Egremont’s Letter entirely to the Lower
Houfe. ~ On a like Occafion the late. Lower Houfc
animadverted upon the extream Difingenuity of

Exceilincy to fend a Copy of that Bill to his
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fhew his favourable Opinion of their good Difpo- .

were pleafed to decline giving them “any Satisfac- . -

And that this is nct’

your Excellency, in wrefling the Mcaning of Mr.
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