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exercife not only the O&ce of Governor, but even the moft trifling Office within the Enok

N y . i otifh Do-
minions. But it will be neceffary, as to this 2 d. per Hogfhead, not only to” exclude the Rule
your Henours are {o willing to adopt, with regard to the Clerk’s Salary, but to fhew, that Lord
Baltimore is eith.r Heir or Succeflor to Queen Aane; for, the Duty bein granted to her Majefty
et her Heirs and Succeflors, for the Support of her Government for the Time being, in and ove;
¢ her Majefty’s Province aforefaid, and the Territories to the fame belonging,” he muft, to en-
sitle himfeif under that Grant, fhew, thas he is within the Terms of it, that is, Heir and Suc-
ceffor to Queen Anne. : -

Thele Fads (uficiently evince the Peculiarity of the Circumftances of this Province pointed
st in our Meflage, to which you afe&t to be fuch intire Strangers ; and, as we do not know of
ang, fo we hope no Part of his Majefty’s Dominions, are in fimilar Circumftances.

hould we be fo unhappy as to difagree as 0 the Right of Lord Baltimore, to receive the Ton-
nage, Or 12 d. per Hogfhead, we cannot doubt your Concurrence as to the Obligation to apply
a¢ leaf the 124. per Hogfhead, Amerciaments, and Fines and Forfcitures, to defray the Charges
of Government, and confequently, that an Account is to be rendered thereof ; and, though we
do not claim the Right to make the particular. Applicationts, we do contend that we have a Right
to fee that Applications are made of the Whole ; and that, until that Fa&t thall appear, we fhall
think ourfelves excufed from levying more, or applying other Money, te defray the Expences of
Government, nor fhall we admit your Honours Belief of that Fa& as Evidence in 2 Matter that
you yourfelves are {o entirely ignorant, that you can form no Guefs ;. for we take it, that it is
equally neceffary to know what is received, as what is expended, to induce a Knowledge or rea-
fonable Belief, that Nothing remains.

No Inftance occurring to your Honours of any Difpute between the Two Houfes, on the Sub-
je& of the Clerk of the Council’s Salary, till Aday 1756, feems to imply, that was the firft In-
fiznce of any Refufal in the Lower Houfe to-allow fuch Salary : Had this been the Cafe, or even
fuppofe this Seffion had furnifhed the firft Inftance, wethould not have thought Precedent a
Shrine at which the Rights of the People, Common Juftice, and the Principles of the Conftitu-
tion ought to be J’b(r{ﬁced; but it is firange, as that Vote is conneted with precedent Matter, your
Eonours fhould not have Curiofity to trace the Subject, at leaft through that Journal. he
Truth is, that the Refulz] to make a journal Allowance to Mr. Rafs, of a Salary as Clerk of
the Council, tcok its Rife, as we believe, in 1749, and has been continued down to the pre-
fent Time; for, in 1749 and 1750, Wwe find the journal of Accounts was fent up, without
the Allowance of a Salary to the Clerk of the Council; and the Upper -Houfe, in their Mef-
fage of the 30° May, 1750, the &t Fune 1751, and in une 1752, take Notice of fuch
Omifgons. In Ofteber Seifion, 1753, the Upper Houlfe fay, in their Meflage refpeting the
Journal, ¢ the Lower Houfe have not inferted the Allowance of the Council of State fince
¢ the Year 1747, nNOr the yearly Salary of the Clerk of the Council, frqm the Year 1747 2
The Lower Houfe, in their Anfwer, refer the Members of the Council, as well as their
Clerk, to Fines and Forfeitures given by A&s of Aflembly, and the 124d. per Hogthead taken
by Lord Baltimere, for Satisfa&ion. The Upper Houfe, in another Meflage, fay, ‘ As to
¢ the Allowance for the Attendance of the Council of State, and their Clerk, we refer you to
¢ the Proceedings in the Debates thereon, entered in your own Journals, and particularly to
¢ the Journal of the Year 1736,” &e. This fhews, that according to the Idea of the Upper
Houfe itfelf, the Rewards of the Council of State, and tbeir Clerk, {’copd on the fgme Founda-
tion, and the Difpute in the Year 1730, as to the Council of State, nominally, was difputing their
Clerl’s Salary, canfequentially. o

In the Mgi?age éfg the nger, to the Lower Houfe, the 29t April, 1756, with the Journal, is
this Paragraph ¢ ¢ There s no Allowance to the Members of the Council of State for their At-
« tendance, or to Mr. Rofs, for his yearly Salary as Clerk of th(; Council. Ip this we are the
“ more furprized, as you cannot but know there are feverai Laws in Force, which require many
¢ Services to be done by him as Clerk of the Council.” In Anfwer to that Part which refpets
the Clerk, the Lower Houfe, in their Meflage of the 1 May 1756, faid, ¢ As you fay there are
¢ feyeral Laws in Force which require many Services to be done by Mr. Rofs, as Clerk of the
¢ Council ; when his Account for fuch Services is Iaid before us, xt.{hali be confidered, and every
¢« reafonable Allowance made ; but to make Allowances fo.r Services, .annua.lly performed? in
«¢« Compliance with Laws, without any Account of the Services even E?mg ‘laid before us, is &
&« Method of dealing out the Peoples Money, we can never come into. That Part of the Mef-
fage of the Upper Houfe, which induced the Queftion mentioned in you'r"Mcﬁage, is in thefe
Words, ¢ As this Seffion is drawing near to 2 Co.ncluﬁon, we have not I'ime to enumerate the
¢ many Services done by the Clerk of the Council, fome of which cannot be unknown to you ;
¢« former Affemblies have judged it to be an ufeful Office, and always allowed the Clerk an an-
¢¢ nual Salary in all the Journals heretofore pafled the Two Houfes, to the Year 1747, and never

) il now. Therefore, to {pezk plainly, which beft becomes our Station, we
¢ muft infift on your making him the ufual Allowance, for we are determined never to give 't."p'”
On 2 Divifion of 16 t0 13, the Vote pafled, which you have been pleafed to mention ; and the
Meflage you recite, was framed and fent in Confequence of it.

In Ofleber Seffion, 1763, after the Journal had been rctqrned from the I‘Jpper Houfe, the M?f~
fage of the Lower Houfe, of the 25™ November, hath this Paragraph, ¢ If Mr Rofs will lay

«hefore us a particular Account of his Charge for Services performed by virtue of the Laws
. ~ p‘ .. “ Of

¢ was denied him t



