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o Satisfaction  and, for the future, thall Endorie the onginal Bills {ent down.
~ “Ihat we cannot conceive the detaining che ingrofs'd Bills can be any Injury to
the Priviledge ot your Houle; for we think it proper they thould remain in
- tize Houfe, tor his Honour the Governour's Perulal, and affixing the Seals there-
to ys Charcellor ; by which Means they will be ready tor the Aflent at che
Conclufion of the Seffions, and the publick Bufinels expedited,
o L el | dign'd per Order, G, P. (l. Up. Ho,

The following Meffage is prepared,viz

| By the Lower Houfe of Aflembly, Ofaber 23, 1725.
- May it pleafe your Homours, S T
YV E oblerve by your Meflage of the Twenty Second Inftant, your Honours
. have fallenupon a Method of Signifying your Affent to ingrofs’'d Bills,
‘which feems to us to be intirely New.  The Method we propofed to your

Honours, was according to the Praétice conftantly ufed *till Apri! Affembly,
1715, at which Time, we find the Pra&ice was firft alter’d, but for what
Caufes does not appear : We conceive it to have been a Thing pals'd by, as
of little Confequence, but for that we cannot be fure of avoiding the Incon-
veniencies by fuch an Innovation in our Parliamentary PraQice, uled both in
- the Time ot his Lordfhip’s Anceftors, and all the Time of the Crown’s Go.-
~ vernment, we intreat your Honours not to enter into Debates with us con-
~ cerning it : Asto his Konour the Governour’s Perufal of fuch Bills, we can-
*not but prefume him fuffiiciently appriz’'d of them by their being debated in
your Houfe where he prefides: We therefore pray your Honours not to oppofe
the Renovation of {o long eftablifh'd a Parliamentary Praétice amongft us.
e prfee  SewdperOder, M.J. Q. Lo Ho.
- Which was fent to the Upper Houfe by Mr. Smith, and Col. Herman, Tbéy
return, and fay they deliver'dit. -~ __ o

_ Col. Tighman, from the Upper Houfe, delivers the following Mef-
{age,viz. e | : a
\ . Bythe Upper Houfe of Aflembly, Ocfober 25, 1725.
© Gentlemen, ” L | .
TN Anfwer to your Meflage of the 234 Inflant, by Mr. Walter Smish,
'~ and Colonel Epbraim Auruft. Herman, we are of Opinion, That the Me.
“thod we have taken of Signitying our Affent to the iD‘STO(é’d Bills, is not fo en-
ir é!‘)i5 New as You feem to think ; for if You pleafe to confult the Journals
~of both Houfes of Aflembly, fince the Year 1715, You will find the fame
 Method Has been uled fince that Time, only with'this Difference, That as
the Affent ufed to be Signify’d by a Verbal Method, we have now done it in
. Wiiting, by an Endorfement upon the original Bill, which we were induced
~ fo do by your Defiring (in your fitft Meflage relating to this Affair, ) that our
- Affent to thofe Bills might appear to your Houlfe in the {ime Manner that the
" Affent of your Houfe does to ours; and this we take tobe moft effeually
_ complied with, By that Method. We are very far from defiring to enter into
. unneceflary Debates with your Houfe ; but: cannot conceive why you fheuld
infift..upon altering the prefent Pra&lice relating to the ingrofs'd Bills ; be-
catife, for the Reafons we gave you in our former Meflage, it appears to be
mof} conducive to the Difpacch of the publick Bufinefs, and we believeitto
be molk agrecable to the Parliamentary Pra&tice in Great-Britain. We defire
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