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SECOND ANSWER
T O

Mr, JOHN WESLEY.

S IR,

OU have, 1n moft reflpefts, been {0 coms
pletely anfwered by Admericanus, that little
more need be fard to convince any candid en-
quirer, that you are unacquainted with the fyb-

jeét you have undertaken.  Nor can I think a.
gentleman of your confefled abilitics would have
betrayed fuch  inconfitteunt redoning, had  not
interelt blinded the clearnefs of your judement,

~—1)0 not be angry, good oir, at tals 0phlon. —m

Ay You
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You would have the fame in fuch a cafe of any
other, if he was a man that could take an oad
with mental refervation.  And you know how
often you have done this, when you {fubfcribed
articles you totally difbelieved. It is very natu-
ral therefore to think you will not be over fcru-
pulous in receiving a handfome reward for your
labours ; for though you fay it s prebable you
may gnin noi.hing from Government; by a smental
refervation it may eafily be allowed that you have
hoges you fhall, and your very expreflion does not
deny Lut that you have fuch hopes.

Jut whatever may have been your motives,
you have certainly the ment of concifenefs, which
you mult not expect will be followed by your
opponents; for your grand pofitions are mere
aflertions.—You have {o long been ufed to go-
vern the confciences of your people, that you
think an opinion 1s enough to flence the com-
plaints of all America. But, 8ir, to anfwer
you will require proofs — and had you paid a
little attention to this neceflary ingredient 1in
argument, vour Pamphlet would have been fome-

what longer.

The end of all your arguments 1s to prove
the walimited rz;_g'/.:rr of Larliament to tax Amirica,
which grand principle your own arguments effec-

tually
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tually deflroy. You confefs, in page’ 11, "¢ The
Americans have a right to all the privileges
granted them by Royal Charters; and that 1f
any charter granted by the King fhould ex«~
prefsly exempt them. from taxes jfor ewver, thew
they woukl have an undoubted right to be fo
exernpred.”’  Now, what does this prove lefs thans
a power in the King fuperior to the whole legif-
Jature; for if he can exempt a part of his {ub-
jeéts from their authority, he mady exempt the
whole, fince there 1s no law of limitation; and:
thus not only the walimited poaver, but even the
exiffence of Parliament, would become ufelefs and:
ineftetual.

¢ It is trae (you fay) page 11, ¢ The firft fetw
tlers in Mafachufer’s Bay were promifed an ex-
emption from taxes for [fewven years;” — but yous
omitted to tell ws this promife was made &y #be
King, not the Parliament.—= Americanus has fuppofed:
that quit-rents were meant by this taxation.
However, 1f we admit it i1n its moft extenfive
fenfc, it only provz. an ™ arbitrary exertion of
power by the tyrant Charles the Firlt, who not
only thus fubjetied the Americans to the Britifh
Parltament, contrary to the rights of Englilhe

*'-*"-"——-—**——-————-———-————-————#————v—-——-—-——-——q-__-‘

Rap. Hifl. Ing.
A 4‘1 mcnjr
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men, -but - he excufed them from art cuftoms
or fubfidies 1vn ExcrLanp ® on goods exported
for their ufe, thereby difsenfing with the {upreme
power of the Bntifh Jepiflature.  ‘l'his has becn
Jultly alledged by hiftorians againft Charles as a
proof of his defpotic princrples; and 1t was
eguvally an 1infringement on the rights of the
Lknglifh and American powers of legiflation.

As to the charter of PennsyrLvawra, which,
page 10, you fay exprefsly allows the right of
taxation to the- Britith Parliament, it fhould ke
confidered 1t was granted by the Scecond Charles,
no lefs an + enemy to liberty than his' predecef-
for; and, excepting the difpenfing power, was,
dovbtlefs, copied from the former: it was the
ainy of both thefe Kings to abridge the power
of the people as much as pofhble, for which
the firt left his head, a'd the other will be
remembered with honell indignauon.  Fut how
comes this to be the lap charter of Amecrica, as
you call 1it, page 22, when that of Gieorgia was
granted by George the Sccond?  Liberty was
then fafe under the proteélion of the Houfe of
lunover; and tlus 15 the tiue reafon why no

¥ Vi the charter oo Almon’s Dobatoe,

A Lovoas Cliodes the Socond o) a hwed a0 Quo Warrantos
peco I ainche v o o ow Ponelend and de o ved dhiem ot
their ehaitors, Vode Naads THIL of DNow Lon b,

BICLiLn
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mention was made of fubjecting the Colonies to
Britifh taxation.

It is plain then no argument can be well found -
ed on the a&s of two fuch lLings, efpecially as even
their charters exprefiy declare, every condition and
eircumilance contained in them, fhall afways be
confirued 7 fuvour of - the Colonies; and no ine
flance can be found 1o dny other charter, acinow-
:.:dging the l'ight of the Lriath Parlicment to tax
AmeriCie.

Letus then proceed to vour 1deas ~7 the fiprerse
#rawer, which are indeea very confufed and contra-
diftory, fur it 15 doudtie! fometumzs whether vour
afcribe itto the three branchesof I githuion, or to
the King alone—"Thus, page 5. you fay, ** o Kinm
graxts Charters to certain perfons, permatting theny
to {ctile as a corperation m fome far couniry, aulvich
beme a col pf}::.1:.iL:lld./z‘a/j;._';r'ff'f.;ﬁ: ly @ graxt from pITLer
anth.rity, o the control ef 7/.¢ authorty they thil
COOL D i'ulrj:ﬂ ——--'1'h:.‘!'£?l'3!~r(‘, the _f’r:'r;h'.:' N puag) 7

Lo glomi nqs oot 1oy them ——iNow the erant

1y nade by the sinr, not by a commiiling from
the authoiity of Paclioment *, Loe from the eger-

cile of his undounted Y ::B;ativ’u ~ !t tucrelore the

*r Lk ol gy P

s Vid, Blacl koo,
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Joaer of pranting a charter conflitutes the »/ght of
obcdience from thofe to whom the charter is
granted, which you afirm 1t does—The King is
that {upreme power which may tax them-—But if
you fhould anfwer, you mean the whole legiflature
to have that power, there muft be {ome other reafon
for 1t, than that you have laid down; becaufe #he
wvhole legiflature aere not the granters of the charters
to America—Thus, either your conclufion or
premifes are abfolutely fal{fe: and yet this claafe is
faid to cut the moft refpeftable figure of any in
your performance.

The fat is, charters are not grants or gifts, of
the mere will ¢f the King ; * but they are properly,
and in the moft fimple fenfe, written confirmations
of the ancient and conftitutional rights of the people s
fuch as was the great charter granted by King John;
and, in a leffer fenfe, the King may grant them
to certain partsof the community, fo as not to be
tnconfiitent with the former-—Thus, in the firft:
view, a charter may be confidered as an agreemens
er compall betwcen the King and his people, to
govern them by their own confent; and, in the
fecond, it is a partial agrecement with g part of his
people, which can be no longer binding than it is

A Rapin and Sydney
for
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fr the benefit of the whole—Of this the whole
community, of which they are a part, as being re-
prefented in the fame body of legillation, are the.

enly judges.

A charter then, whatever privileges it may
contain, cannot be binding, without 1t 15 per-.
mitted or confented to by the fupreme power; which
as it has been confufedly {poken of in your panir.
phlet, I {hall next confider..

In England, that power is lodged in the Kings,
Lords and Commons——and * the King has no.
right to grant a charter in England, bat what 1s,
fubjeét to this {fupreme authority—The reafon 1s.
this: becaufe an abfolute grant or charter from
the King would operate to deftroy the connecltion,
between fuch a part of the people, and their.
reprefentatives in  Parllament; and having de-
firoyed that, it would go fo far to deftroy the
principles of reprefentation, and thus the kin.g,
might at length become abfolutes

In like manner, the King, Council, and" Af-.
fembly, are the fupreme power in Anerica; be-

4 Black{t, Com,.
A6 crufe,,
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caufe, when: the firft fettders departed from this
country to form a Colony, they ceafed to be
reprefented here; and  therefore cupght to have
a neww conflitution, fimilar to, and independent
of that at home, which 1 fhall prove as follows :.

1. If the ing had not a power to enter into «
neaw compadd with the fettlers of a neav rerritory,
there ought to be no power of extending dominion:
for if the King might extend his government to
remmote regions, and yet had no power to extend
the aval exercife of the libertics and rights,
which the condition of civil life does allow, he
might by removing the fcat of empire foon annihi-
late the power of the Mother Country, and raife
himfelf into the {eat of defpotifm.

2. As our frce government is founded on a
com;all * between the King and people; and as
by having this country the Colonifts remove from
the pr/ible enjoyments of their old privileges s there-
foie the King ought to grant themn a new charter,
which is the fame as renewing the compad that no
longer fubliftcd by their removal,

¥ Lo:Key Sydocyy RaPin) Mot Dell [TO PO

3. The
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2. The King, and not the whole legiflature of
Great Britain, ought to have this power of granting
a new charter: for as they have no right founded
on juttice to tax a people, they do not reprefent
cither aQually or virtually s {o they can have no
rivcht to graut privileges to a people, who lave as
much as themfelves, an inberent inasfeaficle right
to thofe privileges.

4. Though it might be a matter of difpute
between the Entith Parliament and the King, was
he to eftablith arbitrary power in the Colonies —
Whether the Soveieiyn of a free people ought
to favour arbitrary power, even though he had the
voluntary confent of thofe who fubmitted to it—
and though perhaps the 'Parliament would be jofti-
fied 10 extermiinating fuch a King 5 yet, when he
erants charters that efallifh liberry, and zew confli-
tutions like our own, and united to 1t by the King,
the bord of winon bctween the whole——We as 3
fiee people muit agree to tois prerogative, orelfe
1t wili fodow, that as 1be privileges of Ernglifbincr
cannct be extendzd beyond their  prefent himits of' local
Sfituation, therefore for the fecurity of thole pri-
vileges, the Jurtber  extent cf  enpire fhould Dbe
tatally prolibited. |

Nothing, as I conccive, can b2 a folid okjelion
$0 this mode of realuningz, but a proof the
fupreme
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fupreme power muft of abfelute neceflity be in one
compact and undivided bedy; and that it can-
not poflibly be exercifed im parts, fo as to have
one common center of union in the perfon of
the King——and this I am perfuaded cannot be:

Proved_—-

That 1t may be exercifed in parts, need not .
be infilled on from the opinion of learned writers,
for we may recur to falts 1n the hiftory of our own
country—Thus Scotland had its parliament—1Ire«
land ftill has a parliament—and till now, for
near two centuries, the Amcricans have had their
Aflemblies~—each of thele exercifed an inde-
pendent power of legiflation—and as the King is
always a third part of the legiflative authority, as
well as polleflor of the executive power; and as
thefe independent branches of government extend
their jurifdiftion no farther than the country they
reprefent, no detriment can arife from their dif-
ferent views and maxims; becaufe the king has.
"a power which vifibly blends the whole into one
common intereft, and yet each may enjoy fimilar
privileges independent of the other.

Thus the right of the Amencans to tax theme-
felves 15 {fufliciently clear; but as 1t would be
dangerous to the community at large, if there

was not a kind of perpetuity in the refidence
ot
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of the fupreme executive power, by which I meaw
the King; fo the Mother Country ought to be
allowed fomething as a token of fuperiority, but
not an abfolute one; aand this feems happily
effefled by the a of navigation, which as it is
recognized by the Americans, and has been
exercifed fo much to their fatisfaétion, and to the
amazing advantage of " this country, ought to be
confidered as a fufficient acknowledgment: yet this
we fhould obferve 75 wot a matter of right, but

of pa/z‘z‘:'ml 725’:'{'%; [y

Having thereforer 2 competent knowledge of
what a charter 13, and what is the fupreme power,
we may readily agree to your firlt propofition, that
the fupreme power has a right to tax the Americans;
becaufe then we fhould mean the power of the:
King, Council, and Aflembly in the different
Colonies ; and to fpeak of it 1 any otherlight,
15 to throw the harmony of a fyftem of govern-
ment admired and unequaled throughout the globe,
into the dreadful confafion which we now ex-
perience; nor <an it poflibly be proved that the
fupreme power m England, have a jult right to
tax the Americans, any more than that the fu-
preme power in America may tax Great Britain.,

T'he whole of the difpute refting onthe idea of
what is the {upreme power, it muit be exceed-

1
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ing-plain, that 'if thefe arguments are jult,
the prefent proceedings again{t America are with-
out dcfence, It 1s true, there thould be a
fopreme power fomewaere ; ~—cvery  friend to
the liberties of America, as well as the par-
tizauns of adminmiftration, allow the pofiton,—
hut we mufl not expect in a mixt government, like
that of Great DBritain, whofe territories are {o di-
vided, andextenfive,—to have tle fimple idea of
bupreme power, which we have when we talk of
{mall repudlics, or avfulute monarchics.  And as 1t
is the bappinefs of this country to have liberty, as
the very end and aefin of Government, {o the
fupieme power, which could not be exerciled 1n
one compact body, without violatir the rights of.
all America, which 1¢c did not appear could be
reprefented 1o ti:e Brrufh Parliament, 1s divided.
inio parts 3 and under fuch wife regulations, as
no-theory, or witdon.of tie greatett wiiters, courd.
ever devile,

In fhort, the tiuc 1dea of fuprerme power * is in
the puopie, i all free goveiinmenls ;-——-——-ill outs 1t
is mant.ellly {o ;—hence the unlinuued power of
Parliament, which reprefenes the peopic 3 but they
have no power over thofe they do net reprefent.
This is cxp.chly moationed as e 1ecjon why we
do not tux frclands ¢ For,” (i s an wncicat ree

* Jochy, Ml Sydney,
' cord,
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cord +, ¢“ Ireland hath a Parliament of its own, and
maketh and altereth laws ; and our ftatutes do not
bind tbem, becavse they do not fend Kiuights to our
Parliament. The Irifh are, neverthelefs, {fubje&ts of
the fame empire, which 1s bound together by the
King, who may be jultly calied the center of the
whole.”  And the fume authority concludes witn
words equally applicable to America and Ireland ¢
‘¢ 'That they are, neverthelefs, the King’s fubje&s,,
like as the inhabitants of Calais, Gafeoigne, and
Guienne, while they continued under the King’s.
{fubjection.”

Thus, baving hewn, that the fupreme power
may and ought to be divided, according to the
old received maxims of the conftitution, and ace
cording to the principles of natural right; which,
as judge Blackfione jultly fays, is the fureft foun~ -
dation of law, It were needlefs to ufe further ar-
guments; for, except where, in contradi&tion to
yourlelf, you allow the King to be fupreme, every
thing you have faid may be reduced to this fingle

queition, Whether the fupieme power may not be
dividced,

If then government is formed better from ex-
perience thun theory ; if we have found by the

-
Nl . - — el — AP a— e gl

t Y u Bo ok, Honry VIL 30 Vide Black Qone,
hiﬂory
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hiftory of the two centuries paft that the plan of
government in America was wife and falutary —
Why fhould we wifh to fhed the blood of our coun-
trymen, whofe only favltis a noble, an Englifhman-
hike zeal, for the liberties they were born heirs of?

You tell us, they want to be independent-——Do
you mean to create a commonwealth of their own,
and to acknowledge no conmeftion with this coun-
try ?—I1f that 1s true, let every Englithman {purn
at the attempt.—~DBat was ever a charge brought
againft a people, as a reafon for {courging thenr
with the calamities of a civil war, with {o little
ground—hoew could they poflibly attempt fuch a
revolution—-they have ho {fhips—their cities, on
tlre coaft—and where wounld be our fleetsf—=The
fuccefs of fuch an attempt would be impoflible, and
they are too wife to undertake it-——on the contrary,.
they wifh to have a rec/procal/ dependence with the
Mother Country, as at once promoting thetr
wealth, and whatis ftill more valuable, their lie

berty with our own,

I know it has been urgrd, though not in your
bock, that it would be difficult for a Minilter to
afcertain the proportion to be afked for fup-
plies from {o many Colonies ;j—to manage a mixt
and cxtended Government hke ours, {o as
to preferve its liberties, will always be diflicalt:
and thofe that are alaimel at difliculty, had better

gIve
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give their vote for an abfolute monarchy at once~—
bat this fhould be the criterion of Lnglithmen ;
alaways to decide In favour of public liberty——and
how ke.::fy would 1t be for a Congrefs to meet, 1n
which all the Colonies were reprefented, to {ettle
for the Minilter this aurdaous point. The Minifter
might make a requeft of fuch anaid as he wanted,
and the Congrefs might examine the propriety of
the requeft, and divide the proportion to the

Colonics,

Bat as the inveftigation of this {ubje& is
not immediately in reply to your Letter, it
is time I fhould conclude.—You will pleafe
to remember your leading pofition is deftroyed
by your own arguments, and your leffer ar-
guments cannot be good, if that is deftroyed.—
I thall, however, hoping the brevity of this Let-
ter will apologize for .any thing not fufiiciently
expiicit, briefly take a furvey of your performance,
to thew that it is, in general, as inconfiltent as it is
in the leading grand queftion, of the right of the
parliament of Jncland to tax America, which

they do not reprefent.

You begin by fuppofing a C'olony is a corpora-
tion, page 4. which ke a corporation, of ling-
sand, is fubje® to the fupreme power.~—Mollk
certainly you are right in the application; but

there arc two fupreme powers, or rather the |
{upreme
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fupreme power s divided, and each corpora.
tion muft be fubjeét to that in which they have
an Iintereft.—You next endeavour to ficw, that
as we are uncqually reprefented, theicfore the
Americans fhould be {o tco, page ¢, by which
the fuble of the dog in the manger s aa.-
ply vertlied ; but Americauus has treated tais
fubject more at large, and has utterly refuted youc
preienfions.— You goon to fay, page 7, ‘* If the
Americans claim the rights of natural born fulijedi:,
the boaft of original right is at an end.” To
which L aniwer, sbe riolss of Englilbmen are
the orginal vights of nature, as far as is confiilent
with the gocd of fociety, which 1s the true
definition of civil liberty..—T'hele tiercfore are
the natural and original rights which the Amec-
ricans claim and which they have not forfeited .——
Again, you fuy, what they do not forfeit by any
judicial fentence, they may  lote Ly  natural
effelts.—T'lis 1s very true, as far as 1t applics,——
For inflance, 1f 2 mun pgoes to Tuiky or France,
he can na longer poflefs the rghts he aid m
Ingland j—Dbutif a man from VYockihiie fhould
come to London; he may, notwithitanding he.
lofes his vote 1n Yorkfhire by locil f:uation, be a
a, voter where he now refides; and fo at fhould
be in cvery part of the fume dominions: — 1t s
not cnough therclore to fay, thar the right of

heing reprefinted way Le loft,  but 1t fhould be
proved
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groved that it ought to be loft by removing to

America, and that the flate cannot poflibly exift,
I 1F the Americans {ti)] retain i3t,-—Next, by a
3

;
;:“ curious piece of {ophifiry, you feem to con-
E {font to thetr enjoying all the priwvileges of their
% ~accflors, but no more, page 8. as 1f this was
granting what they afk; whereas they fay they
 iaherit all the R1cHE which their forefathers had
? ty all the ;ar.e‘-w'!ege.r of Englifhmen, page 8. fo that
f by fubflituting tae word privilcge for the word
. right, you lcfien the propriety of their claim,
that you may the more ealily deftroy 1t.

-

F
:

There is anothor curlous argument, page 10.
where you compare the Legiflature of a Colony to

a parith veltry.—So0 you may, but it will pot hold
ood 3 for a panifh veltry alts under the immed].
ate laws and dire€tion of that fupreme power in
vwhich 1t 1s reprelented,—but the Colonies are
not reprefented in that fupreme power.— As to
the power and eflicacy of Royal Charters, T
Lhope 1t 1s fufliciently cxpofed 10 the beg;iiming of

L]
LN - =5 :E
Tem T iﬂlw s

t' 1> letter, and hikewife concerntng the Charter
of Nufituchufe!s Bay and Pennfylvania.

Youfy, page 1. to contend far the right of
g.anung theiwr owa mesicy 1s to acknowledge no
Suvercign,-— which inference fuppofes they mean
ty cxclude the King fiom a third part in their
} g:llative power, an irfinuation no Iefs fulfe than

{0
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it 15 cruel.—I fhall therefore take my leave of
you, Reverend Sir, with 2 word of application, e
Do you not think the Minifters are prone enough
to carry the flame of war into America, and to
ruin the trade of this country without your aflift-
ance or advice?—— You had done better to have
aimed at making peace.— You fhould bhave con-
fidered what a heavy offence it 1s, to charge three
millions of people with the crime of rebellion, if
1t 1s not true, and of this you ought to have
been quite certain, before you took a part; for
nothing, f{urely, 1s a greater offence both to God
and man, than to be a fower of firife—to en-

deavour at the eftablifhment of tyranny-——and to
mifreprefent the principles of the conflitution to-
deceive the people.—I muft add one more remark,

that as to fubmit paflively to every oppreflion, 1s
a mark, not of humility, but cowardice, and a
bafe fpirit; fo to take up arms when there is no
other hope of f{afety, is not rebellion, but the
highelt proof of courage and public virtue.

F I N I o



