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upon me to contravert this Propofition, that there
is not fuch a Charm in Words as to make two
Things, diftinct in their Nature, cne and the

fames but 1 think the Confequence is by no

Mecans to be fupported, that becaufe there is a
Diftinction between two Bodies, the fame Rights
cannot be common to both, where they may be
exercifed without clafhing or interfering with one
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another. If the Lower Houfe have no Right to

the Lex Parltamenti of the Houfe of Cominons,
becaufe they are a diftin&t Body, I apprchend it

will juft as well follow, that the Courts in this .-
Province ought not to judge according to the .

Laws of England, becaute they are diftin& Bodies
from the Courts at home. And thus, if the

Reafoning of thofe prjfbund Logicians were to take .
e

Place, we fhould be Aﬂrt"vc’d of the Benefit of all
the Laws of our Mot
Mercy of tle Proprictor.

It would have been much more to the Ionour

of the Upper Houfe, to have refted the Matter

er Country 5 and our Liber-
tics, fecured by thofe Laws, would be entirely at the |

fimply upon a fair Quotation of the Attorney Ge- '

neral’s Opinion (which I fhall hercafter have
Occafion to mention) than to interiix their own ~
Comnments and Explanations, to make it fpeak -
more in their Favour ; and thereby to puzzle and
perplex what, as it ftands in his Opinion, 1s very

clear and intelligible. He thinks that Affemblies
in the Colonics are .ot entitled to all (a Word
very fignificant, though it feems to have efcaped

their Honours Notice) the Privileges of thc'1

Houfe of Commons, n0f becaufe they are diftind’
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