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TO
GEORGE WASHINGION,

PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. .

S 1R,

I PRESENT you a fmall Treatife in
defence of thofe Principles of Freedom which
your exemplary Virtue hath fo eminently con-
tributed to eftablith,—That the Rights of Man
may become as univerfal as your Bencvolence

can with, and.that you may enjoy the Hap-
pinefs of feemg the New World rcgeneratc
“the Old, is the Praye*‘ of .

- 818,
Your much obhged and

,Obedicqt humble Sprvapt, .

THOMAS PAINE






PRETFAGCGCE
TO THE

ENGLISH EDITION.

-

YROM the part Mr. Burke took in the
American Revolution, it was natural
that I {hould confider him a friend to mankind;
and as our acquaintance comménced on that
ground, it would have been more agreeable
to me to have had caufe to confinue in that

‘Opinion, than to change it.

‘At the time Mr, Burke made his vxolent :

Apeech laft winterin the Engleh Parhament
‘againft the French Revolution and the Na-
~ tional Aflembly, ‘I was in Paris, and had

written him, but a fhort time before, to in~

.~ form him how profperoufly matiers: were

‘going on. Soon after this, I faw his adver-
~ tifement of the Pamphlet he intended to pub-

lith: As the - attack ‘was to be made in a

| language but little ftudied, and lefs underftood,

in France, and as évery thing fuffers by' ;

o tranflation, I promifed fome of the friends

‘of the Revohition in that country, that when-
' cver Mr. Burke 8 Pamphlet came forth, T

would
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would anfwer it, ‘'This appeared to me the
more neceflary to be done, when I {faw the
flagrant mifreprefentations which Mr, Burke's
Pamphlet contains; and that while it is an
outrageous abufe on the French Revolution,
and the principles of Liberty, it is an impo-

{ition on the reft of the world.
I am the more aftonithed and difappointed
.at this condu&® in Mr, Burke, as {from the
circumftance I am going to mention), I had

formed other expetations.

. 1 had feen enough of the miferies of war, to
with it might never more have exiftence in the
.warld, andthat{fomeother modemight befound
out to fettle the differences that thould occa~
fionally arife in the neighbourhood of nations. -
.'This certainly might be done if Courts were
‘dxi‘qued tg fet honeftly about it, or .if coun-
tries were enlightened enough not ta be made
the dupes of Courts. The people of America
.had been bred up in the fame prejudices
againft France, which at that time charaQer-
'jzed the people of England ; but experience
',and an acquamtance with the French Nation
‘have moft effeGtually thown to the Americans
.the falfehood of thofe prejudlces s and I do
not believe that a more cordigl and confiden-
:tml mtercourfe em{’ca between any two coun~

ries than between America and France,

. . When



[ ix ]

When I came to France in the Spring of
1787, the Arciibithop of Thouloufe was then
Minifter, and at that time highly efteemed.
I became much acquainted with the private
Secretary of thac Minifter, a'man of an enlar-
ged benevolent heart ; and found, that his
fentiments and my own perfe@tly agreed

with refpe@ to the madnefs of war, and the

wretched impolicy of two nations, like Eng-

{and and France, continually worrying each

other, to no other end than that of a mutual
increafe of burdens and taxes. That I might
be affured I had not mifunderftood him, nor
he me, I put the fubftance of .our opinions
into writing, and fent it to him ; fubjoining
a requeft, that if I fhould fee among the peo-
ple of England, any difpofition to cultivate a

better underftanding between the two nations

than had hitherto prevailed, how far I might
be authoiized to fay that the fame difpofition
Prevaileﬂ on the part of France? He an-
{wered me by letter .in the moft unreferved
manner, and that not for himfelf only, but

‘for the Minifter, with whofe knowledge the

letter was declared to be written, -

I put this letter into the hands of Mr, Burke
almoll threée years ago, and left it with him,
where it flill remainsg; hoping, and at the

~ {ane time ngturally expu&mg from the opi-

nion

SR T N e
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‘nion I had coreived of him, that he would
find fome oppertarity of making a good ufe
of it, for the purpuie of removing thofe errors
and prejudices, which two neighbouring na-
tions, from the want of knowing each other,
had entertained, to the injury of both.

When the French Revolution broke out, it
certainly afforded to Mr. Burke an opportu-
nity of doing fome good, had he been difpofed

to it ; inftead of which, no fooner did he fee -

the old prejudices wearing away, than he
smmediately began fowing the feeds of a new
inveteracy, .as if he were afraid that England
and France would ceafe to be enemies, 'That
 there are men in all countries who get their

living by war, and by keeping up the quar-

rels of Nations, is as fhocking as it is true; -

but when thofe who are concerned in the go-

. vernment of a country, make it their ftudy to

 {ow difcord, and cultivate prejudices between
Nations, it becomes the more unpardonable.
. With refpe to a paragraph in this Work

alludiiag to Mr. Burke’s having a penfion, the

réport has been fome time in circulation, at
leaft two months; and as a perfon is often
the laft to hear what concerns him the mof
to know, I have mentioncd it, that Mr. Burke

may have an opportunity of contradicting the

rumour, if lig thinks proper.
' THOMAS PAINE,



RIGHTS OF MAN,
‘ &c. . - '

MONG the incivilities by which nations ar
individuals provoke and irritate each other,
Mr. Burke’s pamphlet on the French Revolution
1s an extraordinary inflance, Neither the People
of France, nor the National Affembly, were
troubling themfelves about the affairs of England,
or the Englith Parliament; and why Mr, Burke
thould comimence an unprovéked attack upon
them, both in parliament and in public, is a con-
duék that cannot be pardoned on' the feore of
. manners, nor juftified on that of policy,

There is fcarcely. an epithet of abufe to be
found in the Englith language, with which Mr.
. Burke has not loaded the French Natio:i and the
National Affembly, Every thing which' rancour,
prejudice, ignorance, or knowledge could fuggeft,
are poured forch in the copious fury of near four
hundred pages. In the ftrain and on the plan
Mr. Burke was writing; he might have written on
* 10 as many thoufands, When the tongue or the

St - pen
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pen is let loofe in a frénzy of paffion, it is the
man, and not the fubjedl, that becomes ex-
baufted, |
Hitherto Mr. Burke has been miftaken and
difuppointed in the opinions he had formed of the
affairs of France but fuch is the ingenuity of his.
hope, or the malignancy of his defpair, that it
furnitheshim with new pretences to go on, There
was a time when it was impoflible to make Mr.
Burke believe there would be any revolution in
France. His opinion then was, that the French
had neisher fpirit to updertake it, nor fortitude to
fupport:it; and now that there is one, he feeks
an efcape, by condemning it. :
" Not fufficiently content with abufing the Na-
tional Affembly, a great part of his work is taken
up with-abufing Dr. Price (one of the beft-hearted

men that lives), and the two focieties in England

known by the name of the Revolution Society,
and the Society for Conftitutional Information.
Dr. Price had preached a fermon on the 4th of
November 1789, being the anniverfary of what
is-called in England, the Revolution which took
place 1688. Mr. Burke, fpeaking of this fermon,
fays, ¢ The Pohncal Divine proceeds dogmatl-
¢ cally to affert, that, by the principles of the
¢ Revolution, the people of England have ac-
¢ quired three fundamental rights : |
¢ 1. Ta choofe our OWn governors,
" ¢ 2, To cathier them for mifcondo&. -
¢ 3. To frame a governmept for ourfelves.”

- Dr. o

+
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Dr. Price does not fay that the right to do thefe

things exifts in this or in that perfon, or in this or
in that defcription of perfons, but that it exifts in
the whole ; that it is a right refident in che nation.
~~Mr. Burke, on the contrary, denies that fuch a
right exifts in the nation, either is- whole or ia pars,
or that it exifts any where; and, whatis fill move
ftrange and marvellous, he fays, ¢ that the people
* of England utterly difclaim fuch a right, and
¢ that they will refift cthe practical affertion of it
¢ with their lives and fortunes.” That men fhould
take up arms, and fpend their lives and fortunes,
not to maintain their rights, but to maintain they
have not rights, is an entire new fpecies of dife
covery, and fuited to the paradoxial ge‘nius of
Mr. Burke,
- The method which Mr. Burke takes to prové

that the people of England have no fuch rxghts,
and that fuch nghts do not now exift in the nation,
either in whole or in part, or any where at all, is
- of the fame marvellous and monftrous kind wich
- what he has already faid; for his arguments are,
that the perfons, or the generation of perfons, in
‘whom they did exift, are dead, and with them the
sight is dead alfo. To prove this, he ‘quotes: 1
declaration made by parliament aboot s hundred
years ago, to William aud Mary, in thefe words :
¢ The Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and' Cora-
“ mons, doy in- the: name of the people aforefaid,
~—(meaning the people of England then living)—
“ wiolt humbly and faithfully fubmit themfelves,
“ their beibs and poflerities, for xvEr.” He alfo
: B " quotes
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quotes a claufe of another a&t of parliament made
in the fame reign, the terms of which, he fays,
. * binds us—(meaning the people of that day)—
¢ our beirs, and our poficrity, to them, their beirs
¢ and poferity, to the end of time.”

4 Mr. Burke conceives his point fufficiently efta-
blifhed by producing thofe claufes, which he en-
forces by faying that they exclude the right of the
nation for ever : And not yet content with making
fuch declarations, repeated over and over again,
he further fays, ¢ that if the people of England
¢ poffefled fuch a right before the’ Revolution,
(which he acknowledges to have been the cafe,
not only in England, but throughout Europe, at
an early period), yet that the Engli/b nation did,
¢ at the time of the Revoluuon, moft folemnly
¢ renounce and abdicate it, for themfelves, and
¢ for all their pofierity, for ever.

~ As Mr. Burke occafionally applies-the poifon
drawn from his horrid principles, (if it is not a
profanation to call them by the name of princi.
ples), not only to the Englifh nation, but to the
French Revolution and the National Affembly,
‘and charges that auguft, illuminated and jllumi=
nating body of men with the epithet of ufirpers,
1 fhall, Jfans_ceremanie, place another fy[’tem of
. principles in oppolition to his.. -
- The Englifh” Parliament of 1688 did a certam

thmg, which for themfelves and their conftic .

tuents, they had a right to do, and which it ap-
~ peared- nght fhould be done: Bug, in addition to
~ this nght, “which thcy poﬂ'cﬁ'ed by delegation,

| ' tbey
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they fet up another right by affumption, that of bind-
ing and controuling pofterity to the end of ‘timeca
The cafe, therefore, divides itfelf into two parts ;
the right which they poffefied by delegation, and
the right which they fet up by affumption. The
firft is admitted; but, with refpeét to the fecond,

I reply— | |
‘There never did, there never will, and there
never can exift a parliament, or any defcription
of men, or any generation of men, in any coun-
try, poflefied of the right or the power of binding
and controuling pofterity to the * end of time,”
or of ¢ommanding for ever how the world fhall
be governed, or who fhall govern it; and there-
fore, all fuch claufes, acts or declarations, by
which the makers of them attempt to do what
they bave neither the right nor the power te do,
nor the Jower to execute, are in themfelves aull
and void,—Every age and generation muft be as -
free to al for itfelf, in all cafes, as the ages and
generations which preceded it. The vanity and
prefumption of governing beyond the grave, is
the moft ridiculous and infolent of all tyrannies.
~ Man has no property-in man ; neither has any
generation a property in the generations which
are to follow. The parlianient or the people of
1688, or of any other period, had no more right
to difpole of the people of the prefent day, or to
bind or to controul them in any fhape whatever,
than the parliament or the people of the prefent
day have to difpofk of, bind or controul thofe who
are to live a hundred or a thoufand years hence.
| | B2 Every
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Every generation is, and muft be, competent to
all the purpofes which its occafions require, It
is the living, and not the dead, that are to be 4c-
commodated, When man ceafes to be, his power
and his wants ceafe with him; and having no
longer any participation in the concerns of this
world, he has no longer any authority in dire&-
ing who fhall be its governors, or how its govern-
went thall be organized, or how adminiftered,

I am nat contending for nor againtt any form
of government, nor for nor againft any party here
or eewhere, That which a whole nation chpofes
to do, it has a right to do. Mr. Burke fays, No,
Where then dges the right exifi? ] am contend-
ing for the rights of the Jving, and againtt their
being willed away, and controuled and contracted
for, by the manufeript affumed apthority of the
dead; and Mr. Burke is contending for the au-
thority of the dead over the rigats and freedom
- of the living. There was 3 time when kings
difpofed of dheir crowns by will upon their death-
beds, and- configned the people, like beafts of
the ficld, to whatever fucceflor they appointed.
This is now fp exploded as fcarcely to be remem-
bered, and fo.monftrous as hardly to be believed:
But the parliamentary claufes upon which Mr.
Burke builds his political church, are of the fame
. The'laws of every' country muft be analogoug
t0 -fome. common principle.  In -England, no
 patent or mafler, nor'sl] the authority of pars
* liament, omuipotent: as it has called itfelf, can -

bind
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bind or controul the perfonal freedom even of an
individual beyond the age of twenty-one years:
On what ground of right, then, could the parlia-
ment of 1688, or any other parliament, bind all
pofterity for ever?

Thofe who have quitted the world, and thofe
who are not yet arrived at it, are as remote from
each other, as the utmoft ftretch of mortal imagi.
nation can conceive : What poflible obligarion,
then, can exift between them; what rule or prin-
ciple can be laid down, that two non-entities, the
one out of exiftence, and the other not in, and
who never can meet in this world, that the one
thould controul the other to the end of time ?

In England, it is faid that money cannot be
taken out of the pockets of the people without

their confeut: But who authorized, or who could
authorize the parliament of 1688 to controul and
take away the freedom of pofterity, and limit and
confine their right of alting in certain cafes for
ever, who were not in exiftence to give or to with-
lold their confent ? '
- A greater abfurdity cannot prefent itfelf to the
“underftanding of man, thian what Mr. Burke offers

to his readers. He tells them, and he tells the

world to come, that a certain body of men, who
exifted a hundred years ago, made a law; and
that there does not now exift in the natiop, hor
ever will, nor.ever can, a power to alter it. Un-
der how many fubtilties, or abfurdities, has the
divine right to govern been impofed on the cre-
dulity of mankind ! Mr. Burke has difcovered a

new
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new one, and he has fhortened his journey to |
Rome, by appealing to the power of this infal-
. lible parliament of former days; and he produces
what it has done, as of divine authority : for thac
power muft certainly be more than human, which
no human power to the end of time can alter. -

- But Mr. Burke has done fome fervice, not to
his caufe, but to his country, by bringing thofe
claufes into public view,  They ferve to demon-
ftrate how neceffary- it is at all times to watch
again{t the attempted encroachment of power,
and to prevent its running to excefs, It is fome-
what extraordinary, that the offence for which
James II. was expelled, that of fetting up power
by affumption, thould be re-afled, under another
thape and form, by the parliament that expelled
him. It thews, that the rights of man were but
Jmperfeé’tly underftood ar the Revolution; for,

ertaxp it is, that the right which that pathament
fet up by affumption (for by delegation it had it not,
and could not have it, becaufe none could give it)
over the perfons and freedom of pofterity for ever,
was of the fame tyrannical unfounded kind which
James attempted to fec up over the parliament
and the- nation,- and for which he was expelled.,
The only: d:ﬂ"ercnce is, (for in principle they dif-
fer not), that'the one was an ufurper over the
living, and the other over the unborn; and as
the one has no better authority to ftand upon
than the other, both of them mufl be equally
null and void, ‘and af no’ Eﬁ'eét. |

‘}

From
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From what, or from whence, does Mr. Burke
prove the right of any human power to bind pof-
terity for ever? Fe has produced his claufes ; but
he muft produce alfo his proofs, that fuch a right
exifted, and fhew how it exifted. If it ever exift-
ed, it mut now exift; for whatever appertains to
the nature of man, cannot be annihilated by man.
It is the nature of man to die, and he will continue
to die as long as he continues to be bern. But
Mr. Burke has fec up a fort of political Adam, in
whom all pofterity are bound for. ever; he muft
“ therefore prove that his Adam poffeffed fuch a
power, or fuch a right. |

The weaker any cord is, the lefs wxll it bear to
be ftretched, and the worfe is the policy to ftretch
it, unlefs it is intended to break it. Had a perfon
contemplated the overthrow of Mr.. Burke’s pofi-
tions, he would have proceeded as Mr. Burke has
done. He would have magnified the authorities,
on purpofe to have called the right of them into
queftion ; and the inftant the queftion of right was
ftarted, the authorities muft have been given up.

" It requires but a very fmall glance-of thought to
perceive, that altho’ laws made in one generation
~ often continue in force through fucceeding genera.
tions, yet that they continue to derive their force
from the confent of the living. A law not re-
pealed continues in force, not becaufe it cannat be
" repealed, But becaufe it is not repealed; and che
non-repealing paffes for confent,

‘But Mr, Burke’s claufeshave not even this quah-
ﬁcanon in their favour. They become null, by

: attempt-



‘ [ 16 ]
attempting to become immortal. The nature of .
them precludes confent, They deftroy the right
which they might have, by grounding it on a right -

‘which they cannot have. Immortal power is not a
human right, and therefore cannot be a right of
parliament, The parliament of 1688 might as
well have paffed an act to have authorized them-
felves ta.livefor ever,as tomake theirauthority live
for ever, All therefore that can be faid of them is,
that they are a formality of words, of as much im-
port, as if thofe who ufed them had-addrefied a con-
gratulation to themfelves, and, in the oriental ftile
of antiquity; had faid, O Parliament, live for ever!

The circomftances of the world are continully
changing, and the opuuons of men change alfo;
and as governmett:is for the living, and .not for
the dead, it is the living only that has any right
in it.” ‘That which may be thought rightand
found convenient in one age, may be thought
wrong'and found: inconvenient in another.  In .
fuch caf'es, Who is to decldc, thc lwmg, or the :

dead - -

 As a’lmeﬂ: ote hundred pages of Mr, Burke 5
book ‘are employed upon thefe clavfes, it will-con=

fequently follow, that if the claufes themfelves; fo
~far ag they fet up an affiumed; ufurped dominion
over pofterity for ever, are unautheritative, and in
theirnature null and void; that all his volumiinous
inferenices and declamation drawn therefrom, or
founded thereon, are- null and void alfo: aﬂd on

this gmnnd I reft the matter. o
: : - We
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 'We now come more particularly to the affairs
of France. Mr, Burke’s baok has the appear-
ance of being written as inftruétion to the French
nation ; but if I may permit myfelf the ufe of an
extravagant metaphor, fi uited to the extravagance
of the cafe, It is darknefs attemptmg to illumi-
nate light.

While I am writing this, there are acc1dentally
before me fome propofals for a declaration of rights
by the Marquis de 1a Fayette (I afk his pardon for
ufing his former addrefs, and do it only for diftinc-
- tion’s fake) to the National Affembly, on the 11th

of July 1789, three days before the taking of the Ba-
ftille; and I cannot butbe ftruck by obferving how
oppofite the fources are from which thatGentleman
and Mr. Burke draw their principles. Inftead of
referring to mufty records and mouldy parchments
to prove that the rights of the living are loft, « re-
“ nounced and abdicated for ever,” by thefe who
are now no more, as Mr, Burke has done, M. de
la Fayette applies to the living world, and empha-
tically ‘fays, ¢ Call to mind the fentiments which
¢« Nature has engraved in the heartof every citizens
‘« and which take a new force when they are {o-
¢ lemnly recogmzed by all:—For a nation to love
¢ liberty, it is fufficient that fhe knows it; and to
* be free, it is fufficient that fhe wills it,” How
dry,-barren, and obfcure, is the fource from which
Mt. Burke labours!" and how ineffeCtual, thoogh
gay with fAowers, are all his declamation and his
argument, compared with thefe clear, concife, and
foul-ammaung fentiments | Few and fhort as they
a C are,
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are, they lead on to a vaft field of generous and’
manly thinking, and do not finifh, like Mr. Burke’s
periods, with mufic in the ear, and nothing in the
heart. |

« As I have introduced M. de la Fayette, I
will take the liberty of adding an anecdote res
. fpe@ing his farewel addrefs to the Congrefs of
America in 1783, and which orcurred frefh to
my mind when I faw Mr. Burke’s thundering at-
tack on the French Revolution.—M., de la Fayette
went to America at an early period of the war, and
continued a volunteer in her fervice to the end.
His condu through the whole of that enterprife
is one of the molft extraordinary thatis to be found
in the hiftory of a young man, fcarcely then twenty
years of age. Situated in a country that was like
the lap of fenfual pleafure, and with the means of
enjoying it, how few are there to be found who
wou)d exchange fuch a fcene for the woods and
wilderneffes of America, and pafs the flowery years
of youth in unprofitable danger and hardfhip! but
- fuchis the fadk: When the war ended, and he was
on the point of taking his final departure, he pre-
fented himfelf to Congtefs, and contemplating; in
hisaffeCtionate farewel, the revilution he had feen,
expreffed himfelf in thefe words: « May this great
. % wonument, raifed to Liberty, forve as a leffen to
“ ghe oppreffor, and cn example to the oppieffed i
~~When this addrefs came to the hands of Doctor

- Franklin, who was then in France, he applied to

Count Vergennies to have it inferted in the French
Gazette, but never could obtain his confent. The
| o fad
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fa& was, that Count Vergennes was an arifto-
cratical defpot at home, and dreaded’ the'example
of the American revolution in France, as certain
other perfons now dread the example of the French
revolution in England ; and Mr, Burke’s tribute of
fear (for in this light his book muft be confidered)
runs parallel with Count Vergennes® refufal. But,
to. return more particularly to his work —
¢« "We have feen (fays Mr. Burke) the French
¢ rebel againft a mild and lawful Monarch, with
« more fury, outrage, and infult, than any people
"« has been known to rife againft the moft illegaj
¢ yfurper, or the moft fanguinary tyrant,”—This
is one among a thoufand other inftances, in which
Mr. Burke fhews that he is ignorant of the fprings
and principles of the French revolution.
. - It was not againft Louis the XVIth, but againft
the defpotic.principles of the government, that the
nation revolted, Thele principles had not their
origin in him, but in the original eftablithment,
‘many centuries back ; and they were become too
deeply rooted to be removed, and the augean ftable
.of parafites and plunderers too abominably filthy
to be cleanfed, by any thing fhort of a complete
. and univerfal revolution. When it becomes necef-
fary to do a thing, the whole heart and foul fhould
go into the meafure, of not attempt it. That crifis
was then arrived, and there remained no'choice but
to a& with determined vigour, or aot to a& atall,
The king was knowa to be thé friend of the nation,
and this circumftance was favourable to the enter-
prife, Perhaps no man bred up in the file of an
Cz abfolute
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abfolute King, ever pofieffed a heart o little dif; po=-
fed to the excrc:fe of that fpecies of power as the

prefent King of France. But the principles of the

government itfelf ftill remained the fame, The

Monarch and the Monarchy were diftinét and fepa-

rate things; and it was againft the eftablithed
defpotifin of the Iatter, and not againft the per-
fon or principles of the former, that the revolt
commenced, and the revolution has been
carried,

Mr. Burke does not attend to the dl&m&wn
between men and principles; and therefore, he does
not fee that a revolt may take place againft the def-
potlfm of the latter, while there lies no charge of
defpotifm againft the former. -

The natural moderation of Louis X V1. contri-
buted nothing to alter the Mred:tary defpotifm of
the monarchy; All the tyrannies of former
reigns, afted under that hcredltary defpotifm, were
fHill liable to be revived in the hands of a fuc~
‘ceflor. It was not the refpite of a reign that
‘would fétxsfy France, enlightened -as fhe was then
become, ‘A cafual dilcontinuance of the pmﬂw
of defpotifm, is not a dlﬁ:ontmuance of its prmcz..
ples 3 the former devends on the virtue of the in-
dmdual who is in immediate pofleflion of the
power ; the latter, on the virtue and fortitude of
the natidn, In the cafe of Charles I. and James II.
“of England, the revolt was againft the perfonal
defpotifin of the men; whereas in France, it was
againfl the hereditary defpotifm of the eftablithed
‘government,  But men who can canfign over the
| - r:ghts
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rights of pofterity for ever on the authority of a
mouldy parchment, like Mr, Burke, are not qua-
lified to judge of this revolution, It takes in a
field oo vaft for their views to explore, and pro-
ceeds with a mightinels of reafon they cannor keep
pace with, |
> But there are many points of view in which
this revolution may be confidered. When defpo-
tifin has eftablifhed itfelf for ages in a country, as
in France; it is not in the perfon of the King only
that it refides, It has the appearance of being fo
in fhow, and in nominal authority ; but it is not
fo in-praflice, and in fa@. It has its ftandard
every-where. Every office and department has
its defpotifm, founded upon cuitom and ufage.
Every place has its Battille, and every Baftille its
defpot. The original hereditary defpotifm refi-
dent in the perfon of the King, divides and fubdi-
vides itfelf into a thoufand fhapes and forms, till
~at laft the whole of it is acted by deputation,
This was the cafe in France; and againft this
fpecies of defpotifin, proceeding on through an
endlefs labyrinth of office till the fource of it is
fcarcely perceptible, there is no mode of redrefs.
It ftrengthens itfelf by afluming the appearance of
duty, and tyrannifes under che pretence.of obey.
ing. i |
- When a man refle@®s on the condition ‘which
France was in from the nature of her govern-
ment, he will fee other caufes for revole than thofe
which immediately conne@ themfelves wich the
pesfon or charader of Louis XVI. ‘Fhere were,

i
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if I may fo exprefs it, a thoufand defpotifms to
be reformed in France, which had grown up un-
der the hereditary defpotifm of the monarchy, and
became fo rooted as to be in a great meafure inde-
pendent of it. Between the monarchy, the par-
Jiament, and the church, there was a rivalfbip of
defpotifm ; befides the feudal defpotifm operating
locally, and the minifterial defpotifin operating
every-where. But Mr, Burke, by confidering the
King as the only poflible object of a revolr, fpeaks
as if France was a village, in which every thing
that paffed muft be known to its commanding
officer, and no oppreffion could be acted but
what he could immediately controul. Mr. Burke
might have been in the Baftille his whole life, -as
 well under Louis XVI. as Louis XIV. and neither
the one nor the other have known that fuch a man
as Mr. Burke exifted. The defpotic principles of
the government were the fame in both reigns,
though the difpofitions of the men were as remote
as tyranny and benevolence. oo

- What Mr. Burke confiders as a reproach to
the French Revolution (that of bringing it for-
ward under a reign more mild than the. preced-
ing ones), is one of its higheft honours. The
revolutions that have taken place in other Euro-
pean countries, have been excited by perfonal
hatred. The rage was againft the man, and he
became the victim. But, in the inftance of France,

we fee a rovolution generated in the rational‘
contemplation of -the rights of man, and dif-
S | - tinguithing
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tinguithing from the beginning between petfong
and principles.

But Mr. Burke appears to have no idea of
principles, whenhe is contemplating governments.
¢ Ten years ago (fays he) I could have felicitated
¢ France on hu' having a government, without
¢ enquiring what the nature of that government
¢ was, or how it was adminiftered.” Is this the
language of a rationable man ? Is it the language
of a heart feeling as it ought to feel for the rights
and happinefs of the human race? On this
ground, Mr. Burke muft compliment every go-
vernment in the world, while the vi&ims who
fuffer under them, whether fold into flavery, or
tortured out of exiftence, are wholly forgotten,
It is power, and not principles, that Mr. Burke
venerates ; and under this abominable depravity,
he is difqualified to judge between them.—Thus
much for his opinion as to the occafions of the
Freach Revolution. I now proceed to other
confiderations.

I know a place in America called Point-no-
Point; becaufe as you proceed along the fhore,
gay and flowery as Mr, Burke’s language, it con-
tinually recedes and prefents itfelf at a diftance
before you; butr when you have got as far as you
can go, there is no point at all. Juft thus it is' with
Mr. Burke’s three hundred and fifty-fix pages. It
is therefore difficult to reply to him.  But as the
. points he withes to eftablith, may be inferred from
‘what he abufes, it is in his paradoxes that we
muft look for his arguments. .

As
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As to the tragic paintings by which Mr. Burke
has outraged his own imagination, and feeks to
work upon that of his readers, they are very well
calculated for theatrical reprefentation, where
falts are manufa&ured for the fake of thow, and
accommodated to produce; through the weaknefs
of fympathy, a weeping effc. But Mr, Burke
fhould recolleét that he is writing Hiftory, and
not Plays ; and that his readers will expec truth,
and not the {pouting rant of high-toned exclama-
tion. -

When we fce a man dramatically lamenting ina
publication intended to be believed, that, % The age
““ of hivalry is gone ! that The glory of Europe is ex-
*¢ tinguifbed for ever ! that The unbought grace of life
¢ (if any one knows what ic is), 2he cheap defence of
¢ nations, the nurfeof manlyfentiment and heroic enter.
“¢ prize,is gone!”’ and allthisbecaufe thc(@ixotcage
‘of chivalry nonfenfe is gone, What opinion can we
form of hisjudgment, or what regard can we pay to
his falts ? In the rhapfody of his imagination, he
has difcovered a world of wind-mills, and his for-
rows are, that there are no Quixotes to attack
them. But if the age of ariftocracy, like that of
«chivalry, fhould fall, and they had originally fome
connection, Mr. Burke, the trumpeter of the Or-
der, may continye his parody to theend, and finith
with exclaiming—¢ Othello’s occupation’s gone I”*

Notwithftanding Mr. Burke’s horrid paintings,
~when the French Revolution is compared with-

that of other countries, thie aftonifhment will be,

that it is marked with fo few facrifices; but chis
altonith-
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altonifhment will ceafe when we refleét that
principles, and not perfons, were the meditated
objeéts’of defiruftion. The mind of the nation
was alted upon by a higher ftimulus than what
the confideration of perfons could infpire, and
fought a higher conqueft than could be produced
by the downfal of an enemy. Among the few
who fell, there do not appear to be any that
were intentionally fingled out. They all of them
had their fate in the circumftances of the moment,
and were not purfued with that long, cold-blooded,
unabated revenge which purfued the unfortunate

Scotch in the affair of 1743,
Through the whole of Mr. Burke’s book I
“do not obferve that the Baftille is mentioned more
than once, and that with a kind of implication
as if he were forry it was pulled down, and wifhed
it were built up again. ¢ We have rebuilt New-
¢ gate (fays he), and tenanted the manfion; and
¢« we have prifons almoft as ftrong as the Baftille
« for thofe who dare to libel the Queens of
¢ France*,” As to what a madman, like the perfon
called Lord G G~——, might fay, and to

* Since writing the above, twoother places occur in Mr. Burke's
pamphlet, in which the name of the Baftille is mentioned, but in the
fame manner. In the one, he introduces it in a fort of obfeure
gueftion, and afka—* Will any misifters who now ferve fuch aking,
with but a decent appearance of refpeft, cordially obey: the orders of
thofe whom but the other day, in bis name, they had committed to
the Batilie? In the other, the taking it is mentioned as implying
criminality in the French guards who affited in demolifhing ito=—
¢¢ They have not {fays he) forgot the taking the king’s caftles at
Paris."-—nThis is Mr, Burke, who pretends to write on conftitu-

sional freedom.
' D ) whom

mn

TR
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whom Newgate is rather a bedlam than a prifon, -
it is unworthy a rational confideration. It was a
madman that libelled — and that is fufficient
apology 3 and it afforded an opportunity for con-
fining him, which was the thing that was wifhed
for: Buot certain it is that Mr. Burke, who does
not call himfelf a madman, whatever other people
may do, has libelled, in the moft unprovoked man-~
ner, and in the groffeft flile of the moft vulgar
abufe, the wholereprefentative authority of France;
and yet Mr, Burke takes his feat in the Britith
Houfe of Commons! From his violence and his
grief, his filence on fome points, and his excefs on
others, it is difficult not to believe that Mr, Burke
is forry, extremely forry, that arbitrary power, the
power of the Pope, and the Baftille, are pulled
down. |

Not one glance of compaffion, not one commi-
ferating refletion, that I can find throughout his
book; has he beftowed on thofe who lingered out
the moft wretched of lives, a life without hope, in
the moft miferable of prifons. - It is psinful to be-
hold a man employing his talents to corrupt him-
felf, Nature has been kinder to Mr, Burke than
heis to her. He is not affefted by the reality of
diftrefs touching his heart, but by the fhowy
refemblance of it ftriking his imagination. He
" pities the plumage, but forgets the dying- bird.
Accuftomed to kifs the ariftocratical hand that
hath purloined him from himf{elf, he degenerates
inte a compoﬁtion of ‘art, and the genuine foul of

naturc forfakes him. His hero or lus heroine muft
be
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bea tragedy—v:&xm expiring in thow, and not the
real prifoner of mifery, {liding into death in the
filence of a dungeon.

As Mr. Burke has paffed over the whale tranfac-
tionof the Baftille (and his filence is nothing in his
favour), and has entertained his readers withreflec-
tions on {uppofed falls diftorted into real falfe-
hoods, I will give, fince he has not, fome account
of the circumftances which preceded that tranfac-
tion. They will ferve to thew, that lefs mifchief
could fcarcely have accompanied fuch an event,
when confidered with the treacherous and hoftile
aggravations of the enemies of the Revolution,

The mind can hardly picture to itfelf a more
tremendous fcene than what the city of Paris exhi-
bited at the time of taking the Battille, and for two
- days before and after, nor conceive the poflibility
of its quieting fofoon. Ara diftance, this tranfac-
tion has appeared only as dn a& of heroifm, ftande
ing on itfelf; andtheclofe political conne&ion it had
with the Revolution is loft in the brilliancy of the

.- atchievement. But we are to confider it as the

ftrength of the parties, brought man to man, and
contending for the iffue. . The Battille was to be
either the prize or the prifon of the affailants.
The downfal of it included the idea of the down-
fal of Dcfpotifm’; and chis compounded immage was
become as figuratively united as Bunyan’s Doubt+
ing Caftle and Giant Defpair.

. The National Affembly, before and at thetimeof
taking the Baftille, was fitting at Verfailles, twelve
mxl-es diftant from Paris. About a weck before the

Da nﬁng



[ 28 ]
rifing of the Parifians, and their taking the Baftille, -
it was difcovered that a plot was forming, at the
head of which was the Count d’Artois, the King’s
youngeftbrother, for demolithing the National Af-
fembly,feizing its members, and thereby cruthing,
by a coup de main, all hopes and profpects of form-
ing a free government. For th: fake of humanity,
as well as of freedom, it is well this plan did not
fucceed. Examples are not wanting to (hew how
dreadfully vindi&ive and cruel are all old govern-
ments, when they are {uccefsful againft what they
call a revolt.

‘This plan muft have been fornc time in con-
templation; becaufe, in order to carry it into exe~
cutjon, it was neceffary to colle@ a large military
force round Paris, and to cut off the commuhnica-
tion between that city and the National Aflembly
at Verfailles. The troops deftined for this fervice
were chiefly the foreign troops in the pay of
Fran(:e, and who, for this parncular purpofe, were

drawn from the diftant provinces where they were
then ftationed. 'When they were collected, to the
amount of betweentwenty-fiveand thirty thoufand,
it was judged time to put the plan into execution.
Theminiftry who were then'is office, and who were
friendly to the Revolution, were inftantly difmifled,
and a new misiftry formed of thofe who had con-
certed the project ;—among whom was Count.de
Broglio, and tohis fhare was given the command of
thofe :roops. The charatter of this man, as de~
feribed o me in a letter which I communicated to

- Mr. Burke beforc he bcgan to. write his baok, and
~ from
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from an authority which Mr, Burke well know
was good, was that of < an high-flying ariftocrat,
«¢ cool, and capable of every milchief.”

While thefe matters were agitating, the National
Affembly ftood in the moft perilous and critical
fituation that a body of men can be fuppofed to a&
in. They were the devoted vi&tims, and they knew
it. ‘They had the hearts and wifhes of their coun-
try on their fide, but military authority they had
none. ‘The guards of Broglio furrounded the hall
where the affembly fat, ready, at the word of com-
mand, to feize their perfons, as had been done the
~ year before to the parliament of Paris. Had the

. National Affembly deferted their truft, or had they
exhibited figns of weaknefs or fear, their enemies -
had been encouraged. and the country deprefled.
When the fituation they ftood in, the caufe they
were engaged in, and the crifis then ready to burft
which thould determine their perfonal and political
fate, and that of their country, and probably of
Europe, are taken into one view, none but a heart
callouswith prejudice, orcorrupted by dependances
can avoid interefting itfelf in their fuccefs. .

The archbifhop of Vienne was at this time pre-
fident of the National Aflembly; a perfon too old
" to undergo the fcene that a few days, or a few
hours, might bring forth, A man of more ac-
tivity, and bolder forticude, was neceflary ; and
‘the National Affembly chofe (under the form of
a vice-prefident, for the prefidency flill refided
in the archbithop) M. de la Fayeite; and. this
is the only inftance of a vice-prefident being
- chofen.
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chofen. It was at the moment that this ftorm
was pending (July 1 1.) that a declaration of
nghts was brought forward by M. de Ia F ayette,
and is the fame which is alluded to in page 7.
It was haftily drawn up, and makes only a part of

a more extenfive declaration of rights, agreed
upon and adopted afterw. rds by the National Af-
fembly. . The particular reafon for bringing it
forward ac this moment, (M. de la Fayette has -
fince informed me) was, “that if the National Af-
fembly fhould fall in the threatened deftruction
that thcn furrounded it, fome traces of its princi«
plés might have the chance of furviving the wreck,

. Every thing now was drawing to 2 crifis. The’
event was freedom or flavery: On one fide, an
army of nearly thxrty thoufand men ; on the other,
an vaarmed body of citizens: for the citizens of
Paris; on whom the National Aflembly muft then
immediately depend, were as unarmed and as un-
difciplined as the citizens of London are now.
The French guards had given firong fymptoms of
their being attached to the national caufe; but
their numbers were fmall, not a tenth part of the
force that Broglio commanded, and their officers
were inithe intereft of Broglio. . a

~Mattrrs being now ripe for execution, the new
tmmﬁry made sheir appearance in office.. - The
reader will carry in his miad, that the Baftille was
taken the 14th of July: the poiat of time ! am
now. {peaking to; is the sath. JImmediately on
the news of the change of niiniftry reaching Paris, =

in the afternoon, all the play-houfes and places of
: entertain-
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entertainment,fhops and houfes, were thut up, The
change of miniftry was confidered as the prelude of

hoftilities, and the opinion was rightly founded.
The foreign troops began to advance towards
the city. The Prince de Lambefc, who commanded
abody of German cavalry,approached by the Place
of Lewis XV. which conneéls itfelf with fome of
the ftreets., In his march, he infulted and ftruck
an old man with his fword. The French are re~
markable for their refpe to old age, and the ine
folence with which it appeared to be done, uniting
with the general fermentation they were in, pro-
duced a powerful effe&, and a cry of Toarms ! to

arms ! {pread itfelf in a2 moment over the city.
Arms they had none, nor fcarcely any who knew
the ufe of them : but defperate refolution, when
every hope is at ftake, fupplies, for a while, the
want of arms. Near where the Prince de Lam-
befc was drawn up, were large piles of ftones
collefted for building the new bridge, and
with thefe the people attacked the cavalry, A
party of the French guards, upon hearing the
firing, ruthed from their quarters and joined the
. people; andnight coming on, the cavalry retreated.
The ftreets of Paris, being narrow, are favour=
able for defence ; and the loftinefs of the ‘houfes,
confilting of many ftories, from which great annoy-
ance might be given, fecured them againft noQur-
nal enterprifes ; and the night was fpent in provids
ing’ themfelves with ‘every fort of weapon they
could make or procure : Guns, fwords, black~
fmiths hammers, carpenters axes, iron crows,"
‘  pikes,
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pikes, halberts, pitchforks, fpits, clubs, &c. &c. :
The incredible numbers with which they affem-
bled the next morning, and the #ftill' more
incredible-refolution they exhibited, embarraffed
and aftonithed their enemies, Little did the new
mmlﬁry expe® fuch a falute, Accuftomed to
flavery themfelves, they had no idea that Li-
berty was capable of fuch infpiration, or that a
body: of unarmed citizens would dare to face the
military. force of thirty thoufand men. Every
moment of .this day was cr_nploycd in colle@ing
arms, concerting plans, and arranging themfelves
_into the beft order which fuch an inftantaneous
movement could afford. Broglio continued lying
- round the city, but made no further advances this-
‘day, and the fucceeding night paffed with as much-
tranquillity as fuch a {cene cquld poflibly produce.

Bat defence only was not the qbjeét of the ci~-
- tizens. They had a caufe at ftake, on which de-
‘pended their freedom or their flavery. -They
every moment expe@ed an attack, or to hear of
one made on the National Aflemblys and infuch
a fituation, the moft prompt meafures are fome-~
times the beft. The object that now prefcuted ite
felf was the Baftille ; and the eclat of carrying
fuch a fortrefs in the face of fuch an army, could
not fail to firike a terror into -the new miniftry,
who had fcarcely yet had time to meet, By fome
‘intercepted correfpondence this morning, it was
difcovered, that the Mayor of Paris,. M. Deff-
leflelles, who-appeared tobe in their intereft, was

htnaymg them ; and from this difcovery, there
remained
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remained no doubt that Broglio would reinforce
the Battille the enfuing evening. It was therefore
ncceflary to atcack it that day; but before this
tould be done, it was firft neceffary to procure a
better fupply of arms than they were then poflef-
ed of.

‘Thete was adjoining to the city a large maga-
zine of arms depofited at the Hofpital of the In.
valids, which the citizens fummoned to furren-~
der; and as the place was not defenfible, nor
attempted much defence, they foon fucceeded.
Thaus fupplied, they marched to attack the Baf-
tille; a vaft mixed multicude of all ages, and of
all degrees, and armed with all forts of weapons,
Imagination would fail in delcribing to itfelf the
appearance of fuch a proceffion, and of the angie-
ty for the events which a few hours or a few
minutes might produce. What plans the mini-
ftry was forming, were as unknown to the peo-
ple within the city, as what the citi¢ens were doing
was unknown to the miniftry § and what move-
ments Broglio might make for the fupport of relief
of the place, were to the citizens equally as un-
known, All was myftery and hagard.
~ That the Baftille was attacked with ah enthufie

aftn of heroifin, fuch only as the higheft animation
of liberty could infpire, and carried in the fpace
of a few hours, is an event which the world is
fully poffefed of. I am not undertaking a- detall
of the attack ; but bringing into view the confpi-
racy againft the nation which provoked ir, and
which fell with the Baftille, The ptifonto which
o E the
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the new minifiry were dooming the National AL,
fembly, in addition to its being the high altar and
caftle of defpotifm, became the proper obje& to
‘begin with. This. enterprife broke up the new
miniftry, who began now to fly from the ruin they
-had prepared for others. The troops of Broglio
~ difperfed, and himfelf fled alfo.” ..

Mr. Burke has fpoken a great deal zbout plots,
but he has never once. fpoken of this plot againft
the National Affembly, and the liberties of the
nation ; and that he might not, he has paffed over
alk the circumitances that might throw it in his
way. The exiles who have fled from France,
whofe eafe he fo much interefts himfelf i in, and
from whom he has had his lefion, fled in confe-
quence of the mifcarriage of this plot.- No
plot: was fermed againft them: they were
plotting againft others; and thofe who fell, met,
not unjuftly, the punifhment they were preparing
. to exccute, But will Mr. Burkefay, thatif this
plot, contrived with the fubtilty of an ambufcade,
had focceeded, the fuccefsful party would have
reftrained their-wrathfo foon ? Let the hiftory of
all old governments anfwer the queftion,

 Whora has the National Affembly brought to
the fcaffold ? None, They were themfelves the
devoted viétims of this plot, and they have not re-
taliated; why"then are they charged with revenge
they have not aéted ? In the tremendous breaking
forth of ¢ whole people, in which all degrecs,
tempers and characters are confounded, and de-
livering themfelvgs, by a m:racle of exertion,

' from
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from the deftru&tion meditated againft them, is it
to be expefted that nothing will happen? When
men are fore with the fenfe of oppreflions, and’
menaced with the profpef of new ones, is the
calmnefs of philofophy, or the palfy of infenfi-
bility, to be looked for ? Mr. Burke exclaims.
againft outrage ; yet the greateft is that .which
bimfelf has committed. His book is a'volumie of
outrage, not apologized for by the impulfe of a
moment, but cherifhed through a fpace of ten.
months; yet Mr. Burke had no provocation—no
- life, no intereft at ftake. e
- More of the citizens fell in thisftruggle thano
their opponents: but-four or five perfons were
feized by the populace, and inftantly put to deaths-
the Governor of the Baftille, and the Mayor of
Paris, who was deteted in the a&t of betraying'
them ; and afterwards Foulon, one of the new.mi«
niftry, and Berthier his fon-in-law, who had sccep-
ted the office of Intendant of Paris. Their-heads
were ftuck upon fpikes, and carried about the
city ; and it is upon this mode of punithment
~ that Mr, Burke builds a great part of his tragic’
fcene. - Let us therefore examine how men came
by the idea of punifhing in this manner. |
They learn it from the governments they live’
under, -and reraliate the punifhments they have
been accuftomed to behold., The heads ftuck
upon fpikes, which remained. for years upon.
Temple-bar, diffeted nothing in the horror’ of’
the fcene from thofe carried about upon fpikes:
.at Paris : yet-this was done by the Englith go-
- E a2 vernment,
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warament, ‘1t may perhaps be faid, that it figni-
fies nothing to a man what is done to him after
he is dead; but it fignifies much to the living 3
it either tortures their feelings, or hardens their
hearts ; and in cither ¢afe, it inftructs them how
to punith when power falls inco their bands.

Lay then the axe to the root, and teach govern-
ments humanity, It is their fanguinary punifh-
ments which corrupt mankind. In England, the
punifhment, in certain cafes, is by banging, dras
ing, and quaritering ; the heart of the {fufferer is
cut out, and held up to the view.of the populace,
In France, under the former goverment, the pu-
pithments were not lefs barbarous.. *\ ho does
not remember the execution of Damien, torn to
pieces by horfes? Theeffect of thole cruei {peéia-
cles exhibited to the populace, is to deftroy ten-
dernefs, or excite revenge ; -and by the bafe and
" falfe idea af governing men by terror, inflead of
reafon, they become precedents. It is.over the
Jowelt ¢Jafs of mankind that government by terror.
is intended to operate; and it is on them thac i¢
ogerates to the warlt effet, They have fenfe
- enaugh ta fecl they are the objedts aimed at; and
they infli& in their turn the examples of terror
'~ they have been inftrudted to- practife.

““Thete is in al} European countries, a large
clafs of peaple of thag defeription which in Eng-
land is called thg “moh”’ OF this clafs were
thofe who committed the burnings. and devafta-
. tions in-Londen in 1780, and of this clafs were

thofe who carsied the beads upon fpikes in Paris,
. ) . | Foulon
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Foulon and Berthier were taken up in the coun.
try, and fent to Paris, to undergo their examina-
tion at the Hotel de Ville; for the National Af-
fembly, immediately on the new miniftry coming
into office, paffed a decree, which they commu-
nicated to the King and Cabiner, that they (the
National Aflembly) would hold the miniftry, of
which Foulon was one, refponfible for the mea.
fures they were advifing and purfuing; but the
mob, incenfed atthe appearance of Foulon and
Berthier, tore them from their condu&ors before
they were carried to the Hotel dé Ville, andexe-
cuted them on the fpot. Why then does Mr.
Burke charge outrages of this kind on a :whole
people? As well may he charge the riots and
outrages of 1780 on all the people of London,
orthofe in Ireland on all his countrymen.

But every thing we fee or hear offenfive to our
feelings, and derogatory to the human charadter,
fhould lead to other refleftions than thofe of re-
proach. Even the beings who commit them
have fome claim to our confideration. How then
is it that fuch vaft claffes of mankind as are dif-
tinguifhed by the appellation of the vulgar,. or
the ignorant mob, are fo numerous in all old
countries? The. inftant we afk ourfelves this
queftion, refleCtion feels an anfwers They arife,
as an unavoidable confequence, out of. the ill
conftru&@ion of all old governments in Europe,
England included with the. reft. .It is by diftorted-
ly exalting fome.men, that others are diftortedly
debafed, till the whole is out of nature, A vaft

- mafs
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mafs of mapkind are degradedly thrown into the
back-ground of the human picture, to bring for-
ward with greater glare, the puppet-fhow of ftate
and ariftocracy. In the commencement of a
Revolution, thofe men are rather the followers
of the camp than of the fandard of liberty, and
have yet to be infiructed how to reverence it.

I give to Mr. Burke ali his theatrical exagge-
rations for fads, and I then afk him, if they do
not eftablith the certainty of what I here lay down?
Admitting them to be true, they thew the necefli-
ty of the French Revolution, as much as any one
thing he could have afferted. Thefe outrages
were not the effeét of the principles of the
Revolution, but of the degraded mind that
exifted before the Revolution, and which ‘the
Revolution is calculated to reform, Place them
then to their proper caufe, ‘and take the reproach

of them to your.own fide. -

. 1t is toythe: honour of the National Affembly,
and the city of Paris, that during fuch a tremen-
dous fcene of arms and confufion, beyond the
controul of -all authority, they have been able,
by the influence of example and exhortation,’
to reftrain fo -much. Never were more paing
taken to inftru@ and enlighten mankind, and to
make them fee that their intereft conlifted in-
their virtue, and 'not in their revenge, than
have been difplayed in the Revolution of France.
1 now. proceed to make fome remarks on Mr.
Burke’s account of -the expedition to Verfailles,

Ocdober the 5th and 6th.

B MR )
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I cannot confider Mr. Burke’s book in fcarcely
any other light than a dramatic performance;
and he muft, I think, have confidered it in the
fame light himfelf, by the poetical liberties he
has taken of omitting fome fadts, diftorting others,
and making the whole machinery bend to pro-
duce a ftage effet, Of this kind is his account
of the expedition o Verfailles, He begins this
account by omitting the only fa&s which as
caufes are known to be true ; every thing beyond
thele is conjetture even in Paris : and he then
works up a tale accommodated to his own paffions
and prejudices.

Itis to be obferved throughout Mr.. Burke's
book, that he never fpeaks of plots againf the
Revoluticn ; and it is from thofe plots that all
the mifchiefs have arifen, It fuits his purpofe to
exhibit the confequences without their caufes,
It is one of the arts of the drama to do fo. ¥f
the crimes of men were exhibited with their
fufferings, flage effe® would fometimes be
loft, and the audience would be inclined to ap-
prove where it was intended they thould commi-
ferate. :

After all the inveftigations that have been made
into this intricate affair, (the expedition to Ver-
failles), it ftill remains enveloped in all that kind
of myftery which ever accompanies events produ-
ced more from a concurrence of awkward circum-
ftances, than from fixed defign. While the cha:
ralters of men are forming, as is always the cafe
in revolutions, there is a reciprocal fufpicion, and

1 a difl



[ 40 ]
a difpofition to mifinterpret each other; and eved
partics diredtly oppofite in principle, will fome-
times concur in pufhing forward the fame move-
ment with very different views, and with the hopes
of its praducing very different confequences. A
great deal of this may be difcovered in this ems-
barraffed affair, and yet the iffue of the whole was
what nobody had in view. |
The only things cerrainly known, are, that con-

fiderable uneafinefs was at this time excited at
Paris, by the delay of the King in not fan€tioning
and forwarding the decrees of the National Affem-
bly, particularly that of the Declaration of the
Rights of Man, and the decrees of the fourth of
Auguf?, which contained the foundation principles
on which the conftitution was to be ereGed. The
kindeff, and perhaps the faireft conjecture upon
this matter is, that fome of the minitters intended
to make remarks and obfervations upon certain
parts of them, before they were finally fan&tioned
and fent to the provinces; but be this 48 it may,
the enemies of the revolution derived hope from
the delay, and the friends of the revolution, un-
cafinefs. |

" During this fate of fufpeafe, the Garde du
Corps, which was compofed, as fuch regiments
generally are, of perfons much conne&ed with the
Court, gavean entertajinment at Verfailles (O&.1,)
to fome foreign regiments then arrived ; and when
the entertainment was at tae height, on a fignal
given, the Garde du Corps tore the national cockade
from their hats, trampled it under foot, and re-

| . . placed
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placed it with a counter cockade prepared for.the
purpofe. An indignity of this kind amounted to
defiance. It was like declaring war ; and if men
will give challenges, they muft expe@ confequen
ces, But all this Mr. Burke has carefully kept
out of fight., He begins his account by faying,
« Hiftory will record, that on the morning of the
« 6th of O&ober 1789, the King and Queen of
¢« France, after a day of confufion, alarm, difmay,
¢ and flaughter, lay down under the pledged fecu-
¢ rity of public faith, to indulge nature in a few
“¢ hours of Jefpxte, and troubled melancholy re~
« pofe.” This is neither the fober ftile of hif«
tory, nor the intention of it. It leaves.every thing
to be guefled at, and miftaken. OQune would ac
leaft think there had been a battle; and a battle
there probably would have been, had it not been
for the moderating prudence of thofe-whom Mr.
Burke involves in his cenfures; By his keeping
the Garde.du Carps out of fight, Mr. Bugke has
afforded himfelf the dramatic licence .of putting
the King and Queen in their places, as if .the ob-
Je& of the expedition was againft them,—But, to
return .t my account——

This condu of the Garde du Carp:, as. mtght
well be expefted, alarmed and -enraged the Pari-
fians.  The colours of the caufe, and the caufe
itfelf, were become too .united to miftake the in-
tention of the infult, and the Parifians were deter-
mined tocill the-Garde du Corps to an account.
There was certainly nothing of the cowardige of
aﬂ'aﬁinanon in marching in the face of -day to de-

‘ F | mand
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mand fatisfaction, if fuch a phrafe may be ufed,
of abody of armed men who had voluntarily given
defiance, But the circumftance which ferves to
throw- this affair into embarraflment is, that the
enemies of the revolution appear to have encoura-
‘ged it, as well as its friends. ‘The one hoped to
prevent a civil war by checking it in tinte, and the
~other to make one. The hopes of thofe oppofed to
the revolution, refted in making the King of their
party, and getting himi from Verfailles to Metz,
where they espe&ed to collect a force, and fet up
@ ftandard, " We have therefore two different ob-~
jeéts prefenting themfelves at the fame time, and
to be accomplifhed by the fame means : the one, to
- chattife the Garde du Corps, which was the obje&
"of the Parifians; the other, to render the confu~
fion of fuch a fcene an mducemcnt to the ng to
fet off for Metz,

On the §th of O&Ober, a very numerous body
- ‘of women, and- men in the difguife of women,
colle@ed round the Hotel de Ville or town-hall
at Paris, and fetoff for Verfailles. Their profeffed
‘object was the Garde du Corps ; but prudent men
readily recollec that mifchief is more eafily begun
‘than ended ; and this 1mpreﬂ'ed itfelf with the more
force, from the fufpi picions already ftated, and the
irregularity of fuch a cavalcade. As foon there=
fore as a fufficient force could be colle®ed, M. de
'1a Fayette; by orders from the civil authority of
‘Paris, fet off after them at the head of twenty
thoufand of the Paris militia, The revolution
could derive no benefit from confufion, and its
o oppofers

¥
-



[ 43 1

oppofers might. By an amiable and fpirited man-
ner of addrefs, he had hitherto been fortunate in
calming difquictudes, and in this he was extraor-
dinarily (uccefsful ; to fruftrate, therefore, the hopes
of thofe who might feek to improve this fcene into
a fort of juftifiable neceflity for the King’s quitting
Verfailles and withdrawing to Metz, and to pre-~
vent at the fame time the confequences that might
enfue between the Garde du Corps and this phalanx .
of men and women, he forwarded exprefles to the
King, that he was on his march to Verfailles, by
the orders of the civil authority of Paris, for the
purpofc of peace and protettion, exprefling at the
fame time the neceffity of reftraining the Garde du
Corps from firing upon the people®,

He arrived at Verfailles between ten and eleven
at night, The Garde du Corps was drawn up,
and the people had arrived fome time before, but
every thing had remained fufpended. Wifdom
and policy now confifted in changing a fcene of
danger into a happy event. M. de la Fayette
became the mediator between the enraged parties ;
and the King, to remove the uneafinefs which
had arifen from the delay already ftated, fent for
the Prefident of the National Aflembly, and figned
the Declaration of the Rights of Man, and fuch other
parts of t.¢ conftitution as were in readinefs.

It was now about one in the morning, Every
thing appeared to be compofed, and a geaeral

* I am warranted in afferting this, as I had it perfonally from M.

e la Fayette, with whom X have lived in habits of friendihip for
,fourteen years,

Fa cox;-
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congratulation took place. By the beat of drum -

a proclamation was made, that the citizens of
Verfailles would give the hofpitality of their houfes
to their feHow-citizens of Paris. Thofe who could

not be accommodated in this manoer, remained
in the flrects, or took up their quarters in the -

chuieches ; and at two o’clock the ng and Qrecn
T red.

In this ftate matrers paﬁ'ed till the break of day,
when a frefh difturbance arofe from the cenfurable
condu& of fome of both parties, for fuch charac-
ters there will be in all fuch feenes.  One of the
Garde du Corps appeared at one of the windows
of the palace, and the people who had remained

- duripg the night in the freets accofted him with
- réviling and provocative Ianguag. Inftead of
retiring, as in fuch & cafe prudence would have
_ di€tated, he prefented his mufker, fired, and kil-
" led 6ne of the Paris militia. The peace being

thus broken, the people ruthed into the palace.ip -

.queft of the offender, They attacked the quar-
ters of the Garde du Corps within the palace, and
purfued them throughout the avenues of it, and
to the apartments of the King. On this tumul,
not the Queen only, as Mr. Burke has reprefented
it, but every perfon in the palace, was awakened
and alarmed ; and M. dela Fayette had a fecond
time to interpofe between the parties, the event

of which was, that the Garde du Corps put on the

natiopal. cockade, and. the matter ended as by
obliviop,: after the-lofs of two or three lives.
' During
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During the latter part of the time in which
this confufion was adting, the King and Queen
were in public at the balcony, and neither of
them concealed for fafety's fake, as Mr. Burke in-
finuates. Matters being thus appealed, and tran-
quillityreftored, ageneralacclamation broke forth,
of Le Rei & Paris~—Le Roi @ Paris—The King to
Paris. It was the fhout of peace, and immediately
accepted on the part of the King. By this mea-
fure, all future projeéts of trapanning the King to
Metz, and fecting up the ftandard of oppofition
to the conftitution, were preveanted, and the {ufpi-
cions extinguifbed. The King and his family
reached Paris in the evening, and were congra-
tulated on their arrival by Mr. Ba.illcy the Mayor
of Paris, in the name of the citizens. Mr. Burke,
who throughout his book confounds things, per-
fons, and principles, has in his remarks on M,
Bailley’s addrefs, confounded time alfo. He cen-
fures M. Bailley for calling it, “ un bon jour,” a
good day. Mr. Burke thould have informed him-
felf, that this {cene took up the fpace of two days,
the day on which it began with every sppearance
of danger and mifchief, and the day on which it
terminated without the mifchiefs that threaténed ;
and that it is to this praceful termination chae
M. Bailley alludes; and to the arrival of the King
at Paris. Not lefs than three hundred thoufand
perfons arranged themfelves in the proceflion from
Verfailles to Paris, and not an a& of moleﬁatmn

was commmed during the whole march. - ‘
" Mr,
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Mr, Burke, on the authority of M. Lally Tol-
lendal, a deferter from the National Affembly,
fays, that on entering Paris, the people fhouted,
“ Tous les eveques & la lanterne””  All Bithops to be

hanged at the lanthorn or lamp-pofts.—It is fur-

prifing that nobody could hear this but Lally

Tollendal, and that nobody fhould believe it but

Mr., Burke. It has not the leaft conneion with
any part of the tranfa@tion, and is totally foreign
to every circumftance of it. The bifhops had
never been introduced before into any fcene of
Mr. Burke’s dramas Why then are they, all at
once, and altogether, tout & coup et tous enfemble,
introduced now ? Mr, Burke brings forward his

bifhops and his lanthorn like figures in a magic

lanthorn, and raifes his fcenes by contraft inftead
of conneftion. But it ferves to thew, with - the
reft of his book, what little credit ought to be
given, where even probability is fec at defiance,
for the purpofe of defaming ; and with this reflec-
tion, 'inftead of a foliloquy in praife of - chivalry,
as Mr. Burke has done, I clofe the account of the
expedmon to Verfailles®, . |

. I have now to follow Mr. Burke through a path-

lefs wildernefs of rhapfodies, and'a fort of defcant /

‘upon governments, in which he afferts whatever
he pleales, on the prefumption of ijts betng be-

~* An account o,f the expedition to Verl‘aslleu may be feen i in No
13. of the Rewolution de Paris, containing the e\’-snts from the 3d'to
the 1oth bf‘ Odtober 1789, -

lieved,
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lieved, without offering either evidence or rea.
fons for fo doing.

Before any thing can be reafoned upon to a
conclufion, certaia fadls, principles, or data, to
reafon from, muft be eftablithed, admitted, or de-
nied, Mr. Burke, with his ufual outrage, abufes
the Declaration of the Rights of Man, publifhed by ~
the National Afembly of France as the bafis on
which the contftitution of France is built, This he
calls ¢ paltry and blurred theets of paper about the
rights of man.”—Does Mr. Burke mean to deny -
that man has any rights? If he does, then he muft
mean that there are no fuch things as rights any
where, and that he has none himfelf; for who is
there in the world but man? But if Mr. Burke
means to admit that man has rights, the queftion
then will be, What are thofe rights, and how came -
man by them originally ? |
- The error of thofe who reafon by precedents
drawn from antiquity, refpeiting the rights of
man, is, that they do not go far enough into an-
tiquity. They do not go the whole way, They ftop
in fome of the intermediate ftages of an hundred
or a thoufand years, and produce what was then
done, as a rule for the prefent day. Thisis no au-
thority at all. If we travel ftill farther into anti-
quity, we fhall find a dire& contrary opinion and
- pragtice prevailing; aud if antiquity is to be au-
thority, a thoufand fuch authorities may be pro-
duced, fucceflively contradiGting each other : Bue
if we proceed on, we fhall at Jalt come out righ;
we fhall come to the time when man came from

the



L 48 1]

the hand of his Makeér, What was he then? Man.
Man was his bigh and only title, and a higher
cannot be given him.——But of titles I thall fpeak
hereafter., S .

We até now got at the origin of man, and at
the origin of his rights, As to the manner in
which the world has been governed from that day
to chis, it is no farther any concern of ours than
to make a proper ufe of the errors or the improve~
ments which the hiory of it prefents.” Thofe who
Yived 4 hundred or a thoufand years ago, were then
moderns, as we are now, They had their ancients,
and ¢hofe ancients had others, and we alfo fhail be
ancients in our turn. If the mere name of anti-
quity s to govern in the affairs of life, the people
who are to live an hundred or a ‘thouland years
hence, may as well take us for a precedent, as' wé
muke a precedent of thdfe who lived an hundred
or a thoufund years ago. The fa& is, that por-
tions 6fantiquity, by proving every thig, ¢ftabhifh
nothing, * 1t is avchority againft authority all the
way, till we come to the divine origin of therights
of ik at the creation. ~Fere our-enquiries find

areéfting- ﬁ]a‘ce,'and‘ our reafon finds a home. 1f a

difputi dbout che rights of man ‘had arifen at the

ditarice of an hundred years from the creation, it
is to this fource ‘of authority they muft have red
ferred, and it is to the fame fource of authority
¢hat we mult now refer, ~ T

.

*Though I mean not to touch upon any fectarian

pfinciple of religion, yet it inay be worth obferv-
ing, that the genealogy of Chrilt is graced to Adan,
- | Why
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Why then not trace the rights of man to the crea-
tion of man? I will anfwer the gueftion. Bé-
caufe there have been ‘upftarc governmentis
thrufting themfelves between, and prefumptuoutt
working to un-make man, -
1f any generation of men ever poflefled the righe
of diftating the mode by which the world fheuld
be governed for ever, it was the firl generation
‘that exifted; and if that gencration did. it hot,
no fucceeding generation can fhew any authority
for doing it, nor canfet any up. - The illuminating
4nd divine principle.of the equal rights of man,
(for it has its origin from the ?\daket of man) re-
latés, not only to the living individuals; but to ge-
" perations of men fucceeding each other, Every
geriefation ' is equal in rights.to the generations
which .preceded it, by the fame rule that.every
individual Is born equal in rights with his contem=
porarys L O TERUOTLINT U AR S
" Evéry hiftory of the creation, and évery tratia
tionary account, whether frony the lectered or uh-
Jettered world; however :they may: vary ‘in their
opinion or belief.of cértain’ particolars; - dll agree
in.eftablithinig one. point, he unity of man; by
which I meah, thdt men are all of vie degres, and
~ confequently that all meén are.born equal, and with
equal natursl right,; in the fame manner as if po-
fterity had béca. coatidued by creation infead of
geniergtiony the latter being osly the mode by which
the former is cardied forward ; and confequently,
every child born into the world miut be confidered
© un deriving its exiftence’from God. ‘The world is.
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as new to him as it was to the firft man that ex-
ifted, and his natural right in it is of the fame
‘kind. ,
- The Mofaic account of the creation, whether
taken as divine authority, or merely hiftorical, is
~ full to this point, the unity or equality of man.
The expreffions admit of no controverfy. * And
* God faid, Let us make man in our own image-
* In the image of God created he him ; male and
¢ female created he them.” The diftinGion of
fexes is pointed out, but no other diftin&ion is
even implied. If this be not divine authority, it
38 at Jeaft hiftorical authority, and thews that the
equality of man, fo far from being a modern doc-

trine, is the oldeft upon record. o
" It is alfo to be obferved, thag all the religions
known in the world are founded, fo far as they
relate to man, on the wnity of man, as being all of
one degree. Whether in heaven or in hell, or in
Ahatever ftate man may be fuppofed to exift here~
after, the good and the bad are the only diftinc-
tions. Nay, even the laws of governments are
obliged tv flide into this principle, by making de-

grees to confift in crimes, and not in perfons,
" Itis one of the greateft of all truths, and of the
higheft advantage to cultivate. By conlidering
man in this light, and by inftru&ting him to confl-
der himfelf in chis light, it places him in a clofe
connection with all his duties, whether to his Cre-
ator, or to the creation, of which he is a part; and
it is only when he forgets his origin, or, to ufe a
more fathionable phrafe, his birth and fawmily, thas
| ) he
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he becomes diffolute. It is not among the leaft of
the evils of the prefent exifting governments in
all parts of Europe, that man, confidered as man,
is thrown back to a vaft diftance from his Makers
and the artificial chafm filled up by a fucceflion of
barriers, or fortof turnpike gates, through which
he has to pafs. I will quote r. Burke’s catalogue
of barriers that he has fet up between man and his
Maker. Putting himfelf in the chara&er of a he-
rald, he fays—¢¢ We fear God—we look with awe
s to kings——with affection to parliaments—with
« duty to magiftrates—with reverence to priefis,
s and with refpect to nobility.” Mr. Burke has
forgoiten to put in ¢ chivalry.” He has alfo for«
gotten to put in Peter,

The duty of man is not a wildernefs of turnpike
gates, through which he is to pafs by tickets from
one to the other. It is plain and fimple, and con~
fifts but of two points. His duty to God, which
every man muft feel; and with refpe@ to his
neighbour, to do as he would be done by. If
thofe to whom power is delegated do well, they
will be refpected; if not, they will be defpifed: ‘
and with regard to thofe to whom no power is de-
legated, but who affume it, the rational world
‘can know nothing of them.

.~ Hitherto we have fpoken only (and that but i iny,
part) of the natural rights of man. We have now
to confider the civil rights of man, and to thew
how the one originates from the other, - Man did
not enter into fociety to. become worfe than he

was before, nor to have fewer rights thap he had
| G2 | before
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befare, Liut to have thole rights better fecured.
His natural rights are the foundation of all his
civil rights. But in order to purfue this diftinétion
with mare precifion, it will be neceffary to mark
the different qualities of natural and civil righes,

A few words will explain this. Natural rights
sre thofe which appertain to man in righe of his
exiftence, Of this kind are all the intelleCtual
rights, or rights of the mind, and alfo all thofe
. rights of a&ing as an individual for his own com-
fort and happinefs, which are not injurious to the
natural rights of others.~—~Civil rights are thofe
which appertain to man in right of his being a
member of fociety. Every civil right has for its
foundation, fome natural right pre-exifting in the
in'di,viclnal, but tb the enjoyment ,of which his
individual power is not, in all cafes, fufficiently
competenty Ofthis kind are all thofe which relage
to fecurity and proteélion. ,

" From this fhort review, it will-be ealy to diftin-
guith between that.clafs of narural rights which
foan retaips after entering into fociety, and thofe
which he throws into the common ftock asa mem-
ber of fociety. | .

* The natural rights which he retains, are a]l thofe

in which the power to execute is as perfedt in.the

individual as the right itfelf. Ameng this clafs,
as is before mentioned, are all the intelleCual
rights, or rights.of the mind : confequently, re-
ligion is one of thofe rights. The natural rights
which are not retained, are all thofe in which,

though the right is perfect in the individual, the

power
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power to execute them is defeCtive, They an-
{wer not his purpcfc. A man, by natural right,
has a right to judge in his own caufe; and fo far
as the right of the mind is concerned, he never
furrenders it : But what availeth it him to judge,
if he has not power to redrefs? He therefore de-
polits this right in the common tack of fociety,
and takes the arm of fociety, of which heis a part,
in preference and in addition to his own. Society
grents him nothing. Every man is a proprietor
in fociety, and draws on the capital as a matter of
right.

From thefe premifes, two or threc certain con-
clufions will follow.

Firlt, That every civil right grows out of a na-
tural right; or, in other words, is a natural right
exchanged.

. Secondly, That civil power, properly coniidered
as fuch, is made vp of the aggregate of that clals
of the natural rights of man, which becomes de-
feCtive in the individual in point of power, and an-
fwers not hispurpofe; but when collected to afocus,
becomes competent to the purpofe of ev'ery one.

Thirdly, That the power produced from th< ag-
gregate of natural rights, imperfet in power in the
individual, cannot be applied to invade the naru-
ral rights which are rerained in the individual,
and in which the power to execute is as per-
fe& as the right itfelf, .

We have now, in a few words, traced man from
2 natural individual to a member of fociety, and
fhewn, or endeavoured to thew, the quality of the

‘ natural
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natural rights recained, and of thofe which are ex-
changed for civil rights. Ler us now apply thefe
principles to governments.

In cafting our eyes over the world, it is ex-
tremely eafy to diftinguith the governments which
have arifen out of fociety, or out of the focial com-
pat, from thofe which have not: but to place this
in a clearer light than what a fingle glance may
afford, it will be proper to take a review of the
feveral fources from which governments have a-
rifen, and on° which they have been founded.

They may be all comprehended under three
heads,  Firft, Superftition. Secondly, Power.
Thirdly, The common intereft of fociety, and the
common rights of man.

The firlt was a government of prieftcraft, the
fecond of conquerors, and the third of reafon.

When a fet of artful men pretended, through
the medium of oracles, to hold intercourfe with the
Deity, as familiarly as they now march up the back-
ftairs in European courts, the world was completely
under the government of fuperftition. The oracles
were confulted, and whatever they were made to
fay, became the law; and this fort of government
laftéd as long as this fort of fuperftition lafted.

After thefe a race of conquerors arofe, whofe
government, like that of 'William the Conqueror,.
was founded in power, and the fword affumed the-
name of a fcepter.  Governments thus eftablifhed;:
laft as long as the power to fupport them lafts 3
but that they might avail themfelves of every’

enn-me in their favour, they united fraud to force,,;
and
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and fet up an idol which they called Divine Right,
and which, in imitation of the Pope, who aftes
to be fpiritual and temporal, and in contradiftion
to the Founder of the Chriftian religion, twifted
itfelf afterwards into an idol of anather fhape,
called Church and State. The key of St. Peter,
and the key of the Treafury, became quartered on
one another, and the wondering cheated multitude
worfhipped the invention. |

‘When I contemplate the natural dlgmty of man;
when I feel (for Nature has not been kind enough
to me to blunt my feelings) for the honour and
happinefs of its character, I become irritated at the
attempt to govern mankind by force and fraud, as
if they were all knaves and fools, and can fearcely
avoid difguft at thofe who are thus impofed upon.

‘We have now to review the governments which
arife out of fociety, in contradiftin&ion to thofe
‘which arofe out of fuperftition and conqueft.

It has been thopght a confiderable advance to-
wardseftablifhing the principles of Freedom, to fay,
that government is a compa& between thofe who
govern and thofe who are governed : but this can.
not be true, becaufe it is putting the effet before
the caufe; for as man muft have exifted before
governments exifted, there neceffarily was a time
‘when governments did not exift, and confequently
there could originally exift no governors to form
fuch a compa@ with, The fat therefore muft be,

‘that the individuals themfelves, each in his own
yerfonal and foverelgn right, entered into a compal?
pith each other to prodnce a government and this

is

~



[ 56 1
is the only mode in which governments have a
right to arife, and the only principle on which they
have a right to exift.

T'o poflefs ourfelves of a clear idea of what go-
vernment is, or ought to be, we muft trace it to
its origin. In doing this, we fhall eafily difcover
that governments muft have arifen,-either ot of the
people, or over the peaple. Mr. Burke has made.
no diftin@ion. He inveftigates nothing to its
fource, and therefore he confounds every thing:
but he has fignified his intention of undertaking
at fome future opportunity, a comparifont between
the conftitutions of England and Ftance. As he
thus renders it a fubjet of controverly by throwing
the gauntlet, I' take -him up on his own ground,
It is in high challenges that high trutlis have the
 right of appedrings 4nd I dccept it with the more
readinefs; becaufe it affords mie, - at’ ‘the {ame time,
an opportunity of’ purfuing the fubjeét w&th refpeél:
to governmentsarifing out of fociety. * -

. But it will be firlt neceflary to define what is
&ncant by a confbitution. - Itis not fufficient that we
adopt the word ; we muft fix all'o z{tandzr& f‘ gnb-
ﬁcauon to it.’

" A conftitution is fiot a thmg it name oﬁly, but
in fa®. It'has not anideal, but a real éxiftence;
anid wheréver it cannot be pruduced in a vrﬁbl’e
form, thereis none. A conftitution is'a thmg an-
fecedent 103 government, and a government is only
the’creature bf a conftiturion. The conftitution
of a country is not the aé of its government; " bue-

of the pu.oplc conflituting a government, Iristhe
body
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body of clements, to which you can refer, and
quote article by article; and which conrains the
principles on which the government fhall be efta
blifhed, the manner in which it thall be organized,
the powers it fhall have, the mode of clections, the
duration of parliaments, or by what other name
fuch bodies may be called; the powers which the
executive part of the government fhall haves and,
in fine, every thing that relates to the compleat or.
ganization of a civilgovernment,and the principles
on which it fhall a&, and by which it fhall be
bound. - A conftitution, therefore, is to a governa
ment, what the laws made afterwards by that go-
vernment are to a court of judicature. The court
of judicature does not make the laws, neither can
it alter them; it only acs in conformity to the laws
made ¢. and the government is in like manner go-
verned by the conftitution. - o
~Can then Mr, Burke produce the Englith Con-
. ftitution 2 If he cannat, we may fairly conclude,
that though it has been fo much talked about, no
fuch thing as a conftitution exifts, or ever did
exift, and confequently that the people have yet
a conftitution to form,
Mr.Burke will not, 1 prefume, deny the pofition
I have already advanced; namely, that govern~
ments arife, either out of the.people, or ouver the
" peaple. . The Englifh government is one of thofe
which arofe out of a conqueft, and 'not out of
fociety, and confequently it arofe over the people ;
and though it has been much modified from the

opportunity of circumftances fince the time of -
' ' H . William
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William the Conqueror, the country has never yet
regenerated itfelf, and is thcrefore without a
~conftirution.

1 readily percc:ve the reafon why Mr, Burke
declined going into the comparifon between the
Englifh and French conftitutions, becaufe he could
not but perceive, when he fat down to the tafk, that
no fuch thing as a conftitution exifted on his fide
the queftion. His book is certainly bulky enough
to have contained all he could fay on this fubjedt,
and it would have been the beft manner in which
people could have judged of their feparate merits,
Why then has he declined the only thing that was
worth while to write upon? It was the ftrongeft
ground he could take, if the advantages were on
his fide ; but the weakeft, if they were nots and
his declining to rake ir, is either a fign that he
could not poffefs it, or conld not maintain it. .
-"Mr. Burke faid in a fpeech laft winter in
parliament, That when the National Aflembly
firft met in chree Orders, (the Ticrs Etats, the
Clergy; and the Noblefle), France had then a
good conftitution: This fhews, among nume-
' rous other inftances, that Mr. Burke does not
underfland what a conftitution is, The perfons
fo met, were not a gonBitution, but a convention, to
rmake a conftitution. -

" The prefent National Aﬁ'cmbly of France is,
firitly fpeaking, the perfonal focial compat.—
‘The members of it are the delegates of the na-
tion ‘in its erigingl charatter; future affemblies
mll be the delegates of tha natien in its erganized

« " charadter,
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charalter. The authority of the prefent Affembly
is differeat to what the authority of future Aflfem«
blies will be, The authority of the prefent one
is to form a conftitution: the authority of future
Affemblies will be to legiflate according to the
principles and forms prefcribed in that conftitu~
tion ; and if experience fhould hereafter fhew that
alterations, amendments, or additions, are necefs
fary,  the conftitution will point out the mode by
which fuch things fhall be doene, and not leave it
to the difcretionary power of the future governe
ment,

A government on the prmcxples on which cone
ftitutional governments arifing out of fociety are
eftablithed, cannot have the right of altering itfelf.
If it had, it would be arbitrary. It might make
itlelf what it pleafed; and wherever fuch a right
is fet up, it thews there is no conftitution. The
aft by:which the Englith Parliament empowered
itfelf to fit feven years, fhews there is no conftitur
tion -in' England, - It might, by the fame felfs
authority, have fat any greater number of years,
ot for life. The Bill which the prefent Mr. Pite
brought into parlianient fome years ago, to reform
patliament, was on the fame erroneous principle,
‘The right of reform is in the nation in its original
charatter, and the conftitutional method would be
by a general convention eletted for the purpofe,
There is, moreover, a paradox in the idea of vitia.
ted bodies reforming themfelves.

From thefe preliminaries I proceed to draw

-fome comparifons. Ihave already fpoken of the
Ha declaration
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declaration of rights 3’ and'as I mean to be as con-
cife as. poffible, I fhall proceed to other parts of
the Freach conftitution. ‘ ‘ -

T he conftitution of France {ays, That every man
who pays a tax of fixty fous per annum, (2s. and
6d. Englifh), is an eleftor.—What article will
Mr. Burke place againft this? Can any thing
be more limited, and at the fame time more capri-
cious, than the qualifications of eletoss are in
England? ‘Limited—becatfe not one ;man in-an
hundred (1 fpeak much within compafs) is admit-
ted to vote: Capricious~—becaufe the loweft cha.
ra@er. that can be fuppofed to esift, and who has
not fo much as the vifible means of an honeft live.
lihood, is an ele@or in fome places; while, in
other places, the man who pays very large taxes,
and " has a known fair charater, and the farmer
who rents to the amount of three or four hundred
‘pounds a year, with'a property on-that farm teo
three or four times ‘that amount, is not admit-
ted to bean ele@tor., Every thing is'outof nature,
as'Mr. Borke fays on -another occafion;: in this
firange chaos, and all forts of follies are blerided
with all forts of crimes. William the Conqueror
and his defcendants parcelled out the country in
this manaer, and bribed fome parts of it by whag
they called Charters, to hold the other partsof it the
better fubjected to cheig will, Thisisthereafonwhy
fo many of thofe charters abound in Cernwall;
the people were averfe to the government efta-
‘blifhed at'the Congueft, and the towns were garri-
-foned and bribed to enflave the country. | Allthe

| | ‘old
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ald charters are the badges of this conqueft, and
it is from this fource that the capricioufnefs of
elections arifes,

The French conftitution fays, Thatthe numhet
of reprefentatives for any place fhall be in a racio
to the number of taxable inhabitants or eleQtors.
What article will Mr. Burke place agaiaft this?
The county of Yorkfhire, which contains near a
million of fouls, feads two county members; and
fo does the county of Rutland, which contains not
an hundredth part of that number. The town of
old Sarum, which contains not three houfes, feads
two members; and the town, of Manchelter, which
contains upwards of fixty thoufand fouls, isnotad-
mitted to fend any. Is there any principle in thefe
things ¢ .Is there any ching by which you can
trace the marks of freedom, or difcover thofe of
wifdom? No wounder, then, Mr. Burke has decli-
ned the comparifon, and endeavoured to:legd
hbis readers from the point by a wild unfyftematical
dlfplay of paradoxical rhapfodies. ‘

The French conftitution fays, That the Natmnal
Affembly thall be eleted every two years.—What
article will Mr. Burke placeagaintt this? - Why,
that the nation has no riglit at all in the cafe:
that the government is perfeftly arbitrary with
refpe to this point ; and he can quote for his-au-
thority, the precedent of a foriner parliament.

. The French conftitution fays, There fhall be no
game laws ; that the farmer on whofe lands wild
game fhall be found (for it is by the produce of
his lands they are fed) fhall have a nght to what
. he
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hecan take: That there fhall be no monopolies
of any kind —that all trade thall be free, and every
man free to follow any occupation by which he can
procure an honeft livelihood, and in any place,
town or city throughout the nation.—~What wiil
Mr. Burke fay to-this? 1n England, game is made
the property of thofe at- whole expence it is not
fed ; and with refpe@- 1o monopolies, the country
is cut up into monopolies. : ‘Every chartered town
is ap ariftocratical monopoly in itfelf,” and the
qualification of ¢lectors proceeds out of thofe char<
tered monopolies.  Is this freedom ¥ Is this whae,
Mr. Burke means by a conftitution ¢ "
Ia thefe chartered monopolies; a2 man coming
friom another part of the covntry, is hunted from
them as if he were a foreignenemy.”* An Engliths
man is not free of his: own countryi. every one of
thofe places prefents a bartier in his way, and tells
him heis net-a freeman~—that -he has no rights.
Within - thefe monopolies, are other monopolies.
In a city, fuch for iriftance as Bath, which containg
betwein: twenty and: thirty -thoufand inhabitants,
the right of cleéting reprefentatives to parliamest “
is monopolifed by about ‘thirty-cne perfons. And.
within thefe monopolies: are ftill others. A man
even of the fame town, whofe parents were not in
circumftances to give him anoccupation, is.debar-
red, in many ‘cafes, from' the natural right of ac-
quiring one, be his genius or induftry what it may.
Are thefe things examples to hold out to a cour.
try regenerating itlelf from flavery, like France #—-
Certainly they are not; and .certain gin I, that when
' the
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the people of England come to refle® upon them,
they will, like France, annihilate thofe badges of
ancient oppreflion, thofe traces of a conquered na.
tion.—Had Mr. Burke poffefled talents fimilar to
the author “ On the Wealth of Nations,” he would
have comprehended all the parts which enter into,
and, by affemblage, form a conftitution. ~He -
would have reafoned from minutiz to magnitude,
It is not from his prejudices only, but from the
- diforderly caft of his genius, that he is unfitted
for the fubje& he writes upon. Even his genius
is without a conftitution. 1t isa genius atrandom,
and not a genius conflituted. But he muft fay
fomething—He has therefore mounted in the air
like 2 balloon, to draw the eyes of the multitude
from the ground they ftand upon.
- Much is to be learned from the French confli-
tution. .Conqueft and tyranny tranfplanted them-
felves with William the Conqueror from Normandy
info England, and the country is yet disfigured
with the marks. - May then the example of al}
France contribute to regenerate the freedom which’
a province of it deftroyed ! |
The French conftitution fays, That to preferve’
the national reprefentation from being corrupt,
no member of the. National Afflembly fhall be an
~ officer of the government, a place-man, or a pen-
fioner.—What will Mr. Burke place againft this?
I will whifper his anfwer: Loaves and fifbes. Ah!
this government of loaves and fithes has more mif-
chief in it than people have yet refle@ed on. The:
National Affembly has made the difcovery, ‘and it
. holds
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holds out ths example to the world. Had govern-
ments agreed to quarrel on purpofe to fleece their
countries by taxes, they could not have fucceeded
better than they have done.

Muny things in the Englith government appear
to me the reverfe of what they ought to be, and of
what they are faid to be.  The Parliament, impers
fetly and capricioufly elected as it is, is neverthe-
lefs fuppafed to hold the national purfe in #ruf for
the nation : but in the manner in which an Englifh
parliament is conftru&ed, it is like a man being
both mortgager and mortgagee; and in the cale
of mifapplication of truft, it is the criminal fitting
in judgment vpon himfelf, I thofe who vote the
fupplies are the fame perfons whe receive the fup-
plics when voted, and are to account for the expen-
diture of thofe fupplies to thofe who veted them,
it is themfelves accountable ta themfelves, and the Co-
medy of Errors concludes with the Pantomine of
Husn. ; Neither the minitterial party, nor the op-
pofition, will touch upon this cafe.. The national
purfe is the common hack which each mounts up-
“on. Itislike what the country people call, « Ride
*¢ and tie—You ride a little way, and then I *.”—
'They order thefe things better in France.

The French ¢tonftitution fays, That the right of
war and peace is in the nation. Where elfe fhould
it refide, but in thofe who are to pay the expence?

% It is a praStice in fome parts of the country, when two travellers’
have bus une horfe, which Jike the national purfe will not carry dou-
“ ble, that the one mounts and tides two or three miles a-head, and
then tics the horfe to a gate, and walks on.  When the fecond travel--
. Yer arrives, he takes the horfe, rides on, and pafles bis companion a

“mile or tyre, and tics 2gain ; and fo on==Ride and tie.

" In
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In England, this right is faid to refide in 2 mefa-
phar, thewn at the Tower for fixpence or a fhilling
a-piece : So are the lions; and it would be a ftep
mearer to reafon to fay it refided in them, for any
inanimate metaphor is no more than a hat or a cap.
'We can-all fee the abfurdity of worfhipping Aaron’s
molten calf, or Nebuchadnezzat’s golden images
but why do men continue to pradife themfelves
the abfurdities they defpife in others{ "

It may with reafon be faid, that in the mannet
the Englith nation is reprefented, it fignifies not
where this right refides, whether in the Crown, or
in the Parliament. War is the common harveft
of all thofe who participate in the divifion and ex-
penditure of public money, in all countries. It
is the art of conguering at home : the objet of it is
an increafe of revenue; and as revenue cannot be
increafed without taxes, a pretence muft be made
for expenditures. In reviewing the hiftory of the
Englith government, its wars and its taxes, a
by-ftander, not blinded by prejudice, nor warped
by intereft, would declare, that taxes were not
raifed to carry on wars, but that wars were raifed
- to carry on taxes. _

Mr. Burke, as a Member of the Houfe of Com-
ntons, is a part of the Englith Government ; and
though he profefles himfelf an enemy to war, he
abufes the French Conftitution, ‘which feeks to ex-
plodeit. Heholds up the Englith Government as
a model in' all its parts, to France; but he fhould
firft know the remarks. which the French make
upon it. - They contend, in favour of their own,
| I that
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that the portion of liberty enjoyed in England, is
juft enough to enflave a country by, more produc-
tively than by defpotifm; and that as the real ob-
ject of all defpotifm is revenue, a Government fa
formed obtains more than it could do either by di-
re(t defpotifin, or in a full ftate of freedom, and is-
therefore, on the ground of intereft, oppofed to
both. = They account alfo for the readinefs which
always appears in fuch governments for engagmg
in wars, by remarking on the different motives
which produce them. In defpotic governments,
wars are the effet of pride ; but in thofe govern-
‘ments in which they become the means of taxation,
theyacquirethereby a more permanent promptitude.
The French Conftitution, therefore, to provide
againit both thefe evils, has taken away the power
of declaring war from kings and minifters, and
placed the right where the expence muft fall.
When the queftion on the right of war and
| peace was agitating in the National Aﬂ'embly, _
the people of England appeared to be much in
terefted in the event, and lughly to applaud- the
decifion.—As a principle, it applies as much to
one country as to another., William the Con-
.querer, as a congueror, held this power of war
and peace in himfelf, and his defcendants have
ever fince claimed it under him as a right.
~ Although Mr, Burke has afferted the right of
the parliament at the Revolution to bind and con-
troul the nation and pofterity for ever, he denies,
at the fame time, that the parliament or the na-
tion had any right to alter what he calls the fuc-
" ceffion
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cefion of the crown, in any thing but in part,
or by a fort of modification, By his taking chis
ground, he throws the cafe back to the Norman
Conguest 3 and by thus running a line of fucceffion
fpringing from William the Conqueror to the
prefent day, he makes it neceflary to enquire who
and what William the Conqueror was, and where
he came from ; and into the origin, hiftory, and
nature of what are called perogatives. Every
thing muft have had a beginaing, and the fog of
‘time and antiquity fhould be penetrated to dif-
cover it. Let then Mr. Burke bring forward his
William of Normandy, for it is to this origin that
his argument goes. Italfo unfortunately happens,
in running this line of fucceffion, that another
line, parallel thereto, prefents itfelf, which is,
that if the fucceflion runs in the line of the con~
queft, the nation runs in the line of being con-
quered, and it ought to refcue itfelf from this
reproach, _
- Butit will perhaps be faid, that tho® the power
of declaring war defcends in the heritage of the
conquefl, it is held in check by the right of the
patliament to with-hold the fupplies. It will
always happen, when a thing is originally wrong,
that amendments do not make it right; and - it
often happens, that they do as much mifchief one
way, as good the other: and fuch is the cafe here;
for if the one rafhly declares war as a matter of
right, and the other peremptorily with-holds the
fupplies as a matter of right, the remedy becomes
25 bad, or worfe than the difeafe. The onc forces
- T2 | the
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the ation to a combar, and the other ties its
hands: but the more probable iffue is, that the
éonteft wili endin a collufion between the partles,
and Be made a fcreen to both. \

- On this gtieftion of war, three things are to be
t:anf dered, Firft, the right of declaring it ¢
Secotidly, the expence of fupportmg it : Thirdly;
¢he: mode -of conduéting it after it is declared.
The French conftitution places the right where
thc'. ?ipm:e muft fal}, and this union can be only
inthe'ndtion. *The mode of condu@ing it after

jtisdectared, it configns to the éxecutive dcpart-
mént.——Were this the cafe in all countries, we
fhould hear but little miore of wars,

" Before'1 procéed to confider other parts of the
French c¢onftitution, and by way of relieving
the ‘fatigye of argument, I will introduce
an anecdote whlch I had from Dr. Frank- |
© Yin,—~

‘While the Do&or refided in France as mini«
fler from ‘America during the war, he had niime-
ous propofals made to h"im* by projetors of every
country and of every kind, who withed to go to
the land that floweth with milk and lioney,
America; and among the reft, thiere was one who
offered himfelf' to be King. He introduced
his propofal to the Doftor by letter, whichisnow
in the hands of ML Beaumaichais, of Paris—ftat-

ing, firft; that as the Americans had difmified
or fcm: awady * their ng, that r.hey would wané

- The wprd he ufed was redveyé, dll‘m:ﬂ‘ed or fent away,
another,
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another. Secondly, that himfelf was a Norman,
Thirdly, that he was of a more ancient family
than the Dukes of Normandy, and of a more
honourable defcent, his line having never been
baftardized. Fourthly, that there was already a
precedent in England, of Kings coming out of
Normandy: and on thefe grounds he refted his
offer, enfoining that the Dolor would forward
it to America, But as the Doctor neither did
this, nor yet fent him an anfwer, the projector
wrote a fecond letter; in wuich he did not, it i3
true, threaten to go over and conquer Awerica,
but only with great dignity propofed, that-if
his offer was not accepted, an acknowledg-
ment of about 30,000 might be made to him
for his generofity l—Now, as all arguments
refpeding fucceflion muft neceflarily conneét that
fucceffivn . with fome beginning, Mr., Burke's
arguments on this fubje@ go to thew, that there
is no Englifh origin of kings, and that they are
defcendants of the Norman line in right of the
Conqueft, It may, therefore, be of fervice to
his do¢trine to make this ftory known, and to
inform him, that in cafe of that natural extinétion
to which all mortality is fubje&®, Kings may
again be had from Normandy, on more reafonable
terms than William the Conqueror; and confe«
quently, that the good people of England, at the
Revolution of 1688, might have done much bet-
zer, had fuch a generous Norman as 2bis known
their wants, and they had known Ais. The chi-
valry character which Mr. Burke fo much ade

‘ mires,
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mires, is certainly much eafier to make a bargain
with, than a bard-dealing Dutchman. But, to
return to the matters of the conttitution—

- The French conftitution fays, There fhall be
#o titles ; and of confequence, all that clafs of
cquivocal generation, which in fome countries
is called ¢ ariftocracy,” and in others *nobility,”
is done away, and the pecr is exalted into
MAN,

Titles are but nick-names, and every nick-name
isatitle. The thing is perfetly harmlefs in ic-
felf; but it marks a fort of foppery in the human
charalter, which degradesit. It reduces man into
the diminutive of man in things which are great,
and the counterfeit of woman in things which
are lictle. I talks about its fine blue ribbon like
a girl, and fhews its new garter like a child. A
cercain writer of fome antiquity, fays, ¢ When
¢t 1 was a child, I thought as a child ;- but when I
¢ became a man, I put away childith things.”

. It is, properly, from the elevated mind of
France, that the folly of titles has fallen. It has
outgrown the baby-cloaths ‘of Count ‘and Duke,

and breechéd itfelf in manhood. France has not
levelled ; it has exalted, It has put down the
dwarf, tofet up the man. The punyifm of a fenfe-
lels word like Dake, or Count, or Earl, hasceafed
to pleafe. Even thofe who poffeffed them have
difowned the gibberith, and as they outgrew the
rickets, have defpifed the rattle. The genuine
mind of man, thirfting for its native home, foci-.

ety,. contemns the gewgaws that feparate him
from
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from it. ‘Titles are like circles drawn by the ma-
gician’s wand, to contraét the fphere of man’s
felicity, He lives immured within the Baftille of
a word, and furveys at a diftance the envied life
of man.

1s it then any wonder that tides fhould fall in
France? Is it not a greater wonder they fhould be
kept up any-where? What are they? What is
their worth, and ¢ what is their amount?”” When
we think or fpeak of a Judge or a General, we
affociate with it the ideas of office and charaéter;
we think of gravity in the one, and bravery in
the other: but when we ufe a word merely as a
title, no ideas affociate with it. . Through all the
vocabulary of Adam, there is not fuch an anie
mal as a Duke or a Count; neither can we conne&
any cerfain idea with the words. Whether they
mean ftrength or weaknefs, wifdom or folly, a
child or a man, or the rider or the horfe, is all equi-
vocal, What refpe@ then can be paid to that
which deferibes nothing, and which means noth-
ing? Imagination has given figure and charaller
to centaurs, fatyrs, and down to all the fairy tribe ;
but ticles baffie even the powers of fancy, and are
a chimerical non-defcript,

But this is not all.—I1f a whole country is dif=
pofed ta hold them in contempt, all their value 13
gone, aand none will own them, It is common
opinion only that makes them any thing, or no-
thing, or worfe than nothing. There is no occa-
Bon to take titles away, for they take themf{elves
away when fociety concurs to ridicule them. This

fpecies
X
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fpecies of imaginary confequence has vifibly de.
clined in every part of Europe, and it haftens ta
its exit as the world of reafon continues to rife.
There was a time when the loweft clafs of whas
are called nebility was more thougut of than che
higheft is now, and when a man in armour riding
throughout Chriftendom in queft of adventures
was more ftared at than a modern” Duke, The
world has feen this folly fall, and it has fallen by
being laughed at, and the farce of titles will follow
its fatc.—The patriots of France have difcovered
in good time, that rank and dignityin fociety muft
take a4 new ground, The old one has fallen
through.—It muft now take the fubftantial
ground of character, inftead of the chimerical
ground of titles; and they have brought their
t'tles ta the altar, and made of them a burat-
offering to Reafon. -

If no mifchief had annexed nfclf’ to the folly of
titles, they would not have been worth a ferious
~ and formal deftruion, fuch as the National Af-
- fembly have décreed them: and this makes it
neceffary to enquire farther into the nature and
charafter-of ariftocracy, - . E

.That, then, which is calléd ariftocracy in fome
countries, and nobility in others, arofe out of the
governments founded upon conqueft. It was origi-
hally amilitary order, fot the purpofe of fupporting
military government, (for fuch were alf govern-
metits founded in congueft) ; and to keepup a
fucceffion of this.order for the purpofé for ‘which

lt was e&ablt[hed all the younger branches of thofe
families
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tamilies were difinherited, and the law of prinogé.
niturcfhip fet up.

The nature and character of ariftocracy thews it-
felf to usin this law. It is a law againft every law
of nature, and Nature herfelf calls for its deftruc-
tion, Eftablith family juftice, and ariftocracy falls,
By the ariftocratical law of primogeniturefhip, in
a family of fix children, five areexpofed. Arifto-
cracy has never more than onechild.  The reéft are
begotten to be devoured, They are thrown to the
canuibal for prey, and the natural parent prepares
the unnatural repaft. .

As every thing which is out of nature in man,

“affefts, more or lefs, the intereft of {ociety, fo does
this. All the children which the ariftocracy dif-
owns (which are all, exceptthe eldeft) are, in ge-
neral, caft like orphans on a parith, to be pro-
vided for by the public, but at a greater charge.—
Unneceflary offices and places in governments and
courts are created at the expence of the public, to
maintain them,

With what kind of parental refleions can the
father or mother contemplate their younger off-
fpring. By nature they are children, and by mar-
riage they are heirs; but by ariftocracy they are
baftards and orphans. They are the flefh and
blood of their parents in one line, and nothing
akin to them in the other. To reftore, therefore,
parents to their children, and children to their pa-
rents—relations to each other, and man to fociety
—and to exterminate the monfter Ariftocracy,root
and branch—the French conftitution has deftroyed

K the
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the law of PrivoceNITURESHIP. Here thea lies
the monfter; and Mr. Burke, if he pleafes, may
write its epitaph,

Hitherto we have confidered an&ocracy chiefly
in one pointof view. We have now to confider it
in another. But whether we view it before or be-
hind, or ﬁde—ways, or any way elfe, domeﬁlcally or
publicly, it is ftill a montter,

In France, ariftocracy had one feature lefsinits
countenance, than what it has in fome other coun-
tries, It did not compofe a body of hereditary le-
giflators. It was not ¢ g corporation of ariffocracy,”
for fuch I have heard M. de 1a Fayette defcribe an
Englith Houfe of Peers. Let us then examine the
grounds upon which the French conftitution has
refolved againft having fuch a Houfe in France,

Becaufe, in the firft place, as is already men-
tioned, ariftocracy is kept up by fam:ly tyranny
and injuftice, .

Secondly, Becaufe there is an unnatural unfite
~ nefs in an ariftocracy to be legiflators for a nation.
- Their ideas of diffributive fuftice are corrupted at
the very fource. They begin life by trampling on
all their younger brothers and fifters, and relations
of every kind, and are taught and educated fo to
do. With what ideas of juftice or honour can
that man enter a houfe of legiflation,” who ab-
forbs in his own perfon the inheritance of a whole
family of children, or doles out to them fome piti-
ful portion with the infolence of a gift ? '

Tbirdly, Becaufe the idea of hereditary legifla-

tors is as mconhﬂ:ent as l:hat of hereditary judges,
4 . or
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or hereditary juries; and as abfurd as an hereditary
mathematician, or an hereditary wifeman; and as
ridiculous as an hereditary poet-laureat,

Fourthly, Becauft a body of men holding them.
felves accountable to nobody, ought not to be
trufted by any body.

Fifthly, Becaufe it is continuing the uncivilized
principle of governments founded in conqueft,and
the bafe idea of man having property in man, and
governing him by perfonal right.

Sixthly, Becaufe ariftocracy has a tendency to
degenerate the human fpecies.—By the univerfal
ceconomy of nature it is known, and by the in-
ftance of the Jews it is proved, that the human fpe-
cies has a tendency to degenerate, in any {mall
number of perfons, when feparated from the gene
ral ftock of fociety, and intermarrying conftantly
with each other, Itdefeats even its pretended end,
and becomes in time the oppofite of what is noble
in man, Mr, Burke talks of nobility; let him thew
whatitis. The greateft charaers the world have
known, have rifen on the democratic floor. Arift-
ocracy has not been able to keep a proportionate
pace with democracy, Theartificial NosLe fhrinks
into a dwarf before the- Noswre of Nature; and in
the few inftances of thofe (for there are fomein all
countries) in whom nature, as by a miracle, has
~ furvived in artﬁocracy, THOSE MEN DESPISE IT.
——But it is time to proceed to a new fubject.

The French conftitution has reformed the con-
dition of the clergy. It has raifed the income
of the lower and middie claffes, and taken from

K2 the
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the higher, None is now lefs than twelve hun-
dred livres (fifty pounds fterling), nor any higher
than about twu or three thoufand pounds, What
will Mr. Burke place againft this? Hear what
he fays, .

He fays, ¢ That the people of England can fee
“ without pain or grudging, an archbifhop pre-
““ cede a duke; they can fee a bithop of Durham,
“ or a bithop of Winchefter, in pofiefion of
¢ £+ 10,000 a-year; and cannot fee why it is in
“ worfe hands than eftates to the like amount
“ in the hands of this earl or that "[quire.”
And Mr. Burke offers this as an example to
France, = o

. 8s to the firft part, whether the archbifhop

precedes the duke, or the duke the bifhop, it is,
I believe, to the people in general, fomewhat
Yike Sternbold and Hopkins, or Hophins and Stern-
hold ; you may put which you pleafe firft ; -and
as I confels that I do not underftand the merits
of this cafe, I will not coptend it with Mr, Burke.

But with refpe& to the latter, I have fomething
to fay.—Mr. Burke has not put the cafe right,—
The comparifon is out of order, by being put be-
tween the bithop and the earl or .the fquire, It
qught to be put between the bithop and the
curate, ang then it will ftand. thus : ~The pesple
of England can foe without- pain or grudging, o
bifbop of Durbam, or a bifhop of Winehefter, in pof-
Jelfion of ten thoufand  pounds a-year, and a curate
on thirty or forty pounds a-year, or lofs~No, Sir,
they certainly do not fee thofc things without
great

¢
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great pain or grudging. It is a cafe that applies
itfelf to every man’s fenfe of juftice, and is one
among many that calls aloud for a conftitution.

In France, the cry of ¢ the church! the church!*?
was repeated as often as in Mr. Burke’s book,
and as loudly as when the diffenters’ bill was be-
fore the Englifh parliament; but the generality
of the French clergy were not to be deceived by
this cry any longer. They knew, that whatever
the pretence might be, it was themfelves who
were one of the principal objefts of it. It was
the cry of the high beneficed clergy, to prevent
any regulation of income taking place between
thofe of ten thoufiud pounds a-year and the
parifh prieft. They, thercfore, joined their cafe
to thofe of every other opprefled clafs of men,
and by this union obrained redrefs,

The French conftitution has abolifhed tythes,
that fource of perpetual difcontent between the
tythe-holder and the parifthioper, When land is
held on tythe, it is in the condition of an eftate
held between two parties; the one receiving one-
tenth, and the other nine-tenths of the produce:
and, confequently, on principles of equity, if
the ¢ftate can be improved, and made to produce
by that improvement double or treble what it did
before, or in any other ratio, the expence of fuch
improvement ought to be borne in like propor-
tion between the parties who are to fhare the pro-
duce. But this is not the cafe in tythes; the
farmer bears the whole expence, and the tythe-
holder takes a tenth of the improvement, in ad-

dition
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dition to the original teath, and by this means
gets the value of two-tenths inftead of one.
This is another cafe that calls for a conftitution,
The French conftitution hath abolifhed or re.
nounced Toleration, and Intolerance alfo, and hath
eftablithed Universar Ricur or ConsciEnce,
Toleration is not the gppofite of Intolerance,
but is the counterfeit of it, Both are defpotifims.
The one affumes to itfelf the right of with-hold-
ing Liberty of Confcience, and the other of
granting it. The one is the pope armed with
fire and faggot, and the other is the pope felling
or granting indulgencies. The former is church
and ftate, and the latter is church and traffic.
But Toleration may be viewed in a much
fironger light, Man worthips not himfelf, but
his Maker ; and the liberty of confcience which
he claims, is not for the fervice of himfelf, but
of his God.  In this cafe, therefore, we muft
neceflarily have the affociated idea of two beingss
the mortal who renders the worlhip, and the Im-
MORTAL Brinc who is worfhipped. - Toleration,
therefore, places itfelf, not between man and
man, nor between church and church, nor be-
tween one denomination of religion and ano-
ther, but between God and man; between the
being who worfhips, and the Being who is wor~
fhipped ; and by the fame a& of affumed autho-
rity by which it tolerates man te pay his worthip,
it prefumptuoufly and blafphemoufly fets itfelf
up to tolerate the Almighty to receive it.
: Were -
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Were a Bill brought into any parliament, en-
titled ¢¢ Aw acT to tolerate or grant liberty to
« the Almighty to receive the worfhip of a Jew
¢ or a Turk,” or ¢ to prohibit the Almighty
¢ from receiving it,”” all men would ftartle, and
call it blafphemy. There wonld be an uproar.
The prefumption of toleration in religious mat-
ters would then prefent itfelf unmafked: but
the prefumption is not the lefs becaufe the name
of « Man” only appears to thofe laws, for the
affociated idea of the worfbipper and the worfbip-
ped cannot be feparated.—~Who, then, art thou,
vain duft and afthes! by whatever name thou art
called, whether a King, a Bifhop, a Church or
a State, a Parliamnent, or any thing eife, that
obtrudeft thine infignificance between the {oul of
man and its Maker? Mind thine own concerns.
If he believes not as thou believel, it is a proof
that thou believeft not as he believeth, and there
is no earthly power can determine between you.

~ With refpect to what arc called denominations
of religion, if every one is left to judge of its cwn
religion, there is no fuch thing as a religion that
.is wrong; but if they are to judge of each others
religion, there is no fuch thing as a religion thar
is right; and therefore, all the world is righr,
or all the world is wrong. But with refpet to
religion itfelf, without regard to names, and as
dire&ting itfelf from the univerfal family of man-
kind to the Divine objet of all adoration, it is
man bringing to his Maker the fruits of bis heart ;
and though thofe fruits may differ from each other
like
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like the fruits of the earth, the grateful tribute
of every one is accepted.

A Bifhop of Durham, or a Bifhop of Winchef-
ter, or the Archbithop who heads the Dukes, will
not refufe a tythe-theaf of wheat, becaufe it is not
a cock of hay ; nor a cock of hay, becaufe it is
not a fheaf of wheat; nor a pig, becaufe it is
neither the one nor the other: but thefe fame
perfons, under the figure of an eftablithed church,
will not permit their Maker to receive the varied

tythes of man’s devotion.
One of the continual chorufes of Mr. Burke’s

book is, * Church and State:* he does not mean
fome one particular church, or fome one parti-
cular ftate, butany church and ftate; and he ufes
the term as a general figure to hold forth the po-
litical do&trine of always uniting the church with
the ftate in every country, and he cenfures the
National Affembly for not having done this in
France~-Let us beftow a few thoughts on this
{ubject. |

All religions are in their nature mild and be-
nign, and united with principles of morality.
They could not have made profelites at firft, by
profefling any thing that was vicious, cruel, per,
fecuting, or immoral, Like every thing elle,
they had their beginning; and they proceeded by
perfuafion, exhortation, and example, How
then is it that they lofe their native mildnefs, and
become moroie and intolerant ? |

It proceeds from the connedion which Mr.

Burke recommends. By engendering the church
with
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with the ftate, a fort of mwule animal, capable
only of deftroying, and not of breeding up, is pro-
duced, called The Church efablifbed by Law. It
is a ftranger, cven from its birth, to any parent
mother on which it is begotten, and whom in
time it kicks out and deftroys.

The inquifition in Spain does not proceed from
the religion originally profefied, but from this
mule-animal, engendcred between the church and
the ftate. The vurnings in Smithfield proceeded
from the fame heterogeneous produion; and it
was the regeneration of this {trange animal in
England afterwards, that rencwed rancour and ir-
religion among the inhabitants, and thatdrove the
people called Quakers and Diffenters to America.
Perlecution is not an original feature in any reli-
gion ; but it is always the firongly-mzrked feature
of all law-religions, or religions eftablithed by
law, Take away the law-eftablithment, and every
religion reaffumes its original benigaity, In Ame-
rica, a Catholic Prieft is a good citizen, a good
character, and a good neighbour; an Epifcopa-
lian Minifter is of the fame defeription: and this
proceeds, independently of the men, from there
~ being no law-eftablifhment in America.

If alfo we view this matter in a cemporal fenfe,
we fhall fee the il effefts it has had on the prof-
perity of nations: The union of church and ftate
has impoverithed Spain. The revoking the ediét
of Nantes drove the filk manufatture from
~France into England ; and church and ftate are
now dtiving the cotton manufatture from Eng-

L land
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Jand t0o America and France. Let then Mr.
Burke continue to preach his antipolitical doc-
trine of Church and State. It will do fome good.
The National Affembly will not follow his advice,
but will benefit by his folly. It was by obferving
the ill effeés of it in England that America has
been warned againft ic 5 and it is by experiencing
them in France, that the National Affembly have
abohlhed it, and, like America, have eftablithed
UNJVERSAL RIGHT OF CONSCIENCE, AND UNI~
VERSAL RIGHT OF CITIZENSHIP®,

I will here ceafe the comparifon with refpe®
to the principles of the French conftitution, , and
conclude this part of the fubject with a few ob-
fervations on the organization of the formal parts

of the French and Englith governments,
The

~ * When in any country we fée extraordinary circumflances taking

place, they naturally lead any man who has a talent for obfervaticn

and invefligation, to enquire into the caufis, The manufatures

of Manchefter, Birmingham, and Sheflield, are the principal maa

nufaftures in Englend.  From whence did thisarife? A littie- ob

fervation will explain the cafe. The prinsipal, and the gencrahtyr
of the inhabitants of thofe places, are not of what is called in Eng.

Jand, the church ¢flablifoed by law ; and they, or their fathers, (for

it is within but a few years}, withdrew from the perfecution of the

chartered towns, where teft-laws more pamcularly operate, and

eftablithed a fort of afylum for themfelves in thofe places. It was

the only afylum that then offered, for the reft of Europe was

worfe,~But the cafe is now changing. France and America bid

all comers welcome, and initiate them into 1l the rights of citizen~

fhip, Policy and interefl, therefore, will, but perhaps too late, dic-
tate in England, what reafon and jultice could mot, "Thofe manu.
faftures are withdrawing, and'are arifing in ather places, There js

now ereling at Pafley, three miles from Paris, a large cotton -mill,

and feveral are already erefledin Amdrica. Soon after the réjefting

thie Bill for repealing the tefl-law, one of the riche® manufaGturers

T
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The executive power in each country is in the
hands of a perfon ftiled the King; but the French
conftitution diftinguifhes between the King and
the Sovereign: It confiders the ftation of King
as official, and places Sovereignty in the nation.

The reprefentatives of the nation, who com~
pofethe National Affembly, and who are the le~
giflative power, originate in and from the people
by eleftion, as an inherent right in the people,—
In England it is otherwife; and this arifes from.
the original eftablithment of what is called its.
monarchy ; for, as by the conqueft all the rights
of the people or the nation were abforbed into
the hands of the Conqueror, and who added the
title of King to that of Conqueror, thofe fame
matters which in France are now held as rights
" in the people, or in the nation, are held in Eng-
land as grants from what is called the Crown,

in England faid in my hearing, © England, Sir, is not a country
for a diffenter to live in—we muft go-to France.” ‘Thefe are
1wruths, and it is doing jultice to both parties to teil them. Itis
caiefly the diffenters who have caniied Englith manufaftures to the
height they are now at, and the fame men. have it in their power te
carry them away ; and though thole manufaftures will afterwards
continue to be made in thofe places, the foreign market will be loft.
There are frequently appearing in the London Gazotte, extrals from
certain alts to prevent machines and perfons, as far as they can extend
to perfons, from going out of the country. Itappcars from thefe, that
¢he ill effefts of the tef-laws and church-eftablifhment begin to be
much fufpe&ed 3 but the remedy of force can never fupply the re-
medy of reafon. In the progrefs of lefs than a century, all the un~
seprefented part of England, of all denominations, which is at Jeaft
2 hundred times the moft numercus, may begin to fecl the neceffity
of & conftitution, and then al} thofe matters will .come regularly be-

" fore them. o .
L 2 * The
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The Parliament in England, in both its branches,
was ereCted by patents from the defcendants of
the Conqueror, The Houfe of Commons did not
originate as a matter of right in the people to de-
Jegate or elect, but as a grant or boon.

By the French conftitution, the Nation is always
named before the King. The third article of the
Declaration of rights fays, ¢ The nation is ¢ffential
ly the fource (or fountain) of all fovereignty.” Mr-
Burke argues, that, in England, a King is the
fountain—that he is the fountain of all honour.
But as this idea is evidently defcended from the
‘Conquett, I fhall make no other remark upon it,
than that it is the nature of conquett to turn every
thing uplide down s and as Mr. Burke will-nat
be refufed the privilege of fpeaking twice, and as
there are bur two parts in the figure, the fountain
and the fpout, he will be right the fecond time.

The French conftitution puts the legiflative be-
- fore the executive; the Law before the King;
" La Loi, Le Roi. This alfo is in the natural order
of things; becaufé laws mufl have exiftence, be-
- fore they can have execution.

A King in France does not, in addrefling him-
felf to the National Affembly, fay, < My affem-
“bly,” fimilar to the phrafe vfed in England of

¢ myParliament;” neither can he ufe it confiftently
. with the conflitution, nor could it be admitted,
There may be propriety in the vle of it in Eng-
" land, becaufe, as is before mentioned, both Houfes
of Parliament originated from what is called the

Crown by patent or boon—and not - from the
X inherent.
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inherent rights of the people, as the National
Affembly does in France, and whofe name defig-
nates its origin.
The Prefident of the National Affembly does
not atk the King 1o grant to the Affembly liberty of
Jpeech, as is the cafe with the Englith Houfe of
Commons. The conltitutional dignity of the
National Affembly cannot debafe itfelf. Speech
is, in the fir@t place, one of the natural rights of
man always retained ; and with refpect to the Na-
tional Aflembly, the ufe of it is their dusy, and
the nation is their awdority. They were eletted
by the greateft body of men exercifing the right
of election the European world ever faw. They
fprung not from the filth of rotten boroughs, nor
are they the vaifai reprefentatives of ariftocratical
ones. Feeling the proper dignity of their cha-
ralter, they fupport it. Their parliamentary lan-
guage, whether for or againtt a queftion, is free,
‘bold, and manly, and extends to all the parts and
circumftances of the cafe, If any matter or fub-
ject refpeiting the executive department, or the
perfon who prefides in it, (the King), comes be-
fore them, it is debated on with the {pirit of men,
and the language of gentlemen ; and their anfwer,
.or their addrefs, is returned in the fame ftile.
_They ftand not aloof with the gaping vacuity of
vulgar ignorance, .nor bend with the cringe of
fycophantic infignificance. The graceful pride
_of truth knows no extremes, and preferves, in
every latitude of life, the right-angled character

of man. ‘
Let
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Let us now look to the other fide of the queft
tion,—In the addreffes of the Englith Parliamentg
to their Kings, we fee neither the intrepid fpirit
of the old Parliaments of France, nor the fertne
dignity of the prefent National Affembly ; neither
do we fee in them any thing of the ftile of Eng-
)ith manners, which border fomewhat on blunte
nefs.  Since then they are neither of foreign ex-
tradiion, nor naturally of Englith produétion, their
origin muft be fought for elfewhere, and that ori-
gin is the Norman Conqueft, They are evidently
of the vaflalage clafs of manners, and emphati-
cally mark the proftrate diftance that exifts in no
other condition of men than between the conquer-
or and the conquered. That this vafislage idea
and ftile of fpeaking was not got rid of even at
the Revolution of 1688, is evident from the de-
claration of Parliament to William and Mary, in
thefe words: ¢ We do moft humbly and faith-
s¢ fully ﬁebmﬂ ourfelves, our heirs and pofterities,
¢ for ever ”  Submiffion is wholly a vaflalage
term, requgnant to the dignity of Freedom, and
an ecno of the language ufed at the Conquett.

As the eftimation of all things is by comparifon,
thé Revolution of 1688, however from circome-
ftances it may have been exalted: beyoud its va-
lue, will find its level. Itis already on the wane,
eclipfed by the enlarging orb of reafon, and the
- lumirious revolutions of America and France. In -
lefs chan another century, it will go, as well as
‘M. Burke’s labours, € to the family. vaule of ali

the Capulets.” Mankind will then fcarcely uelieve
| that
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that a country calling icfelf free, would fend to
Holland for a man, and clothe him with power,
on purpofe to put them{elves in fear of him, and
give him almoft a million fterling a-year for leave
1o fubmit themfelves and their pofterity, hike bond-
men and bond-women, for ever,

But there is a truth that cught to be made
known: I have had the opportunity of feeing it;
which is, #hat, notwithffanding appearances, there is
not any defeription of men that defpife monarchy fo
much as courtiers. But they well koow, thac if it
were feen by otbors, as it is feen by them, the
juggle could not be kept up. They are in the con-
dition of men who get their living by a thow, and
to whom the folly of that thow is fo familiar thag
they ridicule it ; but were the audience to be made
as wife in this refpet as themfelves, there would
be an end to the fthow and the profits with it,
The difference between a republican and a cour.
tier with refpet to monarchy, is, that the one op-
pofes monarchy, believing it to be fomething ; and
the other laughs at it, knowing it to be nothing.
~ As I ufed fometimes to correfpond with Mr.
Burke, believing him then to be a man of founder
principles than his book fhews him to be, I wrote
to him laft winter from Paris, and gave him an
account how profperou{ly matters were going o,
Among other fubje@s in that letter, I referred to
the happy fituation the National Affembly were
placed in; that they bad taken 2 ground on which
their moral duty and cheir political intereft were
united. They have not to hold out a language

- which
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which they do not themfelves believe, for the
fraudulent purpofe of making others believe it
Their ftation requires no artifice to fupport it, and
can only be maintained by enlightening mankind.
It is not their intercft to cherith ignorance, but to
difpel it. They are not in the cafeofa minifterial
or an oppofition party in England, who, though
they are oppofed, are flill united to keep up the
common myftery. The Naticnal Affembly muft
throw open u magazine of light. It muft thew
man the proper character of man; and the nearer
it can bring him to that ftandard, the ftronger the
National Aflembly becomes. | o
In contemplating the French conflitution, we
fee in it a rational order of things. The princi-
ples harmonife with the forms, and both with
their origin. It may perhaps be faid as an excufe
for bad” forms, that they are nothing more than
forms; but this is 2 miftake, Farms grow out.
of principles, and operate to continue the prin-
ciples they grow from. It is impoffible to- prac<
tife a bad form on any thing but a bad principle.
It cannot be ingrafted on a good coe; and where-
ever the forms in any government are bad, itis3
certain indication. that the principlcs are bad alfo*
I will here finaliy clofe this fubjeét. I began it
by remarking that Mr, Burke had wvoluntarily de-
clined going into a comparifon of the Englifh
and French conftitutions. He apologifes (in page
241) for not doing it, by faying that he had not
time. Mr. Butke’s book was upwards of eight
‘months in hand, and is extended to a volume of
three
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three hundred and fixty-fix pages. As his omif-
fion does injury to his caufe, his apology makes
it worfe; and mea on the Englith fide the water
will begin to confider, whether there is not fome
radical defe& in what is called the Englith con-
ftitution, that made it neceflary for Mr. Burke
to fupprels the comparifon, to avoid bringing it
into view,

As Mr, Burke has not written onconftitutions,
fo ncither has he written on the French revolution.
He gives no account of its commencement or
its progrefs. He only expreffes his wonder.
« It looks,” fays he, “ to me, as if 1 were in a
« areatcrifis, not of the affairs of France alone,
¢ but of all Europe, perhaps of more than Europe.
«« Al]l circumftances taken together, the French
¢¢ revolution s the moft aftonithing that has
< hitherto happened in the world.”

As wife men are aftonithed at foolifh things,
and other people at wife ones, I know not on..
which ground to account for Mr. Burke’s afto-
nifhment but certein it is, that he does not un-
derftand the French revolution, It has apparently
burft forth like a creation from a chaos, but it is
no more than the confequence of a mental revolu-
tion priorily exifting in France. The mind of
the nation had changed before hand, and the new
order of things has naturally followed the new
order of thoughts.—I will here, as concilely as
I can, trace out the growth of the French revolu-
tion, and miark the circumftances that have con-

tributed o produce it -
' M The
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"T'he defpotifm of Louis XIV. united with the
gaiety of his Court, and the gaudy oftentation of
his chara&er, had fo humbled, and at the fame
time fo fafcinated the mind of France, that the
people appeared to have loft all fenfe of their own
dignity, in contemplating that of their grand Mo-
narch: and the whole reign of Louis XV. re-
markable only for weaknefs and effeminacy, made
no other alteration than that of fpreading a fort
of lethargy over the nation, from which it fhewed
no difpofition to rife.

The only figns which appeared of the fpirit of
. Liberty during thofe periods, are to be found in
the writings of the French philofophers. = Mon-
tefquicu, prefident of the Parliament of Bour-
deaux, went as far as a writer under a defpotic
government could well proceed; and being
obliged to divide himfelf between principle and
prudence, his mind often appears under a veily
- and we ought to give him credit for more than -
he has exprefled. )

Voltaire, who was both the fatterer and the
fatirift of defpotifm, took another line. His
forte lay in expofing and ridiculing the fuperfti.
ticns which prieft-craft united with ftate-crafe
had interwoven with governments. It was not
from the purity of his principles, or his love of
mankind, (for fatire and philanthropy are not
paturally concordant), but from his ftrong capa«
city of feeing folly in its true fhape, and his ir-
refiflible propenfity to expofe it, that he made

thofe attacks. They were hiowever as formida-
“ble
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ble as if the motives had been virtuous; and he
merits the thanks, rather than the efteem of man-
kind,

On the contrary, we find in the writings of
Roufleau, and the Abbé Raynal, a lovelinefs of
fentiment in favour of Liberty, that excites re-
fpet, and elevates the human faculiies; but
having raifed this animation, they do not direét
its operations, and leave the mind in love with
an objedt, without defcribing the means of pofs
fefling it.

The writings of Quefnay, Turgot, and the friends
of thofe authors, are of the ferious kind; but
they laboured under the fame difadvantage with
Montefquieu : their writings abound with moral
maxims of government, but are rather direted
to ceconomife and reform the adminiftration of
the government, than the government itfelf,

But all thofe writings and many others had
their weight; and by the different manner in
which they treated the fubje@t of government,
Montefquicu by his judgment and knowledge
of laws, Voltaire by his wit, Rouflcau and Ray-
na) by their animation, and Quefnay,and Turgot
by their moral maxims and fyftems of ceconomy,
readers of every clafs met with fomething to their
talte, and a fpirit of political enquiry began to
diffufe itfelf through the nation at the time. the
difpute between England and the then colomes of
America broke out,

In the war which France afierwards cngaged

in, itis very well known that the nation appeared
Ma ta
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to be before hand with the French miniftry, Each
of them had its view : but thofe views were di-
reted to different objelts; the one fought liberty,
and the other retaliation on England. The French
officers and ‘foldiers who after this went to Ame-
rica, were: eventually placed in the fchool. of
Freedom, and learned. the pratice as well as the
pnnclplcs of it by heart, - :
“As it ‘was impoflible to prara*e the military
events. which took place in Amcrica from. the
principles of the American revolution, the pubs
lication of thofe cvents. in France neceffarily con-
neéted themfelves with the principles which pro-
duced them. Many of the fa&s were. in them-
felves. principles;  fuch as the. declaration - of
American independence, and the treaty of alliarice
between Francé and America, which recognifed
the natural. nght of man, and Juﬁzﬁed reﬁﬁance |
to oppreflion, .. - : - S
¢ "The then Mxmﬁcr of France, Couns Vergennes,
was not the. friend  of America; and .it'is: both-
juftice and gratitude to fay, that it was the Queen
of France: who gave the:caufe :of Ametica ' -
fathion: at the French:Court, ' Count Vergznnes
was the perfonal - and forial friend:of ‘Dr, Frank«
liny: and the Do&or had obtained, by his-fenfible
gracefulnefs, a fort of .influence over him ;. bug
- with-refpect to prmmples, Coum Vergcnncs was
a defpots. ¢ -
. The ﬁtuauon of Dr. Franldm as Mxm&er from
Amemca to France, Jhould be taken into the
oot chain

- .-
L F
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chain of circumftances. The diplomatic cha-
ra@er is of itdelf the narroweft fphere of fociety
that man can a& in. . It forbids intercourfe by a
reciprocity of fufpicion; and a diplomatic is a
~ fort of unconneéted atom, continuaily repelling
and repelled.  But this was not the cafe with Dr,
Franklin, He was not the diplomatic of a Coure,
butof MAN. His charater as a philofopher had
been long eftablithed, and his circle of fociety in
France was. univerfal,

Count Vergennes relilted for a confiderable
time the publication in France of the American
conflitutions, tranflated into the French language;
but even in this he wa: obliged to give way to
public opinion, and a fort of propriety in admit-
ting to appear whar he had undertaken to defend.
The Ainerican contlitutions were to liberty, what
a grammar is to language : they define its parts
of fpeech, -and practically confiruct them into
{yntax. -

The peculiar fituation of the then. Marqms ’
de la Fayette is another link in the great chain.
He ferved in America as an American officer un-
der.a:commiffion of Congrefs, and by the univers
fality. of his acquaiatance,” was in clofe friendthip
with the civil government of America, as well as
with the military line, He fpoke the language of
the country, entered into the difcuffions:on the
principles.of government, and was always a wel-
come friend at any cle®ion. :
When the war clofed; a vaft reinforcement to?

the cavie of Liberty fpread itfelf over France, by
the
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the return of the French officers and foldiers, / A
knowledge of the prattice was then joined to the
theory ; and all that was wanting to give it real
exiftence, was opportunity. Man cannot, pro-
perly fpeaking, make circumftances for his pur-
pofe, but he always has it in his power to
improve them when they occur; and this was the
cafe in France. :
7M. Neckar was difplaced in May 3781 and
by the ill management of the finances afterwards,
and particularly during the extravagant admini-
ftration of M. Calonne, the revenue of France,
which was nearly twenty-four millions ferling
per year, was become unequal to the expenditure,
not becaufe the revenue had decreafed, but becaufe
‘the expences had increafed; and this was the cir-
cumftance which the nation laid hold of to bring
forward a revolution, The Englifh Minifter,
Mr, Pitt, has frequently alluded to the ftate of
the French finances in his budgets, without un-
desftanding the fubje@. Had the French Parlia-
ments beén as ready to regifter edifts for new

- . taxes, as an Englith Pacliament is to grant them,

" ¢here had been no derangement in the finances,
nor yet any revolution ; but this will better ex-
plain itfelf as 1 proceed. : T
It will ‘be neceffary here to fhew' how taxes
 were formerly raifed in France. . The King, or
- racher the Court or Miniftry a&ing under the ufe
of that name, framed the ediéts for tazes at their
“own difcretion, and fent them to the Parliaments
to be regiftered ; for until they were regiftered -
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by the Parliaments, they werenat operative, Dif-
putes had long exifted between the Court and the
Parliaments with refpe to the extent of the Par-
liament’s authority on this head, The Court
infifted that the authority of Parliaments went no
farther than to remonftrate or fhew reafons againtt
the tax, referving to itfelf the right of determining
whether the reafons were well or ill-founded ;
and in confequence tacreof, either to withdraw
the edict as a matter of choice, or tooerder itto be
enregiftered as a matter of authority. The Par-
liaments on their part infifted, that they had not
only a right to remonftrate, but to reject; and on
this ground they were always fupported by the
Nation.

But, to return to the order of my narrative—
M. Calonne wanted money ; and as he knew the
fturdy difpofition of the Parliameats with refpedt
to new taxes, he ingenioufly fought either to
approach them by a more gentle means than that
of dire& authority, or to get over their heads by
a2 manceuvre: and, fur this purpofe, he revived
the proje& of affembling a body of men from the
feveral provinces, under the ftile of-an ¢ Affem-
bly of the Notables,” or Men of Note, who met
in 1787, and who were cither to recommend
taxes to the Parliaments, or to aét as a Parlia.
ment themfelves. . An Affembly under this name
had been called in 1617. x

As we are to view this as the firlt pra&:cal ftep
towards the revolution, it will be proper to enter

into fome partlculars refpecting it, The Affem-~
bly
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bly of the Notables has in fome places been mil-
taken for the States-General, but was wholly a
different body ; the Srates-General being always
by ele@ion. The perfons who compofed the Af-
fembly of the Notables were all nominated by the
Kings; and confifted of one hundred and forty
members. But as M. Calonne could not depend
upon a majarity of this Affembly in his favour,
he very ingenioufly arranged them in fuch aman«
ner as to make forty-four a majority of one hun-
dred and forty: to effe@ this, be difpofed of them
into feven feparate committees, of twenty mém.
Lers each. Every general queftion was to be
decided, not by a majorlty of perfons, but by
a majority of committees; and as eleven votes
woild make 2 msgomy in a commitrée, and four’
coramittees a majority of feven, M. Calonne had
good reafon to conclude, that as forty-four would
determine any general queftion; he could not be
out-voted. But all his plans decewr:d hlm, and
in the evient became his overthrow.

' Fhe then Marqms de la Fayette was: placed in
thie fecond committee, of which Count D’Artois
v prcf" dénts and’ as money -matters ‘was the
-~ebjet, it naturally bronght mto view evdry cirs
‘comftance connedted with it M., de la Fayetre
made a verbal charge againft Calotine, for felling
crawn-lands to the amount of ‘two millions of
livres, in a manner that appeared to be unknown
to the King. - The Count D’Artois (as if fo inti-
midarte, for the Baf’czl‘le was then in belncr) aikecl

the Marquis, if he: wuuld render ‘the charge in
- ~ wrising®
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writing ! He replied, that he would.—The
Count D’Arrois did not demand it, but brought
a meflfage from the King to that purpore. M.
de 1a Fayette then delivered in his charge in
writing, to be given to the King, undertak.
ing to fupport it. No farther proceedings were
had upon this affair; but M. Calonne was foon
after difmiffed by the King, and fet off to
England,

As M. de la Fayette, from the experience of
what he had feen in America, was better ac-
quainted with the fcience of civil government
than the generality of the members who com-
pofed the Affembly of the Notables could then
be, the brunt of the bufinefs fell confidérably to
his thare. The plan of thofe who had a conftitu-
tion in view, was to contend with the Court on
the ground of taxes, and fome of them openly
profefled their object. Difputes frequently.arofe
between Count D’Artois and M. dela Fayette,
upon various fubjefts. With refpeét to thear- -
rears already incurred, the latter propofed to
remedy them, by accommodating the expences
to the revenue, inftead of the revenue to the
expences ;- 2nd as objc&s of reform, he pro- .
pofed to’ abolifh the Baftille, and all the State-
prifons throughout the nation, (the keeping of
which was attended with greatr expence), and
to {upprefs. Lettres de Cachet: But thofe matters
were not then much attended to; and with
refpett to Lettres de Cachet, a majority of the

- Nebles appeared to-ki in favour of them,
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On the fubje of fupplying the Treafury by
new taxes, the Affembly declined taking the
matter on themfelves, concurring in the opini.
on that they had net authority. In a debate on
this fubje@, M. de la Fayette faid, that raifing
money by taxes could only be done by a Ha-
tional Affembly, freely elected by the people,
and afting as their reprefentatives. Do you
mean, faid the Count D’Artols, the States Ge-
aeral? M. de la Fayette rcplled that he did.
Will you, faid the Count D’Artois, fign what
you fay, to be given to the King? The other

replied, that he not only would do this, but

that -he would go farther, and fay, that the
effe€ual mode would be, forthe King to agree
" to the eftablifhment of a Conftitution.

"As one of the plans had thus failed, that of
getting the Aflembly to act as a Praliament,
the other came into view, that of .recom-
mending. On this fubje&, the Affembly agreed

to recommend two new taxes to be enregiftered

by the Parliament: Theone aftamp-tax, and the

other a territorial tax, or fort of land-tax. The

. two have been eftimated at about five millions °

fterl. per ams. We have now to turn our atten-

tion to the Parliaments, on whom the bufinefs

was again devolying.
The Archbithop of Thouloufe (ﬁnce Arch-

* bithop-of Sens, and now a Cardinal) was ap-
- pointed to the adminiftration of the finances,
foon after the difmiffion of Calonne. ' He was

-alIo made Prime Mxm[ter, an office that did not. .

always

i
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always exift in France. When this office did
not exift, the Chief of each of the principal de-
partments tranfacted bufinefs immediately with
the King ; but when a Prime Minifier was ap-
pointed, they did bufinefs only with him. The
Archbifhop arrived to more State-authority
than any Minifter fince the Duke de Choifeul,
and the nation was ftrongly difpofed in his fa-
vour; but by a line of condut fcarcely to be
accounted for, he perverted every opportunity,
turned out a defpor, and:funk into difgrace,
and a Cardinal.

The Affembly of the Notables havmg broken
up, the new Minifter fent the edicts for the two
new taxes recommended by the Affembly to
the Parliaments, to be enregiftered. They of
courfe came firft before the parliament of Paris,
who returned for anfwer, That with fuch a reves
nue-as the Nation then fupported, the name of taxes
ought not to be mentioned, but for the purpofe of
reducing them ; and threw both the edits out®.

On this refufal, the Parliament was ordered
to Verfailles, where, in the ufual form, the
King held, what under the old government was
called, -a Bed of Juftice ; and the two edifts
were enregiftered in prefence of the Patliament,
by an order of State, in the manner mentioned
in page 94. Onthis, the Parliament immedi-
© ately returned to Paris, renewed their feflion in

- ®* When the Englith Minifter, Mr. Pitt, mentions the French
finances againin the Englith Parliament, it would be well that
. notlced this as an example. '

Na | form,
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form, and ordered the enregiftering to be ftruck
out, declaring that every thing done at Vere
failles way illegal, All the members of the
Parliament were then ferved with Lettres de -
Cachet, and exiled to Trois; but as they con~
tinued as infiexible in exile as before, and -as
yvengeance did not fupply the place of taxes,
they were after a fhert time recalled to
Paris, ‘ -

The edi&lts were again tendered to them, and
the Count I)’Artois. undertook to at as repre~
fentative of the King. For this purpofe, iie
came- from Verfhilles to Paris, in atrainof pro-
ceffion ; and the Parliament were affembled to
receive him, But thowand parade had loft their
" influence in. France s and whatever ideas of im-

portance he might fet off’ with, he had to return
with thofe of mortification and difappointment.
"On alighting from his carriage to afcend the
- fteps of, the Parliament. Houfe, the crowd
(Whlch was_numeroully col!e&ed) threw out
trite exprelffions, faying. ¢ This is Monfieur .
« D’Artois, who wants more of our money to
- ¢ {pend,” The marked difapprobation which
he faw, imprefled him. with apprehenfions ;
and  the word - dux armes! (" To arms!) was
given out by the officer of the guard who .
attended  him, It was fo loudly vaciferated,
that it echoed through the avenues of the Houfe,
and produced a temporary confufion ; I was
then flanding in on¢ of the apartments through

- whtch he had to pals, and could not avoid re-

ﬂec’tmg
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fA:&ing how wretched was the condition of a
d1frefpe£ted man.

He endeavoured to imprefs the Parliament
by great words, and opened his authority by
faying, * The King, our Lord and Matter.”
The Parliament reccived him very coolly, and
with their ufual determination not to regifter
the taxes: and in this manner the interview
ended, |

After this a new fubje& took place: Inthe
various debatesand contefts whicharofebetween
the Court and the Parliaments on the fubje®
of taxes, the Parliament of Paris at laft de~ -
clared, that although it had been cuftomary
for Parliaments to enregifter edi@s for taxes as
a matter of convenience, the right belonged on-
ly to the States-General ; and that, therefore,
the Parliament could no longer with propriety
continue to debate on what it had not duthority
to a&. The King after this came to Paris, and
held a meeting with the Parlidment, in which
he continued from ten in the morning till about
fix in the evening; and, in a manner that ap-
peared to proceed from him, as if vnconfulted

‘upon with-the ‘cabinet or the miniftry, gave
his word to the Parliam:nt, that the Stares-
General fhould be convened. |

- But after this anether fcene arofe, on a ground
different from all the former. “The minifter
and the cabinet were averfe to calling the States-

" General-: They well knew, that if the States-
General were affembled, themfelves muft
3 fall
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fall ; and as the King had not mentioned any
time, they hit on a proje& calculated to elude»
without appearing to oppofe.

~ For this purpofe, the Court fet about making
a fort of conftitution itfelf: It was principallfr
the. work of M. Lamoignon, Keeper of the
Seals, who afterwards fhot himfelf. This new
arrangement confifted in eftablifhing a bedy on-
der the name of a Cour pléniere, or full Court,
in which were invefted all the powers that the
government might have occafion to make ufe
of.” The perfons compofing this Court were
to be nominated by the King; the contended,
right of taxation was given up on the part of
the King, and a new criminal code of laws, and
law proceedings, was fubftituted in -the room
of the former. The thing, in many points,
contained better principles. than thofe vpon
which the government had hitherto been ad-
miniftered: but withrefpe&.to the Cour pléniere,
it was no other than a medium through which
defpotifin was to pafs, without ‘appearing to
a& diretly from itfelf. R T
* The Cabinet had high expe&ations from their
new cantrivance, - The perfons who were to
compofe the Cour pléniere, were already nomi~
nated ; and as it-was neceffary to carry a fair
appearance, many of the beft characters in the
the nation were appointed among the number,
It was to commence on the 8th of May 1788
* But asi.oppofition arofe to it, on two grounds—-

the one as to principle, the other as to form,
S ' - On
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On the ground of Principle it was contended,
That government had not aright to alter itlelf;
and that if the pra&ice was once admitted, it
would grow into a principle, and be made a
precedent for any future alterations the govern-
ment might with to eftablith: That the righs
of altering the government was a national rigat,
and ..ot a right 6f government.—And on the
ground of Form, it was contended, That the
Cour pléniere was nothing more than a larger
Cabinet, | |

The then Duke de 1a Rochefoucault, Lux-
embourg, De Noailles, and many others, re-
fufed to accept the nomination, and ftrenuoufly
oppofed the whole plan.  When the ediét for
eftablifhing this new Court was fent to the
Parliaments to be enregiftered, and put into
execution, they refitted alfo, The Parliament
of Paris not only refufed, but denied the au-
thority ; and the conteft renewed itfelf between
the Parliament and the Cabinet more ftrongly
than ever. While the Parliament were fitting
in debate on this fubjed, the Miniftry ordered
a regiment of foldiers to furround the Houfe,
and form a blackade. The Members fent out
' for beds and provifion, and lived as in a befieged -
citadel : and ‘as this had no effe&, the com-
manding officer was ordered to eater the Parlia-’
ment houfe and feize them ; which he did, and
fome of the principal members were fhut up in
different prifons. About the fame time & de-
putation of perfons arrived from the province

of
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of Brittany, to remonitrate againft the eftablith.
avent of the Cour siénierz ; and thole the Arch-
bithop fent to the Battilic, But the fpirit of the
Nation was not to be avercome; andic was fo ful-
Iy fenfible of the ftrong ground it had taken, that
of ‘withholding taxes, that it contented “itfelf
with keeping up a fort of quiet refiftance, which
effeGually overthrew all the plans at that time
formed agdinft it. The project of the Cour plé-
nigre was“at laft obliged to-be given up, and the
Prime Minifter not long afterwards followed
its fate; and M., Neckar was recallcd xnto
office.” '
“The attempt to eftablifh the Cour pfémere had
an'effelt upon the Nation which itfelf did not
perceive. It was a fort of new form of govern-
meént, that infenfibly ferved to. put the old one
out of fight, and to unhinge it from the fuper-
ftitious authoruy of antiquity. It was: govern-
ment dethroning government ; and the oldone,
by attempting to makc a new one,’ madé -
a chafim, -
The failure of this fcheme renewed the fubjeét
- of convemng the States-General ; and this ga.ve‘
rife to a new feries of polttxcs. There was 8o
fereled foim for convening the States-Geiigral ¢
all that i it pofitivély meant, was a deputation
from what was then called the Clergy, the
Noblefle, and the Commons s but their num-
bers, ot their proportions, had-not beé¢n always
the famme. They had been convened only on

extraordmarv occaﬁom, the laft of which wag -
- - im0
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in 1654 5 their numbers were then in equal
proportions, and they votéd by orders.

Tt could not well efcape the fagacity of M.
Neckar, that the mode of 1614 would anfwer
- neither the purpofe of the then government,
nor of the nation. As matcers were ac that
time circumftanced, it would have been too
contentious to agree upon any thing. The de-
bates would have been endlefs upon privileges
and exemptions, in which neither the wants of
the governtaent, nor the withes of the nation for
a conftitution; would have been attended to.
But as he did not chufe to take the demﬁo;l
upon himfelf, he fummoned again the 4ffembly
of the Notables, and referred it to them, This
body was in general interefted in the decifion,
being chiefly of the ariftocracy and’ the high-
paid clergy ; and they decided in favour of the
modeof 1614. This decifion was againtt the
fenfe of the Nation, and alfo againft the wifhes
of the Court ; for.the ariftocracy oppofed itfelf
‘to both, and..contended for privileges inde-
pendent of ¢ither. The fubje& was then taken
~ up by the Parliament, who recommended, that
the pumber of the Commons thould be equal to
- the other two’; aud that they fhould all ‘it in
one houfe, and vote in one body. Thedum-~
ber finally determined on- was twelve hUnerd :
fix hundred to be chofen by the Lommons, (andl
this was lefs than their proportion ouglit to have
- been-when their worth and confequence is:¢on-

- ﬁdczcd o a hational fecale), three hundred by
o | / the
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the Clergy, and ‘three hundred by the Ariffo-
cracy; but with refpect to the mode of affem-
bling themfelves, whether together or apare, or
the ‘manner in which they fhould vote, thofe
matters were referred®. .

" ‘Fhe eletion that followed, was not a con-
tefted eleftion, bur an animated one. The
candidates: were not' mien, but principles. So-
cieties were for‘med in Parls, and’ commlttces of

£ I

“ MA‘ Bur N (andl mytt t&kc thc hbcrfyof te!hnglumhc fsvery
unacquamte with French aﬁ'alrs}, fpeaking wpon this fubjet,
flys, ¥¢ The firlt thing that firack ine in'the 'ealling the States-
¢ Generrl, way'a great doparture from the ancitnt courfe 3"

and he (oen after fays, « From the moment I rexd the lift, I faw
¢ diftin&tly, and very nearly as it bas happened, all that was to
& foHow.? =M. Burke certainly did not fee ol that was to
follow. X .erdeavaured ta imprefs him, as well before as after
the S;ates-(&qnefal shet, that there would he a rwaktzm; bug
was fotable to make him feeit, neither would he believe it. ' How
. ther he odld FitinGtly'fee all the pam, when the wholevas cug
ofifight, is beyond my comprebenfion,, [ And with xelpedt to the
% Jepargive, from¢t the anc:;nt: courfe,’” hqﬁdes ihe naturai \yeak-,
nefs of the s;emark it “fhiews that he is unacqumnted with circum-
ﬂaﬂces‘. Tﬁe&epartﬁre Wiy neceflary, from the dperfencé had
vpon it, that theancient courife. was & -had bme; The States-
t,?-qlemi of 3614. were cal}gd at tha commencement of the civil: -
war m tke mmonty of Lonis X111 ; but by the clafhof arrangmg,
tﬁem Top orderd; they tiérehfed the eonfufion they were called to-
. cSiopolt.! Fhe:Autharof & Eurigae di Gebiner (Tottigue of the
Cabingt), ;whd sgate ¥ before any ravolution was thought of jnv
* France, fpeaking of the!States-GeneraItof 1614, fays, T hey
“ tield 1tﬁm public ui fatpenfe fivé montha ;" and by the ‘queftions’
« agitated thereiw, andrthe heat with which they were put it apipeare
“.that the Gseqt Cler graudr) thought moreto, fatisfy. their par-
“ ticul, fr paﬂipns, ‘than to pracure the good of the nation 3 and
_ s thi_whole time pafed away in d&er:%nons, ceremonies, and: -
pnﬁlt.f" L‘lm’::gun du Gabm!t, vok. iope 329. I

"". .r'{i'ml v Vo *"-'a‘-- 1
R ) - - kS Y ;'5.—-‘ otk ] ! = ':cor‘-;
e hl . . L. N .
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worrefpondence and communication eftablifh«
ed throughout the nation, for the purpofe of
enlightening the people, and explaining to them
the priaciples of civil goverpment; and {o or-
~derly was the eleftion condulted, that ir did
not give rife even to the rumour of tumult.

The States-General were to meet at Ver-
failles in April 1789, but did not affemble ¢ill
May. They fituated themfelves in three fepa~
rate chambers, or rather the Clergy and the
Ariftocracy withdrew each into a feparate cham-
ber. The majority of the ariftocracy. claimed
what they called the privilege of voting as a
feparate body, and of giving their confent er
their negative in that manner; and many of the
‘bifhops and the high-beneficed clergy claimed
the {ame privilege on the part of their Order.-

“The Tiers Etat (as they were then called)
difowned any knowledge of artificial Qrders and
artificial privileges; and they were not only re-
folute on this point, but fomewhat difdainful,’
They began to confider ariftocracy as a kind of
fungus growing out of the corruptien of fociety,
that could not be admitted even as a branch of
. it; and from the difpofition the ariftocracy had
fhewn by upholding Lestres de Cachet, and in
" fundry other inftances, it was manifeft thatno

conftitution could-be formed by admitting men
in any other chara&er than as National Mea.

After various altercations on this head, - the,
Tiers Etat or Commons {as they were then

ualled) declared themfelves (on a motion made
02 : for
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for that purpofe by the Abbé Sieyes) ¢ rue
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE NATION; and that
“ the two Orders could be confidered but as depu-
% ‘ties of corporations, and could only bave a de-
“ liberative woice when they affembled in a
¢ national charaéler with the national reprefenta-
¢ tives”” ‘This proceeding extinguithed the
ftile of Etats Généraux, or States-General, and
ereted it into the file it now bears, that of
I’Affemble Nationale, or National Aflembly.
This motion was not made in a precipitate
manner: It was the refult of cool deliberation,
and concerted between the national reprefen-
tatives and the patriotic members of the two
chambers, who faw into the folly, mifchief, and
injuftice of artificial privileged diftinctions. It
was bécome evident, that no conftitution, wor-
thy of being called by that name, could be
eftablithed on any thing lefs than a national
ground, The ariftocracy had hitherto oppofed
the defpotifm of the Court, and affe@ed the
‘language of patriotifiny but it oppofed it as its -
rival (as the Englifh Barons oppofed'King
John), and it now oppofed the nation from the

famie motives. S
On carrying this motion, the natwnal repre- ]
fentatives, as hidd been concerted, fent an invie
tation to the two chambers, 'to unite with them
in a national charatter, and proceed to bufinefs,
A majority of the clergy, chicfly of the parith -
priclts, withdrew from the clerical chamber,
and joined the nation; and forty-five fram the
- other
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ther chamber joined in like manner. There
is a fort of fecret hiftory belonging to this laft
circumftance, which is neceffary to its explana-
tion: It was not judged prudent chat all the pa-
triotic members of the chamber filing itfelf
the Nobles, thould quit it at once 3 and in con-
fequence of this arrangement, they drew off by
degrees, always leaving fome, as well to reafon
the cale, as to watch the fufpeéted. In a little
time, the numbers increafed from forty-five to
cighty, and foon after to a greater number;
which, with a majority of the clergy, and the
whole of the national reprefentatives, put the
mal-contents in a very dimiautive condition.
The King, who, very different from the genc-
ral clafs called by that name, isa man of a good
heart, fhewed himfelf difpofed to recommend
" an upion of the three chambers, on the ground
the Mational Affembly had taken; but the
‘mal-contents exerted themfelves to prevent ity
and began now to have another projet in view,
Their numbers confifted of a majority of the
ariftocratical chamber, and a minority of the
clerical chamber, chiefly of bithops and high-
beneficed clergy ; and thefe men were deter-
mioed to put every thing to iflue, as well by -
ftrength as by ftratagem,  They had no ob-
jettion to a conftitution ; but it muft be, i_'pch
a one as themfelves fhould diQtate, and fuited
(o their own views and particular ficuations.’
" On the other hand, the Nation difowned know-
ing any thing of them but as citizens, and was
: determined
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determined to fhut out all fuch up-flart preten,
fions, The more ariftocracy appeared, the more
it was delpifed; there was a vﬂible imbecillity
and want of intelle@s in the majority, a fore of
Je ue ﬁm quai, that while it affe&ted to be more
than citizen, was lefs than man. It loft ground
from contempt. more than from hatred; and was
rather Jcercd at as an afs, than dreaded as 3
Jion. = This is the general charaler of ariffo-
cracy, or what wre called Nobles or Nobility,
or rather No-ability, in ail countries. |
~ The plan of the mal contents confifted now
of two things; either to deliberate and vote by
chambers, (or orders), more efpecially on all
queftions: refpeing a conftitution, (by which
the ariftocratical chamber would have had a ne-
ganvc on any article of the conﬁltut:on) or,
in cafe they could not accomplith this cbjedt,
to overthrow the Natjonal Aflembly. entirely.
To ¢ffe& one or other of thefe objells, they
began-now to cultivate a friendfhip Wltb the
-defpotifm they had hitherto artempted to rival, .
and the Count D’Artois became their chief, .
The King (who has fince declared himfelf de.
ceived into their meafures) held ‘according to
che old form, @ Bed of Fuftice, in which he ac-
corded to the deliberation and vote par tete (by
head) apon feveral fubje@s; but referved the
deliberation . and vote upon all _quettions re-
fpecting 3 conltitution, to the three. chambery
feparacely This declaracion of the King was

mgdc agamﬁ the advice. of M. Neckar, who
now
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now began to perceive that he was growing
out of fathion at Court, and that another mini-
nifter was in contemplation. :
- As the form of fitting in feparate chambers -
was yet apparently kept up, though effentially:
deftroyed, the natianal reprefentatives, imme-
diately after this declaration of the King, re-
forted - to their own chambers to confult on a
proteft againft it; and the minority of the
chamber (calling itfelf the Nobles), who had
joined the national czufe, retired to a private
houfe to confult in like manner. The mal-
contents had by this time concerted their mea-
fures with thé Court, which Count D’Artois
undertook to condu&; and as they faw from'
the difcontent which the declaration excited,
and the oppofition making againft it, that chey
could not ob:ain a controul over the intended
conftitution by a feparate vote, they prepared
themfelves for their final obje@—that of con- -
fpiring againft the National Affembly, and
overthrowing it .
‘The nextmorning, the door of' the chamber
of the National Affembly was fhut againf
them, and guarded. by troops ; and the Mem-
bers were refufed admictance. - On this, they-
withdrew to a tennis-ground in the neighbour-
hood of Verfailles, as the moft convenient
place they could find, and, after renewing their
feflion, took an oath never to feparate from
each other; under any eircumttance whatever,

dea:h excepted, uniil chey had eftablithed a
conftitution.
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conftitution, As the experiment of fhutting up
the houfe had no other effect than that of pro.
ducing a clofer conne@ion in the Members, it
was opened again the next day, ‘and the pub-
lic hufinefs recommenced in the ufual place,

. “We now. are to havein view the forming of
thenew Mirﬁﬂfy, ‘which was t6 accomplifh the
overthrow of the National Affembly. But as
force would be neceffary, orders were iffued to
affemble thirty thoufand troops, the command
of which was given to Broglio, one of the new-
intended Miniftry, who was recalled from.the
country for this purpofe. But-asfome manage-
ment was neceflary to keep this plan concealed
till the moment it fhould be readyfor execution;
it is to this policy that a: declaration. made by
Couat D’Artois muft be attrxbuted, -and which
* is here proper to be introduced; | oo
" It could not but occur, that whlle the mal-
conterits continued to refort. to 'their. chambers -
feparate from the National Aflemibly, that more
" jealocfy would be excited than if they were .
mixed with it, and that the plot might be fuf-
peted: But as they had taken. their ground,
and now wanted a prctenc'c for -quitting it, it
' was necéflary that one thould beidevifed, ! This
was eﬂ"c&nally ‘accomplithed .by: a declaration
" made by Count D*Artois, . That if they. took
“ not a partin the National ﬁﬁﬂw&, the life- of
%1k King would be. endangered st -on which
they quisted their ch':mbers, and mixed wnzh'

‘the Aﬁ'emb!y in ane body. .. |
At
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" "At the time this d.eclarationi was made, it
was generally treated as a piece of abfurdity in
Count D’Artois, and calculated mérely' to res
lieve the outftanding Members of the two
chambers from the diminutive fituation they
were putin; and if r_wthing more had followed,
this conclufion would have been good. But as
things beft explain themfclves by their events,
this apparent union wasonlya coverto the machi-
nations which were fecretly going on; and the
declaration accommodated itfelf to anfwer that
purpofe. Ina little time the National Affembly
fouﬁd.itfelf furrounded by troops, and thoufands
more were daily arriviog. On this a very ftrong
declaration was made by the National Affembly
to the King, remonitrating on the impropriety
of the meafure, and demanding the - reafon.
The King, who was not in the fecret of this’
bufinefs, as himfelf afrerwards declared, gave
fu,b[tahtia,llyfor anfwer, that he had no other
objet in view than to prefesve the public
tranquillity, which appeared to be much dil-
turbed. . S __ —
‘But in a few days frouv-this time, the plot.
_ anravelled itfelf.- M. Neckar and the Miniftry-
were difplaced, .and a new one formed, of the
enemies of the Revolution;; and_BrogliQ, with,
between twenty-five and chirty thoufand foreign,
troops, was_arrived: to fuppore. them. The,
rhafk was now thrown off, and alatters were
come to a crifis. - The'eveat was, that in the
‘ P fpace
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fpace of three days, the new Miniftry and
their ahetwrs found it pruqeqt to fly the nation ;
the Baftille was taken, and Brogho and his
‘forelgn troops d:l'perfgd 3 asis alrcady relateu
/in the former part of this work

T hp,re are fome curious q1rcumﬁances in the
htﬁo:y of this ﬂmrt-iwcd min:ﬂry, and th:s
ﬂmrt-lwcd attempt at a cguntcr—»rpvqlutmn.
Tpe palace of Verfallles, wherc the Court was
ﬁgngg, was not mor¢ than faur hnuq!rcd yards
dtﬁant f'rom the hall where the Nanonal Aﬂ‘rm-

......

@9@§nt hke the feparatp head quartqrs of
tivo combatant armies ; yet :hc Court was as
' erfe&ly :gnarant of the information whtch bad
artived from Paris to thc National Aﬂ”smbly,
as if it had refided at an hqrdred wiles diftance,
Ttie then Marqu:s dc la Fayeute, ‘who (as has
been already mennoned) was chofen to pre-
fide in the National Affembly- on tbrs yarticls
lar occaﬁan, named by ordey of the A eprly,
three fﬂcceﬂive dcputatxons to the ng, on the

day, and up to the evening on which the Baitille
was taken, to inform and confer with him
- on the flate of affairs : but the mxm&ry, who"
knew not fo much as that 1; was attacked, pre-
_cluded a}l commumcanon, and were folacmg

,,,,,

and ﬁft” that they had to ﬁart from their deﬂ{s
nml run« §ome. fet oﬁ' m én;; dxfgmﬁ.., and fume.
in
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in another, and none in their own" charalter,
Their anxiety now was to outride the news left
they fhould be ftopt, which, though it flew faft,
fiew not fo faft as themifelves.

It is worth remarking, that thi¢ National Af-
- fembly neither purfued thofe fugitive confpira®

tors, nor took: ahy notice of thiem, nor fought
to-retaliate in any fhape” whatever. Occupied’
with ' eftablithing a conftitution founded on the’
Rights-of Makrand ‘the Authority of the Pedplé,
the only: authonty on which Goverhment ‘has a-
right to-exift i any country, the Natiohal Af
fembly felt none of thofe mean paffions which
marlk the chiara@er of ifnpertinent governments;
founding themfelves on their own aithority, - ot
onthe abfurdity' ofheteditary: facceffion: If s’
the faculty'of the human mind to becorie’ whae’
it-contemplate;-and to’alt'in umi’eh‘ mth ua‘
Ob]&& |
The' confpiracy: belng: thus dlfperfed, one of
the fieft works of the National Aﬁ‘embly,. inftead-
of vindiGive' proclamations, as has been the cafe’
with other govéfnents; publithed a ‘Declaration”
oftht Rights:of Man, -as the bafis'on which'the
new couftitution was to be built;:and which-is*

-~ here fubjoined :

Pz  DECLA
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DECLARATION

" OF 'IHE

.RIGHTS OF MAN anp OF CITIZENS
By the: Namml Affembly of Fmrzce.  ‘

. T HE Reprel'entatwes of thc people of
Francs, formed into a- NATIONAL AssEMBLY,

confidering that ignorance, negleé, or contempt -
of humian rights, are the fole caufes of public

misfortunes and corruptions of Government, -
have refolved to fet forth, in a folemn declara-
tion, thefe natural, imprefcriptible, and unalie-~ u
nable rights :. that this declaration. being con- -
ftantly pvefent to the minds of the members of :

the body.focial, they.may be ever kept attentive

to, their rights and their duties: that the afts of
-' 'the lqgiﬂative and executive powers. of Govern- -
" ment, being capable of bemg every mofment .
«compared, with. the end of. political inftitutions,
. may beunore refpected + dnd alfo, that the future '
~ claims- qf the citizens, being direGed by fimple ..
and inconteftible principles, may always tend to
. tae maintenince of the Conftntutzon, and the
general happmefs. L S

R For thefe reafons, the NATIONAL AssnMBLv |

doth ‘recognize and declare, in the prefence of
the Sup:eme Being, and with the hope of his
blefling and favour, the followmg Jacred rights

© of men and.of citizens : wy
L s Io MJ’”
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¢ L. Men are born, and always continue, free,

and cqual in refpedt of their rights.  Civil difs
tinclions, therefore, can be founded only on public
utility.

« 1. The end qf all political qﬂécmtxom, isy the
prquatmn of the natural and imprefcriptible
rights of man 5 and thefe rngt.f are liberty, pro- .

¢ perty, fecurity, and refiftance of oppreffion,
¢ 1L, The nation is ¢ffentially the fource of all

¢ _jbverezgnry ; nor can any INDIVIDUAL, or

£ 9

s
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¢

ANY BODY OF MEN, be entitled to any authority

awhich is not exprefsly derived from it

¢ IV, Political Liberty confifts in the power
of doing whatever does not injure another, .
The exercife of the natural rights of every
man, _has no other limits than thofe which are
neceflary to fecure to every ogrher man the
free exercife of the fame rights; and thefe
limits are determinable only by the law.

¢ V. The law ought to prohibit only a&tions -
hurtful to fociety, What is not prohibited by

the law, -fhould not be hindered ; nor fhould
~any one be compelled to that which the law

does not requtre. '
¢ VI. The law isan expreﬂion of the will of
the co__m_mumty. " All citizens have a right to
concur, either perfonally, or by their repre-
fentatives, in its formation, It fhould be the
fame to all, whether it protects or pumfheq .
and all being equal in its fight, are equally eli.
gible fa all_honours, piczm, and emplayments,
¢ according
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atiording totheir di ifferent abil.rhe:r, without any
other diftiniton than that crmted by flmr mfme:

and talénti, :
¢ VII. No man fhould be accufed, arreﬁed,-

‘or held in couﬁnemem, exceptin cafes deter-
nitined by the liw, and according to the forriis

whiich.it' Has prefcribed; Al who promote,

folicit, execuie; or' caufe’ tobe executed,

arbitrary orders,. ovght to be' ponifhed; and
every citizen called ‘wpon, arapprehended by
virtoe'of the Jaw) ought immiediatelyto obey,
and renders: himfeif calpable by refiftance:

© VIII; The law ought to impofé no other

penalties bug fuch as are abfoldtely and evi-

déntly ncceﬁ’ary -and no otie'ought to be pu-
nifthtd, but' in virtte of a law- prbmulgated
before the' effénce, and legally applied. |
* IX. Every* man being prefumid inndcent
till hé-has been convicted, whenever his'de=
tention ,becomes indifpenfible, all rigour to
Izim; morethan s ncteﬂ‘ary to feciireé his per~
fon; ought to be provided againft by thélaw.
¢ X. N6 manought to be molefted on account
of his opm:ons, not even on account of his re<
ligious opinions, provided ‘his avowal ofthem

‘dues ' not'diltatb the pubhc order eﬁabliﬂled‘
- by the lawy- - .

¢ XL, The unreftrained commumcattbn of
thut.tghw and opintons ‘Leiit -oric of the noft
preciovs ‘rights «of ‘man; every ‘citizén’ may

pcak, writc, antl publi{h fucly, provided he'
¢ i8
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is refponfible for the abufe of this liberty in
cafes determined by the law.

¢ XII. A public force being neceffary to
give fecuricy to the rights of men and of cigi-
zens, that force is inftituted for the benefip
of the community, and pot for the particular
benefit of the perfons with whom it is en.
trufted. | |

¢ XIIl, A common contribution being ne-

LY

L ¥
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ceflary for the fupport of the public force,

-and for defraying the other expences of g0~

vernment, it ought to be divided equally
among the members of the community, - ac-
cording to their abilities, :

¢ XIV, Every citizen has a right, either by
himfelf or his reprefentative, to a free voice

-indetermining the neceffity of public contri~
.butions, the appropriation of them, and their

amoynt, mode of affeffment, and duration,
¢ XV, Every community has a right to de.
mand of all its agents, an account of their
conduét, D

¢ XVL Every community in which a fepa-

-ration of powers and a fecurity of rights is
not proyided for, wants a conftitution,

- ¢ XVIL. Theright :0 property being invio-

[

F 8

1able and facred, no one ought to be deprived

of it, except in cafes of evident public necef-
fity, legally afcertained, and on condition sof

a previous juft indemnity,” -

'OBSER.
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OSBERVATIONS

_ ON THE :
DECLARATION OF RIGHTS.

- “THE three fitft articles comprehend in gene-
ral terms, ‘the whole of a Declaration of Rights:
All the facceeding articles either originate
from them, or follow as elucidations. The 4th,
4th, and 6th, define more particularly what is
only generally expreffed in ‘the 1ft, 2d, and 3d.
The 7th, 8th; gth, 1oth, and 11th articles,
are declaratory of principles upon which laws
" thall be conftruted, conformable to rights al-
ready declared. But it is. queftioned by fome
very good people in France, as well as in orher
countries, whether the roth article fufficiently
uarantees the right it is intended to accord
withz befides which, it takes off from the di-
vine dignity of religion, and weakens its opera.
tive force upon the mind, tomake it a fubject
of human laws. It then prefents itfelf to Man, |
Tike light intercepted by a cloudy medium, in
~ which the fource of it is obfcured from his fight,
and hefees nothing to reverence in the dufky

ray¥.. - T
o - The

* There s a fingleidea, which, if it firikes rightly upon the
mig, cither in 8 legal or areligious fenfe, will prevent any man,
orany body of men, or any government; from going wrong on’
the fubjeét of Religion; which is, thatbefore any buman inflituz
tions of government was known in the world, there exifted, if I

S : : . may

-

L}
L)
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The remaining articles, beglnmng with the
twelfth, ‘are fubftantially contained ih the prin-
ciples of the préceding articles; bue, in' -the
particular fitodtion ‘which” Francc thén- ~Ayasy
having to undo what was wrong, ‘ag well as 0’
fet up what “was nght, it 'was 'propér to’ bé
more particular than whit i in ano:hcr tondlition’
of things would be neceﬂ'ary: AR

While the Declaration of Rights was bcfore
the National Aﬁ‘embly, fome of its- menfbers
remarked, thit'if a Declaration of 'Rtghts ' wad
publifhed, it fhould be accompamed by a: De-
claration of Duties. The obféivation dnfcovercd
a mind ‘that refleted, and it otily “erred by
not reﬂet’:’tmg far enough A 'Declaration of
"Rights is, by recnprocaty, a Declaration of
Duties alfo. Whatever ‘is my right asia maﬁ,
is alfo the r:ght of another 3 dnd it becomes ty

duty to guarantce, as wellas to poﬂ'cﬁz.

may fo exprelu it, a compaft Between God sud Man, ﬁﬂmthehep
gmmug of timej and that as the relation and condition which
* man in his mdmzdml perfor Rands in towards his Maker, cannot
be changed, or any—wap altered 'by any himan laws or - human _
authority, that rehgwus devotion, which isa part of. this come
padt, cannot o much as be made g fubjed® of human Jaws § and
that all laws muft conform themfelves to this prior exifting com-
pa&t, and not affuine to make the compa®t conform to the laws,
which, befides being human, are fubfequent thersto. The Seft
aét of myn, when he looked awipnd 20d faw himfelf a creatare
which he did not make, and a sorld furpifhed for his reception,
muft have Geen devotioh, and dévotion muft ever continuc ficreq
to.every iudividual man, as it appears right 1o bim; and govern.

Wents ;le rifehief by interfering. .

Q_ s The
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The three firft articles are the bafis of Liber-
ty,as well individual as nacional ; nor can any.
countsy be called free, whofe government does
not gake its beginning from the principles they
cantain, and continue to preferve them pure ;
and thewhole of the Declaration of Rights is
of more value to the world, and will do more
good, than all the laws and ftatutes that have
yet been promuigated. - ‘

. In the declaratory exordium' which prefaces
the, Declaratipn of, Rights, we fee:the folemn
and; majeftic fpectacle of a Nation opening its
commifon, under the aufpices of its Creator,
toeftablith 3 Goverpment 5 a feenc fo new, and,
o tranfeendangly unequalled by any-thing in
the European world,. that the name of a Revo-
lugion,.is diminutjve of its charater, and it rifes
into: a. Regeneration, of man.. What -are the
prefent Governments:of Europe, but a fcene
of iniquity and oppreflion ? What is that of
England? Do not-its own in habitants. fay,
Tris 4 markét where every man. has his price,
and where corruption is common traffic, at the
expence of a deluded people? No wonder,
then, that the French Revolution is traduced,
Had it confined jtfelf merely to the déﬁm&ion
of flagrant defpotifm, perhaps ‘Mr.. Burke and
forné others had been filent, Their cry-now is,
¢ Tt is gone too far:” that is, it "has gone too
far for them. It fares corruption in the face,

‘and the venal tribe arcall alarmed, * Their fear
- ' difcovers
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difcovers itfelf in their outrage, and they are

but publifhing the groans of a wounded vice.
But from fuch oppofition, the French Revolu-
tion, inftead of fuffering, receives an homage.
The more it is ftruck, the more fparks it will
emit; and the fear is, it will not be ftruck
enough, It has nothing to dread from attacks
Truth has given it an eftablifhment ; and
Time will record it with a name as laﬂmg as

his own,

Having now traced the progrefs of the French
Revolution through moft of ‘its principal fta-
ges, from its commencement; to the taking of
the Baftille, and its eftablifament by the Decla-
ration of Rights, I will clofe the fubje& with
the energetic apoftrophe of M. de la Fayette-w—
May this great monument raifed to Liberty, ferve
as a leffon to the oppreffor, and an example to tbcs

vppre’lﬁd /*

® See page 18 of this work.—N. B. Since the taking of the
Baftille, the occurrences have been publithed s but the matters
fecorded in this narrative, are prior to that period ; and fomeof
them, as may be eafily feen, can be but very little known,

Q.2 MISCEL.
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' IVIISCELLANEOUS CHARTER-‘
: TO prcvent mtcrruptmg the argumf:nt in the
prccedmg part of this work, or the narrative
that. follows .it, I referved fome obferva-
tiops to .be ‘thrown together into a. Mifceila-
neous Chaptcr; by which variety might not be
ccrgfugcg for confufion, Mr. Burke’s Book is
all Mifcellany. His intention was to make an
attack on the French Revolution; but inftead
of. proeecdmg with an opderly arrangementy he
has; formed it with a meb of ideas tumbling
o%er and deﬁrqymg one another, |

. But- this-confufion and contradiion in Mr.
Bu;l_,:e_;‘s Book.is eafily accounted for.—When a
man:in. a Jong caufe astempts to fieer his courfe
by . any tbmg elfe than fome polar truth or
principle, he is fure to be loft. It is beyond
the compafs of his capacity to keep all the parts
of an argument together, and make them unite
in-one iffue, by any other means - than having
tbxs guide always in' view, Neither memory nor
invention will fupply the want of it. ‘'The for-
mer fails him, and the latter betrays him.

Notwithftanding the nonfenfe, for it de-
ferves no better name, that Mr. Burke has af-
ferted about hereditary rights, and hereditary
fucceffion, and that a Nation has not a right
to form » Government for itfelf; ic happened

to fall in his way to give fome account of Wwhay
’ Govern-

” ey K} - ¥ -
T FE % dor .
L S T

- x)
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Government is.  *“ Government, fays he, is &
¢ contrivance of buman wifdom.”
Admitting that Government is a contrivance .
of human wifdem, it muft neceflarily follow,
that hereditary fucceflion, and hereditary rights,
(as they are called), can make no part of i,
becaufe it is impoflible to make wifdom heredi-
tary; and on the other hand, #hat cannot be a
wife contrivance, which in its operatinn may
commit the government of a nation to the wifs
dom of an ideot. The ground which Mr.
Burke now takes, is fatal to every part of his
caufe. The argument changes from hereditary
rights to hereditary wifdom ; and the queftion
is, Who isthe wifeft man? He muft now thew
that every one in the line of hereditary fucceflion
was a Solomon, or his title is not good to be a
king.—What a ftroke has Mr. Burke now
made | Toufe a failors phrafe, he has fivabbed
2he deck, and {fcarcely left a name legible in the
lift of kings ; and he has mowed down and
thinned the Houfe of Peers, with a fcythc as
formidable as Death and Time. .
But Mr. Burke appears to have been aware
of this retort; and he has taken care to guard
againft it, by making government to be not
only a contrivance of human wifdom, but a mo~
nopoly of wifdom. He puts the nation as fools
on one fide, and places his government of
wxfdom, all wife men of Gotham, on the other
fide; and he then proclaims, and fays, that
“ Men bave ¢ RIGH'I‘ that their wants fbould

. €€ Do
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“ be providéd Jor by this wifdom.”. ‘Having
thus made proclamation, he next proceeds to
explam to them what their wants are, and alfo
what their rights are. In this he has fucceeded
dextroufly, for he makes their wants to be 2
want of wifdom ; but as this is but cold com-
fort, he then informs'them, tha: they have a
right (not to any of the wifdom) but to be go-
verned by it: and in order to imprefs them
with 2 folemn - reverence for this rnonopoly-
government of wifdom, and of its vaft capacity
for all purpofes, pofiible or impofiible, right or
wrong, he proceeds with aftrological myiteri."
ous importance, to tell to them its powers, in.
thefe words—<¢ The Rights of men in govern~
¢ ment are their advantages; and thefe are
“ often in balances between differences” of
“good ; and-in compromifes fometimes be-
‘¢ tween good and evil, and fometimes between
S evil and évi/. Political reafon is a computing.
o principle ; addmg—-—fubtra&mg-—mulnplymg .

“ —and’dividing, morally, and not metaphy-
“¢ {ically or mathcmat:cally, true moral demon-
« frations.” ,

-Asthe wondermoaudxcnce, whom Mr. Burke
fuppofes himfelf: talktng t0, miay not under-
ftand all this learnedj jargon, I will undertake to
bie its interpreter. The meaning then, good
people, of all this, is, That government is gowm-- '
ed by no principle wbm‘e'vef that it can make
evil goody or good evil, juft asit ple{zjé.r. An fhort,
tbat governient is arbitrary power.

Buc
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But there are fome things which Mr. Burke.
has forgotten. Fir/f, He has not thewn where
the wifdom originally came from : and jfecondly,
he has not fhewn by.what authority it firlt began
to aét. In the manner he introduces the matter,
it is either government . ftealing wildom, .or:
wifdom ftealing governmient. It is withoptan
origin, and its powers without authority. . In
thort, itis ufurpation, :

Whethey it be from a fenfe of ﬁlame, or from
2. confcioufnefs of fome radical defe in a
government, neceflary to be kept out of fight,
ar frnm both, or from any other caufe, I under-
take uot to determine 3 but fo it is, thata
monarablcal rea{oner pever traces government
to.its {ource, or from:its fources It is one of
the fhibboleths by which he may be known,: A
a thoufand years hence, - thofe who fhall live in

-America or in France, will look :back with
-contemplative pride on the origin of. their go-
vernments, and {ay, Tbis was the work of our
glorious anceffors . Bar what can a monarchical
talker fay § ‘'What has he to exult in ¢ Alas1-he
has aothing. - A certain fomething forbids Him -
to-look back to a beginning, left fome robber
“orfome Robin Hood. fthould rife from the long
obfcurity,of time, and fay, I am. the origin!
Hard as Mr. Burke laboured the Regency Bill
and hereditary fucceflion two years ago, and
. mych ag he dived for precedents, he fill' had
ndt boldnels enough to bring .up William of

Normandy, and fay,. Tbere is the head of the

i 1
IJ'Q
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B! tbere is the fountain of honour ! the fon of a
proﬂltutc, and the plundercr of the Entrhfh
pation, I P R

. The opinions ot' men thh rcfpe& to govern-
.ment; are changing faft in all countries. .'The
revolutions of America and France have thrown

a beam of light over the world, which reaches’
into man.  The enormous expence of govern-
ments have provoked people to think, by mak-
ing them feel ¢ ‘and 'whet once the veil begins
to rend, it adniits not of repairs Fgnorance. is'of
a peculiarnature t once difpelled,' and: it is
impoffible to re.eftablith it, It is not-originally
a thing of itfelf, but :is only: the' abfence of
knowledge ; and though man may be kept ignio-
rant,: he cannot bie mads ignorant. - The mind;
in difccvering truth,. afls in the fame ‘manner
as ivatts through the eyqindifcovering objeds ;
when once any objedt hag:been feen, ivis impoffi.
_ble to put:themind back to the fame condition ig
wasif beforeit fawit: Thofe who talk of acounter.
revolutionia France, thew hiowlittle they under-
ftarid of man. There does not exift' in the com-
pafs of language, an arrangemént of words to
exprefs fo much as the meéans of effe@ing .4
counter revolution. The means mult be’ an
. obliteration of knowledge ;- and it has never
yet been difcovered, how to make man unbrow
" his' knowledg'e, or unthink his thoughes, < |
.- Mr BuiKe. is labouring in vain to ftop the
progrefs ofikaowledge ; .and it comes with the

worfe grace from him, as there is a certain tranfs
| aCion
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action known in the city, which renders him
fulpe@ted of being a penfioner in a fi&titious
name, This may account for fome ftrange
doltrine he has advanced in his book, which,
though he points it at the Revolution Society,
is effe@ually direCed againft the whole Nation,

* The King of England,” fays he,  holds 4is
¢ Crown (for it does not belong to the Nation,
« according to Mr, Burke) in contempt of the
¢ choite of the Revolution Society, who have
¢ not a fingle vote for a King among them
s¢ either individually or colleGively ; and his
« Majefty’s heirs, each in their time and order,
¢ will come to the Crown with the fame con-
< tempt of their choice, with which his Majefty
¢¢ has fucceeded to that which he now wears.” .
+ As to who is King in England or elfewhere,
or whether there is any King at all, or whether
the people chufe a Cherokee Chief, or a Heflian
Huffar for a King, it is not 2 matter that I
trouble myfelf about—be that to themfelves;
but with refpedt to the do&rine, fo far as it re-
lates to the Rights of Men and Nations, it is
as aborainable as any thing ever uttered in the .
moft enflaved country under heaven. Whether
it founds worfe to my ear, by not being accuf=
tomed to hear fuch defpotifin, than what it does
to the ear of another perfon, Iam not fo welj
a judge of; but of its abominable prmcxple "
I am at no lofs to judge. - |

It is not the Revolution Society that Mr.
Burke means; it is the Natign, as well in its .

" R ~ eriginal,

\
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eriginal, as in its reprefentative charaller; and
he has taken care to make himfelf underitood, -
by faying that they have not a vote either col-
leftively or individually. The Revolution So-
ciety is compofed of citizens of all denomina.
“tions, and of memibers of both the Houfes of
Parliament; and confequently, if there is not
a right to a vote in any of the charaters, there
can be no right to any, either in the nation, or
~in its parliament. This ought to be a caution
to every country, how it imporis forcign families
to be kings. It is fomewhat curions to obferve,
. that although the people of England have been
in the habit of talking about kings, it is alyays
a Foreign Houfe of kings; hating Foreigners, .
yet governed by them.—It is now the Houfe of
Brunfwick, one of the peity tribes of Germany.
It has hitherto been the praice of the Englith
Parliaments, to regulate what was called the fuc-
ceffion, (taking it for granted, that the Nation
then continued to accord to the form of annex-
jng a monarchical branch to its government ;

for without this, the Parliament could not have -

had authority to have fent either to Holland or
to Hanover, or to impofe a King upon the Na-
tion againft its will.) And this muft be the ut.
moft limit to which Parliament can go upon the
cafe ; but the right of the Nation gocs to the
@bale cafe, becaufe it has the right of changing
' its whole form of government. The right of a

Parliament is only a right in truft, a right by

* delcgation, and that but from a very fmall part
oK | 7 of



[ a3 ]
of the Nation'; and one aof its Houfes has not
even this. But the right of the Nation is an
original right, as univerfal as taxation. The
Nation is the paymatter of every thing, and every
thing muft conform to its general will,

I remember taking notice of a {peech in what
is called the Englith Houfe of Peers, by the then
Earl of Shelburne, and I think it was at the time
he was Minifter, which is applicable to this cafe.
I do not direétly charge my memory with every
particular; but the words and the purport, as
nearly as I remember, were thele: That the form
of @ Government was a maiter wholly at the will of
a Nation, at all times : that if it chofe a monarchi-
cal form, it had o right to bave it fo ; and if it
afterwards chofe to be a Republic, it bad a right
. %0 be a Republic, and to fay ta a King, ¢ We baw
no longer any occafion for you'

When Mr. Burke fays that < His Ma]e{ty’
¢ heirs and fucceffors, each in their time and
¢ order, will come to the crown with the fame
< comtempt of their choice with which His Ma-
.+ ¢ jefty has fucceeded to that he wears,” it is
faymg too much even to the humbleft individual
~ in the country; part of whofe daily labour goes
towards making up the million {terling a year,

 which the country gives the per.l'on it ftiles a King.

Government with infolence; is defpotifm ; but
when contempt is added, it becomes worfe ;

and to pay for contempt, is the excefs of ﬂavery
“This fpecies of Government comes from Ger-

many ; and reminds me of what one of the
Ra _ Brunfwick
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Brunfwick foldiers told me, who was taken pri-
foner by the Americans in the late war: % Ah!?
faid he, % America is a fine free country, it is
« worth the people’s fighting for; I know the
s¢ difference by knowing my own: in my coun-
. ¢ try, if the prince fays, Eat ftraw, we cat ftraw.”
God help that country, thought I, be it Eng~
land or elfewhere, whofe liberties arc to be pro-
te@ed by German principles of government, and
Princes of Brunfwick!

. .As Mr. Burke fometimes fpeaks of England |
fomenmes of France, and fometimes of the world, >
and -of government in general, it is difficult to
anfwer his book without apparently meeting him
on the fame ground. Although pnnc1ples of
Government are general fubjets, it is next to
impoffible in many cafes to feparate them from
the idea of place and circumftance ; and the more
' “fo when circumftances are put for arguments,
which is frequently the cafe with Mr. Burke,

- In the former part of his book, addrefling
himfelf to the people of France, he fays, * No
& e;xpf;rience has taught us, (meaning the Eng-
lith), < that in any other courle or method than
_ ¢ that of an bereditary crown, can our liberties
¢ be regularly perpetuated and preferved facred
“ ag our bereditary right”’ 1 afk M. Burke,
who is to take them away ?—M. d¢ la Fayette,
in fpeaking to Yrance, fays, ¢ For a Nation fo .
¢ be free, it is fufficient that j?Jc' awills it But
Mz, Burke reprefents England as wanting capa-.

uty to take care of itlelf, and that its libertics
muft
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rauft be taken care of by a King holding it in
“* contempt. > If England is funk to this, it is
prepanng itfelf to eat ftraw, as in Hanover or
in Brunfwick. But befides the folly of the de-
claration, it happens that the fats are all againft
Mr. Burke. It was by the Government being
bereditary, that the libertics of the people were
endangered, Charles I. and James II. are in-
ftances of this truth; yet neither of them went
fo far as to hold the Nation in contempt.
" Asit is fometimes of advantage to the people
of one country, to hear what thofe of other
countries have to fay refpedting it, it is poflible
that the people of France may learn fomething
from Mr. Burke’s book, and that the people of
| I‘.ngland may alfo learn fomething from the an.
fwers it will occafion. 'When Nations fall out
about freedom, a wide ficld of debate is opened.
The argument commences with the rights of war.
-without its evils; and as knowledge is the object
contended for, the party that fuftains the defeat
obtains the prize.

Mr. Burke talks about what he calls an here-
ditary crown, as if it were fome production of
Nature ; or as if, like Time, it had a power to
operate, not only independently, but in fpite of
man ; or as if it were a thing or a fubject uni-
verfally confented to. Alas! it has none of thofe
properties, but is the reverfe of them all. It isa

_thing in imagination, the propricty of which is
more than doubted, and the legality of which
in a few years will be denied,

4 But,
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Baut, to arrange this matter in a clearer view
than what general expreflions can convey, it
will be neceﬂ'ary to ftate the diftin& heads under
which (what is called) an hereditary crown, or,
miore properly fpeaking, an hereditary fucceffion
to the Government of a Nation, can be confi-
dered ; which are,

Firft, The right of a particular Family to
eftablifh itfelf.

Secondly, The right of a Natlon to e&abh{h
a particular Family.

With refpe to the fir/2 of thefe heads, that
of a Family eftablithing itfelf with hereditary
powers on its own authority, and independent
of the confent of a Nation, all men will concur
in calling it defpotifin; and it would be irefpafl-
ing on their underftanding to attemipt to prove it.

But the fecond head, that of a Nation eft ablith-
ing a particular Family with bereditary powers,
does not prefent itfelf as defpotifin on the firit
refle@ion ; but if men will permit a fecond re~
fletion to take place, and carry that refle&tion -
forward but one rémove out of their own per-
fons to that of their offspring, they will then fee
 that hereditary fucceffion becomes in its confe-

quences the fame defpotifm to others, which
. they reprobated-for themfclves. It operates to
preclude the confent of the fucceeding genera-
tion ; and the preclufion of confent is defpoul'm.
When the perfon who at any time fhall be in
poﬁ"eﬂion of a Government, or thofe who ftand

in fucceffion to him, fhall fay to a Nation, I
- hold
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hold this power in ¢ contempt * of you, it fignifies
not on what authority he pretends to fay it. It is
no relief, but an aggravation to a perfon in flavery,
to tefle® that he was fold by his parent; and as
that which heightens the criminality of an a& ’
cannot be produced to prove the legality of it,
hereditary fucceflion cannot be eftablithed as a
legal thing.

In order to arrive at a more perfe&t decifion on
this head, it will be proper to confider the gene-
ration which undertakes to eftablith a Family with
bereditary powers, a-part and feparate from the
generations which are to follow ; and alfo to con-
fider the chara&er in which the jir/# generation
adts with refpet to fucceeding generations.

The generation which firlt felets a perfon, and
puts him at the head ofits Government, either with
the title of King, or any other diftin&%ion, adls its
own choice, be it wife or foolith, as a free agent for
itfelf. The perfon fo fet up is not hereditary, but
fele@ed and appointed ; and the generation who
fets him up, does not live under an hereditary go- .
vernment, but under a government of its own
choice and eftablifiment. Were the generation
who fets him up, and the perfon fo fet up, to live
for ever, it never could become hereditary fuccel~
fion ; and of confequence, hereditary fucceffion can
only follow on the death of the firft parties. '
 As therefore hereditary fucceffion is out of the

queftion with refpet to the fir# generation, we
have now to confider the character in which #has
generation ads with refped to the commencing

generation, and to all fucceeding ones,
: | Ic
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It affumes a charalter, to which it has neither
right nor title. It changes itfelf from a Legiflator
to a T¢flator, and affelts to make its Will, which is
to have operation afier the demife of the makers,
to bequeath the Government; and it not only
attempts to bequeath, but to eftablifh on the fuc-
ceeding generation, a new and different form of
government under which itfelf lived. Itfelf, as is
already obferved, lived not under an heredxtary
Government, but under a Government of its own
choice and eﬁabhﬂlment and it now attempts, by
virtue of a will and teﬁament, (and which it has
not authonty to make), to take from the com.-
mencing generation, and all future ones, the rights
and free agency by which itfelf acted.

But, exclufive of the right which any generation
has to a& collellively as a teftator, the objedts to
which it applies itfelf in this cafe, are not within
the compafs of any law, or of any will or teftament.

The rights of men in fociety, are neither devile-
able, nor transferable, nor anmlnlable, but are
‘defcendable only ; and it is not i the power of -
any generation to intercept ﬁnally, and cut off the
defcent. If the prefent generatlon, or any other,
are difpofed to be flaves, it docs not leflen the right
of the fucceeding generation to be free ; wrongs
cannot have a legal defcent. When Mr. Burke
attempts to maintain, that the Englifh Nation did
at the Revolution of 1688, mof folemnly renounce and
abdicate their rights for themfelves, and for all their
poftcrity for ever ; he fpeaksa lauguage that merits
not reply, and which can only excite contempt for

his proﬁ'ltute principles, or pity for his ignorance.
. In



L 137 ]

In whatever light hereditary fucceflion, as grow-
ing out of the will and teftament of fome former
generation, prefents itlelf, it is an abfurdity. A
cannot make a will to take from B the property
of B, and give it to C; yet this is the manner in
which (what iy called) hereditary fucceflion by law
aperates. A certain former generation made a will,
to take away the rights of the commencing gene.
ration, and all future ones, and convey thofe rights
to a third perfon, who afterwards comes forward,
and tells them, in Mr. Burke’s language, that they
have no rights, that their rights are already be-
queathed to him, and that he will govern in con-
tempt of them. From fuch principles, and fuch
ignorance, Good Lord deliver the world !
~ But, after all, what is this metaphor called a
crown, or rather what is moparchy? Is it a
thing, or is it a name, or is it a fraud? Isit
‘¢ a contrivance of human wifdom,” or of human
craft to obtain ‘money from a nation under fpe-
cious pretences? Is it a thing neceflary to a
nation? If it is, in what does that neceﬂity
confift, what fervices does it perform, what is its
bufinefs, and what are its merits? Doth the vir-
tue confilt in the mataphor, or in the man? Doth
the goldfmith that makes the crown, make the vir-
tue alfo? Dotk it operate like Fortunatus’s with-
ing.cap, or Harlequin’s wooden fword? Doth
it make a man a conjuror? In fine, what is it?
- It appears to be a jfomething going much out of
fafhion; falling into ridicule, and rejected in fome
countries both as unneceflary and expenfive. In

5 | Amenc..
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Amcrica it is confidered as an abfurdity ; and in
France it has {o far declined, that the goodnefs
of the man, and thé refpect for his perfonal cha-
‘vadter, are the only things that preferve the ap-
pearance of its exiflence. L

If Govemment be what Mr. Burke defcnbes
ity ¢ a contrivance of human wifdom,” Ixmght
afk him, if wifdom was at fuch a low cbb in Eng—
Jand, that it was become neceflary to import it
from Holland and from Hanover? But I will do
the country the Jufhce to fay, that was not the cafe;
and even if it was, it miftook the cargo. The
‘wildom of every country, when properly exerted,
‘is fufficient for all its purpofes; and there could
cexift no more real occafion in England to have
fent for a Dutch Stadthoider, or a German Eleftor,
than there was in America to have done a fimilar
thing. If a country doés not under&and its own
affan's, how 'is a fore:gner to underftand thcm,
who Lnows neither its laws, its manners, nor its
‘language? If there ‘exifted a man fo traiifcen-
dantly wife above all’ others, that his wildom was
neceflary ‘to inflrud a nation, fome reafon might
be offered for monarchy; but when we caft
‘our ey¢s about & coiintry, -and obferve how every
‘part underftands its own affairs;- and wl‘ien we
look around the world, and fee that of all men in
it, the' rate of kings are the' moft infignificant in
.capa‘:ity, ‘our redfon cannot faif to'afk us—-What

are'thofe'men kept for? ST
If there is any thing in monatchy whmh we
people of America do not uriderftand, ] with Mr.
iae . Burke

1
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Burke would be fo kind as to inform us. I fee in
America, a government extending over a country
ten times as large as England, and conducted with
regularity, for a fortieth part of the expence
‘Which government cofts in England. If I afk a
man in America, if he wants a King ? he retorts,
aand atks me if I take him for an ideot ? How is it
that this difference happens ? are we more or lefs
wife than othérs ? 1 fee in America, the generahty
of people living in a ftile of plenty unknown in
monarchical countries ; and I fee that the principle
of its govermment, which is that of the equal Rights
of Man, is making a rapid progrefs in the world.
- If monarchy is a ufelels thing, why is it kept
.up anywhere? and if a neceffary thing, how can
it be difpenfed with? That civil government is
neceflaty, all civilized nations will agree; but
civil government is republican government. All
that part of the government of England which
begins with the office of conftable, and proceeds.
through the department of magiftrate, quarter-
* feffion, and general aflize, including trial by jury,
is republican government. Ncthing of monarchy
appears in any part.of it, except the name which
William the Congueror impofed upon the Englifh,
that of obliging them to call him ¢ lhexr Sove- -
reign Lord the Kxng - : 4
It is eafy to conceive, thata band of mtereﬁed
men, fuch as Placemen, Penfioners, Lords of the
bed-chamber, Lords of the kitchen, Lords of the
neceﬁhry—houfe, and the Lord knows what befides,

can ﬁnd as many reafons . for. monarchy as their
S 2 falaries,
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falanes, paid at the expence af the country,
amount to ; but if I alk the farmer, the manufac-
turer, the merchant, the tradefman, and down
through all the occupations of life to the common
labourer, what fervice monarchy is to him? he
can give me no anfwer. If I alk him what mo-
narchy is, he believes it is fomethmg hke a
finecure,

Notwithitanding the tazes of England amount
to almoft feventeen millions a-year, faid to be -
for the expences of Government, it is flill evident
that the fenfe of the Nation is left to govern itfelf,
and does govern itlelf by magiftrates and juries, .
almott at its own charge, on republican principles,
exclufive of the expence of taxes. .The falaries -
of the Judges are almoft the only charge that is .
paid out of the revenue. Confidering that all the
internal Government is executed by the people,
the taxes of England ought to be the lightelt of any
nation in Europe ; mﬂ:ead of which, they are the
contrary. As this cannot be accounted for on
the fcore of civil government, the fubje& neceffa. -
nly extends itfelf to the monarchical part. - _'

When the people of England fent for George
the Firft, (and it would puzzle a -wifer man than
Mr.. Burke to difcover for what he could be
wanted; or what fervice he could render), they
ought at leaft to have conditioned for the abani-
donment. of Hanover. " Befides the endlels Ger-
man intrigues that muft follow: from a German
‘Eleftor being King of En I;md__, there ‘is a
riatural impoflibility of uniting in the fame perfon
the prmclplcs of Freedom and the principles of

' Defponfm
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Delpotifim, or, as it is ufually called in England,
Arbitrary Power. - A German EleQtor is in his
eleCtorate a defpot: How then could it be ex-
pefted that he fhould be attached to principles
of liberty in one country, while his intereft in
another was to be fupported by defpotifm? The
union cannot exift ; and it might eafily have been
forefeen, that German Eleflors would make Ger-
man Kings, or, in Mr. Burke’s words, would -
affume government with ¢ contempt.” The Englith
have been in the habit of confidering a King of
ZEngland only in the charafter in which he appears
to- them: whereas the fame perfon, while the
~connettion-lafts, has a home-feat in another coun-
try, the intereft of which is different to their own,.
and the principles of the governments in oppofition -
to-each other-—To fuch 2 perfon England will
appear as a town-refidence, and the Elettorate
as the eftate. The Englifh may with, as I believe
they do, fuccefs to the principles of Liberty in-
France, or in Germany; but a German EleQor
trembles for the fate of defpotifin in his eleftorate:
and- the Dutchy of Mecklenburgh, where . the
prefent Queen’s: family governs,  is under the
fame wretched ftate of arbitrary power, and the
pe0ple in flavifh vaflalage. -

" There never awas a time when it became the
‘Enghib to watch continental intrigues more cir-
cumipeétly than at the prefent moment, and to’
diftinguifh the politics of the Eletorate from the
politics of the Nation. The revolution of France
has entirely ‘changed the ground with refpet to

- " England,
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England and France, as nations: but'the German
defpots, with Pruffia at their head, are combin.
ing againft Liberty; and the fondnefs of Mr. Pitt
for office, and the intereft which all his family-
connedtions have obtained, do not gwe fuﬂicmnt
fecunty againit this intrigue. :

As every thing which paffes in the world be-

come - » uitter for hiftory, ‘I will now quit this fub-
Je& and take a concife review of the ftate of par-
ties and politics in England, as Mr. Burke has’
" done in France. -
" Whether the prefent reign COmmenced wzth
ccntempt, I leave to Mr. Burke: certain however
it is, that it had ftrongly that appearance. The:
animofity of the Englith Nation; it -is very well
. yemembered, zan high; and, had the true principles-
of Liberty been as well underftood then as they
now promife to be, it is probable the Nation would'’
not have paticntly fubmitted to fo much.. . George
the Firft and Second ‘were fenfible of a-sival in the
remains of the Stuarts 3 - and as;they could not but
confider themfelves as ftanding on their good beha--
" viour; ‘they had prudence to keep their German . -
principles.of : Government  to ‘themfelves ; but as.
the: Stuart family ware away, the, prudeuce be-
came lefs neceflary. .

‘The contefk between nghts, and what were cal-
led prerogatzvgs, continued to hzat the Nanon till -
fome time: after the conclufion of the Americun,,
War when all at.once it:fell a calm---]i.xecratmn

. e*:ch‘mged 1tf¢]f for applaufe, and Court popularn:y
~ fprung. up like mufhroom jn a mght. . |
i | | TO



[ 143 ]

To account for this fudden tranfition, it is pro-

per to obferve, that there are two difltin& fpecies of
popularity ; the one excited by metit, the other
by refentment. As the Nation had formed itfelf
into two parties, and each was extolling the merits
of its parliamentary champions for and againit
prerogative, nothing could operate to give a more
general fhock than an immediate coalition of
the champions themfelves. The partifans of each
being thus fuddenly left in the lurch, and mutually
heated with difguﬂ: at the meafure, felt no other
relief than uniting in a common execration againit
both, A higher ihmulus of refentment bemg thus
excited, than what the conteft on prerogatives had
occafioned, the Nation quitted all former objells
- of rights and wrongs, and fought only that of
gratification. The indignation at the Coalition, fo
effe@tually fuperfeded the indignation againft the
Court, as-to extinguifhit; and without any change
of. principles on the part of the Court, the fame
people who had reprobated its defpotifm, united
with it, to revenge themfelves on the Coalition
Parliament. The cafe was not, which they liked
beft,-—-but, which thev hated moft; and “the
leaft hated pafled for love. The dlﬁ'olunon of
the Coalition Parliament, as it afforded the means
of gratlfying the refentment of the Nation; could
not fail to be popular; and from hence arofe the
‘popularity of the Court.

Tranfitions of this kind exhibit a Nation under’
- theé government of temper, inftead of a fixed and

{teady principle; and having once comumitted itfelf,
- however
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however rafhly, it feels itfelf urged along to
juftify by continuance its firt proceeding.—
Meafures which at other times it would cenfure,
it now approves, and alts perfuafion upon itfelf
to fuffocate its judgment.

On the return of a new Parliament, the new
~ Minifter,s Mr. Pitt, found himfelf in a fecure
majority : and the nation gave him credit, not
out of regard to himfelf, but becaufe it had re- "

folved to do it out of refentment to another.
He introduced himfelf to public notice by a
propofed Reform of Parliament, which in its
operation would have amounted to a public
juttification of corruption. The Nation was
- to be at the expence of buying up the rotten .
boroughs, whereas it ought to punifh the per-
fops who deal in the traffic, C
. Paffing over the tiwo bubbles,’ of the Dutch
bufinefs, and the million a-year to fink the
national debt, the matter which moft prefents
jtfelf, is the affair of the Regency. Never,
:1 che cdurfe of my obfervation, was delufion
.more fucce (sfully a&ed, nor a nation more cony-
pletely deceived.—Bur, to make this appear, it
will be neceffary to go over the circumftances.
Mr. Fox had.@ated in the Foufe of Com-
’ mom", that the Prince of Wales, as heir in fuc-
ceflion, had a right in himfelf to affume the
government, 'This was oppofed by Mr. Pit;
and, fo ‘far as the oppofition was confined to
. the doftrine, it was juft, But the principles
I which
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which Mr. Pitt maintained on the contrary fide,
were as bad, or worfe in their extent, than thofe
of Mr. Fox ; becaufe they went to eftablifh an
ariftocracy over the Nation, and over the finail
reprefentation it has in the Houfe cf Commons.
. Whether the Englith form of Government
be good or bad, is not in this cafe the queftion
but, taking it as it ftands, without regard

' to its merits or demerits, Mr, Pitc was farcher
fromn the point than Mr. Fox.

It is fuppofed to confift of three parts :—
while therefore the Nation is difpofed to con-
tinue this form, the parts have a siational

Janding, independent of each other, and are
not the creatures of each other. Had Mr. Fox
paffed through Parliament, and faid, that the
perfon alluded to claimed on the ground of the
Nation, Mr, Pitt muft then have contended
| (what he called) the right of the Parlxament,
galnft the right of the Nation. ‘

" By the appearance which the conteft madé,

. _Mr. Fox took the hereditary ground, and Mr.
Pite the parliamentary ground ; but the faltis,
they both took hereditary ground, and Mr. Pice .
took the worft of the two. g |

'What is called the Parliament, is made up -of
two Houfes; one of which is more heredltary,
and more beyond the controul of the Nat13n,
than what the Crown (as it is called) is fup-
pofed to be. It is an hereditary ariftocracy,
affuming and afferting indefeafible, irrevokable
rights and authority; wholly independent of the

T . Nanon.
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Nation. Where then was the merited popula-
riity of exalting this hereditary power over ano-
ther hereditary power lefs independent of the
Nation than what itfelf affumed to be, and of
abforbing the rights of the Nation into a Houfe
over which it has neither ele&ion nor controul 7
T'he general impulfe of the Nation was right;
but it aded without refletion. Itapproved the
oppofition made to the right fet up by Mr.
Fox, without perceiving that Mr, Pitt was
. fupporting another indefeafible right, more

semote from the Nation, in oppofition to it,
With refpet to the Houfe of Commons, it
. is elefted but by a fmall part of the Nation;
but were the eleGtion as univerfal as taxation,
which it ought to be, it would fill be only the -
organ of the Nation, and cannot poffefs inher-
ent rights.—When the National ‘Aﬁ'eﬁ{bl"y of
France refcives a matter, the refolve is made
in right of the Nation; but Mr. Pitt, on_all
‘pational queftions, fo far as they refer to the
Houfe of Comions, abforbs the rights of the
Nation into the organ, and makes the organ
into a Nation, and the Nation ithelf into a

cypher. - T -

1n a few words, the queftion on the Regengy
'was a queftion on a million. a-year, which is
appropriated to the executive department : and
Mr. Pigt could not poficfs himfelf of any
{mauage_rhentjof this fum, without fetting up the
. “fupremacy of Parliament s and when this was
2 accomplithed,
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accomplithed, it was indifferent who fhould be
Regent, as he mult be Regent at his own coft.
Among the curiofitics which this contentious
debate afforded, was that of making the Great
Seal into a King; the affixing of which to an
aft, was to be royal authority. If therefore,
Royal Authority is a Great Seal, it confe-
quently is in itfelf nothing ; and a good Cenfti-
tution would be of infinitely more value to the
Nation, than what the three Nominal Powers,
as they now ftand, are worth.

" The continual ufe of the word Confitution in
the Englith Parliament, fhews there is nones
and that the whole is merely a form of Govern-
ment without a Confitution, and conflituting
itfelf with what powers it pleafes. If there were
.a Conftitution, it certainly could be referred to;
and the debate ‘on any conftitutional point,
would terminate by producing the Canftitution,
One member fays, This is Coaftitution; and
another fays, That is Conftitution—To-day
it is one thing; and to-morrow, it is fomething
.elfe~~while the maintaining the debate proves
there isnone. Conftitution is now the cant
word of Parliament, tuning itfelf- to the ear
.~ of the Nation, Formerly it was the univer/ul
Supremacy of Parliameni—the emnipotence of Par-
Jiament : But fince the progrefs of Liberty in
France, thofe phrafes have a defpotic harfhnefs
in their note ; and the Englith Parliament have

satched the fathion from the National Affem-
| . Ta ' bly,
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bly, but without the fubftance, of fpeaking of
Conflitution,

As the prefent generation of people in Eng-
Jand did not make the Government, they are
_ pot- accountable for any of its defelts; but
that fooner or Jlater it muft come into their
hands to undergo a conftitutional reformation,
js as certain as that the fame thing has happened
in France. If France, with a revenue of nearly
twenty-four millions fterling, with an extent
of rich and fertile country above four times
larger than England, with a population of
twenty-four millions of inhabitants to fupport
taxation, with wupwards of ninety millions
 fterling of gold and filver circulating in the
".pation, and with a debt lefs than the prefent
debt of England—ill found it neceflary, from
whatever ¢aufe, to come to a fettlement of its
affuirs, it folves the problem of funding for

_both countries,

It is our of the queltion to fay how long
“what ig called the Englifh conftitution has
Jafted, and to argue from thence how long it
is to Jaft; the queftion is, how long cam-the
funding fyftem laft ? It ig a thing but of modern
invention, and has not yet continued beyond
the life of a man; yer in that thore fpace it has
fo far accumulated, that, together with the
Furrept expences, it requires gn amount of
faxes at leaft equal to the whale landed rental

of the nation in acreg to defray the annual ex-
gcnd LU
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penditure, That a government could net al-
ways have gone on by the fame fyftem which
has been followed for the latt feventy years,
muft be evident to. every man; and for the
fame reafon it cannot always go on.

The funding fyftem is not money; neither
is it, properly fpeaking, credit. It in effel
creates upon paper the fum which it appears to
borrow, and lays on a tax to keep the imagi-
nary capital alive by the payment of intereft,
and fends the annuity to marker, to be fold for
paper already in circvlation. If any credit is
given, it is to the difpofition of the people to
pay the tax, and not to the government whick
laysiton. When this difpofition expires, what
is fuppofed: to be the credit of Government
expires with it. Theinftance of France under
the former Government, fhews that it is im-
poflible to compel the payment of taxes by
force, when a whole nation is determined to
take its ftand upon that ground.

Mr. Burke, in his review of the finances of
France, ftaces the quantity of gold and filver
in France, at about eighty-eight millions fter-
ling. Indoing this, he has, I prefume, divided
by the difference of exchange, inftead of the
ftandard of twenty-four livres to a pound .iter-
- ling 3 for M, Neckar’s Ratement, from which
Mr. Burke’s is taken, is two thoufand two hun-
dred wmillions of livres, which is upwards of
;;mety-one millions and an half fterling,

M, Neckar
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M. Neckar in France, and Mr, George
Chalmers of the Office of Trade and Plantation
in England, of which Lord Hawkefbugy is
prefident, publifhed nearly about the fame time

ount of the quantity of money

(1786) an acc
in each nation, from the recurns of the Mint of
each nation. Mr. Chalmers, from the returns
of the Englifh Mint at the Tower of London,
ftates the quantity of money in England, in.
cluding Scotland and Ireland, to be twenty
millions ftesling®. ‘
" M. Neckar } fays, that the amount of money
in France, recoined from the old coin which
was called in, was two thoufand five hundred
millions of Jivres. (upwards of one hundred and
four millions fterling) ; and, after deduing for
wafte, and what may be in the Weft Indies,
and other poflible circumftances, ftates the
circulation quantity at home, to’ be ninety-one
-millions and an half fterling; bur, taking it as
Mr. Burke has put it, it is fixty-eight millions
more than the-national quantity in England.
That the quantity of money in France can-
not be under this fum, may at once be feen
from the ftate of the French Revenue, without
referting to the records of the French Mint
for proofs, The revenue of France prior to

‘e See Effimate of the Comparative Strength of Great Britainy

by G. Chalmers. :
.+ See Adminiftration of the Finances of France, Vol, IfL. by

M. Neckar, i 7
' | o the
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the Revolution, was nearly twenty-four mil-
lions fterling ; and as paper had then no exift-
énce in France, the whole revenue was col-
le&ted upon gold and filver; and it would have
been impofiible to have colle&ted {uch a quan-
tity of revenue upon a lefs national quantity
than M. Neckar has fltated, Before the eftabe.
lifhment of paper in England, the revenue was
about a fourth part of the national amount of
gold and filver, as may be known by referring
to the revenue prior to King William, and the
quantity of money ftated to be in the nation at
that time, which was nearly as much as it is
now.

It can be of no real fervice to a Nation, 'to
impofe upon itfelf, or to permit itfelf to be
impofed upon; but the prejudices of fome, and
the impofition of others, have always repre-
fented France as a nation poffeffing bue little
‘mohey—whereas the quantity is not only more
than four times what the quantity is in England,
but is confiderably greater on a proportion of
numbers. To account for this deficiency on
the part of England, fome reference fhould be
had co the Englith fyftem of funding. It ope-
rates to multiply paper, and to fubftitute it in
the room of money, in various fhapes; and the
more paper is multiplied, the more opportus
nities are afforded to export the fpecie; and
it admits of a poffibility (by extending it to

fmall
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fmall notes) of increaling paper till there is
po money left,

I kanow this is not a pleafant fubje® to
Englith readers; but the matcers 1 am going
to mention, are fo important in themfelves, as
to require the attention of men intetefted in
money-tranfaQions of a public nature.~~There
is a circumftance ftated by M. Neckar, in his
treatife on the adminiftration of the finances,
which has never been attended to in England,
but which forms the only balfis whereon to eftie
mate the quantity of money (gold and filver)
which ought to be in every nation in Europes
to preferve a relative proportlon ‘with other
nations.

Lifbon and Cadiz are the two ports into
which (money) gold and filver from South
America are imported, and which afterwards
divides and fpreads itfelf over Europe by means
of commerce, and increafes the quantity of
mongy in all parts of Europe. If, therefore,
the amount of the annual importation into
hurope can be known, and the relative pro-
| pomon of the forclgn commerce of the feveral
nations by which it is diftributed can be afcer-
tained, they. give a rule, fufficiently true, to
afcertain the quantity of money which ough:
to be found in any nation, at any given time, .

M. Neckar thews from the regifters of Lif-
bon and Cadiz, that the importation of gold

and filver into Europc, is five millions fterling
anaually.
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annuaily. He has not taken it on a fingle
year, but on an average of fifteen fucceeding
years, from 1763 to 1777, both inclufive;
in which time, the amount was one thoufand
cight hundred million livres, which is feventy-
five millions fterling *,

-~ From the commencement of the Hanover
fucceffion in 1714, to the time Mr, Chalmers
publifhed, is feventy-two years ; and the quan-~
tity imported into Europe, in that time, would
be three hundred and. fixty millions fterling.

If the foreign commerce of Great Britain
be ftated at a fixth part of what the whole
foreign commerce of Europe amounts to,
(which is probably an inferior eftimation to
what - the gentlemen at the Exchange would
allow) the proportion which Britain fhould
draw by commerce of this fum, to keep herfe)f
on a proportion with the reft of Europe,
would be alfoa fixth part, which is fixty mil-
lions ferling; and if the fame allowance for
wafte and accident be made for England which
.M. Neckar makes for France, the quantity
remaining after thefe dedutions would be fifry-
two millions ; and this fum ought to have been
in the nation (at the time Mr, Chalmers pub-
lithed) in addition to the fum which was in
the nation at the commencement of the Hano-
ver fucceffion, and to have made in the whole
at leaft fixty-fix millions ferling; inflead of

- * Adminiftration of the Finances of France, Vol. iil.
U which,
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which, there were but twenty millions, which
is forty-fix millions below its proportionate

quantity. |
As the quantity of gold and fiver imported
"_jnto Lifbon and ‘Cadiz, is more exattly .afcer-
_ tained than that of any commodity imported
~ into England ; dnd as the -quantity of money
coined at the Tower of London, is ftill more
pofitively known; ‘the leading fatts do not
admit of controveifys Either, therefore, the
comimerce of England is unprodu@ive of
profit, of the gold and filver which it brings
1n, leak continually away by ‘nfeen rheans, at
the average rtate of about three-quarters of a
million a-year, ‘which, in the:courfe of- feventy-
‘two years, accounts for the deficiency ; and
its-abfence is fupplied by paper *. |
| » : +  The

_ ® Whether the Englith commerce dves not bring in money,
or whether the Government fends it out after it is brought in, is

' athdtter which the parties concérrted édn belt explaln 3 but that
thie deficiency exifts, is not in the poweér df cither to diffirove,

~ ‘While Dr. Price, Mr. Eden ‘(now-Auckland), Mr. Chalmers,
and others, were debating whether the quantity "of ‘money in
England was greateror lefs than at the Revolation, the circum-
fance wis not ‘adverted to, tliat fince ‘the Revolution, there-can-~
not have been lefs than four hundred millions ferling imported
into Europe; and therefore, the quantity in England ought at
leslt to have béen' four tines greater than it wis ‘it the Revo-
Yution, to be'on & proportion with Earope. "What ‘Edgland is
ndw doing by puper, is-what flic would have heen ableto have -
done by folid money, if gold and filver had come into the nation
in the proportion itought, ‘or had not been fent-ont; dnd fbe i
endeavouring to reftore by paper, the balance fie has loft by
money. It is certain, thit the gold and filver which arrive a.n:lua

. iy
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The Revolution of France is attended with
many novel circumftances, not only in the po-

ally in the regifter-fips to Spain and Portugal, do not remain
in thofe countries. Taking the value half in gold and half in
filver, it is about four hundred tone annually; and from the
number of fhips and galloons employed in the trade of bringing
thofe metals from South America to Portugal and Spain, the
quantity fufficiently proves itfelf, without referring to the regif
‘fers.

_ Tn the fituation England now is, it is impoffible fhe can increalfe
inmoney, High taxes not only leflen the property of the indi-
viduals, but they leflen alfo the money-capital of a nation, by
inducing fmuggling, which can only be carried on by gold and
filver. By the politics which the Britifh Government have
«carried on with the Infand Powers of Germany and the Continent,
it has made an enemy of all the Maritime Powers, and is there-
fore obliged to keep up a large navy 5 but though the navy is
built in England, the naval ftores muft be purchafed from abroads
and that from countries where the greateft part muft be paid for
in gold andflver. Some fallacious rumours have been fec afloat
in England to induce a belief of money, and, amongothers, that
«of the French refugees bringing great quantitics. The idea is
ridiculons. The general part of the money in France is filver;
and it would take upwards of twenty of the largeft broad wheel
waggons, with ten horfes each, to remove one million flerling of
filver. Is it then to be fuppofed, that a few people flecing on
horfe-back, or in poft-chaifes, in a fecret manner, and having
the .French Cuftom-Houfe to pafs, and the fea to crofs, could
Lring even a fufficiency for their own expences?

When millions of money are fpoken of; it fhould be recolleted,
that fuch fums can only accymulate in a country by flowdegrees,
and a long proceffion of time. The meft frugal fyftem that
England could now adopt, would not recover, in a century, the
balance the has loft in money finve the commencement of the
Hanover fucceffion. She is feventy millions hehind France, and
fhe muft be in fome confiderable proportion behind every country
in Europe, becaufe the returns of the Englith Mint do not thew
#n increafe of money, whiie the regifters of Lifbon and Cadiz
fhew an European increafe of between three and four hundred

millions &erling, .
: U2 litical
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litical fphere, but in the circle of money tranf-
actions, Among others, it fhews that a Go-
vernment may be in a ftate of infolvency, and
a Nation rich. So far as the fa&t is confined
to.the late Government of France, it was in-
folvent ; becaufe the Nation would no longer
fupport its extravagance, and therefore it could
no longer fupport itfelf—but with refpect to
the Nation, all the means exifted, A Govern-
ment may be faid to be infolvent, every time
it applies to a Nation to difcharge its arrears,
‘The infolvency of the late Government of
France, =ad the prefent Government of Eng-
land, differed in no other.refpeé thdn as the
difpofition of the people differ. The people
of France refufed their aid to the old Govern-
ment; and the pcop]c of I:.ngland {fubmit to
taxation without enquiry, What is called the
Crown in Epgland, has been infolvent feveral
times; the laft of which, pub]:cly known, was
in May 1777, when it applied to the Nation
" to difcharge upwards of L. 600,¢00, privaté
debts, which otherwife it could not pay. |
‘It was the error of Mr. Pite,' Mr. Burke,
and all thofe who were unacquainted with the
affairs of Francc, to confound -the French Na-
tion with the French Government, The French
Nation, in effed, endeavoured to render the
late Government infolvent, for the purpofe of
taking Government into its own hands; and it

referved its means for the fupport of the new
- Govern~

*
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Government. In a country of fuch vaft extent
and population as France, the natural means
cannot be wanting ; and the political means
appear the inftant the Nation is difpofed to
permit them. When Mr. Burke, in a° fpeech
Jat Winter in the Bricith Parliament, caff bis
eyes over the map of Europe, and fow a chafin
that once was France, he talked like a dreamer of
dreams. The fame natural France exifted as be-
fore, and all the natural means exifted with it.
The only chafin was that which the extinction
of defpotifm had left, and which was to be
filled up with a conftitution more formidable in
refources than the power which had expired.

" Although the French Nation rendered the
Jate Government infolvent, it did not permic
the infolvency to a& towards thé creditors; and
the creditors confidering the Nation as the real
paymafter, and the Government only as the
agent, refted themfrlves on the Nation, in pre-
~ ference to the Government. This appears

_greatly to difturb Mr. Burke, as the precedent
is fatal to the policy by which Governments
have fuppoled themfelves fecure. They have
contrafted debts, with a view of attaching what
is called the monied intereft of a Nation to
their {apport; but the example in France fhews,
that the permanent fecurity of the creditor is
in the Nation, and not in the Government; and
that in all poflible revolutions that may happen

in Guycrnmcnts, the means are always with the
Nation,
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Nation, and the Nation always in exiftence,
Mr, Burke argues, that the creditors ought to
have abided the fate of the Gevernment which
they trufted; but the National Affembly con-
fidered them a3 the xreditors of the Nation,
and not of the Government—of the mafter,
and pot of the fteward.

Notwithftanding the late Government could
not difcharge the current expences, the prefent
Government has paid off a great part of the
capital. This has been accomplifhed by two
means; the one by leflening the expences of
‘Government, and the other by the fale of the
monaftic and ecclefiaftical landed eftates. The
devotees and penitent debauchees, extortioners
and mifers of former days, to enfure themjelves
a better world than chat which they were about
“to leave, had bequeathed immenfe property in
truft to the priefthood, for pious ufes ; and the
priefthood kept it for themfelves. The Na-

tional Affembly has ordered it to be fold for _

the good of the whole Nation, and the prieft-
hood'to be decently provided for.

In confequence of the Revolution, the an-
nual intereft of the debt of France will be re-
duced at leaft fix millions {terling, by paying

~off upwards of one hundred millions of the

capital ; which, with lefening the former ex-

pences of Government at lealt three millions,

will place France in a fitwation worthy the

imitation of Europe. ,
| | Upon

el
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Upon a whole review of the fubjed, how
valt is the contraft! While Mr. Burke has
been talking of a general bankruptcy in France,
the National Affembly has been paying off
the capital of its debt; and while taxes have
increafed near a million a-year in England,
_they have lowered feveral millions a-year in
France. Not a word has either Mr, Burke or
Mr. Pitt faid about French affairs, or the ftate
of the French finances, .in the prefent Seffion
of Parliament. The fubje&t begins to be too
well underftood, and impofition ferves no
longer. -

- There is a general enigma running through
the whole of Mr. Burke’s Book. He writes in
a rage againft the National Affembly; but
~ what is he enraged about? If his affertions

were as true as they are groundlefs, and thae
France, by her Revolution, had annihilated her
power, and become what he calls a chafm, it
- might excite the grief of 2 Frenchman, (con-
fidering himfelf as a national man), and pro-
voke his rage againft the National Afiembly ;
but why fhould it excite the rage of Mr.
Burke ?~=Alas | it is not the Nation of France
that Mr. Burke means, but the COURT; and
every Court in Europe, dreading the fame fate,
_is in mourning. e writes neither in the cha-
ratter of a Frenchman nor _an Englithman,
but in the fawning character of that creature

known in all countries, and a friend w0 none,
a COURTIER.
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a CourTtier., Whether it be the Court of
Verfailles, or the Court of St, James or Carl~
ton-Houfe, or the Court in expectation, fi ig-
nifies not; for the caterpillar principle of all
Courts and Courtiers are alike. They form a
common policy throughour Europe, detached
and feparate from the intereft of Nations: and
while they appear to quarrel, they agree to
plunder. Nothing can be more terrible to a
Court or a Courtier, than the Revolution of
France. That which is a blefling to Nations,
is_ bitternefs to thems and as their exiftence
depends on the duplicity of a covntry, .they
tremble at the -approach of principles, and
dread the precedent that l:hreatcns their over-
throw. . - L

CON-
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CONCLUSION.

REASON and Ignorance, the oppofites of
each other, influence the great bulk of man-
kind, 1If either of thefe can be rendered fuffi-
ciently extenfive in a country, the machinery
of Government goes eafily on, Reafon obeys
itfelf; and Ignorance fubmits to whatevcr 18
dictated to it,

‘The two modes of Government which pre-
vail in the world, are, 7/, Government by
eleCtion and reprefentation: Secondly, Govern-
ment by hereditary fucceflion, The former
is generally known by the name of republic;
the latter by that of monarchy and ariftocracy.
. Thofe two diftin& and oppofite forms, ere&

themfelves on the two diftinét and oppofite
bafes of Reafon and Ignorance.—As the cxer-
cife of Government requires talents and abili-
ties, and as talents and abilities cannot have
hereditary defcent, itis evident that hereditary
fucceffion requires a belief from man, to which
his reafon cannot fubfcribe, and which can
~only be eftablithed upon his ignorance; and
the more ignorant any country is, the better it
is fitted for this fpecies of Government.

On the contrary, Government in a well-
conftituted republic, requires no belief from
man beyond what his reafon can give. He
fees the rationale of the whole {yftem, its origin

and 1ts operation 3 and as itis beft fupported
X . ' when
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when beft underftood, the human faculties a&
with boldnefs, and acquire, under this form
of Government, a gigantic manlinefs.

As, therefore, each of thofe forms a&s on a.
different bafe, the one moving freely by the
aid of reafon, the other by ignorance; we have
next to confider, what it is that gives motion
to that fpecies of Government which is called
mixed Government, or, as it is fometimes lu-
dicroufly ftiled, a Government of #bis, that,
and #otber. |

The moving power in this fpecies of Go-
vernment, is of neceffity, Corruption. How-
ever imperfeQ election and reprefentation may’
be in mixed Governments, they ftill give ex.
ercife to a greater portion of reafon than is con-

venient to the hereditary Parc; and therefore
it becomes necefli:y to buy the reafon up, A
mixed Government is an imperfect every-thing,
cementing and foldering the difcordant parts
“together by corruption, to att as 2 whole. Mr.
Burke appears highly difgufted, that France,
fince the had refolved on a revolution, did not
adopt what he calls ¢ A Britifb Conflitution 5
and the regretful mahner in which lie expreffes
himfelf on -this occafion, implies a fulpicion,
that the Britith Conftitution needed fomething
to keep its defets in countenance.

In mixed Governments there is no refponfi-
bility : the parts cover each other till refpon~

fibility is loft; and the cdkruption which moves
the
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¢he machine, contrives at the fame time its
own efcape. When it is laid down as a
maxim, that a King can do no wrong, 1t places
him in a ftate of fimilar fecurity with that of
ideots and perfons infane, and refponfibility
is out of the queftion with refpect to himfelf.
It then defcends vpon the Minifter, who fhel-
cers himfelf under a majority in Parliament,
swhich, by places, penfions, and corruption, he
can always command ; and that majority jufti-
fies itfelf by the fame authority with which it
pretects the Minifter. In this rotatory motion,
refponfibility is thrown off from the parts, and
from the whole,

‘When there is a Part in a Government which
can do no wrong, it implies that it does no-
things and is only the machine of another
power, by whofe advice and direion it ads,
What is fuppofed to be the King in mixed
Governments, is the Cabiner; and as the Ca-
binet is dlways a part of the Parliament, and
the members juftifying in one charalter what
they advife and aft in another, a mixed Go-
vernment becomes a continual enigma; entail~
ing upon a country, by the quantity of cor-
ruption neceffary to folder the parts, the ex-
. "pence of fupporting all the forms- of Govern-
ment at once, and finally retolving itfelf into
a Government by Committee; in. which the

advifers, the alors, the approvers, the jutti-
X2 fiers,
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fiers, the perfons refponfible, and the perfons
not refponfible, are the fame perfons.

By this pantomimical contrivance,and change
of fcene and charatter, the parts help each
other out in matters which neither of them
fingly would afflume to aft, When money is
to be obtained, the mafs of variety apparently
diffolves, and a profufion of parliamentary
praifes pafles between the parts, Each ad-
mires with aftonifhment, the wifdom, the libe-
rality, the difintereftednefs of the other; and
all of them breathe a pitying figh at the bur-
thens of the Nation.

But in a well-conftituted republic, nothing
of this foldering, praifing, and pitying, can take
place; the reprefentation being equal through-
out the country, and compleat in itfelf, however
it may be arranged into legiflative and execu-
tive, they have all one and the fame natural
fource. The parts are not foreigners to each
other, like deniocracy, ariftocracy, and monar-
chy. As there arc no dif¢ordant diftinétions,
there is nothing to corrupt by compromife, nor
confound by contrivance. Public meafures
appeal of themfelves to the underftanding of the
Nation, and, refting on their own merits, dif-
own any flattering application to vanity. The
" continual whine of lamenting the burden of
taxes, however fuccefsfully it may be practifed
in mixed Governments, is inconfiftent with the

. . fenfe
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fenfe and fpirit of a republic, Iftaxes are necellary,
they are of courfe advantageous; but if they
require an apology, the apology itfelf implies an
impeachment. Why then is man thus impoicd
upon, or why does he impofe upon himfelf?
When men are fpoken of as kings and fubjets,
or when Government is mentioned under the dif-
¢iné@ or combined heads of monarchy, ariffocracy,
and democracy, what is it that regfoning man is
to underftand by the terms? If there really exifted
in the world two or more diftin&t and feparate
elements of human power, we thould then fee the
feveral origins to which thofe terms weuld de-
{criptively apply: but as there is but one fpecies of
man, there can be but one element of human
power; and that element is man himfelf. Monar-
chy, ariftocracy, and democracy, are but creatures
of imagination; and a thoufand fuch may be con~
trived, as well as three. - |

A

¥rom the Revolutions of America and France,
and the fymptoms that have appeared in other.coun-
tries, it is evident that the opinion of the world is
changed with refpet to fyltems of Government,
and that revolutions are not within the compafs of
political calculations. The progrefs of time and
circumftances, which men afiign to the accomplifa-
ment of great changes, is too mechanical to mea-
fure the force of the mind, and the rapidity of

refle@tion, by which revolutions are generated:
All
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All the old governments have received a fhock from

thofe that already appear, and which were once
more improbable, and are a greater fubjelt of
wonder, than a general revolution in Europe

would be now.

When we furvey the wretched condition of man
under the monarchical and hereditary fyftems of
Government, dragged from his home by one
power, or driven by another, and impoverithed
by taxes more than by enemies, it becomes evident
that thofe fyftems are bad, and that a general revo-
lution in the principle and conftrution of Govern-

ments is neceflary.

What is government more than the management
of the affairs of a Nation? It is not, and from its
nature cannot be, the property of any particular
man or family, but of the whole community, at
whole expence it is fupported; and though by
force or contrivance it has been ufurped into an
inheritance, the ufurpation cannot alter the right
of things. Sovereignty, as a matter of right,
appertains to the Nation only, and not to any
individual ; and a Nation has at all times an in-
herent indefeafible right to abolith any form of
Government it finds inconvenient, and eftablith
fuch as accords with its intereft, difpofition, and
happinefs. The romantic and barbarous diftinction
of men into Kings and fubjedls, though it may
fuit the condition of courtiers, cannot that of
citizens ; and is exploded by the principle upon

which Governments are now founded. Every
: citizen
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¢itizen is a member of the Sovereignty, and, as
fuch, can acknowledg= no perfonal fubjetion ; and
his obedience can be only to the laws,

‘When men think of what Government is, they
muft neceflarily fuppofe it to poflefs a knowledge
of all the objefts and matters upon which its
authority is to be exercifed. In this view of Go-

- vernment, the republican fyftem, as eftablithed by
- Americaand France, operates to embrace the whole

of a Nation; and the knowledge neceflary to the in-
tereft of all the parts, is to be found in the center,
which the parts by reprefentation form: But the
old Governments are on a conitruftion that ex-
cludes knowledge as well as happinefs ; Govern-
ment by Monks, who know nothing of the world
beyond the walls of a Convent, is as confiftent as
government by Kings.

What were formerly called Revolutions, were
little more thap a change of perfons, or an altera-
tion of local circumftances. They rofe and fell
like things of courfe, and had nothing in their
exiftence or their fate that could influence beyond
the fpot that produced them. But what we now
fee in the world, from the Revolutions of America
and France, are a renovation of the natural order
of things, a fyftem of principles as univerfal as
truth and the exiftence of man, «%d combining

~ moral with political happmefs and natioaal pro-

fperity.

© L. Men are born and always contiiue free, and

¢ equal in refpelt of their rights.  Civil diftinitions,

¢ therefore, can be founded only on public utility.
« IL. The
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© Y. The end of all political Wciaﬁam.f: the pre- -

¢ fervation of the natural and imprefcriptible vights

< of man; and thefe rights are liberty, propertys

¢ fecurity, and refifiance of ofpreffion.

¢ II. The Nation is cfentially the fource éf all So- ;‘

< wereignty; nor can ainy INDIVIDUAL, oF ANY
¢ gopy OF MEN, be cutitled to any autharity wbich

¢ js not exprefily derived from it

In thefe principles, there is nothing to throw a
Nation into confufion by inflaming ambition.
They are calculated to call forth wifdom and
abilitics, and to exercife them for the public good,
and not for the emrolument or aggrandizement of
particular defcriptions of men or families. Monar-

chical fovereignty, the enemy of mankind, and the.

fource of mifery, is abolithed; and fovereignty itfelf
is reftored to its natural and original place, the
Nation. Were this the cafe throughout Europe,
‘the caufe of wars would be taken away.

" It is attributed to Henry the Fourth of France,

a man of an enlarged and benevolent heart, that

he propofed, about the year 1610, 2 plan for
 abolifhing war in Europe. The plan confifted in
conftituting an European Congrefs, or as theFrench
‘Authors ftile it, a Pacific Republic; by appointing
delegates from the feveral Nations, who were to act

a5 2 Court of arbitration in any difputes that might

arife between nation and nation.

Had fuch a plan been adopted at the time it

~ras propofed, tlie taxes of England and France,

as two of the parties, would have been at leaft ten

millions fterling annually to each Nation lefs than
| ' a |  they
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fBey vere a¢ the commengement of the French
Revolution,
" Lo conceive a caufe why fuch a plan has not.
f&écéh adopted, (and that inftcad of 4 Congrels for
the purpofe of preventing war, it has been called
oy to terminate a war, after a fruitlefs expence of
feveral years), it will be neceffary to confider the
interelt of Governments as a diftin& intereft to that
of Nations. * . _
g ‘Whatever is the caufe of taxes to a Natiorn,
becomes alfo the means of revenue to a Govern-
ment, Every war terminates with an addition of °
taxes, and confequently with an dddition of
- xevenue; and in any event of war, in the manner
. ithey are now commenced and concluded, the power
:and intereft of Governments are increafed. War, -
. itherefore, fronf its produlivenefs, as. it eafily
~ «furnifhes the pretence of neceflity for taxes and
:appointments to places and offices, becomes a prin-
~cipal part of the fyftem of old Governients ; and
‘to eftablith any mode to abolith war, however
‘advantageous it might be to Nations, would be to
" gake from. fuch Government the moft lucrative of
its branches. The frivolous matters upon which
"war is made, fhew the difpofition and avidity of
~ Governments to uphold the fyftem of war, and -
betray the motives upon which they a&,
. Why are. not Republics plunged into war, but

- . becaufe the nature of - their Government does not
-+ admit of an intereft diftin& from that of the Nation?

" Even Holland, though an ill-conftructed Republic,
A and
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-« gnd manners.—Agriculture, commerce, manufac-
tures, and the tranquil arts, by which the profperity

_ of Nations is beft promoted, require a different
VT yflem of Government, and a different [pecies of
) knowledge to dire& its operations, than what

{_‘,é’ might have been required in the former condition

rar - of the world. |

. As it is not difficult to perceive, from the
enlightened ftate of mankind, that hereditary -
Governments -are verging to their decline, and
that Revolutions on the broad bafis of national
fovercignty, and Government by reprefentation,
are making their way in Europe, it would be an
alt of wildom to anticipate their approach, and
produce Revolutions by reafon and accommoda-
tion, rather than commit them to the ifue of con-
vulfions. ,

From" what we now fee, nothing of reform in
the political world ought to be held improbable.
It is anage of Revolutions, in which every tning
may be locked for. The intrigue of Courts, by
: which the fyftem of war is kept up, may provoke
| a confederation of Nations to abolifh it: and an
Yuropean Congrefs, to patronize the progrefs of
free Government, and promote. the civilization of
Nations with each othier, is.an event nearer in
probability, than once were the revolutions and
alliance of France and America. L

‘FINTIS






