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WeftmiM?fer-hall, and the houfe of lords) as my
voucher for many of thefe reflexions *.

For what plaufible reafon are thefe principali-

ties fufFered to exift ? When a government is ren-

dered complex (which in itfelf is no defirable

thing) it ought to be for feme political end, which
cannot be anfwered otherwife. Subdivifions in

government, are only admifllblc in favour of the

dignity of inferior princes, and high nobility j or

for the fupport of an ariftocratic confederacy un-
(der fome head •, or for the confervation of the

franchifes of the people in fome privileged pro-

vince. Such, for the two former of thefe ends,

are the fubdivifions in favour of the eleiftoral, and
Other princes in the empire ; for the latter of thefe

purpofes, are the jurifdi^tions. of the imperial ci-

ties, and the ilanfe towns. For the latter of thefe

ends, are alfo the countries of the States [Pais

d'Etais] and certain cities, and orders in France.

Thefe are all regulations with an objed, and fome
of them with a very good objeA. But how are the

principles of any of thefe fubdivifions applicable

m the cafe before us ?

Do they anfwer any purpofe to the king ?

Xlie principality of Wales was given by patent to

Edward the Black Prince, on the ground on which
it hasftood ever fmce.—^Lord Coke fagaciouflyob-

ferves upon it,
** That in the charter of creating

the Black Prince Edward prince of Wales,
there is a great myfiery— for lefs than an ef-

tate of inheritance, To great a prince could not

have, and an abfolute ejlate of inheritance in fo

great a principality as Wales (this principality

being fo dear to him) hejhould not have -, and

* Cafe of Richard Leci Efq; Appellant, againft George
Venables Lord Vernon, Refpondcnt, in the year 1 776.
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