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have greater opportunities of influencing the people, whofe fenfe is to be collected, in fo fhort a

time, and before the ‘merits of the quel ion can be freely and fully difcufled. Hence it is probable,

that in moft cafes of difference beétween the two houfes, the majority of the people will be induced

to adopy the fentiments of the delegates 5 in confequence therefore of fuch appeals to the people, the

fenate will be “deprived of that freedom of debate and decifion, which the canftitution meant to fe-

cure to.that branch, and every beniefit which.might refult to the ftate from that freedom, will be

name and femblance might remain, its real utility would ceafe. \é ,

_. We confider ourfelves bound by the moft facred and folemn engdgements-to preferve inviolate
every part of our conftitution, and will not remain filent under meafures which may tend to fubvert
oyr free and happy government. 7

. If appeals arc to be made, where is the line to'be drawn ! The prefent.is a cafe of policy, blended
with juftice, but if appeals are proper in fuch cafe, why notin a cafe ot “juftice only ? And if fo,

and, the fenfe of a majority, howcever collelted, is in all cafes to govern, then there are no rights

in this ftate which are fecured againft the opinion of fuch a majority, full as well qualified to decids

upon queftions of juftice and right, as upon political regulations. The bill which we have rejected..
declares, - that thc,éills:of credit fhall not be a tender, we prefume, upon the principle, that it would

~_have been unjuft. Suppofe-the people, upon the prefent appeal made to them by your houfe, fhould

inftru& the general aficmbly to make the bills of credit to be emitted a tender-in all cafes 5 this in-
ftraGtion, however unjuft the object of it might be, even in your opinion, would be conclufive,
according to your doétrine, and the gencral aflembly would be obligegZocomply with it, notwith-
ftanding both branches might be fully fatisfied that a claufe” to that cffect would be impolitic, as well
as iniquitous, : . ’ N e

. To fome pzrhaps, who do not look forward to confequences, thefc,appeals may appear flattering ;

but others, not unacquaintéd with the hiftory of free governments, will recollect, that meafures

caiculated to obtain the favour of the people, very often produced tumult and confufion, which gene-
rally, terminated in the deftrution of equal law and liberty. We are confident our fellow-citizens are
wirmly attachied to this government, that they will view with equal concern and diftruft,.all adts in

. any degree tending to weaken and endan%’er it, and cautioufly aveid engagements calculated to fetter

the free deliberations of the legiflature: Printed anonymous inftructions, ftating that the fenate have
appealed to the people upon the emiffion-of-paper-money, are now circulating, when in truth no act
or proceeding of 'this houfe, in the leaft countenances a fuppofition that we with to difturb the public
tranquillity by a meafure fo likely to produce heat and divilion. It would be well for- ycu te confider,
that although the rejected bill.may be fuch a favourite as to induce the majority of your houfe to

. hazard dangerous confequences to force it upon the fenate, yet when once fair argument is declined,

and ap appeal is made from the diGtates of judgment to the voice” of -numbers, freedom of difcuffion
and decifion will be taken away, and that fome of the prefent majority of your houfe, by a fimilar
practice on fome future occafion, may be reduced to the fame fituation in which they are now cn-

~ dgavouring to place the fenate, o - |
" .« Thefe obfervations arc not dictated by any apprehenfion in this houfe, that” there is a Aajorit of

the citizens of this ftate in favour.of an emiffion of bills of credit upon loan, on the terms, and for

~the purpofes,’ contained is your bill. We are fatisfied, that the objections to the bill are unanfwer-

able ; and that if ‘the fenfe of the people could be fairly collected, the majority would be againft the
mieafure : We are alfo convinced, that the majority would increafe, if time were given to difcufs,
underftand, -and form a right judgment op, the fubject. Without venturing to combat our reafon-
me in a conftitutional manner, you propofe to adjourn to a time fo very fhort, that it is impoffible a
deliberate cenfideration of the queftion, and a free interchange of fentiments between the citizens,

¢an take place. To decide. juftly, the judgment fhould be frec from all biafs. The paffions are
too apt to mipgle with the. decifions of -large collected bodies of people ; when fo affembled, even

~¢hie moft moderase are liable so_be inflamed by declamation, and/hurried into meafures inconfiftent
' with their real wglfare. : R A 4

~:Several bills have been paffed this feffion by your houfe, and rcje@ted by ours, refpe&ing which an
appeal may be made to the people with as much propriety as upon an emiflion of paper money. As.

‘the reafons for the rejetion of thefe bills may not be known, and mofives different from thofe which
o, influenced our conduét may be affigned, we think proper briefly to ftate our ob{'c&ioné to the bills

alluded to.  The bill for the relicf of debtors, violated the firft principles of juftice and legifiation,
by infringing the contra&s of "individuals, and by making a partial difcrimination between public and
private debtors. The bill, it is true, was to have continued one yeasfonly ; but the objedtionable

" principle of a_legiflative interference with private contralts, is as fully eftablifhed by a continuance
" for-one year, as for ten, and if we were to form our judgment from the prcamble of the bill, we
‘fivould be led to fuppafe,-that the eftablithment of the principle, and not the intended and tempagary

. relief, was chicfly in view. If once the general affembly fhould adopt the practice of intermeddling

with the contraéls of individuals, it would render the courts of juftice of little or no avail, and by

releafing parties.fram the, obligation of their contraéts, would i’ntrgucc fuch uncertainty in private.

dealings, as would deftroy all confidence between man and man, fut an end to credit, and deprive

the induftrious citizen of one of the great advantages of civil government. .
" "The bill to repeal the a&t for eftablithing permanent falaries for the chancellor and judges, we

rcjected as contrary to found policy, and the declaration of rights. The eftablithed falaries we do

" not confider as profufe, even 1n our prefent ciréumftances. * The independencyof the judges is

effential to the impartial adminiftration of juftice, and is enc of the beft fecurities of the ri%hgs and
' ‘ ' ‘ ‘ ‘ " iberties

pféélhglgd; In fuch. a fituation, the powers of the fenate would be annihilated, and although its /\



