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publith-d in my lalt. and from the articles beirg
charved in the commi/Asners books, aud notin Mr.
RuRli’s, and the report cited by you, which was
grounded upon Mr. Garretfon’s application, fating
the fate to have been by Mr. Ruflell, doe: rot deftroy
the evidence arifing from the circumitances before
mentioned, becaufe as to the fubje®t of Mr. Garret

s - s
articles; T colle@t both from colonel Ramfey’s letter, they had more trouble and incurred more expence

than they would have done if the property had been
fold at the firit time of mzeting, which would have
entitled them to commithon. It extraordinary trou-
ble was given where no commiifion was allowed, and
the commifiog was 0ot enough upen the whele, for
all fervices, there might be jult grounds to apply 10
the legifiature for reajonable compensation, and this you

wap i fec Y T

e i

fon’s petition, the fa€l, awbe fo/d the orc and coal, “oughtto have donc in the iottance meationed, if you
whether Mr. Ruflcl!, or the commiflioners, was not fuppefed you ought to have any thing for doing tris
material 3 and it is alfo obfervable, that the refolve bufinefs ; but to lay down a rulz for compenfation to
mentiored in my latt, dces not ftate who foid the yourfelves, in a cafe not provided for, was acting
ore and coal. The lofs, which the flate has fultain- both as judges and parties.
ed by this t-anfaction, you would now afcribe, in Tnis property was valued the z_zd of Oﬂobcr.
great meafure, to the damage donc the avoris, by 1,82, and ischarged in your books in the foliowing
Ferfons not urder your control; but it you will manner:
examine into the matter more minutely than you Thomas Ruflell to confifcated property per fale
fe-m to have done, you will find that the great and book, page 37, £.5550 7 6, omitted the 2d Apni,
principal damage was the lofs of the ore and coal, 178z, : :
wh'ch certainly was a confequence of colonel Ram- This was to give colour to a charge of commilion,
fey’s order, .that thefe articles thould be given up. which you never loit fight ot in your molt zealous
Although you have traduced and vilified me in moments of attention to the intereit of the ftate. It
the moft grofs terms when it fuited your purpole, appears to me, that whenever any officers have a
yet when anything which you allege has failen from particular allowance for the ufual and common fer-
me formerly weighs in vour favour, you are very rea- vicrs, to be performed by them, thatif other fer-
dy to catch at it to fupport your own reputation ; vices are directed ro which the allowance is not ap-
now [ fhould fuppofe if vou really beliesed 1 deferv  plicable, by the terms of it, and no allowance is
ed all the coarle epithets you have fo L:berally be- made by the law dire@ing the fervice, that the le-
fiowed, you wou'd not fuppofe my teflimony in your giflature confiders the fervice as incidental to the
taveur ought to be admitted to weigh at all on the otfice, and intends no reward for it, and [ coaclude
fi te for which it was given, but the reverfe  With from the filence of the legiflature as to reward where
all your defires to mifreprefent and mifinterpret, this fervice was dire€ted, no reward was intended ro
can you ferioufly be of opinion that the converfation be given, and that to eilablifh your claim to com-
to which you aliude, the particulars of which I do miffion, you muit not have recourfe to the law by
not now remember, can be fairly ufed to deitroy the which commiffion is given, but you mutt makea
objeflion made t> tie commiflioners account, 9r to Jaw fur the purpofle, ;
contradi@® the motives which have been afcribed 10 The aét of affembly gives a commiffion’ ufon rke
their condud, in particular inftances ? At the time  amount of your fales, you: law is, to give eomm flin
the converfation happened, whatever it was, | kad jn all cafles wuere there bave been ns Jales, if the com-
not the grounds and fadls to judge on, which have mifioxers ad as much trouble and experce &5 if vhere Fad
fince come to my knowledge. It is not my difpofi-  deen fales. It I recolleft nghtly, an aél ot affembly
tiun or praftice to pronounce unfovourably, without gave the commioners puwer to bring fuits for pro-
the fureft grounds. Whatever opinion | gave at the per:y to which the ftate had right. Suppofe under
time you refer to, was uucer the imprefion, which this power fuits hah been brought, and the commif-
I hold right to judge favourably where proofis not fioners had atiended to thefe futs with fome trauble
clear and decided againft the perfors of whom a and exoence, and had recovered property. I aik if
jn,’gmcnt is formed ; but this by no means pr:cludcl commiffion could have been charged upon the va.ue
from forming and giving a d.flerent judgaient when of the property ? It certainly might, if your reafon-
the proof is too clear to be doubted by the moft cha- ing is found. - - [
ritable. By affirning weight to the declaration you I ftated, that in examining the comgniflioners
fav was made when I was lefs under the i fluence of accoun:, it appeared, that thev had in tne year
prejudice than I now am, you ieem to have aitoge- 1782, given the flate credit for £. 1186 4 o fpecic,
ther forgotten, that you had chargel me with hav- and that you had fet the above fum of fpecie againft
irg fuch ermity to, and prejudice agzainft the com- fo much of your commiffion, when in truth about
m:ffiorers, leng btef'r2 the time of the declaration, half the fum in fpecie was worth the fum of
tha: one principal motive ot my vacatirg the (ale of /. 1186 4 o, of your commiflion, payable as di-
Nanticoke manor to the i1 jury of the flate, was to rected by law. Your reply to this is, that the fpecie
difcrelit the comm flizners, and 1 think to have mentioned by me, was expended for the itaie, and
aft.u from fuch motive, a man mult have been as peid into the trealury, and therefore there is no
much blind-d by enmity and prejrdice, as it is ground for what I have faid; and you alfo aliege
peffibie for human nature to be, and in truth to tane that the reverie of what 1 have Rated is true, the
the declaration as you ftate it to nave been, is of it commiflioners having received red money when they
felf fuficient to .difprove vour repeated a'legations, were entitied to fpecie. To fet this matter in a pro-
that I had on all occafions fhewn the.tirongeit defire per light it is neceffary to give an exad flate of your
to traduce and injure the commiflioners, and if vou account as it puffed, and from which I made the
were not deat to the voice o: reafon, you muft allow allegation. - -
that I have never wantonly mzddled with the com Dr. The ftate of Maryland to the commifoners of
miffioners, or fhewed on any occafion, the leaft de- confilcated eftates.
fire of dning them an injury and if the malevolent To Clement Hollyday fervices 300

fpitit which ycu have attributed to me had exiltence,  days 5¢f - - =+ [L.750 o o
I certainly had no perfonal reafon to fuppreisit, at To Nathanicl Ramfey do. 3z0
the time referred to. at leaft as to fome of the com- do. - - - 8co o o
miffioners.—If I comprehend your argumsent, to To Gabriel Duvall do. 161

fhew your right to a commiflion on the property laid do.

- - - 03 10 ©O
off to Mr. Ruffell, itis, that you had as much trouble To 21 ver cent. commiffion on -

ana expence in doing this as if the property had been  £.298 689 6 8, as per fale book

foid at au@tion; and that as you would have becen  and Lt in the auditor's-office, 7467 4 8L
entitl'd to reccive g ger diem allezvance for the time To 465% bufhels of whear, fhort

Jpent in dsing this bufinefs, had 1t bren done awbile you received oo order the 15th Nov.,

afled unaer a per diem allozvance, you are of courfe en- 1782, at 7/b - - & 174 9 4
titled to 3 commiffion on the value of this property. To cath paid for freight of wheat to

Tt appears to me that your reafoning, if it aiay be fo the [Head of Elk - . 15 9 10
talled, is by no means fatisfatory. The law under To do. for furveying, as per ac- B
which alone you can be entitled to commithion, gives count rendered, - o 35 7 6

it only upon the amount of fales 1n full for all fer-
-vices. The law does not give a cammiiiion for years
of trouhle or millions of expence, unlefs therg be a
Sale of the property made by the commifficners, and i
inftance there was no fale but a pahition.—The
diem al owance was given for every day fpent int

ablic fervice, and therefore fhewing you would “~the whole bufinefs, Mr. Duvall from the 11th of
Eave been entitled to a per diem allowance, does July, 1781, to the 21t of November, 1782, and
not prove your right to commiflions, thé-point upon--from the 38th of September, 1784, to the zoth of
which the right depends being altogether different. December, 1785. -

Suppofe for inftance, that while the commiffioners Contra. Cr.
afted for a per diem allowance, a fale had been ad- By [£.93 ftate money received the
vertifed at a diftance, the commiflioners went to the  7th vt March, 1781, by Clem.
place of fale, but the weather was fo bad that ro Hollyday of the eaftern fhore
purchafers came, and of courfe no fale. * The com- treafurer at 3% for 1, -

£-9645 1 4}
Proved, the 29th of March, 1786, by Clement
Hollyday and Gabriel Duvall, before 1
er (Signed)- . JAMES BRICE.
N. B. Mr. Hollyday was commiffioner throughout

.28 12

mifiioners would neverthelefs have a jult claim to By cafh received of the weftern fhore - 2

their per diem allowance for every day fpent in go-  treafurer 2gth of Aug. 1781, red, 170 0 o

ing to, remaining at, and returning fiom, the place By do. Sept. 1, 1781, do. §o -0. o

of fale. Bat fuppofe the fame cale while they aed - By do. - Jan. 1, 1782, do. 150 0 o
- vader commiffion; they certainly would not be en- By do. July 22, 1782, do. 351 7 o9

titled to commifion. This fhews that the fame rule s

is not applicable to prove a claim to cemmiffion and S 950 o o

x claim to per diem allowance. By do. ~  April 12, 1784, fpecie, 300 o o

-~ To prove that-the trouble and expence does not By do. of Dan, Jenifer, on account

give a right to commifiion. Suppofe the commif- of iron-works, - . 5§12 ©
. fioners went twlenty times to the place of fale, and By do. do. of Layton and Scars, te-

from badnefs of the weather, or other accidents, no  nants on Indian Laads, - 910 o
fale was made, the qommiﬂionen could not be enti- —
tled to commiflion on she value of the property, although gbs 2 ®

% 84

By do. received by Nath. Ramfey
of treafurer 8th of July. 178z,
By do. do. the 12:th of April, 1784,

. £.1005, 300 o
By d%. by G. Duvall 18¢h Much," >
1782, - -

80500

- 1

By do. teceived of Levin Lzcompt, iég i 2
By overctiarged in expences to B.

Morg «n’s account, - - 2310 ¢
By calh received Hollyday, Rame

fty, and Duvall, for iron* frcm

Jobn  skinn.r,  Nottingham

woiks, fpece, - - 450 o o
By do, do. do. do. 540 © o
By do. of the treafurer March, 1782,

red, - - - - 1000 0 o
B, do. - June 5, 1783,

do. o - <" 1000 0 o

Oider the 15th of November, 1782,
3coo butheis wheat,
wo. . - - - L 4115, 1135 o o
By cath receivad by Hoilyday, ana
Duvail, or the treaturer-Decem-

ber, 1-84 - ~ 171 15 2
By balauce ot cafh -account in the

COMMHHi10a: 15 D.OKS, - 587 3 4
By baiance due ihe cummiffioners, 2324 11 8Y

£ 9535 1 4}
By the account it appears credit is given to the itate
as fugpeited by ne; there 13 nu date to thefe
credits, but as tne date next antecedent is the 18th
of Mafch, 1782, | prefumed the money was re.
:{v&ec in he ye-r 1782, and fubfeque.it to the 18'h
t March. It appears alfo toat there is no ciiarge
in this account ot money paid into the treafury, or
moaey expended for the t.te, wxceot the fum of
£ 35 + 6tor turv ying. ‘Tae ot ercharges are all
1or per cicm liowance, ana tor commition. The
.per diem aliowances were leparately xept fettled by
the reipuctive commitlicners with the auditor, their
accounts paflcd a:.d paid by order; on the treafuy
in the year 1782, except apout twenty days charzed
by youin janu:ty 1782, which was not broughtir.o
your account a fetthv a, d pafl-d i that vea: fothat
the per diem aidowances which were feparansly kept
had been tetiled aird paid, exceptatmalli tan to
one of tae commiflion.rs, bhad rno conacttion with
the joint accounts of the cuommrffioners for commife
fion, and iniacl the charge of commuti:on, and the
tmall fum ot [. 35 7 O tor:ine expences of fu-v ys,
-and avout twenty days sliowsnce 0 you, were the
only real debits in your account ; tni being ~he cafe,
and the crediis Leing giver a: butore flated coud
be applicd | 9] nmm.xg ot any Coicquence but out
commiuilize ; 1, according to your aff*r 0+, yuu
pa:d to, and ecxp nded for the nate, the fum of
4 1186 4 fpece, thew itoughito b~ flrucs ut of
this account aitogedher, or the p.yme t and exe
penditure ocugh: to ce churged in the accou t, a°4
if either of t.efe 18 0.n-, the balunce cue vig will
appear tobe £. 3410 15 8, 1aitcad of £ 2224 11 8,
I the former tne 1om wnich can te ciiimed oy vou,
or is the laster all you crctend to? If - ou- “:te of
your pavmeats and expea.iiare ie right, and vou
received no .ther mo:ey applcasle to th fe paye
ments and expenciures, and your commifficn ~as
right as charged, you would ¢ertainly be cntitled to
the tormer Jum ; @an ' [ velieve no perfin will be of
opinion, 'that it woeuld' not be €laimed, if there was
the smatfett colcur i rignt to it.  How is thiz mite
ter in'truth and 1€aliy ¢ Way did not you make
the charges of the paymentsand exp:nditures 2 And
why was the credit for this 1;e¢ e g'ven in vour ac.
count tor commitlive, if it was not appiicabe to the
debic fur commiilion ¢ [ made my corclui~ns from
your own acc un’j-af any thiag exits woich
the account did not thew 5 1t wus nexe t) impo(i:le
for me to kucw it, however in“d'irious in my res
fearc..es.—1 1ec the fum of -£ 450 ‘peci received
credited in account ot comnmuflica, . hich, it u,?)ulj
appear from the mani er of ftaing t e accouit, was
received in 1732, No churgs made of paymertof
this morey iato the treafury.  Would 1t ever nccur
to any man, that to knuw tral whether ther way
not & charge anfwerable to this credi?, and diff-rent
from the ‘charges in ihe -zccount, that he ousheto
examhine the treafurcr’s bovks, ‘n.cths year 1781, 10
fee 1f this money was not p-id ‘into the treafury {=
You have given a copy of a receipt, by which it ap
pears the commiffioners, on the 3.0 ot July, 1781, rad
a fum of £. 450 1..10 the treafury ; it chis is the fame
money, with whnich you credit the ftate in your ac.
count for commiflion, the payment ought to have
been charged ; but it appears by the receiot, that
this money was paid to the t-eafaser defire you were
appointed a commiffiuner, which, according to_the
note to your account, was not until the 11:n of July,
1781. This being the caf=, tor what purpofe could
money paid to the treafury by ‘the commiffi~ners é¢-
Sfore you avere appointed be biought into the joint ac-
count of Hoilysay, Ramtey, and Duvall? If the
money was received and pgid by other commiflinne
ers, as the fum, for which the receipt 13 given, cer-
tainly was ; what had jyex 10 do with s # The com-
miffioners having reccived the money, under-the fale
you fay was direct:d, paid it into tne treafury, both
the receipt and payment are proper for the accounts
ot thofe who received the money and made the pay-
ment ; but it does not appear to me, that it wasat
all conneéied with a joint account in which you are 3
party, and in which, the only uafettted charge, of
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1731, Aug, 14,

furesr . .

Dec. 4. By ditto

Jone 28, 1982
{505, ipecie,
Signed,

Received an o
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Signed,
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