for the Legiflature’s making thas Rcvivm%}iaw in 1723,

(58’)

- . ‘ . Lol A ST .
:m’:Dim’ . [IE S T . D e ___:,) mz 8§ 1
.. €zaul, Dito,. — - ; — e—— — ~=i 189 47

Baltimore, Ditto, — » : ‘ , 605 11 1
Axne Arund.l, Dito, — ’ _ L e— 432 g1
Caluert; Ditto, - — L —— Y - ' ~ 11§ 1§ 4
Several Lands have been difcovered in_ the three laft Counties which ‘are.not yet carried to o6
the Rent-Rolls, fo as to diftinguith what Part lies in each County, whereof the whole} 74 °
Rent amounts to per Annum, Ditto, - B ‘
Prince Geerge’s County, Ditto, e 803 61
Charles County, Ditto, T — - ’ 263 86
St. Mary’s County, Dito, — : " 169 g9 e
4568 15 4
The wholf Sum which the People now pay amounts to . —  ———  —— 5369 11 3
The Sneritts will collec this for § per Cenf. which is 208 91
His Lordthip will then reccive nett, - stor 3 2

Befides Arrears, Certificates not carried to the Rent-Rolls, thofe in the Hands of the Swveyorsy War-
rants Jocated, and future Increafe. :

The Houfe adjourns to 2 of the Clcck. —
- : Pofi Meridiem. -
The Houfe met according to Adjournment, |
The Houle taking into Confideration the Governor’s Meflage of Saturday,
conc-rning Fines, Forfeitures,&°.  Ordered, That the Committee of Laws
prepare an Addrefs in Anfwer thereto,
Thie following Ingroffed Addrefs, viz.

To bis Excellmcy Tromas BLaban, Efg; Governor of Maryland ;

The Humble ADDRESS of the Houle "of DsLecaTEs of the ia'd Province. B
Moy it pleafe your Excellency, ' ;
LTHO’ we were greatly concerned on reading the Introdution to your laft Meflage, relating te.
the Pound of Tobacco p.r Taxable, intimating that your Excellency’s Opinion differed from that of
tais Houfe upon the Right of Levying the fame ; and the more fo, as we had previous to Our laft' Addrefs
to your Excellency on t.ghat Head, given it the fulleft Atiention and Confideration we were capable of ; - yet
from the fubfequent Parts of that Meffage we have great Hopes, that when you fhali have coufidered the
feveral Laws, which are the Subje@® Matter of this Controverly between us, with the fame Attention that we

have doue, you will net think us wrong in our Opinion, o - e
" We believe with your Excellency, that (in geueral) the difference between 2 perpetual and temporary:
Law is. ¢ Thatthere is no time limited for the Duration, Operauion, or Continuance, of the former, and
“ that therefore it mafk contnue in force till it is repealed ¢ ‘Frat the latter having a fix'd or limited Time

- for its Daration, or Operation, it myf certainly expirg, when the Time fo fixed or limited expires, of

* the End for which it was'made, s fully anfwered, ynlefs it is continued by another Law.”’ But we can-
not ‘fee how this Djfinétion can any ‘way terve your Excellency’s Purpofe ; for if the former Part of that

- Diftinétion be applyed to the Law of 1915, that is evidenidy Lo fuch )-aw as muft contique in force un-:

till it be repealed ; and there is in the Body of it according to yoeur own Admiffion, a Time limited for its
Duration, which makes it but a Temporary Law, expretily according te the latter Part of that Diftin&ion :
Nor can we apprepend how that Diftinétion can avail your Excellency, fo as to make the Law. of 1722 a
ual Law for want of a Limitation givéa either to it, or in it, to the Law of 1715, and from whence we
m it may be endeavoured tobe inferred, that the Eaw of 1715 &, thereby made perpetual ; for how-.
ever ue in general that Diftin&ion may be, yet we m’fs{;'ﬁfxi‘nbly contend the prefent Cafe is not within it
as' to your Excelléncy’s purpofe,” becatlfe altho™ in the (:‘g"cﬁn%. a Law in the fuft Inftagce, it muft ne-’
ceflarily be fuppofed' fromi the not giving'jt 2 Limitation, to be ‘thé Intentien'of -the Legiflature that it fhould
be » unless it be in its Nature ‘made but Yor a_témpoérary Purpofe ;. yet we apprehend  there is no
Room for the like Suppofizion in the prefent Difpute : The Law of 1715 is by aClaufe in %c:Bbﬁy;of,i.t Tem-
porary oaly, this being near expiring, if'by'4 Law it] 1723 (for we need nof perplex this Queffion by taking.
otice of the intermedjate reviving awvof'{ 1719) ré\'rj"vec( and con;intjét,i';igpfiﬁf:orcc, ‘Without exprefling
any Term of Comtiriuance cither for the L:aw of | ‘zj's,i or for that reviying \%pw,of 1722 ,d\&Caf; being
thus circamftanced, if there be no Neceflity  to {uppofe it "¢he Xln;c,ntioh,;p the Legiflature that the Law
of 1715 thould, by 'that of 1722 be mﬂdr‘f;{cy ' udI,Pghig' Cal‘g‘ is then é}éﬁ:}x%o‘uz that Diflinétion as to
your Purpofe, and cannot therefore be affétted by it ; and'that Law may, hotwichftanding any Circumfiances
in this Cale, have beerrbit temporary arid Iong fince expired ; and to that Purpole, when that Law in 1715

was revived by that in"1723, the Claude of Limuation'in the fotinier was Lilkewiig reyived with the reft of that.

‘Law, and has as much'Force and' Effe@ as7any other P’ax;t of it, and 'm Sandgquently be 1aken .as a new,
‘Ferm for it’s Durariort, a¢%the End of wlhich it has eibir?%’l.or want of anether Law to Tevivg and con-
tixae Rafterwards ; and we think this temporary Revival of the - former %‘aw,‘ is not only a fufficient reaton’
‘ Reviving Law is but will alfo farisfy and give Effeét and Meaning
9. the Worus « Revived and contihued inf full Force ** angd will confequently remove tnat necefiaty Suppofition
of aa ipt Perpeinity before méntioned ; ‘and then this laf Law, having Eﬁ{ “ Anfwered _the End for
" which it was made "’ by giving thie Tormer Law a farther Duration for %‘h!eé‘chs,_fin"\ée think ‘accord-
ingotodyour Exceliency’s Diftinétion, “dnd wherein you admit that a Law having ne particalar. Limitation

may yet” be temporsry, cEftainly cxpired ; and by this Conttruétion every Part of thofe Lawgin 1715 and
¥)2% are sonfiftent “with gnd reconcileable to gach other ; “whereas by the Conitruétion contcndédugo\i- by your
T ' - Excellency,
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