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- Dec- B¢ the Britifb Parliament 3 but that the Parliament fhould never before the

Sub- te Stamp-A¢l, in one Inftance, have impofed an internal Tax -upon. the
yment, {Colonies for the fingle Purpofe of enue, and that, even when A&s of Af-
iimed ifembly pafled in Confequence of Minifterial inforced by Royal Requifitions
ty of Fthave been laid before Them, They fhould be fo far from obje&ing to their
t this F {Validity, as atually to recognize the Authority of the Provincial Legifla-
d up- t ‘tures, and upon that Foundation fuperftruct their own Refolves and A&s.
t the b

> Co- | /| But tho’ it hath been admitted, that the Stamp-A¢t is the firft Statute that
, nor +hath impofed an internal Tax upon the Colonies for the fingle Purpofe of Reve-
\ De- ¢ nue, yet the Advocates for that Law contend, that there are many Inftances
vhich i iof the Parliament’s excrcifing a fupreme legiflative Authority- over the Colo-
volu- . !nics, and aQually impofing internal Taxes upon their Properties—that "the
ers of ; 1Duties upon any éxpoxts or Imports are internal Taxes—That an Impoft
y now |- jon a foreign Commodity is as much an internal Tax, as a Duty upon any
neant ; iProdudion of the Plantations—That no Diftin&ion can be fupported be-
hould |- |tween one Kind of Tax and another, an Authority to impofe the one ¢x-

were ' ftending to the other.

Sen- i | :
r fuc- #{ If thefe Things arc reall/ as reprefented by the Advocates for the Stamp
Ideas |. | AQ, why did * the Chancellor of the Exchequer make it a Queftion for the

! Confideration of the Houfe of Commons, whether the Parliament could im-
, ’ pofc an internal Tax in the Colonies or not, for the fingle Purpofe of Revenue?
embers & |
fgmc ] * I have prefumed to mention this Fa& upon the Authority of private Intelli-
atives | '-{ gence, as well as of the News Papers, and other Publications, and tho’ the. Chan.
Help || cellor of the Exchequer is not named, yet the Fa& feems in general to be referred to
B:ll qf “{ in the Poftfcript to the exceilent Letter concerning Libels, Warrants, Stizure of Papers,
free; || and Security of the Peace, &c. in the following W;;r%;[: “VOthc'rWli)gc‘ 1{; e Af it
ed to |1 | *“ were not right for the Parliament to refolve gener arrants to be illegal) let
is to |7 ¢ meak hov% that momentous Refolution touching an Engli/s Parliament’s Right of
, Ne- -1 taxing the Colonies could be juftify’d 7 It was an independent fubftantive Refo-
Comot | “ lutlxon,ffollowed by Nothing, (. f' t}:hat ?tcﬂion)alanddy;t zv;s Zv Rlcfg}ution not
"1 only of extreme Magnitude, but o ¢ moft general and bigheft legal Nature, in-
§ Cthe 2| ¢ volving in it a chc,;ﬁon of tbe firfl and maf? fundamental Principles of Liberty,
Lo~ 1\ « Property, and Government, and awell aworthy alfo, as to the temporary Policy -of 1,
iftent | | « the moft ferious of all Confideration. This was refolved too if I am informed
nonly - | « right, at the Clofe of the Night, and the Rifing of the Houfe; fo that every
nt to- ¢ Body muft have taken it as a clear Thing, that They could at any Time come to
1 fuf- || *“ a Refolution upon any general Point of Law, whenever They fhould fee it sxpe-
{in g]e | *« dient fo to do, fed Verbum fapienti fas ¢fi.”
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