
lorc the only conftituted authority authorized to dtciile thin qucs •

tion, tlie l.egiflaturc, liad convened to deliberate upon it.

The example of Great-Britain, whole tyrannical principles have

fo long been the theme of popular harangue, one would think would

be conclufive on this point—and that whatever may be done luith

impunity in that monarchical and fevcre government, might certainly

be permitted in our free and enlightened country. It is well known

that all the publick writers in England, both before and after the de-

r'lfion of Parliament, as to the quellion of war, undertake to arraign

its juftice, its pohcy, its neceflity, its expedience, their own wcaknel!;,

tlij means which they have of annoying the enemy, and to magnify

the refources, power, and talents of tlieir foes : nor can there bo

found, in a fingle inftancc, an attempt to check this freedom of en-

quiry, cither by profecution or threats.

If this example, and the explicit language of our own Conftitu-

tions were not fufficient authority, we might cite an illullrious man,

whofe opinions a large part of the community would be unwil-

ling to queilion.—Prefident Jefferfon la_, s it down as an eilablifhod

axiom, " that the utmoft liberty of the prcl'a may be fafcly indulg-

ed, in fuch a country as ours, and that errors in opinions can do no

injury, 'where reafon is left free to combat them"

If this doftrine be true in ordinary cafes, liow much more ftrong

its application to the important queflions of war and peace ?—To

what terrible c 'ifequenccs would the tyrannical do6\rine of the

National Intelligencer, above quoted, lead us ? A foreign nation

makes an attack which is alledged to be caufe of war : Such an

attack mud always involve a queftion of faft, and a queftion of law

or right. If the opinion of any particular fet of men, even of dig-

nified officers, could be conclti/ive as to thefe two queflions : If no pri-

vate citizen who might be in pofleflion of hotter evidence as to the

fadsi or better authority as to the law, could divulge thefe fafts,

and make known his principles of law, it would follow that our

Conftitution would be a dead letter ;—the Legiflature would be-

come mere tools in the hands of the executive, and the nation might

be involved in all the calamities of war at the pleafurc of a fingle

man. But the doftrine of the Government paper goes farther, you

can not only not difcufstlie queftion of right, b'.it you muft be filcnt
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