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To.thefe.we will add one authority more.
juﬂgc Blackftone, when treating of the pro-
tection due from the Legiflature to the fubjet,
in the moft decided manner declares, that
“ fo.great, moreover, is the regard of the law
« for private property, that it will not au-
¢ thorife the leafl vislation of i, no, not even
« for the general coop of the whole com
“. munity. - Belides, the public geood 1s in
“ nothing more ¢featially interefted than in
¢ the proteQion of every individual's private
“_rights, as modelled by the municipal law.
“ In this, and fimilar cafes, the Legillature
“ alone can, and indeed frequently does, inter-
* pole and compel the individual to acquicice.
% But bow does it inderpofe and compel ? Nor
¢ by ftripping thé individual of his property
“ in an arbitrary manner, but by giving him
% a full and ample indemnsfication and eguivalent
% for the inmjury thereby fuftained.”

From thefe and many other authorities, it

evidently appears, that Parliament has ever
held itfelf bound by the law of the land, to

make compenfation: to the fubjeét for pro-
perty taken or deftroyed. by the State, either
to avoid fome public miichief, or to obiain
iome public benefit; for property loft through
a failure in the State; to afford him the pro

teélion
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te@ion due by law, and for property loft in
confequence of his faithful exertions to de-
fend the public interelt and fafery : while
there is not one to be found of z;.umtrar}*
tendency or {pirit, nor one wheie the com-
penfation claimed by the Loyalifts, has been
delayed beyond the feffion of Parliament in
which the application has beén ‘made. In-
deed the right is fo replete with public merit
and equity, and the law from which it is de=
rived has Leen (o, well underftood, that it has
never been difputed or doubted.. It is, as
the molt eminent civilian in Great Britain
declared, when his opinion was taken upon it,
“ 4 TrvuisMm wbich admits of no POSSIBI>
* LiTY ofF poust.”




