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A N

A N S W E R

To a PAMPHLET, intitled,

The Proceedings of the Hon. 
Houfe o f Commons of Ire- 
land\ in Rejecting the Alter
ed Money Bill,

OC C A SIO N  having been ta
ken without Doors, from 
the Claufe relative to His 

Majefty’s Confent, which was infert- 
ed in the late Bill for Payment o f the 
Remainder of the National Debt, to 
fpread Reports injurious to Govern
ment, and tending to difturb the 
Minds of the People, by Tealouiies

A 3  and
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and Fears, which in their Confequen- 
ces be of the utmoffc Prejudice 
to this Kingdom ; the Confideratiom 
were published, in. .Order to remove 
thofe Apprehenfions, by an Impartial 
State of the Argument in fupport of
the Right afferted, by that Claufe, to 
be in the Crown,

. T he  Writer having this Point in 
View, gave an Impartial Account of 
the Occaiion of inferring the Claufe ; 
and treated the Queition with that 
Temper and Decency, which he 
thinks ilxQuld be inviolably preferved 
in the Difcuiîion of all Points of 
.Bight. He çarefujly avoided Perfo- 
nal Reflections agamit private Men • 
and hopes he hath kept as clear o f 
offending (fuch he is fure was his In
tention) an Important Body, for whofe 
Conflitutional Rights, no one can have 
an higher, or more juft Refpedt.

Therefore he muft fay, that the 
Writer of the V indication betrays 3

want
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want o f Candour, as well as a diffi
dence in his Abilities to defend the 
Caufe he hath engaged in, when he 
endeavours to flop a Search after 
Truth, by introducing the Name of 
that Body into the Debate, in the 
manner he hath, more than once, 
done in the courfe of his Argument.

Nor hath this Writer given the 
Confederations fairer Ufage, in blend
ing and perplexing the Arguments 
therein offered with thofe of Others, 
with whom the Author is in no Con
nexion; and whole Pamphlets he 
had not feen or heard of, until they 
were in Print.

Notwithftanding fuch Conduct, (to 
fcy nothing of his Cavils and Perfonal 
Inve&ives, which are indeed too low 
for Notice) i f  this long expeSied Per
formance had given the Writer of the 
Confideratmis caufe to alter his Opi
nion, He would have made no fcru- 
ple o f publickly retrading it. But

the
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the Cafe being otherwife, he efteems 
it no lefs a Duty to the Publick, to 
lay briefly before them, his Reafons 
for thinking that the Vindication, far 
from being any Anfwer to the Con- 
federations, hath, in Fadt, avoided 
entering into the Point in Queftion.

The Queftion ftated in the Conii- 
derations is, whether the Truft o f ap
plying the Money, given by P arli
ament to the Crown ^without any fpecial 
A P P R O P R IA T IO N , is by the Laws 
and Conjlitution of this Kingdom, vef- 
ted in the Crown fo r  Publick Services? 
I f  the Affirmative be true ; the Con- 
fequence is, that while the Trufi re
mains, the right of Application is in 
the Crown, Subject to that Trufi * 
and ought not to be taken away, or 
eontrouled by any other Power, with
out the King’s previous Confent.

The Writer of the Vmdication in
troduces this Queftion, (P. 41.) and 
immediately afterwards fays, “  it is

« very
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tc very Surpriiing, that Contention 
4t ihould fubiift, when both Sides 
“  agree in Principles.”  Had he ex- 
plicitely admitted the Right o f Ap~ 
plication, under the General "ïruft ; 
he might have truly faid, that both 
Sides were agreed in Principles : But 
this he hath not done, through his 
whole W ork ; on the Contrary, his 
Deiign, however he hath endeavour
ed to cover and conceal it, in various 
Changes and Evaiions of the Quefti- 
on, is evidently to avoid making any 
fuch Admiffion: And for this Pur- 
pofe the Sentence next following, 
contains a Fallacy in the equivocal ufe 
o f the Word Interejl ; and the Argu
ment drawn therefrom, amounts 
plainly to a begging o f the Quejlion. His 
Words are, “  For a private Interejl 
“  cannot, by the greateft Art, be 
ct extracted out of a publick Truft ; 
t{ and confequently a private Wrong 
“  cannot grow, by the Publick con

trolling



"  trouling the Trail, which was of 
“  its own Creation, and for its own 
“  Ufe. This feems undeniable.”

That a private Benefit cannot be 
drawn from a publick Trufl\ is admit
ted ; and if he ufes the Word Inter eft 9 
in this Senie, both Sides are agreed 
in Principles. But if by it, he means 
a Right to be exercifed for the Bene
fit of others (which is the Point in 
quefhon, as to the Crown s Right of 
Application)  both Sides differ widely, 
and he is evidently miilaken. For 
in all Trails there is a private Right 
in the Truilee, which is to be exer
cifed for the Benefit of others ; and 
while the T ra il remains unbroken, 
this Right ought not to be controuled 
without the Truflee’s Confent.

This may be illuftrated by the 
Cafe of a Gift, or Bequeil, under a 
T rail, to be difpofed of generally in 
Chanties. It wouid be extremely 
unreafonable, (and what a Court of

( 8 )
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Equity hath never done) to controul 
this difcretionary Power in the T rus
tee, without his Confent, or without 
fhewing that the Truft hath been 
broken by his Miibehaviour. So that 
the Concluiion is dire&ly the con
trary of that drawn by this Writer, 
for it is evident that a private 
Wrong may grow by controuling a 
publick Truft.

There is no very effential Diffe
rence between the Confederations and 
the Vindication, as to the feveral 
Branches o f the Hereditary Revenue, 
granted in the Reign of King Charles 
the fécond. The Principle o f the 
Confederations is, that they were gi
ven under the Conjiitutional 'Truft j  
and this Writer’s Arguments can 
prove no more. Yet it is an Inftance 
o f his Inaccuracy (fcarcely indeed 
worth mentioning) that after he had 
admitted “  the Revenue then grant- 
“  ed to be the ftipulated Price for

B “  the
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“  the A i l  of Settlement,”  He fhould 
in the very next Page (p. 28) deny 
the Excife and Tunnage and Poundage 
to have been created in lieu o f any 
other Revenue. He feems to have 
forgot the Forfeitures ; which, if they 
had remained with the Crown, would 
certainly have been a Revenue much 
more considerable, than all that was 
granted at that Time.

He next applies himfelf (and here 
his Strength feems chiefly exerted) to 
the Support of an Obje&ion, taken 
Notice o f in the Confederations, as 
raifed from the Accounts o f the Pro
duce o f the feveral Funds taken in 
Parliament.

The Confederations fay, that the 
publick Accounts are brought into 
Parliament to ihew the Neceility of 
granting a Supply, and to ferve as an 
EJiimate, or Meafure, for the Quan
tum : And if  any further Proof of 
this Poiition were yet wanting, the

Speeches



Speecliçs from the Throne, at the 
Opening every Seifion, wherein the 
Lord Lieutenant acquaints the -Com
mons ̂ that he hath ordered the pro
per Officers to lay the Accounts and 
EJiimates before them, would furnifh 
no weak one.

This Writer feems extremely of
fended with the Confederations, for 
fixing the SeiHon o f 1692, as the 
Period, át which the Accounts o f the 
Difpoiition o f  the K ing’s Revenue 
were firft brought in ; and charges the 
Affertion, as a Piece o f Diiingenuity, 
becaufe no intermediate Parliament 
had fat between that Tim e, and the 
Year 1666, when the laft Grants o f the 
Hereditary Revenue were made. But 
in throwing out this Afperlion, he 
feems to have forgotten,that theCrown 
had an Aiicient Revenue, and that in 
almoft every precedent Reign from 
that o f King Henry the feventh, the 
Parliament had granted Subiidies.

B 2 And
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And yet no Accounts of theDifpoíiti^ 
on of them were called for, or brought 
into the Houfe of Commons.

The Point under Coniideration, 
was the primary Ufe and Purpofe 
of bringing the Accounts into Parli
ament ; and therefore, the Writer of 
-the Vindication might have fpared 
the unnecefl'ary Pains he had taken 
in aiTerting the Right of the Houfe, 
to call for Perfons, Papers and Re
cords,

This Right was not denied, nor in 
Queftion, there being no Diipute 
about the Power of the Houfe, to 
enquire into Grievances, Mifmanage- 
ments, or MifappUcations by Officers : 
On the Contrary, the Confederations 
have very explicitly admitted the Par
liamentary Right of puniiliing thofe 
who fhall wickedly advife fuch A its 
as would be a Breach of the publick 
Truft. 0 h T- - -\A i 'fo

Therefore
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Therefore, that the primary Inten

tion of bringing in thefe Accounts, 
is to induce the Houfe to grant a 
Supply, and to ferve their Difcretion 
in the Meafure of it, is a Pofition in 
no fort contradicted, by the fubfe- 
quent Ufes made of thole Accounts 
for other Purpofes, and in other 
Committees ; though perhaps fuffici^ 
ent Attention hath not always been 
given to the Difiinâion between Com
mittees o f Grievances and that o f 
the Accounts. Confequently this 
Writer’s Inftances of Inquiries into 
Grievances, Mifmanagements, and 
MiJapplications, which have taken 
Rife from the Perufal o f fuch A c
counts, {landing on other Principles, 
are not pertinent to the prefent Quef
tion. - ; ;

Nor are the Animadveriions which 
have been fometimes made on various 
Articles o f the Eftablifhment, with 
the Opinion or Advice of the Houfe

offered
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offered thereon, more to the Pur-r 
pofe; for that the Houfe may offer 
Advice, is not controverted : But this 
hath never been confidered as con- 
clufive ; arid though in fome Inftan- 
ces it hath been followed, there are 
many in which it hath not ; And the 
ftrongeft Proof, that even when fuch 
Animadversion hath been conceived, 
and fuch Advice offered, in Terms 
implying little Lefs than Cenfure, it 
was not intended as any Controulment 
o f the King’s Right of Application, 
may be deduced from the Inftance 
“brought by this Writer, out of the 
Report of the Committee in 1703, 
where the Remark on certainPenfwns 
implies a Cenfure ; and yet an AEi 
paffed that fame Sellion, lor laying a 
Tax on thole very Penjions, which 
was acknowledging, in the ftrongeft 
Manner, the King’s Right of grant
ing them.

The
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T h e Author o f the Vindication, 

proceeds to ihew (p. 51.) that the 
Sum in Credit to the Nation, hath 
ever been appropriated to the current 
Service, (by which he muft mean 
the Publick Service) o f  the next 
Term  for which the Supply was 
granted.

This carries an abfurdity on the 
Face o f it ! For an A P P R O P R IA 
T IO N  is an Application to a fpecial 
Purpofe, either made in the firft In- 
ftance at the Tim e o f granting, and 
confequently the Money io appropri
ated never comes into the General 
'Truft y or it is a taking it out o f the 
General 'Trujl, and applying it to a  
fpecial Purpofe. Leaving therefore 
the Sum in Credit for publick Ser
vice, is an Admiilion o f its being un
appropriated, and an Acknowledge
ment that it is to remain io under 
the General Trujl.

And



And that this is the Truth of the 
Cafe with regard to thefe Sums in 
Credit, is evident from the feveral 
A&s granting the additional Duties, 
not one of which hath made an A P 
P R O P R IA T IO N  of any Sum in 
Credit. However therefore it may 
have been Eftimated as part of the 
Supply voted, and the next Grant of 
Additional Duties, for that Reafon 
perhaps, in fome Inftances, made the 
lefs, yet the Ballance never having 
been mentioned in the A d , and con- 
fequently being always left, as the 
Duties have been granted, under the 
General Trujl, the Right of Applica
tion is left equally uncontrouled as to 
both. Beiidcs ; the Reader is to be 
apprized that thefe Sums in Credit, 
are not the Ballances of Money in the 
Treafury, and confequently no way 
relate to the prefent Queftion, which 
arifes on the Application of a Bal
lance in the aElual Receipt o f the

Treafury.

( i6 )



Trcafury.
T h e  Author o f the Vindication did 

not find it for his Purpofe, to take 
Notice o f this Diftindion, although 
pointed out in the Confederations. But 
it is o f too much Conièquence to be 
omitted in the Diicuifiion o f this 
Queftion.

The Accounts are made up in the 
Treafury, on a&ual Receipts and 
Payments. They are Stated before 
Commiflioners, appointed for the 
Purpofe, purfuant to the Irijh  A ft  
of io , Hen. VII. Chap. i  : And the 
Ballances ftruck on thefe Accounts, 
are the Charge on the Officers, who 
are intruded with the Cuftody of the 
Treaiure.

The Accounts for the Houfc o f 
Commons are made up in quite a dif
ferent Method ; for being intended 
only as Eftimates, Credit is taken for 
the Ballances o f difmiilêd Collectors, 
and other outftanding Demands and 
Debts, fome whereof there is little

C  pro-
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probability of receiving, or recover
ing. Although therefore, thefe may 
be of fome Ufe to guide the difcreti- 
on of the Houfe as to the Quantum 
o f the Supply, it would be very ab- 
furd to call them a Charge on the 
Treafury.

The Accounts are thus ftated for 
them by the Accomptant General \ a 
Circumftance not worth mentioning, 
but that the Author of the Vindica
tion feems to lay fome Strefs on their 
being thus Stated, by an Officer of the 
Crown ; but until he can (hew, that 
the Ballances ftruck by this Officer, 
induce a Charge on the Treafury, 
which he hath not been, nor will be, 
able to do, this Circumftance is o f 
no Weight in the prefent Cafe.

But to defcend into a more parti
cular Examination of this Writer’s 
Proofs.— In 1703* the Committee 
of TVays and Mea?isy refolv’d it to 
be their Opinion, that fuch Debt as

fhould
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fhould appear due to the Nation (great 
Part whereof was Outftanding) fhould 
be taken and reckon'd as part, and that 
the Duties to be granted, being 
rated and valued at certain Sums, 
fhould be taken as the reft o f the 
Supply voted : T o  which Refolutions
the Houfe agreed.

A ll that can be inferred from hence 
is, that the Houfe computed what 
Sum would be neceflary for the Pub
lick Service, until their next Meeting ; 
and by the additional Duties they 
granted fo much, as together with the 
Ballance, would in their Opinions 
make up that Sum : But they did not 
appropriate either the Ballance or the 
D uties. Both were left under the 
Conflitutional Trujl for Publick Ser
vices in Ge?ieral : And the A it  of 
Parliament does not even take any 
Notice of this Computation ; for the 
additional Duties are granted in the 
ulual Way, generally ; and not to

* C  3 anfwer

( 19 )
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anfvver a particular Sum, as is the 
Cafe of the C ivil L ift Revenue in 
Cjreat-Britai?i.

The Writer o f the Vindication is 
aware of the Argument, that the 

Parliament did not make
an A P P R O P R IA T IO N S  the Bal
lance; and Attempts, but in vain, to 
anfwer it.---- Had an A P P R O P R I
A T IO N  been intended ; this Parlia
ment well knew how to make one, 
as appears from that made, thisSeilion, 
o f  the Poundage o f the Additional 
Duties for building the Barracks of 
Dublin \ which Circumftance adds 
Strength to the Argument, that no
A P P R O P R IA T IO N  Of the b 2
lance was even defigned#

In fad:, the only nfe made o f this 
Bahance, was, that it was reckoned, 
as part' of the Supply ; and therefore 
had this Writer ftuck to the Words 
o f the Report, as he ought to have 

and not to have changed them
for
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for the Word Application, it would 
have appeared plainly, that this Pre
cedent is but a Confirmation o f the 
Confederations, in aiferting the Ufe of 
the Accounts in Parliament to be for 
a Meafure of what was neceffary to be 
provided for Publick Service.

In the Year 1709, there was a con- 
fiderable Ballance j but no Part of 
it was appropriated ; although this 
Writer would infinuate the Contrary1, 
by faying that this Ballance was the 
Fund for buying Arms, and building 
Arfenals in the feeveral Provinces, 
which there was a Scheme o f doing 
at that Tim e : Y et he muft know, 
that the Scheme was altered ; And 
although the Act (8. A n n.) for the 
additional Duties, mentions the ena
bling her Majefty to build an Arienal, 
in or near the City of Dublin, as 
one of the Inducements or Motives 
for granting thofe Duties, yet no A p 
propriation was made ol the Duties ;

nor



iior was any Part of the Ballance ap
propriated to that, or any other, Pur- 
pofe* but it was left at large under 
the General Trujl, and the Crown 
was at Liberty to difpofe o f it for 
any publick Service, at Difcretion. 
And the Fail is well known* that the 
Scheme o f building an Arfenal, was 
afterwards laid aiide.

His other Extraits for the Years
1 7 1 o, 1 7 1 1 } and 1 7 1 5 , only {hew, 
that the Committee, in their Accounts 
from Seiîion to Sefiion* carry on a 
Ballance \ and although by playing 
with the Word Application, he would 
have it under flood that the Sutn m 
Credit had been appropriated, yet 
the Contrary is true, and the Obfer- 
vations already made, and which it is 
unneceffary to repeat here, hold 
through them all : The Ballances of 
thefe Accounts were not Ballances in 
the Treafury : But fuch as they weré̂  
they were left under the General

Trufl

í 22 j



*TruJl fo r  publick Services ; and conie- 
quently none o f theie Inftances con
tradict the Principles o f the Confide
rations  ̂ nor prove any thing on the 
prefent Occafion, where the Sum was 
to have been taken out o f the Trea- 
fufy, and from the General Trufi, to 
apply it to a particular Purpofe.

As to the Argument that the Na^ 
tional Debt was reduced in the Years 
1 7 1 9 ,  1721 ,  and 1723, A ppli
cation o f the Surpluses ; this Writer 
hath not told, who the Application 
was made by : When the Reader is 
informed, that it was made by the 
Crown, the Argument is turned a- 
gainft him. And this was the Fad:.

In confequence of the Vote o f 
Credit, and the A d  of Parliament 
confirming it, pafied in the Year 
1 715,  the Crown borrowed Fifty 
thoufand Pounds, the Payment of the 
Intereft whereof was provided for, 
from the Year 1 7 1 7 ,  to 1729, by

( 2 J )



a fpecial Appropriation, in the
A d s granting the additional D u
ties ; but the Principal remained on 
the General Security o f the Publick 
Faith,
' The Revenue, during this Period, 

very rarely anfwered the Charge of 
Government, and there grew conii- 
derable Arrears on the Eftablifhments; 
which, in the very few Inftances o f 
a Surplus, were reduced by the A p 
plication of fuch Surplus. But this 
was an Application by the King, as to a 
Publick Service under the General 
Truft, who no doubt, if  the Surplus 
had been fufiicient, might in his Dit* 
cretion (as U h  Majefty hath lately- 
done) have applied it to the paying 
off the Loan, either in Part, or in 
the Whole. For it is certainly a 
Publick Service, and fo falls within the
confiitutional Truji----But in fad, the
Surplus, until the Year 1 749, was not 
fufficient to difcharge any Part of the

Loan*

( 24 )
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Loan: For, on the contrary, the Reve
nue fell fo far ihort o f the Charge, 
that to pay the Arrears, it was ne- 
ceiîàry, in the Year 1729, to borrow 
One hundred and fifty thoufartd 
Pounds more ; to fecure which, along 
with the former Loan, an appropri
ated Fund was created, which, in the 
iirft Place was to difcharge the In- 
tereil, and the Surplus was to be 
applied as a finking Fund in paying 
off the Principal. In the Year 17 3 1, 
there was a farther Loan o f One 
hundred thoufandPounds: And in the 
Year 1746,  another o f Fifty eight 
thoufand five hundred Pounds; and 
they were fecured in like Manner. 
About the Application o f thefe Loan 
Funds, there is no Queftion ; for they 
were appropriated, and did not come 
under the General Conjlituúonal Trujl^ 
and confequently, all Arguments 
drawn from them, are quite immate
rial to the Point in Conteft, which is

D  only



only about the Right o f applying
Money given to the Crown without 
ipecial Appropriation.

By this Time, the Reader is enabled 
to judge whether the prolix Extraits 
from the Journals, produced by this 
Writer, however on a curfory View 
they perplex the Subject, do not, on 
Examination, ferve to confirm the 
Principles laid down in the Conjidsra- 
Homy where the Point was, not about 
the General Right o f calling for the 
Accounts, or any other Papers, but 
about the Ufe and Purpofe of bring
ing in the Accounts, every Seffion, for 
the Supply.

It now remains to confider the
Precedents produced by this Writer,
to prove the previous Confent o f the
King, not necefîàry to Controultnents
of His Right o f Application under 
the General Truft.

There were fome Circumftances at
tending the A d  of ReJumptioji, which

take

( 26 )
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take much from the Weight o f it, 
as a Precedent on this Oceaiion. One 
of thefe was, that His then Majefty, 
in a former SeiTion, had made a Decla
ration, in Relation to the Forfeitures, 
which, as fome Writers o f that Tim e 
inform us, was conilrued into a Pro- 
mife, that the Parliament ihould have 
the Diipoial o f them ; and if  fo, this 
may be considered as a previous Con- 
fent. But exclufwe o f this Circum- 
ftance, neither the A£t o f Refumpti- 
on, nor the A6t for encouraging Sea
men, are to the prefent Purpofe. For 
the King’s Right being clear both as 
to the Forfeitures and Captures, theie 
Adts were to alter the Law, with re- 
fpedl to acknowledged Rights of 
the Crown. One o f them was to take 
the Right away; the other, if  not 
to take it away entirely, at leaft to 
limit it; and therefore neither o f 
them is applicable to the prefent 
Cafe, until it be admitted, that the

D  3 late



late Bill, for Payment of the National 
Debt, was to alter the Law, and tq 
take away, or limit, the King’s Right 
o f Application. I f  the Author of the 
Vindication will admit this, he there
by admits that Right to be previouily 
Subiifting in the Crown, and confe- 
quently he gives up the Point in 
Conteft; for the whole Argument of 
the Confederations, was to prove, 
that the C laife, infer ted in the 
Preamble o f the B ill, could only ope
rate as an Acknowledgement o f a?i 
a n t i e n t  R i g h t  ; and would not have, 
defied any new Power in the King.

This Writer therefore mull either 
part with thefe Precede?its, or give 
up the Queilion. Let him take hold 
o f which part o f the Dilemma he 
pleafes!

The Precedents which he brings, 
for cloiing his Evidence with, as 
lie calls it, are not more to the Pur
pofe.

One

( 28 )■



One of them is the Addrefs in tne 
Year 1751* prefented, as he fays, at 
the Inftance of the Principal Servants 
o f the Grown, to His Grace the Lord 
Lieutenant, “  That he would be 
“  pleafed to lay before His Majefty 
« the Humble Defire o f the Houfe, 
“  that a Sum not exceeding the Sum 
<£ o f Twenty four thoufand Pounds, 
il might be laid out in making Aci- 
<£ ditions to, and providing Neceila- 
“  ries for, t h e  Accommodation ot His
“  Majefty’s Troops in the new Bar- 
tc racks, and in building, re-building 
t£ and repairing fuch otherBarracks, as 
« His Majefty ihould judge neccfla- 
“  ry, for the more convenient Recep- 
“  tion o f His Forces, and the more 
“  effectual Security of the King-
“  dom.

He aiks, if  there were Authority 
in the Crown to expend this Money, 
without fuch Addrefs, why was it

moved
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moved for, when there was To con
siderable a Sum in the Treafury ? 
That there was Authority cannot be 
doubted ; the whole Stile o f the Ad- 
drefs admits the Right in the Crown. 
The Houfe had been upon an En
quiry into the State and Condition of 
the Barracks, and the Addrefs is 
their Advice, and humble Defire, in 
Confequence of that Enquiry. This 
may have been one Reafon; and why 
might it not be coniidered as another 
Reafon, for iuch Application, that 
His Majefty woùld thereby fhew His 
People that he was ever deiirous to 
confult His Parliament, even in Cafes 
where he might have afted by His 
Prerogative?  Such good Underftand- 
mg between the King and the Par
liament muft ever tend to the Safety 
and Welfare of the State, as the Ob- 
in u&ing of it muft be attended with 
iatal Confequences to both.

** The
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( 3 1 )
T h e Precedent o f • the EJlimatt 

drawn up the laft Seilion, is already 
anfwered by the foregoing Obfervari
ons, relative to the Accounts and 
Ejlim ates, which it is unneceffary to 
repeat here.

T o  conclude : I f  this Right o f A p 
plication be an a n t i e n t  R i g h t  in the 
Crown, as was aiTerted in the Confi'■* 
derations, and not denied by the Writer 
o f the Vindication, who rather feems 
to admit it, though he avoids doing 
fo explicitly: the Queflion will then 
be, whether the palling the rejected 
Bill into a Law, would have vefted 
any new Power in the Crown over 
the Money which now is or hereafter 
may be in the Trealury o f this King
dom ? T he Confiderations have avert
ed, it would not ; it was therefore 
incumbent on the Writer o f the 
Vindication to have fhewn, how, or 
in what Manner, it would have vef

ted
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( 3 2 ) i J *
tied any new Power in the Crown ; 
which neither that Writer, nor any one 
elfe, hath even attempted to do; and 
therefore it is fubmitted to the Deter
mination of the Candid Reader, whe
ther the Confederations do not remain
U N A N SW E R E D ?

f

F I N I S .


