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You cannot gueftion cur right in common to thofe lands, or
that the United States will not acknowledge that right, if
proparly urged and cuforced.  True policy and juftice will
induce them to make thel lands common ftock, from which
a few ftates wiil®never derive any confiderable exclufive ad-
vantage. I'o render them ufeful to the whole of the United
States, und to each ftite in particular, the authority of all
muft interpof, to regulute on what conditions the lands fhall
be purchafed and held by the purchafers, to define the limits

. of fuch ftates as are not accurately defined, to ereét new go-
vernments, and to prefcribe the terms upen which they fhall
ke admitted into the'prefent union. “T'hefe back or weltern
lands, if they have lteen ceded to the Britith crown by
the natives, or purchafed from them, we huve the rizht to
fubdue, and keep, as the public propesty of our cnemy ; fo,
unqueftionably, we have a right 0 indemaify ourlelves for
the damages and expences of the war, out of that kind of
property.  Befides, the ongueft and retenzion of this coun-
try is necelffary to fecure our independence, and cannot be
given up confiitently with our fafety ; and i/ fo, that necef-

- fity will juftify the meafure.  The difference between a right
to feize the public property of an encmy (wio never can pe-
come a fubje@) the poffeflion of which is incompatible with
our independence and fafery, and that to wke the private
property of individuals, the enjoyment of whith, u,on their
becoming fubjecis, is confiftent with our fufety, sud ftrength-
ens our independence, is too obvious to need res.arks.

We were ar the laft fellion of opinion, that even admit-
ting we might rightfully have confifcated Britifh propercy,
yet a fale or it was impolitic, and this was one ubjeltion to
the bill you then fent us. We fill retain char u,.inlon, and
hope you dnd _the reft of our fellow citizens ars now con-
vineed that we judgad righty in that particular at lealt, but
we cannot grant that thers was any thing in our meflape up-
on that occafion, which intimated un acquicfcence in the
juftice of the propofed feizure, and the principle of your
bill, unlefs you deduce that acquicfcente, from our correét-
ing an infcroacé drawn from our mcffage which it did not
warrant. .

. You were reftrained by your peculiar privilege from com-
‘municating yoitr calculziions to us, and therefore we Canélot
’ ' judge

.




