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Houfes to an Equilibrium ; I will now endeavour
to throw fome Weight into the oppofite Scale, in
which, if 1 fuccccd, the Merits of the Lower
Houle will ph:pondcmtc.

Let us then take for granted, at pre{cnt that
the Condu& of both Houfes; in relation to the
Aflcfiment Bills, has proceeded entirely from
Principles of Confcfence ; and that the Lower
Houfe were right, in perfevering in a Mode of
Taxation which they thought moft equitable ;
and that the Upper Houfe were equally right in
rejecting it, becaufe they thought it umqull and
pregnant thh Opprefiion. What is to be done
then, when the Branches of a dependcnt Legifla-
ture cannot come to any Agreement, in Matters
of the higheft Irhportance to the Intereft of the
Community? Is there no Mode of Proceeding
eftablifhed in our Conftitution, by which Ob-
ftructions to all public Bufinets, arifing from fuch
an unhappy Contrariety of Sentunents, may be
removed ? I apprehend there is, but I deny that
the Opinion of a Lawyer, ‘upon a Cafe ftated
ex Parte, or upon any Cafe whatever, is the con-
ftitutional Mode of fettling fuch Diffcrences, and
I hope I have proved it is not, to the Convittion
of all who have not fhut their Eyes againft Truth.
I will take upon me to affert then, that we have a
Right, in all fuch Cafes, to appeal to His Majefty
in Council, as the only proper and conftitutional
Judicature, for the Decfion of all public Con-
tefts between the Government and People in the
Colonies. This being admitted (and I think few
will be hardy enough to difpute it) let us confi-
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