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Taxation on tariffs and representations between the end of the French-Indian War and the conflict between Lexington and Concord in 1763-1775, Parliament debated colonies' rights and indigenous territories. According to the documents that support the colonist, in Great Britain, subordination, taxation, and virtual representation were inevitable for their colonies. The British claimed that Parliament held this right without question, while the colonies insisted that only an elected body tax them. While the British espoused the commonly-held notion that Parliament represented all British possessions virtually, the colonists drew on their experiences with their colonial legislatures, maintaining that the only accurate representation was actual representation. The authors of the two articles (Declaratory Act, Soame Jenyns and Samuel Johnson) seem to agree that all colonies and plantations in America should continue being dependent and subordinate to the crown and Parliament of Great Britain. They support this by arguing that "No system can be formed, even in imagination, without a subordination of parts.” (Jacklynch.net). My discussion will focus on both the British and American perspectives highlighted in the articles.
The articles state that the colonist had undebatable power to make rules and laws over their subordinates and force them into abiding by them. “That every being not infinite, compared with infinity, must be imperfect, is evident to intuition; that, whatever is imperfect must have a certain line which it cannot pass.” (Jacklynch.net). On taxation, both articles agree that colonies were under the Parliament of Great Britain and were expected to be taxed. Taxation could mean that the colonies had no choice but to accept the tariffs posed on them by the colonists because they were just subordinates. 
Representation of the colonies in the house of commoners and the Parliament of Great Britain remains impossible. The declaration act states that “all resolutions, votes, orders, and proceedings, in any of the said colonies or plantations, whereby the power and authority of the parliament of Great Britain, to make laws and statutes as aforesaid, is denied, or drawn into question, arc, and are hereby declared to be, utterly null and void to all in purposes whatsoever.” (Declaratory act) It means that only virtual representation would be allowed for the colonies. On the other hand, the documents that support the American's position had a different opinion about the three matters in question. The documents propose that the issue on taxation be on consent given either by themselves or their representatives. The colonies are supposed to be allowed to give their properties to the leaders as a gift. According to the colonies, taxation seems like forceful acquisition, which is contrary to the laws of nature. “That all supplies to the Crown, being free gifts of the people, it is unreasonable and inconsistent with the principles and spirit of the British Constitution, for the people of Great-Britain to grant to His Majesty the property of the colonists.” (Resolutions of the stamp act congress). 
To conclude, the colonies also sought that they should elect their representatives and not be virtually represented. The elected representatives should be the ones allowed to tax and legislate over the colonies. Only less than 3% of English men were allowed to vote made this difficult for the colonies whose representation was only in the typical house. The settlements also felt that some of the rules imposed on them were unconstitutional and unfair. Otis argued that God alone is supposed to make laws, and legislators have to enforce the natural laws, not create new ones. Taxing an unrepresented person was particularly singled out to be unfair. The second act states, “That His Majesty's liege subjects in these colonies, are entitled to all the inherent rights and liberties of his natural born subjects within the kingdom of Great-Britain, the colonies therefore sought for equal treatment by the mother country.” (Resolutions of the stamp act congress)
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