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vice, will appear to any one, that will take the Trouble to read in the Journal of the Lower Houfe, the
Meflages that pafled between the Two Houfes in 4pri/ 1758 ; and the fame Mecflages will thew, that {o far
as we thought was agreeable tg Reafon and common Juftice, we had no Objeftion to their taxing the Pro.-
prietary Eftate; but though we were fatisfied his Lordfhip, from his Zeal for his Majefty’s Service, and So-
licitude to promote it, would chearfully contribute his Proporeion, or even fomewh.it more than his Propor-
tion, of any Sums which the Inhabitants of this Provice thould be inclined to grant for that Purpofle; yet we
could not in Confcience, confent to his being fubjcéted to fo unequal a Burthen, as we obferved the Majo-
rity in the Lower Houfe were contriving to lay on him, nor did we chufe to do an Aét of Injuftice, left for-
footh fome evil-minded, difcontented Perfons, fhould take Occafion, from our refufing to aflent to a Mea-
fure, which we thought unequitable, to afperfe our own Charaters, or calumniate the Proprictary. If the
People throughout the Province, are fo univerfally fond of this new Syftem (which the Gentlemen themfelves
admit to be anintricate on¢) as they would infinuate, is it not ftrange, that it fhould have fo many Oppo-
nents in their own Houfe, and that even the Members returned by the fame Counties, thould be divided there-
upon ! But was the Majority of Voters, even in every County, fo captivated with it, asto have given their
Reprefentatives inftructions to grant Money on no other Terms, fuch a Proceeding would not have had any
Influence on this Houfe, unlefs their Conftituents fhould, in fuch Inftru€ions, have furnithed them with Ar-
guments fufficient to convince us, that the Bill was an equal, juft and reafonable one, capable of being ea-
fily carried into Execution, and not calculated to create Diforder and Confufion among the Inhabitants, or
in other Words, a Bill quite the Reverfe of what it at prefent appears to us. As the Gentlemen in the Mef-
fage which accompanied their Bill, gave us to underitand, that we were to confider their permitting us to a-
mend a Money-Bill, in the Light ot a Conceflion, we would have taken the Opportunity to fhew them,
that from the firft Settlement of the Province, down to the Time when the lalt Money-Bill was pafled by
this Legiflature, the Upper Houle had, as often as Amendments to fuch Bills were thought expedient, exer-
cifed their Right of propofing Amendments to them, and moreover, that Money-Bills had frequently origi-
nated in this Houfe, and often been framed by a Committee of both Houfes, that this has been the conftant
Prafice in this Province, the Records and Journals would leave them no Room to doubt; they chofe there-
fore to wave that Matter, and unable to give a better Anfwer to that Part of our Meflage, exclaim loudly
againft their infatuated Predeceflors and Anceftors, for not having had fuch Forefight, becn attuated by the
fame Kind of Spirit, or been pofleffed of fo large a Share of Knowledge, as thefe Gentlemen are pleafed
- to think has fallen to their own Lot, for had that been the Cafe, they are, it feems, perfuaded, that our
Conftitution would have been fettled on a very different Plan from what it is at prefent; on fuch a one indeed,
as would have vefted themfelves with little lefs than all the Powers of Government, both legiflative and ex-
ccutive: But whatever may be the Sentiments of thefe Men about Forms of Government, confident are
we, and we have the Satisfaition to know, that we are far from being alone in_this Opinion, that the Alte-
rations they would be for making in the Form eftablithed in this Province, would contribute. very little to
the Advancement of the true Interefts and Happinefs of the People, but on the contrary, be promotive of
Tyranny and Oppreflion. In that Opinion of Lord Chief Juftice Pra¢t, which we have already mentioned,
he fays, when fpeaking of the Lower Houfe of Aflembly’s claiming a Right, becaufe it was exercifed by
the Houfe of Commons, ¢ The Upper Houfe fhould take Care how they admit Encroachments of this Kind,
*“ where they are fupported by Arguments drawn from the Exercife of like Rights in the Houfe of Commons
“ here. The Conftitutions of the two Affemblies differ fundamentally in many Refpe@ts: Our Houfe of
*¢ Commons ftands upon its own Laws, the Lex Parliamenti, whereas Aflemblies in the Colonies are regulated
¢ by their refpetive Charters, Ulages, and the Common Law of England, and will never be allowedto af-
¢ fume all thofe Privileges which the Houfe of Commons are entitled to jultly here, upon Principles that nei-
““ ther can nor muft be applied to the Affemblies of the Colonies.” And again in the fame Opinion, * I fhall
‘¢ only add here, a general Piece of Advice to Lord Ba/timore, thatin this Difpofition of the Lower Houfe,
*“ to aflume to themfelves any Privilege which the Englip Houfe of Commons enjoy here, his Lordfhip
“ fhould refift all fuch Attempts, where they are unreafonable, with Firmnefs, and fhould never allow any
¢ Encroachment to be eftablithed upon the Weight of that Argument fingly ; for I am fatisfied, neither the
¢ Crown, nor the Parliament, will ever fuffer thefe Aflemblies to ere@ themfelves into the Power and Au-
¢ thority of the Briti/b Houfe of Comnrons.” How little Regard the Gentlemen pay to this Opinion, their
Proceedings, and their Meflage thew : There are fome among them, who want to exercife, without Control,
Powers that far exceed any Claims of the Britis Houfe of Commons, fuch as if they were to be once ad-
mitted, would, we are perfuaded, in the End prove fatal to this Country. ¢ We are fatisfied (fays the
Lords of Trade, in their Report on the Pennfylvania AQs of Affembly, which were about two Years ago

diffented to) ¢ that there is nothing fo likely to preferve the Tranquillity of the Proviace itfelf, or itsd De.
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