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B ES'S ERTPATO

oxN

FIRST ~PRINCIPLES
or

GOVERNMENT.

HERE is no fubjeét more interefting to every

R

man than the fubjeét of government. His
Tecurity, be he rich or poor, and, in a great mea-
fure his profperity, is conncéted therewiths it is
therefore his interclt as well as his duty to make
himfelf acquainted with its prineiples, and what

the practice ought to be,
Every art and fcicnce, however imperfeétly
kaown at firft, has been ftudied, improved, and
ght to what we call perfeétion, by the pro-
greflive labours of fucceeding generations; buc
the fcience of government has flood fiill. No
improvement has been made in the principle, and
{earcely any in the pratice, till the American re~
volution began. In all the countries of Europe
3 (except
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(except in France) the fame forms and fyftems
that were ereced in the remote ages of ignorance
fill continue, and their antiquity is put in the place
of principle; it is forbidden o inveltigate their
origin or by what right they exift. Ifit be afked
how has this happened, the anfiver is eafy; they
are eftablithed on a principle that is falfe, and they
emplog their power o prevent detetion.

Notwithftanding the myftery with which the
feicnce of government has been enveloped, for the
purpofe of enflaving, plundering, and impofing
upon mankind, it s of all things the leaft myfte-
rious and the moft eafy to be underftood. The
meaneft capacity cannot be at a lofs, if it begins its
enquiries at the right point. Every art and fei-
ence has fome point, or alphabet, at which the
ftudy of that art or fcience begins, and by the af-
fiftance of which the progrefs is facilitaied. The
fame method ought to be obferved with refpeét
to the fcience of government.

Tnftead then of embarraffing the fubjet in the
outfet with the numerous fubdivifions, under which
different forms of government have been claffed,
fuch as ariftocracy, democracy, oligarchy, monar-
chy, &ce. the betzer method will be to begin with
what may be called primary divifions, or thofe
under which all the feveral fubdivifions will be
comprehended.

The primary divifions are but two.

Firft, government by election and reprefentation.

Sccondly, governmienc by heredisary ficcefion,

L)

All the feveral forms and fyfteims of govern:
ment, however numerous or diverfified, clafs them-
felves under one or other of thofe primary divi-
fions; for either they are on the fyftem of repre-
fentation, or on that of hereditary fucceflion, As
to that equivocal thing called mixed government,
fuch as the late government of Holland, and the
prefent government of England, it does not make
an exception to the general rule, becaufe the parts
feparately confidered. are either reprefentative or
hereditary.

Beginning then our enquiries at this point, we,
have firft to cxamine into the nature of thofe two
primary divifions. 1€ they are equally right in prin-
ciple, it is mere matter of opinion which we prefer.
If the one be demonftratively better than the
otlier, thag difference fhould diret our chioice ; but
if one of them be fo abfolutely falfe as not to have
a tight to exiftence, the matter feteles itfelf at once ;
becaufe a negative proved on one thing, where
two only are offered, and one muft be accepted,
amounts to an affirmative on the other.

The revolutions that are now fpreading them-
felves in the world have their origin in this ftate of
the cafe, and the prefent war i a confliét between
the reprefentative fyftem, founded on the rights of
the people, and the hereditary fyftem, founded in
ufurpation. - As to what are called Monarchy, Roy-
alty, and Ariftocracy, they do not; either as things
oras terms, fufficiently defcribe the hereditary fyf-

tem

A et
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tem; they are but feconda
hereditary fyftem, and which fall of chemfelves if
that fyftem: has not a right to exift. - Were there

y things or

no fuch terms as Monarchy, Royalty, and Atifto-
cracy, or were other terms fubftituted i their
place, the hereditary fyftem, if it continued; would
not bealtered thereby. Tt would be the fame fyl-
tem under any other titulary name as it is now.

"The character therefore of the revolutions of the
prefent day diftinguifhes itfelf moft definitively by
grounding itfelf on the fyfiem of reprefentative
government, in oppofition to the heredicary.  No
osher diftin®ion reaches.the. whole of dhe prin-
ciple.

Having thus opened the cafe gencrally, T pro-
ceed, in the firft place, to examine the hereditary

fyftem, becaufe ic has the pr ¢ of time.

The reprefentative fyftem is the. invention of the

ority in poi

¢ as to
hich

is, that there is not @ provlem in Enclid more mather

modern world ; and that no doube may ati
my own opinion, I declare it before-hand,

matically true, thanthat bereditary. govermment ha
it @ right toexift.  When thercfore w
man the. exereife of bereditary powery we take away
shat wbich b never bad the right to pofffs, and-which
no lasw or cuffom- could, er ever-cany give bim a
title to,

The arguments that have hitherto been em-
ployed againft, the heredicar
chicfly founded upon ¢k

take fromany

fyftem have been
iy of ity and.ifs
. come

(595

o the purpofe of good government,

incompeten

Nothing can prefent to our judgment, or to our
imagination, a figure of gréacr abfirdicy than that
of fecing the government of & nation fall, as it fre-
quendy: dots; - into the hanls.‘of: 2 e mece Furly
deftitute of experience, and often little better than
afool. It is an infult to every man of years, of

charadter, and of glent, in a country.  The to-
ment we begin to 1

afon upon the hereditary fyftem
it falls into derifion; let but a fingle idea begin,

and a thoufand will foon follow.  Infignificance,
imbecility, childhood, dotage, want of moral cha-
ra@er; in fine, every defed, ferious or laughiable,
unite to hold up the hereditary fyftem as a figure

of ridicule. Leaving however the ridiculoufiefs
of the thing to the refleions of the reader, I pro-
ceed to the ‘more important part of the queftior,

mcly, whether

ucha fyftem has a right't6 exifl ?

To be fatisfied of the right of a thing to exift,
we muft be fatisfied that it-had a right to begin.
1f it had not a right to-begin, ithas'not a right to
continue. By what right then did the hereditary
fyftem beg
queftion, and he will find that he cannot fatisfy

? Let a man but afk himfelf this

himfelf with an anfiver.

e right which any man, or any family had to fet
itelf up at firft to governa nation, and to eftablifh
itfelf hereditarily, was no other than the right sehi
Robefpierre had to do the fame thing in France.

e iy i ]
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If hie had none, they had none. If they had any,
he had as much; for it is impoffible to difcover
fuperiority of right in any family, by virtue of
which hereditary government could begin. The
Capets, the Guelphs, the Robefpierres, the Marats,
are all on the fame ftanding as to the quetion of
right. It belongs exciufively to none.

Tt is one fiep towards liberey, to -perceive that

hereditary government could not begin as an ex-
clufive right in any family. The next point will
be, whether, having once began, it could grow
into a right by the influence of time?

“This would be fuppofing an abfurdity ; for either
it is putting time in the place of principle, or mak-
ing it fuperior to principle; whereas time has no
mote connection with, or influence upon principle,
than principle has upon time. The wrong which
began a thoufand years ago, is as much a wrong
as if it began to day; and the right which origi-
nates to day, is as much a right as if it had the
fanction of a thoufand years. ne with refpect
to principles is an eternal NOW: it has no ope-
ration upon them: it changes nothing of their na-
ture and qualities. But what have we to do with
a thoufand years. Our life-time is but a fhort

portion of that period, and if we find the wrong
in exiftence as foon as we begin to live, that is the
point of time at which it begins to us; and our
right to refift it, is the fame as if it had never

exiited before.

As

(& 20

As hereditary government could not begin as a
natural tight in any family, nor deriveafter its com~
mencement any right from time, we have only to
examine whether there exift in a nation a right to
fet it up and eftablifh it by what is called law, as has
beendone in England? I anfwer NO ; and thatany
law or any conftitution made for that purpofe is
an ack of treafon againtt the rights of every minor
in the nation, at the time it is made, and againft
the rights of all fucceeding generations. 1 fhall
fpeak upon each of thofe cafes. Firf, of the mi-
nor, at the time fuch law is made. Secondly, of
the generations that are to follow.

A nation in a colleive fenfe, comprehends all
the individuals of whatever age, from juft born to
juft dying. OF thefe, one part will be minors,
the other aged. The average of life is not exactly
the fame in every climate and country, but in ge-
neral the minority in years are the majority in num-
bers, that is, the number of perfons under twe

one years, is greater than the number of perfons
above that age.  This difference in number is not
neceffary to the cftablihment of the pri
mean to lay down, but it ferves to fhew the ju
of it more ftrongly. -The principle would be
equally good, if the majority in years were aifo
the majority in numbers.

The rights of minors are as facred as the
rights of ‘the aged. The di

ence is alto-
gether

1
d
]
1
|

5 N ——

|
<
\ |
|
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gether in the different age of the two partics, and

nothing in the nature of the rights; the rights are
the fame rights; and

for the inhe;

come of age.

ed inviolate

e to be prefe

itance of the mi

ors when they fhalt
Suring the minority of minors
their rights are under th facred guardianfhip-of
the aged. The minor cannot furrender them;

the guardian cannot difpoffels him; confequently,
the aged part of & nation, who are the lawmakers
for the time being, and who, in the march of life,

are but a few years a head of thofe who are’ yet

minors, and to whom they mut fhortly give place,
have not and cannot have the right to make a law
to et up and eftablith hereditary government, or,
to fpeak more diftin@ly, an bereditary fuccefion of
governarss becaufe it is an attempt to deprive

every minor in- the nation, at the time fuch a law
f rights when he

is made, of his inheritance of

me of a

{hall c

ge, and to fubjugate him to a fyltem
vernment, to which, during his minority,

he could neither confent nor object.

1 a perfon, who is a minor at the time fuch a
law Is propofed, had happened:to have been born
a few years fooner, fo as to be of the age of
one years a the time of propofing it,
d againt it, to have expofed

twenty

sight to have object
the injoftice and tyrannical principles of it, and
to have voted againtt it; will be admitted on all
fides. If,
is exercifing the fame rights

ercfore, the law operates to prevent
¢ he comes of

age

293-3)
ad 3

he been of age at the time, it is, undeniably, a

e as he would have

ight o exercife had

Inw to take away and annul the rights of every
perfon in the nation who fhall bea minor at the
time of making fiich a law, and confequently the
it

right to make it cannot e

T come now to fpeak of government by here-

ditary fucce
sations; and to fhew that in this cafe, as i

fon as it applies to fucceeding gene-
the

cafe of minors, -there docs not exift in a nation a
sight to fet it up.

A nation, thor

) continually exifting, is conti-
nually in a ftate of renewal and fucceffion. It is
never fationary. Every day produces new births,
carries minors forward to maturity, and old per-
fons from the ftage, In this ever-runaing food

of generations there is no part fuperior in autho-
rity to another. Could we conceive an idea of
fuperiority in any, at what point of time, or in
what century of the world, are we to fix it?
To what caufe are we to aferibe it? By what evi-
dence are we to

rove it? By what criterion are
we to know it? A fingle refleCtion will teach us
that our anceftors, like ourfelves, were but tenants
for life in the great frechold of rights. The fee-
abfolute was not in them, it is not in us, it be-
longs to the whole family of man, through all
ages. If we think otherwile than this, we think
either as flaves or as tyrants. As flaves, if we
think that any former generation had a right to
bind

o i s )
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bind us; as tyrants, if we think that we ha

thority to bin ions that are to follow

the gene

ect; to e

T may not be inapplicable to the

t is to be underftood b;
ed.

As a natural termits meaningisfufiiciently clear.

deavour to define w y @

afe the word is here

generation in the |

The father, the fon, the grandfon, arc fo ma

nerations.  But when

fpeak of a ge-
ol

from another genera-

Hinct @
neration as defcribing the perfons in whom

authority refides, as d
tion of the fame defeription who are to fucceed
them, it comprehends all thofe who are above the
age of twenty-one years, at the time we count

frorh; and a generation of this kind will continue
in authority between fourteen and twenty-one
years, that is, until the number of minors, who
fhall have arrived at age, fhall be greater than

e former

the n

amber of perfons remai
ftock

For example, if France at this or any” other
millions of fouls,

moment, contain twenty-fou
twelve millions will be males, and twelve females.
Of the twelve millions of males, fix millions will

£ th ars, and fix will be

b of the age of twent

hority to govern will refide in
y will make fome alter-

But cvery d

ion, and in twenty-one years every one of thofe

minors who furvive will have arrived atage, and
¢ former ftock will be gone :

the greater part of ¢

the majority of perfons then living, in whom the
legal

des, will be compofed of thofe

who, twent rs before, had no legal exift-

ence. Thofe will be fathers and grandfachers in

theil it

turn, and in the next twenty-one years, (or
Jefs) another race of minors, arrived at age, will
fucceed them, and fo on.

As this is ever the cafe, and as every generation

y fol-

bt in any to efta-

is equal in riglits to another, it confequentl
lows, that there cannot be a ri

blifh government by hereditary fucceffion, becaufe
it would be fuppofing itfelf pofieffed of a right fu-

perior to
by its own authority how the world fhall be here-

¢ reft, namely, that of commanding

afier governed, and who fhall govern it. Every

e and geners

nis and muft be (as a matter of
right) as free to af

for itfelf in all cafes, as the
age and generation that preceded it. The vanity
and prefumption of governing beyond the grave
is the moft ridiculous and infolent of all tyrannies.
Man has no property in man, neicher has one ge-
neration a property in the generations that are to
follow.

In the firft parc of Rights of M
of government by heredi

I have fpoken
y fiscceffion; and I will
here clofe the fubject with an extra& from that

work, which frates it under the two following
heads.
« Firft, of the right of any family to eftablifh
jtfelf with hereditary power.
« Secondly,

b ey s
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& Secondly, of the right of a nation to eftablifh 2
particular family.

« With refpeéto the firft of thofe heads, that of
a family eftablifhing

itfelf with hereditary powers
on ifs oWn authority independent of the nation, all
men will concur in calling it defpotifm, and it
would be trefpafiing on their underftanding to at-
tempt to prove it.

« But the fecond head, that of a nation, that is,
of 4 gencration for the time being, eftablithing a
particular family with herec

itary powers, it does
ot prefent itfelf as defpotifm on the firfk reficc-
tion; but if men will permit a fecond refleftion
to take place, and carry that reflection forward,
even but one remove out of their own perfons to
that of their offspring, they will then fee, that he-
reditary fucceffion becomes the fame defpotifim to
others, which the firft perfons reprobated for them~
felves. Tt operates to preclude the confent of the
fucceeding generation, and the preclufion of con-
fent is defpotifin.

« In order to fee this matter more clearly, let us
confider the generation which undertakes to eftab-
lifh & fumily with hereditary powers, feparately
from the generations which are to follow.

« The generation which firft felectsa perfon and
puts him at the head of its government, cither with
the title of king, or any other noniinal diftinétion,
ats its own choice, as a free agene for idfelf, be
that choice wife or foolith, The perfon fo fet up

is

is not hereditary, but feleGted and appointed; and

the generation which fets him up does not liveunder
an hereditary government, but undera government
of its own choice. Were the perfon fo fet up, and
the generation who fets him up, to live for ever, it
never could become hereditary fucceffion, and of
confequence, hereditary fucceffion could only fol-
Jow on the death of the firft parties.

« As therefore hereditary fucceffion is out of the
queftion with refpeét to the firlt gencration, we
have next to confider the charater in which that

generation adls towards the commencing gen
tion, and to all fucceeding ones.

« It affumes a character to which it has neither
right nor tidle; for it changes itfelf from a legifla-
tor to a teftator, and affeéts to make a will and tef-
tament which is to have operation, after the demife
of the makers, to bequeath the government; and
it not only attempts to bequeath, but toeftablith on
the fucceeding generation a new -and different
form of government under which itfelf lived. It
felf; as already obferved, lived not under an here-
ditaty government, but under a government of its
own choices and it now atcempts, by virtue of a
will and teftament, which it has not authority to
make, to take from the commencing generation,
and from all future ones, the right and free agency
by which itfelf acted.

« In whatever light hereditary fucceifion, as
growing out of the will and teftament of fome

former

s iy i ]

1
|

{
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former generation, prefents ifelf, it is both crimi-
nal and abfurd. A cannot make a will to take
from B the property of B, and give it to C;
yet this is the manner in which what is called
hereditary fucceffion by law operates. A certain
generation makes a will, under the form of a law,
to take away the rights of the commencing gene-
tions, and convey

rarion, and of all future genera
thof rights to a third perfon, who afterwa

ds comes
forward, and affumes the government in- confe-
quence of that illicit conveyance.”

h partiament furnifhes

The hiftory of the Eng]
an example of this kind 5 and which merits to be
ateft inftance of legif

recorded, as being the g
tive ignorance and want of principle that is to.be

found in the hiftory of any country. ~ The cafe is
as followsz-a=
The Englifh parliament of 1688 imported a man

and his wife from Holland, /#illiam and Mary, and

made them king an
done this, the faid parlisment made a law to con-

queen of England. Having

vey the government of the country to the heirs of
William and Masy, in the following words, « We,

the lords f ual and temporal, and commons, do,

in the name of the peaple of England, moft hum-
bly and faichfully fubmit ourfelves, our beirs, and pof-
v, their heirs and pofic-

a fubfequent law, ‘as

Zeritics, to William and Mar

for ever.” And
quoted by Edmund Burke, the faid parliament, in

riti

the name of the people of England then living,
binds

5 1o
w L
end of time.

It is not fufficient that we laugh at the ignorance
of fuch law-makers, it is neceffary that we repro-

illiam and Mary, their beirs and pofferities, to the

bate their want of principle. The conftituent af-
fi

d - had done, and affumed

into the fame vi

as

fembly of France

(7
f I

the porliament o
to eftablifh an hereditary fuccellion in the fa
of the Capets, as an act of the conflitution of that

y nation, for the time being, has

mily

afes, muft always be

y hereditary fuccef~

fion is government for another race of people, and
not for itfelf; and as thofe on whom it is to ope-

Fate are not yet in exiftence, or are minors, fo nei-

to fet it up for them,

s the right in exifte

and to affume fuch a right is treafon againft the
right of poftericy.

1 here clofe the arguments on the firft head, that
of government by hereditary fucceffion; and pro-
ceed to the fecond, that of government by ele@ion

and reprefenation; or, as it may be concifely ex-
prefled, reprefentative government in contra-dif-

tintion to beredita

y government,

Reafoning by exclufion, if bereditary govern-
ment has not a right to exift, and that it has not is
proveable, reprefentative government is admicted of
courfe.

In

41608774
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In contemplating government by election and
seprefentation we amufe not ourfelves in enquiring

when or haw, or by what righ

ht it began. Its ori-
gin is everin view. Man is himfelf the origin

ence of the right. It appertains to

of his exiftence, and his perfon is the
title-deed.

he true and or

5 true bafis of repreféctative
Jovernment is equalicy of rights. Every man has
htto o

o  vote, and no moie, in the choice of

reprefentatives. - The rich have no more right to

exclude the poor from the right of voting or of

cleting and being cleted than the poor have to ex-
.

clude the rich; and wherever it is attemy

ion of force, and

eted; or

propofed, on cither fide, it isa quef

not of right. - Who'is he that would exclude ano-=

t €0 exclude him.

That other has a

That which is now called ariftocracy impli

s an
ality of rights 5 but who are the perfons that
it to eftablifh this incquality . Will the
elves 2 Nol Will the poor
exclude themfelves? No! By what right then
can any be excladed 3 It would be a queftion, if

rich -exclude themf

fme it is not only, to affume arbi-
a right to commit rob-
bery:

ower, but to affume

21 )
bery. - Perfonal rights, of which the tight of
voting reprefentaives is one, are a fpecies of pro-

perty of the moft facred kind 5 and he that would

employ his -pecuniary property, or prefume upon
the influence it gives him, to difpoffefs or rob ano
thek of ‘his property of rights, ufes that pecuniary
property as he would ufe fire-arms, and merits to
have it taken from him.

Incquality of sights is created by a combina-
tion in one part of the community to exclude ano-
ther. part from its rights: - Whenever it be made
an article of a conftitution, or a law, that the
right of voting, ‘or'of electing and being cleéted,
fhall appertain exclufively to perfons pofiefling a
certain. quantity of property, be it little or much,
itis a combination of the petfons pofieffing that
quantity, to exclude thofe who do not poffefs the
fime quantity. It is invefting themfelves with
powers as a felf-created part of fociety, to the
exclufion of the reft.

It is always to be taken for granted, that thofe
who oppofe an equality of rights, never mean the
exclufion fhould take place on themfelves; and
in this view of the cafe, pardoning. the vanity of
the thing, ariftocracy is a fubjet of laughter.
“This felf-foothing vanity is encouraged by ariother
idea not lefs felfith, which is, that the oppofers
conceive they are playing a fafe game, in which
there is a chance to gain and none to lofe; that
at any rate the doétrine of equality includes Mer,

D and
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and that if they eannot ger more rights than thofe
whom they oppofe 2nd would exclude, they fhall
not have Jefs,  This opinion has already been fatal
to thoufands whe, not eantented with egwal rights,
have fought more till they loft all, and experienced
in themfelves the degrading incguality they endeas
voured to fix upon others.

In any view of the cafe it is dangerous and im-
poliic, fometimes ridieulous, and always unjult,
¢ make property the-eriterion of the right of
voting. ' If the fum, or value of the property
wupon which the right is to take place be confider-
able, it will exclude 2 majority of the people, and
unite them in a common intereft againft the go-
vernment and againft thofe who fupport it, and
s the power is always with the majority, they
can overtura fuch a government and it fupporters
whenever they pleafe.

If, in order to avoid this danger, a fmall quan-
tity of property be fixed, as the eriterion of the
right, it exhibits liberty in difgrace, by putting it
in competition with accident and infignificance.
When a brood-mare fhall forcunately produce a
foal or a mule, that by being worth the fum in
queftion, fhall convey to its owner the right of
voting, or by its death take it from him, in who;
does the origin of fuch a right &xiff? Is it in the
man,’or in the mule? When we confider how

y ways property may be acquired withont
merit, and loft without a crime, we ought to
fpurn

(3)

fpurn the idea of making it a criterion of rights.

But the offenfive part of the cafe is, that this
exclufion from the right of voring implics a ftigma
on the moral charaer of the perfuns excluded;
and this is what no parc of the community has 4
right to pronounce upon’ another part, No ex-
ternal circumitance can juftify ic; wealth is no
proof of moral charaéter; nor poverty of the want
of it. Quthe comtyary, wealth is often the pre=
{fumptive evidence of dithanefty; and poverty the
negative evidence of innocence. If therefore pro-
perty, whether littie or much, be made a crites
tion, the means by whicls thae property has been
acquired, ought to be made a criterion alfo.

The only ground upon which- exclufion from
the right of voting is confiften with juftice, would
be to infli& it as a punifhment for a certain time
upon thofe who fliould propofe to take away that
right from others. - The right of voting for re-
prefentatives ig the primary right by which other
rights are protedted. Fo take away this right is
t reduce a man to a flace of favery, for flavery
confifts in being fabject to the will of another, and
he that has not a vore in the election of reprefen-
fatives, is in this cafe.  The propofal therefore to
disfranchife any clafs of men is as criminal as the
propofal to take away property. When we fpeak
of right, we ought always to unite with it the idea
of dutics: right becomes duties by recipracity.
The right which I enjoy becomes my duty to
Buarantee it to another, and he to me; and thofe

who

o3 .,A
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who violate the duty jultly incur a forfeiture of the
right.

In a political view of the cafe, the ftrength and
permanent fecurity of government is in proportion
to the number of people interefted in fupporting it.
The true policy therefore is to intereft the whole
by an equality of rights, for the danger arifes from
exclufions. It is poffible to exclude men from
the right of voting, but it is impofiible to exclude
them from the right of rebelling againt that exclu-
fion; and when all other rights are taken away,
the right of rebellion is made perfect.

‘While men could be perfuaded they had no
rights, or that rights appertained only to a certain
clafs of men, or that government was a thing
exiting in right of itfelf, it was not difficult to
govern them authoritatively. The ignorance in
which they were held, and the fuperftition in which
they were inftructed, furnifhed the means of doing
it; but when the ignorance s gone, and the fuper-
ftition with it; when they perceive the impofition
that has been acted upon them;, when they refleét
that, the cultivator and the manufacturer are the
primary. means of all the wealth that exifts in the
world, beyond what nature fpontaneoufly producess
when they begin to feel their confequence by their
ufefulnefs, and their right as members of fociety,
it is then no longer poffible to govern them as
before. The fraug once deteted cannot be re-

acted

€ 25 )

alteds To attempt it is to- provok
invice:deftrustion.

derifion,_ or

That property will ever be unequal is cercain,
Induftey, fuperiority: of talents, dexterity of m
ment, extreme -frug;

nitics, or the oppofite; o the mean of thofe things,

y,. fortunate opportu-

will ever produce that cfiedt without having re-
courfe to the harfh ill-founding names of avarice
and oppreffion; and befide this, there are fome
men who, though they do not defpife wealdh, will
not ftoop to the drudgery of the means of acquir-
ing it, nor will be troubled with the care of it, be-
yond their wants or their independence; whilftin
others there is an avidity to obtain it by every
means not punithable; it makes the fole bufinefs
of their lives, and they follow it as arreligion, = 2/
that isrequired with refpeét to property is 2 cbtain it
bosefly, and uot emplay it criminally; but. it is always
criminally employzdywhen it is made a criterion for ex-
clufive rights.

In inftitutions that are purcly pecuniary, fuch as
that of a bank or a commerical company, the rights

of the members compofing that company are
wholly created by the property they inveft therein;
and no other rights are reprefented in the govern-
ment of that company, than what arife out of that
property ; neither has that government cognizance
of any thing but property. :

But the cafe is totally different with refped to
the inflizution of civil government, organized on

the

;§‘
:
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the fyftem of ieprefentation. Such a government
has cognizance of every thing and of every man as
2 member of the national fociety, whether he has
property or not; and therefore the principle re-
quires that every niim and every kind of right be
reprefented, of which the right to acquire and to
hold property is but one, and that not of the moft
effential kind.  The proteétion of a man’s perfon
is more facred than the protecion of property;
and befides this, the, faculty of performing any
kind of work or fervice by which he acquires a
livelihood, or maintainis his family, is of the nature
of property. It is property to him; he has ac-
quiredt; andit is as much the object of his pros
teétion, as exterior property, poffefied without that
faculty, can'be the obje of protedtion to ano-
ther perfon.

1 have always believed that the beft fecurity
for property, be it much or litde, is to remove
from cvery part of the community, as far as can

pofiibly be done, every caufe of complaing; and
evety mative to violence; and this can- only be
y of rights. When rights are
fecure, property s fecure in confequence, But

done by an cquali

Wwhen property is‘made a pretence for unequal or
exclufive rights, it weakens the right to hold the
property kes indignation and tuntalt;
it is unnatural to believe that property can be
uré under the guarantee of a fociety injured in
ights by thie influence of that property.

Nest

andpr

ts

€27 )

Next to the injuftice and ill-policy of making
property a pretence for exclufive rights, is-the
wnaccountable abfurdity of giving to mere fmnd
the idea. of property, and annexing fo it certain
tights; for what elfe is a title but found. ~ Narur
is often giving to the world fome extraordinary
men who arrive at fame by meritand univerfal
confent, fuch as Aviftotle, Socrates, Plato, &c.
Thefe-were ‘truly great or noble.  But when go-
vernment fets up a manufaory of nobles; itis as
abfurd, as if fhe undertook to manufature wife
men.  Her wobles are all connterfeits.

“This wax-work order has affumed the name of
ariftocracy; and the difgrace of it would be leffen-
ed if it could be confidered only as childifh imbe-
cility. 'We pardon foppery becaufe of its infig-
nificance, and on the fame ground we might par-
don the foppery of Tides. Buc the origin of
ariftocracy was worfe than foppery. It was rob-
bery. - Tbe firh ariffocrats in all countries were
Srigands. Thofe.of latter times, fycophants.

Tt is very well known that in England, (and the
fame will be found in other countries) the great
landed eftates now held in defeent were plundered
from the quiet inhabitants at the conqueft. The
poffibility did not exift of acquiring fuch eftates
honeftly, If it be afked how they could have been
acquired, no anfwer but that of robbery can be
given. That they were not acquired by trade,
by commerce, by manufaétures, by agriou'turs,

or

s T

Nagoya University Library, , 41608774




e

s

T

or by any ‘reputable employment s certain. How
then: were ~they acquired? Blufh ariftocracy. to
hear your origin, for your progenitors were
Thieves. They were the Robefpierres -and the
Jacobins of that day. When they had committed
the robbery; they endeavoured to lofe: the dif-
arace of ity by finking their real names under
fictions ones,» whichi they called Titles. Itisever
the pradtice of Felons. to. act in::this. manner.
They never pafs by-their real names.

As property honeftly obtained is beft fecured by
an equality of tights, o ill-gotten property. de-
pends for. proteétion-on & monopoly of rights. ‘He
who has robbed another of his property, will next
endeavour to difarm him. of his rights, to fecure
that property; for, when the robber becomes the
legiflator he believes himfelf fecure. ‘Fhat part
of the government of England that is called the
houfe of lords was originally compofed of perfons
who had committed the robbeties of which I.have
been fpeaking. It was an affociation for the pro-
tection of the property they had ftolen.

But befides the criminality of the origin of arif-
tocracy, it bas an injurious eff
phyfical charater of man. Like flavery, it debi-
53 for as the mind, bowed

on the moral and

down by flavery, Tofes in filence its elaftic powers,
1o, in the contrary extreme, when it is buoyed up
by folly, it becomes incapable of exerting them,
and-dwindles into imbecility. It is impoftible that

a mind

t %)
a mitnd employed upor fibbands and itles can gever
be giear. The childiftmefs of the objects’ con<
fumes the man.

Tt is at 1l tidhes neceffiry, and more particularly
f during the progrefs of a revolution, and until
fight ideas confirm  themfelves by habit, that we
frequently refrefhy our patriotifm by reference 9
fitft principles. Tt is by trcing things to their
brigin that we leafr to undettand them;“and it is
by keepirg that line and that ofigin always inview
that we niever forget them.

‘An enquiryinto the origin of rights will derhon-
frate to us that rights ate not gifts' from one mar
£ another, nor from otle clafs of men to anothier ;
For who is he who cotld be the firft giver, or by
what prificiple, or on what authority, could he pof
fefs thie wight of giving? * A declaration of rights
is not a réation of them, nor  donation of them:
Tt is a manifeft of the principle by whicli they exift,
followed By a detail of what the rights are; for
every civil right has 4 nattral right for ity founda~
tion, and it includes the principle of a'feciprocal

guarantec of thofe rights from man to man.  AS
therefore it is impoffible to difcover any origin of
rights otherwife than in'the origin of man, it con-
fequently follows, that rights appertain to man in
fight of his exiftence only; and muft therefore be
equal to every man. The principlé-of an eguality
of rights is cléar and fimple;  Everyman can un+

derftand it, ‘and ivis by underftanding his rights
5 that
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that be learns his duties; for where the rights of
men dre equal, every man muft finally fec the ne-
ceflity of protecting the rights of others as the moft
effeétual fecurity for his own. But if in the for-
mation of a conftitution we depart from the prin=
ciple of equal rights, or acempt any modification
of it, we plunge into a labyrinth of difficulsies
from which there is no way out but by retreating.

Whereare we to fop?  Or by what principle are
we:to find out the point to ftop at, that fhall diferi-
minate between men of the fame councry, part of
whom fhall be free, and the reft not? If property

is to be made the criterion, it is a total departure
from every moral principle of libesty;*becaufe it
is attaching rights to_mere matter, and making
man the agent of that mauer. It is moreover

holding up property as an apple of difcord, and

not only exciting but jultifying war againft it; for
I maintain the principle, that when property is

ufed as an inftrument to take away the rights of
thofe who may happen not poficfs property, it is

ufed to an anlawful purpofe, as fire-arms would

be in a fimilar cafe.

Ina flate of nature all men are equal in rights,
but they are not equal in power; the weak cannot
prote& himfelf againft the ftrong. This being
slie cafey the inftitution of civil fociety is for the
plirpof of making an equalization of powers that
fhall be parrallel to, and a guarantee of the equa~
Jity of rights; . The laws of a country when pro-
: p perly

¢ 3 )

perly contrufied apply to this purpofe. Every
man takes the arm of the law for his protection as
morg ¢feGual than his own; and therefore every
man has an equal right in the formation of the go=
vernment sod of the laws by which he is to be
governed and judged. In extenfive countrics and
focieties, fuch as America and France, this right;
in the individual can only be exercifed by delaga-
tion, that is, by ¢lection and reprefentation; and
hence it is that the infticuti@h-of reprefentative’ go-
yernment arifes.

Hitherto I have confined myfelf to matcers of
pringiple only. Firfk, thac hereditary government
has not a right o exift; thac ic cannor be efta-
Llithed or any principle of right; and that it is
a violasion of all principle. Secondly, that govern=
ment by eletion and reprefentation has. its origin
in the nagural and eternal rights of mian; for whe-
ther 2 man behis own law-giver, as he would be in
4 ftate of nature; or whether he exercifes his por-
tion of Jegiflative fovereigney in his own perfon;
3smighg be the cafe in fmail democraties where all
sould affemble for the formation of the laws by
by which they were to oe governed; or whether
he exercifes itin the choice of perfons to reprefent
him in 2 national affembly of reprefentatives, the
origin of the right is the fame in all cafts.  The
firt, as is before obferved, is defective in power;
she fegond, is practicable only in democracies of

small
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fmall extent; the third is the greateft feale upon
which human government can be inftituted.

Next to mateers of principle, are matters. of
apinion, and it is neceflary to diftinguifh between
the two. . Whether the rights of men fhall be
equal is not a matter of opinion but of right; and
confequently. of principle; for men do not hold
their rights as grants from each other, but each
one in right of him@lf, Society is the guardian
but not the giver, And as in extenfive focieties,
fuch as America and France, the right of the indi«
vidual, in matters of govérament, cannot be €x-
ercifed but by eleétion and reprefentation; it con-
fequently follows, that the only fyftem of govern-
ment, confiftent wich principle, where fimple de=
mocracy is impracicable, is the reprefentative
fyftem. Butas to the organical part, or the man-
ner in which the feveral parts of government fhall
be arranged and compofed, it is altogether matter
of apinion. It is neceffary that all the parts be
conformable with the prirnciple of equal rights; and
fo long as this principle be religioufly adhered to,
no yery material error can take place, neither can
any error continue long in that. part that falls®
within the province of opinion,

Inall matters of opinion, the focial compact,
or the principle by which focicty is held together,
requires that the -majority. of opinions becomes
the rule for the whole, and that the minority
yields practical obedience thereto. This is per-
= fe&tly

feftly conformable to ‘the principle- of equal
zights; for, in-the first place, every man hasa
ight to gi

e apinion, but no man has a right
that his opinion should govern. the rest. In' the
second place; it is not supposed. to be known
before-hand on which side of any question, whe-

ther for or against, any man’s opinion will fall
He may happen to be in a majority upen some
questions, and in a minority upon others ; and
by the same rule that he expeéls obedience in
the one case, he must yield it in' the othér. + All
the disorders that have arisen in France during
the progress of the revolution have had' their
origin, not in the principle. of equal rights, but in
the violation of that principle. The principle
of equal rights has been repeatedly violated, and
that not by the majority, but by the mirnority,

and that minority has been composed of men possessing
property; as well as of men without property; pro-
prerty therefore, even upon the experience already bad,
is 0 more a criterion of charagder than it is of rights.
It will sometimes happen that the minority-are
right, and the majority’ are wrong, but as soon
as experience proves this to be the case, the
minority will increase to a majority, and the
error will reform itself by the tranquil opera®
tion of freedom of opinion and equality of fights
Nothing therefore can justify an”insurreetion,
neither can it ever be necessary, Where rights
are equal and opinions free.

Taking

e

Rl

41608774
Nagoya University Library, , 41608774



e

=

TR T T

£ )

Taking then the principle of equal rights as
the foundation of the revolution, and conses
quently of the constitution, the organical part,
or the manper in which the several parts of the
government shall be arranged in the constitution,
will, as is already said, fall within the province of
opinion.

Various methods will present themselvesupon
2 question of this kind, and though experience
is: yer wanting to determine which is the best,

it has, } think, sufficiently decided which is the »

worst, -That is the worst, which in its delibera.
tions and decisons is subject to the pregipitancy
and- passion of ‘an individual; “and when' the
whole legislature is erowded into one body, it is
an dndividual in-mass, In all cases of delibera~
tion it is necessary to have ‘a corps of reserve,
and it would be better to divide the representa-
tion by lot into two parts, and let them revise
and correct each other, than that the whole should
fit together and debate at once.

Rep ive g is not il
confined to any one particular form, The principle
is the same in all the forms.under which it can
be aranged. The cqual rights of the people
is the root from which the whole springs, and
the branches may be arranged as present opi-
nion or future experience shall best direct,  As
to that baspital of incurables (as Chesterficld calls
it) the British house of peers, it is an excressence

¢35 )

growing out of corruption ; and theré isno mote
affinity of resemblance between any of the
branches of a legislative body originating  from
therights of the people, and the aforesaid bouse
of peers, than between a regular membet of the
human body and an ulcerated wen:

As to that part of government that is call-
ed the exeautive; it is necessary in the first place
to fix a precise nieaning to the word.

There are but two divisions into which power
can be atranged, - First, that of ‘willing or de-
creeing the Jaws; secondly,  that of executing,
or putting them in practicé. - The former cors
responds to the intellectual faculties of the hus
man mind, which reasons and determines what
shall be done; the second, to the mechanical
powers of the human body, that puts that deter-
mination into pratice. ~ If the former decides;
and the latter does not perform, it is a state of
imbecility; and if the latter-a@ts without the
pre-determination of the former, it is a state of
lunacy. The exécutive department therefore

~is official, and is subordinate to the legislative, as
the body is to the mind in a state of health; for
it is impossible to conceive the idea of two sove-
reighties, a sovercignty to wif, and a sovereignty
o a?.  The executive is not invested with th
power of delibetating whether it shall a& or
@ot; it has no discretionary authority in the
case; for it can o we otker sbing that what
the

k-,w& i oy S - 8 TR
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the laws decrae; and it is obliged fo-det coi
formably thereto; and in this view of the case;
the "executive is* made up of all the offi 1
departments that execute the. laws, of which,
that which is called the judiciary is the chief.
But mankind have ‘conceived an idea that
fomie kind of autbarity s necessdry to fuperintend
‘the execution of ‘the laws, and to see that they
are faithfully performed and tis by confounding
this superintending authority with the official
execution, that wé get embarrdssed about the
term executive powdera-—All the parts in the go-
vernments of the united states of America that
are called the THEEXECUTIVE; are no other’
than authorities to superintend the execution of
the laws; and they are so far independent of
the legislative, that they know the legislative
only through the laws, and cannot be controul-
ed or directed by it through any other mediui:
In what manner this superintending authority
shall be appointed or composed, is a matter that
falls within the province of opinion: « Some may
prefer one method and some artothers and in alk
cases, where opinion only and mot prirciple is
concerned; the majority-of opinions forms the
rule for all.  There are’ however some-things
deducible from reason, and. evinc ed by experi-
‘ence, that serve to'guide our.decision upon the
case. The one is, never to mveft-any individual®
with extraotdinary power; for besides his being
*  tempted

(1889723)

tempted to misuse it, it will excite contention
and. commotion in the nation for the office.
Secondly, never to invelt power long in the
hands of any number of individuals. The in-
conveniences that may be supposed to accom-
pany frequent changes, are less, to, be feared
than the danger that a
nuance.

from long conti:

I shall conelude this discourse with offering
some observations on the means of pren‘rvia”:
liberty; forit is not only necessary that we rﬂ::
blish it, but that we preserve it.

Itis, in the first place, necessary that we dis-
tinguish between the means made use of to
overthrow despotism, in order to prepare the
way for the establishment of liberty, and the
ans to be use :
thrown.

after the despotism is over-

; The means made use of in the first case are
Jusxfﬁcnl by necessity. Those means are in gen
ral insurre@ions; for whilst the established go-
vernment of despoti 1

n continues in any country

itis scarcely pos
be used. It is a

any other means can
so certain that in the o
mencement of a revolution, the revolution
party permit to themselve:

of po regulated m
by principle, which we to cou-
tinue; liberty would never d, or if
established would soon. be overthrown. It is
never

E
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never to be expected in a revolution that every
man is to change his opinion at the same mo-

~ment. There never yet was any truth or any

principle so irresistibly obvious, that all men be-
lieved it at once. Time and reason must co-
operate with each other to the final establish-
ment of any principle; and therefore those who
may happen to be first convinced have no right
to persecute others, on whom conviction ope-
rates more slowly. The moral principle of re-
volutions is to instruct ; not to destroy.

Had a constitution been established two years
ago (as ought to have been done] the violences
that have since desolated France, and injured
the character of the revolution, would, in my
opinion, have been prevented. The nation
would then have had a bond of union, and every
individual would haye known the line of con-
duct he was to follow, But instead of this, a
revolutionary government, a thing without either
principle or authority, was substituted in its
place; virtue and crime dependéd upon acci-
dent; and that which was patriotism’ one ddy
became treason the next: All these things have
followed from the want of a constitution; for it
is the nature and intention of ‘a constitution to
prevent governing by party, by €stablishing a com-
le that shall limit and controul the
power and impulse of party, and that says to all
partics. THUS FAR SHALT THOU GO AND NO

FARTHER.

AfEc39)

FARTHER. Butin the absence of a constitu-
tion men look entirely to party; and.instead of
principle governing party, party governs prin-
ciple.

An avidity to punish is always dangerous to
liberty. It leads men to stretch; to misinter-
pret, and to misapply even the best of laws.
He that would make his own liberty secure,
must guard even his enemy from oppression ;
for if he violates this duty, he establishes a pre-
cedent that will reach to himself.

THOMAS PAINE

SPEECH

2vereche K
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SPEECH
THOMAS PAILN E,
As delivered in the Convention July 7, 175+

Wherein he alludes to the preceding Work.

st 5

3

ON the motion of Lauthenas, ¢ That permiffion be granted e
5 Tiomas Faing 10 delivee s fntments . it
of Rights and the Conftitution, Thomas Paine afcended the

Tribuse and no oppolition being made to the motion, one of
the Secretaries, who ftood by M. lum e Speech, of
which the following is a literal tranflation :

Citizens,

The effedts of a mali o fever,with which [ wasaf-
fiicted during a rigorous confinement in the Luxembourg, have
thus long prevented me from nuzndmg at my poft in the bofom
of the Convention, and the magnitade of the fubjet under dif-
cuffion, and no other confideration on carth, could induce me

T

e vicifitudes I have experienced, and the
eritical fituations in which I have been placed in confequence
of the Fr

7 il s cht rehitads of ol pm\(iplu hieh tava
uniformly influenced my condudt
In England I was proferibed for having vindicated the French
Rcmmmn, and I tave fufiered 2 rigorons imprifonment in
Duri

the toth Thecasidor,. 1 ought, howetsr, t fae, thet | ¥ao ;
3 not perfecuted by the ool it oF Bdgtand or of France.
= The proceedings in both Gt the effe@s of el 1
potifm exifting in their refpedtive governments.  But, even if
my perfecusion had ongmmd in the people at large, my pn.\.
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ciples and condu& would fill have remained the fame. Prin-
ciples which are influenced and fubje to the controul of ty-
ranny have not their foundation in thehare

A fow days ago]l tranfmited 0 you, by the ordinary mode
of diftribution, 2 fhore Treatife, entitled < Differuation on
the Firft Principles oF Governmythc” ‘This itle work 1 did
intend to have dedicatcd.to the Peaple of Hollund, who, about

time I began to write it, were determined to accomplih a
Revolutionio their Government,—rather than o th People of
France, who had long before effeéted that glorious objett.
But there are, in the Conftitution which is about to be ratifie
by the Convention, certain articles, and in the report which
preceded it, certain points, fo repugnant to reafon, and incom-
patible with the true principles of Liberty, as to render this
"Treatife, drawn up for another purpofe, applicable to the pre-
fent occafion, and under  this impreffion I prefumed to fubmic
it to your confideration.

I there be faults in- the Conflitution, it were better to ex-

e them now, than to abide the event of thei mifchievous
st ency; for certainitis, thatthe plan of the Conftitation which
has been prefented to you is ot confiftent with the grand ob-
je@ of the Revolution, nor songeaial to the entiments of the
individuals who accomplifhie

To deprive half the pmw in a nation of theif rights as
citizens, is an eafy matter in theory or on paper; but it

ft dangerous experiment, and rarely pradticable in the exc-
cution,

1 fhall now proceed to the obfervations 1 have to offer
this important fubje€t; and I pledge myfelf that they fall be
neither numerous nor diffufive

n my apprehenfion, a Confticution embraces two diffindt
partsarobjedl, the Princpl andthe Poaclie; and it ot oo ly

it oy o h rmmp Now I main-

tain, that the converfe of this propofition is the cafe in the

planof Bty dir el A el o
t1ca STate of Citizens, (v. Trrie L.

“ Every man bom and reide
esty-one years of age, has infc
Hepior ofubin Disions et whoIa |
year on the territory of the Republic, e > pays
758 conisiin: whdtfocver; seal o pesfooat; W 3 Foench
Citizen.”
T might here. atk, if thofe only who come under the
vare o b confidered-us Cititens, What debgnaton
do

efer

(S

do you mean to give the reft of the people? I allude to that
portion of the people on whom the principal part o the lsboue
falls, and on v«*xum the w t of indirect taxation will in the
event chiefly In_the firactare of the focial fabri, this
I of peoghe e inkaisely fuperior to
whofe only qualification s their wealth or ts
For-what is trade without merchants? What is land without
cultivation? And what s the produce of the land without manu-
facturers? But to retarn to t
In the firft place, this arti W
458 32365 ol tie Diclaration of Righes whick pxdec the
Conflitutional A,
he firt article of the Declaration of Rigl
« "The end of Iociety i the puble good s and the inftution
of vvovummeat s to fecure to every iudividual the eajoyment

of the Confitution to which I have juft ad-
verted pv()p')ﬁs as the objet of fociety, not the public good,
or inother words, the good of all, but a parsial good, or the
good only of h/, 3 and the Conflitution provide:
I\N‘ rw hts of this few, to the exclufion of the man
¢ fecond article of the Declaration of Rights fays:—
% '1 e Rights of Man in fociety are Liberty, E q\umv Se-

folely for

dency to eftablifh the convese of this pofition,
perfons excluded by this jnegeality can neither
liberty, nor fecurity againit oppreflion. They are configned
woully to the caprice and yranny of the rel.

"Tlie third article of the Declaration of Rights fays:

« Liberty conffs n fuch adts o volition, a3 are not injurious
10 others.”

But the article of the Conftitution, on which I have obferved,
breaks down this barrier. It enables the liberty of one p
of fociety to deftry the freedom of the other.

Having thus pointed out the ncy of this article to
the Declaration of Rights, pmn:cd t0 comment on that
part of the fame article which makes a diret contribution a
neceffary qualification to the right of citizenfhip.

modem refinement on the objedt of publ
divided the taxes or contributions into two claffes
and the indires?, without being able to define precifely the g
tinction, or difference between them, becaufe the effedt of both
is the fame.

Thofe are defignated indireft taxes which fall upon the con-
famers of certain articles, on which the tax is impofe
caule the tax being incladed in the price, the confumer pays

otice of

revenue 1-

The
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The fime obfervation is applicable to the territorial tax.
The land propiietors, in order to reimburfe themiclyes, will
rack-rent their tenants: the farmer, of courfe, will transfer
the obligation 1o the miller, by enhancing the price of grain ;
the millers to the baker, by increafing the price ot flour; and
the baker to the confumer, by raifing the price of bread. The
territorial tx, thercfore, though called diredt, is in it con-
fequences indiredt. 4

*Fo this tax the land proprietor contributes only in propor-
tion o the quantity of bread and other p ovifions that are con-
fumed in his own family. The deficit is furnithed by the great
‘mais of the community, which comprehends every individual of
the nation.

From the logical diftinétion between the dire@ and indire@t
taxation fome emolument may refult, 1 allow, to auditors of

blic accounts, &c. but to the peopleat large I deny thatfuch
2 diftinélion {which by the by is without a difference) can be
produtive of any practical beneft. It ought nat, therefore, to
be admitced as a principle in the confitation,

Befides this- objeetion, the provifion in quefion does not
affctt to define, fecure, o eflablifh the right of citizenhip. It
configns 1o the caprice or_difcretion of the legiflawure the
power of pronguncing who fhall, or hall not, exercite the func-
tions of acitizen 3 and this may be done efie€tually, either b

1, according to the felfifh
+, or by the mode of colletting the
taxes fo impofed. Neither a tenant who occupies an extenfive
farm, nor a merchant or manufaurer, who may have embarked
2 large eapital in their refpedtive purfuits, can eves, according
Tothis fyltea, attain the preemption of acitizen. On the other
d, any upitart, who has, by fucceflion or management, got
poflefion of a few acres of land, or a miferable tenement, may
&xultingly exercife the funétions of  citizen, aithough perhaps
e neither pofiefes a hundredth part of thé worth or property
of 2 fimple mechanic, nor contributes in any proportion to the
exigencies of the fate. 3

"Fhe contempt in which the old government held mereantile
purfuits, and the obloquy that attached on merchants and ma
P afacturers, contributed nota little to its embarrafiments, and
it eventual fubverfion ; and, ftrange to tell. though the mif-
chieh arifing from this mode of condudl are fo obvious, yet an
aticle is propofed for your ad
dency to reftore a defeét inherent in the monarchy. .

1 fhail now proceed. to the fecond kamok of the fame title,
with which 1 fhall conclude my remarke.

el Articie fy, « Every French foldicr, who fall
Hase ferved one or more campaigns in the caufe of Liberty, is

e

(S

deemed a citizen of the Republic, withoot any refpeét or re+
ference to other qualifications.”

Tt thould feem, thatin this Article, the Committee were de-
firous of extricating themfelves from & dilemma into which they
had been plunged by the preceding article. When men depart
from an citabiithed principic, they are compelled to refort to
trick and fubterfuge, always Mifting their means (o preferve
the unity of their objects ; and as it rarely happens that the
firtt expedient makes amends for the proftitution of principle,
they mutt cailin aid a fecond of a more flagrant nature to fup-
ply the deficiency of the former. In this manner legiflators go
o, accumulating error upon error, and artifice upon artifice,
until the mass becomes fo bulky and incongruoussand their em-
barraffment fo defperate, that they are compelied, as their laft
éxpedient, to refort to the very principle they had violated.—
The Committee were precifely in this predicament, when they
framed this article 3 and to me, I confels, their conduct appears
fpecious rather than efficacious.

was ot for himfelf alone, but for his family, that the
French citizen; at the dawn of the Revolution (for then indeed
ery man was confidered  citizen) marched foldier-like to the
frontes, and repeled  oreign invaon. He had i ot o iy
contemplation, that he fhould enjoy liberty for the ref
his earshly carcer, and by his own a@t preclude his offspring
from that ineftimable biefing. No! He wifhed to leave itas
an inheritance to his children, and that they might hand it
down to their latelt pofterity. 1f a Frenchman, who united in
his perfon the charadler of 3 Soldier and a Citizen, was now to
retarn from the army to his peaceful habitation, he muft addrefs
his fmall family in this manner :

< Sorry [ am, that I cannot leave to you a fmall portion of
what [ have acquired by expofing my perfon to the ferocity
of our enemies, and defeating their machinations. I have el
tablifhed the Republic, and, painful the reflection, all t
rels I have won in the field are blatted, and all the privileges
towhich my excrtions have entitled me, extend not beyond the

eriod of my own exifience!” ‘Thus the meafore that has been
adopted by way of fubterfuge, falls fhort of what the framers
of it fpeculated upor in conciliating the affections of the
Soldier, they have fubjefted the Farber to the moft pungent fen-
fations, by obliging him to adopt a generation of Slaves.

" Citigens, a great deal has been urged refpe@ting infurrec-
tions. I am confident no man has a greater abhorrence of
them than myfelf, and I am forry that any infinuations fould
have been thrown out upon me as a promoter of violence of
any kind. The whole tenor of my life and coavesfation gives
the

T
3

N
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the lie to thofe calumnies, and proves metobe a friend to ordes,
truth and juttice. v
"I hope you will atiribute this cfiafioh of my fentiments,
‘my anxiety for the honor and fuccels of the revolution, T
Sovereft diftin from that which has a tendency (o me-
i i The revolution, as far as it

nify. But with refpedt to the fubject under confideration, L
could not refrain from declaring my fentiments. ¥
In my opinion, if you fubvert the bafis of the Revolution,
if you difpenfe with principles, and fubftitute expedients, you
ill extingui enthufiafin and e ich have hitherto
Revolution; and you will fubfti-
_ tute in its place nothing buta cold indifference and {elf-intereft,
which will again degenerate into intrigue, cunning and effemi-

nacy.

gm to difcard all confiderations of a perfonal and fubordi-
nate mature, it is effential to the well-being of the Republic,
that the pradtical or organic part of the Conflitution fhoul
correfpond with its principles ; i

that has been grc\'n\ud 10 you,
it thould. be fubmitted o the revifion of
1d be infrufted.to compare it il
s, in order to aleertain the difference be-
o make fuch alterations as fhall render
confiftent and compatible with each other,

3 41608774
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