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IN the gourfe of human events, nothing can be more grateful to
the philanthropift, to the friends of the rights of man, than
the progreflive increafe of liberty in the world. To fee the gi-
gantic image of defpotifm proftrate itfelf before the genius of
freedom ; to know that twenty-tour millions of men have efcaped
from the hated Baftile of Slavery, and brokenthe chains with
which they were bound—that they have afferted, with glarious ef-
fet, their inherent and unalienable rights; that they are reftored
to themfelves, to their country. to their rights and to their hber-
ty ;—are circumftances which muft pour an overflowing tide of
joy upon the hearts of all the friends of human nature. The eman-
cipation of fo great 2 number of our fellow creatures, is a fuitable,
and it is a dignified fubje€t of congratulation—the late glotious
revolution in France prefents this grand {ubjet of joy to the feel-
ings of humanity. The regeneration of fo great ‘and powerful a
kingdom—the renovation of its rights, and the exaltation of its
flaves ro the high and dignified chara@er of citizens, are events fo
analagous to the experience of thefe United States, that true Ame-
ricans cannot hear of' them without taking a deep intereft in
their henefits, and beftowing the benevolent wifh of * Efto per-
petua” to the newly rifen glory of France, and the newly acquir-
ed liberty of their citizens !—This revolution is on many accounts
unexpetted and aftonifhing ; but itsleading reafons may be found
among the caufes of all revolutions. For it is not the Prince
alone, fupreme as he 1s, that forms the genius of an empire, itis
the gradual change of opinion and evolution of fentiment in the
people; which, though flow in its progrefs, is generally irrefift-
eble and permanent in its duration. And it is this change of opi-
nion and this evolution of fentiment in the people of France,
that has produced a regeneration of their government. It isnot,
however, a matter of wonder that the progrefs of civil and poli-
tical liberty fhould find enemies in the friends of ariftogracy -nor
that the principles of any fyftem of freedom whatever fhould
meet with enemies in the courts of kings, ard the friends of mo-
narchial government and hereditary fucceflion. But it 1s more
truly aftonithing, and yet more unaccountable, that the unquefti-
onable Rights of Man, and the principles of liberty and free go-
vernment thould find an enemyin the lift of thofe who have rank-
€d high as American Patriots,

The late revolution in Erance has given rife to much political
diffention in Europe.  Mr. Burke, formerly the friend of liberty,
but now the metamorphofed flatterer of kings, has led the way.
With all the futious zeal of ariftocratical fanaticifin, he has plead
the caufe of the king of Great-Britain,’ Mr, Paine, the author
of Common Senfe, has, in the bold ftile of a Freetnan, advoca:
ted the caufe of the people of England, and of the world—the
rights of men, and fully anfwered Mr. Burke.

It is worthy of remark, that the three principal points for
which Mr. Burke contends, are—that the nation of England have
no right o S b3

1ft. To chufe their own governors,

2d. Tp cathier them for mifconduét.

3d. To frame a government for themfelves.

_ And he afferts with confidence, that they utterly difclaim thofe
rights, and that they will refift the praétical affertion of them
with their lives and fortunes.—Mr. Paine has particularly replied
to and refuted this fpurious and heretical doériue.

Pained at the proftration of Mr. Burke’s argument, folicitous
for the progrc(s of Britifh principles in America, and with heart-
felt anxiety regarding the tottering reputation of hereditary fuc-
ceflion, Publicola, from the town of Boiton, has blown the
trumpet of ariftocracy, and is now echoing the {entiments of Mr,
Burke in America. 8

The obje&t of Publicola - is by no means doubtful. T have
fought for his polar principle, and I think I have not fought in
vain. Could he cffe& a change of fentiment in the people of thefe
States in favor of monarchy and hereditary fucceflion, his pur-
pofe would be anfwered. He Knows that this change, if ever
made, muft be gradually made; and he alfo knows, that the
eontinual diffulions of his ariftocratical principles are the only
means of effetuating this purpofe. Americans then ought to
read Publicola with a jealous caution.

Publizola, previous to entering into a confideration of Mr.
Painc’s arguments, has given usa fhort chara&er of the perform-
ance, which he has thought proper to oppofe. Jt-may not be
amifs for me, in like manner, before I notice any of thearguments
of Publicols, to give a brief defcription of his work to the fourth
numbq inclufive, for thefe are all I have feen. As he has ftiled
Mr. Paine’s work, fo may his, with equal propriety, be ftiled,
% h!flgncal, political, mifcellaneous, fatirical and panegyrical,’

It is an encomium upon the Eoglifh government, it is an hif-
torical and political commentary on that government, inferring
queftionable dedu@tions from queftionable principles; in this re-
ipeét too, it is mifcellaneous, and it is fatirical in t
‘“ whether a conftitution, like a deed, muft be writ
or parchment, or whether it has a larger latitude an
graved on ftone, or carved on wood.”

However qucftionable any of the dedt&ions of Mr, Paine may
be, Publicola acknowledges the principles from which he infers
thofe deduétions to be unqueftionable. ~ If his principles be true,
and they are admitted to be fo, why does Publicola conteft thofe
very principles under the alflumed veil of oppofing the inferences
deduced from them, and which only he confiders queftionable ?
And yet, however unaccountable it{is, Publicola is in this very
Predicament, 3

Mr. Paine, in treating of the Rightsof a Nation

To chufe their own governers.

To cathier thetn for mifcondu@, and

To frame a government for themfelves lays'down this prepofi-
tion with refpect to that right, ¢ That which a whole nation choofes
t.u_do, ithasa righrto do.? But Publicola, uncandidly abftraéting
this pofition frem the reafoning with whigh it ftands conneétcd in
Mr.Paine’s book,fays ¢ that it cannot,in any fenfe whatever,be ad.
mitted as true.” Were I to contemplate the fame pofition in the
fame abRradted point of view, I would decide on it by affirm-
g, ““ that the eternal and immutable laws of jultice and ot mo.
rality sre paramount to all human legiflation,” and that though
*“ the violation of thofe laws is certainly in the power, yet it is
not among the Rights of Nations.” But the flatement which
Publicola has made of this principle i1s by no means ingenuous,
Does not Mr. Paine qualify this principle by a confined relation
to the fubje@ of which heis treating ? He does— Was he writing
a treatife on metaphyfics, or on the abftraé principles of morality,
©Or was it a treatife on the Rights of Man? What is the amount
of hisargument ? He brings into view, plain, fimple, incontro-
veruible principles, which Publicola himfelfacknowledges—prov-
ing unqueltionably and exclufively, that when a whole nation

he enquiry
tcn on papcr
d may be en-

choofes to have a particular form of government, it has a right to
have it,

This is undoubtedly his meaning—and the ahftrafted ground
upon which Publicola has thought proper to confider this propofi-
uon, proves inconteftibly his want of candor, and a perverfion of
meauing intentionally defigned to deftroy the whole force of Mr.
Paine’s reafoning. : :

Having, T think, fufficiently fhewn, that the manner of the
tatemen: of thijs priaciple, by Publicola, is ancandid and unge-
nerous, and that he has given it a conftru&tion which it does not
bear, it will be obvious that the long train of infeirences which he
draws from f{uch his own mis-ftated,” and therefore, falfe pre-+
mifes,will, with the reafoning from which he has deduced them,
fall to the groand. ; R e

1 therefore fhall take no notice of them, but proceed briefly to
confider a few of his arguments to prove the exiftence of a Britith
conftitution, It will, however, be proper here to premife, that
i 1s now of no importance to free and independent America,
whether Great-Britain has or has not.a conflitution—or, if they
have one, whether it be a conftitution of principles or a conftitu-
tion of articles, or whether it be compofed of the common law,
or of the great body of the flatute law, -or, in fhort, whether it be
an uflurpation itfell. Inall thefe concerns we ftand wholly inde-
[ pendent of them. Itis fufficient for us to know that they have a
governmeat competent to the execation of their treaties, without
erquiring what the effence of that government is, or whether it
has arifen out of the people or over the people. But fince Publi-
cola, like Mr. Burke, contends againf¥ the rights of the people. of
Eugland to chufe their own governors, to cafhier them for mif-
conduét, and to frame a government for themfelves, and as the
arguments which he ufes for this purpofe have a correfpondent
force againft the like rights of the citizensof America, it will be
proper to make a few remarks upon them.

Publicola afferts, * that the common law of England is the con-
ftitution of Great-Britain, and that the conftitution of a country
18 not the paper or parchment upon which the compa& is written,
that it is the fyftem of fundamental rules by which the people
have confented to be governed, which is always fuppofed to be
imprefled upon the mind of every individual, and of which the
written or printed copies are nothing more than the evidence.”
‘¢ That in this fenfe the Britifh nation have a conftitution.” Again
—*“It is compofed of a venerable fyftem of unwritten or cul-
tomary laws, handed down from time immemorial, and fan&i-
oned by the accumulated experience of ages, and of a body of
ftatutes enaéted by an authority lawfully competent to that pur-
pofe.” And again—¢ The conftitution of Great-Britain isa con-
{titution of principles, not of articles.”

Why willnot Publicola, on this fubje@, gb to the fource of
things ? Does he mean by this definition thst 3 conftitution isa
compafl antecedent to all government, and from which free go-
| vérnment refults ? Or docs he mean tift'it is 2 rflem of jurif
| prudence, ordained by a government after its_initicution? This
i1s 2 point neceflary to be fettled, forthere is a ftriking difference
between the aét of conftituting a government, and the aéts of a
governmenr after it is conflituted. If he means that the latter is
the conftitution of Great-Britain, he will find no oppofition to
the fentiment, but if the former, I deny its exiftence. 'In this
fenfe the people of England haveno’ conftitation—and with this
mcaning I defy Publicola to produce the evidence that they have
one, How then will his reafoning, on the fubjeét of a focial com-
padt, which he pretends now exifts, apply to deftroy the inherent
rights of the people of England. As it has never yet been made
appear that the government of England originated in the people,
they yet have thefe rights inherent in th:mfc]vgs in their 9r|glnal
charafter—If therefore, they have not thefe rights at this day,
they never had them—but the uncontroulable rights of fovereignty
reliding in the people antecedent to government, they therefore
have thefe rights. The right of a pcc?p.lc to form a government,
and the power of a government after it is formed, aretwo diftinét
things—but Pablicola has artfully confounded them together, fo
as to obfcure the generous principles .of frcedo_m. Why not, in
this refpect, preferve the diftinétion between rights and power ?
Liberty is a bold principle, it is an irrefitable principle—it in-
vites enquiry, nor does it feek the fubterfu es of fophiftry for-
prote€tion. Itavows itfelf to the v_lorlfi, and it declargs, that_ a!l
lawful, all juft authority, both legiflative and executive, origi-
nates fiom the people. That the power and fovereignty of the
people are like light in the fun, original and inherent, and unli-
mited by any thing human. That in thofe who are governors,
it is the refle€ted rays of that light; borrowed, delegated and li-
miied by the fovereign power of the pople. :

In the fenfe in which I admit that Great-Britain has a confti-
tution, it is certainly a conftitution of principles; and on the
fame ground, every country under Heaven, has a conftitution of
principles. But what are thefe principles ? not the priaciples of
a government arifing out of the pcople, but of a government arif-
ing over the people. Confequently, it is the arbitrary will of go-
vernment, and fuch, unqueftionably, is the government of Great.
Britain. Americans know that it 1s the omnipotence of Parlia-
ment. Why, therefore, in the name of Commqn Senfe, 1 /hould
have faid Ariflocracy, did not the fcdc_ral‘convcnt'mn of 1787 adopt
fucha glorious ¢ Conftitution of Principles,” inftead of a con.
ftitution of written articles? And why did not Publicola then
flep forward, and like the honeft. Norman mentioned by Mr,
Paine, reprefent, that ¢ as the Americans had dlfmlﬂcd or fent
away their King, they would want another,”” and generoufly of-
fer to be their foveriegn Lord and Matfter. :

Mr. Paine obferves, ¢ that a government on the principles on
which conftitutional government, arifing out of focie!y,.arc efta-
blifhed, cannot have the right of altering itfelf ; for.if it had, it
would be arbitrary.”” But this, fays Publicola, is not fufficient,
I think itis. But'why is it not ? Why, truly, replies Publicola,
“ becaufe a nation in forming a focial compaét, may delegate the
whole of their colleétive powers to ordinary legiflators in perpe-
tual fucceflion.” In reply to this I contcnd, that a Qalion has no
right to form a compaét to obligate any but the parties contraét-
ing, it muft therefore ceale on an infraétion of the terms by ei-
ther party, and muft be void as to all future generations, unlefs
they revive it for themfelves. In compaéls we determine and
promife for ourfelves ooly—and not for pofterity. - The jura
SUMMI 1MPERII, or the rights of fovereignty refide in every ge=
neration of men in their original charaéter; and Mr. Paine 'well
obferves, that every generation is equal in rights to the one that
preceded it.—How, then, has a nation aright to delegate in per-
petual fucceffion ? Thereis a cruel principle of injuflice in the
doétrine of perpetual fucceffion ; it is an enfliving principle ; it
is a black ariftocratical doétrine, that ablorbs every ray of the fun
of freedom, and fwallows up all the rights “of the people to the

end of time. This is the inevitable confequence of the doétrine

of perpetual fucceffion ; it is unjuftin theory ; itis tyrannical in
prattice ; it is a {ubverfion ot the ¢ eternal and immutable laws
of juftice and morality ;” becaufe it is founded on the principle of
A’s willing to B. the property of C.—and this I deny that any
nation has a right to do.—-For although a whole nation fhould be
mad enough to adopt fuch a form of government, yst as they
could have no property in pofterity, a future generation would
have an undoubted right not mezely to alter, but entirely to abo-
lith it ; and for the very rcafon becaufe ‘“ the confent of that
pofterity would be necefary before they could be bound by thefe
laws ;" and I maintain further, that the fame people who conftia

tute a government, have aright to change or totally annihilate it,
whenever they choofe fo to do, even if it fhould have anfwered all -

the purpofes for which it was originally inftituted. This is a
principle infeparable from the rights of fovereignty, originally re-
fident in the people, and from all authority emanating from them.,
Government is nothing elfe but power, and the power of a free
government is nothing but the delegation of a truft. It isa mere
authority of agency, which the conftituents may refume at plea-
fure. But the refumption of this right is one thing, and the ex-
pediency of it another : and it is hardly to be fuppofed that a
nation will diffolve the bands of the focial compaé, unlefs they
find it expedient fo to do. Publicola however, confounds the
right and expediency together, and from this fophiftical jumble
of ideas, he bewilders the {ubjeét he attempts to explain, and
clearly evinces that the purfuit'of truth is not his only obje&, or
the way to truth muft lie throngh the mazy labyrinths of fophif~
try.

1 have heard of a man (perhaps Publicola knows him) who pof-
fefled the cfteem and confidence of a free, generous, patriotic peo=

. ple ; who partook liberally of their bounty, and was raifed by

their general voice, to an office of high dignity and truft in their
government ; whofe pride it ought to have been, and whofe duty
it was to have fupported the principles,and to have contributed to
the welfare of that government to the utmoft ot his abilities, or to
have reje€ted the office, The latter, however, he did not do; but
under a fiftitious name, employed his whole force of art, of genius
and erudition in colleting and pouring forth floods of heretical,
ariftocratical doétrines in direét oppofition to the free and equal
principle of the very government which he adminiftered.—
Strange inconfiftency !

Let thofe who figh for monarchy and pant after ariftocracy,

court the munificence of princes and prop the tottering _thrones ot
Kings. Let them weep over the dying image of royalty—but let

the independent {ons of America' blow the trumpet of freedom, '

and proclaim to the world their liberty and happinefs. The un-
fhaken faith of thefe, is, that all power is originally inherent in
the people, and that whatever governments are not founded on
their authority alone, and inftituted by them for their peace, fafety
and happinefs, ar¢ not frec but ,ufurped, and that they therefore
bave and in ¢ contempt’ of Kings, Princes, and the whole gronp
of Ariftocrates, will, exercifc the right of eftablithing and of al-
tering, reforming or abolifhing government in fuch manner or
form as they may think proper for fecuring the ‘bleffings of free~
dom. AGRICOLA.
Philadelphia, July 1, 1791.

CONSTANTINOPLE, March 19.

ASANTON (a kind of religious Muflulman)
was lately impaled here for having the au-
dacity to prophecy that the\capital of the Otto-
man empire would ere long change its mafter.

The imprudence of the crew of a Venetian
fhip bad lately nearly caufed the death of their
Captain. In firing the ufual falute, on pafling
the walls of the Seraglio, the crew forgot that
the guns were Joaded with balls, which not only
alarmed thofe within the walls, but alfo damaged
fome of the buildings. The Sultan was fo exaf-
perated, that he demanded the head of the Cap-
tain, and, but for the interpofition of the Dra-
goman, who is a great friend to the Venetian
Ambaflador, the Captain would have been be-
headed. However the matter having been ex-
plained, he was pardoned ; but on condition of
remaining under an arreft for fome time in the
Ambaflador’s hotel.

BERLIN, April 1s.

The Commandenr Great Crefs of the Order of
the Sword, Sir Sidney Smith, an officer of the
Royal Navy of England, arrived at Potfdam laft
week, and was immediately admitted to a pri-
vate conference with the King, to which he was
introduced by the Britifh Minifter.

P ARIS, April 28,

M. de la Fayette has at lengrh yielded to the
reiterated folicitations of his fellow-citizens,and
refumed his former ftation of commander in
chief of the National Guards. ;

On Monday morning all the batralions appear-
ed under arms, and waited on their General to
teftify their joy and their gratitnde; thefe fen-
ments were manifefted in a particular manner,
when M. de la Fayette appeared at the Place de
Greve, clothed in his uniform, and farrounded
by a gnard. Men, women, children, old men,
all the croud furrounded him, feemed eager to
embrace, and actually clafped him in their arms !

At half paft one o’clock on the fame day, a
grand depuratiou of the national guards, without
any diftinction of rank or military regulation as
to companies, marched fix a-breaft to wait on his
Majefty. Being arrived at the Thuilleries, they
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