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juftice, the whole people fliould be univerfally

fubjedted to the fame fufpenfion of their

franchifes." Be it fo: but then the whole

people fhould fall under the reafon and occa-

fion of the Ad:. If England was under the

fime predicament with America, that is to fay,

if Englirtimen were looked upon to be Rebels,

as the Americans are, in fuch a cafe, a partial

fufpenfion of tlie Habeas Corpus would be invi-

dious, and confe(|ucntly more unjuft than a^f-

«<'r^/ fufpenfion of it j for why (hould one Rebel

be dillinguiriied from another ? but Englifti-

men are not accounted Rebels, and the Ameri-

cans are ; and therefore in the fame degree that

a />^/r/w/ fufpenfion, on the one hand, might be

juft, an univcrfal fufpenfion, on the other,

would be unjuft. Where the offence is local,

the puniHiment too muft be local. It would
have been unjull if the lands \w America had
been forfeited to the Crown in the year 1745,
becaufe Scotland was then in Rebellion. I do
not ufe thefc arguments in favour of the Bill,

The princij)]e was bad with refped: to America:

it was worfe with regard to this country. And
herein confiHed the very malignity of the Bill

:

for whilft the Habeas Corpus was taken away

from the imputed guilty Americans, the inno-

cent Englilh were at the fame time deprived of

^ts benefit ; fufpicion, without oath, being

^^ made


