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[Centinued from ear laft ]
To GABRIEL DUVALL, Efquire,

s I R,

wia 0% O U admit, that if any purchafer fhould

'?’m{;{"dcny the parchafe, itis incumbent on
‘% Y % the commiflioners to prove it to entitle
L ¥ them to commiffion.  This admidion goes
‘a e W a great way to deflroy all your pre-
E{é-h'g. affertions, for at the time you received the
money for the avlole of the co:_:nmlﬁion charged on
the article referred to, it was impofible tor you to
tel! how many purchafers might deny their por-
chafes, and what determination might be given op-
on the proof you offered, and therefore, according
to yoor own acknowledgments, you received the
conmifion when you was not entited to it, not
Mavicg proved the purchafe in l]l ca‘fe' where it
micht be denied, and there not being jucgments in
the czfes where this proof might be calied for. The
recosery by the ftate was contingent, your recript
of commiflion certain, which is in part the obje&ion
nade to the commiflioners account as pafled  But
Icasnot admit, that it you were atle to pr.ve the
purchaf- th=t vou would confequently be enmlcd.to
commifion  For fuppofe the debtor thoald be in-
folvent, and the debt or part of it loft, ard that
owing to the negle@® of the commiffionersin not
takirg bond and fecurity; I believe no perfon ca~
pable of determining woald tay, that the commif-
finers were entitled to commiflin. How many
cafes of this kind there may be it is impuflible to
fav, and therefore the paymers of any reward to the
commifioners ought t> have been delavzd until the
bufinefs was finally fectled, and the money received
by, or fecured to the ftate. When this was done,
and it appeared nothing was loft by the negle& of
the commiffioners, then, and not until then, a juft
ard proper compenfation ought to have been m-de,
but even under fuch circumitances they would not
be entitled to full commiflions, becaute a part of the
duty was not performed. Yoo ftate, that I ex-
amined the it of debtors. and thrught them fol-
vert and ordered fuits. In loing this | atted trom
the informazion of the commiioners as to the fales,
ard from the beft of my judgment as to the folvency
of the purchafers, Lut in neither cafe couid I ¢t
cpon 3 certainty from the na'ure of the things to
be dete'rmined on; but what has this to do with
your right of commifion, it my determining to
bring fuits weculd as certainly and expedizivufly
bring the morey into the treafury, as the order you
teceived for the whole of your claim tock it out,
there might be fome force in ftating the above cir-
camfitances; but you know, and the public creditirs
fec], that this is not the cafe. A« a particular in.
ftance to thew he probability that the flate would
rever realize the fums you charged and received
commifion on, I mentioned the cafe of a charge to
Stopten Steward, and company, that you did not
koow who the company were, and that Stephen
Steward denied the parchafe; it is notpret. nded
that Steph-n Steward, fen. bought the property,
but you allege it was bought by S:ephen Steward,
jwu. he has made the following affidavit upon the
fybjedt, !

Baltimore county, November 212. 1786.

Then came Stephen Steward, jan. before me, one
ef the juRices of the p-ace of faid county, ard made
cath on the Holy Evangelifts of Almighty God, that
he, the deponent, dig‘not bid far but two lots of
Yind at the fale of the No:tingham company’s pro-
perty that were ftruck off to him, both of which
8 were aftenwards transferred to the prefent
kolders of the Nottingham forges, nor did he au-
thorife any perfon whatever to purchafe land for him
afaid fales; that during the timc of the fale he
oMerved the vendue-maBer, Mr. Thomas Yates,
bad frnck off feveral lots of land to Stephen Steward,
3d company; that this deponent went to Mr.
Yarrs and sfk-d him what he meant by firikiog off
the laed 1o Stephen Steward, and company, Mr.
Yates gave him for anfwer, that the commiflioners
i determined not to let any of the land go under
the affeflment, and when the price bid for a lot did
Tot exceed the affement, he ﬁpruck it of to Stephea
Steward, and company, to give a fantion to the

file, as be faid. '
STEPHEN STEWARD, jun.
Sworn ta and fubfcribed before me,
o THOMAS RUSSELL. _
Major Yates has piven me information agreeifg in
Fbfidee with My, Steaard’s affidavit. The proper-
Y Mr, Steward bought and afterwards transierred to
Ve Notingham company, is no par: of the propesty
hirged tg him, and denied to be bought, and the al-
legation of Mr, Howard, the gentleman you allude to,

' g [y qg"/:‘
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that he was a bidder againft Mr. Steward for fome of
the property, maft, I apprehend, have been for the two
lots which Mr. Steward really bought, and not any
part of the property difpoted.—Co!., Ramfey inform-
€d me, that the fale was really made t> Meflieurs
Steward, and company, and that he believed major
Yates was one of the company, and [ was induced
by this affertion of colonel Ramfey, to beiieve the
fale was really made, and being under this imprefi-
on, I ordered fuit to be 'commcnced, as the charge
was made on the commiffioners books and the com-
miffiocers alleged the fale could be proved. But up.
on further inqury, it tuns out that the fale was
merely nominal,

The third objeQion ftated by me to the commiffi-
oners account is, that they were indebted to the
ftare fr property when the greater part of the com-
mificn claimed by them arofe, and that therefore
the chirge for commiffion ought to have been dif-
co.unted for money due for property, and the com-
miflioners ought to have taken credit 10 tne year
1790 under the a& for confolidating the funds, &c.
which paffed in Novemb:r feffian 1781, tor vnly the
balance due by them, after fuch difcount, ani that
they ought not tn hav: been allowed to poftpone the
payment of their avba/e debt to the flate until the
year 1790, ani to have received cafh for the ftate’s

-debt 0 t.em —To this voa anfwer, that ncither

yruor Mr, Hollyday cwed the ftate one fhilling at
the time your account way pafled in July 1786 —What
a pittul evafion is this —Y:u intended to deceive
by concealment of fafls, which the lesft regard to
candour would hzve induced you to difclofe.—I
mean, that you paii in certificares £ 1116 4 7 on
the 27th day of Murch 1-86, in part of your bond,
the balance of £.602 18 11 [ prefome you paud in
cert’fi-ates in Mav 1736—M-. Hoilyday paid ia cer-
tficatss July 19, 1785, £. 803 9 1.

You admit, that you and “ir. Hol'yday were in-
debted for property in November 1784, when the
above a paffid, and you do no: deny tha: colunel
Ramfer is till indebitel for property  Your aliega
tion that you did not take credis ‘o the year 1799,
will not ‘anfwer the abjeQion, ucle(s a: the fame
time you fhew you did not ufe the privileges given
to thefe who had a right to an iuduigence to the
year 1790, by paying in certifi.ates, worth little
more than une half the money due for ynur debt, or
of the muney received for your comm fGon. It you
cou'd not claim the indulgence to the year 1790,
you had no right to pay certificates, bat taking a
credit to the tim= juft mentioned, you availed your-
felt of the rights given to thofe who were entitled to
fuch credit by Jaw. Wherein is the difference upon
the prefent argament, whether you dclayed payment
urtil the year 1:go, or paid in depreciated paper
before thet time ?—If indeed you had difcharged
your debe to the ftate by paying cath’agreeably to
the tenor of your bonds, then you might have fairly
argued that ro injury was z;one by recciving your
commiflion in morney. You very well knew that the
inference for or againft you from the fa& of your
payment of the debt would depend altogether upon
what you paid,—and therefore you tell us, you have
Paid your debt, and have I-ft the public to conjeCture
in wbat manzer you paid it. [f by concealing tne
manner, you could induce a fapp sfition that you had
p1id money, then every body would conclude, that it
was not material whether you pat money into the
treafury with one hand, and took it out with the
other, or difcounted with the ftate ~=If you failed in
the intended impofition, you thought your cafe
would not be worfted by the attemp:, as 1t was im-
p-fible to meet the argument in fr.nt, and oppofe
the principles opon which it muft reft, p

How you can apply the principle, ¢¢ Thatin a
free coontry there ought to be one equal rule of
juftice to all the citizens,” to combat my argument
upon the prefent queftion, I am at a lofs ta conceire,
for my reafoning 1s not at all oppofed to this princi-
Ple, butin perfe& conformity, with it ; and by at-
tempting to eftablith the commifiioners claim to re-
ccive mongy from the Rate for what is due to them,
and pay the flate certificates for what 1s due to it,
where the debit and credit were in money nominally
the fame, and equal in value.‘!ou al dire&ly
contrary to the priociple fuggefted ; for your argu-
ment muft fuppofe a privilege—in-the-commiffioners
to be exempt from the rule of difcount, which every
other citizen is fubje& to, or in other words, th_a(
a diffirent rals of jultice is applicable to the commif-
fionecs than that which oniverially takes place, and
is eftablified by law, between all otner citizens of
the ftate. My pofition includes, not only the com-
miffioners, but all other citizens wnder fimilar cii-
cumftances, and before yoo can expe& to derive any
afilanes from the principle you lay down, you
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Ought to fhew that other citizens, under circume
ftances fubtiantially the fame with the commiffioners,
are entitled to receive fpecie from ihe flate, and pay
certificates.

The foutth obje@tion made by me to the commif-
oners account is that a quantity of ore and coal af
the Lancathire works had not been accounted tor in
ary maaner to the flate, Both you ard colonel
Ramfey attempt an anfwer to thiy o.je&ina, and
hive given relations ot . fa@ts which do not contain &
full and true flate of the circumitances exiftirg in
the cafe: it will be neceffury that the fafls theull be
koown, to enabl_e the public to form a jutt decifion
on the tranfaltion, which has become very intereft-
ing 10 the fla‘e, by a lat: determination of the arbi-
trators between it and Mr. Garretfon 3 the following
18 a jult account of this bufinefs. In September
.1781, a tra@ of land called Buck range, containe
Ing 750 acres, on which the Lancathire furnace
flood, wa. fold to Job Garretfon for L.5062. Up-
on this land, and “at this furnace were about three
huadred loads of coal, nn&,abom three hundred tons
of ore, as proved by Mr Weiton, who fuperintsadcd
the works, and other teftimony befoie the arbi-
trators.  Mr. Garietfon cliimned this o e and coal
from the terms of fale, alleging, that the land, wi:h
the furnace ready to go into olaft, and every thin
on the land, except negroes, live tlock and houf.h |
furniture, were fold to him. This property was fold
before colon-1 Ramfey bscame a partner 1o the pur-
chale of the Nottiugham iron-works ; afterwar s,
coionel Ramfey being a partner of Ridgely, ard come
#any, in the Nottingham works, on tae iecond day
ot March, 1782, wrote colonel Garretfon tne fol-
lowing letter ;

SIR,

1 was furprifed to learn from M. Bayley, that
you refufed to let bim move off the coar and ore
which were left on that land you putcha{ d; you
muil have forgot that I agreed'to your taking pofe
fefion on the exprefs condition, that thefe tiungs,
together wi.h the bay, might be moved off at 4y
ume. 1 have direftea the gentlimen who purchafed
them to take them off whenever they pleafe ; 1 ho,e,
upun refleétivn, you will not sttempt (0 oppofe
viem, as the duty which I owe to ths public will oblige
me 1o taae ueps which m.y oe finaily difagreeavie,
If 1 cculd conceive that you had any well founded
ciaim, | would not with to deprive you of it, and
promife you, that fhoolc you hereaficr be able to
eltablith your pretenfions, you fhall be allowed the
full value of the articles removed. [ am, your obew

dient, humble fervant,
Sigoed, NAT. RAMSEY.
Baltimore, 2d March, 1732,
Colonel Garretfon,
In confequence of this letier; the ore and coal
were taken by Mr. Bayley, who was concerned in -
the Whice Marfh furnace. And 120 tons of ore;
and 106 loads of coal, were charged 10 the commif-
fivncrs books to Samuel Norwood, and Lo, amoant-
ingto £.254 5 0; a jun&ion was afterwards formed
betweca Mr. Bayley, one of the purchafers of the
White Marth turnace, and the purchafers of the
No:tingham forges. M. *Garretion applied to the
general aflfembly fur relief, and at Nuvember fef-
fion 1784, the tollowing refolve paffed both houfess

By the Houss of Dzrecates, January 6 1785,

Whereas it appears to the general affembly, thag
Job Garretfon, ot Baltimore county, tn the year 1781,
bougnt of the tate {even hundred and fifty acres of
land, part of the property of the late Princigio com-
pany, at fix pounds ffteen fhiliings per atre, for
which the faid Garretfon bonded as the law direds ;
that by aftual meafurement tie {ame only contains
fix hundred and fix.y-one acres, which leaves eighty-
nine acres fhort, as appears by the cert ficate of the
furveyor appointed by the commiffioners of confif-
cated Briuth property; that the faid Garretfon
bought all the, property on the land called Buck-
range, or the Lancathire furnace, except the negroes,
live itock, and houfenold furniture ; that there werd
three handred load ot coal, and thtee hundred and
thirty-two tons of ore taken away by order of the
commiffioncrs aforefaid, and that cocfiderable da-
mage was committed upon the furnace aforcfaid,
after the fale and before the delivery ;

- Resorvap, That t ¢ intencdnt of the revenue
be required and dire@ed to adjaft and fettle the tame
with the faid Garretfon, and in ca’e of diverfity of
fentiment, that the fame be referred to three difin-
terefled perfons to be naminated by the faid inten.
daot and Gatretlon, who apon heuring all the cire
camflances oo oatb, (hall settle 2ad adjuit the fame,

By order, ¥. HARWOOD, clk. ho. del, *

By order, J. DORSRY, clk, fem
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