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Excellency, that Law of 1722 nmuft be perpetual without any Words of Exprefiens, or _Inference;
according to the CircumﬂaZces of this Cafe, to fhew it to 'bcyj;heblnhention of the Legiﬂa:.cre%]d be fo, . .
and to that End, muft contrary to all reafon, betaken as an Implyed Répeal of that continuing Claufe in the s )
Law of 1715, tho’ that Claufe.appears to have been thereby revivéd with the Law ; Nor can we agree with g o By
Loug Excellency, that the Addition of any more or other Words to make that Law pcmal, would have

cen_{uperfluous after reviving and conunuing that A& ¢ in full force* becaufe we think the Addition of
tue Words * for ever”™ to the Law of 1722, or Words exprefsly repealing the continuing Claufe in the
Law of 1715, or reviving all that Law except that Claufe, would have fhewn the Intention of the Le- :

siliature to have made thofe Laws of a perpetual Duration, which would have prévented this prefent Difpute .
tctwccn us. - “ Nor can it be doubted, that if thofe who made the Law under Conficeration had intenced o]
** it fhould have been " perpetual, “ but they would have chxfe{Ied fuch their Intention when they might E
““ very eafily have done it and-in flcw words .  As to your Excellency’s Pofition, that “ it isa dangerous
*“ Docirine to fet up ConjeCtures or even the ftrongeft Parol Proof of any kind, that a Law was intended
“ 10 be different from what it really appears to be from the Terms of it ” i We fhall give it no further
Anfwer, than as we cannet agree that thofe Laws taken together do appead’ from the 1'erms of them, to
have been, intended by the Legiflature to have been perpetual, we have made 66 ufe of any fuch Methods,
our Past of this Queftion, we think, not needing any fuch, but have barely confined ourfelves to the Con-
fideration of what appears upon the Face of the Laws themfelves, which are the Subje&t of this D;f%u :
And we muft obferve, that it is the Pralice of the Parliament of Great-Britain; spon the making -
porary Laws Perpetual, not only to recite in the perpetuating Law, the great Benefits and Advantages arifing
from the Temporary one, but alfo to continue, or revive it *“ for ever ” or to “ Be and is hereby made
““ perpetual ”* or fome like Expreflion, to fhew their Intention, that it fhall for the future ceafe to be Tem-
porary ; neither of which has been done in the Cafe now before us, and wherein we apprehend fome fuch
Form ¢f Expreffion ought therather, and certainly would have been ufed to.have difcovered fuch Intention
of our Legillature, if any fuch they had, as the Law of 1715 is in its Nature not enly Penal, but greatly

affects the Liberties and Properties of all the People of this Province, very few ex .

We come now to the Confideration of that part, of your Excellency’s Meflage relating’ te the Law of
1732, which did not efcape the Notice either oi thiy Houfe, or as you are pleafed to exprefs youifelf, of
thoc who penned our Addrefs ; but the true Reafon why it was not mentioned in that Addrefs was, thatas
w¢ did not apprehend it any way affected the Laws either of 1715 or 1722, we thought it unneceflary to fuff
that Addrefs with any Matter which was not pertinent to the Subjet in'hand : But fince your Excellency by
your Meflage feems to think otherwife, we muft beg leave to confider the Reafons you have offered for
Support of that Opinion: You are pleafed to fay that the Law in 1 732 “ Entitaled; A Senfpplcmcntzry A&,
¢ to the A& for the ordering and regulating the Militia of this Province for the bettér Defence and Security
“ thereof ™" is a perpetual Law ; if your Excellency will confider that Law as independent of, and without
relaion to, any other Law, as it cannot in that Light by any means affe& either the Laws of 1715 or 1721,

‘and will be Confequently out of the prefent Queftion, we fhall not now trouble you With' any thing con-
cerning it; but as we prefume, from the Ufe you feem inclinable te make of that Law, you would ra-
ther fuppofe it to be a fupplementary Law, we muft beg Leave to enquire, as briefly as the RNawré and Im-
portance of this Difpute will admit, to what Law it is fo, and what muft be the Fate of it 3 m’ order to
which we fhall turn to fuch Places in that Law of 1732, as have any Reference to a form# Militia Law ; : 4
and befides the Title already mentioned, the latter half of the Preamble runs thus, < And whereas the feve. R s
“ ral Provifions hitherto intended by the Legiflature of this Province, as well as the feverat Sutks of Money E !
*¢ laid out in the Purchafe of Arms and Ammunition for thofe Purpofes, have not _bad the défired Effects, -
* in a proper Regulation of the Militia of this Province, by reafon of fome Defedts in the Laws already
¢ made. " The firft enalting Claufe is thus, “ That any Colonel, Lieutenant-Colonel, or Major, already
¢ commiffioned, or hereafter to be commiffioned, by the Gevernor or Comma_n_dcr in chief foF the Time
¢ being, or any two or more of them, fhall haye the fame Powers and Autherities, in the Execotion of a-
* ny Laws now in Force concerning the Militia, as the Colonel, Lieutenant-Colonel, or Ma;m,rm@dcd by
¢ the faid Laws, are invefted with: Prowided, the Number of fuch Officers, who fhall at any Tike a&, or
¢ execute any Part of the fame Laws, be the fame as is directed for fuch Purpofes, by the faid Eaws.
The laft enatting Claufe, in Page 25 of the Laws of that Seffion, is in thefe Werds ; “ That di¢ Captaim,
* Lieutenants, and Enfign, or any two of them, fhall have the fame Powers and Autherities to exégute this,
* or any other of the Laws now in Force within this Province, relating to the Mllma thereef, m 263 over
¢ their Company or Companies, in as full and ample Manner, as the Colonel, .Lxcur.cnznt‘ColoncI, of Mz-
¢ jors, or any two of them, can or may do, in ;nd over their refpetive Rgglmentg, Troops, or Coiipa-
% nies, by Virtue of this er any other Law now in Force.”* The la.ﬁ enatting Claufe, in Page 27, fands
thus; * And whereas there is not any Exemption, by the Laws now in Force, of any Member of his Lotd-
¢ thip's Council, and of the Upper Houfe of Affembly; Be it therefore enalied y the Autbority aforefaidy
“ by and with the Advice and Confent aforefaid, That no fuch- Member fhall be ob ged to ferve in the Mi-
*¢ litia, or be enrolled or inlifted in any Regiment, Troop, or Company thereof; any Law to the
* notwithftanding, > 'Thefe are all the Places of that Law in 1732, which we can find in any way refer- , < )
zing to any former Militia Law whatever ; and we think are fg worded, as not to refer to any icular
Law, but generally to * fuch as are now in Force within this Provqlcc, relaurgg to the Militia th ) j:
}¥rom which Manner of Wording it is plain, that the Legiflature only intended this as 2 Supplcmcntary Law {

) to fuch Laws 4relating to the Militia, as were at the Time of the making tl3creof aﬁ_tnally m Fomc_,jand to ¥ l

~ pone other; and if thofe: Laws of 1715 and 1722 were, long before the making of this, cxpired, as wo hope EdE
is by the former Part'of this Addrefs to your Excellency fufficiently made out; then we clearly think: thig b ;
latter Law can be no Supplementary Law to them: Nor can we. think your Excellency’s Pare of this Que{-
tion is in any Manner ftrengthened by the Title to this Law of 1732 1 for befides that we conceive the Tile
to a Law is no Part of that Law, yet admit it were, it muft be conftrued canfiftently with the different Parts {
of the Body of the Law itfelf; and then it will fland thus, « A Supplementary A& ¢o fuch A& for the or= &
* #¢ dering and regulating the Militia of this Province, for the better-Defence :.ndSecuriry thereof, as is: now i
“ in Force,"" "and leaves the Matter as before ; -and there being no former Militia Law in' Force at.the Time y |

of making this Jaft A&, it cannbt be a Supplementary Law to one hsving no Being: And we maf beg

Leave to obferve, that.we cannot * find that the legiflative Power then- (that is i the Year -1782)-did not &
* think the AQ -of 1715 .was expired, but on the contrary looked upon it to be as i really B2 % 3
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