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by the morbid sympathy of a coninTUiity ignorant or rogard-

loss of" the high claims uf ju.'^tice. Evt-ry man—the meanest

not less than the greatest—should feel that he has a deep in-

terest in the laws being folly supported, and the claims of jus-

tice bein;^ ever held inviolate. Hence, it is his duty to give all

the assistance he can to the ministers o^ justice—the servants

of Government.
But. second, subjects must delend rulers if they are assail-

ed by violence. Under ordinary circumstances, the regular

force of the state is quite suilicient for the protection of autho-

rity. There may, however, be enr-ergencies—you are ai no

loss to conceive of such—when this force may either not be at

haid, or may not be su'iicient. The path of duty is then

phiin,—if the Government be unprotected, and assailed by vio-

lence, every man who does not wish it overthrown will rush,

if he possibly can, to its defence. And when he has done so,

and cxpo?ied himself to danger, he has done nothing more than

what was barely his duty.

But the discharge of this piece of duty rests, of course, on
the supposition that defensive v/ar is lawful. This, you ar«

aware, has, of late, in this Province, been frequently called in

question. This opinion is not novel, although it has acquired,

in our times, rather a novel form ; and is found to embrace
principles neither wise nor safe, and, in some cases, far from
being honourable to those who hold it. I beg that it may bo

distinctly understood, that it is my sinceie conviction that war
on any other grounds whatsomever than those purebi defensive

is the most heinous wickedness. And wore it possible to col-

lect all the curses which the prophets of God ever pronounced
against sinners, and pour them forth in one deep denounce-

ment, that denouncement ought to fall on the guilty heads of

those men who have been the means of originating and carry-

ing on unlawful wars. Aggression in this matter is a sort of

wickedness that has hardly any parallel. But does the crim-

ality of this hellish conduct render defensive war unlawful ?

We think the very reverse. It is just because men will make
aggressive wars that defensive war becomes absolutely neces-

sary, and, on the plainest and most sacred principles of justice,

clearly lawful. I shall not take up your time by any length-

ened argument in support of this. The people whom I ad-

dress do not need argument on so plain a matter ; and they

have, I trust, too much honesty and loyalty to pretend perplex-

ity of judgment, where there is merely perversity of will.

Those who deny the lawfulness of defensive war for the sake

of consistency, ought to go a step further, and deny the use of

all civil Government. For in such a world as ours—and we
must just take men as tliey are, not as we could wish them to


