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We were then opposed to war with France, thoufrhmuch more popular, and much more just, and much
^ess dangerous than this present war. We are also op-posed to the present war, f»r the same reasons as wewere then

; for the reasons urged and lon^ since im-
pnnted on our m.nds by Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madi-
bon that we arc a >oung country, remr e from the
colhsions of Luropt, and we ought to husband our re-
sources until we arrive at such strength and power as
will enable us to compel the European nations to re-
spect us.' •

\A^e are therefou consistent. The Countv of Nor-
folk addressed Congress a.^^ainst the war wi{h France,m 1 798. 1 he County of Norfolk ought to be equalh'
opposed to this war, which is vastly more ruinous ?

But how stands Mr. Seaver's consistency ? He was
opposed to the French war in Mr. Adams's time. He
IS the strenuous advocate for war now. He opposed

' then, all the measures which government adop ed to
support the nation^J^ honour. He opposed the standingarmy He opposed the cession of Castle Island, and
all other measures adoptec^ by Mr. Adams, in that war.Nowmdeed r.. republicans are abused because weactm perfect comcidence with our >m.r opinions,and oppose a war as we did then. To us it is imma
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.^-^-^^-' (- was th'rsefn

tV. h. H ? • ^^^':^^°''"' (as is the case now) be atthe head of our armies. We are opposed to all stand-ing armies and to all foreign conquests of beggar[yand miserable provinces, such as the two Canadas.
^
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We have said that we do not mean to enter into tie

K' °:;"^P^^^T^ of the war; but we must sa^!
that the advocates lor war have made many gross mk
re-^resentations. ^ ^

They are questions on which republicans may dif.fer
; on which thev have dur^r.ri ^

lu.,.,, \^L ^".


