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Conftitutional Anfwer
TO THL
Rev. Mr. JOHN WESLEY's

Carrt Appress to the American Colonies.

Talibug infidils — credita rer Virciz.,
- “ No man,-or fecicty of men, have power to deliver up their
“ nrefervation, or the means of it, to the ablolute il of any
“ man; and what they have not puwsr to part with, they will
“« kv ays have a night to prefenve.”
Lord Sosmenrs,

P

¢ Thke povernment of 2ery Colorzy, like that of the Colonies or
_“ old RoMmE, may b,.. conly stcd as the dfigies parea of the

MorTnra S'TAT!‘.
Hutchinfon's Hiftory of Maffachufett’s Bay,

L O ND O N;

Prmrc.d forEi and C. DiLr Y, in the Poultry ; and
J+ ALmo n, Piccadilly, 1775 '

[ Price 1s. 6d. a Dozen, or 103, per Hundred. ]
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INCE the fellowing Axswer was fent to the
_ Prels, there has been an opportunity of con-
fulting the Maffachufess’s Charter, in which there 1s
r3 premife of exemption from taxzs for feven years; nor
the leaft expreflion that counld countenance Mr. /Fe/ley
in making {o bold an affertion.

There 15, however, the folloning claufe, which
{fuficiently demontlrates how contrzary the Charters
are, i1n expreflion as well as fpirit, to the idea of
pariiamentary taxation : ““ And we do give and grant
<¢ that the {aid General Court or Aflembly fhall have
¢ full prover ard awmbority to name and fettle annually
«¢ all civil oficers within the faid province; and alfo
*¢ to impofe fines—and to impofe and Jevy propor-
¢¢ riopsble znd recafonable afleflments, rates and
taxes, upon the efates and perfons of all and every
the proprictors or inhabnants- of ovr faid pro-
« yvince" For the neceflary defence and fuppore
*¢ of our Governmen: of our faid province or territory,

‘and zlfo for the proteltion and prefervation of the
mhabitants rhere, accoiding to fuch afls as are or
fhali bz in force within our faid province, and
with 2 view that our fubjefts may be religioufly,
¢¢ psaceably, and civilly governed.*
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A
Conftitutional Anf{wer

TO THE

Rev. Mr. TOHN W ESLEZ"s

CALWM }_!LDDR ESS, &c

L =

5 IR,

PAMPHLET, to which you have aflixed
your name, has bedn lately diftributed
with uncommon diligence. You call it A cavLas
ADDREss To ouk AMERicAx Ccronics,
This title 15 a deception; you know that the
Colonies are determined : your defign is, to de-

ceive undetermined Exngliflimen, into approbagion
of the meafures of adminiftration.

You prefent your Book to the world, as your
own ; but the greatcft part of it is taken, o batinn,
from T AxAaTioN NOo T'yrRANNY, written by the
penfioned Dr. JOHNSON, a declaied enemy of
civil and rehgious liberty ! 'This is another de-
ccption, equally mean and obvious,

A 2 7 Our




( 4 )

Your firft feétion contains JOHNSON’s de-

finition of an Englifb Colony. 1t gives the idea
of ¢ a number of perfcns, who, by the King’s
¢ permifiony, emigrated in fcarch ' of fuppofed-
€¢ advantages, which, if obtained, were to be
*¢ fecured to them by Charters.”

But the Colonifts were 2 number of perfons,
who iled from tyranny at home, to conquer and
cultivate new counurics at their own expence.
From the parent flate, for above a century, they
rcceived litdle or no afliftance: their monopo-
lized commerce was, at Jaft; thoupht worth pro-
teétion ; their increafed property 1s, now, thought
verth taxation, '

You fay, ¢ Conlicering Zrglifh Colonies are
¢ 2 kind of Corporavions fubiifting by Charters,
¢ nothine can te more plain than that the Su-
¢ preme Power in England has a right to tax
‘“ them.” Do vou mean, by the Supreme
Power, the colleétive body of King, Lords, and
Commons? If vou do, you mull 5e ignorant,
that t£z Ceanmsns oxLy have the power of taxing
the people; that. money is not TAKEN, but
GI1VEN; that the concurrence of the Lords, in
money bills, 1s orly to tax themfelves ; and that
the concurrence ot the King, in fuch bills, is
only to cive them the force of law.

Ycu fuy, ¢ That the Lrglifpo Government has
““ made laws for the Colonies, which Jaws they
¢ have received and obeyed; therefore, the
¢ Euelifs (Government has a right to tax them::
¢ the recep:ion of any law draws afierir, by a
¢ chaifs which cannor be broken, the necefiity
¢ of admitting taxation.” This is falfe: the
acts of leaiflation, and tazation, are brsTINCT
operations ; the fuft is exercifed by the three

citates
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eftates of King, Lords, and Commons, the laft
by the Commons oxry. If the reception of a
law is an acknowledgment of fovereignty, it is
not an acknowledgment that fuch fovercignty
may be maintained in an unconflitutional manaer.
Penal. and ceconomical laws arc received and
obeyed 1n Ewngland; the reception of them may
be deemed an acknowledgment of the fove-
reignty of (Government; but does not prove,
that (zovernmenr has a right to abrogatc Magna
Charta, abolifh trial by jury, or veft in the King

an arbitrary power of levying monecy on the
fubject: fuch alts, thoupgh fanétificd by confent
of the Three Eftates, would be violations of the
CorsTITUTION, and, confequently, void in
themfelves, and ¢ 22 ¢ HOLDEN FOR

o NOUGHT.””42 Ed. 11I. Lord Coke, Lord
JOMERS, &c. '

You next attempt to prove, that the Colonics
are as much reprefented in the £uglifh Parliament,
‘as the majority of the people of England : *¢ All
‘¢ public bufinefs,” you fay, ¢* muft be donc by
¢ delegation ; the delegates are chofen by a
¢¢ feleét number ; and thofe who are not ele@ors,
¢ who are by far the ‘preater part, ftand by 1dlc
¢“ and helplefs fpe@ators.”” ‘That moft publick
bufinels muft k= done by delegation, is true ; bur
the choice of delegates, or reprefentatives in
England, was orniginally in the people at large;
the vefting it, afterwards, in 2 fele&t number,
was a variation made by confent of the people for
the fake of convenience. T'he non-eleétors, and
cleCtors of Eszland, are fo blended together, that
the former muft often influence the conduét of
the latter ; and having, thereby, a fhare in the

A3 powck
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pswer of elcction, cannot be faid, ¢ to ftand by
* idic and helplefs fpectators.”

“ The cale of eletors,” you fay, ¢ is little
““ better; when they are near equally divided,
*¢ zlmoit hali of themm muft be governed, not
*“ only with, but againft their confent.”

Thes 15 a fallacy. The minority of eleftors
c:nniot be faid to be governed without their con-
irnt: they, in common with others, have pre-
visafly confented, that it fhould be law to ifluc
the d:purz by the voice of the majority ; they
have, therefore, confented to be governed by him,
o wnoem ihic cuoice of that majority fhall fall,

You endeavour, by peacral pofitions boldly
afi-ried, to reprefont sovernment and flavery 2s
infeparable. ¢ How has any man,” you fay,
¢¢ ccnfented to thofe laws, which were made be-
¢ forc he was born ? Our confent to thefe, na
LC

.and to the laws now madc In England, is
<¢ purely pafive. In every place, as all men are
¢ born the fubjells of fome f{tate or other, fo
they are brrn, paflively as it were, confenting
to tae laws of that ftatee  Any other than this
¢« xind of confenty; the condition of civil life
¢ doss not allow.”™ This is falfe: The Engli/h
conftitution has better provided for the preferva-
tion of liberty., Our confent to the laws by
which we are ruled, is o far attive, that we may
in a mznner be faid to make them : ¢ 76 Com-

¢ MMONS may be [zd 1o MARE LAV, {ays Sobn-

/fzn himfelf, in his FALsE Ararar; it then fuited
his purpofe to fay fo. The PEOPLE at large
may, indecd, be faid to make law. They defire
to have fome penal or acconomical law for pe-
neral benshe; they inftru€t cheir delegates; a

- 7
t ag?

tiil 15 brought-into the Housk of ComaoNs ;
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the King may rcfufe the Royal affent, but.then
the Houle may refufle {fupplics. Suppofc the opi-
nions of the conflituents, and the delepates, are
oppofiite ; the latter rejelt the bill : their office is
not perpetual, nor irrefponfible ; at feven years end
they may be difcardeu, and their places filled-with
more compliant or more faithfull {ucceflors,

Vice verfa: fuppofe a law, propofcd by any of the
Three Eftates of Governmeat, is thought op-

preflive, or otherwife oftenfive, by the proprLE 2
the mcafure is talked of ; they petition, theyv re-
monftrate ; perhaps they fucceced; perhaps they
dc not: in the l.tter cafe, the griévance is not

etcrnal ; a new parliament may repeal what the
old one enafled. If the meafure be not a favourite

court meafure, and the Royal aflent, as before,
be dznied ; then {upplies, as before, may be with-
holden, till that afient is granted. :1f the PEOPLE

have lefs influcnce over the fecond eftate,. the
Houfe of Lords ; ftill that Houfe may be fup-

pofed to confift:- of men, guided by reafon, and
withing to act in confonance with the reft of
their countrymen. . .
" Such. are the advantages of our ExceLLenT
ConstiTuTion | Blufh, if ye can, ye JOHN-
SONS, and ye WESLEYS, who are endea~
vouring to deftroy the idea of them, in the minds
of 'unwary rcaders; endeavouring to per{wade
men, that they arc inevitably born SLaves! If
Englithmen are flaves, whofe confent 1o the laws
they are ruled by, is mercly paflive ; it 1s not
the faulcof their political fyftem, but of their own
corruption of morals, and fupinencfs of fpinr.

It is the uflual art of the court writers of the
day, to aim at finking ail ideas ol natural equity,
and of gencral popular franchifes founded there-

A 4 on,
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on, in the 1d=a of abloJute unconditional Gaovern-
ment, preterding fuch Government indifpenfable
to the ubfiftence of civil fociety.

Yoy fav, ¢ If the anccflors of the Colomits
¢¢ were fubje&s, they acknowledged a Sovereign ;
€< 1t they bad a right to Enghifh privilcges, they
¢¢ were accountable to Englfh laws; and had
¢¢ ceded, to the King and Parliament, the power
= of difpofinz. withzut thetr confent, of their lives,
€< libertics, ond propertics.”  T'his 1s both {alfe
and abfurd. No Englithman ever teded, to any
King, asfolute pswer over his hfe or liberty.
‘Thzt precious remain of ancient freedom; TRiAL
BY JURY, cver flood and now ftands an infuperable
bar 2zainft the power of Sovercign over fubjeét.

<« No freeman fhall be taken, or imprifoned,
"¢¢ nor diffeized, nor out-lawed, nor cxiled, nor
-«¢ deftroyed in-any manner; nor will ‘we pafs
"¢¢ ypon him, nor condemn him, but by the law-
« full judoment of his Peers, or by the law of
¢« the land.” Maona Charta, §. 43. -

No Englithman ever ceded, to any King, any
¢siver over his property : the right of taxation, as
hzs been fhewn, is exclufively vefted in THE
reorLE. No Englifhman ever ceded, to the
Parliament, a power over his life, liberty, and
property : he could not cede it to the Lords, for

. the Lords, without the Commons, canpot make
law ; he could not cede it to the Commons, for
ceding it to the Commons, would, properly fpcak-
ing, be ceding it to himfelf. ‘The force of truth
is often too ftrong, for every effort that can be
made to conceal it, You talk of ¢¢ the peoplc
¢ ceding power to .the King and Parliament :”
if they ceded power, they muft have }fmﬁﬁd it.
Nema dat quod nom Babet : what a man bas not; he
- ceunas
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- parmot givt ¢o another ;. what is given, if abufed,,
may furely be refum:d. - 1f the doélrine of refum-
able poweris not admitted, the doltrine of divine
hereditary right muft be maintained. The firft
King of every country, muft have reigned by
divine appointment; and all his fucceffors, be
their conduét what it will, muft reign by the
fame title; their fubjeéts muft be hereditary
flaves, whofe lives-and propersties may be fported
with, as men fhoot birds, and catch fifh, for di-
verfion.. Englifhmen ! beware of thefe infidious
reafoners ; thefe JOHNSONS and WESLEYS,
who would perfuade you tnat ye are born
SLAVEs!

You admiz, (as above) that there are original
rights of Humanity. You tcll us, that when
the Colonifts fay they are intitled, by Nature,
to life, liberty and property, they /[peck true;
that when they claim a title to the rights of
natural born fubjells within the realm of Eng-
landy they [peat true alfo—but you. affert, that
¢ they muit refign ecither one or the other,””
This is no confequence.

The rights of Naturc, and of Civil Society,.
arc not incompatible ; the former are moftly gua-
rantied by the Jatter. A man has a natural right
to the policflions of his parcnts,.or to thofe which.
hc has obtaincd by his own labour ; and the Laws
of Socisty, which pronibit fraud and rapine, in-
ftead of deftroyine that right, contribute to fe-
cure it. A man has a natural right to Life and:
Liberty : on entering Civil Socicty, he does not
cede this right,. only in certain fbipulated circum-
ftances, for the good of that whole whereof he
becomes 2 part; while he 1s innocent,. he is fzfe-

ﬂnd- frccr
A s _fta
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A man has a natural ricnt to his own properdyz
this, on entering Civil Society, he does not cede
2t all : he, indced, by a kind of tacit compaét,
zerees to fubferibe his fhare ro the expence of
public fecurity 2nd public ceconomy, as the ne-
ccfity of times may 1cquire ; but, as no rational
b:ing would Javifh his wealthh without equivalent,
he has referved to himfelf the fole determination
of the caifternce or degree of that necddity.®

If he does not progeily regard the publick wel-
fare, it Is at his own rifque ; he is more or lefs a
cziger, #s it is more or Jefs confulted,  Of this
reneral principie, an Erpli/k Houfe of Commens,
in its primarily intendcd incorrupt flate, is a vi-
£:bie mcdification ; mcuey, therc, 1s GRANTED,,
rot TAKEN: GRANTING, not TAKING, Is the
iangpaze of THE CONSFITUTION in 2]l ages.

Such are the fimple principles of FrReEe Go-
vERNMENT, 1n coatradiflinélion to TyrAnny !
Principles, zlas, too lirtle kpown, too much
cbfcured by the glare of adventitious pomp 2nd
purchafed pov.er!

You fz2y, that ¢ the Colonifls, by emigration,
¢« did not forfeit the night of voring for repre-
¢¢ fentatives in the Eaglifh Parliament ;3 but Jott
< jt by natural flefls.™” But the privilege of
voting for, or chufing a deputy or proxy, to ex-
ccute the cffice of a taxer 5 can be confidercd as
_a perfonal advantage, cnly in counterpoife to the
perf. nal burden of taxation : now, if the pood
be loft by nzteral effeds, the evil fhould not
ke ret2ined by unnztural political ones.  There

® Imin-am ¢l ingrrnuis hemmnibus ren zffe hteram reium fa-~
arer L'ireaticremn. Ce.o Lt 2290 ¢ It is niquituus, that
& Frezmen iBguls not have the frec @offolal.of thear cuan efiedts.”

ari
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are’ things called Rizht Reafon, Equity, and
Juftice, though they may not bappen o exift in
the ideas of Dr. Jounson and Mr. WESLEY.

When a Man removes to a2 diftance, from the
part of Civil Society with which he was conne&-
-ed, he can no longer enjoy the benefits of its po-
litical {yftem; and, therefore, cannot juftly ke
alleticd to-its maintenance,

If the Colonifts have hitherto fupported the
adminiitration of Juftice, and other brinches of
internal Polity, among themlelves; what ra-
tional plea can be made, for requiring them to
{upport them among us 7 Can a perlon be ex-
pedted to pay for the fame thing, in two places ?

You fay, ¢ He who had a vote for a Knight
£¢ or Burgefs, did not farfeit that right by crofs-
¢ ing the Sea, but made the exercife of it no
¢¢ Jonzer poilible; hc reduced himfelf from a
¢ voter to onc of the mnumerabl: mulutude that
¢ have no vozes,”” But if fach a man was ftill
liable to be taxed by the Exglifh Pacliament, he
reduced himfclf to a much worle condition.

Non-clectors (as has bzen hinted) have, In
England, much influcnce in Elections : perfuafion
and information, have their weight ; the man of
fupzcrior opulence or knowledge, without avote
himfclf, can direét the voices of a number.

But an .fmerican can have no pofsle influsnee
in thechoice of an Engifp Senator; and an Enz-
li/h Senator, when he taxes an Awnerican, caNNoT
TAX HIMSELF ALSO, becaufc he has no property
i Awerica to be taxed : yet SELF-TAXATION IS
the fole pledge of the taxer, for fecurity of the
taxed. He, who daes not tax himfelt, taxes
ethers without fecling : he may, therelore, tax
withcu: propricty, and. without meafure; may

take
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take, not only a fifth, or a.fourth, but the half,
.or even the whole, of property; and make the
wealthy fubjeét an impoverithed flave, ‘The
wilelt forms of Government, adverting to the
-imperfeétion of human nature, bave, as much as
poflible, avoided leaving one.man at the mercy
of another; they have ever contrived fome ra-
tional refiraint on a&lion, fome bond of rcciprocal
iafery.
You allow, that ¢¢ the Colonifts inherit ali
«« the privileges of Englifhmen, .all the privileges
<¢ that their anceftors had.” “I'hey then mnherit
the arand privelege of Englifmen, FREE GOVERK=
»ENT ; but this privilege they do not ¢njoy, If
they are taxcd without being reprefented. It
1s 2n axiom, which cannot be too forcibly im-
prefied on the mind—* Government cannot be
<¢ free, where property 1s TAKEN not GIVER,”
“ou fay, ¢ what the anceftors of the Colo-
<¢ nifts did not bring with them, ncither they
<¢ nor their deflcendants have acquired. "They
¢ have not, by zbandoning their right in onc
¢¢ Jeziflation, acquired a right to conftitute an-
«c otacr; zny inore than the muliitudes tn Eng-
¢ !szd, who have no vote, have a nght to crect
<« 2 Parhament for themfelves.” You befoic faid,
¢ they hzd loft thcir right in the Ewnglifh Legil-
<¢ lature, by natural eftects.” “I'here i1s difference
beiween abandoninz, and lofing by natural ef-
fefls; onc 1s a volunmtary, onc¢ zn involuntary
matter : you have not proved that they cither
=bandoned this right, or loft ir; if they have
either 2bandoncd, or loft it, and have no right to
confittute another fvftem, they muit be flaves; or
revert to a ftate of anarchy. Were the body of
" Elcctors, in Exnpiarnd, to become fo corrupt or
fervile
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~fervile, a3 conftantly to rcchufe men, who had.
betrayed .the caufe of liberty ; and were fuch
men to {ubveit the ConNsTiTUTION : would: not
the non-electors have a right to chufe a number
-of hanefter delepates, to reftore their abolifhed
frcedom, to fave their COUNTRY ?

You fay, ¢ the Colonies have a right to all
-¢¢ the privilepes granted them by regal Charters,
¢ to all which the King has given them ; but not
¢ to all which they have given themfelves.” The
firdt part of your allertion 1s undoubtedly true;
-but it is couched in terms, that might better be-
come the defpor of fome barbarous recion,
whole ignorant natives had imbibed

‘¢ The cnormous faith of many made for one,”
than the advaocate of a Government that calls.
ifelf .FrrEe, What right has any King to any
thina (faving his own private property) which is
not given him by the PeorLe ¢ If the King is
the fountmin of honours and rniches, whence i1s
that fountain fupplied? Whence does he de-
rive the- preragative of confersing honours, the
ability of beftowing riches—but from the Peo-
TLE ¢

If the Colonifts are the naked jons of Nature,
they -have a right to independence, and the enaction
of thir own Jaws; if they are fubjells of the
Free Englifh State, they have a right to the
erand privileee of other Englifbmen, a privi-
leae which no King could confer—Legiflstion,
and Taxation by Reprefentation only. The ai-
ferrion, that ¢ they are virtually reprelented,”
has been proved an abfurdity ; a fophifm, which
cven you could fcarcely repeat, with a f{erious

countenance.
Your
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Your comparifon of ¢ a2 Colomial Legiflature
¢« to the Veftry of an Englifh Parifh,” proves
nothingy to the great point in queftion, the
legality of raxzatton without reprefentation. The
parith afiefles wufelf, in wts parochial capacity, for
local private ufes; in its nationsl capacity, by
its reprefenzatives, for eeneral pubhck ones.

T he Colonies have no reprefentatives 3 there-
fore, cannot be liable to Parhamentary taxaton.

You fiy, ¢ the Charter of Penfyloania has a
¢ claufe zdmnmng, in exorefs terms, taxation
¢¢ by Pa:ltament.” Why did you not then pro-
.duce this claufe, that your readers might have
judged of its meantng and import for themfelves ?
You do not-even tell us the nature of the tax-
ation ; whether it was Internzl or external;
whether levied by t‘lemfelves, or by others. You.
add, *¢ the firft fettlers in Maffachufett’s were
e promlfcd an excmption from taxes for feven
€€ vears.” Bat promifed by whom? If the
Chrarter conzains fuch a promife, it muft be made

v the King who graated the Charter; but the
King could not leaally promife an exemption
from that © -hich Lt had not legally a right to im-
poiz. I have not uime nor opportunity to ex-
amine fuliy the truth of your aflirtions: but
thouzh 1 stve you credit for them. fo far, as
to admiz tlm. there are fome fuch claufes as
you meat:icn ; vet your difenocnuous condudt,
in rewailing JOHNSON’s Bock without ac-
knowlcc:frm nz, makes me Juﬂly doubt the truth
of vour repreivn:ations. 1 hofe claufes could
relate, not to taxation, but to requifition only:
the right of taxation did not f{ubfift with the
Kinz; it did pot {ubfift with the Parliament ;.

- e
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it fubhifted folely and exclufively with the re-
prefentatives of tht‘. Maflachufete’s people ; and all
the exemption, promifed that people, could a-
mount to no morc than this, that the King
would not require any f{ubfidies from them for
{cven. Years. To -ferve your ewn- purpofc,
you fay, indced, afterwards, that ¢ the feven
¢¢ years cxemption. granted to the I\/Iaﬂ'achul'ctt
¢ fertlers, was from paying taxes to the King.”
Then it may be juftly inferred, that they were
fubfidies demanded by the hmcr in way of re-
quifition, not taxes impolud by Parliament :
had the cafe bren otherwife, it would have
been produced, before now, as. a precedent for
extsrnal taxation. VWWhat 0plmon the Pro-
vincials had of external taxation above a. hun-
dred ycars ago, appears from an article in the
arreement made by the Virginians with the
Lommonwcalth of England, before they would
permit a Governor fent by that Cnmmon-
wealth to land in their province: ¢ Virginia
¢ {hall be free from all taxes, culloms, and
¢ impofitions whatfuever ; and none fhall be i m-
:¢ pofed upon them, without confent of the Ge-
¢ nperal Affzmbly. e

** All countrics,” you fay,  which are fub-
¢ jelt to laws, arc lizble to taxes.” Perhaps
fo; but, perhaps, they arc only liable to taxes,
raifed in a conllitutional manner s perhaps it has
not been ufual, for the Government of onc
country to tax the inhgbitants of another, many
thouland miles diftant.  If (uch taxation were

founded on reafon, might not the German Princes

® Sce An Appral to the Jullicc and the Intercfls of thr People
Bf Gret Brtain, p. 25,

think
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think of taxing the Germans fettled in Penf}ll-
oaria and New-Yerk ? If the tic of birth, be-
tween Sovereiga and fubjedt, is indiffoluble by

diftance and time, they havea pretence for doing

1f.
You {zy, ¢ if there is no claufe in tire Char-

<¢ ters of the Colenies exempting them from.
¢ taxes, the ELrzlsfb Parliament has the fame
“« rinht to tax them as to tax any other Englfh
¢t fubjcct.”  Your argument here has been
‘-'IH(“C!’Ld I only quote it to demur once more
to your mndc of expreffion : thz Parliament, col-
lIectively confidered, kas no right to tax any
Eonzlifhman; 1t is tb: Csmmam, and the Com-
‘mons zuly, who poflefs the peculiar incommuni-
cable power of GRaxTING taxes for the peo-
ple. Thisis not quibbling about mere infigni-
cant cxpreffions: TAKING and Givixg (l 1C-
peat 1t) arc terms afhxed to idecas, which confti-
tute the 1mportant difference between TyrAaN-
~y and IFREEDOAL

I have now gone through the fum total of your
argumeas, which are cvcr one, without ex-
cepiion, borrowed from JOHNSON : the re-
mainder of your book 1s aflertion, and decla-
m=ation ; 1t merits little notice.

An arguement, which operates more 1n favour
of the Colonifls, than any that JOH'\.‘.SON has
advanced operates againft them, is this: “That
the Enzhfh government, under thz wifeft ad-.
minifiraironsy, and in the moft neceflitous circum=~
fiances, never, uli Jately, attempted to tax
them. If Ge:zrament had that rigsht of taxa-
tion, why did they not excrr it ? I’erhapc we

zre wifer than our fathers ; wifer than thofe preat
ftatetmen,
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flatefmen, who planned and perfe&ted the glo-
sious revolution, and GAVE the crewn to the
BrRuNswWICK = FAMILY. QOur fathers made
England the dread of Europe; Heaven grant
their fons may not make 1t the contempt oi its
mecanc{t ecnemy ! If we are wifer than our fathers,
T wifth we were honetter: our fathers did not plun-
der the Eaft; we have plundered the g/l ; let
us not attenapt to plunder the WeEsT alfal 1.t
not Englifhman be a word of difgrace amonyg all
nations, a word {ynonymous with robber !—

It has been faid, ¢¢ The Jonger the Colonifts
€< have been fpared paying raxes, the betrer able
¢« they are, and the greater reafon they have to
e pay.” Till the juttice of taxing them at all,
1s clearly demonftrated, this argument is futile ;
it is the morality of thofe, who deem it lefls cri-
‘minal to plunder him who has not been plundered
‘before, than to plunder again him who has fuf-
fered previous depredation. It were to be with-
ed, that we were lefs interefted ; at leaft, that we
did not fuffer our intereft to.outrun our virtue.
<« If America is taxed,” it is faid, ¢ England
"«¢ will be cafed of taxes.” Eafe from taxes, is
‘an alluring obje¢t to an Englifhman—But, dur-
"ing a thirtcen years profound peace, what eafe
from taxes have Enalifhmen experienced ? What
“we have not had in the paft, can we have reafon.
to expectin the future ¢ We have not been eafed
in peace, but we are to be cafed in war ; eafed by
‘the taxes of a conquered country, which, in the
1<t of conquering, we have laid defolate ! Can we
be the dupes of fuch felf-contraditory preiences ?
Suppofing it poflible we could obtain, by con-

- queft, a fimall acceflion to our property ; could
- we
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we enjoy it with the reflection, that it was ob-
tained by the miferics of our ovwn fpecies ? Could
we revel in Juxuries, bousht with the pncc of
Broop, the blocd of our CounNnTRYMEN ¢ It
is fzid, “ We have proteéted the Colonifts, and
‘¢ that they ought to p:y for our proteltion.”
H:ve they not p:ud for it by the benefirs of their
commerce f Have not Two of cur own Parlia-
ments zcknowledged, that teey pald more thin
their quoia of the expence of laft war? A war,
ot commeaced, 25 has been pretended, out of
ciitnterefted regard for them ; but to fecure the
F-G ohits of therr [Fddc' 7] tradt... W’hlth had lh(‘:y
become fubj=&s to France, mult have bt:cn loft o
Eraizid—rto fecure the balance of European pow-
er — 10 prevent the aggrandizement of our na-
tural encmizs,

In page 12, you have ftated the calc, pcr-
kaps you think fairly. . Give me lcave to draw
a parallel—parallels have, probably, becen often
of ufe to you, at the Foundery. We feel beft for
anotber, when we put ourfelves in his place ; the
tranfpoliiion is, argumentum ad hsminew.

Suppofc Porery cftablithed, in- England. Po-
pery, you know, is intolerant—burn, or con-
form, zre its alternatives. You, and your difci-
ples, profefs to approve of neither. A certain
numbcer of you embark for the coaft of New Zea-
lard — You  find part of the- country uninha-
bited ; your fire arms give you advantage over
the favagﬂs of the relt. You form a fettlement;
you culuvate the ground ; cftablith manufatures,
and grow rich: you mtcrht cxport fomnce of your
commoeodities -to Bamma, on very advantageous
terms. Capt. Cook, inthe courfe of his voyac-c,

EPP cns
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happens to touch on this fame coaft of New Zea-
land : the Englifh povernment, and, indced, eve-
ry Eoglithman (who had heard that there was
{uch a place) take it, therefore, into their heads
to think it their own: they fend a fhip, to in-
formm you that they think fo ; and to tell you,
that you muft not traffick with Batavia, but on-
ly with them ; and thac they will accept the pro-
firs of the trade, as « ground rent, an acknow-
ment of their fovereignty. ‘The Dutch grow
jealous of your rifing f{late; they fend a fleer,
and army, to attack and dlﬁ)oﬂcfa you. Waris
maintained with various fuccefs you apply to
Luglend for afliftance 3 Englond afills you : you
no: only continue your cxcluiwc comimerce with
her, but contribute to the cxpence e has fuf-
taincd by afifling you, Afterall, when you cx-
pect no fuch matter, comes a peremptory man-
date from England—, ¢ F¥e¢ have protelted you; we
<< vill be poid for our proteition—we will have balf
s¢ the fruits of ysur labour, half the i 1ncome of your
¢ lands, andmanufallures, for ever.”

Lay your hand upon your heart, Mr. WEs-
LEY, and fay, would you then defend the mea-
fures of (Government, as lcnient and equitable ?
Or would you hefitate (if able) to act the Mo-
DERN AMERICAN ?

You aflert, that ¢ There are men in Zx .::ma,
«¢ determined encmies to monarchy, who wifh
« to change the Government into a Republick.”
I cannot think that you believe your own af-~
(ertion.” It is well known, that the Republi-
can form doces not fuit the pentus of the nation ;
{till-lefs would it fuit the characler of the age.
Commoawcalths are not prolifick in honours

and
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and emoluments, nor propitious to grandcur and
profufion—Commonwealths muilt be founded by
men of fevere virtue, and fin& felf-demial. A
much more probable fuppofition is, that fome of
the opporents of Adminiftration wifh only to fill
the fcats of thofe whom they oppofe; but the
number, cven of thefe, it is to be hoped 1s but
{fmall.

I know of no Englithman, who hates either
the kinaly office, or the Prince by whom it is
now exercifed. I'believe there arec fome millions
of honelt Enghfhmea, who perceive, with inex-
pr.fiible grief and terror, our ExcerLexT Con-
sTITUTIOX, plannad by the beft and wileft of
cur anceftors, and mamntained with their blood,
grzduzily deviating from its primitive puriy :
they fee the regal eftate, like Aaron’s f{erpent,
iwallowing up the democratrcal ; they fee the in-
fluence of the Crown over the Commons brcom-
ing {fo unlimited, thar the diates of the human
will are not more 1mplicitly obeyed by the mem-
bers of the human bady, than the former is by the
Iatter ; they fec part of the eleflive body become fo
corrupt, that the intent of one principal fecurity
of Englifh liberty, the circumftance of a fenator
vacating his feat on acceptance of a place, 1s now
ertircly fruftrated ; they fee this corruption is an
evil, which nothing can prevent the cffedts of,
but {uch 2n abfolute incapacitation of placemen,
that they cannot be re-chofen—but thofe who
perceive thefe, and many other flagrant perver-
fions of our glorious conflitution, far from wifth-
ing to {ubvert that conflitution, with only to
reftore 1t to its priftine integrity.

There are alfo, I believey; many thoufand
of honeft Englifhmen, who wifh well to their

country
%
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country and its libertics, but are iznorant what
its confhitution 1s, and, confequently, cannot
know when it is violated : thefe are the men,
who cannot fear danger, till they feel evil 5 thefe
are the men, whom the JOHNSONS and the
WESLEYS feek to deceive out of their birth-
right, and perfuade them they are flaves.

Y ou bhoatt of our prefent liberty, civil and re-
lipious : ¢¢ Every man,” you fay, ¢ fit; under
‘“ his own vine, and under his own fig-trece,”
It 15 not my bufinefs, nor defire, to point out
every minute ftep, by which I think lLiberty is
lofing ground. Nobody denies, that we do en-
joy a reafunable fhare of liberty, at preflent—but
1s no reard due to the future I There is, furely,
tome difference in the tenure, by which we hold
2 policflion : the leflee in perpectuum, is, (urely,
in a beteer firuation, than the tenant atv will,

Some have faid, arbitrary government, weil ad-
minilered, is the beft made of government ; but
how many chances are there againdt its cood ad-
miniflration-f - - -

We have-now a good Prince upon the throne;
but who can cnfure the character of his fuc-
ceflors ? -Should - the -crown abtain plenary pof-
{eflion of the Parhament, ieaving it only.a form
without a fpirit; where will be the difference be-
tween the inbabitants of France and Spain, and
our Pofterity ? where will be the difference be-
tween thofe who arc ruled by the command
of oNE MAx, iflued immediately from hisown
MouTrh ; and thofe, who are ruled by the
commzand of oNE M aN, iflued mediately
through the Aauths of Adany 2

I fhall now, oir, take my leave of you and
vour performance, 1 have no attachment to,

op




( 22 )

or conna&ionof any kind witk, the Colinifts;
1 have no concera in the matter. 1 may fay,
zs you fay, aand perbaps with more fincerity,
¢< I {fhall get nothing by cither Party.”—DBut,
I- am a Friend, on Principle, to the ORIGINAL
UxiversaL Ricars oF NMan., .

As 1 bave fermerly feen you, with pleafure,
in the chara&er of a Chriflian Minifler, doing.
fpme cood 1n the maoral world ; fo it is, with
rezret, I now fee you in the Charaller of a
Csurt Syczphant, doing much more mifchicf in the
political world; injuring, perhaps irreparably
injuring, your COUNTRY, ‘

POSTSCRIPT.

OU afk, ¢ Did the People pive William
¢ the Congqueror the Power ?”

An able writer and eminent ftatelman (Lord
SOMERs) pofitively aflerts, that the peopic did
give William the power: ¢ Willlam the firfk
¢ (who 13 unjultly fliled the Conqucror, having
¢¢ {ubdued none but Harold. and thofe who aber-
¢¢ ted him) did obtain the crown, by a free choice
¢ and fubmiffion of the Peers, znd body of the

¢« neople : and, before his coronatiun, he was
¢ MADE to f{wear, that he would govern the

<< people juftly, apd kecep and obferve to them
¢ their




( 23 )

<¢ their old Laws.””—This is a {trikinz infltance

of the high fenfe the people of Enﬂland once
had of their own mmportance.

You affert, ¢ that the people never pave thc
¢¢ Supreme Power to any, but Mafianicllo of Va-
¢ ples,” | 1f you mean the Supreme Exccutive
Power, the Lnrrh h Hiftory repeatedly contra-
dicts your aflertion. Give me leave to afk you—
Wheo gave that power to- CHARLES lI. at the
Rc[lora tion 2 -to VV!LLIAM 111 ar the RevoLu-

Tion ! and, afterwards, to .TuE House 05‘
HaNovER 2

¥ I N1AS.




