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oi isiippoAcd defects in the eonstitiitiuii '/ Their oppoiition to tlin

Rxt'i.iilive, whether right or wrong may be dictated by the huiiefft

conviclioii. that ita policy is contriiry to the principles of the con-

stitution—(Irrogatory to the dignity and pi'crogutives of the Crown,
or inimical to the best inter«8ts of the people. Or does it follow,

in the next place, that Huch men are to be arliitrarily dismissed

from the Magistracy on they/a/ of a Minister of tlie Crown, because

on such }; ">ands, tiiey have dured to impugn his infallibility, or to

have opposed his measures / None but un obsequious dependent

would maintain the aHirmativc of either uf these interrogatories.

—

If Ihcyare to bo maintained, the civil peace of society is not only

cndang(M'ed, by the given popular discontent such arbitrary acts are

likely to proiluce—but is likewist; compromised by the unwar-

rantable dismissal of so many useful and meritorious Magistrates.

Thus, suppose that one half or one fourth of the Justices of peace

of any given county in England were opposed to the existir)g ad-

ministration, (and this is uo imaginary calcul itioii,) ;iiid that tlie

minisUT in co)i.s:!(|uence erased tlioir names from the conimissioir

of the peace. The re;iult is, that for the gnUilicition of his own
persoiiid resentment, he rouses the discontent of the people by an

unconstitutional act, and also wilfully narrows the boundaries of

that depositary of wealth—talents—integrity and hitelligonce, fiom

which the supply of these indispcnsible public functionaries are se-

lected. N J liritish Minister (lares, and none, it may well be pre-

sumed, have the inclination, in these days, to have recourse to a

measure equally ini})olitic and oppressive. Such an act would be

tantamount to the acknowledgment, that political enmities were to

be gratified at the expense of public good ; and would imply the

avowal of the principle, denied even in the worst periods of Eng-

lish historv, that Government was constituted for the benefit of

rulers, and not of the peoi)le. Such an abominable doctrine has

been unifurndy disavowed, allhough in these latter days, there ap-

])ears two exce|)lions to the general disclaimer ; the dismissal of the

Duke of Norfolk frofu a Lord Lieutenancy in 1798 or 9, and that of

Lord Filzwilliam from the same ofiice in 1819. Two of the weal-

thiest and most independent of Englisli Noblemen, high in charac-

ter, and uninipeachablo in integrity,uxTe 5fo treated at seasons ofpub-


