«

- of Law, “uniels rerhaps ia Time to fubj

4

A

) A
2 g

Uy

The Queftion was then put, Whether the- Houfe doth agpiove of the
faid Adcrets> And Refolved in the Affirmative, - C |

For the ArriamaTivy, ‘ .

M Zears Wilion, Harris, P. Hammend, Carroll, Waerthingten, H. Hall, Smith, Brome Mackall, Jo-
fepn Hail, Cou:ts, Smallwocd, Harrifon, Wilkinfon, N, Goldfborough, Lleyd, J. Goldfb.rough, Hoo-
per. tearce, Hyliad, Bayard, Sheredine, Buchanan, Paca, Wootten, Addifon, Stoddert, Hopper,
Tilzhiman, :
° For the NecaTive.

M /fcurs Barmes, Bond, Mills, Key, ]. Gretham, R. Gretham, Stoughton, King, Dathiel, Dennis, Tho-
mas, Earalls, Lecompre, Gordon, Dulany, T. Hammond, Henry, Purnell, Robuss, $carborough.,

_The Addrefs being approved of, was ordered to be ingroffed,
The ingrc fled Addrefs being brought in, and read, the Queftion was put,
Whether the Houte doth affent thereto ?  Re/olved in the A ffirmative.

For the ArrirmaTIVE,
M:eur: Wilion, Harris, P. Hammond, Carroll, Worthington, H. Hall, Smith, Brome, Mackall, Jo-
feph Hall, Smallwood, Harrifon, Wilkinfon, N. Goldfborough, Lloyd, }. Goldfberough, Heoper, Pearce,
Hyland, Bayard, Shercuine, Buchanan, Paca, Wootton, Addifon, Stoddert, Hopper, Tilghman.
T For the NecaTive,
M./fiours Barnes, Bond, Key, J. Grefham, R. @refbam, Steughton, King, Dathiel, Dennis, Thomas,
Ennalis, Lecompie, T. Hammond, Henry, Purnell, Robins, Scarberough.

The Addrefs was then ordered to be figned by the Honoarable Speaker,
on Behalf of the Houle ; and it is as follows; wiz,

To his Excellency Tuomas Brasen, Efq; Governor of Marylasd.
May it pleafe your Excellency,
L R Remonitrance, pretested you in Support of the Privileges of our Houfe, violated by yeur Excel-
tency in the Per{fon of Mr. Smth, is fo far from affording ws a Profpe& of a Forbearance of fuch Prac-
tices tor the future, that yeur very Anfwer is a freth Breach of the Privileges of this Houfe, by your Ea-
deavours to render us contemptible, as you manifeftly do in every Part of that extraordinary Meflage.

We have aiways thought, that civil Language was moft becoming the Charatters of Gentlemen, eves in &
nvate Conver:aion ; and mach more fo, n all Kinds of Correfpondence in a Parliamentary Way ; and
ave acceringly been careful, even under ftrong Provocations te the contrary, to behave in all Intercourfe
ith 107 Exce.lency agreeadle to fuch Sentiments : And this, perhaps, may have been the Reaforn why we

gave been {o frequeniiy treate, as of late we have been, in fo unbecoming a Manner by your Excellency.

A Conreffian and Excufe is oftem better made than a Juflification ; and particularly fo, when a Fa& char-
ged 15 iree, and thar Fact is againft feme Rule of Condu®, or Matter of Right: And therefore we cannot
help thinking, that a Confetfion and Excufe of the Subje&t Matter of our Remonftrance had appeared more
open and ca~did,. thaa your Endeavour to darken that Point, which you promife *“ to put in as clear 8
*“ Light as you cam, not only to our own Underftandings, bat alfo to that of oar Conftituents : ** I order
£ whicn, veu recite a Paragraph of the Bill of Rights, and clap your Finger on the Words Imprached and
D« Fionea, 1 that Claufe; and in order to make them ferve your Purpofe, yeu fay they are to be taken in &
¢ legal Contruction, whieh is the only proper Rule for the Ezxpofition of an A& ofParliamegt : " Bat does
not your Excellency ice, that the Term /zgal here is equivocal ? Is not there a Law of Parliament, as well
as a Law of ordirary Juitice, dittin& frem each other?” And are not the Rules of Conftrutien under each,’
a: different as tne two Laws themfelves; and yet beth legal in the extenfive Meaning of the Wordsp And -
to’ a leze! Conftredtion, accoraing to the latter, may be proper in fuch Matters as come under the Determi
ration of a Court 8f Law ; yet, the prefent Cafe is not fuch, as is plain from the Claufe itfelf, « That the
“* Freecom of 3pecc, and Debates and Proceedings in Parliament, oxght ot to be impeached or queftioned
““ in 2~y Lourt, or Place, out of Parliament:” Unlefs your Exeellency, to proceed as you have begun,
fhou'd ray, :hata Prohibition to ak is giving a Power to aét; and that the Courts of Law have a Right to
conftrue wRrac they have no Right to determine. The only /ega/ Confirution to be admitted in the prefent
Cafe 15 the Par lamencary /za/ Confrudtion ; and this likewife appears from that very Claufe, * in any
“ Cour:, or Piace, sut of Par/iament ;" where it is plain, the Impeaching or Queftioning is to be in Parlia.
men:, and s an Affirmative, as the former Parc is a Negative. What Rule of Conftrution then is to be ad-
mitted in Parliame:t, but a'.'arliamentary one? And how is that Rule to be afcertained, but by the Prattice
of Parliament, in like Cafes previous to the making that A&7 And, no Doubt but your Excellency’s greas )
Knowlege in Privilege maft in:orm you, upon Recollettion, that before the making “that Statute, not only
the calling Members to appear before the Courts of Law,  and in other Places des the Courts of Law ;"
but even *‘ the calling them to an Account for, or the abufing and cenfuring them, in a private Way, for
¢ tnerr Exprefions 1n Parjament, *’ has been often held a Brca:i of Privilege : And why this Statute, which
Is but dec.arauve, and a Coofirmation from the Crown of one of the antient Privileges of Parlisment (and
wihica both together was the Foundation of our Remenftrance), fhould be deemed in l:hls Ipﬂnnca an A-
br:égment of tnat antieat Right, and is to be conftrued according to the Rules of Conftru&ion n your Courts

je&t the Proceedings of this Houfe to the Determination of thofs
Courts, ro zoubt you will fausfy yourfelf, T
Ths, Sir. s the true Senfe of the exprefs Words of that A&, according ¢o the lﬁ:‘{ Conftrultion of Par-

Lamear, and ¢ which is fufficie:t to ferve our Purpofe ** in the prefeat Cafes and therefore ws lnvo; dif-
N e ! dain’d’



