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" and neceflity, are entertainzad by different bodies of meh. We

arc not convinced of the jaltice ot the bill, lefs of its policy, and
leaft' ot all of its necefity, ‘We have not had fufficient time to
make t ofe ftri€t and full refearches into the law of nations, which,
you fay, you have made. As far as wec have examined into the
fubjc&t, we doubi, whether, by a fair conftru&ion of that law, the
declarapn of independence can tave fuch a retrofpective opera-
tion, as to velt in this ftatg all Britith property acquired by indivi-
dua's antecedently to it. We prefume the law of nations lays
down no rale, by which, in revolgsions like the prefent, the fub-
je&s aahering 1o the old, may be clearly dittinguithed from thofe
®f the new government, otherwife you would nct have thought it
neceffary to"afcertain, by a pofitive law, who fhall be deemed Bri-
tith {o! je€ts. The diftin&ions fet up by the bill are in fome in-
ftances arbitrary, and without the fan&iou af law, ought not of

themfelves to deprive the perfons defcribed of the benefit and pri-

- vileges of citigenfhip, and therefore we do not well conceive, how

the property of the perfons meant to be included in the bill be-

‘cimé:velted in this ftate by the law of nacions, co-operating with

the declaration of independence. Some of the aétions which are 1o
conltitate the alors Britith fubjects, are of that nature as to muke
the biil, with refpc& to them, entirely retrofpeétive, and of sourfe
..coamu‘y to aur declaration of rights ; others again are fo highly

- crimingl at to fabject ‘the offenders to our trealon law, a law dill

fubfifting, and eyincing beyond the pofiibility of doubt, that the jc-
giliature which-paffed i1, copfidered fome of the very perfons s

fubje@s ot this flate; which the 'prifent" bill confjders as Britih |

fubje&s, thereby depriving them of the trial by jury, fubjectng
them to all the paipg'and penaltics of trcafon, except death, in-
Hifing ouclawry and exile, without the judgzmeat of their peers,
and confequently havirg .in.mauy inftances, tae 1uil force and ef-
fet of a bill of artainder, “But admit, for the fake of argument,
that by the sigour of.the law of nations, the p:operty of all Britith
fubj.&s, as alien enemies, is forlyited,” the difficulty of drawing
the line torafceriain who fhall be.deemed Britith fubjeéls, with-
ont waurding the. conftitutionr, fill remains; under this impref-
fion, thercfore, we would rather err on’ the fide of indulgence,
though.not mefited, than violate our conititution, by throwing

‘down_thofe barricrs with which it has wifely ..fecnred the Nberty .

and pro;erty of the fubje&k. We are averfe from fetting 2 prece-

" dent in-order to reach perions really criminal,iwhich may here-

-zeal and intemperate refentments have frequently givenifatal flabs

atter be.éxtended to the oppreflion of the innocent’;. intemperate

16 governments as free as ours.. We.need not remind “you that

)

© ~ 'the zigour of law is often iwjuftice, and yeu arc too well~ins,
e formed ¥




