~ OF THE SENATE. l -

Murray, veported, that the committee had had the same under considgration, apd were ol opi- -
sion that it ought to pass. The resolution was. then read a third time,-assented’ to, ind setarn- .
ed to the heuse of delegatls. = ... - .. 0 L o S
M. Miller detivered, the following report; ‘which was read and concwrreddn. = - T o
'The committee to whom was referred the several bills from: the house of delegates: prm’:d!:ﬁ .
for the support.of outﬁpepsiouers;.in several counties of-this .state, report, that they have had »
them under, consideration, and recommend the rejection of the same, and the incorporation of
them all into-one bill, entitled, ‘An act Tor the relief -of suridry  poor -persons in the several
connfies therein mentioned,” -which;they hetewith present. . = *~ . .. IS
e Byorder, ~ .- Thomas W. Lonckermao, Com. €1k
And reported a bill for the relief of sundry poor persans in the several counties therein men-..
tioned; which was read thefirst and by special order a second and third time; passed; and gent .
ta the house of-delegates. .- ..~ . . - e ) I R
. The.follawing bills were then read asecond and third “time, rejected, and returned fo the
house of delegafes: -The bill for the support of Elizabeth Gingle of Montgomery county; the bijl -
for the relief of Francis Preston of Montgomery county; the. bill for the su rtof Mary Adkins, -
and, her son George Adkins of Worcester county;. the bill for the telief of Jane Evans-and Eli- -
za Evans, infapt children of Richard Evans, late of St. Mary’s county,” deceas sthe bill for-
the relief of Anne Dorsey of St. Mary’s county; the bill for “the relief of Mary Whitmore-cf -
Prince-George’s county;. the bill for the relie of John Copsey of 8t. Mary’s. county; the bill
for.’the,:gliefof Sarah Johnson of Prince-George’s county, and her- infant children; and the -
bill for the relief of Elizabeth Fowler of Prince-George's county. = e
Mr. Miller offered the following message; which was réad, assented to, and sent to the
housé of delegates: . -~ - . . . BY THE SENATE, Feb. 23, 1825. - -
Gentlemen.of the House of Delegafes<The senate have incorporated the several bills, provid-
ing for the support of out nensioners, into one bill, and have therefore rejected the sevesal in-
dividual bills from your house, and senid you a general bill embracing all-the causes before thein.-
. .. < Byorder,. - R . W, KILTY, Clk* -
Mr. Cockey delivered a petition of ‘sundry officers commanding uniform rifle companiesin -
Frederick county, praying to-be authorised to form a regiment of riflemen, within  the limits -
of the 20th, 20th and 47th reginents, and to choose their field and staff officers; which was
read and referred to Messrs. € ockey, Orrell and Chambers. _ A .
~ Mr. Cockey from the committee to whom the said petition was referved, reported a bill, en-
titled, An act to form certain riffe companies therein mentioned, info a regiment; and it was
read the first, and by special order a second time, and ordered to be engrossed.  The =aid'bill
hzfl‘vfim% been engrossed, was read a third time by-special order, passed, and sent to thehouse -
The bill for the révaluation of the real and personal property in Frederick ceunty, was read
a second and third time by special order, passed, and ‘returned to the house of delegates. -

* Mr. Tilghman delivered the followin - report; which was read.. -~ ST
The committeeof conference ori the %ﬂl to ascertain and fix the salary of the clerk of the
council have had the same undﬁr'eon's"lderition. and beg leave to report, that it would be imex~
pedient to thange the amount of salary allowed said officer.” - o o
= S T Byorder;, -~ ° T.W. Loockerman, Com: Glk.
'The bill to ascertain and fix the salary of the-clérk of the council of this state, was then, on
2 reconsideration of. the same rejected, and returped to the house of delegates, . -
Mr. Scott delivered the following report and resolution; which were read, g

e F

'The committee to- whom was réferréd the petition of THugh Thompson, and the mte;gda- *
tion of John M+Kim jr. Thomas L: Emory, and others, report—That they have considered the
subject referred to them with, the attention which the large pécuniary ameunt, and the jmpor~ -
tance of .the. principles:involved 1n its tonsiderations: demand. . The petitioner has been pro~ -
ceeded against in chancery by the counter petitioners “and others, as 2. “trustee, holding funds -~
which, by the principles of equity, as it is'said, he is bound to distribute to sundry.creditors
of a certain -Marcus mfaﬁdﬂ ' %he'defendant denies the trust alleged, and &aﬁs&emﬁ
in his handsasduetohxmqe‘lf Phe charcellor, by an i \t@rlocgtmfy,ordgr, has decided, that
certaiy pap%ts;;glé!f:é&-g:shibits_,;int‘fhéf#ﬁuse:kp‘;‘:w the tfust to exist as alleged, and-hag direet-
ed the fund,.amounting fo about $70,000, to be broughtintscourt. - The petitioner allegos; that -
the intgrlocutory order is wholly-a manifest violation of ghe-principles of chancery law, dnar. -
dering motiey to be depgsitednto court by a defendant, claiming itle to it, and more. espocial-.
an-order a3 8 meaps of coercion, by which to compel adefendant fora final -
proof which bhis counsel may think. proper @.% "

}( in adopting such an-order a3 3.
decisipn, of . his - cause; ‘withont the proof .whic ) ay ihin
but i3 also injurions m'{j&xai;',ig;jthiq Tushest degree, without any sorresponaing DEBRRY:
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