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cle, for the damages and expences of the war,
during that time, might amount to more than
all the property meant to be confilcated is worth,
But Great-Britain having lof fo much, the Bri-
tith government will be indifferent to the fuffer-
ings of thofe whoie property has been confif-
cated ; rather than continue the war, the Britith
minifters might, 1 allow, abardon thofe wretches
as a facrifice to fad neceffity, but if, by infitting
ftrenuoufly on an article in their favour, they
might reafonably hope to obtain it, national re-
putation, giatitude, and policy, wiil ftrongly
impel them to contend, with the utmoft deciflon,
for a fuil indemnification, ar leafl, of thole fuf.
forers, if not-for an actual ieftitution of the pro-
perty confilcated ; the resfons afligned prove the
probability of cbtaining fuch an indemnification.

The delegates obferve, ¢ we havea right to be
indemnified for the expences of the war, and de-
vaftation of our<ountry;™ granted, but does it
follow that no other indemnitication can be pro-
cured, but what is to accrue from the confifcati-
cn of Britith property ? May not ceflions be
ma.e in a treaty of peace of particular territo-
ries? May not Canada, for initance, as now
claimed by Great. Britain, be reduced to narrow-
er limits, and fome peculiar conmercial privi-
leges granted to the United States ? Nay, may
not a fum of money be ftipulated to be paid, as
a compenfation tor thofe devaitations which have
been committed contrary to the rules of war?
The fuppofitica is neither improbable or uapre-
cedented. The enemy, it (eems, will not expeét
a reftitution of the property of their {ubjects, or
the value of it; ¢¢ Shall that property therefore,
exclaim the delegates, be given up, or we be tax.
ed for the full value of it 2*° It has been obferved,
that the property of many, tonfefledly our exwn
Subjels, was reached by the bill, and meant to
be confifcated without trial, contrary to our bilt
of rights, and alfo the property of many others,
on the fuppofition of their being aliens, who
really are not aliens, as 1 have endeavoured to
prove in my firft number., Debtsdue to Britith
fubjefts were not reached by the bill, and why
thouid lands, and other perfonal property, be
made liable to confifcation ? If 1 reparation of
damages is the ground of confifcation in the one
cafe, why not in the other? The damages done
te, and expences incurred by us, will certainly
fwallow up both fpecies of property. It has-been
proved, that by the law of natiens, the property
ot unoffending Britith fubjefts ought not to be
confifcated ; but what of right ought not to be
done, though we have tlie power, we fhould not
do, and therefore, the property, if confiflcated,
of fuch Britifh fubjeéts, or the value of it, fo far
trom being withheld from them, fhould not
have besn taken away. ¢¢ We have earnt, con-
tinue the delegates, this property (Britith) with
our fwords, and will keep it, to. give this leflon
to the world, that the enemies of liberty have
%ot fhared equally with its friends and fuppor-
ters.” 1f the world would not alcribe the keeping
of this property to any other motive, than the
defire of leaving it fo ufeful a leflon, I fhouwld
have no obje&tion to the moral, abftraftedly con-
fidered ; but different motives for our condu&
may p:rl#ps occur to others, and, 1 fear, the
moft hoffourable will not be imputed to us,
« We hold, fay they in another place, our own,
and Rritifh property within our ftate, by our
swords, the title to both is the fame.” By repeating
the fentiment, I conjeéture, they thought it bril-
liant, however, its falfe brilliagcy has betrayed
them in this inftance into (omeTittle inconfiiten-
cy. If our refitance waslawful, and the war
on our fide juft, the title to both properties is not

1be fame; to fome Kinds of Britilh property,”1-

have endeavoured to preve,-we have no titie at
all, and to our own, though we may not have a
more fecure, furely we have x jufter title than
mere force. "~

One great objection ftarted by the fenate to
the confifcation and propofed haity fale of part
of this Britith property, at fo inclement a feafon
of the year, was, that few would probably attend
the fales, and that engroffers and fpeculators be-
coming the purchafers, would turn inta apri-
vate job, what might have been intsnded fora
public benefit.  That the purchafers would have
confifted chiefly, if not altogether, of engroffers
and fpeculators, I am induced to think from
thefe two circumftances, they have the mof money,
and could not fpeculate to fo great an’ advan:
tage in any thing elfe, as in buying up confif-

ted property, at a quarter part perhaps of its
n?nl value. For the full information of the pab:
lic, it is neceffary to dwell a little upon this fub.
je&. Suppofe the bill for the confifcation of
what was termed Britith property, had paffed to.
wards the clofe of the laft feffion; it could not

afs till late in December, becaufe it was with-
ﬁ‘eld by the houfe of delegates, for reafons beft
known to themfelves, from the fenate, until the
15th of that month; the delegates inform us,

they had propofed to fcll as much of that preper-
ty as would have raifed 5,320,000 dollars, and to
have made the firft payment by the ‘firft of next
February j then, as much of that proKer_t]' as
would have raifed that fum, muft *have been ad-
vertifed and fold in the fpace of one month, ge-
nerally the moft jnclement in the year; a few on.
ly could have had notice of the fales, and few
contequently (however great the number of per-
fons inclined to purchafe might have been) could
have attended them, and become purchafers. It
is probable, that twenty or thirty perfons, at the
outfide, would have been bidders; might they
not have previoufly agreed upon their refpetive
portions of the property put up to fale, to avoid
a competition of purchafc and over bidding on
each other ? Althsugh nooe of thedelegates may
have had fuch d fchemedin view, ewbatewer coafi-
dence they might thereby bave fhewn of our [ucedfs,
yet the fuppofition, as toothers, not membersof
our legiftature, is not only poffible, but probable.
Then a given qoantity of Britifh property, which
under more favourable circumftances would have
commanded 120,880,000 dollars, for inftance,
would not haye fold fur more than g,220,000
dollars; even the whole of this fum was not to
have been paid down at once, but the payments
weretohavebeenmadeatdifferent periods, asfaras
can be colleéted from fome obfcure intimations in
the meflagesof thedelegates to the fenate, for their

entire plaa hasbeen withheld from the knowledge .

ot that branch. Whether perfonal property was
intended to have been fold firft, or both kinds,
real, and perfonal, and what time was to have
been allowed for the payment to have been made
in, does not appear. Indeed, to judge from a
part of the reafoning in the laft meffage of the
delegates, it fthould feem that they tiemfclves
had not very clear and diftint ideas of the pro-
pofed tranfaction ; perhaps obfeurity was aftet-
ed. Speaking to the objection of the fenate to
the hafty fale of what they call Britith property,
they obierve, ‘¢ the fenate hds thrown them into
a dilemma; if we difpofe of the property imme-
diately, it is too foon, if not immediately, itis
not foon enough; the fale of the property in
queftion will net be affected by the depreciatign
of the currency, if it fhould depreciate ftill more,
the property will command the more.™

The reafoning of the fenate on this peintis fo
clear, that I wonder it fhould be mifcorceived
by the delegates; was it mifunderftood in order
to be mifreprefented ? The objetions of the fe-
nate to the haftinefs of the fale, have been al-
ready explained; their objettion to the terms of
payment, I conceive, to be this. Suppofe an
engreffer or f{peculator had purchafed an eftate
heFonging to a Britith fubjet, in reality worth
60,000 pounds currency, for 15,000 pounds,
owing to the gvant of competition, from the
baftinefs of the fale, and to the other caufes juft
above mentioned. 1f this fpeculator is to bein.
dulged with twelve months, for example, to
make his laft and perhlg:‘ principal paymeat on
the 15,000 pounds, tifeémoney may in the mean
time {o depreciate, as not to be worth one half
of what it was worth at the time of the contra&®;
it is evident, if this fhould be the cafe, that the
eftate in queftion, fold this January, would not

“command more moneg a year hence, the con-
y

tra& being perfetted the laft payment, and

no greater fum being orlginall‘y flipulated to be
e

paid than the £ 15,000, The fenate has fuggeft.
ed, and the fuggeftion is not improbable, that
the arts of the purchafers would be exerted to
depreciate the money, in the intervals betweeg
the times of making the contraét and of p

ment. It would be the intereft of the purchafe

to have the money depreciate;-and-thery wre-itis

probable they would with and endeavodr to de-
preciate it ; whether they would fuccegd in their
attempt, is another queftion ; furely, wou'd
not pretend to any merit from their filing in the
attempt. 1 have carefully perufed the meflage
of the fenate, and have not difcovered that ¢ they
are awilling to bold cut that the auill deprect-
ate,” they ff conditionally, ~if it -fhould
depreciate fuch will be the confequence. Nei-
ther has the fenate ¢ foemed to [uppofe,” that the
urchafe would, in their ¢flimation be invidions,
ut that in Ec opinion of feme, who might other-
wife have been “willing to have purchifed, it
might be thought fo, and that that circumftance
t contribute to leffen the number of pur.
thafers. If the legiflature has not a right, upon
common law principles, or by the law of nati-
ons, to confifcate all other Britifh property in.
difcriminately (debts excepted), if it has nota
right ta confifcate the property of abfentees, un-
der the pretext of its being Britith, and the pro
perty of both thould be confifcated, rbe walidity
‘ﬁ‘b' title of the purchafers may be doubted, al-
though we fhould efablith our independence.
There is indeed the ftrongefl. probability that
Great-Britain will be obliged to acknowlegg:
our independence, yet confidering the viciffit

of all human affairs, more efpecially in war, p
man, 1 believe, will be found fo prefumptuoy
as“to” place that event’beyond the reach evegyy
adverfe furtune. Toufe power and viftory iy
moderation, is the token ofa great and”nob
mind ; whole nations, as well as individuals, 5
fulceptible of .this clevation of fents i
the nation, whofe friking charalteriftic it
while a&ting upon that principle, was'invincible
If we thould not by mlgn:nimi!y.'be induced tdl
a& with moderation, while profperous, pradengel
at leaft, (hould incline us not to exceed the;
berties of koffility 5 *¢ for (as Pufendorf obferves
the uncertainties and turns of fortune which m;

.bappen in war, ought to perfuade men to be ve.

ry temperate in the ufe of thofe liberties, for feyi
an alteration in affairs fhould, as it were, mag,.
their bwn weapons recoil, and return upon then,
{elves the ufage they gave others; and a mgy'
thould be cautious that he don't fet an exarple
to others, that one time or other may be of dag.
gerous confequence to himfelf.” : 1
It is fomewhat ftrange, that the delegates, i
fome parts of their meffige, feem to have g
other idea of right but what is founded on fores,
although mere force, unjultly exercifed, can con.
vey no right at all. There is nothing in the'
proceedings of the fenate, which have come t
my knowledge, to juftify the affertion, « g
they feem to entertain fome doubts oj'lbl[u:d: of ar
arms ;> indeed their meflage is full of eonfidence,
founded, 1 hope, on a now]edge of the r.
fources of this country, and a belief, that
will be called forth when neceflary, and uied
with judgment and fidelity, and not be conven.
ed to private purpofes; fuch an opinion furely
would give them much greater encouragemest,
than any they couid pomily receive from the is-
terefted willingnefs of engroffers and fpeculaten,
to realife, at an exorbitant profit, though wid
fome little hazard, their ill-gotten pelf. Neithe
branch of the legiflature, it 13 prefumed, wan
fucd encouragement as this, though the mefﬁxe of
the delegates, which in this part of it has the
appearance of a laboured apology for engrofin
and f{peculators, infinuates as much againft ti
fenate. Should the tegiflature be difpofed to re.
fume the property fo purchafed by engrofin
and fpeculators, the violation of public faith, e
injuﬂice done to men, who confiding in thzt
faith had invefted their money in the lands abont
te be refumed, would be founded in our earsdy
them and their advocates. Even to en
and f{peculators the legiflature ought to do juf-
tice, and as they would have a juft claim to be
repaid the monies they had laid out in fuch per.
chafes, thofe fums, or an eguivalest for them,
fhould be refunded in cafe of a refumptics.
Thus, although they might not, in the cafe pot,
make a profit, they would fuffer no lofs.  Butif
the property in queftion thowld be confifeatrd,
and once difpofed of, is a refumption of it
our lciiﬂature certain, or even probable,
it fhould be evident that the public had partsd
with that property greatly under value? Men
conveyances of parts of it would probably b
made, before the intention of refaming it wocld
be known, or the refumption could uie lace;
it would be extremely difficult in either cale, aid
unjuft in the former, to unravel and fet afide the
intermediate fales. That the engroffers and fpe.
culators would fell out again a part of their pus-
chafes, is probable, unlefs more effeual mass
thould be taken hereafter, if the property i
queftion thould be confifcated, to mﬁe them p2y
1l value thereef, than would have beea~
By the delegates at the laft feffion, bad it
9 for the interpofition of the fenate, For

RG#Mh . property, improperly (o calied, bad
beentbqﬁfcatgdl,vlnd p\‘:t up {(; fale undet tbe
unfavourable circumftances already mentiossd,
there can.be no doubt but what it would hare
fcl)ld much-\}nder i‘t‘s “_tvrt'lne, and ltle, but tha
the original purchafers by felling, perbaps, 3
twentieth pu!: of their pyurdufef, 2 ht bare
replaced in'their own pockets the whole of the
money paid to the public ; and thus the money,
< 1blmu:ﬂnfj}ln.’¢?in, wuvealdnot bave besn dras
(as the meflage fuppofes) ext of the bands of tr
grofars and Jpeculators.”” View therefore the pr
je&ted fales which way we pleafe, the
would have reaped very little advantage from
them ; engroffers and fpeculators, at the worf,
would only not have made a profit, but might |
if not fiript of their piirchafes, have acquued
great fortunes for fmall confiderations.
meflige attempts to draw an drgument in favowr
of an iminediate fale of the property intended 10
ke confifcated, from the pofﬁbi ity of the curren-
cy depreciating fill more, but this argument the
delegates have anfivéred in another part of theif
meflage; if the bills of credit fhould continue t9
depreciate, /s property will command the arf
of them, as they juftly obferve, though they 3p-
plyi‘th; obfervation very irnpropetly, as bas ber
noticed. ;
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