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Th»t the

Ti(ht» ji lite,

libiYty, and

the purfult

of bappinefs

are unalien*

able.

Maxims in

compatible

with their

own ton-

i, 'vi fc - - - -

"Jfathn to which"—they have lately difcovered— ** the

** laws of Naturey and of Natures God entitle them"

What difference thefe acute legiflators fuppofe between

the laws of NatureyZn^ oi Nature's God, is more than

I can take upon me to determine, or even to guefs. If

%o what they now demand they were entitled by any

law of God, they had only to produce that law, and

all contruverfy was at an end. Inftead of this, what

do they produce ? What they fall felf-evident truths.

^* All meny" they tell us, " are created equal." This

furcly is a new difcovery ; now, for the firft timc> we

learn, that a child, at the moment of his birth, has the

fame quantity of natural power as the parent, the lame

quantity of political power as the mr giftrate,
. . .^

The rights of " /i/Jr, liberty^ and the pwfuit of hap,-

" pimfs*'—hy which, if they mean any thing, they

muft mean the right to enjoy life, to enjoy liberty, and

to purfue happinefs—they " bold to be unalienable."'

This they ^* hold to be among truths /elfevident,*^

At the fame time, to fecure thefe rights, they are con-

tent that Qovernments ihould be inftituted. They
perceive not, or will not feem to perceive, that no-

thing which can be called Government ever was, or

ever could be, in any infiance,exercifed, but at the ex-

pence of one «Jr other of thofe rights.—That, confe-

quently, in as many inftances as Government is ever

exercifed, fomeoneor other of thefe rights, pretended

to be unalienable, is actually alienated.

That men who are engaged in the defign of fub-

verting a lawftil Government, fliould endeavour by a

cloud of words, to throw a veil over their de^gn
j

that they IhouId endeavour to beat down the criteria be-

tween tyranny and lawful government, is not at all

Wv^»\'- ^.*^
. furprifing.


