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with Secretaty Lawrence, finally procured Blakiston’s reappoint-
ment in October, 1713. Though offered his former salary, he
now chose to accept only £ 100 a year.”® Yet despite this unex-
ampled generosity he was again dismissed in August, 1721. The
occasion for this ill considered act had been the restoration of
Baltimore’s government in 1715; for the Lower House now
assumed that, as residents of a proprietary province, they required
no agent with the king.*” They were soon to learn better.

Down to this time the Agency had been urged upon the dele-
gates by the Governor and Upper House and had been accepted
by them, always with some reluctance, as an expense of doubtful
wisdom. After 1725 these roles were reversed. The Governor
and Council, as His Lordship’s representatives, were determined
to prevent appointment of an officer who would serve chiefly as
a bearer of popular appeals against the proprietor to the king.
And the delegates now desired an Agent for just this purpose.’®

Unable to move the Upper House, they twice employed and
paid an Agent without any act of Assembly. To bring before His
Majesty their numerous complaints of 1739 they appointed the
Pennsylvania Agent, Ferdinando John Paris, raised money by
subscription, and paid him £ 100 per annum for five or six years.”
In December, 1766, during a quarrel over the Clerk of the
Council’s salary, they appointed Charles Garth, the South Caro-
lina Agent, and paid him with funds raised by a subscription and
a lottery.®® As the Lower House were, however, very high in
their demands, it was hard for an Agent to satisfy them with such
things as might be had.
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