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INTRODUCTION.

THE late opinions of Mr. Burke furnished
mcore matter of astonishment to those who
had distantly observed, than to those who
had correctly examned, the system of his
former political ife. An abhorrence for ab-
stract politics, a predilection for anstocracy,
and a dread of innovation, have ever been
among the most sacred articles of lus publie
creed . and 1t was not bkely that at hus age
he should abandon, to the mvasion of auda-
cious novelties, opmions which he had re-
ceived so early, and mamtained so long —:
which had been fortified by the applause of
the great, and the assent of the wise,—which
he had dictated to so many illustrious pupils,
and supported agamst 50 many distingwished
opponents. Men who early attain eminence,
repose in their first creed, to the neglect of
the progress of the human mind subsequent
to its adoption ; and when, as in the present
case, it has burst forth into action, they re-
gard 1t as a_transient madness, worthy only
of pity or derision. They mustake it for a
mountamn torrent that will pass away with
the storm that gave it birth: they know not
that 1t is the stream of human opinion
omne volublis evum, which the accession of
every day will swell, and which is destined
to sweep nto the same oblivion the resist-
ance of learned sophustry, and of powerful |
oppression.

Bat there still remamed ample matter of
astonrshment 1n the Philippic of Mr. Burke *
He mught deplore the sanguinary excesses,—
he might denide the visionary policy, that
seemed to him to tarmsh the lustre of the |
Revolution; but 1t was hard to suppose that
he would exhaust against it every epithet of
contumely and opprobrium that lahguage

* The speech on the Army Estimates, 9th Feb.
1790.—-Ep.

can furmsh to indignation; that the rage of
his declamation would not for one moment
be suspended, and that his heart would not
betray one faint glow of triumph, at the
splendid and glorous delivery of so greata
people. All was invective: the authors and
admurers of the Revolution,—every man whe
did not execrate 1t, even hus owu most en-
lightened and accomplished friends,—were
devoted to odium and ignominy. The speech
did not stoop to argument ; the whole was
dogmatical and authoritative: the cause
seemed decided without discussion,—the
anathema fulminated before trial.

But the ground of the opinions of this
famous speech, which, 1f we may beleve a
foreign journahst, will form an epoch n the
history of the eccentricities of the human
mind, was impatiently expected m a work
soon after announced. The name of the
anthor, the importance of the subject, and
the singularity of his opinions, all contributed
to inflame the public curiosity, which, though
it languished in a subsequent delay, has been
revived by the appearance, and will be re-
warded by the perusal of the work.*

It is certainly in every respect a periorm-
ance, of which to form a correct esumate
would prove one ¢f the most arduous efforts
of eritical skill
““\We scarcely can praise it, or blame it too much,'t
Argument, every where dexterous and £pe-
cioug, sometimes grave and profound, clot==1
in the most rich and various imagery, aind
aided by the most pathetic and picturesqueé
description, speaks the opulence and the
powers of that mind, of which age has
neither dimmed the discernment, nor en-

* The Reflections on the Revoluton in France
published 10 1790 —Enp.
* Retaliation.—Eb.
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feebled tke lancy-—neither repiessed the
ardour, nor narrowed the range. Virulent
encomiums on urbanity and inflammatory
harangues against violence, homihes of moral
and religious mysticism, better adapted to
the amusement than to the conviction of an
meredulous age, though they may rouse the
languor of attention, can never be digmfied
by the approbation of the understanding.

Of the senate and people of France, Mr.
Burke’s language 1s such as might have been
expected towards a country which his fancy
has peopled only with plots, assassmations,
and massacres, and all the brood of dire
chimeras which are the offspring of a prohfie
imagination, goaded by an ardent and de-
luded sensibility. The glimpses of benevo-
lence, which irradiate this gloom of invec-
tive, arise only from generous 1llusion,—from
musgutded and musplaced compassion. His
eloquence is not at leisure to deplore the fate
of beggared artisans, and famished peasants,
—the victims of suspended industry, and
languishing commerce. The sensibility which
seerns scared by the homely misenes of the
vulgar, 1s attracted only by the splendid sor-
rows of 1oyalty, and agonises at the slen-
derest pang that assails the heart of sottish-
ness or prostitution, if they are placed by
fortune on a throne.* To the English friends
of French freedom, his language 1s contempt-
uwous, illiberal, and scurnlous. In one of the
ebbings of his fervour, he is disposed not to
dispute ¢“thewr good intentions:’ but he
abounds in intemperate salhes and ungene-
rous nsinuations, which wisdom ought to
have checked, as ebulhtions of passion,—
which genius ought to have disdained, as
weapons of controversy.

The arrangement of his work is as singular
as the matter. Availling humself of all the
privileges of epistolary effusion, in their
utmost latitnde and laxity, he mterrupts,
dismusses, and resumes argument at plea-
sure. Hissubject is as extenstve as political
science : his allusions and excursions reach
almost every region of human knowledge.
Tt must be confessed that in this miscellane-
ous and desultory warfare, the superionty
of a man of genius over common men 1s in-

* *The vulgar clamour which has been rmsed
with such malignant art agamst the friends of free-
dom, as the apostles of turbulence and sedinon,
has not even spared the obscurity of my name.
To strangers I can only vindicate myself by de-
fying the authors of such clamours to discover one
passage in this volume not in the highest degree
lavourable to peace and stable government : those
to whom I am known would, I believe, be slow
to impute any sentiments of violence to a temper
Which the partiality of my friends must confess to

mndolent, and the hosnlity of enemies will not

eny tobe mild. I have been accused, by valuable
nends, of treating with ungenerous levity the mis-
fortunes of the Royal Family of France. They
will not however suppose me capable of delibe-
rately violating the sacredness of misery in a pa-
ace or a cottage; and I sincerely lament that I
should have been betrayed mto expressions which
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finite. He can cover the most ignominious
retieat by a bulhant allusion , he can parade
his arguments with masterly generalship,
where they aie strong, he can escape from
an untenable position mto a splendid decla-
mation ; he can sap the most impregnable
conviction by pathos, and put to fhght a host
of syllogisms with a sneer; absolved from
the laws of vulgar method, he can advance
a group of magmficent horrors to make a
breach m our hearts, through which the most
undisciphined rabble of arguments may enter
in triumph.

Analysis and method, hke the discipline
and armour of modein nations, correct
some measure the mequalities of contiovei-
sial dexterity, and level on the intellectual
field the glant and the dwarf. Let us then
analyse the production of Mr. Burke, and,
dismussing what 1s extraneous and ornament-
al, we shall discover certain leading ques-
tions, of which the decision 1s indispensable
to the point at issue. The natural order of
these topics will dictate the method of reply.
Mr. Burke, availing himself of the indefiute
and equwvocal term ‘Revolution,’ has alto-
gether reprobated that transaction, The first
question, therefore, that arises, regards the
general expediency and necessity of a Revo-
lution in France. This is followed by the
discussion of the composition and conduct
of the National Assembly, of the popular ex-
cesses which attended the Revolution, and
of the new Constitution that is to result from
1t. The conduct of its Eughsh admirers
forms the last topic, though 1t 18 with theton-
cal inversion first treated by Mr. Burke , as
if the propriety of approbation should be de-
termmed before the discussion of the ment *
or demenit of what was approved. In pur-
suance of this analysis, the following sec-
tions will comprise the substance of our refu-
tahion.

Secr. I. The General Expediency and Ne-
cessuty of a Revelution m France.

Sect. Il The Composition and Character of
the National Assembly consudered.

Sect. IIl.  The Popular Excesses which at-
tended, or followed the Revolution.

Sect. IV.  The new Constutution of France.

Sect. V. The Conduct of its Enghsh Adma-
rers justified.

With this reply to Mr. Burke will pe
mingled some strictures on the late publica-
tion of M. de Calonne.* That mimster, w he
has for some time exhibited to the eyes ot
indignant Europe the spectacle of an exiled
robber Living in the most splendid impunity,
has, with an_effrontery that beggars invec-
tive, assumed in his work the tone of afllicted
patriotism, and delivers s polluted Philip-
pics as the oracles of persecuted virtue. His
work is more methodical than that of his

admitted that construction.’—(Adverti: t to
b third edition.)—Ep.

* Del'Etatde la France. London, 1790.—Eb.
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roadjutor.®* (f his financial calculations it
may be remaiked, thatin a work professedly
popular they afford the strongest presump-
tion of fraud. Their extent and intricacy
seem contrived to extort assent from pubhic
mdolence; for men will rather believe than
examine them. His inferences are so out-
rageously credible, that most men of sense
will think it more safe to trust their own
plam conclusions than to enter such a laby-
rintk of financial sophistry. The only part
of his production that here demands reply,
1s that which relates to general political
qaestions. Remarks on what he has offered
concerning them will naturally find a place
under the corresponding sections of the re-
ply to Mr. Burke. Its most importaut view
1s netther literary nor argumentative: 1t ap-
peals to judgments more decisive than those
of enticism, and aims at wielding weapons
more formidable than those of logic. Itis
the manifesto of a Counter-Revolution, and
1ts obvious object 1s to inflame every passion
and interest, real or supposed, that has re-
cewved any shock m the establishment of
freedom He probes the bleeding wounds
of the o mees, the nobility, the priesthood,
and the great judicial anstocracy : he adjures
one body by 1ts dignity degraded, another
by its mgernance plundy;:red, and a third by
its authority destroyed, to repair to the holy
banner of his phulanthropic crusade. Con-
fident in the protection of all the monarchs
of Europe, whom he alarms for the security
of their thrones, and, having insured the;
moderation of a fanatical rabble, by giving)
out among them the savage war-whoop of
atheism, he already fancies himself in full
march to Paris, not to re-instate the deposed
despotism (for he disclaims the purpose, and
who would not trust such virtuous disavows
als!) but at the head of this army of priests,i
mercenaites, and fanatics, to dictate, as the
tutelary genius of France, the establishment!
of a just and temperate freedom, obtained!
without commotion and without carnage, and
equally hostie to the interested ambition of
demagogues and the lawless authonty of
kings. Crusades were an effervescence of
chivalry, and the modern St. Francis has

knight for the conduct of these crusaders,
who will convince Mr. Burke, that the age
of chivalry is not past, nor the glory of Europe
gone for ever. The Compte d’ Artois,t that
scion worthy of Henry the Great, the rival

* It cannot be dented that the production of M.
de Calonne s * eloquent, able,’ and certanly very
‘instructive* 1n what regards his own character
and designs. But it contains one instance of his-
torical 1gnorance so egregious, that I cannot resist,
quoting it. In his long discussion of the preten-
sions of the Assembly to the title of a * National
Convention,” he deduces the origin of that word
from Scotland, where he informsus (p 328), ‘“ On
wi donna le nom de Convention Ecossose; le
résuliat de ses déliberations fut appellé ‘ Covenant,’
et ceux qui I’avoient souscrit ou qui y adherolent
*Covenanters !’’’

t ¢ Ce digne rejeton du grand Henn.”’—Calonne

Un nouveau modéle de Ia Chevalerie Frangoise.’

Ibid. pp. 413—J14.

)l equivocal and wide,
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of the Bayards and Sidneys, tke new mode,
of French kmghthood, 1s to 1sste from Tur.n
with ten thousand cavaliers, to deliver the
peerless and immaculate Antometta of Aus-
tria from the durance vile in which she has
s0 long been immured in the Tuilleries, fiom
the swords of the discourteous knights of
Paris, and the spells of the sable wizards of
democracy.

SECTION L

The General Ezpedicncy and Necessily of a
Revolution in France.

It is asserted in many passages of Mr,
Burke’s work, though no where with that
precision wluch the importance of the asser-
tion demanded, that the French Revolution
was not only in 1ts parts reprehensible, but
in the whole was absurd, inexpedient, and
unjust ; yet he has nowhere exactly informed
us what he understands by the term. The
¢French Revolution,” in 1ts most popular
sense, perhaps, would be understood m Eng-
land to consist of those splendid events that
formed the prominent portion of its exte1ior,
—ithe Parisian revolt, the capture of the
Bastile, and the submission of the King.
But these memorable events, though they
strengthened and accelerated, could not con-
stitute a political revolution, which must -
clude a change of government. But the
term, even when limited to that meaning, 18
It 15 capable of three
senges. The King’s recognition of the rights
of the States-Geneial to a share in the legs-
lation, was a change in the actual govermn-
ment of France, where the whole legisla-
tive and executive power had, without the
shadow of an interruption, for nearly two
centuries been enjoyed bg the ciown; m
that sense the meeting of the States-Geneial

|| was the Revolution, and the 5th of May was

its wra. The unmion of the three Orders n
one assembly was a most 1mportant change
in the forms and spint of the legislature;
this too may be called the Revolution, an

the 23d of June will be its sera. This body,
thus umted, are forming a new Constitation ;*
this may be also called a Revolution, becanse
it 18 of all the political changes the most -
portant, and its epoch will be determined by
the conclusion of the labours of the Nationa!
Assembly. Thus equivocal is the import o

Mr. Burke’s expressions. To extricate them
from this ambiguity, a rapid sarvey of these
events will be necessary. It will prove, too,
the farrest and most forcible confutation of
his arguments. It will best demonstrate the
necessity and justice of all the successive
changesn the state of France, which formed
what is called the' (Revolation. Tt will dis-
criminate legislative acts from popular ex-
-cesses, and distinguish transient confasion

* The Vindicie Galicee was published in Apnl

1791.—Eb.
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from permanent establishment. It will evince ' nant with the great events which lLave sig-

the futihity and fallacy of attributing to the
conspiracy of individuals, or bodies, a Revo-
ution which, whether 1t be beneficial or mnju-
nous, was produced only by general causes
and 1n which the most conspicuous individual
produced little real effect.

The Constitution of France resembled in
the earlier stages of 1ts progress the Gothic
governments of Europe. The history of its
declime and the causes of its extinction are
abundantly known.
were like these of the English government.
The Champ de Mars, and the Wittenage-
mot,—the tumultuous assemblies of rude
conquerors,—were 1 both countries melted
down mto representative bodies. But the
downfall of the feudal anstocracy happenmng
m Fiance before commerce had elevated
any other class of titizens into importance,
1ts power devolved on the crown. From the
conclusion of the fifteenth century the powers
.! the States-General had almost dwindled
mto formalities. Their momentary re-ap-
pearance under Henry I1I. and Loms XIIL
served only to 1llustrate thewr msignificance:
their total disuse speedily succeeded.

The mtrusion of any popular voice was not
likely to be tolerated i the reign of Lows
XIV.—a reign which has been so often cele-
brated as the zemth of warlike and literary
splendour, but which has always appeared
to me to be the consummation of whatever
s afflicting and degrading 1 the history of
the human race. Talent seemed, in that
reign, robbed of the conscious elevation,—
of the erect and manly port, which 1s 1ts
noblest associate and 1ts surest indication.
The muld purity of Fenelon,—the lofty spint
of Bossuet,—the masculine mind of Boilean,
the sublime fervour of Corneille,—were con-
fonnded by the contagion of ignomimous and
mdiscrimmate servibty. It seemed as if the
‘representative majesty’ of the genus and
mtellect of man were prostiated before the
shrine of a sangumary and dissolute tyrant,
who practised the corruption of courts with-
out their mildness, and meurred the guit of
wars without their glory. His highest praise
18 to have supported the stage trick of Royalty
with effect : and it is surely difficult to con-
cewve any character more odious and despica-
ble, than that of a puny Libertine, who, under
the frown of a sttumpet, or a monk, 18sues
the mandate that is to murder virtuous citi-
zens,—to desolate happy and peaceful ham-
lets,—to wring agonising tears from widows
and orphans. Heroism has a splendour that
almost atones for 1ts excesses: but what shall
we thmk of him, who, from the luxurous
and dastardly security in which he wallows
at Versailles, 1ssues with calm and cruel
a})ﬂthy his orders to butcher the Protestants
of Languedoc, or to lay in ashes the villages
of the Palatinate? On the recollection of
such scenes, as a scholar, I blush for the
Wrostitution of letters,—asa man, I blush for

e patience of humanity.

But the despotism of this reign was preg-

f

Its infancy and youth |

nalised our age: 1t fostered that lterature
which was one day destined to destroy it.
The profligate conqt ests of Lous have event-
ually proved the acqusitions of humanity ;
and his usurpations have served only to add
a larger portion to the great body of freemen.
The spirit of his policy was mherited by his
successor : the rage of conguest, repressed
for a while by the torpid despotism of Fleury,
burst forth with renovated wiolence m the
latter part of the reign of LoussXV  France,
exhausted alike by the misfortunes of one
war, and the victonies of another, groaned
under a weight of impost and debtswhich it
was equally difficult to remedy or to endure.
But the profligate expedients w ere exhausted
by which successive ministers had attempted
to avert the great cnsis, in which the eredit
and power of the government must perish
The wise and benevolent adminstration
of M. Turgot,* though long enough for s

* ¢ Louws XVI. called to his counals the two
most virtuous men in s dommmons, M. Turgot
and M. de Lamoignon Malesherbes. Few things
could bave been more unexpected than that such
a promotion should have been made; and sull
fewer have more discredited the sagacity and hum-
bled the wisdom of man than that so httle good
shonld ulumately have sprung from so glonous an
occurrence. M, Turgot appears beyond most
other men to have been guided n the exertion of
his original genus and comprehensive mtellect by
impartial and indefatugable benevolence  He pre-
ferred nothing to the discovery of truth but the
interest of mankind ; and he was ignorant of no
thing of which he did not forego the attamnment,
that he might gain time for the practice of his duty.
Co-operaung with the 1llustrious men who laid
the foundation of the science of pohtical economy,
s wriungs were disunguished from theirs by the
stmplicity, the geometrical order, and precision of
a mind without passion, intent only on the pro-
gress of reason towards truth. The character of
M. Turgot considered as a private philosopher, or
as an inferior magistrate, seems to have approached
more near the Idgeal model of a perfect sage, than
that of any other man of the modern world. But
he was destined rather to nstruct than to reform
mankind. Like Bacon (whom he so much re-
sembled in the vast range of his intellect) he came
mnto a court, and hke Bacon,—~though from far
nobler causes,—he fell. The noble error of sup-
posing men to be more disinterested and enhght-
ened than they are, betrayed him. Though he
had deeply studied human nature, he disdamed
that discretion and dexterity without which wis-
dom must return to her.cell, and leave the do-
minion of the world to cunming. The instruments
of his benevolence depended on others: but the
sources of his own happiness were independent,
and he left behind him 1n the minds of his friends
that enthusiastic attachment and profound rever
ence with which, when superior attainments were
more rare, the sages of antiquity inspired their
disciples. The virtue of M. de Lamoignon wag
of a less perfect but of a softer and more patural
kind. Descended from one of the mostillustrious
families of the French magistracv, he was early
called to mgh offices. He employed his influence
chiefly in hghtemng the fetters whichimpeded the
free exercise of reason ; and he exerted s comage
and his eloquence in defending the people against
oppreseive taxation. While he was a minister, he
had prepared the means of abolishing arbirary
impnsonment. No part of science or art was
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owt glory, was too short, and perhaps too
early, for those salutary and grand reforms
which his genius had conceived, and s vir-
tue would have effected. The aspect of
purity and talent spread a natural alarm
among the mimons of a court ; and they easily
succeeded m the expulsion of such rare and
obnoxious mtruders. The magnificent am-
bition of M. de Vergennes, the brlhant, pro-
fuse, and rapacious career of M. de Calonne,
the feeble and 1rresolute violence of M. de
Bitenne,—all contributed their share to swell
this financial embarrassment. The deficu,
or mferionty of the revenue to the expendi-
ture, at length rose to the ennrmous sum of
115 mulhions of livres, or about 4,750,000
annually.* This was a disproportion be-
tween mcome and expense with which no
government, and no mndividual, could long
continue to exist,

In this exigency there was no expedient
left, but to guarantee the rumed credit of
bankrupt despotism by the sanction of the
national voice. The States-General were a
dangerons mode of collecting 1t: recourse
was, therefore, had to the Assembly of the
Notables , a mode well known in the History
of Fiance, in which the King summoned a
number of mdividuals, selected, at his discre-
tion, from the mass, to advise him n great
emergencies. They were lttle better than
a popular Privy Council. They were neither
recogmsed nor protected by law: their pre-
casions and subordinate existence hung on
the nod of despotism.

The Notables were accordingly called to-
gether by M. de Calonne, who has now the in-
consistent arrogance to boast of the schemes
which he laid before them, as the model of
the Assembly whom he traduces. He pro-
posed, 1t 1s true, the equalisation of imposts
and the abolition of the pecumary exemp-
tions of the Nobility and Clergy; and the
difference between his system and that of
the Assembly, 1s only in what makes the
sole distinction in human actions—its end.
He would have destroyed the privileged Or-
ders, as obstacles to despotism : they have
destroyed them, as derogations from free-
dom. The object of ks plans was to facili-
tate fiscal oppression : the motive of theirs is
to fortify general hiberty. They have levelled
all Frenchmen asmen: ke would have level-
led them as slaves. The Assembly of the

foreign to his elegant leisure. His virtne was
without effort or system, and his benevolence was
prone to diffuse 1tself 1n a sort of pleasantry and
even drollery, In this respect he resembled Sir
Thomas More ; and it 1s remarkable that this play-
fulpess—the natural compamon of a simple and
mnnocent mind—attended both these illustrious
men to the scaffold on which they were judicially
murdered ’—MS. Ep.

* For this we have the authority of M. de Ca-
lonne himself, p. 56. This was the account pre-
sented to the Notables in April, 1787. He, 1n-
deed, makes some deductions on account of part
of this deficit being expirable: but this 1s of no
consequence to our purpose, which 18 to view the
influence of the present urgency,—the poltical.
sot the financiat. state of the question.
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Notables, however, soon gave a meninablg
proof, how dangerons are all public meetings
of men, even without legal powers of con.
trol, to the permanence of despotism. They
had been assembled by M. de Calonne to
admire the plausibihty and splendour of his
speculations, and to veil the extent and atro-
city of his rapme : but the fallacy of the one
and the profligacy of the other were detected
with equal ease. Illustrious orators, who
have since found a nobler sphere for their
talents, n a more free and powerful Assem-
bly, exposed the plunderer. Detested by
the Nobles and Clergy, of whose puivileges
he had suggested the abolition ; undermiue!
in the favour of the Queen, by hus attack o
one of her favournites (Breteuil); exjposed to
the fury of the people, and dreadmg the
terrors of judicial prosecution, he speedily
sought refuge in England without the recol-
lection of one vitue, or the applause of one
party, to console his retreat. Thus did the
Notables destroy their creator. Little ap-
peared to be done to a superficial observel
but to a discerning eye, all was done, for
the dethroned authority of Puble Opinion
was restored.

The succeeding Ministers, uninstructed by
the example of their predecessors, by the
destruction of public credit, and by the fer-
mentation of the popular mind, hazarded
measures of a stll more preposterous and
penilous desciiption. The usurpation of some
share mn the sovereignty by the Parliament
of Paris had become popular and venerable,
because 1its tendency was useful, and iis
exercise virtuous. That body had, as 1t 18
well known, claimed a right, which, i fact,
amounted te a negative on all the acts of the
King :—they contended, that the registration
of his edicts by them was necessary to gine
them force. They would, in that case, have
possessed the same share of legislation as
the King of England. It is unnecessary to
descant on the historical fallacy, and political
inexpediency, of doctrines, w hich would vest
n a narrow aristocracy of lawyers, who had
bought their places, such extensive powers
1t cannot be denied that their resistance had
often proved salutary, and was some feeble
check on the capricious wantonness of des-
potic exaction: but the tementy of the
Minister now assigned them a more important
part. They refused to register two edicts
for the creation of imposts, avefring that the
power of imposing taxes was vested only im
the national representatives, and claming
the immediate convocation of the States-
General of the kingdom : the Minister ba-
nished them to Troyes. But he soon found
how much the French were changed from
that abject and frivolous people, which had
so often endured the exile of 1ts magistrates:
Paris exhibited the tumult and clamour of 4
London mob. The Cabinet, which could
neither advance nor recede with eafety, had
recourse to the expedient of a compulsory
registration. The Duke of Orlgans, and the
magistrates who protested agaiust thue exe:
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crable mockery, were exiled or imprisoned.
But all these hacknied expedients of despot-
wm were 1 vain. These struggles, which
ment notice only as they illustrate the pro-
gressive energy of Public Opinion, were tol-
lowed by events still less equivocal. Lettres
de Cachet were 1ssued aganst MM. d’Es-
péménil and Goeslard. They took refuge
m the sanctuary of justice, and the Parha-
ment pronounced them under the safeguard
of the law and the King. A deputation was
sent to Versailles, to entreat his Majesty to
Listen to sage counsels; and Paris expected,
with impatient sohcitude, the result.  When
towards rudmght, a body of two thousaund
troops marched to the palace where the Par-
liament were seated, and thewr Commander,
entering nito the Court of Peers, demanded
his victims, a loud and unamimous acclama-
tion replied,—“We are all d’Espréméml and
Goeslard ! 7 These magistrates surrendered
themselves; and the satellite of despotism
ted them off 1 triumph, amid the execra-
tions of an aroused and indignant people.
These spectacles were not without their
effect: the spinit of resistance spread daily
over France. The mtermediate commission
of the States of Bietagne, the States of Dau-
phiné, and many other pubhic bodies, began
to assume a new and menacing tone The
Cabumet was dissolved by its own feebleness,
and M. Neckar was recalled.

That Mimnister, piobably upnght, and not
iliberal, but narrow, pusillanimous, and en-
taneled by the hahits of detail® in which he
bad Leen” reared, possessed not that erect
and imntrepid spirt,—those enlarged and ori-
ewal views, which adapt themselves to new
combinations of circumstances, and sway
m the great convulsions of human affairs.
Accustomed to the tranqul accuracy of com~
merce, or the elegant amusements of lLitera-
ture, he was called ou to

*“Ride 1 the whirlwind, and duect the storm.”1

He seemed superior to his privacy while he
was imited to 1t, and would have been ad-
Judged by history equal to hus elevation had
he never been elevated.t The reputation of
few men, 1t 1s true, has been exposed to so
severe a test; and a geneious observer will
be disposed to scrutimze-less ngidly the
clims of a statesman, who bas retired with
the applause of no party,—who is detested
by the aristocracy as the instrument of their
fuin, and despised by the democratic leaders
or pusillanimous and fluctuating policy. But

* The late celebrated Dr. Adam Smith always
held this opinian of Neckar, whom he had known
Intimately when a banker in Paris. He predicred
the fall of his fame when his talents should be
Prought to the test, and always emphancally said,
‘Hes but a man of detal > At a 1ime when
the commercial abilities of Mr Eden, the present
Lord Auckland, were the theme of profuse eulogy,

. Smith characterized him 1n the same words.

T Addison, The Campaign.—Eb.

ajor privato visus, dum pnivatus fuit, et om-
dum consensu capax imperii, st imperasset,—
Tacitus, Hiwt. bb. i can, éo
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had the character of M Neckar possessed
more ongmality or decision, 1t could have
had httle influence on the fate of France
The minds of men had received an impulse
and wmdividual aid and mdividual opposition
were equally vain. His views, no doubt,
extended only to palliation, but he was n-
volved mn a stream of opmions and events,
of which no force could resist the current, and
no wisdom adequately predict the termna-
tion  He 1s represented by M de Calonne
as the Lord Sunderland of Lou:s XVI seduc-
mg the King to destroy his own power: but
he had neither genras nor boldness for such
designs.

To retuin to our rapid smvey:—The au-
tumn of 1788 was peculiarly distinguished by
the enlightened and disinterested patriotism
of the States of Dauphmé. They furmished,
i many Tespects, a model for the future
senate of France. Like them they deliberated
amdst the terrors of mistenal vengean®e
and nulitary execution. They anmhuilated
the absurd and destructive distmction of
Orders ; the three estates were melted into
a Provincial Assembly; they declared, that
the nght of imposing taxes resided ultimately
in the States-General of France; and they
voted a deputation to the King to sohest the
convocation of that Assembly. Dauphiné
was emulously mmitated by all the provinces
that still retamned the shadow of Provincial
States. The States of Languedoc, of Velay,
and Vivaros, the Tiers Etat of Provence, and
all the Municipahities of Bietagne, adopted
simular resolutions  In Provence and Bre-
tagne, where the Nobles and Clergy, trem-
bling for their pnivileges, and the Pailiaments
for their junsdiction, attempted a feeble 1e-
sistance, the fermentation was pecubarly
strong. Some estimate of the fervowmr of
public sentiment may be formed from the
reception of the Count de Mirabeau n his
native provinee, where the burgesses of Aix
assigned hima body-guard, wheie the cilizens
of Marseilles crowned hmm in the theatie,
and where, unde: all the terrors of despoi-
1sm, he received as numerous and tumult-
uous proofs of attachment as ever were
bestowed on a favourite by the enthusiasm
of the most free people. M. Caraman, the
Governor of Provence, was even reduced to
mmplore lus interposition with the populace,
to appease and pievent their excesses  The
contest it RBretagne was more violent and
sanguinary  She had preserved her inde-

endence more than any of those provinces
which bad been united to the crown of
France. The Nobles and Clergy possessed
almost the whole power of the States, and
therr obstinacy was so great, that their (iepu-
ties did not take their seats 1o the National
Assembly till an advanced period of 1its pro-
ceedings.

The return of M. Neckar, and the recal!
of the exiled magistrates, restored a mo-
mentary calm. The personal reputation of
the mimster for probity, rammated the
credit of France. But the finances were toc
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niemediably embarrassed for palliatives;
and the fascinating idea of the States-Gene-
1al, presented to the public imagination by
the unwary zeal of the Parhament, awaken-
ed recollections of ancient freedom, and
prospects of future splendour, which the
virtue or popularity of no mumister could
banish. The convocation of that body was
resolved on; but many difficulties respecting
the mode of electing and constituting 1t re-
mained, which a second Assembly of Nota-
bles was summoned to decide.

The Third Estate demanded representa-
tives equal to those of the other two Orders
jomntly.  They required that the number
should be regulated by the population of the
districts, and that the three Orders should
vote in one Assembly. All the committees
into which the Notables were divided, ex-
cept that of which MonsiEur was President,
decided aganst the Thurd Estate m every
o of these particulars. They were strenu-
ously supported by the Parhament of Pans,
who, too late sensible of the swmeide into
which they had been betrayed, laboured to
render the Assembly impotent, after they
were unable to prevent its meeting. But
theur efforts were m vamn : M. Neckar, whe-
ther actnated by respect for justice, or desire
of populanty, or yielding to the irresistible
torrent of public sentiment, advised the King
to adopt the propositions of the Third Estate
in the two first particulars, and to leave the
last to be decided by the States-General
themselves.

Letters-Patent were accordingly 1ssued on
the 24th of January, 1789, for assembling
the States-General, to which were annexed
regulations for the detail of their elections
In the constituent assemblies of the several
provinces, bailliages, and constabulanes of
the kmgdom, the progress of the public mund
became still more evident. The Clergy and
Nobility ought not to be demed the praise
of having emulously sacrificed their pecu-
mary privileges. The instractions to the re-
Presentatives breathed every where a spinit
of freedom as ardent, thongh not so lLiberal
and enhghtened, as that which has since
presided m the deliberations of the National
Assembly. Paris was emmently conspi-
cuons  The union of talent, the rapid com-
munication of thought, and the frequency
of those numerous assemblies, where men
learn their force, and compare their wrongs,
ever make a great capital the heart that cir-
culates emotion and opmion to the extiemi-
ties of an empire. No soonerhad the convo-
cation of the States-General been announced,
than the batteries of the press were opened
Pamphlet succeeded pamphlet, surpassing
each other m boldness and elevation ; and
the advance of Paris to light and freedom
was greater in three months than it had been
. almost as many centuries. Doctrines
were universally received 1n May, which in
January would have been deemed treason-
uble. and which 1 March had been de-
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rided as the visions of a few deluded fa
natics.*

Jt was amud this rapid diffusion of Light,
and ncreasmg fervour of public sentiment,
that the States-General assembled at Ver.
salles on the 5th of May, 1789,—a day which
will probably be accounted by postenty one
of the most memorable in the annals of the
human race. Any detail of the parade and
ceremonmial of their assembly would be
totally foreign to our purpose, which 1s not
to narrate «vents, but to seize their spint,
and to mark . *ur mfluence on the political
progress from wi.. & the Revolution was tc
anse. The prelimma. ; operation necessary
to constitute the Assembly gave rnise to the
first great question,—the mode of authenti-
cating the comamissions of the deputies. It
was contended by the Clergy and Nobles,
that according to ancient usage, each Oider
should separately sciutimize and authenti-
cate the commuissions of 1ts own deputies [t
was aigued by the Commons, that, on gene-
ral principles, all Orders, haviug an equal
mterest in the purnty of the national repre-
sentative, had an equal nght to take cogm-
zance of the authenticity of the commussions
of all the members who composed the body,
and therefore to scrutinize them in common,
To the authority of precedent 1t was an-
swered, that it would establish too much;
for in the ancient States, their examimation
of powers was subordinate to the 1evision
of Royal Commissaries,—a subjection too
degrading and 1njurious for the free and
vigilant spint of an enlightened age.

This controversy nvolved another of more
magmtude and importance. If the Orders
umuted 1 this scrutiny, they were hkely to
continue 1 one Assembly; the separate
vorces of the two first Orders would be aun-
hilated, and the mmportance of the Nobility
and Clergy reduced to that of their mdivi-
dual suffrages. This great revolution was
obviously meditated by the leaders of the
Commons. They were seconded 1n the
chamber of the Noblesse by a mumonty
emiently distinguished for rank, character,
and talent. The obscure and useful portion
of the Clergy were, from their sitnation, ac-
cessible to popular sentiment, and natwally
coalesced with the Commons. Many who
favoured the division of the Legislature mn
the ordinary arrangements of government,
were convinced that the grand and radical
reforms, which the situation of France de-
manded, could only be effected by its union
as one Assembly.t  Somany prejudices were

* The principles of freedom had long been un-
derstood, perhaps better than in any country o ihe
world, by the philosophers of France It wasas
natural lf‘:at they should have heen more diligently
culuvated 1n that kingdom than in England, 88
that the science of medicine should be iess under-
stood and valued among simple and vigorous, that
among luxunous and enfeebled nations. But the
progress which we have noticed was among the
less instructed part of society. .

+ Il n’est pas douteux que pour aujovr I’hui
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to be vanquished,—so many difficulties to
be surmounted, such obstinate habits to be
extirpated, and so formidable a power to be
resisted, that there was an obvious necessity
to concentrate the force of the reforming
body In a great revolution, every expedient
onght to facilitate change: 1n an established
government, every thing ought to render it
difficult. Hence the division of a legislature,
which m an estabhished government, may
give a beneficial stability to the laws, must,
m a moment of revolution, be proportionably
mjunous, by fortifying abuse and unnerving
reform. In a revolution, the enemies of
freedom are extemnal, and all powers are
therefore to be umted: under an establish-
ment her enemies ale internal, and power
1s therefore to be divided. But besides this
general consideration, the state of France
tarnished others of more local and tempo-
rary cogency The States-Geneial, acting
by sepatate Orders, were a body from which
no substantial reform could be hoped The
two first Orders were terested m the per-
petuity of every abuse that was to be re-
formed : their possession of two equal and
independent vorces must have rendered the
exertions of the Commons impotent and nu-
gatory. And a collusion between the As-
sembly and the Crown would probably have
hmited its illusive reforms to some sorry
palliatives,—the price of financial disembar-
rassment. The state of a nation lulled mto
complacent servitude by such petty conces-
sions, ts far more hopeless than that of those
who groan under the most galling despotism ;
and the condition of France would have been
more irremediable than ever.

Such reasonmngs produced an universal
conviction, that the question, whether the
States-General were to vote individually, or
m Orders, was a question, whether they were
or were not to produce any important benefit.
Gwded by these views, and animated by
public support, the Commons adhered in-
flexibily to thewr principle of incorporation.
They adopted a provisory organization, but
studiously declined whatever might seem to
suppose legal existence, or to ariogate con-
stitutional powers. The Naobles, less politic
or timid, declared themselves a legally con-
stituted Order, and proceeded to discuss the

que ponr cette premiere tenue une Chambre Umque
nait é1é préferable et peut-Gtre nécessaire; 1l y
avolt tant de difficultés 4 surmonter, tant de pre-
Jugés i vamncre, tant de sacnfices a fae, de sl
v1exlle§ habitudes a déraciner, une pwssance si
orte i contemr, en un mot, tant a détrure et
Eresque tout @ créer.”’—** Ce nouvel ordre de
choses que vous avez fait eclorre, tout cela vous
en tes bien surs n’a jamais pu naitre que de la
réunion de toutes les persornnes, de tous les senn-
ments, et de tous les caeurs.’”’—Discours de M.
Lally-Tollendal 3 1'Assemblée Nationale, 31
Aofit, 1789, dans ses Pidces Justificatifs, pp- 105,
106. This passage is 1n_more than one respect
remarkable. ft fully evinces the conviction of
the author, that changes were necessary great
enough to deserve the name of a Revolution, and,
sonsidering the respect of Mr. Burke for his au.
'narity, ought to have weight with him.
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great objects of their convocation. The
Clergy affected to preserve a mediatorial cha-
racter, and to conciliate the discordant claims
of the two hostile Orders. The Commons,
farthful to their system, remained in a wise
and masterly inactivity, which tacitly re-
proached the arrogant assumption of the
Nobles, while it left no pretext to calumniate
their own conduet, gave time for the increase
of the popular fervour, and distressed the
Court by the delay of financial aid Several
conciliatory plans were proposed by the Mi-
mster, and rejected by the haughtiness of
the Nobility and the policy of the Commons.

Thus passed the period between the 5th
of May and the 12th of June, when the po-
pular leaders, animated by public support, and
conscious of the maturity of thewr schemes,
assumed a more resolute tone. The Third
Estate then commenced the scrutiny of com-
missions, summoned the Nobles and Clerg
to repair to the Hall of the States-General,
and resolved that the absence of the depu-
ties of some distnicts and classes of citizens
could not preclude them, who formed the
representatives of ninety-six huudredths of
the nation, from constituting themselves
National Assembly.

These decisive measures betrayed the de-
signs of the Court, and fully illustrate that
bounty and hberality for which Lowis XVI.
has bLeen so 1dly celebrated. That feeble
Prince, whose public character vaned with
every fluctuation in hus Cabinet,—the wstro-
ment alike of the ambition of Vergennes,
the prodigality of Calonne, and the ostenta-
tious populanty of Neckar,—had hitherts
yielded to the embarrassment of the finances,
and the clamour of the people. The cabal
that retained its ascendant over his mind,
permitted concessions which they hoped to
make vamn, and flattered themselves with
frustrating, by the contest of struggling Or-
ders, all 1lea of substantial reform.” But no
sooner did the Assembly betray any symptom
of activity and vigour, than their alarms be-
came conspicuous in the Royal conduct. The
Compte d’Artois, and the other Princes of the
Blood, published the boldest manifestoes
against the Assembly; the credit of M.
Neckar at Court declined every day; the
Royalists in the chamber of the Noblesse
spoke of nothing less than an impeachment
of the Commons for high-treason, and an
mmmediate dissolution of the States; and a
vast military force and a tremendous park
of artillery were collected from all parts of
the kingdom towards Versailles and Paris,
Under these menacing and inauspicious cir-
cumstances, the meeting of the States-Gene-
ral was prohibited by the King’s order till a
Royal Session, which was destined for the
twenty-second but not held till the twenty-
third of June, had taken place. On repair-
ing to their Hall on the twentieth, the Com-
mons found it invested with soldiers, and
themselves excluded by the point of the
bayonet. They were summoned by then
President to a Tennis-Court, where they were
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reduced to hold their assembly, and which
they rendered famous as the scene of their
unanmous and memorable oath,—never to
separate till they had achieved the regenera-
tion of France.

The Royal Session thus announced, cor-
responded with the new tone of the Court.
Its eaterior was marked by the gloomy and
ferocious haughtiness of despotism. The
Royal Puppet was now evidently moved by
different persons from those who had prompt-
ed 1ts Speech at the opening of the States.
He probably now spoke both with the same
spint and the same heart, and felt as lttle
firmness under the cloak of arrogance, as he
had been conscious of sensibility amidst hus
professions of affection ; he was probably as
feeble m the one as he had been cold n the
other- but his language 1s some criterion of
the system of hus prompters. Thisspeechwas
distinguished by msulting condescension and
ostentatious menace. He spoke not as the
Chuef of a free nation to 1ts sovereign Legisla-
ture, butas a Sultan to hus Divan. Heannulled
and prescribed deliberations at pleasure. He
affected 1o represent his will as the rule of
therr conduct, and his bounty as the source
of their freedlom Nor was the matter of
his harangue less wnjurious than its manner
was offensive. Instead of contaimng any
concession 1mportant to public hiberty, 1t in-
dicated a relapse mnto a more lofty despotism
than had before maked his pretensions.
Tithes, feudal and seignorial rxggts, he con-
secrated as the most mviolable property; and
of Lettres de Cachet themselves, by recom-
mending the regulation, he obviously con-
demned the abolition. The distinction of
Orders he considered as essential to the Con-
stitution of the kingdom, and their piesent
union as only legitimate by his permission.
He concluded with eommanding them to
separate, and to assemble on the next day
in the Halis of their respective Orders.

The Commons, however, mflexibly ad-
hering to their principles, and conceiving
themselves constituted as a National Assem-
bly, treated these threats and injunctions with
equal neglect. They remawned assembled
in the Hall, which the other Orders had
quitted 1n obedience to the Royal command ;
and when the Marquis de Brézé, the King’s
Master of the Ceremonies, reminded them
of hus Majesty’s orders, he was answered by
M. Bailly, with Spartan energy,—¢The Na-
tion assembled has no orders to receive.”
They proceeded to pass resolutions declara-
tory of adherence to their former decrees,
and of the personal inviolability of the mem-
bers  The Royal Session, which the Aristo-
cratic party had expected with such triumph
and confidence, proved the severest blow to
their cause. Forty-nine members of the No-
bility, at tke head of whom was M. de Cler-
mont-Tonnerre, repaired on the 26th of June
to the-Assembly * The popular enthusiasm

* 1t deserves remark, that in this number were
Noblemen who have ever been considered as of
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was inflamed to such a degree, that alaims
were either felt or affected, for the safety o]
the King, 1if the union of Orders was delayed
The union was accordingly 1esolved on; and
the Duke of Luxemboug, President of the
Nobihty, was authonsed by his Majesty to
announce to lus Order the 1equest and even
command of the Kimng, to unite themselves
with the others He remonstrated with the
King on the fatal consequences of this step.
¢The Nobility,” he 1emarked, “weie not
fighting therr own battles, but those of the
Crown. The support of the monarchy was
inseparably connected with the division of
the States-General: divided, that body was
subject to the Crown; united, its authonty
was sovereign, and 1its force 1rresistible.”’¥
The Kmg was not, however, shaken by these
considerations, and on the following day, no-
tified his pleasure mn an official Jetter to the
Presidents of the Nobility and the Clergy. A
gloomy and reluctant obedience was yielded
to this mandate, and the union of the Na-
tional Representatives at length promusea
some hope to France.

But the general system of the Government
formed a suspicious and tremendous con-
trast with thus applauded concession. New
hordes of foreign mercenaries were sum-
moned to the blockade of Pars and Versail-
les, from the remotest provinces; an 1m-
mense train of artillery was disposed in all
the avenues of these cities; and scventy
thousand men already invested the Capital,
when the last blow was hazarded agamnst
the public hopes, by the 1gnominious bamsh-
ment of M. Neckar. Events followed, the
most unexampled and memorable m the
annals of mankind, which history will record
and immortalize, but, on which, the object
of the political reasoner is only to speculate.
France was on the brink of civil war. The
Provinces were ready to march immense
bodies to the rescue of their representatives.
The courtiers and thewr minions, piinces
and princesses, male and female favountes
crowded to the camps with which they had
mvested Versailles, and stimulated the fe
rocious cruelty of their mercenanes, by ca-
resses, by largesses, and by promuses. Mean
time the peaple of Paris revolted , the French
soldiery felt that they were citizens ; and the
fabric of Despotism fell to the ground.

These soldiers, whom posterity will cele-
brate for patriotic heroism, are stigmatized
by Mr. Burke as “base hireling deserters,”
who sold their King for an increase of pay.!

the moderate party. Of these may be mentioned
MM. Lally, Vineu, and Clermont-Tennerre,
none of whom certainly can be accused of demo-
cratic enthusiasm

* These remarks of M. de Luxembourg are
equivalent to a thousand defences of the Revolu-
tionists against Mr. Burke. They unanswerably
prove that the division of Orders was supporte
only as necessary to palsy the efforts of the Legis-
lature against the Despotism.

+ Mr. Burke 18 sanctioned in this opinion by an
authority not the most respectable, that of his late
countryinan Count Dalton, Commander af !
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This position he every where asserts or n-
smuates: but nothing seems more false,
Had the defection been confined to Pans,
there might have been some speciousness
n the accusation. The exchequer of a fac-
tion might have been equal to the corrup-
uon of the guards: the activity of ntnigue
might have seduced the troops cantoned in
the neighbourhood of the capital  But what
policy, or fortune, could pervade by their
agents, or donatives, an army of one hundred
and fifty thousand men, dispersed over so
great a monarchy as France. The spint of
resistance to uncivic commands broke forth
at once 1 every part of the empire. The
garnisons of the cities of Rennes, Bourdeauy,
Lyons, and Grenoble, refused, almost at the
same moment, to resist the vintuous ingur-
rection of their fellow-citizens. No largesses
could have seduced,—no intrngues could
have reached so vast and divided a body.
Nothing but sympathy with the national
spirit could have produced their noble dis-
obedience. The remark of Mr Hume 1s
here most applicable, ¢ that what depends
on a few may be often attributed to chance
{secret circumstances); but that the actions
of great bodies must be ever ascribed to
general causes.” It was the apprehension
of Montesquien, that the spirit of mereasing
armies would terminate in converting Europe
Into an 1immense camp, in changing our arti-
sans and cultivators mto military savages,
and reviving the age of Attila and Genglus.
Eveuts are our preceptors, and Fiance has
taught us that this evil contains in itself its
own remedy and bmit. A domestic army
cannot be mcreased without increasing the
number of its ties with the people, and of
the channels by which popular sentiment
mayenter. Every man who 1s added to the
army 18 a new hnk that unites 1t to the na-
tion If all eitizens were compelled to be-
come soldiers, all soldiers must of necessity
adopt the feelings of citizens, and despots
cannot increase their army without admit-
ting into it a greater number of men inte-
rested 1n destroying them. A emall army
may have sentiments different from the great
body of the people, and no mterest in com-
mon with them, but a numerous soldiery
cannot, This 1s the barrier which Nature
has opposed to the increase of armies. They
tannot be numerous enough to enslave the
eople, without becoming the people 1tself.
The effects of tais truth have been hitherto
conspicuous only in the mihtary defection
of France, because the enlightenéd sense of
general interest has been so much more dif-
fused in that nation than in any other des-
gotxc monarchy of Europe: but they must
e felt by all. ~ An elaborate discipline may
for a while in Germany debase and bratalize
toldiers too much to receive any impressions

Austrian troops in the Netherlands In Septem-
her, 1789, he nddressed the Régment de Ligne,
R Brussels, in these terms :—*¢ J’espére que vous
Olmterez jamsais ces laches Frangois qui ont
sbandonné leur Souverain '
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from their fellow men: artificial and local
mstitutions are, however, too feeble to resist
the energy of natural causes. The consti-
tution of man survives the transient fashions
of despotism ; and the history of the neat
century will probably evince on how frail and
tottering a basis the military tyrannies of
Europe stand.

The pretended seduction of the troops by
the promuse of ncieased pay, 1s in every
view contradicted by facts. This ncrease
of pay did not onginate in the Assembly, 1t
was not even any part of their policy : 1t was
preseribed to them by the instructions of
their constituents, before the meeting of the
States ¥ It could not therefore be the pro-
ject of any cabal of demagogues to seduce
the army: it was the decisive and unauni-
mous voice of the nation; and if there was
any conspnacy, 1t must have been that of
the people. What had demagogues to offer ?
The soldiery knew that the States must, in
obedience to their instructions, micrease their
pay. This crease could, therefore, have
been no temptation to them, for of 1t they
felt themselves already secure, as the na
tional voice had prescribed 1t. It was u
fact a necessary pait of the system whict
was to rase the army to a body of respect-
able eitizens, from a gang of mendicant ruf-
fians. An mecrease of pay must mfallibly
operate to imit the increase of armiesmn the
Noith. This influence has been already felt
in the Netherlands, which fortune seems to
have restored to Leopold, that they might
furnish a school of 1evolt to German soldiers.
The Austrian troops have there murmued
at therr comparative mdigence, and have
supported therr plea for increase of pay by
the example of Fiance. The same evample
must operate on the other armies of Europe:
and the solicitations of armed petitioners
must be heard. The indigent despots of
Germany and the North will feel a Lt to
their military rage, in the scantiness of their
exchequer. They will be compelled to re-
duce the number, and mcrease the pay of
their armies: and a new barrier will be op-
posed to the progress of that depopulation
and barbarnsm, which philosophers have
dreaded from the rapid increase of mulrtar
force. These remarks on the spirit whie
actuated the French army in their unexam-
pled, misconceived, and calomniated con-
duct. are pecuharly important, as they serve
to Nlustrate a prineiple, which cannot toe
frequently be presented to view,—that ip
the French Revolution all 1s to be atiributed
to general causes mfluencing the whole body
of the people, and almost nothing to the
schemes and the ascendant of mdividuals.

But to return to our rapid sketch :—it was
at the moment of the Parisian revolt, and of
the defechion of the army, that the whole
power of France devolved on the National
Assembly. It s at that moment, therefore,
that the discussion commences, whether that

* Calonne, p. 390
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body ought to have re-established and re-
formed the government which events had
subverted, or to have proceeded to the esta-
blishment of a new constitution, on the gene-
ral principles of reason and freedom. The
arm of the ancient Government had been
palsied, and 1ts power reduced to a mere
formality, by events over which the As-
sembly possessed no contiol. It was theirs
to decide, not whether the monarchy was
to be subverted, for that had been already
effected, but whether, from its rums, frag-
ments were to be collected for the recon-
struction of the political edifice. They had
been assembled as an ordnary Legisla-
ture under existing laws. they were trans-
formed by these events into a National Con-
vention, and vested with powers to organize
a government. It 1s n vaw that their adver-
saries contest this assertion, by appealing to
the deficiency of forms;* 1t 1s m vain 1o de-
mand the legal mstrument that changed their
constitution, and extended their powers.
Accurate forms in the conveyance of power
are piesciibed by the wisdom of law, n the
regular admmmstiation of states: but great
revolutions are too 1mmense for techmecal
formality  All the sanction that can be
hoped for in such events, 1s the voice of the
people, however mformally and irregularly
exptessed. This cannot be pretended to
have been wanting in France. Every other
species of authority was annihilated by popu-
lar acts, but that of the States-General. On
them, therefore, devolved the duty of eaer-
cising therr unlimfed tiost,t according to
their best views of geneial mterest. Their
enemies have, even n their mvectives, con-

*¢“This circumstance is thus shortly stated by
Mr. Burke, (p 242):—I can never consider this
Assembly as anything else than a voluntary asso-
clation of men, who have availed themselves of
circumstances to seize upon the power of the State.
I'hey do not hold the authority they exercise under
any constitutional law of the State They have
departed from the 1structions of the people that
sent them.”” The same argument s treated by M.
de Calonne, in an expanded memorial of forty-
four pages, (314—358), against the pretenswons of
the Assembly to be a Convention, with much
unavailing ingenuity and labour.

1 A disunction made by Mr. Burke between the
abstract and moral competency of a Legislature
(p. 27), has been much extolled by his admirers

Tao me 1t seems only a novel and objectionable
mode of disingnishing between a rightand the ez-
pediency of using 1t. But the mode of llustraung
the distinction 18 far more pernicious than a mere
novelty of phrase. This moral competence 1s sub-
f!ect, says our author, to ** faith, justice, and fixed
undamental policy :"’ thus illustrated, the disunc-
tion appears liable to a double objection It 15 false
that the abstract competence of a Legslature ex-
tends to the violation of faith and justice : 1t 1s false
that 118 moral competence does not extend to the
most fundamental policy. Thus to confound fun-
damental policy with faith and justice, for the sake
of sugmanzing innovators, is to stab the vitals of
morality.  There 1s only one maxim of pohey
truly fundamental—ihe good of the governed;
and the stability of that maxim, nightly understood,

demonstrates the mutability of all policy that 1s
subordinate to 1t.
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fessed the subsequent adherence of the pecple
for they have inveighed against 1t as the .
fatuation of a dire fanaticism. The authonty
of the Assembly was then first confeired on
it by public coufidence; and its acts have
been emce ratified by public appiobatien
Nothing can betray a disposition to mdulge
1n puny and technical sophistry moie strongly,
than 1o obseive with M. de Calonne, “that
this raufication, to be valid, ought to have
been made by France, not mn her new or-
ganization of municipalities, but in hes ancient
division of bailliages and piovinces.” The
same tndwiduals act i both forms; the ap.
probation of the men legitimatizes the govern-
ment : 1t is of no importance, whether they
are assembled in bailbages or in municipal-
ties.

If this latitude of informality, this subjec-
tion of laws to their principle, and of govern-
ment to 1ts source, are not permuited m
revolutions, how are we to justify the assumed
authority of the English Convention of 16881
“They did not hold the anthonty they exer-
cised under any constitutional law of the
State.”” They were not even legally elected,
as, It must be confessed, was the case with
the French Assembly. An evident, though
irregular, ratification by the people, alone
legitimatized their acts.” Yet they possessed,
by the confession of Mr. Burke, an authouty
only lunited by prudence and virtue. Had
the people of England given instructions to
the members of that Couvention, its ultimate
measures would probably have departed as
much fiom those 1structions as the Freuch
Assembly have deviated fiom those of ther
constituents ; and the public acquiescence m
the deviation would, m all hkelihood, have
been the same. It will be confessed by any
man who has considered the public temper
of England at the landing of William, that
the majority of those instructions would not
have proceeded to the deposition of James.
The first aspect of these great changes per-
plexesand intimidates men too much for just
views and bold resolutions: 1t is by the pro-
gress of events that their hopes are embold-
ened, and their views enlarged. This nflo-
ence was felt in France. The people, in au
advanced period of the Revolution, virtually
recalled the instructions by which the feeble-
ness of their political infancy had Limited the
power of their representatives ; for they sanc-
tioned acts by which those mstructions were
enntradicted. The formahty of mstructions
was mdeed wanting in England; but the
change of public sentiment, from the opening
of the Couvention to its ultimate decision,
was as remarkable as the contrast wich has
been so ostentatiously displayed by M. de
Calonne, between the decrees of the National
Assembly and the first nstructions of their
constituents.

We now resume the consideration of this
exercise of authority by the Assembly, an

roceed to inquire, whether they ought ¢
Kave reformed, or destroyed their goverth
ment? The general question of novation
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18 an exhausted common-place, to which the
genius of Mr. Burke has been able to add
nothing but splendour of eloquence and feli-
aty of illustration. It has long been so
notoriously of this nature, that 1t 1s placed
by Lord Bacon among the sportive contests
which are to exercise rhetorical skill. No
man w1l support the extreme on either side:
perpetual change and immutable establish-
ment are equally indefensible. To descend
thercfore trom these barren generalities to a
nearer view of the question, let us state 1t
more precisely :—Was the civil order in
France corrigible, or was it necessary to de-
stroy 1t Not to mention the extirpation of
the feudal system and the abrogation of the
cvil and erimmal code, we have first to con-
sider the destruction of the three great cor-
porations, of the Nobility, the Church, and
the Parlilaments. These three Anstocracies
were the pillars which in fact formed the
government of France The question then
of forming or destroymng these bodies was
fundamental.
There 1s one general prineiple appheable
tothem all adopted by the French legislators,
-that the existence of Orders is repugnant
to the principles of the social umon. An
Order 15 a legal rank, a body of men com-
bmed and endowed with privileges by law.
There are two kinds of mequality : the one
personal, that of talent and virtue, the source
of whatever 18 excellent and admirable 1n
society , the other, that of fortune, which
must exist, because property alone can
stimulate to labour, and labour, if it were
not necessary to the existence, would be in-
dispensable to the happiness of man. But
though 1t be necessary, yet i its excess 1t is
the great malady of cvil society. The ac-
cumulation of that power which 1s confeired
by wealth in the hands of the few, 1s the
perpetual source of oppression and neglect to
the mass of mankind. The power of the
wealthy 1s farther concentrated by thei: ten-
dency to combunation, from which, number,
dispersion, indigence, and ignorance equally
preclude the poor. The wealthy are formed
mto bodies by their professions. their differ-
entdegreesof opulence (called “ranks’), their
knowledge, and their small number. They
necessarily in all countries administer govern-
ment, for they alone have skill and leisare
fer ats functions. Thus circumstanced, no-
tung can be more evident than their inevita-
bie preponderance in the political scale. The
reference of partial to general mterests 1s,
owever, the greatest of all public evils. Tt
ghould therefore have been the object of all
laws to repress this malady ; but it has been
therr perpetual tendency to aggravate it
Not content with the mevitable neguality
vl fortune, they have superadded to it hono-
rary and political distinctions. Not content
with the mevitable tendency of the wealthy
to combine, they have embodied them in
classes. They have fortified those conspira-
sies against the general interest, which they
ought ta have resisted, though they could
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not disarm. Laws, it is said, cannot equalize
men ;—No: but ought they for that 1eason
to aggravate the wequality which they can-
not cure?! Laws cannot mspire unmxed
patnotism : but ought they for that reason te
foment that corporation spuit which 1s 1te
most fatal enemy? ¢ All professiona. com-
binations,” satd Mr. Burke, in one of his late
speeches i Parliament, “are dangerous mna
free state.”” Argmingon the same principle,
the National Assembly has proceeded tur-
ther. They have concerved that the laws
ought to create no mequabty of combination,
to recognise all only n their capacity of citi-
zens, and to offer no assistance to the nitual
preponderance of partial over general interest

But, besides the general source of hostility
to Orders, the particular circumstances of
France piesented other objections, which 1t
1s necessary to consider more in detail.

It 15 n the first place to be remarked, that
all the bodies and mstitutions of the king
dom participated m the spint of the ancient
government, and in that view were incapable
of alliance with a free constitution. They
were tamted by the despotism of which they
had been either members or mstruments
Absolute monarchies, ke every ather con
sistent and permanent government, assimi-
late every thing with which they are con-
nected to ther own genius. The Nobihty,
the Priesthood, the Judicial Aristocracy, weie
unfit to be merbers of a fiee government,
because their cotporate character had been
formed under arbitrary estabhishments  To
have preserved these great corporations,
would be to have retamed the seeds of 1e-
viving despotism in the bosom of freedom.
This remark may merit the attention of Mr.
Buike, as 1llustrating an mmportant difference
between the Fiench and Enghsh Revolu-
tions The Clergy, the Peerage, and Judi-
cature of England had imbibed m some de-
gree the sentiments mspired by a government
m which fieedom had been eclipsed, but not
extinguished. They were therefore qualified
to paitake of a more stable and improved
Iiberty  But the case of France was differ-
ent. These bodies had there imbibed every
sentiment, and adopted every habit under
arbitrary power. Their preservation m Eng-
land, and their destruction in France, may
m this view be justified on similar grounds
It 15 absurd to regard the Orders as 1emnants
of that free constitution which Fiance, m
common with the other Gothic nations of
Europe, once enjoyed. Nothing remamed
of these ancient Orders but the name. The
Nobility were no longer those haughty and
powerful Barons, who enslaved the people,
and dictated to the King. The Ecclesias-
tics were no longer that Priesthood before
whom, in a benighted and superstiticus age
all avil power was impotent and mute.
They had both dwindled into dependents
on the Crown. Still less do the opulent atu
enlightened Commons of France resemble
its servile and beggared populace in the six
teenth centuy. Two handied years of un
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mterrapted exeicise had legitimatized abso-
lute authority as much as prescription can
conseciate usurpation. The ancient French
Constitution was therefore no faither a mo-
del than that of any foreign nation which
was to be judged of alone by its utility, and
poszessed 1 no respect the authority of esta-
bhshment. It had been succeeded by an-
other government; and if France was to re-
cur to a pentod antecedent to her servitude
for legislative models, she might as well
ascend to the ®ia of Clovis or Charlemagne,
as be regualated by the precedents of Henry
IIT. or Mary of Medicis. All these forms of
govethiment existed only historically.

These observations include all the Orders.
Let us consider each of them successively.
The devotion of the Nobihty of France to
the Monarch was mnspired equally by their
sentiments, their interests, and theur Kablts.
“The feudal and chivalrous spint of fealty,”
0 long the prevailing passion of Europe, was
still nourished 1 their bosoms by the mih-
tary sentiments from which 1t first arose.
The majority of them had still no profession
but war,—no hope but in Royal favour The
vouthful and wdigent filled the camps, the
more opulent and mature partook the splen-
dour and bounty of the Couit: but the% were
equally dependeuts on the Crown. To the
plenutade of the Royal power were attached
those 1mmense and magmficent privileges,
which divided France into distinct nations,
which exhibited a Nobility monopolizing the
rewards and offices of the State, and a peo-
ple degraded to political helotism.* Men
do not cordially resign such privileges, nor
quickly dismiss the sentiments which they
have inspired. The ostentatious sacrifice of
pecuuiary exemptions m a moment of gene-
ral fermentation is a wretched criterion of
their genume feelings. They affected to be-
stow as a gift, what they would have been
speedily compelled to abandon as an nsurpa-
tion; and they hoped by the sacrifice of a
part to purchase secunity for the rest. They
have been most justly stated to be a band of
political Janissaries,f—far more valuable to
a Sultan than mercenaries, because attached
to lum by unchangeable wterest and mdeh-
ble sentiment. Whether any reform could
have extracted fiom this body an element
wh.ch might have entered mto the neu Con-
stitation 1s a question which we shall consi-
der when that political system comes under
our review. Their existence, as a member
of the Leaislature, 1s a question distinet from
their preservation as a separate Oider, or
great corporation, in the State. A senate of
Nobles mught have been established, though
the O1der of the Nobility had been destroyed :
and England would then have been exactly
copied. Bat it 1s of the Order that we now
speak; for we are now considermg the de-

* 1 say political 1n contradistinction to erwdd, for
a1 the latter sense the assertton would have been
anirae

t See Mr. Rons’ excellent Thoughts on Ga-
% tmext.
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struction of the old, not the formation of the
new government. The suppression of the
Nobility has been 1n Englandpmost absurdly
confounded with the prohibition of titles,
The umon of the Orders mn one Assembly
was the first step towards the destruction of
a legislative Nobility : the abolition of therr
feudal rights, in the memorable session of
the 4th of August, 1789, may be regarded as
the second. They retained after these mea-
sutes no distinction but what was purely
normmnal, and 1t remained to be determned
what place they were to occupy in the new
Constitution. That question was decided by
the decree of the 22d of December, m the
same year, which enacted, that the Electora]
Assemblies were to be composed without
any regard to rank; and that citizens of all
Orders were to vote m them mdiscrimnately.
The distinction of Orders was thus destroyed-
the Nobility w ere to form no part of the new
Constitution, and were stripped of all that
they had enjoyed under ‘he old government,
but their titles.

Hitherto all had passed unnoticed, but no
gooner did the Assembly, faithful to therr
prmciples, proceed to extirpate the external
signs of the rauvks, wluch they no louger
tolerated, than all Europe resounded with
clamours against their Utopian aud levelling
madness. The “incredible’* decree of the
19th of June, 1790, for the suppression of
titles, 1s the object of all these mvectives, yet
without that measure the Assembly would
certainly have been guilty of the grossest m-
consistency and absurdity. An untitled No-
bility forming a member of the State, had
been exemplified in some commonvwealths
of antiquity ,—such were the Patncians m
Rome: but a titled Nobility, without legal
privileges, or political existence, would have
been a monster new n the annals of legisla-
tive absurdity. The power was possessed
without the bauble by the Roman ansto-
cracy: the bauble would have beeu reve-
renced, while the power was tiampled om,
if titles had been spared in France. A titled
Nobility 1s the most undisputed progeny of
feudal barbarism. Titles had in all nations
denoted offices : 1t was reserved for Gothie
Europe to attach them to ranks. Yet this
conduct of our remote ancestors admifs ex-
planation ; for with them offices were here-
ditary, and hence the titles deroting them
became hereditary too. But we, who have
regfcted hereditary office, retam an usage t0
which 1t gave nse, and which it alone could
justify. 8o egregiously 1s this recent ougm
of a titled Nobihity misconceived, that 1t has
been even pretended to be necessary to the
order and eaistence of society ;—a narrow
and ariogant mistake, which would hmt all
political remark to the Gothic states of Eu-
10pe, ot establish general prinetples on events
that occupy go short a period of history, and
manners that have been adopted by so slen-
der a portion of the human race. A titled

* So called by M. de Calonne.
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Nobility was equally uuknown to the splen-|
did monarchies of Asia, and to the manly
mmplicity of the ancient commonwealths,* |
Ir arose from the peculiar circumstances of
modern Europe ; and yet its necessity 1s now
erected on the basis of universal experience,
as 1f these other renowned and polished
states were effaced from the records of his-
tory, and bamished from the society of na-
tons  “Nobility 1s the Counthian capital
of polished states:”-—the august fabric of
society 15 deformed and encumbered by
such Gothic ornaments. The massy Done
that sustains 1t is Labour; and the splendid
variety of arts and talents that solace and
embellish hfe, form the decorations of its
Cormnthian and Ionic capitals

Other motives besides the extirpation of
feudality, disposed the French Legslature
to the suppression of utles To give sta-
bility to a popular government, a democratic
character must be formed, and demoeratic
senfiments mspired. The sentiment of
equality which titular distinetions have,
perhaps, more than any other cause, extmn-
gquished 1 Europe, and without which
democratic forms ale impoteut and shoit-
lived, was to be revived ; and a free govern-
ment was to be established, by carrying the
spirit of equality and freedom into the feel-
wgs, the manners, and the most familiar
wtercourse of men. The badees of me-
quality, which were perpetoally mepiring
sentiments adverse to the spint of the go-
vernment, were therefore destroyed, as dis-
tinctions which only served to unfit the
Nobility for obedience, and the people for
fieedom,—to keep alive the discontent of
the one, and to perpetuate the servility of
the other,—to deprive the one of the mode-
ration that sinks them into citizens, and to
10b the other of the spint that exalts them
uto fiee men. A single example can alone
dispel mveterate prejudices. Thus thought
our ancestors at the Revolution, when they
deviated from the succession, to destroy the
prejudice of its sanctity. Thas also did the
egielators of France feel, when, by the abo-
lition of titles, they gave a mortal blow to
the slavish prejudices which unfitted thewr
cauntry for freedom. It was a practical as-
sertion of that equality which had been
consecrated 1 the Declaration of Rights,
but which no abstract assertion could have
conveyed into the spints and the hearts of
men. It proceeded on the principle that
the secunity of a revolution of government
can only arise from a revolation of character.

* Anistocratic bodies did indeed exist in the an-
Hent world, but titles were unknown. Though
ey possessed pohitical privileges, yet as these
id not affect the manners, they had not the same
evirable tendency to taint the publc character
3 ttular distinetions, These bodies too being n
general open to property, or office, they are 1n no
Iespect to be compared to the Nobles of Europe.

iey might affect the forms of a free government
& much, bat they did not in the same proportion
Nure the spirit of freedom.
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To these reasonings it has been opposed
that hereditary distinctions are the mor
treasure of a state, by which 1t excites ana
rewards public virtue and public service, and
which, without national mjuiy or buiden,
operates with resistless force on generous
mimds. To this I answer, that of persona
distinctions this description 1s most tiue;
but that this moral treasury of honour 1s in
fact impovenshed by the improvident profu-
sion that has made them hereditary. The
possession of honours by that multitude,
who have inherited but not acquired them,
engrosses and depreciates these mcentives
and rewards of virtue. Were they purely
Eersonal, therr value would be doubly en-

anced, as the possessors would be fewer
while the distinction was more honourable.
Personul distinctions then every wise state
will cherish as its surest and noblest re-
source ; but of hereditary title,—at least in
the ciicumstances of France, *—the abolition
seems to have been just and poltic.

The fate of the Chuich, the second gieat
corporation that sustained the French despo-
tism, has peculiarly provoked the mdigua-
tion of Mr Buike.  The dissolution of the
Church as a body, the resumption of 1ts
terntorial 1evenues, and the new organiza-
tion of the puesthood, appear to him to be
dictated by the union of robbery and irre-
ligion, to glut the rapacity of stockjobbers,
and to gratify the hostility of athewsts, All
the outrages and proscriptions of ancient or
modern tyrants vamsh, m s opmion, m
companson with this coufiscation of the pro-
perty of the Gallican Church. Prmnceiples
had, 1t is tiue, been on this subject exploted,
and reasons had been urged by men of ge-
nrus, which vulgar men deemed nresistible.
But with these reasons Mr. Buike will not
deign to combat. “You do not imagine,
Sir,”” says he to hus correspondent, “that 1
am going to compliment this muserable de-
seription of persons with any long discus-
ston ¥t What immediately follows this
contemptuous passage 1s so outrageously of-
fensive to candour and urbamty, that an

* 1 have been grossly misunderstood by those
who have supposed this qualfication an assumed
or affected reserve. I believe the principle oniy
as quahfied by the circumstances of different na-
uons.

t The Abbé Maury, who 1s not less remark-
able for the fury of eloquent declamaton, than
for the mept parade of Iustoncal eruditon, at-
tempted 1n the debate on this sulject to trace the
optmion higher  Base lawvers. according to him,
had sinuated 1t to the Roman Empetors, and
against 1t was pomted the maxim of the awl
law, *“Omma tenes Cesar mperio. sed non
dominio.”” Lows XIV, and Lows XV, had,if
we may believe him, both been assaled by thig
Machiavelian doctrine, and both had repulsed it
with magnanimous ndignation  The learned
Abbé committed only one mistake. The despots
of Rome and France had indeed been poisoned
with the idea that they were the immediate pro-
prietors of iheir subjects’ estates. T'hat opnion
18 execrable and flaginous; but 1t is not, as wae
shall see, the doctrine of the French legislatora
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nonourable adversary will disdain to avail
himself of it. The passage iself, however,
demands a pause. It alludes to an opinion,
of which I trust Mr. Burke did not know the
ongin, That the Church lands were national
property was not fiist asserted among the
Jacobuns, or 1 the Palais Royal. The au-
thor of that opmion,—the master of that
wretched description of persons, whom Mr.
Burke disdains to encounter, was one whom
he might have combated with glory,—with
confidence of tnumph m victory, and with-
out fear or shame in defeat The author of
that opimon was Turgot! a name now too
high to be exalted by eunlegy, or depressed
by mvective. That benevolent and philo-
sophic statesman delivered 1t, 1n the aiticle
¢« Foundation’’ of the Encyclopédie, as the
calm and disinterested opinion of a scholar,
at a moment when he conld have no object
in palliating rapacity, or prompting irreligion.
It was no doctrine contrived for the occasion
by the agents of tyranny : 1t was a principle
discovered m pure and harmless specula-
tion, by one of the best and wisest of men.
I adduce the authonty of Turgot, not to op-
posc the arguments (af there had been any),
but to counteract the insinuations of Mr.
Buike. The authority of his assertions
forms a prejudice, which is thus to be re-
moved before we can hope for a fair audi-
ence at the bar of Reason. If he insinunates
the flagitiousness of these opinions by the
supposed vileness of their origin, 1t cannot
be unfit to pave the way for their reception,
by assigning to them a more illustrious
pedigree.

But dismissing the genealogy of doctunes,
let us examwne their intrinsic value, and
listen to no voice but that of truth. “Are
the lands occupied by the Church the pro-
perty of its members?’ Various considera-
tions present themselves, which may eluci-
date the subject.

It has not hitherto been supposed that any
class of public servants are proprietors —
They are salaried* by the State for the per-
formance of certain duties. Judges are paid
for the distitbution of justice; kings for the
execution of the laws ; soldiers, where there
is a mercenary army, for public defence;
and priests, where there is an established
relizion, for pubhic instruction. The mode
of their payment 18 indifferent to the ques-
tion. It s generally in rude ages by land,
and in cultivated periods by money. Buta
territorial pension is no more property than
a pecuniary one. The right of the State to
regulate the salaries of those servants whom
it pays i money has not been disputed:
snd 1f 1t has chosen to provide the revenue
of a certain portion of land for the salary of
another class of servants, wherefore is its
right more disputable, to resume that land,
and to establish a new mode of payment?

* ¢ 1ls sont ou salariés, ou inendians, ou vo.
leurs:”—-was the expression of M. Mirabean re-
specting the priesthood.
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in the early history of Europe, before fiefs
became hereditary, great landed estates
were bestowed by the sovereign, on cond:.
tion of military service. By a similar te.
nure did the Church hold its lands. No
man can prove, that because the State has
intrusted 1ts ecclesiastical servants with a
portion of land, as the source and secuntv
of their penstons, they are m any respect
more the fproprietors of 1t, than the other
servants of the State are of that portion of
the revenue from which they are paid

The lands of the Church possess not the
most simple and indispensable requisites of
Emperty. They are not even pretended to

e held for the benefit of those who enjoy
them. This 1s the obvious cnterion between
private property and a pension for publi
service. The destination of the first 1s avow-
edly the comfort and happiness of the ind-
vidual who enjoysit. as he s conceived to
be the sole judge of this happimess, he pos-
sesses the most unlimited nights of enjos-
ment, of alienation, and even of abuse. Bu!
the lands of the Church, destined for the
support of public servants, exhibited none
of these characters of property. They wew
iralienable, because 1t would have been not
less absurd for the priesthood to have e\
ercised such authority over these lands, thau
it would be for seamen to claim the property
of a fleet which they manned, or soldiers that
of a fortress they garrisoned.

It is confessed that no individual prest
was a proprietor, and that the utmost clam
of any one was himited to a possession for
hfe of hus stipend. If all the priests, taken
individually, were not proprietcis, the priest-
hood, as a body, cannot claim any such nght.
For what 1sa body, but an aggregate of mdr-
vidoals ? and what new right can be con-
veyed by a mere change of name? Nothmg
can so forcibly illustiate this argument as
the case of other corporations. They are
voluntary associations of men for their own
benefit. ~ Every member of them is an abso-
lute sharer in their property: it is therefore
alienated and inherited. Corporate property
is here as sacred as individnal, because m
the ultimate analysis it 1s the same. But
the priesthood is a corporation, endowed by
the country, and destined for the benefit of
others: hence the members have no sepa-
rate, nor the body any eollective, right ©
property. They are only intrusted with the
admimstration of the lands from which their
salaries are paid.¥

It is from this last circumstance that the
legal semblance of property arises. In char
ters, bonds, and all other proceedmgs of law,
these salaries are treated with the same for-
malities as real property. “They are iden-
tified,” says Mr. Burke, “ with the mass of

* This admits a fanuliar Wlustration. 1f a Jand-
holder chooses to pay his steward for the collec-
tion of his rents, by permitting im to possess 2
farm gratis, is he conceived to have resignea nis
property in the farm? 'The case 18 precisely
simular,
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private property ;”’ and it must be confessed,
that if we are to limit our view to form, this
language 1s correct. But the repugnance of
these formalities tolegal truth proceeds from
a very cbvious cause. If estates are vested
in the clergy, to them most unquestionably
ought to be intrusted the protection of these
estates m all contests at law ; and actions
for that purpose can only be mantained
with facility, simplicity, and effect, by the
fiction of their being proprietors. Noris this
the only case in which the spirit and the
forms og law are at variance respecung pro-
Eerty. Scotland, where lands sull are held
y feudal tenures, will afford us a remarka-
ple example. There, 1f we extend our views
no further than legal forms, the “ superior” is
to be regarded as the proprnetor, while the
real proprietor appears to be only a tenant for
life.” In this case, the vassal 1s formally
stript of the property which he m fact en-
joys. mn the other, the Church is formally
mvested with a property, to which m reality
it had no claim. The argument of Prescrip-
tion will appear to be altogether untenable-
for prescription implies a certam penod
during which the nights of property have
been exercised ; but n the case before us
they never were exercised, because they
uever could be supposed to exist. It must
be proved that these possessions were of the
nature of property, before it can follow that
they are protected by prescription; and to
plead the latter 1s to take for granted the
question in dispute.*

When the Bntish Islands, the Dutch Re-
public, and the German and Scandinavian
States, reformed their ecclesiastical esta.
blishments, the howl of sacrilege was the
only armour by which the Church attempted
to protect its pretended property: the age

* There are persons who may not relish the
mode of reasoning here adopted.  They contend
that property, bemng the creature of civil society,
may be resumed by that public will which created
it; and on this principle they jusufy the National
Assembly of France. But sach a justfication 1s
adverse to the principles of that Assembly, for they
have consecrated 1t as one of the first maxims of
their Declarauon of Rights, ** that the State can-
not violate property, except 1 cases of urgent
hecessity, and on conduion of previous indemmfi-
cation.”  Thig defence too will not justify ther
selection of Church property, in preference of all
others, for resumption. It certainly ought m this
View 10 have fallen equally on all cinzens. The
praiciple 13 besides false 1n the extreme to which
it1s assumed. Property 1s indeed in some sense
¢reated by an act of the public will: but it 1s by
one of thuse fundamental acts which constitute
society. Theory proves it to be essential to the
tocial state. Fxperience proves that it has, 1n
some degree, existed in every age and nation of
the world.  But those public acts which form and
endow corporations are subsequent and subordi-
Nate ; they are only ordinary ezpedients of legisla-
ton - The property of individuals 13 estabhshed
ONa general principle, which seems coeval with
vil society,itself : but corporate bodiesare instru-
Mments fabricated by the legislator for a specific
burpose, which ought to be preserved while they
#re bereficial, amended when they are impaired,
wnd rejected when they become useless or injurous.
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' was too tumultuous and unlettered for dis
cussions of abstract junsprudence. Thae
howl seems, however, to have fallen inte
early contempt. The Treaty of Westphalia
seculansed many of the most opulent bene-
fices of Germany, under the mediation and
guarantee of the first Cathohc powers of
Europe. In our own island, on the abohtion
of episcopacy in Scotland at the Revolution,
the revenues of the Church peaceably de-
volved on the sovereign, and he devoted a
portion of them to the support of the new
establishment. When, ata still later period,
the Jesuits were suppressed i most Cathohe
monarchies, the wealth of that fornudable
and opulent body was everywhere seized by
the sovereign. In all these memorable ex-
amples, no traces are to be discovered of
the pretended property of the Chuich  The
salailes of a class of pubhc servants were
resumed by the State, when it ceased to
deem their service, or the mode of 1t, usefnl.
That claim, now so foreibly urged by M de
Calonne, was probably little respected by
him, when he lent lus agency to the destruc-
tion of the Jesuits with such peculiaractivity
and rancour. The sacrednress of their pro-
perty could not have strongly impressed one
who was mstrumental in degiading the mem-
bers of that renowned and accomphshed
society, the glory of Catholic Ewiope, from
therr superb endowments to the rank of
scanty and beggaily pensioners. The reli-
gious horror which the priesthood had at-
tached to spoliation of Church property has
long been dispelled ; and it was reseived for
Mr. Burke to renew that ery of saciilege,
which, in the daikness of the sixteenth cen-
tury, had resounded in vamn. No man can
be expected to oppose arguments to epithets.
When a defimtion of sacrilege is given, con-
sistent with good logic and plam Enghsh, 1t
will be time enough to discuss it. Till that
defimtion (with the Greek Calends) comes,
I should as soon dispute about the meaning
of sacrlege as about that of heresy or witch-
craft.

The whole subject is indeed so clear that
hittle diversity of opimon could have ansen,
if the question of the inviolability of Church
property had not been confounded with the
claims of the present ncumbents. The dis-
tinction, though neither stated by Mr. Burke
nor M. de Calonne, 1s extremely simple.
The State is the proprietor of the Chuich
revenues; but its faith, it may be said, 15
pledged to those who have entered into the
Church, for the continuance of the incomes,
for which they have abandoned all other
pursuits. The right of the State to arrange
at its pleasure the revenues of any future
priests may be confessed; while a doubt
may be entertained, whether it is competent
to change the fortune of those to whom it
has solemnly promised a certain income for
life. But these distinct subjects have beeu
confounded, that sympathy with suffening
mdividuals might influence opimon on a
general question,—that feeling for the de-
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gradation of its hierarchy might supply the
place of argument to estabhish the property
of the Church. In considering this subject
distinetly, it cannot be denied, that the mald-
est, the most equitable, and the most usnal
expedient of civilized states in periods of
emergency, is the 1eduction of the salaries
of their servants, and the superfluous places.
This and no more has been done regarding
the Church of France. Civil, naval, and
military servants of the State are subject to
such retrenchments in a moment of diffi-
culty. Neither the reform of a civil office,
nor the reduction of a regiment, can be
effected without wounding individuals.* But
all men who enter into the public service
must do so with the implied condition of sub-
jecting their emoluments, and even their
official existence, to the exigencies of the
State. The great grievance of such de-
1angements 1s the shock they give to family
sentiments. This was precluded in the in-
stance under discussion by the compulsory
celibacy of the Romish Church; and when
the debts of the clergy are incorporated with
those of the State, and their subsistence
msured by moderate incomes, though Sensi-
bility may, n the least retrenchment, find
somewhat to lament, Justice will, in the
whole of these arrangements, discover little
to condemn. To the individual members of
the Church of France, whose hopes and en-
joyments have been abridged by this resump-
tion no virtuous mind will refuse the tnbute
of it~ sympathy and 1its regrets. Every man
of humanity must wish, that public exigen-
cies had permitted the French Legislature to
spare the income of the present ncumbents,
and more especially of those whom they still
continue in the discharge of active functions.
But these sentiments imply no soriow at the
downfall of a great corporation,—the impla-
cable enemy of freedom,—at the conversion
of an 1mmense public property to national
use,—or at the reduction of a servile and
imperious priesthood to humble utility. The
attainment of these great objects console us
for the portion of evil that was, perhaps,
inseparable from 1t, and will be justly ap-
plauded by a posterity too remote to be
moved by comparatively minute afflictions.
The enlightened observer of an age thus
distant will contemplate with pecuhar asto-
nishment the rise, progress, decay and down-
fall of spintual power in Christian Europe.t
It will attract his attention as an appearance
which stands alone in hustory. Its connection
in all stages of its progress with the civil
power will peculiarly occupy his mind. He
will remark the unpresuming humility by
which it gradually gained the favour, and
divided the power, of the magistrate,—the

* This 18 precisely the case of *‘ damnam ab-
sque mjuna >’

t Did we not dread the ridienle of political pre-
dicuon, it would not seem difficult to assign its
period  Church power (unless some Revolution,
auspicious to priesteraft, should replunge Europe
mto 1gnorarce) will certainly not survive the nine-
teenth century.
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haughty and despotic tone in which it after.
wards gave law to sovereigns and their sub.
jects, —the zeal with which, mn the first
desperate moments of dechne, 1t armed the
people agamst the magistrate, and aimed al
re-establishing  spintual despotism on the
ruins of et vrder; and he will pomt out
the asylum which it at Jast found from the
hostilities of Reason m the prerogatives of
that temporal despotism, of which 1t had so
long been the implacable foe. The first and
last of these periods will prove, that the
priesthood are servilely devoted when they
are weak : the second and third, that they
are dangerously ambitious when strong. In
a state of feebleness, they are dangerous to
hberty: possessed of power, they are dan.
gerous to ewvil government itself. But the
last period of their progress will be that
which will appear to have been peculaly
connected with the state of France.

There can be no protection for the opulence
and even existence* of an European prest
hood in an enhghtened petiod, but the throne,
It forms the only bulwark against the imoads
of reason: for the superstitton which once
formed its power is gone. Around the throne
therefore they rally; and to the monarch
they transfer ‘the devotion which formerly
attached them to the Chwech; while the
fierceness of priestlyt zeal has been suc-
ceeded by the more peaceful sentiments of
a courtly and polished servility. Such 13, 1
a greater or less degree, the present condi-
tion of the Church in every nation of Eunrope.
Yet 1t is for the dissolution of such a body
that France has been reproached. Tt nught
as well be maintained, that m her conquests
over despotism, she ought to have spared the
strongest fortresses and most faithful troops
of her adversary: — for such in tiuth were
the corporations of the Nobility and the
Church. The National Assembly have only
wsured permanence to their establishments,
by dismantling the fortresses, and disbanding
the troops of their vanguished foe.

In the few remarks that.are here made on
the Nobility and Clergy of France, we con:
fine ourselves strictly to their polatical and
collective character: "Mr. Burke, on the con-
trary, has grounded his eloquent apology
purely on their individual and moral charac-
ter. The lalter, however, is totally niele-
vant; for we are not discussing what place
they ought to occupy m society as wndivi-
duals, but as a body. We are not consider-
ing the demerit of citizens whom it 1s fit t0
punish, but the sphiit of a body which 1t15
politic to dissolve,

The Judicial Aristocracy formed by the
Parliaments, seems still less susceptible of
union with a fiee government. Their spin!
and claims were equally incompatible with
liberty. They nad imbibed a_spirnt 00"(;
genial to the authonty under whigh they ha
acted, and suitable to the arbitrary geniué
of the laws which they had dispensed ; while

* I always understand their corporate existencé
t Odwum Theologicum.
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they retained those ambiguous and indefinite
tlaims to a share in the legislation, which the
fluctuations of power in the kingdom had in
some degree countenanced. The spint of a
corporation was from the smallness of their
numbers more concentrated and vigorous m
them than m the Nobles and Clergy; and
whatever aristocratic zeal is laid to the
charge of the Nobility, was imputable with
tenfold force to the ennobled magistrates,
who regarded their recent honours with an
enthusiasm of vanity, inspired by that bigoted
veneration for rank whichis the perpetual
character of upstarts. A free people could
rot form 1ts tribunals of men who pretended
to any control on the legislature. Courts of
justice, in which seats were legally purchas-
ed, had too long been endured: judges who
regarded the right of dispensing justice as a
marketable commodity, could neither be fit
srgans of equitable laws, nor smtable magis-
trates for a free state. It is vain to urge with
M. Burke the past services of these judicial
bodies It is not to be denied that Montes-
guien 1s cortect, when he states, that under
bad governments one abuse often Limits an-
sther  The usurped authonty of the Parlia-
ments formed, 1t is true, some bulwark
against the caprice of the Court. But when
the abuse is destroyed, why preserve the
temedial evil? Superstition certamly alle-
viates the despotism of Turkey: but if a
rational government could be erected in that
empire, 11 micht with confidence disclaim
the axd of the Koran, and despise the remon-
strances of the Mufti. To such establish-
ments, let us pay the tribute of gratitude for
past benefit ; but when their utility no longer
eusts, let them be canonized by death, that
therr admirers may be mdulged in all the
plemtude of posthumous veneration,

The three Arnistocracies—Military, Sacer-
dotal, and Judicial—may be considered as
aving formed the French Government.—

ey have appeared, so far as we have con-
silered them, incorrigible. All attempts to
Improve them would have been httle better
than (to use the words of Mr. Burke) “mean
Teparations on mighty rumns.” They were
ot perverted by the accidental depravity of
their members’; they were not infected by
any transient passion, which new circum-
stances would extirpate: the fault was in
the essence of the institutions themselves,
which were irreconcilable with a free gov-
ernment.

But, it is objected, these institutions might
ave been gradually reformed:* the spirit
of freedom would have silently entered;
the progressive wisdom of an enlightened
Dation would have remedied, in process of
time, their defects, without convulsion. To
Ehlsiargument I confiden:ly,answer, that these
lnstitutions would have éestroyed Liberty,
before Liberty had corrected their spint.
ower vegetates with more vigour after

ese gentle prunings. A slender reform

* Burke, pp. 248—252.
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amuses and lulls the people: the popular
enthusiasm subsides, and the momeut of
effectual reform 1s irretrievably lost  No
important political mmprovement was ever
obtained in a period of tranquilhity. The
corrupt mterest of the governors is so strong,
and the ciy of the people so feeble, that it
were vain to eapect it. If the eflfervescence
of the popular mind 1s suffered to pass away
without effect, it would be absurd to expect
from languor what enthusiasm has not ob-
tammed. If radical reform is not, at such a
moment, procuted, all paitial changes are
evaded and defeated in the traugulhty
which succeeds.®* The gradual 1eform that
anses from the presiding principle exhibited
n the specious theory of Mr. Burke, 15 be-
lied by the experience of all ages. What-
ever excellence, whatever freedom is dis-
coverable in governments, has been infused
into them by the shock of a revolution ; and
their subsequent progress has been only the
accumulation of abuse. It 1s hence that the
most enlightened politicians have 1ecognised
the necessity of frequently recalling their
first principles ,—a truth equally suggested
to the penetrating intellect of Machiavel, by
his experience of the Florentine democracy,
and by his research nto the history of an-
cient commonwealths, Whatever 1s good
ought to be pursued at the moment it 1s at-
tamable. The public voice, irresistible in a
pertod of convulsion, 15 contemned with 1m-
punity, when spoken dunng the lethargy
into which nations are lulled by the tranquil
course of their ordmary affairs  The ardour
of reform langmshes in unsupported tedious-
ness: it penshes in an impotent stivggle
with adveisaries, who receive new strength
with the progress of the day. No hope of
great political improvement—Iet us repeat 1t
—is to be entertained fiom tranquillity ;1
for 1ts natural operation 1s to strengthen all
those who are mterested in perpetuating
abuse. The National Assembly seized the
moment of eradicaung the corruptions and
abuses which afflicted their country. Their
reform was total, that it might be commen-
surate with the evil: and no part of it was
delayed, because to spare an abuse at such
a period was to consecrate it; and as the
enthusiasm which carries nations to such
enterprises is short-lived, so the opportunity
of reform, if once neglected, might be 1rre-
vocably fled.

* s [gnore-t on que c¢’est en attaguant, en ren-
versant tous les abus 4 la fois, qu’on peut espérer
de s'en voir déhvré sans retour ; que les reformes
lentes et partielles ont toujours fim par ne rien re-
former ; enfin, que I’abus que ’on conserve de-
vient Pappu et bientdt le restaurateur de tous
ceux qu'on crowit avoir détruns?’’ — Adresse
aux Frangois, par I'Evéque d’Autun, 11 Févrer,
1790.

t The only apparent exception to this principle
is the case where sovereigns make important con.
cessions to appease discontent, and avert convul-
sion. This, however, nghtly undersiood, 18 no
exception ; for 1t arises evidently from the same
causes, acting at a period less advanced in the
progress of popular interposiuon.
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But let us ascend to more general princi-
ples, and bazard bolder opimous Let us
grant that the state of France was not so
desperately incorrigible. Let us suppose
that changes far more gentle,—innovations
far less extensive,—would have remedied
the grosser evis of her government, and
placed it almost on a level with free and
celebrated constitutions. These concessions,
though too large for truth, will not conviet
the Assembly. By what principle of reason,
or of justice, were they precluded fiom as-
piring to give France a government less im-
perfect than accident had formed m other
states? Who will be hardy enough to as-
sert, that a better constitution is not attan-
able than any which has hitherto appeared ?
Is the imit of human wisdom to be estimat-
ed in the science of politics alone, by the
extent of rts present attamnments? Is the
most sublime and difficult of all arts,—the
improvement of the social order,—the allevia-
tion of the miseries of the civil condition of
man,—to be alone stationary, amud the rapid
progress of every other—hiberal and vulgar
—to perfection? Where would be the atro-
clous guilt of a grand expermment, to ascer-
tam the portion of freedom and happiness,
that can be created by political mstitutions ?

That guilt (if it be guilt) is 1mputable to
the National Assembly. They are accused
of having rejected the guidance of exper-
ence,—of having abandoned themselves fo
the Ulusion of theory,—and of having sacri-
ficed great and attamable good to the magm-
ficent chimeras of 1deal excellence. If this
accusation be just,—if they have indeed
abandoned expernience, the basis of human
knowledge, as well as the gnide of human
action,—their conduct deserves no longer
any serious argument: but if (as Mr. Burke
more than once insmuates) their contempt
of it is avowed and ostentatious, it was
surely unworthy of him to have expended
so much gemus against so preposterous an
insanity  But the explanation of terms will
diminish our wonder. Experience may,
hoth in the arts and 1n the conduct of human
"ife, be regarded in a double view, either as
“mshing models, or principles. An artist
who frames his machine in exact imitation
of his predecessor, 1s in the first sense said
to be guided by experience. In this sense
all improvements of human life, have been
deviatons from experience. The first vision-
ary immnovator was the savage who built a
cabin, or covered himself with a rug. If
this be experience, man is degraded to the
animprovable level of the instinctive ani-
mals. But in the second acceptation, an
artist is said to be guided by experience,
when the inspection of a machine discovers
to lum principles, which teach him to im-
prove 1t ; or when the comparison of many,
both with respect to their excellences and
defects, enables him to frame one different
trom any he had examined, and still more
perfect. In this latter sense, the National
Assembly have perpetually availed them-
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selves of experience. History is an m.
mense collection of experiments on the na.
ture and effect of the various parts of va.
rious governments. Some mstitutions are
experimentally ascertained to be beneﬁcial;
some to be most indubitably destructive, a
third class, which produces partial good, ob.
viously possesses the capacity of impiove.
ment. What, on such a survey, was the
dictate of enhghtened expenence? Not
surely to follow any model m which these
wstitutions lay indiserimmately mingled, but,
hke the mechanic, to compare and generalize,
and, gnided equally by expenence, to mi-
tate and reject. The process is in both cases
the same: the rights and the nature of man
are to the legislator what the general pro-
perties of matter are to the mechame,—the
first guide,—because they are founded on the
widest experience. In the second class are
to be ranked observations on the eacellences
and defects of all governments which have
already existed, that the construction of a
more perfect machine may result. But ex-
perience is the basis of all :—not the puuy
and trammelled experience of a statesman by
trade, who trembles at any change in the
tricks which he has been taught, or the routme
in which he has been accustomed to move,
but an experience lhiberal and enhghtened,
which hears the tesimony of ages and na-
tions, and collects from 1t the general princi-
ples which regulate the mechanism of so-
ciety.

Legislators are under no obligation o re-
tain a constitution, because 1t has been found
“tolerably to answer the common purposes
of government.”” It is absard to expect, but
it 18 not absurd to pursue perfection. It 15
absurd to acquiesce m evils, of which the
remedy is obvious, because they arc less
grievous than those which are endured by
others. To suppose that social order 15 not
capable of improvement from the progress
of the human understanding, is to betray the
inconsistent absurdity of an arrogant confi-
dence in our attainments, and an abject dis:
trust of our powers. If, indeed, the sum of
evil produced by pohtical institutions, even
in the least imperfect governments, were
small, there might be some pretence for this
dread of innovation—this horror at any re-
medy,—which has raised such a clamour
over Europe. But, on the contrary, m an
estimate of the sources of human musery,
after granting that one portion is to be attn-
buted to disease, and another to private viceg,
it might perhaps be found that a third equal
part arose from the oppressions and corrup-
tions of government, disguised under various
forms. All the governments that now exist
in the world (except that of the United States
of America) have been fortuitously formed
they are not the work of art. They have
been altered, impaired, improved and de-
stroyed by accidental circumstances, beyond
the foresight or control of wisdom. Their
parts thrown up against present emergencies
formed no systematic whole It was cer
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tainly not to have been presunied, that these
fortustous products should have surpassed
the works of intellect, and precluded all
nearer approaches to perfection. Their onigin
without doubt furnishes a strong presump-
tion of an opposite nature. It might teach
us to expect m them many discordant prin-
ciples, many jarring forms, much unmixed
evi, and much imperfect good,—many -
stitutrons which had long survived their mo-
uve, and many of which 1eason had never
been the author, nor utihty the object. Ex-
perience, even n the best of them, accords
with such expectations.

A government of art, the work of legisla-
tive intellect, reared on the immutable basis
of nataral night and general happiness, which
should combine the excellences, and exclude
the defects of the various constitutions which
chance has scattered over the world, instead
of being precluded by the perfection of any
of those forms, was loudly demanded by the
mjustice and absurdity of them all. It was
time that men should learn to tolerate nothing
ancient that reason does not respect, and to
shrink from no novelty to which reason may
conduct. It was time that the human powers,
80 long occupied by subordinate objects, and
wferior arts, should maik the commence-
ment of a new era 1 history, by giving birth
to the art of improving government, and m-
cieasmg the civil happiness of man. It was
ume, as 1t has been wisely and eloquently
sad, that legislators, instead of that narrow
and dastardly coasting which never ventures
to lose sight of usage and precedent, should,
gmded by the polarity of reason, hazard a
bolder navigation, and discover, m unex-
plored regions, the treasure of public felicity.

The task of the French legislators was,
however, less hazardous. The philosophers
of Europe had for a century discussed all
objects of publie @conomy. The conviction
of a great majority of enlightened men had,
after many controversies, become on most
Questions of general politics, umform. A
degree of certainty, perhaps nearly equal to
that which such topics will admit, had been
attained. The National Assembly were there-
fore not called on to make discoveries: it was
tufficient 1f they were not uninfluenced by
{he opinions, nor exempt from the spirit of
therr age. They were fortunate enough to
live 1n'a period when it was only necessary
toaffix the stamp of laws to what had been
Prepared by the research of philosophy. They
will here, however, be attacked by a futile
tommon-place. The most specious theory
twill be said, is often impracticable; and
ny attempt to transfer speculative doctrines
Into the practice of states 15 chimencal and
frantic. If by ¢ theory” be understood vague
Comecture, the gbjection is not worth discus-
%on: but if by theory be meant inference
from the moral nature and political state of
Inan, then I assert, that whatever such theory
Pronounces to be true, must be practicable ;
and that whatever on the subject is imprac-
ieable, muet be false. To resume the illus-
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tration from the mechanical arts —geometry,
it may be justly said, bears nearly the same
relation to mechanics that abstract reasoning
does 1o politics.* The moral forces which
are employed 1n politics are the passions and
interests of men, of which it 1s the province
of metaphysics to teach the nature and
calculate the strength, as mathematies do
those of the mechanical powers. Now sup-
pose it had been mathematically proved, that
by a certain alteration in the structure of a
machine, 1its effect would be increased four-
fold, would an nstructed mechanic hesitate
about the change? Would he be deterned,
because he was the first to discover 1t?
Would he thus sacnifice his own advantage
to the blindness of his predecessors, and the
obstinacy of his contemporanes? Let us
suppose a whole nation, of which the arti-
sans thus rejected theoretical improvement:
mechanics might there, as a saence, be most
profoundly understood, while as an art, 1t ex-
hibited nothing but rudeness and barbansm.
The principles of Newton and Archimedes
might be taught 1in the schools, while the
architecture of the people might not have
reached beyond the cabins of New Holland,
or the ship-building of the Esqumauy In
a state of poltical science somewhat similar
has Europe continued for a great part of the
eighteenth century.t

All the great questions of general politics
had, as we have remarked, been neaily de-
cided, and almost all the decisions had been
hostile to established institutions; yet these
mstitutions still flourished m all their vigour.
The same man who cultivated Iiberal science
in lus cabinet was compelled to administer a
batbarous jurisprudence on the bench The
same Montesquteu, who at Pans reasoned as
a philosopher of the eighteenth, was com-
pelled to geclde at Bourdeaux asa magistrate
of the fourteenth century The apostles of
toleration and the mimsters of the Inquisi-
tion were cotemporaries. The torture con-
tinued to be practised m the age of Becca-
na: the Bastile devoured 1ts victims 1n the
country of Turgot. The crimmal code, even
where it was the mildest, was oppressive and
savage. The lawsrespecting religious opinion,
even where there was a pretended toleration,

* 1 confess my obligation for this parallel to s
learned friend, who though so justly admired
the republic of letters for his excellent writngs,
18 still more so by s friends for the nch, original,
and masculine turn of thought that ammates his
conversation. DBut the Continuator of the History
of Pulip I1l httle needs my prawse,

+ Mechanics, because no passion or interest 1s
coucerned 1 the perpetmity of abuse, always yield
to scientific improvement: pohuics, for the con-
trary reason, always resist it. It was the remark
of Hobbes, ¢ that if any interest or passion were
concerned in disputing the theorems of geometry,
different opinions would be mantained regarding
them ** It has actually happened (as of to justify
the remark of that great man) that under the ad-
mimstration of Turgot a financial reform, ground
ed on a mathematical demonstration, has been
dended as visionary nonsense ! So mnvh for the
sage preference of practice to theorv
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outraged the most evident deductions of
reasou. The tiue prineiples of commercial
policy, though they had been reduced to de-
monstration, mfluenced the councils of no
states. Such was the fantastic spectacle pre-
sented by the European nations, who, philo-

so;})lhers m theory, and barbarians in practice,,
ex

ibited to the observing eye two opposite
and 1nconsistent aspects of manners and opi-
mons. But such a state of things carned
itself the seeds of its own destruction. Men
will not long dwell in hovels, with the model
of a palace before their eyes.

Such was indeed m some measure the
position of the ancient world. But the art
of priuting had not then provided a channel
by which the opmious of the learned pass
insensibly into the popular mind. A bulwark
then exasted between the body of mankind
and the reflecting few. They were distinet
nations, mhabiting the same country; and
the opiuons of the one (I speak comparatively
with modern times) had httle mfluence on
those of the other. But that bulwark 1s now
levelled with the ground. The convictions
of philosophy insinuate themselves by a
slow, but certain progress, into popular sen-
timent. It 1svain for the arrogance of learn-
ing to condemn the people to 1gnorance
by reprobating superficial knowledge. The
people cannot be profound; but the truths
which regulate the moral and political rela-
tions of man, are at no great distance from
the surface. The great woiks m which dis-
coveries are contained cannot be read by the
people . but their substance passes through
a variety of minute and cireuitous channels
to the shop and the hamlet. The conversion
of these works of unproductive splendour
mto latent use and unobserved activity, re-
sembles the process of nature m the external
world. The expanse of a noble lake,—the
course of a majestic river, 1mposes on the
mmagination by every impression of digmty
and sublimity: but 1t 1s the moisture that
msensibly anses from them which, gradu-
ally mingling with the soil, nourishes all the
luxunancy of vegetation, and adorns the
surface of the earth.

It may then be remarked, that though -
beral opuions so long existed with defective
establishments, 1t was not natural that this
state of things should be permanent. The
philosophers of antiquity did not, like Archi-
medes, want a spot on which to fix thewr
eugines ; but they wanted an engine where-
with to move the moral world. The press
is that engine, and has subjected the power-
ful to the wise. The discussion of great
truths has prepared a body of laws for the
National Assembly: the diffusion of political
knowledge has almost prepared a people to
receive them; and good men are at length
permitted to indulge the hope, that the mise-
nies of the human race are about to be alle-
viated. That hope may be illusive, for the
grounds of 1ts enemies are strong,—the folly
and villany of men: yet they who entertain
it will feel no shame n defeat, and no envy
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of the triumphamt prediction of their adver
sartes j—¢ Meherculé malim cum Platons
errare.”” Whatever be the ultimate fate of
the French Revolutiomsts, the friends of
freedom must ever consider them as the
authors of the gieatest attempt that has i
therto been made in the cause of man. They
never can cease to rejoice, that 1 the loug
catalogue of calamities and crimes which
blacken human annals, the year 1789 pre-
sents one spot ou which the eye of humanity
may with complacence dwell.

SECTION II.

Of the composition and character of the Na-
tional Assembly.

Eve~ts ate rarely separated by the histo-
nan from the character of those who are
conspicuous m conducting them. Fiom this
alone they often receive the tinge which de-
termines their moral eolour. What s admured
as noble pride 1 Sully, would be execrated
as intolerable arrogance in Richelieu. But
the degree of this influence varies with the
umportance of the events. In the ordmar
affairs of state it 13 great, because mn fact
they are only of mmportance to posterity, as
they illustrate the characters of those who
have acted distinguished parts on the theatie
of the world. But i events which them-
selves are of immense magnitude, the che-
racter of those who conduct them becomes
of far less relative importance. No 1gno-
muny 1s at the present day reflected on the
Revolution of 1688 from the mgratitude of
Churchill, or the treachery of Sunderland.
The purity of Somers, and "the profligacy of
Spencer, are equally lost in the splendour of
that great transaction,—mn the sense of 1t
benefits, and the admuration of its justice
No moral impression remains on our mind,
but that whatever voice speaks truth, what-
ever hand establishes freedom, delivers the
oracles and dispenses the gifts of God.

If this be true of the deposition of James
I1. it is far more so of the French Revolution
Among many circumstances which distn
gushed that event, as unexampled mn history,
it was none of the least extraordinary, that
it might truly be said to have been a Revo-
lution wathout leaders. It was the effect of
general causes operating on the people. It
was the revolt of a nation enhightened fiom
a common source. Hence 1t has denved 113
peculiar character ; and hence the ments of
the most conspicuous individuals have kad
little influence on its progress. The charac-
ter of the National Assembly 1s of seconaary
importance indeed : but as Mr. Burke has
expended so much invective agamst that
body, a few strictures on his account of it
will not be mmproper. )

The representation of the Third Estats
was, as he justly states, composed of law:
yers, physicians, merchants, men of letters,
tradesmen and farmers. The choice was
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indeed, imited by necessity ; for except men
of these ranks and professions, the people
had no objects of election, the army and
the Chuich being engrossed by the Nobility.
“No vestige of the landed interest qf the
country appeared mn this representation,” for
au obvious reason ;—because the Nobiity of
Fiance, like the Gentry of England, formed
almost exclusively the landed mterest of the
kmgdom. These professions then conld only
furnish representatives for the Tiers Etat
They form the majonty of that nuddle rank
amoug whom almost all the sense and virtue
of society 1eside. Their pretended meapa-
cuity for political affairs 1s an arrogant fiction
of statesmen which the hustory of revolutions
has ever belied. These emergencies have
never failed tocreate politictans  The subtle
counsellors of Phulip I were baffled by the
Burgomasteis of Amsterdam and Leyden.
The oppression of England summoned nto
exstence a race of statesmen i her colonies.
The lawyers of Boston, and the planters of
Virginia, were transformed into mmnisters
and negotiators, who proved themselves m-
ferior nettherin wisdom as legislators, nor in
dertensty as pohticians. These facts eviuce
that the powers of mankind have been un-
Justly depreciated,—the difficulty of political
affans artfully magnified, and that there
exsts a quantity of talent laten! among men,
which ever nises to the level of the gieat oc-
casions that call 1t forth.

But the predominance of the profession of
the law,—that professsion which teaches
men “to angur misgovernment at a distance,
and snuff the approach of tyranny in every
tamnted breeze,”’”*—was the futal source from
which, if we may believe Mr. Buike, have
ansen the calamuties of Fiance. The ma-
jority of the Third Estate was mdeed comn-
posed of lawyets. 'Their talents of public
speaking, and their professional habits of
examming questions analogous to those of
pohties, rendered them the most probable
objects of popular chorce, especiaily m a
despotic country, where political speculation
was no natural amusemeunt for the leisuie of
opulence. But it does not appear that the
majority of them consisted of the unlearned,
mechanical, members of the profession t
From the list of the States-General, 1t would
seem that the majoiity were provincal advo-
fgtes,—a name of very different import from
“country attorneys,” and whose importance 1s
hot to be estimated by purely English 1deas.

All forensic talent and eminence is here
Cuncentrated in the capital : but in France, the
nstitution of errcunts did not exist; the pro-
Vinges were mmperfectly united ; their laws
various ; their judicatures distinet, and almost
Independent. Twelve or thirteen Parhiaments
orined as many circles of advocates, who
Nearly emulated in learning and eloquence
t\e Parisian Bar. This dispersion of talent

* Mr.
1773,

t See an accurate list of them in the Supple-
inent to the Journal de Pans, 31st of May, 1789.
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Burke’s Speech on American Affairs,

425

was m some 1espect also the necessary effect
of the immensity of the kingdom. MNo liberal
man will in England bestow on the Insh and
Scottish Bar the epathet ¢ provinesal 2 wath a
view ot disparagement The Parlaments
of many provinces m Fiance, presented as
wide a field for talent as the dupreme Courts
of Ireland and Scotland The Paithament of
Rennes, for example, dispensed justice to a
province which contamned two milhon three
hundred thousand mhabitants*—a popula-
tion equal to that of some 1espectable king
doms of Ewope. The cities of Bordeaux,
Lyons, and Marseilles, surpass m wealth and
population Copenhagen, Stockholm, Peters-
burg, and Beilin. Such were the theatres
on which the provincial advocates of Fiance
pursued professional fame. A general Con-
vention of the Brtish empire would yield,
perhaps, as distinguished a place to Curran
and Erskine, and the other emment and ac-
complished baristers of Dublin and Edin-
burg, as to those of the capital: and on the
same prineiples have the Thourets and Cha-
peliers of Rouen, and Rennes, acquired as
great an ascendant in the National Assem-
bly as the Targets and Camus's of the Pari-
sian Bar.

The proof that this ¢ faculty influence,’”” as
Mr. Burke chooses to phiase it, was not m-
juriously predominant, 1s to be found m the
decrees of the Assembly respecting the judi-
cial order. It must on his system have been
therr object to have established what he calls
¢ a htigious coustitation.”  The contrary has
so notoriously been the case,~—all then de-
crees have so obviously tended to lessen the
mportance of lawyers, by faciitating arbi-
trations, by the adoption of ries, by dimim-
1shing the eapense and tediousness of suits,
by the destruction of an intricate and baiba-
rous junisprudence, and by the simpheity m-
troduced mto all judicial proceedings, that
thewr system has been accused of a direct
tendency to extingwish the profession of the
law. It is a system which may be con-
demned as leading to visionary excess but
which cannot be pretended to bear very
strong marks of the supposed ascendant ot
“chicane.”

To the lawyers, besides the parochial
clergy, whom Mr. Burke contemptuonsly
styles ¢ Country Curates,”’t were added, those
Noblemen whom Le so severely stigmatizes
as deserters from their Order. Yet the depn-
tation of the Nobility who first jomned th~
Commons, and to whom therefore that title
best belongs, was not composed of men
whom desperate fortunes and profligate am-
bition prepared for civil confusion. In that
number were found the heads of the most
ancient and opulent famuhes in France,—
the Rochefoucaults, the Richelieus, the Mcnt-
morencies, the Noailles. Among them was

* See a Report of the Population of France to
the National Assembly, by M. Biron de la Tour,
Engineer and Geographer to the King, 1790.

+'It 1s hardiy®necessary to remark that ecwrs
means rector.



126

M Lally, who has received such liberal
praise from Mr. Burke. It will be difficult
to discover in one individual of that body any
wterest adverse to the preservation of order,
and the secanty of rank and wealth.

Having thus followed Mr. Burke mn a very
short sketch of the classes of men who com-
pose the Assembly, let us proceed to con-
sider lus representation of the spint and
general rules which have guided it, and
which, according to hum, have presided over
all the events of the Revolution. ¢ A cabal
of philosophic atheists had conspired the abo-
huon of Christamity. A mouted 1nterest,
who had grown into opulence from the ca-
lamities of France, contemned by the No-
bility for their origin, and obnoxious to the
people by their exactions, sought the alliance
of these philosophers; by whose nfluence
on public opinton they were to avenge them-
selves on the Nobility, and conciliate the
people. The atheists were 10 be gratified
with the extirpation of religion, and the
stock-jobbers with the spoils of the Nobles
and the Church. The prominent features of
the Revolution bear evidence of this league
of mmpiety and rapime. The degraded es-
tablishment of the Church 1¢ preparatory to
the abolition of Christianity; and all the
financial operations are designed to fill the
coffers of the monied capitahsts of Paris.”
Such 1s the theory of Mr. Burke respecting
the spint and character of the Fiench Revo-
fation  To separate the portion of truth that
oives plansibility to his statement from the
falsehood that invests 1t with all its horrors,
will however neither be a tedions nora diffi-
cult task.

The commercial or monied interest has
m all nations of Europe (taken as a body)
been less prejudiced, more hiberal, and more
inteilicent than the landed gentry. Their
7tews ale enlarged by a wider intercourse
with mankind ; and hence the important mn-
fluence of commerce m liberalizing the mo-
dern world. We cannot wonder then that
this enlightened class ever prove the most
ardent 1n the cause of freedom, and the most
zealous for political reform It is not won-
derful that philosophy should find in them
more docile pupils, and liberty more active
friends, than m a haughty and prejudiced
aristocracy. The Revolution in 1688 pro-
duced the same division in England. The
mounted interest long formed the strength of
Whiggism, while a majority of the landed
eentlemen lona continued zealous Tories. It
is not unworthy of remark, that the pam-
phleteers of Toryvism accused the Whigs of
the same hostility to rehgion of which” My,
Burke now supposes the existence in France.
ThLey predicted the destruction of the Church,
and even the downfall of Christianity itself
from the influx of heretics, infidels, and athe-
ists, which the new Government of England
protected. Their pamphlets have perished
with the topic which gave them biith; but
the talents and fame of Swifthave preserved
ais which turnish abundant proof of this co-
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incidence in clamour between the enemies of
the English, and the detractors of the French
Revolution.

That the philosophers, the other party in
this unwonted alhance between affluence
and hterature, in this new union of authors
and bankers, did prepare the Revolution by
their writings, 1t 1s the glory of 1ts admirers
to avow ¥ What the speculative opiuons
of these philosophers were on remote and
mysterious questions is here of no import-
ance. It isnot as atheusts, or theists, but as
political reasoners, that they are to be con-
sidered in a political revolution. All ther
writings, on the subjects of metaphy sies and
theology, are foreign to the guestion. If
Rousseau has had any influence 1n promoting
the Revolution, 1t 1s not by his Letters from
the Mountains, but by his Social Contract.
If Voltaire contributed to spread liberalty
in France, it was not by lis Philosophical
Dictionary, but by his Defences of Toleration
The obloquy of thewr atheism (if 1t existed)
is personal : it does not belong to the Revolu-
tion ; for that event could neither have been
promoted nor retarded by abstract discus-
sions of theology The supposition of ther
conspiracy for the abolition of Christianity, s
one of the most extravagant chimeras that
ever entered the human imagmation. Let
us grant their infidelity in the fullest exteut
still their philosophy must have taucht them
that the passions, whether rational or nra-
tional, from which religion anses, could be
eradicated by no human power from the
heart of man; while their incredulity must
have made them indifferent as to what par
ticular mode of religion might prevail. These
philosophers were not the apostles of any
new revelation that was to suﬁplant the faith
of Christ: they knew that the heart can on
this subject bear no void, and they had no
witerest in substituting the Vedam, or the
Koran for the Gospel They could have no
reasonable motives to promote any 1evolu-
tion in the popular faith: their purpose was
accomplished when the priesthood was dis-
armed. Whatever might be the freedom of
their private speculations, it was not agamnst
rcligion, but aganst the Church, that theit
political hostility was directed.

But, says Mr. Burke, the degraded per-
sionary establishment, and the elective con-

* Mr. Burke's remark on the Enghsh Free-
thinkers 1s unworthy of him. It more resembles
the rant by which priests inflame the langw bt
gotry of thewr fanatical adherents, than the calm,
ngenuous and manly enucism of a philosopher
and a scholar. Had he made extensive inquires$
among his learned friends. he must haw;e‘ foun
many who have read and admired Collins mcor{]l-
parable tract on Liberty and Necessny Had (ei
looked abroad mto the world, he would have foun
many who stil read the philosophical works 0t
Bolingbroke, not as philosophy, but as e{oque“:
and splendid declamation. What he means 5
‘¢ their successors,”’ I will not conjecture: I“Id
not suppose that, with Dr, Hurd, he regards D‘t'lv"l-
Hume as * a puny dialectician from the north!
ver 1t 1s hard to understand hum in any b
aense
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stitution of the new clergy of France is suf-
ficlent evaidence of the design. The clergy
are to be made contemptible, tlLat the popu-
lar reverence for religion may be destroyed,
and the way thus paved for 1ts abolition. It
1s amuging to examne the different aspects
which the same object presents to various
mmds. Mr. Hume vindicates the policy of
an opulent establishment, as a bribe which

urchases the useful mactivity of the priest-
Eood They have no longer, he supposes,
any temptation to court a dangerous domi-
mon over the minds of the people, because
they are independent of it. Had that philo-
sopher been now alive, he must on the same
principle have remarked, that an elective
clergy and a scantily endowed Church, had
a far greater tendency to produce fanaticism
than nreligion  If the priests depend on the
people. they can only mamtain therr nflu-
ence by cultivating those passions in the
popular mind, which gave them an ascend-
ant over 1t - to inflame these passions 1s thewr
obvious ambition.  Priests would be in a
nation of scepties contemptible —m a nation
of fanahies omnipotent. It has not thereforc
been moie uniformly the habit of a clergy
that depends on a coutt, to piactise servility,
than 1t would evidently be the interest of a
clerey that depends on the people to culti-
vate religious enthusiasm. Secanty endow-
ments too would still more dispose them to
seek a consolation for the absence of worldly
enjoyments, 1 the exercise of a flatterng
authouty over the minds of men. Such
would have been the view of a philosopher
who was indifferent to Chnstiamty, on the
new constitution of the Gallican Church.
He never would have dieamt of rendering
Relizion unpopular by devoting her ministers
to activity, — contemptible by compelling
them to purity,—or unamiable by divesting
her of invidious splendour. He would have
seen in these changes the seeds of enthu-
sasm and not of laxity. But he would have
been consoled by the reflection, that the dis-
solution of the Church as a corporation had
broken the strength of the priesthood ; that
religious liberty without limut would disarm
the animosity of sects; and that the diffu-
sion of knowledge would restrain the extra-
vagances of fanaticism.

T'am here only considering the establish-
ment of the Gallican Church as an evidence
of the sapposed plan for abolishing Christi-
amty: I am not discussing its intrinsic ments.
I therefore personate a philosophic infidel,
who, it would appear, must have discerned
the tendency of this plan to be directly the
eveise of that concerved by Mr. Burke.*

. * The theory of Mr. Burke on the subject of re-
ligious establishments, I am utterly at a loss to
comprehend, He will not adopt the impious rea-
8omng of Mr. Hume, nor does he suppose with

arburton any * alliance between Church and
State ;'* for he seems to concetve themn to be origi-
1ally the same. When he or his admirers trans-
ate his statements (pp. 145, 146,) into a series of
E""quitions sxpressed in precise and unadorned

nglich, they may become the proper objects of
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It is in truth rather a fanatical than an irre-
Ligious spinit which dictates the organization
of the Church of France. A Jansemst party
had been formed in the old Parliaments
through their long hostilities to the Jesuits
and the See of Rome; members of which
party have in the National Assembly, by the
support of the mnferior Clergy, acquired the
ascendant 1n ecclesiastical affans  Of this
number is M. Camus. The new constitu-
tion of the Church accords exactly with their
dogmas * The clergy are, according to then
principles, to notify to the Bishop of Rome
their union 1n doctrine, but to recognise no
subordination in disciphne. The spirit of a
dormant sect thus revived n a new shape at
g0 entical a period,—the unmtellizible sub-
tleties of the Bishop of Ypres thus mflu-
encing the mstitutions of the eighteenth cen-
tury, might present an ample field of reflec-
tion to an enlightened observer of human
affars: but 1t 1s sufficient for our purpose to
observe the fact, and to remark the error of
attrihuting to the hostile designs of atheism
what i so great a degree has ansen from
the ardour of religious zeal.

The establishment of the Church has not
furnished any evidence of that to which Mr.
Burke has attributed so much of the system
of the National Assembly. Let us examine
whether a short review of therr financial
operations will supply the defect.t

To the gloomy statement of French finance
offered by M. de Calonne, let us oppos<e the
report of M. de la Rochefoucault, from the
Committee of Fimance, on the 9th of Decem-
ber, 1790, which from premtses that appear
mdisputable, infers a considerable surplus
revenue 1n the present year. The purity of
that distinguished person has hitherto been
arraigned by no party. That understandmg
must be of a singular construction which
could hesttate between the statements of the
Duc de la Rochefoucault and M. de Calonne.
But without using this argumentum ad vere-
cundiam, we remark, that there are radical
taults, which wvitiate the whole calculations
of the latter, and the consequent reasonings
of Mr. Burke, They are take® from a year
of langmishing and disturbed industry, and
absurdly apphed to the future revenue of

argument and discussion. Jn their present state
they irresistibly remind one of the observations
of Lord Bacon:—** Pugnax emim philosopha
eenus et sophisticum 1llaqueat intellectuam ; at
illud alterum phantasticum, et tumidum, et quasi
poeticum, magis blandstur mtellectwr.  Inest emm
homm quaedam 1ntellectis ambitio non minor
quam voluntatis, praeseriim in ingenns alus et ele
vans.''—Novum Organum, sect, xlv,

* See the Speech of M. Sieyes on Religious
Liberty. where he reproaches the Ecclesiastical
Committee with abusing the Revolution for the
purpose of reviving the seminary of Port Royal
See also M. Condorcet, Sur ’Instruction Pubiique

t It may be remarked, that on the subject of
finance I have declined all details. They were not
necessary to my purpose, which was 10 consider
the Assembly’s arrangements ‘of revenue, more
with a view to their supposed political profligacv
than to their financial talents.
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peaceful and flounishing periods ,—from a
year in which much of the old revenue of
the state had been destroyed, and during
which the Assembly had scarcely com-
menced its new scheme of taxation. It is
an error to assert that 1t was the Assembly
that destroyed the former oppiessive taxes,
which formed so important a source of reve-
nue: these taxes penished n the expming
struggle of the ancient government. No
authority remammg m France could have
maintained them. Caleulations cannot fail
of being most grossly illusive, which are
formed fiom a period when muny taxes had
failed before they could be replaced by new
mpost, and when productive industry 1itself,
the source of all revenue, was struck with a
momentary palsy * Mr. Burke discussed
the financial mernit of the Assembly before
it had begun 1ts system of taxation. It s
sull premature to examine its general scheme
of revenue, or to establish general maxims
on the survey of a period which may be
considered as an wnterregnum of finance.

The only financial operation which may be
regarded as complete 1s their emussion of
assignals—the paper representative of the
national property ; which, while it facihitated
the sale of that property, should supply the
absence of specte w1 ordinary cuculation On
this, as well as most other topies, the predic-
tions of their enemies have been completely
falsified. They predicted that no purchasers
would be found hardy enough to trust their
propeity on the tenure of a new and msecure
establishment . but the national property has
m all parts been bought with the greatest
avidity. They predicted thut the estimate
of its value would prove exagserated : but it
has sold uniformly for double and treble that
estimate. They predicted that the deprecia-
tion of the assignals would 1n effect heighten
the price of the necessaries of Life, and fall with
the most cruel severity on the most indigent
class of mankind: the event has however
been, that the assignats, supported n their
credit by the 1apid sale of the property which
they represented, have kept almost at par;
that the pricesof the necessames of hfe” has
lowered ; and that the sufferings of the indi-
gent have been consideiably alleviated
Many mullions of assignats, already com-
mutted to the flames, form the most unan-
swerable reply to the objections urged against
them.; Many purchasers, not availing them-
selves of that indulgence for gradual payment,
which in 50 immense a sale was unavoidable,
have paid the whole price wn advance. This
hus been pecuharly the case in the northern

* Mr, Burke exults in the deficiency confessed
by M Vernet to amount in August, 1790, to eight
reillions sterling.  He follows 1t with an invective
against the Natonal Assembly, which one simple
reflection would haverepressed  The suppression
of the gabelle alone accounted for almost half of
that deficiency ! Its produce was estimated at
sixty millions of livres, or anout two millions and
& half sterhng.

t At this moment nearly one-third.
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provinces, where opulent farmers have bees
the chief purchasers ,—ahappy circumstance,
if 1t only tended to multiply that most usetul
and respectable class of men, who are at
once proprietors and cultivators of the ground
The evils of this emission m the circum-
stances of France were transient,—the
beneficial eflects permanent. Two great
objects were to be obtained by 1t ;—one of
policy, and another of finance. The fust
was 1o attach a great body of proprietors to
the Revolution, on the stability of which
must depend the secunty of their fortunes,
This 1s what Mi. Buike terms, making them
accomplices n confiscation; though 1t was
precisely the policy adopted by the Enghsh
Revolutiomsts, when they favomed the
growth of a national debt, to mterest 4 bod)
of creditors in the permanence of thewr new
establishment. To render the attamment
of the other great object,—the hquidation ot
the public debt,—improbable, M. de Calonue
has been reduced to so gross a misrepresenta-
tion, as to state the probable value of the
national property at only two millards,
(about eighty-three milhons sterling, ) thovgh
the best calculations have rated 1t at more
than double that sum. Theie is every proba-
bility that this immense national estate will
spedily disburden France of the greatest part
of her national debt, remove the load of -
post under which her industry has gioaned
and open to her that career of prospenty foi
which she was so evidently destined by the
bounty of Nature. With these great benefits,
with the acquittal of the public debt, and the
stabihty of freedom, this operation has, 1t
must be confessed, produced some enils It
cannot be denied to have promoted, mi some
degree, a spirit of gambling ; and 1t may giie
an undue ascendant m the mumeipal bodies
to the agents of the paper circulation. Bui
these evils are fugitive: the moment that
witnesses the extinction of the assignats, by
the complete sale of the national lands, must
terminate them ; and that period, our past
experience renders probable 1s not very re-
mote. There was one general view, which
to persons conversant with political economy,
would, from the commencement of the one-
ration have appeared decisive. Euther the
assignats were 10 retain theur value, or they
were not: 1f they retained their value, noue
of the apprehended evils could amse: M
they were discredited, every fall in ther
value was a new motve to their holders t0
exchange them for national lands. No man
would retam depreciated paper who could
acquire solid property. If a great portion of
them should be thus’employed, the vaiue of
those left in circulation must immediately
rise, both because their number was dimn
ished, and their security become more obv
ous. Thefailure, as a medium of circulation,
must have improved them as an instrument
of sale; and their success as an instrument
of sale must in return have restored theil
utility as a medum of circulation, This
action and re-action was mevitable, thougt
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the shight depreciation of the assignafs had
not made 1its effects very conspicuocus in
France.

So determined is the opposition of Mnr.
Burke to those measures of the Assembly
which regard the finances of the Church,
that even monastic nstitutions have in him
found an advocate. Let us discuss the aigu-
ments which he urges for the preservation
of these monuments of human madness. In
support of an opinion so singular, he produces
one moral and one commercual reason :*¥—In
monastic 1nstitutions was found a great
Fower for the mechanism of politic benevo-
ence; to destroy any power growmg wild
from the rank productive force of the human
mud, is almost tantamount, in the moral
world, to the destruction of the appaiently
active properties of bodies in the matenal ”?
In one word, the spirit and the wmstitutions
of monachism were an instrument m the
hand of the legislator, which he ought to
have converted to some public use. I con-
fess myself so far to share the blmdness of
the National Assembly, that I cannot form
the most remote conjecture concerning the
varions uses which ‘“have suggested them-
selves to a contriving mind.”  But without
eipatiating on them, let us attempt to con-
struct an answer to huisargument on a broader
basis  The moral powers by which a legis-
lator moves the md of man are s pas-
sions, and if the wsane fanaticism which
first peopled the deserts of Upper Egypt
with anchorites, sull existed in Europe, he
must attempt the direction of a spint which
homanity forbids him to persecute, and wis-
dom to meglect But monastic mstitutions
have for ages sarvived the spmit which gave
them buth; and 1t 15 not necessary for any
legislature to destroy ¢ that power growing
wild out of the rank productive force of the

uman mind,” finm which monachism arose.
Bemg, Like all other furious and unnatural
passions, in 1ts nature transient, 1t languished
in the discredit of miracles and the absence
of persecution, and was gradually melted in
the sunshine of tranquillity and opulence so
long enjoyed by the Church. The soul which
actuated monachism had fled : the skeleton
only remained to deform society. The dens
of fanaticism, where they did not become
the recesses of sensuality, were converted
into the styes of ndolence and apathy  The
moral power, therefore, no longer existed ;
for the spurit by which the legislator could
ﬂ}one have moved these bodies was no more.
Nor had any new spirit succeeded which
might be an instrument n the hands of legis-
zaln'e skill.  These short-ived phrenzies
i*ave behind them an mert product, in the
8ame manner as, when the fury and splen-
dour of yoleamc eruption 15 past for ages,
*here still remainsa mass of lavato encumber

e soil, and deform the aspect of the earth.t

* Burke, pp. 232—241.
. t1s urged by Mr Burke, as a species of inei-
vental defence of monachisin, that there are manv
modes of industry, from which benevolence would
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The sale of the monastic estates 13 zlso
questioned by Mr. Buike on comme:rcial
principles. The sum of his reasomng may
be thus expressed *—The surplus product of
the earth forms the mcome of the landed
proprietor; that surplus the expenditure of
some ore must disperse; and of w hat import
is 1t to society, whether 1t be circulated by
the expense of one landholder, or of a socicty
of monks? A very simple statement fur-
nishesan unanswerable reply to this defence
The wealth of society 1s 1its stock of pro-
ductive labour. There must, 1t 1s true, be
unproductive consumets. but, the fewer their
number, the greater (all thigs else being
the same) must be the opulence of a state.
The possession of an estate by a society of
monks establishes, let us suppose forty. un-
productive consumers the possession of the
same estate by a single landholder only ne-
cessarilly produces one. It is therefore evs-
dent that there 1s forty times the quantity of
labour subtracted from the public stock, 1n
the first case, than there 1s m the second.
If 1t be objected that the domestics of a land-
holder are unproductive, let 1t be 1emarked
that a monastery has its servants, and that
those of a lay proprietor are not profession-
ally and perpetually unproductive, as many
of them become farmers and artisans, and
that, above all, many of them are maitied
Nothing then can appear, on plain commer
cial views, mare evident than the distinction
between lay and monkish landholders Tt is
suwrely unnecessary to appeal to the motives
which have every wheie produced statutes
of mortimam, the neglect m which the jand
of ecclesiastical corporations 1s suffered to
teman, and the nfinte utility which anses
from changes of property m land. The face
of those countnes where the transfers have
been most rapid, will sufficiently prove their
benefit. Purchasets seldom adventure with-
out fortune ; and the novelty of their acqui-
sition mspires them with the ardour of 1m-
provement.

No doubt can be entertaned that the
estates possessed by the Church will 1n-
crease immensely mn their value. It is vain

rather rescue men than from monastic quiet  This
must be allowed, 11 one view, 10 be true But,
though the laws must permit the natural progress
which produces this species of Jabour, does 1t fol
low, that they ought 1o create monastic seclusion ?
Is the existence of one source of misery a reason
for opening another? Because noalous drudgery
must be tolerated, are we to sanction compulzory
munlty ? Instances of similar bad reasoning from
w hat society must suffer to what she ought to enact,
occur 1n other parts of Mr. Burke's producnon.
We i England, he says, do not think ten thou-
<and pounds a year worse mn the hands of a lishop
than 1 those of a baronet or a 'squire. Excessive
mequality is 1in both cases an enormousevil. The
laws must permat property to grow as the course
of things effect 3t: but ought they to add a new
factuitious evil to this natural and irremediable one ?
They cannot avoud nequality in the income of pro-
perty because they must permit property to dis-
tnbate itself: but they can remedy excessive ne-
quahities in the income of office. because the income
and the office are therr creatures
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to say that they will be transferred to Stock-
jobbers.  Sitnations, not names, are to be
considered 1 human affairs. He that has
once tasted the indolence and authonty of a
landholder, will with difficulty return to the
comparative servilty and drudgery of a
monied capitalist.  But should the usunous
habits of the immediate puichaser be in-
veterate, his son will mmbibe other senti-
ments fiom huis birth  The heir of the stock-
jobbing Alpheus nay acquire as perfectly
the habits of an actrve immprover of his patri-
monial estate, as the chuldren of Cincinnatus
or Cato

To aid the feebleness of these arguments,
Mr. Burke has brought forwaid a panegyri-
cal enumeration of the objects on which
monastic 1evenue 1s expended. Oun this
masterpiece of fascmating and magmficent
eloquence 1t 1s 1mpossible to be too lavish
of praise It would have been quoted by
Quintilian as a splended model of 1hetoncal
common-place.  But criticism 1s not our
object, and all that the deplay of such
powers of oratory can on such a subject
suggest, 18 embodied in a sentiment which
might perhaps have served as a character-
1stic motto to Mr. Burke’s production :

Adddit wnvalide robur Facundia cause.

SECTION III.

Popular excesses whach atiended the Revolu-
tion

THAT no great revolutions can be accom-
plished without excesses and museries at
which humamty revolts, 1s a truth which
cannot be demed. This unfortunately 1s
true 1n a peculiar manner of those Revolu-
tions, which, like that of Fiance, are sirictly
popular. Where the people are led by a
faction, 1ts leaders find no difficulty in the
re-establishment of that order, which must
be the object of their wishes, because 1t 1s
the sole security of their power. But when
a general movement of the popular mind
levels a despotism with the ground, 1t 1s far
less easy to restramn excess. There 1s moie
resentment to satiate and less authonty to
control. The passion which produced an
effect so tremendous, 1s too violent to sub-
side 11 a moment into seremty and submuis-
8107,

The atterapt to pumish the spint that ac-
tuates a people, 1f 1t were just, would be
vein, and if 1t were possible, would be ciuel.
No remedies are therefore left but the pro-
gress of mstruction,—the force of persuasion,
—the mild authonty of opinion: and these
though 1nfallible are of slow opeiation. In
the interval which elapses before a calm
succeeds the boisterous moments of a revo-
lation. 1t 18 vamn to expect that a people
mnured to batbanism by their oppressors, and
whuch has ages of oppression to avenge, will
be puuctihously generous in tbeir triumph,
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nicely discrimnative in thewr vengeance, v
cautiously mild 1 their mode of retaliation
“They will break their chains on the heada
of their oppressors,’*

Such was the state of France; and such
were the obvious causes of scenes which
the friends of fieedom deplore as taimishug
her triumphs, They feel these evils as men
of humanty : but they will not bestow thus
name on that womanish sensibibity, towaids
which, even in the stll intercourse of pi-
vate life, love is not unmingled with ndu!-
gence. The only humanity which, m tke
great affairs of men, claims their respect, 15
that manly and expanded sentiment, which
fixes 1its steady eye on the means of geneial
happiness. The sensibility which shnnks
at present evil, without eatending 1its view
to future good, 1s not a virtue, for it 1s nota
quality beneficial to mankmd. It would ai-
rest the arm of a suigeon 1 amputating a
gangiened himb, or the hand of a judge m
signing the sentence of a parmeide. 1 do not
say (God foibid !) that a enme may be com-
mutted for the attainment even of a good eud.
such a doctrine would shake morals to therr
centre. The man who would erect freedom
on the rumns of morals neither understands
nor loves either. But the case of the Fiench
Revolutiomsts 18 totally different. Has any
moialist ever pretended, that we are to de.
clme the pwsmit of a good which our duty
prescribes to us, because we foresee that
some partial and wewlental evil would anse
fiom 1t? But the number of the Fiench
leaders against whom such charges have
been msinuated 1s so small, that supposg
(what I do not beleve) s truth, 1t onh
proves that some corrupt and ambitious men
will mux with all great bodies The ques-
tion with respect to the rest, 1s reducible to
this :—Whether they were to abstamn from
establishing a free government, because they
foresaw that 1t could not be effected without
coufusion and temporary distress, or o be
consoled for such calamities by the view of
that happmess to which their labours wele
to zive nlimate permanence and diffusion?
A Munster 1s not conceived to be guilty of
sy stematic immorahty, because he balances
the evils of the most Just war with the ad-
vantages of that national secunty which 13
produced by the reputation of ‘spint and
power :—neither ought the patnot, who ba-
lancing the evils of transient anarchy agamst
the nestimable good of established hberty,
finds the last preponderate in the scale.

Such, m fact, has ever been the reasoming
of the leaders in those insurrections which
have preserved the remnant of freedom taai
still exists among mankind. Holland, Eng-
land, and America, must have reasoned thus;
and 'the different portions of hiberty wluch
they enjoy, have been purchased by the en-
durance of far greater calamities than have
been suffered by France. It is unpecessaly

* The eloguent expression of Mr Curran o ths
Lish House of Commons.
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0 appeal to the wars which for almost a
century afflicted the Low Countues: but 1t
may not be so to remund England of the price
she paid for the establishment of the pnn-
ciples of the Revolution The disputed suc-
cession which arose fiom that eveut, pro-
duced a destructive civil war in Lieland, two
rebellions m Scotland, and the consequent
slaughter and bamshment of thousands of
citizens, with the widest confiscation of their
propettics ;—not to mention the continental
connections and the foreign wars mto which
1t plunged us, and the necessity thus imposed
upon us of mamntamng a standmg army, and
accumulatmg an enormous public debt *

The freedom of Amenca was purchased
by calamities still more nevitable. The
authors of 1t must have foreseen them; for
they ere not contingent or remote, but
ready in a moment to burst on their heads.
Their case 1s most simular to that of France,
and best answers one of Mr. Burke’s most
trumphant arguments. They enjoyed some
iberty, which their oppressors did not attack,
and the object for which they resisted, was
conceded m the progress of the war: but
hke France, after the concessions of her
King, they refused to acquiesce mn an imper-
fect libeity, when a more perfect one was
within their reach. They pursued what Mr
Burke,—whatever were then his sentiments,
—on lus present system, must reprobate as
a speculative and 1deal good. They sought
therr beloved independence through new
calamities, and the prolonged horrois of civil
war  Their resistance, from that moment,
“was agamst concession, and their blows
were aimed at a hand holding forth immu-
nityand favours ?  Events have ideed jus-
tfied that noble resistance: Amenca has
emerged fiom her struggle into tranqullity
and freedom,—mto affluence and eredst ; and
the authors of her Constitution have con-
stiucted a gieat permanent experimental
answer to the sophisms and declamations of
the detractors of liberty.

But what proportion did the price she paid
for so great blessing bear to the transient
misfortunes which have afflicted France ?
The extravagance of the comparison shocks
every unprejudiced mind  No senes of
events in history have probably been more
widely, malignantly. and systematcally ex-
sggerated than the French commotions. An
enraged, numerous, and opulent body of ex-
iles, dispersed over Europe, have possessed
themselves of every venal press, and filled
the pubhe ear with a perpetual buz of the
crimes and horrors that were acting in France.
Instead of entering on a minute scrutiny,
of which the importance would neither ex-
piate the tediousness, nor reward the toil, let
us content ourselves with opposing one gene-

* Yet this was only the combat of reason and
freedom against one prejndice,—that of heredi-
tary right; whereas the French Revolunon 1s,
as has heen subhimely said by the Bishop of Au-
tun, ¢ Le premier combat qui se soif jamais hvré
amtre tous les Principes et toutes les Erreurs '’
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ral fact to this host of falsehoods:—no com-
mercial house of wimportance has falcd m
France swunce the Revolution! How 1s thus to
be reconciled with the tales that have beer
circulated *  As well might the transfers of
the Royal Exchange be quietly executed m
the ferocious anaichy of Goudar, and the
peaceful opulence of Lombard-street flounsh
amidst hordes of Galla and Agows *  Com-
merce, which shrinks from the breath of civil
confusion, has resisted this tempest, and a
mghty Revolation has been accomplished
with less commercial derangemeut than
could atise fiom the bankiuptey of a second-
rate house n London or Amsterdam  The
manuiacturers of Lyons, the merchants of
Bourdeaux and Marseulles, are silent amudst
the lamentations of the Abbé Maury, M
de Calonne, and Mr. Burke. Happy 1s that
people whose commerce flourishes 1n ledg-
ers, while 1t 15 bewailed in orations; and
remains untouched 1 calculation, while 1t
expires in the pictures of eloquence. This
unquestionable fact 1s, on such a subjeet,
worth a thousand aiguments, and to any
mund quahfied to judge, must expose m their
true Light those execiable fabncations, which
have sounded such a ¢ seuselers yell”’
through Europe

But let us admut for a moment their truth,
and take as a specimen of the evils of the
Revolution, the number of lives which have
been lost in its progress.  That no possibility
of cavil may remam, let us surpass m an ex-
aggerated estimate the utmost audacity of
falsehood - let us make a statement, from
which the most frontless hireling of M de
Calonne would shrink. Let us fora moment
suppose, that in the course of the Revolution
twenty thousand hives have been lost  On
the comparison of even this loss with parallel
events in history, 1s there anything it fiom
which a manly and enhghtened humamty
will recosl?  Compare 1t with the eapend:-
ture of blood by which m ordinary wais so
many permcious and ignoble objects are
fought. Compare 1t with the blood smlt by
England in the attempt to subjugate Amern-
ca: and if such be the guilt of the Revolu-
tiomsts of Fiance, for having, at the kazard
of this evi], sought the establishment of free-
dom, what new name of obloquy shall be
applied to the Mimster of England, who
with the cerfainty of a destruction so much
greater, attempted the establishment of ty
ranny ?

The lusion which prevents the effects of
these comparnsons, 1s not pecuhar to Mr
Burke The massacres of war, and the mur-
ders commutted by the sword of justice, are
disgmsed by the solemnities which mvest
them but the wild justice of the people has
a naked and undisguised horror. Its sheht-
est motion awakens all our indignation:
while murder and rapine, if arrayed in the
gorgeous disguise of acts of state, may with
impumity stalk abroad We forget that the

* Abvssiman tribes — Ko
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evils of anarchy must be shoit-lived, while
those of despotism are fatally permanent.

Another illusion has, particularly 1 Eng-
land, favoured the exaggeiation of the exiles;
—we judge of France by our own sitvation,
mstead of comparmg her conduct with that
of other nations in simular cicumstances,
With us “the times may be moderate, and
therefere ought to be peaceable :”’* but in
France the times were not moderate, and
could not be peaceable. Let us correct these
illusions of moral optecs which make near
objects so disproportionately large. Let us
place the scene of the French Revolution in
a remote age, or mn a distant nation, and then
let us calmly ask our own munds, whether
the most reasonable subject of wonder be
not 1ts unexampled milduess, and the small
number of mdividuals crushed m the fall of
so vast a pile.

Such are the general reflections suggested
by the disorders of the French Revolution.
Of these, the fiist in pomnt of time, as well
as of importance, was the Parsian msurrec-
tion and the capture of the Bastile. The
mode in which that memorable event 1s
treated by Mr. Burke, 1s worthy of notice.
It occupies no conspicuous place m his woik;
it 15 ouly obscurely and contemptuously
lunted at as one of those examples of suc-
cessful revolt, which have fostered a muti-
nous spirit 1w the soldiery.  *They have not
toigot the taking of the King's castles m
Paus and Marseilles. That they murdered
with impumty mn both places the goveinors,
has not escaped their mmds.”’t  Such is the
courtly eucamlocution by which Mr Burke
designates the Bastile—the King's castle at
Paris !’ such 1s the ignomnious language in
which he speaks of the summary justice
executed on the titled rufhan who was 1ts
governor, and such 1s the appaient art with
which he has thrown into the back-ground
invective and asperity, that, had they been
prommnent, would have provoked the mdig-
nation of mankind! “Je sais)? says Mou-
nier, m the language of that fngid and scanty
approbation that 1= extorted from an enemy,
“qu’il est des cuconstances qui legitiment
Pmsuriection, et je mets dans ce nombre
celles qui ont causé le siége de la Bastile.”}

But the admuration of Euiope and of
pustenity, 1s not to be estimated by the
penurious applause of M Mounier, nor re-
pressed by the iwsilious hosulity of Mr.
Buike It will correspond to the splendour
of an insurrection, as much ennobled by hero-
iem as 1t was justified by necessity, n
which the citizens of Pans,—the unwarhke
whabitants of a voluptuous capital,—Llsten-
ing to no voice but that of the danger which
menaced then 1epiesentatives, their fami-
lies, and therr country, and animated, instead
of awed, by the host of disciphned merce-
nartes which mvested them on every side,
attacked with a gallantry and suceess equally

~ Juni .
1 Faposé &c.p 24,

*+ Rurke, p. 307
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meredible, a fortress formidable from its
strength, and tremendous from its destina
tion, and changed the destiny of France,
To palliate or escuse such a revolt, would
be abject treachery to its principles. It was
a case 1 which revolt was the dictate of
vutue, and the path of duty; and m which
submission would have been the most das-
tardly baseness, and the foulest crime. It
was an action not to be excased, but ap-
plauded,—not to be pardoned, but admired.
I shall not therefore descend to vindieate
acts of heroism, which history will teach the
temotest posterity to revere, and of which
the recital 1s destined to kindle m unborn
millions the holy enthusiasm of fieedom
Commotions of another deschiption follow-
ed, partly ansing from the general causes
before stated, and partly from others of moie
limited and local operation The peasantry
of the provinces, buried for so many ages mn
the daikness of servitude, saw but indis-
tinetly and confusedly, in the first dawn of
Iibesty, the boundanes of their duties and
their nights It was no wonder that they
should httle understand that freedom whicn
so long had been remote from their views.
The name conveyed to their ear a nght to
reject all restramt, to gratify every resent-
ment, and to attack all property Ruffians,
nunghng with the deluded peasants, n hopes
of booty, mflamed their 1guolance and pre-
judices, by foreed authorities fiom the King
and the Assembly for their liceutiousness.
Many country houses were burnt, and some
obnoxions persons were assasamated. but
one may without excessive scepticism doubt.
whether they had been the mildest masters
whose chatecauz had undergone that fate,
and the peasants had to avenge those silent
gunding oppressions which formed almost
the only intercouise of the nich with the -
digent, and which, though less flagrant than
those of Government, were perthaps produc-
tive of more 1ntolerable and diffused misery
But whatever was the dement of these
excesses, they can by no process of reason-
g be made imputable to the National As-
sembly, or the leaders of the Revolution In
what manner were they to repress them?
If they exerted acainst them their own au-
thority with rigour, they must have provoked
a civil war : 1f they invigorated the pohce and
tribunal> of the deposed government,—be-
sides icuirmg the hazard of the same ca-
Jamity,—they put arms into the hands of
their enemies. Placed mn this dilemma,
they were compelled to expecta slow reme-
dy from the returning seremity of the publec
mund, and from the progress of the new go-
verument towards consistence and vigour.*

* If this statement be candid and exact, what
shatl we think of the language of Mr Burke, when
he speaks of the Assembly as ** authorising trea
sons, robberies, rapes, assassinations, slanghlers,:
and burnings, throughout ali their harassed land
(p. 58) In another place (p 200 ) he connectsthe
legislative extinction of the Order ol Nobles with
the pepular excesses committed against wdividual
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That the conduct of the populace of Pans
towards them should not have been the most
decorous and circumspect,—that 1t should
have been frequently nregular and tumultu-
ous, was, 1 the nature of things mevitable
But the horrible picture which Mr. Buike has
drawn of that ¢ stern necessity”’ under which
this “captive’” Assembly votes, 1s neither
justified by this concession, nor by the state
of facts. It s the overchaiged colouring of
a fervid wnagination, Those to whom he
alludes as driven away by assassms,—M M
Lally and Mounier,—mght, surely, have
remained with perfect safety in an Assembly
12 which such furious invectives are daily
bellowed forth with 1mpumty against the
popular leaders. No man will deny, that
that member of the minonty enjoyed liberty
of speech 1n 1ts utmost plenitude, w ho called
M Muabeau “le plus vil de tous les assassins.”’
* The tern.ers of the lamp-post and bayonet”
have hitherto been visionary. Popular fury
lias hitherto spared the most furious declaim-
ers of Anstociacy ; and the only ¢ deciee,” so
faras I can discern, which has even been
pretended to have been matenally 1fluenced
by the populace, is that respecting the pre-
rogatives of war and peace. That tumult
has frequently derogated fiom the digmity
which ought to distinguish the delibeiations
of a Jegislative assembly, 1s not to be denied
But that thewr debates have been tumultu-
ous. 18 of Iittle importance. if their decisions
have been mdependent  Even i this ques-
tion of war and peace, “the highest bidder
at the auction of popularity”* did not sue-
ceed The scheme of M Mirabeau, with
{ew amendments, prevailed, while the more
“splendidly popular” propositions, which
vested 1 the legislature alone the preroga-
tve of war and peace, were rejected.

We are now conducted by the course of
these strictures to the excesses committed at
Versailles on the 5th and 6th of October,
1789 After the most careful perusal of the
voluminous evidence before the Chatelet. of
the controversial pamphlets of M. M. d'Oi-
leans and Mounier, and of the official 1eport
of M. Chabroud to the Assembly, the details
of the affair seem to me so much mvolved
m_obscunity and contradiction, that they
afford little on which a candul mind can with
confidence pronounce. They afford, mdeed,
to frivolous and puenleadversaries the means
of convieting Mr. Burke of some minute
errors, M. Miomandre, the sentinel at the
Queen’s gate, it 1s true, survives; but 1t is
1o less true, that he was left for dead by his
aszassins  On the comparison of evidence
It seems probable, that the Queen’s chamber
was not broken into,—¢that the asylum of
Seauty and Majesty was not profaned.”’t

Noblemen, to load the Assembly with the accu-
mulated obloquy ;—a mode of proceeding more
Temarkable for controversial dexterity than for
Candogr
* Burke, p 353.
he expression of M. Chabroud. Five wit-
lesses assert that the ruffians did not break into
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But these slight corrections plliate hittle the
atrocity, and alter not in the least the gene-
ral complexion, of these flagitious scenes.

The most important question which the
subject presents 1s, whether the Parsian
populace were the nstiuments of conspira-
tors, or whether thewr fatal march to Ver-
sallles was a spontaneous movement, pro-
duced by real or chimerical apprehensions
of plots agamst their freedom. I confess
that I mcline to the latter opunon  Natural
causes seem to me adequate to account for
the movement. A scarcity of provision 1s
not demed to have existed m Pans  The
dinner of the body-guards might surely have
provoked the people of a more tranquul eity.
The maledictions poured forth agamnst the
National Assembly, the msults offered te
the patiiotic cockade, the obnoxious ardonr
of loyalty displayed on that occasion, might
have awakened even the jealousy of a people
whose ardour had been sated by the long
enjoyment, and whose alarms had been
quieted by the secure possession, of Liberty.
The escape of the King would be the m-
fallible signal of civil war- the exposed
sitnanion of the Royal residence was there-
foie a sowice of perpetual alarm  These
causes, operating on that ciedulous jealousy
which 1s the malady of the public mind m
times of civil confusion, seeig hostility and
couspiacy on every side, would seem suffi-
cientones The apprehensions of the people
i such a penod torture the most mnocent
and fnvolous accidents mto proofs of sangui-
nary plots.—witness the war of conspiracies
carried on by the contending factions i the
reien of Chatles the Second. The partici-
pation of Queen Mary in Babington's plot
agamst Elizabeth, 1s still the subject of con-
tioversy. We, at the piesent day, dispute
about the nature of the connection which
subsisted between Charles the First and the
Catholic msurgents of Ireland. It has occu-
pted the labour of a century to sepaiate
tiuth from falsehood in the Rye-house Plot,
—the views of the leaders fiom the schemes
of the mferior conspirators,—and to discover
that Russell and Sydney had, indeed, con-
spired a revolr, but that the undeilings
alone had plotted the assas~mation of the
King.

It may indeed be sad, that ambitious
leaders availed themselves of the inflamed
state of public feeling —that by false ru-
mours, and exaggerated tiuths, they stimu-
lated the revenge, and mcreased the fears
of the populace,—that their ermssaries, mix-
mg with the mob, and concealed by its con-
fusion, were to execute their flagitious pur-
poses, and fanatics, as usual, were the dupes
of hypocrites. Such ate the accusations
which have been made agamst M. M. d’Or-

the Queen's chamber. Two give the account tol
loned by Mr. Burke, and to give ihis preponde
rance 1ts due force, let 1t be recollected, that the
whole proceedings before the Chatelet were ez

rte  See Procédure Crniminelle fait aa Chateler
de Pans, &c., 1790.
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Jeans and Mirabeau. The defence of profl-
gate ambution is not imposed on the admirers
of the French Revolution; and to become
tne advocate of individuals were to foiget
the digmity of a discussion that regards the
rights and mterests of an emancipated na-
tion.  Of therr guilt, however, I will be bold
to say no evidence was collected, by the
malignant activity of an avowedly hostile
tubunal, which. for a moment, would have
suspended their acquittal by an English
jury. It will be no mean testimony to the
mnocence of M Mirabeau, that an oppo-
nent, not the mildest m his enmity, nor the
most candid 1 his judgment, confessed, that
he saw no semous ground of accusat.on
agamst him *

The project is attributed to them, of in-
amudating the King mnto a flight, that there
might be a pretext for elevating the Duke
of Orleans to the office of Regent. But the
King could have had no rational hopes of
escaping ,t for he must have traversed two
hundred miles of a countty guarded by a
people mn arms, before he could reach the
nearest frontier of the kingdom. The object
was too absurd to be pursued by conspira-
tors, to whom talent and sagacity have not
been denied by their enemies. That the
popular leaders in France did, indeed, desire
to fix the Royal residence at Pans, 1t 1s 1m-
possible to doubt the name, the person,and
the authonty of the King, would have been
most formidable weapons in the hands of
their adversanes. The peace of their coun-
try,—the stability of thewr freedom, called
on them to use every measure that conld
prevent their enemies fiom getting posses-
sion of that ¢ Royal Figure 7  The name of
the Kmg would have sanctioned foreign
powers m supporting the aristocracy. Their
nterposition, which now would be hostility
agamst the King and kingdom, wouid then
have been only regarded as aid against re-
bellion. Against all these dreadful conse-
quences there seemed only one remedy,—
the residence of the King at Paris. Whether
that resilence is to be called a “captivity,”
or any other harsh name, I will not hesitate
to affirm, that the Parhament of England
would have mented the gratitude of their
country, and of posterity, by a similar pre-
vention of the escape of Charles I. from
London. Fortunate would it have been for
England if the person of James II. had been
retained while his authority was Limited.
She would then have been circumstanced as
France 1s now. The march to Versailles
seems to have been the spontaneous move-
ment of an alarmed populace. Their views,
and the suggestions of their leaders, were
probably bounded by procuring the King to
change his residence to Paris; but the colli-
sion of armed multitudes terminated in un-
foreseen excesses and execrable crimes.

* Discours de M. I’Abbé Maury dans I’As
vembliée Nationale, 1 Octobre, 1790,

The circumstances of his late attempt [the

flight to Varennes—Ep.] sanction this reasoning.
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In the eye of Mr. Burke, however, thess
crimes and excesses assume an aspect far
more important than can be cornmunicated
to them by their own wsulated gwlt. They
form, 1n his opinion, the cnsis of a revolu-
tion,—a far more important one than any
mere change of government,—in which the
sentiments and opinrons that have foimed
the manners of the European natious are to
pensh. “The age of chivalry 1s goue, and
the glory of Europe extinguished for ever
He follows this exclamation by an eloquent
eulogium on chivalry, and by gloomy pre-
dictions of the future state of Eutope, when
the nation that has been so long accustomed
to give her the tone o arts and manners 1s
thus debased and corrupted. A cawiller
might remark that ages, much mole near
the mendian fervour of chuvalry than ours,
have witnessed a treatment of qgueens as
little gallant and generous as that of the
Parisian mob. He mught remind Mr. Buike,
that 1n the age and country of Sir Phiip
Sidney, a Queen of Fiance, whom no blnd-
ness to accomplishment,—no malignity of
detraction, can 1educe to the level of Mane
Antomette, was, by “a nation of men of
honour and cavalers,” permitted to languish
m captivity and expire on a scaffold , and he
mught add, that the manners of a country
are more surely indicated by the systematic
cruelty of a sovereign than by the licentious
frenzy of a mob He might remark, tha
the mild system of modern manners which
survived the massacres with which fauat-
cism had for a century desolated, and almost
barbarised Europe, might, pethaps, resist the
shock of one day’s excesses committed by a
delinous populace. He rught thus, perhaps,
oppose specious and popular topies to the
declamation of Mr. Buike.

But the subject itself is, to an enlarged
thinker, fertile in reflections of a different
natute. That system of manners which
arose among the Gothic nations of Emope,
and of which chivalry was more propeily
the effusion than the source, 1s without doubt
one of the most peculiar and interestmg ap-
pearances 1 human affurs. The moal
causes which formed its character have not,
Eerhaps, been hitherto investigated with the

appiest success: but,—to confine ourselves
to the subject before us,—chivalry was cer-
tamly one of the most prominent of its fea-
tures and most remarkable of its effects
Candour must confess, that this singular in-
stitution was not admirable only as the cor-
rector of the ferocious ages n which :t flour-
ished ; but that i contributing to polish and
soften manners 1t paved the way for the dif-
fusion of knowledgze and the extension of
commerce, which afterwards, in some mea
sure, supplanted it. Society is mevitably
progressive. Commerce has overthrown the
“feudal and chivalrous system” under whose
shade it first grew ; while learning has sub-
verted the superstition whose opulent en-
dowments had first fostered 1t Pecubar
circumstances connected with the mannes
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of chivalry favoured this admission of com-
merce and this growth of knowledge , while
the sentiments peculiar to 1t, already enfee-
bled 1 the progress from ferocity and turbu-
lence, were almost obliterated by tranquillny
and 1efinement. Commerce and diffused
knowledge have, m fact, so completely as-
sumed the ascendant in polished nations, that
it will be difficult to discover any relics of
Gothic manners, but 1n a fantastic exterior,
which has survived the generous illusions
‘hrough which these manneis once seemed
splendid and seductive. Their direct mflu-
ence has long ceased in Euwope; but their
wnderect mfluence, through the medium of
those causes which would not perhaps have
existed but for the mildness which chivalry
created 1 the midst of a baibarous age, still
opelates with mereasing vigour  The man-
ners of the middle age were, in the most
sinoular sense, compulsory : enterprising be-
nevolence was produced by general fierce-
nes~,—gallant courtesy by feioeious rude-
ness, and arlificial gentleness resisted the
torreut of natural baibarism  But a less m-
cougruous system has succeeded, 1n which
commerce, which unites men’s mterests, and
knowledge. which excludes those piejudices
that tend to embioil them, present a broader
Lasts for the stab.ity of eivilized and benefi-
cent manneis,

Mr Burke, mndeed, forbodes the most fatal
consequences to hiterature from events, which
he supposes to have given a mortal blow to
the spust of chivalry. I have ever been pro-
tected from such apprehensions by my beliet
ma very simple truth,—¢ that diffused know-
ledee 1mmortalizes itself.”” A literature
shich 1s confined to a few, may be destroyed
by the massacre of scholars and the confla-
gration of hbranes- but the diffused know-
ledge of the present day could only be anui-
hilated by the extirpation of the civilized
part of mankind

Far from being hostile to letters, the French
Revolution has contmbuted to serve their
cause in a manner hitherto unesampled
The pelitical and hterary progress of natious
has hitherto been simulitaneous, the period
of their emmence 1 arts has also been the
era of their histoncal fame , and no example
oceurs 1n which then great political splendour
bas been subsequent to the Angustan age of
a people. But m France, which is destined
te refute every abject and arrogant doctrine
that would limit’ the human powers, the
ardour of a youthful literature has been -
fused nto a'nation tending to decline, and
new arts ate called forth when all seemed to
have passed thew zenith. She enjoyed one
Augustan age, fostered by the favour of des-
potism : she seems about to witness another,
created by the energy of freedom.

In the opinion of Mr. Burke, however, she
1S advancing by rapid stndes to ignorance
mnd barbarism.* ¢ Already,” he mforms us,

there appears a poverty of conception, a

—

* Burke, p. 118,
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coarseness and vulganty in all the proceed
ngs of the Assembly, and of all their n.
structors. Their Iiberty 1s not iberal. Thenr
selence 1s presumptuous ignorance. Then
humamty 1s savage and bntal ” To ani-
madvert on this modest and courteous pic-
ture belongs not to the present subject. and
wmpressions cannot be disputed, more espe-
cially when their grounds are not assigned.
All that 1s left to us to do, 18 1o declare op-
posite 1mpressions with a coufidence autho-
nsed by his example. The proceedings of
the National Assembly of France appear to
me to contain models of more splendid elo-
quence, and examples of more profound po-
litical research, than have been exhibited by
any public body m modern times I cannot
therefore augur, from these proceedings, the
downfall of philosophy, or the extinction of
eloquence

Thus various are the aspects which the
French Revolution, not only in its wfluence
on hterature, but m 1ts general tenor and
spinst. presents to minds occupted by vaiious
opunons  To the eye of Mr. Buike, 1t ex-
hibits nothung but a scene of horior: m his
mind 1t mspires no emotion but abhorrence
of 1ts leaders, commiseration for their victims,
and alaims at the influence of an event which
menaces the subveision of the policy, the
arts, and the manuers of the civilized wotld.
Minds who view 1t through another medium
are filled by 1t with every sentiment of admi-
ration and tniumph,—of admnation due to
splendid exertions of virtue, and of trinmph
mspired by widening prospects of happiiess.

Nor ought 1t to be demed by the candour
of philosophy, that events so great are never
so unmuxed as not to present a double aspect
to the acuteness and exaggeration of con-
tending parties The same ardour of pas-
sion which produces patriotic and legislative
heroism becomes the source of ferocious re-
taliation, of visionary novelues, and of pre-
cipitate change. The attempt were hopeless
toncrease the fertility, without favourng the
rank luxuriance of the soil  He that on such
occasions expects unmixed good, ought to
recollect, that the economy of nature has m-
varably determined the equal influence of
high passions m giving birth to virtues and
to cimes. The soil of Attica was observed
to produce at once the most delicious fruits
and the most virulent poisons. It was thus
with the human mind ; and to the fiequency
of convulsions in the ancient commonwealths,
they owe those examples of sangunary tu-
mult and virtuous heroism, which distinguish
then history from the monotonous tranquiihty
of modern states. The passions of a nation
cannot be kindled to the degree which renders
1t capable of great achievements, without 1n-
volving the commission of violence and erime
The reforming ardour of a senate cannot be
inflamed sufficiently to combat and overcome
abuses, without hazarding the ewils which
anse from legislative temerity. Such are the
immutable Jaws, which are more propeily to
be regarded as hibels on our nature than as
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charges against the French Revolation. Tte
impartial voice of History ought, doubtless, to
record the blemishes as well as the glories of
that great event: and to contrast the delinea-
tion of 1t which might have been given by the
speciousand temperate Toryism of Mr.Hume,
with that which we have received from the
repulsive and fanatical invectives of Mr.
Burke, might still be amusing and 1nstructive.
Both these great men would be averse to the
Revolution, but it would not be difficult to dis-
tinguish between the undisguised fury of an
eloquent advocate, and the well-dissembled
partiality of a philosophical judge. The pas-
sion of the latter would only feel the ex-
cesses which have dishonoured the Revola-
«ou but the philosophy of the former would
mstiuct him, that our sentiments, raised by
such events so much above their ordinary
level, become the source of guilt and heroism
unknown before,—of sublime virtues and
splendid crimes.

SECTION 1IV.
New Constitution of France *

A DISSERTATION approaching to complete-
ness on the new Constitution of Fiance,
would, 1 fact, be a vast system of political
science. It would winclude a development
of the principles that regulate every portion
of government. So immense an attempt 1s
httle suited to our present limits. But some
remarks on the prominent features of the
French system are exacted by the nature of
our vindication. They will consist chiefly
of a defence of their grand theoretic princi-
ple, and therr most important praciical wsti-
tution.

The princaple which has actnated the le-
gislators of France has been, “that the ob-
ject of all legitimate government 1s the as-
sertion and protection of the natural nghts
of man.” They cannot indeed be absolved
from some dewviationst from it ;—few, indeed,
compared with those of any other body of
whom history has preserved any record , but
too many for their own glory, and for the
happiness of the human race. This princi-
ple, however, 1s the basis of their edifice,
and if it be false, the structure must fall to
the ground. Agamnst this principle, there-
fore, Mr. Burke has, with great judgment,
directed hus atiack. Appeals to natural right
are, according to him, mconsistent and pre-
posterous. A complete abdication and sur-
render of all natural right 1s made by man

* I cannot help exhorung those who desire to
have accurate notions on the subject of this sec-
tion, to peruse and study the delineation of the
French consntution which with a correctness so
admirable has been given by Mr, Christie.—(Let-
tEe::rs on the Revolution in France, Londor, 1791.

D)

* 1 particularly allude to their colonial policy;
bu: ! think 1t candid to say, that T see 1n ther full
fsrce the d.fficulues of that embarrassing business.
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in entering into society ; and the only rngha
which he retans are created by the ccmpact
which holds together the society of which
he is member. This doctrine he thus e
pheitly asserts :—* The moment,” says he,
*“you abate any thing fiom the full rights of
men each to govern umself, and suffer any
artficial positive limiration on those nghts
from that moment the whole orgamzation of
society becomes a consideration of conve-
nience.” ‘“How can any man claim under
the conventions of civil society nights whieh
do not so much as suppose its existence,—
which are absolutely repugnant to it ?7* Tg
examine this doctrine, therefore, 1s of funda.
mental importance  To this effect 1t 13 not
necessary to enter into any elaberate re-
search mto the metaphysical principles of
politics and ethucs. A {full discussion of the
subject would indeed demand such an -
vestigation :f—the ongmn of natural nghts
must have been illustrated, and even their
existence proved agamst some theonsts.
But such an inquiry would have been mcon-
sistent with the nature of a publication, the
object of which 1s to enforce conviction on
the people. We are besides absolved hom
the necessity of 1t 1 a controversy with Mr,
Burke, who himself recogruses, n the most
ample form, the existence of those natural
rights.

Gianting their existence, the discussion 18
short. The only critenion by which we can
estimate the portion of natural right sunen-
dered by man on entering 1nto society 1s the
object of the surrender If moie 1s claimed
than that object exacts, what was an object
becomes a pretext. Now the object for which
a man resigns any portion of hus natusal sove-
reignty over us own actions is, that he may
be protected from the abuse of the same do-
minion 1 other men. Nothing, therefore,
can be more fallacious than to pretend, that
we are precluded in the social state from
any appeal to natural night.f It remains n

* Burke, pp. 88—89. To the same purpose 1§
his whole reasoning from p. 86, to p. 92.

t It mght, perhaps, not be difficult to prove,
that far from a surrender, there 1s not even a
diminution of the natural nights of men by their
entrance into society. The existence of some
unton, with greater or less permanence and per-
fection of public force for public protection (the
essence of government), might be demonstrated
to be coeval and co-extensive with man.
theories, therefore, which suppose the actual ex-
istence of any etate anteceden! to the social, might
be convicted of futility and falsehood.

1 ** Trouver une forme d’association qui défende
et protége de toute la force commune la personne
et les biens de chaque associé, et par lnque}}g
chacun, g’umissant 4 tous, n’obéisse pourtant qu &
lui-méme et reste aussi lthre qu'auparavant?
—Rousseau, Contrat Social, livre 1. chap vi.
am not intimidated from quoting Rousseau by the
denision of Mr. Burke. Mr. Hume's report of
his Literary secrets seems most unfanthful. The
sensibility, the pride, the fervour of his character,
are pledges of s sincerity; and had he even
commenced with the fabrication of paradoxes, for
attracting attention, it would betray great igno-
rance of human nature to supvose, t)at in the a¢
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ts full integrity and vigour, if we except
that portion of it which men have thus mu-
wally agreed to sacnfice. Whatever, under
pretence of that surrender, 1s assumed be-
yond what that object rigorously prescribes,
13 an usurpation supported by sophistry,—a
despotism varmshed by illusion. It follows
that the surrender of right must be equal in
all the members of society, as the object 1510
all precisely the same. In effect, society, -
stead of destroying, realizesand substannates
equality. In a state of nature, the equality
of right is an impotant theory, which inequa-
Iities of strength and skill every moment
violate. As neither natural equality nor the
equality of the sum of right surrendered by
every mdividual is contested, 1t cannot be
denied that the remnant spared by the so-
cial compact must be equal also. Civil 1n-
equalities, or, more correctly, civil distine-
tion, must exist 1n the social body, because
1t must possess o1gans destined for different
functions : but pohitical inequality 13 equally
woeonsistent with the principles of natural
nght and the object of civil mstitution *
Men, therefore, only retain a nght to a
share m their own government, because the
exercise of the right by one man 1s not m-
consistent with 1ts possession by another.
This doctrine is not more abstractedly evi-
dent than 1t is practically important. The
shghtest deviation from 1t legitimatizes every
tyranny. If the ouly enterion of govern-
ments be the supposed convention which
forms them, all are equally lemitimate; for
the only interpreter of the convention 1s the
usage of the government, which 1s thus pre-
posterously made its own standard. Gover-
nors must, mdeed, abide by the maxims of
the constitution they admmister; but what
that constitution is must be on this system
mmaterial The King of France 1s not per-
mitted to put out the eyes of the Princes of
the Blood ; nor the Sophi of Persia to have
recourse to lettres de cacket. They must ty-
rammze by precedent, and oppress in reve-
rent wmutation of the models consecrated by

dour of contest, and the glory of success, he must
not have become the dupe of his own 1llusions,
and a convert to his own mmposture. It1s, indeed,
not unprobable, that when rallied on the eccen-
tnieity ot his paradoxes, he might, 1n a moment of
?ay effusion, have spoken of them as a sport of
ancy, and an experiment on the eredulity of man-
kind.  The Scotish philosopher, maccessible to
enthusiasm, and little susceptible of those depres-
sions and elevations—those agonies and raptures,
80 familiar to the warm and wayward heart of
Rousseau, neither knew the sport into which he
could be relaxéd by gaiety, nor the ardour nto
which he could be exalted by passion. Mr. Burke,
whose temperament 18 so different, might have
experimentally known such variation, and learnt
better to discriminate between effusion and deli-
berate opinion.

* “ But as to the share of power, authority, and
direction which each individual ought to have i
the management of a state, that I must deny to be
among the direct original rights of man in civil so-
clety.” This is evidently denying the existence
of what has been called political, m contradistine-
Yan to eivil hberty.
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the usage of despotic predecessors. But 1{
they adhere to these, theie 18 no remedy fot
the oppressed, since an appeal to the rights
of nature were treason against the principles
of the social union. If, mdeed, any offence
agamst precedent, in the kind o1 degree of
oppiession, be committed, this theory may
(though most inconsistently) permit resist-
ance. But as long as the forms of any go-
vernment are preserved, 1t possesses, i the
view of justice (whatever be its nature)
equal claims to obedience. This inference
15 mresistible; and 1t s thus evident, that
the doctrines of Mr. Buitke are doubly re-
futed by the fallacy of the logic which sup
ports them, and the absuirdity of the conclu
sions to which they lead.

They are also virtually contradicted by
the laws of all nations Were his opions
true, the Janguage of laws should be permus-
swe, not restrictive. Had men surrendered
all their nights 1into the hands of the magis-
trate, the object of laws should have to an-
nounce the portion he was pleased to retun
them, not the pait of which he 1s compelled
to deprnive them, The crniminal code of all
natious consists of prohibitions; and what-
ever 1snot prohibited by the law, men every
where conceive themselves entitled to do
with impumty. They act on the principle
which this language of law teaches them,
that they retain nights which no povwer can
impaur or infringe,~—which are not the boon
of society, but the attribute of their nature.
The rights of magistrates and public officers
are truly the creatures of society. they,
therefore, are guided not by what the law
does not prohibst, hut by what 1t autlon-
ses or enjomns. Were the nights of citirens
equally created by social institution, the lan-
guage of the civil code would be similar, and
the obedience of subjects would have the
same limats.

This doctrine, thus false m 1ts principles,
absurd in us conclusions, and contradu ted
by the avowed sense of mankind, 1s, la.tly,
even abandoned by Mr. Burke himself. He
15 betrayed into a confession directly repug-
nant to his general principle :—*Whatever
each man can do without trespassing on
others, he has a nght to do for himself; and
he has a right to a fair portion of all that so-
ciety, with all 1ts combnations of skill and
force, can do for im.” Either this night is
universal, or 1t is not .—if 1t be umversal, 1t
cannot be the offspring of a convention; for
conventions must be as varwous as forms of
government, and theie are many of them
which do not 1ecognise this nght, nor place
man 1 this condition of just equality. All
governments, for example, which tolcrate
slavery neglect this right; for a slave is nei-
ther entitled to the fruits of his own indus.
try, nor to any portion of what the combined
force and skill of society produce. If it be
not universal it is no right at all; and can
only be called a pranlege accorded by seme
governments, and withheld by others I car
discern no mode of escapmng from thia da
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lemma, but the avowal that these civil claims | private morals.
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“Acting according to ths

are the temnant of those “‘metaphysicnghts’ | natural rights of men,” 1s only another ex.
which Mr. Burke holds m such abhorrence; | pression foracting according to those general

but which 1t seems the more natural object
of society to protect than destroy.

But 1t may be urged, that though all ap-
peals to natural nghts be not precluded by
the social compaet, and though their integnty
and perfection 1n the civil state may theorets-
cally be admitted, yet as men unquestionably
may refiamn from the exercise of their rights,
if they think their exertion unwise, and as
government 1s not a scientific subtlety, but a
practical expedient for general good, all re-
course to these elaborate abstractions 1s frivo-
lous and futile ; and that the grand guestion
1s not the source, but the tendency of go-
vernment,—not a question of right, but a con-
sideration of expediency. Pohtical forms,
it may be added, are only the means of in-
suring a certamn portion of pubhe felicity : of
the end be confessedly obtained, all discus-
sion of the theoretical aptitude of the means
to produce 1t 1s nugatory and redundant.

To this I answer, first, that such reasoning
proves too much, and that, taken in 1ts proper
exient, 1t impeaches the great system of
morals, of which pohtical principles form
only a pait. All moiality 15, no doubt, found-
ed on a broad and general expediency; and
the sentiment-—

““Ipsa utlitas justi prope mater et equt,

may be safely adopted, without the reserve
dictated by the timid and inconstant philoso-
phy of the poet. Justice i1s expediency, but
it 1s expediency speaking by general max-
ims, into which reason has consecrated the
expenience of mankind. Every general prin-
ciple of Justice 15 demonstrably expedient;
and 1t 1s this utiity alone that confers on ita
moral obligation. But it would be fatal to
the existence of morality, 1f the utiity of
every particular act were to be the subject
of deliberation 1n the mind of every moral
agent. Political punciples aie only moral
ones adapted to the civil union of men.
When I assert that a man has a nght to Iife,
Iiberty, &ec. I only mean to enunciate a mo-
ral maxim founded on the general interest,
which prohubits any attack on these posses-
sions. In thus prnmary and radical sense,
all nights, natural as well as civil, arise from
expediency. But the moment the moral
edifice 1s reared, its basis is hid from the eye
for ever. The moment these maxims, which
are founded on an utihity that is paramount
and perpetual, are embodied and consecra-
ted, they cease to yield to partial and subor-
dinate expediency. It then becomes the
perfection of virtue to consider, not whether
rn action be useful, but whether 1t be nght.

The rame necessity for the substitution of
general maxims exists in politics as in mo-
rals. Those precise and mnflexibile princi-
ples, which yield neither to the seductions
of passion, nor to the suggestions of interest,
sught to be the gwde of public as well as

(21

* Horace, Iib. 1. Sat, 3.—En.

maxims of social morals which prescribe
What 18 right and fit n human inteicourse.
We have proved that the social compact does
not aiter these maxims, or destroy these
nights; and 1t incontestably follows, from
the same prineiples which guide al mo-
rality, that no expediency can justfy therr
mfraction.

The mnflexibility of general principles 1s,
indeed, perthaps more necessary polmcai
morals than in any other class of actious. If
the consideration of expediency be admitted
the question recurs,—Who are to judge of
1t?  The appeal 1s never made to the many
whose 1nterest is at stake, but to the few
whose interest 1s inked to the perpetuny of
oppression and abuse. Surely that judge
ought to be bound down by the stictest
rules, who 15 undemably interested m the
decision . and he would scarcely be esteemed
a wise legislator, who should vestin the neat
heir to a lunatic a discretionary power to
judge of his sanity. Far more neeessary
then, 1s obedience to general puneiples, an
mauntenance of natural nghts, 1n polies than
m the morality of common lfe. The mo-
ment that the shghtest infraction of these
rights 1s permatted through motives of con-
venence, the bulwatk of all upnght politics
1s lost. If a small convenience will justfy
a little infraction, a greater will expuate a
bolder violation : the Rubicon is past. Ty-
rants never seek in vamn for sophists: pie-
tences are multiplied without difficulty and
without end. Nothing, therefore, but an -
flexible adherence to the principles of gene-
ral right can preserve the purity, consistency,
and stability of a free state.

If we have thus successfully vindicated
the first theoretical principle of French legis-
lation, the doctrme of an absolute surrender
of natural rights by civil and social man, has
been shown to be deduced from inadequate
premises,—to conduct to absurd conclustons,
to sanctify the most atrocious despotism, to
outrage the avowed convictions of men, and,
finally, to be abandoned, as hopelessly un-
tenable by its own author. The existence
and perfection of these rights bemng proved,
the first duty of Jawgivers and magstrates 18
to assert and protect them. Most wiselyand
auspiciously then did France commence her
regenerating labours with a solemn declara-
tion of these sacred, inalienable, and impre-
scriptible rights,—a declaration which must
be to the citizen the monitor of his duties, a8
well as the oracle of his rights and by a per-
petual recurrence to which the deviations of
the magisirate will be checked, the tendency
of power to abuse corrected, and every po-
litical proposition (being compared with the
end of society) correctly and ispassionately
estimated. To the juvenile vigour of rea-
son and freedom 1n the New World,—where
the human mind was unincumbered with
that vast mass of usage and prejudice, whieb
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10 many ages of ignorance had accumulated,
to load and deform society in Europe,~—
France owed this, among other lessons.
Perhaps the only expedient that can be de-
vised by human wisdom to keep alive public
vigilance against the usurpation of partial in-
terests, 15 that of perpetually presenting the
general night and the general interest to the
public eye. Such a principle has been the
Polar Star, by which the Nauonal Assembly
has hitherto navigated the vessel of the state,
amid so many tempests howling destruction
eround 1t.

There remamnsa much more extensive and
complicated mquiry, m the consideration of
their political nstitutions.  As 1t 18 impossi-
ble to examme all, we must limit our remarks
to the most important. To speak then gene-
rally of thetr Constitution, 1t 1s a preluminary
remark, that the application of the word “de-
mocracy” to 1t is fallacious and ilusive. If
that word, indeed, be taken in 1ts etymologi-
cal sense, as the “power of the people,” 1t 15
a democracy ; and so are all legitimate go-
vernments. Butif 1t be taken 1 1ts historical
sense, 1t is not so; for 1t does not resemble
those governments which have been called
democracies in ancient or modern times. In
the ancient democracies there was neither
lepresentation nor division of powers: the
rabble legislated, judged and exercised every
political authority. ?do not mean to deny
that in Athens, of which history has trans-
mitted to us the most authentic monnments,
there did exist some feeble control. But it
has been well remarked, that a mulutude, if
1t was composed of Newtons, must be a
mob : therr will must be equally unwise, un-
just, and 1rresistible. The authority of a
corrupt and tumultuous populace has imdeed
by the best writers of antiquity been regarded
rather as an ochlociacy than a democracy,—
as the despotism of the rabble, not the do-
minion of the people. It 1s a degenerate
democracy : 1t 1s a febrile paroxysm of the
rocial body which must speedily termmate
In convalescence or dissolution. The new
Constitution of France is almost directly the
reverse of these forms. It vests the legisla-
uve authority n the representatives of the
people, the executive 1 an hereditary Furst
Magistrate, and the judicial n judges, pe-
nodically elected, and unconnected either
with the legislatare or with the Executive
Magistrate. To confound such a constitution
with the democracies of antiquity, for the
Purpose of quoting hustoiical and experimental
evidence agamst it, is to recur to the most
paltry and shallow arts of sophistry.

In discussing it, the first question that
tnses regards the mode of constituting the
legislature ; the first division of which, re-
ating to the night of suffrage, is of primary
Importance. Here I most cordially agree
with Mr. Burke* in reprobating tle impotent
and preposterous qualification %y which the
Assembly has disfranchised every citizen

* Burke, p. 257
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who does not pay a direct contribution
equivalent to the price of three days’ labour.
Nothing can be more evident than its meffi-
cacy for any purpose but the display ol .
consistency, and the violation of justice.
These remarks were made at the moment
of the discussion; and the plan* was com-
bated m the Assembly with all the force of
reason and eloquence by the most conspicu-
ous leadets of the popular party,—DMM M-
rabeau, Target, and Petion, more particularly
distingwishimg themselves by then opposition.
But the more timid and prejudiced members
of 1t shrunk from so bold an mnovation ir
political systems as justice. They fluctuatee
between then principles and their prejudices

and the struggle termumated n an 1illusive
compromise,—the constant resource of feeble
and temporizing characters., They were con

tent that little practical évil should m fact be
produced ; while their views weie not suffi-
ciently enlarged to percerve, that the inviola-
bulity of prmciples 1s the palladium of virtue
and of freedom. Such members do not, in-
deed, form the majonty of their own party;
but the arnstocratic minorty, anxious for
whatever might dishonour or embarrass the
Assembly, eagerly coalesced with them, and
stamed the mnfant Constitution with this ab-
surd usurpation.

An enlightened and respectable antagomst
of Mr. Buke has attempted the defence of
this measure. In a Letter 1o Earl Stanhope,
it is contended, that the spirit of this regula-
tion accords exactly with the principles of
natural justice, because, even m an unsocial
state, the pauper has a claim only on chanty;,
and he who produces nothing has no naht to
share in the regulation of what 1s produced
by the industry of others  But whatever be
the justice of disfranchising the unpiroductive
poor, the argument 1s, m pomt of fact, totally
musapplied. Domestic servants are excluded
by the decree though they subsist as evi-
dently on the produce of their own labour as
any other class, and to them therefore the
argument of our acute and ingenous wrter
15 totally inapplicable ¥ But 1t 1s the conso-
lation of the consistent friends of freedom,
that this abuse must be short-hived the
spint of reason and hberty, which has
achieved such mighty victories, cannot long
be resisted by thus puny foe. The number
of primary electors s at present so great, and
the importance of their single votes so pro-
portionally hittle, that their mnterest in resist-
ing the extension of the night of suffrage 18
insignificantly small. Thus much have 1
spoken of the usurpation of the rights of g.fe

* See the Procés Verbaux of the 27th and 29th
of October, 1789, and the Journal de Pans, No.
301, and Les Révolunons de Pans, No. 17, p. 73.

+ It has been very justly remarked, that even
with reference to taxation, ail men have equal
nghts of election  For the man who 1s too poor
to pay a direct contribution, sull payvs a tax in the
increased price of his food and clothes. It1s be-
sides to be observed, that life and hterty are more
sacred than property, and that the right of suflrage
is the only shield that can guard them
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frage, with the ardour of anxious affection,
and with the freedom of hiberal admuation.
The moment 1s 100 serious for compliment ;
and I leave untouched to the partisans of
despotism, their monopoly of blind and ser-
vile applause *

I must avow, with the same frankness,
equal disapprobation of the admission of tei-
ritory and contribution as elements entering
into the proportion of representation.f The
representation of land or money is a mon-
strous relic of ancient prejudice: men only
can be represented; and population alone
ought to regulate the number of representa-
tives which any district delegates.

Tke next consideration that presents itself
15, *he nature of those bodies mnto which the
citizens of France are to be organized for the
performance of their political functions. In
thus important patt of the subject, Mr. Burke
has commutted some fundamental errors: 1t
1s more amply, more dexterously, and more
correctly treated by M. de Calonne ; of whose
work this discussion forms the most nterest-
mg part. These assemblies are of four kinds:
—Muamecipal, Pumary, Electoral, and Ad-
mimstiative

To the Municipalities belong the care of
preserving the police, and collecting the
revenue within themr junisdiction.  An accu-
rate 1dea of their nature and object may be
formed by supposing the country of England
uniformly divided, and governed, like its
cities and towns, by magistracies of popular
election

The Primary Assemblies, the first elements
of the commonwealth, are formed byall citi-
zens, who pay a dwect contribution, equal to
the price of thiee days’ labour, which may
be averaged at half-a-crown sterlhing. Therr
functions are purely electoral. They send
representatives, m the proportion of one to
every hundred adult eitizens, to the Assem-
bly of the Department directly, and not
thiough the mediam of the District, as was
ougnally proposed by the Constitutional
Commuttee, and has been erroneously stated
by Mr. Burke. They send, indeed, repre-
sentatives to the Assembly of the Distnet,
but 1t 1s for the purpose of choosing the Ad-
munistrators of such District, not the Electors
of the Department. The Electoral Assem-
blies of the Departments elect the members

* ‘“He who freely magmfies what has been
nobly done, and fears not fo declare 2s fieely what
might have been done better, gives you the best
covenant of his fidelity  His highest praise 1s not
flattery, and his plamest advice 1s praise.”’—Areo-
pagitica

1 Montesquien, I think, mentions a federative
republic 1n Lycia, where the proportion of repre-
sentafives deputed by each state was in a ratw
compounded of 1ts population and its contribution
There might be some plausiblity in this institution
among confederated independent states; but it 1s
grossly absurd 1n a commonwealth, which is vitally
one. In such a state, the contrnibution of all being
proportioned to their capacity, itis relatively equal;
and 1f 1t can confer any poliical claims, they must
he derived from equal nights.
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of the legislature, the judges, the admms"ia
tors, and the bishop of the Depaitment. The
Administiators are every wheie the orgaus
and instruments of the executive power.

Against the airangement of these Assem-
blies, many subtle and specious objections
are urged, both by Mr Buike and the exiled
Mimster of France. The fiist and most for-
midable 1s, “the supposed tendency of it to
dismember France into a body of confede-
rated republics 7 To this theie are several
unanswerable replies. But before I state
them, 1t 1s necessary to make one distine-
tion :—these several bodies are, 1n a certan
sense, independent, in what regards suboidi-
nate and mterior regulation ; but they aie not
mdependent mn the sense wlich the objec-
tion supposes,—that of possessing a separate
will fiom that of the nation, or mfluencie,
but by themr representatives, the ger 1
system of the state. Nay, it may be den o
strated, that the legislators of France hLave
solicitously provided more elaborate precau-
tions against this dxsmembemle%t than have
been adopted by any recorded gbvernment.

The first eircumstance which 1s adverse to
1t is the minuteness of the divided paits. They
are too small to possess a separate force. As
elements of the social order, as particles of a
great political body, they are sumething , but,
as msulated states, they would be mmpotent
Had France been sepaiated mto great masses,
each might have been strong enough to claim
a separate will, but, divided as she is, no
body of citizens 18 conscious of sufficient
strength to feel their sentiments of any mm-
portance, but as constituent parts of the
general will. Survey the Primary, the Elec-
toral, and the Admimstrative Assemblies,
and nothing will be more evident than their
mmpotence mn individoality. The Munici-
palities, surely, are not likely to arrogate
mdependence. A forty-eight thousandth
part of the kingdom has not energy sufficient
for separate existence ; nor can a hope ause
in it of influencing, in a direet and dictatorial
manner, the councils of a great state. Even
the Electoral Assemblies of the Departments
do not, as we shall afierwards show, possess
force enough to become independent con-
federated republics.

Another circumstance, powerfully hostile
to this dismemberment, 1s the destruction of
the ancient Provincial division of the king-
dom. In no part of Mr. Burke’s work have
his arguments been chosen with such infeli-
city of selection as in what regards this
subject. He has not only erred; but hs
error 1s the precise reverse of truth. He
represents as the harbinger of discord, what
is, m fact, the instrument of union. He mis-
takes the cement of the edifice {or a source
of instability and a principle of repulsion.
France was, under the ancient government,
an union of provinces, acquired at various
times and on different conditions, and differ-
ing in conslitution, laws, language, manners
privileges, jurisdiction, and revenue. Tt had
the exterior of a simple monarchy, tut s
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was 1n reality an aggregate of independent
states. The monarch was in one place King
of Navarre, in another Duke of Bnttany, in
a thnd Count of Provence, in a fourth Dau-
phm of Vienne. Under these various deno-
muations he possessed, at least nommally,
different degrees of power, and he certamly
exercised 1t under dufferent forms. The mass
composed cf these heterogeneous and dis-
cordant elements was held together by the
compressing force of despotism. When that
compression was withdrawn, the provinces
must have resumed their ancient mdepend-
ence,—perhaps in a form more absolute than
as members of a federative republic. Every
thing tended to mspire provincial and to ex-
tinguish national patriotism. The inhabitants
of Bnttany, or Guienne, felt themselves
linked together by ancient habitudes, by
congenial prejudices, by similar manners,
by the relics of their constitution, and the
common name of thewr country: but their
character as members of the French Empure,
could only remmd them of long and 1gno-
minious subjection to a tyranuy, of which
they had only felt the strength m exaction,
and blessed the lenity in neglect. These
causes must have formed the provinces into
mdependent republics ; and the destruction
of their provincial existence was indispensa-
ble to the prevention of this dismemberment.
It 1s impossible to deny, that men united by
no previous habitude (whatever may be said
of the policy of the union in other respects)
are less qualified for that union of will and
force, which produces an mdependent re-
publie, than provincials, who were attracted
by every circumstance towards local and
partial interests, and from the common centre
of the national system. Nothmg could have
been more inevitable than the independence
of those great provinces, which had never
been moulded mto one emprre ; and we may
boldly pionounce, in direct opposition to Mr.
Burke, that the new division of the kingdom
was the only expedient that could have pre-
vented 1ts dismemberment intoa confederacy
of sovereign republics.

The solicitons and elaborate division of
powers, 1s another expedient of infallible
operation, to preserve the umty of the body
pelitic.  The Mumnicipalities are hmited to
minute and local admimstration ; the Primary
Assemblies solely to election ; the Assemblies
of the District to objects of admimstration
and control of a superior class; and the
Assembhes of the Departments possess func-
tions purely electoral, exerting no authority
legislative, admimistrative, or judicial.

But whatever danger might be apprehend-
ed of the assumption of power by these
formidable Assemblies, they are biennially
tenewed ; and their fugitive nature makes
Systematic usurpation hopeless. What power,
indeed, can they possess of dictating to the

ational Assembly?* or what interest can

*1 do not mean that their voice will not be
there respected : that would be to suppose the
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the members of that Assembly have in obe,-
mg the mandates of those whose tenure of
power 1s as fugitive and precatious as their
own? The provineial Administrators have
that amount of independence which the con-
stitution demands; while the judges, who
are elected for six years, must feel them-
selves independent of constituents, whom
three elections may so radically and com-
pletely change. These circumstances, then,
—the mmuteness of the divisions, the dis-
solution of Provincial ties, the elaborate dis-
tubution of powers, and the fugitive consti-
tution of the Electoral Assemblies,—seem
to form an msuperable barrier aganst the
assumption of such powers by any of the
bodies mto which France .s vigamzed, as
would tend to produce the federal form.

The next objection to be considered 18
peculiar to Mr. Burke. The subordination
of elections has been regarded by the ad-
mirers of the French lawgivers as a master-
piece of their legislative wisdom. It seemed
as great an improvement on representative
government, as representation 1tself was on
pure democracy. No extent of ternitory 18
too great for a popular government thus
orgamzed ; and as the Primary Assembhes
may be divided to any degree of miuteness,
the most perfect order 1s reconcilable with
the widest diffusion of political right. De-
mocracies were supposed by phidosophers to
be necessanily small, and therefore feeble,—
to demand numerous assemblies, and to be
therefore venal and tumultuous Yet this
great discovery, which gives force and order
1 so high a degree to popular governments,
15 condemned and dended by Mr. Burke.
An mmmediate connection between the re-
presentative and the primary constituent, he
considers as essenual to the idea of repre-
sentation. As the electors n the Primary
Assemblies do not mmmediately elect their
lawgivers, he regards their nghts of suffrage
as nominal and 1llusory.*

It will in the first instance be remarked,
from the statement which has already been
given, that i stating three mterpeosed elec-
tions between the Piimary Electors and the
Legislature, Mr. Buitke has tommitted a
most important error, in point of fact. The
original plan of the Constitutional Committee
was indeed agreeable to the statement of
Mr. Burke:—the Primary Assemblies were
to elect deputies to the District,—the District
to the Depaitment.—and the Department to
the National Assembly. But this plan was
represented as tending to introduce a vicious
coraplexity into the system, and, by making
the channel through which the national will
passes into 1ts public acts too circuitous, to

Legislature as insolently corrupt as that of a neigh-
bouring nation. I only mean to assert, that they
cannot possess such a power as will enable them
to dictate instructions to their representatives ag
authonitatively as sovereigns do to their ambas-
sadors; which 13 the 1dea of a confederated re
public.
* Burke, pp. 270—272.
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aufeeble 11s energy under pretence of break-
wg 1its violence ; and it was accordingly suc-
vessfully combated. The series of three
zlections was stll preserved for the choice
of Departmental Admuustrators; but the
Electoral Assemblies i the Departments,
whe are the immediate constituents of the
Leg'shature, are directly chosen by the Pri-
mary Assemblies, 1n the proportion of one
elector to every hundred active citizens.*
But,—to return to the general question,
which is, perhaps, not much aflected by
these details,—I profess I see no reason why
the nght of election is not as st.sceptible of
delagation as any other civil turiction,—why
a citizen may not as well delegate the right
of choosing lawgivers, as that of making
laws Such a gradation of elections, says
Mr. Burke, excludes responsibility and sub-
stanthal election, since the primary electors
neither can know nor bring to account the
members of the Assembly. This argument
has (considering the peculiar system of Mr.
Burke) appeared to me to be the most simgu-
lar and inconsistent that he has urged in his
work Representation 1itself must be con-
fessed to be an infringement on the most
perfect hiberty; for the best organized sys-
tem cannot preclude the possibility of a van-
ance between the popular and the represen-
tative will. Responsibility, stnictly speak-
ing, 1t can rarely admut ; for the secrets of
political fraud are so impenetrable, and the
lme which separates corrupt decision from
erroneons judgment so mdiscernibly minute,
that the cases where the deputies could be
made properly responsible are too few to be
uamed as exceptions. Their dismissal s the
only pumishment that can be inflicted ; and
all that the best constitution can attain is a
hieh probability of unison between the con-
stituent and his deputy. This seems attain-
ed in the arrangements of France. The
Electors of the Departments are so nume-
1ous, and so popularly elected, that there is
the highest probability of their being actu-
ated n their elections, and re-elections, by
the sentiments of the Primary Assemblies
They have too many pomts of contact with
the general mass to have an insulated opr-
mon, and too fugitive an existence to have
a separate nterest. This 1s true of those
cases, where the merits or demenits of can-

* For a charge of such fundamental naceuracy
against Mr. Burke, the Public will most justly and
naturally expect the highest evidence. See the
Déecret sur la nouvelle Division da Royaume, Art
17, and the Procés Verbal of the Assembly for
the 22d Dec., 1789. If this evidence should de-
mand any collateral aid, the authority of M de
Calonne (which 1t 1s remarkable that Mr. Burke
should have overlooked) corroboratesit most am-
ply. * On ordonne que chacune de ces Assem-
blées (Primaires) nommera un électeur a raison
de 100 cuoyens actifs.”’. . . ** Ces cinquantes mille
électeurs (des Départements) choists de deux ans
en deux ans par les Assemblées Primaires,” p.
360. The Ex-Mumster, indeed, 1s rarely to be
ae ~te]in any departure from the solicitous ac-
yura v of orofessional detail.
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didates may be supposed to nave reacied
the Primary Assemblies: bu. m those far
more numerous cases, where they are too
obscure to obtam that notice, but by the
polluted medum of a popular canvass, this
delegation of the fianchise 1s still moie evi-
dently wise The peasant, or artisan, who
1s a Piimary Elector, knows intimately
among lus equals, or immediate supernors,
many men who have iuformation and hon-
esty enough to choose a good representanve,
but few who have genius, leisuie, and ambi-
tion for the situation themselves. Of De.
partmental Electors he may be a disinter-
ested, deliberate, and competent judge: but
were he to be comphmented, or rather
mocked, with the direct nght of electmg
legislators, he must, in the tumult, venalty,
and intoxication of an election mob, give his
suffrage without any possible jnst knowledge
of the sitnation, character, and conduct of
the candidates. So unfortunately false, in-
deed, seems the opmion of Mr Burke, that
this arrangement 1s the only cne that sub-
stantially, and 1n good faith, provides for the
exercise of delibelate discnimination in the
constituent.

This hierarchy of electors was, moreover,
obtruded on France by necessity. Had they
rejected 1t, they would have had only the
alternative of tumultuous electoral assem-
blies, or a tumultuous Legslature If the
primary electoral assemblies had been so
divided as 10 avoid tumult, their deputies
would have been so numerous as to have
made the national assembly a mob. If the
number of electoral assemblies had been re-
duced to the number of deputies constitut-
ing the Legislature, each of them would
have been too numerous. I cannot perceve
that peculiar unfitness which 1s lunted at by
Mr. Burke in the nght of personal choice to
be delegated.* It 1s in the practice of all
states delegated to great officers, who are
mtrusted with the power of nomuinating ther
subordinate agents. It is in the most ordi-
nary affairs of common life delegated, when
our ultimate representatives are too remote
from us to be within the sphere of our obser-
vation. It is remarkable that M de Calonne,
addressmg his work to a people enlightened
by the masterly discussions to which these
subjects have given rise, has not, in all the
fervour of his zeal to criminate the new m-
stitutions, hazarded this objection. This 13
not the only instance in which the Ex-Mimws-
ter has shown more respect to the nation
whom he addresses, than Mr. Burke has paid
to the intellect and information of the Eng-
lish publie.t

* Burke, p. 271. .

t Though 1t may, perhaps, be foreign to the
purpose, Igcannot help thinking one remark on
this topic interesting. 1t will fustrate the differ-
ence of opmion between even the Armstocratic
party in France and the rulers of England.
de Calonne (p 383,) nightly states 1t to be the
unanimous mstruction of France to her represen
tatives, to enact the equal admissibility of all e
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Thus much of the elements of the legisla-
.ive body. Concerning that body, thus con-
stituted, various questions reman. Its unity
or diviston will admit of much dispute. It
will be deemed of the greatest moment by
<he zealous admurers of the English constitu-
non, to determme whether any semblance
of 1ts legislative orgamization could have
been attained by France, if good, or ought
to have been pursued by her, if attamable.
Nothing has been asserted with more confi-
dence by Mr. Burke than the facility with
which the fragments of the long subverted
hiberty of France might have been formed
mto a British constitution : but of this gene-
ral position, he has neither explained the
mode, nor defined the limitations. Nothing
1s more favourable to the populanty of a
work than these loity generalities which are
hght enongh to pass into vulgar currency,
and to become the maxims of a popular
crecd. Proclaimed as they are by Mr Burke,
they giatify the pride and mdolence of the
people, who are thus taught to speak what
zamns applause, without any effort of mtel-
lect, and 1mposes silence, without any la-
bour of confutation; but touched by defim-
tion they become too simple and piecise for
clonnence,—too cold and abstiact for popu-
lains It s necessary to imnquire with moe
prewssion 1in what manner Fiance could have
assimilated the remains of her ancient con-
stitution to that of the English Legislature
Three modes only seem conceivable ‘—the
preservation of the three Orders distinet ; the
union of the Clergy and Nobility i one upper
chamber ; or some mode of selecting irom
these two Orders a body like the House of
Lords. Unless the msinuations of Mr, Burke
pomt to one or other of these schemes, I can-
not divine their meaning.

The first mode would neither have been
congemial 1 spirit nor similar i form to the
constitution of England :—conveit the Con-
vocation nto an mtegrant and co-ordinate
branch of our Legislature, and some famt
semblance of structure might be discovered.
But 1t would then be necessary to arm our
Clergy with an immense mass of property,
rendered stil more formidable by the con-
centration of great benefices in the hands of
a few, and to bestow on this clerico-military
anstocracy, in each of 1its shapes of Priest
and Noble, a eeparate and independent
voice. The Monarch would thus possess
three negatives,—one avowed and disused,
and two latent and in perpetual activity,—
on the single voice which impotent and illu-
sive formality had yielded to the Third Es-
tate.
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Even under the reign of despotism the
second plan was proposed by M. de Ca-
lonne,*—that the Clergy and Nobility should
form an Upper House, to exercise conjomntly
with the King and the Commons the legisla-
tive authonty. That such a constitution
would have been diametrically opposite 1n
its spint and prneiples to that of England,
will be evident to those who reflect how
different weie the Nobility of each country.
In England they are a small body, united to
the mass by imnnumerable points of contact,
recewving from 1t perpetually new nfusions,
and returning to 1t, undistingmshed and un-
privileged, the majority of their childien. In
France they formed an immense caste, -
sulated by every barner that prejudice o1
policy could 1aise. The Nobles of England
are a senate of two hundred: the Noblesse
of France were a tribe of two hundred thou-
sand. Nobility 1s in England only hereditary,
so far as 1ts professed object—the support
of an hereditary senate—demands Nobility
m France was as widely wheritable as 1ts
real purpose—the maintenance of a privi-
leged caste—prescribed. Tt was therefore
necessanly descendible to all male childien
The Noblesse of France were at once foimi-
dable from the immense property of their
body, and dependent from the mdigeuce of
their patrician rabble of cadets, whom honour
mspired with servility, and servility excluded
fiom the path to independence. To this for-
rmidable property were added the revenues
of the Church, monopolized by some of their
children; while others had no patrimony
but their sword. If these last were generous,
the habits of military service devoted them,
from loyalty,—if they were prudent, the
hope of mulitary promotion devoted them,
from inteiest, to the King. How immense
thetefore and irresistible wounid the Rojyal
influence have been over electors, of whom
the majonty were the servants and creatures
of the Crown? What would be thought
England of a House of Lords, which, while
1t represented or contamed the whole landed
interest of the kingdom, should necessarly
have a majonty of its members septennially
or trienniaily nommated by the King? Yet
such a one would still yield to the French
Upper House of M. de Calonne: for the mo-
nied and commereial interests of England,
which would continue to be represented by
the Commons, are important and formidable,
while in France they are comparatively in-
sigmficant. The anstocracy could have %een
strong only against the people,—impotent
agamst the Crown.

There remains only the selection of ar

zens to public employ! Ergland adheres to the
Test Act! The arrangements of M. Neckar for
elections to the States-General, and the scheme
of MM. Mounter and Lally-Tollendal for the new
constitution, included a representation of the peo-
ple nearly exact. Yet the 1dea of 1t 13 regarded
with horror in England! The highest Aristocrates
of France approach more nearly to the creed of
gencral liberty than the most popular politicians
of England.

* See his Lettre au Roi, 9th February 1769
See also Sur I'Etat de France, p. 167. It was
also, as we are formed by M. de Calorne sug-

ested 1n the Cahiers of the Nobility of Meiz and
i’[omargis. It 18 worthy of incidental.  The pro
position of such radical changes by the Nobility,
18 incontestable evidence of the general conviction
that a total change was necessary, and 1s an un-
‘n:swemble reply to Mr. Burke and M. de Ca-

nne.
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Upper House from among the Nobility and
Clergy: and to this there are insuperable
abjections. Had the night of thus forming a
branch of the Legislature by a single act of

rerogative been given to the King, 1t must

ave strengthened his influence to a degree
terrible at any,—but fatal at this penod.
Had any mode of election by the provinces,
or the Legislature, been adopted, or had any
control on the nomination of the Crown been
vested mn them, the new dignity would have
peen sought with an activity of corruption
and ntngue, of which, n such a national
convulsion, 1t is impossible to estimate the
danger. No general piinciple of selection,
such as that of opulence or antiquity, would
have remedied the evil; for the excluded
and degraded wounld bave felt that nobility
was equally the patrimony of all. By the
abolition of nobility, no ene was degraded ;
for to “degrade” 18 to lower from a rank
that continues to exist in society.

So evident indeed was the impossibility of
what Mr. Burke supposes to have been at-
tainable, that no party in the Assembly sug-
gested the mmitation of the English model.
The system of his oracles in French politics,
—MM Lally and Mounier,—approached
more near to the constitution of tge Ameri-
can States. They proposed a Senate to be
chosen for life by the King, from candidates
offered to his choice by the provinces. This
Senate was to enjoy an absolute negative on
iegislative acts, and to form the great national
court for the trial of public delinquents. In
effect, such a body would have formed a
far more vigorous anstocracy than the Eng-
.dsh Peerage. The latter body only preserves
its digmity by a wise disuse of its power.
But the Senate of M. Mounier would have
been an anstocracy moderated and legalized,
which, because 1t appeared to have less in-
dependence, would 1n fact have been em-
boldened to exert more. Deriving therr
nights equally with the Lower House from
the people, and vested with a more dignified
and extensive trust, they would peither
have shrunk from the conflict with the Com-
mons nor the King. The permanence of
their authority must have given them a su-
periority over the former;—the speciousness
of their cause over the latter: and it seems
orobable, that they would have ended in
subjuzating both. Let those who suppose
that this Senate would not have been infect-
ed by the “corporation spirit,”” consider how
keenly the ancient judicatures of France had
been actuated by it.

As we quit the details of these systems, a
question arises for our consideration of a
more general and more difficult nature,—
Wkether a simple representative legislature,
or a constitution of mutual control, be the
best form of government To examine

* This question, translated into famihar lan-
guage, may Perhaps be thus expressed,—** Whe-
ther the viglance of the master, or the squabbles
of the servants, be the best security for faithful
service 1"’
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this question at length 1s inconsistent with
the object and lLimits of the present pubhca.
tion (which already grows insensibly beyond
its intended size); but a few general piiner
ples may be hinted, on which the decision
of the guestion chiefly depends.

It will not be controveited, that the object
of establishing a representative legislature 13
to collect the geneial will That will is one:
1t cannot, therefore, without a solecism, be
doubly represented. Any absolute* negative
opposed to the national will, decisively
spoken by its representatives, 1s null, as an
usurpation of the popular sovereignty. Thus
far does the abstract principle of representa-
tion condemn the division of the legislature.

All political bodies, as well as all systems
of law, foster the preponderance of paitial
mterests, A controlling senate would be
most peculiarly accessible to this contagious
spirit: a representative body iself can only
be preserved from 1t by those frequent elec-
tions which break combinations, and mfuse
new portions of popular sentiments. Let us
grant that a popular assembly may some-
times be precipitated into unwise decision
by the seductions of elogquence, or the rage
of faction, and that a contiolling senate might
remedy this evil : but let us recollect, that it
1s better the public interest should be ocea-
sxona;ly mistaken than systematically op-
posed.

It 13 perhaps susceptible of preof, that
these governments of balance and control
have never existed but in the vision of theo-
nsts. The fairest example will be that of
England. If the two branches of the Legs-
lature, which 1t is pretended control each
other, are ruled by the same class of men,
the control must be granted to be imaginary.
The great proprietors, titled and untitled,
possess the whole force of both Houses of
Parliament that 1s not immedsately dependent
on the Crown. The Peers have a great -
fluence in the House of Commons. All po-
htical parties are formed by a confederacy
of the members of both Houses. The Court
party, acting equally in both, is supported by
a part of the independent aristocracy ;—the
Opposition by the remainder of the ansto-
cracy, whether peers or commoners. Here
is every symptom of collusion,—no vestige
of control. The only case indeed, where
control could arise, is where the interest of
the Peerage is distinct from that of the othet
great proprietors. But thewr separate mnte-
rests are so few and paltry, that the history
of England will not afford one undisputed
instance.t

* The suspenswve veto vested in the French
King 1s only an appeal to the people on the con-
duct of their representatives. The voice of the
people clearly spoken, the negative ceases.

he rejection of the Peerage Bill of George
the Firet i urged with great triumph by De
Lolme. There it seems the Commons rejected
the Bill, purely actuated by their fears, that the
anstocracy would acquire a strength, through ®
limitation of the number of Peers, destructive
the balance of their respective powers. Itis un
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* Through 1 diversity of members and in-
terests,”” 1f we may believe Mr. Burke,
“general Liberty had as many securities as
there were separate views n the several
orders.”” If by “general libeity” be under-
stood the power of the collective body of
these orders, the position is undeniable ; but
if 1t means,—what 1t ought to mean,—the
hiberty of mankind, nothing can be more
false The higher class in society,—whether
their names be nobles, bishops, jadges, or
possessors of landed and commereial wealth,
—has ever been united by common views,
far more powerful than those petty repug-
nancies of interest to which this variety of
deseription may give rise. Whatever may
be the little conflicts of ecclesiastical wit
secular, or of commetcial with landed opu-
lence, they have the one common mterest of
preserving their elevated place i the social
order  There never was, and never will be,
m civilized society, but two grand interests,—
that of the rich and that of the poor. The
privileges of the several orders among the
former will be guarded, and Mr. Burke will
decide that general Liberty is secure! Ttis
thus that a Polish Palatine and the Assembly
of Jamaica profanely appeal to the principles
of freedom. It 1s thus that Antiquity, with
all her pretended pohtical philosophy, can-
not boast one philosopher who questioned the
Justice of servitude,—nor with all her pre-
tended public virtue, one plulanthropist who
deplored the misery of slaves.

One circumstance more concerning the pro-
posed Legislature remains to be noticed,—
the exclusion of the King’s Mimsters from 1t.
This * Self-denying Ordinance™ I unequivo-
cally disapprove. I regard all disfianchise-
ment as equally unjust in its principle, de-
structive m 1ts example, and 1mpotent 1n its
purpose. Therr presence would have been
of great utility with a view to busmess, and
verhaps, by giving publicity to their opimons,
favourable on the whole to public Iiberty
The fair and open influence of a Goveinment
1s never formidable.  To exelude them fiom
the Legislature, is to devote them to the
purposes of the Crown, and thereby to enable
them to use their indirect and secret influ-
ence with more impunity and success. The
exclusion is equivalent to that of all men of
superior talent from the Cabinet : for no man
of genius will accept an office whiéh bamshes
him from the supreme assembly, which is the
natural sphere of his powers.

Of the plan of the Judicatuare, I have not yet
presumed to form a decided opinion. It cer-
tainly approaches to an expenment, whether
& code of Jaws can be formed sufficiently
simple and intelligible to supersede the ne-

fortunate that polincal theorists do not consult the
bistory as well as the letter of legislative proceed-
ings  The rejection of that Bill was nceasioned
by the secession of Walpole. The debate was
not guided by any general legislative principles
t wag simply an experiment on the strengih of the
‘Wo parties contending for power, 1n a Parhament
‘o which we owe the Septennial Act.
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cessity of professional lawyers.* Of all the
attempts of the Assembly, the complicated
relations of eivilized society seem to render
this the most problematical They have not,
however, concluded this pait of their labours:
and the feebleness attnbuted to the elective
judicatures of the Departments may be re
medied by the dignity and force with which
they will invest the two high national tribu-
nals t

On the subject of the Executive Magis-
tracy, the Assembly have been accused of
violating therr own prineiples by the assump-
tion of executive powers; and their advo
cates have pleaded guilty to the charge. 1t
has been foigotten that they had a double
function to perform: they were not only to
erect a new consttution, but they were to
guard it fiom destruction. Had a supersti-
tious tenderness for a principle confined them
to theoretical abstractions which the breath
of power might destroy, they would mndeed
have merited the epithets of visionarnes and
enthusiasts. We must not, as has been justly
observed, mistake for the new pohtical edi-
fice what 15 only the scaffolding necessary tc
its erection. The powers of the First Magis-
trate aie not to be estimated by the debility
to which the convulsions of the moment
have reduced them, but by the provisions of
the future constitution.

The portion of power with which the
Kig of France 1s invested 1s ceitamnly as
much as pure theory would demand for an
executive magistrate. Aun organ to collect
the public will, and a hand to execute 1t, are
the only necessary constituents of the social
union : the popular representative forms the
first,—the executive officer the second. Tec
the pomt where thus priuciple would have
conducted them, the French have not ven-
tured to proceed. It has been asserted by
Mr. Burke, that the French King 1s to have
no negative on the laws. This, however, 13
not tiue The minonty who opposed any
species of regative in the Crown was only
one hundred out of eight hundred members.
The King possesses the power of withholding
his assent to a proposed law for two succes-
sive Assemblies This species of suspensive
veto is with great speciousness and mgenuity
contended by M. Neckar to be more efficient
than the obsolete negative of the English
princes.t A muild and himited negative may,
he remarked, be exercised without danger
or odium ; while a prerogative, Like the abso-
lute weto, must sink into mmpotence from its
imvidions magnitude. Is not that negative
really efficient, which is only to yield to the
natioual voice, spoken after four years' de-

* The sexenmal election of the Judgesisstron
ly and ably opposed by M. de Calonne,—chiefly
on the principle. that the stability of judicial offices
1s the only inducement to men to devote their
lives to legal study

t The Cour de Cassation and the Haute Cour
Nanonale.

t Rapport fait au Roi dans son Conseil, 11th
Sept., 1789.
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Iberauon® The most absolute veto must, if
the people persust, prove eventually only sus-
pensive.* “The power of remonstrance,”
rays Mr. Burke, ‘““which was anciently
vested i the Pathament of Pans, 18 now
absurdly mtrusted to the Executive Ma-
gistiate.””  But the vefo of the Parliament
was directed agamst the legislative au-
thority ; whereas the proposed one of the
King 1s an appeal to the people agamst their
reptesentatives: the latter is the only share
in legslation, — -vhether 1t be nomunally
absolute, or nominally Iimited,—that a free
government can ntiust to its Supreme Ma-
gistrate T

On the Pierogative of declaring War and
Peace, Mr. Burket has shortly, and M. de
Calonuei at great length, arraigned the
system of the Assembly. In it waris to be
declared by a decree of the Legislature, on
the proposition of the King, who possesses
exclusively the imtiative. The difference
between 1t and the theory of the Englsh
constitution is purely nominal. That theory
supposes an mndependent House of Com-
mons, a rigorous responsibility of the King’s
Munsters, and an effective power of mm-
peachment of them. Were these in any
respect realized, 1t 18 perfectly obvious, that
a decision for war must in every case de-
pend on the delberation of the Legislature.
No muuster would hazard hostilities without
the sanction of a body who held a sword
suspended over his head, and no power
would remain to the Executive Magistiate
but the imtiative. The forms mdeed, m the
majority of cases, aim at a semblance of the
theory. A Royal Message announces im-
pending hostilities, and 1s re-echoed by a
Pailiamentary Address of promised support.
It 1s this address alone which emboldens
and authonzes the Cabinet to proceed. The
Royal Message cotresponds to the French
mitiative, and if the purnty of our practice
bore any proportion to the speciousness of
our theory, the address wounld be a “de-
cree’” of the Legislature, adopting the pro-
position of the Kmg. No man, theiefore,
who 13 a sincere and enhghtened admirer of
the Enghsh constitution, as it ought, and 1s
pretended to exist, can consistently reprobate
an arrangement, which differs fiom 1t only
in the most frivolous cucumstances In our
practice, indeed, no trace of those discordant
powers which are supposed in our theoretical
constitution remains- there the most beau-
tiful simplicity prevails. The same influence
determines the executive, and legislat ve
power: the same Cabinet makes war i the
name of the King, and sanctions it in the

* The negative possessed by the King 18 pre-
c1ss.y double that of the Assembly. sHe may
oppose his will to that of his whole people for
four years,~-the term of the existence of two As-
semblies  The whole of this argument is 1n some
measure ad hominem, for 1 myself am dubious
about the nulity of any species of veto,—absolute
0% suspensive

t Barke, p 301.

1 Ibid p 295. $ Calonne, pp 170—-200.
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name of the Parliament. But Fiance u
destitute of the cement which uaites these
diecordant materials: — her exchequer 11
rwned.

Granted, however, that this formidable
prerogative 15 more curtailed than it 1s 1n
our theory, the expediency of such lmta-
tion remains to be considered. The cluef
objections to it, are its tendency to favour
the growth of foreign factions, and to dero.
gate from the promptitude so necessary tc
military snecess To both these objections
there 1s one general answer:—they pioceed
on the sapposition that France will retamn
her ancient political system. But if she
adheres to her own declarations, war must
become to her so rare an occurrence, that
the objections become insigmficant. Foreign
powers have no temptation to purchase fac-
tions 1n a state which does not interpose
foreign politics. and a wise nation will re-
gard victorious war as not less fatally mtoxi-
cating to the victors, than widely destructive
to the vanquished. France, after having
rencunced for ever the 1dea of conquest,
can mdeed have no source of probable hus-
tilities, but her colomes. Colomal posses-
sions have been so unanswerably demon-
strated to be commercially useless, and
politically ruinous, that the conviction of
philosophers cannot fail of having, in due
time, 1ts effect on the minds of enlightened
Europe, and delivermg the Fiench empie
from this cumbrous and destructive ap-
pendage.

But even were the exploded villany that
has obtained the name of “pohtics” to be
re-adopted n France, the objections would
still be feeble. The first, which must be
confessed to have a specous and formudable
air, seems evidently to be founded on the
history of Sweden and Poland, and on some
facts in that of the Dutch Republie. It 1sa
remarkable example of those loose and re-
mote analogies by which sophists coirupt
and abuse history. Peculiai circumstances
in the situation of these states disposed them
to be the seat of foreign faction. This id
not arise from war bemg decided upon by
public bodies; for if it had, a similar ev!’
must have existed in ancient Rome an’
Carthage, m modern Venice, and Switzer-
land, in the Republican Parhament of Eng-
laud, and in the Congress of the Unted
States of Amernica. Holland, too, was per-
fectly exempt from 1t, till the age of Charles
II. and Louis XIV. when, divided between
jealousy of the commerce of England and
dread of the conquests of France, she threw
herself into the arms of the House of Orange,
and forced the partisans of freedom into 2
rehance on Fiench support. The case ol
Sweden is with the utmost facility explica-
ble. Anindigent and martial people, whether
1t be governed by one or many despots, will
ever be sold to enterprising and opulent am-
bition : and recent facts have proved, that a
change in the government of Sweden has
not changed the stipendia1y spint of its mb
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tury system  Poland 1s an example still less
relevant :—there a crowd of independent
despots naturally league themselves vari-
ously with foreign Powers. Yet Russian
force has done more than Russian gold ; and
Poland has suffered still more from feeble-
ness than venahty.

No analogy can be supposed to exist be-
tween these cases and that of France. All
the Powers of Europe could not expend
money enough to form and mawntain a fac-
tion w that country. Suppose 1t possible
that 1ts Legislature could once be conupted ;
yet to purchase m succession a series of
assemblies, Potos: 1tself would be unequal.
All the states wlach have been quoted were
poor, —therefore cheaply corrupted: therwr
goveinments were aristocratic, and wecre
therefore only to be once bought ; the people
were ignorant, and could therefore be sold
by therr governors with impumty. The
reverse of these circumstances will save
France, as they have saved England, from
this ¢ worst of evils ’—their wealth makes
the attempt difficult; their discernment
makes 1t hazardous; their short trust of
power rendeis the object worthless, and 1ts
permanence impossible.

That subjecting such a decision to the
deliberations of a popular assembly will,
a great measure, unnerve the vigour of hos-
tiities, I am not disposed to deny. France
must, however, when her constitution 1s
cemented, be, m a defensive view, m-
vincible and if her government 1s unfitted
for aggression, 1t 1s little wonder that the
Assembly should have made no provision
for a case which their prmeiples do not
suppose.

This 15 the last important arrangement
respecting the executive power which M
Buke has tieated; and 1its consideration
conducts us to a subject of mfinite deheacy
and difficulty, which has afforded no small
tiumph to the enemies of the Revolution,
the orgamization of the army. To reconcile
the evistence of an army of a hundred and
filty thousand men, of a navy of a hun-
dred ships of the line, and of a frontier
guarded by a hundred fortresses, with the
existence of a free government, 1s a tre-
mendous problem. History affords no ex-
ample in which such a force has not recoiled
on the state, and become the ready mstru-
ment of mulitary usurpation: and if the
state of France weie not perfectly unex-
ampled, the inference would be mevitable.
An army, with the sentiments and hgpits
which 1t'1s the system of modern Europe to
mnspire, is not only hostile to freedom, but
Incompatible withit. A body possessed of
the whole force of a state, and systemati-
cally divested of every civic sentiment, is a
monster that no rational polity can tolerate;
and every circumstance clearly shows it to
be the object of French legislation to de-
stroy 1t,—not as a body of armed citizens,

ut as an army. Thus 1s wisely and gradu-
ally to be effected: two graud operations
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conduct to it,—arming the people, and un
soldiering the army

An army of four millions can never ba
coerced by one of a hundred and fifty thou.
sand ; neither can they have a separate sen
timent from the body of the nation, for they
are the same. Whence the horior of Mr
Burke at thus arming the nation, under the
title of ““a muunicipal army,” has ansen, 1t 1s
difficult even to conjecture. Has 1t ceased
to be true, that the defence of a free state 1s
only to be commutted to its cinzens? Aie
the long opposition to a standmmg army m
England, 1ts taidy and jealous admission,
and the perpetual clamour (at length illu-
sively gratified) for a mihitia, to be exploded,
as the gross and uncourtly sentiments of our
anenhghtened ancestors? “They mustiule,”
says Mr Buike, “by an army.”” If that be
the system of the Assembly, their policy 1s
still more wretched than he has repiesented
it: for they systematically strengthen the
governed, while they enfeeble their engine
of government. A mulitary democracy, 1f 1t
means a deliberative body of soldiers, 1s the
most execrable of tyrannies : but if 1t be un-
derstood to denote a popular goveinment
under which every citizen 1s disciplined and
armed, 1t must then be pronounced to be the
ouly fiee one which retams withm iself the
means of preservation.

The professional soldiers, rendered haim-
less by the strength of the mumcipal army,
are 11 many other ways mvited to thiow off
those abject and muderous habits which
foim the perfect modern soldier In other
states the soldiery are m general disfian-
chised by their poveity. but m France a
great part may enjoy the full nghts of citi-
zens,  They are not then Likely to sacufice
their supenor to thewr inferior capacity, nor
to elevate thewr miitary importance by com
mitting political suicide. The diffusion of
pohitical knowledge among them, which 1s
ndiculed and reprobated by Mr. Buike 1s the
only 1emedy that can fortify them against
the seduction of an aspirmg commander
They, have, mndeed, gigantic strength, and
they may crush their fellow-citizens, by
dragging down the social edifice ; but they
must themselves be overwhelmed by its fall
The despotism of armues 1s the slavery of
soldiers. an army cannot be strong enough
to tyrannize, that is not itself ccmented by
the most absolute mterior tyranny. The
diffusion of these great truths will perpetu-
ate, as they have produced, a revolution in
the character of the Fiench soldiery. Mili-
tary services will be the duty of all citizens.
and the trade of none* If a separate body
of citizens, as an army, is deemed necessary,

* Again I must encounter the derision of Mr
Burke, by quotng the ill-fated citizen of Geneva,
whose life was embittered by the cold friendship
of a phmlosopher, and whose memory 1s proscnbed
by the alarmed enthusiasin of an orator. I shall
presume to recommend to the perusal of every
reader his tract entitled, *‘ Considérations sur le
Gouvernement de Pologne,”” &c.~—more espec

" ally what regards the milirary system.
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it will probably be formed by rotation: a
certain period of military service will be ex-
acted from every citizen, and may, as mn
the ancient republics, be made a necessary
qualification for the purswit of eivil honours.
“Gallos quoque in belhs florwisse audivi-
mus,”’* may again be the sentiment of our
children. The glory of heroism, and the
splendour of conquest, have long enough
been the patrimony of that great nation. It
18 time that 1t should seek a new glory, and
a new splendour, under the shade of free-
dom, i cultivating the arts of peace, and
extendirng the happiness of mankind. Happy
would .t be for us all, if the example of that
“manifesto of humanity” which has been
adopted by the legislators of France, should
make an adequate wmpression on surround-
ing nations.

Tunc genus humanum positis sibi consulat armis,
Inque vicem gens omms amet.t

SECTION V.

English admirers vindicated.

It is thus that Mr. Burke has spoken of
the men and measures of a foreign nation,
where there was no patiiotism 10 excuse s
prepossession or his asperity, and no duty or
feeling to preclude him from adopting the
feelings of a disinterested postenty, and as-
suming the dispassionate tone of a philoso-
Eher and a historian. What wonder then if

e should wanton 1n all the eloquence and
virulence of an advocate agamst fellow-citi-
zens, to whom he attributes the flagitious
purpose of stimulating England to the imata-
tion of such enormities. The Revolution and
Constitutional Societies, and Dr. Price, whom
he 1eaards as therr oracle and guide, are the
grand objects of hus hostility  For them no
contumely 1s too debasing,—no mvective too
mtemperate,—no imputation too foul Joy
at the downfall of despotism 1s the indelible
crnime, for which no virtue can compensate,
and no pumshment can atone. An 1neon-
sistency, however, betiays itself not unfre-
guemly m literary quariels.—he affects to

espise those whom he appears to dread.
His anger exalts those whom his nidicule
would vilify ; and on those whom at one mo-
ment he derides as too contemptible for re-
sentment, he at another confers a criminal
eminence, as too audacious for contempt.
Their voice 1s now the impoitunate chirp of
the meagre shrivelled insects of the hour,—
now the hollow murmur, omimous of con-
vulsions and earthqoakes, that are to lay the
fabric of society 1n rums. To provoke agamst
the doctrines and persons of these unfortu-
nate Societies this storm of execration and

* The expression of Tacitus (Agneola). quoted
3y Mr. Burke 1n the Speech on the Army Esu-
¥ ef.—Ep.

T Pliczalm, hb. i,
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derision, 1t was not sufficient that the French
Revolution should be traduced; every o
cord of English policy and law is to be dis.
torted.

The Revolution of 1688 is confessed to
have established prmciples by those whe
lament that 1t has not reformed stitutions,
It has sanctified the theory, 1f 1t has not in-
sured the practice of a free government It
declared, by a memorable precedent, the
right of the people of England to revoke
abused power, to frame the goveinment, and
bestow the crown. There was a time, -
deed, when some wretched followers of Fil-
mer and Blackwood lifted their heads in op-
position . but more than half a century kad
withdrawn them from public contempt, to
the amnesty and obhivion which therr in-
noxious stupidity had purchased.

it was reserved for the latter end of the
eighteenth century to construe these mnnocent
and obvious inferences into ibels on the con-
stitution and the laws. Dr. Price has as-
serted (I presume without fear of contradic-
tion) that the House of Hanover owes the
crown of England to the choice of their peo-
ple, and that the Revolution has estabhished
our right “to choose our own governois, to
cashier them for misconduct, and to fiame a
government for ourselves 7* The first pro-
position, says Mr. Buike, 1s either false or
nugatory. If it mmports that England is an
elective monarchy, “it 1s an unfounded,
dangerous, 1llegal, and unconstitutional posi-
tion.””  “If 1t alludes to the election of hus
Majesty’s ancestors to the throne, 1t no more
legalizes the government of England than
that of other nations, where the founders of
dynasties have generally founded their claims
on some sort of election.” The first member
of this dilemma merits no reply. The people
may certainly, as they have done, choose an
hereditary rather than an elective monarchy
they may elect a race instead of an individual.
It 1s vain to compare the pretended elections
in which a council of barons, or an army of
meicenaries, have ixmposed usurpers on en-
slaved and ben.ghted kingdoms, with the
solemn, deliberate, national choice of 1688.
It 15, mdeed, often expedient to sanction these
deficient titles by subsequent acquiescence
m them. It is not among the projected m-
novations of France to 1evive the claims of
any of the posterity of Pharamond and Clovis,
or to arraign the usurpations of Pepin ot
Huzh Capet. Public tranquillity thus de-
mands a veil to be drawn over the successful
cruges through which kings have so often
“waded to the throne.”” But wherefore
should we not exult, that the supreme ma-
aistiacy of England is free from this blot,—
that as a direct emanation from the sove-
reignty of the people, 1t 1s as legitimate n 13
origin as 1n its adminsstration, Thus under-

* A Discourse on the Love of our Country, de
livered on Nov. 4th, 1789, at the Meeting-house
m Old Jewry, to the Society for commemorating
the Revolution in Great Britain. London, 178%
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stood. the position of Dr. Piice is neither false
not nugatory. It is not nugatory, for it
honomably distinguishes the Enghish mo-
narchy among the governments of the woild ;
and il 1t be false, the whole history of our
Revolution must be a legend. The fact was
shotly. that the Piince of O1ange was elected
King of England, 1in contempt of the claims,
not only of the exiled monaich and lus son,
but of the Pincesses Maty and Anne, the
undisputed progeny of James. The title of
William III. was then cleaily not by succes-
gon, and the House of Commons ordered
Dr. Buinet's tract to be burnt by the hands
of the hangman, for mantamning that 1t was
by conquest. There remains only election:
for these three claims to royalty are all that
are known among men. It 1s futile to urge,
that the Convention deviated only shightly
fiom the order of succession. The deviation
was indeed shight, but the principle was de-
sroyed. The prmciple that justified the
elevation of Wilham III. and the preference
of the posterity of Sophia of Hanover to those
of Hennetta of Oileans, would equally, in
pomt of nght, have vindicated the election
of Chancellor Jeflieys or Colonel Kirke. The
choice was, hike every other choice, to be
guded by wviews of policy and prudence;
but 1t was a choice stiil.

Fiom these views arose that repugnance
between the conduct and the language of
the Revolutionists, of which Mr. Burke has
avalled himself. Their conduct was manly
and systematic : their lJanguage was coneihat-
mg and eqmvocal. They kept measuies
with a prejudice which they deemed neces-
sary to the order of society. They imposed
on the giossness of the popular understand-
ng, by a sort of compromise between the
constitution and theabdicated family. “They
diew a politic well-wrought veil,”” to use the
expression of Mr. Burke, over the glorious
scene which they had acted. They affected
to preserve a semblunce of succession,—lo
recur far the objects of their election to the
posterity of Charles and James,—that respect
and loyalty might with less violence to pubhe
sentiment attach to the new Sovereign. Had
aJacobite been permutted freedom of speech
in the Parliaments of Wilham III he might
thus have arraigned the Act of Settlement:
—*Is the language of your statutes to be at
eternal war with truth? Not long ago you
profaned the forms of devotion by a thanks-
giving, which either means nothing, or in-
siuates a lie: you thanked Heaven for the
Preservation of a King and a Queen on the
tarone of their ancestors,—an expression
which either alluded only to their descent,
whicn was frrvolous. or insinuated their here-
ditary right, which was false. With the
same contempt for consistency and truth, we
are this day called on to settle the crown of
England on a princess of Germany, ‘because’
she 1s the granddaughter of James the Furst.
If that he, as the phraseology insimuates, the
truean 1 sole reason of the cheice, consistency
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should be omitted, and m their place be in
seited ¢ Victor Amadeus, Duke of Savoy
married to the daughter of the most excellent
Puncess Henrietta, late Duchess of Orleans,
daughter of our late Sovereign Lord CharlesI.
of glotious memory.” Do homage to royalty
i your actions, or abjare it m your words:
avow the grounds of your conduct, and your
manhness will be respected by those who
detest your rebellion.” What reply Lora
Somers, or Mr. Butke, could have devised to
thus Philippie, I know not, unless they con-
fessed that the authors of the Revolution had
one language for novices and another for
adepts. Whether this conduct was the fruit
of caution and consummate wisdom, o1 of a
narrow, arrogant, and dastardly policy, which
regarded the human race as only to be go-
verned by being duped, 1t 1s useless to mquure,
and might be presumptuous to determine.
But 1t certainly was not to be expected, that
any controversy should have arisen by con-
founding thewr principles with their pretexts:
with the latter the position of Di, Piice has
no connection ; from the former, it 1s an m-
fallible inference.

The next doctrine of this obnovious Sermon
that provokes the indignation of M1 Buike,
18, “that the Revolution has established our
night to cashier our governors for miscon
duct.” Here a plain man could have foreseen
scarcely any diversity of opmion  To contend
that the deposition of a king for the abuse
of huis powers did not estabhish a prineiple m
favour of the like deposition, when the like
abuse should again oceur, 1s certainly one of
the most arduous enterprises that ever the
heioism of paiadox encountered. He has,
however, not neglected the means of retseat,
“No government,” he tells us, “could stand
a moment, 1f 1t could be blown down with
anything so loose and mdefinite as opinion of
misconduct 7 One might suppose, from the
deaterous levity with which the word * mis-
conduet” is introduced. that the partisans
of democracy had mamtained the expediency
of deposing a king for every frivolous and
venial fanlt,—of revolting aganst him for the
choice of his titled or untitled valets,—his
footmen, or his Lords of the Bedchamber. It
would have been candid 1n Mi. Burke notto
have dissembled what he must know, that
by “msconduct” was meant that precise
species of misconduct for which James II.
was dethroned,—a conspiracy agawst the
Liberty of his conntry.

Nothing can be more weak than to urge
the constitutional irresponsibility of kings or
paithaments The law can never suppose
them responsible, because their responsibrhity
supposes the dissolution of society, which s
the anmihilation of law. In the governments
which have hitherto existed, the power of
the magstrate 1s the only article i the social
compact: destroy it, and society is dissolved.
It 1s because they cannot be legally and con-
stitutionally, that they must be morally ana
rationally responsible. 1t is because there

>

demards that the words after ¢excellent’ l are no remedies to be found within the pale
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of soclety, that we are to seek them in nature,
and throw our parchment chamns 1n the face
of our oppressors. No man can deduce a
Frecedent of law from the Revolution ; for
aw cannct exist 1n the dissolution of govern-
ment . a precedent of reason and justice only
can be established i it  And perhaps the
fniends of freedom ment the nusrepresenta-
tion with which they have been opposed, for
trusting their canse to such frail and frivolous
anxilianes, and for seeking m the profligate
practices of men what 1s to be found in the
sacred rights of nature. The system of law-
yers 15 mdeed widely different. They can
only appeal to usage, precedents, authonities,
and statutes, They display their elaborate
frovolity, and their perfidious fiiendship, in
disgracing freedom with the fantastic honour
of a pedigree. A pleader at the Old Bailey,
who would attempt to aggravate the guilt of
a robber or a muirderer, by proving that King
John or King Alfred pumshed robbery and
murder. wouald only provoke derision. A
man who should pretend that the reason
why we had night to property 1s, because our
ancestors enjoyed that night four hundied
yeais ago, would be justly contemned. Yet
8o little 1s plain sense heard in the mysterious
nonsense which s the cloak of political fraud,
that the Cokes, the Blackstones, and the
Burkes, speak as if our nght to freedom de-
pended on its possession by our ancestors
In the common cases of morahty we should
blush at such an absurdity. No man would
justify murder by 1its antiquity, or shgmatize
benevolence for being new. The genealogist
who should emblazon the one as coeval with
Cam, or stigmatize the other as upstart with
Howard, would be disclaimed even by the
most frantic partisan of arswcracy. This
Gothic transfer of genealogy to truth and jus-
tice )s peculiar to politics. The existence of
robbery 1 one age makes its vindication in
the next; and the champions of freedom
have abandoned the stronghold 6f right for
ptecedent, which, when the most favourable,
15, as might be expected from the ages which
furmsh 1t, feeble, fluctuating, partial, and
equivocal. It 1s not because we have been
free, but because we have a right to be free,
that we ought to demand freedom. Justice
and libeity have neither birth nor race, youth
nor age. It would be the same absardity to
assert. that we have a right to freedom, be-
cause the Englishmen of Alfred’s reign were
free, as that three and three are six, because
they were so in the camp of Genghis Khan.
Let us hear no more of this ignoble and
ignominious pedigree of freedom. Let us
hear no more of her Saxon, Danish, or Nor-
man ancestors Let the immortal daughter
of Reason, of Justice, and of God, be no lon-
ger confounded with the spurious abortions
« that have usurped her name.

¢ But ?? says Mr. Burke, ¢“we do not con-
tend that right 18 created by antiquarian re-
search. We are far from contending that
possession legitimates tyranny, or that fact
ougitt to be <onfounded with night. Bt (to
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strip his eulc gies on English wisdom of they
declamatory appendage) the impressior of
antiquity endears and ennobles fieedom, ane
fortifies 1t by rendering it august and vene.
rable in the popular mmd.” The illusion 1¢
useful; the expediency of political impos.
ture 15 the whole force of the argument j~-a
prineiple odious to the friends of freedom, as
the grand bulwark of secular and spinitual
despotism. To pronounce that men aie only
to be governed by delusion 18 to libel the
human understanding, and to conseciuie the
frauds that have elevated despots and mufus,
pontiffs and sultans, on the rum of degraded
and oppressed humamty. But the doctrme
15 as false as it 13 odious. Primary pohtical
truths are few and simple. It 15 easy to
make them understood, and to transfer 1o
government the same enlightened self-mte-
rest that presides in the other concerns of
Iife. It may be made to be respected, not
because 1t is ancient, or because 1t 18 sacred,
—not because 1t has been established by
barons, orapplauded by priests,—but becausv
it 1s useful.  Men may easily be instructed
to mantamn rights which it 13 their wterest
to maintain, and duoties which 1t ¢ their w-
terest to perform. This is the only prnciple
of authority that does not violate justice and
nsult humanity. 1t 1s also the only one which
can possess stability. The various fashions
of prejudice and factitious sentiment which
have been the basis of governments, are
short-hved things. The llusions of chivalry,
and the illusions of superstition, which have
given to them splendour or sanctity, are m
their turn succeeded by new modes of opi-
nion and new systems of manners Reason
alone and natural sentiment are the demizens
of every nation, and the contemporanes of
every age. A conviction of the utihty of
government affords the only stable and ho-
nourable secunty for obedience.

Our ancestors at the Revolation, 1 1s true
were far from feeling the full force of these
sublime truths © nor was the public mind of
Europe, mm the seventeenth century, suffi-
ciently enhightened and matured for the
grand enterprises of legislation. The science
which teaches the nghts of man, and the
eloquence that kindles the spirt of freedom,
had for ages been burned with the other
monuments of wisdom, and the other relies
of the genius of antiquity. The revival of
letters first unlocked,—but only to a few,—
the sacred fountain.  The necessary labours
of criticism and lexicography occupied the
earlier scholars ; and some time elapsed be-
the spint of antiquity was transfused into
its admirers. The first man of that period
who united elegant learning to onginal and
masculine thought was Buchanan ;* and he

* It is not a litle remarkable, that Buchanan
puts 1nto the mouth of his antagomst, Maitland,
the same alarms for the downfall of hterature that
have been exeited 1n the mind of Mr. Burke by
the French Revolution. We can smile at such
alarms on a retrospect of the hrerary history of
Europe for the seventeenth of eighteen centuriss
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too ceerns to have been the first scholar who
caught from the ancients the noble flame of
republicar: enthusiasm. This praise 1s merit-
ed by his neglected, though mcomparable
tract, De Jure Regm, in which the prneiples
of popular politics, and the maxims of a free
government, are delivered with a precision,
and eaforced with an energy, which no for-
met age had equalled, aud no succeeding
one has surpassed. The subsequent pro-
gress of the human mind was slow, - The
profound views of Harnngton were derided
as the 1avings of a visionary ; and who can
wonder, that the frantic loyalty which de-
pressed Paradise Lost, should invelve m
gnominy the eloquent Apology of Milton for
the People of England aganst a feeble and
venal pedant. Sidney,

*Bv ancient learning to th’ enhghten’d love

Ot ancient freedom warm'd,’’*

taught the puneiples which he was to seal
with his blood ; and Locke, whose praise 1s
less that of being bold and ongmal, than of
beng temperate, sound, lucid, and method-
cal, deserves the immortal honour of having
systematized and rendered popular the doc-
tunes of civil and religious liberty. In Ire-
lind, Molyneux, the irnend of Locke, pro-
duced The Case of Ireland,~a production
of which 1t 1s sufficient praise to say, that 1t
was ordered to be burnt by the despotic
pathament. In Scotland, Andrew Fietcher,
the scholar of Algernon Sidney, mamtained
the case of his deserted country with the
foree of ancient eloquence, and the digmty
of ancient virtue. Such 1s a rapid enumera-
tion of those who had befoie, or near the Re-
volution, contiibuted to the diffusion of poli-
tical light. But thewr number was small,
their writings were unpopular, their dogmas
were proscribed. The habuts of reading had
only then begun to reach the gieat body of
mankind, whom the arrogance of rank and
letters has ignomniously confounded under
the denomination of the vulgar.

Many causes too contributed to form a
powerful Tory interest mn England  The
remnant of that Gothic sentiment, the ex-
tinction of which Mr. Burke so pathetically
deplores, which engrafted loyalty on a pomnt
of honour in military attachment, formed one
patt, which may be called the “ Toryism of
chivalry.” Doctrines of a divine rnght m
kings, which are now too much forgotten
even for successful ridicule, were then sup-
ported and revered ;—these may be called
the «Toryism of superstion.” A third spe-
cies arose from the great transfer of propert
to an upstart commercial interest, whic
drove the ancient gentry of England, for pro-
tection against its inroads, behind the throne ;
—this may be called the “Toryism of landed
nstocracy.”t Religious prejudices, outrages

and should our controversies reach the enlx%htened
scholars of a future age, they will probably, with
the same reason, smile at the alarms of Mr.

urke,

* ‘Thomson's Summer L

t Principle is respectable, even in its mistakes

451

on natural sentiraents, which any artificial
system 1s too fecble to withstand, and the
stream of events which bore them along ta
extiemuties which no man could have fore-
seen, mvolved the Tories 1n the Revolution,
and made 1t a truly national act: but theur
repugnance to every shadow of mnovation
was nvineible.

Something the Whigs may be supposed to
have conceded for the sake of conciliation;
but few even of their leaders, 1t 15 probable,
had grand and liberal views. What indeed
could have been expected from the delegates
of a nation, in which, a few years before, the
University of Oxfoid, representing the na-
tioual leaming and wisdom, had, mn a solemn
decree, offered their congiatulations to Sir
George Mackenzie (infamous for the abuse
of brnlliant accomplishments to the most
servile and profhigate purposes) for having
confuted the abominable doctrines of Bu-
chanan and Milton, and for having demon-
strated the divine nghts of kings to tyranmse
and oppress mankind! It must be evident,
that a people who could thus, by the organ
of 1ts most learned body, prostrate its reason
before such execrable absurdities, was too
young for legislation. Hence the absmid de-
bates 1 the Convennion about the palhative
phrases of ¢-abdicate,” “desert” &c., which
were better cut shoit by the Paihament of
Scotland, when they used the correct and
manly expression, that James II had “for-
ferted the threne.” Hence we find the Revo-
lutionists perpetually belying their political
conduct by then legal phiaseology hence
their mmpotent and 1llusive reforms hence
their neglect of foiesight®* 1 not providing
bulwarks aganst the natural tendency of a
disputed succession to accelerate most rapid-
ly the progress of Royal mfluence, by ren-
deting 1t necessary to strengthen so much

and these Tortes of the last centurv were a party
of principle.  There were accordingly among them
men of the most elevated and untaunted honour,
Who will refuse that praise to Clarendon and
Southampton, to Ormonde and Montrose? But
Toryism, as a party of principle, cannot now exist
in England ; for the principles on which we have
seen 1t to be founded, exist no more. The Gotlne
sentiment1seffaced ; the superstition is exploded ;
and the landed and commercial interests are com-
pletely mmtermixed The Toryism of the present
day can only anse from an abject spirt, or a cor-
rupt heart,

* This progress of Royal influence from a dis-
puted succession has, 1n fact, most fatally taken
place. The Protestant succession was the sup-
posed means of preserving our hberties; and to
that means the end has been most deplorably
sacnficed. The Whigs, the sincere though tmid
and parnal friends of freedom, were forced to
cling to the throne as the anchor of liberty. Te
preserve 1t from utter shipwreck, they were forced
to yield something to 1ts protectors ;—hence a na-
tional debt, a septenmal Parliament, and a stand-
ing army. The avowed reason of the two last
wag Jacohitism ;—hence the unnatural coaluion
between Whiggism and Kings during the reigns
of the two first princes of the Honse of Hanover.
Lvhxl;:h the pupilage of Leicester House so torally

roke.
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the possessor of the crown against the pre-
tender to 1it.

But to elucidate the question more fully,
“let us listen to the genuine oracles of Revo-
lution policy ;’—not to the equivocal and
palliative language of their statutes, but to
the unrestrained effusion of sentiment in that
memorable conference between the Lords
and Commons, on Tuesday the 5th of Feb-
ruary, 1688, which termmated in establish-
ing the present government of England.
The Tories, yielding to the torrent in the
personal exclusion of James, resolved to em-
barrass the Whigs, by urging that the decla-
ration of the abdication and vacancy of the
throne, was a change of the government,
pro hdc wvice, into an elective monarchy.
The nference 1s rresigtible : and 1t must be
confessed, that though the Whigs were the
better citizens, the Tories were the more
coirect logicians. It 1s m this conference
that we see the Whig leaders compelled
to disclose so much of those principles,
which tenderness for prejudice, and reve-
rence for usage, had influenced them to dis-
semble. It 1s here that we shall discover
sparks kindled n the collision of debate suf-
ficient to enhghten the “politic gloom’ in
which they had enveloped their measures.

If there be any names venerable among
the constitutional lawyere of England, they
are those of Lord Somers and Serjeant May-
nard. They were both conspicuous mana-
gers for the Commons in this conference;
and the langnage of both will more than jus-
tify the inferences of Dr Price, and the creed
of the Revolution Society. My Lord Not-
tingham, who conducted the conference on
the part of the Tories, m a manner most
honourable to his dextenty and acuteness,
demanded of the managers for the Com-
mons :—* Whether they mean the throne to
be so vacant as to annul the succession 1n
the hereditary Iine, and so all the heirs to be
cut off? which we (the Lords) say, will
make the crown elective.” Maynard, whose
argument always breathed much of the old
republican spint, replied with force and
plainness :—¢It 1s not that the Commons do
say the crown of England 1s always and
perpetually elective; but it is necessary
there be a supply where there is a defect.”
It is impossible to mistake the import of
these words. Nothing can be more evident,
than that by the mode of denying “that the
crown was always and perpetually elective,”
he confesses that it was for the then exigen-
cy elective. In pursuance of his argument,
he uses a comparison strongly illustrative of
his belief in dogmas anathematised by Mr.
Burke :—¥“If two of us make a mutual agree-
ment to help and defend each other from
any one that should assault us in a journey,
and he that is with me turns upon me, and
breaks my head, he hath undoubtedly abdi-
cated my assistance, and revoked.” Senti-
ments of the kingly office, more irreverent
and more correct, are not to be found in the
most profane evangelist that disgraces the
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Democratic canon. It is not unworthy of
incidental remark, that there were then per
sons who felt as great horror at novelties,
which have since been universally received
as Mr. Burke now feels at the “nghis o
men.”’  The Earl of Clarendon, i his strect.
ures on the speech of Mr. Somers, said '—
“I may say thus much in general, that this
breaking the original contract 1s a language
that has not long been used in this place,
nor known m any of our Jaw beoks, or public
records. Itis sprung up but as taken from
some late authors, and those none of the
best received!” This language one mught
have supposed to be that of Mr. Burke: 1t
is not however his; it 1s that of a Jacobite
lord of the seventeenth century.

The Tories continued to perplex and m-
timudate the Whigs with the idea of election.
Maynard again rephes, “ The word ‘elective’
is none of the Commons’ word. The provi-
sion must be made, and if 1t be, that will not
render the kingdom perpetually elective.”
If it were necessary to multiply citations to
prove, that the Revolution was to all intents
and purposes an election, we mght hear
Lord Nottingham, whose distincuion 1s pecu-
harly applicable to the case before us. ¢If”
gays he, “you do once make 1t elective, I do
not say you are always bound to go to elec-
tion; but it 1s enough to make 1t so, 1f by
that precedent there be a breach in the he-
reditary succession.”” The reasoning of Su
Robert Howard, another of the managers for
the Commons, 1s bold and expheit: —“My
Lords, you will do well to consider Have
you not yourselves limited the succession
and cut off some that might have a line of
nght? Have you not concurred with usm
our vote, that 1t 1s inconsistent with our rels-
gion and our laws to have a Papist to reign
over us? Must we not then come to an
election, if the next heir be a Papist ’—the
precise fact which followed. But w hat tends
the most strongly to illustrate that contradics
tion between the exoteric and esoteric doc-
trine,—the legal language, and the real prin-
ciples,—which forms the basis of this whole
argument, is the avowal of Sir Richard Tem-
ple, another of the managers for the Com-
mons :—“We are in as natural a capacity
as any of our predecessors were to provide
for a remedy in such exigencies as th.s”
Hence it followed nfallibly, that their pos
terity to all generations would be m the
same ‘ natucal capacity,” to provide a reme-
dy for such exigencies.

But let us hear their statutes :—there “the
Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons,
do, in the name of all the people of England,
most humbly and faithfully” submut them-
selves, their heirs and postenty for ever”
&c. Here is the triumph of Mr. Buike ;—2
solemnn abdication and renunciation of nght
1o change the monarch or the constitution!
His triomph is increased by this statutory
abolition of the rights of men being copie
from a similar profession of eternal alle
giance made by the Parliament ¢ Ehzabeth
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ft 18 difficaut to conceive any thing more pre-

osterous  In @he very act of exercising a
nght which their ancestors had abdicated 1in
then name, theg; abdicate the same nght in
the name of taerr postenity. To increase
the ndicule of this legislative farce, they
mpose an irrevocable law on their postenty,
m the precise words of that law irrevecably
imposed on them by their ancestors, at the
moment when they are violating it. The
Parhament of Ehzabeth submit themselves
and their posterity for ever: the Convention
of 1688 spurn the submussion for themselves,
but re-enact 1t for their posterity. And after
such a glaring inconsistency, this language
of statutory adulation is seiiously and tri-
umphantly brought forward as “the unerring
oracles of Revolution pelicy.”

Thus evidently has it appeared, from the
conduet and language of the leaders of the
Revolution, that 1t was a deposition and an
election ; and that all language of a contrary
tendency, which is to be found n their acts,
arose fiom the remnant of their own preju-
aiee, or from concession to the prejudice of
others, or fiom the superficial and presump-
tuous policy of imposing angust illusions on
mankind. The same spint regulated,—the
mame prejudices 1mpeded their progress in
every department. ¢ They acted,” says Mr.
Burke, “ by their ancient States :”—they did
not. Were the Peers, and the Members of
a dissolved House of Commons, with the
Lord Mayor of London, &c. conveked by a
summons from the Prince of Orange, the
Pathament of England®—no: they were
neither lawfully elected, nor lawfully assem-
bled. But they affected a semblance of a
Parhament in their Convention, and a sem-
blance of hereditary right i their election.
The subsequent Act of Parliament is nuga-
tory ; for as that Legislature derived 1ts whole
existence and authonty from the Convention,
iteould not return more than it had received,
and could not, therefore, legalise the acts of
the body which created 1t. If they were
not previously legal, the Parliament itself
was without legal authority, and could there-
fore give no legal sanction.

It 15, therefore, without any view toa prior,
or allusion to a subsequent revolution, that
Dr. Price, and the Revolution Society of Lon-
don, think themselves entitled to conclude,
that abused power is revocable, and that cor-
Tupt governments ought to be reformed. Of
the first of these Revolutions,—that in 1648,
—they may, perhaps, entertain different sen-
tments from Mr. Burke. They will confess
that1t was debased by the mixture of fanati-
osm; they may Jament that History has so
often prostituted her ungenerous suffrage to
Buccess ; and that the commonwealth was
obscured and overwhelmed by the splendid
profligacy of military usurpation: but they
cannot arrogate to themselves the praise of
having been the first to maintain,—nor can

t. Burke snpport his claim to have been
the first to reprobate,—since that period, the
audacious heresy of popular politics.
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The prototype of Mr. Burke 1s not a less
notorious personage than the predecessor he
has assigned to Dr. Price. History has pre
served fewer memouals of Hugh Peters thar
of Judge Jeflries. 1t was the fortune of that
luminary and model of lawyers to sit
judgment on one of the fanatical apostles of
democracy. In the present ignomimous ob-
scurity of the sect in Englaud, 1t may be
necessary to mention, that the name of this
criminal was Algeinon Sidney, who had, it
15 true, m his own time acquired some re-
nown,—celebrated as the hero, and deplored
as the martyr of freedom. But the learned
magistrate was above this ¢ epidemical fana.
ticism ;7 he mveighed against lus pestilential
dogmas mn a spuit that deprives Mr. Burke’s
mvective against Dr. Price of all pretensions
to ongmnabty. An unvarnshed statement
will so evince the harmony both of the cul-
pnts and the accusers, that remark 1s super-
fluous :—

‘ And that the aforesaid Al-
gernon Sidney did make, com-
pose and write, or cause 1o be
made, composed and written, a
certain false, scandalous and
seditious libel. 1n which is con-
tained the following Enghsh
words .~ The Power originally

“We have a nght
to choose our own
governors, to casher
them for misconduct,
and to frame a go-
vernment for our-
selves »’—Dr Price’s
Sermon,

in the people 1s delegated to the
Parliament He (meaning the
King) 1s subject to the laws of
God,ashe1sa man, and to the
people thiat made him a king,
mmasmuch as he 1sa king ’ And
1 another place of the said hi-
bel he says,  We may therefore
take away kings without break-
ing any yoke, or that 1s made a
yoke, which ought not to be
one; and the injury therefore
18 making orimposing, and there
can be none in breaking 1t,
&c —Indictment of Algernon
Sidney, State Triuals, vol m g.
716,

Thus we see the harmony of the culprits:
the one 1s only a perspicuous and precisa
abridgment of the other. The harmony of
the judges will not be found less remarkable :
Mr. Burke, “when he talks as if he had
made a discovery, only follows a prece-
dent -"—

“The King, 1t gays, 18
responsible to them, and
he 18 only their trustee
He has misgoverned, and
he 1s to give it up, that
they may be all kings
themselves. Gentlemen,
1 must tell you, I think ¥
ought, more than ordina-
rily, topress this on you,
because 1 know the mis-
fortunes of the late un-
happy rebellion ; and the
bringing of the late bless-
ed King to the scaffold
was first begun by such
kind of principles.’” - Jef-
fries’ Charge.

“The Revolution Society
chooses to assert, thata king
1s no more than the first ser-
vant of the publir, created
by 1t, and responsivle to 1t **
“The secqnd claim of the
Revolution Society 18 ca-
shiering the monarch for
misconduct *’—* The Revo-
letion Society, the heroie
band of fabricators of go
vernments, electors of sove
reigns ’—*“ This sermon 1y
in a strain which has neves
been heard in this kingdom
in any of the pulpits which
are tolerated or encourag-
ed 1 1t since 1648.°—Mr.
Burke’s Reflectiona.

Thus does Mr. Burke chant his politica!

song in exact unison with the strains of the
venerable magistrate : they indict the same
crimes ; they impute the same nmxotives ; they
dread the same consequences.
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The Revolution Society felt, from the great
event wluch they professedly commemora-
ted, new motives to exult mn the emancipa-
tion of France. The Revolution of 1688 de-
serves more the attention of a philosopher
from 1ts indirect influence on the progress of
human opmion, than from 1ts immediate
eflects on the government of England. In
the first view, 1t 1s perhaps difficult to esti-
mate the magnitude of 1ts effects. It sanc-
tified, as we have seen, the general princi-
ples of freedom. It gave the first example
in civilized modern Europe of a government
which reconciled a semblance of political,
and a large portion of civil iberty, with sta-
bility and peace. Butabove all, Europe owes
to it the mestimable blessing of an asylum
for fieedom of thought. Hence England
became the preceptress of the world in phi-
losophy and freedom : hence arose the school
of sages, who unshackled and emancipated
the human mind ; from among whom issned
the Lockes, the Rousseaus, the Turgots, and
the Franklins,—the immortal band of pre-
ceptors and benefactors of mankind. They
silently operated a grand moral revolution,
which was m due tume to ameliorate the
social order. They had tyrants to dethrone
more formidable than kings, and from whom
kings held their power. They wrested the
sceptre from Superstition, and dragged Pre-
judice mn triumph. They destroyed the ar-
senal whence Despotism had borrowed her
thunders and her chams. These grand en-
terprises of philosophic heroism must have
preceded the reforms of civil government.
The Colossus of tyranny was undermined,
and a pebble overthrew 1t.

With this progress of opinion arose the
American Revolution; and from this last,
most unquestionably, the delivery of France.
Nothing, therefore, could be more natural,
than that those wilo, without blind bigotry
for the forms, had a rational reverence for
the principles of our ancestors, should rejoice
in a Revolution, in which these principles,
long suffered to repose in impotent abstrac-
tion 1 England, are called forth into energy,
expanded, invigorated, and matured. If, as
we have presumed to suppose, the Revolu-
tion of 1688 may have had no small share
in accelerating the progress of Light which
has dissolved the prejudices that supported
despotism, they may be permutted, besides
therr exultation as filends of humanity, to
indulge some pride as Enghshmen.

It must be confessed that our ancestors in
1688, confined, in their practical regulations,
their views solely to the urgent abuse. They
pumshed the usurper without ameliorating
the government ; and they proscribed usurpa-
tions without correcting their source. They
were content to clear the turbid stream, in-
stead of purifying the polluted fountain.
They merit, however, veneration for their
achievements, and the most ample amnesty
for their defects ; for the first were their own,
and the last are imputable to the age in which
they hived. The true admirers g? the Revo-
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lution will pardon it for having spared nse.
less establishments, only because tfle} revere
it for having estatlished grand prineiples,
But the case of Mr. Buike 15 different; he
deifies 1ts defects, and derides its principles.
and were Lord Somers to listen to such ms.
placed eulogy, and tortured inference, he
might justly say, “You deny us the enly
praise we can claim ; und the only mernit you
allow us 15 1n the sacrifices we were com-
pelled to make to prejudice and ignorance.
Your glory is our shame ” Reverence for
the principles, and pardon of the defects of
cwvil changes, which anse in ages but par-
tially enlightened, are the plam dictates of
common sense. Admiration of Magna Charta
does not infer any respect for villainage;
reverence for Roman patriotism 1s not incom-
patible with detestation of slavery ; nor does
veneration for the Revolutionists of 1688 m-
pose any blindness to the gross, radical, and
multipled absurdities and corruptions m
therr political system. The true admirers
of Revolution principles cannot venertate m-
stitutions as sage and effectual protections
of freedom, which experience has proved to
be nerveless and illusive.

“The practical claim of impeachment,”’—
the vaunted responsibility of ministers —s
the most sorry juggle of political empineism
by which a people were ever attempted to
be lulled into servitude  State prosecutions
in free states have ever either Janguished in
mmpotent and despised tediousness, or burst
forth 1 a storm of popular indignation, that
has at once overwhelmed 1ts object, without
discrimmation of innocence or gwmlt. Nothmg
but this irresistible fervor can destroy the
barriers within which powerful and opulent
delinquents are fortified. If 1t is not with
mminent hazard to equity and humanity
gratified at the moment, 1t subsides. The
natural influence of the culprit, and of the
accomplices interested in his impumnity; 1e-
sumes 1ts place. As these tiials are neces-
sanly long, and the facts which produce
conviction, and the eloquence which rouses
indignation, are effaced from the public mind
by time, by nbaldry, and by soplustry, the
shame of a corrupt decision is extenuated.
Every source of obloquy or odium that can
be attached to the obnoxious and invidious
character of an accuser is exhausted by the
profuse corruption of the delinquent. The
tribunal of public opinion, which alone pre-
serves the purity of others, is itself polluted ;
and a people wearied, disgusted, irm‘atcd,
and corrupted, suffer the culprit to retire M
impunity and splendour.*

* Damnatus inani

Judicio. Quid enim salvis mfamra nummis '¥

Such has ever been the state of things, when

* Part of this description is purely istoncal
Heaven forbid that the sequel should prove pro:
phetic! — When this subject [the late_tnal of
Warren Hastings.—Ep.] presents Mr. Burke t¢
mind, I must say, * Tahs cum sis, utinar nostel
esses.”

+ Juvenal, Sat.i.
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the force of the Government has been suffi-
pient to protect the accused from the first
ebullition of popular impetuosity. The de-
mocracies of antiquity presented a spectacle
directly the reverse; but no history affords
any example of a just medium. State trals
will always either be impotent or oppressive,
—a persecution or a farce,

Thus vain 1s the securnity of impeachment :
and equally absurd, sarely, 1s ou1 confidence
m “the control of parhaments,” i their pre-
sent constitution, and with their remaining
powers. To begmn with the last :—they pos-
sess the nominal power of impeachment.
Not to mention its disuse in the case of any
munister for more than seventy years, 1t is
always too late to remedy the evil, and pro-
bably always too weak to pumish the erimmal.
They possess a pretended power of with-
holding supplies : but the situation of society
has in truth wrested 1t from them, The sop-
plies they must vote : for the army must have
its pay, and the public creditors their interest.
A power that cannot be exercised withont
provoking mutiny, and proclaiming bank-
mptey, the blindest bigot cannot deny to be
purcly nominal. A practical substitute for
these theoretical powers existed till our days
n the negative exercised by the House of
Commons on the choice of the Mimster of
the Crown. But the elevation of Mr. Pitt
has establised a precedent which has extir-
pated the last shadow of popular control from
the government of England :—

* Ohm vera fides, Sulla Marioque receptis,
Libertaus obit: Pompeio rebus adempto,
Nunc et ficta perit.”’*

In truth, the force and the privileges of
Parlhament are almost indifferent to the peo-
ple; for 1t 1s not the guardian of their nghts,
nor the organ of their voice. We are said
1o be “‘unequally represented.” This is one
of those contradictory phrases that form the
Bolitlcal jargon of half-enhightened periods.

nequal freedom is a contradiction i terms.
The Jaw 1s the deliberate reason of all, guid-
g their occasional will. Representation 1s
an expedient for peacefully, systematically,
and uneqmvocally collecting this universal
voice : —so thought and so spoke the Ed-
mund Buike of better times. To follow,
not to force the public nclmation, to give a
direction, a form, a technical dress, and a
specific sanction to the general sense of the
community, is the true end of legislature :"’1
~—there spoke the correspondent of Frank-
lin,t the champion of Amenica, the enlight-
ened advocate of humanity and freedom !
If these principles be true, and they are so
true that it seems almost puenle to repeat
them, who can withont indignation hear the
House of Commons of England called a po-

* Pharsalia, hb. 1x.

t Burke’s *“ Two Letters to Gentlemen 1n the
City of Bristol” (1778), p 52

t Mr. Burke has had the honour of being tra-
“uced for corresponding, duning the American war,
with this great man because he was a rebel!
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pular representative body ? A more msolent
and preposterous abuse of language is no
to be found m the vocabulary of tyrants
The criterion that distingwshes laws from
dictates, freedom from servitude, nghtful
government from usurpation,—a law bemng
an expression of the general will —is want-
mg. This is the gnevance which the ad-
murers of the Revolution of 1688 de«re to
remedy according to its punciples  Thus 1s
that perenmal souice of corruption which has
increased, 1s increasmng, and ought to be
dinimished. If the general interest 1s not
the object of our government, 1t 1s—1t must
be because the general will does not govern,

We are boldly challenged to produce our
proofs; our complamnts are asserted to be
chimerical , and the excellence of our govern-
ment is inferred from its beneficial effects.
Most unfortunately for us,—most unfortu-
nately for our country, these proofs are too
ready and too numerous. We find them m
that “monumental debt,”” the bequest of
wasteful and proflizate wars, which alrcady
wrings from the peasant something of his
hard-earned pittance,—which already has
punished the industry of the useful and up-
night manufacturer, by robbmg him of the
asylum of his house, and the judgment of
his peers,*—to which the madness of political
Quixotism adds a million for every farthing
that the pomp of mnusterial empiricism pays,
—and which menaces our chuldren with con-
vulsions and calamities, of which no age has
seen the parallel. We find them mn the black
and bloody roll of persecutmg statutes that
are still suffered to stain our code ,—a list
so execrable, that wele no monument to
be preserved of what England was in the
eighteenth ceutury but her Statute Book,
she might be deemed to have been then
still plunged n the deepest gloom of super-
stittious barbansm. We find them in the
ignominious exclusion of great bodies of out
fellow-citizens from political tiusts, by tests
which reward falsehood and pumish probuty,
—which profane the nghts of the religion
they pretend to guard, and usurp the do-
mimon of the God they profess to revere.
We find them in the growmg cortuption of
those who administer the goveinment,—in
the venality of a House of Commons, whicb
has become only a cumbrous and expensive
chamber for registering mimsterial edicts,—
in the mcrease of a nobiity degraded by the
profusion and prostitution of honours, which
the most zealous partisans of democracy
would have spared them. We find them.
above all, in the rapid progress which has
been made in silencing the great organ of
public opmion,—that Piess, which is the
true control over the Ministers and Parlia-
ments, who might else, with impunity, tram-
ple on the impotent formalities that form the
pretended bulwark of our freedom. The
mutual control, the well-poised balance of

* Alluding to the stringent provisions of e
‘" Tobacco Act."’—Eb.
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the several members of our Legislature, are
the visions of theoretical, or the pretext of
practical politicians. It 18 a government, not
of check, but of conspiracy,—a conspiracy
which can only be repressed by the energy
of popular opinien

These are no visionary 1lls,—no chimerical
apprehensions: they are the sad and sober
reflections of as honest and enlightened men
as any in the kingdom. Nor ate they alle-
wiated by the torpid and hstless security into
which the people seemto belulled  “Sum-
mum otium forense non quiescentis sed sene-
scentis civitatis.”  Its in this fatal temper
that men become sufficiently debased and
embruted to sink into placid and polluted
servitude. It is then that it may most truly
be saud, that the mind of a country 1s slan.
The admireis of Revolution prineiples natu-
rally call on every aggrieved and enlightened
citizen to consider the source of his oppres-
sion.  If penal statutes hang over our Catho-
lic brethren,®*—f Test Acts outrage our
Protestant fellow-citizens,—if the remains
of feudal tyranny are still suffered toexist in
Scotland,—if the press is fettered,—if our
right to trial by jury is abridged,—if our
manufacturers are proseribed and hunted
down by excise,——the reason of all these up-
pressions is the same:—no branch of the
Legislature represents the people. Men are
oppressed because they have no share
their own government. Let all these classes
of oppressed citizens melt their local and
partial grievances into one gieat mass. Let
them cease to be suppliants for thewr nghts,
or to sue for them hke mendicants, as a
precarious boon from the arrogant pity of
usurpers. Until the Legislature speaks their
voice it will oppress them. Let them umte
to procure such a Reform in the representa-
tion of the people as will make the House
of Commons their representative If, dis-
missing all petty views of obtamning their
own particular ends, they unite for this great
object, they must succeed. The co-operating
efforts of so many bodies of citizens must
awaken the nation; and 1ts voice will be
spoken in a tone that virtuous governors will
obey, and tyrannical ones must dread.

This tranquil and legal Reform is the ulti-
mate object of those whom Mr. Burke has
so foully branded. In effect, this would be
amply sufficient. The powers of the King
and the Lords have never been formidable

* No body of men in any siate that pretends to
freedom have ever been so insolently oppressed as
the Catholic majority of Ireland. Their cause has
been lately pleaded by an eloquent advocate,
whose virtues might have been supposed to have
influenced my praise, as the partial dictate of
friendship, had not is gemus extorted it as a strict
tnbute to justice. 1 perceive that he retans much
of that admiration which we cherished in common,
by his classical quotauon respecting Mr. Burke :—
*¢ Uni quippe vacat, studiisque odiisque carenti,

Humanum legere genus.””  Pharsaha, hb. i,
Xee * The Constitutional Interests of Ireland with
respect to the Popery Laws,” (Dublin, 1791,
partiv.
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m England, but from discords between the
House of Commons and its pretended con.
stituents. Were that House really to be-
come the vehicle of the popular voice, the
prvileges of other bodies, 11 opposition to
the sense of the people and then representa-
tives, would be but as dust in the balance.
From this radical improvement all subaltern
reform would naturally and peaceably arse,
We dream of no more; and 1n claiming ths,
instead of menting the imputation of being
apostles of sedition, we conceive ourselves
entitled to be considered as the most sincere
friends of tranqul and stable government.

e desire to avert revolaution by reform,—
subversion by correcuon.* We admonish
Lour governors to reform, while they retan
the force to reform with digmty and secu-
nity; and we conjure them not to await the
moment, which will infallibly arr.ve, when
they shall be obliged o supplicate that peo-
ple, whom they oppress and despize, for the
slenderest pittance of their piesent powers.

The grievances of England do not now,
we confess, justify a change by violence.
but they are 1n a rapid progress to that fatal
state, 1n which they will both justify and
produce it. It 1s because we sincerely love
tranquil freedom,t that we earnestly depre-
cate the arrival of the moment when virtue
and honour shall compel us to seek her with
our swords. Are not they the true friends
to authonty who desire, that whatever 1
granted by it “should issue as a gift of her
bounty and beneficence, rather than as claims
recovered against a strogghng hitgant?  Or,
at Jeast, that if her beneficence obtaned no
cred:t n her concessions, they should appear
the salutary provisions of wisdom and fore-
sight, not as things wrung with blood by the
cruel gripe of a rigid necessity.”’t We de-
sire that the political light which 1s to break
m on England should be “through well-
contrived and well-disposed windows, not
through flaws and breaches,—through the
yawnng chasms of our ruin.””§

Such was the language of Mr. Burke m
cases nearly parallel to the present. But of
those who now presume to give sumlar
counsels, his alarm and abhorrence are ex-
treme. They deem the ‘present times’
favourable “'to all exertions in the cause of
Iiberty.” They naturally must: their hopes
1 that great cause are from the determed
and recording voices of enlightened men.
The shock that has destroyed the despotism
of France has widely dispersed the clonds
that intercepted reason from the polticaland

* Let the governors of all states compare the
convulsion which the obsunacy of the Government
provoked in France, with the’ peaceful and dign-
fied reform which its wisdom effected 1n Poland.
The moment 18 important, the dilemma inevitable,
the alternative awful, the lesson most instructive.

t ¢ Manus hsc immica tyrannis . .

Ense petit placidam sub hbertate quietem.
[The lines inserted by Algernon Sidney in the
Album of the University of Copenhage1.—EDp.]

1 Burke, Speech at Bristol.
$ Ibid.
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moal world ; and we cannot suppose, that
Fngland 18 the only spot that has not been
reached by thuis “flood of light” that has
burst upon the human race. We mght
suppose, too, that Englishmen would be
shamed out of their torpor by the great ex-
ertions of nations whom we had long deemed
buiied in hopeless servitude.

But nothing can be more absurd than to
assert, that all who admire wish to imitate
the French Revolution. In one view, there
1s room for diversity of opinion among the
warmest and wisest friends of freedom,—as
to tke amount of democracy infused nto the
new government. In another, and a more
inpoitant one, 1t is to be recollected, that
the conduct of nationsis apt to vary with
the circumstances 1 which they are placed
Blind admurers of Revolutions take them for
mplieit models. Thus Mr. Burke admires
that of 1688 : but we, who conceive that we
pay the purest homage to the anthors of that
Revolution, not 1n contendmg for what they
then did, but for what they now would do,
can feel no inconsistency in looking on
France, not to model our conduct, but to
mvigorate the spuit of freedom. We per-
mut ourselves to imagine how Lord Somers,
mn the hight and knowledge of the eighteenth
century, —how the patnots of France, m the
tranquillity and opulence of England, would
have acted. We are not bound to copy the
conduct to which the last were dnven by a
bankiupt exchequer and a dissolved govern-
ment, nor to mamtain the establishments,
which weie spared by the first mn a preju-
diced and bemghted age. Exact imitation
13 not necessary to reverence. We venerate
the principles which presided n both events;
and we adapt to pohtical admiration a maxim
which has long been received in pohte let-
ters,—that the only manly and liberal imita-
tion 1s to speak as a gieat man would have
spoken, had he lived in our times, and had
been placed 1n our circumstances

But let us hear the charge of Mr. Burke
"Is our monarchy to be annhilated, with all
fe Jaws, all the tribunals, all the ancient
corporations of the kingdom ? Is every land-
mark of the kingdom to be done away in
favour of a geometrical and arithmetical
constitution ? Is the House of Lords to be
useless? Ts episcopacy to be abolished 77—
and, 1n a word, 18 France to be imtated ?
Yes! if our governors imitate her policy, the
state must follow her catastrophe. Man is
every where man: imprisoned grievance
will at length have vent; and the storm of
poptlar passion will find a feeble obstacle m
the solemn 1mbecility of human institutions.
But wko are the true friends of order, the
prerogative of the monarch, the splendour
of the hierarchy, and the dignity of the peer-
age ?—those most certainly wlzo inculcate,
that to withhold Reform is to stimulate con-
vulsion,—those who admonish all to whom
honour, and rank, and dignity. and wealth
are dear, that they can only in the end pre-
serve them by conceding, while the moment

29
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of concession remams—those who aim ai
draming away the fountans that feed the
torrent, instead of opposing puny barriers to
its course. “The beginnings of confusion m
England are at present feeble enough; but
with you we have seen an infancy still more
feeble growing by moments mto a strength
to heap mountams upon mountains, and to
wage war with Heaven itself. Whenever
our neighbour’s house 1s on fire, 1t cannot be
amiss for the engines to play a little upon
our own.” This Janguage, taken 1n its most
natural sense, 1s exactly what the friends of
Reform in England would adopt. Every
gloomy tint that 1s added to the horrors of
the French Revolution by the tragic penci
of Mr. Burke, 1s a new argument in support
of their elaims, and those only are the real
enemes of the Nobihity, the Priesthood, and
other bodies of men that suffer in such con-
vulsions, who stimulate them to unequal and
desperate conflicts. Such are the sentiments
of those who can admire without servilely
copying recent changes, and can venerate
the prineiples without superstitiously defend-
ing the corrupt reliques of old revolutions.

“ Grand, swelling sentiments of Lberty,”
says Mr Burke, “I am sme I do not despise.
Old as I am, I still read ihe fine raptures of
Lucan and Corneille with pleasure.” Long
may that virtuous and veneiable age enjoy
such pleasures! But why should he be m-
dignant that “the glowing sentiment and
the lofty speculation should have passed
fiom the schools and the closet to the se-
nate,” and no longer only serving

*“ To pomnt a moral or adorn a tale,”’*

should be brought home to the business and
the bosoms of men? The sublime gens,
whom Mr. Burke admires, and who sung the
obsequies of Roman freedom, has one senti-
ment, which the friends of liberty m Eng-
land, 1if they are like him condemned to look
abroad fora free government, must adopt :—

‘¢ Redituraque nunguam
labertas ultra Tigrim Rhenumque recessit,
Et toties nolis jugulo quesita negatur.”’t

SECTION VI.

Speculations on the probable consequences of
the French Revolution mn Europe.

TueRE is perhaps only one opinion about
the French Revolution in “hicl}; its friends
and 1ts enemies agree :—they both conceive
that its wfluence will not be confined to
France; they both predict that it will pro-
duce mmportant changes in the general state
of Europe. This is the theme of the exulta-
tion of 1ts admirers; this is the source of the
alarms of its detractors. It were indeed
difficult to suppose that a Revolution so un-

* Vanity of Human Wishes.~Ep.
1+ Pharsalia, Iib. viu
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nzrzlleled shoald take place in the most re-
nowned of the European nations, without
spreading its influence throughout the Chns-
tian commonwealth, connected as it 1s by
the multiplied relations of poltics, by the
common mterest of commerce, by the wide
mtercourse of curijosity and of hterature, by
similar arts, and by congenral manners. The
channels by which the prevailing sentiments
of France may enter mto the other nations
of Europe, aie o obvious and so numerous,
that it would be unnecessary and tedious to
detail them ; but I may remark, as among
the most conspicuouns, a central situation, a
predommating language, and an authority
almost legislative 1 the ceremonial of the
private intercourse of ife. These and many
other causes must facilitate the diffusion of
French politics among neighbouring nations:
but 1t will be justly remarked, that their ef-
fect must in a great measure depend on the
stability of the Revolution. The suppression
of an honourable revolt would strengthen all
the governments of Europe: the view of a
splendid revolution would be the signal of
msurrection to their subjects. Any reason-
ings on the influence of the French Revolu-
tion may therefore be supposed to be prema-
ture untl its permanence be asceitaned.
Of that permanence my conviction is firm:
but I am sensible that in the field of political
prediction, where veteran sagacity* has so
often been decerved, 1t becomes me to har-
bour with distrust, and to propose with diffi-
dence, a conviction nfluenced by partial en-
thusiasm, and perhaps produced by the in-
experienced ardour of youth

The moment at which I write (August 25th,
1791,) 1s peculiarly critical. The nvasion of
France is now spoken of as immediate by
the exiles and their partisans; and a con-
federacy of despotst is announced with new
confidence. Notwithstanding these threats,
I retain my doubts whether the jarring mte-
rests of the European Courts will permut this
athiance to have much energy or cordiality ;
and whether the cautious prudence of des-
pots will send their miltary slaves to a
school of freedom m France. But if there
be doubts about the hikelihood of the enter-
prise being undertaken, there be few about
the probability of its event. History cele-
brates many conquests of obscure tribes,
whose valour was animated by enthusiasm ;

* Witness the memorable example of Harring-
ton, who published a demonstration of the im-
possibility of re-establishing monarchy in England
#1x_months before the restoration of Charles 1T
Religious prophecies have usually the mestimable
convenmence of relating to a distant futurnty.

t The mahgnant hostily displayed against
French freedom by a perfidious Prince. who oc-
cupies and dishonours the throne of Gustavus
Vasa. cannot excite our wonder, though 1t may
provoke our indignation. The pensionerof t rench
despotism could not rejoice 1n 1ts destruction; nor
could a monarch, whose boasted talents have hi-
therto heen confined to perjurv and usurpation,
fail to be wounded by the establishment of free-
dor:i: far freedom demands genius, not mirigue,

~wisdom, not canning.
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but she records no example where a foreign
force has subjugated a powerful and gallant
people, governed by the most imperious pas-
sion that can sway the human breast ¥—
Whatever wonders fanaticism has performed,
may be again effected by a passion as ardent,
though not so transitory, because 1t 1s sane-
tioned by virtue and reason. To animate
patriotism,—to silence tumult,—to bamsh
division,—would be the only effects of an
mvasion m the present state of France. A
people abandoned to its own inconstancy
have often courted the yoke which they ha
thrown off: but to oppose foreign hostility
to the enthusiasm of a nation, can only have
the effect of adding to it ardour, and con-
stancy, and force. These and similar views
must offer themselves to the European Cab:-
nets; but perhaps they perceive themselves
to be placed 1n so pecular a situation, that
exertion and activity are equally perilous.
If they fail n the attempt to crush the infant
hberty of France, the ineffectual effort will
recoil on therr own governments: if they
tamely suffer a schoolt of freedom to be
founded in the centre of Europe, they
must foresee the hosts of diseiples that are
to 1ssue from 3t for the subversion of their
despotism.

They cannot be blind to a species of
danger which the lustory of Europe reveals
to them 1 legible characters They see,
indeed, that the negotiations, the wars, and
the revolutions of vulgar policy, pass away
without leaving belind them any vestige
of theiwr transitory and ignominious opera-
tion: but they must remark also, that be-

* May I be permitted to state how the ances-
tors of a naton now stigmatized for servility, felt
this powerful sentiment? The Scotush Nobles,
contending for their hberty under Robert Bruce,
thus spoke to the Pope :—*‘ Non pugnamus prop-
tor divitias, honores, aut digmitates, sed propter
hibertatemn tantummodo, quam nemo bonus nist
stmul cum vita amitut’ Nor was tlis senti-
ment confined to the Magnates; for the same
letter declares the assent of the Commons.—
“ Totaque Communitas Regni Scouae !”* Reflect-
ing on the varous fortunes of my country, I can-
not exclude from my mind the comparnison between
its present reputation and our ancient character —
‘¢ terrarum et libertatis extremos :'’ nor can I for-
get the honourable reproach sgamst the Scotush
name in the character of Buchanan by Thuanus,
(Hist hb. Ixxvt cap. 11,) ** Libertate gent innaté
n regium fastigium acerbior.””  This melancholy
retrospect 15 however relieved by the hope that a
gallant and enhightened people will not be slow
i renewing the era for such reproaches.

+ The most important matenals for the phileso-
phy of history are collected from remarks on the
comerdence of the situations and sentiments of
distant periods ; and 1t may be curtous as well a2
structive, to present to the reader tne topicé
by which the Calonnes of Charles I were -
structed, to awaken the jealousy and solieit the
aid of the European courts :—** A dangerous com-
bination of his Majesty’s subjects have laid a de-
sign to dissolve the monarchy and frame of govern-
ment, becoming a dangerous precedent to all the
monarchies of Christendom, if attended with suc-
cess in their design.'’—Charles 1.’s Instructions
1o his Mimster in Denmark, Ludlow’> Memors,
vol m p 257.
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sides this monotonous villany, there are
cases in which Europe, actuated by a com-
mon passien, has appeared as one nation.
The 1e1.g.0us passion ammated and guided
the spiri? of chuvalry :—hence arose the Cru-
sades. “ A nerve was touched of exquisite
feeling; and the sensation vibrated to the
heart of Europe.”* In the same manner
the Reformation gave nise to religious wars,
the duration of which exceeded a century
and a half Both examples prove the exist-
ence of that sympathy, by the means of
which a great passion, taking 1its rise 1 any
considerable state of Europe, must circulate
through the whole Christian commonwealth
Hllusien is, however, transient, while truth 1s
mmortal. The epidemical fanaticism of
former times was short-lived, for it could
ouly flourish m the echipse of reason: but
the virtuous enthusiasm of Lberty, though it
be like that fanaticism contagious, 1s not hike
't ttansitory.

Bat there are other circumstances which
entitle us to expect, that the example of
France will have a mighty influence on the
subjects of despotic governments. The
Gotlue gaovernments of Europe have lived
their time ¢ Man, and for ever!” 1s the
sage exclamation of Mr. Humet Limits
are no less ngorously prescribed by Nature
to the age of governments than to that of
mdividuals. The BHeroic governments of
Greece yielded to a body of legislative re-
publics : these were 1 their turn swallowed
up by the conquests of Rome. That great
empire itself, under the same forms, passed
through varrous modes of government. The
first usurpers concealed 1t under a republican
dismuse : their successors threw off the mask,
and avowed a mulitary despotism : it expired
m the ostentatious feebleness of an Asiatic
monarchy.t It was overthrown by savages,
whose rude wstitutions and barbarous man-
ners have, until our days, influenced Europe
with a permanance refused to wiser and
milder laws. But, unless historical analogy
be altogether delusive, the decease of the
Gothic governments cannot be distant. Their
matunty is long past: and symptoms of
their decrepitude are rapidly accumulating.
Whether they are to be succeeded by more
beneficial or more injurious forms may be
doubted ; but that they aie aboat to perish,
we are authorized to suppose, from the usual
age to which the governments recorded in
hustory have arnved.

There are also other presumptions fur-
nished by historical analogy, which favour
the supposition that legislative governments
are about to succeed to the rude usurpations
of Gothic Europe. The commonwealths

* Gibbon, Decline and Fall, &c., chap. lvi.

{ Philosophical Works, vol, ni. p. 579 —Eb.

{ See thig progress stated n the concise philoso-
phy of Montesquieu, and illustrated by the copious
eloquence of Gibbon. The republican disguise
extends from Augustus to Severus; the military

espotism from Severus to Diocletian ; the Asiatic

ip from Dioclenan to the final extinction
of tha Roman pame.
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which in the sixth and seventh centuries
before the Chnistian era were erected on the
ruing of the heroic moi archies of Greece,
are perhaps the only genuine example of go-
vernments truly legislative recorded in his.
tory. A close mspection will, perhaps, dis-
cover some coincidence between the circum-
stances which formed them and those which
now influence the state of Europe The
Phenician and Egyptian colonies were not
ke our colonies 1 Amenca, populous
enough to subdue or eatirpate the native
savages of Greece: they were, however,
sufficiently so to mnstruct and civilize them.
From that alone could their power be de-
rived: to that therefore were their efforts
directed. Imparting the arts and the know-
ledge of polished nations to rude tnbes, they
atiracted, by avowed superionty of know-
ledae, a submssion necessary to the effect of
their legislation,~—a sabmission which impos-
tors acquire through superstition, and con-
querors denive from force. An age of legisla-
tion supposes great mequality of knowledge
between the legislators and those who receive
therwr mstitutions. The Asiatic colomsts, who
fitst scattered the seeds of refinement, pos-
sessed this superiority over the Pelasgic
hordes, and the legislators who 1n subse-
quent periods orgamsed the Grecian common-
wealths acquired from their travels m the
polished states of the East, that reputation of
superior knowledge, which enabled them 1o
dictate laws to their fellow-citizens. Let us
then compare Egypt and Phenicia with the
enlightened part of Europe,—separated as
widely from the general mass by the moral
difference of instruction, as these countries
were from Greece by the physical obsta-
cles w hich impeded a rude navigation,—and
we must discern, that philesophers become
legislators are colomists from an enhghtened
country reformmg the mstitutions of rude
tribes.  The present moment indeed resem-
bles with wonderful exactn&ss the legisla-
tive age of Greece. The multitude have
attained sufficient knowledge to value the
supenority of enlightened men; and they
retain a sufficient consciousness of ignorance
to preclude rebellion against their dictates.
Philosophers have meanwhile long remained
a distinct nation in the madst of an unen-
lichtened multitude. It 1s only now that
the conquests of the press are enlarging the
dominion of reason; as the vessels of Cad-
mus and Cecrops spread the aits and the
wisdom of the East among the Pelasgic bar-
barnans.

These general causes,—the unity of the
European commonwealth, the decrepitude
on which its fortuitous governments are
verging, and the siumlanty between cur
age and the only recorded pericd when the
ascendant of philosophy dictated ,aws,-yen-
title us to hope that freedom and reason will
be rapidly propagated from their source in
France. And there are not wanting symp-
toms which justify the speculation. The first
symptoms which indicate the apyroach of
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u contagious disease are the precautions
adopted agamnst 1t: the first maiks of the
probable progress of French principles are
the alarms betrayed by despots. The Courts
of Europe seem to look on France, and to
exclaim 1n their despair,—

¢ Hine populum late regem, belloque superbum,
Venturum excidio Libye.”’

The King of Spam already seems to tremble
for hus throne, though it be erected on so
firm a basis of general ignorance and trinm-
phant priesteraft. By expelling foreigners,
and by subjecting the entrance of travellers
to such multiplied restraims, he seeks the
preservation of his despotism in a vain at-
tempt to convert hug kingdom into a Bastile,
and to banish hus subjects from the European
commonwealth. The Chinese government
has indeed thus maintained its permanency;
but it is insulated by Nature more effectually
than by pohicy. Let the Court of Madrid re-
call her ambassadors, shut up her ports,
abandon her commerce, sever every tie that
unites her to Europe: the effect of such
shallow policy must be that of all ineffectual
rigour (and all nigour short of extirpation 1s
here ineffectual), to awaken reflection,—to
stimulate nquiry,—to aggravate discontent,
—and to provoke convulsion. “There are
no longer Pyienees,” said Lows XIV., on
the accession of his grandson to the Spanish
throne: “There aie no longer Pyrenees,”
exclaimed the alarmed statesmen of Aran-
juez,—* to protect our despotism from bemng
consumed by the son of liberty.,” The
alarm of the Pope for the little remnant of
his authouty naturally increases with the
probability of the diffusion of Fiench princi-
ples. _Even the mild and temperate aiisto-
cracies of Switzerland seem to apprehend the
arrival of that period, when men will not be
content to owe the benefits of government
to the fortmitous character of their governors,
but to its own mntrinsic excellence. Even
the unsuccessful struggle of Liege, and the
theocratic msurrection of Biabant, have left
behind them traces of a patriotic party,
whom a more favourable moment may call
into more successful action. The despotic
Court of the Hague is betraying alarm that
the Dutch republic may yet revive, on the
destruction ofpa government odious and in-
tolerable to an immense majonty of the
people. Every where then are those alarms
discernible, which are the most evident
symptoms of the approaching downfall of the
European despotisms.

But the impression produced by the French
Revolution mn England,—in an enlightened
country, wh ch had long boasted of its free-
dom,—merits more particular remark. Be-
fore the publication of Mr. Buike, the public
were not recovered from that astonishment
into which they had been plunged by unex-
ampled events, and the general opinion could
not have been collected with precision. But
that performance has divided the nation into
marked parties. It has produced a eontro-
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versy, which may be regarded as the tria
of the French Revolution before the enlight-
ened and mndependent tribunal of the Eng.
Iish publie. What its decision has been |
shall not presume to decide ; for 1t does ot
become an advocate to announce the deci
gion of the judge. But this I may be per-
mitted to remark, that the conduct of our
enemies has not resembled the usual triumph
of those who have been victorious i the war
of reason. Instead of the trumphant calm.
ness that is ever mspired by conscious su-
perionty, they have betrayed the bitterness
of defeat, and the ferocity of resentment,
which are pecular to the black revenge of
detected unposture. Presteraft and Tory-
1sm have been supported only by literary ad-
vocates of the most miserable description:
but they have been ably aided by auxihares
of another kind. Of the two great classes
of enemes to political reform,—the nteiest-
ed and the prejudiced,—the activity of the
first usually supplies what may be wanting
in the talents ot the last. Judges have for-
gotten the digmty of their function,—priests
the mildness of their rehgion; the Bench,
which should have spoken with the serene
temper of justice, the Pulpit, whence only
should have issued the healing sounds of
chanty, have been prostituted to party pur-
poses, and polluted with mvectives agamns!
freedom. The churches have 1esounded
with language at which Laud would have
shuddered, and Sacheverell would have
blushed : the most profane compansons be-
tween our duty to the Divinity and to kings,
have been unblushingly pronounced: flat-
tery of the Ministeis has been mixed with
the solemnities of rebgion, by the servants,
and n the temple of God. These profligate
proceedings have not been limited to a single
spot: they have been general over England.
In many chuiches the French Revolution
has been expressly named ; in a majority it
was the constant theme of invective for
many weeks before 1ts intended celebration
Yet these are the peaceful pastors, who so
sincerely and meekly deprecate political
sermons ¥

Nor was this sufficient. The grossness ol
the popular mind, on which poliical mvee-
tive made but a faint impression, was to be
roused into action by religious fanaticism,—
the most intractable and domimeering of all
destructive passions. A clamour which had
for half a century lain dormant has been re-
vived :—the Church was in danger! The
spurit of persecution against an unpopular sect
has been aitfully excited; and the friends
of freedom, whom it might be odious and
dangerous professedly to attack, are to be
overwhelmed as Dissenters. That the ma-

* These are no vague accusations. A sermon
was preached 1n a parish church 1n Middlesex on
the anniversary of the Restoration, 1n which eter-
nal punishment was denounced against pohtical
disaffection!  Persons for whose discernment
veracity I can be responsible, were among ths
indignant auditors of ths infernal homilv.
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wority of the advocates for the French Revo-
wtion are not Dissenters 1s, mdeed, suffi-
ciently known to their enemies They are
well known to be philosophers and frniends
of humanity, superior to the creed of any
sect, and indifferent to the dogmas of any
popular faith, But it has suited the purpose
of their profligate adversaries to confound
them with the Dissenters, and to animate
against them the fury of prejudices which
those very adversaries despised.

The diffusion of these mvectives has pro-
duced those obvious and inevitable eflects,
which 1t may require something more than
candour to suppose not foreseen and desired.
A banditti, which had been previously stimu-
lated, as it has since been excused and pane-
gyrized by incendiary hibellers, have wieaked
their vengeance on a philosopher,* illustrious

* Alluding to the destruction of Dr Priesiley’s
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by his talents and his writings, venerable
for the spotless punty of s life, and amia-
ble for the unoffending simphcity of his
manners. The excesses of this mob of
churchmen and loyalists are to be poorly
expiated by the few misgmded victims who
are sacrificed to the vengeance of the law.

We are, however, only concerned with
these facts, as they are evidence from our
enemies of the probable progress of freedom.
The probability of that progress they all con-
spire to prove. The briefs of the Pope, and
the pamphlets of Mr. Buike, the edicts of
the Spanish Court, and the mandates of the
Spanish mmqmsition, the Birmingham roters,
and the Oxford graduates, equally render to
Lllberty the involuntary homage of their
alarm

house in the neighbourhood of Birmingham by the
mob, on the 14th of July, 1791.—Eb.

REASONS

AGAINST THE FRENCH WAR OF 1793.*

At the commencement of the year 1793
the whole body of the supporters of the war
seemed unanimous; yet even then was per-
ceptible the germ of a difference which time
and events have since unfolded. The Min-
wster had eaily and frequent recourse to the
high principlesof Mi Burke, in order to adorn
his orations,—to assail his antagonists m de-
bate,—to blacken the character of the ene-
my ~—and to arouse the national spintagainst
them. Amid the fluctuating fortane of the
war, he seemed in the moment of victory
to deliver opinions scarcely distingnishable
from those of Mr. Burke, and to recede from
them by imperceptible degrees, as success
abandoned the arms of the Alhes. When
the armies of the French republic were
every where triumphant, and the pecumary
embarrassments of Great Britain began to
be severely felt, he at length dismissed allo-
gether the consideration of the internal state
of France, and professed to view the war as
meiely defensive aganst aggressions com-
mitted on Great Britain and her allies.

That the war was not just on such prinei-
ples perhaps a very shoit argument will be
sufficient to demonstrate. War is just only
to those by whom it is unavoidable; and
every appeal to arms is unrighteous, except
that of a nation which has no other resource
for the maintenance of its secunty or the
ussertion of its honour. Injuryand msult do
nat of themselves make 1t lawful fora nation
t seek redress by war, because they do not

* Fromr the Monthly Review, vol. xl. p 435.—Ep

make it necessary : another means of redress
1s sull in her power, and 1t 1s still her duty
to employ it. It 1s not either mjury or m-
sult; but mjury for which reparation has
been asked and denied, or insult for which
satisfaction has been demanded and refused,
that places her n a state i which, having
mn vain employed every other means of vin-
dicating her rights, she may justly assert
them by arms.  Any commonwealth, there-
fore, which shuts up the channel of negotia-
tion while disputes are depending, 1s the
anthor of the war which may follow. Asa
perfect equality prevails in the society and
intercourse of nations, no state 18 bound to
degrade herself by submitting to unavowed
and clandestine negotiation ; but every go-
vernment has a perfect right to be admutted
to that open, avowed, authorized, honourable
negotiation which in the practice of nations
is employed for the pacific adjustment of
their contested claims. To refuse authonized
negotiation is to refuse the only negotiation
to which a government is.forced to submit

it is, therefore, in effect to refuse negotiation
altogetber; and 1t follows) as a necessary
consequence, that they who refuse such au-

i thorized negotiation are respansible for a war

which that refusal makes on their part unjust.

These principles apply with 1rresistible
force to the conduct of the Englsh Govern-
ment in the commencement of the present
war. They complained, perhaps jstly, of
the opening of the Scheldt,—of the Decree
of Fraternity,—of the countenance shown te
disaffected Enghshmeri: but they 1e{used





