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c^ ttioufly avoided the mention of that aft, led their conduft Ihould

be attributed to its fuppofed obligation.

I'h e matter being thus flated, the aflembly of New-Tork either

had, or had not, a right to refufe fubmiflion to that aft. If they
had, and I imagine no American will fay they had not, then the

parliament had ho right to compel them to execute it. If they had
,

not this right, they had no right to punilh them for not executing i

it ; and therefore no right to fufpend their legillation, which is a •

punidiment. In faft, if *the people of Ntw-fori cannot be legal-

ly taxed but by their own reprefcntatives, they cannot be legally

deprived of the privilege of legiilation, only for infilling on that

excluftve privilege of taxation. If they may be legally deprived
in fuch a caie, of the privilege of legiilation, why may they not,

with equal reafon, be deprived of every other privilege ? Or why
may not every colony be treated in the fame manner, when any of
them fliall dare to deny their aflent to any impofitious, that (hall

be direfted i Or what fignifies the repeal of the Stamp-Aa, if thefe

colonies are to lofe their other privileges, by not tamely furrender-

ing that of taxation ?

There is one confideration arifing from this fufpcnfion, which
is not generally attended to, but Ihews its importance very clearly.

It was not neceffary that this fufpenfipn Ihould be caufed by an aft

of parliament. The crown might have reftrained the governor of
Nn\j-rork, even from calling the afleitibly together, by its prero-

gative in the royal governments. This Hep, I fuppofe, would
have been taken, if the conduft of the aflembly of New-Tork had
been regarded as an aft of difobedience to the creivn alone ; but it

is regarded as an aft of f " difobedience to the authority of the i

British legislature." This gives the fufpenfion a confe-

'

quence vaftly more affefting. It is a parlimentary affertion of tJie

J'upreme authority of the Britijh legiflature over thefe colonies, in the

Jioint of taxation, and is intended to compel NewTorIk into a fub-
miflion to that authority. It feems therefore to me as much a vi-

olation of the liberties of the people of that province, and confe-

quently of all thefe colonies, as if the parliament had fent a num-
ber of regiments to be quartered upon them till they fliould comply.
For it is evident, that the fufpenfion is meant as a compulfion ; and
the method of compelling is totally indifferent. It is indeed pro-
bable, that the fight of xiA coats, and the hearing of drums,
would have been mo.1 alarming ; becaufe people are generally more
influenced by their eyes and ears, than by their reafon. But who-
ever ferioufly confiders the matter, mull perceive that a dreadful
flroke is aimed at the liberty of thefe colonies. I fay, of thefe

colonies ; for the caufe of one is the caufe of all. If the parlia-

'

ment may lawfully deprive Ne^v-Tork of any of her rights, it may
deprive any, or all the other colonies of their rights ; and nothmg

can

f See the aA of fufpenrion.


