S o TSN

THE

RIGHTS OF MAN.

FOR THE

USE AND BENEFIT

’

OF ALL

MANKIND.

|

BY THOMAS PAINE,

MEMBER OF THE FRENCH CONVENTION ;
LATE A PRISONEK IN THE LUXEMBOURG AT PARIS;
$EC. "TARY TO CONGRESS DURING THE AMERICAN WARSs
AND AUTHOR OF COMMON ‘SENSE, &c, &c.

LONDON :

Printed and Sold by Citizen Dan1er Isaac Earon, Printer
and Bookfeller to the Supreme Majefty of the People, at the
Cock aNp Swine, No, 74> Newgate-firect, :

—
1795

PRICE THREE SHILLINGS.
[Entered at Stationer’s Hall.]

.



JAN 29 1927
Ligaany




PREFACE.

/

IT has, for fome time paft, been a favourite ob-
~ je&tin my mind, to arrange the Whole of my
Political Opinions under one head, and this I
have now executed in a manner which, while it
may tend, I truft, to clear away the national pre-
judices, and heavy conceits of the deluded fuf-
ferers, under defpotic governments, fhall not be
- particularly direéted againft any one of them.

The Chancellor at Berlin, or the Judges at Vi-
enna fhall not punifh unfortunate individuals for
publifhing or reading what tyranny may be pleafed
to call my libels upon their different States, nor
fhall the Englith Mr. Attorney General be again
forced to thed tears, over the afperfed virtues, of
an immaculate and magnanimous Prince of
Wales.

I WRITE NOW FOR THE WORLD AT
LARGE.

M AN will herein find all his natural, civil,
and divine rights, more perfeétly and rationally de-
fined, than he was aware of, and will feel his rea-

Az ' fon
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fon roufed into a&tion, and himfelfanimated in the
univerfal caufe of human nature, with that fervour
which fprings alone from refletion, and a fenfe

. of confcious right. He will look back at the iron
hand of affumption, and defpotifm, with horror,
and revolt at the recolle€tion of the impofitions he
has fuffered himfelf to be deceived into by the ar-
tifices of the defigning and venal few.

He will now felicitate himfelf, that the zra has

arrived, when the light of reafon is burfting forth
~ with effulgence, that diftinguithes genuine princi-
ples from fophiftical doétrines, and be convinced
of the utility of the former over the latter. By
reafoning and thinking for himfelf, he will not re-
linquifh thofe rights which are inalienable in his
nature, nor beftow thofe privileges beyond his
reach which he fhould be conftantly eligible to
himfelf and ever have the command of.

Truth and Reafon are the attributes of man, and
he may ever dare to manifeft himfelf under them
as his judgment fhall dire&t—and thofe who at-
tempt to oppole or reftrain him, are guilty of the
greateft prefumption. -

It is the free and unbiafed voice of fociety that
is to decide as to their rights and comforts, and
when they feel them perverted or diminithed, it is
their province to renovate them. Society will
always come out right in any reform, ifleft to the
general fentiment on which they at. To think

otherwife
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1

otherwife is chimerical;.for, to fuppofe that men

will combine together to injure themfelves, is, to

fuppofe that they have neither indereft, difcretion,
- nor judgment.

Who then art thou, prcfumptuous mortal, that
Sitteft thyfelf up to judge for fociety, and controul, as
thy vanity, arrogance, interefl, or ignorance, fhall
direél thee? Who gave thee this right, or who con-
Jituted it in thee 2 If thou inheriteft it not from
thy maker, nor deriveftit from man, it is falfe, and
affumed, and muft revert fo its premitive fource,
namely, that of the people.

“ Where Truth deigns to come, her ﬁﬁer Li-
berty will not be far.” Truth is the fountain of
happinefs, the harbinger of freedomi, the bafis of
juftice, and the fource of judgment. It is the
birthright of nature, and the germ of human feli-
city. By exploring this facred and ‘invaluable
principle, evil is exterminated and good produced.
Itis the province of all ranks of fociety, from the
prince to the beggar, to feck it, and it is only to
be found by difpaffion and fair reflettion. By
giving free fcope to the imagination, and full dif-
cuffion and promulgation of every fentiment, from
whomfoever it may fpring, this facred guide to

“human aétion will be afcertained.

It is the peculiar fortune of the prefent wra that
degraded nature is reviving. The vivifying influ-
ence of reafon has infpired the mind, and filled

mankind
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mankind with thought of his rights that he never
had before. Whether this difpofition fhall con-
tinue, and grow into maturity, depends upon man
alone; for if he will not think and a& for himfelf,
he has no right to expeft the bleflings of tempo-
rality.

I cannot here prevent a fmile at the idea, that
there fhould be a nation, whofe proudeft boatt is
feeding upon Ox-flefh, as if virtue confifted in
a ftrong appetite, and glory in a good digeftion.
In truth, Englifhmen, in their prefent degradation,
feem to have acquired the inftin& of the beaft
which they devour, for they moft readily fubmit
their necks to the yoke, fuffer the moft cruel chaf-
tifement without refiftance, and difplay patience
as a cover to ftupidity. Let me not however be
fuppofed adverfe to the charatter of Mr. Bull; were
he but to roufe himfelf, and begin to think, the
original dignity of his nature would appear; his
energies would be terrible to oppreflors, and his
generofity reputable to himfelf.

But I will only add, to conclude this fhort pre-
face, that it is now very evident, that the Defpots
of the world are beginning to totter, and the foun-
dations of their thrones to fhake. There is alfo a
tremendous ftorm approaching, the thunders roll
nearer and more near, the whirlwinds fweep the
furface of the deep, and the veflels of Monarchy

and Ariftocracy already blaze amidft the fury of
. the
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the lightnings—a moment more, and the tempeft
fhall overwhelm them, they fhall founder for ever
and ever.

O, Pirr! how vain was your confidence, that
you could fave yourfelf and your colleagues by
the deftruttion of mankind.

THOMAS PAINE.

Luxemburg, Paris,

May 19th, 1794.






THE

RIGHTS OF MAN.

CHAP. L

OF NATURAL RIGHTS:

THERE niever did, there never will, and there
never can, exift, a legiflature, or any defcription
of men, in any country, poffeffed of the right, or.
the power; of binding, and controuling pofterity
to the eNp OF TIME: or, of commanding, For
EVER, How the world fhall be governed ; or wuo
fhall govern it: and ruErEFORE,all fuch claufes,
alls, or declarations, by which the makers of them
attempt to do what they have neither the right,
nor the power to do, nor the power to execute,
are in themfelves NuLL AND VoOID. '
~ Every age, and generation, muft be as free to
a&t for 1tfelf in all cafes, as the ages and genera~
tions that. prcceded it. The vanity and prefump-
tion of governing deyond the grave, is the moft
prcpoﬂcrbus and infolent of all tyrannies. Man
B has
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has no property in Man—neither has any genera-
tion a property in the generations that are to follow.
A legiflature, or the peopleof any antecgdent period,
had ne more right to difpofé of the people of the
ptefent day, of to bind, or controul them, in any
Shape whatfoever, than the legiflature, or the peo-
ple of the prefent day, have to difpofe of, bind,
or controul, thofe who fhall live a hundred, ora
thoufand years hence.
Every generation s, and mufl be c0mpetent
to all the purpofes which its occafions require. It
-is the ltving, and notthe dead, ‘thatare to.be ac-
commodated. When man ceafes to be, his power
and his wants ceafe with him; and, having no lon-
gerany participations in the concerns of this world,
he no longer has any authority, in dire&ing who
thall be its governors, or how its government fhall
be organized, or fow adminiftered. I contend for
the right of the living, and againft their being willed
away, and controuled, and contraéted for, by the
manufcript authority of the dead. There was a
time when Kings difpofed of their crowns by will,
upon their death-beds, and configned the people;.
like beafts of the field, to whatevér fucceffor they
sppointed. This is now fo exploded, as fcarcely
to be remembered, aud fo monﬂrous, as hardly to
be believed.
- It is a general principle in governments, that
RO parent, OrF maﬁer, nar all the authority of the -
legiflaturey’
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legiflature, can bind or controul the pérfoml free-
dom, even of an individual, beyond the age of
twenty-one years;—on what ground of right, then,
can any legiflature bind all pofterity for ever?
Thofe who have quitted the world, and thofe who
are not yet arrived at it, are as remote from each
other, as the utmoft ftretch of mortal imagination
c¢an conceive ;—what poffible obligations, then can
exift between them—what rule or principle can be
laid down, that two non-entities, the one out of
exiftence, and the other not in, and who nevercam
meet in this world—that the one thould éontrout
the other to the end of time.

From what, or from whenée, is the right of
any human power derived to bind pofterity for
‘sver? If fuch a principle ever exifted, it muft now
exift;—for whatever appertains to the nature of
man, cannot be anhihilated by man. It is the na-
ture of man to die, and he will continue to die as
long as he fhall continue to be born. Therefore,
to fet up a political Adam, in whom all pofterity are
bound for ever, it muft be proved that this Adam
poffeffed fuch a power or fuch a right.

" Although lgws which are made in one generas
“tion, often continue in force through fucceeding

generations, they continue to derive their force.

from the confent of the living, and are not repealed,
not becaufe they cannot be repealed, but becaufe
Bhey are not, and the non-repealing, pafles for

Bs: canfent.

[\1
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~confent. * A former legiflature might as well have
pafled an a& to have authorized themfelves to live
for ever, as to make their authority live for ever.
The circumftances of the 'world are continually
changing, and the opinions of men change alfo;
and, as government is for the living, and not for
the dead, it is the living only that have any right
_init.  That which may be thought right, and be
found convenient in one age, may be’thought
‘wrong, and found inconvenient, in an another..
In fuch cafes who is to decide-—the Viving or the
dead 2 Tt fignifies'nothing to a man what is done
to him after he is dead; but it fignifies much to
the fiving to have a will in what fhall concern
them. ’ : :
Who is‘there in the world but man; and if we
admit that man has rights, the confideration then
wil] be—~what are thofe rights; and, how came man,
by them originally? The error of thofe who reafon
by precedents, drawn from antiquity, refpe&ing
the rights of man, is, that they do not go far
enough into antiquity : They do not go the whula
way : They ftop in fome of the intermediate ftages
_of a hundred, or a thoufand years, and producé.
what was then done as a rule for the prefent day.
This is no authority atall! If we travel fill far<
-ther into antiquity, we fhall find a dirett contrary
opinion and prafice prevailing; and, if antiquity
- is 'to be authority; a thoufand fuch authorities may
S : ' be,

[ 4
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be produced fucceflively contradi@ting each other;
but if we proceed on, we fhall come out right at
laft, we fhall come to the time when man came
from the hand of his maker. What was he then?
Man. Man was his only utle, and a higher cannot
be given himi. :

We have now got at the origin of man, and

- at the origin of his rights. As to the manner in

which the world has been governed, from that day
to this,. it is no further any concern of ours, than
to make a proper ufe of the errors, or the improve-
ments, which the hiftory of it prefents. Thofe who
lived a hundred, or,a thoufand ycafs ago, were
then moderns, as we are now. If the mere name
of antiquity is to govern in the affairs. of life, the
people who are to live a hundred, ora thoufand
years hence, may as well take us for a precedent, '
as that we make a precedent of thofe who lived a
hundred, or a thoufand years ago. The fatt is,
that portions of antiquity, by proving every thing,
eftablifhi nothing. It is authority againft authority,

.all the way till we come to the divine origin of

the rights of man, at the creation. Here our en-
qumes find a refting place, and our reafon finds a

home. ‘
Ifa difpute abo_ut the rights of man had arofe,
at the diftance of a hundred years from the cre-
ation, it is to this fource of authority they muft
have referred ; and it is to the. fame fource of au-
B3’ , thority,*
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thority, that we muft now refer. The genealogy-

of Chrift is traced to Adam;—Why then not trace
the rights of man to the creation of man? Be.

‘caufe there have been upftart-governments, thruft- :
mg themfelves between, and prefumptuouﬂy work.

ing to unmake man.

If any generation of men ever poffefled the
right of difating the mode by which the world
thould be governed for ever, it was the firf ge-
neration that ever exifted—and, if that generation
did not do it, no fucceeding generation can thew
any authority for deing it, nor fet upany. The
illuminating and divine principle of the equal
rights of man—for ithas its origin from the maker
of man—relates, not only ta the liying individuals,
but to generations of men fucceeding each other,
Every generation js equal in rights to the genera-
tions that preceded it, by the fame rule that every
individual is born equal in rights with his contem-
porary,

Every hiftory of the creation, and every tradta
tionary account—whether from thc lettered, or un.
lettered world, however they may vary in their
opinion or belief of certain particulars, all agree
in eftablifhing onpe point—the unity of man—by
which I méan, that man, confidered as man, is

all of one degree, and confequenly, that all men

are born equal, and with equal natural rights, in
~ the fame manner as if pofterity had been continued

- | by
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by creation inftead of generation—the latter being
the only mode by which the formeris carried for-
- ward, and, confequently, every child born into
the world, muft be confidered as deriving its ex-
iftence from Gop. The world is as new to him,
as it was to the firft man that exifted, and his na-
tural right init is of the fame kind.

The Mofaic account of the creation, whether
. taken as divine authority, or merely hifforical, is

fully up to this point—the unity or equality of man.
The expreflions admit of no controverfy: “ And
¢ God faid, let us make man in our own image :
¢ in the image of God created he him—male and
% female created he them.” The diftinftion of
fexes is pointed out, but no other diftinition is
even implied. If this ‘be not diwine authority, it
- 1is hiflorical authority, and fhews that the equality
of man, fo far from being a modern do&sinc, is
the o/deft upon record.

It is alfo to be obferved, that ail thc religions
known in the world are founded, fo far as they re-
late to man, on the unity of man, as being all of
one degree. Whether in keaven, or in Iull, orin
whatever ftate man may be fuppofed to exift here-
after, the good and the bad are the only diftinc.
tions. Nay, even the laws of governments are
obliged to flide into this principle, by making
degrees to confift in crimes, and not in perfons.
It is one of the greateft of all truths, and of the

By ‘ hlghcﬂ v
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higheft advantage to cultivate. By confidering

man in this light, and by inftruéting him to con-
fider himfelf in this light, it places him in a clofe

~ conneftion with all his duties, whether to his Cre-
ator, or to the creation, of which he is a part; and
it is only when he forgets his origin, or, te ufe a
more fafhionable phrafe, his birth and family, that
he becomes diffolute.

Itis not among the leaft of the evils, of the pre-
fent exifting governments in all parts of Europe,
that man, confidered as man, is thrown back to a
vaft diftance from his maker, and the artificial
chafm filled up by a fucceffion of barriers, or a fort .

- of turnpike-gates, through which he has to pafs.
The duty of man is not a wildernefs of turnpike-
gates through which he is to pafs by tickets from
one to the other. Itis plain and fimple ; and con.
fifts but of two points—pis duty to God, which
every man muft feel—and, with refpett to his
neighbour—to do as he would be done by.

If thofe to whom power is delegated do well,
they will be refpetted ; if not, they will be defpifed.
.And, with refpett to whom no power is delegated,
byt who affume it, the ratjonal world can know
- nothing of them,

CHAP.
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CHAP. II.

_OF CIVIL RIGHTS.

HITHERTO we have fpoken only, and that
but in part, of the natural rights of man.. We’
have now to confider the civil rights of man, and
to thew how the one originates out of the other.
"~ Man did not enter into fociety to become worfe
* than he was before ; nor to have lefs rights than
~ he had before, but to have thofe rights afcertamed,
and better fecured. * His natural rights are, the
fozmdatzon of all his civil rlghto But in order to
purfue this diftin€lion with more precifion, it will
be neceflary to mark the different qualities of na-
tural and civil rights; a few words will explain
this,

Natural rights are thofe which appertain to man,
in right of his ex/tience. Of this kind are all the
intellectual rights, or rights of the mind ; and allo,
all thofe rights of aéting, as an individual, for his
own comfort and happinefs, which are not m_]url-
ous to the natural rights of others.

Civil rights are thofe which appertain to man, in
right of his being a member of fociety. Every
civil right has, for its foundation, fome natural
right pré-cxiﬁing in the individual, but to which
his indjvidual power is not, inall cafes, fufficiently

COl’ﬂPCtCﬂt.
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* competent.  Of this kind are all thofe which re-
late to fecurity and proteéiion.

" From this fhort view, it will be cafy to diftin-
guith between that clafs of natural rights which
man retains after entering into fociety, and thofe
which he throws into common ftock as a member
of fociety. The natural rights which be retains
are, all thofe in which the power to execute is as .
perfe, in the individual, as the right itfelf.
. Among this clafs, as is before mentioned, are, all
the intelle€tual rights, or rights of the mind. Con-
~ fequently, religion is one of thofe rights.

The natural rights which are not retained, are,
all thofe in which, though the right is perfeét in
the individual, the power to execute them is defec-
tive. ‘They anfwer not his purpofe. A man, by
natural right, has a right to judge in his own caufe;
and fo far as the right of the mind is concerned,
he never furrenders it—but what availeth it him to
judge, if he has not power to redre{s? He there-
fore depofits this right in the common ftock of fo-
ciety, and takes the arm of fociety, of which heis
a part, in preference, and in addition, to his own,
Society grants him nothing. Every man is a pro-
prietor in fociety, and draws on the capital as a

~ matter of right,
_ From thefe premifes, twa or three certain con-
clufions will follow :—

Fxr{t, That every civil right "grows out of a na-
tural



" THE RIGHTS OF MAN. n

~ 4ural right, or, in other words, is a natnral right
cxchanged.

Secondly, That civil power, properly confidered
as fuch, is made up of the aggregate of that clafs
-of the natural rights of man, which becomes defec-
tive in the individual, in point of power, and an-
fwers not his purpofe ; but when colleéted to a fo-
cus, becomes competent to the purpofes of every
‘one. , ,

And, Thirdly, That the power produced from
the aggregate of natural rights—imperfeét in power
in the individual—cannot be applied to invade the
patural rights which are retained in the individual,
and in which the power to execute is as perfe& as
the Right itfelf.
- We have now, in a few words, traced man from
a natural individual 1o a member of fociety, and
.thewn the quality of the natural rights retained,
and of thofe which are exchanged for civil rights.
Let us now apply thofe principles to govern-
ments.

In cafting our eyes over the world, it is ex-
tremely eafy to diftinguifh the governments which'
have arifen out of fociety, or out of the focial com-
paét, from thofe which have not; and, to place
thisin a clearer light than what a fingle glance may
afford, it will be proper to take a review of the
feveral fources from which governments have

arifeg,
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arifen, and on which they have been founded :—
They may be comprehended under three heads.

Firft, Superflition. '

Secondly, Power.

And, Thirdly, The common mterq/l of jbczet},
and the eommon rights of man.

The firft, was a government of Prieft-craft—the
fecond, of Conquerors—and the third, of Reafon.,
~ Whena fet of artful men pretended, through the
medium of oracles, to hold intercourfe with the
Deity, the world was completely under the govern-
ment of fuperftition: the oracles were confulted,
and whatever they were made to fay, became the
law : and this fort of government lafted as long as
fuperftition lafted.

After thefe, a race of conquerors arofe, whofe
governments were founded in power, and the
 fword aflumed the name of a fceptre. Governments,

_ .thus eftablifhed, laft as long as the power to fup-
port them lafts; and, that they might avail them-
felves of every engine in their favour, they united
Jraud to force, and fet_up an idol, which they
called divine right, and which, in imitation of the
Poge, who ‘affeéts ‘to be Jpiritual and temporal,
and, in contradiction to the founder of the chriftian
religion, twifted itfelf into an idol of another.
fhape, called Church and State. 'The key of Saint
Peter, and the key of the T'reafury, became quar-

tercd
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~ tered on one another; and the. wondering cheated
_ multitude wothlpped the invention.
- We have now to réview-the governments whxch
arife out of fociety, in eontra-diftin€tion to thofe
which arofe out of fuperftition er conquett.

It has been thought a confiderable advance tos
wards eftablithing the principles of freedom, to fay,
that government is a compadt bet.wcen thofe whe

- . govern, and thofe' who are gowrned but this
cannot be true, bgcaufe it is putting the;effed be« ‘
fore the caufe; for, as- man muft bave exifted
before governments exifted, there neceflarily was a
time when governments did not exift, and, confe--
quently, there could not exift, originally, any go--
vernors to form fuch a compeft with. The fa&,
therefore, muft be, that the irdividuals themfelves,
~each in their own perfonal and fovereign right,
-entered into a compall with each other, to pljoduce
agovernment :—and this is the only mode in which
governments have a right to arife, and the only
principle on which they have a right to exift.

To -poflels ourfelves of a clear idea.of what .

\goVér,nmcm is, or ought to be, we muft trace it to
its origin. In doing this, we fhall eafily difcover,
that governments have arifen out of the people, or
gver the people.

But it will be fistt ncceﬂ'ary to define what is
meant bya conﬂztutzon it is not fufficient that we

@dopt
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. adopt the werd ; we mult alfo affix a_fandayd ﬁg. '

hification to it.
A conftitution is not “a thing in name only, bu:

in fact. Ithasaot an ideal, but a real exiftence ;-

and, wherever it cannot be produced in a vifible
form, there is nape.

- A conftitution is a«tlung aniecedent to a govern:
thent, and a government is only the creature.of

a conftitution. The conflitution of a country is

fot the afls of its government, but of the people
conftituting a government. It is the body of ele-
ents to which you can refer, and quote article
by article ; and which contains the principles on
which the government fhall be eftablifhed, the
manner in which it fhall be organized, the powers
it fhall have, the mode of ele&ions, the duration of

Tegiflatures, the powers which the executive part of (

government fhall have, and, in fine, every thing
that relates to the complete organization of a civil
government, and the principles on which it fhall
uft, and by which it fhall be bound. ,
"A conftitution is, therefore, to a government,
what the laws made afterwards by that government
are to a court of judicature. The court of judi
cature does not make the laws, neither can it alter
them ; it only aéts in conformity to the laws made,
and the government is, in like manner, governed
by the conftitution. It may be fairly deduced
then, that no country, or nation, can be. faid to
- have:

ar

I, & .
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have a conftitution, unle¥ it arifes, as I have faid
before, out of the people, by common confent or
choice, and not over the people, by collufion, fraud,
compulfion or conqugﬂ It is therefore for every
country or nation to judge whether they have a
conftitution or not.

A government, on the principles upon which
conftitutional governments, arifing out of {ociety,
are eftablithed, cannot have the right of altering
itfelf; if it had, it would be arbitrary; it might
‘make itfelf what it pleafed; andy wherever fuch a
right is fet up, there is no conftitution. The a&
by which a legiflature might empower itfelf to fit
¥or a term of years, fhews that there is no confti.
‘tution. It might, by the fame feif-authority, c{ta-
blifh itfelf for life.

I fhall next proceed to make a few obfervations
upon the fubje€t of Titles, and the principles upon
which they are conftituted.

Titles are but nick-names, and every nick-name
is a title. The thingis perfeftly harmlefs in itfelf,
but it marks a fort of foppery in the human cha-
rafter, which degrades it. It reduces man into
the diminution of man, in things which are great;
and the counterfeit of woman in things which are
litde. It talks about its ribbon like a girl, and
fhews its new garter like a child.

% The flar which glitters upon the coat, is but
« a falfe mirror of the charatler it is intended to

’ $ reprefent,
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% and, confeqnently, exhibits no certain merit but
& its own.’
A certain writer of fome antiquity fays,-ﬂ-
¢ When I wasa child, I thought as achild; but
& when I became a man, I put away chxldlfh»
% things.”
“The genuine mindof man, thirfting for its na-
tive home, fuciety, contemns the gewgaws that fe-
,parate him from it. Titles are like circles drawn
by the magician’s wand, to contrat the fphere of
man’s felicity. He lives immured within the baf-
tile of a wood, and furvcys at a diftance, the en- ~
vied life of man.
What are titles—what is their worth—and what
1s their amount? When we think or fpeak of a
Judge, or of a general, we affociate the ideas of
office, and of charafter ; we think of gravity in the
, one, and of bravery in the other: but, when we
ufe a word, merely as a title, no ideas affociate
with it.
¢ Titles are, not only ridiculous, but fometimes
“ are reproaches, and bear the appearance of
¢ irony. What can be more cutting to a diminu-
¢ tive deformed wretch, than to be faluted with
« the title of Majefly 2 A fcoundrel, who deferves
¢ the gallows, who has ruined thoufands, by cheat-
¢ ing at gaming, is, certainly, right honourable :
- ® and a wretch, who proftrates himfelf in the duft
 before

-
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% before a puppet, bearing the name of a Xing,
¢ is, furely, worthy of being called a Lord".”

Through all the vocabulary of Adam, there is
 not fuch a term asa Count, or a Dukeyor an Earl;
neither can we conne& any certain idea to the
words. Whether they mean flrength or weaknefs,
wifdom or folly, a child or a man, or the rider
‘or the horfe, is all equivocal. Imagination has
given figure and charafier to centaurs, fatyrs, and
down to all the fairy tribe; but titles baffle even
the powers of fancy, and are a chimerical non-
defcript.

But this is not alll Ifa whole COuntry is dlfpofcd
to hold them in contempt, all their value is gone,
and none will own them. It is common “opinion™
only that makes them any thing, or nothing, or
‘worfe than nothing,

There is no occafion to take titles away, for they
will take themfelves away when fociety fhall con.
cur to ridicule them. This fpecies of imaginary
confequence has vifibly declined, and it haftens to.
its exit, as the world of reafon continues to rife.
There was a time when the loweft clafs of what are
called nobility, was more thought of than the higheft
s now. The world has feen this folly fall, and it
has fallen by being laughed at, and the farce of
Titles will follow its fate. Rank and dignity in
fociety muft take a new ground——that of cheraéier,

inftead of the chimerical ane of titless ‘
C If
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1 no mifchief had annexed itfelf to the folly of
titles, they would not have deferved a greater at-
tention than the common reafon of fociety to ridi-
cule them; and this makes it neceffary to enquire
further into the nature and charaéler of ariffocracy.

That then which is called ariftocracy, in fome
tountries, and nobdility in others, arofe out of the
governments founded upon congueff. It wasorigi-
hally, a military order, for the purpofe of fupporting
military governments—for fuch were all govern-
ments founded in conqueft; and, to keep up a fuc-
ceffion of this order, for the purpofe of which it

‘was eftablifhed—all the younger branches of thofe
families were difinherited, and the law of prime.
geniturefhip fet up. The nature and charafter of
ariftocracy fhews itfel{ to us in this law. Itis a
law againft every law of nature, and nature herfelf
talls aloud ‘for its defiru@ion. Efablith family
juftice, and ariftocracy falls, '

, . By the ariftocratical law of primogeniturefhip,
in a family of fix children, five are expofed. Arife
tocracy has but one child; the reft are begotten
to be devoured They are thrown to the cannibal
for prey, and the natural parent preparcs the unna-
tu,ral repaft.

- As every thing which is out of nature in man
affeéts more or lefs, the intereft of fociety, fo does
this. Al the children which ariftocracy difowns—
which are all except the eldeft—are, in general, caft,

‘ - like
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like orphans, on & parifh, to be provided for by
the public, but at a greater charge. (jn‘ne"ceﬂhry

ofkces, and places in governments and courts are
created, dt the expence of the publie, to maihtaii
them. With what kind of parental refle@ions-¢an
the father, or mother, centemplate their offspring!
By nature they aré childrém, andy by marriage they
are heirs, but, by ariflocracy, they are daflards and
orphans. They are the flefh and blood of their
parenits ih one ligey end nothing a-ki to. them in -
the other. S ~ :
- % Itis frequently urged by the advocates of arils
% tocracy; that #odilily is a reward for rematkable
% fervices, rendeted by the nos Lz to'his country,
“ Suppofing this to be true, yet, when titles be.
¢ ¢ame hereditaty, they nolonger becane the re-
¥ compence of merit—and can, confequently, be
“ ho incitement to 4 man of really virtuous princi-
“ ples, Men who afpire to excelling, are not
“ tempted by rewards which they behold enjoyed
“ by the vileft of wretches, merely becdufe they
% are the doubtful defeendants of an eminent per-
# fon who exifteda century or more ago.
- “ The idea of a hereditary nobility is in¢ompa-
¢ tible with every law of nature; wifdom and vir-
* tuc ate notthings to be bequeathed upon a death-
% bed; nor to be inkerited at the deceafe of 4
¥ .patént. Why then fhould nobility, which is
’ 2 €2 “ faid
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“ faid to ‘be the reward of merit, be inkerited
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when merit s not ?
“ NosiLity is to be confidered only as an
imaginary diftin€tion, unlefs accompanied with

¢_the pratice of thofe generous virtues by which

it ought to be obtained. Titles of honour con-
ferred upon fuch as have no perfonal merit, are,
at beft, but the royal ftamp fet upon bafe metal. -

’Though an honourable title may be conveyed

to pofterity, yet the ennobling qualities, which
are the foul of greatnefs, are a fort of incom-
mubicable perfe@ions, and cannot be transfer-
red. If a man could bequeath his virtues, by

will, and fetde his fenfe and learning upon his

heirs, as certamly as he can his lands, a noble
defcent would then, indeed, be a valuable pri-
vilege. .
¢ Had the creator of mankmd mtended that no- -
bility fhould have been neceflary in- the admini-
Itration of government, he would, doubtlefsly,
have created a diftin& fpecies of men, remark.
able for ability and virtue, and he would have
made his hereditary nobles, hereditary wife and

“ good men.”

To reftore, therefore, parents to their chxldrcn;

and children to their parents, relations to -each
other, and man to fociety, and to exterminate that
MONSTER, Ariffocracy, will be—to, deftroy the
law of PRIMOGENITURESHIP.

' the
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* The reafons for doing this are various, becaufe,
in the firlt place, as is already mentioned, arifto-
cracy is kept up by family tyranny and injuflice.

Secondly, becaufe there is an unnatural unfitnefls
in an ariftocracy to be legiflators for a nation.
Their tdeas of difiributive juflice are corrupted at
the very fource. They begin lifé by trampling
dpon all their younger brothers and fifters, and re-
lations of every kind ; and -are taught and edu-
cated. fo to do. With what ideas of juftice, or
_ honour, can that man enter a houfe of legiflature,
who abforbs, in his own perfon, the inheritance of
a whole family of children, and doles out to them
fome pitiful portion with the infolence of a gift.
- Thirdly, becaufe the idea of kereditary legifla-
. tors is as inconfiftent as that of hereditary judges,
or of hereditary juries; and as abfurd as a here-
ditary mathematician, or a hereditary wife man:
and as ridiculous as a hereditary poet-laureat.

- Fourthly, becaufe a body of men, holding them-
felves accountable to nobody, ought not to be
trufted by any body.

Fifthly, becaufe itis continuing the uncivilized
principle of governments, founded in conqueft,
and the bafe idea of man having property in man,
and governing him by perfonal right.

And, Sixthly, becaufe ariftocracy has a tendency’
to degenerate the human fpecies.

By the univerfal ceconomy . of nature, it is
Cs known
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known, and by the inftance of the Jews, it is
proved, that the humap {pecies has a tendency to
degenerats,. in any fmall pumber of perfons, yhen,
feparated from the general flock of. fociety, and
jiptermarrying conflantly with each ather, . '

¢ The fubje& of divine right is now to enzase
6 our attention,

¢ UNIVBRSAL RIGHT QF cousmnugs 15 &
% facredy cxclufiue, and diftiné right given to men
¢ by the CreaTor; and, therefors, mo-mortal

% power or perion has any quthority, right, or
% controul, over,the conlcience of another. Any: -
& reftraint, veftriftion, or direftion, whatfoever,
¢ either rcligious or legiflative, is sbominabje and
¥ ymmoral : itis prefumption 0 God, and op
& preffon to man.”

Even any afl or law to tolcratc, ar mtolemtc To-.
ligion, is improper, and unfoundcd as both ‘are
_defpotifms,

Toleration is not the oppofite of mtolerauon, but
is the counterfeit of it. The ane affumes to isfelf
the right of withholding liberty of confcience, and:
the other of granting it. The oneis Pope, armed
with fire and faggot ; andthe ather is Pofe, Jelling.
or granting indulgences.

But toleration may be viewed ina much fironger
light. Man werfhips not himfelf, but his Makex;
‘and the liberty of confcience, which he claims, is.
net for the ferviee of Aimfelf, but of his Goo, In

this

e e A
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this cafe, therefore, we muft neceffarily have the
affociated idea of two beings—the mertal who rex-
ders the worfhip—and the IMMORTAL Being vho
is worfhipped.

Toleratlon, therefore, places itfelf, not between
man and man, nor between church and church ;
nor between one denomination of religion and ano-
‘ther, but between Gop and man; between the
being who worthips, and the Beinc who is war-
Shipped : and, by the fame a& of affumed autho-
rity, by which it tolerates man to pay his worthip, -
it prefumptuoufly and blafphemoufly fets itfelf up -
to tolerate the ALMIGHTY to recesve it. \ ‘

Were a bill to be brought into any legiflature,
entitled,  An a& to tolerate or grant liberty to the
¢ Almighty to receive the worthip of a_Few, or of
¢ a Turk; or to prohibst the Almighty from re-
% ceiving”—all men would ftartle, and call it
blafphemy !—There would be an uproar!

The prefumption of toleration, in religious mat-
ters, would then prefent itfelf unmafked ;—but the
prefumption is not the lefs, becaufe the name of
“ Man” only appears to thofe laws ; for the alfoci-

“ated ideas of the worfhipper and the woq/b:pped
cannot be feparated.

Who then art thou, vain duft and -athes! by-
whatfoever name thou art called—whethera King,
‘& Bifhop, or a Church, or a State, a legiflature, or

any thing elfe, 'that obtrudeft thine infignificance
Ca between

A
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between the foul of man and its Maker 2. Mind
thine own concerns.—If he believes not as thou
believeft, it is a proof that thou believeft not as
he believeth, and there is no earthly power can
determine between you. -

With refpe€ to what are called denommattons-
of religion, if every one is left to judge of its own
zeligion, there is no fuch thing as a religion that is
wrong ; but, if they are to judge of each other’s
religion, there is no fuch thing as a religion that is
right ; and, therefore, all the world are right, or
all the world are wrong. But, with refpeét to
religion itfelf, without regard to names, andy
as direfling itfelf from the univerfal family - of
mankind, to the divine objeft of all adorationy
it is man bringing to his Maker the fruits of his
heart ; and though thefe fruits may differ from each -
other, like the fruits of the earth, the grateful tri-
‘bute of every one is accepted.

A bifhop would not refufe a tythe-fheaf of wheat,
becaufe it was not a cock of hay ; nor a cock of
hay, becaufe it was not a fheaf of wheat: nor a
218, becaule it was neither the one nor the other:
but this divine, under the figure of an ¢flablifhed
church, will not permit his Maker to receive -the
varied tythes of man’s devotion.

One of the principles of monarchy is, % Church
% and State;” and the term is ufed as a general

figurey,



THE RIGHTS OF MAN: 25

figure, to hold forth the polisical dotrine of al-
ways uniting the Church with the State. :
Let us beftow a few thoughts on this fubje&.
© All religions are, in their nature, mild and be-
nign,and united with principles of morality. They
could not have made profelytes at firft, by profef-’
fing any thing that was vicious, cruel, profecuting,
or immoral. Like every thing elfe, they had their
beginning; and they proceeded by perfuafion, ex-
hortation, and example. How then is it that they
lofe their native mildnefs, and become morofe and
intolerent 2 It proceeds from the unnatural con--
neflion. By engendering the church with the
ftate, a fort of mule-animal, capable of deftroying
and not breeding up, is produced, called the
church cftablifhed by Jaw. 1t is a ftranger, even
from its birth, to any parent-mother on which it is -
begotten, and whom in time it kicks out and de-
" ftroys.
- All law-religions or rchglons eflabl; jlzcd by law, .
are oppreflive. Take away the law-eftablifhment,
+ and every religion re-affumes its original benignity,
A’ Catholic prieft becomes a good citizen, a good
chara€ter, and a good neighbour ; an Epifcopalian
minifter is of the fame defcription—and this pro-:
ceeds, independently of the men, from there being
. no law-eftablifhment.
If alfo we view this matterin a temporal fenfe,
we-fhall fee the ill effeéts of it on national profpe-

rity,
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sity, by driving-men of the moft ufeful avocations
to feek remote aflylums from the hands of re(ttamt,;
opprefion and perfecution.

There ir a fingle idea, which, if it ftrikes rightly
wugon the mind, either in a legal, or a religious feafe,
will prevent any man, orany body of men, of any
goverament, from going wrong on the fubjeft‘of
religion, which is—that before any hurhan inflitu-
tioss of governmemt were known in the world, -
there exifted, if I may fo exprefs it, a compaét be-

+tween God and man, from the beginning of time ;
~ ang that, as the relation and condition which man,
in his mdzmdual perfon, {tands in towards his
Maker, cannot be changed, or in any ways altered,
by any human laws, or human authority. ; that re.
ligious devotion, which is a part of this compa&t,
cannot fo much as be made a fubjeit of human
laws ; and, that all laws muft conform themfelves
to this prior éxifting compa&, and not affume to
make the compalt conform to the laws, which, be-
fides being human, are fubfequent thereto.
- The firk a& of man, when he looked around,
and faw himfelf a creature which he did not make,
and a world furnifked for his reception, muft have
been devotion ; and devotion muft ever continue:
fecred to every individual man, as & fhall appear
right to himfelf—and governments do mifchief by
imesfering or enforeing..

Aa to what are called National ‘Religions, we

. _may,
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may, with as much propriety, talk of National
Gods. It is either political crafty or the remains
of the Pagan fyftem, when every nation had its
feparate and particular deity.

“ It is an erroncous principle, that the opera.
% tions. of the mind, as well as the a€ls of the body,
“ are fubjeét. to the coercion of the laws. Qur
# qulers have authority over fuch natural rights
“ only as we have fubmitted to them. The rights
“ of conicience we never fubmitted—we could aat
¢ fubmit. We are anfwerable for them to our
¥ Gad,
¢ The legitimate powers of government extend
$# to fuch adls only as are injurious to others. But
% it does me no injury for my ne:ghbour to fay,
% there are fwenty gods, or o god :—It neither
¢ picks my pocket, nor breaks my leg. Ifit be faid
- % that his teftimony, in a court of juftice,.cannot
“ be relied on—rejeél it then, and be the fligma
-%_on him. Confiraini may make him worfe, by
% making him a Aypocrite, but it will never make
% him afruer man, It may-fix him obflinately in
% his errors, but will pever cure them, Reafon,
% and free enquiry are the only and effeflual
% _agents againlt error.  Give a loofe to them,
% they will fupport the frue religion, by bringing
% every falfe one to their tribunal, to the teft of
% their inveltigation ; they are the natyral enemies
5 ofm‘or, and of crvor esly. Had not the Ro-
man
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man government permitted free enquiry, chrifti.
anity could never have been introduced. Had
not free enquiry been indulged at the ®ra of the
reformation, the corruptions of chriftianity could

& not have been purged away. - If it be reftrained

R R e R P
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now, the prefent corruptions will be proteied,
and new ones encouraged. :

% Was the government to prefcribe to us our
medicine and dies, our bodies would be in fuch

keeping as our fouls are now. Thus, in France,

the emetic was once forbidden as a medicine,

and the potatoe as an article of food. Govern-

ment is juft as infallible too, when it fixes fyf-

tems in phyfics. Galileo was fent to the inqui-

¢ fition for affirming that the earth was a fphere—

the government had declared it to be as flat as
a trencher; and Galileo was obliged to abjure
his error. This error, however, at length pre:
vailcd—the earth became a globe—and Def:
cartes declared, that it was whirled round its
axis by a wortex. The government in which
he lived was wife enough to fee that this was no
queftion of civil jurifdittion, or we fhould all
have been involved, by authority, in vortices.
In fafl, the vortices have been exploded, and
the Newtonian principle of gravitation is now

% more firmly eftablifhed on the bafis of reafon,
¢ than it would be were the government to ftep

“

in, and make it an article of neceflary faith.
' “ Reafon
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% Reafon and experiment have been indulged,
and error has fled before them. Itis error alone
which needs the fupport of government. Truth
can ftand by :felf. = Subje& opinion to coer-
cion—w/hom will you make your inquifitors ?

—fallible men—men governed by bad paffions,
by private as well as public reafons. And why
fubjeét it to coercion 2—to produce uniformity-
But is uniformity of opinion - defirable 7—no
more than of face and fature. Introduce the
bed of Procruftes then—and, as there is danger
that the large men may beat the fall, nrake us

-all of a fize by loppmg the former, and ftrerch.

ing the latter.

« Difference of opinion is advantageous in re.
ligion. The feveral {e€ts perform the office of
a cenfor morum over each other. Is uniformity
attdinable ? Millions of innocent men, women,
and children, fince the introdu&tion of chrifti-
anity, have been burnt, tortured, fined, imprifon.
ed ; yet we bave not advanced one inch towards
uniformity. What has been the effett of coer-
cion ?—to make one half the world fools, and the
other half ‘hypocrites. To fupport roguery and
error all over the earth. Let us refle@ that
it is' inhabited by a thoufand millions of peo-

¢ ple: that thefe profefs, probably, a thoufand

different fyftems of religion: that ours is but
one of that thoufand. That if there be but one
- [13 right,
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% right, and ours that one, we fhould wifh to fee
“ the pine hundred and’ ninety-nine wandering
® fels gathered into the fold of truth. But againft
& fuch a majority we cannot effe& this by force.
® Reafon and perfuafion are the only pra@icable
¢ mnflruments.

“ Well aware that Almlghty God hath created
¢ the mind free, that all attempts to influence it by
- & temporal punifhments or burthens, or by ciwil
& incapacitations tend only to beget habits of iy-
& pocrify and meannefs, and are a departure from
& the plan of the holy author of our religion, who,
“ being lord both of body and mind, yet chofe
% not to propagate it by coercions on enher, as
« was in his almighty power to do. -

« That the impious prefumption of legiflators
“ and rulers, ciwil as well as ecelefiaftical, who be-
¢ ing thémfelves but fzllible and uninfpiredmen,
¢ have aflumed dominion over the faith of others,
" & {etting up their own opinions and modes of
# thinking as the only true and infallible, and as
“ fuch endeavouring to impofe them on athers,
% hath eftablithed and maintained falfe religions
% over the greateft part of the world, and through
“ all ‘time.

- That, 10 compel a man to furnifh contributions
- & of money for the propagation of opinions which
% he difbelicves, is finful and tyramnical. - ’
. That even the forc.mg him to fupport this of

. N that

el
4
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® Xhat teacher of bia owsn religious perfuafiony is

- % depriving bisa of the comfortable liberty of
¢ giving his contributions to the particwlas paftor
¢ whofe mosals he would make bis pattern, and
% .whofe powers be feels moft perfualive to righte.
< oufnefs, and is withdrawing from the minikiy
¢ thole temporal zewards which, proceeding from
%.am approbation.of their perfonal condufl, antian
« additional incigement to earnoft and unremitting
% labours for the inftru@tion of mankind. :

& That.our cuwzé rights have no dependefice on
“_ our religious opinions, move than on our api-
% nioas in phyfcs or geometry.

4¢ That therefore, the profcribing any citizen 28
% unwotthy the public confidence, by laying wpon
< him anincapacity of being called to offices of trul
¢ and emolument, unlefs he profeffes or renowsce
. this or that religious opinion, is depriving him
% injurioufly of thofe privileges and advantages to
¢ which, in common with his fellow citizens, he
% has a natural right.

% That it tends alfo to corrupt the principles of
¢ that very religion it is meant to encourage, by
¢ bribing, with a monopoly of warldly honours
¢ and “emoluments, thofe who will, externally,
¢¢ profefs and conform to it.

¢ That though, indeed, thefe ave criminal whe
% do not withftand fuch temptation, yet neisher
& are thole innocent wha lay the bait in their way.

- : % That
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& That to fuffer the civil magdh-ate to imrade
¢ his powers into the field of opinion, and to re-
¢ ftrain the profeflion or propagation of princic
¢ ples, on fuppofition of their ill tendency, is a
% dangerous fallacy, which at once deftroys all
¢ religious liberty, becaufe he being of courfe
¢ _judge of that tendency, will make his opinions
¢ the rule of judgment, and approve or condemn
¢ the fentiments of others only as they (hall
& fquare with or dzﬂ’cr from his own. '

¢ That it is time enough for the rightful par-
s polfes of civil government for its officers to in-
¢ terfere when principles break out into overt-
« afts againft peace and good order.

And, finally, that truth is great, and will prevait
¢ ifleft to herfelf ; that the is the proper and fuf-
« ficient antagonift to error, and has nothing to
¢ fear from the . conflift, unlefs by human inter-
¢ pofition, difarmed of her natural -weapons, free
% argument and debate—errors ceafing to be dan-
“ geraus when it is permitted freely to conéradid:
¢ them.

THEREFORE 70 man fhould be comfclled to
“ frequent or fupport any religious worfhip, placey
¢ or miniftry whatfoever, nor fhould be enforced,
% refirained, molefled, or burthened, in his body or
¢ goods; nor fhould otherwife fuffer on account
« of his religious opinions or belief; but that o/

“ men lhould be free to profefs, and by argument
“ te
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% toMmainigin their opinions in matters of religion,
¢ and that the fame ought in nowife to diminifh,
% enlarge, or affelt their civil capacitics,

.

CHAP. I,
\
OF HEREDITARY RIGHT.

I NOW proceed to Hereditary Rights,and Here-
ditary Succeffion.

A monarchial writer of diftinQion fays, ¢ Go«
¢ vernment is a contrivance of human wifdom.”
Admitting that government #s a contrivance of hu-
man wifdom, it mu/2 neceffarily fodow, that here-
ditary fucceffion and hereditary rights, as they are
called, can make o part of it, becaufe it is impof- -
JSible to make wifdom hereditary. And, on the
other hand, that cannot be a wife contrivance
‘which, in its operation, may commit the govern-
ment of a nation to the wifdom of an ideot.

“ In conftrufing governments, it is wifdom that
% fhould conftitute the pinnacle—wherefore go-
¢ vernment fhould be fo modelled, as that wift
% dom fhould be ever eligible to that fummit, come
¢ from wherefoever, or whomfoever, it may in
% the community.. I mean by this, that every in-
¢ dividual thould be equally eligible to the bigheft
& office in the flawe, otherwife a novice might
D " % govern
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& g’Wérr’xa Solomon.” : Whether fociaty «would: of
. % would not prefer. even this Solomon to reprefent

« them, is another matter—but though it might
“ be a queftion, it thould not prevent him from
“ being eligible, nor preclude fociety from the
% power of appointing him.

“ There is one ¢ircumftance, among many thou-’
¢ fands, that firikes my mind wery forcibly againft
¢ the principle of hereditary fucceffion ; and I be-
“ lieve, it will be admitted by,all ranks and de-
« grees of men, who will fuffer their reafon, and
% pot their paffions, or venality,to influence them,
“ namely, that Wispom 1S THE PRINCIPAL OB-
% JECT OF ALL POLITICAL PURsUIT—It is the
% very thing that the community feeks for in all
% appaintments, whether of a minifter, a judge, a
¢ general, or a legiflator ; nay, we find the maxim

+ # obferved in the private views of individuals, by

¢ their preferring thof¢ who are beft qualified for
¢ the purpofes: in.queftion. What injuriés’ do
% mankind do then, by entailing upon themfelves
¢ any one perfon or family whatfoever, feeing
% that the faculties are mutable and perifhable, and
% that wifdom is not fuccefive? In what in-
% numerable inftances do we obferve fuperior ine
t¢ telle€ts in men of the moft inferior and obfeure -
% fituations, who are thereby called forth, and
¢ become effential and ufeful -in the- various
% obje&s for which their geniuffés fit them P—Phit
% lofophy,
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¥ Jofophy, mechanics, phyfic, and all the other
% fciences,- are free to attain the higheft perfe@ion
% that reafon and praftice can extend to; and
% when mankind are fatisfied of the fuperior uti-
« lny of any individual or projeftor, they encou-
“ rage and ‘ddopt him accordingly.—Why theh
- % fhould any man be reftrained with refpe&t to
' % government ? For inftande—If a peafant thould
% become'a Solomon, or a'Cincinnatus, he could
% not be ddmitted to-the prefidency of the com-
 munity, becaufe they hid not only precluded
% him, but themfelves, fiom the right of prefer-
% ment—and by this time had all perhaps become
% the fubjefts of a hereditary tyrant, inave, or
% fool! What a fituation for any fociety, who
s values freedom, to fubjeft themfelves to!!!
% The very idea of fporting with that invaluable
% ELEMENT, which the Almighty hath given us
« for our_dire&ion and comfort, is fufficient to
« caufe a univerfal bluth for the prefumption and
" ¢ folly of mankind! Let every artifan, and every
¢ man of profeffion, think for himfelf, individually,
% and confider, if he would not feel it a very great
¢ hardfhip to be debarred from getting at the head
¢ of his profeffion, if he could do fo by integrity,
% ability, and fair endeavour? And let fociety
¢ confider whether, independently of the injuftice
¢ of profcribing or precluding any individual, it
“ is not injuring themfelves to annihilate their
D2 “ right,

1)
&

;
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“ right, even for a moment, of ejeling the ufe.
¢ {efs, or vicious charalters, from the government,
¢ and preferring whomfoever fhall be deemed by
% their majority, to be moft competent and vir-
¢ tuous, efpecially for the moft important office in
% the ftate? Every man is, by nature, eligible
¢ to every fituation to which he contributes as a
“ member of fociety ; but it does not follow, that
4 he fhall acquire any official capacity, without
¢ his abilities, experience, and qualities, fit him
¢ for the ftation, and without the concurrence and
¢ choice of fociety—and fociety fport away the
« greateft bleffing of their political policy, when
& they make themfelves the outcafls that they doy
¢ by eftablifhing d: di jlm& privileges, and Iuredztary

& fucceffion I”
The ground which the foregoing momrchial
writer takes, is fatal to every part of his caufe.
The argument changes from hereditary rights to
hereditary wifdom ; and the queftion is, who is the
wifet man? Hemuft now fhew, that every one
in the line of hereditary fucceffion, was a % Solo-
mon,” or his title is not good to be a king. What
:a cataftrophe has he occafioned! He has made a
tout en femble, and fcarcely left @ name legible in
the lift of kings ; and he has mowed down .and
thinned the line of peers with a fcythe as formidable
as Death and Time! But he appears to have been
-aware of this refort, and he has taken care to guard
agamﬂ:
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againft it, by making government to be==not only
a contrivance of human wifdom—but a monopoly-
of wifdom. He puts the nation as fools on one
fide, and places his government of wifdom, all
wife men of Gotham, on the other fide—and he
 then proclaims, and fays, that % Men have a right
that their wants fhould be provided for by this
wifdom.”

Having thus made proclamation, he next pro-
ceeds to explain to them, what their wants are,
and alfo what their rights are. In this he has fuc-
ceeded dexteroufly, for he makes their wants to be
a want of wildom—and their 7ights to be governed
by it. But there are fome things which he has
forgotten.  Firft, he has not thewn where the
wifdom originally came from—and fecondly, he has
_ not fhewn by what authority it firft began to a&.
In the manner he introduces the matter, it is either
government ftealing wifdom, or wg[dam ftealing
government. It is without an ongm, and its
powers wnthout authority. In faft, itis zg/'urpatzon !

The opinions of men, with refpet to govern-
faent, are changing faft in all countries. = The
enormous, and, in many cafes, wanton, expences
with which they are loaded, provoke the people to
think by making them fzel—and, when once the
veil begins to rend, it admits not of repair.

Ignorance is of a peculiar nature—once dif-
pclled,and it is impoffible to re-eftablifh it.- Itis

D3 : -not
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nat- originally a-thing of itfelf, but is only the.
dfcncc of knowledge ; and, though man may be
Aegt ignorant, he cannot be made ignorant. The
mind, in difcovering truth, afts in the fame manner
as it alts through the eye in difcovering objefts—
when once any obje& has been feen, it is impof-
fible to. put the mind back to the fame condition
it was in, before it faw it. It has never yet been
difcovered how. to make man unknow hls know-
Jedge, or unthink his thoughts. ool
With refpeét to who is placed in the line’ of he-
redltary fucceflion, whether a Cherokee chief; or
a Heflian huffar, is not a matter that I trouble my-
felf about : itis the principle that I condemn. It
is no relief, but an aggravation, to a perfon in
flavery, to refle€t that he was fold by his parents ;.
and, as that which heightens the criminality of an
a&, camnot be produced to prove the legality of
it, hereditary fucceffion cannot be eﬁabhihed as
a legal thing. '
In order to arrive at a more perfe& dccxﬁon on
this head, it will be proper to confider the genera-
tion that undertakes to eftablith a family with Ze..
reditary powers, apart and feparate, from the ge-
nerations which are to follow ; and alfo to confider.
the charatler in which the Jirt generation aéls wnh
refpett to fucceeding generations. -, '
The generation which firft felefts'a. perfon, and
puts him at the head, of it’s government,. gither
© with
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with the title of Zing, or any other appellation of:

diftinfion, afls its own choice, be it wife or foolifh,
as a free agent for itfelf. The perfon fo fet up is
not hereditary, but feleéled and appointed ; and the:
generation who fets him up, does not live‘ynder
a hereditary. govérnment, but under 2 government’
of its own choice and eflablifiment. Were tﬂe‘ge-»

neration who fets him up, and the per/fon fo fet tp, to

live for evet, it never could become hereditary fuc-
ceffion ; and, of confequence, hereditary fucceffion
can only follow on the death of the firft fdrtz}:s

As, therefore, hereditary fucceffion is out the:

queftion, -with refpe& to the firft generation, we
have now to confider the charafter in whlch thd

generition -afts, with” refpe& to the’ commmcmg‘

generation, and to‘all firiceeding ones. ' Itaffomes
a’'charatter to whick it has neither righe fior fitle.

It changes itfelf from a legzﬂatar to a teftator, and

affe8s to maké its will, which'is to have/« opcrauon
after. the demife of the makers, to* be‘tjuéath the
government ; and it not only attempts to ’chdeath,
but to eftablifh on the fucceeding generations, a
new and different form of govemtﬂent ¢o that un-
der which itfelf lived. . Itfelf, as' s already ©ob-
ferved, lived not undér a hereditdry government,
but under a government of 'its' own choite and
eftablifhment ; and it now attempts, by virtue of a
wilt and teffament-—which it fias no authority to
make—to take from Yhe commencing generation,

D4 - and
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and all future ones, the rights and free agency by
- which itfelf atted.

But exclufively of the right which any genera.
tion has to aft colle@ively as a teftator, the ob-
- jéQs to which it applies itfelf, in this cafe, are not
within the compafs of any law, or of any will or
teftament. ‘The rights of men, in fociety, are neie
ther dewifeable nor transferrable, nor annihilable,
but are defeendable only ; and it is not in the power
of any generation to interrupt finally and cut off
the defcent. If the prefent generation, or any other
are difpofed to be flaves, it does not leflen the
right of the fucceeding geperation to be free.~—
Wrengs cannot have a legal defcent.

In whatever light hereditary fucceflion, as grow- -
ing out of the will and teflament of fome former
generation, prefents itfelf—it is an abfurdity, A
cannot make a will to take from B the property of
B, and give it to C. Yet this is the manner in
which, what is called, heredjtary fucceffion, bv
law, operates.

- A gertain former generation made a will, to take
away the rights of the commencing generation, and
all future ones, and convey their rights to a third
perfon, who afterwards comes forward and tells
them that they have rights—that their. rights are
already bequeathed to him, and that he will govern
in contempt of them.—From fuch principles, and
fuch zgnorance, good Lord deliyer the world! _

But
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Butafter all, what is this metaphor, called a crown
—or rather—what is‘monarchy # 1Isit a thing, or
is it a name, oris it a fraud # Is it a contrivance
of human wifdom, or of human craft, to obtain
maney from a nation under fpecious pretences? Is
it a thing nece/fa?y to a nation? If it is, in what
does that neceflity confift? What fervices does it
perform? What is its bufinefs, and what are its
merits 2 Doth the virtue confift in the metaphor,
or in the man ? Doth the geldfmith that makes
the crown make the virt.c alfo? Doth it operate
like Fortunatus’s withing-cap, or Harlequin’s
wooden fword? Doth it make either a man or a
conjurer ? Infine, whatisit? Itisan ideal fome-
thing that is going out of fathion—is falling inte
ridicule—and, is rejected in fome countries both
as unneceffary and expenfive.

_ If there exifted a man fo tranfcendently wife
above all others, that his wifdom was neceflary to
tnftru& a nation, fome reafon might be offered for

monarchy ; but when we caft our eyes about a
' cogntry, and obferve how every part underftands
its own affairs ; and when we logk around the
world and fee, that of all men in it the race of kings '
is the moft infignificant in capacity, our reafon
cannot fail to afk us, what are thofe men kept for?

If monarchy is a ufelefs thing, why is it kept up
any where? and, if a neceffary thing, how can it
b¢ difpenfed with? Itis eafy to concejve thata

band
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band of interefted men, fuch .ais:fla‘ci-mm-—lofds

of the bed-chamber—lords . of the :hitchén~—and-

lords of the neceffery-houfe—and the Lord knows.
what befides—can find as many reafons for monar-

chy as their falaries—paid at the, expence of  the:
couniry—amount to; but if [ afkr-the farmer, the.
manufafturer, the merchant, the rtradefman, and.
down through all the occupations of life to the.’
common labourer, what fervice monarchy is of:
to him?<he can give, me no.anfwer. ' If I afk him:
what monarchy is>—he believes it is fomething hkel.

a ﬁnecure . —
- . [ .
Y oy
' a - CHAP 1V.
' OF GOV!RNMENT

-3

REASON and Ignorance, the oppofites of cach
other, influénce the great bulk ‘of mankind. “If
éither of thefe can be rendered fufficiently extend
fivé in a country, the"machinery of government.
goes cafily on. Reafon obeys itfelf, and ignorance
jubmits to whatever is'di€tated to it. :
' * The two modes of government that prcvaxl in
the world are~— .

Firft—Gevernment by Elegion and Repreﬁm-
fon.

Stconly«-—deemmcnt by Hcmiztary Succeffion.
£ The fotmier is generally known by the name of
- " Republic—
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Republic—the. latter, by -that of Monarchy and
Arwocr'acy. ; ‘Thofe two. diftinét and oppofite
tgrms erett themdelves on the two diftinét and op-
pofite bales:af reafon and iggorance.

. -As the éxercife of government requires talents
and abilities—and, as talents and abilities cannot.
have hereditary defcent, it is evident that heredi-
tary fucceffion'requires a belief from'man to which_
his reafon, canstot: fubfcribe, and. which can only
be eftablifhedinpon his ignorances~and, the more
ignorant any country is, the better it is fitted for
this fpecies 'of government. On the contrary,
government-in a well eftablifhed republic, requires
no belief from man beyond what his reafon can
give. Hefees the rationale of the whole fyﬂem,‘
its origin, and its operation—and, as it is beft
Jupported when beft underftood, the human faculties’
att with boldnefs, and acquire, under this form
of government, a gigantic manlinefs.

" As, therefore, each of thofe forms att on a dif-
ferent bafe, the one moving freely by the aid of rea-
fon, the other by ignorance, we have next to confi-
der what it is that gives motion. to that fpecies of
government, which is called mixed government; or,
as.it is fometimes ludicroudly fliled, a govcmment
of this, tlmt, and fother. i :

-« The maving power - in:this .{pecies- of gove’m-
wmient isy of neceflity, corruption. However imper-

e ck&um and -7eprefentation may be in mixed

Lo e : governments,
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governments, they fill give exercife to a greater -
portion of reafon than is convenient to the herey .
ditary part, and, therefore, it becomes neceffary t6
buy the reafon up. ‘A mixed govermment is an
imperfe@ every-thing, cementing and foldering the
difcordant parts together by corruption, to a& as
a whole.” In mixed governments there is no 7e-
Jponfibility ; the parts cover each other till refpon,
fibility is loft, and the corruption which moves the
machine, contrives, at the fame time, its own
efcape.

When it is laid downas a maxun, that “ g king
& can do no wrong," it places him in a fimilar fe-

curity with that of idsots, and perfons infane, and.
refponfibility is out of the queftion with refpe& to
hinfelf. It then defcends upon the minifier, who
thelters himfelf under a majority in the lcgiﬂature,
which, by places, penfions, and corruption, he can
always command ; and that majority juftifies itfelf
by the fame authority by which it proteéls the
minifter. Inthis rotatory motion, refponfibility is
thrown off from the parts, and from the whole.
‘When there is a part in a government which can
do no wrong, it implies, that it does nothing, and
is only the machine of another power by whofe di-
reftion it als.

‘What is fuppofcd to be the king in mixed go.
vernments is, the cabinet; and, as the cabinet is
always a part of the legiflature, and the members

Juﬁlfymg,
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juftifying, in one charafler, what they at and ad-
vife in another, a mixed government becomes a
continual engine, entailing upon a coantry, by the
quantity of corruption neceffary to folder the
‘parts, the expence of fupportingall the forms of
government at once, and, finally, refolving itfelf
into a government by commatitee ; in which, the
advifers, the atlors,the approvers, the juflificrs, the
perfons refponfible, and the perfons not refbonfibley
‘are the fame perfons.

By this pantomimical contrivance, and change
of {cene and charaller, the parts help each other
out, in matters which neither of them, ﬁmply,
cquld affume to a@t. When mgney is to be oé-
tained, the mafs of variety apparently diflolves, and
a profufion of legiflative praifes paffes between the
parts. Each admires, with aftonifkment, the wif-
dom, the liberality, the difinterefiednefs of the othex,
and all of them breathe a fz'tying figh at the burthens
of the. nation!

But in a well regulated rcpublzc, nothing of this
Joldering, praifing, and pitying can take place—
the reprefentation being equal throughout the
country, and complete in itfelf, however it may
be arrayed into legiflative and executive, they have
all, one and the fame natural fource. The parts
are not foreigners to each other like democracy.
ariftocray, and monarchy. As there are no. dif:
cordam dxﬁm&lons, there is nothing to corrupt

by
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by compromife, notto confound by contrivance,
Public meafures appeal of themfelves to the under-
fanding of the nation, and, refting on their own
merits, difown any flattering application to vanity.
The continual whine of lamenting the burthen of
the taxes, however fuccefsfully it may be praticed
in mixed governments, is inconfiftent with' the
=~ fenfe and fpirit of a republic. If taxes are necef- .
fary, they are, of courfe, advantageous; but if
they require an apology, the apology itfelf implies
. an impeachment. Why then is man thus impofed
upon—or why does he impofe on himfelf? '
When men are fpoken of as kings, and fubjeéts,
or, when. government is mentioned under the dif-
tin& or combined heads of monarchy, anftocracy,
and democracy, what is it that reafoninig man is to
underftand by the terms? If there really exifted in
in the world, two or more diftinét and feperate
" elements of human power, we fhould then fee the
> feveral origins to which thofe terms would, de-
fcriptively, apply; but as there is but one fpecies
_of man, there can be but one element of human
power—and that element. is man himfelf. Monar-
chy, ariftocracy, and democracy, are but creatures
. of imagination; and a thoufand fuch may be con-
trived as well as three.
. From the revolutions taken place oflate, and the
~ fymptoms that have appeared in other countries, it
_ isevident, that the opinions of the world is changed
with.
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- ayith refpe&® to the .fyftems of government, and,
shat revolitions are not within the compafs. of
- goliticel calculations. The progres of time and
of circumftances, which man afign to the accom-
plilament of great changes, ’s too mechanical
to méafure the force of the mind, and the rapidity
of refleQion; by which revolutions are generated.
All the . old gevernmeénts have. received .a . fRock
from - thofe that:-already appear, and: which, were
once, ‘more improbable, and are a greater fubje&
of wonder, than a general revolution in Europe,
would be now. . .. ... : ~ :
When we furvey the wretched condition of man,
under the monarchical and hereditary fyftems of
‘government, ‘dragged from hijs home by one
power,. or driven by another, and impoverithed
by taxes more than by enemies, it becomes evident
that thofe fyftems are bad, and that a general re-
volution inthe principleand confirution of govern-
ment is neceflary. .
~ .What is government more than the management
of the affairs of a nation? It is not, and from its
nature cannot be, the property of any particular
man : or family, but of the whole community, at
ahofe expence it is fupported; and though by
force, or contrivance, it has been ufurped into an’
nheritance, the ufurpation cannot alter the right
of things. -Sovereignty, as a matter of right,
appertains to the nation only, and not to any ia-
dividual ;
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dividual ; and a nation has, at ail times, an inke
rent, indefeafible, right to abolifs any form of gom.
vernment that it finds inconvenient,and to eflablith '
fuch as accords withits sntereft, difpofition and
kappinefs.

The romanticand barbarous difin@ion of men
into kings and fubjedd~though it may fuit the dif=
pofition of courtiers, cannot that of citizens—and
is exploded by the principles upon which govern-
ments are now founged. Every citizen isa mem-
ber of the fovereignty, and, as fuch, can acknow-
ledge no perfonal fubjeiiiony and his obedience can
" be only to the laws.

- When men think of what government is, they
, muft neceffarily fuppofe it to poflefs a knowledge of
" all the objedls and matters upon which its auherity
is tobe exercifed. In this view of government, the
républican fyftem, as eftablithed under two 7ecent
revolutions, operatgs to embrace the whole of a
nation ; and, the knowledge neceffary to all the parts
is to be found in the centre, which the parts, by re-
prefentation, form ; but the old governments are on
a conftrution that excludes knowledgeas well as
happinefs. Government by monks, who know
nothing of the world beyond the walls of a coms
vent, is as confiftent as the government by Zings.

What were formerly called revolutions, were
litde more than-a change of perfons—or an alteran
tien of local cxrcumihnces They rofe and fell

like
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likethings of courfe, and had nothing in their ex-
iffence or their fate; that could influence beyond
the fpgt thit produced them: But what we now.
fee in the world, from the particular revolutions
which have taken place, are——a renovationt of ‘the
natural order of things—=a f{yftem of principles a3
~univerfal as truth and the exifterice of man, and
combining moral with political happinefs; and na-
tional profperity: :
1ft. *Men are born and dlways continue tobe free,
and equal in refpeét of their rights. Civil diftinc-

tions, thereforey can e founded onl] on pubify uti: -

htja

- 2d. Theendof all polztzcdl Wﬁ)czahons i the pre.

Jervation of the natural and tmprefcriptible rights
of man—and. thefe rights dres~LiBrrTYS-PROI

PERTY~=SECURITY—>-and RESISTANEE or ops

PRESSION:
gd. The nation is, e[ermall}, the _/burcc of all
Sfovereignty—=nor can any individualy or any body of

men, be entitled io any authority whzch is not exs

prg/kly derived from it. S

In thefe principles there is nothing to throw a.
migion into confufion by inflaming ambition. They
afescalculated to eall forth wifdom and abilities,
and to exercife them for the public good, and not
for the aggrandizement of- pamcular defcnpuons
of men qr families. -

* Monarchical foverexgnty--the enemy of man-

E kind -

-

-
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kind, and the fource of mifery, is abolifhed:—and
fovereignty itfelfis reftosed to its natural and origi-
nal place—ths nation. Were this the cafe through.
. out Europe, the caufe of wars would be taken away,
- Itisattributed to Henry the IVth of France, a
man of an enlarged and benevolent heart,, that he
propofed, about the year 1610, a plan for abolifh.
ing war in Europe. The plan confifted in con-
ftituting an European congrefs, ot pacific republic,
by the  appointment of delegates from the feveral
nations, who were to aft as a court of arbitration,
ip amy difpytes that might arife between mation
and nation.” To conceive a caufe why fuch a plan
has not been adopted ; and that, inftead of a con-
grels for the purpofe of preventing a war, it bhas
been called only to terminate a war, after a fruit-
lefs expence of feveral years, it will be neceffary
 to confider the intereft of governments as a diftin&
intereft to that of nations. '
Whatever is the caufe of taxes to a nation, be-
comes alfo the means of revenue to a government.
~ Every war terminates with an addition of taxes,
- and, confequently, with an addition of revenue;
and,’in any event of war, in the manner they are
now commenced and concluded, the power and
gntereft of governments are increafed. War, there-
fore, from its produlivenefs, as it eafily furnifthes
the pretence of neceflity for .taxes and appoint-
ments to places-and offices, becomes a principal
.. part -
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part of the fyftem of the old governmentss and to
eftablifh.any new mode to abolith war, however
advantageous it might be to nations, would be, to
take, from fuch governments, the moft lucrative of
its.branches. : : '
The frivolous matters upon which war is-made;’
thew the difpofition and avidity of governments to
uphold the {yftem of war, and betray the motives
upon which they a&. Why are not republics
“plunged into war, but becaufe the nature of their

government does not admit of an intereft diftin@ -

from that of the nation.

As war is the fyftem of government on the old’
¢onftruion, the animofity which nations recipro.
cally entertain is, nothing more than what the po-
Yicy of their governments excites, to keep up the
fpirit of the fyflem. Each government accufes

the other of perfidy, intrigu¢, and ambition, as -

3 means of heating' the imagination of their refpec.
tive nations, and incenfing them to- hoftilities.—
Man is not the enemy of man, but through the
fyftem of government. Inftead, therefore, of ex.
claiming againft the ambition of kings, the excla.’
mation thould be direGed againt the principle of
fuch governments; and, inftead of feeking to re.
form the individual, the wifdom of the nation
fhould apply itfeif to reform the Syftem. -

- Whether the forms and maxims of governments
which are flill in Pratlice, were adapted to the

S Esx condition
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condmon of the world, at the penod they were
cftablithed, is not, in this cafe, the queftion. The
older they are, the lefs correfpondence can they
have with the prefent ftate of things. Time, and
change of circumftances and opinions, have the’
fame progreflive effeft, in rendering modes of go-
vernment obfolete, as they have upon cuftoms and
manners. Agriculture, commerce, manufaures,
ahd the ¢ranquil arts, by which the profperity of
nations is beft promoted, requires a different fyf-
tem of government, and a different fpecies of
knowledge, to dire&t its operations, than what
might have been required in the former condition
of the world. - -
It is not dxfﬁcult to perceive, from the en-
lightened ftate of mankind, that hereditary govern-
ments are verging to their decline, and that revo-.
lutions on the broad bafis of national fovereignty,
and government by reprefentation, are making
their way in Europe, it would be an a& of wif-. |
dom to anticipate their approach, and produce re-
wolutions by reafon and accommodation, rather
¢han commit them to the iflue of convulfions.
From what we now fee, nothing of reform, in‘
the political world, ought to be held improbable.
Itis an age of revolutions, in which every thing
may be looked for. The intrigues of courts, by.
which the fyftem of war is kept up, may provoke a
confederation of nations to abolifh it: and an Eu-~
' ' ropean
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" yopean congrefs, to patronize the progrefs ol'see
government, and promote the civilization of na-
tions, with each other, is an event nearer in pro- -
bability, than once were the revolutions and alli-
ance of France and America.

As to fime with refpe€t to Goyernments, I think
it equally as injurious to good principles to per-
mit them to linger, as to puth them on too faft.
That which fome may fuppofe accomplifhable in
fourteen or fifteen years, I may believe pratica-
ble in a much fhorter period. Mankind, as it ap-
pears to me, are always ripe enough to underftand
their true intereft, provided it be prefented clearly
to their underftanding, and that in a manner not
to create fufpicion by any thing like felf-defign,
nor offend by affuming too much. Where we
would wifh to reform, we muft not reproach.

Principles muft ftand on their ewn merits, and,
if they are good, they certainly will.

I have differed with fome profeflienal gentle-
men on the fubjeét of profecutions, and ! fince
find they are falling into my opinion, which I will
here ftate as fully, but as concifely as I can. "R
will firft put a cafe with refpeét to any law, and
then compare it with government.

It would be an aét of defpotifm, or arbitrary’
power, to make a law to prohibit inveftigating the
pnncxplcs, good or bad, on which fuch a law; or
any other, is founded 'Ifa law be bad, it is one

: ' Ej3 ' - thing
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thing to oppofe the praftice of it, but it is quite a
different thing to expefe its errors, to reafon on
its defefts,and to thew caufe why it fhould be re-
pealed, or why another ought to be fubftituted in~
its place. I have always held it an opinion (mak-
ing is alfo my praflice), that it is better to obey a
- bad law, making ufe at the fame time of every
argument to fhew its errors, and procure its repeal,
than forcibly to violate it—becaufe the precedent -
of breaking a bad law might weaken the force,
and lead to a difcretionary violation of thofe
which are good, -

This cafe is the fame with refpe& to prmcxplc&
and forms of goyernment, or to what are called
conflitutions, and the parts of which they are com.
pofed.

It is for the good of nations, and not for the
¢molument or aggrandxzement of pamcular indi-
“viduals, that government ought to be eftablithed,”
and that mankind are -at the expence of fupporting
. The defells of every government and confti-
tution, both as to principle and form, muft, on a
parity of reafoning, be as open to difcuffion as the
defefis of a law, and it is a  duty which every man
owes to fociety, tb point them out. When thofe.

defefls, and the means of remedying them, are ge-
nerally feen by a nation, that nation will reform.
~ its government or its conftitution in the one cafey
as the goverument repealed or reformed the law
. ' in
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in the other. The operation of government is re~
ftrifted to the making, and the adminiftering of
laws—but it is to a nation that the right of form- ¢
ing or reforming, generating, or regenerating, cone *
ftitutions and governments, belong; and, confe-
quently, thofe fubjefts—as fubjefts of inveftiga-
tion—are, always, before a country, as a matter of
right, and cannot, without invading the general
rights of that country, be made fubje&s for profe-
cution. Mankind are not now to be told that
they fhall not think, or that they fhall not read;
and, publications that go no farther than to in.
vefligate principles of government, to invite en
to reafon, and to refle@, and to fhew the errors
and excellences of different fyftems, have a right
to appear. - If they do not_excite attention, they
are not worth the trouble of a profecution ; and
if they do, the profecutlon will amount to nothing,
fince it cannot amount to a prohibition of reading,
This. would be a fentence on the public, inftead ‘of
the author, and would alfo be the moft effe&ual
method of- making or haftening revolutions.

‘In all'cafes that apply, univerfally, to a nation,
with refpe€t to {yftems of government, a jury of
twelvemen is not competent to decide. Where

“there are no witneffes to be examined, no faéts to
be proved, and . where the whole matter is before
the whole public, and the merits or demerits of
it reﬁmg on their opxmon and where there is no.

E4 v thmg
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- thing to be known in a court; but what every ba-
' "7:dy knows out of it—every twelve men-is equally
_~ ».as good a jury as the ather, and would, moft pro-
» hably, reverfe each other’s verdi€t; or, from-the
-yariety of their opinions, not be able toform one.
-.Jtis one cafe, whether a nation approve a work,
Cor a plan; but it is quite another cafe, whether it
* will commit to any fuch jury the power of deter- -
oining whether that nation have aright to, or fhall
zeform its goverament, or not. The. only effec-
tyal jury in fuch cafes would be, a convention of
the whole nation, fairly elefled ; for, in all fuch
safes, the whole nation is the vicinage.
--.As to the prejudices which men have from edu-
<ation, and habit, in favour of any particular form
" “or fyftem of government, thofe prejudices have
&et to ftand the teft of reafon and refle€tion. In
fa& fuch prejudices are-nothing. * No man is pre-
judiced in fayour of any thing, knowing it to be
wrong: - He is attached to it on the belief of its
being right ; arnd, when he fees it is not fo, the
prejudice will be gone. We haye but a defeélive
jdea of what prejudice js. It might be faid, that
until men think for themfelves, the whale is preju-
dice, and not opinion ; for that only is opinion
which is the refult of réafon and refle€tion. .
. Mankind have not been fairly and candidly
dealt by. They- have been impofed upon by par-
' ties, and by men affuming the chargfler of lead-
4 v ~ ers.



‘FHE RIGHTS OF MAN: 57

.ers. - It it time that they fhould rife fuperior to
thofe trifles. It is time to difmifs that inattention
‘which has fo long been the encouraging caufe of
- ftretching taxes to excefs. . It is time to difmifs
all thofe fongs and toafts which are calculated to
enflave, and operate to fuffocate refletion. On
all fuch fubje€ts men have but to think, and they
will neither a&t wrong, nor be mifled. To fay
that any people are not fit for freedom, is to make
poverty their choice, and to fay, that they had
rather-be loaded with taxes than not. If fuch a
cafe could be proved, it would equally prove that
thofe who govern are not fit to govern, for they
are a part of the fame national mafs.
But admitting governments to be changed all
over Europe, it certainly may be done without
- convulfion or revenge. Itis not worth making:
~ changes or revolutions, unlefs it be for fome great
pational benefit; and, when this fhall appear ta a
pation, the danger will be to thofe who oppofe. °

R
CHAP. V.
OF SOCIETY AND CIVILIZATION.'

(GREAT part ofthat order which reigns among
mankind, is not the effe€t of government. It has
its origin ip the principles of fociety, and the na-

' tural
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tural conftitution of man. It exifted ptior to go-
vernment, and would exift if the formality- of go-
'vernment was abolified. The mutual dependance
and reciprocal intereft which -man has upon mar,
and all the parts of a civilized community upon
cach other, create that great chain of conneétion
which holds it tofether.” The landholder, the far-
mer, the manufaQlurer, the merchant, the tradef-
man, andevery other occupation, profpers by the
aid which éach receives from the other, and from
the whole. Common intereft regulates their con-
cerns, and forms their law; and the law which
common ufage ordains, have a greater influencé
~ than the laws of government. In fine, fociety
performs for itfelf almoft every thing whlch is
afcribed to government.

To underftand the nature and quantity of go-
vernment proper for man, it is neceffary to attend
to'hiis charatter. Asnature created him for focial,
- life, fhe fitted him for the fation fhe intended. In
all cafes fhe made his natural wants, greater than
his individual powers.” No man is capable, with-
out the aid of fociety, of fupplying his ewn wants ;
and thofe wants, aftiag upon every individual, im-
pel the whale of them into fociety, as nuurally as
gravnatlon afls to a centre. '

- ‘But’ fhie tas gotie filrther. She has not only
forced man ‘into fociety, by a diverfity of wants,

whnch the reapmcal aid of each ether ¢can fupply,
' but
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bat fhe has implanted in ‘him a fyftemr of focial af:
fe@ions, which, though not neceffary to his' exift-
ence, are effential to his happinefs. There is no
period in life when this love for fociety ceafes to
a&. It begins and ends with our being.

If we examine, with attention, into'the compo-
fition and contftitution of man, the diverfity of his
wants, and the diverfity of talents in different. men
for reciprocally accommodating the wants of each
other, his propenfity to fociety, and confequently
to preferve the advantages refulting from it, we
fhall eafily difcover, that a great part of what is
called government, is'mere impofition.

Government is no further neceffary than to fup-
ply the few cafes to which fociety and civilization
are not conveniently competent—and inftances
are not wanting te thew, that.every thing which
government can ufually add thereto, has been per-
formed by the common confent of foc;ety, without
government*, : :

There is a natural aptnefs in man, and more fo

in fociety, becaufe it embraces a greater variety of

" # For upwards of two years from the commencement of the,
American war, and to a longer period in feveral of the Ame-
rican ftates, there wete no eftablifhed forms of government.’
The old governments had been abolithed, and the country was
too much occupied in defence,- to employ its attention in‘efta
blifhing. new governments—yet, during this interval, ordes
and harmony were preferved as invielate as in any country in
Europe.

abilities
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abilities and refources to accommodate itfelf to
whatever ftuation it isin. The inftant formal go-
vernment is abolifhed, fociety begins to alt. A
general affociation takes place, and common in-
tereft produces common fecurity.

- So far is it from being true, as has been repre-
fented, that the abolition of any formal govern.
ment is the diffolution of fociety, that it ats by a
contrary impulfe, and brings the latter the clofer
together. All that part of its organization which
it had committed to its government, devolves
again upon itfelf, and aéts through its medium.—
When men, as well from natural inftinét, as from
reciprocal benefits, have habituated themfelves4o
+ focial and civilized life, there is always enough of .
its principles in pratlice to carry them through any
changes they may find neceffary or convenient to
make in their government. In fhort, man is fo
paturally a creature of focxety, that i it is impoffible
to put him out of it. '

. Formal goverament makes but a fmall part. of
. ,cxvxbzcd life—and when even the beft that human.
wifdom can' devife, is eftablithed, it is a thing
more in name and idea, than in faét. Itis to the
great and fundamental principles of fociety and ci-
vilization—to the common ufage univerfally con-
“ fented to, and mutually and reciprocally rhaintain
ed—to the unceafing circulation of intereft, which,

n paﬂing through its mxlhon channels, invigorates

‘the
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- the whole mafs of civiliZed -man—it is to thefe
things, infinitely more than to any thing which even
the beft inftituted governments can perform, that
the fafety and profperity of the mdwxdual and of
the whole depends.

‘The more perfe&t civilization is, the lefs occa--
fiop has it for government, becaufe the more does
it regulate its own affairs, and gbvcrri itfelf ; but fo.
contrary is the prattice of old governments to the
. reafon of the cafe, that the expences of them in-
creafe in the proportion they ought to diminifh.
It is but few general laws that civil life requires,
and thofe of {uch common ufefulnefs, that whether
they are enforced by the forms of government or
not, the effeft will be nearly the fame. If we con-
fider what the principles are that firft condenfe
men into fociety, and what the motives that regu-
late their mutual intercourfe afterwards, we thall
find, by the time we arrive at what is called go-
vernment, that nearly the whole of the bufinefs is
performed by the natural operation of the parts
upon each other. .

. Man, with refpe& to all thefe matters, is more
a creature of confiftency than he is aware of, or -
that governments would wifh him to believe. All
the great laws of fociety are laws of nature. Thofe
of trade and commerce, whether with refpeét to
the intercourfe of individuals, or of nations, are

laws of mutual and reciprocal intereft. They are
followed
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followed and tbeyed, becaufe it iwthe intereft of -

the pnxﬁé: fo B do, and not on account of any. for-

mal laws their governments may impofe or inter-

- pofe.
~ But how often is the natural propenfity to fo-
ciety difturbed or deftroyed by the operations of
government! When the latter, inftead of being
ingrafted on the principles of the former, affumes
to exift for itfelf, and alts by partialities of favour,
- or oppreffion, it becomes the caufe of the mxfchlefs
it ought to prevent.

If we take a retrofpeft of the riots and tumults
which, at various times, have taken place in the
world, we fhall find, that they did not proceed
from the want of a government, but that govern-
ment was, itfelf, the generating caufe—inftead of
confolidating fociety, it divided it—it deprived it

. of its natural cohefion, and engendered difcontents
- and diforders which, otherwife, would not have
exifted. In thofe aflociations which men pro-

mifcuoufly form: for the purpofe of .trade, or of

sny concern, in which government is totally out

of the queftion, and in which they a& merely on.

the principles of fociety, we fee how naturally the

various parties unite—and this fhews by compari.

fon, that governments, fo far from being always
the caufe or means of order, are often the deftruc.
" tion of it.

Excefs and inequality of taxation, however dnf- '

guxfed
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guifed in themeans, never fail to appear in theig
effefts. . As a great mafs of the community ate
thrown thereby into poverty and difcontent, they
are conftantly on the brink of commption—and,
deprived, as they unfortupately are, of the means
of infoymation, are eafily ; heated to outrage.~
Whatever the apparent caufe of any riots may be,
the real one is, always, want of happinefs. . It
fhews that fomething is wrong in the fyfem.of go-
vernment, that injures the felicity by which fociety
is to be preferved.

Having thus endeavoured to thew that thc.focnl )
and civilized ftate of man is capable of performing
within itfelf almoft every thing neceflary to its
protetion and government, it will be proper on
the other hand, to take a review of the prefent old
governments, and examine whether their principles
and pra&tice are correfpondent thereto.

~ .‘—

 CHAP VI

OF THR o'ncm OF THE PRESENT OLD GOVERN~
- "MENTS.

IT is lmpoﬂible that fuch govemments as hav&
hitherto exifted in the world coyld have coma
menced by any other means than a total violation
of every principle facred and moral. The obfcu.
. : rity
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tity in which the origin of all the prefent old go-
vernments isburied implies the iniquity and dif-
grace with which they began.

It could have been no difficult thing in the early
and folitary ages of the world, while the chief em-
ployment of men was that of attending flocks and
" berds, for a banditti of ruffians to overrun a
country, and lay it under contributions. Their
power being thus eftablithed, the chief of the band
contrived to lofe the name of robber in that of
monarch——and hence the origin of monarchy and
kmgs

Governments founded en unjuft principles do
not afford a ftamina whereon to ingraft reforma:
tion—and the fhorteft and moft effe€tual rcmcdy
is, to begm anew.

Can we poflibly fuppofe, that if governments
had origindted- in a right principle, and had not
an intereft in purfuing a wrong one, that the world-
could have been in the wretched and quarrelfome
condition we have feen it? What inducement
has the farmer, while following the plough, to lay
afide his:peaceful purfuits, and go to war with the
" farmer of another country? .Or what inducement
has the manufa&turer 7 What is dominion to them,
or to any clafs of men in a nation? Does it add
an acre to any man’s eftate; or raife its value?
Are not conqueft and defeat each of the fame price, .
and taxes the never-failing confequence? Thougly

this
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this reafoning may be good to a nation, it is not to
a govgrnment. War is the pharo-table of govern-
ments, ‘and nations the dupes of the game.

If there is any thing to wonder at in this mi-
ferable {cene of governments more than might be
expefled, it is the progrefls which the peaceful arts
of agriculture, manufatture, and commerce have
made beneath fuch a long accumulating load of
difcouragement and oppreffion. It ferves to fhew,
that inftin€t in animals does not a& with ftronger
impulfe than the principles of- {ociety and civiliza-
tion operate in man. Under all difcouragements
he purfues his obJe& and yxelds to nothing but
impoffibilities.

it
CHAP. VII.

OF THE OLD AND NEW SYSTEMS OF GOVERN-
MENT.

N OTHING can appear more contradi€tory than
the principles on which the old governments be-
gan, and the condition to which fociety, civiliza-
tion, and commerce, are capable of carrying man-
kind. Government, on the old fyftem, is an af-
{umption of power, for the aggrandizement of it-
felf—on the new, a delegation of power for the
common benefit of fociety. The former fupports
itfelf by keeping up a fyftem of war—the latter
: ¥ promotes
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promotes a fyftem of peace, as the true means of
enriching a nation. The one encourages national
prejudices—the other promotes univerfal fociety,
as the means of univerfal commerce. The one
meafures its profperity by the quantity of revenue
it extorts ; the other proves its excellence by the
fmall quantity of taxes it requires. -

Though it might be proved that the fyftem of
government now called the New, is the moft an-
cient in principle of all that have exifted, being

‘founded on the original inherent Rights of Man :
yet as tyranny and the {word have fufpended the -
exercife of thofe rights for many centuries paft, it
ferved better the purpofe of diftinflion to call
it the new, than to claim the right of calling it the
-old.

The firft general diftintion between thofe two
fyftems, is, that the one now called the old, is
hereditary, either in whole or in part; and the
new is entirely reprefentative. It rejeéls all here-
ditary government. |
- Firft, As being an impolition on mankind. .

- Secondly, As madequate to the purpofes for
which government is neceffary. -

- With refpet to the firft of thefe heads—it can-

~not be proved by what right bereditary govera-
ment could begin ; neither does there exift within
the compafs of mortal power a right to eftablifh
it. Man has no authority over pofterity in mat-

: ters
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ters of perfonal right ; and, therefore, no man, or ‘
body of men, had, or can have, a right to fet up

hereditary government. Were even ourfelves to

come again into exiftence, inftead of being fuc-

ceeded by pofterity, we have not now. the right

of taking from ourfelves the rights which would

then be ours.  On what ground then do we pre-

tend to take them from others?

Al hereditary goverament is in its nature un-
juft, and an impofition on fociety. An heritable
crown, or an heritable throne, or by what other
fanciful names fuch things may be called, have no
other fignificant ¢xplanation than that mankind are
heritable property. - To inherit a government
is, to inherit the people, as if they were flocks and
herds.

With refpe@ to the fecond head, that of being
inadequate to the purpofes for which government
is neceflary, we bhave only to confider what go-
vernment eflentially .is, and compare it with the
circumftances to which hereditary fucceflion is
. fubjet. -

Government ought to be a thmg always in full
"maturity. It ought to.be fo conftrufted, as to be
{uperior to all the accidents to which individual
man is fubjet ; and, therefore, hereditary fuccefs
_fion, by being fubje@ to them all, is the moft irre,
gular and lmperfe& of all the {yftems of govern.

ment.
Fe _ - We
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We have heard the Rights of Man called a le-
velling {yftem ; but the only fyftem to which the
word levelling is truly applicable, is the hereditary
monarchical {yfltem. It is a {yftem of mental le-

welling. It indifcriminately admits every fpeecies

of charafier to the fame authority. Vice and vir-
tue, ignerance and wifdom; in fhort, every qua-

lity, good or bad, is put on the fame level. Kings.
fucceed each other, not as rationals, but as ani-

mals. It fignifies not what their mental or moral

charafters are. Can we then be furprifed at the

abjett ftate of the human mind in monarchical

countries, when the government itfelf is formed

on fuch an abjeét levelling fyRem? It has no

fixed charafler. To-day it is one thing—to-mor-

row it is fomething elfe. It changes with the tem.
per of every {ucceeding individual, and is fubjett
to all the varieties of each. It is government
through the medium of paflions and accidents. It
appears under all the various charaéters of child:
hood, decripitude, dotage, a..thing at nurfe, in
leading-ftrings, or in crutches. It reverfes the
wholefome order of nature. It occafionally puts
children over men, .and the conceits . of non:age

pver wifdom and experience. In fhort, we can-
not conceive a more ridiculous figure of govern-

ment than heredltary fueceﬂion, in all its cafea,
‘prefents. . .

Could it be madc a decrce in nature, or an
L - edr&

-t 4
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€di@ regiftered in heaven, and man could know
it, that virtue and wifdom fhould invariably ap-
pertain to hereditary fucceffion, the obje&ions to it
would be removed ; but when we fee that nature
afts as if fhe difowned and fported with the here.
ditary {yem—that the mental charafters of fuc-
ceflors, in all countries, are below the average of
human underftanding—that one is a tyrant, another
an ideot, a third infane; and fome all three toge-
ther, it is impoffible to attach confidence to lt,
when reafon in man has power to aét.

« If it be afked,” fays a writer of diftin&ion,
¢ what is my opinion with refpeét to hereditary
% right, I anfwer, without hefitation, That, in good
% theory, an hereditary tranfmiffion of any power
% or office can never accord with the laws of a
% true reprefentation, Hereditaryfhip is; in this
 fenfe, as much an attaint upon principle, as an
¢ outrage upon fociety. But let us,” continues
he, ¢ refer to the hiftory of all ele@tive monarchies
“ and principalities Is there one in which the
¢ eleftive mode is not worfe than the herednary
¢ fucceffion ?”-

_As to debating on which is the werﬁ of the two,
is admitting both to be bad—and herein we are
agreed. The preference which he has givenis a
condemnation of the thing that he prefers. > Such
a mode of reafoning, on fuch a fubjet, is inad-
miffible, becaufe it finally amounts to an accufa-

F3 ] tion
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tion upon providence, as if fhe had left to man no-
other chaqice, with refpeft to government, than be-
tween two evils, .the beft of which he admits to be
& an attaint upon. principle, and an ouirage upon
SJociety.” : '

Pafling over for the prefent all the evils and

mifchiefs which monarchy has occafioned in the
world, nothing can more effe€tually prove its ufe-
leflnefs, in a ftate of civil government, than mak-
ing it hereditary. Would we make any office he-
reditary .that required wifdom and abilities to fill
it? " And where wifdom and abilities are not ne-
ceffary, fuch an office, whatever it may be, is fu-
perfluous or infignificant.
. Hereditary fucceffion is a burlefque upon mo-
narchy. It puts it in the moft ridiculous light,
by prefenting it as an office which any child or
ideot may fill. It requires fome talents to be a
common mechanic; but to be a king, requires
only the animal figure of man—a fort of breath-
ing automaten. This fort of fuperftition may laft
. a few years more, but it cannot long refilt the
awakened reafon and intereft of man.

Having thus glanced at a few of the defeéts of
the old, or hereditary fyftems of government, let
us compare it with the new, or reprefentative
fyftem. ,

The reprefentative fyftem takes fociety and ci-

| ‘ vilization
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vilization for its bafis—nature, reafon, and expe-
rience, for its guide. -

Experience in all ages, and in all countries, has
demofirated, that it is impoffible to controul nature
in her diftribution of mental powers. She gives
them as fhe pleafes. “Whatever is the rule, by
which fhe, apparently to us, ‘fcatters them among
mankind, that rule remains a fecret to man. It
would be as ridiculous to attempt to fix the here-
ditaryfhip of human beauty, as of wifdom. What-
ever wifdom conftituently is, it is like a feedlefs
plant—it may be reared when it appears, but it
cannot be voluntarily produced. There is always
a fufficiency fomewhere in the general mafs of fo-
ciety for all purpofes; but with refpett to the parts
of fociety, it is continually changing its place. It
rifes in one to-day, in another to-morrow; and
has, moft probably, vifited, in rotation, every fa.
mily of the earth, and again withdrawn.

As this is-the order of nature, the order of go-
vernment muft neceffarily follow it, or govern.
ment will, as we fee it does, degenerate into ig-
norance. The hereditary fyftem, therefore, is as
repugnant to human wifdom, as to human rights—
and is as abfurd as it is unjuft.

As the republic of letters brings forward the beft
literary produétions, by giving to genius a fair and
univerfal chance, fo the reprefentative fyftem of
government is calculated to produce the wifeft

.F4 laws,
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laws; by collefting wifldom from whence it can be
found. I fmile to myfelf, when I contemplate the
ridiculous infignificance into which literature, and
all the fciences would fink, were they made heredis
tary—and I carry the fame idea into governments;
An hereditary gavernor is inconfiftent as an heres
ditary author. 1 know not whether Homer or
Euclid had fons—but I will venture an opinion
that if they had, and left their works unfinifhed,
thofe fons could not have completed them.

Do we need a ftronger evidence of the abfur.
dity of hereditary governments than is feen in the
defcendants of thofe men, in any time of life, wha
once were famous? Is there {carcely an inftance
in which there is not a total reverfe of the charac. -
ter? It appears as if the tide of mental faculties
flawed as faras it could in certain channels, and
then forfoak its courfe, and arofe in others. How
irrational then is the hereditary fyftem which efta-
blithes channels of power in company with which
wifdom refufes to flow ? By continuing this abfur-
dity, man is perpetually in centradittion with him.
felf—he accepts far a King, a chief, or magiftrate,
or a legiflator, a perfon whom he would not ele&t
for a conftable.

It appears, to general obfervation, that revolu-
‘tions create genius and talents; but thofe events
do no more than bring them forward. There is
exifting in man, a mafs of fenfe lying in a dor-

mant
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mant ftate, and which, unléfs fomething excites it
to aftion, will defcend with him in that condition
to the grave. As it is to the advantage of fo-
ciety that the whole of its faculties fthould be em-
ployed, the conftruétion of governments ought to
be fuch as to bring forward, by a quict and regular
operation, all that extent of capacity which never
fails to appear in revolutions.

This cannot take place in the infipid ftate of he.
ditary government, not only becaufe it prevents,
but becaufe it operates to benumb. When the
mind of a nation is bowed down by any political
fuperftition in its government, fuch as hereditary
fucceflion is, it lofes a confiderable portion of its
powers on all other fubjetts and objetts. Heredi-
tary fucceffion requires the fame obedience to igno-,
rance as to wifdom ; and, when once the mind can
bring itfelf to pay this mdifcriminate reverence, it
defcends below the flature of mental manhood. It
is fit to be great only in little things. It aflsa
treachery upon itfelf, and fuffocates the fenfations
that urge to dete€tion,

Though the ancient governments prefent to us a
miferable piture of the condition of man, there is
one, which above all athers, exempts itfelf from
the general defcription—I mean the democracy of
the Athenians. We f{ee more to admire, and lefs
to condemn, in that great extraordinary people,
than in any thing which hiftory affords.

: Sa
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So little are the conflituent principles of govern-
ment confidered, that democracy and reprefentas
tion are often confounded together. Reprefenta-
tion was a thing unknown in the ancient democra.
cies. In thofe the mafs of the peeple met and en-
afled laws (gramatically {peaking) in the firft per-
fon. Simple democracy was no other than the
common-hall of the ancients. It fignifies the form
as well as the public principles of the government.
As thefe democracies increafed in population and
the territory extended, the fimple democratical
form became unwieldy and impraéticable ; and, as
the fyftem of reprefentation was not known, the
confequence was, they either degenerated convul-
fively into monarchies, or became abforbed into
. fuch as then exifted. Had the fyftem of repre-
femation been then underftood, as it now is, there
is no reafon to bclieve that thofe forms of govern-
ment, now called monarchical, or ariftocratical,
would ever have taken place. It was the want of
fome method to confolidate the parts of fociety,
after it became too populous, and too extenfive
for the fimple democratical form, and alfo the Jax
and folitary condition of fhepherds and herdfmen
in other parts of the world, that afford opportuni.
ties to thofe unnatural modes of government to
begin. -

As itis neceflary to clear away the rubbifh of
errors into which the fubje& ef government has

~ been
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been thrown, 1 ihall proceed to remark on fomc
ethers. ‘

It has always been the political craft of courtiers,
and court-governments, to abufe fomething which
they call republicanifm ;—but what republicanifm
was, or is, they never attempted to explain.  Let
us examine a little into this cafe.

~ The only forms of government are, the demo-
cratical, the ariftocratical, the monarchical, and
what is now called the reprefentauve

What is called a republic, is not any partzcular
Jorm of government. It is wholly charaéteriftical
of the purport, matter, or objeét, for which go-
vernment ought to be inftituted, and on which it
is to be employed, rEs-ruBLica, the public
affairs, or the public good—or, literally tranflated,
the public thing. It isa word of a good original,
referring to what ought to be the charafter and
bufinefs of government; and, in this fenfe, it is
naturally oppofed to the word monarchy, which
has a bafe, original, fignification. It means arbi.
trary power in an individual perfon—in the exer-
cife of which, Aimfelf, and not the ref-publica, is’
the objeét.

Every government that does not a& on the prin-
ciples of a Republic, or, in other words, that does
-not make the ref-publica its whole and fole objeét,
is not a good government. Republican governrent
is no other than government eftablifhed and con-

Scufted
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duled for the intereft of the public, as well' indi.
vidually as colleftively. It is not neceffarily con.
ne&ed with any particular form, but it moft natur-
ally affociates with the reprefentative form, as be-
ing beft calculated to fecure the end for which a
pation is at the expence of fupporting it.

Various forms of government have affeted ta
call themfelves a republic ; but there can be no
real republic that does not seject every thing here-
ditary, and cftablifh government on_ the fyftem of
reprefentation only. Hereditary and reprefenta-
tive principles are too unnatural to each othcr, to
continue to exift together,

Thofe who have faid that a republic is not.a
form of government calculated for countries of
great extent, miftook, in the firft place, the dufi-
nefs of a government, for a form of govern: -
“ment; for the ref-publica equally appertains to
every extent of territory and population. And,
-in the fecond place, if they meant any thing with
- refpe& to form, it was the fimple democratical
form, fuch as was the mode of government in the
ancient democracies, in which there was no repre.
fentation. The cafe, therefore, is. not, that a re-
public cannot be extenfive, but thag it cannot be
~extenfive on the fimple democratical form; and
. the queftion naturally prefents itfelf,—What is the
beft form of government for condulting the rxs-
PUBLICA, OF the puBLIC BUSINESS of @ nmation,

aftcr

&
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after it becomes too extenfive and populous Sor the
Simple democratical form 2

It cannot be monarchy, becaufe monarchy‘ i3
fubje@ to an objeflion of the fame amount to
which the fimple democratical form was fubjeét.

It is poffible that an individual may lay down a
fyftem of principles, on which governments fhall

be conftitutionally eftablifhed to any extent of ter-
- ritory. This is no mére than an operation of the
mind, afting by its own powers. But the prac:
tice upon thofe principles, as applying to the va-
rious circumftances of a nation, its agriculture,
manufatture, trade, commerce, &c¢. &c. requires
a knowledge of a different kind, and which can be
had only from the various parts of fociety. Itis
an- affemblage of prattical knowledge, which no
one individual can poflefs ; and, therefore, the mo-
narchical form is as much limited, in ufeful prac-
tice, from the incompetency of knowledge, as was
the demacratical form, from the multiplicity of
population. The one degenerates by extenfion,
into confufion ; the other into ignorance, and in.
‘capacity—of which all the great ponarchies are
an evidence. . The mongrchical form, therefore,
could not be a fubftitute for the democratical, be."
caufe it has equal inconveniences.
v Much lefs could it when made hercd:tary—-
This is the moft effetual of all forms to preclude
'knowledge Neither could the high democratical

mind
t -
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mmd have voluntarily yielded itfelf to be go-
verned by children and ideots, and all the motly
infignificance of chara&er, which attends fuch a
mere animal-fyftem, the difgrace, and the reproach
of reafon and of man. _

As to the ariftocratical form, it has the fame
vices and defefts with the monarchical, except
that the chance of abilities is better from the pro.
portion of numbers, but there is fill no fecurity
for the right ufe and application of them *.

Referring then to the original fimple democra-
ty, it affords the true data from which govern-
ment, ona large fcale, can begin. It is incapable
of extenfion, not from its principle, but from the
inconvenience of its form—and monarchy and
, ariftocracy, from their incapacity. Retaining then
" democracy as the ground, and rejeting the cor-
rupt fyftems of monarchy and ariftocracy, the re-
prefentative fyftem naturally prefents itfelf, reme-
dying at once the defeéls of the fimple democracy
as to form, and the incapacity of the other two
~ with refpe& to knowledge.

Simple democracy was fociety governing itfelf
without the aid of fecondary means. By ingra-
ing reprefentation upon democracy, we arrive at
a fyftem of government capable of embracing and
confederating all the various interefts, and every

* For a chara@ter of ariftocracy, the reader is referred te
RicuTs OF Max, Part L,
extent
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extent of territory and population’; and that alfe,
with advantages as much fuperior to hereditary
government, as the republic of letters is to here.
ditary literature. It is the eafieft of all the forms
of government to be underftood, and the moft
eligible ini praétice, and excludes at once the ig-
norance and mfecurlty of the hereditary mode, and
the inconvenience. of the fimple democracy.

It is impoflible to conceive a fyftem of govern-
ment capable of afting over fuch an extent of ter-
ritory, and fuch a circle of interefts, as is immedt- -
ately produced by the operation of reprefentation.
It adapts itfelf to all poffible-cafes. It is prefer-
able to fimple democracy even in {mall territories.
Athens, by reprefentatidn, would have outrivalled
her own democracy.

That which is called government, or rather that
which we ought to conceive government to be, is
no more than fome common centre, in which all -
the parts of fociety unite. This cannot be accom-
plifhed by any method fo conducive to the vari-
ous interefts of the community, as by the repre-
_ tative fyftem. It concentrates the knowledge ne-
<effary to the intereft of the parts and .of the
whole. It places government in a ftate of con-
ftant maturity: It is, as has been already ob-
ferved, never young, never old.” It is fubje&
neither to nonage, nor dotage. It is never in the

cradle, nor on crutches. It admits not of a fepa-
' ‘ration
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ration between knowledge and power; and is fupes
rior, and as government always ought to be; to all
“the accidents of individual man, and is therefore
fuperior to what is called monarchy. '
A nation is not a body, the figure of which is
to be reprefented by the human body ; but is like
a body contained withina circle, having a com-
mon centre, in which cvery radius meets; and
that centre is formed by reprefentation. To con-
et reprefentation with what is called monarchy,
is excentric government. Reptefentation is, of
* itfelf, the delegated monarchy of a nation, and
cannot debafe itfelf by dividing it with another.
A certain writer, fpeaking of government, fays
—* It is better to have monarchy for its bafis, and
¢« republicanifm for its correftive, than repub-
¢ licanifm for its bafis, and monarehy for its cor-
- & re@ive.” If he means, that it is better to cor-
re€l folly with wifdom, than wifdom with folly, I
will no otherwife contend with him than that it
would be much better to rejet the folly entirely. -
But what is this thing which he calls monarchy ?
‘Will he explainit? All men can underftand what
reprefentation is—and that. it muft-neceffarily in-
clude a variety of knowledge and talents. But
what fecurity is there for the fame qualities on the
part of monarchy ?  Or, when this monarchy isa
-child, where, then, is the wifdom? What does it
know about government? Who, then, is the ma-
fo ' narch,
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narch, or where is the monarchy? Ifit.is to be
.performed by Regency, it proves it to be a farce.
A regency is a mock fpecies of republic, and the
- whole of monarchy deferves no better defcription.
It is a thing as various as imagination can paint.
It has none of the ftable chara@er that government
ought to poffefls. Every fucceffion is a revolution,
and every regency a counter-revolution. The
whale of it is a fcene of perpetual court cabal and
intrigue. To render monarchy confiftent with go-
vernment, the next in fucceffion fhould not be born
a child, but a man at once, and that man a Solo-
man. It is ridiculous that nations are to wait, and
government be interrupted, till boys grow to be
men. / : . S
Whether I have too little Senfe to fee, or too
much to be impofed upon—whether I have too
much or too little pride, or of any thing elfe, I
leave out of the queftion—but certain it is, that
what is called monarchy, always appears to me a
filly contemptible thing. I compare it to fome.
thing kept behind a curtain, about which there isa
great deal of buftle and fufs, and a wonderful air
of feeming folemnity—but when, by any accident
the curtain happens to be open, and the company
fee what it is, they burft into laughter. '
In the reprefentative {yftem of government none
of this can happen. Like the nation itfelf, it pof-
feffes a perpetual ﬁamina, as well of body, as of
G mind,
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mind, and prefents itfelf, on the open theatre of the
world, in a fair and manly manner. whatever are
its excellencies, or its defe@s, they are vifible to
all. It exifts, not by fraud and myftery—it deals
not in cantand fophiftry—but infpires a language,
that, paffing from heart to heart, is felt and un-
derftood.

We muft thut our eyes againft reafon—we muft
bafely degrade our underftanding—not to fee the
folly of what is called, monarchy. Nature is or-
derly in all her works—but this is a mode of go-
vernment that counteratls nature. It turns the pro-
grefs of the human faculties upfide down. It fub-
jetls age to be governed by chxldrcn, and wifdom
by folly. v

On the contrary, the reprefentative fyftem is al-
ways parallel with the order and immutable laws of
nature, and meets the reafon of man in every
part. :

Under a reprefentative government, no man will
be ele&ed to office, whofe judgment has not been
matured by age, and who has lived long enough to
have acquired a knowledge of men and things, and
the Country ofhim. But on the monarchical plan,
(exclufive of the numerous chances there are againft
every man born into the world of drawing a prize
in the lottery of human-faculties), the next in fuc-
ceflion, whatever he may be, is put at the head of
a nation, and of a govemment, at the age of eigh-

‘ teen
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teen years. Does this appear like an aft of wif-

dom? Is it confiftent with the proper dignity, and

the manly chara€ler of a nation? where is the pro-

priety of calling fuch a lad, the Father of the Peo-

ple?  In all other cafes a perfon is a minor until

the age of twenty ene years. Before this period
he is not trufted with the management of an acre of
“land, or with the hereditable property of a flock of
theep, or an herd. of {wine—but, wonderful to tell!

he may, at the age of eighteen years, be trufted with

a Nation. ,

That monarchy is all a bubble, a mere court
artifice to procure money, is evident (at leaft to
1me), in every charafter in which it can be viewed,
It would be impoffible, in the rational fyftem of
reprefentative government, to make outa bill of
expences to fuch an enormous amount as this de-
ception admits. = Government is not of itfelf a very
chargeable inftitution. For example, the whole ex-
pence of the Federal Government of America,
yhich is founded on the {yftem of reprefentation,
and extending over a country nearly ten times as -
large as England, containing four millions of in-
habitants, is but fix hundred thoufand dollars, or
one hundred and thirty five thoufand pounds fter.
ling. In France, and alfo in England, the expence
- of the civil lift only for the fupport of one man, is
eight times greater than the whole expence of the
federal government in America. To affign a rea-

G2 fon
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fon for this, appears almoft impoffible. The ge.
nerality of the people in America, efpecially -the
poor, are more able to pay taxes, than the gene-
rality of people, either in France or England, and
perhaps under any monarchical government in the
world.

The cafe is, that the reprefentative fyftem, dif-
fufes fuch a body of knowledge throughout a nation-
on the fubjeft of government, as to explode igno-
rance, and preclude impofition. Thecraft of courts
cannot be afted on that ground. There is no place
for myftery—no where for itto begin. Thofe who -
are not in the reprefentation, know as much of
the nature of bufinefs, as thofe who are. An af-
feftation of myfterious importance would there -
be fcouted. Nations can have no fecrets—and the.
fecrets of Courts, like thofe of individuals, are al-
~ ways their defefts. |

In the reprefentative fy {tem, the reafon for every -
thing muft publicly appear. Every man is a pro-
prietor in government, and confiders it a neceffagy
part of his bufinefs to underftand. It concerns
his intereft, becaufe it affets his property. He ex-
amines the ¢oft, and compares it with the advan-
tages ; and, above all, he does not adopt the {flavith
“cuftom of following what, in other governments,
are called LEADERS. .

It can only be blinding the upderftanding of
" man, and makmg him believe that government is
fome
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fome wonderful myfterious thing, that exceflive
revenues are obtained. Monarchy is well calcu-
Jated to enfure this end. It is the popery of go-
vernment—a thing kept up to amufe the xgnorant, :
and quiet them'into taxes. _
The government of a free country, properly
fpeaking, is mot in the perfons, but in the laws.
The enaéling of thofe requires no great expence;

- and, when they are adminiftered, the whole of ci-

vil government is performed—the reft is all court
contrivance, ' ' ‘ '

¢

. CHAP. VIIL
QF CONSTlTUT!ONS

THAT men mean diftin& and feparate things,

. when they fpeak of Conflitutions and of Govern-

ments, is evident ; or why are thofe terms diftinétly
and feparately ufed? A Conftitution is not the
a@ of a government, but of a people conftituting
a government ; and government without a Contti-
tutiom, is power .without a right.

All power exercifed over a nation, muft have
fome beginning. It muft be either delegated or

-aflumed : there are no other fources. All dele-

gated power is truft; and all affumed power is
ufurpation. Time does not alter the nature and

quality of either. :
Gs In
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In viewing this fubjc& the cafe and circum-
flances of America prefent themfelves, as in the

beginning of a world; and our enquiry into the

origin of government 15 fhortened, by referring
to the faéls that have arifen in our ownday. We
have no occafion to roam for information into the
obfcure field of antiquity, nor hazard ocurfelves
upon conjetture. We are brought at once to the
point of feeing government begin, as if we had
lived in the beginning of time. The real volume,
not of Aiftory, but of faéls, is direétly before us,
unmutilated by contrivance, or the errors of tra-
dition.

I will here, concifely, ftate the commencement
of the American Conftitutions, by which the dif-
ference between conftitutions and governments
will fufficiently appear.

It may not be improper to remind the reader
that the United States of America confilt of thir-
teen {eparate States ; each of which eftablifhed a
- government for itfelf, after the declaration of in-
dependence. Each State afted independently of
the reft, in forming its government; but the fame
general principle pervades the whole. When the
_ feveral ftate-governments were formed, they pro-
ceeded to form the federal government, that afls
over the avhole in all matters which concern the

intereft of the whole, or which relate to the inter- -

courfe of the feveral States with each other, or
‘ : with
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with foreign nations.” I will begin with giving an
inftance from one of the ftate-governments—that
of Pennfylvama——and then proceed to the federal
government.
- The State of Pennfylvania, though nearly of the
fame extent of territory as England was, then, di- -
- vided into only twelve counties. Each of thofe
¢ounties had ele€ted a committee at the commence-
ment of the difpute with the Englith Government ;
and, as the eity of Philadelphia, which alfo had
its committee, was the moft' central for intelli-
gence, it became the centre of communication to
the feveral eounty committees. When it became
neceffary to proceed to the formation of a govern-
ment, the committee of Philadelphia propofed a
conference of all the county committees, to be
held in that city, and which meeting did take
place. .
Though thefe committees had been cleted by
the people, they were not eleted exprefsly for
the purpofe, nor invefied with the authority of
forming a-Conflitution ; and, as they could not,
confiftently with thé American idea of rights, af-
fume fuch a pawer, they could only confer upon
the matter, and put it into a train of operation.
The Conferees, therefore, did no more than fiate
the cafe, and recommend to the feveral counties
to ele&t fix reprefentatives for each county, to meet
"in convention at Philadelphia, with powers to form
G4 “a Contti-
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a Conftitution, and propofe it for pubhc conﬁdéro
ation.

This convention having met and: dehbcratcd‘
and agreed upon a Contftitution, they next ordered
it to be publifhed, not as"a thing eftablifhed, but
for the confideration of the whole people, their
approbation or reje€tion, and then adjourned to a
ftated time. ' When the time of adjournment was
expired, the convention re-affenibled’; "and, as the
general opinion of the people in approbation of it
was then known, the Conftitution-was figned, fealed,
and proclaimed on the authority of the people, and
the original inftrument depofited as a public re-
cord. The convention then appointed a day for
the general ele&tion of'the reprefentatives who were
to compofe the Government, and the time. it
fhould commence ; and, having done .this, they
diffolved, and retumcd to thcxr feveral homes and

occupations. ' .

In this Conftitution were laid down, firft, a De-
claration of Rights. Then followed the form which
the Government fhould: have, and the powers it
{hould pofiefs; the authority of the courts of judi-
€ature, and of juries; the manner in which ele&ions
fhould be conduéted, and the proportion of repre-
féntatives to the number of ele€tors; the time which
<ach fucceeding affembly fhould. continue, which
was- om: year; the made af levying: and of ac-

caunting
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counting for the expenditure of public money ; of
appomtmg public offices, &¢. &e. &,

~No article of this Conftitution could be altered,
or infringed, at the difcretion of the government
that was to enfue. It was to that government a
law. But as it would have been unwife to pre-
clude the benefit of experience, and in order alfo
to prevent the accumulation of errors, if any fhould
be found, and to preferve an unifon of govern-
‘ment with the circumftances of the State at all
times, the Conftitution provided, that, at the ex-

piration of every feven years, a convention fhould

be elefted, for the exprefs purpofe of revifing the
conftitution, and making alterations, additions, or
abolitions therein, if any fhould be found necel-
fary. : :
. Here we fee a regular procefs—a Governmefit
iffuing out of a Conftitution, formed by the peo-
ple in their original charaéter—and that Conftitu-
tion ferving, not only as an authority, but as a
law of controul to the Government. It was the
political bibleof the State. 'Every member of the
-government had a copy; and nothing was more
common, when any debate arofe on the principle
of a bill, or on the extent of any fpecies of au-
thority, than for the members to take a printed
‘Conftitution out of their pocket, and rcad sthe
chapter with which fuch matter in debate was
‘ connc&ed

Congrcf§ ",
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Congrefs, at its two firft meetings, was nothing
more than a deputation from the legiflatures of the
feveral provinces, afterwards ftates,-and had no °
other authority than what arofe from common '’
confent, and the neceflity of its a&ting as a public
body. In every thing which related to-the inter.
nal affairs of America, Congrefs went no farther
than to iffue recommendations to the feveral pro-
vincial aﬂemb]ies, who, at difcretion, adopted them
or not. Nothing on the part of Congrefs was
compulfive ; yet, in this fituation, it was more
faithfully and affe@ionately obeyed, than was any
government in Europe.  This inftance, like that
of the National Affembly of France, fufficiently.
fhews, that the ftrength of government does not
confift in any thing within-itfelf, but in the attach.
mient of a nation, and the intereft which the people
fcel in fupporting it.” When this is loft, govern-
ment is but a child in power ; and though, like the
old government of France, it may harrafs indivi-
~duals for a while, jt but. facilitates its own fall.

After the declaration of independence, it be-
came confiftent with the principle on which repre-
fentative government is founded, that the autho-
rity of Congrefs fhould be defined and-eftablithed.
Whether that authority thould be more or lefs than
Congrefs then difcretionarily - exercifed, was not
the queftion. It was merely the reftitude of the

meafure.
' For
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For this purpofe the aft, called the “ A& of
Confederation,”—which was a fort of imperfeét fe- -
deral conftitution—was propofed, -and, after long
deliberation, was concluded. It was not the a&t
of Congrefs, becaufe it is repugnant to the princi-
ples of reprefentative government, that a body
fhould give power to itfelf. = Congrefs firft in-
formed the feveral ftates of the powers which it
conceived were neceffary to be invefted in the
union, to enable it to perform the duties and fer-
vices required from it; and the ftates, feverally,

agreed with each other, and concenterated in Con-
grels thofe powers. ‘

It may not be improfer to obferve, that in both
thefe inftances—the one of Pennfylvania, and the
other of the United States—there is no fuch thing
as the idea of a compat between the people on
-one fide, and the government on the other. - The
compatt was, that of the people with each other,
to produce and conftitute a government. To fup-
pofe that any government can be a party in a
- compaét with the whole people, is to fuppofe it to
have exiftence before it can have a right to exift.
The only inftance in which a compa& can take |
place between the people and thofe who exercife
the government, is, that the people fhall pay them,
while they chufe to employ them.

Government is not a trade which any man, or
body of men, has a right to fet up and exercife

for
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for’ his own emolument, but is, altogether, a truft,
in right of thofe by whom that truft is delegated,
and by whom it is always refumeable. It has, of
itfelf, no rights—they are, altogether, duties.”

Having thus given two inftances of the original
formation of a Contftitution, I will {hew the man-
ner in which both have been changed fince their
firft eftablifhment. :

The powers vefted in the governments of the
feveral ftates, by the flate conftitutions, were
found, upon experience, to be too great ; and thofe
vefted in the federal government, by the a&t of
confederation, too little. The defe& was not in
the principle, but in the diftribution of power.

* Numerous publications, in pamphlets, and in the
new(papers, appeared, on the propriety and ne-
ceflity of new-modelling the federal government.
After fome time of public difcuffion carried on,
~ through the channel of the prefs, and in converfa-
tions, the State of Virginia experiencing fome in-
convenience, with refpet to commerce, propofed
holding a continental conference ; in confequence
of which a deputation from five or fix of the flate-
affemblies met at Anapolis, in Maryland. This
meeting, . not ‘conceiving itfelf fufficiently autho-
Jifed to go into the bufinefs of a reform, did no
more than ftate their general opinions of the pro-
-priety of thc meafure, and recommend, that a con-

vention
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vention of all-the ftates: fhould -be held the year
following. :

This convention met at Plnladelphla, and went
deeply into all the fubjetls; and having, after a
variety. of debate and inveftigation, agreed among
themfelves upon the feveral parts of a federal
conftitution, the next queftion was; the manner of
giving it authority and prattice. For this purpefe
they referred the whole matter to the fenfe and
intereft of the country.

They firft dire€ted, that the propofed Conttitu-
. tion fhould be publithed. Secondly, that each
ftate fhould ele&t a convention, exprefsly for the
purpofe of taking into confideration, and of . rati-
fying or rejetting it ; and that, as foon as the ap-
probation and ratification of any nine ftates fhould
-be given, that thofe ftates fhould proceed to the
- elettion of their proportion of members to the
new federal government; and that the operation
of it fhould then begin, and the former federal
government ceafe.

The feveral ftates procecded accordingly to elet
their conventions. Some of thofe conventions ra-
tified the Conftitution by very large majorities,
and two or three: unanimoufly. In others there
were much debate and divifion of opinion. In.
the Maffachufett’s convention, the majority: was
not above 'nineteen or twenty, in about three hun-
dred members: but fuch is the nature of reprefen-

. . tative
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tative government, that it quletly decxdes all mat.
ters by majority. After the debate in the Maffa-
chufett’s convention was clofed, and the vote
taken, the obje€ting members rofe, and declared-—
& That though they had argued and voted againft it,
% becaufe certain parts appeared to them in a difs
& ferent light to what they appeared to other mem-
& bers; yety as the vote had decided in favour of
¢ the Conflitution, as propofed, they fhould give it
“ the fame pradtical fupport as if they had voted
&€ forit.”

As foon as the nine ftates had concurred, and
the .reft followed in the order their conventions
were elefted, the old fabric of the federal govern-
ment was taken down, and the new one ere&éd.

After the new federal conftitution was efta-
blithed, the State of Pennlylvania, conceiving that
fome parts of its.own conftitution required to be
altered, elefled a convention for- that purpofe.
The prapofed alterations were publithed, and the
people concurring therein, they were eftablithed.

In forming thofe conftitutions, or in altering
them, little or no inconvenience took place. The
ordinary courfe of things was not interrupted, and
the advantages have been much. It is-always the
intereft of a far greater number of people in a na-
tion to have things right, than to let them remain
wrong : and when public matters are open to de-

: bate,
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bate, and the ‘public judgfncnt free, it will not de-
tide wrong, unlefs it fhall decide too haftily.

In the two inftances of changing the conftitu-

tions, the governments, then in being, were not -
allors either way. Government has no right to
make itfelf a party in any debate refpeting the -
printiples or modes of forming, or of changing
conftitutions. It is not for the benefit of thofe
who exercife the powers of government, that con-
ftitutions, and the governments iffuing from them,
are eftablifhed.. In all thofe matters, the right of
judging and a&ing are in thofe who pay, and not
in thofe who receive.

A conftitution is the property of a nation, and
not of thofe who exercife the government.. All
the conftitutions of America aredeclared to be efta-
blithed on the authority of the people. In France,
the word Nation, is ufed inftead,of the Pesple ; but
in both cafes, a conftitution is 4 thing antecedent
to the government, and always diftintt therefrom,

For the want of underftanding the difference be-
tween a conftitution and a government, monarchi-
cal writers have always bewildered themfelves.
They could not but perceive that there muft necef-
farily be a controuling power exifting fome where,
and they placed this power in the difcretion of the
perfons exercifing the government, inftead of plac-
ing it in a conftitution formed by the nation.
When itisin a con(txtutlon, ithas the nation for its

fupport,



g6 THE RIGHTS OF MAN.

fupport, and the natural, and the political controul-

ing powers are together. The laws which are en-

afted by governments, controul men only as indi- .
viduals, but the nation, through its conftitution,

controuls the whole government, and hasa natural
ability fo to do. The final controuling power there-

fore, and the ‘original conflituting power, are one

and the fame power.

Having thus fpoken of conftitutions generally,
as things diftin@ from atual governments, let us
proceed to confider the parts of which a contftitu-
tion is compofed.

Opinions differ more on this fubjeét, than with
refpet to the whole. That a nation ought to have
a conftitution, as a rule for the condu& of its go-
vernment, is a fimple queflion, in which @l men,
not direftly courtiers, will agree. It is only on
the component parts that queftions and opinions
multiply.

But this difficulty, like every other, will dimi-
nith when putinto a train of being rightly under- -
ftood. : '

The firft thing is, that a nation has a right to ef-
tablith a Conftitution.

Whether it fhall exercife this right in the moft
judicious manner at firft, is quite another cafe. It
exercifes it agreeably to the judgment it poffeffes—
and by continuing to do fo all errors will at laft be
exploded. ‘ _
When
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When this right is eftablifhed in a nation, there
is no fear that it will be employed to its own injury.
A nation can have no intereft in being wrong.

Though all the Conftitutions of America are
one general principle, yet no two of them are ex-
aftly alike in their component parts, or in the dif-
tribution of the powers which they give to the ac-
tual governments. Some are more, and the others
lefs complex.  * '

In forming a Conftitution, it is, firft, neceflary
to confider, What are the ends for which govern-
ment is neceffary? Secondly, What are the beft
means, and the leaft expenfive, for accomplifhing
thofe ends?

Government is nothing more than a national
affociatidn; and the objeét of this affociation is,
the good of all, as well individually, as collec-
tively. Every man wifhes to purfue his occupa-
tion, and to enjoy the fruits of his labours, and
the produce of his property, in peace and fafety,
and with the leaft poflible expence. When thefe
things are accomplifhed, all the obje&ts for which
government ought to be eftablifhed, are anfwered.

It has been cuftomary to confider government
under three diftinét general heads—the legiflative,
the executive, and the judicial.

But if we permit our judgment to aét unincum.
berd by the habit of multiplied terms, we can per-
ceive no more than two divifions of power of

H ’ which
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which government is compofed, namely, that of
legiflating or enafting laws, and that of executing
or adminiftering them. Every thing therefore,
appertaining to civil government, claffes itfelf
under one or other of thefe two divifions. ,

So far as regards the execution of laws, that
which is called the judicial power is, firi@tly and
properly, the executive power of every country.
It is that power to which every individual has ap-
peal, and which caufes the laws to be executed;
neither have we any other clear idea with refpe&t
to the official execution of the laws. In England,
and alfo in America, and France, this power be-
gins with the magiftrate, and proceeds up through
all the courts of judicature.

Ileave to courtiers to explain what is meant by
calling monarchy the executive power. It is,
merely, a name in which afts of government are
done; and, any other, or none at all, would an-
fwer the fame purpofe. Laws have neither more
nor lefs authority on this account. It muft be
from.the juftnefs of their principles, and the inte.
reft which a nation feels therein, that they derive
fupport ; if they require any other than this, it is
a fign that fomething in the fyftem of government
is 1mperfe& Laws difficult to be executed, can-
not be generally good.

With refpeét to the organization of the legifia-
tive power, different modes have been adopted in

. differént
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different countries. In America, it is generally
compofed of two houfes. In France, it confift
but of one; but in both countries it is wholly by
reprefentation.

The cafe is, that mankind, from the long ty.
ranny of aflumed power, have had fo few oppor-
tunities of making the neceﬂ'ary trials in modes and
principles of government, in orderto difcover the
beft, that government is but now beginning'to be
. known ; and experience is yet wanting to deter-
mine many particulars. '

The objeétions againft two houfes are, firft,
that there is an inconfiftency in any part of a whole
legiflature, coming to a final determination, by
vote, or any matter, whilft that matter, with refpe&

to that whole, is yet only in a train of deliberation,
and confequently, open to new illuftrations.

~ Secondly, that, by taking the vote on each, as
a feparate body, it always admits of the poffibility—
‘and is often the cafe in pratice—that the mino-
rity governs the majority, and that, in fome in-
ftances, to a degree of inconfiftency.

Thirdly, that two houfes arbitrarily checkmg or
controuling each other is inconfiftent ; becaufe, it
cannot be proved on the principles of juft repre-
{entation, that either thould be wifer or better than
the other. They may check in the wrong as well
as in the right; and, therefore, to give the power

" where we cannot give the wifdom to ufe it, nor
e . H 2 - be

i
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be affiired of its being rightly ufed, renders the ha-
zard at leaft equal to the precaution. Particularly
if we look at the diftinét abilities of a houfe of re-
prefentatives and of peers, the difference will ap-
pear fo great as to fhew the inconfiftency of plac-
ing power where there cannot be any certainty of
the judgment to ufe it.

The objettion againft a fingle houfe is, that it is
always ina condition of committing itfelf too foon.
_ But it fhould, at the fame time, be remembered,
that, when there is a Conftitution which defines
the power, and eftablithes the principles within
which a legiflature fhall aft, there is always a more
effe@ual check provided, and more powerfully
operating, than any other check can be. For ex-
ample :—

- Were a bill to be brought into any of the Ame-

rican legiflatures, to extend the duration of thc
affemblies to a longer period than they now fit, the
check is in the Conftitution, which in effeét fays—
thus far fhalt thou go and no_further.

But in order to remove the obje&tion agaisft a
fingle houfe—that of aéting with too quick an im-
pulfe—and, atthe fame time, to avoid the incon-
fiftencies, in fome cafes abfurdities, arifing from
two houfes, the following method has been pro-
pofed as an improvement upon both :—firft, To
have but one reprefentation.—Secondly, To di-
vide that reprefentation by lot, into two or three

parts.—
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parts.—Thirdly, That every propofed bill, fhall
be firft debated in thofe parts by fucceffion, that
they. may become the hearers of each other, but
without taking any vote. After which the whole
repréfentation to affemble, for a general debate
and determination by vote.

To this propofed improvement has been added
another for the purpofe of keeping the reprefenta-
tion in a ftate of conftant renovation; which is,
that one third of the reprefentation of each county
fhall go out at the expiration of one year, and the
number be replaced by new elefions; another
third at the expiration of the fecond year replaced
in like manner; and every third year to be a ge-
neral eleflion.

Butin whatever manner the feparate parts of a
Contflitution may be arranged, there is one general
principle that diftinguifhes Freedom from Slavery,
which is, that all Aereditary government over a
people isy to them, a fpecies of flavery, and repre‘-
fentative government is freedom.

- Confidering government in the only light in
which it fhould be confidered—that of a na-
TIONAL ASSOCIATION—it ought to be fo con-
ftrulted as not to be difordered by any accident
happening among the parts; and, therefore, no ex-
traordinary power, capable of producihg fuch an
effeét, fhould be lodged in the hands of any in-
dividual. The death, ficknefs, abfence, or de-

Hg3 defettion
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feCtion of any one individual in a government;
ought to be a matter of no confequence, with re-
fpett. to the nation, than if the fame circumftance
bad taken place in a member of the legiflature.
Scarcely any thing prefents a more degrading
charater of national greatnefs, than its being
thrown into confufion by any thing happening to,
or afted by an individual ; and the ridiculoufnefs
of the {cene is often increafed by the natural in-
fignificance of the perfon by whom it is occafioned.
Were a government fo conftruted, that it could
not go on unlefs a goofe or a gander were prefent
in the fenate, the difficulties would be juft as great
and as real on the flight or ficknefs of the goofe
or the gander, as if it were called a king. We
laugh at individuals for the filly difficuliies they
make to themfelves, without perceiving that the
greateft of all ridiculous things are afted in go-

‘yvernment ¥,
All

* It is related, that in the Cantons of Berne, in Switzer-
land, it had been cuftomary, from time immemorial, to keep
a Bear at the public expence, and the people had been taught
to believe, that if they had not a Bear, they fhould be undone,
¥t happened that the Bear, then in being, was taken fick, and
died too fuddenly to have his place immediately fupplied with’
anothcr. During this interregnum, the people difcovered,
that the corn grew, and the vintage flourithed, and the fun
and moon continued to rife and fet, and every thing went on
the fame as before, and taking courage from thefe circum-
fances, they refolved not to keep any more Bearswifor,” faid
: they,

-
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All the Conttitutions of America are on a plan
that excludes the childifh embarrafiments which
occur in monarchical countries. No fufpenfion
of government can there take place for a moment,
from any circumftance whatever. The fyftem of
reprefentation provides for every thing, and is the
only fyftem in which nations and governments can
always appear in their proper character.

As extraordinary power ought not to be lodged
in the hands of any individual, {o ought there not
to be any appropriations of public money to any
perfon, beyond what his fervices, in a ftate, may
be worth. It fignifies not whether a man be called
a Prefident, a King,an Emperor, a Senator, or by
any other name, which propriety or folly may de-
vife, or arrogance aflume; it is only a certain
fervice he can perform in the flate; and the fer-
vice of any fuch individual in the rotine of office,
whether f{uch office be called monarchical, prefi-
dential, fenatorial, or by any other name or title,
can never exceed the value of ten thoufand pounds
a year. All the great fervices that are done in the
world are performed by volunteer charaéers, who
do not accept any thing for them ; but the rotine
of office is always regulated to fuch a general
ftandard of abilities, as are to be within the com-

they, ¢ a Bear is a very voracious, expenfive animal—and we
were obliged to pull out his claws, left he fhould hurt the
citizens”,

H 4 pafs
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pafls of numbers in every country to perform, and
therefore cannot merit very extraordinary recom:
pence. Government, {ays SwirT, is a plain thmg,
and ﬁtted £ the capacity of many heads.

It is inhuman to talk of a million fterling a year,
paid out of the public taxes of any country, for
the {upport of any individual, whilft thoufands
who are forced to contribute thereto, are pining
in want,and firuggling with mifery. Government
does. not confift in a contraft between prifons and
palaces—between poverty and pomp. It is not
inftituted to rob the needy of his mite, and in-
creafe the wretchednefs of the wretched.

When extraordinary power, and extraordinary
pay, are allotted to any individual in a govern-
ment, he becomes the centre round which every
kind of corruption generates and forms. ‘Give to
any man a million a year, and add thereto the
power of creating and difpofing of places, at the
expence of a country, the liberties of that country
are no longer facred. What is called the fplen-
dour of a throne, is no other than the corruption
of the ftate. It is made up of a band of parafites,
living in luxurious indolence, out of the public
taxes, paid by the labours of the poor.

When once fuch a vicious fyftem is eftablithed, -
it becomes the guard and proteétion of all inferior
abufes, The jnan who is in the receipt of a mil-
lion a year, is the laft perfon to promote a fpirit

of
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of reform, left, in the event, it fhould reach to
himfelf. It is always his intereft to defend in.
ferior abufes, as fo many out-works to proteét the
citadal ; and, in this fpecies of pol tical fortifica-
tion, all the parts have fucha common depen-
~dence, that it is never to be expefted they will
attack each other.

Monarchy would not have continued {o many

ages in the world, had it not been for the abules it
prote&s. It is the mafter-fraud which fhelters all
others. By admitting a participation of the fpoil,
it makes itfelf friends ; ; and, when it ceafes to do
this, it will ceafe to be the idol of courtiers.
- As the principle on which Conftitutions are
now formed, rejeéts all hereditary pretenfions to
government, it alfo rejeéts all that catalogue of
aflumptions known by the name of prerogatives.

If there is any government where prerogatives
might, with apparent fafety, he intrufted to any in-
dividual, itis the fcderal government of America.
The Prefident of the United States of America is
sletted only for four years. He is not only refpon-
fible in the general fenfe of the word, but a par-
ticular mode is laid down in the Conftitution for
trying him. He cannot be elefled under thirty-
Sfive years of age—and he muft be a native of the
country.,

The prefidency in America (or as it is fometimes
“called, the excuuve), is the only office from which

a foreigner
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a foreigner is excluded; and in England, it is the
only one to which heis admitted. A foreigner can-
not be a member of parliament, but he may be
what is called a king. If there is any reafon for
excluding foreigners, it ought to be from thofe of-
fices where milchief can moft be ated, and where
by uniting every bias of intereft and attachment,
the truft is beft fecured.

But as nations proceed in the great bufinefs of
forming Conftitutions, they will cxamine with more
precifion, into the nature and bufinefs of that de-
partment which is called the executive. What the
legiflative and judicial departments are, every one .
can fee; but, with refpeét to what, in Europe, is
called the cxecutive, as diftin& from thofe ™o, it
is either a political fuperfluity, or a chaos of un-
known thiirgs. .

Some kind of official dcpartmem, to which re.
ports {hall be made fxogn the differcat parts of a
nation, or from abroad, to be laid before the na-
tional reprefentatives, is all that is néceffary ; but
there is no confiftency in calling this the executive ;
neither can it be confidered in any other light
than as inferior to the legiflative. The fovereign
authority, in any country, is the power of making
laws, and every thing elfe is an official depart.
ment. -

Next to the arrangment of the principles and
the orgamzatlon of the feveral parts of a Confti-

tution
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tution is, the provifion to be made for the fupport
of the perfons to whom the nation fhall cenfide the
adminiftration of the conftitutional powers.

A npation can have no right to the time and fer-
vices of any perfonat his own expence, whom it
may chufe to employ or entruft in any departmen;
whatever; neither can any reafon be given for
making provifion for the fupport of any one part
of a government, and not for the other.

But admitting, that the honour of being entrufted
with any part of a government is to be confidered
a fufficient reward, it ought to be fo to every per-
fon alike. If the members of the legiflature of
any country are to ferve at their own expence, that
which is called the executive, whether monarchical,
or by any other name, ought to ferve in like man-
ver. It is inconfiftent to pay the one, and accept
the fervice of the other gratis.

In America, every department in the govern-
ment is decently provided for—but no oncis ex-
travagantly paid. Every member of Congrefs and
of the Aflemblies, is allowed a fufficiency for his
expences. Whereas, in England, a moft prodi-
gal provifion is made for the fupport of one part
of the government, and none for the other—the
. confequence of which is, that the one is furnifhed
with the means of corruption, and the other is put
into the condition of being corrupted. .

Another reform in the Aanerican Conftitutions
is,

y
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is, the exploding all oaths of perfonality. The
oath of allegiance in America is to the nation only.
The putting any individual as a _figure for a nation
isimproper. The happinefs of a nation is the fu- -
perior obje€t, and therefore the intention of an
oath of allegiance ought not to be obferved by
being figuratively taken to, or in the name of any
perfon. The oath, called the civic 0ath, in France,
viz. the  Nation, the Law, and the King,” is im-
proper. Iftaken atall, it ought to be, asin Ame-
rica, to the nation only. The law may or may
not be good ; but in this place, it can have no
other meaning than as conducive to the happinefs
of the nation, and therefore is included init. The
remainder of the oath is improper, on the ground,
that all perfonal oaths oughtto be abolifhed. They
are the remains oftyrahny on one part, and {lavery
on the other; and the name of the Creator
ought not to be introduced to witnefs the degra-
dation of his creation; or if taken, as is already
mentioned, as figurative of the nation, it is in this
place redundant. But whatever apology niay be
made for oaths at the hirft eftablithment of govern-
ment, they ought not to be permitted afterwards.
If a government requires the fupport of oaths, it
is a fign that it is not worth fupporting, and ought
not to be fupported. Make government what it

ought to be, and it will fupport itfelf.
To conclude this part of the fubje& :—one of
the
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the greateft improvements that has been made for
the perpetual fecurity and progrefs of conftitu-
tional liberty is, the provifion which the new Con-
ftitutions make for, occafionally, revifing, altering,
and amending them.

The principle of ¢ binding and controuling pof-
terity to the end of time, and of remouncing and
ebdicating the rights of all poflerity for ever”, is
now become too deteftable to be made a fubje&t
of debate ; and therefore I pafs it over with no
other notice than expofing it.

‘Government is but now beginning to be known. -
Hitherto it has been the mere exercife of power,
which forbad all effetual enquiry into rights, and
grounded itfelf wholly on pofleflion. While the
enemy of liberty was it’s judge, the progrefs of
its principles muft have been fmall indeed.

The Conftitutions of America, and alfo that of
France, have either affixed a period for their re-
vifion, or laid down the mode by which improve-
ments fhall be made. It is, perhaps, impoffible to
eftablifh any thing that combines principles with
opinions and prattice, which the progrefs of cir-
cumftances, through a length of years, will not, in
fome meafure, derange, or render inconfiftent ;
and therefore, to prevent inconveniences accumu-
lating till they difcourage reformations, or provoke
revolutions, it is beft to provide the means of re-
gulating them as they occur. The Rights of

Man
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Man are the rights of all generations of men, and
cannot be monopolized by any. That which is
worth following, will be followed for the fake of
its worth; and it is in this that its fecurity lies,
and not in any conditions with which it may be
incumbered. When a man leaves his property to
his heirs, he does not conne& with it an obliga-
tion that they fhall accept it. Why then fhould
we do otherwife with refpeét to Contftitutions ?

The beft Conftitution that could now be de.
vifed, confiftent with the condition of the prefent
moment, may be far fhort of that excellence which
a few years may afford. There is a morning of
reafon rifing upon man on the fubjett of Govern-
ment, that has not appeared before. As the bar-
barifm of the prefent old governments expires,
the moral condition of nations, with refpe&t to
each other, will be changed. Man will not be
brought up with the favage idea of confidering his
fpecies as his enemy, becaufe the accident of birth
gave the individuals exiftence in countries diftin-
guifhed by different names; and, as Conftitu-
tions have always fome relation to external as well
as domeftic circumftances, the means of benefiting
by every change, foreign or domeftic, thould be
a part of every Conftitution. '

We already fee an alteration in the national dif-
pofition of England and France towards each
other ; which, when we look back to only a few

years,
1 .
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years, is itfelf a Revolution. Who could have

forefeen, or who could have believed, that a

French National Affembly would ever have been

a popular toaft in England ; or that a friendly al-

liance of the two nations fhould become the wifh

of either ? It fhews, that, man, were he not cor.

rupted by governments, is naturally the friend of
man, and that human nature is not of itfelf vicious.

That fpirit of jealoufy and ferocity, which the

governments of the two countries infpired, and

which they rendered {ubfervient to the purpofe
of taxation, is now vyielding to the dittates of
reafon, intereft, and humanity. The trade of
courts is beginning to be underftood, and the af-

fettation of myftery, with all the artificial forcery

by which they impofed upon mankind, is on the

decline. It has received its death-wound—and,

though it may linger, it will expire.

Government ought to be as nfuch open to im-
provement as any thinig which appertains to man;
inftead of which it has been monopolized from age
to age, by the moft ignorant and vicious of the
human race. Neced we any other proof of their
wretched management than the excefs of debts and
taxes, with which every nation groans, and the
- quarrels into which they have precipitated the
world ? .

Juft emerging from fuch a barbarous condition,
itis too foon to determine to what extent of im-

provement
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provement government may yet be carried. For
what we can forefee, all Europe may form but one
great Republic, and man be free of the whole.

N

MISCELLANIES.

IN contemplating a fubje@ that embraces, with
equatorial magnitude, the whole region of huma-
nity, it is impoffible to confine the purfuit in one
fingle direftion. It takes ground on every cha-
rater and condition that appertains to 'man, and
blends the individual. '

From a {mall fpark, kindled in America, a
flame has arifen not to be extinguithed. Without
confuming like the ultima ratio regum, it winds
its progrefs from nation to, nation, and conquers
by filent operation. Man finds -him{elf changed
he fcarcely perceives how. He acquires a know-
ledge of his rights by attending juftly to his intereft
and difcovers in the event, that the ftrength and
powers of defpotifm confift wholly in the fear of
refifting it, and that in order o be free, it is fuf-
¢ ficient that he wills it.”

Having, in all the preceeding parts of this work,
endeavoured to eftablifh a fyftem of principles as
a bafis on which governments ought to be ereéted,

I thall proceed in this to the ways and means of
" rendering
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.

rendering them into praltice. But in order to in-
troduce this part of the fubje&t with more pro-
priety, and ftronger effe&, fome preliminary ob-
fervations deducible from, or conneéted with thofe
principles, are neceffary. ‘

Whatever the form or conftitution of govern-
ment may be, it ought not to have any other obje&t
than the general happinefs. . When, inftead of this,
it operates to create and increafe’ wretchednefs in
any of the parts of fociety, it is on a wrong fyftem, -
and reformation is neceffary.

Cuftomary language has claffed the condition of
man under the.two defcriptions of civilized and
uncivilized life. To the one it; has afcribed feli-
city and affluence—to the other, hardfhip and
want, But, however our imagination may be im-
prefled by painting and comparifon, it is neverthe-
lefs true, that a great-portion of mankind, in what
are called:civilized countries,. are in aftate of po-
verty and wretchednefs, far below the condition of
an Indian—Let s cnquire into the caufe.:

It lies not in any natural defe&t in the principles
of civilization, but in preventing thofe principies
having an univerfal operation ; the confequencé of
which is, a perpetual {yftem of war and-éxpence,
that drains the icountry, and defeats the general
felicity of which civilization is capable. *

- :Alb the European governments (France now ex:
ccps.ed) are conftrufted, not. on.the principle of
RPREE I unverfal
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- univerfal civilization, but on the reverfe of in
So far as thele governments relate to each other,
they are in the fame condition as we conceive of
favage uncivilized life : they put themfelves beyond-
the law as well of God as of man, and are, with re-
fpe@ to principle and reciprocal conduld, like fo
many individuals in‘a fate of nature.

The inbabitants of every country, under the ¢l
vilization of laws, eafily civilize together, but.go-
vernments being yet in an uncivilized flate, and
almoft continually at war, they pervert the abun-
dance which civilized life produces to carry onthe
uncivilized part to a greater extent. By thus en-
grafting the barbarifm of government upon the in-
ternal part of the civilization of a country, it draws
from the latter, and more efpecially from the poor,
a great portion of thofe carnings which fhould be
applied to their own fubfiftence and comfort.—
Apart from all refleGtions of morality ard philefo-
phy, it is a melancholy fatt, that more than one
fourth of the labour of mankind is annually con-
fumed by this barbarous {yftem.

What has ferved to continue this evil is, the
pecuniary advantage which all the governments of
Europe have found in keeping up this ftate of un-
civilization. It affords to them pretences for
power and revenue, for which there would not be
either occafion or apology, if the circle of civili-
zation was rendered complete. Civil government .

/
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alone, or the government of laws, is not producs
tive of pretences for many taxes; it operates at
home dire&ly under the eye of the country, and
precludes the poffibility of much impofition. But
when the fcene is laid in the uncivilized contention
of governments, the field of pretences is enlarged,
and the country being no longer a judge, is open
to every impofition, which governments pleafe to
ﬂa.' . . )

Not a thirtieth, fcarcely a fortieth part of the
taxes which are raifed in monarchical governments
are either occafioned by, or applied to the purs
pofes of civil government. Itis not difficult to feey
that the whole which the aftual government does
in this fefpe& is, to enad laws, and that the coun- .
try adminfters and executes them, at its own ex-
pence, by means of magiftrates, juries, {cffions, and
affize, over and above the taxes which it pays.

In this view of the cafe, we have two diftin&t
charalers of government—the one the civil go-
vernment, or government of laws, which operates
at home; the other, the court or cabinet govern.
ment, which operates abroad, on the rude plan of
uncivilized life ; the one attended with but little
charge, the other with boundlefs extravagance ;
and, fo diftin& are the two, that if the laiter were
to fink; as it were, by a fudden opening of the
earth, and totally difappear, the former-would not
be deranged. It would ftill proceed, becaufe it is

e I2 the

-
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the common intereft of the nation that it fhould,
and all the means are in prattice.

Rgvolutions then haye for their objeét a change

in the moral condition of governments, and, with -
this change, the burthen of public taxes will leflen,
and civilization will be left to the enjoyment of
that abundance, of which it is now deprived.
.. In contemplating the whole of this fubjeft, I
extend my views into the department of commerce.
In all my publications, where the matter would ad-
mity, I have been an advocate for commerce, be-
caufe I am a friend to its effefts. It is a pacific
fyftem, operating to cordialize mankind, by ren-
dering nations, as well as individuals, ufeful to
each other. As to mere theoretical reformation,
I have never preached it up. The moft effeftual
procefs is, that of improving the condition of man
by means of his intereft; and it is on this.ground
that I take my ftand.

If commerce were permitted to a& to the uni-
verfal extent it is capable of, it would extirpate
the {yftem of war, and produce a revolution, in
the uncivilized ftate of governments. The inven-
tion of commerce has arifen fince thofe govern-
ments began, and is the greateft approach towards
univerfal civilizarion, that has yet been made_ by
any mcans not immediately ﬂowmg from morad
principles.

Whatever has a tendency to promote the- mvﬂ

intercourfe
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_intercourfe of nations, by an exchange of benefits,
is a fubje& as worthy of philofophy as of policics. \’
" Commerce is no other than the traffic of two indi-
viduals, multiplied on a fcale of numbers; and by
the fame rule that nature interded the intercourfe
- of two, fhe intended that of all. For this purpofe
fhe has diftributed the materials of manufaftures
and commerce, in various and diftant parts of a
nation and of the world; and as they cannot be
procured by war fo cheaply or fo commodioufly as
by commerce, fhe has rendered the latter the
means of extirpating the former.

As the two are nearly the oppofites of each
other, ‘confequently the uncivilized ftate of Eu-
ropean governments is injurious to commerce.
Every kind of deftru&ion or embarraffiment ferves
to leflen the quantity, and it matters but little in
what part of the commercial world the reduftion
begins. Like blood, it cannot be taken from any
of the parts, without being taken from the whole
mafs in circulation, and all partake of the lofs.
When the ability in any nation to buy is deftroyed,
it equally involves the feller. Could the govern. -
ment of England, for inftance, deftroy the com-
merce of all other nations, fthe would, moft effec-
tually, ruin her own.

It is poffible that a nation may bé the carrier for
the world, but fhe cannot be the merchant. She
cannot be the feller and the buyer of her own mer-

: ‘13 chandize.
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_ chandize. The ability to buy muft refide out
of herfelf; and, therefore, the profperity of any
commercial nation is regulated by the profperity
of the reft. If they be poor, fhe cannot be rich ;
and her condition, be it what it may, is an index
of the height of the commerclal tide in other na-
tions.

That the principles of commerce, and its uni-
verfal operation, may be underftoad, without un-
_derfanding the praflice, is 3 pofition that reafon
- will not deny; and it is on this ground only that I
argue the fubjeft. It is one thing in the counting-
houfe; in the world it is another. With refpe& to
its operation, it muft neceflarily be contemplated
as a reciprocal thing ; that only one half its powers
yefides within the nation, and that the whole is as
effe@tually deftroyed by deftroying the balf that re-
fides without, as if the defiru&ion had been com- -
mitted on that which is within ; for neither can a&t
without the other.

‘When in the laft, as well as in former wars, the
commerce of England funk, it was becaufe the ge-
neral quantity was leflened every where; and it
now rifes, becaufe cammerce is in a rifing flate in
every nation. If England, at this day, imports
and exports more than at any former period, the
nations with which fhe trades muft neceffarily do
the fame ; herimports are their exports, and vice
verfa.

There
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" There cannot be any fuch thing as a natiors fou-
rithing alone in commerce ; fhe can.only partici.
pate ; and the deftruftion of it, in any part mu@
neceflarily affe&t. all. "When therefore Govern:
ments are at war, the attack is made on the com-
mon ftock of commerce, and the confequaence is
the fame as if each had attacked his own.

The prefent increafe of commerce is not to be
attributed to minifters, or to any polmcal contriv -
ances, but to its own natural operations in confe-
quence of peace. The - regular markets had been
defiroyed, the channels of trade broken up, the

high rode of the feas infefted with robbers of every
nation, and the attention of the world called to
other objefis. Thofe interrup®ons have ceafed,
and peace has reftored the deranged condition of
things to their proper order.

It is worth remarking, that every nation reckons
the balance of trade in its own favour ; and there-
fore fomething muft be irregular in the common
ideas upon this fubjett.

The fa&t, however, is true, according to what
is called a balance ; and. it is from this caufe that
commerce is univerfally fupported. =Every nation
feels- the advantage, or it would abandon the
pralice : but the deceptian lies in the mode of
making up the accounts, and in.attributing what

 are called profits to-a wrong caufe.
g 1 4 . The
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. The Britifh minifter has, fometimes, amufed

himfelf by fhewing, what he called a balance of
trade from the Cuftom-houfe books. This mode
of calculation not only affords no-rule that is true,
but one that is falfe.

. In the firft place, every cargo that departs from
the Cuftom-houfe appears on the books as an ex-
~ port; and, according to the Cuftom-houfe balance,
the loffes at fea, and by foreign failures, are all
reckoned on the fide of proﬁt, becaufe they ap-
-pear as exports.

Secondly, becaufe the i importation, by the finug.
gling trade, does not appear on the Cuftom-houfe
books to arrange againft the exports. - A
~. No balance, therefore, as applying to fuperior
advantages can be drawn from thofe documents ;
and if we examine the natural operation of com-
merce, the idea is fallacious; and if true, would
foon be injurious The great fupport of com-
merce confifts in the balance bemg a level of be-
nefits among all nations. '

Two merchants of different nations tradmo to-
gether, will both grow rich, and each makes the
balance in his own favour ; confequently, they do
not get rich out of each other; and it is the fame
with refpe@ to the nations in which they refide.
The cafe muft be, that each nation muft get rich
" out of its awn means, and mcreafps thofe riches

- ) by
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by fomethmg whxch it procures from another in
exchange.

If a erchant .in England, for inftance, fends
an article of Englith manufa&ure abroad, which
coft him a fhilling at home, and imports fome-
thing which fells for two, he makes a balance of
one fhilling in his own favour: but this is not
gained out of the foreign nation, or the foreign
merchant, for he alfo does the fame by the article
he receives, and neither has a balance of advan-
tage upon the other. The original value of the
two articles, in their proper countries, were but
two fhillings ; but by changing their places, they
acquire a new idea of value, equal to double what
they had, at firft, and that incrgfed value is equally
divided. - ,.

There is no otherwife a balance on foreign than
‘on domeftic commerce. The merchants of Lon-
don and Newcaftle trade on the fame principles as
if they refided in different nations, and make
their balances in the fame manner: yet London
does not get rich-out of Newcaftle, any more than
Newcaftle out of London: but coals, the merchan-
dize of Newcaftle, have an additional value in
London, and London merchandize has the {ame
at Newcatftle. .

Though the principle of commerce is the fame,
the domeftic in a nanonal view is the part the

moft
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moft beneficial; becaufe the whole of the advan.
tages on both fides, refts within the nation; wf:ercas,
in foreign commerce, it is only a participation of
one half. : .

The moft unprofitable of all commerce is that
conne&ted with foreign dominion. To a few indi-
viduals it may be beneficial, merely becaufe it is
. commerceé ; but to the nation it is alofs. The ex-
pence of maintaining dominion more than abforbs
the profits of any trade. It does not increafe the
general quantity in the world, but operates to leffen
it;.and as a greater mafs would be afloat by relin-
quithing dominion, the participation without the
expence would be more valuable than a greater
quantity with it. . ' R

But it is impoffible to engrofs commerce by do-
minjon; and therefore, it is ftill more fallacious.
- It cannot exift in confined channels, and necef-
farily breaks out by regular or irregular means that
defeat the attempt ; and to fucceed, would be ftill
worfe. France, fince the Revolution, has been
more than indifferent as to foreign poffeffions ; and

other nations will become the fame, when they
~ inveftigate the fubje& with refpe@ to commerce.

To the expence of dominion is to bg added, that
of navies; and when the amount of the two are
fubftralted from the profits of commerce, it will
appear, that what is called the balance of tradey

even
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even‘admitting it to exift, is not enjoyed by the
nation, but abforbed by the Government.

The idea of having navies for the protefion of
commerce is delufive. It is putting the means of
deftryfltion for the means of proteftion. Com-
merce needs no other prote&ion than the recipro-
cal intereft which every nation feels in fupporting
it=—it is common ftock—it exifts by a balance of
advantages to all; and the only interruption it meets
is, from the prefent uncivilized ftate of govern-
ments, and which it is its common intereft to reform.

Quitting this fubje&, 1 now proceed to other
matters.~——As a new fyftem of government ’is
now opening to the view of the world, the Ep-
ropean courts are plotting to counteraét it.  Alli-
ances, contrary to all former fyftems, are agitating, -
and a common intereft of courts is forming againft
the common intereft of man. This combination
draws a line that runs throughout Europe, and pre-
fents a caufe {o entirely new, as to exclude all
~ calculations from former circumftances. While
defpotifm warred with defpotifm, man had. no in-
tereft in the conteft; but in a gaufe that unites the
foldier with the citizen, and nation with nation,
the defpotifm of courts, though it feels the dangér
and meditates revenge, is afraid to ftrike.

No queftion has arifen within the records of hif_
tory, that prefled with the importance of the pre-
fent. It is not whether this or that party fhall be

. in
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in or out, or Whig or Tory, or high or low, fhall
prevail ; but whether man fhall inherit his rights,-
and yniverfal civilization take place? whether the
fruits of his labours fhall be enjoyed by himfelf,
or confumed by the profligacy of governments?
whether robbery fhall be banifhed from courts,
and wretchednefs from countries ? :

When, in countries that are called civilized, we

fee age going to-the workhoule, and youth to the
gallows, fomething muft be wrong in the {yftem of
government. It would feem by the exterior ap-
"pearance of fuch countries, that all was happinefs ;
but there lies hidden, from thc eye of common ob-
fervation, a mafs of wretchednels that has fcarcely
any other chance, than to expire in poverty or in-
famy. Its entrance into life is marked with the
- prefage of its fate; and, until this is remedied, it
is in vain to punifh.

Civil government does not confift in executions;
but in making that provifion for the inftruétion of
youth, and the fupport of age, as to exclude, as
much as poffible, profligacy from the one, and
. dcfpair from the other. Inftead of this, the
refources of a country are lavifhed upon kings,
upon courts, upon hirclings, impoftors, and
proftitutes ; and even the poor themfelves, with

all their wants upon them, are compelled to fup- '

port the fraud that oppreffes them.
Why is it that fcarcely any are cxecuted but the
- ' - poor ?
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 poor? The fall is a proof, among other things, of

a wretchednefs in their. conditien. . Bred up with-
out morals, and caft upon the world without a
profped, they are the expofed facrifice ‘of vice
-and legal barbarity. The millions that are fuper-
fluoufly wafted upon governments are more than
fufficient to'reform thofe evils, and to benefit the
.condition of every man in a nation, not included
~ within the purlieus of a court. :

It is the nature of compaffion to affociate with
misfortune. In taking up this fubjet, I feek no
recompence—] fear no confequence. Fortified
-with that proud integrity, that difdains to_triumph
or to yield, -I will advocate the Rights of Man.
- It is to my advantage, that I have ferved an-ap-
prenticethip to life. I know the value of moral
inftruftion, and I have feen the danger of the con- -
trary.. Knowing my own heart, and feeling my-
felf as I now do, fuperior. to all the {kirmifh of
party, the invéteracy of irterefted or miftaken
opponents, I anfwer not to falthood or abufe,

~but proceed to the defetts of the. Englifh govern-
ment. !

I now begin with

CuarTERs and CORPORATIONS.

It is a perverfion of terms to fay that a Charter
gives rights. It operates by a contrary effe&, that -
-of taking rights away. Rights are, inherently, i

: all
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all the inhabitants ; but Charters, by annulling thefe
rights in the majority, leave the right, by exclu-
fion, in the hands of a few. If Charters were con-
firutted fo as to exprefs, in dire& terms, « that
& every tnhaditant, who i3 not a member of ¢ cor-
« poration, fhall not exercife the right of voting,”
fuch Charters would, in the face, be Charters, not
of right, but of exclufion. The effeét is the fame
under the form they now fland; and the only per-
fons on whom they operate, are the perfons whom
they exclude. Thofe whofe rights are guaranteed,
by not being taken away, exercife no other righes
than as members of the community they are en-
titled to, without a Charter; and, therefore, all
Charters have no other than an indire&t negativg
operation. They do not give rights to A, but
they make a difference in favour of A, by taking .
away the right of B; and, confequently, are in-
ftruments of injuftice.

But Charters and Corporations have a more ex-
tenfive evil effe, than what relates merely to
cleftions. They are fources of endlefs contentions
in the places where they exift; and they leffert the
common rights of national fociety. A mative of
England, for example, under the operation of -
thefe Charters and Corporations, cannot be faidto -
be an Englifhman in the full fenfe of the weord.
He is not free of the nation in the {ame manner
that a Frenchman is free of France, and an Anie-

: rican
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rican is of America. His rights are circam{cribed
to the town, and, in fome cafes, to the parith of his
his birth; and all other parts, though in his native
land, are to himas a foreign country. To acquire
arefidence in thefe, he muft undergo a local na-
turalization by purchafe, or he is forbidden, or
expelled, the place. This fpecies of feudality is
kept up to aggrandize the Corporations at the ruin -
of towns; and the effe&t is vifible.

The generality of corporation towns are in a
ftate of folitary decay, and prevented from further
ruin only by fome circumftance in their fituation,
fuch as navigable rivers, or a plentiful furrounding
country. As population is one of the chief fources
of wealth (for without it land itfelf has no value),
every thing, which operates to prevent it, muft
leflen the value of property ; and, as Corporations
have not only this tendency, but direétly this ef-
fe&, they cannot but be injurious. If any policy
were to be followed, inftead of that of general
freedom to every perfon to fettle where he chofe
(as in France or America), it would be more con-
fiftent to give encouragement to new comers, than
to preclude their admiffion, by exafting premiums
from them. -

The perfons moft immediately interefted in the
abolition of Corporations are, the inhabitants of
the towns where Corporations are eftablithed. The
lnﬂ‘.anceg of the towns of Manchefter, Birmingham,



128 THE RIGHTS OF MAN.

and Sheffield, in England, thew, by contraft, the
injury which thofe gothic inftitutions are to pro-
perty and commerce. A few examples may be
found, fuch as that of London, whofe natural and
‘commercial advantage, owing to its fituation on
the Thames, is capable of bearing up againft the
political evils of a Corporation ; but in almoft all
other cafes the fatality is too- vifible to be doubted
or denied. ) ‘
" Though the whole nation is not fo direéily af-
fefled by the depreffion of property in corporation
towns as the inhabitants themfelves, it partakes of
the confequence. By leffening the value of pro-
" perty, the quantity of national commerce is cur-
“tailed. Every man is a cuftomer in proportion to
his ability ; and, as all parts of a nation trade with
each other, whatever.affeéts any ofthe parts muft
ncceffarily communicate to the whole.

As a legiflature, or-any part thereof, made up of
ele€tions from thefe Corporations is partial and
uncqual, and as it is unnatural that a pure ftream
fhould flow from a foul fountain, its vices are but
a continuation of the vices of its origin, A man
of moral honours, and good political principles,
cannot fubmit to the mean drudgery, and dif, grace:
ful arts, by which fuch elettions are carried. To~
be a fuccelsful candidate, he muft be deftitute of
the qualitics that conftitute a juft legiftature : and
being thus difciplined to corruption by, the mode
: of

- .

-
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of entering into the legiflature, it is ‘not to be ex-
petted that the reprefentanve fhould be better than
the man.

But it is not in the repre{'em.auon only that the
defeéts lie, and therefore I proceed, in the next
place, to the ! ‘

ARISTO'CRAC_Y.,

H
* What is called a Houfe of Peers,: is conftituted
on aground very fimilar to thatagainft which there
is'a law in other cafes. It amounts to a combi-
nation of perfons in one common intereft. No
reafon can be given, why a Houfe of Legiflation
fhould be compofed entirely of men whofe occu-
pation confifts in letting landed property, thanwhy
it fhould be compofed of thofe who hire, or of
brewers, or bakers, or any other feparate clafs of
men. P O
.Mr. Burke calls this Houfe,  the great ground
« and pzlldr of fecurity to the landed intereft.™  Let
us examine this idea.

What pillar of fecurity does the landed intereft -
require more than any other intereft in the ftate;
or what right has it to a diftin& and feparate repre
fentation: from the general intereft of a nation?

‘The only ufe to be made of this power (and
-which it has always made) is, to ward of taxes from
nfelf and throw the burden upon fuch articles of

: K confump-
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1
confumption by which itfelf would be leaft af-
fefted.

That this has been the confequence (and will
always be the confequence of conftru@ting govern-
ments on combinations) is evident, asin England,
from the hiftory of its taxes.

Notwkhftanding taxes have increafed and mul-
tiplied upon every article of common confumption,
the land-tax, which more particularly affe&s this
“ pillar,” has diminifhed. In 1788, theamount of
the land-tax was 1,950,000/. which is half a million
lefs than it produced almoft a hundred years ago*,
notwithftanding the rentals are, in many inftances,
doubled fince that period. .

Before the Hanover fucceffion, the taxesin Eng-
land, for inftance, were divided in nearly equal
proportions between the land and articles of con-
fumption, the land bearing rathér the largeft fhare:
but fince that era nearly thirteen millions, annually,
of new taxes have been thrown upon confumption.
The confequence of which has been a conftant
increafe in the number and wretchednefs of the
poor, and in the amount of the poor-rates. Yet
here again the burden does not fall in equal pro-
portions on the Ariftocracy, with the reft of the
community. Their refidences, whether in town or
country, are not mixed with the habitations of the
. ® See Sir Jonn SiNcLAIR'S Hiﬁor).' of the Revenue. The
land-tax, in 1646, was 2,473,499/ .

: poor.
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poor. They live apart from diftrefs, and the ex-
pence of relievingit. Itis in manufaturing townt
and labouring villages, that thofe burthens prefs
the heavieft ; in many of which it is one clafs of
poor fupporting another.

Several of the moft heavy and produ@ive taxes
are fo contrived, as to give an exemption to this
Pillar, thus ftanding in its own defence. The tax
upon beer, brewed for fale, does not affett the
Ariftocracy, who brew their own beer free of this
duty. It falls only on thofe who have not conve-
niency, or ability to brew, and who muft purchafe
it in fmall quantities. But what will mankind think
of the juftice of taxation, when they know that
* this tax alone, from which the Ariftocracy are from
circumftances exempt, is nearly equal to the whole
of the land-tax, being, in the.year 1788, (and it is
not lefs now) 1,666,152/. and with its proportion
of the taxes on malt and hops, it exceeds it.—
That a fingle article, thus partially confumed, and
that chiefly by the working part, thouldbe fubje&t
to a tax, equal to that on the whole rental of a
nation is, perhaps, a fa&t not to be paralleled inthe
hiftories of revenues.

This is one of the confequences refulting from
a Houfe of Legiflation, compofed on the ground
of a combination of common intereft ; for what-
ever their feparate politics as to parties may be,
in this they are united. Whether a combination

Ke ,‘ atts
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afls toraife the price of any article for fale, or the
rate of wages; or, whether it.afts to throw taxes
from itfelf upon another clafs of the community,
the principle and the effet are the fame ; and if the
one be illegal, it will be difficult to fhew that the
other ought to exift.

It is difficult to difcover what is meant by the
landed interefl, if it does not mean a combination
of Ariftocratical land-holders, oppofing their own
pecuniary intereft to that of the farmer, and every
branch of trade, commerce, and manufa&ture. In
all other refpe@ts it is the only intereft that needs
no’ partial proteftion. It enjoys the general pro-
te&tion of the world. Every individual, high or
low, is interefted in the fruits of the earth; men; °
women, and children, of all ages and degrees, will
turn out to affift the farmer, rathér than a harveft
fhould not be got in; and they will not aét thus by
any other property. It is the only one for which
the common prayer of mankind is putup, and the
only one that can never fail from the want of means.
It is the intereft, not of the policy, but .of the ex-
iftence of man, and when it ceafes, he muft ceafe
to be. , o

No other intereft in a nation ftands on the fame
united fupport. Commerce, manufaftures, arts,
fciences, and every thing elfe, compared with this
-are fupported butin parts. Their profperity, or
their decay, has not the fame univerfal influence.

When
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When the vallies laugh and fing, it is not the farmer
only, but all creation that rejoices. It is a prof-
perity that excludes all envy; and this cannot be
faid of any thing elfe.

Were this ¢ Pillar” to fink into the earth, the
fame landed property would continue, and the fame
plowing, fowing, and reaping, would go on. The
Ariftocracy are not the farmers who work the land
and raife the produce, but are the mere confumers
of the rent; and when compared with the alive
world, are the drones, a feraglio of males, who
neither colleét the honey nor form the hive, but
exift only for lazy enjoyment.

Mr. BurkE,in his firft effay, called Ariftocracy,
“ the Corinthian capitol of polifhed fociety.” To-
wards compleating the figure, he has now added the
Pillar; but fill the bafe is wanting; and when-
ever a nation chufes to aft a Samfon, not blind,
but bold, down goes the Temple of Dagon, the
Lords, and the Philiftines.

If a Houfe of Legiflation is to be compofed of
men of one clafs for the purpofe of protetting a
diftin& intereft, all the other interefts thould have
the fame. The inequality, as well as the burthen
of taxation arifes from admitting it in one cafe and
not in all. Had there been a houfe of farmers,
there had been no game-laws; or a houfe of mer-
chants and manufa&urers, the taxes had never been
fo unequal, nor fo exceflive. It is from the power

K3 . of
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of taxation being in the hands of thofe who can’

throw fo gréat a part of it fram their own fhoulders,

that it has raged without a check.

Men of fmall or moderate eftates are more in-
jured by the taxes being thrown on articles of con-
fumption, than they are eafcd by warding it from
landed property, for the following reafons :—

Firft, they confume more of the produ&xve

taxable articles, in proportion to their property,

than thofe of large eftates.

Secondly, their refidence is chiefly in towns,
and their property in houfes ; and the increafe of
the poor-rates, occafioned by taxes on confump-
tion, is in much greater proportion than the land-
tax has been favoured.

Thefe are but a part of the mifchiefs flowing
* from the wretched fcheme of a Houfe-of Peers.

As a combination, it can always throw a confi-
derable portion of taxes from itfelf; aid, as a
hereditary houfe, not accountable to any body, it

refembles a rotten borough, whofe confent is to be -

eourted by intereft. There are but few of its
members who are not, in fome mode or other, par-
ticipaters, or difpofers of the public money. One
turns a candle-holder, or a Lord in Waiting ; ‘ano-

_ther, a Lord of the Bedchamber—a Groom of the |

Stole—or any infignificant nominal office, to which
a falary is annexed, paid out of the public taxes,
and which avoids the dire€t appearance of corrup-

- tion,

-
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tion. Such fituations are derogatory to the cha.
rafter of man; and, where they can be fubmitted
to, honour cannot refide. ’

To all thefe are to be added the numerous de-
pendents, the long lift of younger branches and
diftant relations, who are to be provided for at the
public expence: in fhort, were an eftimation to
be made of the charge of Ariftocracy to a na-
. tion, it will be found nearly equal to that of fup-
porting the poor. Isit then any wonder that, un-
der fuch a {yftem of government, taxes and rates
have multiplied to their prefent extent? =~ .

Mr. Burke, in fpeaking of the ariftocratical
law of Primogeniture, fays—* It is the flanding
% Jaw of our landed inheritance ; and which, with-
¢ out queftion, and I think,” continues he, “a
 happy tendency, to preferve a charalter of
¢ weight and confequence.”

He may call this law what he pleafes, but huma-
nity, and impartial refle€tion, will denounce it a
law of brutal injuftice. Were we not accuftomed
to the daily prattice, and did we only hear of it,
as the law of fome diftant part of the world, we
fhould conclude that the legiflatures of fuch coun-
tries had not yet arrived at a ftate of civilization.

As to its preferving a charaller of weight and
confequence, the cafe appears, to me, direfily the
reverfe. It is an attaint upon charatter; a fort of
privateering on family property. It may have

K4 ' weight
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weight among dependent tenants, but it gives none
on a f{cale of national, and much lefs, of univer-
fal charatter.

‘Primogeniture ought to be abolifhed, not only
becaufe it is unnatural and unjuft, butbecaufe the
country fufters by its operation. By cutting off
(as before obferved) the younger children from
their proper pertion of inheritance, the public is
loaded with the expence of maintaining them ; and
the freedom of elettions violated by the overbear-
ing influence which this unjuft monopoly of family
property produces. Noris thisall. It occafions
. a wafte of national property. A confiderable part
of the land of the country is rendered unproduc-
tive by the great extent of parks and chaces which
this law ferves to keep up, and this, at a time
when the annual produétion of grain is not equal
to the national confumption. In fhort, the evils
of the ariftocratical fyftem are fo great and nu-
merous, fo inconfiftent with every thing that is
juft, wife, natural, and beneficent, that, when they
are confidered, there ought not to be a doubt, that
even many who are now claffed under that defcrip-
tion, will with to fee fuch a fyftem abolifhed.

What pleafure can they derive from contemplat- -
ing the expofed condition, and almoft certain beg-
gary of their younger offspring? Every arifto-
cratical family has an appendage of family beggars
hanging round it, which, in a few ages, or a few

generations,
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generations, are fhook off, and confole themfelves
with telling their tale in alms-houfes, work-houlfes,
and prifons. This is the natural confequence of
Ariftocracy. The peer and the beggar are often
of the fame family. One extreme produces the
other; to make one rich, many muft be made
poor ; neither can the fyftem be fupported by other
means.
I now proceed to what is called the

Crown,

‘Upon which I fhall be very concife. -

For example, it fignifies a nominal office of a
“million” fterling a year, the bufinefs of which con-
fifts in receiving the money. Whether the perfon
be wife or foolifh, fane or infane, a native or a
foreigner, matters not. Every miniftry ats upon
the fame idea, namely, that the people muft be
hood-winked, and held in fuperftitious ignorance
by fome bugbear or other; and what is called the
Crown anfwers this purpofe, and therefore it
anfwers all the purpofes to be expetted from it.
This is more than can be faid of the other two
branches. ]

The hazard to which this office is expofed in all
countries, is not from any thing that can happen to
the man, but from what may happen to the nation
—the danger of its coming to its fenfes.

1t has been cuftomary to call the Crown the exe-

cutive
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cutive power, and the cuftom is continued, though
the reafon has ceafed.

It was called the executive, becaufe the pcrfo:'n
whom it fignified ufed formerly, to fit in the cha-
raéter of a judge in adminiftering or executing the
laws. The tribunals were then a part of the court.
The power therefore, which is now called the ju-
dicial, is what was called the executive; and, con-
fequently, one or other of the terms is redundant,
and one of the offices ufelefs. When we fpeak of
the Crown now, it means nothing; it fignifies nei-
ther a judge nor a general: befides which, itis the
laws that govern, and notthe man. The old terms
are kept up to give an appearance of confequence
to empty forms, and the only effe€t they have is,
‘that of increafing expences.

It is time- that nations fhould be rational, and
not be governed like animals, for the pleafure of
their riders. Man ought to have pride or fhame
enough to blufh at being impofed upon, and when
he fhall feel his proper charatter, he will. Upon
all fubje&ts of this nature there is often paffing in
the mind a train of ideas he has not yet accuftomed
himfelf to encourage and communicate. Re-
ftrained by fomething that puts on the charaler of
prudence, he atts the hypocrite upon himfelf, as
~ well as others. Itis however, curious to obferve

how foon this fpell can be diffolved. “A fingle ex-
. preflion, boldly conceived and uttered, will fome,
' times

/
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times put a whole company into their proper feel-
ings ;> and whole nations are aéted uponin the fame
manner. |

As to the offices of which any civil government
may - be compofed, it matters but little by what
names they are defcribed. 1In the rotine of bufi-
nefs, as before obferved, whether a man be ftiled
a Prefident, a King, an Emperor, a Senator, or
any thing elfe, it is impoffible that any fervice he
~can perform can merit from a nation more than ten
thoufand pounds a year ; and, as no man fhould be
paid beyond his fervices, fo every man of a pro-
per heart, will not accept more. Public money
ought to be touched with the moft {crupulous con-
fcioufnefs of honour. Itis not the produce of
riches only, but of the hard earnings of labour and
poverty. It is drawn even from the bitternefs of
- wantand mifery. Not a beggar pafles, or perifhes
in the ftreets, whole mite is not in that mafs. :

To fhew that the fum of five hundred thoufand
pounds is more than fufficient to defray all the ex-
penced of government, exclufive of navies and
armies, the following eftimate is added for any
country, of the fame extent as England.

In the firft place, three hundred.reprefentatives,
fairly eletied, are fufficient for all the purpofes to
which legiflation -can apply, and preferable to a
larger number. They may be divided into two or
: three

~
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three houfes, or meet in one, or in any manner a
conftitution may dircét.

As reprefentation is always confidered, in free
countries, as the moft honourable of all ftations,
the allowance made to it is merely to defray the
expence which the reprefentatives incur by that
fervice, and not to it as an office.

If an allowance, at the rate of five )
hundred pounds per annum, be made
to every reprefentative, deduéting for
non-attendance, the expence, if the
whole number attended for fix months
each year, \'vould be--=-------- ,

> £ 75,008

The official departments cannot,
reafonably, exceed the following num-
ber, with the falaries annexed:

Three Offices at 10,000 £ . each - - - -£ 30,000

Tenditto, --- at 5000 ---- --- 50,000
Twenty - - - - - at 2000 -------- 40,000
Forty ------- at 1000 -------- 40,000
Two hundred at 500 -------- 100,000
Threehundredat 200 -------- 60,000
Five hundred at 100 -------- 50,000
Seven hundred at 75 -------- 52,500
- £ 4975500

If

B U O~ S
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- If a nation chufes, it can dedu& four per cent.
from all offices, and make one of 20,000!. per
annum.

All revenue officers are paid out of the monies
they colle&, and therefore are not in this e{hma-
tion. :

The foregoing is not offered as an exa& detail -
of offices, but to thew the number and rate of {a-
laries which five hAundred théufand pounds will fup-
port; and it will, on experience, be found imprac-
ticable to find bufinefs fufficient to Juﬁlfy even xhls
expence. :

The fraud, hypocrify, and impofition of govern-
ments, are now beginning' to be too well under-
ftood, to promife them any long career. The
farce of monarchy and ariftocracy, in all countries,
is following that of chivalry. Let it then pafs,
quietly, to the tomb of all other folhes, and the
mourners be comforted.

When it fhall be faid, in any country in the
world, my poor are happy; neither ignorance nor
diftrefs is to be found among them ; my gaols are
empty of prifoners, my ftreets of beggars; the .
aged are not in want, the taxes are not oppreffive;
the rational world is my friend, becaufe I am the .
friend of its happinefs : when thefe things can be
faid, then may that country boatt its conﬁltuuon,
and its government.

Within the fpace of a few years we have feen

‘ two
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two revolutions—thofe of America and France.
In the former, the conteft was long, and the con-
flit fevere; in the latter, the nation afted with
fuoh a confolidated impulfe, that having no foreign
enemy to gontend with, the revolution was com-
pleat in power, the moment it appeared. From
both thofe inftances, it is evident, that the greateft
forces that can be brought into the field of revo-
lutions are, reafon, and common intereft. Where
thefe can have the opportunity of afting, oppofi-
tion dies with fear, or crumbles away. by convic-
tion. Itisa great ftanding which they have now
univerfally obtained ; and we may hereafter hope
to . fee revolutions, or changes in governments,
produced with the'fame quiet operation by which
any meafure, determinable by reafon and difcuffion,
is accomplifhed.

When a nation changes its opinion and habits
of thinking, it is no longer to be governed as be.
fore ; but it would not only be wrong, but bad
policy, to attempt, by force, what ought to be ac-
complithed by reafon. Rebellion confifts in,
forcibly oppofing the general will of a nation,
whether by a party, or by a government. There
~ ought, therefore, to be, in every nation, a method
of occafionally afcertaining the ftate of public opi-
nion with refpeét to government.

There is no power but the voluntary will of the
people that has a right to a& in any matter refpe&-

ing

S
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ing a general reform ; and, by the {ame right that
two perfons can confer on fuch a fubje&, a thou-
fand may. The objet, in all fuch preliminary
proceedings, is, to find out what the general fenfe
of the nation is, and to be governed by it. 1If it
prefer a bad, or defeftive government, to a reform,
or chufe to pay.ten times more. taxes than there 'is
occafion for, it has a right to do fo; and, fo long -
as the majority does not impofe conditions on the
minority, different to what they impofe on them-
felves, though there may be much error, there is
no injuftice. Neither will the error continue long: |
Realon and difcuffion will foon bring things right,
however wrong they may begin.

By fuch a procefs, no tumult is to be appre-
hended. The poor inall countries are, naturally
both peaceable and grateful in all reforms in which
their intereft and happinefs are included. It is
only by negleéting, and rejefling them, that they
become tumultuous.

Formerly, when. divifions arofe refpeéting go-
vernments, recourfe was had to the fword, and a
civil war enfued. That favage cuftom is exploded
by the new fyftem, and reference is had to national
conventions. DifcuTlion and the general will, ar-
bitrates the queftion, and to this private opinion
yields, with a good grace, and order is' preferved
uninterrupted.

In contemplating revolutions, it is eafy to per-

ceivey
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ceive, that they may arife from two diftin& caufes:
the one to avoid, or get rid of fome great cala-
mity; the other to obtain fome great and pofitive
good; and the two may be diftinguithed by the
names of aftive and paffive revolutions. In thofe
which proceed from the former caufe, the temper
becomes incenfed and fowered; and the redrefs
obtained by danger, is too often fullied by revenge.
But in thofe which proceed from the latter, the
heart rather animated than agitated, enters fe-
renely upon the fubje@. Reafon and difcuffion,
perfuafion and conviftion, become the weapons
in the conteft, and it is only when thofe are at-
tempted to be fupprefled, that recourfe is had to
violence. When men unite in agreeing that a thing .
is good, could it be obtained, fuch as relief from a
burden of taxes, and the extin&ion of corruption,
the objeét is more than half accomplithed. What
they approve as the end, they will promote in the
means. ~

It is with revolutions as with commerce—the
advantages increafe by their becoming general and
double to either, what each would receive alone.
Only partial advantages can flow from partial re-
forms. Itis only by each nation reforming its own,
that the whole can be improved, and the full be-
nefit of reformation enjoyed. -

Were all governments eftablifhed on the repre-
Sfentative fyftem, nations would become acquainted,

and

im0, sty
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and the animofities and prejudices, fomented by
the intrigue and artifice of courts, would ceafé.

€«
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Expenfive governments, and conféquentlyheavy
taxes, would be at an end, and fociety, in gé-
neral, be made more comfortable. Man would
be rendered to man, in all the natural, civil, and
divine rights, and would concur in' the general
privilege of ufing thole rights as reafon and mu- -
tual iritereft fhould dire&t. Avarice and ambition
would not be direfted to licentioufnefs, arro-

¢ gance, corruption and power, as the caufe which

Y
«
&
“
«

promotes themt would be done away by the
changes, and fhort duration of legiflative ap-
pointments. By reftriting the periods of pub-
lic’ office, fo as to render the inordinate views
of men of no obje&, the mind falls off from
corruption, and gratifies itfelf in afts of merit,
No longer would there be occafion to feduce

~men from fociety, and render them a diftin&

fpecués for the vain purpofes of ambition, ve:
nality, and “arrogance. - The deluded foldier

‘would no longer find himfelf the dupe of artifice,
of oftentation, the machine of oppreflion and ra-

pacity, and the fcourge of humanity, but the
companion and friend of fociety. Inftead of
being trained and kept apart, as the Puppet of
the Great, to be harraffed about as their plea-
fures or interefts fhall dire& them, and often for
the purpofe of oppofing the rights and privi:

L % leges
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% leges of the comrcunity, he would find himfelf
“ engaged as the advocate of nature, and the
% equal rights of mankind. His reafon would
 not be reftrained, nor his local education form
¢ him more for a machine, than for a Man.”

~ The oppreffed foldier would become a free .
‘man; and the tortured failor no longer be torn .
from his conneftions and avocation, and be drag-
ged along the ftreets, like a felon, would purfue
his merchantile voyage in fafety. It would be
better that nations fhould continue the pay of their
foldiers during their lives, and give them their
difcharge, and reftore them to freedom and their
fricnds, and ceafe recruiting, than retain fuch mul-
titudes at the fame expence, in a condition ufelefs .
to fociety and themfelves. As foldiers have hi-
therto been treated in moft countries, they might .
be faid .to be without a friend. Shunned by the .
citizen, .on an apprehenfion of their being enemies .
to their liberty, and too often infulted by thofe
who commanded them, their condition became a
double oppreffion. But where genuine pringciples
-of liberty pervade a people, every thing is re-
ftored to order; and the foldier, civilly treated,
returns the civility.
- - In contemplating the advantages of mankind, I
have confidered, that an alliance between England,
France, and America, might be founded on prin-
- ciples of the moft extenfive utility. Though I
' have
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have not any dire€ authority on the part of Ame-
rica, I have good reafon to conclude, that the is
difpofed to enter into a confideration of fuch a
meafure, provided that the governments, with
which fhe might ally, afted as national govern-
ments, and not as courts inveloped in intrigue and
myftery. That France, asa nation, and a national
government, would prefer an alliance with Eng-
~land, is a matter of certainty. Nations, like indi-
viduals, who have long been enemies, without
knowing each other, or knowing why, become the
better friends when they difcover the errors and
impofitions under which they had aéted.
Admitting, therefore, the probability of fuch a
conneétion, I will ftate fome matters by which
fuch an alliance, together with that of Holland,
might render fervice, not only to the parties im-
mediately concerned, but to all Europe.
It is, I think, certain, that if the fleets of Eng-
land, France, and Holland, werc confederated,
they could propofe, with effeft, a limitation to,
and a general difmantling of all the navies in Eu- -
rope, toa certain proportion to be agreed upon. -
~ Firft, that no new thip of war fhall be built by
any power in Europe, themfelves included.
Secondly, that all the navies, now in exiftence,
fhall be put back, fuppofe, to one tenth of their
prefent force. This will fave to France and Eng-
land at leaft two millicns fterling annually to each
‘ ‘ L2 . and
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and their relative force be in the fame proportion
as it is now. If men will permit themfelves to
think, as rational beings ought to think, nothing
can appear more ridiculous and abfurd, exclufive
of all moral reflcétions, than to be at the expence
of building navies, filling them with men, and
then hauling them into the ocean, to try which can
fink each other fafteft. Peace, which cofts nothing,
is attended with infinitely more advantage, than
any vi@ory with all its expence. But this, though
it beft anfwers the purpofe of nations, does not
that of court governments, whofe habited policy
lS pretence for taxation, places, and offices.

It is, I think, alfo certain, that the above con-
federated powers, together with that of the United
States of America, can propofe, with effe& to
Spain, the independence of South America, and
the opening thofe countries, of immenf{e extent
and wealth, to the general commerce of the world,
as North Americais.

The opening of South America would producs
an immenfe field of commerce, and a ready mo-
ney market for manufaQures, which the eaftern
world does not. The Eaft is already a country full
of manufaftures, the éxportatian of which is, not
only an injury to the manufaBlyres of England,
but a drain upon its fpecie. The balance againﬁ
England, by this trade is, regularly, upwards of
half a million apnually fent oit in the Eafi-India

L. ~* thips
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fhips in filver; and this is the reafon, together
with German intrigue,. and German fubfidies, that
there is fo little filver in England.

Never did fo great an opportunity offeritfelf to
all Europe, as is produced by .the two Revolu-
tigns of America and France. By the former,-

- Freedom has a national champion in the Weftern

World; and hy the latter in Europe. Whenano-
ther nation fhall join France, defpotifm, and bad
government will {carcely dare to appear. To ufe:
a trite expreflion, the iron is becoming -hot all
over Europe. The infulted German, and the en-
flaved Spaniard, the Rufs and the Pole, are be-
ginning to think. ¢ Thofe who have been un-
4 paturally made the terror of fociety, have dared
_to throw down their arms before the caufe of -
« Liberty, and have joined their reafon and aétion
¢ with their fellow creatures, in eftablifhing the
¢ glorious fabric in which all are equally con:
cerned. Such condu€t muft ever be applauded,
“ whilft reafon, juflice, and difcretion, fhall exift in
“ man.” The prefent age will hereafter merit to
be called the Age of Reafon, and the prefent ge-
neration will appear to the future, asthe Apam of
the new world.

As Religion is very improperly, made a poli-
tical machine, and the reality therefore is thereby .
deﬁroyed, I will conclude this work, with ﬁauno
in what light Religion appears to me.

- . If
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If we fuppofe a large family of children, who, on
any particular day, or particular circumftance,
made it a cuftom to prefent to their parents fome
token of their affeftion and gratitude, each of
them would make a diffcrent offering, and, moft
probably, in a different manner. Some would
pay their congratulations in themes of verfe or
profe, by fome little devices, as their genius
diftated, or according to what thxy thought would
pleafe;; and perhaps, the leaft of all, not able to
do any of thofe things, would ramble into the gar-
‘den, or the field, and gather what it thought the
prettieft flower it could find, though perhaps, it
might be but a fimple weed. The parent would
be more gratified by fuch variety than if the whole
of them had aéted on a concerted plan, and each
had made exattly the fame offering. This would
have had the cold appearance of contrivance, or
the harfh one of controul. But of all unwelcome
things, nothing could more afllict the Parent than
to know, that the whole of them had, afterwards,
gotten together by the cars, boys and girls fighting,
fcratching, reviling, and abufing each other, about
‘which was the beft or worlt prefent.

Why may we not fuppofe, that the Great Father

of us all, is pleafed with variety of devotion; and.

that the greateft offence we can a& is, that by
which we feek to torment and render each other
miferable? For my own part, I am fully fatisficd,

that
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that, what I am now doing, with an endeavour to
conciliate mankind, to render their condition
happy, to unite nations that have hitherto been
enemies, to extirpate the horrid praétice of war,
and break the chains of flavery and oppreflion, is
acceptable in his fight ; and being the beft fervice
I can perform, I at it chearfully.

FINIS.:
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ADDRESS TO THE PUBLIC.

A grateful fenfe of the many obligations, as well as my duty
to the Public, has induced me to acquiefce in the folicitations
of many of my friends, to give thefe Works to the World at
s eafy a rate as poflible, asa certain means of deftroying thofe
weak and partial affe€tions which the generality of my Fellow-
Citizens entertain for the particular forms of government un-
der which theylive. And I fincerely hope, that every perfon.
who may rmfc thofe pages, will apply difpaflionately their
reafon and underftanding, in refleting on the beauties of a
juft and equitatle form of government, in comparifon with
thofe profufe, venal, and corrupt fyftems whiclr now almoft
univerfally obtain through the globe ; wherefore, as/elf is the
firtt principle of every individual, oxr ownr ought to be the
firft under confideration'and attention, where, upon a calm en-
quiry will be found as much corruption and abufe of power
as in any other government in Europe; for it matters not to
the Pea' ant, or mechanic, whether a King, a Bifhap, ora venal
Parhiament, robs him of the garnings of his labour ; his fuf-
ferings, and their tyranny, are equally felt, Under impreflions

fo confummate and ftrong, I fhall apply to their conviétion °

. the Works of the above judicious Philofophers, who, to their
immortal honour, have united Learning and Philanthrapy with
Patriotifm ; and in their Works have laid down fuch princi-
ples of government, as muft flath conviction on the moft def-
potic mind, and which have lived, and will live, to immor-
talize their names till time is no more.

Their Works fhall be printed uniformly, of one fize and

Jetter, on fuperfine paper; and throughout the whole “the

reateft neatnefs thall be obferved, as it is my with to render it
a defirable acquifition to every library in the kingdom,

D. 1. EATON.
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