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Every British subject born on the continent of America, or in any other of the British dominions, is by the
law of God and nature, by the common law, and by act of parliament, (exclusive of all charters from the
Crown) entitled to all the natural, essential, inherent and inseparable rights of our fellow subjects in
Great Britain. Among those rights are the following, which it is humbly conceived no man or body of
men, not excepting the parliament, justly equitably and consistently with their own rights and the
constitution, can take away.

1st. That the supreme and subordinate powers of the legislation should be free and sacred in the hands
where the community have once rightfully placed them.

2dly. The supreme national legislative cannot be altered justly ‘till the commonwealth is dissolved, nor a
subordinate legislative taken away without forfeiture or other good cause.

Nor then can the subjects in the subordinate government be reduced to a state of slavery, and subject
to the despotic rule of others. A state has no right to make slaves of the conquered. Even when the
subordinate right of legislature is forfeited, and so declared, this cannot affect the natural persons either
of those who were invested with it, or the inhabitants,13 so far as to deprive them of the rights of
subjects and of men—The colonists will have an equitable right notwithstanding any such forfeiture of
charter, to be represented in Parliament, or to have some new subordinate legislature among
themselves. It would be best if they had both. Deprived however of their common rights as subjects,
they cannot lawfully be, while they remain such. A representation in Parliament from the several
Colonies, since they are become so large and numerous, as to be called on not to maintain provincial
government, civil and military among themselves, for this they have chearfully done, but to contribute
towards the support of a national standing army, by reason of the heavy national debt, when they
themselves owe a large one, contracted in the common cause, can’t be tho’t an unreasonable thing, nor
if asked, could it be called an immodest request . . . Besides the equity of an American representation in
parliament, a thousand advantages would result from it. It would be the most effectual means of giving
those of both countries a thorough knowledge of each others interests; as well as that of the whole,
which are inseparable.

No representation of the Colonies in parliament alone, would however be equivalent to a subordinate
legislative among themselves; nor so well answer the ends of increasing their prosperity and the
commerce of Great-Britain. It would be impossible for the parliament to judge so well, of their abilities
to bear taxes, impositions on trade, and other duties and burthens, or of the local laws that might be
really needful, as a legislative here.



3dly. No legislative, supreme or subordinate, has a right to make itself arbitrary. It would be a most
manifest contradiction, for a free legislative, like that of Great-Britain, to make itself arbitrary.

4thly. The supreme legislative cannot justly assume a power of ruling by extempore arbitrary decrees,
but is bound to dispense justice by known settled rules, and by duly authorized independant judges.

5thly. The supreme power cannot take from any man any part of his property, without his consent in
person, or by representation.

6thly. The legislature cannot transfer the power of making laws to any other hands. These are their
bounds [i.e. the limits of Parliament], which by God and nature are fixed, hitherto have they a right to
come, and no further:

1. To govern by stated laws.

2. Those laws should have no other end ultimately, but the good of the people.

3. Taxes are not to be laid on the people, but by their consent in person, or by deputation.
4. Their whole power is not transferable.

That the colonists, black and white, born here, are free born British subjects, and entitled to all the
essential civil rights of such, is a truth not only manifest from the provincial charters, from the principles
of the common law, and acts of parliament; but from the British constitution, which was reestablished
at the revolution, with a professed design to lecture the liberties of all the subjects to all generations.

Now can there be any liberty, where property is taken away without consent? Can it with any colour of
truth, justice or equity, be affirmed, that the northern colonies are represented in parliament? Has this
whole continent of near three thousand miles in length, and in which and his other American dominions,
his Majesty has, or very soon will have, some millions of as good, loyal and useful subjects, white and
black, as any in the three kingdoms, the election of one member of the house of commons?

| can see no reason to doubt, but that the imposition of taxes, whether on trade, or on land, or houses,
or ships, on real or personal, fixed or floating property, in the colonies, is absolutely irreconcileable with
the rights of the Colonists, as British subjects, and as men. | say men, for in a state of nature, no man can
take my property from me, without my consent: If he does, he deprives me of my liberty, and makes me
a slave. If such a proceeding is a breach of the law of nature, no law of society can make it just—The
very act of taxing, exercised over those who are not represented, appears to me to be depriving them of
one of their most essential rights, as freemen; and if continued, seems to be in effect an entire
disfranchisement of every civil right. For what one civil right is worth a rush, after a man’s property is
subject to be taken from him at pleasure, without his consent? If a man is not his own assessor in
person, or by deputy, his liberty is gone, or lays intirely at the mercy of others.

If an army must be kept in America, at the expence of the colonies, it would not seem quite so hard if
after the parliament had determined the sum to be raised, and apportioned it, to have allowed each
colony to assess its quota, and raise it as easily to themselves as might be. But to have the whole levied
and collected without our consent is extraordinary.



We all think ourselves happy under Great-Britain. We love, esteem and reverence our mother country,
and adore our King. And could the choice of independency be offered the colonies, or subjection to
Great-Britain upon any terms above absolute slavery, | am convinced they would accept the latter. The
ministry, in all future generations may rely on it, that British America will never prove undutiful, till
driven to it, as the last fatal resort against ministerial oppression, which will make the wisest mad, and
the weakest strong.

The sum of my argument is, That civil government is of God . . . That this constitution is the most free
one, and by far the best, now existing on earth: That by this constitution, every man in the dominion is a
free man: That no parts of his Majesty’s dominions can be taxed without their consent: That every part
has a right to be represented in the supreme or some subordinate legislature: That the refusal of this,
would seem to be a contradiction in practice to the theory of the constitution: That the colonies are
subordinate dominions, and are now in such a state, as to make it best for the good of the whole, that
they should not only be continued in the enjoyment of subordinate legislation, but be also represented
in some proportion to their number and estates, in the grand legislature of the nation: That this would
firmly unite all parts of the British empire, in the greatest peace and prosperity; and render it
invulnerable and perpetual.
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