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ADVERTISEMEN'T.

¥ 1IE princpal Arguments of Mr. Joun Wesrey,
in his CarLv-ApDR2sS to our AMPRICAN
Coronites, are tuen werbatim, crithcut mbm-:.v/fdg-
meué, Bom Dro Sasmuerr Jomnson’s Pamphlet, cn-
ticieed, Taxaricon o Tyranny.

The tollowirp Lxtrals from a:Pamphlet, entitled,
Free Tocughts vn the preferne State of Puliic Afarrs,
publifhed 1n 1770, by Mr. Joux WesLey, maytuflice
to {hew the lnconfiftency of .that Gentleman’s Cha-
ralter.  In Page 1 of that Treasife, he fays, « Tam
¢ no Politican: Politics li¢. quite oat of my Pro-
‘“ vince.”” And in Page 14, *¢ I do pot defend the
¢¢ Mealures which have breen taken with regard to
‘“ Amecrica: 1 cdovobht whether any Man can defend
““ 1hem, either on the Yoot of Law, Egwiry, or Pru-
“ dence.”

|

How comes Mr, Jonn WesLry, who was then no .
Pol:acian, to conimence one now F How comes he
now, to appear a Delcader of fuch Meafures, as her
Lefore admiited to be indefeafible 2
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AT AN AY A AN R

TO THE

R E A D E R

a new edition of his Calm Addrefs to the

Colonies, fome firiCures on my letter to

him upon that fubje€t; I am obliged to trefpafs

upon your patience, whilft I lay befo:re vou 2 few

"obfervations upon this new part of his perform-
ance.

Having been publicly accufed of the groficft
inconfiftency in publithing fentiments upon Ame-
vican affairs, diametricelly oppofite to tholc he
had before openly avowed ; and being convidl:d
of the moft palpable forgery, in offering to the
world, under his own name, and without the
{lighteft acknowledoment, the work of Dr. fofu-
Jon 5 he at length owns, that he did once think
diftcrently upon the fulyect, but that a truct, in-
titled, ¢¢ Taxation no L'yranny,” gave him now
Laht, and that in order to impart this ncw light
to others, he extralied the chief arguments from thut
treatife, and adled an application to thofe 1whom it
mofl comcerns, But how this Kar ced confrffion ac-
quits Mr., #Wefley of the moft flagrant want of

cand.r

T HE Rev. Mr, #efley, having prefixed to
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candery to {ay the leaft, 1n not telling the worid
when be s/l publifhed his Addrefs, that he was
once of difterent {entimcnts, and giving them the
reasjons of the furprizing change thar bhad been
wroug bt tn him, | leave you to judge., As alfo
ot his - fenc/ly, in pubhibhing, as bis ooz, what he
had pilfered from another, without the flighteft
apoiogy, till his plagiarifin was expofed in the
public news-papers.

FHe tells yoir, my letter to him is wrote in juft
fuch a fpirit as he expc&led. 1 have heard it
found faulet with, as being much o mild, con-
ficiering the duplicity of the perfon to whom it
was addrefled ; and I really think a greater de-
gree of poignancy than 1 have made ufe of, would
have been highly juftifiable. Mr. Weflsy however
was not difappointed ; and as to.my other readery,
they willy, 1 hope, forgive me: this wrong.ae——e
He next exhibits ta hisreaders the fowyrs ftrawed
it my tra&, {uch as Contemnptible fophifiry ! Falla-
gious to tig lafl degree! Cildifh quirks! Pitiful
Sothifms ! but has very prudently declined re-
ferring his readers to the pages thefe flowers a-
dorn, becaufc they would then inftantly {ce that
they were flowers of Mr. IPcflcy’s own cultiva-
tion, and only grefented to him by Mdmericanus as
his undoubted property. Confult the Letter,
gentle ileader, page 7 and B, and then fay whe-
th:r 1 haye oflesed the gentleman any flowers
that do not belong to him.—FHe further tells you
my traét is alfo flrewed with flrong affertions and
florid queotations, but that all the arguments pro-
duced in it may be contained in a nutfbell.—Mr,
W efly is furely the lait man in the world that
fhould find fault with mere gffertions, becaule he
has all bis Jife time made ufe of them inftead of
arguments 3 but whether my letter to him con-
tains any one allation without offering a prun::

0
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of 1t, let the candid reader dectdz fur himfelf ; we
the letter is before him,  As to the florid quota-
tionsy 1 certainly wmight have faved mylelf the
trouble of telling the reader they were quotations.
NMr. /2/ly has a fhoscer way.,  Like him, I might
have muade them my oun wordsy, and kept my dwna
counfel, and who knows but 1 might have pafted
undeteéted ? Or, if detefted, how eafy would it
have been to have replicd, | received new light
from thefe authors myfelf, and therefore extracted
their chief arguments, that I might 1mpart the
Jivht, 1 had reccived, to others. "1'o befure, if
Nr. Iyly had recommended fohnfen’s boak
which had imparted fuch light to hun, or can-
didly informed his readers upon his fi:/¢ peblifhe
ing his Addrefs, that it was chicfly extracted from
Jehnfon’s "Lreatile, this would not have an{wered
the end of umparting light to others! but the
ealy way for him to do this was, it fcems, to be-
coine a barefaced plagiary himfelf. A charaller,
by no means new to him. But my name he
makes you believe is /zgion. He is informed, he
tells you, by a correfpondent in Briftol, that my
letter was wrote by two AnaparTisT MINig~-
TERS, aflifted by a GENTLEMANand a TRADES~
MAN of the Church of £ngland. A goodly come
pany! We muft have wrote then, 1 fuppole,
about a halfpennyworth a-piece: for the whole
performance fells for two pence. But, perhaps,
you may wonder why he tells you this marvellous
tale, fuppofing it were true. W hy the rcafon is,
that he may cry out, Auabaptiid! Auabaptift!
taking it for granted that none of his people will
ever dare to look into the performance of an Ana-
baptilt. "T'o fave his correlpondent in Bri//0l the
trouble of fending Mr. /7ufley any more of this
anabapuftical informationy 1 have psefixed my
nanw to the leteer I before publifhed under the

fignatuse
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fianature of Anericanus: and do aflure you, that no
gentleman or tradefman of the church of England,
or of any othet chufch in the world, furnithed
me with any fingle fentiment contained in ity
with a view to it’s putlication. ‘T'he falts re-
lative to Mr. 77%/ley himifeif,' I had long been pof-
fcfied of 3 and fhould rict-Khzve wrote at all, 43 |
vertly believe, had ‘it not'been to expofe the
fhameful verfatility and difingenutty of this artful
man, and to prevent, as far as I could, the fpread
of that mifchief his performanceé might otherwife
be produétive of. - e
- He prétends to give you a Specimen of my argu=-
ments ©° with what fairnefs and integricy hé does
it, I mppeal to the public, at whole tribumal 1
ftand, - ‘This'wriver-( Armericanus) aff:rts, fays Mr.
Weefley, twenty timey, <€ He chat is taxed without
his own confent, that is, without being reprefent-
ed, ts a flave,” " Mr. - BV efky anlwers; ¢¢ No; [ have
no reprefentative in' -Parltament, but I am taxed';
%ﬁe"ham no flave, ' Yea, nine in ten throughout
England, &c.” He [ Americanus) rcplie&,-‘& byt
they may have votes if they will, they m’dg plr-
chafe freeholds.” ¢ What,” fays Nlr. -;{/If'y,
€ ean 'every man -in Kngland purchafle a free-
hold! No, not onc in -a hundred. B & be that
as it may, they have no vote now. Yet they
are no flaves.”: ‘Such; reader, is the Specimen Mr.
77¢fley exhijbits of my argutménts, and- of his deci-
five anfwer to them |- Methinks, inftead of tel-
ling his readers they may be all containéd in a #ur-
Shell, he {hould rather have fdid‘thty 'were nonen-
tities 3 for, according to Ars Spetimen of them, they
fublilt only f1 vacne.  But if-yéu will be at the
pains to review my argumenmts; you wili find that
the purport of them is to prove, — that the non-re-
prefented in Encland, if poffefied of property enourh
to purchafe 40s a ycar, frechold, may bccomc,l, 13
, they
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they pleafe, reprefented: or if they do not, that they
are neverthelefs {ecure agaiuit the abufe of the
power of tayation, becaufe thofe that zax mufl pay
the fame tax with the gaxed; and the reprefented
fhare the burden equally with the non-reprefented.
BuT (and here the whole firsfs of the arzument lies)
that none of thele circumiftances will apply to the
cafe of the Americans, and that no concjufion
therefore can be drawn to juftify the taxing them
without being reprefented, from the cafe of the
non-reprefented here. — And now, what think you,
Reader, of Mr. IZ%/l-y's Specimen of my argu=
ments ©  Does it not prove hew unjuftly I have
ftrewed my Letter to him with the flowers he
{peaks of 7  After this proof of ingenuity and can-
dor, who will ever dare to charge Mr«. 7#¢/ley with
making ufe of contemptible [cphifiry? ‘Who will
doubt his sntegrity in doing what he can, to ferve,
as he cxprefles it, bis Aing and Country ¢ My
florid guotatians are treated juft as cavalierly as my
own nut/hell arguments. Nor am I a little proud
of the honor Mr. IV efley has undefignedly done
me, by placing my arguments, as a political wri-
ter, uron a level with thole of fuch refplendent
charatters, as a Aontefquiene and a Bluclylone. ——
‘T'he celebrated Aontcfgusew is the fanciful Montef-
quien, Mr. 2Fifley tells us; and becaufe he afferts
that ¢¢ al] the inhabitants of kngland have a right
of voting at the eleftion of a reprefentative, except
fuch as are fo mean as to be deemed to have no
will of thesr own ;”’ he very cunningly infers, that
certainly this night belongs then to every mian, wo-
MAN, and cHILD in knglaid I— ThLis doubtlefs,
15 to prove how fcandaloas 1t s tocharge Nr, 727%-
sy with makwg ufe of coildifh quishs.~ How far
the Ladies have regfl_}f a willof th 1y ouwn i1t A pOILE
Ars. Mefley can perbaps better dererinine_ than her
Liwiband. Lt that the Lngldl Cupllicution fup-
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pofes the wills of the married Ladies, with refpe&t

to rpoBLIT Aftdirs at lt-éﬂ,dpretty much under the

influcnice of thelr Hufbands ; (or, if the wills of

their hufbands be under their influence, it comes

to the fame ) will not be'denied.  And if the Con-

ftitution has made no ptovifion for the exercife of

the wills of o/1 inaids, in voting for parliament men,

it I, to bv fure, a fundamental defe&t ; and upon

proper application to the legiftature from the 8pin-
Sers of Great Britain, would, n6 doubt, be reme-
died ! The anfwer to Judge Blackflcre is of
the fame complexion with that to the fanciful
Momtefyuicre 5 and it {feems therefore hardly fair not
to horor the Judge with an epithct, 2s well as
Alontefquicre.  Judge Blackfline {ays, in the quoig-
tion I made from that great man, that «¢ in a fice
Hate, evérv man who is fuppofed to be a fice agert,
ought to be, In fome nreafufe, his own gnvemor.”
But, fays Mr. /2%y, <¢ the argument proves o6
much.  For are not WomrenN fiee acents? Yea,
and poor as well asrichmen.  According to this
argument there is no free fate under the Sun.” —
“Well argued indeed ! ‘1 he Sifters of ail this gen-
tleman’s focicties, willy it is haoped, wait upon him

in a body, with Nlis. JZefley at their bead, to thank
him for thus ably fupporting the juft rights and

frapchifcs of fonale wature !  As to the fizei, they
owe hym but little for what he has donc for them,
as they already enjoy the privileze of chuline re-

prefentativesin amuch preater propoftion than the

rich. — I'he curious obfervations of this genrle-
man upcn flavery and liberty; his alterations of
fenument refpelting the American Charters, fince
the fitft publication of his Addrefs’; his leaving out

i one part of the 1w edition the fallebrned he had
afitreed concerning che Maflachotet’s Charter, and

{tHll retaining it in aiother 5 with iany other cu-
rrofitics of a fimilar nature, I mull Jeave to my

Roader's
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Reader’s own animadveriion : as it would be an
almoft endlefs tafk to expofe all theinconfiftencics
of this motley writer, .
The following paragraph is the only remaining
one that deferves an anfwer, and it fhall have an
eff:&ual and ferious one. ¢¢ ['he book,” fays
My, Veflcy, ¢ which this writer (Americanus)
fiys I {o {trongly reecommended, I wver ya faw
zu:th my eyes.”” 1 reply, the book rcterred to. (fee p.
22. of my Letter to Mr. /7efley) is intitled, ¢ An
Agiament in defence of the exclufive right cluimed by
the Colonies to tax themfelves”” Now [ folemnly
declare, this very book was put into my Lands by a
particular friend of mine, as a hook Mr. “F./V sl y
had ftrongly recommended to Mr. Pine, one of his
own people,upon the fubject of American taxation.
Mr. Pine, (Printer in Wine {treet Brijflsl) declares,
and will make oath if required, that the Rev., fahs.
[27efl.y, with bis cwn hands put this book into. his.
(Mr. Pine’s) hands, accompanying it with the.
{trongeft recommendations, and requefting him to.
publifh extraéts from it, in his Gazette, for the
information of the public: that in confvquence
hereofy, he (Mr. Pine) read this book himfclf, re-
commended it as from Mr. A /¥efley to meny of
his friends, and publifhed extradls from it, as de-
fired by NMr, /Ze/ly, in his feveral papers of Sept.
22. 2g. and O<t 6. 1774, and the identical book .
which he received from Mr, Jobn IV Ay's own
. hands, Mr., Piue has now in his pofileflion.—I he.
Rev. Nr. Roguet, a worthy clerpyman of the
Church of England, declares, and will make oath
it required, that the Rev, fobn 7Vefly reccommend-
¢d the atorefard book to him, in cunfequence of
which he purchafed and read it; that fume time
ateer Mr. “fahnu I¥eficy recommended the fame book-
to his hrother, the Kev., Charles . e oferyy at his ( Mr,
Kijut'y) houlc, as a book that would cper bis cyry,
and
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and that in conf{equence of {uch recommendation,
he (Mr. Roguet) immediately produced the faid
book, and in the prefence of the Rev. obn /-
ley, ]ent it to his brother the Rev. Charles Fefley,
who took 1t home with blm, and after fome tirme
rcturned it with I\/Ir Roguet’ s namc wro'e on the
cover in his (Mr. € fVﬂf} s) own hand writing :
which identical book is now in my poficflion, and
the title of which exa&ly correfponds with that
}‘}/thh Il have given in my Letter to Mr, Foin

r fle
1{/lr [Vefley further fays, ¢ And the words

which bhe (Americanus) fays 1 fpoke, never camc
out of my lips.” Unlefs Mr. 7/#%/lcy had more

particularly fpecihed the words referred to, it is
nnpoflible to give him a diredt reply.  But that
he did fpeak the wery woras 1 {ay he did, in my
Letter, or words tothat effect, (which was what [

afirmed) I do now again aver, upon the fame
autherity as 1 had for aflerting that he recommended

the book which he fays he never yet faw with his
eyes. Mr. I7¢flsy fays, he really believes [ was
tald fo, and thereby acquits me of inventing a
tale to afperfe his character. But to ftand ac-
quitted to him i1s nothing. It is incumbent upon
me to acquit myfelf and my fricnds to the public:
which I think 1 have now done; or, if no’, am
rcady, when called upon, yet further to do,

How far thefe things may give Mr. /#7efloy more
Itgl:t, L cannot fay: but it they do not give the
public more light into his rcal charaéter, 1 can
oaly add

Si populus vult decipt, decipiatur,

If the people will be deccived, ict them be
deccived.,

Brisror,
DNvvenilyr 54 1775
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A L E T T E R

To the Rev. Mr, JOHN WESLILY.

C
s REVI QIR’

HE grand qucftion which is now debated,
as you juitly obferve, 1s this, ¢ ll.s the
. Luglifh Parliament power to tax the American |
Colonies ¢ Qr raiher, has it a rzght to tux the
% Colontes—for with refpelt to the rowrr Jub
" wdice lis /8, Your aniwer to this queftion i, n.ry
-~ extraordinary, indeed ; for you not only tell us
' ¢¢ that the Lt‘lgliﬂ] Pdr)iamcnt has an wia.xbted
225t 10 tax all the Englifh colonies,” {(p. 1., of
your addrefs) but roundlv afferty, (p. 21.) that
ciery dSovereign under i¢aven has a ri sht to tax
his fubjects, that is, to grant thar properuy,
Povith or watkent thar conpent,”  \Which you feem
to think you fufliciently explain, by adding,
““ Qur Sovercizcn has a right to tax me, and
it other Engls thmen, whethtr we have votes {or
J".irllamcnt ~-men or no,’

And can you then mean ity Siry as any thing
but an infule to put fuch a queftion to the
Americany, as you do (p. 22.) *“ Am [, or two
millions of Epnglifthmea m.de ﬂu“b l}uauh, we
;arc taxed, without our o coniing ‘l'L?«, Siry f

Vol e l:leL'd without your owil L“{)llﬂ'nr, ) U
acc dlaves, It cvay man that s taxed withens
N2 lis
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bis own confent, is not a flave, wherein conlifts
the difference betwixt flavery and liberty ! You
{ay to the Americaps; (p. 16.) ¢ What civil
liberty can yod'ﬂffi‘,] Wﬂiﬁ?"}'{ou' are not:4lready
poflefled of ¢ Do’ 'of“y‘f‘i)i'iifﬂ without reftraint,
every man under  his on ‘vink'? Do 'you not,
évery oneé, high or'low, enjoy the fruit of your
Tabour?*” But pray, Sir, how cdn it be his
own vinz, when anothér' claim's'a right of ‘taking
it from him without' bis confent ?  Or what man
can be aflured of emjoying the fruits of ‘his la-
bour, if Jiabie, under the calour of fight, to be
deprived of 1t, without his ‘confent ? What pro-
perty have we, fays the immortal LockE, i that
wbhich another may by.right take when be pleafes to
himfelf 2 1f this be not the very quinteflence of
flavery, what is ? - -

- He muft, however, be extremely ignorant of
‘the nature'of thée Engzlifth Conftitution, who does
not konow, ‘that the giranting. our” ownt’ ﬁro’ﬁé‘ﬁy,
L ag S SO TR T oy 3% T B N S AP
and not having it difpofed of without ot con-
fen‘;r, is confidered as the very Soul ahid’'viral
Spirit of it, the grand palladium . of Britifh'Li-

ber'ty,.an.d the 'bpﬁ)wark of freedom.

¢ Spiritus intids ality totamque infufa per artus
' Mens agitat molem, et magno fe corpore mifcet.”

I. am fure, Sir, you need not be informed
tﬁa? in England tpe King or Syvereign” has
nothing to do, ftritly fpeaking, in the ‘tmatter
of taxing his fubjeéts; nor the nobility; but the
paople alone, the Commons, the reprelentatives
of the people ; who hawe ever been f{o jealous
of this fundamental privilege,” that no 'money
bitls are- ever {uffered to originate but from
themfalves, and’ when framed are never per-
mitted to pals under the leafl alteration.  And
1t is this power of the people which, 1n our

well- balanced conflitution, ferves as an cquipotle
Lo
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to that power which is lodged in the other
branches of the Jegiflature. ., ... ;
““ Wiere . the ¢xecppive, power, that 1s the
Sovereign, to determipne, the raifing of public
\money, fays . the celebrated Hontefquicn, other-
wife than by:givipg its.confent, (and furely you
will not call this a pgwer of taxing) LiBERTY
would beat an end.’—Spirit of Laws, B, I1. C, 6.
«“ T'axation and Reprefentation (fays that able
Lawyer and, truly great man, Lord Camden, i
his Speech on that Subjeét) are infeparably
united, GOD hath joined them: no Britifh
Parliament can feparate them: to endeavour to
do it, is to ftab our vitals. My polfition is
this——] repeat it—[ will maintajn 1t to my laft
hour ——— TAxaTi10N and REPRESENTATION
are infeparable—this pofition is founded on the
Jaws of pature; it 1s more, it is itfelf an cter-
nal law of nature: for whatever is a man’s
own, is abfolutely hjs own ; no man hath a right
to take it from him without his confent either
exprefled by himfelf or his reprefentative ; who-
ever attempts to do it, attempts an tnury; who-
ever does it, commits a ROBBERY ; he throws
down the diftin&ion between LiBERTY 2and
SLAVERY. ‘Taxation and Reprefentation are
coeval with, and eflential .to, this .Conftitution.”
Did this do&rine fland in need of formal proof,
it were eafy to refer you to a variety of ancient
Statutes, which in the moft exprefs terms recog-
nize this great principle of the Conltitution.
In the time of Edward [. 1297, a Statute was
made to confirm the preat charter, in which .it
18 exprefsly declared that ¢¢ Aids granted to the
King fhall net be taken for a c;{//am,_and Shall
not be ratfed BUT BY CONSENT.” And in the
year 1306 — That *¢ The King or his heirs fhall
kave no aid, without confent of Parliament,V and
A 3 that
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that ¢ nothing fhall be purveyed to the King’s ufe,

WITHOUT THE, QWNER’s - ¢cONSENT.” But you
‘are no ftranger, Sir, to thele and many other
-autharities jof 3,Jike;pagyre,  having: - feen: and
xead them in: 3, performiance you-once admired,
however .-yqu_,mu_ﬁfmuq he, Juppofed to defpife
it, <. When.the Parliament Jaid a tax upon the
Palatinate. of Chefiery Says dord Gamden in the
fpeech before referred: to,.:and -ordered com-
miflioners to colleék. it -there; as- commiffioners
were ordered to colle&t it. in‘other -counties, . the
Falatinate refufed to comply,. They addseffed
-the. King by petition, -fetting forth, -that. the
Englith Parliament had no right to tax .them ;
that they. had a Parliament of their ewn ; .that
they had always isaxed themfelves, and therefore
. defired the King «to order his commiflioners
not to proceed, ‘T'he King received the petition,
sand he did not- declare them -either rebellious
.or feditiousy but allowed them their-pleay-and
- they taxed themfelves, You may fee -both:: the
petition' and-.the ‘King’s: anfwer in the Records
in the Tower.” ¢¢ There is not, fays the fame
truly noble. Peer,-a blade of grafs, in the moft
obicure corner of the kingdom, which is not,
which was not. ever. reprefented, fince the con-
ftitution- began: there .is not a blade  of -grafs,
- whigh, when taxed, was not taxed by the confent of
g propreetory’” | T
"T'o overturn. all ‘this reafoning, you tell us
that you have. no frechold; and confequently no
.votc for .a -parliament-man that multitudes
befides, are in the fame fituation 3 from whence
~you infer that..the, Severeipn (and it :matters not
what meaning, you. are pleafed to afhx to this
word) has a .right .to tax his fubjedts with or
withaut their confent. See p. 21, of your Ad-

drefs.—And can you, Sir, confider this as folid
argument,
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argument ; would not you yourfelf, in any
other cafe, look upon it as the moft contemptible
fophiftry ? S

Whether you haveé‘ortave not ‘a freehold,
you muft éither be “able to' purchafe ‘one’if you
chufe it, or elfé'your property ‘muft be fo fmall
that it can' béof ‘Ao "coriftquence to you who
has the granting> it ;” efpecially as they 'cannot,
you know, giveétaway any ‘of your money with-
out at thefamé tithe giVing tmuch more'of théir
own. Forty fhillings a4 year freehold ' give“an
Englithman' a voice in the legiflature of His
country ; ahd in many parts of the kingdom tsdis
privilege is' exténded to every free'magn' ‘of a
corporate town, to ‘eévery omc 'that pays' the
rates tb King and poor; dnd in' not a few bo-
roughs to every one that ‘bails a pot. Can'it
then ' be ' pretended "with any colour of juftice
or reafon, that in ‘England the Spvereifn hath
a' right:to tax his fubjelts without their confent,
when' it is fo glaringly evident thdt there is not
a man in England who is able 'to boil a pétin
ever fo defpicable a hovel, but‘'may, if ‘he
pleafes, have a voice in the 'difpofal of his
property ¢ Suppofe there were ever fo many
millions of Englithmen who undervalued theéir
birthright, and did not ‘think’ it’ worth 'their
while to exercife 'it, yet 'ftill *the ‘fight itfek
would exift, nor could it be faid they’ were
taxed without thetr ranﬁm‘;ﬂﬁ'hce”by‘ not exerting
the power the conftitution gave them of diflént-
ing, had they been fo difpofed,:they implicitly
and to all intents and purpofes' gave their' confent.
And to keep vp chis powdriintits full vigour,
and to:tranfmic it, umimpaired,’'ffom’ genera-
tion to generdtion, you well know, “Sir, thac
parliaments were originally ‘\never ' chofen for
more than one year, at the expiration of which
| A & term



( 8 )

term, the people again exercifed their right of
election, ‘and thereby made it as clearly appear
to be true, as-you afe pleafel peremptorily to
aflert (p. 5:) it’is abfolutely falfe, that ¢ every
freeman is governed by 14ws to which he has
confented.”” "It is therefoté fallacious to the laft
degree, and unwoythy'of'a man of integrity and
candour, to infinuaté, 45 you are pleafed to do,
'(p:'7.) that the people have “¢ deded to the King
and Parliament the power of difpofing without
their canfent, .of both their lives, liberties, and
properties.”  How is it -without their confent,
when they retain their place in the legiflature
by their reprefentatives, and no a&t of Parlia-
ment is pafled hut with their confe.t? By the
like mode of reafonipg you undertake to prove,
(p. 6.); that ¢ when the eleétors are néarfy
<qually divided, almoft balf of them muft be
governed not only without but even againfl
thesr own confemt.”  According to which every
"att of Parliament that meets with any .oppofi-
tion, fhould not be called an a&t of Parliament,
but only an a& of part of the Parliament,
fince it was agaigft the confent of many of the
Members of Parliament. As if every man
did not know, that in all colledtive bodies, the
.determinations of the majority of that body are
always confidered as.the determinations of the
swhole body ; and that every man who enters intp
fociety ‘implicitly confents that it fhould be fo.
'You may call thefe childith quirks, Sir, argu-
ments; 1 call them, and fo, [ believe, will every
impartial perfon call them, mere t}uibbles. But
poflivly you think to evade the force of criti-
cifm, by what you afterwards obflerve, (fpeak-
ing of an implicit paffive conlent to laws made
betore we were born), namely, ¢¢ that any other

than this kind of confent, the condition of civil life
does
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does not allow.” But if it allows of any. dind’
of confents . why. talk of oyr being. taxed, without
our. confent, and agaw our confent ;. unlefs it be
with an artful defign toj cnflame, your readers
minds.againft the.Amgricansy becaule they ob-
ject to baying  their mongy. difpofed of withous
their awh_hm;:j&n_{,ﬁtbag is, without the confent of
their reprefentatives in . their proyvincigl . Afiem-
blies? ’ o o
““ ALL THE I;QHA'-BITA NTS of'tﬁelﬁzvg‘:‘{'al. ‘dif.-
trits ought to have, fays Montefguien’ fpeaking.
of the Englifh Conftitution, a right of voting at
the ele&tion of a Reprefintative, excepting fuch
as are in fo mean a fituation as ro be deemed to
have no will of their.awn.’ —The Commons, fays
{gdg? Blackflane,. in. his, Commentaries on the:
Eaws of England, B. 1. P. 158. conlift of all fuch
~anen.of any property in the kingdom, ag have ngt
Se¢ats in the MHoufe .of l.ords;. EVERY oNE -of
which has,a voice in Parliament, either perfonally
or by his reprefentative, In a free Statc, EVERXY
MAN who is. fuppoled a free agent, ought to he
W fome mealure his own governor ; and therefore
a brangh at leaft of the legiflative power fhould:
refide in the whole body, of the pesple. And this
power,, when the territories of . the flate are finall
and its gitizens eafily known, fhould be exercifed
by the peogple in their aggregate or colledtive
capgcity..  But in fo large a {tate as ours is,. this
would be impoffible’s it is therefore very wifcly
contrived, that the, pesple fLou!d do. that, {;y theis
reprefentatives, which it is impracticable to pur-
form in perfon, . ., . |
But fo low are yoyr weas of the, power of the

peaple, Itl;atfy,onrll.[qthlcngQ any, man | f,vmg (pr24.)
to produce any inftance in aﬂ hiftory, whercin,
e pesple gave the fovercign power to any one,
except to Aluffaniello of IXE’;J&'J'; and | know of
A g Do

/
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no reafon for your.excepting him, unlefs it was
to render,. .as:-you might, think, the old Whig
doltrine-of  the, Origin of -poweribeing from the
people, the more ridiculous. i :However; in.return
to your challenge I. afk/you, -bir,: from whence
any Sovereign ever receivad,chis: power :or-could
receive.it, but from. the people.8+Except you will
come boldly forth and: avow: the lold ! jure-divino
dodtrine 3 'in which cafe: we fHall expcét to fee
the cHARTER of Tyranny under the broad . feal
of heaven, and to have the ‘miracles wrought in
confirmation of its divine origihal well authen-
ticated. You will not fail at the fame.time to
favour us with the cenfequences of this dotrine,
and to point out to us'the man who is OUR
KNG de jure, whoever may be confideted as our
King de fasto.: >Till this is done we fhall ftill
confider the origin of all power, under God, to
be the people, unlels you will undertake to thew
that one man has more, power than ‘a thoufand
men, and is able to. govern them without their
own confent,. either exprefled or 1mplied.
What is it, Sir, but a pitiful fophifm to deny
that any Sovercign] but poor Maffanicllo, ever
reccived his power from the people, becaule you,
know of no other inftance 1n which all the peo-
ple of any patticular ftate or kingdom met toge-
ther and formally conferred the Sovereign power
upon any onc, What if only fifty, or fwenty of
the Llecbors of .the cityrof Brifto! had ‘thought
properto have appeéared, and adlually given their
votes for Members of Parliament at the Jaft
Flection; would not the refty, by not voting,
when they mizht have done it, be conlidered’
#s having implicitly confented to the choice made
by thofe who altually did vote? And fo in every
change  of government, the RevoLurion
particularly 3 was it not the pesple thaty under

‘ (s od,,
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God, -transferred the. ;Sovereign powcr from.
King Famesy'to that: glorious: patron: of Britith.
liberty, King WitLiaw < The Many that were
ina&ive at that Functavey l-iinfp]icitly; or paffivcly
(if you like that' word -better) united with thole
that were active,int. bringing about that important
event. ‘And-however, you -may play upon’ the
words, and call the ufe of them "¢¢ political cint 37
the people, and the people only, are’ the fourieof
power 3 and when Dr. Swmith, in his -fermon,
(p. 31.) talks therefore of the people’s refuming
the power into their own hands when not exer-
cifed for the common fafety, he does not talk
of their refuming, as you fuggeft (p. 23.) what
they mever bad; but what they a/ways bud, and
neceflarily had, and which no Sowvereign on earth
could have but by their confent.. T'he army with
us, is a part of toe people, raifed. from among(t
them, cloathed, fed, and paid by them. In the
cale. of /¥illiam the Conqueror,” the Norman pea-
ple it is true, were too powerful for the Saxon
or Englifb people, -but how this proves that no;
Sovereign but Maffaniello ever received his
power from the pcople, you have not yet fhewn:
us. [ fhall therefore ftill confider the people as
the origin of power, notwithftzanding all you have:
{aid to the contrary, both in your prefent Addiefs.
to the Colonies, and in your little piece on the
Origin of PowEgR,, publifhed fome years ago 5 in
which, as I remember, under an artful difsuife,,
you have revived the good old Jacobite doélrines
of lereditary, indefeafible, divine righty and. of
pajfrve sbedience and non-refiflunce.

And as the origin of power is from the people,,
fo no fact can be plainer than that the people of
this country never parted with.the power of dif-
po_ﬁng of their own money, but always retained
this privilege as a pledge of thar conftitu-

tivnali
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tional freedom,.rand @ sglorious mark of their
diftinétion frot the fubjets of an arbitrary go-
vernment, who mot having.the difpofal 'of “their
own money, can be confidered ui ne other light
than that of flaves, - ..". w ..

And why' fhould we even w{/b to deprwe of
this privilege, our fellow- fubje&s itv. America 2
You youtfelf acknowlédge, ' that:the Colonifls
have not forfeited any of their privileges:'by enri-
gration 3 but the fum of your argument, to prove
the nght of the Britifh Parlitament to rax thenr,
is this, "The Americans by crdfling the fea, have
rendered’ the exercife of their right of voting in
the Ele@ion of Members of Parliament (fuppof-
ing they had fuch a rrght before their emlgranon )
RO longer ‘poffible : ' but <¢ they have not by
abandoning their right in:one legiflature acquired
a right to. conftitute another; any more than the
multitudes in Enpgland who have no votes, have
a right to ere€t a parliament for themfelves:™
they  are therefote reduced (this you intt-
mate is the only confequence) from: the condi-
tion of voters to that of the innumerable mulri-
tude here in Enpland who have no votes, OSee
pages 8, g, 10, of your Addrefs..  ‘T'his is your
argument, let us weigh it 1n the balancc of found:
unpartial rcalon,

If the Americans by crofling the fea have ren-
dered it no /longer poffible for them to have the
difpofal of their own money, you cannot [urely
repief nt their cafe as beinz parallel to that
of thofe in Itnheland who have no votes; it 18
fund.mentally differene,  In England, though the
people  are by no mcans equally reprefented,
winteh 15 an acknowledged defeét in the confti-
tutiony yet Ty i tl: at has alineft ary degree
of preporte may acquite a voice in the ltuﬂamre

oL L:l-‘tfu, a¢ tf he dues noty he (m_/mf in
{alk
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fa& to what is done by:others;:and cannot there-
fore with any propri¢ty-be fard to have his pro-
perty difpofed of withaytibes tonfent, for he really
gives confent.  What,could he do more if there
were a thoufand new Parliaments conftituted ¢
And he. may ‘the more -eafily. be: {atisfied. with:
this mode of confenting -to - the difpofal of his pro-
perty ; becaufer he has-always this fecurity, ;rhiat
thofe who take an aétive part in the- difpofal of
his property, muit at the fame time difpofe-of-an
equal proportion of their own, But not fo with.
the American, ' If he has, not forty fhillings 3
year, but forty pounds, or forty thoufand pounds
a year——yet fhill; if the Britifh Parliament claim
the power of taxing him; he can have No.voice
in the difpofal of his property, and which is flill
worfe, thofe who are' to have the power of dif-
poling of it, are under every poffible temptation.
to atufe that power ; becaufe every fhilling they
take out of the pocket of an Amerrean, is fo-much
faved in their-awn. -If the Americansy Sir, are
indeed fubjet to fuch a power as this, their
condition differs not from that of the moft. abjes
[aves iy the univerfe. 1f their property may be
difpofed of without their carg’nt, it matters not
who difpsfes of it—the Great MocuL—the
Grand Monarque—or the Britifh Parliamontw
they have no longer apy property they can call
their own, they are sLAVEs, and the whele of
their property lies. at the mercy of thofe. who
rule over them.

And iy this, Sir, a meceffary. onfequence of
their becoming Colonifts # And did they fly
from perfecution here, brave the terrors of the:
feas, and tranfplant themfelves into. an Ameri-
can wildernnefs, to obtain the poor-confolation of
being  neceflarily involved in  flavery, from
she vesy circumftances of their fituation 2 Who

caly
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can foberlv entertain {uch.a thought ? No, Sir,
their fupport.under. alhthedfatignesithey, :bote,.
- was the hopg efenjoyifig. .unmoleited, the {fweeats.
of liberty, or, as -ypow exprels ity of firting every.
man under bis own wine.: S, They kefy their nativé'
country, fays Mr. Hutchinfon, with the flrongeft
affurances, that they and, thewr poftdrity, - fthould,
enjoy theprivileges of free and nasusal-born Engs-
lifh . fubjeéts.” . ¢¢ ‘I he.. Americans,” as.Loid
Chatham exprefles it, ¢ .are the .Sons, not the
BastaRros, of England.” .¢¢ The forefathers of
the Americans, to ufc the words of Lord Camden,,
did not Jeave their native .country, and. {ubjeét’
themfelves ;to every danger and diftrefs, to be
requced to a ftate of sLAVERY. They did not
give up their rights : they looked for protection,;:
not for cHAINS from. .their  Mother Coun-
try.”’ 1 .
yE':ut you infift upon it, that by crofling the fea,,
though they did not give up nor ferfeit any of
their rights, they rendcred, the exercife of {ome::
of them no longer. peffille.  "Urue, it is no longer
poffible, .that they flrould vote for Members of: the.
Britith Parliament ; confequently no longer poffi=
ble they fhould be reprefented in the Briufh Par--
liament, and: therefore po longer poffible that.
the Britifh Parliament f{hould difpofe of therr
property, without tbeir. confent,. by their. own re-.
prefentatives -in. their- refpeclive houfes of af-
fembly,—without involving .them 1n abfolute fla-.
VLry. . ﬂ
And muft they be sLAVEs:? is it no longer
poffible that they fhould exercile the right of.
FREEMEN, that they fhould have Parliaments.
or Aflemblies of their own,. and. grant their owns
money by their reprefentatives as we do by ours
here; becaufe the Atlantic occan rolls betwixt

us and them? You fay, they bave no nght ta,
6onjfi1tnds,
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eonflitute another kgiflature; but why then were
they from the very:beginning of their exiftence
permitted to form.atlegiflative body, the ¢ffigics
parva, sas' Mr. Huwhinfow ftiles 1t, of the mother
ftate? ¢ The ComMONs of America, Siry repre-
fented in their:feverataflemblies, (to ufe the ex-
preflions.of Liord Chatham) have ever becn in
poffeffion of -the exercife of this their. conflitui-
onal right, of.gtving ;and granting their 'ownN
MONEY. They would have been SLAVES 1f<thry
had not. enjoyed st. ‘T'he idea of a wirtual. re-
prefentation of America in this houfe, (fays his
Lordfhip, who was then a Commoner) is the
moft contemptible idea that ever entered into
the head of man. It does not deferve a ferious
refutation.” o .

But if the Colonifts'contend for the exercife
of this right of granting their own money, you
aflert (p.20.) in your ufual dogmatic ftyle, ¢¢ they
contend for neither more nor lefs than indepen-
dency.” And immediately add, ¢ Why then.
do they talk of their rightful Sovereign 2 They
acknowledge no Sovereign at all.”” To which:
I anfwer, in the words of the judicious and truly
difpaflionate author of An Argument in Defence
of tve Colomies, &c. p. 112.

““ We nced not, fays' this author, go fo far
back as the a& of upion to find a people that
will not allow the Jfupreme legiflature of Great
Dritainy to alter a fingle lotter in a law to tiwx
U)Dvm; and yet are no more independ:nt than the
pcople of the Colonies. IRELAND is fubjcét to
the (ume Sovereign as Aierica. '['he people in
{reland choafe their own reprefentatives, fo do
the people in the Colonies.  The people in Jre-
lund are taxed by their own reprefentatiyes, fo
have the people in the Colonies been ever fince
sheir [/l fettlements Uhe crown appoints the

.[.J'JI‘tI'
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Lord Lieutenant cf [reland—the crown a-;:tptzs'l'*r'll;"hE
tae Governors of the ,Colonies, The [Lord

. ‘v y' be oy Lakbgasl o C -
Lieutenant calls theé meeting of the legiflatve

body in Ireland. In tH'ELéo'iiil}ljé;s,”;the Governor
calls an Aflembly' whén he thin¥s proper, apd
adjourns, prorogues ang dm% {'qs'i_“ajt his P_I’é_é’-
fure, The Irilh A&s;‘jac;@‘“&ngb“f&f to-be’ allowed
(not by the Britifli Patliament, biit) by, the rown.
‘T'he alls of the Colonjes’are the’ fame.  The re-
prefentatives chofen by the people of reland,
will fuffer o duties to be collectid from thie peo-
ple, but fiich as they graiit’ thenifelves,”  And
the reprefentatives cholen by the peopl: in the
€olonies claim the fime right.” o
Why then do you not afk the Irifh, ¢t W{f\l{
they talk of theig rightful- Sovereign,” and te
them ¢ they acknowledge no. ‘lfoi!érclg‘n at all”——
becaufe th;;y c!agmg, righﬁ_bf g,r'antiﬁ,g' ilth?:jl}'* Qmﬁ
money I Your g‘.'g‘gy{mggtﬁﬁ&ms as oodliw‘i!th,‘rgg-
fpe& to Ireland, ?I-?{,e'v‘qr 1t can with ;ef'p,cé'ﬁ;gcj the
Colonies : 'and why the Colonz/ls fhould not b

L

4 -

- o -
"..

permitted to have the difpofil of_ their own
money as well as the' /jjb of theirs, withoat fup-
pofing they contend for independency, (which. they
{olemnly difclaimy) and without being told they
acknowledge no Joverezn at g/l 5 Tam fure it is patt
the art even of Mr, f%ﬂey’s logic tofhew us: As.
b I TR Iy SR IFOUEIIY RV 1 A R D oe . v,
much as it 1s for the Midd]elex Juftices (fee their
v did oL PEARR G B IR } \ '
latg Gurious kﬁda;@f‘s,) to. fhew us how the (3?’?'
njes are courting. the King to accept of ABsoLUTER
PowEkr, by claiming it as their undoubted right
to difpolc of their’ own property by their own.
reprefentatives,  Thefé ?uﬁiccs zem to have
miftaken the claims of the Colonies, for the:
powers aclually _gr*a}zjt;dr and accepled by the Que-
bee Bill, - | |
But you intimate to us, that the Colonifts have

wnplicitly engeged to fubmit to the taxation of
| the
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the Britifh Parliament, by the very letter as well
as fpirit of their charfers., But how does this
appcar; The Colonifts with one voice declare
the contrary, in the ‘molt exprefs and folemn
manper. And Mr.j}]z&?géiﬁzﬁy, one of their
late Governors, (whgo will not be fufpefled of
partiality to them,) declarés, as I have. before
obferved (fee the preface to his hiftory of Maf-
fachufets-Bay, publifthed 1960) ¢ They (/2
thewr native country with the STRONGESF ASSU-
. RANCES that they and THEIR POSTERITY
- fhould enmjoy the privileges of free and natural born
Englifb [ubjecis.” But how could .they .enjny
thefe privileges, if the firft and faireft of them all,
the right of granting their own money, was to be
fno longer f;njoyed by them ! Haw could .they
enjoy the privileges of Enghifhmen, if by theu
charters they were to be flaves? How cauld
they enjoy the privilege of freedom, if from the
very nature of [uberdinate govermment, as ynu
fuggelt, p. 11, they are neceffarily involved jn
{lavery ¢ | *
“ ‘The charter of Penpfylvania, you tell us,
has a claufe admitting in exprefs terms, taxation
by Parliament. And, if {uch a claule be not.in-
ferted in other charters, it muft be.omitted, you
obferve, as not neceflary ; becaufe it is manifeftly
implied in the very nature of fubordinate govern~
ment: all countries which are fubje&t to laws,
being liable #0 taxes.”” (To make your argument
hold good here, you fhould have added, without
reprefentatives: for the Colonifts have always been
daxed, only it has been by 2heir reprelenta-

Cives. )
¢ Itis true, you further obferve, the firft fet-
tlers in Mqﬂ.‘acg;ﬁt-Bay, were promifed an ev-
suiption from taxes for feven years, But, fay you
immediately,,
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immediately, dees not this very exemption im-«
ply, that they were to pay them afterwards ?”’
To all this I reply, that as to the exemption
from taxes for {even years promifed to the Maf-
fachufets colony, I am credibly informed:it ‘has
no reference at all toiwhat we commonly mean
by taxes, but quit-rents for the: land occupied: by
them; an exemption-fromithe payment of which
for. a.certain number of years 1s commonly grant-
ed to the firft fettlers in every new colony.  Were
we to fuppofle it ta refer toian exemption from
parliamentary taxation, we: might well afk youl,
Sir, upon-yaur own principles,- what right had
the King to-promile by Charter, that the Par-
lstament fhould 7ot tax them for:feven years ¢: If,

as you.fay, the:Parliament always had this'power

of - taxation over the -Colonies, #be:King could

not promife any'more:than you or 1 could,’ that

the Parliament-theuld: not exercife this powes for

feven years.—=——And with réfpeét to Pennfylvamia,

d

whatever conftruétion the claufe you: refer-to may
bear, that it was newver under/lood to mean what

you fuppofe, ‘a power of internal taxation'for

the purpofe of raifing -a: revenue, but merely the

'larmg on .of fuch.duties as might be neceftary
fo

ely for the regulation of ‘trade, is evident from
this fimple facts.. No fuch - taxation was impofed
upon; the Colonies i}l the fatal @ra of the {tamp-
aét; and it was-then univerfally-reprobated: by the
Coloniftsas an innovation and a fundamental breach
of their chartered,-as well as inherent rights,

And may we not afk with wonder, 1f Parlia-

ment. always. poflefled- this power of taxing the

Colonies, or however judged it confiftent with
the fpirit of the Englith Conftitution to exercile
this power, why did they uniformly through a
courfe of perhaps one hundred -and ffty years,

permit the Colonifls to tax themiclyes, by their
Wi
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own Reprefentatives, in their own Afiemblics?
And having been fo long - poffeffion of this
richt of granting their: own:money, have they
ever forfeited it by ag abule of el ‘Not furely in
the late war §:forithouph sthis! war was. not-usder-
taken, s youraflepty ow rheir accountbut in de-
fenceiof the new plantation of -Nowva=Scotiay. (the
inhabitants of which ‘have no concernin.the pre-
(ent-difputey) yet it isswell'known to all:ithe world,
that the Colonifts:exerted: themfelves n thiswar
even beyond:thesr power, fo:that the King and Par-
liamerit judged -yt~ reafonable 4o make: LARGE
REIMBURSEMENTS to-themat the clofe of the
war, ¢ They themfelves, as:Dv. Smirh exprefies
it in his truly patriotic- Sermony (p. 20:) teftrhed
on our-behalf, that inall-thingsiwe nov only-did
our part but more than our pdrt for the common
good,and they difmifled usthome loaded: with {i}ver
and with gold, in- recompenoe fér our extraordy-
nary fervices.”” A-fat this,;which-minifterialwri-
1ers never attend to, but-cannot deny:- And.yet-you
are pleafed to talk of the Adother Country’s defiring
to be reimburfed tor fome part of the large:expence
fhe had been at in the late war, and that to this
end fhe laid a fmall tax on one of. her colonies.?
I with Sir, you would difcovet more fairnefs and
Ingenuity in your reprefentations.... - ...
Befides, do we not poflefs :a:'moNoPOLY! Of
the American ;trade ;. andis thére:not herebylan
smnmenfe revenue fecured to us? ‘¢ “When I ihad
the honor of ferving his Majefty, (fays Mr. Pitt,
now Lord Chatham,) I availed 'myfelf :of the
means of information which! [ derived from. my
ofhce: | sPEAK THEREFORE FROM Know-
LEDGE. Myr-materia‘ls*iwcre'-‘good. I was at
patns to colleé?,. to digefl, to confider them ; and
' 2widl be bold 1 affirm, that the profit to Great-
Britain from the trade of the Colonies, through
all
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all its branches, is TwWo MILLIONS A YEAR,
This is the fund that carried you triumphantly
through the lat war. T'he -eftates -that were
rented at-two thdufand pounds a year, ' threelcore
years-ago, -are at -three’ thoufand pounds at pre-
fent. ‘“Thofe eftates’ fold “then from fifteen -to
cighteen: ‘years -purchafe’;: the:fame : may: .be :fold
now :for ‘thirty..” You' OWE /THIS T0 AME~-
RICA. - THIS 18 THE PRICE AMERICA PA¥S
YOU ' FOR! HER PROTHCTION ! v v o
“Ppon the whole, Sir, ] cannot - exprefs my
fentiments on ‘this (ubjett- more fully,or “more
deciftvely, - than -in the wosds ‘of ‘the author . of
¢ The Deéfence of the -Colonies,” '&e. before
quoted, ‘which are {p. 91, 92.)-as follows, |
¢¢. If the:people-in ' America are taxed and:rot
reprefented; their rights as {ubjedts undes the fings
lifh conftitution ‘are as-clearly invadedias they
were in theoafe of the /fhip-money ; and the province
of Maffachufets-Bdy now ftands in the {ame fitu-
ation, -in behalf of -the rights of the people of
America, as Mr. fobn Hamden did for all -the
people of England in the Jdlt century. I am as
much for .the obedience of the peeple In Ame-
rica, as I.can be againtt their illegal oppreflion. 1
would wifh to-be as-far from wilfully fhutting.my
eyes, and thinking .all the .people of the.cola-
‘nies faultlefs; -as‘1 would be to .give up my rea-
fon, and believe thofe incapable of mifiake; who
exclaim fo much againft them., - -1 am equally
afraid of being mifled in the mifts that are raifed
by violence or intereft on either fide of -the
queftion. 1 -contend not for men’s prejudi-
ces. It isthe rights only of my fellow- fubjects in
America that I mean to defend: and thofe
sights, not (uch as are of vague and- uncertain in-
terpretation, but fuch as the Englifh contt:tution

makes the wnalterable property of euery man ltihat
ves
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Yives under the protetion of its laws, And if
the people of England, Scotland, Ireland, or America
are ever to be taxed,without-having, or the pofli-
bility. .of :havingy any chejce 1n. thofe that impofe
the taxes-upon them, they are no longer the fub-
jecls,, but thg, fayes of government.. . Our con-
ftituzion.as eftablithed: by,the laws, is utterly. re-
pugnant. tosevery .attempt. to divide the right of
taxation from the privelege of reprefentation. And
could any pretence, ever juftify the feparation .of
 thole rightswithy@ part of the [ubjeilsy the fame
realons;-would : held, good with the whole,, Thefe
- rights age fo-uflential to.our conftitution, that:ithey
make:a part of the rulcs, by which the Jegvfature
stfelf is baund to walks And it can!ng more take
away. the provifion; the gonftitution has.made for
the fecurity of ' PHE-PEOPLE's PROPERTY, than it
can THE BPRIVILEGES OF THE PEERSy OF THE
KNOW:N PREROGATIVE OF (THE CROWN." .,
-Your account of the -ORIGINAL CAUSE Qf all
our. difputes and . difturbances about: American
afbairs, isicarious. . | 1 S o
. You tell-us wathia grave face that .you muke no
doutt (p: r4.).but thata few . men in England, who
- are determined - enemics .to, monarchy, are the
original: caufe of  the prefent .breach between
England and- her.Colonies.. . That thefe good
men cordially hate -the King, at . )ealt  his office ;
~and are.in hopes -of; overturming, the goverpment,
and-erecting!theirgrand iidoly their dear.commone-
wealth, : upon. - the -nuins ., ofy it. . You .doubt
(p. 18.) whether any. of the, Amentcans.are in the
{ecret,  The defigning, men, the-Abitaphels are in
Eogland.” ., .. . . . . .

But the Americans, Sir, if we may judge. of
their difpolitions,. by that. of. the  Pennfylvanian
Farmer, will not thank yow for your compliment,
¢ lthas been faid in Great-Britain,” fays this Guto
of dmerica, (fec his Effay, p, 26.) ¢ that Lord

(J‘I:JLI I/JH/H
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Clat/am, Lotd Camden, and fome other great
men bave taught the colonies to defpife her au-
thority. But it is as little true, as the mulitude
of inveltives vented againft the colonies, The
conftant pra&ice in thefe publications, s to
confound falls and dates, and then o ra7/l. It
fhould be remembered, that the oppofition in
America to the fltamp-a&t was fully formed, and
the congrefs held at New-York; before 1t was
knmown on the Continent, that our caufe was ¢/-
poujcd by ANY MAN OF NOTE at home.”

T he oppofition to the meafures of the minif-
try refpeéting America, you will have it, how-
ever, iIs owing to thefe bad men, thefe Amg-
haters you are {o intimate with. For it feems,
though they have lét but few into the fecret, the
Rev. Mr. #efleyis one of that chofen few. Well,
Sir, this ferves to explain a matter which, 1 af-
{ure you, till now, puzzled me not a little.

All the world knows, that in your ¢ Free
Thoughts cn Public Affairs,” pub]ifhecg 1750, you
were pleafed to fay, (p. 14.) ¢ do not defend
the meafures taken with regard to AMERICA, 1
doubt whether ANY MAN can defend them,
cither on the foot of LAW, EQuUITY, Or PRU-
DENCE.,”” And it is well known, that you re-
cominended the book I have repeatedly quo-
tcd in this letter, intided ; ¢ An Argument in
defence of the exclufive right clasmed by the colo-
nics te tax themfelves,”” as a performance that
would convince any rmpartial perfon of the jul-
tice of the American caufe. Jt 1s moreover
well known, that at the time of our late ele&tion,
and many times fince, you exprefled yourfelf
very warmly in different companies, and upon
difterent occafions, in favour of the Americans,
afirming that they were, in your opinion, an
¢ opprefled, impured peqple,’’ that if they fubmit-
ted to taxation by our l'arliament, they ¢ wu/

Le
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Ye either FOOLs or KNAVES;” that they would
then be enflaved, and if they were once enflaved,
Ireland would follow mext, and then ZEngland.
‘I"hat you withed well to our late American can2
didate, becaafe he was a friend to America; and
when addrefling the eleftors of your own fociety,
told them, with oo fmmall degree of venemence,
that now was the time for them to exert them-
felves if they wifhed to cominue a frce people ;
or words to that ¢ffact. — Now really, Sir, I
thought you had been inz errncf, and meant as
you faid, when you expreflcd yourfelf in this
manner, and have taken pleafure in affuring
many perfons who were not over-well affected
to you, that you was a hearty friend to civil
and religious liberty. I beg pardon for mifrepre-
prefenting you, Sir. I percéive now, that all your
defign was to get into the confidence of thefe bad
men, thefe King-haters you tatk of, and fo by a pr-
cus fraud to bfow up their abominable fchemes. [
perceive now, thaty, when you faid the dmericars
Were an op refled and injured people, you meant the
very reverfe.  When you /aid, that, if they fub-
mitted to parliamentary taxation, they would be
enfluved, and muft be etther f2ols or fnaves, vou
m ant no fuch thing ; but that < they would f1iH
have afl the literty they could cefire, and might
Jitll vegoice in the coammion rights of FREEMEN s}p. 1€,
and 22, of your Addrefs) and fit without reftraint,
ecery men umder bis ewn vine.”— And yet perhaps,
}am flill miftaken in your meaning; for your
next publication may be as much in favewr of the
Amcricans as the prefent is againft them, and pof-
fibly you may difclofe to our view another fett of
Alitoplels, who are p]otlinﬁ the deftruélion of the
prefent royal family, by fir endeavouring to pufh
on the miniftry to the exercifelof arbitrary power,
and when it it is become indifferent to tne people
what King rules over them, then, by the revival
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of the good old do&rine of kereditary. indefeafible
right, making a grand effort for the reftoration of
the banifhed family of the StuarTs, of blgfed
memory. S o
Quo tencam vultus mutantem Protea nodo ¢
For my own pirt, I am in no fecret. I love,

I honor the King, have been taught from my ve-
yy infancy to venerate him. almoft to. idolatiy, .and

m ready chearfully to facrifice my fortune and my

ife, in defence of his Royal Perfon, and the Con-
ftitution, of which he is the guardian, Ilove and
honor all gosd men, all men of real principle and 1IN-
TEGRITY, however they may differ from me in
political or religious fentiments; por can any
wifh glow in my heart more fervently, than that
which I have long panted to fee accomplifhed,
which is — That a permanent peace.and recon.
ciliation may fpeedily take place betwixt us and
our American Colonies, upon an honorable, con-
ftitutional balis ; and that our . beloved Sovereign
{5eorcE the Third, may long live to fway the
fceptre over an united, harmonious, free people.
~ Hoping, Sir, for the fake of the multitudes that
follow you, that you will be more fleady and con-
Jfiflent as a Divine, than, I am fure, you-are as a
Palitician ; and that, when you. publith again vp-
on politics, you will noty under the idea of 2 Calm
Addrefs to. the Colonies, (the. inhabitants of which
will probably #cver fﬂ%ﬁﬂl‘ Addrefs,) endeavour
to inflame the minds oF the people here aFainf’c
their American Brethren; (already fufficient ly ex-
pofed, furcly, to the refentment of their Rulers,)
but that yau will write in a ftrain more becoming
2 minifter of the Prince of PEACE, — | fubfcribe

mylelt,

Reverend. Siry youy, fincere Well wifber,

[ et And bumble Servant,
BIIFTOf R ; S F{ I | .
0 5 s FALEB EVANS




