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prohibitory and compulfive Claufes to inforce a general Obfervance, with-: g
out which the Eftablithment would fail, might be eluded. If a Man fhould §
malicioufly give a Wound in one Colony, and the wounded Perfon die in
another, the Offender could not be conviéted of Murder, becaufe the whole.
Fa& conflituting that Crime, would not be cognizable in the Colony where ['*
the Wound was given, or the Death” happened’; and the fame Principle is {*
applicable to every other inferior Offence, and intimates in what Manner ,

prohibitory Claufes might be evaded. This Matter therefore of the Poft- g j
Office, may be referred to the general Superintcnding Authority of the Mo- : !
ther-Country, the Power of the Provincial Legiflatures being too ftinted to . ;
rcach it. In this View, and upon the Confideration of the general Con- @ «
venience and Accommodation arifing from the Eftablifhment, the People of |
America have not complained of it, but if this Inftance were more pertinent | «
than it is, it would only prove what hath been too often proved before— ¢ «
When Men do not fufpe any Defigns to invade their Rights, and fubdolous | i
Steps taken to that End, are produ&ive of immediate Convenience without | 1.
pointing out their deftrutive Tendency, They arc frequently involved in : le
Ruin before they are aware of Danger, or that the Condué& flowing from it
the Negligence of innocent Intentions, may aftord an Handle to Men of 2
different I%ifpoﬁtions, for the Commiflion of Oppreflion—Of the Truth of | {

i
t
thefe Obfervations the Hiftories of all Pcople who have once been blefled - ;.
with Freedom, and have loft it, exhibit abundant Examples. i
When Inftances are urged as an authoritative Reafon for adopting a new |.jl
Meafure, They are proved to be more important from this Ufe of Them, |- |
and ought therefore to be reviewed with Accuracy, and canvaflfed with A
Stritnels.  What is propofed ought to be incorporated with what hath been | |«
donc, and the Refult of both ftated and confidered as a fubftantive original {.]
c
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Quettion, and if the Meafure p:opofed is incompatible with the conftituti- §
onal Rights of the Subjed, it is fo far from being a rational Argument,
that Confiftency requires an Adoption of the propofe Meafure, that, on the §
contrary, it fuggefts the ﬁrongcﬁ Motive for abolifhing the Precedent ; when [
therefore an Inﬁancc of Deviation from the Conftitution is preffed as a Rea- [

fon for the Efablifhment of a Meafure ftriking at the very Root of all Li- ff‘

berty ; tho’ the Argument is inconclufive, it ought to be ufeful. ! ¢

Whercfore if a fufficient Anfwer were not given to the Argument drawn k’ ¢
from Precedents, by fhewing that none of the Inftances adduced are ap- fif ¢
plicable, 1 fhould have very little Difliculty in denying the Juftice of the f{ ¢

Principle on which it is founded. What hath been done, if wrongful, [,
confers no Right to repeat it. To juftify Opprefion and Outra e, by [
' " Inftances }




