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advantage which they originally expeded to receive,

and which was contraded for in their ftipulation

with the Crown, and they can have no juft reafon to

complain on this account. Yet notwithftanding all

this, they have been lately told by their agents, who
had it from the beft authority, that if they chofe to

fend over perfons to reprefent them in Parliament,

they (hould be admitted to feats in the Houfe. In my
opinion, they have done wifely in not accepting of

the offer ; biit after refufing it, they have fiirely no
reafon to complain, that they have no reprefentativcs

in the Parliament that muft govern them. *

It has been frequently aflerted, in juftification of
your claim, that, ^* as the charters granted by the
*' Crown, have allowed a legiflative authority to the
*' feveral Colonies, the inhabitants are to be bound

by no laws, but what are made by their refpeftivc

provincial legiflatures, to which they confent by
reprefentation." With regard to this dodrine, I

beg leave only to aflc a few queftions. Can you be

made to believe, that it was ever the intention of the

Crown, to eftablilh by charter a power of legiflation,

inany of the Colonies, that is fovereign, independent,

and incontrolable by the fupreme authority of the

nation ? Can you imagine, that in any inftance, more
than a fubordinate right of jurifdi<5tion was meant,

for the internal regulation of the diftri^t mentioned

in the charter ; or conceive that fuch a grant can

place you beyond the reach of parliamentary autho-

rity ? Would not the arguments that perhaps have

deceived you, prove as ftror:gly, that the charter of
the city of Albany, granting a power to make laws

for its internal regulation, provided they are not con-

trary to the laws of the Province, places the inhabi-

tants of that city beyond the reach of laws made by
theaffembly of -Afe-r<?rie? You,
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