_.ghereby . occafion
-obliged to take.a writ o the county court to prevent the defendant removing himfelf out of .the

* ~ftate before. recdurfe-tan be had.to the clerk of .the gencral court, and yet there may be good rea- .
:fons. for-the -plaintiff’s defiring the.caufe fhould be tricd in the generai court,  1f thlaw refpe&-
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injury fuftained. Why'hasfthié bill becn'.rcjc&cdd‘.Arc. tﬁq dimagcs impofed upon .t'l.x;.perfon Lob

who has dragged his adverfary through. all the'labyrinths and tedious forms of law. from court to’

+ court, mere.y to procraftinate the psyment of a jult claim, in your eftimation too,largs ¥ Is it
juit~that the creditor fhould, when relu@antiy forced to.have recourfe to law, be kept vut

of his money for feveral years by frivolous and vexatious appeals,- calculated -folely “for the
purpofr:(‘1 (?:f delay, without recerving agy fatisfalion fer the difappointment, and heavy lofs
Incutre . : s : - T T .
In many cafes the plaintiff recovers no intereft at ali upon his claim fixed by judgment in the
inferior court, atter a delay of three or four years by appeal,. and can it bé'faid, even in thofe
afes where legal intereft may be recovered, that it is a {ufficient compenfation for the delay and
&pcncc attending the appeal  Thhis, we believe, will .fearcely be afferted, for the expericnca
of every man in bufinels would contradict the affertion. 1f then to compenfate the creditor,
who has becn injured\by an- unreafonable delay,. be juft, the only queftion which can arife,

~ mutt relate folely to the quantum of the compénfation to be made to him, To admit that the

party aggricved (hou compenfated, and yet to contend, that this is not the time to grant of
permit fuch compenfation, is faying that jultice may be juftly excluded from certain counties at.
fome particular times and feafons. The obligations of juftice are as immutable, a3 that Being
who is the fountain of ail juftice, and extend to all times, places and perfons, v Sy

Muny and heavy are the complaints, from all quarters of the want of credit, and of the fearcity
of cath.  An unequal and oppreflive {yftem of law, and defe@tive adminiftration of juftice, aie
not likely to reftore credit and confidence (the foundation of credit,) or to introduce a greater

- plenty of coin. The fearcity of the latter may be partly, perhaps principaily, afcribed to this

very defe&ive fyflem of law.  Can it be reafonably expe&ted, that the monicd man will lend his

- money at intereft, when he has no affurance that he fhall recover his principal by any certain
limited time, however great and prefling his intermediate wants may be, and that he fhail receive . ~

nao compenfation, after a ten years law-{uit, for being {0 long deprived of the ufe of his capital?
Perhaps it may be objelled, that the people are fo much involved in dcbr, that to fubjedt them to
damages in the cafe of dilatory appeals, would conftrain them to difpofe of their pr perty on tvo
fhort a ctedit, and confcquently at a great lofs, in order to fatisty their creditafs, Experience, *
we apprehend, will jultify the remark, that unreafohiab e delays are equaily injurious to debtor
and creditor.  Even without appealing, the debtor might, in moft inftances, givc at leait three
yrars ciedit on the fale of his propesty, and probably a much longer credit w.th the confent
ot his creditor, if the latter could be aflured of payment at the end of the time agreed upon,
But this argument, by proving too much, proves nothing ; for at the end of any given time,
fay fix or féven-years, debtors would moft probably find themfelves unuer the very fame, if not

. greater difficultics, and it would then be arguedy that the fame objeions to the law being ttill in

force, its adoption would be as improper at the /end, as at the commencement of the term, and
thus a law, however reafonable and juft in itfelf, might never take place, becaufe therd will ai~
ways be found men, whofc improvidence would fubjed them to the difagrecaple neceflity of fel-
ling their property at an undef value to pay their debts. . A
We are inclined to think, that the faciiity of procraftinating payments to along and i

term, is one of the principal caufes of the improvidence of debrors, and the muldiplicar

efinite

_ n of
Jaw-fuits. To this fource may be traced-the exorbitant ‘importations of foreign luxpr'cﬁ rui-
“nous and gambling contradls, and the extravagance and diffipation of many. 1f deblors knew

that they could be compcllcc{ by due courfe of law to pay their debts at a certain day, and that not
too diftant, they would not incur the expence of a Jaw-fuit, " and they would fériquﬂy refle& on
the extent of - their engagements, and would enter into none, but with the full expeilation _and

probable means of complying with them at the time limited by the contraét, or the law.

1 he principles .of -the bill, we arc fatished, will ftand the teft of fair argument alnd'a full
difcuffion; we with them to be thoroughly fifted. If the damages given by the bill, (fubject
however in.every cafe to the difcretion of the courts,) are by you deemed too heavy, the proper

~ and parliamentary .way of proceceding would have been to have: propofed amendments' to fuch
Jparts.of the bill as.appeared to you exceptianable, or defe&ive. By putting a negative on the

bill, we are left to infer, that the principle, and not the provifions, are objeéted to; if fo, your

- idcas of juftice muft be very different from ours, and that thay thould differ, in fo plain a cafe,
- .excites both our furprife and regret. . - S

If any parts of this bill, not conneed with the main fubje& of it, were difipproved, we ap-

_prehend it ought .to.have been propofed to ftrike them "out, and we'thould not nave adhered fo
-¢cnacioufly.to cvery part.of the.bill, as to haye loft it on a difference of opinion upon a collateral
-point. "L'bere is only one part of.the bill, though not connected with the principal obje@, which -
.we can fuppofe might have ogcafioned its rejeétion. We mean that pare which gives the plain-

tiff a, right to.remoye g_m/fc bcffdrc.(rial, trom the county to the general cousts ; we.conceive
this right ought "6 exij};and will not.be abufed ; for a plaintiff will not remove his caufe, ,and
E\n, unlefs for good reafon: It fomctimes happens, that a painiiff ig.

ing the jurifdiCtion of . the.county courts.fhouid be continued in ail its parts, a p'aintiff ‘cannot re- .

© :move a caufc -from.the.county.to. the general court, in any cafe, before trial, 'But though we
- think:this-part-of our bill-right,~we. wouid recede from ity rather. than it fhould remain an ob-

ftaule
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