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interest, both of the Aiag and nobles to prévent, they muist na-
turally have aregard for the people they Tepresent, and thére-
fore they will always be eXtremely cautious of subjecticg themn

-

to any expense, or to any incouvenience, unless it be absolatély 5
pecessary for the public good, L 1 .
«“Hence 'we may see, that this difference betweed the laws 'of N
England, and ‘the laws of Taxation is founded upon  fhie véery i
nature of our constitution ; and heace'we may see the wisdom -
of those brave men, who, at the risk of life and fortine, under- %
took to extend the British dominiogs, by’ éé!ab)mhing coloniea ’
in America :' they consented that their posterity. should be
bound by the faws of Eogland, bechitée it is_the interest of ey &
ery British subject, that the kiog shohld be ebabled ‘to fulfil the
end to be obtained by those laws;, the more remote a man is
from the seat of governmeant, the more is it his interest that ,Ahe
king should: he epabled to do s0; but they did aot cosent tht
their posterity should be bouad by the Jaws’ of Taxation’s, on
the contrary, as their posterity were to have no represéntatives !
in the parliament of Englaiid, they justly suppased that by, the ‘
laws of England, by Magna Charter ifself,,aod the statute of 34 !
Edw. L their posterity cotild not be botiad by auy, such taxa- !

tion-laws; especially as they had expressly stipulated, that
their children and posterity, born in Aqléi'ida, should have snd
enjoy all liberties, franchises, aud immunities, of free denizens,
and natural subjects within any of the’ British 'domidions, and,
consequently, that they should oot be bouad by au{, Jaws _but
such as they had then, and such a thieir' pdsterity should after-
wards enact by themselves or their répresentitives, fo wliere
but in their own respective assemblies ; and thiréfore they din
not be bound by any law, but such a'one a3 may, io’ the most
proper manner, be deemed a law of Eogldod, i cer mid d
“Wheu we take this view of things, and remember that the
Americaos see them in their trie light, we cin ndt be éurprised
at the spirited opposition they liave' mdde-to’ ollr iade of taka:
tion, althoughiin the coursé of the couitést, many errors haye
been the consequencg, 4o less‘or the'other, thab on' this, side of
the water, I am; &c. . . G.?

-

s

1 have complied with Moderator’s requiesf, ib: the r‘epu,lmca?’
tion of this letter, although F'do'nbt thiok it very interesting’ in
the present! juaclure; and althiough there, dre several patts of it
by no ‘means applicable to-the political questionsthiat 'now, agi-
tate this‘couatry; and others that aré coutrovéitible of errope-
ous.. But'the principlés upon’ which 'thé _distinction’ bétween
money-bills, avd-thode whicli'relate to obijects’of génetal legis:
lature is' founded, appeas to'be well laid dotwn, and to be applis
cable to the interferences which' we bave seén'mide "theécgud-,'
cil, with the bills.of tﬁe'%yibly',‘ rélativeto tie "civildis” It
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