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the two Counties had endured. So that this rcry

Precedent is a Cafe in Point which might be

brought not only in Juftificarionj but in Corti-

mcnda«:ion of the great Vigilance and prudent

Condudb of the prefent Admimdration, who
have already taken thofe Mcafures, which the

Duke of Lancafter is cenfured for having ne-

glefted.

In the fame Page our Author tells us, ** that

in the Reign of this King {Richard the Second)
the Parliament was fo tender in granting Subfidics

and raifmg Taxes for foreign Wars, that they

added to the Aft, ^uod non trabatur in cenfequen-

tium^ that it ihould be no Precedent to Futurity

for levying Taxes." It will not be amifs here to

obferve, that this Parliament took extrabrdinary

Care that the Subfidy they granted (hould be

applied only in repulfing the French and Caftilians

in League againft England \ fb that I (hould think

this Parliament can't properly be faid to have

been tender in granting Subjidies for foreign ff^ari.

As to the Scrap of Latin which our Letter-writer

has ventured to infert, and which, thro' Igno-

rance of the Language, I fuppofe, he has tortured

into quite a different Meaning, I will give my
Readers its proper Explanation. The Parliament

declared the Subfidy granted to the King, who was
then s Minor, fhould not be drawn into a Pre-

cedent, which plainly (hewed, fays Rapin^ that

they were refolved to be upon their Guard during

the King's Minority. '

I cannot fay I am thoroughly fatisHed with

the Comment of this.Hillorian ; I (hall offer a

Remark of my own, which is, that the Parliament^

knowing the Necejfity of oppofing the French

and Caftilians, granted the Sv^blidy -, but clogg*d
•

it

'f


