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w2 VOTES anpo PROCLEEDINGS, OcToBER 1771.

with their Abufes; we muft underftand the Subje&, and have a fair Oppprtunity of judging
upon it, before we bind ourfelves by Conceflions.  The Matters you have reprefented to be
Abufes in the Commillary’s Office, are the Orders and Charges on Adminiftrations, &7, granted
by the Deputies.  You allerted, that ¢ there is anadditional Order in this Office to alinoft
‘“ every Act done therein, when the old Table made the Allowance only in Teftainentary
¢« Caufes ;7" and in order to corret this fiippofed Abufe, the new Table allows only in the lingle
Inftance of entering every Motion in Court and Order thereon, Five Pounds of Tobacco ; mult
not fuch an Alteration very much diminith the Fees of the Commiflary General, when there
can be no Pretence that it is ngeellary to prevent Abule, fince befides the Allowance for Orders
in Teftamentary Caufés, the only Allowance you have acknowledped, the old Table moft ex-
prefsly gives a Fee for Orders in Four other Inttances, exclufive ot the generaf Article? Can
this be directly denied to be an Attempt to reduce, under the Pretence of correlting Abufes ?
As to the double Charge, as you call it, we may add to what we have already advanced, that
it is not only confiftent with conftant Ufage, but has been admitted to be regular in the various

"Inftances, both at Law and in Equity, of Allowances made to Executors and Adminiftrators, for

their Charges and Difburfements. You have pofitively aflerted, that we ¢ propofed the Regu-
¢¢ lation of Fees contained in the Bill of 1745 fhould now be ecftablifhed with Refpe&t to the
¢¢ Secretary’s and Commiflary General’s Offices,” ¢ to fay nathing of the other Offices.”

Egregious Mifreprefentation! In what Part of our Paper was the Secretary’s Office or any
other, except the Commiffary’s, even mentioned, or with what Degree of Propriety or Candour
can our Propofition, refpecting the Bl of 1745, be applied to the Secretary, or any other Officer
than the Commiffary 2 We madiflly propofed, you uver, an Addition of 25 per Cent to the late
Regulation of Fees in thofe Offices. s fuch Language as this {uitable to the Nztu:e of our
Intercourfe ? In the Outfet of the Conference we difcovered that Pertinacity was included in
your Idea of Dignity, and we muft now infer, from your Expreflions, that Miireprelentation
and Ill-manners complete it.

The Want of Decency is as little Proof of fuperior Probity, as itis of fuperior Senfc. In
your Paper of the rgth Inftant, you allege, in Anfwer to what we had urged, in Refpeét of the
Commiffary General’s Charge, when Services are done by his Deputies, *¢ that in the Year
1745, the Regulation of Officers Fees being a principal Objeét of Attention, a Bill was framed
for the Purpofe, in Confequence of an Agreement between Conferrees, and paffed both Houfes ;
that the double Charge was then under Confideration, twice agitated, and finally agreed to be
abolithed :” To confirm your State, yBu added an Extratt from the Journals, and fu'joined
thefe Words : ¢¢ This Extrac? needs no Comment, the Senfe of the T'wo Houfes on this Point, is

fully and clearly expreflcd 3 what Point but the double Charge? Our Anfwer to you on this

Head was, that by the Scheme of the Bill of 1745, the Commiflary General was to charge no
Fees when the Services thou!ld be done by the Deputies; but it was no Part of it that there
fhould be an Enlargement of their Jurifdiétion from £. 50 to £. 150. That the Infpeétion {¢t
made no Provifion againft the Charge of the Commilary General in the above Inftance, but
enlarged the Jurifdition of the Deputies to the Extent of £. 150. That ne Inference could
be drawn from the rejeéted Bill to prove a Charge under the Regulation or 1747 to be an
Abufe, though that Bill might be material to fhew what was the true Conftrwétion of, aud
Ufage under the A& of 1715, and that the Omiffion of the Reftriction in ;hc Infpe€tion A&,
fhewed what the Legiflature in 1747 inténded fhould be the Operation of this A& ; becaufe it
appears by the Journals, that the Affembly in 1747 had the Bill of 1745 unde_r t}.)cn‘ Conﬁdcm-
tion, We referred to the Praftice before the A&t of 1715, to the Terms of this Adt, as well
as of the Infpection Law, and to the conftant Ufage under both, reprefented our Perfuafion,
that -the Income of the Commiflary would be fo much reduced by the new Table as to
be below the Regard of a Gentleman, and pointed out, for your Reflection, what would be the
Confequence in Regard to Pauper Eftates, and the Jurifdiétion of the Dcputgc.;, if left to the
A& of 1715 ; then followed our Propofition in thefe Words, ¢ Do you c..oofe the Regulation
of Fees propofed by the Bill of 1745, which you have mentioned with fo much Approbation,
fhould now be eftablifhed ! Be pleafed to declare explicitly, 'We are willing to adopt that Re-
gulation : Or, do you mean to centend for the Reduttion in the Article of the diuble Charge on the
Authority of the Bill of 1745, and your Perfuafion that the Framers of it were particularly at-
tentive to, and careful of the Publick Convenience, and depart from it in thc‘ other Refpects ?
If you do, all Profpect of an Accommodation is at an end.” Does a fingle Syllable oceur re-
lative to the Secretary’s Office, or to any other than the Commiflary’s ? Was not the dsuble Charge
the immecdiate Subjeét of Difcuffion ? What is the Antecedent to which the relative hx;‘)rcm:l.n:;
are app'icable ! Did we not exprefsly megtion our Peifuafion, that the Incor:ne of the Commif-
fary-General would be reduced, by the ncw Table, -below the Regard of a (Jentlfeman? W hat
Relation to, or Effe€t upon his Income could an Extent of the propofed Regulation of 1745 to
the other Officers have ? Can it be really imagined, when the general Quettion on the Con-
ference was to what Degree Fees of Officers thould be reduced, and when we have only con-
tended fof the old Table, with the Allowance of the Alternative to the People, and you for a
Redu&@ion more coufiderable, that we could mean to propofe an A(fdl'.l.()ll of 25 per Cent. to the
Feesof the Officers fettled by the old T'able ? A gencral J')xp;cﬂbn o-curiing, that_has bc'en catch-
ed at, and the certain R ale of Conftruction facrificed to tl}c f.l‘.’()l’ll}IC P‘mpnlc‘of venting Con-
tumely in itliberal Languagze, and hxing an unmerited Odiom.  The Conclufion of our P.per,
it farther Arpument were necellary, demonftrates, that 1t could not Le our Meaning to include

the Secretiry or County Clerks, whofe Names were not mentioned, or ( flices hinted at, in

any former Part of it; had fuch been our Meaning, the Repetition ol our Willingnels to pre-
vent
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