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[Cencludid from ear laf.]
To GABRIEL DUVALL, Efquire

S IR,
% T feems the delicacy of colonel Ram-,
,&:#'.,{;; fey’s fituation prevented his receiving
I & the certificates. It muft be admitted,
) % his fituation, if known, was a delicate
;‘ a3 one, as he had become ‘Purchafer for
near one feventh part of the property fold, and the
only way of preventing a knowledge of this fituation
beicg communigated to the aflembly, was, for the
commifiioners to refufe receiving ce.mﬁcates, for if
M. Johns had paid certificates, which appeared to
kave heen graxtrd to coloxel Ramfey, this would have
lead to an 1nquiry which would have ﬁgewn who was
the real purchafcr of the property ; this confequence
of receiving the certificates was forefeen, and there-
fore they were not received. If delicacy had really
reftrained colonel Ramfey from rccemng the certifi-
cates, it would have equally prevented his filing 2
billin the name of Mr. Johns againft l’umfelf. as
one of the commiffioners, praying that he might be
compelled to convey an eftate to a perfon who was
to receive it for him, and which he would moft will-
jngly have done without any compulfion at all. Bat
fling a bill in the name of Mr. Johns, did not lead
to difcover the true purchafer, and therefore c.ich-
cicy, which delights in concealment, was gratified
by the laf mode of condu&ini the bufinefs, and
would have been much fhocked by the other, which
weald have expofed the whole tranfation to public
view.—In the flates of this matter by you and colonel
Ramfey, each omits material fa&ts mentioned by the
otker, but you have both fuppnﬁ'gd the following
circumftances, the purpofes for which the land was
fold, That the fale was direéted by a clalufe in tb;
ezt a8 which pledges progerty to procure a loax, an
{hat the propeni' wgn ll:‘lv};rrifed to be fold upon the
terms of the firft payment being made in /pecie.  You
contradi& each other in one circumitance ;.he fays,
that the fuit by Mr. Johns was ordered by him to be
firuck off, the plaintiff paying cofts, You allege
the flate gave up the point.
In thi% contfovexfpol have confined my obferva.
tions to things which exift, and therefore thall not
retend to inquire into the flate of colonel
amfey’s confcience ; but if I may be allowed to
bazard a corje@ure .upoa fuch a fubje&, I think it
moft probable, that ifohis fpeculations had heen as
uofortunate as he afferts, his mental whifpers would
rotbe fo pleafant as he fuggefts they are; and I
can add, with great fincerity, that I believe if he
had been really of opinion, that I could hlve_ been
revailed on to eftablith the commiffioners claim by
is adopting ideas of Indian, ®r African worfhip,
that they certainly would have been tried ; becaufe
to accomplifh the fame end by different means, there
is ro doubt but meafures were taken by him equally
tooklefeme, and equally difreputable.

Yoo fill infift, that the delay to fettle-the com-
miffoners accqunts was not intentional, that zog were
ecpiged in making fales in 1781, 1782, and 1783,

moft of which wege. upop the fpur of the occationy
that furveys u::'x:_e‘$t m of all the pgopgz.fgld
wptil the_year 1785 5 apd you coumerste fevenl
other cauf=s to de gpfw fettlements of your attoants,
noft of them refling on yout, owp aflertion. I'do
zot recalledt any f:ﬁ: neceflirily made_with expedi-
ticn, and opon the fpur of occafion, except the one
w raife a fam of fpecie under the aét of O&tober fel-
ficn 71290, the intended efe@s of which were entire-
IYf’P&fM. jth the ,concurrence of the commiffi-
oaer, a2 has been: hews, , It very g:.ne{ally bsppeas,
lht%n?r}' prodates confufion, and vice verfs, and
peobably” thefe caafes alieranting tbeir effeéts apon
the commiflioners, might. have occafionsd desange-
mentjn their affaite; byt, certainly they moft have
been inafad flate.of perplexity, if they could nog
bebraoght to order in -all the year 1784, when yaqu
adnit there were few fales. ] believe there were qug
of four made that year, three very trifling indeed,
the fourth being the eftate of Mr. Chalmersy did nat
take mare than a weck to complets the fale. The
furreys alleged to be meceffary to afcertain pargs of
your fales, could be no reafon %r delaying the fgiils-
.Bent of many very important tranfa@tioss, whc.x‘y_w
forveys are ever pretended to be nccelflary, and I pm
tithied your accoonts, as to all tranfaftions hefgre
1784, might bave been 83 ‘completely fettled in she
carfe of that year, as they have besn fince; apg,
s equaliy. fure, that nothing but an apprchepfion
Uat the officer who was empowared to fettle them,
would ot give his fanflion to the chgri:t of the
wamifioners, prevented them from offeriog -sheir
acounts for fettlement, for slthough I pever fup-
the' commiffioners weuld relinguifh a juft claim

becaufe my opinion muft be againft them, yet I had
every reafon to believe they had no hope of fucceed-
1og in an unjuft dcmand, if their accounts thould be
fettled as dire€ted by the legiflature. A
I quoted your letter of the 18 of September 1784,
to thew, that as the dificulties which you now allege
prevented a fettlement of your accounts, did not
exift when‘ your letter was written ; they muft have
been fabricated by you fince oar difpute began —
You feem to be aware &f the force of this conclufion,
and have fhifted your ground from bad to worfe.—
In your firft publication you alleged, that the com-
miffioners accounts could not be fertled before
furveys and returns were made, which was not done
till December 1785 ; when your letter, which bears
teflimony againft this furmife, is quoted, why then
colonel Ramfey had removed fome of the official pa
pers of the commiffioners fome time before the 1ft of
September 1784, and you could not get them until
the a& for confolidating the fands, &c pafled,
about the firlt of !anuary following ; now thefe ex-
cufes cannot ftand together, for if yOu were prevent-
ed fettling your accounts for want of the papers
colonel R imfey carried away, which are not pretend-
ed to be retarns of the furveys, then the furveys and
retarns could not have been the caufe of delay; and
if furveys and returns were ueceffary, then your
having the papers, which had heen taken away,
would not have engbled you to comply with the en-
gagement in your lettes ; but your ufing thefe con-
traditory pretences, will induce every reafonable
man to give no credit to either ; indeed you muit
fuppofe your readers credulous in the extreme, to
imagine they will believe you were anxicus to fettle
your public accounts, and yet took near four months
to get fome papers brought from Charles-t wn,
Cxzcil county, to Annapolis, when it is known, that
the poft paffes from one place to another every week,
And that a meflenger might have been fent for, and
returned with, the papers, in four days. You have
fre&uently ftated, that the fales made by the com-
miflioners were very high, and draw a comparifon
between them and the f%ki made by me, and fug-
geft, that the fales made by the intendact do not
average feven fhillings and fix-pence per acre, ac-
cording to a report of a committee of the houfe of
delegates.—Where did you find this report, for I
never faw or heard of it ? 'This affertion, like many
others, oppofed to fi&, you would have believed
upon the firength of your veracity, fo often relied
on, and fo frequently violated. A committee of the
houfe of deélegates, at the laft’ feflion of affembly,
among otKer charges againft the intendant, report-
ed, ¢ That lgrg:gbaliu of the confifcated lands fold
by the intendant, did not net per acre fo much a3
they would” have done in ready money, had they
been declared vacant and liable to be affedted by
common or {pecial warrants, and confequently, ap-
peared to have been fold very low, and greatly to
the lofs of the ftate.”” But thefe Jarge bodies of laxd
meritioned by the committee, awere t£¢ lowef of the
ixlendant’s falis, being referves in Haiford and Bald-
more counties, and Talbot’s maner in Cacil county ;
confiderable -parts’ of them under leafes for ninety-
nine years, ata very_ low reat, and the unincdn.lbered
arts extremely poor, and the intendant being direfied
Ey law to let the tépanty and fe;d;.rp bave 't em at a
reafonable and moderate ‘value, ‘withqut valuing the
improvements. The commistee. did not repor: aay
averageof the lands fold by theintendant, as you allege ;
and 'z§= attempt to deceive, by a ttate of this report,
contrary to your'kgdwtql e of the fac}, when upon
the'leatt refle@ion ‘it would Bave occuired that you
would be detclled,” will lead eyery, ‘thinking mind to
form & 'jalk oplnion both of yo}r head and heart.
Yois know alfo, ‘shaf, ‘'upon the difpuffion. of the re-
port of the committee before the, bopfs of delegates,
all the ‘memberi from the counties in which the low

priced landa lay, aud your colléagué, - colonel Ram-
Fa?? wilh"thcfo{hen‘a‘!eclind' to.%hc houfe, that the
lands were fold for their full valne; and you alfo
know, that this report of the'commjttee was by the
houfe rejedied in the whole, ‘and & vote of appraba-
tion pafled upag the intendant’s “condn&. at is
the average per’ acre of the landi fold by me while
intendant I cannat ly afcertain, but I am fatis-
Fed it will appearto any g;fon who may examine
the fubjed, that the lan fold by the muntgz

veraged -moze for the flate, in proportion to their
i‘ui,ﬁfthu thofe fold by the commifhoners ;

I Yorthoygh it is admitred, that 1n fome inftances the

comwifbonery /o/d lands at an high price, it is cere
tainly trug, that in many inflances their _high %n_ccd
fales ware of no benefit to the fiate, unlefs pay r:g a
cammifiion for. the fale without feceiving, or fecuring
one farthing of the purchafe money, can be coufider-
edasa p'u'glic' advantage. Witnef ‘the firft falés of

v

land to Mr. Long, of James’s Park to Ridgely, and
Co. and others, which I have before mentjoned.
Some of the property, and thar of confiderable value
too, it is clear, was not fold by the commiffoners at
full price, although they have frequently alleged
that it was.—I mean the Nottingham iron-works
lands, which I have been informed were fold by the
company who firit purchafed, to a fecond company
for twenty-five tons of bar-iron, added to the firlt
purchafe money, bar iron being then worth at leaft
40l. per ton; and alfo that colone] Ramfey, who
was of the firft company, and alfo held one eightn of
the works in the fecond company, fold his eignth
for a lot or lots in Annapolis ard cath, to the valus
of 60ol. fpecie. above what he gave fur it; an
ettima:c founded on his fale would 1. ove that the
propesty fold for the ftate 48co! frcc ¢ below ire
value, which was at the time of fale #qual to 13;ccl,
in the bills of credit, for which the pmpcny' was
pledged.

It feems the charge againft the commifnners for
not having taken an? lvdged boods in the treafury
agreeably to law provoted you to iage. Tie chuge
being true, bad the eff>® upon you s hich guntaily
takes place when argumenis are ufid againit dull
ungenerous fouls, who have nei:re: mgentioy to
aniwer, or candour to admit tiei: forcr, ‘hay zee
angry, rave and abufe But though this conduct,
may fatisfy yourfelf, it will not pay the ttate cna
fhilling of the lofs {utained by the ncyledt of Cuty
I charged you with, It is impeflible fior me (o
know certainly ail the managem.st in tking or

e

changing fecurities befere bonds were properly
lodged in the treafury. Bu:in one inftance, [ -efsg
to the Nottingham company’s property ; from cvery
information | have beco able s, 0-1ain, bond: of pera
fons who were not the purchafers from the ftate,
to the amount of £. 22,353 were lodged by the com-
miflioners to fecure the payment of the purct :{o
money to the flate. Whether the ftate will ever re-
ceive the fall fums ar above bonded for, is vey
queftionable, there is no doubc but thofe who were
purchafers from the ftate were able to pay And theg
law dire@s that bonds thould be tak:n from the pur=
cbafers with two fecurities, each having lands ol ff=d
tothe value of the purchaf:, of the black mone, part,
if indeed the fecarity to the ftate was beitered by
taking bonds of diffcrent perfons than the purchafers,
there would be no caufe of cenfure, but where the
fecarity is leffoned by the change, I chink it maft ap-
pear to every perfon acquainted with the duty of a
public traltce to be 2 moft unjutifiable devis;ion.

To my intimation, that you did not wifh (o ha-
zard the fenfe of a full council upon your claims, ig
is anfwered, that you were not prefent when the de-
termination was given, and that you would have
made no obje@ion to poltponing the decifion, had
it been defired ; but you were certainly prefcot on
the day before the decifion, and (o far from affent
ing to delay, that you offered to give bond to re-
turn any money that hereafter might be made ap-
pear, that fhould be paid for commiflion and not
due, and this I conceive was dune to remove tha
?bj_e&iom to a&ing upon your account immediately,
o that your withes were as well known as ifyou
had been prefont at the moment when the council
decided. -

Purfuing your praflice of drawing the attention
from the points in difpute, you have mentioned a
refolve of the aflembly in the cafe of Andrew Adams,
and the valuations of manor lacds, the frft is dif-
fimilar in circumfances from the cales in contro-
verfy, althongh evea in that, it appears to me thg
charge of double commiffion to the flate way unjuft,
A recital of the valuations does not appear 1o be ag
all pertinent to the {ubje@sin hand ; fgr if you were
entitled to a million of money for your fervices in
this inflance, it would .neither prove your right to
a double commiffion, your right to pay certificates
and reéeive calh, or thag you were not accountable
for mifmanagement in other refpe@s. 1t you think
aclaim of compenfation for appoioting petfoas to
value lands in manors ‘and referves cyn be fup-

ted, let it be brought forwardsand depend on
its own merita; bat it is itrange repfoning to ad.
duce your claim for one thing to fapport a right to
another ; in trath you have no pretence of jull claig
upon the ftate for the hufinels which you fo exceed
ingly magnify ; the trquble was trifling, ‘and it muft
be confidered as one of thole inciden:s to the exe-
cation of all public’ofices which are not intended
to be paid for; the office upon the whole withous
‘charging for fach fervices being fufficienty lucra-
tive.

You have intimated that Uought to have ordered
foits againft thofe purchafers wio did oot band,
to Miy term 1785, although yoa know that you did
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