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prﬁpcrty of'the Begums, he fays, « If it‘had,
“ jt would certainly have comipelled -him to
“ the inftintanéous - application of the only
“ remedy which offered. As’thefe Jaghires
% were the fuppofed or affumed caufe of the
“ infurré€tion, Mr. Haftings fhould, without
- dclay-,‘ﬁﬁﬁg firft convinced of the truth,
% have refumed them, and GIVEN THE POs-
% SESSORS, AS BEFORE OBSERVED, THEIR
®JUST RIGHT TO A COMPENSATION.”

Shortly after, he repeats and enforces the
fame principle of law and juflice ; and adds,
“ But admitting the.right to the refumption,
“ FTHE GUARANTEE OF THE.COMPENSA-
“ 10N §HOULD HAVE BEEN INVIOLABLE.
“Inftead of this, * he aflerts, the Jaghires
“ were refumed ; the. compeniation guaran-
“ teed, and this treaty afterwards wiolated;
“ and that the good faith of this country, and
‘ the law of nations, {hould have taught M.
“i; Haftings \rather to have preferved and pro-

 telfed, than injured and deflrayed the rights .of

¢ the ._E:gum.r."

. 'This:a& of Mr. Haftings, in refuming the

property of the Begums, without adequate com-

penfation, he concludes, with reprobating in

the ﬁi‘ﬁﬁ'g'eﬂ terms, and declares, that he was

convinced, “ the national charater had been

| - ¢ debafed
6
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* debafed and degraded, and it was only by
“ an al of national juftice it could be reltored
“ to its wonted brilliancy, excited by its fa-
gL . _— " v ...“ -

cred attachment to HONOUR, JUST ICE, and
“ HUMANITY.

Here we find, that the law, and every
principle of juftice, aflerted in this fpeech, are
the fame we have laid down in the preceding
pages, and manifeftly prove the right of the
Loyalifts to compenfation. The Minifter, with
much learning and truth, confiders the pro-
perty of the fubject, as facred and inviolable,
under the laws of civil fociety, and the pro-
perty of an ally, under the laws of nations ;
and candidly declares, that neither can be de-
prived of it without * criminality in the de-
% fpoilers ;" but upon Two principles, in cafe
of “ forfeiture by delinquency, or when the
“ neceflities and prefervation of the State re-
* quire it.” And when that neceflity de-

- mands it, he repeatedly affirms, that the re-

fumption cannot be /ewfully made WiITHOUT
ADEQUATE COMPENSATION. This com-
penfation he declares is the * CRITERION,’
the “ proviso,” or condition of the nght,
aill that it ought to be moff facredly made to
the defpoiled, whether they be fubjecis or al-
lies,
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