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cifed by the Commons, but not claimed from
Ufage, but from this Principle, that the free-born
Subjets of England, and confequently their Repre-
fentatives, have a Right to grant their own Moncy
in their own Way. Their Honours fay, that the
Lower Houfe have not a Right to the Privileges
of the Houfe of Commons, becaufe the Founda-
tions of the two Bodies are different.  'This im-
plies, that if the Foundations were the fame, the
Rights would be the fame. Now, as I faid above,
the Houfe of Commons do not claim the Privi-
leges refpecting Money Bills from Ufage, but
from this Principle, that the Freemen of LEngland,
and confequently their Reprefentatives, bave a Right
to give their own Money in their own Way. If
the Inhabitants of Maryland are free Britith Sub-
Jjects, then the Principle muft be common to the
Houfe of Commons in England, and to the Low-
er Houfe here, and confequently, according to
their Honours own Argument, the Foundations
being the fame, the Privilege muft be the fame.
The Rights of the Lower Houfe, fay their
Honours, ¢ are founded only on the Royal Char-
« ter, their particular Ulages, and the common
« Law of England.””—I fhould be glad to know
what their Honours Rights are founded on. Not
on the Royal Charter 1 am very confident; not I
conceive on the common Law of Englzmd, nor
can they fupport their prefent Pretenfions, I mean
as to the Cate of Money Bills, by Ufage ; for the
Ufage has been both Ways, and therefore decides
nothing, but leaves the Right upon its original

Principle. But let it be fuppofed, for Argument’s
Sake,



