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advantages; exchanging the blessings of conUnued peace
lor the hazards and calamities of war. It would, indeed
require some ver>- powerful temptation to induce a people'
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5« from military burdens conferred by such a treaty
Pubhc opinion, moreover, would unite with self

interest in preser^•ing these treaties inviolate. A govern-
inent who, for the purpose of avoiding war, had pledged
Its faith to abide by the award of umpires would by going
o war in defiance of that award, and in palpable viola
tion of Its solemn engagen.onfs. shock the moral sense of
.nankind, and would probably disgust even its own sub-
jects. At the present day al! governments are n,ore or less
controlled by public opinion; and the progress of educa-
.on and the power of the press, enables cverv individual
to sit m judgment on the conduct of his rulers." Such a w.r
would : ious. because it would be felt bv all to be un-
just anu ...honorable. It would also be reprobated hv tho
umpires, whose decision would thus be contemned, and bv
tver>' nation which had entered into a similar treatv ft
ought, also, to be remembered that each new treatv would
lend to secure tho obser^ance of all the pn.cling ones, as
each nation would feel that the v.Iue of Ms own treatv
would greatly depend on the faithful perforn,an. ,• of all
»H- others: .since, if one were violated with impnni.v. the

^

power of the others to pre.sen-.. peace would neces-
•'« sanly b, vv....kened. In short, such a ,var ' would

most probably be prevented or speo.lilv .. rminal, dby the interference of other powers interesl.d in en-
f'^rc.ng trralies for the preser%'ation of peace

R«f. surelv. it would be the height of follv ,o refuse
'•nhrmg into an advantageous treaty, because if might
('""Hibly he violated. What profilal.I.. ..onnnercial tnatvwns ever r..,j..el,.d on thi. ,,„„,ur.> Fven adnntting the


