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PREFACE.

: IT has, for fome time paft, been a favourite ob-
je€t in my mind, to arrange the Whole of my
Political Opinions under one head, and this I
have now executed in a manner which, while it
may tend, I truft, to clear away the national pre-
judices, and heavy conceits of the deluded fuf-
ferers, under defpotic governments, fhall not be
particularly diretted againft any one of them.

The Chancelior at Berlin, or the Judges at Vi.
enna fhall not punifh unfortunate individuals for
publifhing or reading what tyranny may be pleafed
to call my libels upon their different States, nor
thall the Englifh Mr. Attorney General be again
forced to fhed tears over the afperfed virtues, of
an immaculate and magnanimous Prince of

Wales.

I WRITE NOW FOR THE WORLD AT
: LARGE.

M AN will herein find all his natural, civil,
and divine rights, more perfeétly and rationally de-
fined, than he was aware of, and will feel his rea-

Az fom
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fon roufed into ation, and himfelfanimated in the
univerfal caufe of humap nature, with that fervour
which fprings ‘alone from refle@tion, and a fenfe
of confcious right. * He will look back at the iron
hand of affumption, and defpotifm, with horror,
and revolt at the recolleétion of the impofitions he
has fuffered himfelf to be deceived into by the ar-
tifices of the defigning and venal few. .

He will now felicitate himfelf, that the ra has
arrived, when the light of reafon is burfting forth
with effulgence, that diftinguithes genuine princi--
ples from fophiftical doirines, and be convinced
of the utility of the former over the latter. By

. reafoning and thinking for himfelf, he will not re-

linquith thofe rights which are inalienable in his
nature, nor beftow thofe privileges beyond his
reach .which he fhould be conftantly eligible to
himfelf and ever have the command of.

Truth and Reafon are the attributes of man, and
he may ever dare to manifeft himfelf under them
as his judgment fhall dire@t—and thofe who at-
tempt to oppofe or reftrain him, are guilty of the
greateft prefumption.

It is the free and unbiafed voice of fociety that
is to decide as to their rights and comforts, and
when they feel them perverted or diminifhed, it is
their province to renovate them. Society will
always come out right in any reform, ifleft to the
general fentiment on which they att. To think

otherwile
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otherwife is chimerical; for, to fuppofe that men
will combine together ta injure themfelves, is, to
{fuppofe that they have neither intercfly difcretion,
nor judgment.

- Who then art thou, prefumptuous mo;tal l/zfzt
Sfitteft thyfelf up to judge for fociety, and controul, -as
thy vanity, arrogance, intercflly or ignorance, fhall
dirett thee - Who gave thee this right, or who con~
Shituted it m thee ® If thou inheriteft it not from
thy maker, nor derwg/if it from man, it is_falfe, and
affumed, and muft revert to its premitive fou; cey
namely, that of the people.

% Where Truth deigns to come, her ﬁﬂer Li-
berty will not be far.” T ruth is the fountain of
happinefs, the harbinger of freedom, the bafis of
juftice, and the fource of judgment. It is the
birthright of nature, and the germ of human feli-
city. By exploring this facred and invaluable
principle, evil is exterminated and good produced.
Itis the province of all ranks of fociety, from the
prince to the beggar, to feck it, and it is only to
be found by difpaflion and fair reflettion. DBy
giving free {cope to the imagination, and full dif~
cuflion and promulgation of every fentiment, from
whomfoever it may {pring, this facred guide to
human aétion will be afcertained.

It is the peculiar fortune of the prefent zra that
degraded nature is reviving. The vivifying influ-
ence of reafon has infpired the mind, and fillzd

mankind
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mankind with thought of his rights that he never
" had before. Whether this difpofition fhall con-
tinue, and grow into maturity, depends upon man
alone; for if he will not think and aét for himfelf,
he has no right to expeét the bleflings of tempo-
rality.

I cannot here prevent a {mile at the idea, that
there fhould be a nation, whofe proudeft boatt is
feeding upon Ox-fleth, as if virtue confifted in
a ftrong appetite, and glory in a good digeftion.
In truth, Englifhmen, in their prefent degradation,
feem to have acquired the inftin&t of the beaft
which they devour, for they moft readily fubmit
their necks to the yoke, fuffer the moft cruel chaf-
tifement without refiftance, and difplay patience
as a cover to ftupidity. Let me not however be
fuppofed adverfe to the charafter of Mr. Bull; were
he but to roufe himfelf, and begin to think, the
original dignity of his nature would appear; his
energies would be terrible to oppreflors, and his
generofity reputable to himfelf.

But I will only add, to conclude this fhort pre.
face, that it is now very evident, that the Defpots
of the world are beginning to totter, and the foun-
dations of their thrones to fhake. There is alfo a
tremendous ftorm approaching, the thunders roll
nearer and more near, the whirlwinds fweep the
furface of the deep, and the veflels of Monarchy
and Ariftocracy already blaze amidft the fury of

the
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-the lightnings—a moment more, and the tempeft
fhall overwhelm them, they fhall founder for ever
and ever.

O, Pirt! how vain was your confidence, that
you could fave yourfelf and your colleagues by
the deftruftion of mankind.

THOMAS PAINE.

Luxemburg, Paris,
May 19thy 1794.






il

THE

‘RIGHTS OF MAN.

CHAP. L

OF NATURAL RIGHTS.

THERE never did, there never will, and there
mever can, exift, a legiflature, or any defcription
of men, in any country, poflefled 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 wrno
fhall govern it: and THEREFORE,all fuch claufes,
afls, or declarations, by which the makers of them
attempt to do what they have neither the right,
nor the power to do, nor the power to execute,
are in themfelves NuLL AND VvoID. _
Every age, and generation, muft be as free to -

att for itfelf, in all cafes, as the ages and genera-
tions that preceded it. The vanity and prefump-
tion of governing beyond the grave, is the moft
pregofierous and infolent of all tyrannies. Man

B - has
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has no property in Man—neither has any genera-
tion a property in the generations that are to follow.
Alegiflature, or the people of any antecedent period,
had no more right to difpofé of the people of the
prefent day, or to bind, or controul them, in any
- Jhape whatfoever, than the legiflature, or the peo-
ple of the prefent day, have to difpofe of, bind,
or controul, thofe who fhall live a hundred, or a
thoufand years hence.
Every generation s, and mu/l be competent
to all the purpofes which its occafions require. It
is the living, and not the dead, thatare to be ac-
commodated. 'When man ceafes to be, his power
and his wants ceafe with him; and, baving no lon-
gerany participations in the concerns of this world,
he no longer has any authomy, in diretting who
fhall be its governors, or how its government fhall
be organized, or Zow adminiftered. I contend for
the right of the /iving, and-againft their being willed
away, and controuled, and contraéted for, by the
manufcript authority of the dead. There was a
time when Kings difpofcd of their crowns by will,
upon their death-beds, and configned the people,
like beafts of the field,. to whatever fucceflor they
appointed. - This is now fo exploded, as {carcely
to be remembered, and fo monftrous, as hardly to
be believed. .
. It is a general principle in governmcnts, that
no parent, or mafter, nor all the authority of the
' legiflature,
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legiflature, can bind or controul the perfonal free-
dom, even of an individual, beyond the age of
twenty-one years;—on what ground of right, then,
can any legiflature bind all pofterity for ever?
Thofe who have quitted the world, and thofe who
are not yet arrived at it, are as remote from each
other, as the utmoft ftretch of mortal imagination
can conceive ;—what poffible obligations, then can
exift between them—what rule or principle can be
laid down, that two non-entities, the one out of
exiftence, and the other not in, and who never can
meet in this world—that the one fhould controul
the other to the end of time.

From what, or from whence, is the right of
any human power derived to bind pofterity for
ever? If fuch a principle ever exifted, it muft now
exift;—for whatever appertains to the nature of
man, cannot be annihilated by man. It is the na-
ture of man to die, and he will continue to die as
long as he fhall continue to be born. Therefore,
to {et up a political Adam, in whom all pofterity are .
bound for ever, it muft be proved that this Adam
poffefled fuch a power or fuch a right.

Although /aws which are made in one genera-
~ tion, often continue in force through fucceeding
generations, they continue to derive their force
from the confent of the living, and are not repealed,
not becaufe they cannot be repealed, but becaufe
they are not, and the non-repealing, pafles for

B confent.
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confent. A former legiflature might as well have
‘pafled an aét to have authorized themfelves to live
for ever, as to make their authority live for ever.
The circumftances of the world are continually
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 have any right -
in it. That which may be thought right, and be
found convenient in one age, may be thought
wrong, and found inconvenient, in an another.
In fuch cafes who is to decide—the living or the
dead ? It fignifies nothing to a man what is done
to him after he is dead; but it fignifies much to
the living to have a will in what fhall concern
them. .

Who is there in the world but man; and if we
admit that man has rights, the confideration 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 antiquity : They do not go the whole
way : They ftop in fome of the intermediate ftages
of a hundred, or a thoufand years, and produce
what was then done as a rule for the prefent day.
This is no authority atall! If we travel ftill far-
ther into antiquity, we fhall find a direét contrary
opinion and prattice prevailing; and, if antiquity
s to be authority, a thoufand fuch authorities may

be
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’

be produced fucceflively contraditing each other;
but if we procced on, we fhall come out right at
laft, we fhall come to the time when man came
from the hand of his maker. What was he then?
Man. Man was his only title, and a higher cannot
be given him. _

We have now got at the origin of man, and
at the origin of his rights. As to the manner in
which the world has bcen governed, from that day
“to this, itisno further any concern of ours, than
to make a proper ufc 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. If the mere name
of antiquity is to govern in the affairs of life, the
people who are to live a hundred, orathoufand
years hence, may as well take us for a precedent,
as that we make a precedent of thofe who lived a
hundred, or a thoufand years ago. The faét is,
that portions of antiquity, by proving every thing,
eftablifh nothing. It is authority againft authority,
all the way till we comc to the divine origin of
the rights of man, at the crcation. Here our en-
quirics find a refting place, and our reafon finds a
home. '

Ifa difpute about the rights of man had arofe,
at the diftance of a hundred years from the cre-
ation, it is to this fource of authority they muft
bave referred ; and it is to the fame fource of au-

B3 - $hority,
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thority, that we muft now refer. The genealogy
of Chrift is traced to Adam;—Why then not trace
the rights of man to the creation of man? Be.
caufe there have been upftart-governments, thruft-
ing themfelves between, and prefumptuoufly work-
ing to unmake man.

If any generation of men ever poffeffed the
right of diftating the mode by which the world
fhould be governed for ever, it was the firft ge-
neration that ever exifted—and, if that generation
did not do it, no fucceeding generation can fthew
any authority for doing it, nor fet up any. The
illuminating and divine principle of the equal
rights of man—for it has its origin from the maker
of man—relates, not only to the living individuals,
but to generations of men fucceeding each other.
Every generation is equal in rights to the genera~
tions that 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 thc lettered, or un.
lettered world, however they may vary in their
0pinion or belief of certain particulars, all agree
in eﬁabhfhmg one point—the unity of man—Dby
which I mean, that man, confidered as man, is
all of onedegree, and confequently, that all men
are born equal, and with equal natural rights, in
the fame manner as if po{temy had been continued

: by



THE RIGHTS OF MAN.- <2

by creation inftead of generation-—the latter being
the only mode by which the formeris carried for-
ward, and, confequently, every child born inte
the world, muft be confidcred as deriving its ex-
iftence from Gopn. The world is as new to him,
as it was to the firft man that exifted, and his na-
tural right init is of the fame kind.

" The Mofaic account of the creation, whether
taken as divine authority, or merely hiftorical, is
fully up to this point—the unity or equalily 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&ion of
Jexes is pointed out, but no other diftin&ion is
even implicd. If this be not divine authority, it
is hiflorical authority, and fhews that the cquality
of man, {o far from being a modern dofrine, is
the oldeft upon record.

It is alfo to be obferved, that all the 'rehgions
known in the world are founded, fo far as they re-
late to man, on the unity of man, as being all of
oncdegree. Whether in Acaven, or in hell, orin
whatever ftate man may be fuppofed to exift here-
after, the good and the bad arc the only diftinc:
tions. Nay, even the laws of governments are
obliged to ‘flide into this principle, by making
degrees to confit in crimes, and not in gerfons.
Itis one of the greateft of all truths, and of the

' B4 higheft



8 THE RIGHTS OF MAN,

higheft advantage to cultivate. By confidering

man in this light, and by inftruéting him to con-

fider himfelf in this light, it places him in a clofe

connettion with all his duties, whether to his Cre-
ator, or to the creation, of which he is a part; and

‘it is only when he forgets his origin, or, to ufe a

more fathionable phrafe, his birth and family, that

he becomes diffolute.

Itis not among the leaft of the evils, of the pre-
fent exifting governments in all parts of Europe,
that man, confidered as man, is thrown back to a
vaft “diftance from his maker, and the artificial
chafm filled up by a fucceflion of barriers, or a fort
of turnpike-gates, through which he has to pafs.
The duty of man is not a wildernefs of turnpike-
gates through which he is to pafs by tickets from
one to the other. Itis plain and fimple ; and con.
fifts but of two points—his duty to God, which
every man muft feel—and, with refpe€t 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 not, they will be defpifed.
And, with refpett to whom no power is delegated,
but who affume it, the rational world can know
nothing of them, '

CHAP, .



THE RIGHTS OF MAN. 9

CHAP. II.

OF CIVIL RIGHTS..

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 out of the other.

Man did not enter into fociety to become worfe

than he was before; nor to have /lefs rights than
he had before, but to have thofe rights afcertained,
and better fecured. His natural rights are, the
Joundation of all his civil rights. But in order to
purfue this diftinflion with more precifion, it will
be neceffary to mark the different qualities of na-
tural and civil rights: a few words will explain
this.
. Natural rights are thofe which appertain to man
in right of his ex/lience.  Of this kind are all the
antellettual rights, or rights of the mind ; and alfo,
all thofe rights of acting, as an individual, for his
own comfort and happinefs, which are not injuri-
ous to the natural rights of others,

Civil rights are thofe which appertain to man, in
right of his being a member of focicty. Every
civil right has, for its foundation, fome natural
right pre-exifting in the individual, but to which
~ his individual powcr is not, in all cafcs, fufficiently
compctent,
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competent. Of this kind are all thofe which re-
late to fecurity and protection. ‘

From this fhort view, it will be eafy to diftin-
guifh between that clafs of natural rights which -
man retains after entering into fociety, and thofe
which he throws into common ftock as a member
of fociety. The natural rights which he retains
are, all thofe in which the power to execute is as
perfe&, in the individual, as the 7ight itfelf.
Among this clafs, as is before mentioned, are, all
the intelle€tual rights, or rights of the mind. Con-
fequently, religion is one of thofe rights.

The natural rights which are not retained, are,
all thofe in which, though the right is perfeét in
the individual, the power to execute them is defec-
tive. They anfwer 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? He there-
fore depofits this right in the common ftock of fo-
ciety, and takes the arm of fociety, of which heis
a part, in preference, and in addition, to his own.
Society grants him nothing. Every man is a pro-.
prictor in fociety, and draws on the capital as a
matter of right. '

From thefe premifes, two or three certain con-

“clufions will follow :—

Firft, That every civil right "grows out of a na-
. tural
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tural right, or, in other words, is a natnral 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 defec-
tive in the individual, in point of power, and an.
fwers.not his purpofe ; but when colle@ed to a fo-
cus, becomes competent to the purpofes of every
one. :
And, Thirdly, That the power produced from
the aggregate of natural rights—imperfett in power
in the individual-—cannot be applied to invade the
natural rights which are retained in the individual,
and in which the power to execute is as perfett as
the Right itfelf.

We have now, in a few words, traced man from
a natural individual to a member of fociety, and
fhewn the quality of the natural rights retained,
and of thofe which ‘are exchanged for civil rights.
Let us now apply thofe principles to govern-
ments.

In cafting our eyes over the world, it is ex-
tremely eafy to diftinguifh the governments which
have arifen out of fociety, or out of the focial com-

- patt, from thofe which have not; and, to place

thisin a clearer light than what a fingle glance may
afford, it will be proper to take a review of the

feveral fources from which governments. have.

arifen,
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-gdopt the word ; we muft alfo affix a fandard fig.
mification to it. ‘

A conftitution is not a thing in' name only, but
in fa&. 1Ithas not an ideal, but a real exiftence.;

-and, wherever it cannot be produced in a vifible

-form, there is none. .

A conttitution is a thing antecedent to a éovern-

‘ment, and a government is only the creature of

‘a conftitution. The conflitution of a country is

“not the afls of its government, but of the people
conftituting a government. It is the body of ele-

‘ments.to which you can refer, and quote article

“by article ; and which contains the principles on

"which ‘the government fhall be eftablifhed, the

“manner in which it fhall be organized, the powers
it fhall have; the mode of ele&tions, the duration of

legiflatures, the powers which the executive part .of
government fhall have, and, in fine, every thing
that relates to the complete organization of a civi/

.government, and the principles on which it fhafl

~aft, and by which it fhall be bound.

" A conftitution is, therefore, to a government,
what the Jaws made afterwards by that government
are to a court of judicature. The court of judi-
cature does not make the laws, neither can it altes
them ; it only afls in conformity to the laws made,

“and the government is, in like manner, governed

by the conftitution. It may be fairly deduced

then, that no country, or nation, €an be faid to
' have
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‘have a conftitution, unlefs it arifes, as I have faid
before, out of the people, by common confent or
‘choice, and not over the people, by collufion, fraud,
sompulfion or conqueft. It is therefore for every

‘country or nation-to judge whether they have a
conftitution or not. '

A -government, on the principles upon which
“conftitutional governments, arifing out of fociety,
are eftablithed, cannot have the right of altering

~itfelf; if it had, it would be arbitrary; it might

make itfelf what it pleafed; and, wherever {uch a

‘right is fet up, there is no conftitution. The aft
by which a legiflature might empower ufelf to fit

for a‘terin of years, fhews that there is no confti-

‘tution. 1t might, by the fame felf-authority, efta:
blith itfelf for life.

I: fhall nextproceed to make a few obfervations
upon the fubjet of Titles, and the principles upon
" which they are conftituted.

Titles are but nick-names, and every nick-name
is a title. The thingis perfetly harmlefs in itfelf,
but it marks a fort of foppery in the human cha-
ralter, which degrades it. It reduces man into
the diminution of man, in things which are great ;
and the counterfeit of woman in things which are
- litde. It talks about its 7ibbon like a girl, and
fhews its new garter like a child.

% The flar which glitters upon the coat, is but
% a falfe mirror of the charaller it is intended to

'  reprefent,
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« and, confeqnently, exhibits no certain merit but
_ ¢ its own.”

A certain writer of fome antiquity fays,—

¢ When I wasa child, I thought as a child; but
¢ when I became a man, I put away childifh
¢ things.”
* - The genuine mind of man, thirfting for its na-
tive home, fociety, contemns the gewgaws that fe-’
parate him from it. Titles are like circles drawn
by the magician’s wand, to contraét the fphere of
man’s felicity. He lives immured within the baf-
tile of a wood, and furveys at a diftance, the en- -
vied life of man. :

What are titles—what is their worth—and what
is their amount? When we think or {peak of a
Judge, or of a general, we aflociate the ideas of
oficces and of charaéter ; we think of gravity in the
one, and of bravery in the other : but, when we
ufe a word, merely as a title, no ideas aflociate
with it.

% Titles are, not only ridiculous, but fometimes
are reproaches, and bear the appearance of
irony.  What can be more cutting to a diminu-
¢ tive dcformed wretch, than to be faluted with
¢ the title of Majefly 2 A fcoundrel, who deferves
¢ the gallows, who has ruined thoufands, by cheat-
ing at gaming, is, certainly, 7ight honourable =
« aud a wretchy who proftrates himfelf in the duft

. ¢ before

[{3
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CHAP. 1.
OF NATURAL RIGHTS
THERE never did, there never will, and there
never can, cxift, a legiflature, or any defcription
of men, in any country, pofleflfed of the right, or

the power, of binding, and controuling pofterity
to the ENp oF TIME: or, of commanding, rFor

"EVER, How the world fhall be governed, or wno

fhall govern it: and TuerEFORE,all fuch claufes,
afls, or declarations, by which the makers of them
attempt to do what they have neither the right,
nor the power to do, nor the power to execute,
are in themfclves NULL AND VOID.

Every age, and generation, muft be as free to
att for itfelf, in all cafes, as the ages and genera-
tions that prcceded it. The vanity and prefump-
tion of governing beyond the grave, is the moft
prepoflerous and infolent of all t}rannics. Man
‘ B has
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’

has no property in Man—neither has any genera-
tion a property in the generations that are to follow.
Alegiflature, or the peopleof any antecedent period,

had no_more right to difpofé of the people of the |

prefent day, or to bind, or controul them, in any

- Jhape whatfocver, than the legiflature, or the peo-

ple of the prefent day, have to difpofe of, bind,
or controul, thofe who fhall live a hundred, or a
thoufand years hence.

Every generation s, and mu/f be competent

~ to all the purpofes which its occafions require. It

is the living, and not the dead, thatare to be ac-
commodated. When man ceafes to be, his power

and his wants ceafe with him; and, having no lon-

gerany participations in the concerns of thls world,
he no longer has any authority, in direfting who
thall be its governors, or how its government fhall
be organized, or Zow adminiftered. I contend for
the right of the /iving, and-againft their being willed
away, and controuled, and contratted for, by the
mahqfcript authority of the dead. 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 remembered, and fo monftrous, as hardly to
be believed. . .
. It is a general principle in govemments, that
no parent, or mafter, nor all the authority of the
' legiflature,
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Legiflature, can bind or controul the perfonal free-
dom, even of an individual, beyond the age of
twenty-one years;—on what ground of right, then,
can any legiflature bind all pofterity for ever?
Thofe who have quitted the world, and thofe who
are not yet arrived at it, are as remote from each
other, as the utmoft ftretch of mortal imagination
can conceive ;—what poffible obligations, then can
exift between them—uwhat rule or principle can be
laid down, that two non-entities, the one out of
exiftence, and the other not in, and who never can
meet in this world—that the one thould controul
the other to the end of time.

From what, or from whence, is the right of
any human power derived to bind pofterity for
ever? If fuch a principle ever exifted, it muft now
exift;—for whatever appertains to the nature of
man, cannot be annihilated by man. It is the na-
ture of man to die, and he will continue to die as
long as he fhall continue to be born. Therefore,
to fet up a political Adam, in whom all pofterity are
bound for ever, it muft be proved that this Adam
poffefled fuch a power or fuch a right.

Although laws which are made in one genera-
tion, often continue in force through fucceeding
generations, they continue to derive their force
from the confent of the living, and are not repealed,
not becaufe they cannot be repealed, but becaufe
they are not, and the non-repealing, pafles for

B confent.
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confent. A former legiflature might as well have
‘paffed an att to have authorized themfelves to live
for ever, as to make their authority live for ever.
The circumftances of the world are continually
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 have any right -
in it. That which may be thought right, and be
found convenient in one age, may be thought
wrong, and found inconvenient, in an another.
In fuch cafes who is to decide—the living or the
dead 2 1t fignifies nothing to a man what is done
to him after he is dead; but it fignifies much to
the living to have a will in what fhall concern
them. o |

Who is there in the world but man; and if we
admit that man has rights, the confideration 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 antiquity : They do not go the whole
way : They ftop in fome of the intermediate ftages
of a hundred, or a thoufand years, and produce
what was then done as a rule for the prefent day.
This is no authority atall! If we travel fill far-
ther into antiquity, we fhall find a dire&t contrary
opinion and pratticc prevailing; and, if antiquity
is to be authority, a thoufand fuch authorities may

be
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be produced fucceflively contradifting each other;
but if we proceed on, we fhall come out right at
lzft, we fhall come to the tinme when man came -
from the hand of his maker. What was he then?
Man. Man was his only title, and a higher cannot
be given him. .

We have 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, itisno further any concern of ours, than

to make a proper ufc 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. If the mere name
of antiquity is to govern in the affairs of life, the
people who are to live a hundred, or a thoufand
years hence, may as well take us for a precedent,
as that we make a precedent of thofe who lived a
hundred, or a thoufand years ago. The falt is,
that portions of antiquity, by proving every thing,
eftablifh 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 en-
quiries find a refting place, and our reafon finds a
home. _ »

Ifa difpute about the rights of man had arofe,
at the diftance of a hundred years. from the cre-
ation, it is to this fource of authority they muft
bave referred ; and it is to the fame fource of au-

B3 - shority,
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thority, that we muft now refer. Tle genealogy
of Chrift is traced to Adam ;—Why then not trace
the rights of man to the creation of man? Be-
caufe there have been upftart-governments, thruft-
ing themfelves between, and prefumptuoufly work-
ing to unmake man.

If any generation of men ever pofleflfed the
right of ditating the mode by which the world
fhould be governed for ever, it was the firft ge-
neration that ever exifted—and, if that generation
did not do it, no fucceeding generation can thew
any authority for doing it, nor fet up any. The
illuminating and divine principle of ‘the equal
rights of man—for it has its origin from the maker
of man—relates, not only to the living individuals,
but to generations of men fucceeding each other.
Every generation is equal in rights to the genera~
tions that 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 thc lettered, or un.
lettered world, however they may vary in their
opinion or belief of certain particu]ars, all agree
in eﬁabhﬂnng one point—the unity of man—by
which I mean, that man, confidered as man, s
all of onedegree, and confequently, that all men
are born equal, and with equal natural rights, in
thc fame manner as if poﬁehty had been continued
: : by



THE RIGHTS. OF MAN.- 5

by creation inftead of generation-—the latter being
the only mode by which the formeris carried for-
ward, and, confequently, every child born inte
the world, muft be confidered as deriving its ex-
iftence from Gop. The world is as new to him,
as it was to the firft man that exifted, and his na-
tural right init is of the fame kind.

" The Mofaic account of the creation, whether
taken as divine authority, or merely hifforical, is
fully up 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&ion of
fexes is pointed out, but no other diftin&ion is
even implied. If this be not divine authority, it
is hiflorical authority, and fhews that the equality
of man, fo far from being a modern do&rme, 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 re-
late to man, on the wnity of man, as being all of
onedegree. Whether in Acaven, or in hell, orin
whatever ftate man may be fuppofed to exift here-
after, the good and the bad arc the only diftinc-
tions. Nay, even the laws of governments are
obliged to flide into this principle, by making
degrees to confift in crimes, and not in gerfons.
Iti is one of the greateft of all truths, and of the

B4 higheft



8 THE RIGHTS OF MAN.

higheft advantag: to cultivate. By confidering
man in this light, and by inftru&ting him to con-
fider himfelf in this light, it places him in a clofe
connettion with all his duties, whether to his Cre-
ator, or to the creation, of which he is a part; and
it is only when he forgets his origin, or, to ufe a
more fathionable phrafe, his birth and family, that
he becomes diffolute. '

Itis not among the leaft of the evils, of the pre-
fent exifting governments in all parts of Europe,
that man, confidered as man, is thrown back to a
vaft ‘diftance from his maker, and the artificial
chafm filled up by a fucceffion of barriers, or a fort
. of turnpike-gates, through which he has to pafs.
The duty of man is not a wildernefs of turnpike-
gates through which he is to pafs by tickets from
one to the other. It is plain and fimple ; and con-
fifts but of two points—his duty ta God, which
every man muft feel—and, with refpet to his
neighbour—to do as ke would be done by.

If thofe to whom power is delegated do well,
they will be refpeed ; if not, they will be defpifed.
And, with refpe& to whom 7o power is delegated,
but who affume it, the rational world can know
nothing of them,

'CHAP,
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CHAP. II. ,

OF CIVIL RIGHTS..

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 fhew how the one originates out of the other.
Man did not enter into fociety to become worfe
than he was before; nor to have /e¢fs rights than
he had before, but to have thofe rights afcertained,
and better fecured. His natural rights are, the

Joundation of all his civil rights.  But in order to

purfue this diftinflion with more precifion, it will

be neceflary to mark the different qualities of na~
tural and civil rights: a few words will explain
this.

-, Natural rights are thofe which appertain to man
in right of liis ex/flience. Of this kind are all the
intelleftual rights, or rights of the mind ; and alfo,
all thofe rights of ating, as an individual, for his
own comfort and happinefs, which are not injuri-
ous to the natural rights of others.

Civil rights are thofe which appertain to man, in
right of his being a member of focicty. Every
cjvil right has, for its foundation, fome natural
right pre-exifting in the individual, but to which

_ his indjvidual power is not, in all cafes, fufficiently

competent.
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comf%tem. Of this kind are all thofe which re-
late to fecurity and proteclion.

From this fhort view, it will be eafy to diftin-
guith between that clafs of natural rights which
man retains after entering into focicty, and thofe
which he throws into common ftock as a member
of fociety. The natural rights which he retains
~ are, all thofe in which the power to execute is as
perfe&t, in the individual, as the right itfelf.
Among this clafs, as is before mentioned, are, all
the intellc€tual rights, or rights of the mind. Con-
fequently, religion is one of thofe rights.

The natural rights which are not retained, are,
all thofe in which, though the right is perfe& in
the individual, the power to execute them is defec-
tive. They anfwer not his purpofe. A man, by
natural right, has a right to judge in his own caufe;
and fo far as the right of the mind is concerned,
ke never furrenders it—but what availeth it him to
judge, if he has not power to redrels? He there-
fore depofits this right in the common ftock of fo-
ciety, and takes the arm of focicty, of which heis
a part, in preference, and in addition, to his own.
Society grants him nothing. Every man is a pro- '
prictor in fociety, and draws on the capital as a
matter of right. :

From thefe premifes, two or three certain con-
clufions will follow :— ' ‘

Firft, That every civil right "grows eut of a na-

' tural
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tural right, or, in other words, is a natoral right
exchanged.

Secondly, That civil power, properly conﬁdcred
as fuch, is made up of the aggregate of that clafs
of the natural rights of man, which becomes defec-
tive in the individual, in point of power, and an.
fwers not his purpofe ; but when colletted to a fo-
cus, becomes competent to the purpofes of every
one. '

And, Thirdly, That the power produced from
the aggregate of natural rights—imperfeét in power
in the individual—cannot be applied to invade the
natural rights which are retained in the individual,
and in which the power to execute is as perfett as
the Right itfelf. .

We have now, in a few words, traced man from
a natural individual to a member of fociety, and
fhewn the quality of the natural rights retained,
and of thofe which are exchanged for civil rights.
Let us now apply thofe principles to govcrn-
_ ments.

In cafting our eyes over the world, it is ex-
tremely eafy to diftinguifh the governments which
have arifen out of fociety, or out of the focial com-
padt, from thofe which have not; and, to place
thisin a clearer light than what a fingle glance may
afford, it will be proper to take a review of .the
feveral fources -from - which ‘governments have

arifen,
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arifen, and on which they have been founded : —
‘They may be comprehended under three heads.

Firft, Superflition.

. Secondly, Power.

And, Thirdly, The common intereft qf focmy,
and the common rights of man.

The firft, was a government of Prieft-craft—the
fecond, of Congquerors—and the third, of Reafon.

When a fet of artful men pretended, through the
medium’ of oracles, to hold intercourfe with the
Deity, the world was completely under the govern-
ment 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
fuperftition lafted.

After thefe, a race of conquerors arofe, whofe
governments were founded in power, and the
Jfword aflumed the name of a fceptre. Governments,
thus eftablifhed, lalt as long as the power to fup-
port them laits; and, that they might avail them-
felves of every engine in their favour, they united
Jraud to force, and fet up an idol, which they
called divine right, and which, in imitation of the
Popey who aftetts to be fpiritual and temporal,
and, in contradiétion to the founder of the chriftian
religion, twifted itfelf into an idol of another
fhape, called Church and State. The key of Saint
Peter, and the key of the Treafury, became quar-

tcred
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tered on one another; and the wondering cheated
multitude worfhipped the invention.

We have now to review the governments which
arife out of fociety, in contra-diftinttion to thofe
which arofe out of fuperftition or conqueit.

It has been thought a confiderable advance to-
wards eftablifhing the principles of freedom, to {ay,
that government is a compaél between thofe who
govern, and thofe who are governed ; but this
cannot be true, becaufe it is putting the effe& be-
fore the caufe ; for, as man muft have exifted
before governments cxifted, there neceflarily was a
time when governments did no¢ exift, and, confe-
quently, there could not exift, originally, any go-
vernors to form fuch a compaét with. The L&,
therefore, muft be, that the individuals themfelves,
each in their own perfonal and fovereign right,
entered inko a compall with each other, to produce
agovernment :—and this 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 poflels ourfelves of a clear idea of what
government is, or ought to be, we muft trace it to
its origin. In doing this, we fhall eafily difcover,
that governments have arifen out of the people, or
ever the people.

But it will be firft neceflary to define what is
meant by a conflitution : itis not fufficicnt that we-

' adopt
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adopt the word ; we muft alfo affix a fandard fig-
nification to it.

A ‘conftitution is not a thing in name only, but
ih fa&. Ithas not an ideal, but a real exiftence ;
and, wherever it cannot be produced in a vg[ ble
form, there is none. -

A contftitution is a thing antecedent to a govern-
ment, and a government is only the creature of
a conftitution. The conflitution of a country is
not the a8ls of its governmené, but of the people
conftituting a government. It is the body of ele-
ments to which you can refer, and quote article
by article ; and which contains the principles on
which the government fhall be eftablithed, the
manner in which it fhall be organized, the powers
it fhall have, the mode of ele&ions, the duration of
legiflatures, the powers which the executive part of
government fhall have, and, in fine, every thing
that relates to the complete organization of a civil
government, and the principles. on which it fhall
a&t, and by which it fhall be bound.

A conftitution is, therefore, to a government,
what the laws made afterwards by that government
are to a court of judicature. The court of judi-
cature does not make the laws, neither can it alter
them ; it only ats in conformity to the laws made,
and the government is, in like manner, governed
by the conftitution. It may be fairly deduced

then, that no country, or nation, ean be faid to
have
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have a conftitution, unlefs it arifes, as I have faid
before, out of the people, by common confent or -
choice, and not over the people, by collufion, fraud,
sompulfion or conquefl. It is therefore for every
country or nation to judge whether they have a

. contftitution or not.

A government, on the principles upon which
conftitutional governments, arifing out of fociety,
are eftablifhed, cannot have the right of altering
itfelf ; if it had, it would be arbitrary; it might
make itfelf what it pleafed; and, wherever fuch a
right is fet up, there isno conftitution. The aét

- by whicha legiflature might empower itfelf to fit

fora term of years, fhews that there is no confti-
tution. It might, by the fame felf-authority, efta:

“ blifh itfelf for life.

I thall next proceed to make a few obfervations
'upon the fubjeét of Titles, and the prmcxples upon
which they are conftituted.

Titles are but nick-names, and every mck-namc
is a title. The thingis perfe@ly harmlefs in itfelf,
but it marks a fort of foppery in the human cha-
ratter, which degrades it. It reduces man into
the diminution of man, in things which are great ;
and the counterfeit of woman in things which are
little. It talks about its ribbon like a girl, and.
fhews its new garter like a child. =~

% The flar which glitters upon the coat, is but
¢ a falfe mirror of the charatler it is intended to

“ reprefent,
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< and, confeqnently, exhibits no certain merit but
& jts own.”

A certain writer of fome antiquity fays,—
¢ When I wasa child, I thought as a child; but
¢ when I became a man, I put away childifh
¢ things.”

The genuine mind of man, thirfting for its na-
tive home, foczety, contemns the gewgaws that fe-
parate him from it. Titles are like circles drawn

" by the magician’s wand, to contraét the fphere of

man’s felicity. He lives immured within the baf-
tile of a wood, and furveys at a diftance, the en-
vied life of man.
What are titles—what is their worth—and what
is their amount? When we think or fpeak of a
judge, or of a general, we affociate the ideas of
cfficey and of charaéter ; we think of gravity in the
one, and of bravery in the other: but, when we
ule a word, merely as a title, no ideas affociate
with it.
% Titles are, not only ridiculous, but fometimes
¢ are reproaches, and bear the appearance of .
¢ irony. What can be more cutting to a diminu-
¢ tive deformed wretch, than to be faluted with
< the title of Majefly 2 A fcoundrel, who deferves
% the gallows, who has ruined thoufands, by cheat-
ing at gaming, is, certainly, right Aonourable :
¢ and a wretch, who proftrates himfelf in the duft
 before



THE RIGHTS OF MAN, "33

% to maintain their opinions in ‘matters of religion,
¢ and that the fame ought in nowife to diminifk,
% enlarge, or affeit their civil capacities.

R

CHAP. III.

OF HEREDITARY RIGHT.

I NOW proceed to Hereditary Rights,and Here-
ditary Succeffion. ,

A monarchial writer of diftin@lion fays, * Go~
¢ vernment is a contrivance of human wifdom.”
Admitting that government 75 a contrivance of hu-
man wifdom, it muft neceflarily folow, that here-
ditary fuccefion and hereditary rights, as they are
called, can make 7o part of it, becaufe it is impof-
Jible to make wifdom hereditary. And, on the
other hand, ¢hat cannot be a wife contrivance
which,. in its operation, may commit the govern-
ment of a nation to the wifdom of an ideot.

“ In conftrufting governments, it is wifdom that
¢ fhould conftitute the pinnacle—wherefore go-
¢ vernment fhould be fo modelled, as that wif-
% dom fhould be evereligible to that fummit, come
% from wherefoever, or whomfoever, it may in
¢ the community. I mean by this, that every in-
% dividual fhould be equally eligible to the higheft
¢ office in the flate, otherwife a novice might

D : ¢ govern
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govern a Solomon. Whether fociety would or

would not prefer even this Solomon to reprefent
them, is another matter—but though it might
be a queftion, it fhould not prevent him from
being eligible, nor preclude fociety from the
power of appointing him.

« There is one circumftance, among many thou-
fands, that firikes my mind very forcibly againft
the principle of hereditary fucceffion ; and I be-
lieve it will be admitted by all ranks and de-
grees of men, who will fuffer their reafon, and
not their paffions, or venality, to influence them,
namely, that WispoMm 1s THE PRINGIPAL OB-
JECT OF ALL POLITICAL PURsSUIT—It is the
very thing that the community feeks for in all
appointments, whether of a minifter, a judge, a
general, or a legiflator ; nay, we find the maxim
obférved in the private views of individuals, by
their preferring thofe who are beft qualified for
the purpofes in queftion. What injuries do
mankind do then, by entailing upon themfelves
any one perfon or family whatfoever, feeing

¢ that the faculties are mutable and perithable, and

that wifdom is not fuccefive? In what in-
numerable inftances do we obferve fuperior in-

“tellefts in men of the moft inferior and obfcure

fituations, - who. are thereby called forth, and
become effential and ufeful in the various
obje&s for which their gemuffes fit them P—Phi-

% lefophy,

.
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lofophy, mechanics, phyfic, and all the other
fciences, are free to attain the higheft perfe@ion
that reafon and praftice can extend to; and
when mankind are fatisfied of the fuperior uti-
lity of any individual or projeftor, they encou-
rage and adopt him accordingly.—Why then
fhould any man be reftrained with refpeét to
government ? For inftance—If a peafant thould
becomera Solomon, or a Cincinnatus, he could
not be admitted to the prefidency of the com-
munity, becaufe they had not only precluded
kim, but themfelves, fiom the right of prefer.
ment—and by this time had all perhaps become
the fubjetts of a hereditary ¢yrant, inave, or

& fool! What a fituation for any fociety, who
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values freedom, to fubjet themfelves to!!!
The very idea of fporting with that invaluable
ELEMENT, which the Almighty hath given us
for our dire&ion and comfort, is fufficient to
caufe a univerfal blufh for the prefumption and
folly of mankind! Let every artifan, and every
man of profeflion, think for himfelf] individually,
and confider, if he would not feel it a very great
hardfhip to be debarred from getting at the head
of his profeffion, if he could do fo by integrity,
ability, and fair endeavour? And let fociety
confider whether, independently of the injuftice
of profcribing or precluding any individual, it
is not injuring themfclves to annihilate their

Da “ right,
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¢ right, even for a moment, of ejeling the ufe-
« lefs, or vicious charalers, from the government,
_ ¢ and preferring whomfoever fhall be deemed by
¢ their majority, to be moft competent and vir-
¢ tuous, efpecially for the moft important office in
“ the ftate? Every man is, by nature, eligible
¢ to every fituation to which he contributes as a
“ member of fociety ; but it does not follow, that
¢ he fhall acquire any official capacity, without
% his abilitics, experience, and qualities, fit him
¢ for the ftation, and withont the concurrence and
% choice of fociety—and fociety fport away the
¢ greateft bleffing of their political policy, when
¢ they make themfelves the outcafls that they do,
« by eftablithing diftinél privileges, and hereditary
“ fucceffion I”

The ground which the foregoing monarchial
writer 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 fliew, that every one
in the line of hereditary fucceffion, was a « Salo-
mon,” or his title is not good to be a king. What
a cataltrophe has he occafioned! He has #tade a
tout en femble, and fcarcely left a name legible in
the lift of kings ; and he has mowed down and
thinned the line of peers with a fcythe as formidable
as Death and Time! But he appears to have been
aware of this refort,and he has taken care to guard
‘ againft
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againft it, by making government to be—not only
a contrivance of human wifdom—but a monopoly
of wifdom. He 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 wanés fhould be provided for by this
wifdom.”

Having thus made proclamation, he next pro-
ceeds to explain to them, what their wants are,
and alfo what their rights are. In this he has fuc-
ceeded dexteroufly, for he makes their wants to be
a want of wifdom—and their rights to be governed
by it. But there are fome things which he has
forgotten.  Firfl, he has not thewn where the
wifdom originally came from—and fecondly, he has
not fhewn by what authority it firlt began to afl.
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 fa&, it is ufurpation !

The opinions of men, with refpett to govern.
ment, are changing faft in all countries. The
enormous, and, in many cafes, wanton, expences
with which they are loaded, provoke the people to
think by making them fee/—and, when once the
~veil begins to rend, it admits not of repair.

Ignorance is of a peculiar nature—ance dif-
pelled, and it is impoffible to re-eftablifh it. Itis

D3 not
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not originally a thing of itfelf, but is only the
abfence of knowledge ; and, though man may be
kept ignorant, he cannot be made ignorant. The
. mind, in difcovering truth, aéts in the fame manner
as it atts through the eye in difcovering objefts—
when once any objet has been feen, it is impof-
fible to put the mind back to the famé condition
it was in, before it faw it. It has never yet been
difcovered how to make man unknow his know-
ledge, or unthink his thoughts.

With refpet to who is placed in the line of he-
reditary fucceflion, whether a Cherokee chief, or
a Heflian huffar, is not a matter that I trouble my.
" felf about: itis the principle that I condemn. It
is no relief, but an aggravation, to a perfon in
flavery, to refleét that he was fold by his parents ;
and, as that which heightens the criminality of an
afl, cannot be produced to prove the legality of
it, hereditary fucceflion cannot be eftablifhed as
@ legal thing.

In order to arrive at a more perfeét decifion on
this head, it will be proper to confider the genera-
tion that undertakes to cftablith a family with Ae-
reditary powers, apart and feparate, from the ge-
neratjons which are to follow ; and alfo to confider
the charadter in which the fir/# generation afls with-
refpel to fucceeding generations.

The generation which firft feleéts a perfon, and
puts him at the head of it's government, cither

with.
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with the title of ting, or any other appellation of -
diftin&ion, afls-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
a hereditary government, but under a government
of its own choice and eflablifkment. Were the ge-
neration who fets him up, and the perfon {o fet up, to
live for ever, it never could become hereditary fuc-
«ceffion ; and, of confequence, hereditary fucceflion
can only follow on the death of the firf} parties.
As, therefore, hereditary fucceflion is out of the
queftion, with refpeét to the firft generation, we
have now to cenfider the charafter in which kot
generation afts, with refpett to the commencing
generation, and to all fucceeding ones. 1t aflumes
a charatter to which it has neither right nor title.
It changes itfelf fsom a legiflator to a teflator, and
affe€ts to make its will, which is to have operation
after the demife of the makers, to bequeath the
government ; and it not only attempts to bequeath,
~ but to eftablifh on the fucceeding generations, a
new and different form of government to that un-
der which itfelf lived. Itfelf, as is already ob-
ferved, lived not under a hereditary government,
but under a government of its own choice and
eftablifhment ; and it now attempts, by virtue of a
will and teftament—which it has no authority te
make—to take from the commencing generation,
* D4 and
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and all future ones, the rights and free agency by
which itfelf aéted.

- But exclufively of the right which any genera-
tion has to alt collettively as a teftator, the ob-
je&ts 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 nei-
ther dewifeable nor transferrable, nor annihilable,
but are defeendable only ; and itis not in the power
of any generation to interrupt 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 fucceeding generation ta be free.—
Wrongs cannot have a legal defcent. ‘

In whatever light hereditary fucceffion, as grow-
ing out of thé¢ 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, operatcs. '

A certain former generatlon made a will, to take
away the rights of the commencing generation, and
all future ones, and convey their rights to a third
perfon, who afterwards comes forward and tells
them that they have right;—that their rights are
already bequeathed to him, and that he will govern
in contempt of them.—From fuch grinciples, and
fuch 1gnorance, good Lord deliver the world!

Jut



THE RIGHTS OF MAN. 14

‘But after all, what is this metaphor, called a crown
* ——or rather—what is monarchy 2 1Isit a thing,or
is it a name, oris it a fraud 2 Is it a contrivance
of human wifdor, or of human craft, to obtain
money from a nation under fpecious pretences? Is
it a thing nece/fuvy to a nation? If it is, in what
does that neceflity confit 7 What fervices does it
perform?  What is its dufinefs, and what are its
merits 2 Doth the virtue confilt in the metaphor,
or in the man 2 Doth the geldfmith that makes
the crown make the virtue alfo? Doth it operate
like Fortunatus’s wifhing-cap, or Harlequin’s
wooden fword ?  Doth it make either a man or a
conjurer £ 1Infine, whatisit? Itisan ideal fome-
thing that is going out of fafhion—is falling into
ridicule—and, is rejeéled in fome countries both
as unneceffary and expenfive. ' '

If there exifted a man fo tranfcendently wife
above all others, that his wifdom was neceffary to
inftrutt 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

“is the moft infignificant in capacity, our reafon
cannot fail to afk us, what are thofe men kept for?

If manarchy is a ufelefs thing, why is it kept up
any where? and, if a neceffary thing, how can it
be difpenfed with? Itis eafy to conceive that a

e band
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band of interefted men, fuch as place-men—1lords
of the bed-chamber—lords of the kitchen—and
lords of the neceffary-houfe—and the Lord knows
what befides—can find as many reafons for monar-.
chy as their falaries—paid at the expence of the
country—amount to; but if I afk the farmer, the
manufatturer, the merchant, the tradefman, and
down through "all the occupations of life to the
common labourer, what fervice monarchy is of
to him >—he can give me no anfwer. IfI afk him
what monarchy is ?—he believes it is fometlnng like
a ﬁnecurc.

e ——

CHAP IV.

OF GOVERNMENT,

REASON and Ignorance, the oppofites of each
other, influence the great bulk of mankind. If
either of thefe can be rendered fufficiently exten-
five in a country, the machinery of government
goes eafily on. Recafon obeys itfelf, and ignoranee
Jfubmits to whatever is di€tated to it.
The two modes of government that prevail in
the world are—
Firi—Government by Elefion and Reprqu-
- takron.
- Seconly—Government by Hercdztary Succeffion.
The former is generally known -by the name of
Republie—
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. Republic—the latter, by that of Monarchy and
Ariflocracy.  Thofe two diftin€t and oppofite
terms erett themfelves on the two diftinft and op-
pofite bafes of rcafon and ignorance.

As the exercife of government requires talents
and abilities—and, as talents and abilities cannot
have hereditary defcent, it is evident that heredi-
tary fucceffion requires a belicf from man to which
his reafon cannot fubfcribe, and which can only
be eftablifhed upon his ignorancee-and, the more
ignorant any country is, the better it is fitted for
this fpecies of government. On the contrary,
government in a well eftablithed republic, requires
no belief from man_beyond what his reafon can
give. He {ces the rationale of the whole fyftem,
its origin, and its operation—and, as it is beft
Sfupported when beft underflood, the human faculties
att with boldnefs, and acquire, under this form
of government, a gigantic manlinefs. °

As, therefore, each of thofe forms att on a dif-
ferent bafe, the one moving freely by the ajd of rea-
fon, the other by ignorance, we have next to confi-
der what it is that gives motion to that {pecies of
government, which is called mixed government; or,
as it is fometimes ludicroufly fliled, a government
of this,that, and 'other.

The moving power in this {pecies of govern,
ment is, of neceflity, corruption. However impeif-
felt clection and reprefeniation may be in mixed

goverrhgots,
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governments, they ftill give exercife to a greater
portion of reafon than'is convenient to the here-
ditary part, and, therefore, it becomes neceflary to
‘buy the reafon up. A mixed government is an
imperfe&t every-thing, cementing and foldering the

. difcordant parts together by corruption, to a& as

a whole. In mixed governments there is 7o re-
Sponfibility ; the parts cover each other till refpon._
fibility is loft, and the corruption which moves the
machine, contrives, at the fame time, its own
efcape.

When it is laid down as a maxim, that ¢ g king
% can do no wrong,” it places him in a fimilar fe-
curity with that of ¢diots, and perfons infane, and
refponfibility is out of the queftion with refpeét to
himfelf. It then defcends upon the minifler, who
thelters himfelf under a majority in the legiflature,
which, by places, penfions, and corruption, he can
always command ; and that majority juftifies itfelf
by the fame authority by which it proteéts the
minifter. Inthis 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 not/zzng, and

_is only the machine of another power by whofe di- -

reftion it atts.

What is fuppofed to be thc king in mlxed go-
vernments is, the cabinet; and, as the cabinet is
always-a part. of the legiflature, and the members

juttifying,
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juftifying, in one charatter, what they a& and ad-
vife in another, a mixed government becomes a
continual engine, entailing upon a country, by the
quantity - of corruption neceflary to folder the
parts, the expence of fupporting all the' forms of
" government at once, and, finally, refolving itfelf
into a government by commititee ; in which, the
advifers, the atlors,the approvers, the juflifiers, the
perfons refponfible, and the perfons not refponfible,
are the fame perfons.

By this pantomzmzcal contrivance, and change
of fcene and charater, the parts help each other
eut, in matters which neither of them, fimply,
could afflume to a&t. When mgney is to be ob-
tained, the mafs of variety apparently diffolves, and
a profufion of legiflative praifes palles between the
parts. Each admires, with aftoni/ment, the wif-
dom, the liberality, the difintereflednefs of the other,
and all of them breathe a pitying figh at the burthens
of the nation! ‘

But in a well regulated republic, nothing of this -
Joldering, praifing, and pilying can take place—
the reprefentation being equal throughout the
country, and complete in itfelf, however it may
be arrayed into legi/flative and executive, they have
all, one and the fame natural fource.’ The parts
are not foreigners to each other like democracy,
ariflocray, and monarchy. As there are no dif-
cordant diftin&lions, there is nothing to corrupt .

by
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by compromife, norto confound by contrivance.
Public meafures appeal of themfelves to the under-
fanding of the nation, and, refting on their own
merits, difown any flattering application to vanity.
The continual whine of lamenting the burthen of
the taxes, however fuccefsfully it may be praticed
in mixed governments, is inconfiftent with the
Jenfe and fpirit of a republic. If taxes are necef-
fary, they are, of courfe, advantageous; but if
they require an apology, the apology itfelf implies
an impeachkment. 'Why then is man thus impofed
upon—or why does he impofe on himfelf?

When men are fpoken of as Zings, and fubjeétss

or, when government is mentioned under the dif-
tinét or combined heads of monarchy, ariftocracy,
and democracy, what is it that reafoning man is to
underftand by the terms? If there really exifted in
in the world, two or more diftin& and feperate
" elentents of human power, we fhould then fee the
feveral origins to which thofe terms would, de-
feriptively, 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 revelutions taken place oflate, and the
fymptoms that have appeared in other countries, it
is evident, that the opinions of the worldris changed

with
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with refpe@ to the fyftems of government, and,
that revolutions are not within the compafs of
political calculations. The progrefs of time and
of circumftances, which man afign to the accom-
plithment of great changes, is too mechanical
to meafure the force of the mind, and the rapidity
of refleGion, by which revolutions are generated.
All the old governments have ‘received a fhock
from thofe that already appear, and which were
once, more improbable, and are a greater fubjet
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 evidens
that thofe fyftems are bad, and that a general re-
volution inthe principleand confiruttion of govern-
ment is neceffary.

- What is government more than the management
of the affairs of a nation? It is not, and from its
nature cannot be, the property of any particular
man or family, but of the whole community, at
whofe expence it is fupported; and though by
force, or contrivance, it has been ufurped into an
snheritance, the ufurpation cannot alter the right
of things. Sovereignty, as a matter of right,
appertains to the nation only, and not to any ix-

“dividual ;
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dividual ; and a nation Bas, at all times, an inke-

rent, indefeafible, right to abolifh any form of go-

vernment that it finds inconvenient,and to eftablith

fuch as accords w1th its interefty difpofition and
happinefs.

The romantic and barbarous diftinflion of men
into ings and fubjeéls—though it may fuit the dif-
pofition of courtiers, cannot that of citizens—and
is exploded by the principles upon which govern-
ments are now founded. Every citizen is a mem-
ber of the fovereignty, and, asfuch, can acknow-

ledge no perfonal fubjeétion, and his obedience can

be only to the laws.

When men think of what government is, thcy
muft neceffarily fuppofe it to poffefs a knowledge of
all the objetts and matters upon which its authority
is tobe exercifed. Inthis view of government, the
republican fyftem, as eftablifhed under two recent
revolutions, operates to embrace the whole of a
nation ; and, the knowledge neceffary to all the parts
is to be found in the centre, which the parts, by re-
prefentation, form ; but the old governments are on
a conftrution that excludes knowledge as well as
happinefs. Government by monks, who know
nothing of the world beyond the walls of a con
vent, is as confiftent as the government by £ings.

What were formerly called revolutions, were

_ little more than a change of perfons—or an alteras

tion of local circumftances. They rofe and fell
like
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like things of courfe, and had nothing in their ex-
iftence or their fate, that could influence beyond
the fpot that produced them. But what we now
fee in the world, from the particular revolutions
which have taken place, are—a renovation of the
natural order of things—a fyftem pf principles as
univerfal as truth and the exiftence of man, and
combining moral with political happinefs, and na+
tional profperity. -
 1ft. Men are born and always continue to be free,
and equal in refpedd of their rights. Civil diflinc-
tions, therefore, can be founded only on public uti-
ligy. ‘
 2d. The end of all political affociations is, the pre-
Jervation of the natural and imprefcriptible rights
of man—and thefe rights are—L1BERTY—-PRO-
PERTY—SECURITY—and RESISTANCE OF OFP-
PRESSION,

3d. The nation 15, effentially, the fource of all
fovereignty—nor can any individual, or any body of
men, be entitled to any authority which is not ex-
prefsly 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 aggrandizement of particular defcriptions
of men or families.

Monarchical fovereignty—the enemy of man-
' E : kind
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kind, and the fource of mifery, is abolithed—and
fovereignty itfelfis reftored to its natural and origi-
nal place—the nation. Were this the cafe through-
out Europe, the caufe of wars would be taken away.

It is attributed to Henry the IVth of France, a
man of an enlarged and benevolent heart, that he
propofed, about the year 1610, a plan for abolifh.
ing war in Europe. The plan confifted in con-
ftituting an European congrefs, or pacific republic,
by the appointment of delegates from the feveral
nations, who were to a& as a court of arbitration,
in any difputes that might arife between nation
and nation. To conceive a caufe why fuch a plan
has not been adopted ; and that, inftead of a con-
grefs for the purpofe of preventing a war, it has
been called only to terminate a war, afier a fruit-
lefs expence of feveral years, it will be neceffary
to confider the intereft of governments as a diftin&
nitereft to that of nations.

Whatever is the caufe of taxes to a nation, be-
comes alfo the means of revenue to a government.
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, there-
fore, from its produttivenefs, as it eafily furnithes
the pretence of neceffity for taxes and appoint-
‘ments to places and offices, becomes a principal
: part
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part of the fyftem of the old governments; and to
eftablith any new mode to abolifh war, however
advantageous it might be te nations, would be, to
take, from fuch governments, the moft lucrative of
its branches. :

. The frivolous matters upon which war is made,
fhew the difpofition and avidity of governments to:
uphold the fyftem of war, and betray the motives
upon which they a&. Why are not republics
plunged into war, but becaufe the nature of their
government does not admit of an intereft diftinét
from that of the nation.

As war is the fyftem of government on the old
conftruétion, the animofity which nations recipro-
cally entertain is, nothing more than what the po-
licy of their governments excites, to keep up the
fpirit of the fyftem.  Each government accufes
the other of perfidy, intrigue, and ambition, as

. a means of heating the imagination of their refpec-
tive nations, and incenfing them to hoftilities.—

Man is not the enemy of man, but through the
fyftem of government. Inftead, therefore, of ex-
claiming againft the ambition of kings, the excla-'
mation fhould be direted againft the principle of
fuch governments; and, inftead of fecking to re-
form the individual, the wildom of the nation
thould apply itfelf to reform the fy/ftem.

Whether the forms and maxims of governments
which are ftill in prattice, were adapted to the

Ez condition
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condition of the world, at the period they were
eftablifhed, 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&t, in rendcriné modes of go-
vernment obfolete, as they have upon cuftoms and -
manners. Agriculture, commerce, manufaltures,:
" and the franquil arts, by which the profperity of
nations, is beft promoted, requires a different fyf-
tem of government, and a different fpecies of
knowledge, to diret its operations, than what
might have been required in the former condition
of the world.

It is not difficult to perceive, from the en-
lightened ftate of mankind, that hereditary govern-
ments are verging to their decline, and that revo-
‘lations on the broad bafis of national fovereignty,
and government by reprefentation, are making
their way in Europe, it would be an a& of wif-
dom to anticipate their approach, and produce re-
volutions by reafon and accommodation, rather
than commit them to the iffue of convulfions.

From what we now fee, nothing of reform, in
the political world, ought to be held improbable.
Itis an age of revolutions, in which every thing
may be looked for. The intrigues of courts, by
which the fyftem of war is kept up, may provoke a
. confederation of natipns to abelifh it: and an Eu-
ropean
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ropean congrefs, to patronize the progrefs of free
government, and promote the civilization of na-
tions, with each other, is an event nearer in pro-
bability, than once were the revolutions and alli-
ance of France and America. '

As to time with refpeét to Governments, I think
it equally as injurious to good principles to per-
mit them to linger, as to pufh them on'too faft.
That which fome may fuppofc accomplifhable in
fourteen or fifteen years, I may believe pra&xca-
ble in a much fhorter period. Mankind, as it ap-
pears to me, are always ripe enough to underftand
their true intereft, provided it be prefented clearly
to their underftanding, and that in a manner not
to create fufpicion By any thing like felf-defign,
nor offend by affuming too much. Where we
would wifk to reform, we muft not reproach.

Principles muft ftand on their ewn merits, and,
if they are good, they certainly will. L

-1 have differed with fome profeflional gentle-
men on the fubjeét of profecutions, dndi'k fince
find they are falling into my opinion," which I will
here ftate as fully, ‘but as concifely as I.can.
will firlt put a cafe with refpe&t to- any law, and
then compare it with government. i < "

It would be an a& of defpotifm, or arbitrary
power, to make a: law to prohibit inveftigating the
principles, goodior bad, on which fuch a law; or
any other, is founded. - Ifa law be bad; it is one

Eg3 - thing
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thing to oppofe the praflice of it, but it is quite a
different thing to expefe its errors, to reafon on
its defefls, and to fhew caufe why it fhould be re-
pealed, or why another ought to be fubftituted in
its place, I have always held it an opinion (mak-
ing it"alfo my praétice), that it is better to obey a
bad law, making ufe at the fame time of every
argument to thew its errors, and pracure its repeal,
than forcibly. to violate it—becaufe the precedent
of breaking a bad law might weaken the force,
and lead to a difcretionary violation of thofe
‘which are good, 0 ‘
This cafe is the fame with- refpeét to prmcxples
and forms of government, or to what are called
conltitutions, and the parts of which they are com-
pofed '

It is for the good of nations, and not for the
émolument or aggrandizement of particular indi-
viduals, that government ought to be eftablifhed,
and that mankind are at the expence of fupporting
it.  The defeQs of every government and confti.
‘tition, -both as to principle and form, muft,, on a

parity of reafoning, be as open todifcuffion as the

‘defells of a law, and it-is4 duty which.every man

owes to fociety, to point-them out, ‘When,thofe
defels, and the means of remedying them, are.ge-
nerally feen by a nation, that nation will reform
ts government.or its con{t:tuuon in the one qafﬁ,
as-the government repealed pr reformed the la\v

, . in
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in the other. The operation of governmeit is.re-
ftrited to the making, and the adminiftering of
Jaws—but it is to a nation that the right of form-
ing or reforming, geaerating, or regenerating, ¢on-
ftitutions and governments, belong; and, confe-
quently, thofe fubjeéts—as fubjeéls of inveftiga-
tion—are, always, before a country, as @ matter of
right, and cannot, without invading the general
rights of that country, be made fubjeéts for profe-
cution. Mankind are not now to be told that
they fhall not think, or that they fhall not read ;
and, publications that go no farther than to in-
vefligate principles of government, to invite men
to reafon, and to refle&t, and to fhew the errors
and excellences of different {yftems, have a right
to appear. If they do not excite attention,, they
are not worth the trouble of a profecution; and
if they do, the profecution will amount to nothing,
fince it cannot amount to a prohibition of reading.
This would be a fentence on the pubhc, inftead of
‘the author, and would alfo be the moft eﬂc&ual
method of making or haftening revolutions.

In all cafes that apply, univerfally, to a nation,
‘with refpett to fyftems of government, a jury of
‘twelvemen is not competent to decide. Where
there are no witnefles to be examined, - no faéts to
.be proved, and where the whole matter. is before
the whole public, and the merits or demerits of
it refting on their opinion ; and where there is no-

E4 thing
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- . thing to be known in a court, but what every bo.
dy knows out of it—every twelye men is equally
as good a]ury as the other, and Would, moft pro-
bably, reverfe each other’s verdié ; or, from the
“variety of thejr opinions, not be able to form one.
. Itis one cafe, whether a nation approve a work,
or aplan; butit is quite another cafe, whether it
will commit to apy fuch jury the power of deter-
mining whether that nation have a right to, or fhall
‘reform its government, or not. The only effec-
tual jury in fuch cafes would be, a convention of
the whole nation, fairly ele@ed ; for, in all fuch
cafes, the whole nation is the vicinage.

As to the prejudices which men have from edu-
cation, and habit, in favour of any particular form
or fyftem of government, thofe prejudices have
'yet to ftand the teft of reafon and refleftion. In
faét fuch prejudices are nothing. No man is pre-
judicéd in favour of any thing, knowing it to be
jwrong He is attached to it on the behef of its
“being rlght and, when he fees it is not fo, the
preJudxce will be gonc We have but a defeflive
idea of what preJudlce is.- It might be faid, that
until men think for themfclves, the whole is preju-
‘dice, and not opinion ; for that only is opinion
which is the refult of reafdn and refleGtion.

‘ Mankxpd ‘hive nidt becn fairly and candidly

dealt by.’ 'I‘hcy have been lmpofed upon by pat-
‘ ues, and by ' ‘men aﬂ'uming the charafler of lead-
: ers,
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‘efs. - It it time that they fhould rife- fuperior to
“thofe’ trifles. It is time to difmifs that inattention
‘which has fo long been the encouraging caufe of
-ftretching taxes to excefs. It’is time to difmifs
“all.thofe fongs and toafts which are calculated to
~ enflave, and operate to fuffocate refle@ion. On
-all fuch fubjetis mien have but to think, and they
will neither aét wrong, nor be mifled. * To fay
‘that any people are nat fit for freedom, is to make
‘poverty their choice, and to fay, that they had
rather be loaded with taxes than'not. If fuch a
cafe could be proved, it would equally prove that
thofe who govern are not fit to goverr, for they
are a part of the fame national: mafs.
- But admitting governments to be changed all
over Europe, it certainly may be done without
convulfion or. revenge. It'is not worth making
-changes or revolutions, unlefs it be for fome great
‘national benefit; ahd, when this fhall- appear toa
‘mation, the danger will be to thofe who oppofe.

rvedag—— .
»'CHAI:‘ Sy
. OF SOCIETY’ A,ND c:vulzu‘xon. -

GREAT ipart ‘of that, order wblch rexgns among
.mankind, is not.the effeét of government. " It has-

Jits ongm in the prmcxples of fociety, and the na--
tural

T
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tural conftitution of man. It exifted prior to go.
vernment, and would exift if the formality of go-
vernment was abolifhed. The mutual dependance
and reciprocal intereft which man has upon man,
and all the parts of a civilized community upon
each other, create that great chain of connetion
which holds it together. The landholder, the far-
mer, the manufaturer, the merchant, the tradef-
man, and every other occupation, prafpers by the
aid which each receives from the other, and from
the whole. Common intereft regulates their con-
cerns, and forms their law; and the law which
common ufage ordains, have a greater influence
than the laws of government. In fine, fociety
performs for itfelf almoft every thmg which is
afcribed to government.

To -underftand the nature and quanuty of go- -
vernment proper for man, it is naceflary to attend
to his chamafler. Asnature created him for focial
life, fhe fitted him for the ftation fhe intended. In
all cafes the made his natural wants, greater than
his individual powers.. -No man is capable, with,
out the aid of fociety, of fupplying his ewn wants ;
and thofe wants, altiwg upon every individual, im-
pel the whole of them.into, faciety, .as naturally as
gravitation afts to a centre.

But ‘fhe ‘has gone further. She “has.not only
- forced man into fociety, by a diverfity of wants,
-whichihe reciprocal .aid of :each-other'can fupply,

but
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but fhe bas implanted in him a fyftem of focial afs
fettions, which, though not neceflary to his exift-
ence, are eflential to his happinefs. There is no
. period in life when this love for fociety ceafes to
att. It begins and ends with our being.

If we cxamine, with attention, into the compo-
fition and conftitution of man, the diverfity of his
wants, and the diverfity of talents in different men
for reciprocally accommodating the wants of each
other, his propenfity to fociety, and confequently
to preferve the advantages refulting from it, we
thall eafily difcover, that a great part of what is
called government, is tmere impofition.

Government is no further neceffary than to fup-
ply the few cafes to which fociety and civilization.
are not conveniently competent—and inftances
are not wanting to fhew, that every thing which
government can ufually add thereto, has been per-
formed by the common confent of fociety, without
government*,

There is a natural aptnefs in man, and more fo
in: focnety, becaufe it embraces a greater variety of

* For upwards of two years from the commencement of the
American war, and to a longer period_in feveralgf the Ame-
‘rican flates, there were no eftablithed forms of government,
'The old governments had been abolifhed, and the country was
too much occupied in defence, to employ its attention in efta-
blifhing new governments—yet, during this . interval, order
and harmony were preferved as inviolate as in any country in

‘Europe.
abilities
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abilities and refources to accommodate  itfelf to

whatever fituation it isin. The inftant formal go-

vernment is abolithed, fociety begins to a&t. A"
general affociation takes place, and common in-
tereft produces common fecurity.

So far is it from being true, as has been repre-

. fented, that the abolition of any formal govern.

ment is the diffolution of fociety, that it afis by a
contrary impulfe, and brings the latter the clofer
together.  All that part of its organization which
it had committed to its government, devolves
again upon itfelf, and ats through its medium.—
When men, as well from natural inftinét, as from
reciprocal benefits, have habituated themfelves to
focial and civilized life, there is always enough of
its principles in pratice to carry them through any
changes they may find neceflary or convenient to
make in their government. In fhort, man is fo
naturally a creature of fociety, that it is lmpo{ﬁble
to put himn out of it. .

Formal government makes but a fmall part of
civilized life—and when even the beft that human
wifdom can devife, is eftablithed, it is a thing
more in name and idea, than in fa@. It is to the
great and fupdamental principles of fociety and ci-
vilization—to the common ufage univerfally con-
fented to, and mutually and reciprocally maintain-
ed—to the unceafing circulation of intereft, which,

 pafling through its million channels, invigorates

" the




THE RIGHTS OF MAN.. = 6

the whole mals . of civilized man—it is to thefe
things, infinitely more than to any thing which even
the beft inftituted governments can perform, that
the fafety and profperity of the individual and of
the whole depends.

The more perfeét civilization is, the lefs occa-‘

fion has it for government, becaufe the more does

it regulate its own affairs, and go'vern itfelf ; but fo

‘contrary is the prattice of old governments to the
reafon of the cafe, that the expences of them in-
creafe in the proportion they ought to diminifh.
It is but few gencral laws that civil life requires,
and thofe of fuch common ufefulnefs, that whether
they are enforced by the forms of government or
not, the effcét will be nearly the fame. If we con-
' fider what the principles are that firft condenfe
men into focicty, and what the motives that regu-
late their mutual intercourfe afterwards, we fhall

find, by the time we arrive at what is called go-

vernment, that nearly the whole of the bufinefs is
performed by the natural operation of the parts
" wpon each other.
Man, with refpe& to all thefe matters, is more
a creature of confiftency than he is aware of, or
that governments would wifh him to believe. All
. the great laws of focicty are laws of nature. Thofe
of trade and commerce, whether with refpett to
the intercourfe of ‘individuals, or of nations, are
laws of mutual and reciprocal intereft.  They are
followed

-
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followed and obeyed, becaufe it is the intereft of
the parties fo to do, and not onaccount of any for-
mal laws their governments may impofe or inter-
pofe..

But how often is the natural propenfity to fo-
. ciety difturbed or deftroyed by the operations of
government! When the latter, inftead of being
ingrafted on the principles of the former, aflumes
to exift for itfelf, and aéts by partialities of favour,
‘or oppreflion, it becomes the caufe of the mifchiefs
it ought to prevent.

If we take a retrofpe& of the riots and tumults
which, at various times, have taken place in the
world, we fhall find, that they did not proceed
from the want of a government, but that govern-
ment was, itfelf, the generating caufe—inftead of
confolidating fociety, it divided it—it deprived it
of its natural cohefion, and engendered difcontents
and diforders which, otherwife, would not have
exifted. In thofe aflociations which men pro-
- mifcuoufly form for the purpofe of trade, or of
any concern, in which government is totally out
of the queftion, and in which they a& merely on
the principles of fociety, we fee how naturally the
various parties unite—and this fhews by compari-
fon, that governments, fo far from being always
the caufe or means of arder, are often the deftruc--
tion of it.

- Excefs and inequality of taxation, however dit-
~ guifed
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guifed in the means, never fail to appear in their
effefts. As a great mafs of the community are
thrown thereby into poverty and difcontent, they
are conftantly on the brink of commotion—and,
deprived, as they unfortunately are, of the means
of information, are eafily heated to outrage.—
" Whatever the-apparent caufe of any riots may be,
the real one is, always, want of happinefs. k
fhews that fomething is wrong in the fyfterh of go-
‘vetnment, that injures the fchcxty by which fociety
is to be preferved. . ~

Having thus endeavoured to ihew that the focnal
and civilized ftate of man is capable of performing
within itfelf almoft every thing neceffary to its
prote&ion and government, it will be proper on
the other hand, to take a review of the prefent old
governments, and examine whether their pripciples
and pra@ice are correfpondent thereto.

et

CHAP VI.

OF THE ORIGIN OF THR PRESENT OLD GOVERN-
MENTS.

IT is impoffible that fuch governments as have
hitherto exifted in the world could have com-
menced by any other means than a total violation
of evcry principle facred and moral. The ob{cu-

l'lty
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rity in which the origin of all .the prefent old go-
vernments is buried implies the qumty and dif-
grace with which they began.
.. .It ceuld have been no' difficult thmg in the early
and folitary ages of the world, while the chief em
ployment of men was that of attending flocks and
berds, for a banditti of ruffians to overrun a
country, and 'lay. it under contributions. = Their
power being thus.eftablifhed, the chief of the band
contrived to lofe. the name of robber in that of
monarch—and hence the origin. of monarchy,and
kings. :
Governments founded en unjuﬁ prmcxples do
not afford a ftamina whereon to ingraft reforma-
tion—and the fhorteft and moft effettual remedy
is, to begin anew. : .
Can we poﬂibly fuppole, that if govemments
'had originated in a right principle, and had not
an intereft in purfuing a wrong one, that the world
could have been in the wretched and quarrelfome
condition we have feen it? What inducement
has the farmer, while following the plough, to lay
afide his peaceful purfuits, and go to war with the
farmer of another country? Or what inducement
has the manufa€urer 7 What is dominion to them,
or to any clafs of men in a nation? Does it add
an acre to any mdn’s eftate, or raife its value? .
Are not conqueft and defeat each of the fame price,
and taxes the never-failing confequence? Though
this
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this reafoning may be good to a nation, it is not to
a government. War is the pharo-table of govern-
ments, and nations the dupes of the game.

If there is any thing to wonder at in this mi-
ferable fcene of governments more than might be
expetled, it is the progrefs which the peaceful arts
of agriculture, manufatture, and commerce have
made beneath fuch a long accumulating load of
difcouragement and oppreflion. It ferves to thew, -
that inftin& in animals does not a&t with ftronger
impulfe than the principles of fociety and civiliza-
tion operate in man. Under all difcouragements
he purfues his objett, and yields to nothing but
impoffibilities.

. e s

r

CHAP. VII.

OF THE OLD AND NEW SYSTEMS OF GOVERN-
MENT. '

N OTHING can appear more contradittory than
the principles on which the old governments be-
gan, and the condition to which fociety, civiliza-
tion, and commerce, are capable of carrying man-
kind. Government, on the old {vftem, is an af-
fumption of power,- for the aggrandizement of it-
felf—on the new, a delegation of power for the
common benefit of fociety. The former fupports
itfelf by. keeping up a {yftem of war—the latter

F promotes
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promotes a fyftem of peace, as the true means of
enriching a nation. The one encourages national
prejudices—the other promotes univerfal {ociety,
as the means of univerfal commerce. ~ The one
mecafures its profperity by the quaritity of revénue
it extorts ; the other proves its excellence by the
fmall quantity of taxes it requires. -

- - Though-it might be proved that the fyftem of
government now called the new, is the moft an-
tient in principle of all that have exifted, being
founded -on the original inherent Rights of Man:
yet as tyranny and the [word have fufpended the
exercife of thofe rights for many centuries paft, it .
ferved better the- purpofe of diftinétion .to call
it the new, than to claim the right of. calling it the
old.

The firft gencral diftinftion between thofe two
fyftems, is, that the one now called the old, is
hereditary, either in whole or in part; and the
new is entirely reprefentative. It rejeéts all here-
ditary government. '

Firft, As being an fmpofition on mankind.

Secondly, As inadequate to the purpofes for
which government is neceffary.

With refpeét to the firfk of thefe heads+—it can-
not be proved by what right hereditary govern-
ment could begin ; neither does there exift within
the compafs of mortal power a right to eftabliflx
it. Man has no authority over pofterity in mat-

ters
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ters of perfonal fight ; and, therefore, no man, or
Body of men, had, or can have, a right to fet up
hereditary government. Were even ourfelves to
come again into exiftence, inftead of being fuc-
cecded by pofterity, we have not now the right
of taking from aurfelves the -rights which would
then be ours. On what ground then do we pre-.
tend to take them from others ?

All hereditary government is in its nature un-
jult, and an impofition on focicty. An heritable
crowh, or an heritable throne; or by what other
fanciful names fuch things may be called, have no
other fignificant explanation than that mankind are
beritable property. To inherit a government
is, to inherit the people, as if they were flocks and
herds.

. With refpeét to the fecond head, that of being
madequate to the purpofes for which government
is neceffary, we have only to confider what go-
vernment eflentially is, and compare it with the
circumftances to which bereditary fuccelfion is
fubjeét.

Government ought to be a thmg always in full
maturity. It ought to be fo conftruted, as to be
fuperior to all the accidents to which individual
man is fubjeft ; and, therefore, hereditary fuccef-
{ion, by being fubjeét to them all, is the moft irre-"
gular and lmperfe& of all the fy ﬂcms of govern-
ment. , .
Fz We
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We have heard the Rights of Man called a le-
velling {fyftem ; but the only fyftem to which the
word levelling is truly applicable, is the hereditary
monarchical fyftem. It is a fyftem of mental le-.
velling. It indifcriminately admits every fpecies
of charalter to the fame authority. Vice and vir-
tue, ignorance and wifdom; in fhort, every qua-
lity, good or bad, is put on the fame level. Kings
fucceed each other, not as rationals, but as ani-
mals. It fignifies not what their mental or morat
charafters are. Can we then be furprifed at the
abje€t ftate of the human mind in monarchical
countries, when the government itfelf is formed
on fuch an abjeét' levelling fyftem? It has no
fixed charafter. To-day it is one thing—to-mor-
row it is fomething elfe. It changes with the tem-
per of every fucceeding individual, and is fubje&
to all the varieties of each. It is government
through the medium of paffions and accidents. It
appears under all the various charaéters of child-’
hood, decripitude, dotage, a thing at nurfe, in
leading-ftrings, or in crutches. It reverfes the
wholefome order of nature. It occafionally puts
children over men, and the conceits of non-age
over wifdom and experichce. In fhort, we can-
not conceive a more ridiculous figure of govern-
ment than hereditary fucce{ﬁon, in all lts cafes,
prefents.

Could it be made a decree in nature, or an
edi&t
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editt regiftered in heaven, and man could know
it, that virtue and wifdom fhould invariably ap-
pertain to hereditary fucceflion, the objetions to it
would be removed ; but when we fee that nature
. afts as if fhe difowned and fported with the here.
ditary fyftem—that the mental charafters of fuc-
ceflors, in all countries, are below the average of
human underftanding—that one is a tyrant, another
an ideot, a third infane, and-fome all three toge-
ther, it is impoffible to attach confidence to i,
when reafon in man has power to aét.
¢ If it be afked,” fays a writer of diftin&ion,
¢ what is my opinion with refpeét to hereditary
¢ right, I anfwer, without hefitation, That, in good
 theory, an hereditary tranfmiffion of any power
¢ or office can never accord .with the laws of a
¢ true reprefentation, Hereditaryfhip is, in this
¢ fenfe, as much an attaint upon principle, as an
¢ outrage upon fociety. But let us,” continues
he, ¢ refer to the hiftory of all ele&tive monarchies
¢ and principalities : Is there one in which the
¢ ele€tive mode is not worfe than the hereditary
¢ fucceffion ?” :
As to debating on which is the wogft of the two,
is admitting both to be bad—and herein we are
agreed. The preference which he has givenis a
condemnation of the thing that he prefers. Such
a mode of reafoning, on fuch a fubje&, is inad-
miflible, becaule it finally amounts to an accufa-
F3 tion -



g0 THE RIGHTS OF MAN,

tion upon providerce, asif fhe had left to man ne
other choice, with refpett to government, than be-
tween two evils, the beft of which he admits to be
& an attaint ufon principle, and an outragc upon
Jociety”

Paffing over for the prefent all the evils and
mifchiefs which monarchy has occafioned in the
world, nothing can more effe€tually prove its ufe-
leflnefs, in a ftate af civil government, than mak-
ing jt hereditary. Would we make any office he-
reditary that required wifdom and abilities to fill
it? And where wifdom and abilities are not ‘ne-
ceffary, fuch an office, whatever it may be, is fu-
perfluous or infignificant.

Hereditary fucceffion is. a burlefque upon. mo-
narchy. It puts it in the moft ridiculous light,
by prefenting it as an office. which any child or’
ideot may fill. It requires fome talents to be a
common mcchanic; byt to be a king, requires
only the animal figure of man—a fort of breath-
ing automaton. This fort of fuperfition may laft
a few yearsmore, but it cannot long refift the
awakened reafon and intereft of man.

Having thus glanced at a few of the defefls of
the old, or hereditary fyftems of government, let
us compare it with the new, or reprefentative
fyftem.

The rcprefuntauvc fyftem takes fociety and -ci.

vilization
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wvilization for its bafis—nature, rea_[un, and expe-
‘rience, for its guide.

Experience in‘all ages, and in all countries, has
demoftrated, that it is impofiible to controul nature
in her diftribution of mental powers. She gives
them as fhe pleafes. Whatever is the rule, by
which fhe, apparently to us, {catters them among
mankind, that rule remains-a fecret to man. It
would be as ridiculous to attempt to fix the here-
ditarythip of human beauty, as of wif{dom. What:
ever wifdom conftituently is, it is like a feedlefs
plant—it may be reared when it appears, but it
cannot be voluntarily produced. There is always
a fufficiency fomewhere in the general mafs of fo-
_ ciety for all purpofes; but withrefpeét to the parts
of fociety, it is contimually changing its place. It
rifes in one to-day, in another to-morrow; and
has, moft probably, vifited, in rotation, every fa-

mily of the earth, and again withdrawn.
 As this is the order of nature, the order of go-
vernment muft neceffarily follow it, or govern-
- ment will, as we fee it does, degenerate into ig-
norance. The hereditary fyftem, thercfore, is as
repugnant to human wifdom, as to human rlghts—
and is as abfurd as it is unjuft.

As the republic of letters brings forwatd the beft
literary produtions, by giving to genius a fair and
univerfal chance, fo the reprefentative {yftem of
government is calculated to produce the wifeft
: F4 laws,
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laws, by collefting wifdom from whence it can be
found. I fmile to myfelf, when I contemplate the
ridiculous infignificance into which literature, and
all the fciences would fink, were they made heredi-
tary—and I carry the fame idea into governments.
An hereditary gavernor is inconfiftent as an here-
ditary author. I know not whether Homer or
Euclid had fons—but I will venture an epinion
that if they bad, and left their works unfinifhed,
thofe fons could not have completed them.

Do we need a {ironger evidence of the abfur-
dity of hereditary governments than is feen in the
defcendants of thofe men, in any time of life, who
once were famous? Is there fcarcely an infiance
in which there is.not a total reverfe of the charac-
ter ? It appears as if the tide of mental faculties
flowed as faras it could in certain channels, and
then forfook its courfe, and arofe in others. Haw
irrational then is the hereditary fyftem which efta-
blifhes channels of power in company with which
wifdom refufes to flaw ? By continuing this abfur-
dity, map is perpetually in centradi€tion with him-
felf—he accepts for a King, a chief, or magiftrate,
or a legiflator, a perfon whom he would not eleét
for a conftable.

It appears, to general obfervation, that revolu-
tions create geni\is and talents; but thofe events
do no more than bring them forward. There is
exifting in man, a mafs of fenfe lying in a dor-

: mant
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mant ftate, and which, unlefs fomething excites it
to altion, will defcend with him in that condition
to the grave. As it is to the advantage of {o-
ciety that the whole of its faculties fhould be em-
ployed, the conftruttion of governments ought to
be fuch as to bring forward, by a quiet and regular
operation, all that extent of capacity which never
fails to appear in revolutions.

This cannot take place in the infipid ftate of he-
ditary government, not only becaufe it prevents,
but becaufe it operates to benumb. When the
mind of a nation is bowed down by any political
fuperftition in its government, fuch as hereditary
fucceflion is, it lofes a confiderable portion of its
powers on all other fubjeéts and objetts. Heredi-
tary [ucceflion requires the fame obedience to igno-
rance as to wifdom ; and, when once the mind can
bring itfelf to pay this indifcriminate reverence, it
defcends below the flature of mental manhood. It
is fitto be great only in little things. It afts a
trcachery upon itfelf, and fuffocates the fenfations
that urge to detetion.

Though the ancjent governments prefent to us a
miferable pitture of the candition of man, there is
one, which above all others, exempts itfclf from
the general defcription—I mean the democracy of

. the Athenians. We fee more to admire, and lefs

to condemn, in that great extraordinary people,
than in any thing which hiftory affords.
Sa
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So little are the conftituent principles of govern-:
ment conlidered, that democracy and reprefentas
tion are often confounded together. Reprefenta-
tion was a thing unknown in the ancient democra+
cics.  In thofe the mafs of the peeple met and en-
atted laws (gramatically fpeaking) in the firft per-
fon. Simple democracy was no other than the
common-hall of the ancients. It fignifies the form
as well as the public principles of the government.
As thefe democracies increafed in population and
the territory extended, the fimple democratical
form became unwicldy and impracticable ; and, as

the fyftem of reprefentation was not known, the
confequence was, they cither degenerated convul-
-fively into monarchies, or became abforbed into
fuch as then cuifted.  Had the {yftem of repre-
fentation been then underftood, as it now is, there
. 35 no realon to bclicve that thofe forms of govern-
ment, now called monarchical, or ariflocratical,
would ever have taken place. It was the wint of
fome method to confolidate the parts of fociety,
after' it became too populous, and too extenfiye
for the fimple democratical form, and-alfo the lax
and folitary condition of fhepherds and herdfmen
in other parts of the world, that afford opportuni-
tics to thofc ummural modes of governmem to
begin. . :
. Asitis ncceflary to clear away the rubblfh of
errors into which the fubject of government has
: becn
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been thrown, I fhall proceed to remark on fomc
others. '

It has always been the political craft of courtiers,
and court-governments, to abufe fomething which
they call republicanifm ;—but what republicanifin
was, or is, they never attempted to explain. Let
us examine a little into this cafe.

The only forms of government aré, the demo-
cratical, the ariftocratical, the monarchical, and :

*what is now called the reprefentative. :

What is called a republic, is not any particular
Sorm of government. It is wholly charatteriftical
of the purport, matter, or objctt, for which go:
vernment ought to be inftituted, and on which it
is to be employed, res-puerLica, the public
affairs, or the public good—or, literally tranflated,
the public thing. Itisa word ofa good original,
referring to what ought to be the charafter and
bufinefs of government; and, in this fenfe, it is
naturally oppofed to the word monarchy, which
has a bafe, original, f{ignification. [t means arbi-
trary power in an individual perfon—in the exer-
cife of which, himfelf, and not the ref- pubhca, is
the objett.

Every government that does not aé‘t on the prin-

* giples of a Republic, or, in other-words, that does
not make the ref-publica its whole and fole objeét,
is not a good government. Republican goverament
is no other than gavernment eftablifhed and con-

dutted
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dufted for the intereft of the public, as well indi.
vidually as colle@ively. It is not neceffarily con-
nefted with any particular form, but it moft natur-
ally affociates with the reprefentative form, as’ be-
ing beft calculated to fecure the end for which a
nation is at the expence of fupporting it.

Various forms of government have affefled to
call themfelves a republic; but there can be no
real republic that does not rejeét every thing here-
ditary, and eftablifh government on the fyftem of
reprefentation only. Hereditary and reprefenta-
tive principles are too unnatural to each other, to
contipue to exift together.

Thofe who have faid that a republic is not a
form of government calculated for countries of
great extent, miftook, in the firlt place, the bufi-
nefs of a government, for a form of govern-
ment; for the ref-publica equally appertains to
every extent of territary and population. And,
in the fecond place, if they meant any thing with
refpe@ to form, it was the fimple democratical
form, fuch as was the mode of government in the
ancient democracies, in which there was no repre-
fentation. The cafe, therefore, is not, that a re--
public cannot be extenfive, but that it cannot be
extenfive on the fimple democratical form; and
the queftion naturally prefents itfell;—What is the
beft form of government for condulling the REs-
PUBLICA, 07 the PUBLIC BUSINESS of @ nation,

after
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afler it becomes too extenfive and populous for the
Jfimple demacratical form 2

It cannot be monarchy, becaufe monarchy is
fubje@ to an objefion of the fame amount to
which the fimple democratical form was fubjeét.

It is poffible that an individual may lay down a
fyftem of principles, on which governments fhail
be conftitutionally eftablifhed to any extent of ter-
ritory. This is no more than an operation of the
mind, -ating by its own powers. But the prace
tice upon thofe principles, as applying to the va-
rious circumftances of a nation, its agriculture,
manufatture, trade, commerce, &c. &c. requires
a knowledge of a different kind, and which can be
had only from the various parts of {ociety. Itis
an affemblage of praétical knowledge, which no
one individual can poflefs ; and, therefore, the mo-
narchical form is as much limited, in ufeful prac-
tice, from the incompetency of knowledge, as was
the democratical form, from the multiplicity of
population. The one degenerates by extenfion,
into confufion ; the other into ignorance, and in-
‘capacity—of which all the great monarchies are
an evidence. . The monarchical form, therefore,
could not be a fubftitute for the democratical, be-
caufe it has equal inconveniences.

Much lefs:could it when made bercdnary-—-
This is the moft effe€tual of all forms to preclude
knowledge. Neither could the high democratical

mind
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mind have voluntarily yielded itfelf to be gos
verned by children and ideots, and all the motly
infignificance of charafer, which attends fuch a
mere animal-fyftem, the difgrace, and the reproach
of reafon and of man.

- As to the ariftocratical form, it has the fame
vices and defefts with the monarchical, except
.that the chance of abilities is better from the pro-
- portion of numbers, but there is ftill no fecurity -
for the right ufe and application of them*.

Referring then to the original ﬁmple democta-
cy, it affords the true data from which govern.
ment, on a large {cale, can begin. It is incapable
of extenfion, not from its principle, but from the
inconvenience of its form—and monarchy and
ariftocracy, from their incapacity. Retaining then
democracy as the ground, and rejetting the cor-
rupt {yftems of monarchy and ariftocracy, the re-
prefentative {yftem naturally prefents itfelf, remes
dying at once the defe€ls of the fimple democracy
as to form, and the incapacity of the other two
with refpett to knowledge.

Simple democracy was fociety governing itfelf
without the aid of fecondary means. By ingraft.
ing reprefentation upon democracy, we arrive at
a {fyftem of government capable of embracing and
eonfederating all the various interefts, and every

“,

* For a charatter of anﬁocracy, the reader is referred to
RicuTs OF Man, Part L :

extent
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extent of territory and population ; and that alfo,
with advantages as much fuperior to hereditary
government, as the republic of letters is to herea’
ditary literatyre. It is the eafieft of all the forms
of government to be underftoed, and the moit
eligible in prattice, and excludes at once the ig-
norance and infecurity of the bereditary mode, and
the inconvenience of the fimple democracy.

It is impofiible to conceive a fytem of govern.
ment.capable of acting over fuch an extent of ter-
ritory, and fuck a circle of interells, as is immedi-
ately produced by the operation of reprefentation.
It adapts itfelf to all poffible cafes. It is prefer-
able to fimple democracy even in {mall territories.
Athens, by reprefentation, would have outrivalled
her own democracy. :

That which is called government, or rathcr that
which we ought to conceive government to be, is
no morte than fome common centre, in which all
the parts of {ociety unite.  This cannot be accom-
plithed by any method fo conducive to the vari-

“ous interefts of the .community, as by the repre-
tative fyftem. - It concentrates the knowledge ne-
ceflary to the intereflt of the parts and of the
whole, It places government in a ftate of con-
ftant maturity. It is, as has been already ob-
ferved, never young, never old. It is fubje@
neither to nonage, nor dotage. = It is never in the
cradle, nor on crutches. It admits not of a fepa-

ration
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ration between knowledge and power; and is fupe-
rior, and as government always ought to be, to all
¢he accidents of individual man, and is therefore
fuperior to what is called monarchy.

A nation is not a body, the figure of which is
to be reprefented by the human body ; but is like
a body contained within a circle, having a com-
mon centre, in which every radius meets; and

that centre is formed by reprefentation. To con-
neét reprefentation with what is called monarchy,
is excentric government. Reprefentation is, of
itfelf, the delegated monarchy of a nation, and
cannot debalfe itfelf by dividing it with another.

A certain writer, {peaking of government, fays
—<¢ It is better to have monarchy for its bafis, and
¢« republicanifm for its corrcttive, than repub-
¢ licanifm for its bafis, and monarchy for its cor-
¢ reftive.” If he means, that it is better to cor-
ret folly with wifdom, than wifdom with folly, I
will no otherwife contend with him than that it
would be much better to rejeét the folly entirely.

But what is this thing which he calls monarchy ?
Will he explainit? All men can underftand what
reprefentation is—and that it muft neceffarily in-
clude a variety of knowledge and talents. But
what fecurity is there for the fame qualities on the
part of monarchy ? Or, when this monarchy isa
child, where, then, is the wifdom? What do-
know about government? '

o~
4 ‘vn?\, s

XN
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narch, or where is the monarchy? Ifit is to be
performed by Regency, it proves it to be a farce.
A regency is a mock fpecies of republic, and the
whole of monarchy deferves no better defcription.
It is a thing as various as imagination can paint.

- It has none of the ftable charafler that government
ought to poflefs. Every fucceflion is a revolution,
and every regency a counter-revolution. The
whole of it is a fcene of perpetual court cabal and
intrigue. To render monarchy confiftent with go-
vernment, the next in {fucceflion fhould not be born
a child, but a man at once, and that man a Solo-
mon. It is ridiculous that nations are to wait, and
government be interrupted, till boys grow to be
men. .

" Whether I have too little Senfe to fee, or too
much to be impofed upon—whether I have too
much or too little:pride, or of any thing elfe, I
leave out of the queftion—but certain it is, .that
what is called monarchy, always appears to me a
filly contemptible thing.. I compare it.to.fome.
thing kept behind a curtain, about whichithere is'a
great deal of buftle.and fiifs,-and a wonderfut air
of feeming f{olemnity~—~but when, by any accident

- the curtain happens to be open,-and. the company

fee what it'iss they burft into laughter. -

In the reprefentative fyftem of government none
of this can happen.  Like the nation itfelf, it pof-
fefles a perpctual flamina, as well of body, as of
G mind,
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mind, and prefents itfelf, on the open theatre of the
world, in a fair and manly manner. whatever are
its excellencies, or its defeéls, they are vifible to
all. It exifts, not by fraud and myftery—it deals
not in cant and fophiftry—but infpires a language,
that, paffing from heart to heart, is felt and un-
derftood.

We muft thut our eyes againft reafon—we muft
bafely degrade our underftanding—not to fee the
folly of what is called, monarchy. Nature is or-
derly in all her works—but this is a mode of go-
vernment that counterafs nature. It turns the pro-
grefs of the human faculties upfide down. It fub-
jetls age to be governed by children, and wifdom
by folly.

On the contrary, the réprefentative fyftem is al-
ways parallel with the order and immutable laws of
nature, and meets the réafon.of man in every
part. : e
i. Under a reprefentative government, no man will
be elefted to office, whofe judgment has not been
waturedby age, and wha has lived long enough to
hav¢ acquired a knowledge:of men and things, and
the Counury ofhim. Buton-the monarchical plan,
(exclufive of the numerous chances there are againft
every man born into the world of drawing a prize
in the lottery of human-faculties),: the next in fuc-
ceflion, whatever he may be, is put at thie head of
a nation, and .of a government, at the age of eigh-

teen
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teen years. Does this appear like an aft of wil
dom? Is it confiftent with the proper dignity, and
the manly charatter of a nation? where is the pro-
priety of calling fuch a lad, the Father of the Peo-
ple? Inall other cafes a perfon is a minor until
the age of twenty ene years. Before this period
he is not trufted with the management of an acre of
land, or with the hereditable property of a flock of
fheep, or an herd of {wine—but, wonderful to tell!
he may, at the age of eighteen years, be trufted with
a Nation. '

That monarchy is all a bubble, a mere court
artifice to procure money, is evident (at leaft to
me), in every charalter in which it can be viewed,
It would be impoflible, in the rational {yftem of
reprefentative government, to make outa bill of
expences to fuch an enormous amount as this de-
ception admits. Government is not of itfelf a very
chargeable inftitution. For example, the whole ex-
pence of the Federal Government of America,
which is founded on the {yftem of reprefentation,
and extending over a country nearly ten times as
large as England, containing four millions of in-
habitants, is but fix hundred thoufand dollars, oy
one hundred and thirty five thoufand pounds fter-
ling. ImFrance, and alfo in England, the expence
of the civil lift only for the fupport of one man, is
eight times greater than the whole expence of the
federal govermment in America. To aflign a rea-

G 2 fon
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{on for this, appears almoft impoffible. The ge-
nerality of the people in America, efpecially the
poor, are more able to pay taxes, than the gene-
rality of people, either in France or England, and
perhaps under any monarchical government in the
world. : .
 The cafe is, that the reprefentative {yftem, dif-
fufes fuch a body of knowledge throughout a nation
on the fubjeét of government, asto explode igno-
rance, and preclude impofition. The craft of courts
cannot be afted on that ground. There is no place
for myftery—no where for itto begin. Thofe who
are not in the reprefentation, know as much of
the nature of bufinefs, as thofe who are. An af-
feCtation of myfteriGus importance would there
be fcouted. Nations can bave no fecrets—and the
fecrets of Courts, like thofe of individuals, are al-
ways their defe&ts.

Inthe reprefentative {yftem, the reafon for every
thing muft publicly appear. Every*man is a pro-
prietor in government, and confiders it a neceflary
part of his bufinefls to underftand. It concerns
his intereft, becaufz it affeéts his property. He ex-
amines the coft, and compares it with the advan-
tages ; and, above all, he does not adopt the flavifh
- cuftom of following what, in other governments,
are called LEADERS. .

It can only be blinding the underftanding of
man, and making bin belicve that government is

fome



‘THE RIGHTS OF MAN. 8s

_fome wonderful myfterious thing, that exceflive
revenues are obtained. Monarchy is well calcu-
Jated to enfure this end. It is the popery of go-
vernment—a thing kept up to amufe the ignorant,
and quiet them into taxes.

The government of a free country, properly
fpeaking, is mot in the perfons, but in the laws.
The enafting of thofe requires no great expence;
and, when they are adminiftered, the whole of ci-
vil government is performed—the reft is all court
contrivance. '

et ——

CHAP. VIII.
©F CONSTITUTIONS.

THA’I‘ men mean diftinét and feparate things,
when they fpeak of Conflitutions and of Govern-
ments, is evident ; or why are thofe terms diftin&ly
and feparately ufed? A Conftitution is not the
a&t of a government, but of a people conftituting
a government; and government without a Confti-
tution, is power without a right.

All power exercifed over a nation, muft have
fome beginning. It muft be either delegated or
aflumed : there are no other fources. All dele-
gated power is truft; and all aflumed power is
ufurpation. Time does not alter the nature and

quality of either.
Gg In
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In viewing this fubje€t, the cafe and eircum.
ftances of America prefent themfelves, as in the
beginning of a world; and our enquiry into the
origin of government is fhortened, by referring
to the fats that have arifen in our ownday. We
have no occafion to roam for information into the
obfcure field of antiquity, nor hazard ourfelves
upon conjefture. We are brought at once to the
point of feeing government begin, as if we had
lived in the beginning of time. The real volume,
not of kiflory, but of fails, is dire&tly before us,
unmutilated by contrivance, or the errors of tra-
dition.

I will here, concifely, ftate the commencement
of the American Conftitutions, by which the dif-
ference between conftitutions and governments
will fufficiently appear.

It may not be improper to remind the reader
that the United “States of America confift of thir-
teen feparate States; each of which eftablithed a
government for itfelf, after the declaration of in-
dependence. 'Each. State afted independently of
the reft, in forming its government; but the fame
general principle pervades the whole. When the
feveral flate-governments were formed, they pro-
ceeded to form the federal government, that aéts
over the whole in all matters which concern the
intereft of the whole, or which relate to the inter-
courfe of the feveral States with each other, or

: with
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with foreign nations. I will begin with giving an
~ inftance from one of the ftate-governments—that
of Pennfylvania—and then proceed to the federal
government.

The State of Pennfylvania, though nearly of the
fame extent of territory as England was, then, di-
vided into only twelve counties. Each of thofe
counties had elefted a committee at the commence-
ment of the difpute with the Englith Government;
and, as the city of Philadelphia, which alfo had
its committee, was the moft central for intelli-
gence, it became the centre of communication to
the feveral county committees. When it became
neceflary to proceed to the formation of a govern-
ment, the committee of Philadelphia propofed a
conference of all the county committees, to be
held in that city, and which meeting did take
place.

Though thefe committees had been eleéted by
the people, they were not eletted exprefsly for
the purpofe, nor invefted with the authority of
forming a Contftitution; and, as they could not,
confiftently with the American idea of rights, af-
fume fuch a power, they could only confer upon
the matter, and put it into a train of operation.
The Conferees, therefore, did no more than ftate
the cafe, and recommend to the feveral counties
to elet fix reprefentatives for each county, to meet
in convention at Philadelphia, with powers to form
‘ G 4 a Contti-
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a Contftitution, and propofe it for public confider-
ation. )
~ This convention having met and deliberated,
and agreed upona Conttitution, they next ordered
it to be publifhed, not as a thing eftablifhed, but
for the confideration of the whole people, their
approbation or rejettion, and then adjourned to a
ftated time. When the time of adjournment was
expired, the convention re-affembled ; and, as the
general opinion of the people in approbation of it
was then known, the Conftitution was figned, fealed,
and proclaimed on the authority of the people, and
the original inftrument depofited as a public re-
cord. The convention then appointed a day for
the general elettion ofthe reprefentatives who were

to compofe the Government, and the time it

fhould commence ; and, having done this, they
diffolved, and returned to their feveral homes and
occupations.

In this Conftitution were Jaid down, firft, a De-
claration of Rights. Then followed the form which
the Government fhould have, and the powers it
fhould poflefs; the authority of the courts of judi-
cature, and of juries; the manner in which cletions
fhould be conduéted, and the proportion of repre-
fentatives to the number of ele€tors; the time which
cach fucceeding aflembly fhould continue, which
was one year; the mode of levying and of ac-

counting
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counting for the expenditure of public money ; of
. appointing public offices, &¢. &¢c. &e.

No article of this Conftitution could be altered,
or infringed, at the difcretion of the government
that was to enfue. It was to that government a
law. But as it would have been unwife to pre-
clude the benefit of experience, and in order alfo
to prevent the accumulation of errors, if any fhould
be found, and to preferve an unifon of govern-
ment with the circumftances of the State at all
times, the Conftitution provided, that, at the ex-
piration of every feven years, a convention fhould
be eletted, for the exprefs purpofe of revifing the
conftitution, and making alterations, additions, or
‘abolitions therein, if any fhould be found nccef-
fary.

Here we {ee a regular procefs—a Government
iffuing out of a Contftitution, formed by the peo-
ple in their original charatter—and that Conftitu-
tion ferving, not only as an authority, but as a
law of controul to the Government. It was the
political bible of the State. Every member of the
government had a copy; and nothing was more
common, when any debate arofe on the principle
of a bill, or on the extent of any fpecies of au-
thority, than for the members to take a printed
Contftitution out of their pocket, and read the
chapter with which fuch matter in debate was
connctted. '

Congrefs
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Congrefs, at its two firft meetings, was nothing
more than a deputation from the legiflatures of the
{everal provinces, afterwards ftates, and had no
other authority than what arofe from common
confent, and the neceffity of its alting as a public
body. In every thing which related to the inter-
nal affairs of America, Congrefs went no farther
than to iffue recommendations to the feveral pro-
vincial affemblies, who, at dilcretion, adopted them
or not. Nothing on the part of Congrefs was
compulfive ; yet, in this fituation, it was more
faithfully and affeftionately obeyed, than was any
government in Europe. This inftance, like that
of the National Affembly of France, fufficiently
fhews, that the flrength of government does not
confift in any thing within itfelf, but in the attach-
ment of a nation, and the intereft which the people
feel in {upporting it. When this is loft, govern.
ment is but a child in power ; and though, like the
old government of France, it may harrafs indivi-
duals for a while, it but facilitates its own fall.

After the declaration of independence, it be-
came confiftent with the principle on which repre-
fentative government is founded, that the autho-
rity of Congrefs fhould be defined and eftablifhed.
Whether that authority fhould be more or lefs than
Congrefs then difcretionarily exercifed, was not
the queftion. It was merely the reftitude of the

meafure. .
For
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For this purpofe the a&, called the “ A& of
Cenfederation,"—which was a {ort of imperfecél fe-
deral conftitution—was propofed, and, after Jong
deliberation; was concluded. It was not the a&
of Congrefs, becaule it is repugnant to the princi-
ples of reprefentative government, that a body
fhould give power to itlelf. Congrefs firft in-
formed the feveral ftates of the powers which it
conceived were neceflary to be invefted in the
union, to enable it to perform the duties and fer-
vices required from it; and the ftates, {everally,
agreed with each other, and concenterated in Con-
grefs thofe powers.

It may not be improper to obferve, that in both
thefe inftances—the one of Pennfylvania, and the
other of the United States—there is no fuch thing
as the idea of a compat between the people on
one fide, and the government on the other. The
compatt was, that of the people with each other,
to produce and conftitute a government. To fup-
pofe that any government can be a party in a
compaét with the whole people, is to fuppofe it to
have exiftence before it can have a right to exift.
The only inftance in which a compatt can take
place between the people and thofe who exercife
the government, is, that the people fhall pay them,
while they chufe to employ them.

Government is not a trade which any man, or
body of men, bas a right to fet up and exercife

for
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“for his own emolument, but is, altogether, a truft,
in right of thofe by whom that truft is delegated,
and by whom itis always refumeable. It has, of
itfelf, no rights—they are, altogether, duties.
Having thus given two inftances of the original
. formation of a Conftitution, I will {hew the man-
ner in which both have been changed fince their
firft eftablifhment.
'~ The powers vefted in the governments of the
feveral ftates, by the ftate conftitutions, were
found, upon experience, to be too great ; and thofe
vefted in the federal government, by the aét of
confederation, too little. The defeét was not in
the principle, but in the diftribution of power.
Numerous publications, in pamphlets, and in the
new{papers, appeared, on the propriety and ne-
ceflity of new-modelling the federal government.
After fome time of public difcuffion carried on,
through the channel of the prefs, and in converfa-
tions, the State of Virginia experiencing fome in-
convenience, with refpeét to commerce, propofed
holding a continental conference ; in confequence
of which a deputation from five or fix of the ftate-
aflemblies met at Anapolis, in Maryland. This
‘meeting, not conceiving itfelf fufficiently autho-
rifed to go into the bufinefs of a reform, did no
more than ftate their general opinions of the pro-
pricty of the meafure, and recommend, that a con-
: vention
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vention of all the ftates fhould be held the year
following. :

This convention met at Philadelphia, and went
deeply into all the fubjefts; and having, after a
variety of debate and inveftigation, agreed among
themfelves upon the feveral parts of a federal -
conflitution, the next queftion was, the manner of
giving it authority and pra€tice. For this purpofe
they referred the whole matter to the fenfe and
intereft of the country.

They firft dire€ted, that the propofed Conttitu-
tion fhould be publithed. Secondly, that each
ftate thould ele& a convention, exprefsly for the
purpofe of taking into confideration, and of rati-
fying or rejefting it ; and that, as foon as the ap-
probation and ratification of any nine ftates thould
be given, that thofe ftates fhould proceed to the
elettion of their proportion of members to the
new federal government; and that the operation
of it fhould then begin, and the former federal
government ceafe.

The feveral ftates proceeded accordingly to ele&t
their conventions. Some of thofe conventions ra- -
tified the Conftitution by very large majorities,
and two or three unanimoufly. In others there
were much debate and divifion of opinion. In
the Maflachufett's convention, the majority was
not above nineteen or twenty, in about three lrun-
dred members : but fuch is the nature of reprefen-

tative
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tative government, that it quietly decides all mat-
ters by majority. After the debate in the Maffa.
chufett’s convention was clofed, and the vote
taken, the objefting members rofe, and declared—
% That though they had argued and voted againft it,
% becaufe certain parts appeared to them in a dif-
% ferent light io what they appeared to other mem-

% bers; yety as the wvote had decided in favour of

« the Conflitution, as propofed, they fhould give it
 the fame prallical fupport as if they had voted
© fort.”

- As foon as the nine ftates had concurred, and
the reft followed in the order their conventions
were elefted, the old fabric of the federal govern-
ment was taken down, and the new one eretted.

After the new federal conflitution was efta.
blifhed, the State of.Pennfylvania, conceiving that
fome parts of its own eonflitution required to be
altered, eletted a convention for that purpofe.
The propofed akerations were publifthed, and the
people concurring therein, they were eftablithed.

In forming thefe conflitutions, or in altering
them, little or no inconvenience took place. The
ardinary courfe of things was not interrupted, and
the advantages have been much. It is always the
intereft of a far greater number of people in a na-
tion to have things right, than to let them remain
wrong : and when public matters are open to de-

“bate,



THE RIGHTS OF MAN 95

bate, and the public judgment free, it will not de-
cide wrong, unlefs it fhall decide too haftily.

In the two inftances of changing the conftitu-
tions, the governments, then in being, were not
altors either way. Government has no right to
make itfelf a party in any dcbate refpefling the
principles or modes of forming, or ‘of changing
conftitutions. It is not for the benefit.of thofe
who exercife the powers of government, that con-
ftitutions, and the governments iffuing from them,
are eftablifhed. In all thofe matters, the right of
judging and aéting are in thofc who pay, and not
in thofe who receive.

A conftitution is the property of a nation, and
not of thofe who exercife the government. All
the contftitutions of America aredeclared to be efta-
blifhed on the authority of the people. In France,
the word Nation, is ufed inftead of the People ; but
in both cafes, a conftitution is a thing antecedent
to the government, and always diftinét therefrom.

For the want of underftanding the difference be-
tween a conftitution and a government, monarchi-
cal writers have always bewildered themfelves.
They could not but perceive that there muft necef
farily be a controuling power exifting fome where,
and they placed this power in the difcretion of the
perfons exercifing the government, inftead of plac-
ing it in a conftitution formed by the nation.
When itis in a conftitution, it has the nation for ity

fupport,



96 . THE RIGHTS OF MAN.

fupport, and the natural, and the political controul-
ing powers are together. The laws which are en-
atted by governments, controul men only as indi-
viduals, but the nation, 'through its conftitution,
controuls the whole government, and hasa natural
ability fo to do. The final controuling power there-
fore, and the original confituting power, are one
and the fame power.

Having thus fpoken of conftitutions generally,
as things diftinét from attual governments, let us
proceed to confider the parts of which a conftitu-
tion is compofed.

Opinions differ more on this fubje&, than with
refpet to the whole. That a nation ought to have
a conftitution, as a rule for the conduét of its go-
vernment, is a fimple queftion, in which all men,
not direétly courtiers, will agree. It is only on
the component parts that queftions and opinions
multiply.

But this difficulty, like every other, will dimi-
nifh when putinto a train of being rightly under-
ftood.

The firft thing is, that a nation has a right to ef-
tablith a Contftitution.

Whether it fhall exercife this right in the moft
judicious manner at firft, is quite another cafe. It
exercifes it agreeably to the judgment it poffefles—
and by continuing to do fo all errors will at laft be

exploded. -
When
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Wien this right is eftablifhed in a nation, there
is no fear that it will be employed to its own injury.
A nation can have no intereft in being wrong.

Though all the Conftitutions of America are
one general principle, yet no two of them are ex-
allly alike in their component parts, or in the dif-
tribution of the powers which they give to the ac-
tual governments. Some are more, and the others
lefs complex.

In forming a Conﬁltutxon, it is, firft, neceffary
to confider, What are the ends for which govern-
ment is neceflary? Secondly, What are the beft
means, and the leaft expenfive, for accomphfhmg
thofe ends?

Government is nothmo more than a national
affociation; and the obje& of this affociation is,
the ‘good of all, as well individually, as collec-
tively. Every man wifhes to purfue his occupa-
tion, and to enjoy the fruits of his labours, and
the produce of his property, in peace and fafety,
and with the leaft poffible expence. When thefe
things are accomplifhed, all the objefts for which
government ought to be eftablithed, are anfwered.

It has been cuftomary to confider government
under three diftin& general heads—the legiflative,
the executive, and the judicial.

But if we permit our judgment to aft unincum-
berd by the habit of multiplied terms, we can per-
ceive no more than two divifions of power of

H which
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which government is compofed, namely, that of
legiflating or enatting laws, and that of ‘executing
or adminiftering them.” Every thing therefore,
appertaining to civil government, claffes itfelf
under one or other of thefe two divifions.

So far as regards the execution of laws, that
which is called the judicial power is, ftri€tly and
properly, the executive power of every country.
It is that power to which every individual has ap-
peal, and which caufes the laws to be executed;
neither have we any other clear idea with refpeét
to the official execution of the laws. In England,
and alfo in America, and France, this power be-
gins with the magiftrate, and proceeds up through
. all the courts of judicature.

I leavée to courtiers to explain what is meant by
calling monarchy the executive power. It is,
merely, a name in which aéts of government are
done; and, any other, or none at all, would an-
fwer the fame purpofe. Laws have neither more
nor lefs authority on this account. It muft be
from the juftnefs of their principles, and the inte.
reft which a nation feels therein, that they derive
fupport ; if they require any other than this, it is
a fign that fomething in the fyftem of government
is imperfe@t. Laws difficult to be executed, can-
not be generally good.

- With refpe& to the organization of the legifla-
tive power, different modes have been adopted in

- different
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different countries. In America, it is generally
compofed of two houfes. In France, it confift
but of one; but in both countries it is wholly by
reprefentation. ,

The cafe is, that mankind, from the long ty.
ranny of aflumed power, have had fo few oppor-
tunities of making the neceffary trials in modes and
principles of government, in order to difcover the
beft, that government is but mow beginning to be
known ; and experience is yet wanting to deter-
mine many particulars.

The objeflions againft two houfes are, firft,
that there is an inconfiftency in any part ofa whole
legiflature, coming to a final determination, by
vote, or any matter, whilft that matter, with refpett
to that whole, is yet only in a train of deliberation,
and confequently, open to new illuftrations.

Secondly, that, by taking the vote on each, as
a feparate body, it always admits of the poflibility—
and is often the cafe in pra&tice—that the mino-
rity governs the majority, and that, in fome in-
ftanccs, to a degree of inconfiftency.

" Thirdly, that two houfes arbitrarily checking or
controuling each other is inconfiftent ; becaufe, it
cannot be proved on the principles of juft repre-
fentation, that either fhould be wifer or better than
the other. They may check in the wrong as well
as in the right; and, thercfore, to give the power
where we cannot give the wifdom to ufe ity nor

He be
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be affured of its being rightly ufed, renders the ha-
zard at leaft equal to the precaution. Particularly
if we look at the diftinét abilities of a houfe of re-
prefentatives and of peers, the difference will ap-
pear fo great as to fhew the inconfiftency of plac-
ing power where there cannot be any certainty of
the judgment to ufe it.

 The objettion againft a fingle houfe is, that it is
always ina condition of committing itfelf too foon.
But it fhould, at the fame time, be remembered,
that, when there is a Conftitution which defines
the power, and eftablifhes the principles within
which a legillature fhall att, there is always a more
effe€tual check provided, and more powerfully
operating, than any other check can be. For ex-
ample :—

Were a bill to be brought into any of the Ame-
rican legiflatures, to extend the duration of the
affemblies to a longer period than they now fit, the
check is in the Conftitution, which in effeft fays—
thus far fhalt thou go and no further.

But in order to remove the objeftion againft a
fingle houfe—that of a&ting with too quick an im-
pulfe—and, atthe fame time, to avoid the incon-
fiftencies, in fome cafes abfurdities, arifing from
two houfes, the following method has been pro-
pofed as an improvement upon both :—firlt, To
have but one reprefentation.—Secondly, Teo di-
vide that reprefentation by lot, into two or three

parts.—
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parts.—Thirdly, That every propofed bill, fhall
be firft debated in thofe parts by fucceffion, that
they may become the hearers of each other, but
without taking any vote. After which the whole
reprefentation to aflfemble, for a general debate
and determination by vote. .

To this propofed improvement has been added
another for the purpofe of keeping the reprefenta-
tion in a ftate of conftant renovation; which is,
that one third of the reprefentation of each county

fhall go out at the expiration of one year, and the
number be replaced by new elefions ; another
third at the expiration of the fefond year replaced
in like manner; and every third year to be a ge-
neral eleflion. :

Butin whatever manner the feparate parts of a |
Conftitution may be arranged, there is one general
principle that diftinguifhes Freedom from Slavery,
which is, that all hereditary government over 4
people is, to them, a fpecies of flavery, and repre-
Jentative government is freedem.

Confidering government in the only light in
which it fhould be confidered—that of a 4.
TIONAL ASSOCIATION—it ought to be fo con.
ftruéted as not to be difordered by any accident
happening among the parts ; and, therefore, no ex-
traordinary power, capable of producing fuch an
effe@t, fhould be lodged In the hands of any in-
dividual. The death, ficknefs, abfence, or de-

Hg defettion
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fetion of any -one individual in a government,
ought to be 2 matter of no confequence, with re.
fpe€t to the nation, than if the fame circumftance
had taken place in a member of the legiflature.
Scarcely any thing prefents a more degrading
charatter of national greatnefs, than its being
thrown into confufion by any thing happening to,
or afted by an individual ; and the ridiculoufnefs
of the fcene is often increafed by the natural in-
fignificance of the perfon by whom it is occafioned.
Were a government fo conftrutted, that it could
not go on unlefs a goofe or a gander were prefent
in the fenate, the difficulties would be juft as great
and as real on the flight or ficknefs of the goofe
or the gander, as if it were called a king. We
laugh at individuals for the filly difficulties they
.make to themfelves, without perceiving that the
‘greateft of all ridiculous things are afted in go-
vernment ¥,

All

* It is related, that in the Cantons of Berne, in Switzer.
land, it had been cuftomary, from time immemorial, to keep
a Bear at the public expence, and the people had been taught
to believe, that if they had not a Bear, they fhould be yndone,
¥t happened that the Bear, then in being, was taken fick, and
died too fuddenly to have his place immediately fupplied with
another, During this iuterregnum, the people difcovered,
that the com grew, and the vintage flourifhed, and the fun
and moon continued to rife and fet, and every thing went on
the fame as before, and taking courage from thefe circum-
ftances, they refolved not to keep any more Bcars—for, faid

they,
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All the Contftitutions of America are on a plan
that excludes the childifh embarraflinents which
occur in monarchical countries. No fufpenfion
of government can there take place for a moment,
from any circumftance whatever. The f{yftem of
seprefentation provides for every thing, and is the
only fyftem in which nations and governments can
always appear in their proper charatter.

As extraordinary power ought not to be lodged
“in the hands of any individual, fo ought there not
.to be any appropriations of public money to any

perfon, beyond what his fervices, ina ftate, may
be worth. It fignifies not whether a man be called
a Prefident,a King,an Emperor, a Senator, or by
any other name, which propriety or folly may de-
vife, or arrogance aflume; it is only a certain
fervice be can perform in the flate; and the fer-
vice of any fuch individual in the rotine of office,
whether fuch office be called monarchical, prefi- -
dential, fenatorial, or by any other name or title,
can never exceed the value of ten thoufand pounds
a year. All the great {ervices that are done in the
world are performed by volunteer charafters, who
do not accept any thing for them ; but the rotine
of office is always regulated to fuch a general
ftandard of abilities, as are to be within the com-

7they. ¢ a Bear is a very voracious, expenfive animal—and we
. were obliged to pull out his claws, left he fhould hurt the
citizens”, :

H4 pafs
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pals of numbers in every country to perform, and
therefore cannot merit very cxtraordmary recom-
pence., Government, fags Swirr, is a plain tlnng,
and _ﬁtted to the capacity of many heads.

It is inhuman to talk of a million fterling a year,
paid out of the public taxes of any country, for
_ the fupport of any individual, whilft thoufands
who are forced to contribute thereto, are pining
in want,and ftruggling with mifery. Government
does not confift in a contraft between prifons and
palaces—between poverty and pomp. It is not
inftituted to rob the needy of his mite, and in-
creafe the wretchednefs of the wretched.

When extraordinary power, and extraordinary
pay, are allotted to any individual in a govern,
ment, he becomes the centre round which every
kind of corruption generates and forms. Give to
any man a million a year, and add thereto the
power of creating and difpofing of places, at the
expence of a country, the liberties of that country
are no longer facred. What is called the {plen.
dour of a throne, is no other than the corruption
of the ftate. It is made up of a band of parafites,
living in luxurious indolence, out of the public
taxes, paid by the labours of the poor.

When once fuch a vicious {yftem is eftablifhed,
it becomes the guard and proteétion of all inferior
abufes. The man who is in the receipt of a mil-
lion a year, is the laft perfon to promote a {pirit

of



THE RIGHTS OF MAN 105

of reform, left, in the event, it fhould reach to
himfelf. It is always his intereft to defend in-
ferior abufes, as fo many out-works to protett the
citadal ; and, in this fpecies. of political fortifica-
tion, all the parts have fuch a common depen-
dence, that it is never to be expefted they will
attack cach other.

Monarchy would not have continued fo many
ages in the world, had it not been for the abufes it
protets. It is the mafter-fraud which fhelters all
others. By admitting a participation of the {poil,
it makes itfelf friends ; and, when it ceafes to do
this, it will ceale to be the idol of courtiers.

As the principle on which Contftitutions are
now formed, rejeéts all hereditary pretenfions to
government, it alfo rejctts all that catalogue of
afflumptions known by the name of prerogatives.

If there is any government where prerogatives
might, with apparent fafety, be intrufted to any in-
dividual, it is the federal government of America.
The Prefident of the United States of America is
eletted only for four years. He is not only refpon-
fible in the general fenfe of the word, but a par-
ticular mode is laid down in the Conftitution for
trying him. He cannot be elefled under thirty.
Sfrve years of age—and he muft be a native of the
country. -

The prefidency in America (or as it is fometuimes
called, the excutive), is the only office from which

' a forcigner

ra
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a foreigner is excluded; and in England, it is the
only one to which heis admitted. A foreigner can.
not be a member of parliament, but be may ba
what is called a king. If there is any reaflon for
excluding foreigners, it ought to be from thofe of.
fices where milchief can moft be ated, and where
by uniting every bias of intereft and attachment,
the truft is beft fecured.

But as nations proceed in the great bufinefs of

forming Conftitutions, they will examine with more
precifion, into the nature and bufinefs of that de-
partment which is callcd the executive.  What the
legiflative and judicial departments are, every one
can fee; but, with refpeét to what, in Europe, is
called the executive, as diftinét from thofe two, it
is either a political fuperfluity, or a chaos of un-
known things.
. Some kind of official department, to which re.
ports fhall be made from the different parts of a
nation, or from abroad, to be laid before the na-
tional reprefentatives, is all that is neceffary ; but
there is no confiftency in calling this the executive;
neither can it be confidered in any other light
than as inferior to the legiflative. The fovereign
authority, in any country, is the power of making
laws, and every thing elfe is am official depart-
ment.

Next to the arrangment of the principles and
ithe organization of the feveral parts of a Confli-

tution
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tution is, the provifion to be made for the fupport
of the perfons to whom the nation fhall confide the
adminiftration of the conftitutional powers.

A nation can have no right to the time and fer.
vices of any perfon at his own expence, whom it
may chufe to employ or entruft in any departmen,
whatever; neither can any reafon be given for
making provifion for the fupport of any one part
of a government, and not for the other.

But admitting, that the honour of being entrufted
with any part of a government is to be confidered
a {ufficient reward, it ought to be {o to.every per-
fon alike. If the membcers of the legiflature of
any country are to ferve at their own expence, that
which is called the executive, whether monarchical,
or by any other name, ought to ferve in like man-
ner. It is inconfiftent to pay the one, and accept
the fervice of the other gratis.

In America, every department in the govern-
ment is decently provided for—but no one is ex-
travagantly paid. Every member of Congrefs and
of the Aflemblies, is allowed a fufficiency for his
expences. Whereas, in England, a moft prodi-
gal provifion is made for the fupport of one part
of the government, and none for the other—the

confequence of which is, that the one is furnifhed

with the means of corruption, and the other is put
into the condition of being corrupted.
Another reform in the American Conftitutions

is,
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is, the exploding all oaths of perfonality. The
oath of allegiance in America is to the nation only,
The putting any individual as a_figure for a nation
is improper. The happinefs of a nation is the fu-
perior obje&, and therefore the intention of an .
oath of allegiance ought not to be obferved by
being figuratively taken to, or in the name of any
perfon.  The oath, called the civic oath, in France,
viz. the  Nation, the Law, and the King,” is im-
proper. "Iftaken atall, it ought to be, asin Ame-
rica, to the nation only. The law may or may
not be good ; but in this place, it can have no
other meaning than as conducive to the happinefs
of the nation, and therefore is included init. . The
remainder of the oath is improper, on the ground,
that all perfonal oaths oughtto be abolithed. They
are the remains of tyranny on one part, and flavery
on the other; and the name of the CreaTor
ought not to be introduced to witnefs the degra-
dation of his creation; or if taken, as is already
mentioned, as figurative of the nation, 1t is in this
place redundant.  But whatever apology may be
made for oaths at the firft eftablifhment of govern-
ment, they ought not to be permitted afterwards.
If a government requires the {upport of oaths, it
is a fign that it is not worth fupporting, and ought
not to be fupported. Make government what it
ought to be, and it will fupport itfelf. '
To conclude this part of the fubjett :—one of

the
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the greateft improvements that has been made for
the perpetual fecurity and progrefs of conftitu-
tional liberty is, the provifion which the new Con-
ftitutions make for, occafionally, revifing, altering,
and amending them.

. The principle of ¢ binding and controuling pof-
terity to ihe end of time, and of renouncing and
abdicating the rights of all poflerity for ever”, is
now become too deteftable to be made a fubjett
of debate ; and therefore I pafs it over with no
other notice than expofing it.

Government is but now beginning to be known.
Hitherto it has been the mere exercifé of power,
which forbad all effe€tual enquiry into rights, and
grounded itfelf wholly on pofleflion. While the
enemy of liberty was it's judge, the progrefs of
its principles muft have been finall indeed.

The Conftitutions of America, and alfo that of
France, have either affixed a period for their re-
vifion, or laid down the mode by which improve-
ments fhall be made. It is, perhaps, impoffible to
eftablifh any thing that combines principles with
opinions and prattice, which the progrefs of cir-
cumftances, through a length of years, will not, in
fome meafure, derange, or render inconfiftent ;
and therefore, to prevent inconveniences accumu-
lating till they difcourage reformations, or provoke
revolutions, it is beft to provide the means of re-
gulating them as they occur. The Rights of

Man
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Man are the rights of all generations of men, and
cannot be monopolized by any. That which is
worth following, will be followed for the fake of
its ‘worth; and it is in this that its fecurity lies,
and not in any conditions with which it may be
incumbered. When a man leaves his property to
his heirs, he does not connet with it an obliga- .
tion that they fhall accept it. Why then fhould
we do otherwife with refpett to Conftitutions ?
The beft Conftitution that could now be de-
vifed, confiftent with the condition of the prefent
moment, may be far fhort of that excellence which
a few years may .afford. There is a morning of
reafon rifing upon man on the fubjeét of Govern-
ment, that has not appeared before. As the bar-
_ barifm of the prefent old governments expires,
the moral ‘condition of nations, with refpet to
each other, will be changed.. Man will not be
brought up with the fayage idea of confidering his
fpecies as his enemy, becaule the accident of birth
gave the individuals exiftence im countries diftin-
guithed by different names; and, as Conflitu-
tions have always fome relation to external as well
as domeftic circumftances, the means of benefiting
by every change, foreign or domeftic, thould be
a part of every Conftitution.

We already {ee an alteration in the national dif-
pofition of England and France towards each
other ; which, when we look back to ouly a few

‘ years,
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years, is itlelf a Revolution. Who could have

forefeen, or who could have believed, that a
French National Affembly would ever have been

a popular toaft in England ; or that a friendly al-
liance of the two mations fhould become the with

of either ? It fhews, that, man, were he not cor.

rupted by governments, is naturally the friend of
man, and that human nature is not of itfelf vicious.

That fpirit of jealoufy and ferocity, which the

governments of the two countries infpired, and

which they rendered fubfervient to the purpofe

of taxation, is now yielding to the diftates of
realon, intereft, and humanity. The trade of
courts is beginning to be underftood, and the af-

feftation of myftery, with all the artificial forcery

by which they impofed upon mankind, is on the .
decline. It has received its death-wound—and,

though it may linger, it will expire.

Government ought to be as much open to im-
provement as any thing which appertains to man;
inftead of which it has becn monopolized from age
to age, by the moft ignorant and vicious of the
human race. Need we any other proof of their
“wretched management than the excels of debts and
-taxes, with which every nation groans; and the
quarrels into which they have precipitated the
world? :

Juft emerging from fuch a barbarous condition,
itis too foon to dctermine to what extent of im-

provement
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provement government may yet be carried. For
what we can forefee, all Europe may form but.one
great Republic, and man be free of the whole.

R

MISCELLANIES.

IN contemplating a fubjeét that embraces, with

equatorial magnitude, the whole region of huma-

nity, it is impofible to confine the purfuit in one

fingle direftion. It takes ground on every cha-

~ rater and condition that appértains to man, and
blends the individual.

From -a fmall fpark, kindled in America, a
flame has arifen not to be extinguifhed. Without
confuming like the ultima ratio regum, it winds
its progrefs from nation to nation, and conquers
by filent operation. Man finds himfelf changed
‘he fcarcely perceives how. He acquires a know-
ledge of his rights by attending juftly to his intereft
and difcovers in the event, that the ftrength and

- powers of defpotifm confift wholly in the fear of
refifting it, and that in order ¢ to be free, it is_fuf-
¢ ficient that he wills it.”

' Having, in all the preceeding parts of this work,
endeavoured to eftablifh a fyftem of principles as
a bafis on which governments ought to be eretted,

I fhall proceed in this to the ways and means of
rendering
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rendering them into pratice. But in order to in-

trdduce this part of the fubje@ with more pro-
priety, and ftronger effeét, fome preliminary ob-
fervations deducible from, or connetted with thofe
principles, are neceflary. :

" Whatever the form or conftitution of govern-
ment may be, it ought not to have any other objeét
than the general happinels.  When, inftead of this,
it operates to create and increafe wretchednefs in
any of the parts of fociety, itis on a wrong {y ftem,
and reformation is neceflary.

Cuftomary language has claffed the condition of
man under the two defcriptions of civilized and
uncivilized life.  To the one it has afcribed feli-
city and aflluence—to the other, hardfhip and
want. But, however our imagination may be im-
prefled by painting and comparifon, it is neverthe-
lefs true, thata great portion of mankind, in what
are called civilized countries, are in a {tate of po-

verty and wretchednefs, far below the condition of

an Indian.—Let us enquire into the caufe.

It lies not in any natural defe& in the principles
of civilization, but in preventing thofe principles
having an univerlal operation ; .the confequence of

which is, a perpetual fyftem of warand expence, -

that drains the country, and defeats the general
felicity of which civilization is capable:
~ All the European governments (France now ex-
cepted) are conftruéted, not on the principle of
i unverfal
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univerfal civilization, but on the reverfe of it.
So far as thefe governments relate to each other,
~ they are in the fame condition as we conceive of
~ favage uncivilized life : they put themfelves beyond
the law as well of God as of man, and are, with re-
{pe& to principle and rcciprocal condu&, like fo
many individuals in a ftate of nature.

The inhabitants of every country, under the ci-
vilization of laws, eafily civilize together, but go-
vernments being yet in an uncivilized ftate, and
almoft continually at war, they pervert the abun-
dance which civilized life produces to carry on the .
uncivilized part to a greater extent. By thusen-
grafting the barbarifm of government upon the in-
ternal part of the civilization of a country, it draws
from the latter, and more efpecially from ‘the poor,
a great portion of thofe earnings - which thould be
applied to their own fubfiftence and comfort.—
Apart from all refle&tions of morality and philofo-
phy, it is a melancholy fa&, that more than one
fourth of the labour of mankind is anmually con-.
fumed by this barbarous fyftem.

What has ferved to continue this evil is, the
pecuniary advantage which all the governments of
Europe have found in keeping up this ftate of un-
civilization. It affords to them pretences for
power and revenue, for which there would not be
either occafion or apology, if the circle of civili-
zation was rendered complete. Civil government

alone,
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alone, or the government of laws, is not produc- .

tive of pretences for many taxes; it operates at
home diretly under the eye of the country, and
precludes the poffibility of much impofition. But
when the fcene is laid in the uncivilized contention
of governments, the ficld of pretences is enlarged,
and the country being no longer a judge, is open
to every impofition, which governments pleafe to
att.

Not a thirtieth, fcarcely a fortieth part of the
taxes which are raifed in monarchical governments
are either occafioned by, or applied to the pur-
pofes of civil government. Itis not difficult to fee,
that the whole which the aftual government does
in this refpeét is, to enaét laws, and that the coun.
try adminfters and cxccutes them, at its own ex-
pence, by means of magiftrates, juries, feflions, and
affize, dver and above the taxes which it pays.

In this view of the cafe, we have two diftinét
charafters of government—the one the civil go-
vernment, or government of laws, which operates
at home; the other, the court or cabinet govern-
meént, which operates abroad, on the rude plan of
uncivilized life ; the one attended with but little
charge, the other with boundlefs extravagance;
_4nd; fo diftiné&t are the two, that if the latter were

to fink; as it were, by a fudden opening of the
earth, and totally difappear, the former would not
be deranged. It would ftill proceed, becaufe it is
' I2 the
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- the common intereflt of the nation that it fhould,
and all the means are in prattice. : :
~ Revolutions then have for their objet a change

in the moral condition of governments, and, with
this change, the burthen of public taxes will leffen,
and civilization will be lcft to the enjoyment of
that abundance, of which it is now deprived.

; In contemplating the whole of this fubje&t, I
extend my views into the department of commerce.
In all my publications, where the matter would ad-
mit, I have been an advocate for commerce, be-
caufe I am a friend to its cffe€ts. It is a pacific
{yltem, operating to cordialize mankind, by ren-
dering nations, as well as individuals, ufeful to
each other. As to mere theoretical rcformation,
I have never preached it up.  The moft effeétual
procefs is, that of improving the condition of man
by means of his intcreflt; and it is on this ground
that I take my ftand.

If commerce were permitted to a& to the uni-
verfal ‘extent it is capable of, it would extirpate
the fyftem of war, and produce a revolution in
the uncivilized ftate of governments. The inven-
tion of commerce has arifen fince thofe govern-
meuts began, and is the greateft approach towards
univerfal civilization, that has yet been made by
any mcans not immediatcly flowing from moral
principles. '

Whatever has a tendency to promote the civil

' intercourfe
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intercourfe of nations, by an exchange of bencfits,
is a fubjedt as worthy of philofophy as of policics.
Commerce is no other than the trathc of two indi-
viduals, multiplicd on a fcale of numbers; and by
the fame rule that nature intended the intercourfe
of two, fhe intended that of all.  For this purpole
fhe has diftributed the materials of manufattures
and commerce, in various and diftant parts of a
“nation and of the world; and as they cannot be
procured by war fo cheaply or fo commodioufly as
by commerce, fhe has rendered the latter the
means of extirpating the former.

As the two arc ncarly the oppofites of” cach
other, confcquently the ‘uncivilized ftate of Eu-
ropean governments is injurious to commerce,
Every kind of deftru&ion or embarraffinent ferves
to leflen the quantity, and it matters but little in
what part of the commercial world the reduttion
begins.  Like blood, it cannot be taken {rom any
of the parts, without being taken from the whole
malfs in circulation, and all pirtake of the lofs.
When the ability in any nation to buy is deftroyed,
it cqually involves the feller.  Could the govern-
ment of England, for inftance, deftroy the com-

" merce of all other nations, fhe would, moft cffcc-
tually, ruin her own. . '
It is poffible that a nation may be the carricr for
the world, but fhe cannot be the merchant. She,
cannot be the feller and the buyer of her own mer-
‘ I3 chandize,
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chandize. The ability to buy muft refide out
_ of herfelf; and, therefore, the profperity of any
commercial nation is regulated by the profperity
of the reft. If they be poor, fhe cannot be rich ;.
~ and her condition, be it what it may, is an index
of the height of the commercial tide in_other na-
tions.

That the principles of commerce, and its uni-
verfal operation, may be underftood, without un-
derftanding the pralice; is a pofition that reafon.
will not'd‘chy ; and it is on this ground only that I;
argue the fubje&. It is one thing in the counting-,
houfe; in the world it is another. With refpett to
its operation, it muft neceffarily be contemplated,
as a reciprocal thing ; that only one half its poweérs.
refides within the nation, and that the whole is as
effettually deftroyed by deftroying the half that re-
fides without, as if the deftruttion had been com-.
mitted on that which is within ; for neither tan a&,
without the other. ‘

When in the laft, as well as in former wars, the.
commerce of England funk, it was becaufe the ge-
neral quantity was leffened every where; and it,
now rifes, becaul"e commerce is in a rifing ftate in
every nation. If England at this day, imports,
and exports more than at any former period, the.
nations with which the trades muft neceffarily do
the fame; heri imports are their exports, and wvice:
verfa.

. There
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‘There cannot be any fuch thing as a nation flou.
rithing alone in commerce ; fhe can only partici-
pate ; and the deftrultion of it, in any part muft:
neceflarily affe&t all. 'When therefore Govern-
ments are at war, the attack is made on the com-
mon ftock of commerce, and the confequence is
the fame as if each had attacked his own.

The prefent increafe of commerce is not to be
attributed to minifters, or.to any political contriv-
ances, but to its own natural operations in confe-
quence of peace. The regular markets had been
deftroyed, the channels of trade broken up, the
high rode of the feas infefted with robbers.of every
nation, and the attention of the world called to.
other obje@s. Thofe interruptions have ceafed,
and peace has reftored the deranged- condition of
things to their proper order.

It is worth remarkirig, that every nation reckons’
the balance of trade in its own favour ; and there-
fore fomething muft be irregular in the common
.ideas upon this fubje&.

The fa&t, however, is true, according to what
is called a balance ; and it is from this caufe that
commerce is univerfally. fupported. Every nation
feels the advantage, or it would abandon the
praflice : but the deception lies: in the mode of
making up the accountsy and in auributing what

are called profits to a ‘wrong: caufe.
) 14 The
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. The Britifh minifter has, fometimes, amufed
himfelf by fhewing, what he called a balance of.
trade from the Cuftom-houfe books. This mode
of calculation not only affords no rule that is truo,-
but one that is falfe. * , .
In the firft place, every cargo that departs.from.
the Cuftom-houfe appears on the books as an “ex-
port ; and, according to the Cuftom-houfe balance,
the loffes at fea, and by foreign failures, are all.
reckoned on the fide of proﬁt, bccaufe they ap~
pear as exports. : N
- Sccondly, becaufe the importation, by the fmug-.
gling trade, does not appear on the Cuftom-houfe.
books to arrange againft the exports. )
No balance, therefore, as applying to fuperior
advantages can be drawn from thofe documents ;
and if we examine the natural operation of cora-.
merce, the idea is fallacipus; and if true, would
foon be injurious. The great fupport of com-
merce confifts in the balance being a level of be-
nefits among all nations. o
- Two merchants of different nations trading to-
gether, will both grow rich, and each makes the
balance in his own favour ; conlequently, they do-
not get rich out of each other; and it is the fame
with refpeét to the nations in which they refide.
The cafe muft be, that each nation muft get rich
out of its own mcans, and increafes thofe riches

by
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by fomething which it procures from another in
exchange.

If a merchant in England, for inftance, fends
an article of Englifh manufatture abroad, which
coft. him a fhilling at home, and imports fome-
thing which fells for two, he makes a balance of
one fhilling in his own favour:- but this is not
gained out of the foreign nation, or the foreign:
merchant, for he alfo does the fame by the article
he receives, and neither has a balance of advan-

“tage upon the other. The original value of the
two articles, in their proper countrics, were but
two fhillings ; but by changing their places, they
acquire a new idea of value, equal to double what
they had, at firft, and that increafed value is equally -
divided.

There is no otherwile a balance on foreign than
on domeftic commerce. The merchants of Lon-
don and Newcalftle trade on the fame principles as
if ‘they refided in different nations, and make
their balances in the fame manner: yet London
does not get rich out of Newcaftle, any more than
Ncwcaftle out of London: but coals, the merchan--
dize of Newcaftle, have an additional value in’
London, and London merchandize has the fame
at Newcaltle.

Though the principle of commerce is the fame,
the domeftic in a national view is the part the.

mofi
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moft beneficial; becaufe the whole of the advan.
tages on both fides, refts within the nation; whereas,,.
in foreign commerce,, it is only a participaiion,of
one half, ,

The moft unprofitable of all commerce is that:
connefted with foreign dominion. To a few indi-.
viduals it may be beneficial, merely becaufe it is
commerce ; but to the nation it is alofs. The ex-
pence of maintaining dominion more than abforbs
the profits of any trade. It does not increafe the:
general quantity in the world, but operates to leffen.
it; and as a greater mals would be afloat by relin-.
quithing. dominion, the participation without the-
expence would be more valuable than a greater
quantity with it.

But it is impoflible to engrofs commerce by do-
‘minion; and therefore, it is ftill more fallacious. -
It cannot exift in confined channels, and necef-
farily breaks out by regular or irrcgular means that’
defeat the attempt; and to fucceed, would be ftill
worfe. France, fince the Revolution, has been:
more than indifferent as to foreign pofleffions ; and
other nations will become the fame, when they.
inveftigate. the {ubjett with refpe& to commerce.

To the -expence of dominion is to be added, that
of navies; and when the amount of the two are
fubftratied: from the profits of commerce, it will
appear; that what- is called' the balance of trade,

. » even
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even admitting it to exift, is not enjoyed by the
nation, but abforbed by the Government.

The idea of having navies for the prote&ion of
commerce is delufive. It is putting the means of
deftru&tion for the means of protettion. Corn-,
merce needs no other proteftion than the recipro-
cal intereft which every nation feels in fupporting
it—it is common ftock—it exifts by a balance of
advantages to all; and the only interruption it meets
is, from the prefent uncivilized ftate of govern-
ments, and which it is its common intereft toreform.

Quitting this fubje&, I now proceed to other.
matters.——As a new fyftem of government is
now opening to the view of the world, the Eu-
ropcan courts are platting to countera&t,it. Alli-
ances, contrary to all former {yftems, are agitating,
and a common interclt of courts is forming againft-
the common intereft of man. This combination
draws aline that runs throughout Europe, and pre-
fents a caufe fo entirely new, as to exclude all
calculations from former circumftances. While.
defpotifm warred with defpotifm, man had no in-.
tereft in the conteft; but in a caufe that unites the,
foldier with the citizen, and nation with nation,
the defpotifm of courts, though it feels the danger;
and meditates revenge, is afraid to. ftrike. .

No queftion has arifen within the records.of ‘hif_
tory, that prefled with the impartance of the pre-
{ent. It is not whether this or that party fhall be

in
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in or out, or Whig or Tory, or high or low, fhall
prevail ; but whether man fhall inherit his rights,
and univerfal civilization take place? whether the
fruits of his labours fhall be enjoyed by himfelf,
or confumed by the profligacy of governments?
whether robbery fhall be banifhed from courts,
and wretchednefs from couatries ?

- When, in countries that are called civilized, we
fee age going to the workhoufe, and youth to the

gallows, fomething muft be wrong in the fyftem of

government. It would feem by the exterior ap-

pearance of fuch countries, that all was happinefs ;

but there lies hidden, from the eye of common ob-
! y

fervation, a mafs of wretchednefs that has fcarcely
any other chance, than to expire in poverty or in-
famy. Its entrance into life is marked with the’

prefage of its fate; and, until this is remedled, it
is In vain to punifh..

Civil government does not confift in executions
but in making that provifion for the inftruflion of
youth, and the fupport ‘of age, as to exclude, as
much as poffible, proflisacy from the one, and
defpair from the other.  Inftead of this, the
refources of a country are lavifhed upon kings,
upon courts, upon hirclings, impoftors, and
proftitutes ; and even the poor themfclves, with
all their wants upon them, are compclled to fup-
port the fraud that oppreffes them.

Why is it that fcarccly any are exccuted but the .

poor ?
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poor? The fatl is a proof, among other things, of
a wretchednefs in their condition. Bred up with-
out morals, and caft upon the world without a
profpe, they are the expofed facrifice of vice
and legal barbarity. The millions that are fuper-
fluoufly wafted upon governments are more than
{ufficient to reform thofe evils, and to benefit the
condition of every man in a nation, not included
within the purlicus of a court.

It is the naturc of compaflion to aflociate with
misfortune. In taking up this fubjeét, I {cek no
recompence—I fear no confequence. Tortified
‘with that proud integrity, that difdains to trivmph
or to yield, I will advocate the Rights of Man.

It 1s to my advantage, that I have ferved an ap-
prenticefhip to life. I know the value of moral
inftru€tion, and I have feen the danger of the con-
trary. Knowing; my own heart, and fecling my-
felf as I now do, fuperior to all the {kirmith of
party, the inveteracy of interefted or miftaken
opponents, I anfwer not to falthood or abufe,
but procecd to the defeéts of the Englith govern-
ment.

I now begin with

.

CHARTERS and CORPORATIONS.

~ Ttisaperverfion of terms to fay that a Charter
gives rights. It operates by a contrary effe&t, that
of taking rights away. Rights are, inherently, in

: all
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all the inhabitants ; but Charters, by annullingthofe
rights in the majority, leave the right, by excla-
fion, in the hands of a few. If Charters were coir-
firucted fo 4s to exprefs, in dire®t terms, © that
% every inhabitant, who is not @ member of a cor-
¥ poration, fhall not exercife the right of voting,”
fuch Charters would, in the face, be Charters, not
. of right, but of exclufion. The effet is the fame
under the form they now ftand; and the only. per-
fons on whom they operate, are the perfons whom
they exclude. Thofe whofe rights are guaranteed,
by not being taken away, exercife no other rights
than as members of the community they are en-
titled to, without a Charter; and, therefore, all
Charters have no other than an indire negative
operation. They do not give rights to A, but
they make a difference in favour of A, by takmg
away the right of B; and, confequently, are in.
ftrumeits of injuftice.

But Charters and Corporations have a inore ¢x-
tenfive evil effe@, than what relatés merdly to -
c¢le@tions. They afe foutces of endléfs conténtions
in the places where they exift; and they leffen the
common rights of national fociety. A hative of
England, for example, under the operation of
thefe Charters and Corporations, cannot be faid to
be an Englithman in the full fenfe of ihe word.
He is not free of the nation in the fimé fnanner
that a Frenchman is free of Francé; and an Ame.

rican
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rican is of America. His rights are circumf{cribed
to the town, and, in fome cales, to the parifh of his
his birth; and all other parts, though in ‘his nmative
land, are to'him as a foreign country. To acquire
a refidence in thefe, he muft undergo a local na-
turalization by purchafe, or he is forbidden, or
expelléd, the place. This fpecies of feudality is
kept up to aggrandize the Corporations at the ruin
of towns ; -and the effe& is vifible.

The generality of corporation towns are in a
ftate of folitary decay, and prevented from further
ruin only by fome circumftance in their fituation,
fuch as navigable rivers, or a plentiful furrounding
country. As populationisone of the chief fources
~ of wealth (for without it land itfelf has no value),
every thing, which opecratesto prevent it, muft
lcflen the value of property ; and, as Corporations
have not only this tendency, but direétly this ef-
feft, they cannot but be injurious. If any policy
were to be followed, inftead of that of general
freedom to every perfon to Tettle where he chofe
(as in France or America), it would be more con-
fitent to give encouragcment to new comers, than
to preclude their admiffion, by exatting premiums
from them. , ’

The perfons moft immediately interefted in the
abolition of Corporations are, the inhabitants of
the towns where Corporations are eftablifhed. The
inftances of the towns of Manchefter, Birmingham,’

and
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and Sheffield, in England, fhew, by contraft, the
injury which thofe gothic inftitutions are to pro-
perty and commerce. A few examples may be
found, fuch as that of I.ondon, whofe natural and
commercial advantage, owing to its fituation on
the Thames, is capable of bearing up againft the
 political evils of a Corporation ; but in almoft all
other cafes the fatality is too vifible to be doubted
or denied.

Though the whole nation is not fo direétly af-

fe€led by the depreffion of property in corporation
towns as the inhabitants themfelves, it partakes of
the confcquence. By leflening the value of pro-
" perty, the quantity of national commerce is cur-
tailed. - Every man is a cuftomer in proportion to
his ability ; and, as all parts of a nation trade with
cach other, whatever affefls any of the parts muft
neceffarily communicate to the whole.

"As a legiflature, or any part thereof, made up of

ele@tions from thefe Corporations is partial and
unequal, and as it is unnatural that a pure ftream:
thould flow from a foul fountain, its vices are but
a continuation of the vices of its origin. A man
of moral honours, and good political principles,
cannot fubmit to the mean drudgery, and difgrace-
“ful arts, by which fuch clettions are carried. To
be a fuccefsful candidate, he mult be deftitute of
the qualities that conflitute a jult legiflaturc: and
being thus difciplined to corruption by the mode
- ‘ of
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of entering into the legifldture, itis not to be ex-
pefted that the reprefentative fhould be better than
the man. ’

But it is not in the reprefentation only that the
defeéts lie, and therefore I proceed, in the next
place, tothe

ARrtsTocRrRACY.

What is called a Houfe of Peers, is conftituted
on a ground very fimilar to thatagainft which there
is a law in other cafes. It amounts to a combi-
nation. of perfons in oné common intereft. No
reafon can be given, why a Houle of Legiflation
fhould be compofed entirely of men whofe occu-—
pation confifts in letting landed property, than why
it fhould be compofed of thofe who hire, or of
brewers, or bakers, or any other feparate clafs of
‘men.

Mr. Burke calls this Houfe, ¢ the great ground
% and pillar of fecurity to the landed intereft.” Let
us examine this idea. ,

What pillar of fecurity does the landed intereft
require more ihan any other intereft in the ftate;
or what right has it to a diftin& and feparate repre .
fentation from the general intereft of a nation?

The only ufe to be made of this power (and
which it has always made) is, to ward of taxes from
itlelf, and throw the burden upon fuch articles of

'K confump-
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confumption by which itfelf would be leaft- af-
feGed.

That this has been the confequence (and will
always be the confequence of conﬁ:ru&mg govern-
ments on combinations) is evident, asin England,
from the hiftory of its taxes.

Notwithftanding taxes have increafed and mul-
tiplied upon every article of common confumption,
the land-tax, which more particularly affets this
“ pillar,” has diminithed. In 1788, theamount of
the land-tax was 1,950,000/ which is half a million
lefs than it produced almoft a hundred years ago¥,
notwithftanding the rentals are, in many inftances,
doubled fince that period.

 Before the Hanover {ucceffion, the taxesin Eng-
land, for inftance, were divided. in nearly equal
proportions between the land and articles of con-
fumption, the land bearing rather the largeft fhare:
but fince that era nearly thirteen millions, annually,
of new taxes have been thrown upon confumption.
The confequence of which has been a conftant
increafe in the number and wretchednefs of the
poor, and in the amount of the poor-rates. Yet
here again the burden does not fall in equal pro-
portions on the Ariftocracy, with the reft of the
community. Their refidences, whether in town or
country, are not mixed with the habitations of the

* See Sir Joun SiNcrLaIr’s Hiftory of the Revenue. The

land-tax, in 1646, was 2,473,499 %
poor.
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poor. They live apart from diftrefs, and the éx-
pence of relievingit. Itis in manufalturing towns
and labouring villages, that thofe burthens prefs
the heavieft; in many of which it is one clafs of
poor fupporting another.

Several of the moft heavy and produtive taxes
are fo contrived, as to give an exemption to this
Pillar, thus ftanding in its own defence. The tax
upon beer, brewed for fale, does not affe@ the
Ariftocracy, who brew their own beer free of this
duty. It falls only on thofe who have not conve-
niency, or ability to brew, and who muft purchafe
it in fmall quantities. But what will mankind think
of the juftice of taxation, when they know that
this tax alone, from which the Ariftocracy are from
circumftances exempt, is nearly equal to the whole
of the land-tax, being, in the year 1788, (and it is
not lefs now) 1,666,152/ and with its proportion
of the taxes on malt and hops, it exceeds it.—
That a fingle article, thus partially confumed, and.
that chiefly by the working part, fhould be fubjett
to a tax, equal to that on the whole rental of a
nation is, perhaps, a faft not to be paralleled in the
hiftories of revenues. o

This is one of the confequences refulting from
a Houfe of Legiflation, compofed on the ground.
of a combination of common intereft ; for what-
ever their feparate politics as to partics may be,
in this they are united. "Whether a combination

R atls
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‘alts toraife the price of any article for fale, or the

rate of wages; or, whether it afts to throw taxes
from itfelf upon another clafs of the community,
the principle and the effet are the fame ; and if the
one be illegal, it will be difficult to thew that the
other ought to exift.

It is difficult to difcover what is meant by the

landed interefl, if it does not mean a combination
of Ariftocratical land-holders, oppofing their own
pecuniary intereft to that of the farmer, and every
branch of trade, commerce, and manufatture. In
all other refpetts it is the only intereft that needs
no partial prote€tion. It enjoys the general pro-
te€tion of the world. Every individual, high or
low, is interefted in the fruits of the earth; men,
women, and children, of all ages and degrees, will
turn out to affift the farmer, rather than a harveft
thould not be got in; and they will not att thus by
any other property. It is the only one for which
- the common prayer of mankind is put up, and the
only one that can never fail from the want of means.
It is the intereft, not of the policy, but of the ex-
iftence of man, and when it ceafes, he muft ceafe
to be. '

* No other intereft in a nation ftands on the fame
united fupport. Commerce, manufatures, arts,
fciences, and every thing elfe, compared with this
are {upported but in parts. Their profperity, or
their decay, has not the fame univerfal influence.

When-
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When the vallies laugh and fing, it is not the farmer
only, but all crcation that rejoices. It is a prof-
perity that excludes all envy; and thxs cannot be.
faid of any thing elfe.

Were this ¢ Pillar” to fink into the earth, the
fame landed property would continue, and the fame
plowing, fowing, and reaping, would go on. The
Ariftocracy are not the farmers who work the land
and raife the produce, but are the mere confumers
of the rent; and when compared with the a&tive
world, are the drones, a feraglio of males, who
neither colleét the honey nor form the hive, but
exift only for lazy enjoyment.

Mr. BuRrkE,in his firft effay, called Ariftocracy,
“ the Corinthian capitol of polifhed fociety.” To-
‘wards compleating the figure, he has now added the -
Pillar; but flill the bafe is wanting; and when-
ever a nation chufes to a& a Samfon, not blind,
but bold, down goes the Temple of Dagon, the
Lords, and the Philiftines.

If a Houfe of Legiflation is to be compofed of
men of one clafs for the purpofe of protetling a
diftinét intereft, all the other interefts fhould have
the fame. The inequality, as well as the burthen
of taxation arifes from admitting it in one cafe and
-not in all. Had there been a houfe of farmers,
there had been no game-laws; or a houfe of mer-
chants and manufaturers,the taxes had never been
fo uncqual, nor fo exceflive. It is from the power

K3 of
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of taxation being in the hands of thofe who can
throw fo great a part of it from their own fhoulders,
‘that it has raged without a check. _
‘Men of fmall or moderate eftates are more in-
jured by the taxes being thrown on articles of con-
‘fumption, than they are eafed by warding it from
ilanded property, for the following reafons :—
- Firft, they confume more of the produttive
taxable articles, in proportlon to thelr property,
‘than thofe of large eftates.
Secondly, their refidence is chiefly in towns,
and their property in houfes; and the increafe of
the poor-rates, occafioned by taxes on confump-
tion, is in much greater proportion than the land-
“tax has been favoured.
Thefe are but a part of the mifchiefs flowing
“from the wretched fcheme of 2 Houfe of Peers.
As a combination, it can always throw a confi-
derable portion of taxes from itfelf; and, as a
hereditary houfe, not accountable to any body, it
refembles a rotten borough, whofe confent is to be
courted by intereft. There are but few of its
members who are not, in fome mode or other, par-
ticipaters, or difpofers of the public money. One
turns a candle-holder, or a Lord in Waiting; ano-
‘ther, a Lord of the Bedchamber—a Groom of the
Stole—or any infignificant nominal office, to which
a falary is annexed, paid out of the public taxes,
and which avoids the dire@t appearapce of corrup-
tion,
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tion. Such fituations are derogatory to the cha.-
rafter of man; and, where they can be fubmitted.
to, honour cannot refide. ‘

To all thefe are to be added the numersus de-
pendents, the long lift of younger branches and’
diftant relations, who are to be provided for at the
public expence: in fhort, were an eftimation to
be made of the charge of Ariftocracy to a na-
tion, it will be found nearly equal to that of fup-
-porting the poor. Isit then any wonder that, un-
der fuch a fyftem of government, taxes and rates
have multiplied to their prefent extent ?

Mr. Burke, in fpeaking of the ariftocratical
law of Primogeniture, fays—* It is the ftanding
¢ law of our landed inheritance ; and which, with-
% out queftion,- and I think,” continues he, ¢ a-
‘ happy tendency, to preferve a charafter of
¢ weight and confequence.”

He may call this law what he pleafes, but huma-
nity, and impartial refle€tion, will denounce it a
law of brutal injuftice. Were we not accuftomed
to the daily prattice, and did we only hear of it,
as the law . of fome diftant part of the world, we
thould conclude that the legiflatures of {uch coun-
tries had not yet arrived at a flate of civilization.

“As to its preferving a charallter of weight and
confequence, the cafe appears, to me, direfly the
reverfe. It is an attaint upon charaéter; a fort of
privateering on family property. It may have

K4 weight
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weight among dependent tenants, but it gives none
on a fcale of national, and much lefsy, of univer-
fal charater. S

- Primogeniture ought to be abolifhed, not only
becaufe it is unnatural and’unjuft, butbecaufe the
country fuffers by its operation. By cutting off
(as before obferved) the younger children: from
their proper portion of inheritance, the public is
loaded with the expence of maintaining them; and
the freedom of elettions violated by the overbear-
ing influence which this unjuft monopoly of family
property produces. Nor is thisall. It occafions
a wafte of national property. A confiderable part
of the land of the country is rendered unproduc--
tive by the great extent of parks and chaces which
this law ferves to keep up, and this, at a time
when the annual produétion of grain is not equal
to the national confumption. In fhort, the evils
of the ariftocratical {yftem are fo great and nu-
merous, fo inconfiftent with every thing that is
juft, wife, natural, and beneficent, that, when they
are confidered, there ought not to be a doubt, that
even many who are now clafled under that defcrip-
tion, will wifh to fee fuch a fyftem abolifhed.

- What pleafure can they derive from contemplat-
ing the expofed condition, and almoft certain beg-
gary of their younger offspring? - Every arilto-
‘cratical family has an appendage of family beggars
ngmg round it, which, in a few .ages, or a few

generations,
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generations, are fhook off, and confole themf{clves
with telling their tale in alms-houfes, work-houfes,
and prifons. This is the natural confequence of
Ariftocracy. The peer and the beggar are often
of the fame family. One extreme produces the -
other; to make onc rich, many muft be made
poor ; neither can the fyftem be fupported by other
means.
I now procced to what is called the

L4

Crown,

Upon which I fhall be very concife.

For example, it fignifies a nominal office of a
“million” fterling a year, the bufinefs of which con-
fifts in receiving the money. Whether the perfon
be wife or foolith, fane or infanc, a native or a
foreigner, matters not. Every miniltry afts upon
the fame idca, namely, that the people muft be
‘hood-winked, and held in fuperftitious ignorance
by fome bugbcar or other; and what is called the
Crown anfwers this purpofe, and therefore it
anfwers all the purpofes to be expefled from it.
This is more than can be faid of the other two
branches. :

The hazard to which this office is expofed in all
countries, is not from any thing that can happen to
the man, but from what may happen to the nation
—the danger of its coming to its {enfes.

It has bcen cuftomary to call the Crown the exe-

cutive
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cutive power, and the cuftom is continued, though
the reafon has ceafed.

It was called the executive, becaufe the perfon
whom it fignified ufed formerly, to fit in the cha-
raéter of a judge in adminiftering or executing the
Jaws. " The tribunals were then a part of the court.
The power therefore, which is now called the ju-
dicial, is what was called the executive ; and, con-
fequently, one or other of the terms is redundant,
and one of the offices ulelefs. When we fpeak of
the Crown now, it means nothing; it fignifies nei-
ther a judge nor a general : befides which, itisthe
laws that govern, and notthe man. The old terms
are kept up to give an appearance of confequence
to empty forms, and the only effett they have is,
that of increafing expences.

‘It is time that nations fhould be rational, and
not be governed like animals, for the pleafure of
their riders. Man ought to have pride or fthame
enough to blufh at being impofed upon, and when
he fhall feel his proper charaéter, he will. Upon
all fubjefts of this nature there is often paffing in
the mind a train of ideas he ha? not yet accuftomed
himfelf to encourage and communicate. . Re-
ftrained by fomething that puts on the character of
prudence, he afts the hypocrite upon himfelf, as
well as others. It is however, curious to obferve
how foon this fpell can be diffolved. A fingle ex-
preflion, boldly conceived and uttered, will fome.

times
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times put a whole company into their proper feel-
ings; and whole nations arc afted uponin the fame
manner. '

As to the offices of which any civil government
may be compoled, it matters but little by what
names they are defcribed.  In the rotine of bufi:
nefs, as before obferved, whether a man be ftiled
a Prelident, a King, an Empcror, a Senator, of
any thing elfe, it is impoflible that any fervice he
can perform can merit from a nation more than ¢en
thoufand pounds a year ; and, as no man fhould be-
paid beyond his fervices, fo every man of a pro-
per heart, will not accept more.  Public money
ought to be touched with the moft {fcrupulous con-
fcioufnefs of honour. Itis not the produce of
riches only, but of the hard earnings of labour and
poverty. It is drawn even from the bitternefs of
want and mifery. Not a beggar pafles, or perifhes
in the ftreets, whofe mite is not in that mafs.

To fhew that the fum of five hundred thoufand
pounds is more than fufficient to defray all the ex-
pences of government, exclufive of navies and
armies, the following eftimate is added for any
country, of the fame extent as England.

In the firft place, threehundred reprefentatives,
fairly eletted, are {ufficient for all the purpofes to
‘which legiflation can apply, and preferable to a
larger number. They may be divided into two or

threg
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three houfes, or meet in one, or in any manner a
conftitution may direét.

As reprefentation is always confidered, in free
countries, as the moft honourable of all ftations,
the allowance ade to it is merely to defray the
expence which the reprefentatives incur by that
fervice, and not to it as an office.

If an allowance, at the rate of five
hundred pounds per annum, be made
to every reprefentative, deduéling for
non-attendance, the expence, if the
whole number attended for fix months
cach year,would be - - = --- - - - .. J

N

£ 75,000

The official departments cannot,
reafonably, exceed the following num-
ber, with the falaries annexed :

Three Offices at 10,000 £. each -- - - £ 30,000

Tenditto,--- at 5000 ---- --- 50,000
Twenty ----- at 2000 ----- PO 40,000
Forty ------- at 1000 ----- --- 40,000
Two hundred at 500 -------- 100,000
Threehundred at 200 +------- 60,000
Five hundred at 100 -------- 50,000
Sevenhundred at 75 —-e----- 52,500

£ 4975500

If
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If a nation chufes, it can dedué four per cent.
from all offices, and make one of 20,000/l ger
annum.

All revenue officers are paid out of the monics
they colle¢t, and therefare are not in this eftima-
tion. ‘

The foregoing is not offered as an exatt detail
of offices, but to thew the number and rate of fa-
laries which five hundred thoufand pounds will fup-
port; and it will, on experience, be found imprac-
ticable to find bufinefs fufficient to juftify even this
expence.

The fraud, hypocrify, and impofition of govern-
ments, are now beginning to be too well under-
ftood, to promife them any long carcer. The
farce of monarchy and ariftocracy, in all countries,
is following that of chivalry. Let it then pafs,
quietly, to the tomb of all other follies, and the
mourners be comforted.

- When it fhall be faid, in any country in the
world, my poor are happy; neither ignorance nor
diftrefs is to be found among them ; my gaols are
empty of prifoners, my ftrects of beggars; the
aged are not in want, the taxes are not oppreffive ;
the rational world is my friend, becaufe I am the
friend of its happinefs: when thefe things can be
“faid, then may that country boaft its conftitution,
and its government. ;
Within the fpace of a few vears we have fren
"o
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two revolutions—thofe of America and France.
In the former, the conteft was long, and the con-
flik fevere; in the latter, the nation aled with
fuoh a confolidated impulfe, that having no foreign
enemy to contend with, the revolution was com-
pleat in power, the moment it appeared. From
both thofe inftances, it is evident, that the greateft
forces that can be brought into the field of revo-
lutions are, reafon, and common intereft. Where
thefe can have the opportunity of a&ing, oppofi-
tion dies with fear, or crumbles away by convic-
ton. Itis a great ftanding which they have now
univerfally obtained ; and we may hereafter hope
to fee revolutions, or changes in governments,
produced with the fame quiet operation by which
any mealfure, determinable by reafon and difcuffion,
is accomplifhed.

When a nation changes its opinion and habits
of thinking, it is no longer to be governed as be-
fore; but it would not only be wrong, but bad
policy, to attempt, by force, what ought to be ac-
complifhed by reafon. Rebellion confifts in,
forcibly oppofing the general will of a nation,
whether by a party, or by a government. There
ought, therefore, to be, in every nation, a method
of occafionally afcertaining the ftate of public opi-
nion with refpec to government.

There is no power but the voluntary will of the
people that has a right to act in any matter refpeét-

ing
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ing a general reform ; and, by the fame right that
two perfons can confer on fuch a fubjeét, a thou-
fand may. The obje&t, in all fuch preliminary
proceedings, is, to find out what the general fenfe
of the nation is, and to be governed by it. If it
prefer a bad, or defeftive government, to a reform,
or chufe to pay ten times more taxes than there is
occafion for, it has a right to do fo; and, fo long
as the majority does not impofe conditions on the
minority, different to what they impofe on them-
felves, though there may be much error, there is
no injuftice. Neither will the error continue long.
Reafon and difcuffion will foon bring things right,
however wrong they may begin.

By fuch a procefs, no tumult is to be appre-
hended. The poor inall countries are, naturally
both peaceable and grateful in all reforms in which
their intereft and happinefs are included. It is
only by negletting, and rejetting them, that they
become tumultuous.

Formerly, when divifions arofe refpeéting go-
vernments, recourfe was had to the {fword, and a
civil war enfued. That favage cuftom is exploded
by the new fyftem, and reference is had to national
conventions. Difcuffion and the general will, ar-
bitrates the queftion, and to this private opinion
yields with a good grace, and order is preferved
uninterrupted.

In contemplating revolutions, it is eafy to per-

ceive,
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ceive, that they may arife from two diftin& caufes:
the one to avoid, or get rid of fome great cala-
mity; the other to obtain fome great and pofitive
good; and the two may be diftinguifhed by the
names of aftive and paffive revolutions. In thofe
which proceed from the former caufe, the temper
becomes incenfed and fowered; and the rediefs
obtained by danger, is too often fullied by revenge.
But in thofe which proceed from the latten, the
heart rather animated than agitated, enters fe-
renely upon the fubje&t. Reafon and difcuffion,
perfuafion and conviflion, become the weapons
inthe conteft, and it is only when thofe are at
tempted to be fupprefled, that recourfe is had to
violence. 'When men unite in agreeing that a thing
is good, could it be obtained, fuch as relief from a
burden of taxes, and the extin&ion of corruption,
the objeét is more than half accomplithed. What
they approve as the end, they will promote in the
means. .

It is with revolutions as with commerce—the
advantages increafe by their becoming general and
double to either, what each would receive alone.
'Only partial advantages can flow from partial re-
forms. Itis only by each nation reforming its own,
that the whole can be improved, and the full be-

nefit of reformation enjoyed.

Were all governments eftablifhed on the repre-
Jentative {y ftem, nations would become acquainted,

and
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and the animofities and prejudices, fomented by
the intrigue and artifice of courts, would ceafe.
« Expenfive governments, and confequentlyhcavy
¢ taxes, would be at an end, and fociety, in ge-
¢ neral, be made more comfortable. .Man would
% be rendered to man, in all the natural, civil, and
¢ divine rights, and would concur in the general
¢ privilege of ufing thofe rights as reafon and mu-
« tualintereft fhould dire€t. Avarice and ambition
¢ would not be direfed to licentioufnefs, arro-. .
¢ gance, corruption and power, as the caufe which
% promotes them would be done away by the
% changes, and .fhort duration of legiflative ap-
% pointments. By reftriting the periods of pub-
¢ lic office, fo as to render the inordinate views
% of men of no objeél, the mind falls off from
% corruption, and gratifies itfelf in aéts of merit.
% No longer would there be occafion to feduce
“ men from fociety, and render them a diftinét
¢ fpecies’ for the vain purpofes of ambition, ve-
$¢ nality, and arrogance. . The deluded foldier
¢ would no longer find himfelf the dupe ofartifice,
% of oftentation, the machine of oppreffion and ra-
¢ pacity, and the {courge of humanity, but the
“ compahion and friend of fociety. Inftead of
¢ being. trained and kept apart, as the Puppet of
% the Great, to be harrafled about as their plea-
% {ures or interefts fhall diret them, and often for
“ the purpofe of oppofing the rights and privi-

L ¢ leges
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% leges of the community, ke would find himfelf
¢ engaged as the advocate of nature, and thé
& equal rights of mankind. His reafon would
¢ not be reftrained, nor his locdl education forri
% him fhore for @ machines than for a Men.”

The opprefled foldier would become a freé
mdn; and the tortured failor no longer be torr
from his conne&ions aitd dvocationy and be drag-
ged along the ftreets, like a felon, would purfue
his merchantile voyage in fafety. It would be
better that nations thould continue the pay of theit
foldiers during their lives, and give them theit
difcharge, and reftore them to freedom and their
friends, and ceafe recruiting; than retain fuch mul-
titudes dt the fame expence; in a condition ufclefs
to fociety and themfelves. As foldiers have ‘hi-
therto been treated in moft countries, they might
be faid to be without 4 friend. Shunned by the
citizen, orf an apprehenfion of their being etieiifids
to their liberty, and too often infuited by dvofé
who commanded them, their condition becawe 4
double oppreflion. But where genuine principles
of liberty pervade a people, every thing is ré-
- ftored to order; and the foldier, civilly treated’,
returns the civility.

In contemplating the advaritages of marikind, I
have confidered, that an alliance bétween Ehgland,
France, and America, might be founded on prin-
ciples of the moft extenfive utility. Though 1

have
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have not any dire& authority on the part of Ame-
rica, I have good reafon to conclude, that fhe is
difpofed to enter into a confideration of fuch a
meafure, provided that the governments, with
which fhe might ally, alted as national govern-
ments, and not as courts inveloped in intrigue and
myftery. That France, asa nation, and a national
government, would prefer .an alliance with Eng-
land, is a matter of certainty. Nations, like indi-
viduals, who have long been enemies, without
knowing each other, or knowing why, became the
better friends when they difcover the errors and
impofitions under which they had atted.

Admitting, therefore, the prohability of fuch a
.conneflion, ‘1 will flate fome matters by which
duch an alliance, together with that of Holland,
might render fervice, not anly.to the parties im-
.mediately concerned, but.to.all Europe.

It.is, I think, certain, that if she fleets of Eng-
land, France, and Holland, were confederated,
" .they could .propofe, with effe&, a limitation tos
and a general difmantling of all the navies in Eu-
/TOpe,.to.a certain proportion to be agreed upon..

:Firft, .that no new fhip of war fhall be built by
any powerip Europe, - themfelves included.

Secondly, -that all the navies, now in exiftence,
‘fhall be put back, fuppofe, to one tenth of their
.prefent force.  This will fave to France and Eng-
sland at Jeaft.two millicns fterling annually to each

, Lsg and
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and their'relative force be in the fame proportion
as it is now. If men will permit themfelves to .
think, as-rational beings ought to think, nothing
can appear more ridiculous and abfurd, exclufive
of all moral refleftions, than to be at the expence
of building navies, filling them with men, and
then hauling them into the ocean, to try which can
fink each other fafteft. Peace, which cofts nothing,
is attended with infinitely more advantage, than
any vittory with all its expence. But this, though
it beft anfwers the purpofe of nations, does not
that of court governments, whofe habited policy
is pretence for taxation, places, and offices.

Itis, I think, alfo certain, that the above con-
federated powers, together with that of the United
States of America, can propofe, with effe& to
Spain, the independence of South America, -and
the opening thofe countries, of immenfe extent
-and wealth, ta the general commerce of the world,
as North America is. A

The opening of South America would produce
an immenfe field of commerce, and a ready mo-
ney market for manufattures, which the eaftern
world does not. The Eatt is already a country.full
of manufattures, the exportation of which is, nat
only an injury to the manufattures- of -England,
but a drain upon its fpecie. The balance againit
England, by this trade is, regularly, upwards of
half & million annually fent out in the Eaft-India

- fhips
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fhips in filver; and this is the reafon, together
with German intrigue, and German fubﬁdlcs, that
there is fo little filver in England.

Never did fo great an opportunity offer itfelf to
all Europe, as is produced by the two Revolu-
tions of America and France. By the former,
Freedom has a national champion in the Weftern
World; and by the latter in Europe. Whenano-
ther nation fhall join France, defpotifm, and bad
government will {carcely dare to appear. To ufe
a trite expreflion, the iron is becoming hot all
over Europe. The infulted German, and the en-
flaved Spaniard, the Rufs and the Pole, are be-
gmmng to think. ¢ Thofe who have been un-

* paturally made the terror of fociety, have dared
% to throw'down their arms before the caufe of
% Liberty, and have joined their reafon and aétion
¢ with their fellow creatures, in eftablithing the
% glorious fabric in which all are equally con-
“ cerned. Such conduét muft everbe applauded,
¢ whilft reafon, juftice, and difcretion, fhall exift in
“ man.” The prefent age will hereafter merit to
be called the Age of Reafon, and the prefent ge-.
neration will appearto the future, as the ADAM of
the new world.

As Religion is very improperly, made a poli-
tical machine, and the reality therefore is thereby
deftroyed, I will conclude this work, with ﬁatmg .
in what light Religion appears to me.

If



ssp  THE RIGHTS OF MAN.

ifwe fuppofe alarge family of children, who, on
any particular day, or particular circumftance,
made it a cuftom to prefent to their parents fome
aoken of their affe@ion .and gratitude, each of
shemwould :make a different offering, and, moft
prahably, iin a differept manner. Some would
ey -their gangratulations in themes of vyer{c ar
profe, by fome little devices, as their genius
wiftated, or.according to what they thaught would
pleafe; and .perhaps, the leaft of all, not ahle to
itlo any of-thofe things, would ramble into.the gar-
Aan, .or -the field, .and gather what it -thought the
pretiieft flower it could find, .thaugh perhaps, ‘it
might.be buta fimple weed. The parent.would
ibe . mose,gratified by -fuch.variety than if the.whole
iaf-them bad afled on.a concerted plan, and each
Jhal made exaétly .the fame offgring. This would

.bave had the cqld appearance of contrivance, or
the harfh one.of controul. But of all unwelcome
things, .nothing could more aflli¢t the Parent than.
toknow, that.the whgle of themn had, afterwards,
-gotten-together by the ears, boys and girls fighting,
{cratching, reviling, and.abufing each other, about
+which.was, the beft or worft.prefent.

‘Why may we not fuppofe, that the Great Fatlter
of s al), . is pleafed with variety -of devotion ; and
:that the greateflt offence we can a&t is, that by
~which.we, feek-to.torment and render, each other
miferable? .For, my own part, I am fully fatisfied,

that
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that, what I am now doing, with an endeavour to
conciliate mankind, to render their condition
happy, to unite nations that have hitherto been
enemies, to extirpate the horrid pra@ice of war,
and break the chains of flavery and oppreflion, is
acceptable in his fight ; and being the beft fervice
I can perform, I at it chearfully.

FINIS.
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