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'MOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
- UNITED STATES.

SATURDAY; arxiL 30, 1796.

0 the motion to agree to the following Refolution, viz. Refolved, That it is ex-
pedient to paf the Laws néceffary to carry into effelt the ’hutyhtdy con-
cluded between thie United States and the King of Great Britain.

The AYES and NOES are as follow.

mjwm Mafachufetts.
Mcffrs Ames, Bradbury, D, Pofter, Good- Meffrs W. Lyman, Dearborn, Varnam.
lme,l.conard,s.!.ymn,lqed,&dg- ?ermoat Mr. Ifracl Smith. -

wick, Thatcher, Wadiworth. | New-York. :
Fermont. Mr.Buck. = Me} Hzthom,ﬂmu.m
: New- Hamhire. Pernfylvanis.
2rfrs A. Folter, Gilman, J. &mth- Mcffrs Baird, Gallatin, Heifter, Maclay,
2fJrs Boyrn, Malbore. : Hzrﬂaal. Mr. Sprigg.
Connedicnt. - Kentuchey.
Mcffrs Coit, Goodrich, Grifwold, Hill-  Meffrs Greenup, Orr. o
houic, N. Smith, Swift, Tracy. Virginia.
Newp-Jork. 7 Meffrs Brent, Cabell, Chbome, Clop-
Meffrs Balley, Coapes, Gilbert, Glen, ton, Coles, Giles, Harrifon; Heath, Jack-
Van Alen, Van Caﬂandt, Wi!}hm. - fon, Madifoa, Moore, New, Nicholas, Page,
: ezo-Yerfey. Parker, Prefion, 'Rutherford, Veaable,
Meffrs Wn, ‘Kitchell, L Smith, - ~ Morth-Carclina. :
Thompfon. - Meffrs Blount, Bryan, Burgefs,Franklin,
Pennfylvenia. Gillefpic, Holland, Locke, Macou, Tatom,
Af:frs Gregg, Hartley, Kistera, Muhlen- Wik
berg, Richarts, Sitgreaves, Thomas. . >Sowth-Carelina:
Maryland S Meffrs Benton, Eule, Hampton.

MejJrs Chriftie, Crabd, Dent, Hindman, o
Murray, 8. Smith. | . Miefrs Ba!dwm.lﬁnedge- 8
Firginic. Mr. Hancock. :
North-Carolina. Mr. Groves
Scwth-Carviina.
M-jrs Harper, W. Smith. i 1

The following a-e the Refo'ntions meved by Ar. Blount of North Caroline, in the Houfe
Reprefentatives of the United States, April 6 ; refered to in Mr. Amess Speech.

Refo'ved, That it being declared by the fecond feQion of the fecond article of the
Coaflitution, * That thc Prefident fhall have power, by and with the advice and con-
fent of the Senate, to make Treaties, provided two thirds of the Senators prefeat coa-
cur, the Houfe of Reprefentatives do not claim any agency in making Treatics ; but
that when a Treaty fipulates regulations on any of the fubjeéts fubmitted tvy the
Conftitution to the power of Congrefs, it muft dcpend for its execution, as to fuch
fipulations, oa a law or laws to be pafled by Congrefs, and it is the conftitutioaal right
and duty of the Houfe of Reprefentatives, in all fuch cafes, to deliberate on the exper
diency or ipexpedicncy of carrying fuch Treaty into cffe&, and to determide and a&
thereon, as in thejr judgment may be moft conducive to the. public good.

Ref@ved, That it is not neceflary to the propricty of any application from this
Houfc to the Exccutive for information defired by them, and which.may relate to any
Conftitutional fun&ions of the Houfe, that the purpofes for which fuch information
may be wanted, or to which the ume may be apphcd, thould be Rtated ia the applica
.IC!!.
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ENTERTAIN the hope, perhaps
_.arafh one, that my ftrength will
sia-ipd hold me out to fpeak a few ni-
Y ¢ nutes. SR

In my judgment, a right de-
cifion will depend more on the
temper and manner with which
we may prevail upon ourfelves to conteruplate the
fubjett, than upon the developement of any pro-
found political principles, or any remarkable fkill
in the application of them.---If we could fucceed
to neutralize our inclinations, we fhould find. lefs
difficulty than we have to apprehend in furmount-
ing all our objections.

THE {uggeftion, a few days ago, that the houfe
manifefted {ymptoms of heat and irritation, was
made and retorted as if the charge ought te.create
{urprife, and would convey reproach. Let us be
more juft to ourfelves, and to the occafion.. " Let
us not affect to deny the exiftence and the intruf-
on of fome portion of prejudice and feeling - into
the debate, when fro:n the very ftructure ot our na-
ture we ought to anticipate the circumitance as -a
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probabdnty, and when we are admom{hcd by the
evidence of our fenfes that it isa fad.

How can we make profeffions for ourfelves, and
offer exhortations to the houfe, that no influence
fhould be felt but that of duty, and no guide ref-
peéted but that of the under‘hnam'*, while the
peal to rally every pafiion of man 1s continually
ringiog Hour €arf.. - . ‘

Ovur underftandings have been adaref' ed, it 1s
true, agd with ability voald effed s busg, I demand
kas any corner of the heart been left uqetplored :
It has been ranfacked to find auxiliary arguments,-
#1id, when that attempt failed, to avbaken the fen-
fibilities that would require nome. ---iycry preju-
dice-and feeling has been fammonad: & fiften “to
fome peculiar fhle of addrefs ; and - yct We feem
to believe, and to confider a doubt.as™” 4y affromt,

that we are ﬁranoers t0. any influcnce buf that of
unbnaifed reafon, . -

It would be ftrange - that i fubje@ which has
toufed in turn -all the- paffions o{ the ccuntry,
thould be difcufled without the interference of a-
ny of our own. We are men, and therefore not
exempt from thofe pa{ﬁcns--.us citizens and repre-
fentatives, we fecl the inmtereft that muft excite
them. The hazard of great interefts cannot fail
to agitate ftrong r paffions :* we are not difinterefted
---1t 1§ 1mpoﬂible we fhould be difpafiionate. The
warmth of fuch fcelings may becloud the judg-
ment, and, for a time, pervert the underitanding.
But the pubhc fenfibility, and our own, has fharp-
ened the fpirit of inquiry, and given an animation
to the, debate.  The public attention has been
quxckened to murk the progrefs of the difcuflion,
and its judgment, often hafty and erroneous on {irit
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impreffians, has become folid amd enlightened az
laft Our refult will, I hope, on that accourt, be
the fafer and more mature, as w ell as more acg ord
ant with that of the nation. The onLy conftant
agents in political affairs are the paffions of men.
Shall we complain of our nature—hall we fay that
man ought to have been made otherwife. It is
right already, becaufe HE from whom we derive
our nature ordained it fo-—and becaufe thus made
and thus alting, the caufe of truth apd the. pubhf
good is the more furely promoted. -

But an attempt has een made to produce ap
influence of a nature more ftubborn, and more
unfriendly to truth. = It is very unfairly pretended
that the conftitutional right of this heufe is at
ftake, and to be afferted and prefervcd only by p
vote in the negative. 'We hear it faid thaf this isa
ftruggle for liberty, a manly refiftance againft the
defign to’ nullify this affembly, and. to make ita
cypher in the government. That the Prefident
and Senate, the numerous meetings in the cities,
and the influence of the general alarm of the coun-
try are the agents and inftruments of a fcheme of
coercion and terror; to force the Treaty down our
throats, though we loath it, and in {pite of the
clearelt convictions of duty and confcisnce.

IT is neceffary to paufe here and enquire, whe-
ther {uggeftions of this kind be not unfair in their
very texture and fabric, and pernicious in all their
influences : They oppofe an obftacle in the path
of enquiry, not fimply difcouraging, but abfolutely
infurmountable. They will not yield to argument
for, as they were not rcaloned up, they cannot h'*
res 1foned down. They are higher than a Chinele

xallin truth’s way, and built of materials that are

B.
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indeftrutible.  While this remains, it is vain to
fay to this mountain, be thou caft into the fea.
¥or, I afk of the men ot knowledge of the world,
whether they would not hold him for a blockhead
that thould hope to prevail in an argument whofe
fcope and obje itis to mortify the {elf-love of the
expelted profelyte ? Tafk further, when fuch at-
tempts have been made, have they not failed of
fuccefs ? The indignant heart repels a convic-
tion that is believed to debale it.

THE felf love of an individual 1s not warmer
in its fenfe, nor more conftant in its action, than
what is called in French, L’Efprit de Corps, or the
felf love of an aflembly; that jealous afetion
which a body of men is 2lways found to bear to-
wards its own prerogatives and power. 1 will not
condemn this pafion. Why fhould we urge an
unmeaning cenfure, or yield to groutdlefs fears
that truth and duty will be abandoned, becaufe
men in a public aflembly are {till men, and feel
that {pirit of corps which is one of the laws of their
nature ! Still lefs fhould we defpond or complain,
if we refle€t that this very {pirit is a guardian in-
ftin& that watches over the life of this affembly.
It cherithes the principle of felf prefervation—
and without its exiftence, and its exiftence with all
the ftrength we fee it poflefs, the privileges of the
reprefentatives of the pecple, and mediately the
liberty of the people would not be guarded, as
they are, with a vigilance that never {leeps, and an
unrelaxing conftancy and courage.

Ir the confequences moft unfairly attributed to
the vote in the affirmative were not chimerical,
and worfe, for they are deceptive, 1 fhould think
it a reproach to be found even moderate in my
zeal to aflert the conftitutional powers of thig
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afembly, and wlenever they fhall be in real
danger, the prefent occafion atfords proof that
there will be no want of advocates and champions,

InpesD fo promypt are thefe feelings, and when
once roufed, fo difficult to pacity, that :f we couid
prove the alarm was groundles, the prejudice
againlt the appropriations may remain on the
rnnd and it may even pafs for an act of prudence
and (‘uty to negat;ve a meafure which was lately
believed by ourfelves, and may hereafter be mif-
conceived by others to encroach upon the powers
of the houfe. Principles that bear a remote afine
1ty with ufurpation on thofe powers will be reject-
cd, not merely as errors, but as wrongs. Our
fenfibilities will fhrink fron: a polt where it is pol-
fible they may be wounded and be inflamed by the
flichteft {ufpicion of an affault.

WHiLE thele prepofleflions remain, al! argu.
ment is ufelefs ; it may be heard with the ceremo-
ny of attention, and laviih 1ts own refources, and
the patience 1t wearies to no manner of purpole.
The ears may be open, but the mind will remain
locked up, and every pals to the underitanding
guarded.

UxiEess therefore this jealous and repulﬁvc
fear for the rights of the houfe can be allayed, I
will not afk an hcamg

[ caxwoT prefs this topic too far—I cannot ad-
addrefs mvlelf with too much emphafis to the
magnanimity and candor of thofe who fit ke re, to
iuipt.& their own feelings, and while they do,
examine the grounds of their alarm. I repe'lt 1t
we muit conquer our perfuafion that this body
kas an intereft in one fide of the quettion more
than the other, before we atiempt to {urmcunt
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our objeCtions.  On moeit fubjects, and folemit
ones too, perhaps in the moft folemn of all, we
form our creed more from inclination than evi-
<ence.

Let me expoftulate with gentlemen to admit,
1f it be only by way of prnoﬁvon, and for a mo-
ment, that 1t is barely poffible they have yiclded
*00 fuddenly to their alarins for the powers of this
houfe,~that the addrefies which have been made
with fach variety of forms, and with fo great dex-
terity in fome ot them, to all thatis prejudice and:
paflion in the heart, are either the effells or the
mftruments of artifice and deception, and then let
them fec-the fubje® once more 1n its finglenefs and
tmplicity.

It will be impoffible, on taking a fair review of
the fubjedt, to jultily the p'iﬁlonate appeals that
have been made to us to ftruggle for our liberties
and rights, and the {olemn exhortations to rejelt
the propofition faid to be concealed in that on your
table, to furrender them forcver. 1In Ipite of this
nock folemnity, 1 demand, if the houfe will not
concur in the meafure to cxecute the Treaty, what
other courfe fhali we take? How many ways of
proceeding lie open betore uz ?

In the nature of things, there are but three---
we are either to make the Treaty—to obferve it---
or break it. It would be abfurd to fay, we will do
neither. If I may repcat a phrafe already fo much
abufed, we are under csercion to do one of them,
and we have no power, by the exercife of our dit
cretion, to prevent the confequences of a choice

By refuﬁno' to act, we chute. The Treaty wil
be broken and fall to the ground. Where is the
fitnefs then of replying to thofe who urge upen the
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houfe the topics of duty and policy, that they at-
tempt to ferce the treaty down, and to compel this
affembly to renounce its difcretion, and to degrade
itfelf to the rank of a blind and pafiive inftrument
in the hands of the Treaty making power. In cafe
we reje&t the apprepriation, we do not {fecure any
greater liberty of altion, we gain no fafer fhelter
than before from tlie confequences of the decifion.
Indeed they are not to be evaded. It 15 neither
suit nor manly to compiain that the Treaty mzking
power has produced this coercion toalt. It isnot
the art or the defpotiim of that power, it 1s the
nature of things that compels. Shall we, dread-
ing to become the biind inftruments of power,
vield ourfelves the blinder dupes of mcre foands
of impofture? Yet that word, that empty word,
coercion, has given {cope to an eloquence, that one
would imagine, could not be tired, and did rnot
chufe to be quieted.

L=t us examine ftili more in:detail the alterna-
aves that are before us, and we fhall fuarc ely fail
to fee 1a ftill ftronger lights the futility of our ap-

prehenfions for the pewer and hberty of the
Houfe.

Ir, as fome have fuggefied, the thing called a
Treaty, 1s incomplete, if it has no binding force or
obligation; the firlt queftion is, wiil this houfe eom-
plete the mﬁrument, and by concurring, impart
to it that force which it wants.

Tee doltrine has been avowed, that the Trea-
ty, though formaily ratified by the executive pow-
«r of both nations, thouzh publifbed as a Law for
cur own by the Prefident’s proclamation, is flill a
mere propofitten fubmitted to this affembly, no
way ditinguifbuble in point of authority, or obhl:-
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gation from a motion for icave to bring 1z a bill;
or '1) other criginc! act of crdinary legiflation.—
This doztrine. fo novelin cur country, vet {o dear
to many, precitely for the realon, that in the con-
tention for power, victory is always dear, 1s obvi-
oufly repugnant to the very termsas well as the
fair interpretaiion of our own refolutions—{ Mr.
Blount’s.) We deciare that the Treaty making
power is exclufively vefted in the Prefident and
Senate, and not 1u this houfe. Need I fay that
we fly in the face of that refolution when we pre-
tend that the adls of that power are not va’id une.
till we have concurred in them ? It would be
nonfenfe, or -worfe, to ufe the languace of themoft
glaring contradillion, and to claim 2 fhare in a
power which we at the fame time difclaim as €X-<
clufively vefted in other departments. What can
be more ftrange than to fay, that the compa&s of
the Prefident and Senate \\uh foreign nations are
Trezties, witbout car agency, and yet thole compaéls
wantall power and obligation until they are fanc-
tioned by our concurrence? It is not my defign
in this place, if at all, to go into the difcuflion of
this part of the fubjelt. wall, at Jeaft for the pre-
fent, take it for granted tnat this monftrous opin-
jon ftands in little need of remark, and if it does,
Ires almolt out of the r c‘l of refutaiion,

('

J

BuT, fay tho'c, who hide the ablurdity under
the cover of amliguous phrafes, have we no dif-
cretion f—And if we have, are we not to make
ulceof it in judging of the expediency or inexpedi.
ency of the Treaty ¢ Our relolution claims that
privilege, znd we cannot fur*cnicr 1t without e-

qual mwuﬁﬁe“”y and breach of duty

¢ there he any ncenh Tf‘wx 1 '11\ cafe, 1t 1123,

. r 1
- +- ‘-
rot maing e appropriations 1or the lreaty,
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but in the refolution itfelf—{(Mr. Blount’s.} Let
us examine it more nearly. A Treaty1s a baz-
gain between naticns, binding in good faith 5 and
what makes a bargain ? The afleat of the contra&l-
ing parties. We allow that the Treaty power is
not in this houfe, this houfe has no fharein  con-
tracting, and is not a party ; of confequence the
Prcficentand Senate alone, may make a Treaty
that is binding in good faith.  We claim, howe-
ver, fay the gentlemen, a right to judge of the ex-
pediency of Treaties—that is the conftitutional
province of our difcretion. Be itfo. What fol-
lows ? Treaties when adjudged by us to be inex-
pedient, fall to the ground, and the public faith is
not hurt. This, incredible and extravagant as it
may feem, is afferted. "The amount of it, in plain-
er language, 1s this—the Prefident . :d Senate is
to make national bargains, and t"*s houfe is no-
thing to doin making them. But bad bargains do
rot bind this houfe, and, of inevitable confequence
do not bind the nation. When a national bargain
called a Treaty 1s made, its binding force does not
depend con the making, bat upon our opinion that
it is good. As our opinion cn the matter can
be known and declared only by ourfelves, when
fitting in our Legiflative capacity, the Treaty,
though ratified, and, as we choofe to term it,
made, is hung up in fufpenfe, till our fenfe is af-
certained. 'We condemn the bargain, and it falls,
though, as we fay, our faith does not. We ap-
prove a bargain as expedient, and it ftands firm,
and binds the nation. Yet, even in this latter
cafe, its force is plainly not derived from the rati-
fication by the Treaty making power, but from
our approbation. Who will trace thefe inferences
and pretend that we have no fhare, according to
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the argument, in the Treaty making power !—
Thefe opinions, neverthelefs, have been advocated
with infinite zeal and perfever ace. Is it poflible
that any man can be hardy enough to avow them,
and their ridiculous confequences.

Lzt me haften to fuppofe the Treaty is confi-
dered as already made, and then the alternative 1s
fairly prefent to the mind, whether we will abe.
ferve the Treaty or break it. Thisin fat is the
‘naked queftion.

Ir we chufe to obferve it with good faith, our
courfe is obvious. Whatever is ftipulated to be
* done by the nation, muft be complied with. Our
agency, if it fhould be requifite, cannot be proper-
ly refufed. And Ido not fee why it i3 not as ob-
ligatory a rule of condudt for the legiflative as for
the courts of law.

I canvoT loofe this opportunity to remark that
the coercion, fo much dreaded and declaimed -
gainft, appears at length to be no more than the
authority of principles, the defpotifm of duty.----
Gentlemen complain we are forced to att in this
way----we are forced to fwallow the Treaty. It
is very true, unlefs we claim the liberty of abufe,
the right to attas we ought not. There 1s but
one right way open for us, the laws of morality
and good faith have fenced up every other. What
fort of liberty is that which we prefume to exer-
cife againft the authority of thofe laws? It is for
tyrants to complain that principles are reftraints,
and that they haveno liberty fo long as their def-
potifm has lim'ts. Thefe principles will be unfeld-
ed by ¢xamining the remaining queftion :
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SITALL wz prrak THE TREATY ?
Tue Treaty is bad, fatally bad, 15 the cry. It

facrifices the interelt, thchonor the mdenendencc
of the United Sates, and the faith of our engage-
ments to ¥rance. If we hiten to the clamour of
party intemperance, the evils are of a number not
to bc counted, and of a nature not to be borne,
even in idea. The language of pailion and exag-
geration may filence that of fober reafon in other
places, it has not done it here. The queflion
here is, whether the treaty be really fo very fatal
as to oblige the nation to break its faith. [ ad-
mit that luch a treaty ought not to be executed.
I admit that felf-prefervation is the firlt law cf {o-
ciety, as wcll as of individuals. It would perhaps
be deemed an abufe of terms to call that a treaty
which violates fuch a principle. 1 wave alfo, for
the prefent, any enquiry what departments fhall
reprefent the nation, and annul the ftipulations of
2 Treaty. I content myfelt with purfuing the en-
quiry, whether the nature of this compact be fuch
as to jultify our refufal to carry it into effedt. A
T'reaty is the promife of a nation. Now, promifes
do not always bind him that makes them.

BurIlay ‘down two rules which cught to guide
us 1n this cafe. The Treaty muft appear to be
bad not merely in the petty details, butin 1ts cha-
rater, principle and mafs. And in the next place,
this ought to be afcertained by the decided and
general concurrence of the enhghtcngd public. 1
confefs there fcems to me fomcthing very like ridi-
cule thrown over the debate by the difcuflion of
the articles 1n detail.

Tue undecided point 1s, fhall we break our
faith ? And while our country, and enlightened
Lurope, awatt the iffue with more than curiofuty,

G
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we are employed to cather precemeal, and article
by article trom  the m’lrummt. a juftiticanion or
the dead by trivial calculations of commercial
profit and lofs. T ‘"s s little worthv of the {ubject,
of thiz bady, or of the nanon. If the Treaty 1s
bad, it will appear to be To1m its mafs. Evil o a
f-xuxl ex*lum,, if that be its tendency, requires no
proof---.it brings 1. Ixtremes fpeax for them-
fulves and make their own law.  What if the di-
ret vovage of American fhips to Jamaica with
torfes or lumber mujhf niet 1 or 2 per cent. more
than the prcwnt trade to Surmam, woud the pmof
of the fact avai! anv thinz in fo grave a cueftion as
ihe viclstion of the public Cnf*"c*ements ?

It Isin vamnto atledge that our fzith plighsed
to France is violated by this new Treaty. Our
pt 101 Treaties are L"PI\ J) faved from the opera-
ticn of the Briuth Treatv. And what do thofe
mean, who fav, that our honor was forfeited bv
rreating at 2il, and efpecially by fuch a Treaty ?
ju,u-e, the lawsand practice of nations, Jmt re-
aard for peace as a duty to mankind, and the
knovn with of our citizens, as well as that fclt-
refpect which required it of the nation to adt
with dignity and moderation, all thefe torbid an
“apneal to arms before we had tricd the effect of
negeciation.  The honor ot the United Srates
was faved, not forfeited by treatin The Treaty
itfelf by ats ftipuiations for thc, vof is for mdun'ut}
and for a due obfirvation of our nwtral richts,
has juftly raifed the character of the nation. NL\'er
did thf sfiame of America appear mn hurope with
more luitre than upon the event of ratfying this
inftrument. The fact 15 of 2 nature to overcome
all contradiction,

1)1 TN ;','x!;:“’"f nee of Hhe conuntry--—-qee ore co-
if, cnaine Lhivis the ary ofthe very mea who

é
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tcll us that I'rance will refeat vur exercifc of the
rights of an independent nation to adju™ our
wrongs with an aggreflor, without giving her the
ﬂppouumt) to fay thofe wrongs fhall fubfift and
fhall not be adjufted. This 1s an admirable fpeci-
men of independence.  The Treaty with Grm*
Britain, i1t cannot be denicd 1s unfavorahle to this
ftrange fort of independence.

Few men, of any reputation for fenfe, among
thofe who fay the Treaty is bad, will put that re-
putation fo much at hazard as to pretend that it is
fo extremely bad as to warrant and require a vi-
olation of the public faith. The proper ground
of the controverly, thercfore, is really unoccupied
by the oppofers of the Treaty ; as the very hinge
of the dcbate is on the point not of its being geod

or otherwife, but whether 1t 1s intolerably and
fatally pernicious. If loofe and ignorant declaim-
ers have any where afferted the lattel idea, 1t 13
too extravagant, and too folidly rctuted, to be re-
pcated here. Inftead of any attempt to expofe it
ftill further, I will fay, and I appeal with confi-
dence to the candor of many oppolers of the Trea-
ty to acknowledge, that if 1t had been permitted
to go into operation filently; like our other Trea-

ties, > fo little alteration of e.ny {ort would be made
by it in the oreat wafs of our commercial and a-
gricultural concerns, that 1t weuld not be gener al’y
difcovered by 1ts eftects to be in force, durmn the
term for which it was contracted. 1 placc con-
fiderable reliance en the weicht men of candor
will give to this remark, becaufe believe it to be
true, and little fhort of undeniable.---\When the
panic dread of the Treaty thall ceafe, asit certain-
ly muft, it will be feen through another medium.
Thofe who fhall make fearch into the articles for
the caufe of their ularms will be fo far from finding




ftipulations that will operate fatally, they will dif-
cover few of them that will have any lafting oper-
ation at all. 'Thofe which relate to the difputes
between the two countries, will fpend their force
upon the fubje@s in difpute, and extinguifh them.
The commercial articles are more of a nature to
confirm the exifting ftate of things, than to change
it, The Treaty alarm was purely an addrefs to .
the imagination and prejudices of the citizens, and
not on that account the lefs formidable Objec-
ticis that proceed upon error in falt or calcula-
tion, may be traced and expofed. But{uch as are
drawn from the imagination, or addrefled to it,
elude definition, and return to domineer over the
mind, after having been baunifhed from it by truth.

I wiLrL not fo far abufe the momentary ftrength
that is lent to me by the zeal of the occafion, as to
enjargeuponthecommercial operation of theTreaty.

1 procEEDto the fecond propofition whichI have
ftated as indifpenfibly requifite to a refufal of the
performance of a Treaty. 'Will the ftate of public
opinion juftify the deed ? o

No government, not even a defpotifm, will break
its faith,without some pretext—and it muft be plau-
fible—it muft be {uch as will carry the public opi-
nion along with it. Reafons of policy, if not of
morality, diffuade even Twkey and Algiers from
breaches of treaty in mere wantonnefs of perfidy,
inopencontempt of the reproaches of theirfubjetts.
Surely, a popular government will not proceed
more arbitrarily, as it is morc free, por wiih lefs
fhame cr {cruple in propertion as it has better mo-
rals. It will not proceed againft the faith of Trea-
tics at all, unlefs the ftrong and decided fenfe of
the nation fhall pronounce, not fimply that the
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Treaty is not advantageous, but that it ought to be
broken and annulled. Such a plain manifeftation
of the fenfe of the citizens, is mdlfpenﬁbly requi-
fite, firft, becaufe if the popular apprehestfions be
not an infallible criterion of the difadvantages of
the inftrument, tkeir agquiefcence in the operation
of it i3 an irrefragable proof that the extreme cafe
does not exift whxcn alone conld ju{h[y our femng
it afide.

IN the next place, this app'-oving opxmon of the
citizens is requifite as the beft preventive of the ill
confequences of a meafure always fo delicate, and
often fo hazardous, . Individuals would, in that
cafe at leaft, attempt to repel the opprobium that
would be thrown upon Congrefs by thofe who will
charge it with perfidy, They would give weight
to the teftimony of falts, and the authority of
principies, on which the government would reft
its vindication. And if war fhould enfue upon the
violation, our citizens would not be divided from
their government, nor the ardour of their courage
chilled by the confcioufnefs of injuftice, and the
fenfe of humiliation, that fenfe which inakes thofe
defpicable who know they are dcfpifed S

I ApD a third reafon, and with me it has a force
that no words of mine can augment, that a gov-
ernment wantonly refufing to fulfil its engagement,
is the corrupter of its citizens. Will the laws
cortinuc to prevail in the hearts of the pe0ple,
when the refpet that gives them efficacy is with-
drawn from the legiflators ? How fhall we punifh
vice while we practice it ? Wc have not force,‘ and
vain will be our reliance when we have forfeited
the refources of opinion. To weaken government
and to corrupt morals are eflcdts of a breach of
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faith not to be prevented—and from effets they
become caules, produced with augmented activity,
more diforder and more corruption-—order will be
difturbed, and the life of the public liberty fhort-
;ened‘ ‘.. -
~ Anp who, I would enquire, is hardy enough to
pretend that the public voice demands the viola-
tion- of the Treaty ¢ The evidence of the fenfe ot
the great mafs of the nation is often equivocal.
But when was it ever manifefted with more energy
and precifion than at the prefent- moment ? The
voice of the people is raifed againft the meafure of
- refufing the appropriations. * If gentlemen fhoulc.
urge, neverthelefs, that all this found of alarm 1
a counterfeit expreflion of the fenfe of the public.
1 will proceed to other proofs: " Is the Treaty rui-
nous to our commerce ! What has blinded the eye-
of the merchants and traders ? Surely they are nct
enemies to trade, nor ignorant of their own intci-
elts. Their fenfz is not fo liable to be miftaken : -
that of a natien, and they are almoft unanimou-.
The articles ftipulating the redrefs of our injuric.
Dy captures on the fea are faid to be delufive. P+
whom is this faid ? The very men whoie fortunes
are ftaked upon the competency of that redrefs fay .
no fuch thing. -- They wait with anxious fear left
you fhould annul that compa& on which all their
';yxo]gesarc fefted. | S

 Tnus we offer proof, little fhort of abfolute de-
monftration, that the voice of our country is raifed
ot to fanétion, but to deprecate, the non-perform-
ance of our engagements. It is not the nation, it is
one, and but one, branch of the government that

propofcs torejett them. With this afpe& of things,
to rejuct is anaét of defperation.,
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1 sHALL be afked why a Treaty fo good in fome
articles,and fo harmlefs in others, has met with fuch
unrelentm_g oppofition ? And how the clima:irs’ a-
gainit it from Ngw-Hampﬁnre to Georgia can be
accounted for.? The’ apprelienfions ‘fo extenﬁvgly
diffufed, on, ifs firft ubhcauon, will be vouched as
proof that the Treaty is bad, and that tlie pEo
hold itin abhortence. S Ve

I am not embarrafled to ﬁnd the anﬁvﬂ‘ tothxs
fmfmnatxon. Certainly a forefight of its pernicions
operation could not have:created all the fears;ih&t
were felt or affe@ed. - : Thealarni [pread fafter than
the publication of the Treaty... ‘Fhere were mare
critics than readers. Befides, as the fubje& was
examined, thofe fears have fubfided.™

" THE movemenitsofpaflion are q\ncker than tbofe
of the underﬁandmg We are to fearch for the
caufes of firlt impreflions, not ifthe articles of this
obnoxious and mxfreprefented inftrument, bnt in

the {tate of the public feeling.

'1 HEk fervor of the revolution war had not én-
entirely cooled, nor its controverfies ceafed, befare

the fenfibilities of our citizens were quickened with
a tenfold vivacity by a new and extraordinary fub-
je& of irritation.. One of the two great nations of
Europe underwent a change which has attzaded ail
our wonder, and interefled all our fymipathies,
Whatever they did, the zeal of many went with
them, and often went to excefs. Thefe impreflions
met with much to inflame, and nothing to reftrain
them. In our newfpapers, in our feafts, and fome
Bf our eletions, enthufiafm was admitted a merit,

a teft of patrioti{m, and that made 1t contagious,
In the opinion of party, we could not love or hate
enough. I dare fay,in fpite of all the obloquy 1
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may provoke, we were extravagant in both. Itis
my right to avow that paffions fo impetuous, enthu-
fiafm fo wild, cculd.not fubfilt without difturbing
the fober:exercife of realon, without putting at ritk
the peace and precious interelts of our country.
They -were hazarded. I will not exhautft the little
breath I have left, to fay how much, nor by whom,
or by what means they were refcued from the facri-
fice. Shalll be called upon to offer my proofs ?
They ate here, theyare every where. No cne has
forgotten the proceedings of 1794.* No one has for-
gotten the captures of our veflels, and the imminent
danger of war. The nation thirfted not merely for
reparation but vengeance. Suffering fuch wrongs

® Soon after France declared war againff England, citizen Genet
(whofe civifm had affifted the revolation thar had juft been efeted at
Genceva) was difparched to the United States for the purpoie, as appears
by his icftruCtions, of engaging them to take part in the war,and in
cafe the Government, from motiees of prudcnce, and a defirs to remain
in peace, could pot be enlifted, the people were to be ftirred up, and by
a tevolutionary procefs, plunged inte a conteft which has doze more in~
jury to the morals and happinefs of nations than all the wars of the laft
century.

Citizen Genet, perceiving that the fuccefs of his miffion could enly be
cxpected from 2 revolutionary movement of the people, commenced his
operations at the place of his landing,and by his cwn agency and that
of his partizans, every popular pailion was inflamed, and every conven-
ient means employed through all the tates, to produce diftraft and con-
fufion among our citizens, ahd a diforganization of our government. It
mult be in the recolletion of ail, :nat duning the difgraceful conteft be-
tween this foreign agent and our Exccutive, the public opinion for a
time hung doubtful and undecided—to the honor of our country, virtee
and good fenie uktimately triumphed over this incendiary

The revulutionary labours of the citizen Genct were performed in
the fpring and fummer of 1793, his inftructions were probably carly
known ip England ; and the 1pirit and hoftility towards that count
which during this feafon appeared throughout the United States, togeth-
er with the namcrous equipmments in our ports, cf privateers under
French commifficns, muft naturally have produced anopinion ia the
Britfth Cabinet, that the United States would ulimately engagein the
war on the fide of France. The orders of the €th November, and the
Apeech of Lord Dorchefter to the Indians, are more fatisfattorily ac-
-counted for by fuppofing the cxiltence of this opinion in Eagland, than
by the extravagant fuppofitioa that has fo oftcu been made, that they
meditated war 2gainft the United Siates, becaulc our citizens were free
and our sovernmeat a repubiic.
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and agitated by fuch refentments, was it m the pows
er of any words of compadt, or could any parch-~
ment with its feals prevail at once to tranquilife
the people ° 1t was impoffible. 'l reatics in Eng-
land are feldon popular, and lealt of all when the
ftipulations of anrity fucceed to the bitternets .of
hatred. Even.the beft Treaty, though ndthingbe
refufed, will choak refentment, but not fatisty it:
Ew ery Treaty is as fure to difappoint extravagant
cttations as to difarm extravagant paflionss Of
me latt»r,hatred is one.that takes no bribes. . 1 hev
who are animated by.the Jpirit of reveage,: WIH not
be quieted by. the poifib} hty ofprofit. .. .. .

. Way do they complain tiat the Weft-Indies are
not -laid - -open ! Why do: they lament ‘that any re-
{triftiorris fhpulated on the commerce of the-Eaft-
indies ? Why do. they pretend: that if they reject
this, and infift upon. more, more will be ;accom-
plithed ¢ Let usbe cxphcxt——more would not fatis-
fy. It all was granted, would not a Treaty of am-
ity with Britain {till be cbnoxious 7 Have we not
this inftant heard it urged agamﬁ our Envoy, that
he was not ardent cnough in his hatred of Great-
Britam? AT reaty of Amity is condemned. be-
caufe it was not made by a foe, and in the fph 1t of
one. Thefame gentleman at the fameirftant repgats
avery prevailing objetion,that noTreaty thould be
made with the enemy of ¥France. .- No Treaty, ex-
cl:um otbers, fhould be made with a monarch or
a defpot. - There will be no naval fecuut) while
thofe fea robbers domineer on.the occan.  Their
dea muft be deftroyed. That nation muft be ex-
tirpated. _, |

e

I LIkE this, fir, becaufe it 1s ﬁncerity. ’i’ 1th
feclings fuch as s the fe, wa donot pant for Treativs

D
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Such paflions feek nothing, and will be content
with nothing but the deftrution of their objed.
If 2 Treaty %eft King George his ifland, it would
not anfwer—not if he {tipulated to pay rent for it.
It has been faid the world ought to rejoice if Bri-
tain was funk in the fea—eif where there are now
men and wealth and !23vs and liberty, there was na
more than a fand bank for the fea monfters to fat.
ten on ; afpace for the florms of the ocean to min-
_gle in confli. \ .
YosyeeT nothi? to the good fenfe or humanity
of ali this. I yield the point that shis isa proof
that the age of reafon is in progrefs. Let it be
philanthropy, let it be patriotifm, if you will, but
3t is no indication that any Treaty would be ap-
proved. The difficulty is not to overcome the ob-
jeCtions to the terms ; 1t is to reftrain the repug-
nance to any ftipulations of amity with the party.

" Havine alluded to the rival of Great Britain, }
am not unwillimg ta explam myfelf. 1 affe& no
concealment, and I have praltifed none. While
thofe two great nations agitate all Europe with their
quarrels, they will both equally defire, and with any
chance of fuccefs, equally endeavour to create an
influence in America. Lach will exertallitsarts
to range our ftrength on its own fide. Howis this
to be effeéted? Our government is a democratical
republic.’ - It will not be difpofed to purfue a fyf-
tem of polities, in fubfervience to either France or
England, in oppofition to the general withes of the
citizens: and, if Congrefs fhould adopt fuch mea-
fures, they would not be purfued long, nor with
much fuccefs. From the nature of our govern.-
ment, Popularity is the inftrument of foreign in-
fluence. Withont it, all is labour and difappoint-
ment. With that mighty auxiliary, foreign intrigue




finds agents, not only volunteers, but competitors
for emgfoyment, and any thing Lke reluance is
underftood to be-a crime. Has Britain this meani
of influence? -Certainly not. If her goid could
buy adherents, their beconting fuch would deprive
them of all political powerﬁna importance. They
would not wield popularity as a weapon, but wmg
fall under it.  Brit?in has no influence, and for the
reafons juft given, ¢in have none: She has enough
—and God forbid fie ever fhould hive more.
France, pofiefled of populat enthufiafm, of party at-
tachments, has had, and ftill has, too much infla-
ence on our politics—any foreign influenceis too
much and onght to be deftroyed. 1 deteft the man
and difdain th: fpirit, that can bend to a mreza fube
ferviency to the views of any nation. It is emough
to be Americans. .That charafter comprehends
our duties, and ought to engrefs our attachments.

BuT I would not be mifunderftood: ¥-would
hot break the alliance with France—=l -wonld nqt
have the conneCion between the two countries ev-
en a cald one. It fhould be cordial and fincers,
but I would banith that influence, which by a&ing
onthe paffions of the citizens, ntay acquire a2 pows
er over the government. 3

I is no bad proof of the merit of the Treaty
that, under all thefe unfavourable circumftances,
it thould be fo well approved. In fpite of firft im-
preflions, in fpite of mifrepréfentation and party
clamor, enquiry has multiplied its advocates—and
at laft the public fentiment appears to me clearly
preponderating ‘to its fide. '

" On the moft careful review of the feverdl bran-
ches of the Treaty—<thofe which refpe& political
arrangements, the fpoliations on our trade, and the
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regulation of .commerce, there s little to Le apprea
hended. -The evil, aggravated as itis by party, is
little 1n degree, and fhort'in duration—two years
from the end of the European war. 1 afk, and [
would -afls the queftion fignificantly, what are the
1aducements to rqg@;};e_’l,‘;\qty? What great ob-
jet 1s to be.gained, and.fairly gained by 1t? If,
however, as to the merits of the Treatv, candor
fhould fufpend its approbation, what is there to
hold patriotifm a mament in balance as to the vio-
lation of it ? Nothing—1 repeat confidently noth-
ing. . There is nothing before vsin that event but
confufion and dithonor.

- BuT before I attempt to develape thofe .confe-
quences, I muft put myfelf at eafe by fome expla-
fiation, T * :

NoTr1iNe is worfe received amonz men than
the confutationof their opinions—and, of thefe,
none are more dear or. more vulneratle than their
‘political opinions.” To fay that a propofition lea is
to fhame and ruin, is almoft cquivalent to a charge
that the fupporters of it intend to produce them. I
throw myfelf upon the magnanimity and candor
-of thafe who hear me. . .1 carnot do juftice to my
fubjeét without expofing as forcibly as I can all the
evils in profpe&. I readily adinit that in every
fcience, and moft of all in politics, errer {prings
from other fources than the want of fenfe or integ-
rity. I defpife indiferiminate profeilions of cander
and refpect.. - There are individuals oppofed to me
of whom I am net bound to fay any thing. But of
many, perha, . *f a‘majority of the oppofers of
the appropriations, it gives me pleafure to declare
they poffels my confidence and regard. "There arc
among. them individuals for whom I entertaina

‘cordial affection. | |
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1iie confequences of refufing to make provifion
for the Treaty are not all to be forefeen. By
rejecting, vaft interefts are committed to the fport
of the winds. Chance becomes the arbiter of e-
vents, and it is forlidden to human forefight to
count their number, or meafure their-extent.. Be-
tore we reioive to le,ap into -this abyfs, o dark-and
fo profound, it becomes us to paufe and refle@t up-
on fuch of the dangers as are obvious and inevita-
ble. 1t this affembly fhould be wrought into a
teinper to delv thefe confequences, it is vain, it is
dcupuve to pretend that we can elcape them. It
1s worle tnan weaknefs to fay, that as to public

faith our vote has already fc ttled the queftion.—
Another tribunal than our-own is aireidv ereted.
‘The puklic opinion, not merelv of our own coun-
try, but of the enhqhte'ud world, will pronounce
a ]udgment that we cannot refiit, ‘that we dare not

en dff\.\_t to duplh,.

- Wern may I urge it to men who know the
worth of character, that it is no trivial calamity te

avet conteited.  Refufing to do what the Trea-
ty itipulates fhall be do'le, opens the controverfv.,
—chn if we fhould ftand juftified at laft, a charac-
ter that is vindicated 1s fomething worfe than it
{ftood before, unqueihoned and unque{honable.
Like the plaintiff in an aaon of {lander, we re-
cover a repatation disficured by 1avettive, and e-
ven tarmfhed by too mm.h handling.  In the com
bat for the honor of the nation, it may t'cceive
iome wounds, which, though the} fhould heal,
will leave fcars. 1 need not fay, for furely the
feclings of every bofom have ummp.‘ted that we
cannot cuard this fenfe of national honor, this
ever-living fire which alone keeps patriotifin warm
in tie beart, with a fenfibility teo viniieut and jea
fov:.
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ir, by executing the Treaty there is no poflibiii-
ty of dithonor, and if, by reje&ting, there is fome
foundation for doubt and for reproach, it is not
for me to meafure,it is for your own feelings toefti-
mate, the vaft diftance that divides the one fide
of the alternative from the other. . .

Ir therefore we fhould enter on the examination
of the queftion of duty and obligation with fome
feelings of prepoffeifion, I do not hefitate to fay,
they are fuch as we ought to hayve---it is an atter
enquiry to determine whether they are fuch as
ought finally to be refifted. . =

THE refolution (Mr. Blount’s) is lefs explicit
than the conftitution. . Its patrons fhould have
made it more fo, if pofhible, if they had any doubts
or meant the public fthould entertain none. Is it
the fenfe of that vote, as fome have infinuated,
that we claim a right for any caufe or #0 caufe at
zll, but cur own fovereign will and pleafure, to re-
fufe to execute; and thereby to annul the ftipula-
tions of a Treaty ¢ That we have nothing to re-
gard but the expediency or inexpediency of the
meafure, being abfolutely free from all obligatiom
by compa&t to give it our fanCion? A dotrine
fo monitrous, fo fhamelefs, is refuted by being
zvowed. 'There are no words you could exprefs
it iathat would not convey both confutation and
reproach. 1t would ontrage the ignorance of the
tenth century to believe, it would baffle the caf-
uiftry of a Papal council to vindicate. 1 venture
to fay it 1s impoflible. No lefs impoflible that we.
fhould defire to affert the fcandalous privilege of
deing free after we have pledged our honor.

It is doing injuftice to the refolution of the
houfe (which I diflike on many accounts) to ftrain
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the interpretation of it to this extravagance. The
Treaty making power is declared by it to be
vefted exclufively in the Prefident and Senate.
Will any man in his fenfes afirm that it can be 2
Treaty before it has any binding force or obliga.
tion? If it has no binding force upon us, it has
none upon Great-Britain. Let candor anfwer, is
Great-Britain free from any olligation to deliver
the poftsin June, and are we wiiling to fignify to
her that we think fo. Is it with that nation, a
queftion of mere expediency or inexpediency to
do it, and that too, even after we have done all
that depends upon us to give the Treaty effet? No
fober man believes this. No one who wouid- not
join in condemning the faithlefs “proceeding of
that nation, if fuch 2 do&rine fhould be avowed,
and carried into pratice---and why complain, if
Great-Britainisnotbound? There can be no breach
of faith where none is plighted. 1 fhall be told
that theis bound. Surely it follows that if fhe is
bound to performance, our naticn is under a fim:-
lar obligation---if both parties be not obliged, nel-
ther is obliged, it is no compatt, no Treaty, - This
is a ditate of law and common fenfe, and every
juryin the country has fantioned it on oath.

It cannot be a Treaty and yetno Treaty, 2 bar-
gain and yet no promife---if it is a promife, 1 2am
not to read a leGture to thew why an honeft mar
will keep his promife.

THE reafon of the thing, and the words of the
refolution of the houfe, imply, that the United
States engage their good faith in a Treaty. We
difclaim, fay the majority, the treaty making pcw-
er, we of courfe difclaim (they ought to fay) every
doérine that would put a negative upon the doing:
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of that power. It is the prerogative of folly alone
to maintain both fides of the\propoﬁtie’l |

WiLr, any man affirm, the Asmerican ;:;t m 1
engaged by ﬂroc:d faith to the Brivith naton: Buw
that chgacement is nf)f’“lm" to fhis houfs ? wh 2

rf UJ

man is not to be reifoned \» th.  Sugl 2 L‘.,\timv
13 2 at of mail thar waah! tara the ¢ ‘D' atoall
th;, veapons of argams:t, ifu v vrere fhar ser than

a fword. "Will it be i lludlll»d the King of - Great-
Britain and the Prefi dent are mutuall v “bound by
the treaty, but the two nations are frees

P -~

It is one thing for this houfe to ftand in a poli-
tion that pr efents an opportanity to vreak the tuith
of America, and another fo eftasiifh o prindple
that will jultify the deed. L )
. WE feel kefS repugnance to belicve that any o-
ther: bod“"u bound by obligation thun our owii.
'There is notamanherc wha docs s notiay that Greate
Britain. is-bound bv treaty.  Bring it ncaer
heme. 15 the Scnat’-' bound ¢ Juit 2> much as

tne houfe and ne mor buppofv the benatey as
patt oithe Troaty pow D‘. radtying a treaty on
Monday, pl cd ﬁcz the y wlhic taith to do o certan
act. ih en, in their ordinary capacity as @ branch
of th‘, ;%makme, the Scnate 1s L“Hcd puu 0l
Tueliay to pericim ! hat a@t for examypie, an ap-
propriaticn i :acncy, is the, Senate (10 waly uin-

der oniiation) now fz;: (o azree or difugree
the 2t 7 I the oo nty nuw n:' Senators ﬁovll
rife up and avow this princip! ,,11)1 17, we frrueale
for 1 rerty, we will not be cw’v*is, mere punpety,
and give-thair votes accordingly, would not thame
blitter their tonoue '3, WO ald not mmwtmgw m
?hezruw---)"ou‘.d" St ':' COURLrY, W hich they had

» J ~
e s dvho st shsuch e fhould be -
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lent and forgiving, be a revolutionary tribunal, a
fack on which their own refleCtions would itretch
them?

. THIJ, fir, is 2 cau'e that would be difhonored

and betrayed if 1 contented mylelf with appe 1Lng
only to the undetftanding. It is too cold, and it8
procefles are too flow for the occafion. 1 defire to
thank God, that fince he has given me an intelle&t
fo fallible, he has imprefled upon me an intinét
that is fure. ~Ona queftion of fhame and honor,
L*camr‘m;: is fometimes uiduo,and worle. 1 feel thc
decifion in my pulfc---if it throws no light apon
the brain, it kindles a fire at the heart.

IT is not eafy to deny, it is impoffibie tp doubts
that a Trcaty 1mpofeb an obligation on the Amerr
can nation. Jt would be Chlldlﬂl to confider the
Prefident and Senate obhged and the nation and
houfe free. What is the obligation ? Perfect or
imperfect ? If perfed, the debate is bronght to a
conclufion. If imperfect, how large a part of our
faith is pawned ? Is half our honor put at rifk, and
is that half too cheap tobe redeemed ? How long
has this hair-{plitting fubdivifion of good faith been
difcovered, and why hasit efcaped the refearches
of the writers on the law of nations ? Shall we add
1 ncv clnpter to that law, or mlcrt this do&rine
as a fupplement to, or more properly a repeal of
the ten commandments ?

Tue principles and the example of the Britifh
Parliament have been alledged *» coincide with the
doltrine of thol> who deny the obligation of the
Treaty. Ihave not had the health to make very
laborious refearches into this fubjed, I will howe-
ver fketch myv view of1t. Several inftances have

E
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been noticed, but the treaty of Utrecht is the only
one that feems to be at all applicable. It has been
anfwered that the conduct of Parliament in that
celebrated example, affords no fanétion to our re-
fufal to carry the treaty into effe®. The obliga-
tion cf the Treaty of Utretcht has been underftood
to depend on the concurrence of Parliament, as a
condition to its becoming of force. If that opi-
nion fhould however appear incorred, ftill the pre-
cedent proves, not that the Treaty of Utrecht wan-
ted obligation, but that parliament difregarded it,
a proof, not of the conftrution of the Treaty-
maLmO' g power, but of the violation of a National
nnagement. Admitting il further, that the
Parlidment claimed and exercifed its power, not
as a breach of faith, but as a matter of conftitu-
tional right, I reply that the analogy, between Par-
liament and Congrels totally fails. The nature of
thé Britith Government may require and juftify a
courfe of proceeding in refpect to I'reaties, that 1s
unwarrantable here.

Tre Britifh government is a mixed one. The
king at the head of the army, of the hierarchy,
with an ample civil lift, hereditary, unrefponfible,
and poflefling the prerogative of peace and war,
may be properly obferved with fome jealoufy, in
refpect to the exercile of the Treaty making power.
It {eems, and perhaps from a {ptrit of caution on
this account, to be their doérine, that Treaties
bind the nation, but are not to be regarded by the
courts of law until laws have been pafled confurmn-
ably to them. Our Conftitution has expreisly
regulated the matter differently. The concurrence
of Parliament is neceffa ary to Treaties becoming
laws 1 Englind, gentlemen fay,and here the
Senate, reprefenting the States, muft concur in
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Treaties. The conftitution, and the reafon of the
cafe make the concurrence of the Senate as effet-
ual as the fanCtion of Parliament, and why not?
the Senate is an ele@ive body, and the approbation
of'a mdjority of the ftates affords the nation as am-
ple fecurity againft the abufe of the Treaty making
power as t e Britith nation can enjoy in the con-
troul of Parliament, |

. WHATEVER doubt there may be as to the par-
liamentary doCtrine-of the abligarion of Treaties
in-Great Brifain, (and perhaps thereis fome) there
is none in their books, or their. modern pratice.
Blackftone reprefents Treatigs as of the higheft ob-
ligation when ratified by the King—and for almoft:
“acentury, there has been noinftance of oppofition
by Parljament to this doftrine. Their Treaties
have been uniformly carried into effe@, although
many have been ratified of a nature moft obnox-
ious to party, and have produced a louder clamour
thanwe have lately witnefled. The example of
England, therefere, fairly examined, does not war
rant---it diffuades us from a negative vote,

- GeNTLEMEN have faid, with fpirit, whatever
the true dodtrine of our Conflitution may be,
Great Britain has no right to camplain or. to dic-
tate an interpretation. ‘Yhe fenfe of the Ameris
can nation as to the Treaty power; isto be receiv-
ed by all foresign natians;:- This:is very true as a
maxim ; butthe faét 1s againft thofe who vouchit.
The fenfe of the American nation is NOT:as the
vote of the houfe has declared it. Qur claim te
- fome ageney in giving force and obligation to Trea«
ties, is beyond all kind of controver{ly Nover. "The
fenfe of the nmation is probably- againft it The
{enfe of the Government certamoly is.. The . Pres

..
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ﬁdent denies it on conftitutional grounds, and
therefore cannot ever accede to our interpretation.
The Senate ratified the Treaty and cannot with-
out dithonour adopt it, as I have attempted to
fhew.  Wherethen do they find the proof that
this 1z the American fenfe eg the 'lrcaty mazking
power which is to filence the murmurs of Great-
Britain ? Is it becaule a majority of two or three,
or at the moft, four or five of this houfe will reje&
the Treaty? Is it thus the fenfe of out nation is to
be 1 cogmzedP Qur Government may thus be
ﬂﬁoppd I its movements—a ﬁnmglc tfor power
may thus commence, and the event of the conflict

ay decide who is the victor, and the quiet poffcf-
for of the Treaty power. But, at prefent, it is
beyond all credibility, that our vote by a bare ma-
jority, fhould be believed to do any thing better
than’ to embitter our divifions, and to tear uP the
fettled foundations of our departmentq

Ir the obligation of a Treaty be complete, I am
aware that cales fometimes exift which will ]uihfy‘
a nation in refufing a complianice.” Are our liber-
2ics, gent/emm demand, to be' bartcred away by a
Treaty, and is there no remedy 2 There is.  Ex-
tremes are not to be fuppofed, but when they
happen, they make the law for themfelves. No
fach extreme.can be pretended in this inftance,
and 1f it:exifted, the authority it would confer to
throw off the obnga ion, ‘would reft where: the ob-
tigation itfelf refidéswesin the nation. This houfe 1§
not the nation---it- isnot the whole delegated autho-
rity of the nation. Being only a part of that au-
thonty, its ng}rt to aéfor the whole fociety obvi-
ouﬂy depcnds ‘on’'the: concurrence of the oth-
ertwobranches. ' If they refufe to concur, a T'rea-
ty once made remains of full force, although a
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breach on the part of the foreign nation would

confer upon our own 2 right to forbear the execu-

tion. I repeat it, even in that cafe the a& of this

houfe cannot be admztted as the a& of the nation,

and if the Prefident and Senate fhould not concur, -

the Treaty would be obligatory.

I ruT a cafe that will not fail to produce con-
vittion. OQur Treaty with France engages that
free bottoms fhall make free goods, and how has it
been kept? As fuch engagements will ever be in

time of war. France has fet it afide, and pleads
imperious peceflity.” We have no navy to enforce
the obfervance of fuch articles, and paper barriers

are weak againft the violence of thofe who are on,
the fcramble for enemy’s goods on the high feas.

"The breach of any article of the treaty by one na.

tion gives an undoubted right to the other to re-
younce the whole treaty. = But has one branch of.
the government that rxgbt, or muft it refide with
the whole authority of the nation ? What if the
Senate fhould refolve that the French Treaty is
broken, and therefore null and of no effe®.  The
anfwer is pbvious, you would deny their {ole au-
thority,  That branch of the legiflature has equal
power In this regard with the Houfe of Reprefen-
tatives. . Ope branch alone cannot exprefs the will
ef the nation.

A riGHT to annul a Treaty, becaufe a foreign
nation has broken its articles, is only like the
cafe of g fufhcient caufe to repeal a law. In both
cales, the branghes of our government muft con-
cur in the orderly way, or the law and the Treaty
will remain.

THE very cafes fuppofed by my adverfarics in
this argument, conclude againit themielves. Lhey
will perQift in confounding idcas that fhould be
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kept diitinét, they 1 wﬂ! fuppufe that the Houfe of
Reprefentatives has ns power, unlefs it has all’
power. ‘The houfe is nothing if it be not the.
whole gc-vemment-—-the nation.

.On every hvpothefis therefore, the conclufica
1s not to be-refifted, we are either to exccute this
treaty, or break our-faith. =

- To expatiate on the value of publie faith may
pafs with fome m:.n for declamation---to fuch men
Uhave nothing to fay. To others I will urge, can
any circamftance mark upon a people mere turpi-
tude and debafement ? Can any thing tend more
to make men think themfelves mean, or degradel
to a lower point their efhmauon of virtue and theu'
ftandard of ation ? S

IT would not merely demoralife mankind, it
tends to break all the ligaments of fociety, to dif-
folve that myfterious charm -which attraéts indivi-
duals to the nation, and to infpire in its ftead a re~
pulﬁve fenfe of thame and difeuft.

WHAT is patriotifm ? Is it a narrow affettion
for the fpot where a man was born ? Are the very
clods where we tread entitled to this ardent pre-
ference becaufe they are greener ! ? No, fir, this is
not the chara&@er of the virtue, and 1t foars high-
er for it3-object. Itisan extended felf-love, ming-
ling with all the enjoyments of life and twifting
itfelf with the minuteft filaments of the heart. Ic
is thus we obey the laws of fociety, becaufe they
are the laws of virtue. In their authority we
fee, not the-array of force and' terror, but the ven-
erable 1 image of our country’s honor. Every good
citizen maXxes that henor his own, and cherifhes
it not only as precious, but.asfacred. He is wil-
Jing to rifk his life in its defence, and is confcious
that he gama protetion while he givesit. Lot
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what rights or a citizen will be deemed inviolable
when a flate renounces the principles that contti.
tute their fecurity ? Or, if his life thould not be-
" invaded, what would its enoyments be ina coun-
try odious in the eyes of ftrangers, and dithonored -
in his own? Could he look with affe&tion and ven-
eration to {uch a countrv as s parent ?-—-Thefenfe
of having one would die within him; he would
blufh for his patriotifr1, if he retained any, and
juftly, for it would be a vice. He would be a
banifhed man in his na<ive land.

I see no exception tc the refpe that is paid a-
mong nations to the law of good faith. If there
are cafes in this enlight.ned period when it is vio-
lated, there are none who>n it is decried. It is the
philofophy of politics, th: feligion of governments.
It is cbferved by barbarians—a whiff of tobacco
imoke, or a ftring of beads, gives not merely bind-
ing force, but fanétify 1o Treaiies. Even in Al-
giers, a truce may be bought for money, but when
ratificd, even Algsiers is too wife or too juil te dif-

wi and annul 1ts obligation. Thus we fee neither
the ignorance of favages, nor the principles of an
affociation for piracy and rapine, permit a nation
to defpife its engagements.  If, fir, there could be
a refurre¢tion from the foot of the gallows, if the
victims of juftice could live again, collect together
andforma fociety, they would, however loath, foon
find themfelves obiiged to make juftice, that jufice
under which they fell, the fundaniental law of their
{tate. "They would perceive it was their intereft
to make others rcfpeét, and they would therefore
foon pay fome refpeét themfelves to the obligations
ot good faith, -

I't is painful, I hope it is fuperfluous, to make
even the fuppofition that Amecrica fhould turnith
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the occafion of this opprobrium. No, lct me not
even imaginethat a republican government {prung,
asour own is, from a people enlightened and un-
corrupted, a government whefe orign is right, and
whofe daily difapline 1s duty, can, vpon {clemn
debate, make its option to be faithlefs—ran dare
to act what defpots dare not avow, what our own
example evinces the ftates of Barbary are unfuf-
peted of. No, lct me rather make the fuppoiiti-
on that Great Britain refufes to exccute the treaty,
after we have done every thing to carry it into ef-
fect. Isthere any language of reproach punﬂ'ent
enough to exprels your commentary on the fact
What would you fay, or rather what would yeu
not fay ! Would you not tell them, wherever an
Englifhman might travel fhame would ftick to him
—-he would disown his country. You would ex-
claim, England, proud of your wealth, and arro-
gant in the pofleflion of pov wer—oplufh far thefe dif-
tin€tions, which become the vehicles of your dif-
hanor. Such a nation might truly fay, to corrup-
tion, Thou art my father, and to the worin, Thou
art my mother and my {1 fler. We fhould f'w of
fuch a race of men, their name 1sa heaner burden
than their debt.

I cax fcarcely perl uade myfelf to believe that the
confideration I have fuggefted requires the aid of
any auxiliary, But, unfortunately, auxiliary argu-
ments arc at hand. Tive millions of dollars, and
probably more, on the {core of {poliations commit-
ted on our commucc, depend upon the treaty.—
‘The treaty offcrs the only pr ofpc& cf indemnity.
Such redrefs 1s promifcd as the merchants place
{ome confidence in. Wil you interpofe and fruf-
trate that hope? Leaving to many families nothing
but beggary and defpair. It is 2 fmooth proceed-
ing to take a vote in this body—it takes lefs than
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half an hour to call the yeas and nays, and rejet
the treaty. But what 1s the effect of it ? What but
this ; the very men, formerly fo loud for redrefs,
fuch fierce champions that even to afk for juftice
was too mean, and too flow, now turr: their capri-
cious fury upon the fufferers—and fay, by their
vote,to themandtheir families, Nolongereatbread;
petitioners go home and ftarve, we cannot fatisty
your wrongs, and our refentments.

WiLL vou pay the fufferers out of the Treafury ?
No. The anfwer was given two years ago, andap—
pears on our journals. ” Wil you give them letters
of marque and reprifal to pay themfelves by force ?
No. That is war. Befides, it would be an oppor-
tunity for thofe who have already loft much, to
lofe more.  'Will you go to war to avenge their in- °
jury ? It you do, the war will leave you nc money
t0 mdem&ufy them. If 1t thould be unfuccefsful,
you wiii aaqravate exifting evils—If fuccefsful
your enemy wiil have no treafure left to give our
mclchams, the firft lodes will be confounded with
much greater, and be forgotten. At the end of a
a war there muft be a negociation, which 1s the very
point we have alrcady g cained andwhy relinquifh it?
And who will be confident that the terms of the
negociation after a defolating war, would be more
accc*ptablc: to another Houfe of Reprefentativesthan
the treaty befors us ? Members and opinions may
be fo changed, that the treaty weuld then be re-
jected for bemg what the prefent majority fay it
thould be. Whether we thali go on making treaties
and refulingto execute them, 1 know not..  Gf this
Iam certain, 1t will be very difficult to exercife the
trc;‘.ty maxing power on the new principle with
much reputation or advantage to the country.

Turrefuful of the polts (inevitable if we reject
}#
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the treaty) is a meafure too decifive in its nature to
be neutral in its confequences. From: great cau-
fes we are to look for great ciiefts. A plam and
obvious cne will be, the price of the weftern lands
will fali.  Settlers will not chufe to fix their habi-
tation on a f<id of batiie. Thafe who talk {0 much
of the intereft oi the Unitzd States fhould-calculate
how deeply 1t wiil be affected by rejecting the trea.
tv—how vait a tract of wild land will almeft ceafe
to be property.  Thic lofs, izt 1t be oblerved, will
fall upon 2 fund exprefly dovored to fink the nas
tional debt.  'What then are we calicd upon to Jo?
Howeverthe form of the vote and the proteilations
of rna'l) may difsuile the probccdlnn our refolu-
tion Is m fubitance, and it deferves to wear the ti-
tle of a refilution to prevent the fale of the weftern
lands and the difcharge of the public debt. -

" WL the tendency to Indian hoftilities be con-
tefted by anyone? Expcrience givesthean!Wwer. '{he
frontiers were fcourged with war uniil theego-
ciation with Great-Britain wasfar advanced, and
then the {tate of hoftility ceafed. Perhaps the
public agents. of both nations are innocent of fo-
menting the Indian war, and perhaps they ar

not.. We ought not however to expect that neigh-
beuring nitions, highly irntated againft each o-
‘hery will neglect the friendfhip of the favages, the
t 2ders will gain 2n influence and wili abufe 1t
ar. 1 who is 1qnora it that ‘their patlions are eafily
rafi>d and hardly reftrained from violence ¢ Their
mua,uon, will ohh‘fe them to chufe between this
counfry and- Great-Bri itain, in cafe the lrsa‘y
fhould be rejected.  'They will not be our friends
and.at the fame time the friends of our encmies.

But a'n I reduced to the neccflity of proving
this peint * Certainly the very men who d‘aw cd
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the Indian war en the detention of the Pofts, will
call for no other proot than the recital of their own
pecches. It 18 remembered with what emphafis,
with what acrimony, tiev expatiated on the bur-
den of taxes, and the drain of blood and treafure
into the weftern couniry, in confequence, of Bri-
tain’s i‘oldirg the Pofts. Untl the Poltsare re-
ftored, thev exclaimed, the Treafury and the tron-
- ders mult bleed. »

IF anv, againit all theft. proofs, fhonld main-
fain that the ; peace with the Indians will be {table
witiiout the Pofts, to them 1 will urge another re-
plv From arguinents calcuiated te produce con-

ction, Twill appeal direltly to the hearts of thole
,\x ho hear me, and alx whether it 1s not already

lanted there ? 1 refort efpecially to the convittions
of ths Weltarn genticmen, whether, fappofing no
Pcflis arnd no Irut\, the fettlers will remain in
fecu rm ? Can they take it upon them te fay, that
an Indian peace, vader thefe circumftances, will
prove firm? No, fir, it will not be peace but a
fword ; it will be no better than a lure to draw
victims within the reach of the tomahawk.

Ox this theme, my emotions are unutterable :
If 1 could find words for them, if my powers bore
any proporticn to my zeal, I would fwell 1y voice
1o mdl a note of zunonﬁrancc, it thould reach e-
very loghoufe beyond the mountains, 1 would
fay to the iunabitants, wake from your falf: fe-
curity.  Your crucl dangers, your more cruel ap-
prehicnfions are foon to be venewed @ The
wounds, yet unlicaied, are to be torin open again.
Inthe da\ time, your path through the woods will
be ambufhed.  The darknefs of nudmgnt wili

alivter with the blaze of your dwclhngs. Yo G are
a father—the bloed of your fons fhall fatten your

1]
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corn-field.  You are a mother—the war hoop
fhall wake the fleep of the cradle.

On this fubject you need not fulpe any de-
ception on your feelings. It is a fpectacle of hor-
ror which cannot be overdrawn. { you have na-
turcin your hearts, they will fpexk a language

ompared with which all I have faid or can fay,
wxll be poor and frigid.

WiLL it be whifpered that the treaty has made
me a new champior: for the protection of the fron-
tiers ? It is known that my voice as weil as vote
have been uniformly given in conformity with the
1deas I have expreﬂed Protection is the right of
the frontiers ; itis our duty to give it.

Wdo will accule me of wandering out of the
fubject 2 Who will fay that 1 exaggerate the ten-
dencies of our meafurcs ¢ will any one an{wer by
a fneer, that all this isidle preaching ? Willany
any one deny that we are beund, and T would hope
to good purpofe, by mc mcft folemn fanctions of
duty for the vote we give ?  Are defpots alone to
be reproached for unieeling indifferences ta the
tears and blood of their fubjects ?  Are republi-
cans unrefponfible ¢ Have the principles on
which you ground the reproach upon cabinets and
kmm no pra&xml influence, no bindine force *—

re they merely themes of idle dkutlmaaon, -
troduced to decorate the morality of a newfpaper
eflav, or to furmfh pretiy topicsof harrangue
from the windows of that {late houle? T truit 1t
is neither too pruur* otucus nor too late to afk,
Can you put the deareft intereft ofﬁuu) at rifk
without guilt, and without remorie ?

T is vain to offer as an excufe, that public men
are net 10 be reproached for the evils that may
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happen to enfue from their meafures. This is ve-
1y true, where they arc unforefeen or inevitable.
Thofel have depitted are not unforefeen; they are
fo far from inevitable, we are going to bring them
into being by our vote. We chufe the confequen-
ces, and become as juftly anfwerable for them as
for the meafure that we know will produce them.

By rejetting the Pofts, we light the favage fires,
we bind the viGtims. This day we undertake to
render account to the widows and orphans whom
our decifion will make, to the wretches that will
be roafted at the ftake, to our country, and I do
not deem it too ferious to fay, to confcience and to
God. Ve are anfwerable—and if daty be any
thing more than a word of impofture, if conlcience
be not a bughear, we are preparing to make our-
felves as wretched as our country.

THERE is no miftake in this cafe, there can be
none. Lxperience has already been the prophet
cf events, and the cries of our future vi&tims have
aircady reached us. The weltern inhabitants are
not a filent and uncomplaining facrifice. The voice
. of humanity iffues from the thade of the wildernefs.
It exclaims, that while one hand is held up to reject
this treaty, the other grafps a tomahawk. 1t fum-
mons our imagination to the {cenes that will open.
It is no great effort of the imagination to conceive
that events {o near are already begun. Ican fancy
that I liften to the yells of favage vengeance and
the fhrieks of torture, Already they feem to figh
in the welt wind—already they mingle with every
ccho from the mountains.

IT isnot the part of prudence to be inattentive

to the tendencies of meafures. 'Where there is any
oround to fear that thefe will be pernicious, wildom




46

R
and duty forbid that we fhould underate them.—
If we rejett the treaty, will our peace be as fafe as
if we execute it with good faith ¢ 1 do honor to the
mtrapxd {pirit of thofe-who fay it will. It was for-
meuy underftood to conftitute the exccllence of a
man’s faithtobelieve withoutevidence andagainttit.

Bu'r, as opinions on this article are changed, and

we are called to act for our country, it becomes us

to explore the dangers that will attend its peace,
and to avoid them if we can.

. Few of us here, and fewer ftill in proportion of
our conftituents, will doubt that, by reje&mg, all
thofe dangers will be aggravated.

THE 1dea of war is treated as a bugbcar. This

levity is at lealt unfeafonable, and molt of all un-
becoming fome who refort to it.

Wro has forgotten the philippics of 1794 ? The
cry then was reparation—no Envoy—no Treaty—
no tedious delays. Now it feems the paffion {ub-
fides, or at leaft the hurry to fatisfy it.  Great-Bri-
tain, fay they, will not wage war upon us.

IN 1794,1t was urged by thofe who now fay, no
war, that if we built frigates, or rcfifted the pira-
cies of Algiers, we could not expeét peace. Now
they give excellent comfort truly. Great-Britai
has feized our veflels and cargoes to the amount of
millions 5 fhe holds the poits ; fhe interrupts our
trade, {ay they, as a neutral nation ; and thete gen-
tlemen, formeny fo fierce for redrefs, affure us, in
terms of the fweeteft confolation,Great-Britain wiil
bear all this paticntly. But let me afk the late cham-
pions of our rizhts, will our nation bear it ? Let
others exult becaufe the acgreflor will let our
Wrongs ﬂcup forever.  Will it add, 1t 1s my duty
to aﬁx., to the paricnce and guict of our cinizens to
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{ee their-rights abandotled? Will not the difappoints
ment of their hopes, fo long patronifed by the go-
vernment, now in the crifts of their being realized,
convert all their paffions into fury and defpair ?

ARE ihe Pofls to remain forever in the pofiefiion
of Great-Britain ? Let thofe who rejet them; whet
the Treaty offers them to our hands, fay, if they
chufe, they are of no importance. If they are, will
thev take them by force? The argument I am urg-

"would then come to a point. To ufe force is
War To talk of Treaty again is too abfurd. Polts
and redrefs muft come from voluntary good will,.
Treaty or war. »

The conclufion is plain, if the ftate of peace thall
continue, fo will the Britith pofleflion of the pofts.

Look-again at this ftate of things: On the fea
coaft, vaft_lofles uncompenfated ; on the frontier,
Indian war, afual encroachment on our territory.
Every where difcontent, refentments tenfold more
fierce becaufe they will be impotent and humblcd
~ National difcord and abafement.

Tue difputes of the old treaty of 1783, being:
left to rankle, will revive the almoft exungulfhed
animofities of that period. Wars in ali countries,
and moft-of all in fuch as are free, arife from the
impetuofity of the public feelings. ‘The defpotifm
of Tutkey is often obliged by clamour to unfheathe
the fword.© War might perhaps be delayed, but
could not'be prevented. The caufes of it would
remain, ‘would be aggravated, would be multi-
plied, and- foon become intolerable. More "¢ap-
tures, more impreflments would {well the lift of our
wrongs; and the curtent of our rage. I make no
caletlation of the arts of thofe whofe ecmployment
it has béen, on former occafions, to fan the fire. I
fay nothing of theforeign money and emitiaries that
might foment the fpirit of hoftility, bec. uite the ftate
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of things will naturally runto violence. With lefs
than their former excrtion,they would be fuccefsful.

WiLL our governmerit be able to temper and re-
ftrain the turbulence of fuch a erifis . The govern-
ment, alas, will be in no capacity to govern. A di-
vided people, and divided councils ! Shall we che-
rifh the fpirit of peace, or thew the energies of war ?
Shall we make cur adverfary afraid of our ftrength,
or difpofe him, by the meafures of refentment and
broken faith, to refpe& our rights ? Do’ gentlemen
rely on the ftate of peace becaufe both nations will
. be worle difpofed to keepit? Becaufe injuries, and
infults {tillharderto gndure, willbemutually offered.

~ SucwHaftate of things will exift,it we thould long
avold war, as will be worle than war. Peace with-
out {ecurity, accumulation of injury without re-
drefs, or the hope of it, refentment againft the ag-
greffor, contempt for ourielves, inteftine difcord,
and aparchy. Worle than this need not be ap-
prehended, for if worfc could happen, anarchy
would bring it. Is this the peace gentlemen un-
dertake,with fuch fearlefs confidence, to maintain ?
Is this the ftation of American dignity which the
~ high-fpirited champions of our national indepen-
dence and honor could endure—nay, which they
are anxious and almoft violent to feize for the
country ! What is there in the treaty that conld
humble us fo low ? Are they the men, to fwal-
low their refentments, who fo lately were.choak-
ing with them ? 1If in the cafe contemplated by
them, it fhould be peace, I do not hefitaie to de-
clare it ought not to be peacc.

Is there any thing in the profpeét of the interior
ftate of the country to encourage us to aggravate
the dangers of a war? Would not the fhock of
that cvil produce another, and fhake down the
{eeble and then unbraced firuéturc of our govern-
ment ! Isthis a chimera?  Is it going off the
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ground of matter of fat to fay, the reje&ion of
the appropriation proceeds upon the dottrine of
a civil war of the departments ? Two branches
have ratificd a rreaty, and we are going to fet it a-
fide. How is this diforder in the machine to be
refified? While it exifts, its movements maft
ftop, and when we talk of a remedy, is that any
other than the formidable one of a revolutionary
interpofition of the people ? And is this, in the
judgment even of my oppofers, to execute, to pre-
ferve the Conftitution, and the public order? Is
this the ftate of hazard, if not of convulfion, which
they can have the courage to contemplate and to
brave, or beyond which their  penetration can
reach and fee the iffue ? They feem to believe,
and they att as if they believed, that our union,
our peace, our liberty are invulnerable and im-
mortal—as if our happy flate was not to be dil-
turbed by our diffenfions, and that we are not ca-
pable of falling from it by our unworthinefs.---
Some of them have ne doubt better nerves and
better difcernment than mine. They can fee the
bright afpeéts and happy confequences of all this
array of horrers. They can fee inteftine difcords,
our government diforganized, our wrongs aggra-
vated, multiplied and unredrefled, peace with dif-
honor, or war without juftice, union or refources
in “the calm lights of mild philofophy.”

~ Burt whatever they may anticipate as the next
meafure of prudence and fafety, they have ex-
plained nothing to the houfe.  After rejecting the
treaty, what is to be the next ftep ? ‘They muft
have forfeen what ought to be. done, they have
doubtlefs refolved what to propofe.  Why then
are they filent ¢ Dare they not avow their plan
of condult, or do they wait until our progrefs to-

wards confufion fhall guide them in forming it 2
[
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LeT me cheer the mind, weary no doubt and
ready to defpond on this profpet, by prefenting
another which it is yet in our power to realife.
Is it poflible for a real American to lcok at the
profperity of this country without fome defire for
its continuance, without fome refpeét for the mea-
fures which, many will fay, produced, and all will
confefs have prefervéd it? Will he not feel fome
dread that a change of fyftem will reverfe the fcepe?
The well grounded fears of our citizens in 1794,
were removed by the treaty, but are not forgotten.
Then they deemed war nearly inevitable,and would
not this adjuftment have been confidered at that
day as a happy efcape from the calamity ? The
great intereflt and the general defire of our people
was to enjoy the advantages of neutrality. This
inftrument, however mifreprefented, affords Ame-
* rica that ineftimable fecurity. The caules of our
difputes are either cut up by the roots, or referred
to a new negociation, after the end of the Euro.
~peanwar, ‘This was gaining every thing, becaufe

1t confirmed our neutrality, by which our citizens
are gaining every thing. This alone would juftify
the engagements of the government. For, when
the fiery vapars of the war lowered in the {kirts of
our horizon, all our wifhes were concentered in
this one, that we might efcape the delolation of
the ftorm. This treaty, like a rainbow on the
edge of the cloud, marked to our eyes the {pace
where it was raging, and aflorded at the {ame time
the fure prornoftic of fair weather. If we reject
it, the vivid colours will grow pale, it will be a
baleful meteor portending tempeft and war.

L1 us not hefitate then to agree to the appro-

priation to carry it into faithful execution. "Thus
we fhall fave thie faith of our nation, fecure its
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peace, and diffufe the fpirit of confidence and en-
terprife that will augment its profperity. The pro-
grefs of wealth and improvement is wonderful and
fome will think, too rapid. The field for exer-. -
tion is fruitful and vaft, and if peace and good go-
vernment fhould be preferved, the acquifitions of
our citizens are not fo pleafing as the proofs of
their induftry, as the inftruments of their future
fuccefs. The rewards of exertion go to augment
its power. Profit is every hour becoming capital.
The valt crop of our neutrality is ali feed wheat,
and is fown again to {fwell, almoft beyond calcula-
tion, the future harveft of profperity. Andin this
progrefs what feems to be fiction is found to fall
thort of experience. |

I rosk to fpeak under impreflions that I would
have refifted if I could. - Thofe who fee me wii
believe that the reduced ftate of my health has urn.-
fitted me, almcft equally, for much exertion of
tody or mind. Unprepared for debate by careful
refleCtion in my retirement, or by long attention
here, I thpught the refolutionI had taken to fit fi-
fent wasimpofed by neceflity, and would coft me
no effort to maintain. With a mind thus vacant
of ideas, and finking, as 1 really am, under a fenfe
of weaknefs, I imagined the very defire of {peaking
was extinguifhed by the perfuafion that I had noth-
ingto fay. Yet when I come to the moment of
deciding the vote, I ftart back with dread from the
edge of the pit into which we are plunging. In
my view, even the minutes I have {pent in expof-
tulation have their value, becaufe they protrac
the crifis, and the fhort period in which alone we
may refolve to efcape it. ~

I riave thus been led by my feelings to fpeak
more gt length thanl had intended.  Yet 1 have




2
5 »
perhaps as little perfonal .intereft in the event as
any one here. There is, I believe, ne member who
will not think™ his chance to be a witnefls of the
confequences greater than mine. If however the
vote fhould pafls to reje, and a {pirit thould rife,
as it will, with the public diforders to make con-
fufion worfe confounded, even I, flender and al-
moft bicken as my hold upon lif¢ is, may outlive
the government and conftitution of my country.
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