
^' plcafcd to cbnfer fome marks of his koyalfavour

" on thofe G$vernors and Offic&s in the fcvcral

** Colonics who diftinguiflied themfclves by their

*« zeal 2LiiAfidelity in fupporting the dignity of the

" Crown, the juft rights of Parliament, and the

** fupreme authority of Great Britain ovef the

«' Colonies, during the late difturbances in Ame-
" nca.
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Many more precedents of compenfation fbrfa-

trifices made by the private fuhjeSfy and of diftin'

guijhing marks ofpublicfavour to official, as well as

private men, might be adduced from the hiftory

6f all nations, and in particular from that of the

Britii''" ; but the luoyalifts think it unneceflary to

recite them ; becaufe they conclude, that it is cafy

for Britons to conceive, that if this was not the

law of Great Britain 5 if Great Britain is not

bound to make compenfation to individuals for

the facrificcs made to the public intcreft and

faftty, then, while it pofleffcs private, it wants

pubL'c juftice. The property of the people

would be at the abfciute difpofal of the Sove-

reign. For the compenfation enjoined by the

law of e-minait Domain is the only check upon

the abufe of it. That juftice and protcftion, to

purchafe which men give up their natural liberty,

would be wanting in the Britifli government.

Inftead of being adapted to the prefervation and

fccurity of its fubjciHis, it would be defpotic

;
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