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fnto particulir Obje@ions to the Bill, had they
not been determined, at all Events, to rejet the
Affeffment Plan.

Upon this State of the Matter, I think the Dif~
pute might be refted much to the Advantage of
the Lower Houfe; for whatever Faults there
might have been in the Bill, yet as the Lower
Houfe, by an exprefs Meflage accompanving it,
requefted the Upper Houfe would point out their
Objections, and at the fame time gave them an
Aflurance of their Readinefs to make Alterations
to Paflages juftly exceptionable, the Upper Houfe,
by declining any Meafures of Accommodation,
have made themtelves anfwerable for all the bad
Confequences attending the Mifearriage of the
Bill.——But now let us confider this Matter in
another Light.  The Lower Houfe have {ent up
a Bill nine Times to the Upper Houfe, which the
latter have as often rejeted. Each Houfe throws
the Blame on the other, that nothing has been
done for Iis Majefty’s Service ; and as the Dif-
pute is inflamed to a great Degree of Animofity,
there is very little Profpect that the two Houtes
fhould ever come to any Agreement on this Subs
ject. What then is to be done 7 Which of the
two Houfes is to recede? Let us fuppofe that
both Parties think themtelves right, and then we
cannot but applaud the Firmnels ot both, in ad-
hering to their refpective Opinions. But 1t has
been urged, that the Upper Houle have the Opi-
nion of the late Attorney General in their Favour,
and this ought to turn the Scale, and induce the ;
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