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| OF THE HOUSE OF DELEGATES. ~ #h

“Bad not Be’é}r',bai(l; and c«msoqubnﬂ y in the view of that endbtmcnt,

and all these it concerned, the interest aceraed  before, was pre-
cisely as il originally no such iuterest had been securcd by the
certificates, - R St e

~© Mr. Deye's demanding such interest then, in the very teeth of

the resalution forbidding a compliance with his demand, was en-
titled to have uo more cffect, than it he had demanded to be ére.
dited with twice the amount of their principal. Accordingly we
find, that Mr. Deye parted with his certificates in éxchange fop

the land, notwithstanding his demand of the intevesty, and its res

fusal, Accordiagly too, in the chancery suit referved to in tlie
memarial, the auditor credited hig certificates against the pur: hase

- oney for the lands, without computing the interest demanded,

and the court confirmed his statement,

It is manifest then, that if the l(-:.';ihlafllr# give the act of ’g?
the construction most favourable to Mv, Deyé, he pdid no wore

for Lis land in certrficates, than it wag by every body at the time

bidder for and purchaser of; the lands of Archibald Buchauan,
knowing as did every body else, both sellers and buyers, that the
certificates to be received in payment, would be treated as bear<

~ing interest from 1st January 1785 only, and consequently must
e supposed to have given no mare (or the land in certificates, .

than it was fairly worth in such sccurities,  Auwd such being the
case, what difference is there between -the situation of Mr, Deye, -
and that of any other man, from whom any other debtor of the
state than Buchanan, obtained. for a faiv and valuable considerae
tion, either in land or effects, the certificates he paid into the trea-

- sury in discharge of his deit to the state? And might not he, or

the man from whom Mr, Deye himsclf obtained his cerfificates,

~ with equal justice and propriety, ask of the state .the benefit of

the resolution of *92,if its-legislature adjudge to be within the .
meaning of its provisions, any other than the debtors to the

“state, who no matter at what price, ubtained these certificates to

pay them to the state, and did so accordingly? -

~Again—If Mr, Deyeclaims fo be substiiuied for the debtor be.

cause he purchased Buchanan's Jand, and Sn represented the fund
“resorted to for the payment. of his debt. to the state, Le should

take his place entirely, at least as to.any benefit he would seck
from it at the expense of the state,- Substitution is an equitable
principle, and should be to every equitable purpose, or not at all,
Now, if the representatives of Buchunan, hvmsell, for whose pro-

' jm'r‘.y the certificates were received, and on whose account they

were paid into the treasury at their greatly depreciated valuey
that is to say, at the rate of S2% for one, Were to apply for the
benefit of the resolution of °92, (ne treasurer would not-pay them,
without further order, any part of the surplus interest relerred
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