[ % ]

4 jbems. . They muff b¢ COMPENSATED; Mi-
% hifters, he was perfuaded, meant to keep
& the fath of the nation with them.”

L

Lord North. * And now let me, Sir,
“ﬁuft on a part of the treaty which awakens
# human fenfibility in a very irrefiftible and
% jamentable degree. I cannot but lament
& the fate of thofe unhappy men, who, 1 con-
& ceive, were in general objeéts of our GRA-
& rrrupe and pROTECTION. The Loyalifts,
¢ from their attachments, furely had iumne
“ claim on our affeion. But what were
% 1ot the claims of thofe who, in conformity
“to their allegiance, their cheerful OBEDIENCE
% to the woice of Parliament, their confidence
“in the proclamation of our Generals, in-
¢ vited under every aflurance of military, par-
% liamentary, po&ticaf and affeélionate PROTEC=
“ Ti0N, efpoufed, with the hazard of their
% lives, and the forfeiture of their propertics,
% the caufe of Great Britain? 1 cannot but
% feel for men thus fucrificed for their bravery
% and principlés: men who have facrificed all
¢ the deareft poffeflions of the human heart-
“ ‘They have expofed their lives, endured an
“age of hardfhips, deferted their interefts,
< forfeited their pofieflions, /o/i their connec-
“tions, and swined . their families, in OUR

“ CAUSE:

4
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L CAUSE, Could not all this wafte of hum
‘:cnjﬂl}ru"ﬁ:l]l excite one defire of prnte&iin

them from that ftate of mifery with whi F
« 1;}“:‘ implacable refentment of the S‘[‘IEE i[“
“ duht:cd to punifh their loyalty to l';leii ‘31;3
:: vereign a;nd their attachment to their ;nﬂtllwr?.
: Fnuntr}r : I.'h.dfwu not efpoufed their caufe
' rom a principle of affection and gratitude

we f(hould, at leaft, have proteéied them t,
“ have preferved our owx nonouve, If;m?
“ tender of their reErLING s, we fhould have
“been tender of our own CHARACTER
4 NE\:’EI‘ was the bomour, the Principles thf..:
“ policy of a nation, fo grofily abufed ;q i
“the delertion of thofe men, who are r:mv.:
:: expofed to every punithment that defertion

and poverty can infli&t, BECAUSE THEY
“ WERE NOT REBELS.”

. i:rinM:;fﬁ:uT. _ .“ The article refpecting
o }ra1 , he {aid, he never could regard
8 $a l:r.a.fhng monument of xational dif-
3 grace. Nor was this article, in his opinion,
= Lnoru reprnar:h!fll and derogatory to the
P, omour and gratitude of Great Britain than
. rl;‘ ;ppcarcd to be wanton and unneceffary.
= h e FHonourable Gentleman who made the
£ motion had alk-:dg, it thofe Gentlemen, who
thought the prefent peace not fulliciently
¢ advana



