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TO
GEORGE WASHINGTON,

PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

- 5§ I R,

f I PRESENT you a fmall Treatife in

. defence of thofe Principles of Freedom which-

your exemplary Virtue hath fo eminentiy con~

tributed to eftablith.—That the Rights of Man

may become as upiverfal as your Benevolence

- .can wifh, and that you may enjoy the Hap-

~pinefs of feeing the New World regenerate
the Old, is the Prayer of

81 VR,
Your much obliged, and
Obedient_humblé Servant,

‘ ’ THOMAS PAINE,







PREFAGCE
TO THE

ENGLISH EDITION

ROM the part Mr. Burke took in the

American Revolution, it was natural

that I thould confider him a friend to mankind;

- and as our acquaintance commenced on that -

ground, it would have been more agreeable

to me to have had caufe to continue in that
opinion, than to change it. .

At the time Mr. Burke made his violent
fpeech laft winter in the Englith Parliament
againft the French Revolution and the Na-
tional Affembly, I was in Paris, and had
written him, but a fhort time before, to in-
form him how profperoufly matters were
- going on. Soon after this, I faw his adver-
tifement of the Pamphlet heintended to pub-
lith: As the attack was to be made in a
language but little ftudied, and lefs underftood,
in France, and as every thing fuffers by
tranflation, I promifed fome of the friends
of the Revolution in that country, that when-
ever Mr, Burke’s Pamphlet came forth, I

- 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- -
fition on the reft of the world.

T am the more aftonifhed and difappointed
at this condu@ in Mr. Burke, as (from the
citcumftance I am going to mention), I had
formed other expectations. . .

I had feen enough of the miferies of war, to
with it might never more have exiftence in the
world, and that fome other mode might be found

- out to fettle the differences that fhould occa-

fionally arife in the neighbourhood of nations.
This certainly might be done if Courts were
difpofed to fet honeftly about it, or if coun-
tries were enlightened enough not to be made
the dupes of Courts. The people of America

~had been bred up in the fame prejudices

againft France, which at that time character-
ized the people of England ; but experience
and an acquaintance with the French Nation
have moft effectually thown to the Americans
the falfchcod of thofe prejudices; and I do
not believe that a more cordial and confiden-
tial intercourfe exifts between any two coun-

tries than between America and France. |
2 ' When
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~When I came to France in the Spring of
1787, the Archbithop of Thouloufe was then
Minifter, and at that time highly efteemed.
I became much acquainted with the private
Secretary of that Minifter, a man of an enlar-
ged benevolent heart ; and fouid, that his
fentiments and my own perfetly agreed -
with refpe& to the madnefs of war, and the
wretched impolicy of two nations, like Eng-
land 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 authorized to fay that the fame difpofition
prevailed on the part of France? He an-
fwered mie 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. .
1 put this letter into the hands of Mr. Burke

almoft three years ago, and left it with him,
where it fill remains; hoping, and at the
fame time naturally expeQing, from the opi-
nion
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nion I had conceived of him, that he would
find fome opportunity of making a good ufe
of it, for the purpofe 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
immediatcly began fowing the feeds of a new
inveteracy, as if he were afraid that England
and France would ccafe 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
fow difcord, and cultivate prejudices between
Nations, it becomes the more unpardonable.

With refpet to a paragraph in this Work
alluding to Mr. Burke’s having a penfion, the
report has been fome time in circulation, at
leaft two months; and as a perfon is often
the laft to hear what concerns him the moft
to know, I have mcentioned it, that Mr. Burke
may have an opportunity of contraditing the
rumour, if he thinks proper..

THOMAS PAINE,
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. ©e.

MONG the incivilities by which nations or
individuals provoke and irritate each other,
Mr. Burke’s pamphlet on the French Revolution
is an extraordinary inftance. 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 commence an unprovokcd attack upon
them, both in parliament and in public, is a con- .
duét that cannot be pardoned on the fcore 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 Nation and the
National Aflembly. Every thing which rancour,
prejudice, ignorance, or knowledge could fuggett,
are poured forth 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
to as many thoufands. When the tongue or the
pen
2
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pen is let loofe in a frenzy of paffion, it is the
man, and not the fubjeét, that becomes ex-
haufted. , ,

Hitherto Mr. Burke has been miftaken and
difappointed 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 impoffible to make Mr.,
Burke believe there would be any revolution in
France. His opinion then was, that the French
had neither fpirit to underrake it, nor fortitcude to
fupport it ; and now that there is one, he feeks
an efcape, by condemning it.

Not fufficiently content with abufing the Na-
tional Aflembly, 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 Political Divine proceeds dogmati-
¢ cally to affert, that, by the principles of the
¢ Revolution, the people of England have ac-
¢ quired three fundamental rights :

¢ 1. To choofe our own governors.

¢ 2. To cafthier them for mifconduét.

¢ 3. To frame a government for ourfelves.’
Dr,
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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
tn that defcription of perfons, but that it exifts in
the whole ; that it is a right refident in the nation.
—Mr. Burke, on the contrary, denies that fuch a
* right exifts in the nation, either in whole or in part,
or that it exifts any where 3 and, what is ftill more
ftrange and marvellous, he fays, ¢ that the people
¢ of England utterly difclaim fuch a right, and
¢ that they will refitt the pra&ical 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, isan entirely new fpecies of dif-
covery, and fuited to the paradoxical genius of
Mr. Burke. : ' o

The method which Mr. Burke takes to prove
that the people of England have no fuch rights,
and that fuch rights do not now exift in the nation,
either in whole or ini part, or any where at all, is
of the fame marvellous and monftrous kind with
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
right is dead alfo. To prove this, he quotes a
declaration made by parliament about a hundred
years ago, to William and Mary, in thefe words
¢« The Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Com-
‘¢ mons, do, in the name of the people aforefaid,
—(meaning the people of England then living)—
“ moft humbly and faithfully fubmit themfelves,
- ¢ their heirs and pofterities, for EvER.” He alfo

-, B " quotes
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quotes a claufe of another att of parliament made
in the fame reign, the terms of which, he fays,
« bind us—(meaning the people of that day)—
<« our Jeirs, and our pofcrity, to them, their beirs
¢ and poflerity, to the end of time.”

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 farther fays, ¢ that if the people of England
¢ poffeffed 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 Revolution, moft folemnly
¢ renounce and abdicate-it, for themfelves, and
¢ for all their poflerity, for ever.

As Mr, Burke occafionally applies the poifon
drawn from his horrid principles, not only to.
the Englith nation, but to the French Revolu-
tion and the National Affembly, and charges
that auguft, illuminated and illuminating body
of men with the epithet of ufurpers, 1 ihall Jans
ceremonie, place another fyftem of principles in
oppofition to his.

The Englifh Parliament of 1688 did a certain
thing, which, for themfelves and their confti-
tuents, they had a right to de, and which it ap-
peared right fhould be done: Bur, in addition to.
this nght, which they pofleffed by dclcgatlon,

. they:
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" they fet up another right by affumption, that of bind-
ing and controuling pofterity to the end of time.

The cafe, therefore, divides itfelf into two parts;

" the right which they poffefled by delegation, and
the right which they fet up by aflumption. The
firflt is admitted ; but, with refpect to the fecond,
I reply—

There never did, there never will, and thcre
never- can exift a parliament, or any defcription

of men, or any generation of men, in any coun-

try, peflefled of the right or the power of binding
and controuling pofterity to the ¢ end. of time,”
" or of commanding for ever how the world fhall
be governed, or who fhall govera it; and there-
fore, all fuch claufes, aéts or declarations, by
which the makers of them attempt to do what
they have neither the right nor 'the power to do,
mor the power to execute, are in themfelves null
and void.—Every age and generation muft be as
free to a& for itfelf, in all czg/é:, as the ages and
generations which prcccded 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 parliament or the people of
1688, or of any other period, had no more right
to difpofe 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 difpofe 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 ac-
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 direct-
ing who fhall be its governors, or how its govern-
ment fhall be organized, or how adminiftered.

I am not contending for nor againft any form
of government, nor for nor againft any party here
or elfewhere. That which a whole nation choofes
to do, it has a right to do. Mr. Burke fays, No.
Where then does the right exift? I am contend-
ing for the rights of the /iving, and againft their
being willed away, and controuled and contraéted
for, by the manufcript affumed authority of the
dead; and Mr. Burke is contending for the au- |
thority of the dead over the rights and freedom
of the living, There was a time when kings
difpofed of their crowns by will upon their death-
beds, and configned the people, like beafts of
the field, to whatever fucceffor they appointed.
This is now fo 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

. nature.

The laws of every country muft be analogous
to fome common principle. In England, no
parent or mafter, nor all the authority of par-

lxamcnt, omnipotent 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
cach other, as the utmoft ftretch of mortal imagi-
nation can conceive : What poffible obligation,
then, can exift between them; what rule or prin-
ciple can be laid down, that of two non-entities,
the one out of exiftence, and the other not in,
‘and who never can meet in this world, the one
fhould controul the other to the end of time ?

In England, it is faid thar money cannot be

.taken out of the pockets of the people without
their confent: But who authorized, or who cotld
authorize the parliament of st 88 to controul and -
take away the freedom of pofterity, (who were not
in exiftence to give or to withhold their confcnt,)
and limit and confine their right of ading in
certain cafes for ever {

A greater abfurdity cannot prefent itfelf to the
underftanding of man, than 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, madea law; and
that there does not now exift in the nation, nor
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
' 4 : new
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new one, and he has fhortened his journey te
Rome, by appealing to the power of this infal-
lible parllamcnt of former days; and he produces
what it has done, as of divine authority : for that
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 necelfary ic is at all times to watch
againlt the attempted encroachment of power,
and to prevent its running to excefs. It is fome-
what extraordinary, that the offence for which
James I1. was expelled, that of fetting up power
by affumption, fhould be re-afled, under another
fhape and form, by the parliament that expelled
him. It fhews, that the rights of man were but
imperfectly underftood at the Revolution ; for,
certain it is, that the right which that parliament
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 fet up over the parliament
and the nation, and for which he was expelled.
The only diffierence 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 muft be equally
null and void, and of no efixét.

. From
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From what, or from whence, does Mr. Burkc
prove the rnght of any human power to bind pof-
terity forever ? He has produced his claufes ; but
he muft produce alfo his proofs, that fuch a right
exifted, and fhew how it exited. If it ever exift-
ed, it muft 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 born. But
Mr. Burke has fet up a fort of political Adam, in

* whom all pofterity are bound for ever; he muft’
therefore prove that his Adam poffefled fuch a
power, or fuch a right. |

The weaker any cord is, the lefs will it bear to
be ftretched, and the worfe is the policy to ftretch
it, unlefs it is intended to break ic. Had any one
purpofed 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 cannot be
repealed, but becaufe it is not repealed; and the
non-repealing pafles for confent.

‘But Mr.Burke’s claufeshave not even this quali..
fication in their favour. They become null, by

: attempt=

A
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.

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 cannst have. Immortal power is not a
human right, and therefore cannot be a right of
parliament. The parliament of 1688 mightas well
have paffed an act to have authorized themfelves
to live for ever, as to make their authority live for .
ever. All therefore that can be faid of thofe claufes
is, that they areaformality of words, ofas muchim-
port, as if thofe who ufed them had addrefled a con-.
gratulation to themf{elves, and, in the oriental ftile
of antiquity, had faid, O Parliament, live for ever!
The circumftances of the world are continully
changing, and the opinions of men change alfo;
and as government 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 right and
found convenient in one age, may be thought
wrong and found inconvenient in another. In
fuch cafes, Who is to decide, the living, or the
dead ? - ,
As almoft one hundred pages of Mr. Burke’s
book are employed upon thefe claufes, it will con-
fequently follow, that if the claufes themfelves, fo -
far as they fet up an agffumed, ufurped dominion
over pofterity for ever, are unauthoritative, and in'
their nature null and void; that all his voluminous
inferences and declamation drawn therefrom, or
founded thereon, are null and void alfo: and on
this ground I reft the matter, '
‘ ' We
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- 'We now come more particularly to the affairs
of France. Mr. Burke’s book has the appear-
" dnce of being written as inftru&tion to the French
nation; but if I may permit myfelf the ufe of an
extravagant metaphor, fuited to the extravagance
of the cafe, It is darknefs attempting to illumis
nate light. , '
" ‘While I am writing this, there are accidentally
before me fome propofals for a declaration of rights
by the Marquis de la 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, threedays before the taking of the Ba.
fille;andI cannotbutre nark withaftonithmenthow
oppofite the fources are from which thatGentleman
and Mr. Burke draw their principless 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 thofe 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 citizen,
¢ and which take a'new force when they are fo-
¢¢ lemnly recognized by all:—For a nation to love
s 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
Mr. Burke labours! and how ineffe¢tual, though
gay with flowers, are all his declamation and his
arguments, compared with thefeclear, concife,and *
‘foul-animating fentiments! Few and fhort as they -
‘ C ' ©are,
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are, they lead on to a vatt 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 re-
fpedting his farewel addrefs to the Congrefs of
America in 1783, and which occurred frefh to
my mind when I faw Mr. Burke’s thundering at-
tack on the French Revolution.—M. de 1a 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 moft extraordinary that is to be found
in the hiftary 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
would exchange fuch a fcene for the woods and
wildernefles of America, and pafs the flowery years .
of youth in unprofitable danger and hardfhip! but
fuch is the fa&. When the war ended, and he was
on the point of taking his final departure, he pre-
fented himfelf to Congrefs, and contemplating, in
his affe&tionate farewel, the revolution he had feen,
expreffed himfelf in thefe words: May this great

& monument, raifed to Liberty, Jerve as a leffon to
« the oppreffor, and an example to the oppreffed I’
"__When this addrefs came to the hands of Dottoe
. Franklin, who was then in France, he applied to
Count Vergennes to have it inferted in the French

. Gazette, but never could obtain his confent. The
, fa
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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 2 mild and lawful Monarch, with
. ¢« more fury, outrage, and infult, than any people
“ has been known to rife againft the moft illegal
< ufurper, or the moft fanguinary tyrant.”—This
is one among a thoufand other inftances, in which
Mr. Burke thews 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. Thefe principles had not their
origin in him, burt 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, or not attempt it. That crifis
was then arrived, and there remained no choice but
. to a& with determined vigour, or not to a& atall,
Theking was known to be the friend of the nation,
and this circumftance was favourable to the enter-
- prife. Perhaps no man bred up in the ftile of an
: Cia - abfolute
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abfolute King, ever poffefled a heart fo little difpoe
fed to the exercife of that fpecies of power as the
prefent King of France, But the priaciples of the
government itfelf ftill remained the fame, The
Monarch and the Monarchy were diftin& and fe,
parate things ; and it was againft the eftablithed
defpotifm of the latter, and not againft the

fon or principles of the former, that the revolt
commcnced, and the revolution has been car-
ried.

Mr. Burke does not attend to the dnihnéhon
between men and principles; and therefore, he does.
not fee that a revolt may take place againft the def~
potifm of the latter, while there lies no charge of

defpotifm againft the former.

.~ The natural moderation of Louis XVI contri~
buted nothing to alter the hereditary defpotifm of
_the monarchy, = All the tyrannies of former
reigns, acted under that hereditary defpotifm, were
ftill liable to be revived in the hands of a fuc-
ceffor. It was not the refpite of a reign that
would. fatisfy France, enlightened as fhe was then
become. A cafual difcontinuance of the pradice
of defpotifm, is not a difcontinuance of its prin-
ciples ; the former depends on the virtue of the
individual who is in immediate poffeflion of the
power ; the latter, on the virtue and fortitude of
the nation. In the cafe of Charles I. and James II.
of England, the revolt was againft the perfonal
defpotifm of the men; whereas in France, it was
againft the hereditary defpotifm of the eftablifhed
govcmmcnt. But men who can confign over the
rights -
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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 too vaft for their views to explore, and pro-
- eeeds with a mightinefs of reafon they cannot keep
pace with,

But there are many points of view in which
this revolution may be confidered. When defpo-
tifm has eftablifhed icfelf 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 pradtice, and in faé. It has its ftandard
every-where. Every office and department has
its defpotifm, founded upon cuftom and ufage.

Every place has its Baftille, 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 ated by deputation,
This was the cafe in France; and againft thig
fpecies of defpotifm, proceeding on through an
endlefs labyrinth of office till the fource of it is
fcarcely perceptible, there is no mode of redrefs.
- Itftrengthens itfelf by affuming the appearance of
duty, and tyrannifes under the pretence of obey-
ing. _
When a man reflets on the condition which
France was in from the nature of her govern+
ment, he will fee other caufes for reveolt than thofe

~ which immediately conne@ themfelves with the

perfon or character of Louis XVI. There were,
‘ if

e
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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 asto be in a great meafure inde-
pendent of it. Between the monarchy, the par-
liament, and the church, there was a rivalfbip of
defpotifm ; befides the feudal defpotifm operating
locally, and the minifterial defpotifm operating
every-where. But Mr. Burke, by confidering the
King as the only poffible object of a revolt, fpeaks
as if France was a village, in which every thing
that paffed muft be known to its commanding
officer, and no oppreflion could be atted but
what he could immediately controul. Mr. Burke
might have been in the Battille 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 mer were as remote
. as tyranny and benevolence.

' 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 vi&im. But, in the inftance of France,
. W€ fee a revolution generated in the rational
contemplauon of the rights of man, and dif-
' tinguithing



RIGHTS OF MAN. 23

tinguithing from the beginning between perfons
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 her having a government, without
¢ enquiring what the nature of that.government
¢ was, or how it was adminiftered.” Is this the
language of a rational 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 all the go-
vernments in the world, while the vitims who
" fdffer under them, whether fold into flavery, or
tortufed 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
French Revolution. 1 now proceed to other
confiderations. '
Iknow 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; but 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 wifhes to eftablith, may be inferréd from
" what he abufes, it is in his paradoxes that we
mu(t look for his arguments, ’
' - As
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As to the tragic paintings by whick Mr. Burke
has outraged his own imagination, and fecks to
work upon that of his readers, they are very well
calculated for theatrical reprefentation, where
falls are manufaltured for the fake of fhow, and
accommodated to produce, through the weaknefs
of fympathy, a weeping effe®. But Mr. Burke
thould recolle that he is writing Hiftory, and not
Plays ; and that his readers will expect truth, and
not the fpouting rant of high-toned exclamation.

When we fee a man dramatically lamenting in
a publication intended to be believed, that, ¢ The
¢ age of chivalry is gone ! that The glory of Eurape
¢ is extinguifbed for ever! that The unbought grace
¢ of life (if any one knows what it is), the cheap
¢ defence of nations, the nurfe of manly fentiment and
¢ beroic enterprize, is gone!” and all this becaufe
the Quixot age of chivalry nonfenfe is gone,
What opinion can we form of his judgment, or
what regard can we pay to his fa&ts ? In the rhap-
fody of his imagination, he has difcovered a world
of wind-mills, and his forrows are, that there are
no Quixots 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 Order, may continue his
parody to the end, and finith with exclaiming,
¢ Othelld’s occupation’s gone!”

Notwithftanding Mr. Burke’s horrid paintings,
when the French Revolution is compared with the
revolutions of other countries, the aftonifhment
will be, thatitismarked with fofew facrifices; butthis

T aftonifh-
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aftonithment will ceafe when we refle® that
principles, and not perfons, were the¢ meditated
objeéts of deftru&tion. The mind. of, the nation
was acted upon by a higher ftimulus than what
the confideration of perfons could in{pire, and
fought a higher conqueft than could be produced
by the downfal of an enemy. Among the few
who fell, there do not appzar 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, ¢old-blooded,
unabated revenge which purfued the unfortunate
Scotch in the affair of 1745.

Through the whole of Mr. Burke’s book I
do not obferve that the Battille is mentioned more
than once, and that with a kind of implication
as if he were forry it was pulled down, and withed
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, two other 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 obfcure
qucttion, and afks—¢ Will any minifters who now ferve fuch aking,
with but a decent appearance of refpe&, cordially obey the orders of
thofe whom bat the other day, in bis name, they had committed to
the Battille 2™ In the other, the taking it is mentioned as implying
criminality in the French guards who aflited in demolifhing it
¢¢ They have not (fays he) forgét the taking the king’s caftles at
Paris.’ "——This is Mr. Burke, who pretends to write on conl'tmn
tiona) freedom. . }

D _ whom
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whom Newgate is rather a bedlam than a prifon,
it is unworthy a rational confideration. It was a
madiman that libelled — and that is fufficient
apology ; and it afforded an opportunity for con-
fining him, which was the thing that was wifhed
for: But certain it is that Mr. Burke, who daes
not call himfelf a madman, (whatever other people
maydo), has libelled, inthemoft unprovoked man-
ner, and in the groffet ftile of the moft vulgar
abufe,the wholgreprefentative 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 Popc, and the Batftille, are pulled
down,

Not one glance of compaffion, not one commi-
ferating reflection, 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 painful to be-
hold a mdn employing his talents to corrupt him-
felf. Nature has been kinder to Mr. Burke than
he is to her. He is not affe&ted 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 himfelf, he degenerates
~ into a compolition of art, and the genuine foul of
mature forfakes him. His hero or his heroine muft

‘ be
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be a tragedy-viQim expiring in fhow, and not the
real prifoner of milery, fliding into death in the
" filence of a dungeon. )
" As Mr. Burke lias paffed over the whole tranfac-
tionof the Baftille (and his filence is nothing in his
favour), and has entertained his readers withreflec-
‘tions on fuppofed 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 fhew, 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 piture to itfelf a more
tremendous fcene than what the city of Paris exhi-
bited at the time of taking the Baftille, and for two
"days before and after, nor conceive the poffibility
of its quieting fo foon. Acta diftance, this tranfac-
tion has appeared only as an act of heroifm, ftand-
ing on itfelf; andtheclofe political connectionit had
. with the Revolution is loft in the brilliancy of the
atchievement. But we are to conflider it as the
ftrength of the parties, brought man to man, and
contending for the iffue. The Baftille was to be
cither the prize or the prifon of .the affailants.
. The downfal of it included the idea of the down-
fal of Defpotifin ; and this compounded image was
become as figuratively united as Bunyan’s Doubt-
ing. Caftle and Giant Defpair. .

The National Aflembly, before and at thetimeof
takmg the Battille, was fitting at Verfailles, twelve
miles diftant from Paris. About a week before the

s D2 : rifing
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rifing of the Parifians, and their taking the Baftille,
it was difcovered that a plot was formmo at the
head of which was the Count d’Artois, lh(‘: King’s

“ youngeltbrother, for demolifhing the National Af-
fembly,feizing its members, and thereby cruthing,
by a coup de main, all hopes and profpects of form-
ing afrec government. For the fake of humanity,
as well as of freedom it is well this plan did not
fucceed. Examples are not wanting to fhew how
dreadfully vindi&ive and cruel are all old govern-
ments, when they are fuccefsful againft what they
call arevolt. '

‘This plan muft have been fome time in con-
templation; becaufe, in order to carry it into exe-
cution, it was neceflary to collet a large military
force round Paris, and to cut off the communica-
tion between that city and the National Affembly
at Verfailles.. The troops deftined for :hisfervice
were chiefly. the foreign troops in the pay of
France, and who, for this particular purpofe, were
drawn from the diftant provinces where they were
then ftationed. 'When they were colleéted, to the

" amount of betweentwenty-fiveand thirty thoufand,
it was judged time to put the plan in exccution,
Theminiftry who were thenin office, and who were
friendly to the Revolution, wereinftaptly difmiff=d,
and a new miniftry formed of thofe who had con-
certed the project ;—among whom was Count de
Broglio, and tohis fhare was given the command of
thofe troops, The charaler of this man, as de=
fcribed to me in a letter which I communicated to
Mr. Burke befare hc began to write his book, and

from
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from an authority which Mr. Burke well knows -
was good, was that of ¢ an high-flying ariftocrat,
<¢ cool, and capable of every mifchief.”

. While thefe matters were agitatin 2, the National
Affembly ftood in the moft perilous and critical
fituation that a body of men can be fuppofed to ack
in. They were the devoted victims, 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 ot com-
mand, to feize their perfons, as had been done the
vear before to the parliament of Paris. Had the
National Aff-mbly deferted their truft, or had they
exhibited figns of weaknefs or fear, their enemies
had been encouraged, and the country depreffed.
When the fituation they ftood in, the caufe they
were engaged in, and the crifis then ready to burft
{whichwasto 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, orcorrup:ed by dependance,
can avoid interefting itfelf in their fuccefs.

The archbifhop of Vienne was at thjs time pre-
fident of the National Affembly; 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 greater fortitude, was neceflary ; and
the National Afembly chofe under the form of
a vice-prefident, (for the prefidency ftill refided
in the archbithop) M. de la Fayette; 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 11.) that a declaration of
rights was brought forward by M. de la Fayette,
and is the fame which is alluded to in page 17.
It was haltily drawn up, and makes only a part of
a more extenflive declaration of rights, agreed
upon and adopted afterwards by the National Af-
fembly, The particular reafon for bringing it
forward at this moment, (M. de la Fayctte has
fince informed me) was, that if the National Af=
fembly fhould fall in the threatened deftruttion
that then furrounded it, fome traces of its princi-
ples might have the chanceof furviving the wreck.

Every thing now was drawing to a crifis. The
event was to be freedom or flavery. On one fide, an
army of nearly thirty thoufand men ; on the other,
an unarmed body of citizens: for the citizens of
Paris, on whom the National Afflembly muft then
immediately depend, were as unarmed and as un.
difciplined as the citizens of London are now.—
The French guards had given ftrong 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 in the intereft of Broglio.

Matters being now ripe for execution, the new
miniftry made their appearance in office. The
reader will carry in his mind, that the Baftille was
taken the 14th of July: the point of time 1 am
now fpeaking to, is the 12th. Immediately on
the news of the change of miniftry reaching Paris,
in the afternoon, all the play-houfes and places of

entertain-

3
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entertainment, (hops and houfes, were fhut 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 conne&s 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 refpeét to old age, and the'in-
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 ! te

arms! fpread itfelf in 2 moment over the ciry.
Arms they had none, nor fcarcely any who knew
the ufe of them : but Cefperate 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
colleted for building the new bridge, and
with thefe the people attacked the cavalry.. A
party of the French guards, upon ‘hearing the
firing, rufhed 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,
confifting of many Rtories, from which great annoy-
ance might be given, fecured them againft no&ur-
 nal enterprifes ; and the night was fpent in provid-
ing themfelves with every fort of weapon they
could make or procure : Guns, {words, black-
fmiths hammers, carpenters axes, iron crows,
pikes,
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pikes, halberts, pitchforks, fpits, clubs, &c. &c

~ The incredible numbers in which they affem-

bled the next morning, and the ftill more
incredible refolution they exhibited, embarraffcd
and aftonilhed their enemies, Little did the new
miniltry expect fuch a fulute. Accuftomed to
flavery cthemfelves, they had no idea that Li-
berty was capable of fuch iiapiration, or that a
body of .unarmed citizens would dare to face the
military force of thirty thoufand men. Every
moment of this day was employed in coileting
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 farther advances this
day, and the fucceeding night pafled with as much
tranquillity as fuch a fcene could poffibly admit.
But defence only was not the obje& of the ci-
tizens. They had a caufeac ftake, on which de-
pended their freedom or their flavery. They
every moment expefled an attack, or to hear of
one made on the National Aflembly; and in fuch
a firuation, the moft prompt meafures are fome-
times the bet. The objet that now prefented it-
felf was the Batftille; and the eclat of carrying
fuch a fortrefs in the face of fuch an army, could

‘not fail to ftrike a terror into the new miniftry, who

had fcarcely yet had time to meet. By fome inter-
cepted: correfpondence this morning, it was difco-

~vered, thatthe Mayor of Paris, M. Deflleffelless

who appeared to be in theinterelt of the citizens,
was bctraymo them; and from this difcovery, there
remained
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rémainéd no doubt that Broglio would reinforce
the Baftille the enfuing evening. It was therefore

neceflary to attack it that day; but before this. -

could be dohe; it was firft neceffary to procure a
better fupply of arms than they were then poffef-
fed of. : .
There was adjoining to the city a large maga-
zine of arms depofited at the Hofpiral 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.
Thus fupplied, they marched to attack the Baf-

tille; a vaft mixed multitude of all ages, and of .

all degrees, and armed with all forts of weapons.
Imagination would fail in defcribing to itfelf the
appearance of fuch a proceffion, and of the anxie-
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 citizens were doing
was unknown to the miniftry ; and what move-
ments Broglio might make for the fupport or relief
of the place, were to the citizens equally as un-
known. All was myftery and hazard.

That the Baftille was attacked with an enthufi-
afm of heroifm, 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 poflfefed of. I am not undertaking a detail
of the attack ; but bringing into view the confpi-
racy againft the nation which provoked it, and
which fell with the Baftille. The prifon to which

E the .
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the new miniftry were dooming the National Af-
fembly, in addition to its being the high altar and
* caftle of defpotifm, became the proper abje& to
begin with. This enterprife broke up the new
mmlﬁry, 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 about 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
all the circumftances that might throw it in his
way. The exiles who have fled from France,
whofe cafe he fo much interefts himfelf in, and
from whom he has had his leffon, fled in confe-
quence of the mifcarriage of this plot. No
plot ‘was formed againft them: they were
plotting againft others; and thofe who fell, met,
not unjuftly, the punifhment they were preparing
to execute. But will Mr. Burke fay, thatif this
plot, contrived with the fubtilty of an ambufcade,
had fucceeded, the fuccefsful party would have
reftrained their wrath fo foon ? Let the hiftory of
all old governments anfwer the queftion.
- 'Whom has the National Affembly brought to
the fcaffold ? None. They were themfelves the
devated victims of this plot, and they have not re-
taliated; why then are they charged with revenge
they havenot ated ? In the tremendous breaking
forth of a whole people, in which all degrees,
tempers and charaters are confounded, and de-
livering thcmfclvcs, by a miracle of exertion,
from
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from the deftru@ion meditated againft them, is it
‘to be expe@ed that nothing will'happen? When
men are fore with the fenfe of oppreflions, and
menaced with the profpe 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 volume of
outrage, not apologized for by the impulfe of a
moment, but cherithed through a fpace of ten
months ; yet Mr, Burke had no provocation—no
life, no intereft at ftake.

More of the citizens fell in this ftrugglé than of
their opponents : but four or five perfons were
feized by the populace, and inftantly put to death;
the Governor of the Batftille, and the Mayor of
Paris, who was detected in the act of betraying
them ; and afterwards Foulon, one of the new mi-
niftry, and Berthier his fon-in-law, who had accep-
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 punifhment
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 retaliate the punifhments they have
been accuftomed to behold, The heads ftuck
upon fpikes, which remairfed for years upon
Temple-bar, differed nothmo in the horror of
the fcene from thofe carried about upon fpikes -
at Paris: yet this was done by the Englith go-
, Ea vernment,
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vernment. It 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 :
it either tortures their fcclmgs, or hardens their
hearts ; and in either cafe, ‘it inftructs them how
to punith when power falls into their hands.

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 hanging, draw-
#ng, and quartering ; 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- ’
nifhments were not lefs barbarous. Who does
not remember the execution of Damien, torn to
pieces by horfes? Theeffect of thofe cruel fpecta-
cles exhibited to the populace, is to deftroy ten-
dernefs, or excite revenge; and by the bafe and
falfe idea of governing men by terror, inftead of
reafon, they become precedents. It is over the
loweft clafs of mankind that government by terror-
Is intended to operate, and it is on them that it
operates to the worft effe@t. They have fenfe
enough to feel they are the objeéts aimed at; and
they infli& in their turn the examples of terror
they have been inftructed to praétife.

There is in all European countries, a large
clafs of people of that defcription which in Eng-
land is called the ¢ mob.”” Of this clafs were
thofe who committed the burnings and devafta-
tions in London in 1780, and of this clafs were
thofe who carried the heads 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 Cabinet, that they (the
Nadtional Affembly) would hold the miniftry, of
which Foulon was one, refponfible for the mea.
fures they were advifing and purfuing; but the
mob, incenfed at the appearance of Foulon and
Berthier, tore them from their condu&ors before
they were carried to the Hotel de Ville, and exe-
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,
or thofe in Ireland on all his countrymen.

But every thing we fee or hear offenfive to our
feelings, and derogatory to the human charater,
fhould lead to other reflettions 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 numerousin all old
countries ? The inftant we afk ourfelves this
queftion, refletion feels an anfwer. They arife,
as an unavoidable confequence, out of the ill
conftruction of all old governments in Europe,
England included with the reft. Itis 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 mankind 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 inftruéted how to reverence it.

I give to Mr. Burke all his theatrical exagge-
rations for falts, 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 neceffi-
ty of the French Revolution, as much as any one
thing he could have afferted. Thefe outrages
were not the effet 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.

It is to the 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 pains
‘taken to inftru& and enlighten mankind, and to
make them fee that their intereft confifted 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 Vcrfanllcs,

Oc&tober the 5th and 6th.
. I cannot
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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 faéts, diftorting others,
and making the whole machinery bend to pro-
ducea ftage effect. Of this kind is his account
of the expedition to Verfailles. He begins this
account by omitting the only faéts which as
caufes are known to be true ; every thing beyond

“thefe is conjetture even in Paris : and he then
works up a tale accommodatcd to his own paffions
and pl'C]lelCCS. :

It is to be obferved throughout Mr. Burke’s
book, that he never fpeaks Jf plots again? 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, If

the crimes of men were exhibited with <¢heir -

fufferings, ftage effe would fometimes be
loft, and the audience would be inclined to ap-

prove where it was mtcnded 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-

radters of men are forming, as is always the cafe
‘in revolutions, there is a recxprocal fufpicion, and
I ~a dif-
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a difpofition to mifinterpret each other; and even
parties diretly oppofite in principle, will fomes
times concur in puthing forward the fame move-
ment with very different views, and with the hopes
of its producing very different confequences. A

_ great deal of this may be difcovered in this em-

barraffed affair, and yet the iffue of the whole wag
what nobody had in view.

The only things certainly known, are, that con-
fiderable uneafinefs was at this time excited at

- Paris, by the delay of the King in not fan&ioning |

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 erected. The
kindeft, and perhaps the faireft conje&ture upon
this matter is, that fome of the minifters intended
to make remarks and obfervations upon certain
parts of them, before they were finally fantioned
and fent to the provinces; but be this as it may,
the enemies of the revalution derived hope from
the delay, and the friends of thc revolutlon, un-
cafinefs.

During this ftate of fufpenfe, the Garde du
Corps, which was compofed, as fuch regiments
generally are, of perfons much connected with the
Court, gave an entertainment at Verfailles (O¢t. 1,)
to fome foreign regiments then arrived ; and when
the entertainment was at tne height, on a fignal
given, the Garde du Corps tore the national cockade
from their hats, trampled it under foot, and re-.

placcd
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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 expeét 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 refplte, and troubled mclancho]y re-
¢ pofe.” This is neitherthe fober ftile of hif-
tory, nor the intention of it. Itleaves every thing
to be gueffed at, and miftaken. One would at
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 Corps out” of fight, Mr. Burke has
afforded himfelf the dramatic licence of putting
the King and Queen in their places, as if the ob-
ject of the expedition was againft them.—But, to
return to my account—

This conduét of the Garde du Corps, as mighe
well be expected, 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 to call the Garde du Corps to an account.
There was certainly nothing of the cowardice of

aflaffination in marching in the face of day to de-
- r. mand

~
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mand fatisfattion, if fuch a phrafe may be ufed,
of a body of armed men who had voluntarily given
defiance.  But the circumftance which ferves to
throw this affair into embarraflinent is, that the
enemies of the revolution appear to have encoura-
ged it, as well as its friends. The one hoped to
- preventa civil war by checking it in time, and the
other to make one. The hopes of thofe oppofed to
the revolution, refted in making the King of their
party, and getting him from Verfailles to Metz,
where they expeted to collect a force, and fet up -
a ftandard. We have therefore two different ob-
je@s prefenting themfelves at the fame time, and
to be accomplithed by the fame means: the one, to
chaftife the Garde du Corps, which was the object
of the Parifians; the other, to render the confu-
fion of fuch a fcene an inducement to the King to
fet off for Metz. '
On the §th of O&ober, a very numerous body
of women, and men in the difguife of women,
colleted iound the Hotel de Ville or town-hall
at Paris, and fetoff for Verfailles. Their profeffed -
obje&t was the Garde du Corps ; but prudent men
readily recollet that mifchief 1s more eafily begun
than ended ; and this impreffed itlelf with the more
force, from the fufpicions already ftated, and the
irregularity of fuch a cavalcade. As foon there-
fore as a fufficient force could be collelted, M. de
la Fayette, by orders from the civil authority of
Paris, fct off after them at the head of twenty
thoufand of the Paris militia. The revoluticn
could derive no benefit from confufion, and its
2 oppofers
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oppofers might. By an amiable and fpirited man-
ner of addrefs, he had hitherto been fortunate in
calming difquietudes, 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 neceffity 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
purpofe of peace and protection, 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 conlifted 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 Affembly, and figned
the Declaration of the Rights of Man, and fuch other
parts of the conftitution as were in readinefs.

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

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

de la Fayette, with whom I have lived in habits of friendfhip for
fourteen years,

F 2 ‘ con=

~
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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 fellow-citizens of Paris. Thofe who could
hot be accommodated in this manner, remained
in the ftreets, or took up their quarters in the
churches ; and at two o’clock the King and Queen

retired.
In this ftate matters paffed till the break of day,

when a frefh difturbance arofe from the cenfurable
conduét of fome of both parties, for fuch charac-
ters thers will be in all fuch fcenes.  One of the
Garde du Corps appeared at one of the windows
of the palace, and the people who had remained -
during the night in the ftreets accofted him with
reviling and provocative language. Inftead of
retiring, as in fuch a cafe prudence would have -
di®ated, he prefented his mufket, fired, and kil-
led one of the Paris militia. The peace being
" 'thus broken, the people rufhed into the palace in
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
1o the apartments of the King. On this tumult,
-not the Queen only, as Mr. Burke has reprefented
it, but every perfon in the palace, was awakened
and alarmed; and M. de la Fayette had a fecond
“time to interpofe between the parties, the event
of which was, that the Garde du Corps put on the
national cockade, and the matter ended as by

eblivion, 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 atting, 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-
quillity reftored, ageneralacclamation broke forth,
of Le Roi & Paris—Le Roi & Paris—The King to
Paris. It was the thout of peace, and immediately
accepted on the part of the King. By this mea-
fure, all future projeés of trapanning the King to
Metz, and fetting up the ftandard of oppofition

tothe conftitution, were prevented, and the fufpi-

- cions extinguithed. The King and his family
reached Pans in the evening, and were congra-
tulated on their arrival by Mr. Bailley the Mayor
.of Paris, in the name of the citizens. Mr. Buike,
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 appearance
of danger and mifchief, and the day on which it
: .termmatcd without the mifchiefs that thrcatcned

and that it is to this peaceful termination that
- M. Bailley alludes, and to the arrival of the King
at Paris. Not lefs than three hundred thoufand
perfons arranged themfelves in the proceffion from
Verfailles'to Paris, and not an a@ of moleftation

was committed during the whole march,
V 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 connection with
any part of the tranfaction, and is totally foreign
to every circumftance of it. The bifhops had
never been iniroduced before into any fcene of
Mr. Burke’s drama; Why then are they, all at
once, and altogether, tout @ coup et tous enfemble,
inrroduced now? Mr. Burke brings forward his
bithops and his lanthorn like figures in a magic
lanthorn, and raifes his fcenes by contralt inftead
of connettion. Butit ferves to fhew, with the
reft of his book, what little credit ought to be
given, where even probability is fet 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
expedition to Verfailles®.

] have now to follow Mr. Burke through a path-
lefs wildcrnefs of rhapfodics, and a fort of defcant
upon governments, 1n which he afferts whatever
he pleafes, on the prefumption of its being be-

* An account of the expedition to Verfailles may be feen in No.
13. of the Rewolution de Paris, comaining the events from the 3d to
the 10th of O¢tober 1789,

lieved,



\

RIGHTS OF MAN. - 47

lieved, without oﬁenng cnther evidence or. rea.
fons for fo doing.

Before any thing can be reafoned ' upon 'to a
concluﬁon, certa:n falts, principles, or data, to
reafon from, muft be eftablithed, admirtted, or de-
nied. Mr. Burke, with his ufual outrage, abufes
the Declaration of the Rights of Man, publifhed by
the National Affembly of France as the bafis on
which the conftitution of France is built. This he

- calls ¢¢ paltry and blurred fheets 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, refpeting 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 direét contrary opinion and
practice prevailing; and if antiquity is to be au-
thority, a thoufand fuch authorities may be pro-
duced, fucceflively contraditing each other : But
if we proceed on, we fhall at Jalt come out rwht
we fhall come to the time when man came from

. the
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the hand of his Maker, What was he then? Man.
Man was his high and cnly title, and a higher
cannot be given him, But of titles I fhall fpeak
hereafter.

We are 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 this, it is no farther any concern of ours than .
to make a proper ufe of the errors or the improve-
ments which the hiftory of it prefents. Thofe who
lived a hundred or a thoufand years ago, were then
moderns, as we are now. They had their ancients,
and thofe ancients had others, and we alfo fhall be
ancients in our turn. If the mere name of anti-
quity is to govern in the affairs of life, the people
who are to live an hundred or a thoufand years
hence, may as well take us for a precedent, as we
make a precedent of thofe who lived an hundred
or a thoufand years ago. The faét is, that por-
tions of antiquity, by proving every thing, eftablith

o nothing. It is authority againft authority all the

way, till we come to the divine origin of the rights.
of man at the creation. Here our enquiries find
arefting-place, and our reafon finds a home. If a
difpute about the rights of man had arifen at the
diftance of an hundred years.from the creation, it
is to this fource of authority they muft have re~
ferred, and it is to the fame fource of authority
that we muft now refer.

Though I mean not to touch upon any fectarian
principle of religion, yet it may be worth obferv-

ing, that the gencalogy of Chrift is traced to Adam.
: Why




RIGHTS OF MAN. 49

Why then not trace the rights of man to the erea-.
“tion of man? - I will anfwer the queftion.. Be-
" caufe there have been upftart governments,
thrufting themfelves between, and prefumptuoufly
working to un-make man.

Ifany generation of men ever poffeffed the right
of dictating the mode by which the world thould
be governed for ever, it was the firft generanon
that exifted; and ‘if that generation did it not,
no fucceeding generation can fhew any authority
for doing it, nor canfetany up. The illuminating
and divine principle of the equal rights of man,
(for it has its origin from the Maker of man) re-
lates, notonly to the living individuals, but to ge-
" nerations of men fucceeding each other. Every
generation 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-
porary. -~

Every hiftory of the creation, and every tradi-
tionary account, whether from the lettered of un«
lettered world, however they may vary in their
opinion or belief of certain particulars, all agree
in eftablithing one point, the unity of man; by
which I mean, that men are all of one degree, and
confequently that all men are born equal, and wich
equal natural right, in the fame manner as if po-
fterity had been continued by creation inftead of
generation, the latter being only the mode by which
the former is carried forward and confequently,
every child born into the world muft be confidered
as deriving its exiftence from God. The world is.

‘ G © o as
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as new to him as it was to the firft man that ex-
ilted, 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 expreflions 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 diftin&tion of
fexes is pointed out,-but no other diftin&ion is
even implied. If this be not divine authority, it
is at leaft hiftorical authority, and fhews that the
equality of man, fo far from being a modern doc-
trine, is the oldeft upon record.

It is alfo to be obferved, that all the religions
known in the world are founded, fo far as they
relate to man, on the unity of man, as being all of
one degree. Whether in heaven or in hell, or in
whatever 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 to flide into this principle, by making de-
grees to confift in crimes, and not in perfons.

It is one of the greateft of all truths, and of the
higheft advantage to cultivate. By confidering
man in this light, and by inftru&ting him to confi-
der himfelf in this light, it places him in a clofe
conneion 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 fafthionable phrafc, his birth and family, that

he
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he becomesdiffolute. It is not among the leaft of
the evils of the prefent exifting governments in
all parts of Europe, that man, confidered as man,
" 1s thrown back to a vaft diftance from his Maker,
and the artificial chafm filled up by a fucceffion of
barriers, or fortof turnpike gates, through which
he has to pafs. I will quote Mr. Burke’s caralogue
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 awwe
¢« to kings—with affe¢tion to patliaments—with
« duty to magiftrates—with reverence to priefts,
¢ and 'with refpet to nobility.” Mr. Burke has
forgotten to put in ¢ chivalry.” He has alfo for-
gotten to put in Peter.

The duty of man is not a wilderaefs of turnpike
gates, through which he is to pafs by tickets from
one to the other. It is plain and fimple, and con-
filts but of two points. His duty to God, which
every man muft feel; and with refpect to his
neighbour, to do as he would be done by, If
thofe to whom power is delegated do well, they
will be refpeéted; if nort, thcy will be dcfprcd
and with regard to thofc to whom no power is de-
legated, but who aflume ir, the rational world |
can know nothing of them.

Hitherto we have fpoken only (and that but in
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 wor/e than he
was bcforc, nor to have fewer rights than he had
G2 before,
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before, but to have thofe rights better fecured.
His natural rights are the foundation of all his
~ civil rights. Butin order to purf{ue this ditin&tion
with more precifion, it will be neceffary to mark
the different qualities of natural and civil rights.

A few words will explain this. Natural rights
are thofe which appertain to man in right of his
exiftence. Of this kind are all the intelletual
rights, or rights of the mind, and alfo all thofe
rights of acting as an individual for his own com-
fort and happinefs, which are not injurious to the
natural rights of others. Civil rights are thole
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 -

“individual; but to the enjoyment of which his
individual power is not, in all cafes, fufficiently
competent. Of this kind are all thofe which relate
to fecurity and proteétion. '

From this fhort review, it will be eafy to diftin-
guith between that clafs of natural rights which
man retains after entering into fociety, and thofe
which he throws into the common ftock as 2 mem-
ber of fociety.

The natural rights which he retains, are all thofe
in which the power to execute is as perfet in the
individual as the right itfelf. Among this clafs,
as is before mcnuoned, are all the intelletual
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 nght is perfet in the individual, the

power
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power to execute them is defe&tive, They an-'

fwer not his purpofe. A man, by natural right,
has a right to judge in his own caufe; and {o 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 2 He therefore de-
pofits this right in the common ftock of fociety,
- and takes the arm of fociety, of which he is a part,
in preference and in addition to his own. Society
grants him nothing. Every man is a proprietor
in fociety, and draws on the capital as a matter of
tight. . :

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

Firft, Thatevery civil right grows out of a na-
tural right; or, in other words, is a natural right
exchanged.

Secondly, That civil power, properly confidered
as fuch, is made up of the aggregate of that clafs
of the natural rights of man, which becomes de-
fe&tive in the individual in point of power, and an-

{wers nothispurpofe; butwhencolleted to a focus,

becomes competent to the purpofe of every one.
Thirdly, That the power produced from the ag-
gregate of natural rights, imperfect in power inthe
individual, cannot be applied to invade the natu-
ral rights which are rerained in the individual,
and in - which the power to execute is as per-
fect as the right itfelf,
We have now, in a few words, traced man from
a natural individual to a member of fociety, and
fhewn, or endeavoured to thew, the quality of the
- : . * natural
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natural rights retained, and of thofe which are ex-
changed for civil rights. Let us now apply thefe
principles to governments.

In cafting our eyes over the world, it is ex-
tremely eafy to diftinguifh the governments whjch
have arifen out of fociety, or out of the focial com-
pa&, 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 frem 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 firft was a government of pricftcraft, 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
lafted 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 eftablithed,
lait as long as the power to fupport them lafts ;
but that they might avail themfclves of every

engine in their favour, they united fraud to force,
3 and
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and fet up an idol which they called Divine Right,
and which, .in imitation of the Pope, who affeéts
to be [piritual and temporal, and in contradi&tion
to the Founder of the Chriftian religion, twifted
itfelf afterwards into an idol of another 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 mulutude
worfhipped the invention.

When I contemplate the natural dignity 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 chara&er, I become irritated at the
attempt to govern mankind by force and fraud, as
if they were all knaves and fools, and can fcarcely
avoid difguft at thofe who are thus impofed upon.

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

It has been thought a confiderable advance to-
wardseftablithing the principles of Freedom, to fay,
that government is a compatt between thofe who
govern and thofe who are governed: but this can-
not be true, becaufe it is putting the effect 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 fa& therefore muft be,
- that the individuals themfelves, each in his own
perfonal and fovereign right, entered into a compact
with each other to produce a government : and this

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

To poffefs ourfelves of a clear idea of what go-
vernment is, or ought tobe, we muft trace it to
its origin. In doing this, we thall eafily difcover
that governments muit have arifen, either out of the
people, or over the people.  Mr. Burke has made
no diftintion. 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 comparifon between
the conftitutions of England and France. As he
thus renders it a fubjet of controverfy by throwing
the gauntlet, I take him up on his own ground.
It is in high challenges that high truths have the
right of appearing; and I accept it with the mere
readinefs, becaufe it affords me, at the fame time,
an opportunity of purfuing the fubjeét with refpect
to governments arifing out of fociety. ,

But it will be firlt neceffary to define what is
meant by a conflitution.  Itis not fufficient that we
adopt the word ; we mutt fix alfo a ftandard figni-
fication to it.

A conttitution is not a thing in name only, but
in fa&. It has not an ideal, but a real exiftence;
and wherever it cannot be produced in a vifible
form, thereis none. A conftitution is a thing an-
tecedent to a government, and a government is only
- the creature of a conftitution. The conftitution
of a country is hot the act of its government, but

of the prople conftituting a government, . It is the
‘ bedy
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body of elements, to which you can fefer, and
quote article by article ; and which contains the
principles on which the government fhall be efta-
blithed, thé manner in which it fhall be organized,
the powers it fhall have; the mode of ele&ions, the
duration of parliaments, or by what other name
fuch bodies may be called ; the powers which the
executive part of the government fhall have; and,
in fine, every thing that relates to the compleat or-
ganization of a civil government,and the principles
on which it fhall a&, and by which it fhall be
bound. A conftitution; therefore, is to a govern-
‘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 4&s.in conformity to the laws
. made: and the government is in like manner go-
verned by the conftitution. :

Can then Mr. Burke produce the Englith Con-

ftitation ? If he cannot, 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 peoplc have yet
a conftitution to form.
Mr.Burke will not,I prefume, deny thc poﬁnon
I have already advanced; namely, that govern~
ments arife, either out of the. pc0ple, or gver the
people.- 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 Conquerog, the country has never yet
regenerated itfelf, and is therefore without z
conftitution. )

I readily perceive 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 fubjet,
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 onr
his fide ; but the weakeft, if they were not: and
his declining to take it; is either a .fign that he
could not poffefs it, or could not maintain it.

- . Mr. Burke faid in a fpeech laft winter in
' parliament,‘ That when the National Affembly
firft met in three Orders, (the Tiers Etats, the
Clergy, and the Noblefie), France had then a
good conftitution,  This fhews, among aume-
rous other inftances, that Mr. Burke does not
underftand what a conftitution is. The perfons
fo met, were not a conffitution, but a cdnwnmn, ta
make a conftitution.

The prefent National Affembly of Francc isy.
firitly fpeaking, the perfonal focial compaét.—
‘The members of it are the delegates of the na-
tion in its original charalter; future affemblics
will be the delegates of tbe nation in its organized

chara&cr.
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shara&ter. The authority of the prefent Affembly
is different to what the authority of future Aflem~
blies will be. The authority of the prefent one
is to form a conftitution: the authority of future -
Aflemblies will be to legiflate ‘according to the
pnnmplcs and forms prefcribed in that conftitu-
tion ; and if experience fhould hereafter fhew that
alterations, amendments, or additions, are necef-
fary, the conftitution will point out the mode by
which fuch things fhall be done, and not lefve it
to the difcretionary powcr of the future govern-
ment, N

. A government on the principles on which con-
&itutidnal governments arifing out of fociety are
eftablifhed, cannot have the right of altering itfelf,
If ic had, it would be arbitrary. It might make
itfelf what it pleafed; and wherever fuch a right.
is fet up, it fhews there is no.conftitution. The
a& by which the Englifh  Parliament empowered
itfelf to fit feven years, fhews there is no conftitu-
tion in England. It might, by the fame felf-
authority, have fat any greater number of years,
or for life. The Bill which the prefent Mr. Pitt
. brought into parliament fome years ago, to reform
parliament, was oa the fame erroneous principle,’
" Theright of reform is in the nation in its original
charater, and the conftitutional method would be
by a general convention ele&ted for the purpofe,
"There is, moreover, a paradox in the idea of vitia.
ted bodies reforming themfelves. '

- From thefe. preliminaries I proceed to draw

fomc comparifong. I have already fpoken of the
H:2 dcchmlon
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declaration of rights; and as I mean to be as cone
cife as poflible, I fhall proceed to other parts of
the French conftitution. ,

The conttitution of France fays, That every man
who pays a tax of fixty fous per annum, (2s. and
6d. Englifh), is an eletor.—What article will
Mr. Burke place aganft this? Can any thing
be more limited, and at the fame time more capri<
cious, than the qualifications of elettors are in
England? Limited—becaule not one man in an
hundred (I fpeak much within compafs) is admit-
ted to vote : Capricious—becaufe the lowelt cha,
racter that can be fuppofed to exift, and who has
not fo much as the vifible means of an honeft live-
lihood, is an eleétor in fome places; while, in
other places; the man who pays very large taxes,
and has a known fair chara&er, and the farmer
who rents to the amount of three or four hundred
pounds a year, with a property on that farm to
three or four times that amount, is not admit=-
ted to be an elector. . Every thing is out of nature,
as Mr, Burke fays on another occafion, in this
ftrange chaos, and all forts of follies are blended
with all forts of crimes. William the Conqueror
and his defcendants parcelled out the country in
this manner, and bribed fome parts of it by what
they called Charters, to hold the other partsof it the
better fubjected to their will. Thisisthereafon why
fo many of thofe charters abound in Cornwall;
the people were averfe to the government efta-
blifhed at the Conqueft, and the towns were garri-
foned and bribed to enflave the country, Allthe.

v old
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eld charters are the badges of this conqueft, and
it is from this fource that the capncxoufncfs of
eleCtions arifes,

The French conftitution fays, That the number
of reprefentatives for-any place fhall be in a ratio
to the number of taxable inhabitants or electors.
What article will Mr. Burke place againtt this ?
The county of Yorkfhire, which contains near a
million of fouls, fendstwo 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, fends
two members; and the town of Manchefter, which -
contains upwards of fixty thoufand fouls, is notad- :
mitted to fend any. Is there any principle in thefe
things? Is there any thing by which youy can
trace the marks of freedom, or difcover thofe of
wifdom? No wonder, then, Mr. Burke has decli.’
ned the comparifon, and endeavoured to lead
his readers from the point by a wild unfyftematical
difplay of paradoxical rhapfodies.

The French conftitution fays, That the National
Affembly fhall be elected every two years.—What
article will Mr. Burke place againft this? Why,
that the nation has no right at all in the cafe:

- that the government is perfe@ly arbitrary with
refpet to this point ; and he can quote for his au-

- thority, the precedent of a former parliament, =
The French conttitution 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 fcd) fhall have a right to what

he
I
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ke can take: That there fhall be no monopolies
of any kind—that all trade fhall 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 will
Mr, Burke fay to this? 1n England, game is made
the property of thofe at whofe expence it is not
fed; and with refpet to monopolies, the country
is cut up into monopolies. Every chartered town '
1s an ariftocratical monopoly in itfelf, and the
qualification of electors proceeds out of thofe char-
tered monopolies. Is this freedom ? 1s this what
Mr. Burke means by a conftitution ?

In thefe chartered monopolies, a man coming
from another part of the country, is hunted from
them as’if he were a foreign enemy.  An Englifh-

man is not free of his own country: ‘every one of

thole places prefents a barrier in his way, and tells
him he is not a freeman—that he has no rights.
Within thefe monopolies, are other monopolies.
In a city, fuch for inftance as Bath, which contains
hetween twenty and thirty thoufand inhabitants,
the right of ele&ting reprefentatives to parliament
is monopolifed by about thirty-one perfons. And
within thefe monopolies are ftill others. A man
even of the fame town, whofe parents were not in
circumftances to give him an occupation, is debar-
red, in many cafes, from the natural right of ac-
quiring one, be his genius or induftry what it may.
Are thefe thmgs examples to hold out to a coun-
try regenerating itfelf from flavery, like France 2=
Certainly they are not; and certam am I, that when
the
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the people of England come to reflet upon them,
they will, like France, annihilate thofe badges o
ancient oppreffion, thofe traces of a conquered na«
tion.—Had Mr. Burke pofleffed 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 minutize to magnitude.
It is not from his pre]udlces 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. It isa genius atrandom,
and not a genius conftituted. But he muft fay
fomething—He has therefore mounted in the air
like a balloon, to draw the eyes of the multitude
from the ground they ftand upon.

" Much is to be learned from the French confti.
tution. Conqueft and tyranny tranfplanted them«
felves with William the Conqueror from Normandy
into England, and the cquntry is yet disfigured
with the marks. May then the example of all
France contribute to regenerate the freedom which
a province of it deftroyed ! |
" The French contftitution fays, That to preferve
the national reprefentation from being corrupt,
no member of the National Affembly fhall be an
officer of the government, a place-man, or a pen-
fioner.—What  will Mr. Burke place againft this ?
¥ will whifper his anfwer: Loaves and fifbes. Ah!
this government of loaves and fithes has more mifa
chief in it than people have yet refleted on. The
National Aﬁ'embly has made the difcovery, and it
: holds
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holds out the example to the world:" Had governs
ments agreed to quarrel on purpofe to fleece their
countries by taxes, they could not have fucceeded
better than they have done.

Many things in the Englifh government appear
to me the reverfe of what they ought to be, and of
what they are faid to be. The Parliament, imper-
fettly and capricioufly eleGted as it is, is neverthe-
lefs fuppofed to hold ‘the national purfe in #ruf for
the nation : but in the manner in which an Englifh
parliament is conftruéted, it is like a man being
both mortgager and mortgagee; and in the cafe
of mifapplication of truft, it is the criminal fitting
_ in judgment upon himfelf. If thofe who vote the
fupplies are the fame perfons who receive the fup-
plies when voted, and are to account for the expen.
diture of thofe fupplies to thofe who voted them,
it is themfelves accountable to themfelves, and the Co-
medy of Errors concludes with the Pantomine of
HusH. Neither the minifterial 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 conftitution fays, That the right of
war and peace is in the nation. Where elfe thould
it refide, but in thofe who are to pay the expence?

* It is a pra&ice in fome parts of the country, when two travellers
have but one horfe, which like the national purfe will not carry dou-
ble, that the one mounts and rides two or three miles a-head, and
then ties the horfe to a gate, and walks on. When the fecond travel-
ler arrives, he takes the horfe, rides on, and pafles his companion o
wile or two, and ties again ; and fo on—Ride and #e,

' In
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In England, this right is faid to refide in 4 mete-
pbor, fhewn at the Tower, for ﬁxpence or a fhilling
a-piece: So are the lions; and it would be a ftep

nearer to reafon to fay it refided in them, for any
" inanimate metaphor is no more than a hat or a caj

. We can all fee the abfurdity of worfhipping Aaron s
'molten calf,. or Nebuchadnezzar’s golden image ;-
but why do men continue to pradife themfelves
the abfurdities they defpife in others ?

‘It may with reafon be faid, that in the manner
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 conquering at home : the object 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-
mons, is a part of the Englith Government ; and
though he profeffes 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
firlt 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-
je& of all defpotifm is revenue, a Government fo
formed obtains more than it could do either by di-
re&t defpotifm, 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 dppears in fuch governments for engaging
in wars, by remarking on the different motives
which produce them. In defpotic governments,
wars are the effe@ of pride; but in thofe govern.
ments in which they become the means of taxation,
theyacquirethereby a more permanent promptitude.
The French Conttitution, therefore, to provide -
againft 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 Affembly,
the people of England appeared to be much in-
terefted in the event, and highly to applaud the
decifion.—As a principle, it applies as much te
one country as to another, William the Con-
querer, as a conqucror, held this power of war
and peace in himfelf, and his defcendants have
ever {ince claimed it under him as a right. ‘
Although Mr, Burke has afferted the right of
the parliamentat the Revelution to bind and con- -
troul the nation and pofterity for ever, he denies,
at the fanie time, that the parliament or the na-
ticn had any right to alter what he calls the fuc-
T ceflion
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ceflion of the crown; in any thing but in part,
or by a fort of modification. By his taking this
ground, he throws: the cafe back to the Norman
Conque/t; and by thus running a line of fucceffion
fpringing from William the ‘Conqueror to the
prefent day, he makes it neceffary to enquire who
and what William the Conqueror was, and where
be came from ; and into the origin, hiftory, and
nature of what are called perogatives. Every
thing muft have had a beginning, and the fog of
time and antiquity fhould be penetrated to dif~
cover it. Letcthen Mr. Burke bring forward his
William of Normandy, for it is to this origin that
his argument gaes. Italfo unfortunately happens,
in running this line' of fucceffion, that another
line, parallel thereto, prefents iticlf, 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 1tfelf from this
reproach.

But it will perhaps be faid, that tho’ the power
of declaring war defcends in the heritage of the
conqueft, it is held in check by the right of the
parliament to with-hold the fupplies. Ic 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 rathly declares war as a matter of

right, and the other peremptorily with-holds the

fupplies as a matter of right, the remedy becomes
as bad, or worfe than the difeafe. The one forccs
12 the
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]
the nation to a combat, and the other ties its

hands: but the more probable iffue is, “that the
conteft will end in a collufion between the parties,
and be made a ftreen to both.

On this queftion of war, three things are to be
confidered. Firft, the right of declaring it :

* Secondly, the expence of fupporting it : Thirdly,
the mode of conducting it after it is declared.
The French conftitution places the right where
the expence muft fall, and this union can be only
in the nation, The mode of condu&ing it after
itis declaged, it conligns to the executive depart=
ment.—Were this the cafe in all countries, we
fhould hear but little more of wars,

Before 1 praceed to confider other parts of the
Trench conftitution, and by way of relieving
the fatigue of argument, I will introduce
an anecdote which I had from Dr. Frank-
lin. oo
- While the Do&or refided in France as mini-
fter from America during the war, he had nume-
rous propofals made to him by proje¢tors of every
country and of every kind, who wifthed to go to
the land that floweth with milk and honey,
America; and among the reft, there was one who

- offered himfelf to be King. He introduced -
his propofal to the Doétor by letter, which is now
in the hands of M. Beaumarchais, of Paris—ftat-
ing, firft, that as the Americans had difmiffed
or fentaway * their King, that they would want

* The word he 'pfcd was renvoyéy difmifled or fent away.

another,

1
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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 Do&or. would forward

it to America. But as the Do&or neither did
this, nor yet fent him an anfwer, the projector
wrote a-fecond letter; in which he did not, it is
true, threaten to go over and conquer Amcrxca,
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 generoficy ! Now, as all arguments

- refpe&ing fuccefflion muft neceffarily connett thae

fucceffion with fome beginning, Mr. Burke’s
arguments on this fubjeét go to thew, that there
is no Englith origin of kings, and thav they are
deﬁ:endants of the Norman line in right of the
Conqueft. It may, therefore, be of fervice to

* his do@rine to make this ftory known, and to

inform him, that in cafe of that natural extinétion
w 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-
ter, had fuch a generous Norman as #his known
their wants, and they had known bis. The chi-

valry charaéter which Mr. Burke fo much ad-

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 conftitution—

The French conftitution fays, There fhall be
no titles ; and of confequence, all that clafs of
equivocal generation, which in fome countries
is called ¢ ariffocracy,” and in others ¢ nobility,”
is done away, and the peer is exalted into
MAN, »

Titles are but nick-names, and every nick-name
isatitle. The thing is perfectly harmlefs in it~
felf; but it marks a fort of foppery in the human
> charatter, 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. It talks about its fine blue ribbon like
a girl, and fhews its new garter like a child. A
certain writer of fome antiquity, fays, ¢ When
1 was a child, I thought as a child ; but whenI
¢¢ became a man, I put away childifh things.”

It is, properly, from the elevated mind of
France, that the folly of titles has fallen. It has
cutgrown the baby-cloaths of Count and Duke,
and breeched itfelf in manhood. France has not
Jevelled ; it has exalted. It has put down the
dwarf, tofet up the man. The punyifm of afenfe-
lefs word like Duke, or Count, or Earl, has ceafed
to pleafe. Even thofe who poffefled them have
difowned the gibberith, and as they outgrew the
rickets, have defpifed the raule. The genuine
mind of man, thirfting for its native home, foci-
ety, contemns the gewgaws that feparate him
o from
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from it. Titles are like circles drawn by the ma-
gician’s wand, to contra& the fphere of msen’s
felicity. He lives immured within the Baftille of
a word, and {urveys at a diftance the envied life

of man, ‘ A

Is it then any wonder that titles 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 ameunt?”” When
we think or fpcak of a Jfudge 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 ani-
mal as a Duke or a Count; neither can we conne&
any certain 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 refpect then can be paid to that
_ which defcribes nothing, and which means noth-
ing? Imagination has given figure and chara&er
to centaurs, fatyrs, and down to all the fairy tribe ;
but titles baffle even the powers of fancy, and are
- a chimerical uon-dcfcrxpt.

Bur this is not all.—If % whole country is dif=
pofed to hold them in contempt, all their value is
gone, and 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-

" fion to take titles away, for they take themfelves
" away when fociety concurs to ridicule them. This
. ‘ fpecies
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fpecies of imaginary confequence has vifibly de-
clined in every part of Europe, and it haftens to
its exit as the world of reafon continues to rife.
There was a time when the loweft clafs of what
are called nobility was more thought of than the
‘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 fate.—The patriots of France have difcovered
. in good time, that rank and dignity in fociety muft
take a new ground. The old one has fallen
through.—It muft now take the fubftantial
ground of charatter, inftead of the chimerical
* ground of titles; and they have brought their
titles to the altar, and made of them a burnt-
offering to Reafon.

If no mifchief had annexed itfelf to the folly of
titles, they would not have been worth a ferious
and formal deftrution, fuch as the National Af~
fembly have decreed them: . and this makes it
neceflary to enquire farther into the nature and
chara&er of ariftocracy.

That, then, which is called ariftocracy in fome
~ countries, and nobility in others, arofe out of the
governments founded upon conqueft. It was origi-
nally a militaryorder, for the purpofe of fupporting
military government, (for fuch were all govern-
ments founded in conquefl) ; and to keep up a
fucceffion of this order for the purpofe for which
it was eftablifhed, all the younger branches of thofe

2 - families
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families were difinherited, and the law of primoge-
niturefbip fet up. , .

The nature and charaéter of ariftocracy thews it~
felf to us in this law. ~ It is a law againft every law
of nature, and Nature herfelf calls for its deftruc-
tion. Eftablifh family juftice, and ariftocracy falls,
By the ariftocratical law of primogeniturefhip, in
a family of fix children, five are expofed. Arifto-
cracy has never more than one child. The reft are
begotten to be devoured. They are thrown to the
cannibal for prey, and the natural parent prepareg
‘the unnatural repaft.

As every thing which is out of nature in man,
affets, more or lefs, the intereft of fociety, fo does
this. All the children which the ariftocracy dif-
owns (which are all, except the eldett) are, in ge-
neral, caft like orphans on a parith, to be pro-
vided for by the public, butat a greater charge,—
Unneceflary offices and places in governments and
courts are crearted at the expence of the public, to
maintain them, S

With what kind of parental reflettions 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 fleth 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 PriMoceniTurEsHip, Here then lies
the monlter; and Mr. Burke, if he pleafes, may
write its epitaph.

Hitherto we have confidered ariftocracy 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, domeftically or
publicly, it is ftill amonfter. '

In France, ariftocracy had one feature lefs in its
countenance, than what it has in fome other coun-
tries. It did not compofe a body of hereditary le-
giflators. It was not ¢ a corporation of ariftocracy,”
for fuch I have heard M. de la 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 family tyranny
and injuttice.

Secondly, Becaufe there is an unnatural unfit-
nels in an ariftocracy to be legiflators for a nation.

- Their ideas of diffributive juflice 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 bis 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 ?
Thirdly, Becaufe the idea of hereditary legifla-
tors is as inconfiftent as that of hereditary judges,
' or

N
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or hereditary juries; and as abfurd as an heredirtary
mathematician, or an hereditary wife man; and as
ridiculous as an hereditary poet-laureat.

Fourthly, Becaufc 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 conqueﬁ and -
the bafe idea of man having property in man, and

governing him by perfonal right.

" Sixthly, Becaufe ariftocracy has a tendency to
degeanerate the human f{pecies.—By the univerfal
eeconomy of nature it is known, and by the in-
ftance of the Jews itis proved, that the human fpe-
cies has a tendency to degenerate, in any fmall
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 fhew
whatitis. The greateft charalters 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 NosrE of Nature; and in
the few inftances of thole (for there are fome in all
countries) in whom nature, as by a miracle, has
furvived in anﬂocracy, 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 middle 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 two 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 canfee a bifhop of Durham,
““ or a bilhop of Winchefter, in poffeffion 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 ’fquire.”
And Mr. Burke offers this as an example to
France. , '

As to the firft part, whether the archbifthop
precedes the duke, or the duke the bifhop, it is,
I believe, to the people in general, fomewhat
like Sternhold and Hopkins, or Hopkins and Stern.
bold ; you may put which you pleafe firft: and
~as I confefs that I do not underftand the merits
of this cafe, I will not contend it with Mr. Burke.

But with refpet to the latter, I have fomething
to fay.—MTr. Burke has not put the cafe right.—
The comparifon is out of order, by being put be-
tween the bifhop and the earl or the ’fquire. It
ought to be put between the bithop and the
curate, and then it will ftand thus: —The people
of England can fee without pain or grudging, a
bifbop of Durbham, or a bifbop of Winchefter, in pof-
feffion of ten thoufand pounds a-year, and a curate
on thirty or forty pounds a-year, or l¢fs.—No, Sir,
they certainly do not fee thofe 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 Freach 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 obje@s of it. It was
the cry of the high beneficed clergy, to prevent
any regulation of income taking place between
thofe of ten thoufand pounds: a-year and the
parifh prieft. They, therefore, joined their cafe
to thofe of every other opprefled clafs of men,
and by this union obtained redrefs.

The French conftitution has abolithed tythes,
~that fource of perpetual difcontent between the
tythe-holder and the parithioner. 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 eftate 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 origipal tenth, and by this means
gets the value of two-tenths inftead of one,
This is another cafe that calls for a conftitutiog.
The French conftitution hath abolifhed or re-
nounced Toleration, and Intolerance alfo, and hath
eftablifhed UniversaL RicHT oF ConsciencE.
Toleration 1s not the ogppgfite of Intolerance,
but is the counterfeit of it. Both are defpotifms.
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
neceffarily have the affociated idea of two beings ;
the mortal who renders the worfhip, and the Im-
MorTAL BeING 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&t of affumed autho-
xity by which it tolerates man to pay his worthip,
it ptefumptuoully and blafphemoufly fets itfelf
up to tolerate the Almighty to receive it.

Were
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Were a Bill brought into any parliament, in-
titled ¢ AN acT to tolerate or grant liberty to
~ .« the Almighty to reccive the worlhip of a Jew
< or a Turk,” or  to prohibit the *Almighty
“ from rece.ving it,”” all men would ftartle, and
call it blafphemy. There would 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 wor/bipper and the worfbip-
ped eannot be feparated.—Who, then, art thou,
vain duft and afhes! by whatever name thou art
called, whether a King, a Bithop, a Church or
a Scate, a Parliament, or any thing elfe, that
obtrudeft thine infignificance between the foul ot
man and its Maker? Mind thine own concerns,
If he believes not as thou believeft, 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 are called denominations
of religion, if every one is left to judge of its own
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 that
is right; and therefore, all the world is right,
or all the world is wrong. But with refpe& to
religion itfelf, without regard to names, and as
direting itfelf from the univerfal family of man-
kind to the Divine obje&t of all adoration, jt is
man bringing to bis 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 Bithop of Winche-
fter, or the Archbifhop who heads the Dukes, will
not refufe a tythe-fheaf 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 one nor the other: but thefe fame
perfons, under the figure of an eftablifhed church,
will not permit thCll‘ Maker to recelvc the varied
tythes of man’s devotion.

One of the continual chorufes of Mr, Burke’s
book is, ¢ Church and State.” Hedoes not mean
fome one particular ‘church, or fome one parti-
~cular ftate,"but any church and ftate; and he ufes
the term as a general figure to hold forth the po-
litical dotrine of always uniting the church with
the ttate in every country, and he cenfures the
National Aflembly for not having done this in
France.—Let us beftow a few thoughts on this
fubject.

All religions are in their nature kind 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 elfe,
they had their beginning;. and they proceeded by
perfualion, exhortation, and example. How then
is it that they lofe their native mildnefs, and
become morofe and intolerant ?

It proceeds from the conne&ion which Mr.
Burke recommends. By engendering the church

with
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with the ftate, a fort of mule-animal, capable
‘only of deftroying, and not of breeding up, is pro-
duced, called The Church ¢ftablifbed by Law. It
is a ftranger, even 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 profefled, but from this
mule-animal, engendered between the church and ||
the ftate. The burnings in Smithfield proceeded
from the fame heterogeneous production; and it
was the regeneration of this ftrange animal in
~ England afterwards, that renewed rancour and ir-
religion among the inhabitants, and thatdrove the
people called Quakers and Diffenters to America.
Perfecution is not an original feature in any reli-
gion; but it is always the ftrongly-marked feature
of all law-religions, or religions eftablithed by
law, Take away the law-eftablithment, and every
religion reaffumes its original benignity. 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 defcription: and this
proceeds, independently of the men, from there
being no law-eftablithment in America, "
_ If alfo we view this matter in a temporal fenfes
we fhall fee the ill effects it has had on the prof-
perity of nations. The union of church and ftate
, has impoverithed Spain. - The revoking the edigt
of Nantes drove the filk manufacture from
France into England ; and church ‘and ftate are
now driving the cotton manufatture from Eng-

' ' L land
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land to 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 effe&ts of it in England, that America has
been warned againft it ; and it is by experiencing
them in France, that the National Affembly have

abolifhed it, and, like America, have eftablifhed

UNIVERSAL RIGHT OF CONSCIENCE, AND UNI-
VERSAL RIGHT OF CITIZENSHIPW,

I will here ceale the comparifon with refpect
to the principles of the French conflitution, and
conclude this part of the fubje&t with a few ob-
fervations on the organization of the formal parts

of the French and Englith governments,
The

® When in any country we fee extraordinary circumftances taking
place, they naturally lead any man who has a talent for obfervation
and inveftigation, to enquire into the caufes. The manufaétures
of Manchefter, Birmingham, and Shefficld, are the principal na-
nufadtures in England. From whence did this arife? A little obe
fervation wjll explain the cafe. The principal, and the generality
of the inhabitants of thofe places, are not of what is called in Eng-
land, the church effablifbed 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 particularly 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’all the rights of citizen.
fhip. Policy and intereft, therefore, will, but perhaps too late, dic-
tate in England, what reafon and juftice could not. Thofe manu-
faltures are withdrawing, and are arifing in other places. There is
pow erelting at Pafley, three miles from Paris, a Jarge cotton-mill,
and feveral are already ereted in America. Soon after the rejeéting
she Bill for repealing the teft-law, one of the richeft manufatturers
1)
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The executive power in each country is. in the

hands of 4 petfon ftiled the King; But the French

conftitution diftinguiflies between the King and
the Sovereigh: It confiders the ftation of King -
as official, and places Sovereignty in the ration.:
The reprefenitatives of the nation, who com-
pofe the National Affembly, and who are thele-
giflative power, originaté in and from the people
by ele&ion, as an inherent right i the people.—
In England it is othetwife; and this arifes from
the original eftablithiient of what is called its
monarchy ; fors as by the conqueft all the rights
of the people or the nation were abforbed into
the hands of the Cotiquéror; and who added thé
title of King to that of Cenqueror, thofe famé
matters which in Frahce are tiow held as rightd
in the people, or in the nation, aré held in Eng-
land as grants from what is called the Crown,

A

in England faid in mry hearing, ¢ England, Sir, is not a country
for a diffenter to live in—~we muft go to France.” Thefe are
ttuths, and it is doing juftice to both parties éo tell them. Itis
chiefly the diffentérs who have cartied Englifht inanufa&ures to the
height they are now at, and the fame men have it in their power to
carry them away ; and though thofe manufaltures will afterwards
continue to be mtde in thofe places, thé foreign market will be loft.
“Fhere are fréquently appearing in the London Gazette, extraéts frome
certain a&s to prevent machines and perfons, asfar as they can extend
to perfons, from going out of the country. ltappears from thefe, that
the ill effe&ts of thé teft-laws and church-eftablifhment begin to be
muctr fafpected ; but the remedy of force can never fupply the re-
medy of reafon. In the progrefs of lefs than a century, all the un-
reprefented part of England, of all denominations, which is at leaft
# hundred' timeés the moft numerous, may begin to feel the neceflity
of a conftitutiony and then all thofs matters will come regularly be-

fore them,
: . L2 ' 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-
legate 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 fovercignty.”” Mrt.
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
Conqueft, I fhall make no other remark upon it,
than that it is the nature of conqueft to turn every
thing upfide down ; and as Mr. Burke will not
be refufed the privilege of fpeaking twice, and as
_ there are but 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; becaufe laws muft have exiftence, be-

fore they can have execution.

A King in France does not, in addrefling him-
felf to the National Affembly, fay, < My aflem-
bly,” fimilar to the phrafe ufed in England of my
¢¢ Parliament;” neither can he ufe it confiftently
with the conftitution, nor could it be admitted.
There may be propriety in the ufe 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

inherent
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ihherent 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 afk the King to grant to the Affembly liberty of
Jpeech, as is the cafe with the Englith Houfe of
Commons. The conftitutional dignity of the
National Affembly cannot debafe itfelf. Speech
is, in the firft place, one of the natural rights of
man always retained ; and with refpect to the Na-
tional Affembly, the ufe of it is their duty, and
the nation is their authority. They were elected

by the greateft body of men exer¢ifing the right |

of election the European world ever faw. They
fprung not from the filth of rotten boroughs, nor
are they the vaffal reprefentatives of ariftocratical
ones. Feeling the proper dignity of their cha-
raltery they fupport it. Their parliamentary lan-
_guage, whether for or againft a queftion, is free,
bold, and manly, and extends to all the parts and
circumftances of the cafe. If any matter or fub-
jeét refpeting 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 prelerves, in
‘every latitude of life, the right-angled charaer
of man.

Let
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Let.us now look to the other fide of the quef-
tion.—1In the addreffes of the Englith Parliaments
to their Kings, we fee neither the intrepid fpirit
of the old Parliaments of France, nor the ferene
dignity of the prefent National Affembly ; neither
do we fee in them any thing of the ftile of Eng-
lith manners, which border fomewhat on blunt-
nefs. Since then they are neither of foreign ex«

_ traltion, nor naturally of Englith production, their

origin muft be fought for elfewhere, and that ori~ -
gin is the Norman Conqueft.  They are evidently
of the vaffalage 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 vaffalage 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-

-« fully fubmif ourfkelves, our heirs and pofterities,

« for ever.” Submiffion is wholly a vaffalage
term, requgnant to the dignity of Freedom, and
an echo of the language ufed at the Conqueft.
As the eftimation of all things is by comparifon,
the Revolution of 1688, however from circom-
fiances it may have been cxalted beyond its va-
lue, will find its level. Itis already on the wane,
cclipfed by the enlarging orb of reafon, and the

" luminous revolutions of America and France. In

lefs than another century, it will go, as well as
Mr. Buske’s labours, ¢ to the family vault of all -

the Capulets.” Mankind will then fcarcely believe

a that
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that a countr’y. cal]ling itfelf free, would fend-te '

Holland for a man, and clothe him with power,
on purpofe to put themfelves in fear of him, and
give him almoft a million fterling a-year for leave

to fubmit themfelves and their pofterity, likebond»

men and bond-women, for ever.

But there is a truth that ought to be made
known: I have had the opportunity of feeing it;
which is, that, notwithflanding appearances, there is
not any defcription “of men that defpife monarchy fo
muych as courtiers. But they well know, that if i
were feen by others, as it is feen by them, the
juggle could not be kept up. They arein the con-~
dition of men who get their living by a fhow, and

" to whom the folly of that fthow is fo familiar that

they ridicule it ; but were the audience to be made

_as wife in this refpet as themfelves, there would

be an end to the fhow and the profits with it..
The difference between a republican and a cour-

“tier with refpe to monarchy, is, that the one op-

pofes monarchy, believing it to be fomething ; and
the other laughs ac 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 thews him to be, I wrote
to him laft winter from Paris, and gave him an
account how profperoufly matters were going on.
Among other fubjes in that letter, I referred to
the happy fituation the National Affembly were
placed in; that they had taken a ground on which
their moral duty and their political interelt were
united, T hey have not ta hold out a language
which
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which they do not themfclves 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 intereft to cherifh ignorance, but to
difpel it. They are not in the cafe of a minifterial
or an oppofition party in England, who, though
they are oppofed, are ftill united to keep up the
common myftery. The National Affembly muft
throw open a magazine of light. It muft fhew
man the proper charaéter of man; and the nearer
it can bring him to that ftandard, the ftronger the
National Affembly becomes.

In contemplating the French conftitution, 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 a miftake. Forms 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 one; and where-
ever the forms in any government are bad, itisa
certain indication that the principles are bad alfo.

I will here finally clofe this fubjeét. I began it
by remarking that Mr. Burke had woluntarily de-
chined going into a comparifon of the Englith
and French conftitutions. He apologifes (in page
241) for not doing it, by faying that he had not
time. Mr. Burke’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 men on the Englith. fide the water
will begin to confider, whether there is not fome
radical defect in what is called the Englith con-'
ftitution, that made it neceffary for Mr. Burke
to fupprefs the comparifon, to avond bringing it
into view. ~
As Mr. Burke has not written on conftitutionsy
fo neither has he written on the French revolution.
He gives no account of its commencement or
its progrefs. He only exprefles his wonder.
¢ It looks,” fays he, ¢ to me, as if I were in a
-¢¢ great crifis, not of the affairs of France alone,’
¢ but of all Europe, perhaps of more than Europe,
¢ All circumftances taken together, the French
¢¢ revolution is the moft aftonifhing that has
¢ hitherto happened in the world.”
As wife men are aftonifhed at foolifh things,
and other people at wife ones, I know not on
which ground to account for Mr. Burke’s afto-
nithment; but certain 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 revo-
lution 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 concifely as
I can, trace out the growth of the French revolu-
tion, and mark the cnrcum&ances that have con-

tributed to produce it.
M v The
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The defpotifm of Louis XIV, united with the

gaiety of his Court, and the gaudy oftentation of

his charalter, 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
Monarch: 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-
tefquieu, 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 veil,
and we ought to give him credit for more than
he has exprefled.

Voltaire, who was both the flatterer and the
fatirit of defpotifm, took another line. His
forte lay in expofing and ridiculing the fuperfti-
tions which prieft-craft united with ftate-craft

had interwoven with governments. It was not
" from the purity of his principles, or his love of
mankind, (for fatire and philanthropy are not
naturally concordant), but from his ftrong capa-
city of feeing folly in its true fhape, and his ir-
refiftible propenfity to expofe it, that he made
thole astacks. They were however as formidable
o \ as
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as if the motives had been virtuous ; and he
merits the thanks, rather than the cﬂccm of
mankind.

On the contrary, we find in the writings of
Roufltau, and the Abbé Raynal, a lovelinefs of
fentiment in favour of Liberty, that excites re-
fpe, and elevates the human faculties; but
having raifed this animation, they do not direct
its operations, and leave the mind in love with
an och& without defcribing the means of pof-
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 ccconomife 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 fubjet of government,

- Montefquien by his judgment and knowledge

of laws, Voltaire by his wit, Roufleau and Ray-
nal by their ammauon, and Quefnay and Turgot
by their moral maxims and fyftems of ceconomy,
‘readers of every clafs met with fomething to their
tafte, and a fpirit of political enquiry began to
diffufe itfelf through the nation at the time the
difpute between England and the then colonies of
America broke out, - : '
- In the war which France afterwards engaged
in, itis very well known that the nation appeared
M:2 to,
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to be before hand with the French miniftry, Each
of them had its view : but thofe views were di-
rected to different objects; 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 prattice as well as the
principles of it by heart.

As it was impoffible to feparate the military
events which took place in America from the
principles of the American revolution, the pub-
lication of thofe events in France neceffarily con-
ne&ed themfelves with the principles which pro-
duced them. Many of the fa&ts were in them-
felves principles; fuch as the declaration of
American independence, and the treaty of alliance
bétween France and America, which recognifed
the natural right of man, and juftified refiftance
to oppreffion.

The then Minifter of France, Count Vergennes,
was not the friend of America; and it is both
juftice and gratitude to fay, thatit was the Queen
of France who gave the caufe of America a
fathion at the French Court. Count Vergennes
" was the perfonal and focial friend of Dr. Frank-
lin; and the Dofor had obtained, by his fenfible
gracefulnefs, a fort of influence over him; but
with refpe to principles, Count Vergennes was
a defpot. , :

The fituation of Dr, Franklin as Minifter from
America to France, fhould be taken into the

chain
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chain of circumftances. The diplomatic chas
raler is of itfelf the narrowelt 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, continually repelling
. and repelled. But this was not the cafe with Dr.
Franklin. He was not the diplomatic of a Court,
butof MAN. His charaéter as a philofopher had
been long eftablithed, and his circle of fociety in
France was univerfal,

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

fyntax. |
" The peculiar fituation of the then Marquis

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 univer-
fality of his acquaintance, was in clofe friendfhip
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-
" c¢ome friend at any eletion.

When the war clofed, a vaft reinforcement to
the caufe of Liberty fpread itfelf over France, by

4 the
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the return of the French officers and foldiers, A
.knowledge of the pratice was then joined to the
theory; and all that was wanting to give it real
exiftence, was opportunity. Man cannor, 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.

M. Neckar was difplaced in May 1781; 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 millioas fterling
per year, was become unzqual to the expenditure,
pot becaule the revenue had decreafed, but becaule
the expences had increafed; and this was the cir-
cumftance which the nation laid hold of to bring
forward a revolution. The Englith Minifter,
Mr. Pict, has frequently alluded to the ftate of
the French finances in his budgets, without un-
derftanding the fubjet. Had the French Parlia-
ments been as ready to regifter edicts for new
taxes, as an Englith Parliament is to grant them,
there had been no derangement in the finances,
nor yet any revolution; but this will better ex-
plain itfelf as 1 proceed.

It will be neceflary here to fhew how taxes
were formerly raifed in France. The King, or
rather the Court or Miniftry a&ing under the ufe
of that name, framed the edi&ts for taxes at their
own difcretion, and fent them to the Parliaments
to be regiftered; for until they were regiftered

by

.



RIGHTS OF MAN., 95

by the Parliaments, they were not operative. Dif- .
putes had long exifted between the Court and' the
_Parliaments with refpect 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 againft
the tax, referving to itfelf the right of determining
whether the reafons were well or ill-founded ;
‘and in confequence thereof, either to withdraw
the ediét as a matter of choice, or toorder it to 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 Parliaments with refpe&
to new taxes, he ingenioufly fought either to
approach them by a inore gentle means than that
of direc authority, or to get over their hzads by
a manceuvre: and, for this purpofe, he revived
the proje& of affembling a body of men from the
feveral provinces, under the flile of an ¢ Affem-
bly of the Notables,” or Men of Note, who mez
in 1787, and who were.either to recommend
taxes to the Parliaments, or to a& as a Parlia.
ment themfelves. An Aflembly under this name
had been‘called in 1617.

As we areto view this as the firft practical ftep
towards the revolution, it will be proper to enter
into fome particulars refpecting it, The Affem~ -

bly
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bly of the Notables has in fome places been mif-
taken for the States-General, but was wholly a
different body ; the States-General being always
by eletion. The perfons who compofed the Af-

fembly of the Notables were all nominated by the .

King, and confifted of one hundred and forty
members. But as M. Calonne could not depend
upon a majority of this Affembly in his favours
he very ingenioufly arranged them in fuch a man-
ner as to make forty-four a majority of one hun-
dred and forty: to effet this, he difpofed of them
into feven feparate committees, of twenty mem-
bers each. Every general qucition was to be
decided, not by a majority of perfons, but by
a majority of committees; and as eleven votes
would make a majority in a committee, and four
eommittees 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 deceived him, and
in the event became his overthrow.

The then Marquis de la Fayette was placed in
the fecond committee, of which Count D’Artois
was prefident: and as money-matters was the
obje&, it naturally brought into view every cir-
cumftance connefted with it. M. de la Fayerte
made a verbal charge againft Calonne, for felling
crown-lands to the amount of two millions of
livres, in a manaer that appeared to be unknown

" to the King. The Count D’Artois (as if to inti-

midate, for the Baftille was then in being) afked
the Marquis, if he would render the charge in
‘ writing?
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writing ? He replied, that he would.—The
Count D’Artois did not demand it, but brought
a meflage from the King to that purport. M,
de la 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.

AsM.dela Fayctte, from the experience of -
what he had feen in America, was better ac-
quainted with the fcience of civil gavernment
than the generality of the members who com-
pofed the Affembly of the Notablescould then
be, the bruntof the bufinefs fell confiderablyto
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
profeffed their obje&t. Difputes frequently arofe
between Count D’Artois and M. dela Fayette,

“upon various fubjets. With refpect to the ar-
réars already incurred, the latter propofed to
remedy them, by accommodating the expences
to the revenue, inftead of the revenue to the
expences ; and as objects of reform, he pro-
pofed to abolifh the Battille, and all the State-
prifons throughout the nation, (the keeping of
which was attended with great expence), and
to fupprefs Lettres de Cachet: But thofe matters
were not then much attended to; and with
refpet to Lettres de Cachet, a majority of the

Nobles appeared to be in favour of them. .
N On
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On the fubje& of fupplying the Treafury by
new taxes, the Aflembly declined taking the
matter on themfclves, concurring in the opini-
on that they had not authority. In a debate on
this fubjet, M. de la Fayette faid, that raifing
money by taxes could only be done by a Na-
tional Affembly, freely eletted by the people,
and alting as their reprefentatives. Do you
mean, faid the Count D’Artois, the States Ge--
reral? M. de la Fayette replied, 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
cffe¢tual mode would be, for the King to agree
to the eftablifhment of a Conftitution.

As one of the plans had thus failed, that of
getting the ‘Affembly 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: The one aftamp-tax, and the
other a territorial tax, or fort of land-tax. The
two have been eftimated at about five millions
fterl. per ann. We have now to turn our atten-
tion to the Parliaments, on whom the bufinefs
was again devolvmg.

The Archbithop of Thouloufe (fince Arch-
bithop of Sens, and now a Cardmal) was ap-
pointed to the adminiftration of the firances,
foon after the difmiffion of Calonne. He was

" alfo made Prime Minifter, an office that did not

3 always
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always exit 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 Minifter was ap-
peinted, 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 conduct fcarcely to be
accounted for, he perverted every opportunity,
turned out a defpot, and funk into difgrace,
and a Cardinal.

The Affembly of the Notables haviag broken
wp, the new Minifter fent the edi&s for the two
Rew taxes reccmmended 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 reve-
xue 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 ediéts 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 Parliament,
by an order of State, in the manner mentioned
in page 94. “Onthis, the Parliament immedi-
ately returned to Paris, renewed their feffion in

* When the Englith Minifter, Mr. Pitt, mentions the French -
finances againin the Englith Parliament, it weuld be well that
be noticed this as an example. . .
N 2 - for m’
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form, and ordered the enregiftering to be ftruck
out, declaring that every thing done at Ver-
failles was illegal. All the members of the
Parliament were then ferved with Lettres de
Cachet, and exiled to Trois; but as they con-
tinued. as inflexible in exile as before, and as
vengeance did not fupply the place of taxes,
they were after a fhort time recalled to
Paris, ‘

The ediéts were again tendered to them, and
the Count D’Artois undertook to at as repre~
fentative of the King. For this purpofe, he
came from Verfailles to Paris, in a train of pro-
ceflion ; and the Parliament were affembled to
receive him. But fhowand parade had loft their
influence in France; and whatever ideas of im-
portance he might fet off with, he had to return
with thofe of mortification ard difappointment.
On alighting from his carriage to afcend the
fteps of the Parliament Houfe, the crowd

(which was numeroufly colleéted) threw out
 trite expreffions, faying ¢ This is Monfieur
¢« D’Artois, yho wants more of dur money to
« fpend.” The marked difapprobation which
he faw, imprefled him with apprehenfions ;
and the word Aux armes! (¢ To arms!) was
given out by the officer of the guard who
attended him. It was fo loudly vociferated,
that it echoed through the avenues of the Houfe,
and produced a temporary confufion : I was
then ftanding in one of the apartments through

~ which he had to pafs, and could not avoid re-
fletting
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fle®ing how wretched was the condition of &
difrefpeed man.. :

~ He endeavoured to imprefs the Parliament
by great words, and opened his authority by
faying, ¢ The King, our Lord and Mafter.”
The Parliament received him very coolly, and
with their ufual.determination not to regilter
the taxes: and in this manner the interview
ended. S

After this a new fubjeét 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 edits for raxes as
a matter of convenience, the right belonged on-
ly  to the States-General'; and thaty therefore,
the Parliament could no longer with propriety
continue to debate on what it had not authority
to a&. The King after this came to Paris, and
held a mecting with the Parliament, in which
he continued from ten in the morning till abous
fix in the evening; -and, in a manner that ap-
peared to proceed from him, as if uncorfulted

upon with the cabinet or the miniftry, gave
his word to the Parliament, that the States-
General fhould be convened.

But after this another fcene arofe, on a ground
different from all the former. The minifter
zad the cabinet were averfe to calling the States-
General : They well knew, that if the States-
General were affembled, themfelves muft

fall ;
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fall; and as the King had not mentioned any
time, they hit on a proje&t calculated to. elude,
without appearing to oppofe.

For this purpofe, the Court fet about making
a fort of  conftitution itfelf: It was principally
the work of M. Lamoignon, Keeper of the
Seals, who afterwards fhot himfelf. This new
arrangement confifted in eftablithing a body un-
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 :hing, in many points,
contained better principles than thofe upon
which the government had hitherto been ad-
miniftered: but with refpect to the Cour plénicre,
it was no other than a medium through which
defpotifm was to pafs, without appearing to
a& directly from itfelf,

The Cabinet had high expe&ations from their
new contrivance. ‘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 chara&ters in the
the nation were appointed among the number. .
It was to commence on the 8th of May 1788:
But an oppofition arofe to it, on two grounds—

. the one as to principle, the other as to form,
Og
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On the ground of Principle it was contended,
That government had not a right to alter itfelf;
and that if the practice was once admitted, it
would grow into a principle, and be made a
precedent for any future alterations the govern-
ment might wifh to eftablith: That the right
of altering the government was a national right,
and not a right of 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 edi¢t for
eftablifhing this new €ourt was fent to the
Parliaments to be enregiftered, and ‘put into
execution, they refifted 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 firangly
than ever. . While the Parliament were fitting
in debate on this fubje®, the Miniftry ordered
a regiment of foldiers to furround the Houfe,
and form a blockade. 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 enter 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 a de-

putation of perfons arrived from the proviace
of
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of Brittany, to remonf(trate againft the eftablifh-
ment of the Cour pléniere ; and thofe the Arch-
bithop fent to the Batlille. But the fpirit of the
Nation was not to be overcome; andit was fo ful,
ly 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
effeCtually overthrew all the plans at that time
formed againft it. The project of the Cour plé-
nicre was at laft obliged to be given up, and the
Prime Minifter not long afterwards followed
(its fate; and M. Neckar was recalled into
 office. ' :

_The attempt to eftablith the Cour plénicre ha
- an effe€t upon the Nation which itfelf did not

perceive. It was a fort of new form of govern-

‘ment, that infén{ibly ferved to put the old one

out of fight, and to unhinge it from the fuper-

ttitious authority of antiquity. It was govern-

ment dethroning government ; and the old one,

by attempting to make a new one, mhade .
* a chafm.

Thefailure of this fcheme rehewed the fubje&.
of convening the States-General ; and this gave
rife to a new feries of politics. There was no
fectled form for convening the States-General :
all that it pofitively meant, was a deputation
from what was then called the Clergy, the
Nobleffe, and the Commons; but their num-
bers, or their proportions, had not been always
the fame. They had been convened only on

extraordinary occafions, the lalt of which was
) in
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in 1614 ; their numbers were then in equal
proportions, and they voted by orders. -

It 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 matters were at 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 government, nor the withes of the nation for
a conftitution, would have been attended to.
But as he did not chufe to take the decifion
upon himfelf, he fummoned again the Afembly
of the Notables, and referred it to them.. This
body was in general intereited in the decifion,
being chiefly of the ariftocracy and the Righ-
paid clergy ; and they decided in favour of the
mode of 1614. This decifion was againft the
fenfe of the Nation, and allo againft the wifhes
of the Court ; for the ariftocracy oppofed itfelf
to both, and contended for privileges inde. .
pendent of either. The fubje& was then taken
up by the Parliament, who recommended, that -
the number of the Commons fhould be equal to
the other two; and that they fhould all fit in
one houfe, and vote in one body. The num-
ber finally determined ot was twelve hundred :
fix hundred to be chofen by the Commons, (and
this was lefs than their proportion ought to have
been when their worth and confequence is con-
fidered on a national fcale), three hundred by
‘ O ' the



106 RIGHTS OF MAN.

the Clergy, and three hundred by the Arifto-
cracy ; but with refpe¢t to the mode of affem-
bling themfelves, whether together or apart, or
the manner in which they fhould vote, thofe
matters were referred *,

The elettion that followed, was not a con-
tefted eleltion, but an animated one. The
candidates were not men, but principles. So-
cicties were formed in Paris, and committees of

* Mr. Burke, (and I muft take the liberty of telling him he is very
unacquainted with French affairs), fpeaking upon this fubje&,
. fays, ¢ The firlt thing that ftruck me in the calling the States-

¢¢ General, was a great departure from the ancient courfe ;*'—

and he foon after fays,  From the moment I read the lift, I faw
¢ diftin&tly, and very nearly as it has happened, all that was to
¢¢ follow.” —Mr. Burke certainly did not fee all that was to
follow. I endcavoured to imprefs him, as well befcre as after
the States-General met, that there would be a rewolution; but
was not able to make him fee it, neither would he believe it. How
. then he could diftin&ly fee all the parts, when the whole was out
of fight, is beyond my comprehention. Anfi with refpeét to the

«¢ départure fromthe ancient courfe,” befides the naturgl weak-

nefs of the remark, it fhews that he is unacquainted with circum-

ftances. The departure was neceffary, from the experience had
upon it, that the ancient courfe was a bad one. The States-

General of 1614 were called at the commencement of the civil

war in the minority of Louis XIII; but by the clath of arranging
them by orders, they increafed the confufion they were called to

compofe. The Author of L'Intrigue du Cabinet (Intrigue of the

Cabinet), who wrote before any revolution was thought of in

France, fpeaking of the States-General of 1614, fays, ¢ They

<¢ held the public in fufpenfe five months ; and by the queftions

s¢ agitated therein, and the heat with whichthey were put, it appears

«¢ that the Great (les grands) thought more to fatisfy their par-

¢ ticular paflions, than to procure the good of the nation ; and

¢ the whole time paffed away in altercations, ceremoaies, and

¢¢ parade,” L’Intriguc du Cabinet, vol. i, p. 329.

cor-
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-correfpondence. and communication eftablith-
ed throughout the nation, for the purpofe of
‘enlightening the people, and explaining to them
-the principles of civil government; and fo or-
derly was the ele&tion conducted, that it 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 afifemble till
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 or
their negative in that manner ; and many of the
bifhops and the high-beneficed clergy claimed
the fame privilege on the part of their Order.
The Tiers Etat (as they were then called)
difowned any knowledge of artificial Orders 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 corruption of fociety,
that: could not be admitted even as a branch of
it; and from the difpofition the ariftocracy had
fhewn by upholding Lettres de Cachet, and in
fundry other inftances, it was manifeft that no
conftitution could be formed by admitting men
in-any other chara&er than as National Men.
After various altercations on this head, the
Tiers Etat or Commons (as they were then
. called) declared themfelves (on a motion made
: 02 for
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for that purpofe by the Abbé Sieyes) ¢ Thz
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE NATION; and that
¢ the two Orders could be confidered but as depu- -
“ ties of corporations, and could only have a de-
¢ liberative woice when they affembled in a
‘¢ national charalter with the national reprefenta-
“ tives’” This proceeding extinguifhed the
ttile of Etats Généraux, or States-General, and
ere&ted it into the ftile it now bears, that of
L’Affemble Nationale, or National Affembly.
‘This motion was not made in a precipitate -
manner : It was the refule of cool deliberation,
and concerted between the national reprefen-
tatives and the patriotic members of the two
chambers, who {aw into the folly, milchief, and
injuftice of artificial privileged diftinttions. It
was become evident, that no conftitution, wor-
‘thy of being called by that name, could be
_eftablifhed on any thing lefs than a national
ground. The ariftocracy had hitherto oppofed
the defpotifm of the Court, and affetted the
language of patriotifm; but it oppofed it as its
rival (as the Englith Barons oppofed King
John), and it now oppofed the nation from the

fame motives. : ‘
. On carrying this motion, the national repre<
fentatives, as had been concerted, fent an invi-
tation to the two chambers, to unite with them
in a national charatter, and proceed to bufinefs.
A majority of the clergy, chiefly of the parith
priefts, withdrew from the clerical chamber,
and joined the nation; and forty-five from the
- other
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_other chamber joined in like manner, There
_is a fort of fecret hiftory belonging to this laft
circumftance, which is neceflary to its explana-
tion: It was not judged prudent that all the pa-
triotic ‘members of the chamber ftiling itfelf
the Nobles, fhould quit it at once ; and in con-
fequence of this arrangement, they drew off by
degrees, always leaving fome, as well to reafon
~ the cafe, as to watch the. fufpe@ted. In a little
time, the numbers increafed from forty-five to
eighty, 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 diminutive condition.
. The King, who, very different from the gene-
ral clafs called by that name, is-a man of a good
heart, thewed himfelf difpofed to recommend °
an union of the three chambers, on the ground
the National Affembly had taken; but the
mal-contents exerted themfelves to prevent it,
and began now to have another projett in view.
- Their numbers confifted of a majority of the
ariftocratical chamber, and a minority of the
elerical chamber, chiefly of bithops and high-
beneficed clergy ; and thefe men were deter-
‘mined to put every thing to iffue, as well by
ftrength as by ftratagem. They had no ob-
je€tion to a conftitution ; but it muft be fuch
a one as themfelves fhould dictate, and fuited
to their own views and particular fituations.
"On the other hand, the Nation difowned know-
ing any thing of them but as citizens, and was
2 ~ determined
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determined to fhut out all fuch up-ftart preten.
fions. The more ariftocracy appeared, the more
it was defpifed; there was a vifible imbecillity
and want of intellects in the majority, a fort of
Je ne fais quoi, that while it affelted to be more
than citizen, was lefs than man. It loft ground
from contempt more than from hatred; and was
rather jeered at as an afs, than dreaded as a
lion. This is the general charatter of arifto-
cracy, or what are called Nobles or Nobility,
or rather No-ability, in all 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
queltions refpeting a conftitution, (by which
the ariftocratical chamber would have had a ne-
gative on any article of the conftitution); or,
in cafe they could not accomplith this objelt,

to overthrow the National Affembly entirely.
To effett one or other of thefe objects, they
began now to cultivate a friendthip with the
defpotifm they had hitherto attempted 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
the old formn, a Bed of Fuftice, in which he ac-
corded to the deliberation and vote par tete (by
head) upon feveral fubje@s; but referved the
deliberation and vote upon all queftions re-
fpeting a conflitution, to the three chambers
feparately. This declaration of the King was
made againft 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-
aifter was in contemplation..

As the form of fitting in feparate chambers
"was yet apparently kept up, though effcnnally
deftroyed, the national 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 caufe, retired to a private
houfe to confult in like manner. The mal-
contents had by this time concerted their mea-
fures with the Court, which Count D’Artois
undertook to condut; and as they faw from,
the difcontent which the declaration excited,
and the oppofition making againtt it, that they
could not obtain a controul over the intended
conftitution by a feparate vote, they prepared
themfelves for their final objet—that of con-
fpiring againft the National Affembly, and
overthrowing it. :

The next morning, the door of the chamber
of the National Affembly was fhut again(t
them, and guarded by troops ; and the Mem-
bers were refufed admittance. On this, they
- withdrew to a tennis-ground in the neighbour-
hood of Verfailles, as the moft convenient
place they could find, and, after ren=wing their
feffion, took an oath never to feparate from
- each other, under any circumftance whatever,
death excepted, until they 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 connection in the Members, it
was opened again the next day, and the pub-
lic bufinefs recommenced in the ufual place,

- We now are to havein view the forming of
the new Miniftry, which was to accomplifh the
overthrow of the National Aflembly. But as
force would be neceflary, 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 as fome manage-
ment was neceflary to keep this plan concealed
till the moment it fhould be ready for execution, '
it is to this policy that a declaration made by
Count D’Artois muft be attributed, and which-
is here proper to be introduced.

It could not but occur, that while the mal-
contents continued to refort to their chambers
feparate from the National Affembly, that more
jealoufy would be excited than if they were
mixed with it, and that the plot might be fuf-
pected. But as they had taken cheir ground,
and now wanted a pretence for quitting it, it
was neceflary that one fhould be devifed. This
was effe@ually accomplifhed by a declaration
made by Count D’Artois,  That if they took
“ not a part in the National Affembly, the life of
< the King would be endangered :* on which
they quitted their chambers, and mixed with
the Affembly in one body.

‘ -\
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At the time this declaration was made, it
. was generally treated as a piece of abfurdity in
Count D’Artois, and calculated merely to re-
lieve the outftanding Members of the two
chambers from the diminutive fituation they
were put in; and if nothing more had followed,
this conclufion would have been good. But as
things beft explain themfelves by their events,
this apparent unionwasonlyacover to the machi-
nations which were fecretly going on ; and the
declaration accommodated itfelf to anfwer that
purpofe. In a little time the National Affembly
found itfelf furrounded by troops, and thoufands
more were daily arriving. On this a very ftrong
‘declaration was made by the National Affembly
to the King, remontftrating on the impropriety
of the meafure, and demanding the reafon.
The King, who was not in the fecret of this
bufinefs, as himfelf afterwards declared, gave
fubftantially for anfwer, that he had no other
obje&t 'in view than to preferve the public
tranquillity, which appcared to be much dxf-
turbed.

But in a few days from this time, the plot
unravelled itfelf. M. Neckar and the Miniftry -
were difplaced, and a new one formed, of the
enemies of the Revolution ; and Broglio, with
between twenty-five and thirty thoufand foreign
troops, was arrived to fupport them. The
mafk was now thrown off, and matters were
eome to a crifis, The event was, that in the

‘ P fpace
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fpace of three days, the new Miniftry and
their abettors found it prudent to fly the nation
the Baftille was taken, and Broglio and his
foreign troops difperfed ; as is already related
in the former part of this work.

There are fome curious eircumftances in the
hiftory of this fhort-lived miniftry, and this
fhort-lived attempt at a counter-revolution.
The palace of Verfailles, where the Court was
fitting, was not more than four hundred yards
diftant from the hall where the National Affem-
bly was fitting. The two places were at this
moment like the feparate head-quarters of
two combatant armies ; yet the Court was as
perfeétly ignorant of the information which had
arrived from Paris to the National Affembly,
as if it had refided at an hundred miles diftance.
The then Marquis de la Fayette, who (as has
been already mentioned) was chofen to pre-
fide in the National Affembly on this particu-
lar occafion, named, by order of the Aflembly,
three fucceflive deputations to the King, on the
day, and up to the evening on which the Battille
was taken, to inform and confer with him
on the ftate of affairs: but the miniftry, who
knew not fo much as that it was attacked, pre.
cluded all communication, and were folacing
themfelves how dextroufly they had fucceeded 3
but in a few hours the accounts arrived fo thick
and faft, that they had to ftart from their detks
and run.. Some fet off in one difguife, and fome

in
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in another, and none in their own charatter,
Theit anxiety now was to outride the news left.
they fhould be ftopt, which, though it flew fafl
flew not fo faft as themfélves.

It is worth remarking, that the National Af.
fembly neither purfued thofe fugitive confpira-
tors, nor took any notice of them, nor fought
to retaliate in any fhape whatever. Occupied
with eftablithing a conttitution founded on the
Rxghts of Man and the Authority of the People,
the only authority on which Government has a
right to exift in any country, the National Af-
fembly felt none of thofe mean paffions which
mark the chara&er of impertinent governments,
founding themfelves on their own authority, or.
on the abfurdity of hereditary fucceffion. It is
the faculty of the human mind to become what
it contemplates, and to a& in unifon with its
object.

The confpiracy being thus difperfed, one of
the firft works of the National Affembly, inftead
of vindictive proclamations, as has been the cafe
with other governments, publithed a Declaration
of the Rights of Man, as the bafis on which the
new conftitution was to be built, and which is
here fubjoined :

P2 DECL A-
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DECLARATION

OF THE
_RIGHTS OF MAN a~np OF CITIZENS,

By the National Affembly of France.

«“ THE Reprefentatives of the people of
. France, formed into a NATIONAL ASSEMBLY,
corfidering that ignorance, negle, or contempt
of human rights, are the fole caufes of public
misfortunes and corruptions of Government,
have refolved to fet forth, in a folemn declara-
tion, thele natural, imprefcriptible, and unalie-
nable rights : that this declaration being con-
ftantly prefent to the minds of the members of
the body focial, they may be ever kept attentive’
to their rights and their duties: that the acts of
the legiflative and executive powers of Govern-
ment, being capable of being every moment
compared with the end of political inftitutions, -
may be more refpeted : and alfo, that the future
claims of the citizens, being dire&ted by fimple
and inconteftible principles, may always tend to
the maintenance of the Conftitution, and the
general happinefs.

¢¢ For thefe reafons, the NaATioNAL ASSEMBLY
doth recognize and declare, in the prefence of
the Supreme Being, and with the hope of his
blefling and favour, the following _/chred rights

of men and of citizens :
¢ 1. Men
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¢ I. Men are born, and always,continue, free,
and equal in refpect of their rights. Civil dif-
tincions, tberefare, can be founded only on public -
utility.

¢ II. The end of all polmcal affociations, is, the
prefervation of the natural and imprefcriptible
rights of man 3 and thefe rights are liberty, pro-

¢ perty, fecurity, and refiftance of oppreffion.

¢ 111. The nation is effentially the fource of all

¢ fovereignty ; nor can any INDIVIDUAL, or

¢
<
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ANY BODY OF MEN, be entitled to any autborit]
which 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 other man the
free exercife of the fame rights; and thefe
limits are determinable only by the law.
¢ V. The law ought to prohibit only ations
hurtful to fociety. What is not prohibited by
the law, thould not be hindered ; nor fhould
any one be compelled to that which the law
does not require.
¢ VI. Thelaw is an expreffion of the will of
the.community. 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 proteéts or punifhes ;
and all being equal in its fight, are equally eli.
gible to. all honours, places, and employments,
A 1 € according
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according to their different abilities, without any
other diftinction than that created by t/Jexr -v:rtue.r
and talents.

¢ VII. No man thould be accufed, arrefted,
or held in confinement, exceptin cafes deter-
mined by the law, and according to the forms
which it has prefcribed. All who promote,
folicit, execute, or caufe to be executed,
arbitrary orders, ought to be punifhed; and
every citizen called upon, or apprehended by
virtue of the law, ought immediately to obey,
and renders himfelf culpable by refiftance.

¢ VIII. The law ought to impofe no other
penalties but fuch as are abfolutely and evi- -
dently neceffary : and no one ought to be pu-
nithed, but in virtue of a law promulgated’
before the offence, and legally applied.

¢ IX. Every man being prefumed innocent
till he has been convicted, whenever his de-
tention becomes indifpenfible, all rigour to

him, morethan is neceflary to fecure his per- -

fon, ought to be provided againft by the law,
¢ X. No man ought to be molefted on account
of his opinions, not even on account of his re-
ligions opinions, provided his avowal of them
does not difturb the public ordcr eftablithed
by the law.

¢ XI. The unreftrained communication of
thoughts and opinions being one of the moft
precious rights of man, every citizen may
fpeak, write, and pubhfh frecly, pravided he

¢ is
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is refponfible for the abufe of this liberty in

¢ cafes determined by the law,

A A A a &

¢ XII. A public force being neceflary to
give fecurity to the rights of men and of citi-
zens, that force is infticuted for the benefic
of the community, and not for the particulal'
benefit of the perfons with whom-it is en-
trufted.

¢ XIII. A common contnbuuon being ne-
ceffary for the fupport of the public force,
and for defraying the other expences of go-
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
in determining the neceffity of public contri-
butions, the appropriation of them, and their

‘amount, mode of affefiment, and duration.

- ¢ XV, Every community has a right to de-

£
<
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mand of all its agents, an account of their
conduct.

¢ XVI. Every communijty in whxch a fepa-
ration of powers and a fecurity of rights is
not provided for, wants a conftitution,

¢ XVII. Therightto property being invio-’
lable and facred, no one ought to be deprived
of it, except in cafes of evident public necef- .
ﬁty, legally afcertained, and on condition of

¢ a previous juft indemnity.”

OBSER-.
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OBSERVATIONS

ON THE

DECLARATION OF RIGHTS.

"THE three firft articles comprehend in gene-.
ral terms, the whole of a Declaration of Rights:
All the fucceeding articles either originate
from them, or follow as elucidations. The 4th,
gth, and 6th, define more particularly what is
oaly generally exprefled in the 1ft, 2d, and 3d.

The 7th, 8th, gth, 10th, and 11th articles,
are declaratory of principles vpon which laws
fhall be conftructed, conformable to rights al-
ready declared, But it is queftioned by fome
very good people in France, as well as in other
countries, whether the toth article fufficiently
guarantees the right it is intended to accord
with : befides which, it takes off from the di-
vine dignity of religion, and weakens its opera.
tive force upon the mind, to make it a fubject
of human laws. It then prefents itfelf to Man,
like light intercepted by a cloudy medium, in
which the fource of it is obfcured from his fight,
and he fees nothing to reverence in the dutky -
ray *.

The

® There is a fingleidea, which, if it ftrikes rightly upon the
mind either in a legal or a religious fenfe, will prevent any man,
orany body of men, or any government, from going wrong on
the fubje&t of Religion 3 which is, that before any human inftitu-
tions of government was known in the world, there exifted, if I
may
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The remaining articles, beginning with the
twelfth, are fubftantially contained in the prin-
ciples of the preceding articles; but, in the
particular fituation which France then was,
having to undo what was wrong, as well as to
fet up what was right, it was proper to be
more particular than what in another condition
of things would be neceflary.

While the Declaration of Rights was before
the National Affembly, fome of its members
remarked, that if a Declaration of Rights was
publifhed, it thould be accompanied by a De-
claration of Duties. The obfervation difcovered
a mind that refletted, and it only erred by
not refle®ing far enough.. A Declaration of
Rights is, by reciprocity, a Declaration of
Duties alfo. Whatever is my right as a man,
is alfo the right of another ; and it becomes my
duty to guarantee, as wellas to poffefs,

may fo exprefs it, a compa¢t between God and Man, from the be-
ginning of time; and that as the relation and condition which
man in his individualperfon ands in towards his Maker, cannot
be changed, or any-ways altered by any human laws or human
authority, that religious devotion, which isa part'of- this com-
patt, cannot fo much as be made-a fubjett of human laws ; and
that all laws muft conform themfelves to this prior exifting com-
pa&, and not afflume to make the compa& conform to the laws,
which, befides being human, are fubfequent thereto. The firft
‘a&t of man, when he looked around and faw himfelf a creature
which he did not make, and a world furnifhed for his reception,
muft have been devotion, and devotion muft ever continue facred
to every individual man, as it appears right to kim ; and govern-
ments do mifchief by interfering.

Q The

~



122 RIGHTS OF MARQ

The three firft articles are the bafis of Liber-
ty, as well individual as national ; nor can any
couatry be called free, whole government does
not take its beginning from the principles they
contain, and continue to preferve them pure ;
and the whole 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 promulgated. '

- In the declaratory exordium which prefaces
the Declaration of Rights, we fee the folemn
and majeftic fpectacle of a Nation opening its
commiffion, under the aufpices of its Creator,
to eftablith a Government ; a fcene fo new, and
fo tranfcendantly unequalled by any-thing in
the European world, that the name of a Revo-
lution is diminutive of its chara&er, and it rifes
into a Regeneration of man. What are the
prefent Governments of Europe, but a fcene
of iniquity and oppreflion 2 What is that of
England? Do not its own inhabitants fay,
It is a market where every man has his price,
and where corruption is commoa traffic, at the

. expence of a deluded people? No wonder,

then, that the French Revolution is traduced.
Had it confined itlelf merely to the deftru&ion
of flagrant defpotifm, perhaps Mr. Burke and
fome others had been filent, Their cry now is,
¢ It is gone too far :” that is, it has gone too
far for them. Iu ftares corruption in the face,
and the venal tribe are allalarmed. Their fear

difcovers
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difcovers itfelf in their outrage, and they are
but publithing 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 firuck
enough. It has nothing to dread from attacks :
Truth has given it an eftablithment ; and
Time will record it with a name as lafting 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 eftablithment by the Decla.
ration of Rights, I will clofe the fubje& with
the energetic apoftrophe of M. de la Fayette—

s May this great monument raifed to Liberty, ferve

as a leffon to the oppreffor, and an example io the
oppreffed I+

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

Q.2 MISCEL.
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MISCELLANEOUS CHAPTER.

TO prevent interrupting the argument in the -
preceding part of this work, or the narrative
that follows it, I referved fome obferva-
tions to be thrown together into a Mifcella-
neous Chapter; by which variety might not be
cenfured for confufion. Mr. Burke’s Book is
all Mifcellany. His intention was to make an
attack on the French Revolution; but inftead
of proce=ding with an orderly arrangement, he
has ftormed it with a mob of ideas tumbling
over and deftroying one another.

But this confufion and contradi&tion in Mr.
Burke’s Book is ealily accounted for—When a
man in a long caufe attempts to fteer his courfe
by any thing 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
this guide al ways 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
{fu ceflion, and that a Nation has not a right

“totorm a Government for itfelf; it happened
to fall in his way to give fome account of what
' Governa
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Government is. ‘S Government, fays he, is &
¢ contrivance of human wifdom.”’ '

- Admitting that Government is a' contrivance
of human wifdom, it muft neceffarily follow,
that hereditary fucceffion, and hereditary rights,
(as they are called), can make no part of i,
becaufe it is impoflible to make wifdom heredi-
tary; attd on the other hand, #hat cannot be a
wife contrivance, which in its operation may
commit the government of a nation to the wif-
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 is the wifeft man? He muft now fhew
that every one in the line of hereditary fucceffion
was a Solomon, or his title is not good to be a
king.—What a ftroke has Mr. Burke now
made ! To ufe a failors phrafe, he has fzwabbed
the deck, and {carcely left a name legible in the
lift of Kings; and he has mowed down and
thinned the Houfe of Peers, with a fcythe -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 ms-
nopoly of wifdom. Fe puts the nation as fools
on one fide, and places his government of
wifdom, all wife men of Gotham, on the other
fide; and he then proclaims, and fays, that
- Men have a RIGHT that their wants fhould
. (3 be
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¢ be ‘provided for by this wifdom.”” Having
thus made proclamation, he next proceeds ta
explain to them what their wants are, ard alfo
what their rights are. In this he has fucceeded
dextroufly, for he makes their wants to be a
awant of wifdom ; but as this is but cold com-
fort, he then informs them, that they have a
right (not to any of the wifdom) but to be go=
verned by it: and in order to imprefs them
with a folemn reverence for this monopoly-
government of wifdo.n, and of its vaft capacity
for all purpofes, poffible or impoflible, right or
wrong, he proceeds with aftrological myiteri-
ous importance, to tell to them its powers, in
thete words—¢¢ The Rights of men in govern-
¢« ment are their advantages ; and thefe are
¢ often’ in balances between differences of
‘¢ pood ; and in compromifes fometimes be-
“ tween good and evil, and fometimes between
“ cvil and evil. Political reafon is a computing
- ¢ principle ;. adding—{ubtrating—multiplying
¢ —and dividing, morally, and not metaphy-
< fically or mathematically, true moral demon-
¢ ftrations.”

As the wondering audience, whom Mr. Burke
fuppofes himfelf talking to, may not under-
ftand all this learned jargon, I will undertake to
be its interpreter. The meaning then, good
people, of all this, is, That government is govern=- -
ed by no principle whatever s that it can make
evil good, or good evil, juf? as it pleafes. In fhorty
that government is arbitrary power.

But
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But there are fome things which Mr. Burke-
has forgotten. Fir/2, He has not fhewn where
the wifdom originally came from : and fecondly,
he has not thewn by what authority it firit began
to a&. In the manner he introduces the matter,
it is either government ftealing wifdom, or
wifdom ftealing government. It is without an
origin, and its powers without authority. In
fhort, itis ufurpation. '

Whether it be from a fenfe of fhame, or from
a confcioufnefs of fome radical defect in a
government neceffary to be kept out of fight,
or from both, or from any other caufe, I under-
take not to determine ; but fo it is, thata
monarchical realoner never traces government
to its fource, or from its fource. It is one of
the fbibboleths 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-

vesnments, and fay, This was the work of our
glorious anceflors ! But what can a2 monarchical
talker fay # What has he to exult in 2 Alas! he
has nothing. A certain fomething forbids him
to look back to a beginning, left fome robber
or fome Robin Hood fhould rife from the long
obfcurity of time, and fay, I am the origin!
Hard as Mr. Burke laboured the Regency Bill
and Hereditary Succeffion two years ago, and
much as he dived for precedents, he full had
‘not boldnefs enough to bring up William' of
Normandy, and fay, There is t/ye head of the

4 !
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lift ! there is the fountain of honour ! the fon of a
proftitute, and tle plunderer of the Englifh
nation. :

The opinions of men with refpeét to govern-
ment, are changing falt 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 when once the veil begins
to rend, it admits not of repair. Ignorance is of
a peculiar nature : once difpelled, and it is
impofiible to re-eftablifh it. It is not originally
a thing of itfelf, but is only the abfence of
‘knowledge ; and though man may be £ept igno-
rant, he cannot be made ignorant. The mind,
in difcovering truth, adts in the fame manner
as it alts through the eye in difcovering objects ;
when once any obje& has been feen, itis impoffi-
ble to put themind back to the fame condition it
wasinbeforeit fawit, Thofe who talk of acounter
revolution in France, thew how little they under-
ftand of man. There does notexift in the com-
" pafs of language, an arrangement of words to
exprefs fo much as the means of effeting a
counter revolution. The means muft be an
obliteration of knowledge ; and it has never
yet been difcovered, how to make man unknow
his knowledge, or unthink his thoughts.

Mr Burke is labouring in vain to ftop the
progrefs of knowledge ; and it comes with the
worfe grace from him, as there is a certain tranf-

' actien
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attion known in the city, which renders him
i'ufpe&cd of being a penfioner in a fittitious
name. This may account for fome ftrange
dotrine he has advanced in his book, which,
though he points it at the Revolution Society,
is effeCtually directed 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
¢ choice of the Revolution Society, who have
* not a fingle vote for a King among them
s¢ either individually or colletively ; and his
* ~¢¢ Majefty’s heirs, each in their time and order;
¢ will come to the Crown with the fame cons
< empt 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, ora Heflian
Huffar for a King, it is not a matter that I
trouble myfelf about—be that to themfelves
but with refpect to the dottrine, fo far as it re-
Yates to the Rights of Men and Nations, it is
as abominable 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 defpotifm, than whatit does
to the ear of another perfon, I am not fo wel}
a judge of;; but -of its abommable principle
I am at no lofs to judge. ,
It.is not the Revolution Socncty that Mr,
Burke means ; it is the Nation, as well in its
R “original,
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originaly as in its reprefentative charalter; and
he has taken care to make himfelf tnderftood,
by faying that they have not a vote either col-
lectively or individually. The Revolution So-
ciety is compofed of citizens of all denomina-
tions, and of members of both the Houfcs 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 imports foreign families
to be kings. It is fomewhat curious to obferve,
that although the people of England have been .
in the habit of talking about kings, it is always
a Foreign Houfe of kings; hating Foreigners,
yet goverried by them.—It is now the Houfe of
Brunfwick, one of the petty tribes of Germany.

It has hitherto been the prattice of the Englith
Parliaments, to regulate what was called the fuc-
ceflion, (taking it for granted, that the Nation
then continued to accord to the form of annex.
ing a monarchical branch to its government ;
for without this, the Parliament could not have
had duthority to have fent either to Holland or
to Hanover, or to impofe a King upon the Na-
tion againt its will.) And this muft be the ut.
moft limit to which Parliament can go upon the
cafe ; but the right of the Nation goes to the
awhole cafe, becaufe it has the right of changing
its wholé form of government. The right of a
Parliament is only a right in truft, a right by
delegation, and that but from a very fmall par;

' : o
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of the Nation ; and one of its Houfes has not
even this. But the right of the Nation is an
original right, as univerfal as taxation. The
Nation is the paymalfter of every thing, and every
thing muft conform to its general will,

T remember taking notice of a fpeech 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 diretly charge my memory with every

particular ; but the words and the purport, as
nearly as I remember, were thefe: That the form
-of @ Government was a matter wholly at the will of
a Nation, at all times : that if it chofe @ monarchi-
- cal form, it bad a right to have it fo; and if it
afterwards chofe to be a Republic, it had a right
10 be a Republic, and to fay to a King, ¢ We have
no longer any accafion for you.’

When Mr. Burke fays that ¢ His Majefty’s
¢ heirs and fucceffors, each in their time and
¢ order, will come to the crown with the fzme
<« contempt of their choice with which His Ma.
¢ jefty has fucceeded to that he wears,” it is
* faying too much even to the humbleft individual
in the country; part of whofe daily labour goes
towards making up the million fterling a year,
which the country gives the perfon it ftiles a King,
Government with infolence, is defpotifm ; but -
when contempt is added, it becomes worfe 3
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
R 2 Brunfwick

o
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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
¢« difference by knowing my own: in my coun-
< try, if the prince fays, Eat ftraw, we eat ftraw.”?
God help that country, thought I, be it Eng-
land or ellewhere, whofe liberties are to be pro-
teted by German principles of government, and
Princes of Brunfwick!

As Mr. Burke fometimes fpeaks of England,
fometimes of France, and fometimes of the world,
and of government in genecral, it is difficult to
anfwer his book without apparently meeting him
on the fame ground. Although principles of
Government are general {ubjects, it is next ta
impoflible 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
< experience has taught us, (meaning the Eng-
lith), ¢ that in any other courfe or method than
< that of an bereditary crown, can our liberties
¢ be regularly perpetuated and preferved facred
“ as our bereditary right”’ 1 atk Mr. Burke,
who is to take them away ?—M. de la Fayette,
in fpeaking to France, fays, “ For a Nation to *
¢ be free, it is fufficient that fbe wills it.”” But
Mr. Burke reprefents England as wanting capa.
city to take care of itfelf, and that its liberties

' mult
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muft be taken care of by a King holding it in
¢¢ contempt.” -If England is funk to this, it is

. preparing itfelf to eat ftraw, as in Hanover or
in Brunfwick. But befides the folly of the de.
claration, it happens that the faéts are all againft -
Mr. Burke. It was by the Government being
hereditary, that the liberties of the people werg
endangered. Charles I. and James IL are in-
ftances of this truth ; yet neither of them went
{o far as to hold the Nation in contempt,

As it is fometimes of advantage to the people
of one country, to hear what thofe of other
countries have to fay refpeting it, it is poflible
that the people of France may learn fomething
from Mr. Burke’s book, and that the people of
England may alfo learn fomething from the an-
fwers it will occafion. When Nations fall out
about freedom, a wide field of debate is opened.
The argument commences with the rights of war.
without its evils ; and as knowledge is the obje&
* contended for, the party that fuftains the defeat
obtains the prize.

Mr. Burke talks about what he calls an hcre-
ditary crown, as if it were fome produ&ion 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 fubje& uni-
verfally confented to. Alas! it has none of thofe
- properties, but is the reverfe of them all. It isa
thing in imagination, the propriety of which is
more than doubted, and the legality of which
in a few years will be denied.

. ' But,
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But, to arrange this matter in a clearer view
- than what general expreflions can convey, it
will be neceflary to ftate the diftinét heads under
which (what is called) an hereditary crown, or,
more properly fpeaking, an hereditary fucceflion
to the Government of a Nation, can be confi-
dered ; which are,

Firft, The right of a particular Family to
eftablith itfelf. , '

Secondly, The right of a Nation to eftablith
a particular Family.

‘With refpeét to the firf# of thefe heads, that
of a Family eftablifhing itfelf with hereditary
powers on its own authority, and independent
"-of the confent of a Nation, all men will concur
in calling it defpotifm; and it would be trefpaff-
ing on their underftanding to attempt to prove it.

But the fecond head, that of a Nation eftablifh-
~ing a particular Family with bereditary powers,
does not prefent itfelf as defpotifm on the firft
- refletion ; but if men will permit a fecond re-

fle&tion to take place, and carry that reflection
~forward but one remove out of their own pérv

fons to that of their offspring, they will then fee
that hereditary fucceflion becomes in its confe-
quences the fame defpotifm to others, which
they reprobated for themfelves. It operates to
preclude the confent of the fucceeding genera-
tion ; and the preclufion of confent is defpotifm.

When the perfon who at any time fhall be in

pofleflion of a Government, or thofe who ftand

in fucceflion 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 refle&t 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 eftablifhed as a
legal - thing. : :

In order to arrive at a more perfe&t dec:ﬁon 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 charafter in which the fi7/2 generation
alts with refpect to fucceeding generations. '

The generation which firft fele&s a perfon, and
puts him at the head of its Government, either with
the title of King, or any other diftin&tion, alts its
own choice, be it wife or foolifh, as a free agent for
itfelf. The perfon fo fet up is not hereditary, but

feleéted 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 eftablifhment. Were the generation
who fets him up, and the perfon fo fet up, to live
for ever, it never could become hereditary fuccef-
fion ; and of confequence, heredltary fucceflion can
only follow on the death of the firft parties.’

As therefore hereditary fucceffion is out of the
queftion with refpe& to the fir/2 generation, we
have now to confider the chara&ter in which that
generation alts with refpet to the commencing
generation, and to all fucceeding ones. ..
- It
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It affumes a chara&er, to which it has neithe¥
right nor title. It changes itfelf from a Legiflator
to a T¢ffator, and affe@ts to make its Will, whichis
to have operation after the demife of the makers,;
to bequeath the Government; and it not only
attempts to bequeath, but to eftablith on the fuc.
ceeding generation, a new and different form of
government under which itfelf lived. Itfelf, as is
tlready obferved, lived not under an hereditary
Government, but under a Government of its own
choice and eftablithment ; and it now attempts, by
. virtue of a will and teftament, (and which it has
not authority to make), to take from the coms
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& colleitively as a teftator, the objets 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 devifes
able, nor transferable, nor annihilable, but are
defcendable only 3 and it is not in the power of
any generation to intercept finally, and cut off the
defcent. If the prefent generation, or any other,
are difpofed to be flaves, it does not leflen the right
of the fuccecding generation to be free : wrongs
cannot have a legal defcent. When Mr. Burke
attempts to maintain, that the Englifb Nation did
at the Revolution of 1688, moft folemnly renounce and
abdicate their rights for themfelves, and for all their
pofterity for ever ; he fpeaks a language that merits
not reply, and which can only excite contempt for
his proftitute principles, or pity for his ignorance.
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In whatever light hereditary fucceflion, as grow-
ing out of the will and teftament of fome former
generation, prefents itfelf, 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 is called) hereditary fucceffion by law
operates. 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 fu¢h principles, and fuch

ignorance, Good Lord deliver the world !

But, after all, what is this metaphor called a
crown, or rather what is monarchy? Is it a
thing, or is it a name, or is it a fraud? Is it
“ a contrivance of human wifdom,”” or of human
craft to obtain money from a nation under fpe-
cious pretences? Is it a thing neceflfary to a
nation? If it is, in what does that neceﬁlty
confift, what fervices does it perform, what is 1ts‘
buﬁnefs, and what are its merits? Doth the vir-
tue confift in the metaphor, or in the man? Doth
the goldfimith that makes the crown, make the vir-
tue alfo? Doth it operate like Fortunatus’s wifh-
ing-cap, - or- Harlequin’s wooden fword? Doth
it make a man a conjuror? In fine, what is it?
It appears to be a fomething going much out of
fathion, falling into ridicule, and rejeted in fome
gountries both as unneceflary and expenfive. In
S America

'
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America it is confidered as an abfurdity; and in
France it has fo far declined, that the goodnefs
of the man, and the refpe for his perfonal cha-
ra&er, are the only things that preferve the ap-
pearance of its exiftence.

If Government be what Mr. Burke defcribes
it, *“ a contrivance of human wifdom,” I might
afk him, if wifdom was at fuch a low ebb in Eng-
land, that it was become neceffary to import it
from Holland and from Hanover? But I will do
the country the juftice to fay, that was not the cafe;
and even if it was, it miftook the cargo. The
wifdom of every country, when properly exerted,
is fuflicient for all its purpofes ; and there could
exift no more real occafion in England to have
fent for a Dutch Stadtholder, or a German Eleétor,
than there was in America to have done a fimilar
thing. If a country does not underftand its own -
affairs, how is a foreigner to underftand them,
who knows neither its laws, its manners, nor its
language? If there exifted a man fo tranfcen-
dantly wife above all others, that his wifdom was
neceflary to inftruét a nation, fome reafon might
be offered for monarchy; but when we caft
our eyes about a country, and obferve how every
part underftands its own affairs; and when we
look around the world, and fee that of all men in
it, the race of kings are the moft infignificant in
capacity, our reafon cannot fail to atk us—VVhat
are thofe men kept for ?

If there is any thing in monarchy which we

people of America do not underﬁand I with Mr.
Burke
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Burke would be fo kinid as to inform us. I fee in
- America, a government extending over a country
ten times as large as England, and conduéted 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,
and atks me if I take him for an ideot ? How is it
that this difference happens ? are we more or lefs

wife than others ? 1 fee in America, the generality

of people living in a ftile of plenty unknown in
" monarchical countrie$ ; and I fee that the principle
of its governmient, which is that of the equal Rights
of Man, is making a rapid progrefs in the world.
If monarchy is a ufelefs thing, why is it kept

up anywhere? and if a neceflary thing, how can

it be difpenfed with? That civil' government is
neceflary, 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 affize, including trial by jury,
is republican government. Nothing of monarchy
appears in any part of it, except the name which

William the Conqueror impofed upon the Englifh,
that of obliging them to call him ¢ Their Soves

reign Lord the King-”
It is eafy to conceive, that a band of interefted

men, fuch as Placemen, Penfioners, Lords of the
bed-chamber, Lords of the kitchen, Lords of the

neceffary-houfe, and the Lord knows what befides,

can find as many reafons for monarchy as their
S 2 : falaries,

s/
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falaries, paid at the expence of the country;
amount to; but if I afk 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 afk him what mo-
narchy is, he believes it is fomething like a
finecure.

Notwithftanding the taxes of England amount
to almoft feventeen millions a-year, faid to be
for the expences of Government, it is ftill evident
that the fenfe of the Nation is left to govern itfelf,
and does govern itfelf by magiftrates and juries,
almoft 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 lighteft of any
nation in Europe ;. inftead of which, they are the
contrary. As this cannot be accounted for on
~the fcore of civil government, the fubje&t necefla-
rily 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 aban-
donment of Hanover. Befides the endlefs Ger-
man intrigues that muft follow from a German
Ele@or. being King of England, there is a
patural impoflibility of uniting in the fame perfon
the principles of Freedom and the principles of

Defpotifm,
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Delpotifm, or, as it is ufually called in England,
Arbitrary Power. A German Ele&cr is in his
eleGtorate a defpot: How then could it be ex-
pected 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 Elettors would make Ger-
man Kings; or, in Mr. Burke’s words, would
affume government with ¢ contempt.” The Englith
have been in the habit of confideting a King of
England only in the character in which he appears
to them: whereas the fame perfon, while the -
connection’ 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 a perfon England will
appear as a town-refidence, and the Eleltorate
as the eftate. The Englifh may wifh, as 1 believe
“they do, fuccefs to the principles of Liberty in
France, or in Germany; but a German Eleftor
trembles for the fate of defpotifm in his eleCtorate:
and the Dutchy of Mecklenburgh, where the
prefent Queen’s family governs, is under the
fame wretched ftate of arbitrary power, and the
" people in flavith vaffalage. :
There never was a time when it became the
" Englith to watch continental intrigues more cir-
cumfpectly than at the prefent moment, and to
diftinguith the politics of the EleCtorate from the
- politics of the Nation. The revolution of France
has entirely changed the ground with refpect 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 oftice, and the intereft which all his family-
connections have obtained, do not give fufficient
fecurity againft this intrigue.

As every thing which paffes in the world be-
comes matter for hiftory, I will now quit this fub-
jet, 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 w1th
contempt, 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
remembered, ran high; and, had the true principles

- of Liberty been as wcll underftood then as they
now promife to be, it is probable the Nation would
not have patiently fubmitted to fo much. George
the Firft and Second were fenfible of a rival in the
remains of the Stuarts ; and as they could not but
confider themfelves as {tanding on their good beha-
viour, they had prudence to keep their German
principles of Government to themfelves; but as
_the Stuart’ family wore away, the prudence be-
came lefs neceflary.

The conteft between rights, and what were cal-
led prerogatives, continued to heat the Nation till
fome time after the conclufion of the American’
‘War, when all at once it fell a calm—Execration
exchanged itfelf for applaufe, and Court popularity
fprung up like a muthroom in a night. )

4 , To
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To dccount for this fudden tranfition, it is pro-
per to obferve, that there are two diftin& fpecies of
popularity ; the one excited by merit, 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 againft
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 difguft at the meafure, felt no other
relief than unitingin a common execration againft
both. A higher ftimulus of refentment being thus
excited, than what the conteft on prerogatives had
occafioned, the Nation quitted all former objeds
of rights and wrongs, and fought only that of
. gratification. The indignaticn at the Coalition, fo

effeCtually fuperfeded the indignation againft the
Court, as to extinguifh it ; 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 they hated moft; and the
leaft hated paffed for love. The. diffolution of
the Coalition Parliament, as it afforded the means
of gratifying the refentment of the Nation, could
not fail to be popular; gnd from hence arofe the

popularity of the Court. , )
Tranfitions of this kind exhibit a Nation under
-the government of temper, inftead of a fixed and
fteady principle; and having once committed itfelf,
however
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however rafhly, it feels itfelf urged along to juftify
by continuance its firft proceeding.—Meafures
which at other times it would cenfure, it now
approves, and adts perfuafion upon itfelf to fuffo-
cate its judgment.

On the return of a new Parliament, the new
Minifter, 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
juftification of corruption. The Nation was
~ to be at the expence of buying up the rotten
boroughs, whereas it ought to punifh the per-
" fons who deal in the traffic.

Pafling over the two bubbles, of the Dutch
bufinefs, and the million a-year to fink the na-
tional debt, the matter which moft prefents itfelf,
is the affair of the Regency. Never, in the
courfe of my obfervation, was delufion more
fuccefsfully acted, nor a nation more-completely
deceived.—Bur, to make this appear, it will be
neceflary to go over the circumftances.

Mr. Fox had ftated in the Houfe of Com-
mons, that the Prince of Wales, as heir in fuc-
ceflion, had a right in himfelf to affume the
government, This was oppofed by Mr. Pitt;
and, fo far as the oppofition was confined to
the dotrine, it was juft. But the principles

' 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 eftablith an
ariftocracy over the Nation, and over the fmall
reprefentation it has in the Houfe cf Commons.

Whether the Englifh form of Government
be 'good or bad, is notin this cafe the queftion;
but, taking it as it ftands, without regard
to its merits or demerits, Mr. Pitt was farther
from the point than Mr. Fox.

It is fuppofed to confift of three parts i
while therefore the Nation is difpofed to con«
tinue this form, the parts have a national

Jtanding, independent of each other, and are
not the creatures of each other. Had Mr. Fox
pafled 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 Parliament,
againft the right of the Nation,

By the ap, earance which the conteft made,
Mr. Fox took the hereditary ground, and Mr.
Pitt the parliamentary ground ; but the factis,
they both took hereditary ground, and Mr. Pitt
took the worlt of the two,

‘What is called the Parliament, is made up of
two Houfes; one of which is more hereditary,
and more beyond the controul of the Nation,
than what the Crown (as it is called) is fup-

. pofed to be. It is an hereditary ariftocracy,

afluming and afferting indefeafible, irrevokable

. rights and authority, wholly independent of the

Nation,



146 RIGHTS OF MAN.

Nation. Where then was the merited popula-
rity of exalting this hereditary power over ano-
“ther hereditary power lefs independent of the
Nation than what itfelf afflumed to be, and of
abforbing the rights of the Nation into a Houfe
over which it has neither ele&ion nor controul ?
The general impulfe of the Nation was right;
but it aéted without refle¢tion. Itapproved the
oppofition made to the right fet up by Mr.
Fox, without perceiving that Mr. Pitt was
~ fupporting another indefeafible right, more
remote from the Nation, in oppofition to it.

With refpect to the Houfe of Commons, it
is elected but by a fmall part of the Nation;
but were the eleftion as univerfal as taxation,
which it ought to be, it would fill be only the
organ of the Nation, and cannot poflefs inher-
ent rights.—When the National Affembly of
- France refolves a matter, the refolve is made
in right of the Nation; but Mr. Pitt, on all
national queftions, fo far as they refer to the
Houfe of Commons, abforbs the rights of the
Nation into the organ, and makes the organ
into a Nation, and the Nation itfelf into a
cypher,

In a few words, the queftion on the Regency -
was a queftion on a million a-year, - which is
appropriated to the executive department : and
Mr. Pitt could not poffefs himfelf of any
management of this fum, without fetting up the
fupremacy of Parliament; and when this was

accomplithed, |
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accomplifhed, it was indifferent who thould be
Regent, as he muft be Regent at his own ‘coft.
Among the curiofities which this contentious
debate afforded, was that of making the Great
‘Seal into a King; the affixing of which to an
act, was to be royal authority. If; therefore,
Royal Authority is a Great Seal, it confe-
quently is in itfelf nothing ; and a good Confti-
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 Englifh Parliament, fhews there is none;
and that the whole is merely a form of Govern-
ment without a Conftitution, and conftituting
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 Conftitution.
One member fays, This is Conftitution; 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 itfclf to the ear:
of the Nation. Formerly it was the univerfal
fupremacy of Parliament—the omnipatence of Par-
liament : But fince the progrefs of Liberty in
France, thofe phrafes have a defpotic harfhnefs
in their note ; and the Englifh Parliament have
catched the fathion from the National Affem-
' T2 : bly,
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bly, but without the fubftance, of fpeaking of
Conflitution.

As the prefent generation of people in Eng-
land did not make the Governmenr, they are
not accountable for any of its defe@s; but
that fooner or later it muft come into their
hands to undergo a conftitutional reformation,
is 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 upwards of ninety millions
fterling of gold and filver circulating in the
nation, and with a debt lefs than the prefent
debt of England—ttill found it neceflary, from
whatever caufe, to come to a fettlement of its
affairs, it folves the problem of funding for
both countries,

It is out of the queftion to fay how long
what is called the Englifh conftitution has
lafted, and to argue from thence how long it
is to laft; the queftion is, how long can the
funding fyftem laft? It is a thing but of modern
invention, and has not yet continued beyond
the life of a man; yet in that fhort fpace it has
fo far accumulated, that, together with the
current expences, it requires an amount of
taxes at leaft equal to the whole landed rental
of the nation in acres to defray the annual ex-

penditure,
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penditure. That a government could not al- .
ways have gone on by the fame fy{tem which
has been followed for the laft 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 i, properly fpeaking, credit. It in effe®
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 circulation. If any credit is
given, it is to the difpofition of the people to
pay the tax, and not to the government which
laysit on. When this difpofition expires, what
is fuppofed to be the credit of Government
expires with it. The inftance of France under
the former Government, thews that it is ime
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, ftates 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 fter- .
. ling ; for M. Neckar’s ftatement, from which
. Mr. Burke’s is taken, is 7200 thoufand two huna
dred millions of livres, which is upwards of
ninety-one millions and an half ferling,

4 M. Neckar
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M. Neckar in France, and Mr. George
Chalmers of the OFice of Trade and Plantation
in England, of which Lord Hawkefbury is
prefident, publithed nearly about the fame time
(1786) an account of the quantity of money
in each nation, from the returns of the Mint of
cach 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 fterling®. ‘

M. Neckar t fays, that the amount of money
in France, recoined from the old coin which
was called in, was two thoufand five hundred
millions of livres, (upwards of one hundred and
four millions fterling) ; and, after deduéting for
wafte, and what may be in the Weft Indies,
and other poffible circumftances, ftates the
circulation quantity at home, to be ninety-one
millions and an half fterling; bur, taking it as
Mr. Burke has putit, 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
referring to the records of the French Mint
for proofs. The revenue of Yrance prior to

. ® See Eflimate of the Comparative Strength of Great Britain,
by G. Chalmers.
1+ Sece Adminiftration of the Finances of France, Vol, III. by
M. Neckar. )
the
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the Revolution, was nearly twenty-four mil-
lions fterling ; and as paper had then no exift-
ence in France, the whole revenue was col-
le¢ted upon gold and filver; and it would have
been impoflible to have collected fuch a quan-
tity of revenue upon a lefs national quantity
than M. Neckar has ftated. Before the eftab-
litlhment of paper in England, the revenue was
about a fourth part of the niational 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 poffefling but little
money-—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 to the Englith fyftem of funding. It ope-

~rates to multiply paper, and to fubfticute it in

" the room of money, in various fhapes ; and the

more paper is multiplied, the more opportu-
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
no money left.

I know this is not a pleafant fubjelt to
Englith readers; but the matters 1 am going
to mention, are fo important in themfelves, as
to require the attention of men interefted in
money-tranfactions of a public nature.—~There
is a circumftance ftated by M. Neckar, in his

“treatife on the adminiltration of the finances,
which has never been attended to in England,
but which forms the only bafis whereon to eftis
mate the quantity of money (gold and filver)
which ought to be in every nation in Europe,
to preferve a relative proportion 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 itfclf over Europe by means
of commerce, and increafes the quantity of
money in all parts of Europe. If, therefore,
the amount of the annual importation into
Europe can be known, and the relative pro-
portion of the foreign commerce of the feveral
nations by which it is diftributed can be afcer-
tained, they give a rule, fuficiently true, to
afcertain the quantity of money which ought
to be found in any nation, at any given time.

M. Neckar fhews from the regifters of Lif-
bon and Cadiz, that the importation of gold
and filver into Europe, is five millions fterling

annually,
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annually, He has not taken it on a fingle
year, but on an average of fifteen fucceeding
years, from 1763 to 1777, both inclufive;
1n which time, the amount was one thoufand
* eight 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 herfelf
on a proportion with the reft of Europe,
would be alfoa fixth part, which is fixty mil-
lions fterling; 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 fifty-
two millions ; and this fum ought to have been
_in the nation (at the time Mr:. Chalmers pub-
- lifhed) 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 fterling; inftead of

® Adminiftration of the Finances of France, Vol. iii.

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 filver imported
into Lifbon and Cadiz, is more exatly afcer-
tained than that of any commodity imported
into England ; and as the quantity of money
coined at the Tower of London, is ftill more
pofitively knowa; the leading fats do not

- admit of controverfy. Either, therefore, the

commerce of England is unprodutive of
profit, or the gold and filver which it brings
in, leak continually away by unfeen means, at
the average rate 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 *. v

The

* Whether the Englith commerce does not bring in money,
or whether the Government fends it out after it is brought in, is
a matter which the parties concerned cag beft explain ; but that
the deficiency exifts, is not in the power of either to difprove,
‘While Dr. Price, Mr. Eden (now Auckland), Mr. Chalmers,
and others, were debating whether the quantity of money in
England was greater or lefs than at the'Revolutiop, the circum-
ftance was not adverted to, that {ince the Revolution, there can-
not have been lefs than four hundred millions fterling imported
into Europes; and therefore, the quantity in England ought at
feaft to have been four times greater than it was at the Revo-
lution, to be on a proportion with Europe. What England ig
now doing by paper, is what fhe would have been able to have
done by folid money, if gold and filver had come into the nation
in the proportion it ought, or had not been fent out; and the is
endeavouring to reftore by paper, the balance the has loft by
money. It is certain, that the gold and filver which arrive annu-

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

- ally in the regifter-fhips 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 tons 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-
ters. . '

. In the fituation England now is, it is impoflible fhe can increafe
inmoney. High taxes not only lefien the property of the indi-
viduals, but they leflen alfo the money-capital of a nation, by
inducing finuggling, which can only be carried on by gold and
filver. By the politics which the Britilh Government have
carried on with the Inland 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 ; but though the navy is
built in England, the naval ftores muft be purchafed from abroad,
and that from countries where the greateft part muft be paid for
in gold and filver. Some fallacious rumours have been fet afloat
in England to induce a belief of money, and, among others, that
of the French refugees bringing great quantities. The idea is -
sidiculous. The general part of the money ir France is filver;
and it would take upwards of twenty of the largeft broad wheel
waggons, with ten horfes each, to remove one million fterling of
‘Blver. Is it then to be {uppofed, that a few people fleeing 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
bring even a fufficiency for their own expences?

W hen millions of money are fpoken of, it fhould be recolleéted,
that fuch fums can only accumulatein a country by flowdegrees,
and a long proceflion of time. The moft frugal fyftem that
England could now adopt, would not recover, in a century, the.
balance fhe has loft in money fince the commencement of the
Hanover fucceffion.  She is feventy millions behind France, and
fhe muft be in fome confiderable proportion behind every country
in Europe, becaufe the returns of the Englith Mint do net fhew
an increafe of money, while the regifters of Lifbon and €adiz
fhew an European increale of between three and four hundred

millions fterling, .
‘U 2 litical
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litical fphere, but in the circle of moriey 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 refpe& 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, and the prefent Government of Eng-
land, differed in no other refpet than as the
difpofition of the people differ. The people
of France refufed their aid to the old Govern-
ment; and the people of England fubmit to
taxation without enquiry. What is called the
Crown in England, has been infolvent feveral
times; the laft of which, publicly known, was
. in May 1977, when it applied to the Nation
to difcharge upwards of £. 600,000, private
debts,, which otherwife it could not pay,

It was the error of Mr, Pitt, Mr. Burke,
and all thofe who were unacquainted with the
affairs of France, to confound the French Na-
tion with the French Government. The French
Nation, in effe&®, endeavoured to render the
Jate Government infolvent, for the purpofe of
taking Government into its own hands; and it
referved its means for the fupport of the new

o * Govern-
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Government. In a country of fuch vaft éxtent
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 -
laft Winter in the Britith Parliament, ca? bis
eyes over the map of Europe, and faw a chafm
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 extinétion
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
late Government infolvent, it did not permit
the infolvency to a& towards the creditors; and
the creditors confidering the Nation as the real
paymafter, and the Government only as the
agent, refted themfelves 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 fuppofed themfelves fecure. They have
contracted debts, with a view of attaching what
is called the monied intereft of a Nation to
their fupport; but the example in France fhews,
that the permanent fecurity of the crediror is
in the Nation, and not in the Government; and
thatin all poffible revolutions that may happen
in Governments, the means are always with the
' v 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 Government which
they trufted; butthe National Affembly con-
fidered them as the creditors of the Nation,
and not of the Government—of the mafter,
and not 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 accomplithed by two
means; the one by leflening the expences of
Government, and the other by the fale of the
monaflic and ecclefiaftical landed eftates. The
devotees and penitent debauchees, extortioners
and mifers of former days, to enfure themfel¥es
a better world than that which they were about
to leave, had bequeathed immenfe property in
truft to the priefthood, for pious ufes ; and the
priefthood kept it for themfclves. 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 fterling, by paying
off upwards of one hundred millions of the’
capital ; which, with leflening the former ex-
pences of Government at leaft three millions,
will place France in a fituation worthy the
imitation of Europe.

Upon
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Upon a whole review of the fubje&, how -
vaft 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. Pite faid about French affairs, or the ftate
of the French finances, in the prefent Seffion
of Parliament. The fubject begins tp be too
well underftood, and impofition ferves no
longer. -

There is 2 general enigma running through
the whole of Mr. Burke’s Book. He writes in
a rage againft the National Aflembly; but
what is he enraged about? If his affertions’
were as true as they are groundlefs, and that
France, by her Revolution, had annihilated her
power, and become what he calls a chafm, it
might excite the grief of a Frenchman, (¢on-
fidering himfelf as a national man), and pro-
voke his rage againft the National Affembly ;
but why fhould it excite the rage of Mr.
Burke 2—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. He writes neither in the cha.
ratter of a Frenchman nor an Englithman,
but in the fawning charaéter of that creature
known in all countries, and a friend to none,

4 a COURTIER,
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a Courtier. Whether it be the Court of
Verfailles, or the Court of St. James or Carl-
ton-Houfe, or the Court in expectation, fig-
nifies not; for the ‘caterpillar principle of all
Courts and Courtiers are alike. They form a
common policy throughout 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 them; and as their exiftence

- depends on the duplicity of a country, they

tremble at the approach of principles, and ~
dread the precedent that threatens their over-
throw. ’

CON-
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CONCLUSION.

-REASON and Ignorance, the oppofites of
each other, influence the great bulk of man-
kind. If 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 whatever is
dictated to it.

The two modes of Government which pre-
vail in the world, are, fr/2, Government. by
ele@tion 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, erect
themfelves on the two diftip& and oppofite
bafes of Reafon and Ignorance.—As the exer-
cife of Government requires talents and abili-
ties, amd as talents and abilities cannot have
hereditary defcent, itis evident that hereditary
fucceflion 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 g've. He
. fees the rationale of the whole fyftem, its origin
and its operation; 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 this, that,
and other. ,

The moving power in this fpecies of Go-
vernment, is of neceffity, Corruption. How-
ever imperfe& election and reprefentation may
be in mixed Governments, they ftill give exe
ercife to a'greater portion of reafon than is con-
venient to the hereditary Part; and therefore
it becomes neceffary to buy the reafon up. A
mixed Government is an imperfet every-thing,
cementing and foldering the difcordant. parts
together by corruption, to act as a whole. Mr,
Burke appears highly difgufted, that France,
fince fhe had refolved on a revolution, did not
adopt what he calls ¢ 4 Britifb Confiitution ;”
and the regretful manner in which he exprefles
himfelf on this occafion, implies a fufpicion,
that the Britith Conftitution needed fomething
to keep its defects in countenance.

In mixed Governments there is no refponfi.
bility : the parts cover each other till refpon-
fibility is loft; and the corruption which moves

' the

!



RIGHTS OF MAN, 163

the machine, contrives at the fame time its
own efcape. When it is laid down as a
maxim, that 2 King can do no wrong, it places
© him in a ftate of fimilar fecurity with that of
" ideots and perfons infane, and refponfibility
is out of the queftion with refpe® to himfelf.
It then defcends upon the Minifter, who fhel-
ters himfelf under a majority in Parliament,
which, by places, penfions, and corruption, he
can always command ; and that majority jufti-
fies itfelf by the fame authority with which it
prote&s 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-
thing; and is only the machine of another
power, by whofe advice and direftion it aéts,
What is fuppofed to be the King in mixed
Governments, is the Cabinet; and as the Ca-
binet is always a part of the Parliament, and
the members juftifying in one charafer what
they advife and att in another, a mixed Go-
vernment becomes a continual enigma; entail-
ing upon a cauntry, by the quantity of cor-
ruption neceflary to folder the parts, the ex-
pence of fupporting all the forms of Govern-
ment at once, and finally refolving itfelf into
a Government by Committee; in which the
advifers, the altors, the approvers, the jufti-
: 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 charafter, the parts help each
other out in matters which neither of them
fingly would affume to act. When money is
to be obtained, the mafs of variety apparently
diffolves, and a profufion of . parliamentary
praifes paffes 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 on¢ and the fame natural -

fource. The parts are not foreigners to each
other, like democracy, ariftocracy, and monar-~
chy. As there are no difcordant diftintions,
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 pratifed

in mixed Governments, is inconfiftent with the
fenfe

’
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fenfe’and fpirit of a republic. If taxes are neceffary,
they are of courfe advantageous; but if they
require an apology, the apology itfelf implies an .
impeachment. Why then is- man thus impofed
. upon, or why does he impofe upon himfelf?
When men are fpoken of as kings and fubje&s, ‘
or when Government is mentioned under the dif-
tin& or combined heads of monarchy, ariﬂ:ocracy,
and democracy, what is it that reafoning man is
to underftand by the terms? If there really exifted
in the world two or more diftin& and feparate
elements of human power, we fhould then fee the
feveral origins to which thofe terms would de-
fcriptively 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.

From the Revolutions of Americaand France,
and the fymptoms that have appeared in other coun.
tries, it is evident that the opinion of the world is
changed with refpe& to fyftems of -Government,
and that revolutions are not within the compafs of
political calculations. The progrefs of time and
circumftances, which men affign to the accomplifh-
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 thock from
thofe that already appear, and which were once
more improbable, and are a greater fubjett 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 impoverifhed
by taxes more than by enemies, it becomes evident
that thofe fyftems are bad, and that a general revo-
lution in the principle and conftruction 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 ar family, hut of the whole community, at
whofe 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 diftiné&tion
of men into Kings and fubjects, 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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citizen is a member of the Sovereignty, and, as
fuch, can acknowledge 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 poffefs 2 knowledge
of all the obje¢ts and matters upon which its
authority is to be exercifed. In this view of Go-
vernment, the republican fyftem, as eftablifhed by
Americaand France, operates to embrace the whole
of a Nation; and the knowledge neceffary 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 conftru&ion that ex-
cludes krowledge 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 than 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, and combining

moral with political happinefs and national pro-
fperity.

¢ I. Men are born and always continue free, and
¢ equal in refpc of their rights.  Civil diftinttions,
¢ tberefore, can be founded only on public utility.

¢ I The
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¢ II. The end of all political affociations is the pres
¢ fervation of the natural and imprefcriptible rights
¢ of man; and thefe rights are liberty, property,
€ fecurity, and refiftance of oppreffion.

¢ 1ll. The Nation is effentially the fource of all So
¢ wereignty; mor can any INDIVIDUAL, or ANY
¢ BODY OF MEN, be entitled to any authority which
¢ is not exprefsly 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
abilities, and to exercife them for the public good,
and not for the emolument or aggrandizement of
particular defcriptions of men or families. Monar-
chical fovereignty, the enemy of mankind, and the
fource of mifery, is abolifhed; 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
abolithing 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 a&
as a Court of arbitration in any difputes that might
arife between nation and nation. ,

_ Had fuch a plan been adopted at the time it
was propofed, the taxes of England and France,
as two of the parties, would have been at leaft ten

millions {terling annually to each Nation lefs than
' they
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they. wete at the commcncement of -the French
Revolution. " : -

To conceive a caufe why fuch a plan has not
been adopted, (and that inftead of a Congrefs for
the purpofe of preventing war, it has been called

- only to terminate a war, aftet a fruitlefs expence of
feveral years), it will be neceffary to confider the
intereft of Governments asa diftinct intereft to that

- of Nations. ‘

Whatever is the caufe of taxes to a Nation,
becomes alfo the means of revenue to a ‘Govern-
ment. Every war terminates with an addition of
taxes, and confequently with an addition of
revenue; and in any event of war, in the manner
they are now commenced and concluded, the power -
and intereft of Governments are increafed, War,

therefore, from its produdivenefs, ag it eafily
furnithes the pretence of* neceflity for taxes and
appointments to places and offices, becomes a prin-
<ipal part of the fyftem of old Governments ; and
to eftablith any mode to abolifh war, however
advantageous it might be to Nations, would be to
take 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 intd war, but
becaufe the nature of their Government does not
admit of an intereft diftiné& from that of the Nation?
Even Holland, though an ill-conftrudted Republic,

'Y ~and
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and with a commerce extending over the world,
exifted nearly a century without war: and.the
inftant the form of Government was changed in
Trance, the republican principles of peace and
domeftic profperity and ceconomy arofe with the
new Governmenr; and the fame confequences
would follow the fame caufes in other Nations.

As war is the fyftem of Government on the
- old conftruction, the animofity which Nations
reciprocally entertain, is nothing more than what
the policy of their Governments excites, to keep up
the fpirit of the fyftem, Each Government accufes
the other of perfidy, intrigue, and ambition, asa
means of heating the imagination of their refpective
Nations, and incenfing them to hoftilities. Man
is not the enemy of man, but through the medium
of a falfe fyftem of Government. Inftead, there-
fore, of exclaiming againft the ambition of Kings,
the exclamation fhould be direted againft the
principle of fuch Governments; and inftead of
feeking to reform the individual, the wifdom of a
Nation thould apply itfclf to reform the fyftem.

Whether the forms and maxims of Govern-
ments which are {till in practice, were adapted to
the condition of the world at the period they were’
eftablithed, is not in this cafe the queftion. The
older they are, the lefs correfpondence can they
have with the prefent ftate of things. Time, and -
change of circumftances and opinions, have the
fame progreflive effe® in rendering modes of
Government obfplete, as they have upon cuftoms
: ' and
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and manners.—Agriculture, commerce, manufac- -

tures, and the tranquil arts, by which the profperity
of Nations is beft promoted, require a different
fytem of Government, and a different fpecies of
knowledge to dirett its operations, than what

might have been required in the former condmon
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
fovereignty, and Government by reprefentation,

are making their way in Europe, it- would be an

a&t of wifdom to anticipate their ‘approach, and
produce Revolutions by reafon and accommoda-

tion, rather than commit them to the iffue of con-

vulfions.
From what we now fee, nothing of reform in
the political world ought to be held improbable.

1t is an age of Revolutions, in which every thing -

mé‘y be looked for. The intrigue of Courts, by
which the fyftem of war.is kept up, may provoke
a confederation of Nations to abolith it: and an
European Congrefs, to patronize the progrefs of
free Government, and promote the civilization of
Nations ‘with each other, is an event nearer in
probability, than once were the revolutions and
glliance of France and America.

FINTIS
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