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Matter of Complaint on.the Part of the Merchants, was a very great
Convenience to them, for they were regularly ferved with a Notice

‘of the Time that their Trials were to come on, and had therefore

Occaﬁ?m to attend the Court only at that particular Moment.
erchants complained in their Memorials, that the Property -

The
was under .conftant Attachment, and thereby. fubje to great Pe-
triment, and often Lofs, to a very great Amount. - In this alfo, they

~ were very intuch mifinformed, for the,Attachment was' fo ordered,
* that it would be very- little Inconvenience (if any) to the Party
- whofe; Property it was; the Warrant of Attachment direGted the
Sheriff to "fugni,th‘ the Defendant with a Copy of the Comphaint, . -
‘of the Plaintiff, and' to.make a Demand of the .
Amount ; if the Debt was paid, no Attachment took Place; if

he meant to ftand Trial, and would give Sécurity- (for thofe were

. the Directions of the Writ) to abide by the Judgment of the Court, -
Atill no Attachment took Place; but if Security was refufed, the .
Attachment neceffarily took Place; and it becomes a fair Queftion -
to afk the Merchants, if Attachments in fuch Queftions did not
‘take Place, ‘'what would - be’ their Situation? for, inftead of Ofe-
" Adion commenced by a Boatkeeper againft 2 Merchant, there are |
~ - at the leaft Fifty by Merchants againft the Boatkeepers;'and. if - .

- the ‘Fifh and Oil of the Boatkeepers were not attached for the

"Payment of their chts;;/ the “Merchants would not Once out of ' ~
++ " Twenty Times get a Return for the Supplies that they muft necef-

. farily furnith to the. Boaikcepers*for carrying on the Fifhery; and it

" were abfurd to.fuppofe;

Complainants, nothing fhort of ' Attachment would or could fatisfy
them. It.appears then,/that if they are fo obftinate as to refufe the

chanits from Attachments in fuch Cafes, as, ‘where they become the

Security, which they have in theirPdwer togive, to-prevent the Attach-

ment, it is no more than reafonable that they thould be fubject to the

. Expence which muft neceflarily be incurred by putting the Court

to the Neceffity of iffuing the Attachmeat.| - That Mr. Ougier, in
.. particular, has complained of the Proceedings of the Court of Com- -
.mon Pleas, in which the Witnefs ‘feels himfelf perfonally con-
. «cerned; to explain which, theWitnefs delivered in to your Com-
- mitteea Letter from Mr. Peter Ougier, dated Dartmouth, July, 4th,~
. 1791, to him; and alfo Mr. Jonathan Ogden’s Anfwer, dated
. St. John’s, Newfoundland, O&ober 28th, ‘1791, to a4 Letter fent by.
* the Witnefs, inclofing Mr. Ougier’s Letter ; which are hereunto

 annexed, vide Appendix, N°'1, (2).and (4.

T hén, the Witnefs further infqrmec_f yoﬁr Committee, That 'Ad-
- miral Milbanke, on his-Return to England in the Year 1789, re-

3 ' B ' - porwed

at a Law could be made to excufe the Mer~



