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68 VOTES axp PROCEEDINGS, OcroBer 1771.

The Regulation of Officers Fees, as it is plain'y a Matter of the greateft Impor:ince, and
muft ncceflarily take up a greau deal of 'lime whenever i is {0 dy as many Poines of Dat-
ference are likely to oceur inat, and it being a Matter too in which feverd of the ho .ourable
. the Upper Houfe are confiderabiy interefted, and therefore fanly prefumable an Object of more
immediate Concern with them, w.s thought by t ¢ Lower Houle to be the Point wiiuch ought
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/ firft of all to be ferded ; nor has the kvent proved them miftaken. It is ufelets at tois ime @

ez ; %:: minutcly through your Honours Reafoning on this Head.  To our Obje¢tions ug init the

o “harge tur 1ecording Papers where the Service is not done, the extravagint Charg s of the

‘% ‘ Surveyors and kxaminer, and the frequent Charge of Order in the Commiflary’s Ofhice, vou .
A have 1till referved to yourfelves to fay, whether thofe Charges are proper or improper under the 1
u old Regulation, and trom your Reafoning in Support of them, have left us ittle Hop.s of beirg 3
> able to convince you of their Impropriety; and ti'l then, your repeated Afluanc , that yoa ¥
: ! _ will not agree to any Reduttion of Fees properly chargesble according to the o'd T ble, muft %
Py fecure thote Charges from being prevented in future.  When we afferted that the Ch gy 1ot 3
L recording was m de where the Service was not done, we confined our Ideas to wh.t weie or 3

? were not Records in this Province ; and although we have Realon to believe that Recoids are 1

Lo kept in Rolls in the Mother Country, we confider the Books, either fmall or large, in which

J the Clerks enter the Proc ¢dings of the Courts here, to be Recor’s of the Proceedings 0. ous ¢
g0 Courts, and that when the Delarations, &f¢. are not entered in thofe fmall or large Books, k
i thofe Declarations, &%c. are not iecor-ed; and this lder, we think, is confirmed not only b !

{" 3 feveral of the Allowances in the Tables for recording, but alfo by the long continued Pratt e

- of recording in fmall or large Books in all the Offices, and by the A&s of Affemuly in 1716

\8 ~and 1742, ty which the Secretary and other Officers are bound to find a Supply of yood and

o fufficicnt Record Books nec fl ry for entering up ali Matters, &Jc. ‘

i The Commiflary General’s Charge for Seivices not performed by him, but which are pers

formed by his Dcputies, and for which thofe Depusies are paid, you ftrenuoufly fupport.  You
é do not cven allcge there is any Degree of Jufti-e in {fuch Charge, but ground y<urfelves on yur
P Counftru@ion of the Table and uniform Ufage and Pra&ice in making this Charge.  You h ve
{ been pleafed to recur to the A& of 1715, “nd argue your Conftruttion of that A& too in your Fa-
f vour. We, on the contrary, have given our Con.ruction, cnd flill think it th- 1ight one. We by
no Means admit th..t the Tables of Fees of 1747 or 1753 warranted this Charge ; * but, on the

Contrary, obfcrve, that in moft of the Tables th re aie Allowances for many Services without
) any Addition to the Article, if done by the pirticular Ofiicer in whofe Table fuch Arucle
ftands ; on the whole of which the Conftru&ion muft moft clearly be, that the Allowince is ta

3 be to fuch Officer for his doing fuch Service : And we have oppofed too againt you, the evie
i dent Injuftice of compelling any Man to pay twice for a dervice performed but once, and have
i mentioncd the Provifisn in a Bill paffed both Hoults in 1745, preventing this Abufe. Yoy

have brought to your Aid likew fe, the folemn San&tion of the late exfpr.d Regulation, fo de-

. liberately enalted, re-enacted and continued by feveral Aflemilies wt Five different Tames, to
. ftrengthen you, not only with Kegard to the Commiflary’s double Charge, but alfo to evince the
old T'.ble, fo loofely exprefled, that not a few of the Officars themfelves palliate their exceflive
Chaiges, from 'the Lobtfulnefs of the Expreflions, an} from whence Biils of Cofts in diffcient
Offices, in like Suits and under fimilar Circumftances, often materially differ, is well adapted to the
urprfes of ity and is proved to be fo by long Expericnce. We have aflerted, *¢ the Fa ris tho
¢ potorious to be denied, that the Table of Fees under the firft Infye&ion Law, was then alopt-
- : #¢ ed, and hath been fince continued, not fo much from the Impreflions of the Propriety and
" 3 ¢ juft Proportion of the Reward to the Service, as from the Uti ity of that Bill in other Ke-
- ¢ fpects, and the Neceflity of agreeing to an imperfeét Tabl: of Fees, or lofing a Regulation

} i)) » ¢ of the St.ple, allowed on all Han's to be v ry beneficial to the Pecple.”

(- As your Reasfoning was not forcible enough to convince the Judgment of the Lower Houfe
; of the Legality or Propriety of the Commiflary Gener.il's double Charges, fo they could not
alter their Determination with Regard to them, and, unh. ppily, the Commiflary-General’s
_ Reward, for doing nothing, muft be left to be decided by thofe who may h ppen to he charged
; fowething &y him for his doing nothing for them, on whofe Fears poflibly the Adminiftration or
~ Teftamentary Bond, taken according to your Remaik, with a very extenfive Condition, how
legal nerds not now be confi'ereld, may forcibly oprrate, or by legal Determination, in which

a %ury of the Country muy p i \ly be of diffcrent Sentiments trom your Honours.

Your Fonours having enqu red, whether we choofe th t the Regulation of Fees propofed by
the Bill of 1745, which ycu have becn pleafed to allege has been mentioned by us in Terms of
fo mu-h Approbation, fhould now be eftablifhed, and afrer defiring our explicit .. nfwer, having
declzred you are willing to adopt that Regulation, it feems to be implied, that you were of
Opinion, the Terms you thus oftcred werce rather more cligible by the Lower Houfe, than to
adopt the 1 :te Regulation of Fees, to waich you have clearly fhewn yourfelves to r¢ exceed-
inglv attached, and to which the Lower Houfe are fo much aveife and cannot agree ; and yet,
the i'erms of this new propofed kxpeuient are fuch as we canprot imagine you hud the leaft Ex-
pectation would be accrded to.

"~ We fhould really, and without any Intention of Offence, have requefted your Honours to
have explained, whethcr vou defi_ncd to propole the Regulation of Fees as agreed to in 1745,
with or with ‘ut any Deduction ? W hether you defigned an Alternative in the P.yment of thofe
{ Fee« agrecable t the prefeni Bill 7 And wherher you defigned the Payment fhou'd be in To=
Y bacco only 7 H d we n t i lately given you Trouble ot fpending Two Sides of Paper in making
' 1t clear to our Underitanding, that your propoicd Lxpodient relutive to the Clergy’s Dues s,
SR ¢ that
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