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present and voting thereon, such proposed amendment 
or amendments, should be entered on the journals of 
the two houses, with the yeas and nays taken thereon, 
and referred to the General Court, then next to be chosen, 
and should be published . anu if in the General Court 
next chosen as aforesaid, such proposed amendment or 
amendments shall be agreed to by a majority of the Sen­
ators and two thirds of the members of the House of 
Representatives present and voting thereon; then it shall 
be the duty of the General Court to submit such proposed 
amendment or amendments to the people; and if they 
shall be approved and ratified by a majority of the qualified 
voters voting thereon, at meetings legally warned and 
holden for that purpose, they shall become part of the 
Constitntion of this Commonwealth. _ 

Since the Convention of 1820, three additional amend­
ments have been engrafted upon the Constitution the 
first ill 1831, the second in 1833, and the third in the year 

• 

1840. 
We are now prepared to affix a precise and definite idea 

to the fundamental principle asserted in the fifth article of 
our Declaration of Rights, that all power resides originally 
in tlte people, and is derived from them . and to observe 
how this power has been praeticalIy exercised by the peo­
ple of this Commonwealth in the formation and sllccessive 
amendments of their Constitution. 

We see that from the first step to the last of this process, 
the people exercising power is, as by thB laws of nature it 
must be, only a portion of the people over whom power 
is exercised; the latter embracing every human being 
within the territory, the former consisting only of fJuali­
fied 'Voters. 

The Convention which prepared the Constitution of 
1780 was assembled by the authority of a preceding rep­
resentative Assembly, revolutionary in its character, and 
itself elected by qualified voters. The members of the 
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constituent Convention were elected by qualified voters. 
The Constitution when sent out to the people, was adopted 
and ratified by qualified voters j and the Convention de­
clared it to be the Constitution of the Commonwealth, 
because it appeared, by the returns, that more than two 
thirds of the voters upon it had approved it. 

It is said, by Rousseau, that ~he social compact can be 
formed only by 1m.animolts consent, because the rule 
itself, that a majority of votes shall prevail, can only be 
established by agreement, that is, by compact. But I have 
endeavored to show, you will judge with what success, 
that the social compact, constituting the body politic, is, 
and by the law of nature must be, a compact, not merely 
of individuals, but of families, that th\) civil association 
necessarily presupposes a family compact, constituting a 
community, for the whole of which there can be but one 
vote. 'Ve read, indeed, in ancient history, of a republic 
of Amazons, consisting entirely of women.; but if we are 
to believe the accounts which we have of them, their 
constituent compact was not very social, nor was it at all 
founded upon the laws of nature, or the rights of man. 
One of their fundamental laws was to murder their own 
male children. Another, to amputate one of the breasts 
of their daughters. If such a body politic ever existed, 
it was doubtless extinguished by the alliance of their 
Queen 'l'halestris with Alexander of Macedon. and the 

• 

consequent snbjugation of the female republic to the 
conqueror of the world. 

• 

There have been, in more Inodern times, and even under 
the Christian dispensation, communities exclusively com­
posed of men, and others of women. They have been 
sometimes invested with sovereign powers, and the law 
of celibacy has been imposed upon their rulers, but not. 
upon the people subject to their sway. They have served 
rather as warnings than as examples to mankind j they 
may have constituted bodies politic, but can never be 
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considered as a people, from whom was derived the power 
exercised by their government over them. 

The power exercised by the government of the Com­
monwealth of Massachusetts over the whole people, that 
is over every human being within the state, was conferred 
by a majority, amounting to more than two thirds of the 
actually voting qualified voters. 

This is hot Democracy as understood in the theories of 
modern times. 'Ve are told that Democracy is the gov­
ernment of the whole people, and that universal suffrage 
is its only rule, that the democracy of numbers consti­
tutes the sovereign power, and that it must always be 
governed by majorities. 

But Democracy is not, and cannot be, the government 
merely of numbers. The social compact which consti­
tutes a sovereign state is a compact not only of individuals, 
but of families. The people who form the Constitution 

, 

and administer the government, are, and CRn be, only a. 
portion of the people governed by it. No compact can be 
made by persons incapable of contracting j antI as the 
family union must, in the order of nature, precede the 
compact which constitutes the body politic, and as by the 
law of nature and of God, the family must be governed 
by one will, that of the father, Democracy is not, never 
was, never can be, the government merely of numbers. 

The body politic consists of human beings: male and 
female of adults and children. In its formation, the 
father alone is qualified to vote for himself, for the wife, 

• 

the mother, and the infant children. The vote, by the law 
of nature and of God, must be confined to the male sex, 
because the contract, embracing the whole family, olle 
member of the family must pledge the faith, and stipulate 
for the rights of the whole. That member is the hus­
band and father. The wife is not qualified to vote, 
because, by the nuptial tie and the law of God, her will 
has been subjected to that of her husband . because, were 
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it otherwise, the vote of the hushandand of the wife 
might be opposed to and would annul each other, 
aud either the body politic could not be formed, or it 
mu:;t be formed without the vote or consent of every 
family thus divided. 

Here then arc qualifications to yote in the formation of 
the body politic prescribed by the laws of nature and of 
God, which must limit the law of universal suffrage, and 
cannot be overcome. The husband and wife cannot hoth 
vote, because their votes, like opposite forces in nature, 
would destroy each other, and neither would be a party 
to the compact. 'rhis disqualification is permanent and 
irremovable. 

That of the children is temporary. The capacity to 
contract is confined to the age of discretion. That is dif­
ferent in differeht individuals; and the capacity to contract 
depends, in some degree, upon the nature of the contract 
itself. 'I'he capacity to form the nuptial contract, comes 
with the age of puberty, differing in different climates, 
and of earlier maturity for the woman than for the man. 
The capacity for voting at the formation of the body 
politic, may be reasonably fixed at that period of life, 
when the youth, emancipated from the parental authority, 
goes forth into the world to provide for his own subsist­
ence. This age, by the original Constitution of Massa­
chusetts, was fixed at twenty-one years. And so it con­
tinues to this day, with olle exception. In the 5th article 
of amendment to the Constitution, adopted in April, 1821, 
it i~ provided, that "in the elections of captains and sllb­

I: altoms of the militia, all the members of their respective 
<i com paniC's, as well those under, as those above the age 
"of twentY-line ycars, shall have a right to votc." '1'he 
reason for this variation from the general rule of qualifi­
cation for voting, is that eighteen years is the age at which 
the citizen is enrolled for service in the militia; and when 
the I~ommllnity calls upon the individual for military scr-
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vice which may involve the sacrifice of his life, it is but 
just that he should at the same time be invested with the 
right of voting for the officers by whom he is to be com­
manded. 

But much more extensi\'e alterations of the qualifica­
tions, as well of the voters as of the officers of the Com­
monwealth, were established by the amendments recom­
mended by the Convention of 1820, and adopted in April, 
1821. '),he qualifications of property and of belief in tlte 
truth of the Christian Religion were abolished. Instead 
of the qualification for the right to vote, of a freehold es­
tate within the town of the voter's residence, of the an­
nual income of ten dollars, or any estate of the value of 
two hundred dollars, the qualification substituted, and 
now established, is the previous payment, by the voter 
himself, or by his parent, master, or guardian, of any state, 
or county tax, within two years next preceding the elec­
tion, assessed upon him in any town or district of the 
Commonwealth. The qualification of one year's resi­
dence ill the talon where the vote is east is superseded, 
and one year's residence in the Commonwealth, and six 
calendar months in the town, next preceding the election, 
is substituted. Paupers and persons under guardianship 
are expressly excluded from the right of voting by the 
amendment, who had not been by the original Constitution. 

The qualification of previous payment of a tax, with 
the express exclusion of paupers, differs perhaps not much 
in practical operation from that of property prescribed by 
the original Const.itution ' but the protection and security 
of property is not less the purpose of the social compact 
than that of persons. 

And although several of the amendments to the original 
Constitution of Massachusetts have greatly diminished 
the representation of property, and enlarged that of per­
sons in the Legislature, there still remnins all overpower-
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ing representation of property, in the Le3islature of the 
Union, though exclusively confin\1d by the Constitution 
of the United States to the southern section of the country. 

The philosophical examination of the foundations of 
civil society, of human governments, and of the rights 
tI.nd duties of mell, is among the consequences of the 
Protestant Reformation. Under the hierarchy of the 
church of Rome, human government was of divine insti­
tution. The powers that be, were ordained of God; and 
the monarch, at the head of the nation, was the Lord's 
anointed. 'rhe principle of the Protestant Reformation 
was, to deny, not that human goverment was of divine 
institution, but that implicit belief and obedience was due 
to the commandments of men. The controversy was at 
first confined to the extent and limitations of hnman au­
thority ill matters of religion. The Roman Pontiffs 
claimed the right, and had exercised the power, of grant­
ing indulgences for the commission of sins, and these in­
dulgences were actually sold for money. This monstrous 
pretension, striking, in the name of religion, at the root of 
all morality, was too much for the human mind to endure. 
Martin Luther, an Augustine monk, a professor at a Ger­
man University, there set up the standard of human free­
dom, and denied the rig/tt of the Bishop of Rome to grant 
indulgences for the commission of sins. Simple as this 
propo~ition now apllears to you, vital as it is to the free­
dom and the virtue of the human race, more than three 
centuries have passed away since it was proclaimed by an 
obscure monk at the University of Wittenberg. Some 
of the bloodiest and most desolating wars that ever atHic­
ted the human race ha",\) been waged to maintain it, and 
now at the end of three hundred and twenty-five years, 
it is yet deniel! by more than half the nations of Christ­
endom. 

'I'he question raised by Martin Luther, involved the 
whole theory of the rights of individual man, paramount 



to all human authority. The sale of indulgences was 
. but one of an enorinOus mass of usurpations, which the 

pretended sUCcessors of Peter, the fisherman of Galilee, 
had for a series of ages been heaping upon the back of the 

Christian world, till it was sinking under its load of o~ 
• preSSIon. 

The reformation of Luther raised the question of ";gltt 
between the subject and the sovereign. Its first applica­
tion was only to ecclesiastical power to the authority of 
thu Bishops of Rome. But the qnestion of individual 
right being once raised, and successfully maintained, 
could not but, in process of time, be applied as well to 
political as to ecclesiastical authority. Divine right was 
no longer a sufficient commission for Icings to reign, and 
princes to decree justice. 

In Germany, the controversy was confined to the extcnt 
and limitations of ecclesiastical power. In France, the 
progress of the reformation was arrested by the apostacy 
of Henry of Navarre. From the cell of an Augnstine 

monk and the hall of a German University, isslled forth 
the freedom of the soul from spiritual tyranny. From 

Saint Stephen's Chapel and the electric spark from mind 

to mind ill an English House of Commons, went forth 
ci \·il and political freedom, to penetrate into the prison 
where the body of man was confined, and to lead him 
forth to the light of day, as the angel of the Lord in a 
blaze of supernatural light raised up Peter in the dungeon 
of Herod, smote him on the side, while the chains fell off 
from his hands, and led him out to preach to the nations 
the blessed gospel of peace and love. 

'I'he kings and queens of England arrested the progre~s 
of the reformation, by transferring to themselves the Sll­

premacy, which they extorted from the bishops of Rome. 
Bnt the talisman of human rigltts dissolved the spell of 
political as well as of Ecclesiastical power. The Calvin­
ists of Geneva and the Puritans of England, contested the 
right of kings to prescribe articles of faith to their peop\c, 
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and this question necessarily drew after it the general 
question of the origin of all human government. 'l'his 
question gave rise to the civil wars of the sevente:mth 
century in England, and to the two pnrties of Royalists 
and Republicans, or of Cavaliers aod Roulldheads. III 
search of tho principle of human government, Hobbes, a 
royalist, assumed that the state of nature between mall and 
man was a state of war whence it followed that govern­
mellt originated in conqUEst. Upon this, Rousseau justly 
remlltks, that a people subjected by the right of conquest, 
arc perfectly right ill submitting to the government, as 10llg 
as they cannot help themselves j but that submission is not 
peace, and that the first moment of power to resist, COIl­

fers upon them the right to cast ofrthe yoke. The theory 
of Hobbes is directly opposite to that of Jeslls Christ. It 
severs the Gordian knot with the sword, extinguishes all 
the rights of man, and makes force the cornerstone of all 
human government. It is the only theory upon which 
slavery can be justified as conformable to the law of na­
ture. This is Sir John Falstatrs law, when speaking of 
Justice Shallow, he says, if the young dace be a bait for 
the old pike, I see no reason in the law oj 7!flillrC why I 
may not suap at !tim. 

Sir Robert Filmer, by a theory far more plausible 
though not more sound than that of Hobbes, deri\'ed the 
origin of human government from the scriptures of the 
Old Testament ·{rom the grant of the earth to Adam, 
and afterwards to Koah. Perceiving that government, by 
the law of nature, must embrace all association of families 
as well as of indi .... iduals, he inferred that from the abso­
lute authority conferred by nature to parents over their 
infant children, the power of the government over nations 
was identical with that of the patriarchs over their de­
scendants, absolute and unlimited. 

I say that this theory was plausible. It is trne, as in 
this discourse I have endeavored to demonstrate, that by 
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the nature of mall and the laws of God, the social com­
pact which constitutes the body politic, or in other words 
the sovereign state, must be formed by an association of 
families, as well as of individuals j that the go\'ernment 
of each family, as a community, must be regulateu by one 
will that of the father and that God did by covenant 
give the renovated earth to Noah and his family, and the 
land of Canaan, with the promise of blessings to be 
shared by all the families of the earth, to Abraham and 
/lis seed .: a promise, the accomplishment of which was not 
to rommence, till after the lapse of many generations, and 
which cannot be consummated till after the lapse of many 
more. But the vital error of Filmer was in assuming that 
the natural authority of the father over tho child was 
either permanent or unlimited, and still more that the au-· 
thority of the husband over the wife was unlimited. Sir 
Robert Fimer did not perceive, that, by the laws of nature 
and of God, every individual human being is born with 
ri!!iLts. which no other individual or combination of iudi-
~ . 

viduals can take away. That all exercise of human au­
thority must be under the limitation of right and wfong, 
and that all despotic power over human beings is exercis­
ed in defiance of the laws of nature and of God all Sir 

• 

John Falstaff's law of nature between the young dace and 
the old pike. The authority of the husband over the 
wife is itself the result of a compact preceding in its na­
ture that of the body politic. The union of the sexes is 
necessary for the presen'ation and continuance of the 
species, but this union in every individual case, must be 
formed by mutual consent, and without exercise of autho­
rity on either side. Its only law, is the law of love; and 

" Low', fre!' ns IIir, ot Night of humlln tic., 
Spread. hi. light wings ond in a moment !lies." 

The nuptial tic of nature then must be formed by mu­
tual consent, but its permanency must be by the mutual 
pledge of faWL, that is by covenant or compact. Now 
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tbe terms of that compact may be varied at the discretion 
of tho parties in every single case, but there is one inci­
dent necessary to them all the concerns common to both 
parties must be regulated by one will. It may be the 
will of the husband, or of the wife, or alternately of ei­
ther. By the law of nature the woman must bear the 
child, and the parental authority first devolves upon her. 
But by anClther law of nature, the union itself has origina­
ted in the will of the husband. 'I'he first advances mnst 
be made by Mm. 

" st.P, ns Il "cil, down to th" .It·nder waist 
Her unadnrned gold!'n tll'SSCS wore 
Dishc"ell'd, but ill wallton rill!!ll'ls wav'd 

A. til" Ville curls IlPr tendrils, whieh implied 
Su"j"rlitJn, hut rl"luirt'd wilh g't'nt It' Kway, 
And by hl'r yi"ltil'ti, hy him Iwsl rl'cei,·"d. 
Yi,·lu .. d wilh coy submission, moti"sl prid,', 
AntI "WI· .. t, rclu!'tanl, alllorous d,'I"y. 

l\lll:ro~-l'nradise Losl-4,304. 

The will of the husband then is by the law of nature 
the origin of the marriage contract, of its permanent con­
tinuance and of its last results, and when the family come 
to form with others the social compact and the body po­
litic, that will of the husband and father must speak for 
the whole family, that is the wife and infant children. 
But this is surely neither unlimited nor even absolute au­
thority. It is limited by the natural, inalienable rights 
both of the wife and of the children. The patriarchal 
origin of go\'ernment therefore confers no despotic power, 
and the theory of Sir Robert Filmer, falls by the law of 
nature to the ground. 

'rhe history of Filmer's work is remarkable. It was 
composed and published in the heat of the struggle be­
tween King Charles the first and the Commons of England, 
which terminated in the overthrow of the monarchy and 
the death of King Charles upon the scaffold. It was the 
theory of government upon which the cause of the house 

4 



·26 

of Stuart was sustained. No one call bt. ,-urprised that 
such a cause was swept away by a moral and political 
whirlwind that carried with it all the institutions of civil 
society, so that its march was a wild desolation. Charles 
was brought to the block ·his family were hunted like 
wild beasts, escaping almost as by miracle into banish­
ment, to live twelve years in such abject poverty, that 
hh; widow, the daughter of Henry the Fonrth, of France, 
was compelled to keep her bed from day to day, in the 
winter's cold of Paris, for want of fuel to warm the cham­
ber in which she lived. After twelve years of proscrip­
tion and of wretchedness, the Stuarts were restored to the 
throne of England, by a counter whirlwind as sweeping 
as that by which, they hod been expelled. During the 
interregnum, while the long Parliament had reigned in 
the name of Democracy and Cromwell, by the sword of 
Naseby and by visions of regenerating grace, Filmer had 
died, and his book had fallen into oblivion. 

In the first years after the Restoration, there was little 
speculation upon the nature of government. '}'he reform­
ers in church and state had made their own government 
so universally detested, and'the name even of a republic 
so odious, that the reigns of Charles the Recond, and of his 
brother James, are among the most tyrannical and op­
pressive in English history. Charles was a dissolute, 
witty and profligate sensualist James a gloomy and fa­
natical bigot. Charles corrupted the morals of the nation 
by his personal vices-degraded tho honors of the con­
stitutional aristocracy by beaping them upon prostitutes, 
and bastardized with spurious blood the whole peerage of 
the realm. James, by falling back into the arms of the 
Church of Rome, vainly struggled to tnrn back the tide 
of religious reformation, and the divine right of kings, nnci 
passive obedience, and non-resistance, became the only 
theories of government which could save the neck of an 
. Englishman from the axe of an execntioner. It was at 
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this period that the book of Sir Robert Filmer was dug 
up from the grave in which it had slumbered with him, 
and became the Bible of the Stuarts and their train. ' 

Sir Robert Filmer's Patriarch a, was republished in 
1680, towards the close of the life and reign of Charles 
the second, and again In 1685, the first year of the reign 
of the second James. The republican spirit of the An· 
glo Saxon had slumbered on the white cliffs of Albion, 
and in his sleep, like the man·mountain in Lilliput, had 
been pinned down to the earth by the threads of a spider's 
web for cords. On the first re·appearance of Filmerls 
book he awoke, and like the strong man of Israel, at the 
cost of his own life, shook down the 'remple of Dagon, 
and buried himself and the Philistines together under its 

• rums. 
Sidney's Discourses 011 Government were written for the 

express and avowed purpose of refuting the doctrines of Fi!· 
mer, who had been forty years dead. Sidney, a son of the 
Earl of Leicester, allied by the female line, to the North­
umberland Pereys, was born of the noblest blood of Eng. 
land. Born in 1622, he came into active life precisely at 
the agony of the conflict between the Democracy and the 
Monarchy of England. He took his side not so much for 
the cause of the Parliament, as against that of the king. 
Though under twenty-sIx years of age, he was appointed 
one of the Judges on the trial of Charles, but he thirsted 
not for blood, and took 110 part in that cruel mockery of 
justice. His calise was Liberty, and the anarchy of the 
Rump and the bayonets of Cromwell, were as little to his 
taste as the crosier of Laud, or the patriarchal sceptre of 
i"ilmer. After the abdication of Richard Cromwell, in 
1659, Sidney was appointed a member of the Council of 
State, and immediately after was sent with two other 
commissioners, to mediate a peace between Denmark and 
Sweden. This they accomplished, but in the mean time 
the Stuarts were restored, and Charles was extinguishing 

• 
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as he vainly imagined, in the blood of the regicides, aU 
future opposition to the divine right. of kings. Sidney, 
though not included in the number of the regicides, was 
one of the main pillars of the republican cause, and was 
personally obnoxious to Charles the second, for some oc~ 
casio11al offensive remarl{s that he had recently made· es~ 

peciany for two Latin lines that he had w~iHen in the 
album of the royal library at Copenhagen: 

" MlUlu~ haec inimicD. tyrnnnis 
En~e petit placidam sub libcrtnte qllictnm," 

"Thi. hand, the rille of tyrants to oppose 
Seeks with the sword fair fn'edolll's BOft repose," 

The second of which lines, 
"Ense petit plucidam Bub libertntc quietam"-

was adopted by the founders of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, as the motto to the arms of the State; a 
motto lasting as the Commonwealth herself, and ever ad­
monishing her sons that the enjoyment of quiet freedom 
is the only lawful motive for drawing the sword to shed 
blood in resistance to tyranny, and signally marking at 
the same time their approbation of this sublime sentiment 
and their profound veneration for the character of Alger­
non Sidney. He was advised by his father and other 
friends not to return to England, and led a wandering life, 
residing from time to time in variolls parts of Europe, for 
seventeen years, till after narrowly escaping assassination 
by ten men sent by Charles as emissaries into Germany" 
for that express purpose, he obtained ill 1677, by the in~ 
tervention of Henry Saville, then ambassa,~or of Charles, 
at the Court of France, and afterwards Ear: and Marquis 
of Halifax, a pardon, and returned to England. Three 
years after, appeared the first republication of Filmer's 
Patriareha, upon which Sidney compnsed his Discourses 
on Government, which however he ncver pllblished. 
'fhc work was yet unfinished, when in 1683, he was ar~ 
rested, tried and executed for treason, by participation in 
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what is called the Rye Honse plot. There was but one 
witness, the infamous Lord Howard, upon the fact· but 
instead of witnesses,'extracts from these Discourses con­
cerning government, these speculations upon the natural 
rights of man, were brought up as evidence of treason 
against him. They were not even proved but by a mere 
comparison with other papers, to be his hand writing. 
He died a martyr to that old cause in which he had from 
his youth been engaged. 

The Discourses concerning Government, at once de­
molished and immortalized the work of Filmer. His 
name and his book arc now remembered only to be de­
tested. But the first principles of morals and politics 
which have long been settled, acquire the authority of 
self evident truths, which, when first discussed, may have 
been vehemently and pertinaciously contested. 'l'hat 
the doctrines of Filmer had taken deep root and obstinate 
hold of the English mind, is evident, not only from histo­
rical testimony; not only from this great work of Sidney 
itself, but from the exertions of a kindred soul, John 
Locke, who seven years after the death of Sidney, and 
two years after the practical operation of the patriarchal 
theory had been illustrated by what was called the abdi­
cation of James the second, published ten elaborate trea· 
tises on government, in the first of which, says their ti­
tle page, "the false principles alld foundation of Sir Rob­
ert Filmer and his followers are detected and overthrown ;" 
and the second was all Essay concerning the trne original 
extent and end of Civil Government. The principles of 
Sidney and of Locke, constitute the foundation of the North 
American Declaration ofIndependence, and together with 
the subsequent writings and Rousseau, that 
of C·.' lJollstitlltion of the Commonwealth of Massachu­
set'" and of the Constitntion of the Unitell States. 

Under these two Constitutions we live; and our alle­
giance is due, by the one to this great confederated Union; 
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by the other, to our beloved Commonwealth. Neither of 
these Constitutions separately, nor the two' in combined 
harmony, can without a gross and fraudulent perversion 
of language, be termed a Democracy. They arc neither 
Democracy, Aristocracy, nor Monarchy. 'I'hey form to­
gether a mixed Government, compounded not only of the 
three elements of Democracy, Aristocracy, and Monarchy, 
but with a fourth added element of Confederacy. We 
are then as Mr. Jefferson forty years ago said, all federal­
ists all republicans but not all Democrats, no more 
than we are all Aristocrats or Monarchists. 

We are divided into parties ,,-warm and bitter parties, 
which are not necessarily, but arc very apt to degenerate 
into factions. One of the properties common to all parties, 
and symptomatic of a tendency to degenernte into factioll, 
is the assumption to themselves, of a popular name, and 
branding their adversaries with an odious one. It some­
times happens that antagonist parties both assume the same 
name because it is popular, and stigmatize their adversa­
ries with another name because it is odious. 'I'his has been 
and it is feared will continue to be the practice of all our 
parties. The struggle was long and acrimonious for the 
name of Republicans, assumed by both parties but claim­
ed as exclusive by one of them j and when Mr. Jefferson 
had settled that all were Republicans, his own party dis­
satisfied with the decisioll, cast off the appellation for 
which they had so steadily contended, and called them­
selves Democrats. The Constitution of the United States, 
when adopted by the people of the United States, was so 
far from being considered as a Democracy, that Patrick 
Henry charged it in the Virginia Convention, with an 
awful squinting towards Monarchy. The tenth nnmber 
of the Federalist, written by James Madison, is an elabo­
rate and unanswerable essay upon the vital, and radical 
difference between a Democracy and a Republic. But it 
is impossible entirely to disconnect the relation betwccn 
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names and things j when the anti-federal part.y dropped 
the name of Republicans to assume that of ll':1nocrats, 
their principles underwent a corresponding metamorpho­
sis, and they are now the most devoted and most obse­
quious champions of executive power, the very life 
guards of the Oommallder in Ohief of the armies and na­
vies of the Union. 

But they have assumed the name of Democrats, and 
they tell us that Democracy is the dominion of man over 
his accidents- or that Democracy is the government of 
the 1ohole people and nothing but the people j that no 
fraction of the people, not the purest, not the strongest, 
not the wealthiest, not the wisest, no the whole people, 
man, woman, child, born or unborn, foreigner and native­
the lunatic, the lover and the poet, all, al\ must govern-
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and that i~ Democracy that is eternal justice ruling 
t'trough the people. 

But the name of De'7llocramj it has been discovered is 
very TAKiNG among the multitude, because, after all, it is 
but the investment of the multitude with absolute power. 

Were I permitted to select a name for the party to which 
I should wish to belong, it would be that of Oonstitutional­
ist j meaning thereby faithful adhesion to the two Oonstitu­
tions, of the United States and of the Oommonwealth. 
They are the fruits of the wisdom and valour of our fore­
fathers matured and modified by the experienee of more 
than threescore years. They are both the work of the 
people j one of the Union, the other of the State not 
of the whole people, by the phantom of universal suffrage, 
but of the whole people by that portion of them capable 
of contracting for the whole. 'rhe work, not of eternal 
jUfltice ruling through the people, but of man, frail, faU­
en, imperfect man, following the dictates of his nature 

. and aspiring to perfection. It is not Democracy, nor 
Aristocracy, nor Monarchy, but a compound of them all, 
I)fwhich Democracy is the oxygen or vital air, too pure 
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in itself for human respiration, but which, in the union 
with other elements equally destructive in themselves and 
less pnre, forms that moral and political atmospheric air, ill 
which we li\'e and move and have our being. 

'But after and above all, let us 11e\'er forget, in the most 
fervent heat of our party conflicts, that there is a. calise, 
embracillg and transcending all others like the all sur­
rounding orb in the philosophical theorr of the learneu and 
ingeniolls Bowuoin, President of the Convention which 
formed the Constitution of our Commonwealth, which 
he snpposed necessary as a counterbalance to the principle 
of gravitation, to preserve the s)'Stem of the materiaillni­
verse from min that cause, before which all party spirit 
mllst hiue its diminished head kindling every allccljoll 
of the heart, and inspiring every faCility of the soul the 
calise of our Couutry. 
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