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fringed the Parliamentary Rights of the other
Branches, in not admitting them to an equal
Share in the Nomination of Commiflioners, be-
caufe, fays he, ““itis unreafonable for one Branch
« of the Legiflature to afflume a Power of taxing
«¢ the other, by Officers of their fingle Appoint-
« ment.” This, I fay, can have no Relation to
any Thing but the Parliamentary Privilcge, in
this Inftance, reciprocally fubfifting between the
feveral Branches, and can, by no Torture of Ex-
preflion, be conftrued to extend to an Invafion of
the Prerogative, which is always exercifed inde-
pendently of either Branch, I cannet help
making one Remark upon an Exprefiion in the -
Opinion of the Attorney General, and that is the
Word unreafonable, applied to the Conduct of the
Lower Houfe. One would have thought, that a
Perfon who is fo peculiarly obliged, by the Duties
of his Office, to guard the Prerogatives of His
Majefty, in animadverting upon a Paffage, which
the Upper Houfe muft make the Bafis of their
Charge, would have made Ufe of an Epithet bet-
‘ter adapted to that Spirit of Undutifulnefs and
Difloyalty, which their Honours have fo freely
imputed to the Lower Houfe, had there been, in
his Opinion, the leaft Foundation for it. As I
think I have, to the Convi&ion of every unpreju-
diced Underftanding, cleared the Lower Houfe
from the Imputation above mentioned, I hope 1
(hall ftand acquitted of unjuftifiable Acrimony,
when 1 declare that their Honours, or rather tbe
few by whofe Opinions they are direfled, have, in
this Inftance, departed from the Charatter of
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