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Sake, that Ufage is to determine the Right, then
it will follow, that the moft recent Précedents
ought to prevail ; for although the Upper Houfe
may be able to produce fome antient Precedents
in Favour of their Claims, when the Reprefenta-
tives of the People were not fo wary in maintain-
ing their Privileges as could be withed, yet I
believe, upon a View of the Journals for many
Years back, they will find, that when the Lower
Houfe have, upon particular Exigences, fuffered
any Amendment to Supply Bills, it has been ge-
nerally, if not in every Inftance, with a Referva-
tion of their Rights, which can only amount’ to
an occafional Waver, and not to a Ceffion of fuch
Rights. But if the People of Maryland, as free
Britith Subjeéts, ever had any Title to this Privi-
lege, and there has been no uninterrupted Ufage
to the contrary, they need not reft upon the.Au-
thority of Precedents, fince their Claim ftands as
good ‘and valid to this Day as it was at the firft
Settlement of the Province, notwithftanding any
Conceflions which the Arts of Government, or
particular Emergences, may at Times have drawn
from them. ' .

It is contended by the Upper Houfe, that the
Reprefentatives of the People, although they [hould
call themfelves the Houfe of Commons of Maryland,
<could bave mo Right to deduce their Privileges

from the Lex Parliaments of the Houfe of Com-

mons of England, becaufe, as they very threwd-
ly and profoundly obferve, the two Bodies would
ftill be diftinét, that is, not the fame, notwith-
ftanding fuch an Appellation. I fhall not take

upon



