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WRITER under the fignature of Hampden, in the Rich-

mond paper of the 1ft inftant, after aflerting the exclu-
five right of Virginia to fill the office of Prefident, calls the at-
tention of the citizens of that ftate to the illuftrious Thomas
Jefferfon, as the fitteft chara@er in the union ¢o fill the Prefi-
dent’s chair, and proceeds to enumerate the various pretenfions
of that gentleman. They are,

1ft. His merits as a philofopher.
2d. As a republican. |
3d. Asa friend to the civil and religious rights of mankind,

4th. As a citizen who was in favor of the prefent federal
government, but wiflied for amenaments.

sth. As an enthufiaftic admirer of the French Revolution,
without however furrendering the independency and fel{-govern-
ment of America.

6th. As a citizen, who had a proper fenfe of the perfidious
conduét of Britain towards us, which he would have counteralt-
ed by pacific meafures, and meafures more advantageous than
thofe which have taken place.

7th. As a citizen whofe diplomatic talents, and political fa-
gacity are not inferior to his republicaniim and unalterable at-
tachment to liberty.

8th. As poflefling a fortune no lefs independent than his
principles, and with a difpofition, continually impelling his fer-
tile genius to difcoveries and improvements in the arts and {cien-
ces.

I suarL not ftop to confider the exclufive claim of Virginia to
the prefidency, but fhall proceed to examine the pretenfions of
Thomas Jefferfon, as the above detailed. We may juftly pre-
fume that his panegyrift has brought forward every title which
this candidate poffefles to the public favor on this occafion, and
ye may thercfore fafely pronounce that thofe, and thofe alone,
are the titles on which his pretenfions reft. I fhall examine,

ti. Tuc merit of T. Jefferfon, as a philofopher.

WHeTHER 2 moral or 2 natural philofopher, or both, s not
fated by Hampden, The chaga&er of a good moral philofo-
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pher is certainly a very refpectable one, and if Mr. Jefferfon's
panegyrifts can produce any evidence of his merits in that re-
lation, I fhall be happy tofee them. If it can be fhewn that
he has difapproved of the cruelties which have ftained the French
revolution, that he has reprobated, inftead of countenancing, the
impious d&irines of Thomas Paine, that he has been an advocate
for peace, order and fubmiffion to the laws, that he has never re-
commended in a public charadter, a profligate violation of pub-
lic faith, in that cafe, his qualities as a good moral philofopher,
would be valuable ingredjents in the charaéter of Prefident of

the United Statep ",

WHETHER Or bt he has vindicated, the horrors and crueltics
perpetrated in France, has been the advocate of Thomas Paine
and the patron of his works, has foftered diffentions in the ad-
miniftration of the federal-government, has connived at the op-
pofition to the laws, has recommended meafures deftruétive of
the public credit and reputation, will hereafter appear by a re-
view of his condu, and by a reference to public facts and do-
cuments,

.- Ir Hampden only intended to exfibit him in the chara&er
of a great natural philofopher, 1 amat a lofs to difcern in what
“refpeéts his merits as 2 natural philofopher, can recommend him
to the prefidency. It fhould {feem that the a&tive, anxious and
tefponfible ftation of prefident would illy fuit the calm, retired
and exploring views of a natural philsfopher, his merits might
entitle him to the profeflorfhip cf a college, but they would be
as incompatible with the duties of the prefidency as with the
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command of the Weftern army. As well might we have

brought forward the eminent talents of Rittenhoufe, had he
been living, or the wonderful geniusof Cox, the great bridge
builder : indeed the merits of the famous egueflrian Ricketts
would have been at leaft as likely to recommend him to a ftation,
which may occafionally require great military talents.

Hap Hampden juftly appreciated the talents of this great
natural philofopher, he would have continued him in his philo-
fophical retirement, employirg his fertile gerivs ii: difoveries ard
improveme::ts in the ufeful aris, impaling butterflies and infe&ts,
and contriving turn-about chairs, f r the berefit of his _fellow citi-
zens and mav:kind in general.  While in the innocent enjoyment
of fuch harmlefs occupations, no real friend to his peace and re-
pole, and to the welfare of mankind, would draw this calm phi-
lofopher from fuch ufcful purfuits, to plunge him into the buf
and dangerous vortex of an arduous ftation.

To be ferious, let us examine the claim which his pancgyrift
_.fets up for him to the title of Mhilofopher.

Ve
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For the proof of his affertion, he refers us to the Noter on
Virginia. As a moral philofopher, I do not recolleét any part
of that work, which juftifies the affertion ; but asa natural/ phi-
lofopher, his claim is probably founded on his ingenious differ-
tation refpe@ing the primary caufes of difference between the
whites and the blacks. It 1s worthy of infertion, and will fur-
nith an accurate idea of his philofophical fagacity. This phi-
lofopher had once formed the extravagant project of emarcipa-
ting all the flaves of Virginia, and the more extravagant one of
afterwards fbippiig them off to fome other country ; in page 147
of his Notes on Virginia, he fays,—< it will probably be afked,

¢ why not retain and incorporate the blacksin this ftate? 1

¢ anfwer, deep rooted prejudices entertained by the whites,
4 ten thoufand recolleétions by the blacks of the i juries they
¢ have {uflained, new provocations, the real diflinétioris which
¢ NATURE has made, and many other circamftances, will divide
¢ ug into parties and produce convulfions, whieh will never end
“ but in the extermination of the ove or the other race. Lo thefe
¢¢ objections, which are political, may be added others, which
«¢ are phyfical and moral. 'The firft difference which ftrikes us
¢ is that of colour ;5 whether the black of the negro refides in
¢¢ the reticular membrane between the fkin and the {carf fkin,
¢¢ or in the {fcarf {kin itfelf, whether it proceeds frcm the colour
¢ of the blood, or the colour of the bile, or from that of fome
¢« other fecretion, the differeice is_fixed in nature, and is as real as
s if its feat and caufe were better knowntous. And isthis difs
“¢ ;“rerce of 1:0 importance ? Is it not the foundation of a greater
“ or a lefs thare of beauty iz the two races 2 Are not the fine
¢ mixtures of red and white, the expreflions of every paflion by
« greater or lefs fuffufion of colour in the one, preferable to that
¢¢ eternal monotony which reigns in the countenances, that mm-
¢ moveable veil of black which covers all the emotions of #he
“ other race ? Add to thefe, flowing hair, a more elegant fym-
“ metry of form, their own judgment in favor of the whites,
¢¢ declared by their preference of them as uniformly as is zhe
“< preference of the orai outaig for the black women over thofe of
¢ his owi fpecies. Befides thofe of colour, figure and hair, there
“¢ are other phyfical iltinétions proving a differeice of race; they
¢ have /efs hair on the face and fody, they ficrete lefs by the kidnics
“ and more by the glands of the fhin, which givks them a very
¢ firong and difagrecable odoir. They are more tolerant of heat,
¢ and lefs {o of cold, than the whitcs, perhaps owing to a diffe-
¢ yence of frudtiirve in the pulmosary apparatus; they are more ar-
“ dent after their female ; their griets are tranfient ; in general
¢ their exiltence appears to participate more of fenfation than
“ refleCtion.  ‘They are in reafen much inferior to the whites. It

-4 is not againft-experience to fuppofe that different fpecies of the
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< fame genus, or varietics of the fame [pecies, may poflefs different
¢¢ qualifications. Will not a lower of natural hiffory, then, one
¢ who views the gradations in all the races of animals, with the
“ eye of philofophy, excufe an effort to keep thofe in the depart-
* ment of man as diffin@ as nature has formed them ; this unfor-
‘¢ runate difference of colour, and perhaps of faculty, is a power-
“ fil obflacle to the emancipation of thefe people. Many of their
“ advocates while they with to wirdicate the lierty of human
“ nature are anxious alfo to preferve its dignity and beauty, Some
“ of thefe, embarrafled by the queftion, what further is to be
“ done with them, join themfelvesin oppofition with thofe who
¢¢ are afluaied by fordid avarice only. Among the :Romans,
¢ emancipation required but one effort : the flave when made
“ free might mix awfthout flairirig the blood of his mafler, but with
“ us, a_fecondis neccffary, unknown to hiflory ; when freed, he is
“ {9 se removed bevond the reach of mixture.”

A rew comments on ihe foregoing very ridiculous and cla-
bovate attempt to prove that the negroes are an inferior race of
anirnals, will place in a juft light the philofophical meriis of the
author : This paflage has been feleéted, becaufe it is among
thofe which have been moft admired by the author’s friends.

Firft, we obferve an affeted anxiety to emancipate the ne-
groes of Virginia, why? “ in order to vindicate the /iberty of
the human race;” but this commendable zeal prefently yields
toa more interefting anxiety “ to preferve the beauty of the hu-
man race.”

'To extricate himfelf from the embarraffment into which Le
is thrown by the confli&ting defires of ¢¢ vindicating the liberty
of the human race,”’ and ¢ preferving its beauty,”” he hits on
the notable expcdient of emancipating all the flaves of Vir.
ginia, and then inftantly /bipping them off, like a herd of black
cattle, the Lord knows where. The defire of preferving the
beauty of the human race predominates, however, in the mind
of our philofopher ; for notwithftanding the flaves are to enjoy
a momentary freedom, they are {uddenly after to be feized,
bound, packed on board veflels, and againft their confent ex-
ported to fome lefs friendly regions, where they would be all
murdered or reduced to a more wretched ftate of flavery.—
Such are the noble and ¢n/arged views of pkilofsphical politicians }
But fome juftification muft be given for the latter part of this
mereiful projeét: It was neceflary therelore to prove that the
blacks, (whofe emancipation was requifite to vindicate the li-
bety of the buman race,) were not ie faét of the human race,
for this mult be the author’s meaning, if there be any meaning

12 his work ; the idea of two or more human races, a black ha
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man face, and a white hnman race, being too abfurd even for
him to have fuggefted ; it is true, his expreflions are fo vague
and contradi€tory, that it is difficult to afcertain very precifely
his meaning ; but taking the whole together, it refults in this,
that the blacks are.a peculiar race of animals below man and
above the oran outang, a kind of tertium quid, a higher kind of
brute, hitherto undefcribed. I am at a lofs to annex any other
refult to the following expreflions and obfervations, viz. ¢ The
real diftin&ions which nature has made’’—a difference in the
two races”—comparing the preference which the blacks have
for the whites ¢ to the preference of the oran outang for the black
awomen’’—{ecreting lefs by the kidnies, and more by the glands
of the fkin than the whites—difference of ftruture in the pul-
monary apparatus—being in reafon much inferior to the whites
—different fpecies of the fame genus, or varieties of the fame
fpecies—their exiftence participating more of fenfation than re-
fleion—gradations in the different races of animals,” &c.

TuE confufion of ideas which pervaded the underftanding of
our author through the whole of this very ingenious and learn-
ed differtation muft be manifeft. At one moment he is anxi-
ous to emancipate the blacks, to vindicaie the liberty of the hu-
man race—at another, he difcovers that the blacks are of a Jif-

ferent race from the human race, and therefore when emancipat-

ed, muft be inftantly removed beyond the reach of mixture, leaft
he (or ihe) fhould fain the blood of his (or her) mafter; not
recolle®ing what, from his fituation and other circumftances, he
ought to have recolleted—that this mixture may take place
while the negro remains in flavery : he muft have feen all a-
round him fufficient marks of this faining of blood to have been
convinced that retaining them in flavery would not prevent it ;
he muft have been fatisfied that the mixture would not be the
lefs degrading from the emancipated ftate of the black. At a-
nother moment he difcovers that the blacks arcindeed a part of
the human race, but then they are a diferent fpecies of the fame
genus, or they and the whites conftitute varieties of the fame
fpecies. In one place he afferts with confidence ¢ that they
are in reafon much iuferior to the whites ;”” in another, he feems
to doubt it ; ¢ this difference of colour, and perbaps of facul-
55 27 to jultify the emancipation of the blacks, they are made a

pari of the human race; to jultify their tranfportation they are
laffed with the brutes.

But the moft extraordinary of all the felf contradi&ions of
this philofopher is found in a Letter written; while fecretary of
ftate, to a Negro named Benjamin Banneker, which letter, hav-
ing a clofe relatior to this fubjet, may very properly be here

g e
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We hawe feen from the above quotation, that our authar
was decidedly of opinion—1t, That there was a_fixed difference
in nature between the whites and blacks—2d, That this amount-
edto a diltin¢tion, conftituting the blacks a different race—3d,
'["hat the blacks were i reafon much inferior to the whites, their
exiftence participating*more of jenfation than refle€tion—4th,
That this i7feriority wasevidently not produced by their condi-
tion, but by nature. o

Tux negro Benjamin was the refcd author of an Almanac,
which was cither dedicated to, or fent, ‘with fome complimen.
tary epiltle, to his brother author, our philofopher, whofe phi-
lofophy was of fo pliant a quality, that, inftantly forgetting all
hig learned difcovesics oy the fkin and fcarf fkin and kidnies of
the unfavory Afri&ns,o%e fat™own and wrote to brother Ben-
jamin a fraternizing epiftle, in which ¢ he rejoiced to find that
“ NATURE had given to his dlack brethren talents equal to
“ thofe of other colours, and that the appearance of a want of
“ tliem, was owing mercly to the degraded condition of their ex-
¢ jftence, both in Africa and America.”” He then adds his
wifbes for the emancipation of the negroes in the United States,
as faft as circumftances will admit. Here we find a dire? and
flat contradiction to all his affertions on this fubje& in his Notes ;
from which we muft infer, either that that work was compiled
with fo much inaccuracy, and fuch want of information or re-
fle@lion, that the moft trivial circumftance was fufficient to in-
duce him to contradiét its contents bimfelf ; or that he was fo
influenced by a ridiculous vanity, {o tickled by a filly compliment
from an ¢ unfavory animal of an inferior race,” as wilfully and
publicly to contradi&t, without any fhame or regard to public
decency, his former affertions, ftill believing them to be well
founded. - His panegyrift may choofe from the above alterna-
tives, that which may be the leaft injurious to his friend. He
will probably attempt to vindicate the philofopher by intraduc-
ing his candor which ledthim to recant an error. The wonder-
fu%produ&ioq of Brother Benjamin, he will fay, had eonvinc-
ed him of the untruth of his former doftrine. But this apol-
ogy will not do; becaufe the Notes on Virginia prove, that our
philofopher had feen the rgmted works of other blacks, at leaft
" equal in merit to Brother Benjamin’s, and had fuggefted, that

[,

they were the produdtion of fome white perfon, falfely attri.

buted to the negroes. He had fully confidered and difcuffed
this fubje@®: this appears from the preceding quotation ; but
to leave no room for doubt on this point, a further quotation
fhall be inferted. Our author, in his great zeal to fupport his
do@rine of the inferiority of the race of the blacks, proceeds thus

to the proof : ¢ They are in reafon much inferior to the whites ;

T AN - NS 5 A TN AR e SV RPN TR




RRBLPY, :

o AP - NS P RS

(9 )

* as; I think, one could {carcely be found capable of tracing
% and comprehending the inveftigations of Euchid ; in imagi-
¢ nation, they are dull, taftelefs and anomalous, . Many have
* been brought up to the handicraft arts ; fome have been li-
¢ berally educated ; and all (in America) have lived*in coun-
‘¢ tries where the arts and {ciences are cultivated to a con‘idera-
“ ble decree, and had before their eyes famples of the beft -
¢ works from abroad. The Indians, with no advantages of
¢ this kind, will often carve figures on their pipes, not defti-
¢ tute of defign and merit ; they will crayon out an animal, a
¢ plant, of a2 country, fo as to prove the exiftence of a germ
¢ in their minds, which only wants cultivation. 1hey afton-
¢¢ ith you with ftrokes of the moft fublime oratory, fuch as
“¢ prove their realon and fentiment ftrong. their imagination
¢ glowing and elevated ; but never yet could I find that a
¢ blact had uttered a thought above the level of plain narra-
¢ tion—never fee even an clementary trait of painting and
¢¢ fculpture. Loveis the peculiar ceftrum of the poet : their
¢¢ love isardent, but it kindles the /fenfe only, not the imagin-
¢ ation. Religion, indecd, has produced a Phillis Wheatly,
¢ but it could not produce a poet. The compofitions pub-
¢ lithed under her name, are below the dignity of critici{m.
¢¢ Jgnatius Sancho has approached nearer to merit in his com-
¢ pofition : Though we admit him to the firft place among
¢ thofe of his own colour, who have prefented themfelves to
¢¢ the public judgment, yet, when we compare him with the
¢ writers of the race among whom he lived, and particularly
¢ with the epiftolarly clals, in which he has taken his own

¢¢ ftand, we are compelled to enroll him at the bottom cf the co-

¢ Jumn. ‘This criticifm fuppofes the letters publithed under
¢t his name, to be genuine, and to have received amendment from
‘¢ no other hard, points which aorld rot be eafy of invefligation,
(furprifing the fame refleétions did not occur refpeéing Ben-
jamin, the almanac-maker!) The improvement of the blacks,
“ in body and mind,in the jfirf? i-iffaxce of their mixture with the
¢ avhites, has been obferved by every one, and proves, that their
¢ inferiority is not the effet merely of their condition of life. A-
¢ mong the Romans, their flaves were often their raref ar-
“ #ifts; they excelled too in fcience, infomuch as to be ufvally
¢ employed as tutors to their mafter’s children. EpiGetus,
 Terence and Pheedrus were flaves 3 but they avere of the race

““ of whites. It is not their~condition, then, but NaTURE, whicl)
 has produczd the diflin@ion.” ‘

From the above it is evident, that he had well examined
this fubjed, and that his dire& and grofs contradiltion .of all
this doctrine, {o foon after, {prung principally from a wifh te
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acquire a little popularity with the free negroes. What muft
we now think of a philofopher, who, in ofie publication, af-
furts it to be “ proved, that the inferiority of the blacks is not
« the effeét merely of their condition of life, but a deflizéion of
¢ race, produced by nature ;”° and in another *¢ that it is ow-
* ing merely to the igrgded condition of their exitence.” Ihd
he flatter him{clf that his letter to Banncker would efcap
publication, and only be handed round among the free negroes,
who probably ncver had read his Notes, or if they had, would
foraive the paft injury, on account of the prefent recantation ?
Did he hope thus to efcape deteétion, and chus artfully to ob-
tain the charaCter of a great and fagacions philofopher with
“the fricnds of negro flavery, while he would be rewarded with
the plaudits of the abolition focieties and free negroes :~—~What
fhall we think of a fecretary of flate thus fraternizing with ne-
groes, writing them complimentary epiftles, ftiling them Ais
black brethren, congratulating them on the evidences of their
geniusy and afluring them of his good wiftes for their fpeedy
<. dncipation; what muft the citizens of the fouthern flates,
o rticularly, whofe flaves are guaranteed to them as their pro-
perty by the conftitution and laws of the United States, think
of a fecretary-of the United States, (whofe peculiar duty it was to
watch over the interefts of every part of the Union,) who, 4t
the hazard of the'primary interefts of thofe ftates, promulgates
hig approbation of a fpeedy emancipation of their flaves ?—
What will they think of fuch a candidate for the office of pre-
fident of the United States /—What will they fay to the Elec-
tors of ‘the fouthern flates who fhall be fo entirely regardlefs of the
in‘ercfls and fuiure peace and tranquillity of their country as to vote
for fuch a perfon? But this fubje®, from its importance, re-
quires a further ‘confideration.

Tuomas Jerrerson, fecretary of ftate of the United
States, in his letter to the negro Banneker, ackaowledges him-
{elf converted from all his former opinions, refpeéting the infe-
riority of the black race, and declares himfelf convinced ¢ that
“ nature has given to his black Lrethren talents egual to thofe o
“ other colours, and that the afpearance of a want of them is
“ owing merely to the degraded cordition of their exiftence both
“in Africa and America.” He concludes his fraternizing epif-
tle with thefe words, ¢ I can add with truth, that nobody

S avifles more ardently to fee a good fyftem corimenced for

_“ ruifing the condition both of their body and mind to «vhat it
“ ought to bey as fiyf as the imbecility of their prefent exiftence
“ and oiber circumfionces which cannot be negleéted, will ad-
mit ! Notwithitanding the caution and cuaning with which
the Jatter fentcuce is worded, to admit of a deuble interpreta-
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tion, if neceffary, it cannot be denied that, -taking the whole
letter together, it meant to exprefs to the negro, Denjamin,
an ardent with to fce an early f{yftemn of emaacipation 1 the
fouthern ftates ; he had juft faid, that nature had given to his
black brethren talents equal to thole of the whites, .and that the
ahwar(mac ofa want of thein was owing m,eret:y to their df’gf‘at -
ed condition ; he immediately adds. Ais “ardnt avifb for a good
{5 ftem for raifing the condition both of ‘their lody and mind to
awhat it ought 10 be, that is, in plain Englith, ¢ from the de-
graded condition of flavery to a ftate of - freedom:” The qua-
liication fubjoined, viz. * As. faft as the imbecility of their
s prefent exiftence, and other circumflanees which: cannot be
% neglefted, will admit,” was introduced as anartful falvo,
not too far to commit himfelf ; hehind thefe equivocal expref-
fions he thought himfelf fheltered fram an attack in the fouth.
ern {tates ; he might, if puthed, conftrue them into an opinit
on, that for centuriegto come, emancipation would be impo-
litic and dangcrous, - becaufe othér circumflances would not jui=
tify the meafure. But this is' certait, that had he viewed the
meafyre of emancipation ag 3 dangerous one, either he would

“have difcoutenanced it, or at-lealt, on fo delicate. a fubiedj

kept filent.  Why fuch an anfwer to the negro’sletter # Wihy
not confipe his anfwer merely to the almanac, apd to the ufuat
compliment on fuch an occation { Why make 2 parade of his
opinion, by extolling the natural genius of the blacks, remind-
ing them of their degraded condition and expreflingia wiih to.
fec it changed ? Either he was a friend to emandipation, or he
was not: if the former, then the qualification refpetting obber cir-
cumflances was abfurd and unmeaning; if the latter, then the en-
comiums on the talents of the blacks, apd the ardent with for
their releafe frem their degraded condition, weére equally abfurd.
Again, he tells Baaneker, and througl him all the negroes m
America, ¢ I am fatisfied that your natural tilents are equal to
“ thofe of the whites, and that the appecrance of a wunt of
¢ them 1 you is owing merely to the degraded condition of your
exiftence ;”” now avhat does he mean by adding, * T wifh to
“ fce you emancipated, as foon as the mmbecility of your pre-
¢¢ fent exiftence will admit 2’ If the appearance of their want
of talents was owing merely to their condition, the fooner they
emerged from that condition the better ; if their imbecility was
produced folely by their condition, that imbeciiity would ceale
the moment they were emancipated ; what kind of realoning

" Wity to charge their imbecility altogether to their conditiou,

and yet to expe&t an ameclioration of their reafon antecedentl
to their change of condition? It i1s no better than the blunder
of the Jrifhman, who would not. fuffer his fon to go into the

water, until he could fwim.  According to our author’s mude
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of reafoging, the negroes could never be emancipated, his ar-
dent wifh could never be gratified ; the flavery of the negroes
he fays is the fole cauie of their mbecility ; but he mmmediately
adds, they muft remain iu flavery ’till their minds are enlight-
ened. How are they toacquire this neceffary pre-requifite to
emancipation, when, according to his doétrine, that pre-re-
quitite can only be obtained afier emancipation ! Here is fuch
a jumble of ideas, fuch a confounding of canfe and ¢fed in this
letter, that the prodyétion of it by a man of common under-
ftanding can only be accounted for hy afcribing it to a pitiful
grafp at popularity from a clafs whizh he had defpifed, and to
an ardent wifh for the emancipation of the fouthern negroes,
fhrouded in the cauticus and ambigucus language of one, who
thought the times not yet ripe enough for a full difilofure of
his dangerous views.—Another qualification 12 his letter re-
fers 1o “othor circumflances, which cannot be neglefted.”
What circumftances had he in vicw, to prevent the immedi.
ate emancipation of the blacks ! Does he allude to the dif-
ficulties which would oppofe his tranfportation feheme ? Sure-
ly the negrocs would not thank him for their liberty on
fuch terms ; but in his Notes on Virginia he is decidedly of
opinion that the negroes of the United States, when freed,
muft be removed beyond the reach of mixture ; rather a harfh
treatment for his black brethren! Whence proceeds this right
of tranfportation (without a crime or convition) our phi.
lofopher has not informed us, and on what pretext of law or
juftice, frcemen, not even charged with any offence, are to
be fhipped off, like cattle, I am unable to difccver: had he
propofed fhipping them off, while flaves, therc would be
more fenfe in the project ; but firft to emancipate and invelt
them with all the rights of free citizens, and then forth-
with to treat them as flaves and cattle, is aitogcether unintel-
higible,

Pexuars the projeét was, to make it a preliminary con-
dition fne gqua mon with the Africans, that they fhould be
free, fubj.{i to immediate tranfportation : but when free, it
is dcubtful how many of them would confider themfelves
bound by fuch a condition ; indced it is queftionable whether
many of them would accept their freedom on fuch terms.
But wavine thefe difficultics, how impolitic would it not be
to banith from the country feveral hundred thoufand of our:
black Lrethren, 1o awhom nature he- given talents equal to our
own, and who, in pitc of their monotonous + colour and of-
fenfivé fecretions (circumflances common to thoufands of o-
ther colours) might become very ufeful citizens, and, ac-
cording to the fecretary’s letter, rank with the whites in

T Whoever heard, betore My, Jeffeifm’s time, of the mansiony of cslonrs?

-
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point of genius and merit, at the very inftant of: their emanci-
pation.—If the fecretary of State meant in his letter to al-
lude to his fhipping proje& by the words ¢ other circum-
ftances,”’ it would have been but candid in him to have un--
folded to his black brethren the whole extent of his views,
that they might be fully apprifed of the terms on which they
had his ardent wifhes for emancipation. Having omitted fo
effentiz! a part of the plan, it 1s to be prefumed, that he has
abandoned it, and now withes for their emancipation as faff as
other circumflances will allow it to be accomplifhed ; that 1s, as
foon as he fhall find it convenient to difpofe of bis own, and
as foon as the meafures which are now purfuing for that pur-
pofe in feveral of the ftates, even in fome of the fouthern ftates,
and the principles which have been tranfplanted from the
French coloniesinto America, and Ais countenance as Prefi-
dent of the United States, fhall combine to make the mea-
{fure appear practicable in the eyes of its promoters.

I+ appears almoft incredible (and could not be credited had
we not the falls before our eyes) that the fame Thomas Jef.
ferfon, who not many years ago publifhed to the world his opin-
ion, ¢ that there were powerful obftacles to the emancipation
s¢ of the blacks, becaufe deep rooted prejudices entertained
¢ by the whites, ten thoufand recolle¢tions by the blacks of
¢¢ the injuries they have fuftained, new provocations, the real
¢ diftinétions which nature has made, and many other circum-
¢¢ ftances, will divide us into parties and produce convulfions
¢¢ which will never end but in the extermiration of the one or the
“ other race,”’ thould have recently declared his ardent awifk for
Sfuch emancipation, at the rifk of all the horrid confequences

which he had him/elf fo ftrongly depicted.

Ir fucha wonderful change has been wrought in his mind,
to what are we to impute 1it? I can find no other clue to it
than the delufive and vifionary principles which he has'imbibed
on that fubje& by hisrefidence in Frauce. It isto be remark-
ed that he publithed his notes on Virginia, after {fpending the
greateft part of his life in Virginia, among Negroe holders and
Negroes, and at a period when he muft be prefumed to be pret-
ty well acquainted with Negroes, and aware of the confequences
of their ecmancipation ; he wrote his letter to Banncker, the
Negro, foon afier his return from France.

Ir his fentiments on this fubjet were not changed when
he wrote to the Negro, thcn his letter to him is a piece of
ofs hypocrily, calculated to filch a little popularity from a
ew free Negrocs, and the friends of emancipation, at the ex-

~ pence of his own charaéter and of the peace of his country.
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WueTHER the Secretary complied with the promife made
in that letter to Bauncker ¢¢ of fending his almanac to she
great philofopher Condorcet,” as a teftimony of his black bro-
ther’s extraordinary genius, we have never learnt.

Many further fimilar illuftrations might be made of the ex-
feevetary’s philofopbical talents from his notes on Virgiia ; thefe
may for the prefent fuffice. - At a future opportunity, we may
find leifure to notice liis very extraordinary penalcode, and his
whimfical {yftem of reivdiation, his avife attempt to refute the
account of the deluge, (evidently ftated by Mofes to be a miracl)
by a recurrence to philofophical and merely ratural principles ;
and fundry other philofophical abfurdities. His plagiary report
- on aveights and meaf «res will be adverted to under another head,

ArTer thefe fpecimens of his talents, we may fafely venture
to withhold from I'homas Jefferfon the title of philofopher.

BuT ‘we fhould incur no danger in yielding to his-claim in
the fulleft extent, becaufe it muft be obvious to men of the
fmallelt experience in public life, that of all beings, a philofo-
pher, makes the worft politician; that if any one circumftance
more than another, could difqualify Mr. Jefferfon for the Prefi-
dency, it would be the charge of his being a philofopher. Not
believing him to poflefs any thing more than the maf# of philo-
fophy, my objetion to his ele&tion would certainly not reft on
that ground ; but asthere may be fome, who, having read his

.. works fuperticially, may have been deceived by that charaéter,

<<“®hich is fometimes acquired, becaufe no one has been at the
trouble to {crutinize and ftrip it of its borrowed garb, to them
I repeat that, admitting him to be a moft learned philofcpher,

fuch a charaéter alone creates his difqualification for the Prefi-

dency.

In turning over the page of hiftory, we find it teeming with
evidences of the ignorance and mifmanagement of philofophical
politicians. The great Locke was employed to frame a conili-
tution for Carolina ; but it abounded fo much with regulations,
inapplicable to the ftate of things for which it was defigned, fo
full of theoretic whimfies, that it was foon thrown afide. Con-
dorcet, a particular friend of our Amcrican philofopher, was a
great French philofopher ; his conftitution, propofed in 1793,
contains more abfurdities than were ever before piled up in any
{fyftem of Government ; it was fo radically defeftive that its
operation was never even attempted ; + Condorcet’s political

e ———

+ Hear what Boifsv d’.4nglis faysof the Conftitution of Condoreet, a brcther laborer
in Phiict” phy and Palitics of ‘Thomas Jeffer w2 meditated amidit intrigue and :m-
hition, coneeivedin gie bofrm of vice, that Condlitation is pothing more than the ¢ n-
centration of all the elementscf difurder. ind the arganiz ttion of anarchy, Whatin.
diedl muft we think of'a Cor ftitution, which uf;.'iuni'a's the parral infuirreflion of powers,
indepordentof the conftienzed authoritie , and leaatizes (e pepen GFplunder aud tere
vor.”” Compare this, Americans, with the priuciples and practice of the Democtatic
Spcietics and the other fupporers of Thormus Jofta fon ) !
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follies, and the wretched termination of his career are well
known ; he had philofophy enough to know how ‘to raife a
ftorm, but not enough te avert its effefts. The affairs of France
Jhave fince been. more ably conducted (except during the fhort
‘ariftocracy of Robefpierre) by men who are good politicians,
but fortunately for France, not philofophers.

RiTTENHOUSE was a great philofopher, but the only proof
we haye had of bis political talents was his fuffering himfelf to
he wheedled into the Prefidency of the Démocratic Society of Phis
ladelphia, a focicty with which he was even athamed to aflociate,
tho’ cajoled and fattered into the loan of his zame. Many other
mﬁanccs might be adduced.

Tue chara@entftic traitsof a philofopher, when he turns po-
litician, are, timidity, whimficalnefs, a dtfpoﬁt.lon to reafon from
certain principles, and not from the true nature of man;.a prone-
nefs to predicate ll his meafurcs on certain abftraét theories,
formed in the recefs of his cabinet, and not on ;he exl{hng ftate
of things and circumftances ; #n inertnefs of mind, as applied
to governmental pollcy, a waveririg of dlfpoﬁtmn when great
and fudden emergencics demand promptuefs of decifion and

‘energy of action. If the laws are~0ppofed -ard infurrection raifes

its creﬁ the infyrgents will always calculate on the weaknefs

“and indecifion of the executive (if 2 philofopher) and they will

be juftified i their calculations, for he will hcﬁtate till ali s loﬁ

he will be wandenng in the labyrinths of philofophical 1pe¢ula-
tions, moralizing on the fin of ipilling human blood, and {aclith-
ly perfuading him{elf that mankmd can a/ways be reclaimed and
brou ht back to their duty by abholefme advice. His mind
will be conftantly attracted to his favorite purfuits ; and his pre-

fidential dutics, will, of courfe, be pcfipened to more pleaﬁng

avocations.

LeT us fuppofe one of thefe exploring and profou‘nd philo-

fophers eletted Prefident of the United States, and a foreign

mtmﬁcr, on his firft introdu@ion into his cabinet, furprifin
im in the act of infpecting the fin and the fearf kin of a black
and a white pig, in order to difcover the caufes of dxﬁ'crcnce
which nature has created in their colour, or with the fame view
anatomizing the kidnies and glands of a Negro to afcertain the
vature of *his fecretions 7 'Would not the miniftcr’s firft obferva-
tion he, that the philofopker would be much better employed
in his retirement at home, and his fecond, that fuch a Prefident
would furuifh exccllenc materials for hlm to make ufe of.

Waar refpedt would the officers of government entertain for
@ prefident, whom they fhould find, on waiting on him for in-
ftructions, bulily engaged in impaling a bytterfly or contriving
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with effiduous perfeverance an + eafy chair of new confiruction ?
Would not an attention to thefe littlenefles make him the ridi-
cule of the world? The great Wasninoron was, thank
God, no philofopher ; hud Je been one, we thould never have
feen his great mititary exploits ; we fhould never have profpere
under his wife adminiftration. There is another chara&eriftic
trait in philofophers Lizhly dangerous, namely, their extreme -
pennefs to flattery 5 a flatterer will be always fure to gain a philo-
fopher’s affections ; a philofophical prefident will be confequent-
Iy mott influenced by that nation which flatters moft 3 which that
is, ne¢d not be mentioned : if their agents do not fail in this
national qualification, fuch a prefident will be their moft devoted
fervant ¢ he will alfo be perpetually furrounded by a fwarm of
domeflic flattcrers ; and as they arc generally the bafelt of cha-
ralters, the companions he will be attached to, and the meafures
they will promnote, may without difficulty be predicted.

BuT, although [ have thus denied to Mr. Jefferfon the title
of a real philofspher, 1 am ready to allow that he poflefles the
inferior charalteriflics, and the externals of philofcphy. By one,
‘ambitious of paffing with the world for a plilofopher, the firft
were cafily acquired, the laft as eafily affumed. The inferior
chara&eriftics, as applied to the fcience of pclitics, are a want of
fteadinefs, a conftitutional indecifion and verfatility, vifionary,
wild and {peculative fyftems, and various other defc&tive features,
which have been already pourtrayed—Indeed fo unfettled is the
mind of a wozld le philclopher, fo capricious and verfatile are
the principles of thefe philofephical mimics, that they attempt to
reconcile the moft irreconcilable theories, and to juftify the moft
inconfiftent aéts by the fame ftandard. Thusyou will find thefe
pretenders to philofophy, at one morert, coolly juftifying the
molt atrocious and faigutiary crivlties, provided they are means
to a certa.u favorite e.:d ; at another, cautioufly diffuading from
vigorous, tho’ neceflary meafurcs, left they might fatally iffue
in the fhedding of human blood. Co:dercet and Briffot were,
like Jefferfon, reputed philofophers 3 they fet up certain wild
.and mifchievous theories of government ; ef courfe, followed
the emancipation of the negroes in the French Weft-Indies, and,
of courfe, the muffacre of the whitcs, and the defolation of the
colonies : this was reprefented to them, by a depuiation from
the colonies, warning them of the fatal confequences of their
principles. What was Philofopher Coiidorcer’s veply ? Attend
toit, Citizens of the fouthern States | | He anfwered with true
philofophic calinnefs, ¢ LPerifb all the colo..sfls, rather than that
we fhould deviate one tittle from our principles.””  7This is the

t Who has not heard from the fecretary the praifes of hiswonaeiful Bhirligig
Chair, which had the miraculous quality of allowing the peifon feated in it 1o turn
his Liead, withoat moving histail ? Who'has not admired hisferiile genixs in the pre-
dudion of his Epicurean fidesbosrd, and viher Gim Krackery? |
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enlightened Condorcet, to whom his friend Jefferfon, flimulated
by a fympathetic philanthrophy, fent Banneker’s Almanac, ai
the higheit proof of his admiration of the Negro’swork. This
is the fame Condorcet who could, with calmnefs, fee the colonies
laid wafte, and thoufands of aged colonifts and innocent women
and children maffacred, and yet was perpetually preaching up
philanthropy and univerfal benevolence.  Brifot was much fuch
another charaler, and they both defervedly met the fame fate.

As igriordant people are often impofed upon by an appear:-
arice of philo(ophry, thofe, who have ambitious defigns, readily
affume its exterzals: thefe confift in a ridiculous affe&tation
of fimplicity and humility, in a thoufand frivolities, and little
puerile tricks, which always render the performer coxtempt-
ible in the eyes of difcerning people, who foon difcover that
under the aflumed cloak of humility, lurks the mott ambi-
tious [pirit, the moft overweening pride and - hauteur, and
that the externals of fimplicity and humility afford but a flih.
{fy vell to the internal evidences of ariftocratic fplendor, fen<
fuality and epicureamfm. <

Mr. Jerrerson has been held up and chara&erized by
his friends as ¢ the quiet, modeft retiring philofopher—as
the plain, fimple, unambitious republican.’”” He fhall not now,
for the firk time, beregarded as the intriguing incendiary—
the alpiring turbulent competitor, unlefs fa&s fhall warrant
the fuggeftion : of thefe am enlightened public muft judge.

WHAT, if a quiet, modeft, unambitious philofopher, at a
delicate crifis, withdrawing himfelf ftom a poft of duty, from
an alledged attachment to philofophical purfuits, and a ftrong
antipathy to public honors, {hould immediately devote his hotire
of retivement fo mature his fehemes f concealed ambition, and at
the appointed time, come forth the undifguifed cardidate for
the higheft honors, and for the moft arduous ftation to which
ambition can afpire ?

WouLp not this trait alone fufficiently mark his chara&er
ard his views ? \ |

To fomie few of his fellow cittizens, this may perbaps be the

JSir/} time his real charadter has been difcovered ; but let them recol-

le& that there is always ¢« g fir/? time,’’ when charalers, ftudi-
ous of artful difguifes are uaveiled, when the vizor of floicifm
i3 plucked from the brow of the epicurean, when the plain
garb of quaker fimplicity is ftripped from the concealed volup-
tuary, when Cefar, coply refufing the profiered diadem, is found
to be Ceefar rejedting the trappings, ¢ hut tenacioufly srajping
the fubflance of imperial domivation.”’
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Tue pretenfions of Thomas Jefferfon to the Prefidency, in
the relation of a philofopler, having been canvafled, we fhalk
ncxt proceed to examine his pretenfions as ¢ a republican,
and a fnend to the civil and religious rights of his fellow-citi
zens.’

THE obfervations already made, refpefling the affumption
of the externals of philofophy, will apply with peculiar force to
the affumption of the externals of republicanifm. There are
smpoffors in patriosifm as well as in philcfophy ; and as the for-
mer are the moft dangerous, fo ought we the more carefully to
be on our guard againit them. It is now become fo common a
trick in Frarce, in' England, and in the United States, for
every ambitious demagogue to put on the garb of patrictijm,
to vociferate in the language cf lilerty, that every prudent and
intelligent citizen immediately fufpetts them of fome mifchie-
vous defign ; and thefe fufpicions have been warranted by fa-
tal experience.—Who wore the externals of rcpublzcamfm,
who {poke the language of liberty more than Marat and Ro-
befpierre ? Who was a greater friend to the civil and religious
rights of his fellow-citizens than Cromwell ? Who bellowed
more for liberty than the infurgent and fugitive Bradford ?
In France, the a&ors in the late infurrection againft the go-
‘vernthent, not content with the title of patriots, arrogantly ftil-
éd themfelves the ExcLusive paTriors. In fhort, read but
a few pages of ancient or modern hiftory, infpeét but a few co-
lumns of a new{paper, and you will find, that every afpiring,
turbulent, and feditious demagogue, has always begun by af-
fuming the externals of patriotifm, and vociferating in the lan-
guage of liberty, as a cloak and an aid to his nefarious projeéts.

WuEeNEVER | hear a man make a parade of his own republi-
canifm, or his patrwtlfm, or his overflowing zeal for his coun.
try’s'good, I mftantly inquire, whether he is a candidate for -
office? When his puffers proclaim his republican v1rtucs, and
his love of country, I inquire into his paff condud : that is the
true f:g/l of patriotifm. chubhcamim (that much abufed
word) is difcovered by opinions, not by profeffions.  Patriotifm
announces itfelf by peeps, not by words. When Wasuing-
tox was unanimoufly called to the Prefidency, he required no
puffing, o Hampdens to blazon his fame. His paft condud, his
senuine merit, his long fervices, were recorded in every breatt.
He required no affected retirement, no pretended philofophy,
no coyith reje€tion of public honors, no deep planned machine-
ry to bring Aim forth to public notice. And whenever the
public eye of America fhall fix itfelf on a prominent objed, it
will have been attracted to it by well-known virtues, and well.
tried abilitics 5 not by the artificial parade of arrogant preten-

' nom, or tlu. dw ptxw puﬂinfra of mtertﬁcd intriguers,
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HampbEN, in bringing forward Mr. Jefferfon's republicanifm
as a title to public favor, could not have {erioufly intended this
very common and .univerfal qualification as a mark of any pe-
culiar merit : It is to be prefumed we are all republicans. 1
have mixed a great deal with the world ; I have vifited every
part of the Union; Ihave heard the political fentiments of ev-
ery defcription of people—and I can with truth, and moft fo-
lemnly, aver, that I have never mct with a citizen of the Unit-
ed States, who exprefled a with for any other form of govern-
ment for the United States, than the republican.

YeT I am aware that Hampden, in fpecifying this qualifica-
tion, among others, meant lefs to point at the poffeffion of it
by Mr. Jefterfon, than at the fuppofed want of it in his com.-
petitor, Mr. Adams.

It is well known, that one of the tricks of party employed
by Mr. Jefferfon and his adherents, has been to reprefent that
worthy citizen, Mr. Adams, as a friend tec monarchy and pri-
vileged orders. It 1s obferved by our experienced Profident, in
his late excellent addrefs, ¢ that one of the expedients of par-
¢ ty, to acquire influence with particular diftrifts, 1s, to mif-
¢ reprefent the opinions and aims of other diftris.”” So, one
of the expedients of Mr. Jefferfon’s party, to acquire influence
with tie people, who are republicans, is, to mifreprefent the
opinions of their competitors and opponents, as being anti-re-

publican.

WitH the vain hope of imprefling this opinion, refpefting
Mr. Adams, on the public mind, various paflages have been
garbled from his work, entitled, “ A Defence of the American
Conflitutions ;> a book exprefsly written for the purpofe of
vindicating thofe conflitutions from the ftritures of monfieur Tur-
got, a French theorift, who condemned the feparation of the
Aumerican legiflatures into two branches. The objett of Mr.
Adams was, to fhew the abfolute neceflity, in a republican go-
vernment, of checks and balances; and that vefting all the le-
giflative power in @ fingle body, had, at all times, and in all re-
publican governments, ended in the flavery of the people. To
prove this, he rcfers to all the ancient and modern republics ;
and neceflarily introduces the various checks and balances
which had been devifed in each, or for the want of which the
people had loft their liberties.

THis is called by. Hampden, and other f{ycophants of Mr.
Jefferfon, ¢ an elaborate book in favour of privileged ordets,
“ and of a plan of government, compounded of a fufficient
“ mixture of monarchy.”




( 20 )

Noraing is more falfe than this aflertion. The book is
in favour of diftributing the legiflative power in the United
States, into two branches : and fo much good fenfe and found
reafoning does it contain, that, for the honour of Mr. Adams,
every conftitution which has been made in the United States
fince his work has been fo organized.——That of Pennfyl-
vania, which had always been conitructed on the plan of -a fin-
gle branch, was, in 1790, a few years after Mr. Adams’s work
appeared, changed, and. organized with two branches;—a
change cffected almoft unanimoufiy in their convention, and
allowed to be produttive of the moft effential advantages.

Ir this party have fucceeded in fome quarters of the Union,
where the means of mmformation have been limited, how have
they effetted their bafe purpofes? By garbling detached fen-
tences of Mr. Adams’s book, and mifreprefenting his opinions.

Txere is no publication in the world which may not be
condemned by this unfair mode of proceeding. When an in-
dividual is profecuted for publithing a /el even in England,

although the charge is founded on certain paflages, extradted

froia the work, thie judge always charges the jury to read the
abole work, and to ground their verdiét on the whole, taken to-
gether ; the jury carry out the book and read the whole of it,
before they undertake to condemn the author. Yet Hamp-
den, probably himfelf a {prig of the law, and who, I'll ven-
ture to fay, has never read the book he condenns, calls on the
enlightened and liberal citizens of America to pafs perpetual fen-
tence of condemnation on’ Mr. Adams, (whom he allows to
have been a patriot of 1776) on the ftrength of a few broken
and detached fentences.

Fuper WiLsew, in the convention of Pennfylvania, when
- the federal conftitution was under difcuffion, made the follow-
ing reply to fome of its opponents : ¢ Take ditached parts of
any {yftem whatever, in the manner thefe gentlemen have hi-
therto taken this conflitution, and you will make it abfurd and
mconfiftent with itfelf. I.do not confine this obfervation to
human performances alonc , it will apply to divine writings.
An anecdote, which I have heard, exeiplifies this obfervation :
When Sternhold’s and Hopkins’ verfions of the Pfalms was
ulually fung in churches, a line was firft read by the clerk,
and then fung by the conaregation. A failor had ftepped in,
and heard the clerk read this line—

¢ The Lord will come, and he will not ”
‘The failor ftared ; but when the clerk read the next line,
¢ Keep filence, but fpeak out,~mmm—es’’
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¢he failor left the church, convinced the people were not in
their {enfes. '

¢ This ftory, added Mr. Wilfon, may convey gn idea of
the treatment of the plan before you ; although it containg
found fenfe, when connefled, yet by the detached manner of
confidering it, it appears highly abfurd.”

The paffages, which have been {ele€ted from Mr. Adams's
book by his enemics, are generally narratives concerning the
forms of government of otner countries, in which there exift-
ed a monarchy or privileged orders, and the defe@s of which

“he adduces as illuftrations of his {yftem in favor of a dalanced

republican government. 'When he {peaks of the United Statest
he exprefsly rejcices at our happinefs, ¢ lecaufe ovr pProrLE
are fovereign, and becaufe awe have NO HEREDITARY titles, honors;
offices, nor diflinétions.” It would have been fingular indeed
had he fet out with writing a book in defeace of the American
conflitutions, and then publithed a panegyric on afyftem, dire&t-
ly oppofed to thofe conftitutions: And yet this grofs abfurdity

_is alledged by his oppouents.

Bur to place beyond a doubt the impreflion which this
book, (fo much reviled by our jacobins) has made on the difin-
terefted, candid and enlightened, not only of our own, but of
other nations, I will refer to the fpecch of Boify &’ Anglas,
one of the pureft republicans in France, in the convention, on
difcuffing their prefent conftitution. All France had juft at
that moment {worn eterna’ iatred to monarchy and privileged
orders; any encomiums therefore onan author fuppofed to be
friendly to monarchy and privileged orders, would not have
been favorably received ; Mr. Adams’s book had been tranf-
lated into the French language, bad been much read by that
nation, and was well known : Boifly d’Anglas declared, in
the convention, that ¢ the committee who had drawn up
the conftitution, were much indebted to the excrrLLeNT
work of that celebrated American patriot, Joun Apams, for
many of the LiGHTs they had acquired on the fubje& of true
REPUBLICAN government.” Such was the opinion formed of
Mr. Adams’s book by thofe who had no perfonal intersff in at-
tempting to difparage the work or its author.

" Mr. Apaums’s work, which has furnithed fuch a handle
for the malignant criticifms of his adverfaries, and of thofe
who dread his juft pretenfions to the public gratitude, was

e RS

T See Defence o the Amevican Conltitutions, page9gs,
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written in the year 1786. Yet we heard little of his alledged
monarchical principles till about the year 1791. This will
be hereafter accounted for. 1t is very certain that Mr. Fef
ferfon himfelf did not, in the year 1989, three years after
the work was written, fufpe@ Mr. Adams of foftering any
fuch principles ; for we find in a letter § from Mr. Jefferfon,
dated Paris, March 15, 1789, thefe expreflions: ¢ I knew
¢¢ there are fome among us who would now eftablifh a mo-
¢ narchy, but they are inconfiderable in number and weight of
¢ charader.” No one will doubt that Mr. Jefferfon had then
feen Mr. Adams’s book ; the intimacy which had Jong fub-
fifted between thofe charalters, the curiofity of the former on
literary and particularly on political fubjeéts, his fituation as
the minifter of the United States ata court, and among learn-
ed men, at that time particularly inquifitive on {uch fubjeéts,
where fuch a work would be neceflarily an interefting and ge-

neral topic of converfation, and the high charater of the lat- -

ter, then a miniiter at a neighbouring court, are all circumftan-
ces which muft remove every doubt of the fa&.

As little doubt can there be that at the time Mr. Jefferfon
wrote the letter reicired to, he did not confider Mr. Adams
as a perlon inconfideralle in aweight of charafler. Thence it is
clear that although Mr. Jefferfon had read Mr. A dams’s book
in 1789, hedid not then infer from it that the author was a
friend to monarchy, for had he drawn fuch a conclufion, he
could not have faid, with truth, that the friends of monarchy
were incoufiderable in weight of charaCter. What afterwards
led to the diicovery that Mr. Adams was a favorer of monar-
chy, is now to be uafolded.

In the fummer of 1790, the Prefident was affli¢ted with
an alarming diforder which threatened his life.  Already a fuc-
ceflor was talked of ; various candidates prefented themfelves
to the public mind, and among them the Vice-Prefident ftood
moft confpicuous. It inftantly became the fyftematic policy
of Mr. Jefferfon and his adherents, to ruin in the public efti-
maticn a formidable rival, by charging the Vice-Prefident with
an attachment to monarchy and privileged orders.

Abont that time, Mr. Jefferfon, being fecretary of ftate,
conferred a _finecure office in his department with a falary of
two hundred and fifty dollars a year on Mr. Freneau, to induce
him to remove to Philadelphia, and fet up a newlpaper at the
feat of government, called the Nationa/ Gazette. 'Lhis paper

-— - L

. } Thisletter and fome others, fuppofed tobe written to Mr, Madifon, on the fub-
I7Ct of the new conftitutior of the United Stares, were publithed in Dunlap’s paper
M 792, 10 prove (what they did pot) My, Jefici fon’s approbation of that conftitation,
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forthwith teemed with the moft illiberal abufe of Mr. Adams,

and twice a week regularly rung the changes againft his fyftem
of monarchy and privileged orders.

Bur, to give more éclat and charadter to the charge, the
fecretary of ftate himfelf, who only, two years before, had
not difcovered zny thing injurious to the public weal in Mr.
Adams’s book, did not difdain to appear in print, and com-
merice the attack. |

Tug firt volume of Thomas Paine’s ¢ Rights of Man,”
made its appearance ; the opportunity was eagerly feized, to
anfwer the double purpofe of wounding a competitor, and of
laying in an additional ftock of popularity, by affociating and
circulating the name of Thomas Jefferfon with a popular ‘pro:
dution of a once favorite writer, ona favorite fubje&.

For this purpofe, the fecretary of ftate wrote an epiftle to
a printerin Philadelphia, tran{mitting the work for republica-
tion, and containing the following paffage: ¢ 1 am extreme-
¢ ly pleafed to find it will be reprinted here, and that fome-
« thing is at length to be publicly faid againft the polisical be-
“ refies which have {prung up among us. I have no doubt
¢ our citizens will rally a fecond time round the fandard of
¢ common fenfe.”

TuERE was not 2 man in the United States acquainted with
the infinuations which had been propagated againft Mr. Adams,
who did not inftantly apply the remark ; and the fignal was fo
well underftood by the partizans of the writer, that a general
attack immediately commenced.

Tue National Gazette of Frenecau, faithfulto its duty, and
the newfpapers of the party in the different ftates, refounded
with inveétive and fcurrility againft the patriot, who was thus
marked out as the 0bjed of perfecuiion.

BuT it was quickly perceived that difcerning and refpeQa-.
ble men difapproved of ‘the ftep which the fecretary had tak-
en. It was of confequence to endeavour to maintain their
good opinion. Infincere proteftations and excufes, as frivo-
lous as aukward, were multiplied by the fecretary to veil the
real defign. ¢ The gentleman alladed to,”” he protefted,
‘¢ never once entered his mind ; it was never imagined that the
¢ printer would be {o incautious as to publith the letter. No-
¢ thing more had been in view, than to turn a handfome pe-
“‘ riod, and avoid the baldnefs of a note, that did nothing but
¢¢ prefent the compliments of the writer !

Thus, afolemn invocation to the people of América, on a
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moft fevious and important fubjed, dwindlcd at oace into a
brilliant conceit that tickled the imagination too much to be
refited. The imputation of /evity was preferred to that of
malice.

BuT when the people of America prefented themfelves ta
the difturbed fancy of the patriotic fecretary, asa routed hott,
fcattered and difperfed by that political forcerer, the Vice-
Prefident, how was it poilible to refift the heroic, the chival-
rous dcfire, of ereCting for them fome magic ftandwid i
orthodoxy, fuch as Tom Paine, and endzavouring to re/ly them
round it, for their mutual proteétion and fafery.

Ix {o glorious a caufe, the confiderations—that a citizen of
the United States had written, i a forcign country, a book,
containing ftrictures on the government of that country, which
were regarded by it as lbellous and feditious—that he had dedi-
cated this book to the Chief Magifirate of the Union—that the
republication of it, under the aufpices of the fecretary of flate,
would wcar the appearance of its having been promoted, at
leatt of its being patronifed by the goverament of this country—were
confiderations too light and unimportant to occalion a mo-
ment’s hefitation.

"THost who, after an attentive review of circumftances, can
be deceived by the artifices . which have been employed to var-
nith over this very exceptionable proceeding, muft underftand
little of human nature, and be littie read in thofe arts, which,
in all countries and at all times, have ferved to difguife the ma.
chinations of factious and intriguing men.

W e have feen, that thefe fuppofed hercfies, at which Mr. Jef-
ferfon affected fo much alarm, were the opinions ‘diffeminated
throughout the able work of Mr. Adams,—a citizen, pre-emi-
nent for his early, intrepid, faithful, perfevering, and compre-
henfively ufeful fervices—a man, pure and unfpotted in private
life—a patriot, having a high and folid title to the eftcem, the
gratitude, and the confidence of his fellow-citizens—a title
which the foul and peftilent calumnies, which have been circu-
lated through the country, have never yet contaminated.

W have feen the bafe arts which have been empioyed to dif-
tort his real fentiments, by feleCing and disjointing detached
pafiages. We fhall now fee whether a lefs unfair proceeding
will not convict Mr. Jefferfor himfelf of huving foftered fome
political herefies.

"+ In the difcuffion of the chargesalledged againft Mr. Adams,
I Lave a:amadverted on the unfairnefs of ga:bling fentences
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and mangling expreflions for the purpofe of condemning an
author’s work ; and I have adverted to the pradtice in the
courts of judicature in England, in profecutions for a libel,
where the jury never condemn, ¢ #// theyshave read the avhole
s qyork.”’ | |

WL the enlightened citizens of Anjerica condemn an old

‘and faithful fervant, whom even Hampden ftiles, ¢ a patriot of
¢ *n6," before they have allowed him the means of defence,

which are allowed ip England to the meanelt individual 2=
Let them read his Defence of the American Cenftitutions, and
] fhall be content to abide by their verdi€t ;~—but let them

fpura, with jult contempt, the venomous infinuations of par-

ty.

Wourp Mr. Jefferfon be content to have Ais opinions ex-

-amiped by the rule which has been applied by his partizans to

Mr. Adams? Would he acquiefce without appeal, in a fen-
tence of condemnation, which -thould be altogether grounded

on mangled quotations, and partial extrats from his writ-
ings ? '

Tue charge againt Mr. Adams by Hampden is, that he i3
an advocate for monarcky and privileged orders; and this
charge is faid to be founded on certain expreffions in, his

- work.

I po not mean to retort with feverity the charge, and ac-
cufe Mr. Jefferfon of being at this time, an advocate for mo-
narchy and privileged orders ; but I am warranted in afferting,
that, without doing any violence to the context, I can pro-

duce from his writings particular paflages, as much in favour

of monarchy and privileged orders, as any paflages in Mr. A-
dams’s book.

For example—In fpeaking of the impolicy of increafing
the population of the United States, by encouraging the in-
troduction of foreigners, in page 93 of his Notes on Virginia,
he obferves, that foreigners will infufe into our government
their fpirit, &c.; by waiting fome years longer, our govern-
ment will be more homogeneous, more peaceable, more dura-
ble. He then adds, ¢ Suppofe + twenty millions of RErPUB-
¢ LicAN Americans, thrown all of a fudden into France,
‘ what would be the condition of that kingdom? If it would
““ be MORE TURBULENT, LESS HAPPY, LESS STRONG, W€
“ may belicve, that the addition of half a million of foreign-

T A very curious fuppofition, by thebye, inafmuch as there were not at that time,
THREE millions of republican Ainericans in the warld, \Where, then, was he 1o
find thefe twenty miilions?

D
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“ ers to our prefent nwmbers, would produce a fimilar efle&t
¢ here.”

Now, it is evident, from the above extra&, that Mr. Fefer-
fo belicved that a monarchical government was the beft {uited
to France, and that fending there twenty millions of repubis-
can Americans would render France more turbulent, lefs happy,
and /efs firong. If he thought that tewenty millions of Amers-
can republicans (who are juftly reckoned the beft republicans
on the globe) would difirganife France, and dimini/b her happi-
nefs and her flrergth, he muft have been fully perfuaded, that
thirty millions of Frencl republica+s (who, with all their merits
are certainly inferior to the Americans in the {cience of felf
government) would produce thofe effefts in a much greater

degree.

An opinion, in favour of morarchy may then without dif-

ficulty be inferred frem the foregoing paflage.

In page 126 of the fame work, in enumerating what he
calls the capital defo@s of the conflitution of Virgivia, he com-
plains bitterly of the conftruction of the ferate, as not being
fufficiently ariffocratic, although the members are chofen for
four years, as long a period as in any ftate in the Union, ex-
cept Maryland. But he complains, becaufe the fei:ate, and
the eleGtors of the fenate, do not conftitute a different iiterefd
from the reft of the community., He fays, ¢ The ferate 1s,
¢t by its conflitution, f.0 homogenesus with the houfe of dele-
¢ gates ; being chofen by the fame eletors, at the fame time,
¢ and out of the fame fuJseéts, the choice falls of courfe, on
“ men of the fume defcription. The purpofe of eftablithing dif-
« ferent houfes of legiflation is, to introduce the ivfluerce of dif-
“ ferent interefls or different principles.  In fome of the Ameri-
“ can ftates the delegates and fenators are fo chofen, as that
“ the firft reprefent the perfons, and the fecond the property +
“ of the ftate ; but, with us, wealth and wifdom have an
“ equal chance for admiffion into both houfes. We do not
¢ therefere derive, from the feparation of our legiflature into
¢ two houfes, thofe Jenefits which aproper complication of prin-
“ ciples is capable of producing, and thofe which alore can
“ compenfate the evils which may be produced by their dif-
“ fentions.”’

Naw canthere be a ftronger recommendation of ariffacracy
and privileged orders than we find in this paffage ? He wifhes to
ee introduced into the conttitution of Virginia, an INFLUENCE

. T There is nothing of the kind in any of the American conllitutions; the aflertiun
msuntrie,
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of inTErEsTs different from thofe of the mafs of the +fudjess
(as he calls the peoplc) and to eftablith a permanent con-
ftitutional feparation of two orders of people, on different prin- .
ciples ; one to be reprefented by the Senate, the other by
the Delegates ; he wifhes to have weavTH altogether repre-.
fented in the Senate, and awifiom in the other houfe, and
laments that eifdom has an equal chance with wealth of admif-
fion into the Senate. 'What is all this but an eftablifiment of-
srivileged orders and of an arifiocracy of the rankett kind !
The wealth of the ftate 18 to conftitute a SEPARATE cCLASS, -
to be reprefented ExcLusivELY in a Senate, which is to be-
organized on different principles, and which is to maintain an
influence of different intergfls trom thole of the reft of the foci-.
ety. Such a body, bhaving an equal participation of the le~
giflative power with the poorer reprefentatives of the poorer
clafs, would {oon cruth the other branch and ufurp all pow-
er; it would foon ereét itfelf into an hereditary ariftocracy,
like that of F7enice. Is there any diftin&ion, except in namesy
between a privileged order, and a diftinét clafs of men, enabled
by their pofleffion of wealth and exclufive reprelentation .in @
branch of the legiflature to maintain a:feparate influence in the
ftate ? Whatn fa& i3 a privileged order but a {eparate clafs of
men, poflefling by law exclufive privileges ? What did Mr. Jefs
ferfon with to eftablifh in Virginia ?—*¢ a feparate and privileged

4 clafs, compofed of the weaithy, poflefling by law an. fﬂuericr,

¢ different from that of the reft of the people, and exc/ufively res
¢ prefented in the Senate 2’ Now I defy his chatnpmns to pros
duce any fragment from Mr. A dams’s baok, fo pointedly in favor

of privileged orders, as applicable to the Umted Statcs, as the
foregoing quotation,

AN ariflocracy of wealth being thus eftablithed by law, titles
would follow of courfe ; ; 1t matters little whether fuch a Virgi-
nia {enztor, as Mr. Jefferfon withed to create, was to be ftiled
hosiorable, or illufirious, the title of a Venetian fenator ; the lat-
ter would moft probably be annexed ; for we find even Haup-
den, while extollmﬂ' the republican chara&cr of his patron, fo
far forgets himfelf as to ftile him the ill: ifbrious “7 ﬁérfon s he
prefentiy after {peaks of his awealth ; thus connetting his riches
with his illuffrious character, as though he had juft bccn reading

-lus plan of a Virginia koufe of nobles.

WiLL it be now denied that even Thomas Jefferfon, that pro-
totype of republicanifin, has in his writings, countenanced do-
trines favorable to monarchy and ariftocracy ;. that hé has, in
this refped, at lealt as much forfeited his title to the pu ublic
favor, as Mr. Adams, and that henceforward his partlzans, if

they have any fenfe of dccency,ought to be filent on this fubjeét ?
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It has been ftated, that the obje&t of Mr. Adams’s buok
wasto point oat the tendency of @ fingle legiflative branch to
deftroy the hberties cf thie people. His reatoning in favour:
of a diftribuiion of the legiflative power into two branches,
and the eltzblitiment of checks and balances, has been wick-
edly perverted into a realoning in fupport of privileged orders.
Who has not feen the venemous eflulions, and the low ribaldry,
which Lave -of late been difgorged from the Facobire prefles a-
gainft Mr. Adams’s fyltem of checks and balanees? Who'
would have fuppofed, that fimidr rezfoning and principles
were to befound in the werks of Mr. Jefferlon, the faworit: of
thofe prefs, and the very man who had firlt founded the alarne
againft Mr. Adams’s fyltem of checks and balances, in other
words, his political Bérg/f’e.r' 2 Suclt howevér is the faét.

. In the Nctesan Virginiay page 126, the conftitution of Vir-
ginia 18 corrdemned by-Mr. Jefferfon, becaufe ¢ all the powers
‘“ of government refult to the legiflative body.” ¢ The con-
% kenirating thefe, (he'adds) in the fame hands, is precifely the
“ + definition of deipotic government. It will be no alleviat
‘ tion that thefe powers will be exercifed by a plurality of
 hands, and nct by a fingle one.~One bundred and feventy-
¢ _three defpots would furely be as oppreflive as one.  Let thofe
% who doubt it, turn tireir eyes on therepublic of Venice. As
$¢ little .will it avail us tha: they are chofen by ourfeloes i ain
¢ eleshive defpotifm was not: the government we fought for 3
s¢:.but:ene which.ihould not only be founded on free principles,
¢ but in Wwhich the powers of government thould be fo divided
$¢ and dclarced among feveial bodies of magiftracy, as that ne
“ one could tranfcend their legal limits, without being

effctually checked and reftrained. by the others.”

A

[
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Nbw, here we find a very able recommendation of checks andl
bala::ces; znd we are told, that we are »ot to iruft even thofe
whotn eoe ¥ed ourfelves, unlefs checked by fome other power;
for, il not fo checked, they will foon be converted iato elecive
defpots. " o '

SucH were the opinions. of Mr. Jefferfen, when he wrote
his Notes ¢u Virginia,  Whether his fublequent refidence n
Frarce has effected a total cbangc in thefe opinions, we have
not the mate:ials to decide 5 thele we poficfs involve the mat-
ter in cbfcurity ; for although in lis letter to Mr. Madifon
from Paris, dated December 20, 1787, on the fubje@ of the
new federal conftitution, he fays, ¢ I like the regative given
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to the executive ;”* yet, a few years after his réturn from
France, this kind of check was ranked by kim among Mr. A-
damg’s political berefies 3 and though, in that letter, he feets
to approve of the diftribution of the legiflative power, by the
American couftitution, into two branches ; yet he is faid to
have been confulted about, and to have approvedy the French
conftitution of v79¢, which vefted the whole legiflative power
in one branch, aad thus; according to his do&trine, eftablithed
(or, to ufe his-exprefhion, defined) an eleftive defpotifin.

T ue. friends of Mr. Jefferfon, while they hold him up as the
quintefferice of republica-ifmi, affe& to be prodigioully alarmed
left the enemies of republicamfm fhould gain the afcendancy in
the United States. Nothing can be more prepofterous than
this filly affeéta*” 1. Thote who make the moft oftentatious
parade of it, arc knowii to be charaters the moit anti-republi
can in their private life, their public condu&, and all their views:

It is certain, that Mr. Jefferfon himfelf; whatever he mighe
affett, entertains none of thefe fears. In a letter, already re
ferred to, from him, are thefe expreflions : ¢ The riling race
¢ (intthe United States) are af/ republicans. We were edus
¢ cated. in.royalifm: no wonder if fome of us retain that idol:
¢ atry ftill. Our young people are educated in republicamim §

““ an apoflacy from that to royalifm, is unprecedented and im-

}' ¢ goffile.” ~ What ground then for thefe apprehenfions ¥ How

muft every judicious and independent citizett reprobate fuch
bafe attempts to miflead the publie, and to dcfame fome of the
beft chara@ters in the United States ? And of whom are thefe
fears entertained > Of Mr. Adams!—a citizen who, through
the arduous progrefs of a long public life, has never been be-
trayed intd ‘one a&, which his opponents can objet to him ;
for, it is to be obferved, that, although he has been in public

life for near thirty years, they duare not attack his public condud,
- but are driven to the wretched expedient of criticifing’ His po-

litical fentiments, by mifquoting his writings. For my part,
were I a fouthern planter, owning negroes, I fhould be ten
thoufand times more alarmed at Mr. Jefferfon’s ardent wifth
for emancipation; than at any fanciful dangers from monar-
chy. Emancipation is a poffible thing ; but apoflacy to royalifm,
according to Mr. Jefferfon, is impg[g;ble.

I nave produced written fentiments of Mr. Jefferfon,
which will bear a conftruftion at leat as unfriendiy to republi-
canifm, as any ever affixed to Mr. Adams’s works. I will now
call on the adverfaries of the latter to produce, from the works
of the former, a more glowing panegyric on, or a gore affec-
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tionate evidence of attachment to, true republicanifm, than is
to be found in the following paffage of Mr. Adams’s Defence.
After pointing out, with great ability, the fuperior advantages
of a republican government, he fays, in page 95, ¢ After all,
¢ let us compare every conftitution we have feen with thofe of
¢ the United States of America, and we {hall have no reafon
¢ to blufh for our country. On the contrary, we fhall feel
¢ the ftrongeft motives to fall upon our knees, in gratitude to
¢ hzave:r, for having beea gracioufly pleafed to give us lirth
“ and educatior: in that coutry, and for having deftined us to
¢ Live under her laws. We fhall have reafon to exuf, if we
¢ muke our comparifon with England, and the Englifp co7fli-
« tution. Q.r pe. e are undoubtedly fovereign—All the land-
“ ed and other pioperty is in the hands of the citizens—Not
¢ only their reprefentatives, but their fenafors and governors,

¢¢ are annually chofen.—There are no hereditary titles, honors, i

« offices, nor diffindlions. The legiflative, executive and judi-
¢ cial powers are carefully feparated from each cther. The

« powers of the one, the few, and the many, are nicely ba-

¢ lanced in their legiflatures. Trials by jury ave preferved in

¢ all their glory ; and there is 7o fandi:g army. The habeas ‘

¢ corpus i3 in full force ; and the prefs is the moff free in the
¢ world : and where all thefe circumitances take place, it is
¢ unneceflary to add, that the laws alore can govern.”

In this paflage, Mr. Adams goes beyond Mr. Jefferfon in

commendation of democratic republicanifm, for he approves of ¥

the awnual choice of ferators, as in New-England, while Mr.

Jefferfon, not content with a guadrennial ele&ion of the ¢
fenate in Virginia, wants to inveft that body with peculiar and ¥
exclufive privileges ; Mr. Adams rejoices that we have no here- ¥
ditary diftinétions in America; Mr. jefferfon was defirous of §
clothing the wealthy clafs of Virginia, with conftitutional, per- f

manent and exclufive privileges, amounting to bereditary dif-
tinélions. |

HampDEN, unable to attack with effe& any part of Mr,

Adams’s known public aéts, though {o long in public life, relates #
a fafl, ae he calls it, refpedting his public condutt : % When feve- %
¢ ral important queftions, which had received the {fan&tion of §
‘¢ the houfe of reprefentatives, have been fybmitted to his deci- |
“ fion, as prefident of the fenate, upon an equal diviiion of that
“ bady, he has wuformly decided againft the opinion of the re- ’§
“ prefentatives, which we may reafonably fuppofe to be the -

« opinion of the people ! I believe,” he adds, ‘¢ no member
¢ of congrefs will contradi& this fa&.”

WitHouT being a member of congrefls, I will undertake to
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contradiét this fz&, and to prove that Hampden’s affertion is as
falfe, as his rcafoning thereon is abfurd.

As the vice prefident is, by the contftitution, placed in the
chair of the fenate, with a cafting vote, it was intended that he
fhould exercife his judgment, in giving that vote : and whether
the meafure in queftion, had been approved by the houfe of re-

refentatives or not, he ought not to concur, if his judgment

decidedly rejeéted it.

A memorable inftance may however be adduced, where
Mr. Adams gave the cafting vote in the affirmative, in refpe&t
to a meafure wkich had paffed the houfe of reprefentatives : it
was in the feflicn of 1790 ; avote had pafled the reprefenta-
tives for removing Congiefs from New-York ; this had been a
{ubje& of much contelt, and the vote was confidered as a great
triumph by the fouthern members, becaufe 1t was an important
ftep towards fixing the feat of government in 2 more fouthern
fituation : the {cnate were equnally divided on the queftion, Mr.
Adams decided'in the affirmative, and on being afked by fome
eaftern member (who complained that fuch vote had been inju-
rious to the eaftern ftates) why he had voted in the affirmative,
he made the following reply, which was related to me by a
member of the fenate who heard him, ¢ That whenever the
fenate fhould be equally divided, on a {ubjeét, which had paffed
the houfe of reprefentatives, he thould always wote with the henfz,
unlefs he had very clear and convincing reafons in his judgment
againtt it.

TuE two houfes differing afterwards as to the place, whether
Philadelphia or Baltimore, nothing was then done; but the
refidence bill pafled foon after. Here then isa fa@, which
completely difproves Hampden’s affertion, and which ought to
remove from the minds of our fellow-citizens every degree of
credit to the aflertions of this malignant writer, and others of a
fimilar ftamp, who do not accompany their accufations with
proof.

Axp I have notonly deftroyed Hampden’s charge againft
Mr. Adams, of having uniformly voted in the fenate againft the
opinion of the reprefentatives, but have produced a ftrong
inftance to fhew that Mr. Adams had laid it down as a rule, to
vote with the reprefentatives, in cafes of equal divifion in the
fcnate, unlefs his judgment was very clearly ard ftrongly con-
vinced that he ought to vote differently.

I courp produce fome other inftances of his having pur-
fucd that line, but one pointed cafe was {ufficient to convidt
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Hampden.of a filfeafiertion. The refutation of this, and the |

preceding charges, fo pofitively made, will put the good ci
tizens of this country on their guard againft fimilar charges
produced againft Mr. Adams.

the {enate, let him produce the cafes, forthey are all fated in

the journals : if thofe be reforted to, { am convinced as ma- |

ny inftances can be found where Mr. Adams voted on the one
fide as on the other. Hearfay and mere report are not {uffi-
cieut grounds of condemnation before the enlightened tribu-
nal of the public. It feems to be the peculiar chara&eriftic
of thofe, who ftile themfclves in this country, the exclufive
patriots, the true democrats, to build up their own reputation on
the ruin of their adverfaries, and to fupport their importance
by inceffant detraction and the moft barcfaced falfehcods. But
however they may have hitherto maintained fome little con-
fequence with a few uninformed citizens, the light of truth
will ere leng difpel the baneful mifts of calumny, with which
they have enveloped the beft menamong us, and make thefe de-
figning hypacrites fkulk back into their native obfcurity.

Ir Mr. Adams has fometimes voted differently from the re-
prefentatives, it is to be fairly prefumed that his judgment fo
dire@ed him, nor can 1t be inferred that in {fuch cafes he
was clearly on the wrorg fide ; when {o dnlightened 2 body as the
fenate are equaily divided, the queftion will be allowed to be a
nice one, and aithough it may have been carried in the repre-
fentatives, yet the majority there may have been {mall, which

“indeed we know to have been ufually the cafe in important
quettions.

It by no means follows, as Hampden fuppofes, ¢ that the
¢ opinion of the reprefentatives muft be always the opinion of
¢ the people.”” If fo, all the fenates, all the qualificd nega-
tives of the executives ought to be abolithed : the affertion is
a libel on the American conftitutions, and a fevere cenfure on
Mzr. Jefferfon’s doétrine, for he calls the mere will of the repre-
fentatives (unchecked by the executive or [enate) an ele@ive y-
ranny, the very definition of defpotifin. 1f Mr. Adams ought,againft
his decided judgment, to vote with the reprefentatives on every
equal divifion of the fenate, that bedy would feon be a fuperfiu-
ous member of the conftitution, and the conftitution, new fo
much admired, converted into an ele@ive defpotifm.

THe univerfal eftablifiment of fenates in the United States,
proves however, that cur citizens think differently from Hamp-
den on this fubject, and their frequent approbation of the con-

WHLRE didA'Hampdcn find the £2&? If in the journals of
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dud of the fenates and exccutives, in refifting the will of the
reprefentatives (frequently the momentary will of a wicked fac-
tion,) proves that they do not always confider their will as the
opinion of the people. No a&t of the Prefident’s whole life
has been more grateful to the citizens of America, or has add-
¢d more to the luftre of his fame, than his refiting the will of
the reprefentdtives on the late call for papers, which is
now viewed throughout the union in its true light, as a mea-
fure of party, merely defigned to anfwer certain views.

HamppeN’s realoning is as falfe as his ract : he firft af-
fumes a fa&, inconfiftent with truth, and then argues on it on
principles, totally inconfiftent with the principles of the confli-
tution and of public freedom, and in dire@ oppofition to the
principles of his friend, Jefferfon.

AMONG the other merits of Mr. Jefferfon, as ftated by
Hampden, we find ¢¢ his attachment to the civiL and rELI-
cious rights of his fellow-citizens ;"> for the proof, we are
referred to his aritings and pusLIC conDUCT.

We have feen a few fpecimens of his writings ; from them
we may infer a pretty ftrong difpofition to entrench on
fome of the civil yights of his %cllow-citizens, particularly 1n
his projeft of a fenate, which would undoubtedly, on his plan,
eftablith an ariffocracy, very injurious to the rights of the poor
clafs of his fellow-citizens,

Bur the proof of a fteady attachment to the civil rights of
one’s fellow-citizens ought not to reft merely on writings; this
attachment ought to be evinced by public condu&, by adion, and
in times of danger ; then the hazarding of perfonal fafety for the
prefervation of our civil rights is the higheft teftimony of pa-
triotifm. There is no great merit in compofing, in the cabinet,
in feafons of tranquillity, effays on civil rights, which are fre-
quently done to obtain popularity, and without any rifk of per-
fonal inconvenience.

I appears, however, that Mr. Jefferfon, has generally
facrificed the civilrights of his countrymen to his own per-
fonal fafety. We are told, in a public addrefs, by Mr.
Charles Simms, of Virginia, who muft have been well ac.
quainted with the circumftance, ¢ that Mr. Jefferfon, when
governor of Virginia, abandoned the truff with which he was
charged, at the moment of an invafion by the enemy, by
which great confufion, /ofs and diftrefs acorued to the fate, in

E .
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the deftru@ion of public records and vouckers for general ex-
penditures.

Now here was a period of public danger, when Mr. Jeffer.
fon’s attachment to the civil nghts of his countrymen might
have fhone very confpicuoufly, by facing and averting the dan-
ger; here would have been a fine opportunity for him to have
difplayed his public fpirit in bravely rallying round the ftandard
of liberty and civil rights ; but, though in times of fafety, he
could rally round the ftandard of his friend, Tom Paine, yet
when real danger appeared, the goveriior of the ancient dominion
dwindled into the poor, timid philofupher, and inftead of rallying
his brave countrymen, he fled for fafety from z few light-horfe-
men, and fhamefully abandoued his truft§ ! !

Acain, when the peace and tranquillity of the United
States were in cxtraordinary peril, when it required the exer-
tions and talents of the wifeft and braveft {tatefmen to keep the
federal fhip from foundering on the rocks with which fhe was
encompafled, he, when his aid was moft eflential, abandoned
the old helmfman ; and, with his wonted caution, fneaked a-
way to a fnug retreat, leaving others to buffet with the ftorm,
and if they were caft away, to bear all the obloquy and public
difgrace which would follow.

How different was the condu& of the fpirited and truly pa-
triotic HamiLton ? He wifhed to retire as much as the philo-
{opher of Montecelli ; he had a large family, and his little for-
tune was faft melting away in the expenfive metropolis, but with
a Roman’s fpirit, ke declared ¢ that, much as he wifhed for re-
*¢ tirement, yet, he would remain at his poft, as long as there
¢ was any danger of his country being involved in war.” How
different the conduét of the great Wasnincton? He tells
us, that he had refolved to retire before the laft ele@ion, but

Pn—

+ Mr. Leven Powell,of Virginia, alfo Rates, in his public addrefs, ¢ that when Tarle.
tom, with a few lght horfe, purfued the aflembly to Charlotiefville, Mr. jefferfon
dittovered fuch a wanmt of firmnefs as fhewed he wasmot fit to fill the firlt executive
fice. for inHead of ufing lus talents, in direéling the neceflary vperations of defence,
he quitted his government by refigning his office ; thistoo, at a time that tried men’s
fouls, ac a time when the affiirs of America ftood in doubtful fufp:nce, and required
the exertions of all>® The Govervor f Virginia, during the invafien of the State by
a fmall Britith force, inflead of defendng the Commonwealtls at that alarming junc-
ture, voluniarily and fudddenly furrender ed his ffice, and at that crilis, biscountry was
required to choufe another Governor ! Is there auy fecurity he would not act in Jike
manner apain, upder like coocumylances ?

§ Thischarge has been attempted 16 be got rid of by producing a vote of the Affem.
bly of Viigiuia, afier an enquity into hiscondu@, acknowledging his ability and in.
{{.8:‘{-'7‘- butaltogeilicr filent on his want ef firmnefs, which had been the caufe of

dstioht,

It was natural for his friends in ihe Affembly to varnith over the bufinefs as well
as they ceuld, and the danger being patt, there being 110 profjeét of bis beng asain
«xpofed in that ftation, and his flight proceeding, nat from any cmminality, but from
a conftitutional weak «of. of nerves, it was no difficult matter to get fich a vere throngh
the aflembly, more efpecially as the charefer of the flate was no lefs nplicaied in tlie
butiueds than thut of the zovernog,




(35 )
the then perplexed and critica! fituation of the country forbad
fuch a ftep. How different was'cvcnv‘}'z.ﬁ':fou himfelfy, when
calmly and fafely writing his Notes on Virginia, from what hee
was wh=n called upon #2 2@ in times of peril? in his Notes,
page 135, in reprobating the propofition made in the Virginia
aflembly, to appoint a didator, he exclaims, * Wasthis moved
-on a fuppofed right in the movers of abandoning. their pofts in a
momnt of diftr:fs 2 Our laws forbid the aband nment of our P,
even on ordinary occafions.’’

WaeTHER Mr. Jefferfon forsfaw the weflern infurredtion; and
either confcious of his want of courage or capacity to act-on fo
trying an occafion, or of his good withes towards Jomz of the
promoters of it, we will not determine ; but it is our duty to
ftate fome fa@s ; the comments on them will be left to a dif-
cerning: public. o

It iscertain that Mr. Jefferfon refigned the office of fecre-
taty of itate in January or February 1794, and that the infur-
redion brokv wut the July following, having manifefted threat-
ening fymptoms fome months before. Citizen Fauchet, of
glorious memory, in his intercepted letter, (which caufed the
difmiffion of citizen Randolph, alfo of glorious memory, the
virtuous author of the precious confefions,) has the following
paffage—¢¢ Mr. Randolph came to fee me with an air of great
eagernefs, and made to me the owertures of which I' have given
you an account in my No. 6.—Thus with fome thozfands -f dol-
lars, the republic (of France) could have decided on CIVIL
WAR, or on peace ! thus the confciences of the pretended pa-
triots of America have alrsady their prices ! What will be the
old age of this government, if it is thus carly decrepid ! Still
there are patriots, of whom I delight to entertain an idea
warthy of that impofing title. CONSULT Morroe +, he
is of this number : he had apprized me of the men, whom the
current of events had dragged along as bodies devoid of
weight : bis friend Madifon is alfo an honeft man : Fefer/on,
on whom the patriote caft their eyes to fucceed the Prefident,
HAD FORESEEN THESE CRISES : be prudently re-
tired-in order to avoid making a figure AGAINST HIS IN-
CLINATION in {cenes, the fecret of which will foon or late
be brought to light.” '

Wz are informed by the newlpapers that Randolph has becn
tovifit. Mr. Fefferfon, and has announced hig determination to

.t Citizen Monroe, lately recalied by the Prefident from France, ant I prefume for
his fervices to the Unitef Srates, angd not ar his reqeeit; pofleAbd of’ a palace in Paric
worth tormerly 101,000 guineas (and for the purcha fe of which he war abufed in a
Parisnewfpaper) it is not probable he withed to vetarn quite ss fion,
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ferve, if clefted prefident ; he has not yet announced his own
determination to return to his former fecretarythip, if his
. friend fhould be prefident : but his a@ivity in caivaffing for
him leaves no room for doubt, as to his wifbes and expeQations :
it is apprehended, however, by fome of the friends of both
thefe characters, that a lete /ega/ cali on ome of them, for the
immediate fettlement of fome accounts and balances, will prove

highly injurious to both.{

Having adverted to thefe two ftriking inftances of Mr. Jef-
ferfon’s abandonment of his truff at very critical moments, [
cannot omit the following fenfible remark of Mr. Charles
Simme—*¢ Thefe inftances, he obferves, fhew Mr. Jefferfon
“ o quant firmnefs, and a man, who fhall once have abandoned
¢ the helm in the hour of danger, or at the appearance of
¢ g tempefl, feems not fit to be trufted in better times, for no
“ one can know how foon or from whence a florm may come.”

THost who are acquainted with Mr. Adams’s public con-
du&, from the very commencement of the revolution, can bear
witnefs to bis firm and fleady purfuit of his patriotic career,
amidft the profcriptions of a powerful and enraged government,
and the multiplied dangers which threatened him at various pe-
riods : his manly and independent condut at Paris in regociat-
ing the peace, whereby great advantages were acquired to the
United States, can never be forgotten. |

We are next informed of Mr. Jefferfon’s ¢ attachment to
¢« the RELIGIOUS rights of mankind,” and are referred for his
{entiments refpeting religious liberty to his ewritings, his con-
dud, and particularly to the ¢ ad eflablifbing religious freedom,”
drawn up by him.

Hamepen would have a@ed more wifely, and more con-
formably, I am perfuaded, to the withes of his patron, had
he pafled over this tender fubje&t in filence. 1t was certainly
indifcreet to mention Thomas Fefferfon and religion in the fame
paragraph of an enlogy.——Religious frecdom and freedom from
religion are now become conwertible terms with moft medern
philofophers, particularly thofe who have been educated in
* the philofophicu! fchools of France. Mr. Jefferfon has been
heard to fay, fisce his return from France, that the men of
letters and philofophers he had met with in that country, were
generally Aiheifls,  The late impious and blafphemous works
of Thomas Paine, reviling the ciriflian religion, have been
much applauded in France, and have bheen very induitrioufly
~circulated in the United States, by all that clafs of people,
who are friendly to Mr. Jefferfon’s politics, and anxioufly de-

+ Edmund Randolph js foed by the Cm_r;ptrolic;;; the "i'r;aitm-. for a deficiency in
bis accounts, while Secretary of tate, of 50,000 dollars, d A 7
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firous of his eleGion to the prefidency. Mr. Jefferfon’s friend-
fhip for Paine has been already mentioned ; that anti-chriffign
writer had apartments at Citizen Monroe’s at Paris. and thould
M. Jefferfon be Prefident, there is no doubt Tom would return
to this country,. and be a confpicuous figure at the Prefident’s:
table at Philadelphia, where this enlightened pair of philofo-
phers would fraternize, and philofophize againft the chriffian
religion, and all religious worfhip.—Whatever new lights Jef-
ferfon may have acquired in France, it is certain that he had
naturally very good pre-difpofitions on the qu)_je& of rehgion,
In his Notes on Virginia, page 169, in difcufing the fubjett
of religious freedom, he makes this witty obfervation—¢ It
¢ does me no injury for my neighbour to {1y there are twenty
¢ gods, or no god ; it neither picks my pocket nor breaks my
¢ Eg; if it be faid, his teftimony ina court of juftice cannot
% be relied on, rejed it then, and be the ftigma on him.”” In
page 170, he fays, ¢ millions of innocent men, women and
< children, fince the introduction of cbr_i{lianity, have heen bprnt,
¢ tortured, fined and imprifoned.” In page 171, {pcaking of
the ftate of religion in Pennfylvania and New-York, he fays,
“ religion there is well fupported, of various kinds indeed,
 but all good enough ; ail {ufficient to preferve peace and or-
“ der.”

Wiaich ought we to be the moft fhocked at, the /vty or
the impicty of thefe remarks? ¢ ‘it does me no injury, if my
“ neighbour is AN ATHEIST, becaufe it does not break my
% leg 1" What ? do I receive no injury, as a member of fo-
ciety, if I am furrounded with atheifts, with whom I can
have no focial intercourfe, on whom there are none of thofe
religious and facred ties, which reftrain mankind from the per-
petration of crimes, and without which ties civil fociety would
foon degenerate into a wietched ftate of barbariim, and be
ftained with fcenes of turpitude, and with every kind of atro-
city? Good God ! is this the man the patrioés have caft ther
cyes on as fucceffor to the wvirtuous Wafbington, who, in his
farewell addrefs, fo warmly and affe@ionately recommends to
his fellow-citizens, the cultivatiou of religion. Contraft with
the above frivolous and impious paflage + the following digni-
fied advice from that true patriot ; ¢ of all the difpofitions and
“ habits, which lead to political profperity, refigion and mora-
% Jity are -indifpenfible fupports. In vain would #hat man (he
¢ feems to point at Frfferfon !) claim the tribute of patrioti{m,

1 Contraft even an obferyation of /is own in one of his letters, already referred to,
where he fuys, ¢ the deslaration that religious faith fhali he unpunifhed, does not give
“ impunity to criminal alls dittated by peligions errors.” He theu believed that reli-
gious evror would prodicce criminal acts ! and yetraligious error dess mo injusy to foe
ciety ! abfurd and inconfitent writer !
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« who fhould /abor to fubvert thefe great ‘pillars of human
“ happinefs, thefe firme? props of the duties of men and citizens.
* The mere politician, equally with the pious man, ought to
“ refpe@ and to cherifb them. A volume could not trace all
“ their conrexions with private and public felicity.

“ Let it Gmply be atked where is the fecurity for proper-
“ ty, for reputation, for /ife, if the fenfe of religious obligation
% defert the oaths, which are the inftruments of inveftigation in
¢ courts of juftice ? And lct us, with caution, indulge the
“ fuppolition that moraLiTY can be maintained witTHouT
“ geLigioNn. Whatever may be conceded to the influence of
“ refined education on minds of peculiar firuGture, reafon
¢« and cxperience both forbid us to expe& that naTionaL
¢© MORALITY can prevail in exclufion of rRELIGIOUS PRINCI-
¢« pre. ’Tis fubitantially true, that virtue or morality is a ne-
¢ ceffary fpring of popular government. The rule indeed ex-
« tends with more or lefs force to every fpecies of free govern-
« ment. Who that is a jincere friend to it can look with indif-
« ference upon attempts to fbake the foundation of the fabric 2—
¢ Can it be, that Providence has not conneéted the pcrmanent
¢ felicity of a nation with 1t’s wirtue ? The experiment, at
¢ leaft, is recommended by every fentiment, which ennoiMes
¢ hwynan nature ; alas! is it rendered impoflible by its vices ”?

WuaT fublime {entiments, what admirable advice! How
muft it fink in our eyes the pretcnded philofopher, who could
attempt to degrade the Chnitian religion by charging te it the
murder of millions, who could view with {uch indifference the
many alarming innovations on the mild and fimple religion of
our forefathers ? ¢ There are religions, of warious kinds indeed,
fays our philofopher, BUT ALL GOOD ENOUGH.”

Goob enough indeed for him, who eftablithed and patronized
a new{paper, one obje of which-was 10 revile Chriffianity 1 1t
is not forgotten, that the National Gazette, publithed by a clerk
in the department of ftate and under the aufpices of the fecretary,
loft no conveniznt opportunity of making a mockery of reli-
giont, and vilifying the clergy of the country.

It is well obferved by a modern writer, ¢ that patriotifm, as
a moral principle attaching itfelf to political fociety, depends,
like every other moral principle, on its relation to refigion. The
Crcator of man has bound the focial to the divine virtues, and

t See, among rarious inflances, the 36th number of the National Gazette, where the
beliet' of a Providence js treated asan impicus femet. In the time of' Robefpierre, a
member of the convention who had intro-tuced into his {jeech the word Providence,
was called o order, by the cry of Point e Providence, no Providence.
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made our devotion and our reverence to himfelf, the ground
work of our duties to our brethren and to our country.”

]

ThE a@ for cflablifbing religious freedom, in Virginia, (the
neceffity for which is not very obvious,) has been much extdlled
by Mr. Jefferfon’s panegyrifts. 1 afk them, what good effe&s
has it produced ? Does religion flourifh in Virginia more than
it did, or more than in the eaftern ftates ? Is public worfhip
better attended ? Are the minifters of the gofpel better fup-
ported, than in the eaftern ftates ?

TuaTt a&, which is nearly all preamble, fetting forth a feries
of principles, fome of which are proved by late experience in
France to be wery gueflionable, has, in my opinion, an immediate
sendency to produce a total difregard to public aworfbip, an abfo-
lute indifference to all religion whatever. It ftates, among other
things, ¢ that we ought not to be obliged to fupport even the
minifters of our own religious perfuafion, and that our civi/
rights have no more dependance on our religious opinions than
on our opinions in phyfic or geometry ;*’ the act then declares,
¢ that no man fhall be compelled to frequent or fupport any re-
ligious aworfbip or minifler whatever, and that all men fhall be
free to profefs, and by argument to maintain, their opinions, in
matters of religion, without diminithing their civil capacities.’’

I wirLt notaccufe Mr. Jefferfon of having been influenced
by fe/ffb views, in getting this aét pafled ; but thofe acquaint-
ed with his condud@ and opinions will agree with me, that he has
fully taken advantage of every tittle of the preamble and enac-
ting claufe: he has by his condu& proved his religious free-
dem, or, rather, his freedom from religion; and, by his opini-
ons, his right to maintain by argument any do&rine whatever,
in matters of religion. Who ever faw him in a place of wor-
fhip ? 'The man who can fay he has feen {uch a phenomenon, is
himfelf a much greater curiofity than the elephant now travel-
ling through the fouthern ftates.

BuT how inconfiftent, not only with truth, but with them-
felves, are thefe vifionary philofophers, who are thus always
ftriking out fome new doétrine ? The preamble ftates, that our
civil rights have no dependance whatever on our religious opini-
ons; and yet it immediately after admits, that religious opinions
may break out into overt afls againft peace and good order; and
vet the letter juflt quoted fpeaks of criminal ads dictated by reli-
aieus error !

WHAT a conformity do we find between the fentiments of
Mr. Jefferfon, in matters of religion, and thefe of Tom Paine?
Where is the wonder, then, if the works of the latter are circu-
lated with fo much zeal by the frierds of the former ? Tom
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Paine has ridiculed the Holy Scriptures, and reprobated pub-
lic worfhip. Tom Jefferfon has attempted to difprov. the de-
Ings—has made it a queftion whether the Almighty ever had
a chofen people,t and has, by cxample an%rmpt, difcounte;.arc-
ed public awor/bip. Such is the Chief Magiftrate whom the
patriots of citizen Fauchet have fcleéted for the United States! !
Such the kindred philofophers, whofe rew lights are to be dif-
feminated throughout America, under the aufpices of the Chief
Magiftrate of the Union !!

THe opirions of Mr. Jefferfon, relative to the prefent corfli-
tution of the Urited States, are next in order to be confidered.

Ir he is not artifederal, it will not be denied that he enter-
tained wery coifiderable objedtiors to the conftitution, and
that his advice to'call a fecond conwertior, if purfued, would
have prevented our having ever obtained fo good a conflitution.

Soms of his opinions, relative to the conftitution, are to be
found in a ferics of letters, written from Paris, in the years
1788 and ’89. DPartial extra&is from thefe letters were pub-
lifhed in 1792, by africnd of Mr. Jefferfon, as a vindication of
his federalifm. How far they eftablithed it, will now appear.

In aletter, dated 2cth December, 1787, after expreffing his
approbation of fome of the features of the new conftitution,
which had been generally approved of, and which he could
not well obje&t to, hefays, ¢ I will now add what I do not
“ like : firft, the omiffion of a bill of rights, &c. &c. The
“ fecond feature I diflik:, and greatly diflike, is, the abandon-
“ ment, inevery irflance, of the neceffity of rotation in gffice, and
“ moft particularly in the cafe of the Prefident. Smaller ob-
¢ jections are, the appeal in fa&t as well as law, and the birding
i all perfons, lcgiflative, executive, and judicial, by cath, to
“ maintain that co:flitution. 1 do not pretend to decide what
“ would be the beft method of procuring the eftablifiment of
“ the manifold good things in this conftitution, and of getting
“ rid of the bad. Whether by adopting it in hopes of future
¢ amendment, or, after it has been duly weighed and canvafled
“ by the people, after {eeing the parts they generally diflike,
“ and thofe they generally approve, to fay to them, ¢ we fec
“ now what you with : feid together yeur deputies again 3 let
“ them frame a corflitution for you, cmitting awhat you have con-
“ demnedy and eflablifbing the porvers you approved.”  Even thele
“ will be a great addition to the energy of your government.

[ 3

o g

T Netes on Vieuinia, p. 175, ¢ Thofe who labour in the earth, are the chofin peo-
ple ot Gud,if sver he had a chafzn people. :
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““ Atall events, T hope you will not be difcouraged from other
“ trials, if the prefent one fhould fail of its full effects. The
“ late rebellion m Maflachufetts, has given more alarm than I
“ think it fhould have done. Calculate, that one rebellion in
“ thirteen ftates, in the cowrfe of eioven years, is but one for
“ cach flate in a century and a half: nor will any degree of
 power in the hands of government, preveat infurre@ions.
¢ Frauce, with all its defpotifin, and two or three hundred
¢ thoufand men in arms, has had three infurre¢tions in the
“ three years I have been here ; ia every one of which, greater
“ numbers were engaged than in Maflachufetts, and a great deal
“ more blood fpilt. Compare again the ferocious depredations
¢ of their mfurgents, with the order, thc modecration, and the
“ almoft felf-extingui’hment of ours.”” In another letter, of
6th of July, 1788, hefays, ¢ I amgiad to hear the new coniti-

¢ tution is received w1th favour : I fincerely with, that the
¢ nine firlt conventions may receive, and the four laft reject it
¢¢ The former will fecure it ﬁrm/[_;, while the Tatter will OBLIGE
“ them to ofter a declaration of rights, in order to comprLyTE
“ vHE uNtoN.” In another of the 31ft fame monih, Lie fays,
“ The abandoning the principle of : ecefury rotatio m the fo-
¢ nate, has, I fce, been difapproved by jew-—1a the cafe of t“.,
¢ Prefident, by none. 1 readily, thux.fore, fuppoR 1y OPLiio::
“ avroizg, when oppofed by the majority, as m the form T 10-
¢ ftance, and the totality, as in the latter.” Ina letter of (hLe
18th November, 1788, he fays, ¢ As to the bil of rigtts,
¢ however, I ftill think it fhould be added ; and T am zhid o
“ fee, that three ftates have at length coufidered the perpeiil
re-cligibility of the Prefident, as an article which fhoula }:
amended. I fhould depreba.’c with you, 1r'd;ed the mcci-
““ ing of a new conventéon,”’

L Y
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- How far thefe extra&ls were aliered or mutilated, is lizble to
queftion, from the manner of their apperrance. It is obferva-
ble, that the extra® of the letter of the Gth July, thoughn w as
intended as part of the one which is mentioned in the delates of
te Virginia convention, docs not anfwer to the dfcription
given of it by Mr. Pendleton, who profefies to have fecn it ? for
‘he exprefsly ftates, with regard to that letter, that My, Jeffer-
fon, after having declared his wifh, refpeétiny the iffue of the
deliberations upon the conttitution, proceeds to e.umerate the a-
mendme::{s awhich be wifbes to be fecured. The extraét which was
‘publifhed, fpeaksonly of a bill of rights, as the cfiential amend-
ment to be obtained by ke rcjeétion of four ftutes, which by
no means agrees with the account given of it by Mr. Pendicton.

SucH neverthelels as they are, thele extra&ls fully prove,
lhat Ml. ]effcrfon advifed he puml of Virginia o adopt the
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conflitution or not to adopt it upon a coNTINGENCY ; and that
he was 0PPOSED to it in forme of its mgfl 1MPORTANT features, {o
much fo, as, at firlt, to DISCOUNTENANCE #s ADOPTION alfo-
gethery awiihout previous amendments. He GREATLY DISLIKED
the abandonment of the principle of neceflary rotation in every
office, and moft particularly in the cafe of Prefident : he withed the
principle of rotation to extend not only to the executive, but
to the other branches of the government, to the fenate, at
leaft, as is explained in a fubfequent letter. This nbje&ion
goes to the vEry sTRucTURE of the government, in a very
IMPORTANT ARTICLE, @ud whic it jultifies the affertion that
he was oppofed to the co-%itution, in {fome of its meff impoitant
features, it is a {pecimen of the visionary sysTEm of politics
of its author. Had it been confined to the office of chief
magiftrate, it might have pretended to fome little plaufibility ;
by being extended to other branches of the government, it af-
fumes a different charadter, and evinces a mind prone to projeéis,
which are izcompaiible with the principles of flable  government,
and difpofed to multiply the cuiworks, while it leaves the cii-
del weak and toticrivg.

Any perfon acquainted with bis manner, and with the force
of terms, will not hefitate to pronounce that he wifhed to re-
commend a recurrence to a ficond convention. The pains which
he takes, while recommending a fecond convention, to remove
the alarm naturally infpired by the i7furrefion in Maflachufetts,
which had recently occurred, are a ftrong confirmation of this
opinion,

It 12 not eafv to undesftand what other objeét his comments
on that circumltance could have, but to cloiate the anxiety
which 1t was calculated to infpire in the people for an adption
of the conflitution, without a previous attempt to amend it,
and to remove all apprehenfion of internal convulfions from the
dangerous experiment of a fecond convention.

WE cannot avoid remarking, by the way, that thofe com-
ments afford a curious and charadleriftic fample of /logic and calcu-
fation. ¢ One rebellion in thirteen ftates, in the courfe of ele-
wen years, i3 but one for each ftate in a century and a half,”
while France, it fcems, had had three infurre@ions in three
years. . In thelatter inflance, the fubdivifions of the entire na-
tion are confounded in one mafs ; in the former, the fubdivifions
are the ground of calculation ; and thus a miferabie fophifm is
gran}: made a bafis of political cznfolation and conduct ; fot,
according to the data ftated, it was as true that the United
States had had one rebellion in cleven years, endangering their

common Jafety and welfare, as that Fraver had had three infurrce-
tions In three ycars,
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Thus it appears from the wery documents pr duced in exeulpa-
tion of Mr. Jefferfon, that he in fa& difrountenanced in the
firlt inftince, the adoption of the conftitution in its primitive
form, favouri'g the idea of an attempt at previous amend-
ments by a foco :d convention 3 which was precifely the line of po-
licy followed by all thofe who were at that time dcnominated
ANTIFEDERAL, and who have generally fince retained their ori-
ginal ENmiTY againft the conftitution. As to thofe letters of
Mr. Jefferfon, which are fubfequent to his knowledge of the ra-
tifization of the conftitution by the requifite number of fates, they
prove nothing, but that he was willing to play the politician.
I'hey can at beft only be received as expedient alks of fubmi/fion
to the opinion of the majority, which he profefled to believe
infallible, (refigning to it, with all poffible humility, not only -
his conduét, but his judgment,) not as marks of approbati-
on. \

It will be remarked that there was no want of wverfatility in
his opinions ; they kept pace tolerably well with the progrefs
of the bufinefs, and were quite as accommodating as circumftan-
ces feemed to require.+ On the 3rft July 88, when the adnp-
tion of the conftitution was fnown, the wvarious and weighty
objetions of March 1787, had relolved themfelves into the fim-
ple want of abill of rights. In November following, on the
ftrength of the authority of three ftates (overruling, in that
. inftance, the maxim of 1mplicit deference for the opinion of
the majority) that lately folitary defe& acquires a companion,
in a revival of the sfjeftio: to the re-elegibility of the ’refident.
And aother cove tinr, which had appeared no very alarming
expedient, while the etire coflitution wwus in jeopardy, became
an ohje& to ba deprecated, whea partia/ amendments to an alrea-
dy eflablifbed co :fHitutior were alo-.c in queltion.

From the flu®tuations of {entiment, which appear in the
extralls that have been publifhed, it is natural to infer, that
had the whole of Mr. Jefferfon’s correfpondence on the fub-
jeftbeen given to the public, much greater diverfitics would
have been difcovered.—DBut in order te determine with accu-
racy whether or not Mr. Jefferfon was a friend to the coniti-
tution, we fhouid refer t> his opinions, while the rResuLT was
DOoUBTFUL, and not to his npiiions, when, after its adopti-
on, his flution and love of i »pulzity miad. it 1 zrrvieNT to
acquicice in the will of the .aj.rity.

IT appears, from the debatesin the convention of Virginia,
that Patrick ileary, at that time the champion of the antifed:.

ral party in Virginia, guoted Mr. Fefferfon’s opinion, as an

FThe Miniiter at Pa is, with his wonred pilitical fagacity, might well caiculuie,
thastiic rine adopting States (i Cuigress) wouid foon recall an anuicderalift,
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AUTHORITY for REJECTING the conflitution. Mr. Pendleton at-
iempted to explain away Mr. Jefferfon’s opinion ; he ftated it
tobe ¢ a with that the £/ nine cornventiouns might accept the
s¢ conititution, becaufei1t would fecure the good it contained,
¢¢ and that the four ly? might refufe to accept till they com-
¢ peLLED the others to accept certain amendments.” M.
Henry replied, ¢ the gentleman has endeavoured to explain
¢ Mr. Jefferfon’s opinion, i.to an advice to adopt. He wifh-
¢ esnine ftates to adopt, and that four ftates may be found
¢¢ fomewhere to rejeét it.  Now, if awe purfue bis adwvice,
¢¢ what are we to do? To prefer form to fubftance? For give
¢« me leave to alk, what is the suBsTanTiAL pPART of his
¢ counfel ? It is, that four ftates thould rEjecT : they tell us
s¢ that, from the moft authentic accounts, New-Hampfhire
¢¢ will adopt it 5 where then will four ftates be found to reje&,
“if awe adopt it 77

What fays Ar. Madifon in reply to this—¢ s it come to
“ this thein that ave are 1.0t to follow our vawn reafonn ? Is it pro-
“ per to adduce the opinions of refpe@able men, not within
¢ thefe walls ? If the opinion of an important charalter weve
¢ to weigh on this occafion, could we not adduce a charaéter
“ equally great oN our sipE? Are we who (in the gentle.
“ man’s opinion ) are not to be guided by an errivg world,
“ now tc suBMIT to the 0PINION of a citizen beyond the at-
¢ Jantic ? 1 believe, that were that gentleman now on this
¢ floor, ke wwould be for the adoption of this conftitution ; f
« with his name hau never been mentioned ; 1 wifh every thing
¢ fpoken here relative to bis opini:n, may be surPRESSED, if
¢ our debates fhould be publifhed. I amin fome meafure ac-
¢ quainted with his fentiments on this fubjet ; it is not right for
““ me to UNFOLD avlat be has informed me ; but, I will venture

“ to affert that the claufe noww difeufled is mot objefted to by

¢ him.”’

It is obfervable that Mr. Madifon neither advocates the ac-
curacy of Mr. Pendleton’s comment, nor denies the juitnefs of
that of Mr. Henry ; his folicitude appears to be to deftroy
the inFLuesce of what he impliedly acats to be the opinion
of Mr. Fefferfon, to prefs out of fight the authority of that
opinion, and to get rid of the fubjeét as faft as poflible.

He confeffes a knowledge of- Mr. Jefferfon’s fentiments,
but prudently avoids difilofure, wrapping the matter in a my-
fterious referve,  Enough however is feen to juftify the con-
clufion, that if Mr. Jefferfon’s advice had prevailed, Viiginia,
North-Carolina, New-York and Rhode-Ifland, would have
then thrown themfelves out oF Tue vxiox. And whether,
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in that event, they would have been at this day re-united toit,
or whether there would be now any union at all, is happily a
fpeculation which need only be purfued, to derive from it the
pleafing refletions, that the danger was wifely avoided, by not

purfuing Mr. Fefferfon’s adwice.

W E may now fafely pronounce that, while the conftitution was
DEPENDING before the people of this country, for their con-
fideration and decifion, Mr. Jefferfon was orrosED 2o it in
fome of its MOST IMPORTANT FEATURES, that he wrote his
objections to fome of his friends (leading and influential men)
in Virginia, and at firff, awent fo far as 4o DISCOUNTENANCE
ITS ADOPTION, tho’ he afterwards, finding it received in the
United States awith favor, recommended it on the ground of ex-
pediency, in certain CONTINGENCIES, '

It may be added, that fome of his odjeZiors, which went to
the VERY STRUCTURE of the prINCIPAL parts of the govern-

ment, havc not been REMoveD by the amendments, propofed
by Congrefs.

We have feen that the firf} advice given by Mr. Jefferfon to
the people of Virginia, relative to the conftitution, was nof fo
adapt it, but to try a fecond convention ; his fubfequent advice
was, to adopt or not ON A CONTINGENCY,thatis,to adopt if nine
ftates had not previoufly adopted, te rejed, if that number of
ftates had previoufly adopted, in other words,to rifque an uLTI-
MATE DISMEMBERMENT of the flates inanexperiment, to obtain
the aiterations which ue deemed neceffary. On examination,
this advice will be found as pregnant with mifchief to the Unit-
ed States, as it was abfurd and whimfical.

IF the four laft deliberating ftates (particularly if they had
happened to be ftates in geographical contiguity, which was
very poflible) had refufed to ratify the conflitution, what
might not have been the confequence ? Would the gffenting
ftates have tamely fuffered themfelves to be coErcED into the
amendments, which the difenting ftates might have diflated ?
Could any thing but objeétions to the conftitution of the molt
ferious kind have juftified the hazarding an eventual fzhifiz 1n
the union, in fo great a degree as would have attended the
advice given by Mr. Jefferfon ? Can it be denied that the per-
fon who "entertained thele objeCtions was sTrRONGLY oppsfed to
the conflitution ?

THe opponents of the conftitution (or the antifederalifts as
they were callcd? acknowledged like Mr. Jefferfon, the necefli-
ty and utility of union, and generally fpeaking, that the con.
ftitution coutained many valuable features ; /e him, they on-
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ly contended that it wanted fome effential alterations, to ren-
der it a fafe and good government ; /ide him, they only wanted
a lfrcond convention, to alter the conftitution, fo as to remove
all the objeftions which had been made, by what they called the
people, but in truth, by a few fa&ious diforganizers or vifiona-
ry theorifts in the feveral ftates.

Ir Mr. Jefferfon’s advice was not dargerous, it certainly was
ridiculous 1n the extreme. According to that advice, the quel-
tion before a ftate convention would not have been on the me-
rits or demerits of the conttitution, but the only queftion would
be, in awhat numerical order the flate flood ? 1f fhe were the ninth
ftate, then it was unneceflary to difcufs the merits of the inftru-
ment ; it muft be adopred at all gvents ; but if fhe happencd to
be the teuth, it mult then be rejedted at all events, without any
difcuflion. It would have been fimply neceflary to have afcer-
tained, how many ftates had adopted, which fa& being known,
the adoption or rejedtion followed of courfe ; and though in other
cafcs, it thould feem that the more ftates had adopted a mea-
fure, the ftronger would be the recommendation, as an evidence
of the approbation of the people, yet in this cafe, the ingenious
Jeflerfon, reverfed the rule, and the more ftates had adopted, the
kefs credit ought it to have with the remainder.

BuT when this very fage advice was given, it happened never
to occur to its author, that two conventions wight be in fef-
fion at the fame time, and that cither of them, by its adoptien,
would make the ninth : what was to be done in this dilemma ?
if his advice was proper for Virginia, it was proper for a// the
other ftates, how would they fettle the ctiquette, which was to
adopt without amendments, and which was to rejed, to obtain
them ! It would have required conferences and negociations, in
which not a fyllable would have been faid, refpeéting the merits
of the conftitution, but the whole difcuffion would have turred
on, which ought to adupt, to complete the magical number, zine.

If the conteft had occurred between a large and a {mall flate,
Virginia and Delaware, for inftance, the difpute indeed might
eafily have been fettled ; Virginia would fay, do you adopt, and
we’ll drive them into amendments: little Delaware would not
contend with the ancient dominion: But a fericus difficulty
would have arifen, had the conteft been between Virginia and
Pennfylvania, and both were determined to adopt or reject : if
no compad could have been concluded between them, I cannot
fee how Mr, Jefferfon’s fcheme could have operated : if both
refufcd to adupt, there would not have been the magic numher ;
if both determined to adopt, then en flates would have adopted,
and no amendments obtained.
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And all this, thought Mr. Jefferfon, might be accomplithed
with eafe, and without fehifn ! Suppofe the four largeft flat?,
Virginia, Pennfylvania, Maffachufetts, and New-York, had re-
jedled the conftitution, and i1 /fiffed upon all the amendments
which their feveral conventions required; is it probable that
the other nine ftates would, without a ftruggle, have relinquifh-
ed their opinions, and been érow beat into a ftring of amend-
ments, which thily, in accepting the conftitution, had deemed
frivolous, unneceflary or dangerous ? or on the other hand, had
the four fmalleff flates withheld their confent, in order to coerce
the nine others into amendments, 1s it likely the latter would
have been {wayed, by any apprehenfions, to aiter a conttitu-
tion, on which they had refted their hopes of future happinefs ?

In reviewing the fentiments of Mr. Jefferfon, refpeéting the
conftitution, we are compelled to afcribe the contradi&ions and
abfurdities they difcover, to a natural unfteadine(s of principle,
on the {ubjeét of government, and to a difpofition, which is
very manifelt, to pleafe both parties, uncertain for a time,
which would preponderate. Thus Ais opinions, like fome law
cafes, were often quoted by both fides. At the firft appearance
of the conftitution, he had very ferions .bjeétions to it—and re=
commended another convention—when he found that it was like-
ly to be adopted, his objeétions diminifhed, and he advifed the
adoption by nine ftates—when he found that the contftitution
was a favorite with the people, then his obje&tions nearly va-
nithed, and he was content that Congrefst fhould recommend
amendments when they fhould be found neceflary, he deprecated
another conveition.

IF, at the latter ftage of the bufinefs, he found it expedient to
acquiefce in tlie will of the majority, it remains to enquire, whes
the he has, fince the operation of the federal government, con-
tinued his acquiefcence, or whether, finding in this country, on
his return from France, a party, unfriendly to that government
and to the conftitution, from whis it emanated, his former en-
mity has not broke out again, an: difplayed itfelf in hoftile a&s,
too confpicuous tc have efcaped notice and cenfure,

To prove that Mr. Jefferfon has been for many yearsa de.
termined opponent of the federal conftitution and of the mea.
fures which have flowed from it, under the adminiftration of
Wathington, I will now proceed to thew that he was the infitu.

-

—

+ In his letter of 28th Anmad, 1759, he fays, fpeaking of a Bill of Rights, the want of
which h= had buta fhort time !armre'vzcwcfl as a fataf defeét,---% However, if we do
por have it now, 1 have £ mach confidence inmy countrymen, as to be yatisfied that we
il hay. ity as faias thedegenerayy of vur government fhall render it ccoflivy,™

e e
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tor and patron of the National Gazelts, publithed in Philadelphia,
the odjet and tendency of which were to vifify and depreciate the
gavernment of the United States, to mifi-eprefent and traduce the
admingffration of it (except in the fingle department of which
he was the head) implicating in the moft virulent cenfure the
majority of both houfes of congrefs, the heads both of the trea-
fury and war departments, and {paring not even the chief ma-
gifirate himfelf ; that in the fupport of this paper, thus hoffile
to the gover:ment, 1n the adminiftration of which he held fo im-
portant a truft, he did not fcruple to apply the money of that very
government.

T'His charge is fupported in feveral ways.

1ft. By dire& proof of an oFFiciaL connefiion between the fi-
cretary of flate and the editor of the National Gazette—a little an-
tecedent to the firfl effablifbment of that paper. +

2d. By dire& proof, as we have {een, of the fecretary’s being
oppofed to the prefent government of the United States, while
it was under the confideration of the people.

3d. By his avowed oppofition to the priNciPAL meafures
which have been adopted in the courfe of its adminiftration.

As to the connedion between the fecretary of flate and the editor
of the National Gazette, neither of the following faéts can or
wiil be difputed.

1ft. That the ep1Tor of the National Gazette wasa cLERK
in the department of flaze for foreign languages, and as fuch,
received a SALARY of two bundred and fifty dollars a year.

2d. That he, became fo antecedently to the eftablithment of
his Gazette, having adtually received his falary from the 17th
of Auguft, 1791, and not having publifhed the firft number of
his paper till the 31t Oétober following.

3d. That at the time he became {o, there was another cha-
raéter, a clerk in the fame department, who underftood the
French lavguage ; and that the editor of the National Gazette
was a trariflator of that lansuage only.

4th. That the appoinment was not made under any jfpecial
provifion, marking out a particular clerkfhip of the kind, its du-
tics, or its emoluments ; but under a general authotity to appoint
clerks, and allow them falaries, not exceeding the average of five
hundred dollars each.

et e e ——— - oo -

t This Flitor was well known tobe intmical to gord government, having been a
fiwcurshetore, a writer in a paper, called the Ficeman's Journal, the charadler of
which is 5t forgoten,
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gth. That the editor of the National Gazette, immediately pre-
ceding the eftablithment of that paper, was the fuperintendant

or conduftor of a paper helonging to Childs and Swaine,print-
ed at New-York.

Tuese are the fads : the conclufton is irrefiflible « the fecret in-
te:tiors of men being in the repofitories of their own breafts, it
rarely happens, and is therefore not to be expected, that direct
and pofitive proof of tbem canbe adduced.

PresumpTiv: fa&ts and circumftances muft afford the evi-
dence, and when thefe arc i/ ficiertly flra g, they ought to decide.

W find the head of a departme:t taking the editor of a Ga-
zette into his employment, as a clerk, aith a flated falary, not
for any fpecial purpofe, which could not have been accomplithed
otherwife ; for befides his own competency to traaflate from
the French, and his general pra&ice, he had, at the time, in his
department, a clerk, who was capable of performing the very fer-
vice required, and could, without difficulty, have procured
others fimilarly qualified : nor, from any particular neceffity
arifing from a too limited allowance, or any other caufe ; for he
had it in his power to allow an adequate compenfation to a cha-

radter who might have been regularly attached to the department.

T ue very exiflence of fuch a connedlion, then, is alone a {uffi-
cient foundation for believing, that the defign of the arrange-
ment was to {ecure an influence over the paper, the editor of
which was {o c<employed. But the circumitances which attend
it, explain the nature of it beyond a doubt. That which
has been juft mentioned, namely, there having been previoufly
a clerk in the department, qualified to render the fervice, 18 a
weighty one. The coming of a mew printer from another
fate, to inftitute a new paper—his having been appointed a
clerk in the department prior to his removal to this city—his
having been compenfated before he was even prefent to fatisfy
the appearance of rendering fervice ;—thefe circumflances give a
point and energy to the language of the tranfaition, which ren.
der it unequivocal. ‘There, perhaps, never was a more Simfy
covering for the penfiorurg of a printer. Some offenfible ground for
giving him the public money was neceflary to be contrived. The
clerkfbip of foreign languages was deemed a plaufible pretext: but
no man acquainted with human nature, or with the ordinary
awiles of political intrigue, can be deceived by it.

Twe medium of negociation between his friend, the fecretary.
of flatz, and Mr. Freneau, in order to the isftitution of his
paper, is well known, and documents are pofleffed which af-
certain the perfon; but they are withheld, from particu-

G
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lar confiderations. T hefv arc the more readily yiclded to, be-
caufe the fa&s which have been Rated, render it unnzsceffary to
exhitbit them. Thofe faéts mult prove, to the fatistaétion of
every impartial mind, that Mr. 7-ferfun was the insTrTUTOR
and PATRON of the National Gazette.

THE complexion and tendency of that Gazette, are fuf-
ficiently known. There was no man who loved the govern-
ment, or was a friend to the public order and tranquillity,
but reprobated it as an incendiary and pernicious publication,
and condemned with indignation, the aufpices by which it was

Jupporied.

It is unneceflary to add, what 13 equally well known, that
this incendiary paper expired about the time of Mr. Fefferfon’s

retirement from office.

Having' traced and afcertained the improper conneion which
exifted between Mr. Fefferfon, while fecretiry of flate, and the
editor of the Nationa! Gazette, it will not be ill-timed to call
the public attention to fome {pecimens of the fpirit and difpofiti-
on by which that Guzctte was influenced.

We all remember the alarming fituation of this country in
the fummer of 1793, when the Prefident’s proclamation, {up-
ported by his energy and firmnefs, and by the good fenfe of an
enhgbtened nation, maintained our neutraisty, and faved us from
war, in fpite of the perfevering efforts of a holl of foreign and
dome/.i¢ incendiaries.

Mzr. Jefferfon is applauded by Hampden for having been
¢ an enthufiaffic admirer of the French revolutinn, without how-
ever furrendering the independence and felf-government of America
even to forward that glorious caufe ;”’ for the proof of which
he refers to the fecretary of ftate’s letter to Mr.Morris, then our
minifter at Paris, counzteraling Genet’s intrigues and demanding
his recall.—Wonderful forbearance and moderation truly inthe
enthufiaflic fecretary not to furrender the independeirce and feif-go-
vernment of his owwiz country, to forward the glorious caufe of
another ! ! 1 '

BuT the real fentiments and wifhes of the fccrctar) of fate
are to be looked for in the publicatiors, which iflued from a
prefs, of which he was the inffitutor and patron, and from the
pen of an editor, who was penfioned by bim. -

THE offenfib.e writings of the mere 6rgan of the executive
will, after the public fentiment had begome too unequivocal to be
mlﬁakcn, are not {ufficient to convince an intelligent people,

that Mr. Jefferfon was ougmally,dcﬁlou» of counteratling Ge-
net’s 1nlrigyrs.
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W find by a recurrence to the Natioral Gaze!te, that after
the Prefident iffued his proclamation of ncutrality, that Gazette
did not ceafe for months to. reprobate in the mott fecirrilons
terms the oo.Jld of the executive, charging him with the com-
miffion of an illegul a&, d with a fegrat wiolation of
the coflitution ; and that w...n the Prefident ordereda profe-
cution to be ‘inftituted againft two Americans for vislati g the
neutrality of the country by entering on board a French priva-
teer, that Gazette accufed him in the harfheft language, of
cruelly and itlegally imprif ning innccent men ¢ for having gene-
“ roufly forfook their country, to aflert the caufe of liberty in
¢¢ Francet.”

Mr. Jefferfon’s tranflator of the French language, after
many fimilar attacks, impatient at length of the tyramny of
the Prefident and his refiflance to the will of Geret, breaks out
in his Gazette, of Wednefday, toth July, 1793, under the
fignature of Fuba, in the following patriotic firain—¢¢ The mi-
“ nifer of France, I vorE, will at with FirmyEss and with
“ spir1T : the PEOPLE are his friends or the friends of France,
¢ and ke will have nothing to apprebend ; for, as yet, the rEo-
¢ pLE arc the fovereigin of the United States. ‘T'oo much com-
“ placency is an injury doneto his caufe, for as every advan-
“ tage is already taken of France, (not by the pegple) further
¢ condefcenfion may lead to further abufes. If one of the
“ leading features of our GOVERNMENT is PUSILLANIMITY,
¢¢ when the Britith lion fhews his teeth, let France and her mi-

“ nifler act as becomes the dignity and juftice of their caufe,
¢ and the honor and faith of nations.”’

Tu1s attempt to make a diftinétion between the people of
the United States and their own government ({o congenial with
the attempts then made by the minifter himfcif) and this ex-
hortation to Geunet to difregard the will of the government, were
nothing fhort of a propofition to traisfer all the powers of the ex-
ecutive to a forcigt agent.  And fuch was the diforganizing {pi-
rit, which then prevailed, that another Gazettef, the General
Advertifer (now the Aurora) finding fuch doétrines counte-
nanced by the fscretary of ftate, declared, in a piece under
the very appropiiate fignature of @ Facobin, that it was no lon-
ger poflible to doubt that the imiention of the exccutive evas o look
upon the treaty with France as a nullity, ¢ and that the govern-
ment was preparing to joix the league of kings againft France.”

So much were the encmics of the government elated, at
that time, with the conviftion that the fecretary of flate coun-

e n d

+ See t'ie National Gazette of July 1793,
1 Sex tiie Geaeral Adverdifzr of July i793.
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tenancedtheir views, that they were emboldened to purfue thofe
high-handed meafures, which would foon have proltrated our
excellent conftitution and placed us at the mercy of a foreign
agent, had not the people themfelves interfered.

WHEN Genet, thus fupported, boldly threw afide the mafk,
and raifed the ftandard of oppofition to our government, the
prople, whofe government it was, came forth from New-Hamp-
fhire to Gecrgia, and with a loud voice, and an 1mpoﬁng afpeé’f,
filenced the meddling and crafty foreigner, and put to ﬂxght his
patricide myrmidons.  Then it was that” Jefferfon found it expe-
dient to abandon fo rath an intriguer, and to enlift on the fide .Of
the people ; he, who had greatly difliked the conftitution, while
its fate was doubtful, but had apparently approved of it whenit
met a favorable reception from the people, with his ufual cun-
ning and pe.itical fagacity, fupported the very meafures of the ex-
ccutive, when they were found to be popular, which he had,
through his ageuts. refiffed while the corteff wiih Genet was du-
bious.  Then wt was that, like the friends of the infurre@ion of
whom citize Fauchet fpeaks, he wifhed to do away all fulpicions
of having favored Genet’s intrigues, by a parade of great zeal
for the independence of sur government ; for thefe men, to ule
the words of Fauchet, ¢ as foon as it was dectded, that the
French republic purchafed no men to do their duty, men about
whofe condudl the government could at leafl form uneafy covje@ures,

were {een giving themf{elves up with a frandalous offenitation to its
views, and evzn feconding its declarations.”

It will be proper, in this place, to ftate fome fadls and recur
to fome dates, which will throw great light on this fubject, and
fully corroborate the foregoing fuggeftions.

Tue proclamation of neutrality was iflued 22d April, 1793.
Genet arrived in the enfuing month in Philadelphia ; and, fup-
ported by the democratic focicties, the difcontented and fedi-
tious of all claffes, and the National Gazctte, immediately began
his intrigues againft our goverament. 'The United States were
kept in a ftate of perpetual forment aid alarm from the time of
Genet’s arrival in Philadelphia, till the month of Auguft, when
his open threat, * to appeal from the Prefident to ihe people,”’
roufed tac people to come forward and fupport their Prefident,

and thus completely overfet Genet and his adherents, and all
their wicked machinations.

Now, Jefferfon’s letter to Morris was not written till THE

16TH AUGUST 5 and the gazctte, publithed under his auspi-
ces, was filled, from the moment the proclamation was iffued,

till the month of Auguft, with invefives againft the Prefident
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for iffuing it, and with exhorigtlons to Genet to perfif in his ca-
reer ! .

A FEw extralts from that letter will aggravate, if boffible,
the grofs mifcenduét of the fecretary of ftate, in having tolerat-
ed fuch treafonable {fentiments from a prefs, the editor of which
was a confidential clerk in his department, and was paid by him

with the money of the government, which he was thus openly
refifting. S

He informs Mr. Morris, ¢ that Genet’s landing at one of
the moft diftant ports of the Union, fromn his points both of de-
parture and deftination, was calculated to excite attention, and
that very foon afterwards the government learnt that he was
undertaking to authorife the fitting out privateers, at Chailefton,
enlifting American citizens and giving them commiffions to com.
mit hoffilities on nations at peace with us, that thele veflels
were bringing prizes into our ports, that the French confuls
were affuming to hold courts, &c. &c. and all this before Genet
bad even prefented him{elf or bis credential: to the Prefident :” He
adds, ¢ Genet, not content with ufing our force, whether we
¢ will or not, in a military line, ag-inft nations with whom we
‘ are at peace, undertakes alfo to direi@ the civil government §
¢ thus in his letter of June 8th, he promifed to refpe& the
¢¢ political opinions of the Prefidert, i/l the reprefentatives fhould
“ have confirmed, or rejeded them, as if the Prefident had under-
¢ taken to decide what belonged to the decifion of Congrefs :
¢ In his letter of June 14th, he fays mdre openly, that the
s« Prefident ought not to have takem on himfelf to decide on the
¢ fubject of the letter, but that it was of importance enough
¢ to have confulted congrefs thereon ; and in that of 22d June,
¢¢ he tells the Prefident, in dire@t terms, that congrefs ought al-
¢ ready to have been confulted on certain queftions which Ae bad
“¢ been too hafly in deciding, this making himfelf, ard not the
¢¢ Prefident, the judge of the powers affigned by the conftitution,
¢¢ and difating to him the occafion when he fhall exercife the
¢ power of convening congrefs.”

From thefe extrats it then appears, that as early as May,
the attention of the government had been excited to view with
anxicty Genet’s condudt, that he had, even before he was accre-
dited by our government, fitted out privateers, enhfted Ameri-
cans, raifed a military force, afflumed jurifdi&tion, and not con-
tent with that, had proceeded as carly as June, to undertake to
dired our civil government, diBating lo the Prefident the exercife of
his powers. And yet, ftrange to tell, Mr. Jefferfon’s tranfla-
tor of the KFrench language, the very clerk in his office, who
had confidenticlly iranflated thefe wery infolent letters, in his news-
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paper of 1oth” Fuly, publithed umder the cye of Mr. Jefferfon,

¢ exHORTS GENET to a@& with FIRMNESs AND spiriT, tells
him that the people are bis friends, that,as yet, they, and not the
Prefident, are {overeign, that the Prefident is pufillanimous, and
that Genet has nothing to do but to alt as becomes the dignity
of bis caufe >  And ftranger ftill, this clerk thus openly encou-
raging the SURRENDER of our felf gowerament and INDEPEND-
ENCE TO A FOREIGN AGENT, retained his place as confidential
clerk to the very man, who makes thefe complaints the bafis
of Genet’s recall, and the affeftions of the very officer, whofe
duty it was to punifh fuch treafonable pradtices !

In another part of the letter, the fecretary fays, ¢ If our
¢ citizens have not been already sSHEDDING EACH OTHER’S
¢ BLOOD, it is pot owing to the moderation of Mr. Genet,
¢ but to the forhearance of the government.” And yet the
fecretary foitered within his bofom the aBeTTOR of Genet !

ArTer this, who will be hardy enough to fay, that Jefferfon
did not connive at Genct’s praétices, while the iffue of his contef?
remained donbiful '—Iad he felt the indignation which, at that
alarming crifis, fwelled the heart of every independent and pa-
triotic citizen, wouald he not have fpurned from his office, the
foul fource of fuch attrocities ?

Tue wretched apology oftered by Jefferfon’s friends, ¢ that
he could not; in 2 frec country, controul the peblications of that
Gazette,” is too conteraptible to require an anfwer.  Could he
not difmifs from his oflicc a confidential clerk, eatrufted with
the fecrets of the department of flate, who was betraying his
truft, andopenly abetting a foreign agent in a conteff with the
government of bis oawn cowrtry ? Ought he to have maintained
any further officiai connection with a Gazette, which exhorted
the foreign agent to perfevere with {pirit in ufurping our govern-
ment, dictating to the executive, and committng a&s which
muft terminate in civil war ?

THis cucumftance is fo firongly ftamped with political infa-
my, that it can admit of no apology.— It marks the views of
Mr. Jefferfon, incolours which cannot be effaced : it fixes a
ftain on his adminiftration, which can never be wafbed out.

It will not now be denied, by any perfon acquainted with
the ftate of public affairs at the alarming crifis of which we
have been fpeaking, that Mr. Jefferfonavas averfe to the Prefi-
dent’s iffuing his proclamation of neutrality, and that he advif-
ed the calling together of congrefs, deeming the proclamation a
{tep too mipertant to red on the Prefident’s bare authority.—
Whether this advice proceeded from a ficret with to involve us
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in war, or from a conftitutional timidity, is immaterial to the
prefent queltion : certain it is, that fuch a ftep would haye been
fatal to the peace and tranquillity of America: certain it is,
that Genet, and all the Jacobins of the country, and all the
democratic focieties, were extremely anxious for fuch a ftep;
and while they refted all their hopes of war on the corwoking of
congrefs, there was no man, who valued the welfare of this coun-
try, who did not then fhudder at the idea of fuch a calamity.—
For had congrefs been convened in Philadelphia in the fummer
of 1793, bringing together all the paffions which had been art-
fully excited in various parts of the Union, finding a mafs of pa/-
fions ready prepared in the metropolis, operated on by all the
wiles and intriguesy of Genet, and the maneswres of the demo-
cratic fociety, congrefs would, moft undoubtedly, have been driv-
en to fome intemperate act, of which war would have been the
immediate confequence.

Ir it was fo difficult to reftrain a party in congrefs from car-
rying hoffile meafures in the winter following, when the paffions
had confiderably abated, when the public mird had manifefted
a marked with for neutrality, and when Genet’s influence was
almoft proftrated, how impoflible would it have been to have re-
fifted them, in the midft of thofe agitations, which convulfed the
whole nation, in the fummer of ’93, in the midft of thofe politi-
cal tempefts and. whirlwinds which were then direted by Ge-
net ? The few rational and moderate lovers of peace, inftead of
being liftened to with that attention which their cpinions af-
terwards excited, would have been filenced by the overwhelming
acclamations of a falitious enthufiafm, and {wept away from therr
ground by the irrefiftible torrent of exafperated paflions.

WEeLL might Genet wifh for the calling of congrefs,} when
he found that he could not moul/d the exccutive to his views :
well might he rave and threaten, when he found the advice of
the fecretary of ftate, on which he had depended, over-ruled in
the council, by the difcretion of the two other {ecretaries, and
by the wifdom and firmnefs of the Prefident !

- THE letters which Mr. Jefferfon afterwards wrote to Genet
and to Mr. Morris, and which have been quoted by his friends
as evidences of his oppofition tQ Genet’s intrigues, prove only,
that Mr. Jefferfon poffefled political fagacity enough to forefee,

+ In his letter to the fecretary of ftate (prinml correfpondence, page 75.) among
oiner caufis of complaint agaiult the Prefidens, he fiates the following : * That he
has defeired, in fpite of my vefpeétiul infinuations, fo convene comprefs immediatels,
in order te take the trve {enu' nments of the pqorla. w fix che political frftem ot the U
nited States, and to decide whethier they wil break, futpend, or tighien, their bonds
with France.--an June/t meafuve, which would bave avoided 10 thy goversment nuwls
conteadiction aud jujierfage,
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that bad he afier the public fentiment was fixed, perfifted in
encouraging Genet, he would, like his lefs cunning fucceflor,
have been digracefully difmiflfed from office, and, like him,
ruined in the public eftimation : like the friends of the infur-
reftion when they faw the government ftrong, he therefore
made an oftentatious difplay o? “ his zeal to maintain our inde-
¢ pendence and felf-government.” It is evident, that Genet
confidered this conduét as a defedion from bis caufe ; for in his
letter, referred to in the note, he complains bitterly of Mr. Jef-
ferfon’s treackery and abandonment.  He ufes, in that letter,
thefe remarkable expreflions : ¢ Befides, fir, whatever may
¢ be therefi:lt of the atchievement of which you have rendered
“ yourfelf the generors inflrument, AFTER HAVING MADE ME
“ BELIEVE THAT YoU WERE MY FRIEND, after having iNiTI-
““ ATED ME INTO MYSTERIES which have INFLAMED MY
¢ yATRED againtt all thofe who AspiRE toan ABsoLuTE POW-
“ gR, there 1s an alt of juitice,” &c. page 7o.

Here Genet complains of Jefferfon’s treacheroufly becom-
ing the inflrument of his rccall, after having perfuaded him that
he was bis friend, and initiated him into myfleries of ftate,
which had inflamed Genet’s hatred againft the Prefident, and
the reft of the adminiftration ; in fa&, after having caballed
with this foreign agent, and by calumnies again{t the executive,
excited him to refitance. Again, page 73, Genet fays to
him, in the language of reproach, ¢ If 1 have fhewn firmnefs
(in oppofing the Prefident) it is, becaufe it was not in my cha-
rafler to [peak as may people do, in one way, and od in another,

to have an o¥riciaL language, and a language coNFIDENTI-
’
AL.

NorHinG further is neceffary to prove, beyond a doubt,
the improper -encouragement which the feeretary of ftate had
given to Genet to rchft the Prefident’s authority ; were any
*urther proof rcquifite we might refer to the writings of Helvi-.
diust, written in the month of Fuly by a cenfidential friend of
Mr. Jeff:rfon, forthe expreis purpofe of proving that the Pre-
fident had no authority to iffue the proclamation of neutrality,
and i:viting the people to difobeyit ; we might refer to the
obftrutions which prevented the recall of Genet, which did
not take place ¢/l the 16th Auguft, though he had diated to
and inifi:lted the Prefident ac early as Fure, and which obftruc-
tions and delay, muft have arifen altogether from the divifion of

T Thefe writings were fo much fiited to Genet's views. that, in his letter to Jeffer-
fony above guoted, he fays, « I will join only, in /appert « £ the gpirfons which I meant

"t raprofifs fiome Writings which have been publithed hicre, such as thofe of Veritas,
“HELVIDIUY” &c.  Page 70,
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opinion which -exifted in the cabinet 3 to what other caufe cati
w e afcribe the delay of demanding the recall of a foreign agent,
w ho had grofsly infulted the government of the country, from
the beginning of Jume to the middle of Auguft, but to the
powerful fupport -hich that agent found, even in the depare-
ment, where his condu@ was the moft notorious, and againft
which his attacks had been the moft outrageous? ‘

WHEN finally the meafure of recall was agreed upon, and the
fecretary of ftate was at no lofs for materials, on which to pre-
dieate it, when the Prefident’s opinion, as well:-aé that of the
public, became too impofing to admit of further hefitation, then
the fecretary, to whom the talent of epiftolary compofition is
not denied, produced an able letter, in which he endeavoured to
make atonement by clegance and energy of ftile for his previ-
ous mifconduct and oppofition.

I suaryL conclude this part of the fubje@ with the following
remarks ; 1ft. The circumftance of Mr. Jefferfon’s being an
enthufiaftic admirer of the French caufe (as Hampden defcribes
him to be) is far from recommending him, ir the judgment of
real Americans, te the prefidency. The Prefident of the Uni-
ted States ought to be an enthufiaflic admirer of no canfe, but
that cf bis ows: country g enth:iftafm, in a politician, is clofely al-
lied to error and paffron, both of which are the bane of good go-
vernment : but enthufiafm for a foreign country leads diredly to
fubfervience and devotion to foreign interefls ; a chicf magiftrate,
enthufiaflically attached to France, will therefore foon become a
devoted tool of France. -

2dly. I caxxor difcern the merit in Mr. Jefferfon, of hav-
ing, as Hampden exprefles it, forborne to facrifice the ivdep:na-
ence and [elf government of his own country even to the glorious
caufe of France ; what attachment muft that man have to hi¢
own country who could, for a moment, confider this, as meri-
torious # Were the fa&t as ftated (which I deny, and the con-
trary of. which I have proved) I fhould never be induced to
view, as meritorious, the mere forbearance to be a traitor to
one’s country, by facrificing itsindependence and felf-govern-
ment to the views of a foreigh nation.

In the preceding pages it has been fatisfadtorily thewn, that
Mr. Jefferfon, while Secretary of State, countenanced the in-
trigues of Genet, till they had proceeded to fuch lengths as te
roufe the people to fupport the Prefident, and to compel the
fecretary to unite with the reft of the adminiftration in demand-
ing his recall.

THis has been fubftantiated by various corroborating circumss

H

ftances and direét proofs.
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1t. By the publications in the National Gazette, by a clerk
of Mr. Jeflerfon, 1eprobating the Prefident’s conduét and ex-
horting Genet to perfevere in his oppofition, for months after
Mr. Jcflerfon knew that Genet was refifling the government,

2d. By the obflru@ions which prevented the recall of Ge.-
net, from the time of his firft open a&t againit the government,
till the 16th Auguft, and which couldonly bave arifen from
Mr. Jefferfon’s oppofition in the cabinet to that meafure.

~3d Hisadvice to convoke congrefs, a meafure Lrgently de-
manded by Genct, and his opgofition to the iffuing the pro-
clamation of neutrality.

4th. The writings of Helvidius againft that proclamation,
compofed by a confidentia; friend of his, and quoted by Genet,
as authority on his fide. .

sth. Genet’s eharging him with .defe&ion, after having pro-
fefled to be his friend, and initiated bim into myfleries, which had
inflamed his hatred againft the government, and accufing him
of having two languagces, one confrlential the other official.

6th. His being an enthufiaf:ic admirer of the French caufe.

7th. His being recommended and pointed out by citizen
Fauchet, in his intercepted letter, as the man whom the Patriots
had fixed on as Prefident, thewing that Jeflerfon was confidered
by Fauchet, as a fricnd to  Genet’s intrigues, notwithftanding
lus official letter.

W fhall now proceed to notice fome other features of Mr.
Jefferfon’s violent averfion to the meafures of the federal go-
vernment, which will ftill further prove his participation in the
views of the National Gazette.

Tue friends and advocates of Mr. Jefferfon have made nc
fcruple to boaff of his abhorrence of the leadii:g grinciples of the
adminifiration of the {r.mm: of the United States ; and the Nation-
al Gaxette, one of the main obje€ts of which was to abufe that
adminiftration, in conformity to that abhorrence, went fo far in
onc of the numbers, as to urge the necefity of a revolution, in
order to uverthrow the whole fyftem of padlic credis.

‘Tue leading principles of our fifcal adminiftration were, that
the public debt ought to be provided for, in favor of thofe, who,
acccording to the exprefs terms of the contra&, were the true
legal proprictors of it ; that it ought to be provided for, in
other re j)céh, according to the terms of the conteact, except

eviations from it thould be aflented to by the credit.

fo far as
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ors, upon tue condition of a fair cquivalent, that it ought to
be funded upon afcertained revenues, pledged for the payment
of intereft, and the gradual redeinption of principal, that iie
debts of the feveral itates onght to be comprifed in the provi-
fion, on the famz terms witn that of the (Tuncd States, that to
render this great operation practicable, av.id the opprefhon of
trade and iadudry, and facuitate loans to the government, in
cafes of emergency, it was neceliary o intitute a national bank,
that indire@ taxes were in the actual circumftances of the coun-
try, the moft eligibl: meaas of revenue, and that direét taxes
ought to be avuided as much, and as long as poflitle.

Now, Laver from competent opportunitics of knowing Mr.
Jefferfon’s ideas, that he has been decidedly boffile to all thefe
politions, cxcept perhaps the lait, and that, even in regard to
that, his maxims would oblige the government in pratice fpee-
dily to refort to dirc&t taxes. '

I aver moreover, that his oppofition to the adminiftration
of the government was not confined to the meafures connefted
with the I'reafury Department, but was extended to almoft all
the important meafures of the government.

Ir Mr. Jefferfon’s oppofition to the meafures which are con-
neted with the adminittration of the national finances had ceaf-
ed, when thofe meafures had received the fan&ion of laew, no-
thing more could have been faid, than, that he had tranfgrefl-
ed the rules of official decorum, in entering the lifts againft the
head of another department (between whom and himielf, there
was a reciprocal duty to cultivate harmony) that he had becn
culpable in purfuing a line of condu&, which was calculated to
fow the feeds of difcord in the executive branch of the govern.
ment in the infa cy of its exiflence.

BuT when his oppofitisa extended beyond that point, when
it was apparent, that he withed to ren/er odious and of courfe to
ubvert (for in a popular grvernment thefe arc convertible terms)
all thofe deliberate and {olemn aés of the legiflature, wbich had
become the pillurs of the pe:liic credity his conduét deferved to
be regarded with a fill fevcrer eye.

Whatever differences of opinion may have preceded thofe
a@s—however exceptionable particular features in them may
have appeared to certain charaters, there is no enlightened nor
difcreet citizen but mult agree, that they ought when clothed
with the fan&ion of law to remais .mdlurbed. Lo fet afloat
the funding fyftem, after the faith of the nation had been 10 de-
liberately and folemnly pled;ed to it—after fuch numerous and ex-
tenfive afieications of property for full value had been made un-
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der its fantion—with adequate revenucs, little burthenfome to
the pecple—in a time of profound peace—with nct even the
Shadow of any gublic neccffity—on no better ground than that of
theoretical and paradoxical dogmas—would have been one of the
moft wanton a-.d flagitious adls, that ever fained the annals of a
ctvilized nation.

YeT pofitions tending to that difgraceful refult were main-
tained in public difccurfes, by individuals, #nown to be devoted
to the then fecretary of ftate, and were privately finiled upon,
as profound difcoveries in political {cience.

Y et the lefs difcreet, though not leaft important partizars of
that officer, fpoke familiarly of urdoing the funding [yfiem, as a
meritorious work : Yet his gazette (which may fairly be regard-
ed as the mirror of his views) after baving labored for months
to make it an obje€t of public dcteftation, told us at length, in
plain and trium:phant terms, that ¢¢ the funding {yftem had had
itsday ;" and very clearly, i notexprefsly, ¢ that it was the
‘objed of the party to overthrow 1.4

It may be juftly then, and from f{ufficient data, inferred,
that Mr. Jefferfon's politics, while fecretary of fti:., tended
to national difunion, iréﬁgng', cancey diforder and aifciedit. That
the fubveriion of the tunding {yftem wouid have produced ra-

tional difercit, proves itfelf.  Lofs of credit, the reafon being
the fame, muft attend nations, as well as individua's, who vo-
luntarily and without neceffity, wiolate their formal and pofitive
engagements, '

- v o

t [fnd inthe Ba'ton [ndependent Chronicle, (an antifederal paper) of September,

1792, the followng publication :---
Mnr. ADAMS,

AS the triends of civil libevty wifh at alltinwes to be acquainted with every quefticn
whicli appears to recard the prhlic weal, a arear number of centlemen In this and the
neigtbouring tavns, have fihfcribed for the Natsien.l Gazette, pubi-thed oy Mr,
Philip Frenean, at Philadetpiin ¢ avd it i< hopead, that Fremeau’s Gazetts, which is
faid to b printed under the eye of that eftabiifhed parriot and republican, Thomas
Feferfom, will be generally 1aksw in the New-Fnoland Stares, Q.

In the Culombian Certinel (of Bufton) the foliowing reply appeared a few dgys af-
ter z---

“ A Correfpondert m the lafi Clronicle, recommends to the peaple of New-Eneland,
a grueral per: fal of the National Gazetre, f1id 9 be nrinted, &+, Whether this isin-
tended as an avowal on the parct of Mr, Joforfm, d-ar ke 1s the real, and 1the imprudent
Freneau ouly the naminald ciitor of thischrfte Gaz tre, the public is at a lofs to deter-
mire. Theadvice is adapred 11 all who delsyht ‘n the molt viulent abufeon a sovern -
mert framed ad adminiliered by tie people of Americz, te the honcur, digriry, and
happincts £ America ; and all who aff ét o0 muach learning o have any piely, will b
picaled v thihe re-ommrendaion, The Clergy of rhe country vilified, religicn con.
ftanly ridicrlea, muft afford a vich repaft ro srfzels and freethirkers. To deprive us
of 2l eonfiterce in a government inftituted and adwiniftered by owrfelves, and under
the arfyices of whica the United Srates have proaveffed from difeord, poverty and con«
tempr, t) apninefs, wealth and honour, is a tafk worrhy the pen of a malignant ftran .
g . to ke fiom ns all grudt in thar religion, fir which our pious 2nceitors exchanged a
civilized conntry For the wiklerne s, and on which we bnild our hrighteft hopes for hap .
pinefi in thisand a fueure world, may =find delight to a man like Freneau : but fure.
Jv T. Alamsought to be well-founded in bis affertions, befire he brings forward Mr.

EFFERSON ast! e patrom of fuch a Gazctre, ) )

Pir, Jefte) fon’s fiiends never denied the touth of the paragraph in the Chronicle,
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Instenviricancs and diforder, as applied to  communities, e-
qually with individuals, are the natural offipring of a lofs of
credity premeditately and voluntarily incurred. | |

Disunioxn would not long lag behind. Sober-minded and
virtuous men, in every ftate, would lofe all confidence in, and
all refpe&t for a government, which had betrayed fo much le-
vity and inconfiftency, fo profligate a difregard to the rights of
property, and to the obligaitons of good faith. Their fuppert
would of courfe be{o far withdrawn or relaxed, as to leave it
an ealy prey to its enemies. T hefe comprile the advocates for
{eparate confederacies ; the zealous partizans of unlimited fove-
reignty in the ftate governments—the never to be fatiated
lovers:of innovation and change—the tribe of pretended philofo-
vhers, but real fabricators of chimeras and paradoxes—the Catalines
and Cefars of the community (a defcription of men to be found
in every republic) who leading the dance to the tune of /féersy
aithout law, endeavour to intoxicate the people with delicious,
but poifoncus draughts—to render them the eafier vigtims of
“their rapacious ambition ; the wicious and the fanatical of every
clafs, who are ever found the willing or the de/uded followers of

thofe feducing and /rzacherous leaders.

Bur this is not all—the invafisn of feverty miilions of pro-
perty could not be perpetrated without wiclent concuffions. The
ftates, whofe citizens, both as original creditors and purchafers
own the largelt portions of the debt (and feveral fuch there are)
would not long remain bound in the trammels of a party which
had fo grofsly vidlated their rights. 'The confequences 1n expe.
riment would quickly awaken to a fenle of injured right, and
intereft fuch of them, whofe reprefentatives may have wicked-
ly embarked, or been ignorantly betrayed into the atirccious

and deftruétive projeét.

Waere would all this end but in difunion and anarchy—in
~ational difgrace and humiiiation ?

THE votaries of Mr. Jefferfon vainly endeavoured to vindi-
cate his condu®, refpeéling his conneétion with the editor of
the National Gazette, and his oppofition to the meafures of
‘government, while fecretary of fate.

In refpe&t to the firit, they faid, ¢ that Mr. Freneau was
recommended by feveral of his fellow-collegiates, men of high
reputation and who were interefted in his welfare*: and that,
to entitle him to the office which Mr. Jefferfon beftowed on
him, it was merely neceflary tirat he fhould be a citizen of

v .

+ See the American Daily Advertifcr of thie ' 3th October, 1792,
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the United States, :rreproachable in point of morality, and in
other refpefts well qualified to difcharge his duties.”’—It . is
at once feen that, fuch an apology, to an enlightened public,
is as infulting as was the conduét which it was defigned to
glofs over.—As well might Mr. Jefferfon, fhould he be ele&-.
cd prefident, 2nd penfion a printer to {uoport his meafures,
attempt hereafter to varnith over fuch an a& by a like vindi-

cation.

As to the fecond point, thefe votaries, whofe devotion for
their idol kindled at every form, in which he prefented himfelf,
éven deduced matter of pamegyric from.bis oppofition to the mea-
fures of the government, ’I'was according to them, the fub-
limeft pitch of virtue in him, not only to have extra-gfficially
embarraflfed plans, originating with his colleagues, in the
courfe of their progrefs, but to have continued his oppofition
to them, afier they had been confidered and enated by the
legiflature, with fuch modifications as had appeared to them
proper, and had been approved by the chief magifirate. Such
condud&, in their opinion marked a firm and virtuous independ-

ence of fpiritt.
Ir any proof were wanting of that firange perverfion of all

ideas of decorumand order, which has long charaéterifed a cer-
tain party, this making a theme of encomium of what was tru-

ly a demontftration of a caballing, felf-fufficient, and refradtory
temper, would afford it. |

I suaLL endeavour to ftate what courfe a firm and virtuons
independence of charaéter, guided by ajuft and neceflary fenfe
of decorum, thould have dictated to an officer in Mr. Jeffer-

fon’s ftation. '

I po not hefitate to reprobate the pofition, that a man, who
had accepted an office in the executive department, fhould be
held to throw the weight of his charater into the feale, to
{fupport a meafure, which in his confcience be difapproved, and in
his flation had oppofed—or that the members of the adminiftra-
‘tion fhould form together a clofe and fecret combination, into
whofe meafures the profane eye of the public fhould not pry.
But there is a very obvious medium between aiding or cou=tenanc-
t.¢y and intriguing and machinating againft a meafure ; between
oppufing it in the difcharge of an official duly or volunteesring an op-
pofition to it i the difcharge of no duty, between entering into a
clofe and fecret combi::ation with the other members of the ad-
miniftration, and being the aive leader of an.oppofition to its mea-
Jures. . |

L

¢ Seethe American Daily Advertifer of the 1oth O&cber, 1752
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 Tus true line gmfra jety appears to be the following :—A
member of the admniftration in one department ought only to
aid thofe meafures of another, which he approves—Where he
difapproves, if called upon /o a& offcially, he ought to manifeft
his difapprobation, and avow his oppofition ; but, out of an of-
ficial line, he ought not to interfere, « as long as be ihinks fit
TO CONTINUE A PART OF THE ADMINISTRATION,”

WuzenN the meafure in queftion has beccme a law of the land,
efpecially with a dire@ fandion of the chicf magifirate, it is hir pe-
cubiar DUTY to acquiefce. A contrary condu is incon/iflens with
his relations as an officer of the goverament, and with a due ref
as fuch for the decifions of the legiflature and of the ead of the
executive department.

Tue fuccefs of every government, its capacity to combine
the exertion of public ftrength with the prefervation of perfonal
right and private {ecurity, muft always depend on the energy of
the executive.

~ THis energy again, muft materially depend on the union and
mutual deference, which fubfift between the members of that de-
partment, and the confornity of their condué with the views
of the executive chief.

Dirrerence of opinion between men engaged in any com-
men purfuit, is a natural appendage of human nature. When
only exerted in the difcharge of a {uty, with delicacy and temper,
among liberal and fenfible men, it can create no animofity : but
when it produces officious interferences, diCated by no call (f du-
¢y ; when it volunteers a difplay of itfelf in a quarter where

there is no refponfibility, it muft inevitably beget ill-humour and
difeord. .

ArPLIED to the members of the executive adminiftration of
any government, and more particularly of a republican govern-
ment, it muft neceffarily tend to occafion, more or lefs, diffradi- .
ed councils, to fofter faions in the community, and particularly
to weaken the government.

MOREOVER, the beads of the feveral executive departments
are to be viewed as auxiliaries to the executive chief. Oppofition
‘to any meafures of bis, by either of thofe heads, except in the
fhape of frank, firm, and independent advice to himfelf, is evi-
dently contrary to the relations, which fubfift between the parties.
. And a meafure becomes Lis, fo asto involve this duty of acquief-
- cence, as well by its having received bis fanition in the form of a
' law, 25 by its having previoufly received his approbation.

\‘Ona of the powers entruited to our chief magiftrate is, that

Xobjcﬂing to bills which have paffed the two houfes of congrels.
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oneorthe bthers and it makss dtim o/ to fhie cotmunit
for this opinion, "hc meafure becomes bis by ‘adoption; nor
could he efcape a'portion of the blame, whichwould' finafty st-

1ach itfelf to & bdd meafure, to which he had given his cblftnt |

SoLip as are thefe principles, the public' ear has, notwith-
ftandting, been frequently affailed with common’ place :ths -
pics; and plaufible flourithes and declamations againft thély. -
However fuch flourifhes may be dexteroufly retailed by the trif-
fickers in popular prejudice, thefe principles, founded, on politi-
cal truth, may, -with confidence, be fubmirted to the delibefate
opinion of an enlightened and fober people. T

It mov be afked—Whmt § is 2 man to facrifice his confeience
and his judgment to an-office * Is he to.be a. dumb fpe&tatorof
meafures which he deems fubverfive of the rights and interefls of
his fellow-citizeéne & Is he to pefipone to the frivolous rules of -
a falfe complaifence, or the arbitrary diftates of a tyrannicdd de-
corum, the Ligler duty which he owes to the community ? I an
fwer,no ! heis to do none of thefe things. If he cannot co3-
lefce with thofe, with whom he is affociated, as far 2s the rules of
official deceruin, propriety, and obligation may require, withéut
abandoning what he conceives to be the true intereff of the ‘com~
munity, let him place bimfelf in a fituation, in which he will ‘ex-
perience no collifion of gppofite duties.  Let him not cling-to vhe
honqurs or emoluments of an office, and content himfelf with de-
ferding the inf, :d rights of the people, by obfeure or indired
means. Let him renounce a fituation which is a cleg upon his
patriotifm, tell the people that he could no longer continue in
it without forfeiting lis duty to them, and that he had quit-
ted it to be more at hberty to aford them his beft fervices,

SucH is the courfe that would have been indicated by a firm
and virtuous independence of charater, that would have been pur-
fued by a man attentive to uaite the fenfe of de:icacy with the
fenfe of duty——in earneft about the pernicious tendency of public
meafures, and more folicitous to act the difinterefied friend of the
people, than the interefled, ambitious, and intriguing head of & party.

But Mr. Jefferfon clung for four years to the honours and
emoluments of office, under z2n adminiflratior, whofe meafures
he greatly difapproved, and perfeveringly oppufed, when a very
perplexed fate of affairs, and the alarming profped of approaching
war, could alone ditate his relinguithment of a ftation, then tg@
pregnant with anxieties to coutinue an cbje& of defire, . v

Exp or FIRST PART.
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