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ADYERTISEMENT.

s letter has been hastily written, with the hope of procuring
its insertion it one of the daily prints. Its Jength having exceeded
the writer's expectations, he has presented it to a son of his old
and much esteemed publisher, the late Caarces WiLey, who has
given it ita present form, for purposes connected with his own

convenience.
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Faterd aecording ta tha Act of Congress, in Lhe year 1834, by J. WLy, in the
Clerk's Office of the District Court of the Suatheru Distrist of New-York.
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.TO THE PUBLIC.

i

THE private citizen who comes before the. world with
matter relating to himself, is bound to show a better reason
for the measure than the voluntary impnulses of self-
love. In my own case, it might, perhaps, appear a sufficient
excuse for the step now taken, that I am acting chiefly on
the defensive ; that the editors of several of the public jour-
nals have greatly exceeded their legitimate funetions,’ by
animadverting on my motives and private affairs; and that
assertions, opinions, and acts, have been openly attnbuted
to me, that I have never uttered, entertained, or done,
‘When an individual is thus dragged into notice, the right
of self-vindication would seem to depend on a principle of
natural justice; and yet,if I know the springs of my own
conduct, I am less influenced by any personal considera-
tions in what I am now doing, than by a wish to check a
practice that has already existed too long among us; which
appears to me to be on the increase ; and which, while it is
degrading to the - character, if persxsted in, ma may become
dangerous to the institutions of this country.

The practice of quoting the opinions of forelgn nations,
by way of helping to make up its own estimate of the degree
of merit that belongs to its public men, is, I believe, a cus-
tom peculiar to America. 'That our colonial origin, a.nd'
provincial habits, should have given rise to such a usage, is
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sufficiently natural ; that journals which have a poverty of
original matter, should have recourse to that which can be
obtained not only gratuitously, but by an extraordinary
convention, without loss of reputation, and without even the
necessity of a translation, need be no mystery; but the
readiness with which the practice can be accounted for,
will not, I think, prove its justification, if it can be shown
that it is destructive of those sentiments of self-respect, and
of that manliness and independence of thought, that are
necessary to render a people great, or a nation respectable.
Questions have now arisen between a portion of the press
and royself, which give me more authority to speak in the
‘matter than might belong to one whose name had not been
80 freely used, and it is my intention, while I endeavor to do
myself justice, to make an effort to arrest the custom to
which there is allusion ; and which, should it continue to
prevail, must render every American more or less subject
to the views of those who are hostile to the prosperity,
the character, and the power of his native land.

I amn fully aware that every man must prepare himself
to meet the narrowest constructions on his motives, when
he assumes an office like this T have here undertaken ; but
1 shall not complain, provided the opinion of the public
receive & healthful impulse; while, at the same time, I
shall not neglect the proper means to support my argn-
ment, by showing, as far as circumstances will permit,
that I come to the discussion with clean hands. 'These con-
structions might have been obviated by having recourse to
an anonymous publication, or by engaging some friendly
pen to speak for me ; but I have preferred the simpler, and,
as I think, more manly course, of appearing in my own
bebalf. The nature of the proof I propose to offer, will
compe) e to mention myself oftener than 1 conld wish, were
not evidence of this nature Jess liable to be questioned, than
that which comes from sources more indirect. 1 ehall not
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shrink from my intention, therefore, on this account, while
there is a hope that good maycome of it. ‘Tn vindicating my-
self, it will be necessary to reply to many attacks, without
always quoting the papers in which they have appeared,
which would swell this letter to an unreasonable size, and
that, too, on a part of the subject that I could wish to treat
as briefly as possible; but the reader is assured, that nothing
of a direct personal nature will be said, that has not its war-
ranty in some obvious allusion, insinuation, or open charge,
in some one of the many journals of this country. In three
instances, (those of the New-York Ainerican, the New-York
Courier & Engquirer, and the New-York Commercial Adver-
tiser,) it is my intention to answer the statements separate-
ly; distinctly marking the points at issue between each
journal and myself, as is due to all the parties concerned.

I shall now proceed to execute the purpose of this letter,
as briefly as the eircumstances will allow, again begging the
reader to remember that every statement which relates espe-
cially to myself, iseither in reply to some unequivocal alle-
gation to the contrary thatis to be found in the public
prints, or has a direct reference to the practice which it is
50 desirable to destroy. '

First, then, I will show, that I come to this discussion
with clean hands. At no period of my life have I had any
connection with any review, notice or critique of any sort,
that has appeared for or against roe as a writer. With a
single, and a very immmaterial exception, I do not know
to this hour, who are the authors of any favorable notice,
biography, or other commentary, that has appeared on
myself, or on any thing I have published ; and in the case
of the exception, I was made acquainted with the name
of the writer, after the notice was written. As respects
Europe, so far from having nsed any undue means to -
Procure reviews, criticisms, or puffs, I am ignoramt of
the names of the writers of every thing of this sort that
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has appeared which has been in my favor; have proba-
hly not even read a dozen of these notices, with the excep-
tion of such as were to be found in the daily prints, since I
have been absent ; have refused numerous applicationa from
the editors of periodicals, to send them critiques and copies
of the books I had written ; and, whenever it could be done,
without obvious impropriety, have uniformly declined mak-
ing the acquaintance of those who were known to be con-
nected with what are called critical publications. In seve-
ral instances, the very reviews which have made direct ap-
plications to me for favorable notices, have turned against
me when it was understood that the request would not be
complied with.* In short, I aflirm, that every report or as-
severation that any review has been written in Europe, or
any where else, by my connivance, or even with my know-
ledge, to produce an impression on the public mind at
home, or with any other view, is founded in error or in
malice. For a short time, I was a voluntary contributor
of a periodical, that was edited by an old messmate, (Col.
Gardner, the present Deputy Postmaster-General,) and I
think he will remember the fact, that, when he declared
his intention to obtain a faveorable notice of ¥ The Pio-
neers,” I objected to it, on the ground of its being painful
to me to see critigues of this kind in a publication with
which I was connected, and that my objection prevailed.
1 have been repeatedly and coarsely accused of writing
for money, and exaggerated accounts of my receipts have
been paraded before the public with views that it is not
eagy to mistake. That I havetaken the just compensation
of my labors, like other men, is true; nor do I see that he

* I am just informed by u friend, that he wos lately applied to, by the
editor of n literary journal in this city, to write a favorable notica of “ The
Headsman ;” that he declined; and that an unfavorable one won after

appeared iu the seme publication !
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who passes a year in the preparation of a work, is not juat
as much entitled to the fruits of his industry, as he whe .
throws- off his crude opinions to-day, with the strong pro-
bability that on the morrow circumstances will compel him
to admit that he was mistaken. Of this accusation, it is not
my intention to say much, for I feel it is conceding a
sacred private right to say any thing ;.but as ‘it has been
frequently pressed into notice by’ my enemies, I will add,
that I never asked nor received a dollar for apy thing 1 have
written, except for the tales and the letters on America;
that T have always refused to sacrifice a principle to gain,
though often. urgently entreated to respect the prejudices
of foreign nations, with this very view; and that all the
reports of the sums I have been soliciting and obtaining in
France, Germany, and other countries, are either wholly
untrue, or extravagant and absurd exaggerations.

I have been accused of undue meddling with the affairs
of other nations. On this head it will be necessary to an-
swer more at length, as the accusation takes two forms;
‘one which charges me with entering impertinently into a
controversy with the French government, and the other
resting on the political tendency of some of the tales.

As reepects the first, I shall say but little here, for I hope
to be ‘able to give the history of that controversy in a form
less perishable than this letter.

In 1828, afier a residence of two years in Europe, and
when there had been sufficient opportunity to observe the
disfavor with which the American character is viewed
by nearly all classes of Europeans, I published a work on
this country, whose object was to repel some of the hostile
opinions of the other hemisphere, and to turn the tables on
those who, at" that time, most derided and calumniated us.
This work was necessarily statistical in some of its features.
- In 1831, or about a year =afler the late revolution in
France, thero appeared at Paris, in a publication called
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La Revue Britannique, (the British Review, and this i
. Franece, be it remembered ) an article on the United States;
which affected to prove that the cost of government in this
country was greater than it was in France, or indeed in
nearly every other country; and that a republic, in the
nature of things, must be a more expensive form of govern.
ment than & monarchy. This article, as has been stated,
appeared in a review with a foreign ftitle, at a moment
when the French government professed great liberality;
and just after the King of the French (taking the papers for
authority) had spoken of the government of the United
States as “the model government.” There was no visible
reason. for believing that the French ministry had any
connection .with the review, and, although the fact might
be and was suspected, the public had a perfect right, under
all the laws_of courtesy and usage, to assume exactly the
contrary. In short, this dissertation of the Revue Britan-
nique appeared, like any other similar dissertation, to be
purely editorial, and it was clearly within the usnal privi-
leges of an author, whose positions it denied, as it denied
those advanced in the work of mine just mentioned, to jus-
tify what he had already said. In addition to this peculiar
privilege, I had that, in common with every citizen of the
country whose facts were audaciously mutilated and per-
verted, of setting the world right in the affair, if I saw pro-
per. 8uclia course was not forbidden by either the laws of
France, any apparent connection between the review and
the government, or the “reserve usually iroposed on
foreigmers.” 1 could cite fifty cases in which the natives of
countries attacked have practised this right, from Baretti
down to a countryman of our own, who has just exercised.
it in England. I did not exercise it. The article was
pointed out to me; I wastold thatit wasinjuring the cause
of free institutions ; that it was depriving America of nearly
the only marit Europe had hitherto conceded to her; and

et ———— .

—_— w
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that I might do well to answer it. After a time, Gen.
Lafayette called my attention to the same subject, and,
without at all adverting to.any personal interest he had
in its investigation, pressed me to reply. I respectfully
but firmly declined. Ihad seen so much of the ignorance
of Europe in relation to ourselves; understood so thoroughly
the design and bad faith on which it was bottomed, and so
well knew the hopelessness of correcting the evil, (forit isa
great evil, so far as the feelings, character and interests of
every American are concerned,) that I felt no disposition to
undertake the task. In addition to these general motives,
I had the particular one of prlvate interest. The vindica-
tion of the country already published, had occasioned a
heavy pecuniary loss; it had even lost me the favor of &
large party at home. I had many demands on my limited
means, and was unable to mak®8 further sacrifices of this
nature, to any abstract notions of patriotism or of truth.
It was some months after the appearance of the review, that
I ‘was told the principal object of the article in question. It
was to injure Gen. Lafayette. He had been stating, for forty
years, that the American government was the cheapest
known, and should thg misstatements and sophistry of the
Revue Britannique go uncontradicted, he would stand con-
victed before the French people of gross ignorance or
of wilful fraud—or, to quote the language that was subse-
quently used by the Moniteur, of an “illusion or a lie.”
This fact presented the affair in an entirely new aspect. 1
determined to furnish the answer that was requested. ‘What-
ever may be the opinion of my countrymen on this point,
it appeared to me that a man who stood in the relation
which Gen. Lafayette occupied in respect to every Ameri-
can, ought not to be left to say that, when pressed upon
hardest by his enemies, he had applied to a citizen of the
country he had so faithfully served, and thaf, under
the circumstances 1 have named, he had been denied what
2
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is due to even a criminal—the benefit of the truth. 'The
¥ American” has lately insinuated that X am a “ professed
- patriot.” As I have never solicited nor received the usual
rewards of professions of this nature, to me it seems that
my conduct might have been referred to a simple and
creditable sentiment of gratitude. Had I not been placed
on the defensive, (so placed, I make no doubt, by designing
men, who have felt my course to be a reproach to their
own,) the world wotld never have been troubled with these
details. 'T'he letter which I wrote on the matter in dispute,
“was given to Gen. Lafayette to:secure my own self-appro-
bation, and not to be made a mezit*of before the American
people, of whom I never have, and do not now, ask more
than a very negative justice. It was translated through
the instrumentality of Gen. Lafayette, and, in this manner,
it came before the French nation. I say it with regret, but
T say it with a deep conviction of its truth, that X believe
this to be the only country in the world in which a citizgn
would be placed on trial, for having refuted gross and
unquestionable misstatements of the fair action of its own
system, without apy reference to the peculiar character that
was given to this controversy, by the appeal and situation
of Gen. Lafayette.

My letter, and one of Gen, Bernard which accompanied
it, produced replies, containing fresh misstaternents, mingled
with great scurrility on the character, habits, and pursuits
of the people of the United States. It was now a duty that I
owed to myself, to the truth, and to all concerned, to answer.
I did so in a short series of letters that was published in the
“ National.” Throughout the whole discussion, care was
had, on my part, to abstain from touching on the cost of
government in France, though the comparison would have
been perfectly justifiable, when the manner in which it was
provoked is brought into the account. A few of my adver-
saries’ contradictions were ridiculed, but with a slight excep-
tion of this sort, all I said had a strict reference to ourselves.
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_ Thedates of this controversy have some connection with
that which is to follow. My first letter bears date Nov. 25th,
1831, and the last May 3d, 1832. The controversy on my
part, however, would have ended in the commencement of
March, but for a circumstance it may be well to name,
After the appearance of my original letier, M. Frangois
Delassert, the vice-president of the Chamber of Deputies,
published a letter from Mr, Leaviit Harrig, of New-Jersey,
who took groundg.the very reverse of my own, who denied
most of my facts,"ahd. who wrote virtnally on the side of
the Revye Britannique. To this letter I replied on the 3d
of Msy as stated; that I did not prelong the discussion
unnecessarily will, I think, be admitted, when the reader
remembers, that Mr. Harris is the gentleman who has
since been appointed to fill the office of charge d’ affaires at
the court of France. .
Having briefly stated an, outline of the fagls, in reference
fe:the controversy on the cost of government, I proceed to
the political tendency of the book that appeared about the
same time, and to the circumstances accompanying its pub-
lication, so far as they have any connection with France.
The work in question ia called the Bravo. Its outline
was imagined during a short residence at Venice, several
menths previously to the occurrence of the late French
revolution. Ihad had abundant occasion to observe that
the great political contest of the age was not, as is usually
pretended, between the two antagonist principles of mo-
narchy and democracy, but in reality between thoge who,
under the shaliow pretence of limiling power to the élite
of society, were contending for exclusive advantages at the
expense of the mass of their fellow-creatures. The monar-
chical prmaple, exceptasitis fraudulently maintajged asa
cover to the designa of the aristocrats, its greatest enemigs,
is virtumlly extinct in christendom ; having been supplanted
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by the combinations of those who affect to uphold it with
8 view to their own protection. Nicholas may still send &
prince to the mines, but even Nicholas keeps not only his
crown but his head, at the pleasure of the body of his aristo-
cracy. This result is inevitable in an age when the nobles,
no longer shut up in their holds and occupied in warring
against each other, meet amicably together, and bring the
weight of their united intelligence and common interests to
bear upon the authority of the despot. ~'The exceptions to
such consequences arise only from brilliant and long con-
tinued military successes, great ignorance in the nobles
themselves, or when the democratical principle has attained
the ascendancy. With these views of what was enacting
around me in Europe, and with the painful conviction that
many of my own countrymen were influenced by the fallacy
that nations could be governed by an irrespensible minority,
without invol¥ing a train of nearly intolerable abuses, X
determined to atternpt a series of tales, in which American
opinion should be brought to bear on European facts.
With this design the Bravo was written, Venice being its
scene, and her poljty its subject.

I had it in view to exhibit the action of a narrow and
exclusive system, by a simple and natural exposure of its
¢ influence on the familiar interests of life. ‘The object was
not to be attained by an essay, or a commentary, but by
. one of those popular pictures which find their way into
. every library; and which, whilst they have attractions for
. the feeblest intellects, are not often rejected by the strongest.
The nature of the work limited the writer as to time and
place, both of which, with their proper accessories, were to
he so far respected as to preserve a verisimilitude to received
facts, in order that the illusion of the tale should not be
destroyed. The moral was to be inferred from the
events, and it was to be enforced by the common sympa-
thies of our nature. With these means, and under these
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limitations, then, the object was to lay bare the wrongs that
are endured by the weak, when power is the exclusive pro-
perty of the strong; the tendency of all exclusion to heart-
lessness; the irresponsible and ruthless movement of an
aristocracy ; the manner in which the selfish and wicked
profit by its facilities, and in which even the good become
the passive instruments of its soulless power. Inshort, I
had undertaken to give the reader some idea of the action
of a government, which, to use the language of the bpok |
itself, had neither “the high personal responsibility. that \‘
sometimes tempers despotism by the qualities of the chief, |
nor the human impulses of a popular rule.” N
In effecting such an object, and with the materials named,
the government of Venice, strictly speaking, became the
hero of the tale. Still it was necessary to have human
agents. The required number were imagined, care being
had to respect the customs and peculiarities of the age, and
of the particular locality of the subject. Little need be
#aid of the mere machinery of such a plan, as the offence,
if offence there be, must exist in the main design. One of
those ruthless state maxims which have been exposed by
Comte Daru, in his history of Venice, furnished the leading
idea of the minor plot, or the narrative. According to this
maxim, the state was directed to use any fit subject, by
playing on his natural affections, and by cansing him to act
as a spy, assassin, or other desperate agent of the govern-
ment, under a promise of extending favors to some near
relative who might happen to be within the grasp of the
law. As the main object ofthe work was to show the
manner in which institutions that are professedly created
'to prevent violence and wrongs, become themselves, when
perverted from their legitimate destination, the fearful in-
struments of injustice, a betier Hlustration could not have
"been wished, than was furpished by the application of this
rule. A pious. son assumes the character of a Bravo, in
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the hope of obtaining the liberation of a father who had
been falsely accused ; and whilst the former is blasting his
own character and hopes, under the delusion, and the latter
is permitted to waste away his life in prison, forgotten, or
only remembered as a means of working on the sensibilities
of his child, the state itself, through agents whose.feelings
bave become blunted by practice, is seen, forgetful of its
solemn duties, intentaloneon perpetuating its schemesof self-
protection. 'Thisidea was enlarged upon in different ways.
An honest fisherman is represented as struggling for the
release of a grandson, who had been impressed for the
galleys, while the dissolute descendant of one of the ingui-
gitors, works his evil under favor of his rank. A noble, whe
claims an inheritance ; an heiress; watermen; females of
low condition, and servants, are shown as contributing in
various ways to the policy of the soulless state. On every
side there exist corruption and a ruthless action. That
some of the faces of this picture were peculiar to the Veni-
tian polity, and to an age different from our own, is true;
this much was necessary to the illusion of the tale; but it
was believed that there remained enmough of that which
iz eternal, to supply the moral.

Such was the Bravo, in intention at least. I confess I
see nothing in its design. of which an American need be
ashamed. I had not been cooped upin a ward of New-
York, regarding things only on one side, and working my-
self into a fever on the subject of the imminent danger

that impended over this great republic, by the machinations -

of a few “working-men,” dreaming of Agrarian laws, and
meditating on the neglected excellencies of my own cha-
racter and acquirements on the one hand, and on the un-
merited promotion of some neighbor, who spelt constitution
with a % on the other : but it had been my employment for
years to visit nations, and to endeavor to glean some gene-
ral inferences from the comparisons that naturally suggested
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themselves. 1kmew that there existed at home a large party
of doctrinaires, composed of men of very fair intentions, but
of very limited means of observation, who fancied excellen-
cies under other systems, much as the ultra-liberals of Eu-
rope, fancy perfection under our own; and, while T knew
what I was doing was ne more than one nail driven into
an edifice that required a million, I thought it might be
well enough to show the world that there was a writer
among ourselves of some vogue in Europe, who believed
that the American system was founded on just and durabke
principles. The book was thoroughly American, in alt
that belonged to it. The most grateful compliment I have
ever received, was paid to me, unwittingly enough 1 be-
lieve, by a hostile English review, in referenoe to this very
work. It said, in substance, that while Byron had seen in
Venice, her palaces, her renown, and “England’s glory” ()
the author of the Bravo had seen only her populace and
her prisons. I takeit this is just the difference that would
be found, in such a case, between a right-thinking and n
wrong-thinking man. Whether Lord Byron merited such
a reproof, or not, I do not pretend to know—but 1 was
grateful for the compliment.

I believe no sane man will deny the right of an Ameri-
oan to produce such a work as the Bravo, considered purely
in reference to its plan. But some, who will admit this,
may be disposed to say that a book of such a nature should
not have been published in France, at that particular mo-
ment. 'The distinetion taken by these thin-skinned moralists
{(most of whom are liberal enough to all who write in
honor of exclusion®) rests on a subterfuge. Had the Bravo

* Compare the language of these admirers of exclusive privileges, as re-
spects me, and as respects Mr. G. Morris. The latter was an accredited
agent of the United Btates, and wap recalled at the complaint of the French
government of that day, becauee he was believed to favor aristoeracy | The



16

been written and published among the mountains of Otsegoy
it would have been translated and republished at Paris,
without any agency of mine. All thatI had written, pre-
viously to arriving in Europe, was re-printed in this way ;
and the activity of the press is much too great at present, to
leave any doubt on this head. I wrote in my own lan-
guage, and had I caused an English edition to be printed
at Paris, it would have been a sealed book to the French.
There is no doubt that the tendency of the Bravo is directly
opposed to the intentions of the French government party,
and it has so been treated by writers of that country, both
for and against ; but it is by no means so clear that it is op-
_posed to their professions. A stranger is bound to respect
the laws and institutions of the country in which he may
happen to be, but I do not know that he is obliged to dive
into the secret and fraudulent intentions of its rulers. Let
this be as it may, I stand acquitted of blame on any and all
of these subtleties, for 1 did not cause the Bravo to be pub-
lished in France at all. Even the sheets for the translation
were obtained from another country, (I believe the work
was actually transtated in England,) and the re-prints in
English which did appear, were surreptifious editions that
an author without a copy-right could not prevent. I did
not know of their existence until they had been before the
world several weeks,

Such is the history of the intention and of the publica-
tion of the Bravo, so far as either is connected with the
matter at issue. 1 do not know that its author had any
great reason to be dissatisfied with its reception. The great

Londan ¥ Times,” of Sept. 13, 1R13, in speaking of the representatives
of the United Siates, in Europe. says~" They are very generslly imbued
with aristocratical sentiments, if possible more marked than those of the
reprodentatives of the European monarchics with whom they associate.”
Tu this the characier an Americen agent vught o earn abroad 3

T
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trtass of readers viewed it simply as a picturesque sketch of
scenes and incidents, and in this respect it seems to have.
had sufficient interest to become tolerably popular. The
publisher of the translation told me, shortly after it ap-
peared, that it fared better than most of the works from .
the same pen. 'There were a few, however, who were
accustomed to separate principles from facts. Some of
these closer readers detected the intention of the book, and
they were not slow in pointing it out. Figaro, without ex-
ception. the wittiest journal in Frarice, and one that was
especially devoted to attacks on the juste miliew, contrary
+ to its usual course, gave an especial article to the book,
laying considerable stress on its political tendency. Praise
from Figaro, on such a topic, almost inevitably drew cen-
sure from the other party, and from this time it became a
fashion with a set to undervalue the work. I have a double
purpose in dwelling on the reception of this book, and I hope
the reader will overlook the weakness of an author, if I say
a little more. ‘There were several pictures from its scenes,
at the French and English exhibitions of 1833; an
opera has been written from it for the Académie de Mu-
sique,* at Paris; another for the Ttalian opera, at the same
place; and when in London, Mr. Kenny told me he was
writing an English opera on the same subject, for Drury
Lane. I believe thers have alsc been several melo-dramas
in' different languages. The critical notices of the wotk
a3 ¥ am told, for my own knowledge on this head is very
limited, have been rather favorable, than otherwise, One
of theny, in particnlar, was so flatiering, that I shall intro-
duce it nearly entire, hoping its brevity will be its excuse. -

“ These volumes, we think, will add to his (Mr. Cooper's) fame ;
for though there is some careless writing, some repetitions, the ef-

* I no not know that this opera was nccepted ; I think it probable it wag
for obviouws reasons refused; 1 was told, however, that the sne for the
ftalisn Operw hwid been received. '

4
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fect of too much haste, and—for a novel—somewhat too much,
perhaps, of political disquisition, there are touches of a master
throughout.  Of the females introduced, the gaoler’s daughter is
out heroine.” [This, by the way, is a discovery, she being expressly
called the heroine in the book !}~ * Her character is beautifully con-
celved and sustained; and the answer she gives to the venerable
Carmelite, when he asks if she would not be afraid to plead before
the Doge 1n behalf of ber laver, is in the spirit, and worthy of the
high-souled and conscientious Jeanie Deans. T'he fine old fisher-
man, Autonio, and the Bravo himself, are both strongly drawn.
Venice is absolutely presented to the eye in the minute and pictu-
resque descriptions of its canals, palaces, and squares; while its

sports are admirably illustrated by the gorgeous ceremonial of the.

nuptiale of the Adriatick, and the subsequent spirit-stirring race of
the gondolas. Bat we are descanting on what alil have read, or will
rond, #nd therefore forbear.”

I bad the more satisfagtion in this short notice, because
it bears on its face evidence of good faith, and because it
appeared as editorial in the New-York American® of De-
cember 3, 1831; a journal whose principal editor has justly
obtained a respectable reputation for taste in literature.

As 30 much has been said of the Bravo, this would seem
to be a proper place to introduce what I have to add, in
reply to the three journals specifically named, as the sab-
ject is intimately connected with the history of that work.
The American shall first occupy our attention. In answer-
ing this journal, X wish it to be upderstood that I decline
all direet controversy with its correspondent who styles
himself “ Cassio.” The tone of that person precludes hinx
from the right to expect any reply, as a controversialist ;
and as a critic, I think the reader will agree with me, in
beliaving that he is scarcely eatitled to occupy our atieg-
tiom beyond the point which is necessary to prove my
case.

* The sama paper, fir June 34, JE33, has the following—* Of his novala,
written in Europe, we do not now recollect one that does not, and shoold et
yupelr bis American fame.” Of courss, the “ American famo” mentioned
bars, aught not to be confounded with the '* fame” of tha Amarican.
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- The true matter at issue, between the American and my-

salf is, whether a ¢ortain notice of the Bravo, which ap-
peared in that paper, was, what it professed to be, of Ame-
rican manufacture, or of foreign; and, if the former, how
far I bad affirmed that it was net. I will now give a shart
history of the transaction.

It was, I believe, near the close of June, 1832, that Ml\-
Moree, the wall known artist, (whose name is used with hia
own consent,). directed my attention to a oritigue on e
Bravo, in the columns of the New-York American. Mr,
Morse had read this pretended criticism, and while he
cowld not forbear laughing at its exaggeration, he appeared
to be provoked that a respectable journal at home, should
admit so senseless a tirade agninst an absens countrymean ;
and one too, who had just been seriously engaged in des
fending the common character of our common country
and this under circumstances of gravity that were known
to him, although they might not have been so well unday
stood by others. 1 must say, that I think the indignation
expressed by this gentleman was creditable to him, both
as & man and as an Ameritan. The warmth of my friend,
induced me to examine the article more closely than pro-
bably would have been done, had it fallen under my eye
in the ondinary way. I gave it as my opinicn, thas this
article waa certainly written at Paris, (on .its face it ap,
peared, like any other communication, to have heen writ:
ten at home,) and that it most probably was a translation
from the French, ar had been written in English by some
one who thought in the former language. Sems of the
reasona for this opinign shall be given. They are divided
into thoge whieh depended on the.disposition of the govern.
ment party in. France towards me, and on thamtemal
evidence that existed in. the article itgelf

As respacts the disposition of the 'government pzm;yt
towards myself, I had abundant prool Figaro, the jeus
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nal which had so warmly extolled the Bravo, was soon
after bought up by the government ; it of course chenged
its tone, and among others I was openly assailed in it, by
name. An individual, filling a high officiel. station, and
who 1 have always believed spoke from authority, assured
me that the part I had taken in the Finance Controversy
would not be soon, to use his own words, * forgotten nor
forgiven.” During this controversy, the Revue Britan-
pique more than once manifested a desire to frighten me
from the field, by displaying its critical power, sometimes
flattering and sometimes squibbing, according to the tacties
of the moment. That very publication had previously
furnished unequivocal evidemce of the sort of faith that
controls its decisions, by a long article on myself, which
professed to be a translation from an English periodical.
In this pretended translation, whole sentences were omitted
or interpolated, evidently to suit the political views of its
editor. In addition to this, I was familiar with the anda-
eity and indifference to truth, with which these matters are
usually conducted in that quarter of the world.

T'he internal evidence on which 1 believed the eritique
in the American to be virtually French, was not trifling.
That it eame from Franee, was to me beyond dispute ; it
was unquestionably written in bad fajth; it abounded in
faulta of idiom and of grammar; most of the little reason-
ing it pretended to, was peculiarly French; it had an in-
volved and obscure style, like that which characterizes
insincere writing, and it violated, in an essential point, a
veceived usage of English composition.

That it came from France, was evident enough to me at
aglance. 'The critique containsa fling at these words in
the title-page of the book, viz: “ The Bravo, a Venitian
story.” Now, the words, #a Venitian story,” form no
part of the true title of the work. They are an unautho-
vized interpolation of the European booksellers, end are -
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not to be found in the American, or the only anthentic edi-
tion. DBesides this fact, which was almost the first thing
that caught my attention, the edition of M. Baudry, Paris,
is quoted by name. 'This edition is spurious, and abounds
with blunders, having been, in part, printed from uncor-
rected sheets, obtained from another country. With thie
proof, I could: not hesitate to believe that the article was
produced at Paris, as the alternative was to suppose that
& writer at home had taken the bold measure of hunting
up a spurious and foreign edition of an American book, in
order to attack it through peculiarities that did not exist
in the original. It has since been conceded that the com-
munication was actually written at Paris, although its
writer is said to be an American.

Under theé circumstances of the case, when the fact was
sufficiently established, that a critique on an Ameriean
book, which appeared in an American journal, and as an
American production, came in truth from a country where
the writer of the work was openly assailed for party pur-
poses, it created a strong presumption of foul play. But
for this fact, I should have probably thrown the paper
agide, consigning it to forgetfulness, along with a hundred
more similar tirades that some of my countrymen have had
the kindness to send to me, during my absence from home ;
or, at least, some who prefend to be my countrymen, !
although evidence is fast accuroulating to show that a
good many of them are foreigners, who have taken this,
among other steps, to show their gratitude for the unusual
liberality that is extended to them in this country. Asthe
fact was at least curious, could it be proved, that the system
of manufacturing ideas by which to judge our literature,
was to be carried on by a foreign people, in this open man-
ner, (that it had been done indirectly for a long time, I was
fully aware,) I thought the matter merited an examination.

The style of the critique struck me, as having the
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involution of another language, and the vagueness of in-
sincere writing. Let its first two sentences speak for them-
selves.—* We believe that, in conformity with all usage, it
is the busginess of a critic to disclose to the world the merits
or defects of authors ; and, of consequence, his duty con-
mats, ostensibly at least, in imparting information. Per-
haps we shall forfeit all claim to the appellation (?) by
oommencing on a different plan, but even at thas (anglice
this) risk, we can adopt no other method of discussing the
Bravo, than by first inquiring “what it's all about? &e.
&c. &c."—1 believe I may safely say, that the whole article
i written in the same lively, perspicuous and logical man-
mer, and with very much the same grammatical purity.

It abounds with faults of idiom and of grammar. The
sentences just quoted, furnish proofs of what I say. To
what does “appellation” properly refer? «'That risk”
ahould clearly have been * this risk,” to be idiomatick, and
the words contained between inverted commas, arve a down-
right gallicism, or they are downright nonsense. * What
it's all about 7" as a mere quotation, is nonsenss. Words
might as well be quoted from a dictionary. The marks
of quotation, therefore, must be intended to give the ex-
pression in a colloquial form; this is undeniably proved
by their use in connection with the note of interrogation ;
and “ what it's all about ¥ as a speeck, means “ what & is
all about %" and this is very much as a Frenchman would
be apt to ask the question. Any school-boy will see that
it ought to have been written “ what is’¢ all about 7’ to
be English. 1 hawve not cited these faults becanse they are
the most obvicus, bt simply because the sentence was
already before the reader, and because it was the first
that offered. On this head it would be easy to write

“ No whit superior,” for instance, is some such
English as if one should say “no bit taller.” But I will
guote one other sentemce. “'We cannot c¢all fhem” (he
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is speaking of & man and a womaun) hero nor heroine, for
they have no claim to the distinction. These two wor-
thies, who have nothing on earth to recommend thewe-
selvest &c. &c. 'The fault of idiom, that of saying
“ recommend themselves” for ¢ recommend them,” struck
me as an awkward translation of “ se recommander.” It-
is unnecessary to point out the confusion in the grammar.

The violation of a usage of our language is this. In
English, under a fiction of a plurality of writers, it is per-
mitted to say e, when the writer alludes to himself; but
it becomes obviously absurd, when it is expressly stated that
there is but one writer. 'The eritique is signed “ Cassio ;"
and yet his communication is written in the first persots:
plural. We, as applied to Cassio, and the Cassio of Shak-
spears t0o, is x palpable absurdity. Now there prevails
among the French critics, & custom of annexing to their
communications an initial, or even the nameof the eritic,and
it struck me, on seeing the obvious fault just alluded to, thas
the translator, finding the usual name at the foot of hiw
original, and knowing it would not de.to publish it, had
fancied he showed his knowledpe of English, by supplying:
its place with that of one of Shakspeare’s charasters. These
peculiarities might certainly have passed as slovenly com-
poaition under other circumstances, althongh & eritic
who is 30 vulnerable makes but. an indifferent figure at
fault-finding ; but under thoee which I have named, they
became addidonzal evidence of the fact that was suspected.

The reasoning of the critigue is French. It has a fla-
vor of the academic strut,-very strangely mistyfied, it is:
true, by the manner in which it is presemted. Thus,
the writer thinks, or affects to think, that the leading idea
of the work is taken from a drama called Absellino ; and,
on this point he thus expresses himself: %In our humble
belief, no merit and no praise can belong to a work, which
in its principal design, iz borrowed from the - labom of
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another’s pen.” There is a saying of an author of approved
wisdom, which might have tanght the correspondent of the
American a litle moderation on this head. Solomon teils
us, “that the thing that hath been, is that which shall be,
and that which is done, is that which shall be done ; and
there is no new thing under the sun.” There is about as
much resemblance in motive, in character, in incideat, and
in all other points that form the true distinctions in cases of
this sort, between Abzllino and Jacopo, as there is between
the Lord Mortimer of an old-fashioned novel, and Tom
Jones; but this is not the point at issue. It has been ad-
mitted, that so much of the leading idea of the tale, as is
connected with Jacopo, or the Bravo, is taken from the
history of Monsieur Daru, and on this score there is no pre-
tansion to originality. Was I to think, however, after the
examples of Milton, Shakspeare, Byron, Scott, and- nearly
every great name of the language, that a romance con-
fessedly talen fromn a drama, or a drama from a romance,
was in consequence to be hopelessly damned! ‘There
really appeared to me a temerity of assertion in this charge:
that conld not belong to any one familiar with the annals
of English literature. I set it down as the opinion of &
Frenchman, who knew just enough of English to find fanit
with Shakspeare, and to murder the language. I had ne
intention of commenting on the merits of Cassio as a eritic,
but as the editor of the American has claimed him for a
favorite correspondent, I will give another touch of his
quality, chiefly for the purpose of making use of the cir-
cumstance in proving the bad faith with which the article
is written, although the occasion will be incidentally im- -
proved, in order to show the editor of the American what a
fignire his dwarf makes upon stilts.

- It hes been ‘said that, in carrying out the principal de-
sign of the Bravo, a fisherman is introduced, soliciting the
council for the release of his grandson from the galleys.
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The object was to exhibit the self styled republie setting at
nought anotherof the holiest of human affections. JIn the
sase of the Bravo, it trifled with the piety of the child; in
that of Antonio, it was defeating parental care; and all at
the expense of the many, for the particular advantages of
the fow. This grandson, s boy of tender years, is mentioned
merely from the necessityof the case. The critic thinks,
however, that he has detected an unpardonable sin, in the ea-
sual maanter in which the lad is finally brought into the rea-
der's presence. We willlet him speak for himsel. “'There is
a law with regard to romance,” he says, unhappily without
referring to the page of these critical pandects, * which for-
bids the introduction of the name, gualities and character
of any person, who is not eventually introduced propria
persons ; and we learn the utility of the law by seeing it
broken. The old fisherman, Antonio, has a grandson con-
fined to the galleys” (he was pressed for the galleys) “and
he makes it the business of his life* to procure his liberation.
To this end, he pleads with & member of the Council of
"*hree,” &ec., cc., (the details are omitted as unnecessary;)
“ yet at the conclusion of all this, we find the following soli-
tary reference to the subject :— next to this characteristic
equiyage of the dead,walked a lad, whose brown cheek,
helf naked body, and dark roving eye, announced the
grandson of the fisherman. Venice knew when to yield
gracefully, and the hoy was liberated, unconditionally,
from the galleys ; in pity, as it was whispered, for the un-
timely fate of the parent” A line or two more informs {(us)
that he lived and died as other people do. It may be said,
in reply to the commencement of this- paragraph, that as
the boy is actually introduced the rule is net infringed :
I letter it i3 not, we admit, but itis inspirit. After half &

* It eany be woik to note the general exaggeration of 1he language. The
grendfuther waa sevemty, the grandeon a boy, and the setion of the sads, w
finr as the first was concernad, occupies about thirty hours!

4
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book has beert taken up to prepare an appearance, such an
appearance is virtually none at all, either to satisfy an esta-
Blished rule, or the readers expectations. We need not
refer-to rules to prove thisan unpardonable fanlt.”

All- this parade about a rule, (whose very existence is &
Bttle equivocal) savors of the academy, and is essantially
French. - If thisrule were authority, the story of the Ephe-
sian matron, for instance, would make but a scurvy figure
in a tale, since the dear poor inan, whose -sainted quali-
ties would fill the widow’s heart for more than half a book,
eould only be presersed to the reader as a ghost; a vio-
Iation of probabilfties that would quite unsettle the philo-
sophy of “ces quarantes qui ont lesprit comme quatre.”

It is as easy to 4each certain capacities rules, as itis to
teach a parrot tospeak; but there seems to be the same diffi-
culty in causing the first to know when to apply what
they have learned, as there is in causing the bird to think.
If there had been a preparation for an “appearance,” thera
certainly should have been an *appearance;” but as the
only “appeatance” contemplated, was that of strong hu-
man affections, ruthlessly violated, the mgenmty of our
critie is quite thrown away.

L beg the reader will hear my scoount of the matter.
Antonio demands the restoration of his child, who had
been pressed to serve the state, while the children of the
senators were permitted to go free. His suffering and kis
virtues raise the popular sympathy, and he is murdered in
cold blood to get rid of him. The mistake of the multitade
imputes the crime to Jacopo, whom the council allows to
be executed, in order to concerl its own agency in the
fisherman’s death. The boy is introduced, at his grand-
father’s obsequles,; for the old man is buried with public
honors,\qnt.h a view to show the manner in which the state
continued to deceive, and not to satisfy any critical canon ;
‘the object of all being to demonstrate the fearful tendenoy




21

of an. irresponsible, soulless, arbitrary, . political power.
"I'he whelae of this reasoning of Cassio struck me a3 hav-
ing the academic pretension of French eriticims, in the
haunds of a bungler. As the editor of the Ameyican ap-
pears o take pride in the cleverness of his correspondent,
hawever, | feel a particular desire to show him the beauty
of the bantling to which he has so good-naturedly stood
’ ther. - let us imagine a suitable subject. 'The
mame of Solomon having been introduced already, in
conjunction with that of his correspondent, luckily sug-
gests the very one- that is wanted, We will imagrine &
poet bent oh working up the celebrated judgment of the
fing of Israel, into s tale of the usual size. He delineates
thse loves of the two mothers, their comwnon delight in the
birth of men-children, and the yearnings of materaal
affection over .thess precious gifis. Jerusalem, with iw
tample, its historical associations, and its usages, are
successfully portrayed.* Then comes the appeal to the
wrise man of the earth for justice. 'T'he textis emriched
with aphorisms from the lips of Solomon, with admirable
touches of natre from the true mether, and with finely
nmnaged strakes of art from her who would deceive. The
Judgment, follows, the whole concluding amid the wonder,

the tears, and the admiration of the reader. It will be-easy
to fancy the writer of -such a work in good humeor with
himself. (hanee btings it, however, in the way of a car-
tain person whe is troubled with that most pernicious gift
of providence, a whittling intellect. ¢ Sir,” suggests this
exquisitely tempered mind, “ your work has an unpardona.

* Or, to use ihe lnngnage of the Now-York Aunerican, * Jernsslem, (pro
hac vice) is absolutely preaanted to the eye in the minute and picturesque de-
seriptiona of ita canals, palaces and sqeares; while ite sports are admirably
fmetraind by the gorgeous ocwsremony of the nuptials of: lho"--ﬁq d'lh
Jome.with qoeen Bheba, for i went of & batter. '
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ble fault. ¢'There is a law of romance which forbids the
introduction of the name, gualities, and character of any
person, who is not eventually introduced propria personas’
You work upon our feelings, in relation to these babies,
through.two entire yolumes, and conclude without making
us sufficiently acquainted with either of them. I denounce
the work. It is hopelessly dammned.” ¢ You will remem-
ber, that the object was to portray ‘maternal loye; I had
Bo occasion to do more than to represent the existence of
one child, and the death of -the other.” * 8ir, the mle.”
*Is not the wisdom of Solomon ‘to your liking?’ *“The
rule—the rule—the venerable, the sacred ralp!” < You
forget that, at Jeast, one of the babies was dead.” * You had
the other. I do not know that even ‘the dead might not
have been brought to life, rather than violate so absolute a
rule. - At all events, you did nothing with the quick.” “It
was not possible to make a baby walk, talk, and act like &
hero.” ¢ 'The rule, sir, the rule-you might have carried
forward the time eighteen or twenty years, permitting the
child to grow into these capabilities. Sir, you are little
better than an ass, having overlooked an imperative rule.”
#To the devil with you and your rule; so long- as the
reader laughs when I laugh, weeps when 1 weep, and
foels the force of the moral I would inculcate, I care nota
steaw for gither.” “Very well, sir; we shall see. ‘¥ am
about to denounce your book, for a violation of this very
rule.” “Denounce and welcome; you will enly prove
your own folly, and the world will laugh at you for your
pains.” “8ir, you reckon without your host. Iam by no
means the man you take me for, but a favorite correspan-
dent of the New-York American, whose editor is publicly
pledged to cause all I write to bé printed

Ag this affair of the “rule” is, I believe, the only serious
atterapt at ratiocination in the whole of * Cassio’s” article,all
the rest of it being modest assertions, whose value depends
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very much on the value of Cassio himself, 1 have been
tempted inte this little digression, out of respect to the
subject, 'The reader should not complain, for he is
certainly better off than before, having now two Juﬂg
ments of. Solomon's, instead of one.

It remains to be shown, that the article was written m'
bad faith. 'This fact ig, in my opinion, sufficiently appa-
rent in its general. tone. 'The editor of the Aanerican, who
is a gentleman and an educated man, or I certainly should
not take this pains to convinee him of his error, must, 1
think, admit it himself, when he comes seriously to exa-
mine the communication. His correspondent preity plainly
intimates, for instance, that if the anthor of the Bravo
wishes to escape the contempt of his fellow-creatures, he
must write no more such books. When I compared this
with the operas, the pictures, the dramas, and: the other
notices of the book, that of the American in particular, was I
%0 wrong in thinking that such exaggerated censure could
not be honestly given? 'There is also & supererogatory
sonsibility to the honor of America, on the part of the
critic, that was exceedingly to be distrusted. 'The honor of
America, which had nothing at all to do with the matter, is
ostentatiously pressed into notice ; and as for Cassio, hs tells
us in so many words, that if, as he bas no doubt will be
the case, the papers come out in favor of the book, he, for
one, is prepared to hlush for his country.® This assevera-
tion of Cassio, bytheway, is rather a pleasant comupen-
tary on the opinion of the American guoted.

‘But there is & circumstance which. can leave no doubt.on
any reasonable mind, that the critique was written in bad
faith, Kts second paragraph contains these words :~-« Wa

* Let him spen.k for himmelf. “And we shall blosh the deeper, if, as we.
sxpect, half the ngwapapers in the Tand come out with unqualified praise of
* the Bruvo,' ¥
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have read the book as leisurely as novels reguire to B
read, and yet, when the task is accomplished, we have for-
gotten the plot, we have forgotten the hero and hereine,
we have even forgotten in what small portion of the work
we were interested. We can recal, it is true, some ¥ ra-
cery” of a preface, which appears to be * any thing but te
the purpose”—an oceasional redundaney of moon-ght—
the name of Bravo-—a few Italian interjections-and masks
~a féw alarms—a few races and a few fainting fits, -intex-
spersed with formidable essays on political economy, &e.
dec.” It will be seen that there is no slip of the pen. The
word forgotten ix three times deliberately and pretend-
ingly used, so thai there can be no defence of inadver-
tency. Apart from some little distrust on the subject of 30
much ultra forgetfulness, I confess that this solemn and
ponderous asseveration, a good deal astonished me. He
who had so effectually forgotten the plot, the hero and he-
roine, and even the small part that interésted him-in =
noveél, was, virtually, so much in the situation of him whe
never knew any thing about them, that it was not easy 1o
soo what more & critic had to say. Now the reader,
should he think the result worth his time, on examining
the whole communication, will find that all he says of
. those parts of the book, ¢f which ke admits ke does re-
tain some recollection, is contained in the paragraph just
quoted ; and that he goes on to show, {o the end of his
article, that Ae has Nor forgotten the plnt, the hero and
hergine, and the smmall parts of the book in which he was
interested ; for ha does little else than slash away at them
all, right and left, during two closely printed columns ef
the New-York American! As if this wers not sufficient,
our acute observer goes on to furzish as minute a detail of
self-refutation as, probably, ever figured in the annals of
bastard criticism. * On looking over the quotation from his
article, where he undertakes to reason, it will be seen he
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syys, that the cursory manner in which the grandson of
the fisherman is presented to the reader, afier so many pre-
vious allugions, is an unpardonable fault, in virtue of hix
% rule.” Here, then, we have a critic, formaily declaring
that the plot of = novel is so worthless that he has forgot-
ten if, and then, a few lines furthér ap, damning it on ac-
coustt of the cursory manwer in which one of its.charac-
ters i9 introduced !

Language is mockery, or h.ere is mdubrlnble ew.imes
that the correspondent of the American, elthe:r did not
know, ordid not care, what he said. I saw, in these facts,
all the proof any man could desire, that the article was
written in bad faith, and instead of believing .that the
Editor of the American would presume-so boldly an the
dulness of his readers, as to authorize the publication of
this stuff; I thought at the time 1 first saw the critiqus,
and said a3 mnch o the two gentlemen who were present,
that it must have been admitted to the columns of his jour-
nal during his absence from town.

From indernal evidence of this nature, amd from mach
more of & similar character that might be adduced, par- °
ticulatly oh the score of grammar and idiom, I gave it as
my opinion to Mr. Morse, and the other gentleman present
at.the reading of the article, that this critigue came from
France, and that it was either a translation, or had been
written by one who was not very conversant with the
English language, and probably for the reasons 1 have
named. This was but an opinion, nor cowld it, in the na-~
ture of things, convey eny other impression to those who
heard me.. The second gentleman present, (I do not foel
authorized to name him, for he is absent from the country,)
took away the paper, decdaring” an intention te discover the
truth, if possible. He thought, with Mr. Morse and myself,
that if the agents of the French government had resily
carried their audagity so far, it was a fatt worth imowing,
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A few days afler the occurrence of the interview, I left

France, taking no steps whatever to inquire into this affair.
At Aix-la-Chapelle, in Germany, about a month after my
departure from Paris, I received an ordinary letter of
friendship from Mr. Morse. It told me, among other things,
that. Mr, ——, the gemleman already dlluded to, had been
ag good a8 his word ; that he had taken xmp the ingairy
after the writer of the critique, with zeal ; that he had
ascertained the commmnication was certainly written at
Paris, and that he had been promised the nawe of the
writer. If he suceeeded in getting the latter, it was to be
sent to me. At Berne, other letters were received, that
were silent on the subject. At Vevay, about two months
after I had quitted France, I got a letter, which mentioned
that Mr, ~—— had been completely successful, and the
‘pame of the writer (a Frenchman) was given. It will be:
seen that there was no precipitation in this inquiry. The
parties through whom the ingelligence was commmunicated
to me, were both men of sense and of high respectability,
and the intelligence was given as a naked fact, without any
sort of reservation. I did what I presume any other per-
son would have done in a similar sitnation; I believed what
I was so distinetly and unreservedly told, and I set the
whole affair down as one, among a great many more trans-
actions of the same character, that had come to my know-
lodge within the last ten years.

When I returned to Paris, both Mr. Morse and the friend
who had communicated the critic’s name, had gone tor
America. The latter I have not since seen. - Occasionally,
when the good faith of the French government party was
under discussion, I mentioned the fact, (giving my autho-
rities,} as a proof how low they descended in ‘their hosti-
lity ; and once, in a burlesque publication that was in-
tended to rebut their calumnies on this couniry, I playfuily
alluded to their critical zeal, Here the matier rested, s
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faras 1 was concerned, for several months. At the énd of
that time, I zoceived another letter from Mr. Morse, in
which the sabject was again alluded to. He told me it was
assertad in New-York, that the article in question was
written in. thie city, by “an obscure clerk in a counting
house ;" he dwelt upon the malignancy of a party at home,
who had constituted themselves my endroies ;* and, Mr,

— being absent from America, he suggested the expe-
disncy of collecting proof on the spot, and of sending it
home to refute this story. At the moment when this let-
ter reached me, an article of the Commercial Advertiser -
had-just attracied my serious attention: The article in
the Commercial appeared to me (for reasons that shall be
given intheir place) to require sorne notice, while the story
of the “obscure elerk” at New-York, did not. In answer-
ing the letter of Mr. Morse, however, I gave him full per.
mission to make such use of all those parts of my letter that
referred to either of the two journals, as he, on the spot,
might deem expedient. As respects the article of the Ame-
rican, I told him, in brief, that I di@ not believe the report
that it wus written at New-York by the person in question,
for there was abundant internal evidence that it came from
Franoe, a fact in which I could not easily be mistaken. I
geve him to understand that I had “taken no particular
pains” to investigate the affair since my retarn, but ¥ had
baen informed, that the substance of the critique had been
published in the Journal dea Débats. . In point of faet, I
was told nearly this ntuch by three different Americans ;
e saying he knew that certain parts existed in that joue.
mal ; a second,-that other parts were to be found in it; and
a third giving the fact very much as I eommunicated it to
Mr. Morse. 1 believed all this-information, for there was

¢ T'he names of several of thess individuals had boen sont to me by another
friond ; they wers persons stterly untinewn to me. '
b
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no reason to doubt it, and in the haste of rapid and fami-
liar writing, I at first stated as much without- reservation
in my letter, but on perusing what I had written, 1 took
eare to insert the words “as I understand,” in order to
show that [ went on the information of others. The let-
ter is not in my possession, but I am strongly impressed it
will be found that these words “ as | nnderstand” were in-
terlined for want of space, a circumstance that will give
them more point, ag it will show that they were written un- .
der a'sense of responsibility. 1 very well remember to
. have taken great care not to say any thing as coming from
myself, of which I was not morally certain. The letier
hes been printed, and speaks for itself. [See note A., end
of paxophlet.] When a fact is first given, as imparted
from others, all that is subsequently said about it, is ne-
eessarily qualified by that circumstance. Afier acgquaint-
ing Mr. Morse with the character of the person whose name
had been furnished by Mr. , and making a few general
remarks suggested by the subject, I turned to the com-
munication in the Comunercial, which it is only necessary
to read my letter to see 1 treated as much the most impor-
tant affair of the two. .

It ig now said, that all the information I have received
on the subject of the origin of the critique, as well as my
own conjectures, is erroneous ; the article in question being
written by an American, who was at Paris. I have little
to do with this fact. Mr. Morse has handsomely admitted
that he made the communications which have been statad
as coming from him, and I do not doubt, did circumstances
permit it, the other gentlemen alluded to, would do the
same thing. They are all absent from Awerica. 'The
. reasons for my opinions have been freely given, and I feel
* ocertain that no man, who understands French and who
reflects on all the circumstances, will consider them light.
The Editor of the American has a just claim to have the
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truth known, and I have taken some pains to state it, 1

hope clearly, though I honestly think he has put himself -

in a worse sitnation by avowing that “ Cassio” was written .
by a known and esteemed cortespondent, than he would

have been left by my conjecture. Besides all this, ¥ do
not think that the fact that an American wrote the article,
by-any means clears it from the suspicions I have men-
tioned. Its bad faith is not changed by this circumstance,
and “as for 'Cassio’ ‘himself, a witness who has forgotten
so much that he remembers, and who remembers so much

! that he has forgotten, does not exactly stand before the

'pubhc in the most favorable point of view. )

In the warmth of the moment, the Editor of the Amen
can has permitted expressions o escape him that I think
he will regret, whent he looks more coolly at the affair.
He says,-in reference to me—“ This gentleman and his
flourishing backer (Mr., Morse} ascribe unhesitatingly the
critigue 1o the fears ! and resentments ! of the French go-
vernment, roused by the popularity of Mr. Cooper’s demo-
cratic ‘writings ; and'the prefacing friend (M. Morse) gives
s, &c. &e. Now, the manner in which I am coupled
with Mr. Morse, in the commencerent of this paragraph,
and the mauner in which Mr. Morse is made to speak for
himself in its close, would give the reader just reason to
think ¥ had said what is here imputed to me. ‘All I say
is, that “the Bravo is certainly no very flattering picture
for the upstart aristocrats of the new regime, and that no-
thing is'more natural than their desire to undervalue the
book.” I leave the reader to compare thése words with the
laxiguage just quoted from the American. T was answer-
ing a -letter, and many of my remarks had a direet refe-
rence to' what had been previously sald by my correspon-
dent, and it is possible there may be some obseurity in its.
phrases. My own impression was, that the critique was |
more owing to the Finance Gontroversy than to any other

L

-
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cause, though I had abundant evidence that the substance
of the Brava.itself was disagreeable to some of the new
§ aristocracy. Al that is said in the Ameriean of my
“ flonting” my Americanisms in the faces of foreigners,
whose hospitality I had been enjoying, is unmerited ; and
all that is said, by contrast, of the deportment of the person
who claims the honour of having written Cassio, will ap-
pear absurd to those who were in Paris during our com-
mon residence in that-city. 'The circumstance that I be-
lieved the article t be written for political purposes, by no
mearis justifies the language of the American in another
point of view. Writers are employed, by political parties,
generally, to assail their enemies, and to defend their
friends ; and it does not follow as a consequence of my
tmpression, that I thought there was a meeting of the cabi-
net in order to decide that the communication should be
sent to this country. 1 looked upon the whole affair much
as I look upon one of the attacks of the American itself,
against any one individual' of the present government
party at home, or as a thing to be done as a metter of
course.. I now quit the American, for the second of the
journals named.

The Courier and Enquirer of June 15, 1833, has the
following article on myself :

“ Mr. James Fenimore Cooper.—We perceive hy a letter from
this distinguished gentleman, published in some of our newspapers,
that his eﬂgoum to correct the misrepresentations of the Doctrenaires
in Paris, on the subject of American taxation, hasgiven great dissm
tisfaction in that quarter, It would seem, accor to his state-
ment, that in order to revenge themselves for having been proved ta
be in the wrong, they have attacked him at ufim where every au-
thor is most sensitive as well as vuloerable in his writings. Severe
criticiama have subsequently appeared in the Journal des Debate,
and other organs of that party,(1) whick Mr. Coaper ascribes to a
Seeling of political hastility, originating in the part he has taken
s vindication of his country, whoss Public Press Ao thinks ought
to sustain him aF this crisis, although it will be recollected Ae
lately took occasion lo set it ot defiance, and express his con-
tempt for ite opinions(2) Hs appears, howevor, to be most
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rached by a keen and severe criticism on the Arave which
ude its appearance some year or two since, in the columns of the
Tew-York American, ‘and which,(3} if we are not mistaken, was
imbecedent o fhe circumatances supposed to have produced the
owtility of the Doctrinaires.(4) He e mortified that any of his
ountrymen should “appear” fo have turned against him, and
tates several facte which in Mis opiniom go to prove that the
riticiem in the American war not written “ by an obscure clerk
f a counting house” as he terms him, but a Frenchman
n Paris, and i a mere tranglation of an article published in
he Journal des Debats, “a little ered fo adapt il to the
Imerican reader.” -

We leave this question to be settled berween Mr. Cooper and the
sriter who furnished the article for the American,(3) and procesd
0 offer a few remarke on the insinuation thrown out by the
ormer regarding the indisposition of his countrymen to susiain
s !iteravz repulation againat the hostility ?’ the Doctrinaires,
vhich he has provoked by attempting their defence. When a
itizen of the United Btates goes to reside in a foreign country he
laces himsell under the pratection of its government and laws, to
woth of which he owes respect and obedience so long as he choosps
o atay. If he don’t like Sxem, he should not make public his dis-
mat; and if he wishes for the satisfaction of railing, he had better
ro home, and indulge his inclination there. [In short, he has no ba-
iiness to meddle in politics.

- (6) But it is quite o different case, when the character of Ma
ountry is aasm%:d i tts manners ridiculed, its morals and reli-
rion questionell, and {te institutions exhibited in o contemptuous
:ontrast with thase of any other nation. He s then, we think,
Yound by every motive of patriotism, every duty of a citizen, to
sindicate his country to tfe uimost extent y his ?ower with his
ven, as a soldier does with his sword. In this latler predica-
ment was Mr. Cooper placed; his country was represented an
tared with burdens heavier than those borne by France and he
was, we think, not only right in refufing the calumny, but Ae
would have been emphaticolly wanting in duly fo hie

had Ae neglected the task. gl’e think hiz country ought to be,
and Aave no doubt she is, grateful for hie good offices.

In our opinion he does great injustice to the prle of the United
Btates, in supposing them indifferent to, or inelined to deunct from
his reputation as a writer; or that they, or any portion of them*
have, as he aaaertai joined in ¢ conspiracy with his enemies in
France. He i still one of the post popular writers of our country,
which hax done its part liberally in contributing to his fortape as
well a8 his fame. If wome of his later works have failed in s
i:gthe reputation of the former ones, this is a misfortune whieh often
befals men of the preatest genius. They cannot forever be quathing
at the fount of inspiration, nor does it always exhilirate alike. New

" * Query. How can sn indifferdnt commentator know this?
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ther does the public always judge alike. Its taste is perpetually al-
tering, and mankind at length become tired of an old author, as vo-
luptuaries do of an old oiistress, whom they forsake for a new gne,
perbaps in reality not half so attractive. (7)Buf why should Mr.
er suppose that an unfavorable critictsm on a work, which
did not peeuliarly address iteelf to the feelings of his country-
men, iz evidence of their indi{erme or hoatility?  If critice
are in general so corrupt, as he tnsinuates, why. should he o
peal to Ais country and to the world againrst a critictsm? To
four mind it would be mwuch more dignified to treat all comments
coming from such impure sources, with at least the affectation of in-
difference, and whatever he may feel, keep bis feelings to himself.
He has acquired a brilliant, and probably a lasting reputation ; he
can spare a leaf, without spoiling the wreath entwined round hia

w,
(8)He should remember, that when an Americun writer goes
abroad to reap laurels, on a wider field, and a richer soil,
though Ae may posseas many advantages over such as remain
tn the obscurity of home, yet these are counterbalanced, by
weights in the other scale.  If he can only establish a reputa-
tion in any part of Europe, there will be little question of his
talenis here; they will be taken in a great degree on trust,
ar merchants receive their goods, on the faith of the invoice,
But on_thewother hand, it will be necessary to lose his identity as a
citizen of this abnoxious republic ; to pay due deference to the claimsy
of the well barn, and yield prompt obedience to the long established
rights of European superiority ; to flatter their prejudices with indi-
rect adroitness, and to avoid giving offence by retorting sarcasms, or
refiiting calumnies on his country; its institutions and charaeter.
In short, he must endeavour to speak, and if he writes, to write, in
such a decorous manner, that the most expert critic shatl not be able
1o deteet a single sentiment of affection or preference for the land of
his hirth. He may then possibly be pardoned the misfortue of hav-
ing been born on this side of the Atlantic, and be hailed as a giant,
for having attained the size of a man among a nation of pigmies!
But after all it is impossible to please every body, unless a man
has the good fortune to have no opinions of his own. You cannot
serve twomasters; and it is. the height of presumption to expect to
retain’ poasession, even if we should conquer, two worlds at a time.
In the ent war of interests and opinions, when those in high
laces abroad, perceive in the examt{.\le and influence of the Grear
EPUBLIC, the sources of imminent danger to their long established
authority, it is to be expected that misrepresentations of every kind
will be resorted to, for the purpose of weakening the force of that
example. We hold it the duty of every American to do his best 1o
refute and retort such manifestations of hostility, for, to use the sirong
words of an American writer, % we never yot saw an instanceof a
man or a nation, that geined aught but contempt by submission, or
that did not thus invite a repetition of insult apd injury.” By pur-
- saing & manly course of resistance to the injustice of foreign writers,
an American must necessarily lose his popularity among that class
of critics which in some maeasure directs, or at least indicates the
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ante of the aristocracy of Eurcpe. (9)Hence i2 is thal wrilers
nust either suppress all expressions ?f partiality to their coun-
ry and ifs government, or they will, fike Mr. Cooper, become the
Yect of frequent hostility. He must make Kis choice, and when
nade, submit with dignity te the sacrifice, with the cesurance
kat a time will come, when in all probability the number of
iz American readers will far exceed those of France and Eng- -
land combined, This is a sufficient remuneration, and with this we
‘hink he ought to be satisfied.

A dy Mr. Cooper hag nothing to complain of, in regard to the
eturn made by his countrymen, and indeed by the world at lasge,
or the smusement he has afforded them in his writings. Let him
:ompare his situation with that of Homer, Milton, Dryden, Otwuy,
Fielding, Le Sage, Cervantes—the inimitable Cervantes !—the, im-
nortal [abours of whose whole lives were insufficient to keep the
wolf from the door. . Liet him remember the fate of these itlustrious
sriters, and thank God for all his mercies.” -

I notice this article, although it appears as editorial,
mder the impression that it is not what it seems. Tt
sbounds in errors and misconstructions, some of which
we of a mature almost to raise the suspicion that the
inger of Cassic was concerned ip producing them. Tt
was especially sent to me (in ‘duplicate) at Paris, along
vith the statement of the American and its correspondent
Jassio, and I presume I.am at least right in considering it
ts-coming from the enemy. 1 have caused parts of this
wticle to be itaticised and numbered, for the convenience
of reference. Let us commence with No. 1. Here is a
great error. 1 have never meant to say that the Press of
this country ought to sustain me at this crisis, [what crisis?]
aor do T know that I have éver set it at defiance, or expres-
sed any especial contempt for its epinions. My letter is
there to answer for the first assertion. ¥ do not think it
contains a word to justify it. As for the second, T ask when
and where 1 have set the press of this country at defiance ?
The press of this country is, like the men who control it,
composed of good, bad, and indifferent, and any general
character would be lable to great qualification.

No. 2. 1 certainly do not think 1 seem (the allusion is
to my published letter) to be most touched by 2 keen and
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sovere criticism en the Bravo. ‘The criticism on the
Bravo, as & criticism, never excited any feeling in me,
nor did ¥ ever express any in-reference to it, beyond that
which no intelligent man will need an interpreter to un-
derstand. Its importance was derived from its supposed
origin. In the parts of my letter to Mr. Morse that are
published, some feeling, I admit, is betrayed in reference
to the article in the Commercial, which excited a strong
lndlguatmn, for I believed it to. be the offspring of a piece
of pitiful jesuitism and double-dealing. I believe so still.

-, A simple, anthmeucal process will prove that it was this

article, and pot the puerile attack of the American’s corres-
pondent, that 1. deemed the most important, My remarks
on the critiqae in the American, besides being necessary as
an answer to the letter of Mr, Morse, and being much Jess
 strong than those on the Commercial, fill just forty-eight
" printed lines of a newspaper, while those on the Commexrciak
fill one humdred and sixty-five. There is, I think, a misprint
in my letter, where it i# said that Mr. Morse had alluded
previousty to the attack in the Corumercial. He had cer-
tainly mmade no such allusion, and all I say on this part,
of the subject is said at my owi suggestion. 'This asser-
tion of the Courier and Enquirer appears to me to be made
to presa the critique of Cassie into an impertance 1 never
gave it. _

No: 3. This is another mistake. The critigue of the
American appeared June 7th, 1832, and my letter t0 Gen.
Lafayette bears date November 25, 1831; leaving an in-
terval of six months between them., There was evem
time to have sent an article from Paris afler my last letter,
(that to Mr. Harris, published May 3, 1832,) and to get'it
inserted in the American of June 7th. -

No. 4. Iam unconscious of having axpressed any such
mortification, nor cap I find the word “appear,” as here
weed, in any part of my letter. 8o far from calling the

f ———
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writer of the critigue “an obscure clerk in a counting-
house,” I expressly tell Mr. Morse that I do-not belleve
the story to that effect, which he had sent me. ‘This
assertion is calculated to create an irpression that X- esti-
timaté the intellectual value 'of a man according to his so-
cial position: Omn this_point I can only say, that any such
opinion is opposed to the practice of a whole life. '

No. 6. T cannot find any thing in my letter to justify this:
I have complained that the Press did not support me in the
Finance Controversy, in which 1.thought'the honor of the
country concerned, but I cannot recal any complamt of a
- want of support merely as a writer. '

No. 6. I lay claim to no such patriotism, nor do X at
all think it was the “duty” of an American to refute
the allegations of M. Saulnier, apart from what he otred
to General Lafayette. He nright do it, or he might not, as
he saw proper. I such a duty had in truth existed, of all
the men in America, ¥ was perhapsthe one.on whom it was
the least imperative. I had already made a heavy sacri-
fice 10 support the character of this country abroad, and
the effort had been so indifferently regunited at home, that
¥ should have thought myself -fairly exempt from a.n'y
further gervice- of the sort.

No. 7. Al this, and indeed most that goes before it in
the same paragraph, certainly is net justified by any thing
I had said. It ascribes a meaning to me, 1 think, quite
without authority. I am not corplaining of criticism, but
of the Press lending itsel{to the views of our enemies. This
is 80 obvious on the face of my letter, that I confess this
portion of the article of the Courier and Enquirer, struck
me as being expressty designed to give undué importance
to the eritique of the American.

No. 8 I-never went abroad “to reap laurels on a wider
field,” nor did my presence in Europe in the shghtest de-
gree extend any little réputation I may possess as a writar,

6
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or add a dollar to my means. What I wrote was just as
much before the European public: before 1 quitted home,
as it is now, and instead of making friends abroad to puff
and sustain me, I wade enemies, as will presently be
shown, by refusing to submit to the practiees of those: who
call themselves critics.  All that the Courier says on this
head, therefore, is uttered under an erroneous impressian,
and is in no degree warranted by the facts.

No.9. There is a singular misconception of the cire
curnstances in this paragraph. My choice was made ; #
was in favor.of my own country, her charaeter and her
institutions ; and 1ny complaint was not- that foreigners
abused me, but that those in whose favor this choice had
been made, helped to circulate their abuse.

1 could say a great deal more concerning this article of
the Courier and’ Enquirer, but I presume enough has beet
shown to make it appear that it has not been written with
sufficient attention to the facts of the case. I.shall advert
to only two morg of its statements. My country is said to
have advanced my fortune and my fame. The last is a
word of pregnant signification, and is pot to be used lightly.
‘We have seen already the embarrassment into which the
American has got, by flinging about this term too liberally.
But putting the degree out of the question, the truth of this
remark of the journal must depend on a principle that is
general. If ¥ owe reputation to- my country, I owe grati-
tude; and if X owe both, other Americans are in the same
predicament. Under what a load of obligation to their
country, for instance, such men as Washington, Franklin,
and Jay, particularly the latter, must have lived and
died, if this novel doctrine of the Couzier and Enquirer
ghould happen to be true !

But I have more interest in uettlmg the point of fortune.
It is bad enough to have obligations of this sort- thrown
into one’s face when they are true, but it becomes a litte

—— i e e
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hird to be borne when there is no foundatien whasever for
the prétension. I cannot suppose that the journal inbains
to be unddrstood that I am ihdebted tothose who may have
botght any books I have written. 86 far from this
being true, some of the latter ‘are still indebled to me,
and this too without. much hope of payment. 1 presume
4 literary man does not intend to degrade literature,
and vyet it would be just as.true to tell the grocer at his
mettrest . comer, that the fortune he is making by his in-
dustry and judgment, is due to the liberality of the. public,
%3 it i8 to. tell a writer that he is indebted to the public for
the mnoriey that is peid him by his publmher The pab-
It buys to please itself, and not to confer favors on an-
thors; utid, could the experiment be tried, I will answer for
it, that were any popular book of a native writer to be pira:
ténd mnd sold at half price, it would be found that the rogud
disposed of two eopies to the honest dealer’s one.”- 1am led
to think that the writer of this article was under a mis.
take that I am afraid-is sufficiently general, and whioh I
hope now to be able to remove. - '
Bince my retura home, applications have been madeé to
e to know the-amount of the salary and of the emiolus
metts of the consulate of Lyons, of which I was certainty
ihe incumbent for & year or two. I have also understood,
fiom & member of Congress, that there was an impressiod

;It s an amosing comm.entary on this opinion of the joornal, that a
great many inetances have ‘come to my knowledge of Ameticans who have
not read any thing'l bve written, for thre avowed reason st mothing ool
could come frem a cothiryman. A fow daye after toy return, 1 et wo old
friend in the street. He appeared glad to see me—no glad, that I thoughi,
his recoption ane of the warmest it had been my good fortune to teet with,
Afier a Htgle conversation, T discovered that his joy proceeded from an inh-
preddion that T hiad been dead womo six orceven yédre, Héte wilh ikthindf
tikigy ot once, it liswof all this fune. Unbeppily, there are many reasons
why this countrs, can give * fagne” to no one; and among them is l.hedqn
ding practice o leaning on others for so thamy of its opinione.
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I had a salary from the government ; and, in & pretended
sketch of my life, that appeared lately in one of the papers,
and in which, I think, thirteen alleged facts had just three
traths) I'am said to have filled the office of chargé d'affaires
at Paris, a situation that would have given me $4500 out-
fit, and as mueh of yearly salary. No part of all this is true.
Mr. Clay (I wish it to be understood that this letter is writ-
ten without the slightest view to party, for I shall never
voluntarily lower myself from the condition of & freeman to
become the mere political partizan of any man) very kindly
acceded to my request of making me a consul, with a view
that, while travelling, I might not have the air of expatriat-
ingsmyself. Lyons was chosen simply because there was
nothing to do. . This office cost me just one hundred dol-
lars inr outfit, and returned to me just nothing. After a
little time I resigned the nominal situation, under the com-
viction that gross abuses exist in a great deal that relates to
our foreign appointments, abuses that I still hope to expose,
and because I felt it was incumbent oh fne tp set an ex-
ample of the principles I professed.

This consulate was of no other.use to me than that I.

have named. It.gave neither money, ,soclal rank, nor
personal consideration, and I claim no merit for the mode-
ration of my views. As to the office of chargé d'affaires,
1do not see how the mistake could-well have arisen. It
is a situation I certainly could not have taken for many
reasons ; for which I never in any xnapner applied; nor
in any way desired. It is possible ghat the writer of the
-article in question, in the ardor of his patriotism, has sup-

posed that the interest I manifested in the Finanee Con-

troversy may have been quickened by a fat salary, This
opinion was not unnatural, for the secretary of state had
made an appeal to all the governors to preduce their
statements to show, in defence of the action of free insti-
tutions, that our side of the question was right. With
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these views of the case, he has probably fallen into an
extor- from some confusion in the facts. The office of
chargé d’affaires was conferred on a gentleman who cer-
tainly bhad_ a part in the Finance Controversy; but, his
opinions being directly opposed to those of General Lax-
fayette and myself, he. happened to take the opposite side
of the Guestion. As between me and my country, the
actount current of both profit and honor exhibits a blank
sheet. I have never laid any . claim to having conferred
either, and I _.do not feel disposed to admit that I have re-
ceived either. This is a sybjeet on which. 1 equld, gladly
have been silent,-but as it has been pressed. into notice, it
is due to myself to state the truth. The private feelings
and interests of an individual can be of no great moment
to the public, and 1 shall say ne more, unless it be 1o add,
that there.is a facetiousness in the opinion of the joumal
on the subject of the “honor” I have received ﬁ'om my
countrymen, that touches on mockery.
I come now to the article of the Commcml Advar-.
- [See.nota B., end of pamphlet.}. Tt consists of an
extract from .the Revue Encyclopédlque on the Heiden-
mauer ; of some joint comments of the editor of the journal,
and of a, correspondent, touching the impropriety -of fo-
reigners meddling with the politics of France;. and an as-
sertion, that France woyld not have abused uys had certain
of our countrymen not meddled with her private affairs,
The allusions were obviously intended for me. Apazt
from a good deal of puerility in believing it any juati-
fication for vituperating.a whole people; that one or two
of its citizens had misbehaved, this article is written
jesuitically as to ‘marmer, illogically as to its reasoning,
and erroneously ag to its facts. 'The history of the manner
in which I entered into the discussion on'the cost on govern.
ments has-been.given ; and the reader is left to judge. for
. himseif how far I obtruded my opinions on a foreign peo-
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ple. If it be meant that 1 meddled privately with foreign
politics it is a mistake, and all reports to the contrary are
untrus. Whenever there was a question of bringing the
example of Ameriea to bear-upon the rest of the world, it
wad my wish that it should be done with truth, and as I
strongly condemned the coirse taken by too many of oitr
countrymen abroad, who defend our:own system as the
one bestadapted to ouf immediate situation, when appealod
% on this heud, and on proper occasions, it was my habit
to defend it on principle. ¥ had early learned. the use thit
was-raade by any concessions on this topic, and I deter
mined that if any man quoted me against the action of
free gévernments, he should quote me wrongfully. Evet
this has been done, 50 eager are the aristocrats to shateh
any thing like n eoncession from an American ; but aghinast
such a frand no human foresight can guard.

The letter to Mx. Morse wds written chiefly to draw the
attention of the public to particular facts. 1 helieved them,
and 1 belicve still, that the article of the Commercial had ite
rise in the approhensions of an agent of the United States,
whe felt that if I-was right in the. affair of the Finance
Discussion; he had been very wrong; and who wasd désixots
of forestalling public opinion, with a view to weaken the
effect of any statement of the facts I might hereafter malke.
Atded to this, was a wish on my part to check the degra-
ding practice .of quoting from the foreign journals to which
there has 50 often been allusion. I hdd little inferest in
the result, for the letter to Mr. Motse, a grest part of whick
has not been published, acquainted that gentleman with a
resolution, that- had long been made, of ababdoning the
pursuits of a writer, (a resolution that he well knew had
ot been lightly foried ;) and that I only waited to eomply
with' existing engagements to bring the tales to an end.
This ha¥ been done, the last book of the series having
been published. 1did not.go irough the fortii of taking
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loave of the veader, for I had never known any other pab-
lig than my own eountry, and ¥ fully believe the-editor of
the American when he says, that I have been losing- its
favor sinee I went abroad. Under such circumstances,
a lsave-taking would have been mockery, and I only allude
ta the facts.now, as & witness releasos his rights in & con-
tested claim, or to purge myself from. the imputation of
having an interest in the result. . I wish what I am about
to say not to be lost, but that it may serve those who come
after me. 1do not think this is a country in which any
man can yet hope to be sustained as & writer, should he
decide to take part- frankly with the instititions amd
character of his country ; the feelings. of those who com-
trot public sentiment on subjects of this nature, are opposed
to his sucoess;* but should any young aspirant for lite.
rary reputation believe otherwise, I apn willing to make ap
effort to afford him fair play. ‘This opinion will probably
surprise many of iny readers, for there is a supernbundanca
of patrietio profession ; but let any discerning man look .
cloaelynttheﬁcta,andl ’behevehewﬂleomo to-mywuy '
of thinking. -

" The editor of the Commeneial appears to have had-omo
misgivings himself, as- to the propriety .of the ocouree he
was taking. He says that the review (la' Revue Encyelo-
pédigue,) was sent to him along with a lettor from a corres-
pondent; and when a foreign publication is thus iatrodw-
eed, the public bas a right to believe that the ¥ eorsespon-
dent” is a correspondent abroad ; and this the more espe-
cially when the allusion is made in a journal that is com-
stantly tﬂonnahmg its fomign cormspmdema before ite
l-eadem o

T - ™

‘Tkimdhuﬁﬁ,mm&amm“&-
taied Uy oxpadnncg .
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I am now told that the article was concocted in this city,
between the editor and a young man who was never out of
his native country, to whom I was a perfect stranger, and
who-could know nothing of my private cpurse abroad, ex-
cept: from the dangerpus and uncertain evidence of vulgar
rumony.. 1 neither know nor care whether this report be
true-or false. * X-have been openly assailed; my discretion
has been impugned ; my.conduct misrepresented, and the
right to defend ryself will not be denied. - However direct
may have.been the agency of the diplomatic functionary
alluded to, I have no doubt that his representations are at

the bottom of the whole affair. As to this young-man, if
" he prove not a man of straw, he will not be the first who
has believed that he played the organ when'he was ¢nly.
blowing the bellows, 1 repeat, then, it -is my opinion that
the said diplomatic agent is at the bottom of the whole af-
fair. I thought I could detect.even his style in the lan-
guage of the Commercial’s correspondent ; but if 1 was mis-
taken in this particular, then there are two persons who
make such a, parade of prepositions as “ to, at and for,” in-
stead of one. At a future day, when better prepared, I shall
speak more openly on this point, T'he editor of the Com-
mercial himself appears to have distrusted the propristy of
what he was doing, for he places its justification on his
 knowledge of the fact that Mr. Cooper prefers the censure,
to the praise, of the newspaper press. Of this peculiarity
of his taste he has taken care to inform us in the preface to
the. Heidenmauer, in- which he says in so many words—
¢ Bach hour, as life advances, am 1 made to see how capri-
cious.and vulgar is the immortality conferred by a néwspe-
per.’” Now this sentence is made the apology of the editor
of the Cornmercial for admitting into his columns an attack
against the interests and character of an absent country-
mah; under cover of an article that was written by he
knew. not whom; which article contained a direct contre-
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diction of itself to prove its worthlessness; which sppeared
in a periodical of little reputation, and which derived all its
influence here, frotn a degrading practice which this editor
did not hesitate to aid in upholding, in order to gratify his
resentments. - I now propose to furnish proof of the con-
sistency and sineerity of the editor of the Commereial Ad-
vertiser. :

First as to the application of the sentence from: the pre-
face of the Heidenmauer. I was giving an account of a
journey which took me to the scene of the tale. 'The route
led across the country which bhad just been traversed
by the Princg of Orange in his celebrated march upon
Brussels; a march which bad so nearly effected a counter-
revolution in Belgium. "The journals were teeming with
denunciations of the Dutch for their excesses, and the
Prince of Orange was unhesitatingly consigned to lasting
infamy, for the cruelties, conflagrations, and other ontrages:
that he had permitted or ordered. T'hese facts were subjects
of public notoriety. On passing over the scene of this pre-
tended violence, a few days after it was stated to have oceur-
ted, T looked in vain for the evidénces of its truth. 'The re-
mark, which the editor of the Commercial deems a justifi-
cation of his course, was elicited by these facts, The word
vulgar is used in its broad and true signification, and,
in the sentence in which it was wused, it meant common-
place or liable to popular error; but in the Commereial it
is put in italics, as if its editor attached some snch meaning
to it, as would be bandied between two cobbler’s wives that
were disputing about-the gentility of their respective cote-
ries. 'This is a simple statement of the facts. 1 beg the
reader to give 2 moment to their application.

In the New-York Commercial Advertiser, of June 17,
1833, among a good deal more to the same effect, I find
these words: ¢ The precipitate manner in which many
conductors of papers condemn men and measures, upon

7
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slight evidenes, is one of the prevailing evils or rather sins

of this country. 'The conductors of public papers occupy
a very responsible situation in society ; many of them are
men of talents; but party spirit has so far perverted the
proper use of the press, that it has been seriously questioned
by sensible men, whether, on the whole, the press serves
most to enlighten public opinion with truth, or to pervert
it with error.® 'The letter of which this extract is a part,
is signed N. Webster; a gentleman of great experience,
who was once, 1 believe, editor of what is now the Commer-
cial Advertisor, himself, and- who probably understood
very well what he was saying. 'This letter was doubtless,
on the principle which justified the attack on me, in-
troduced into the Commercial in order to furnish a
justification of an attack agzinst Dr. Webster's- dictionary,
or & reproof for his holding sound American opinions
when he was in Europe ; as, I am happy to say, is under-
stood to have been the case:--no such thing: it is intro-
duced by a merited eulogium on the venerable lexicogra.
pher, to whose especial benefit a whole column of the
Commercial is devoted ! It would offend the reader's.com-
mon sense to say any more.

There seems to be an opinion prevalent . among some of
" the editors of this country, that they who conduct the
public press, are invested with peculiar privileges. 'The
press is either a powerful instrument of good, or a terrible
engine of evil. They who control it, do not possess a
single right that is not equally the property of every one of
their' fellow-citizens ; while, in place of these imaginary
immunities, - they exercise the self-assumed office under
» moral responsibility that should cause every man of
principle to hesitate before he undertakes duties so grave,
A grosser abuse of accidental circumstances cannot be
imagined, than that of a man of envious and malignant
temperament, pouring out the workings of an avil -spirit,
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under fhvour of these oxtraordinary means of publieity,
ecarrying pain into the bosoms of families, making his crude
opinions the arbiters of reputation, and pulling down,
without the talent to build up again. "Fhe misconeeption
on the subject of these imaginary privileges, has arisen
from the fuct that ebitrary governments, aware of the
influence of the journals, having curtailed even the
power to do good, and free governments having restored
to them this unquestionable right, some, who identify their
own selfishness too closely with principles which ought to
be sacred, have fancied that the emancipation from &
wrong has brought with it a charter for licentiousness.

- All that is believed to be necessary, has now been said in
reply to the three journals particularly named, and 1 shall
beg the reader to have patiepce, while 1 furnish some
evidence of the quality of the mental aliment that is daily
served out to the American public, by the practice of
copying the opinions of foreigners. 1 shall be obliged
to speak continually of myself, for the reasons already
given; but, X trust, the apparent egotism will be par-
doned; when jt-is remembered that in no other way
could I command the same materials; or furnish evidence
so little liable to error.” The object is to let my country-
men ‘into some of the secrets of the critical fraternity,
at the same time that I show the danget of doing
injustice by circulating calumnies of unknown origin,
and lay bare the united ignorance and. impudence of
those abroad who affect to speak of us, as the greater
experience of the old world would appear to entitle the
sages of the east to treat the tyros of the west. In order
to effect such a purpose, I shall cull, from a large mass of
information that I possess, a set of facts, that may change
the evidence in a way to meet most of the vdrieties of the
abuse to which, from the practice named, we render our.
selves liable. '
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It was in the autumn of 1830, that I first saw, ¢n an
American journal, a short article on pryself, extracted
from an English publication, which was particularly in-
tended to wound my feelings and those of my family, and
which was calculated to give the world a very erroneous
opinion of, at least, one trait in my private character, .

1 had become the object of particular resentment to a
certain portion of the English, from the circumstance of
baving written a statement of the causes of the hostility
and prejudices which so generally exist in their country
- against our own. This resentment was greatly increased
by the fact that the book I had written was translated
into different languages, and circulated thronghout Europe.
. Hitherto they had told their own story; but an American
had now Joined issue with, them, and, for a movelty, had
obtained a hearing at the bar of Europe. 1 was vitupe.
rated .in England—a country whose repuiation for this
species of warfare is pretty well established-—as a matter of
course ; for this I was prepared, having well weighed the
matter beforehand ; but here I had the pain of seeing an
American journal stooping to become the instrument of
Einglish ribaldry against an absent countryman, who
meither merited this particular act of injustice, nor any
personal attack from the press of hig own people. It may
be well to examine the authority of this injurious tale, in
order that the compliance of our own journalist may stand
out in proper relief.

1 regret that a long search has not enabled me to find
the paragraph in question. It had been quoted into the
from an English journal, which had found it in a
posthumous publication of the late Mr. William Hazlett,
A writer whose reputation may teach caution to those who
are addicted to indiscriminate deference for foreigmers:
But although it is not inmy power to quote its words, I
refain & very distinct recollection of its substance. It says
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that while -3ir Walter Scott came to the reading rooms of
the Messrs. Gagliniani, sitting down modestly in the onter
room, I was in the habit of running about the streets of
Paris (}!) and, furthermore, that in society 1 was in the
practice of getting into corners and making faces, as if X
would invite the company to admire the American Walter
Scott. Puerile as all this may appear, in substance, Mr.
William Haelett did not hesitate to write it, his successors
to print it, and the American journal in question to utter
it to this country. It is evident on its face, that the writer
himself had no very distinct idea of the nature of my
sins, so far as they were connected with the shop of the
Messrs. Gagliniani and the streets. Mr. Cooper running
about the streets of Paris, and Sir 'Walter Scott taking
his seat in the outer room at Gagliniani's, prment no very
sm.kmg images of criminality.

“ 1t is sufficiently plain that Mr. Hazlett, who was an utter
stranger to me, had been charged with stories to my pre-
judice ; and, probably feeling well disposed as an English-
man to resent the hardihobd of an American who had
presumed to tell the world a few naked truths on the
points at issue between the countsies, he gave vent to his
animosity without making a particular draft on his logic.
I could not desire a better proof of what I now wish to
impress on my countrymen, than is to be found in this
very paragraph.. Here is a European writer of some erni-
nence, permitting prejudice to escape him in a form to
betray itself, and this too without the smallest qualification
of common sense. What had my running about the
streets.of Paris to do with Sir Walter Scott’s sitting down
in the outer room at Gagliniani’s, or vice versa? I think
I can explain this matter to the reader. The Messrs,
Gagliniani had reprinted in ‘the original, from sheets ob.
tained in England, all my talesupto the time of my arrival
at Paris. It was then necessary that I should take the



84

charge of my own works, to secure my right at home ; and
I had an interview with one of the Messrs. Gagliniani on
the subject. I was twice at their establishment. The
first time, when nothing was determined or indeed pro-
posed, I.sat>down too in the outer room, being fatigued ;
and when I was rested, I went away, without in the least
suspecting I had done any thing particularly condescend.
ing. The second visit was made a short time afterwards,
nccompanied' by a European friend. 'The interview
took’ place in a garden, and I was treated with so much
superciliousness, that my stay was short. 'Fhe gentleman
with me expressed strong indignation at the manners of
Mr. Gagliniani, and observed that, in my place, he would
have nothing more to do with him. This advice was ex-
actly in conformity with my own feelings, and I have
never entered the building of the Messrs. Gagliniani rom
that hour to this, A respectable bookseller assured me a
few months after this occurrence, that he had heard Mr.
Gagliniani threaten to injure the sale of iny books, and to
dome all the harm he could, a threat, I believe he was very
capable - of executing, so far as his means would -allow.
This man has probably repeated some of his tales to Mr.
Hazlett, who, yielding to a prejudice, has so far forgotten
himself as to record them in the puerile manner in which
they appear ; and an American journal does not hesitate
to circulate what has thus been written by a foreigner! I
will furnish one proof of the weight that ought to be
attached to these loose opinions of the Messrs. Gagliniani.
‘When Mr. Horatio Greenough and Mr. Morse came up
from Ytaly to Paris, in 1831, they went to the Gagliniani’s
in order to obtain my address.. On asking for me, as
friends, they were led to believe that I was an habitué of
the rooins, and an intimate there! As to my making
faces in society, and standing in the corner—heaven save
the mark! 1 never saw Mr. Hazlett but onee; and never

e —
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exchanged a syllable with him in my life. At one of the
public evenings of Gen. Lafayette, I observed that the lat-
ter had been conversing with a stranger, who had the air
of a student, and, as I thought, of an American. Believing
it might be some one that I should be glad to know, I ap-
proached our illustrious host and asked if the conjecture
was right. He told me that I was mistaken; that the
_ stranger was Mr: Hazlett, offering to introduce me if I
wished to make his acquaintance. I declined the intro-
duction in conformity with the rule already named, and
© from which I Lave never voluntarily departed. There
was not so mruch reason, moreover, agreeably to the usages
of society, why I should have sought an introduction to
Mr. Hazlett, ag that Mr. Hazlett should have made the first
advances to me. But, I did not care to make his acquaint-
ance, and there the matter might very well have ended.
It appears he did not think so; for he wrole me down.as a
coxcomb, possibly in consequence of my showing no
empressment to make his agguaintance. 'The reader is
not to suppose that Mr. Hazlett knew of Gen. Lafayette's
offer, for he did not ; but even if he had, it was no excuse
for calumniating a man with whom he never exchanged a
syllable. As 1o his assertion that I took pride in being
called “'The American Walter Scott,” it will be seen it
was quite gratuitous, and, if permitted to speak for myself
on this peint, I shall merely say that it gave me just as
much gratification as any nick-name can give a gen-
tleman., There exists in all large towns, like London and
Parig, a set of very equivocal gentlemen and ladies, who
aim at bringing themselves into notice without much re.
spect for propriety. 'These people, who ordinarily want
both breeding and intellect, a.pd not unfrequently charac-
ter, seek out every object of hotoriety, less with a view to
flatter him than to enhance their own importance. 'They
are not easily repuised by the quiet negatives of good
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breeding, but efien urge their requests to importunity. I
denied, they almost invariably take their revenge by en-
deavoring to undervalue the very illustrafion, es the
French have it, that they had previoysly perhaps exaggera-
ted. I was awkwardly placed as respects this troublesoms
class of patrons, A father and a husband, and one who
did not'choose altogether to overlook character in his asso-
ciations, I have reasou to think, thai a great many ene-
mies were made in this way, and that a great number of
idle reports, that have reached me, had their rise in the
vindictive resentments of troublesome, adventurers of
this sort. I remember a ludicrous case of their modesty
which shall be given. It was our misfortune to make &
'slight acquaintance with a family of this description in one
of the Italian towns. The acquaintance, on our part, was
managed with so much circumspection that it was con-
fined to the exchange of a few cards, and when we sent
the usual signs of leave-taking, previously to quitting the

place, we congratulated ourselves that the thing was hap-

pily ended. It seems we reckoned without our host,. for,
at .a moment when the trunks were packed, the lodgings
discharged, and we were actually on the point of depart-
ing, we got a visit, I might almost say of reproach, for
thinking of quitting - the place without attending a rout
that the family intended to give the following week, and to
which we had not even received an invitation. The
scene was ludicrously provoking. The modest proposal
was msde, and this by people who were now, for the first
time, within my doors, that a large family should change
all its axrengements, and postpone its departure, on a jour-
ney that was to transplant it from the centre of Italy to the
cantre of Germany, in order to attend “our party!”
These people loft us with the air of those who had receiv-
ed a serious injury, and, like Mr. Hazlett, may have
ascribad my obstinacy to the fact that I was the American:
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Walter Scett. A slory founded on such an opinion weould
circulate widely in this country, to any man’s disadvantage ;
and, although in the case of a writer of mere fiction the
consequences are of importance to no one but himself, there
might easily occur instances in which the reputations of
grave defenders of our dearest rights would be under-
mined by the facility of which k complain,

I forbear to state a great many shameless decoptions that’
have actually been practised, at my individual expense, on
the American Public. A brief recapitulation of two or
three instances must suffice.

The New-York American-published in 1827 the trans-
lation of & review of The Prairie, with a view, as was
stated in the journal, to show the reader the light in which
the author was held by foreigners. This critical notice (if '
the declaration of the man himself is to be believed) was
wrjtten by an American who had changed his religion, re~
nounced his country, and who shortly afterwards abscond-
ed from Paris with a reputation that no one can envy.

In 18281 saw a statement, in a New-York journal, of an
opinion that Sir Walter Scott had expressed concerning
the stand I had taken on national questions, and which
opinion was intended to lower me in the estimation of-my
countrymen. Thisstatement very evidently came from the
 enemy. Itreferred toa time when I had never seen Sir
Walter Scott ; when we did meet, literally the first words
be uttered was to express his respect for the very course
which this statement intended to deride.

In 1829 an account of the manner in which I employed
my time at Rome was published, although I did not visit
that city till five months afterwards.

During a negotiation with a Paris bookseller,* 1 was

* A French critic has lately intimated that I have boen reaping large omo-
luments from bis countrymen. { have naver attempted to sell & copy-right
uny where but ot homs. It is 1oue that one conteact, writlen in England wnd

8
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rudely assailed in a French journal, for the purpose, as was
afterwards admitted, of lessening the value of the publica-
tions in my own eyes. Such expedients are constantly re-
sorted to in France. . -

At Florence, in 1829, a person obtruded himself on me
In a manner opposed to all the forms of society, impudently
annourcing himself to be a French eritic who had done a
great deal to extend the circulation of my works. I need
scarcély say that an acquaintance, ushered in with such an
introduction, was declined. Just before leaving Europe,
I decidentally learned that this person wrote against me
in every journal in which he could obtain admission for
his articles. I believe the critigue lately translated by. the
editor of the American, from the Journal des Débats,and

sent to France for my signature, did express the contrary ; but I rempnatrated
against the cxpression, and never permitted it tobe used again. In Enghnd,
the sheeta of what ] had written Wers sold, for the purchaser to do what he
pleased with them. The pame thing was done for Sir Walter Soott in
Americs, and is constantly practised by other English authors. In France,
1 50ld the sheets for transiations, more with a wish to control the time of pub-
lication, by acting in concert with the publisher, than with a view to profit,
‘'The trifing amount received went to the uses of ancther. The aheets of
three or four books were also soid in Germany, by the same person, and for his
benefit. He died before the money for vus Yook was received, and it remains
unpaid to this bour, It will be remembered that thers were, in zll cases,
translations previouely to these arrangements.

As respects Prance, a calenlfion. mede on known dads, has shown that [
paid to the French Government in taxes, during different residences in that
couniry, conaiderably more money than was obtained from the sales of the
sheets of fourteen books. France and Germany cxccpwd I never had even
any indirect connexion with the transiations.

The New-York Mirror has, more than vace, adverted to the amount of my
roceipts, with & Wptife it is not edsy to tistake. On what primnipls the edi-
tor of n journal can conceive himaelf authorized tp meddls wikk the priyate
affairs of & citizen, I do not know; but the staterents of the journal in ques-
Hon on thirwubject, as they rehie to mysclf, ere not funded in truth. It
remains for the publle to decide whethor it will tolerate or not this meddling
with private interests, by every one whe can got the command of a little mk
and & fow types. The usurpation of such a right is not only English imi
tion, but imitation of its lowest and Jesst commendable school.
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which he compares with the communicafion of Cassio, in
order to-show that the latter was not borrowed, to have
been written by thisman. Itis true I never saw the article
in question before it appeared in the American; but it is
written in the.temper, and has the initial letters of my
modest visiter. I believe much the greater part of the
hostile French critigues on myself to have becn wntten,
in a spirit of revenge, by this man.

- 'To such impositions is he- hable ‘who blmdly copies
from the journals ef Europe. -I could make this part of
the case much. stronger, but graver matter awaits our con-
sideration.

The habit of fostering this defersnce to foreign opinion
is dengerous to the very institution's under which we live.
Thig is the point at which I have aimed from the com-
mencetment ; for, while I feel that every defender of the
action of our own system is entitied to fair-play, 1 have
never had the weakness to believe thal any personal in-
terests of my own are a matter of sufficient importance to
others, to require a publication like the present. “

‘The practice of deferring to foreign opinion is  dangerous
to the institutions of the country. : -

In order to render the case that I wish to present clear,
it will be necessary to take a short review of the institu-
tions themselves.

‘The government of thie Umted States is a pecuhar con-
federation of many different bodies politic, for specified ob-
jects embracing certain of the higher functions of sovereign-
ty, aud to which we have given the appropriate name of a
Union. The action of this government is obtained by a
systom: of representation which, while it is compound and
complicated in its elements, possesses, in fact, the redeeming
and essential quality of simplicity, by providing that none
but common interests shall be subject to its control.  And,
yet, while we actually possess, under the provisions of the
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Constitution, the essential requisite of an ensemble in.the
legal operation and spirit of the institutions, nothing is
sasier than to create an antagonist action, by overstepping
the limits of the compact, A single glance at the instru-
ment itself will explain my meaning. )
- A Union, from its very nature, must be g representative
form of government; but the mere circumstance that a
government ig representative by no means establishes its
character, which depends on the fact of whom the parties
are that are represented. Under our system, each State is
the arbiter of its own constituency, subject to the single
condition that its form of polity shall be that of a Republic.
A republic is a government in which the executive power
is not hereditary, or in which.the laws are administered in
the name of & Commonwealth instead of that of a Prince.
Venice, Poland, Frankfort, Unterwalden, Berne and Con-
necticut, are or were all republics. New-York, in virtue of
ite reserved rights, has decided that its constituency shdll
be represented on the principle of universal suffrage. Vir-
-ginia has a freehold qualification. Either of these States
has & right to modify its representation as it shall think
best for its own interests. In point of fact, it is true the
states of this Union are neerly all democracies, but they
have attained this near approach tp harmony by their own
- acts ; for, under the limitations of the Federal Constitution,
it is quite within the legal competency of the several bodies
corporate which compose the Union, to make that Union a
represertation of democracies, or of aristocracies, or of a
mixture of both, by altering the characters of the respective
constituencies, Did the government of the United States
possess more minute powers, therefore, and were the States
to exercise the privilege just mentioned, making their re-
presentations 2 mixture of aristocracies and democracies,
disunion or revolution would inevitably follow. Allhough
theye ars instances in which monarchies and aristocracies
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conlesce in confederations for defined objeets, as in Germa-
ny; apd in which aristocracies and democracies unite for
the same purposes, there is no instance in history in which
these antagomnist principles have long existed, in the full
exercise of equal powers, in the form of a consolidatéd
community. 'The struggle between them has always pro-
duced revolution in fact, whatever may have been done in
 form. By studying, then, the danger of a union of great
antagonist principles in 4 consolidated form of government,
we are admonished to respect the conditions on which the
posstbility of their co-existence i¢ admitted into our own
system. Although Virginis, and certain other States, may
possibly be termed representative democracies, when con- -
sidered solely in teference to their white population; they
are in truth, even now, mild aristocracies, when considered
in reference to their whole population. Immaterial ag the
difference is i most cases between the polity of Virginia
and that of New-York, there are sofne points of disagree-
ment that sufficiently show how easy it is, by transcerding
the conditions of the Union, to awaken a spirit of hostility,
and to endanger the existence of the compact that now binds
them together. 'To these points of difference in principle
may be added, as teroporury causes of disunion, those inter-
ests which arise from difference of climate and productions.
Every government has two great classes of obstacles to’
contend with -—the propensitiés of human nature, and the
difficulties that arise from its particular manner of control-
ing itsown affairs. As the first is an evil that we share in
common with ail men, it may be distissed without com-
ment; but in the case of the second, it will be - useful to.
ailude here to one or two of these particular causes of em-
barrassment as they exist under our own system,
The first great difficulty with which this government
has 1o contend, is, for reasons that are obvious, the accurate
discrimination between the powers that are granted to the
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Union and those that are reserved by the states. The con-
tests which may arise on these vital questions can give
birth to the only true whigs and tories of America.  The
object of this Union was not simply government—this was
possessed in the several states—but it was to extend a nni.
form system over so large a space, as to reap the greatest
benefit from its aétion. )

It has been said by others that the adva.ntagas of the
Union, while they are admitted to be of the last importance,
are of a purely negstive character. This, I apprehend,is
little more than clothing 2 truism in pretending language.
The object of soolety in general is to enjoy the advantagea
of associgtion and protection; to say, therefore, that we
should be worse. off without the Union, is but another
method of saying that .we are better off with it. In Erope,
when the enemies of this system (and they are the friends
of all others)are driven from position to position in thear-
guments that frequently occur between them and Ameri-
cans, coneerning the merits and probable duration of our
polity, they uniformly raise the objection, “that your
government is only a. compromise.” Every government
is a compromise, or somsthing warse. Every community
that is not founded on such a principle must gacrifice some
of its interests to others ; and, in our own case, so far frqm
believing thut the mutual concessions that have been made
in the compact of .the Union: are opposed to the true spirit
of government, I shall contend that they are proofs thatits
real objects and just limitations were properly understood.
Disputes bave certainly occurred, originating in & diversity
of ‘employments ;, but we have not yet reached the period
when all the ordinary interests of civilized society dre pro-
perly balanced.  When that period shall arrive, and it oan-
not be distant, 1 think it will be found that this diversity of
employments is an additional ligament ta the Union.  Bug
while no great weight is to be given to a mere divarsity of.
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employments, every attention i8 due to those feelings that
enter into the daily habits and prejudices of men. In this
country, facts greatly outrun opinion. This is one of the
ressons that we see men looking behind.them to Europe for
precedents, instead of being willing to conduct their own
asfairs on their own principles. Had congress the right to
control those minuic interests of society that touch the
rooted practices of different sections of the Union, as they
are now controlled by the state legislatures, the revenue of
“the Union would not be worth. a year’s purchase; for
nothing but force would compel the Yirginian and the Ver-
montese to submit to the same detail of social organization.
In such & case we should quickly see the vicious influence
of the adverse principles of democracy and aristocracy.
Still, the constitution of the United States contemplates the
co-existence of these antagonist forces in our system,
through the several states, and it fully admits of their re-
Ppresentation, for it leaves to each community the power 1o
decide on the character of its constituency. It follows as
a corollary from the proposition, that either the framers of
the constitution were guilty of the gross neglect of ad-
mitting into the government of the Union the seeds of its
own destruction, or that they devised means to obviate the
natural conflict between prineiples so irreconcileably hos-
tile. They did the latter, by limiting the powers of the
new government to the control of thase interests that take
the same general aspects under every form of civilized so-
ciety, let the authority emanate from what sources it may.
"This provision, then, is our only safeguard, and. whils it is
Tespected, there is little serious ground to apprekend the
downfall of the system; but as seon as innovation shall

make any serious inroads on these sacred limits, the bond

which unites us will be severed. From all this is to be in-
ferred the immense importance of keeping the actioit of the

genieral government woost rigidly within its defined sphere,
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to the utter exclusion of all construction but that which is
clearly and distinctly to be inferred by hofest deductions
of powers that are conceded in terms.

. To the danger which awaits any departure from a severe
interpretation of the constitition, as it is to be apprehended
from the possibility, and indeed it might be added the ac-
tual existence of different elements in the federal constitu-
ency, may be added that which arises from the facility of
action through the organized forms of the state govern-
ments. The latter, however, when considered as distinct
from the difference in these elementsthemselves, is 2 danger
that arises solely from the inherent vices and weaknesses
of man. They may or they may not lead to evil, as eir-
cumstances shall direct; but the existence of antagorist
principles, or of conflicting elements, in the construction of
any government, must lead fo dissension, unless sorne un-
usual preventive is devised. As has been seen, in our own
case, the expedient is a limitation of powers.

The second embarrassment dependant on its own details,
with which the federal government has to contend, is the
possibility of an occasional want of concurrence in views
and action between the different branches of the constituted
authorities. 'This evil is pecnliar to our own form of
polity. 1t does not exist in England, and is almost the only
solid advantage which that country, in a‘pohncal point of
view, possesses over our own.

As I am aware there will be a disposition to cavil at
many of these positions, I may be permitted a word in the
way of explanation. It has been said that in no other fortn
of government is there the same danger from temporary
collisions between- the different branches of power, as in
our own. To this would probably be objected the exam-
ples of England, at certain periods of her history, of France,
since the restoration, and of divers of what are called the
constitutional states of Germany; such as Bavaria, Saxony,
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Wurtemberg, the Hessen and Nassau. As respects the
latter,-while they are included in the reasons about to be
given in relation to the two others, the instances they afford
are entitled to no respect, for they are all under the control
of an external and a superior force. Austria, Prussis and
Russia. would -interfere to. coerce the people,* and the
knowiedge of this fact only has probably prevented revolu- .
tion in them all. -

England; 6 far from being an exception to'the ground
just taken, affords the strongest proof of its justice, The
revolution of 1668 was owing to a struggle between the
powers of the state. Previomsly to that period the preroga-
tive was in the ascendant, and since that period it has been
constantly on the wane, until it is completely annihilated as
to all" practical political authority. - The laws are still
. administered in the name of the king it is true, his signa-

ture is necessary to certain acts, and he is yet called the
head of the church and state ; but aristocracy has cast its
.web about him with so much ingenuity, that the premier
conductshis hand, the chancellor wields his conscience, and
parliament feeds- him, until he is reduced to the cordition of
a well dressed lay-figure. There undeniably was a con-
test between parliament and the prerogative during the four
reigns that preceded the last, and the result goes to prove the
very position I have taken.. This contest has wrought the
effects of revolution, perverting the government from a mo-
narehy to an oligarchy. The entire authority of the state,
even to that of dictating his ministers to the king, is virtu-
ally ip the hands of parliament. Open, palpabls revolution
has been carefully avoided, simply because the tendency
of such convulsions is to elevate the low and to depress

» Fmahomlght Bow be addud to the list of those states that would di-
recily, or. indirettly, Iend ite influenco to effect the same object.

9.
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the great, and it was the wish of the aristocracy to-effect
ita purpose by indirect means, and by the fictions of legali-
ty. - 'The ascendancy of the thousand familiés who control
the British empire has been obtained under the ery of
liberty.

As the situation of France has not admitted of as much
legal fraud as that of England, her example, since the
restoration, is still more plainly in favor of the truth of
our position. The contest between the crown and the
chambers led Louis XVIIL to alter the charter ; and a few
years later, when opinion had gathered force, and legis-
lation began to assume most of its ordinary atiributes,
his successer lost his erown, In mak:ng a similar at-
tempt. ’ :

Thus far, in quoting the examples of the’ Europea.n
states it has been the intention to show merely the inevi-
table tenaency of struggles between the executive and the
legislature, considered in connexion with leading principles,
and under the supposition that the eonstituency and the re-
presentation are of the same mind. in the cases of what are
called in Europe represeniative governments, the eventual®
danger has been somewhat lessened, and the temporary in-
convenience removed, by a very simple expedient. The
crown has power to prorogueor dissolvé the legislature. The
reasons, therefore, why the embarrassment that arises from
{emporary collisions between the exécutive and the legisla-
ture is greater in Americd than in England or France,
are to be found in the fact that the chambers cau be dis-
solved, and the fact that should the new elections be adverse

* In England the danger has been averted by virtually reducing sl the
powers of the government 1o one body. The conslituency of England is, as
to political effect, the property uf the represcntation. In cases where the land-
lonl does nof conirol, the open vote gives the richest man usarly the centainty
of being elected. The sxceptions Jo avt affect the rule. ’
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o those who wield the power of the crown, the chambers, in
their tirn, compel a change of ministers. The alternative,
as was the case in France in 1830, is revolution. It is un-
necessary to say that the executive of this country Has no
power to dissolve . congress, or congress any power to dis-
solve a ministry. The inevitalde consequences of the con-
tinusnce of sach collisions, viz. revolution,ér changes equal
in effect to revolution, is obvinted .only by the frequency of
the elestions.

We will retwsn %0 our own pohty

% will be admitted that the government of the United
States is one of powers delegated for limited and de-
fined purposes.” Its suthority is to be found only in the
censtitution. Precedent, ss it is derived from our own
practice, js valuable merely as it has been established on
sound principles, and as & is derived from the practices of
athers, is to be received with a cautious exammanon into
it fitness for our pecaliaz condition.

The h1ghest authority known to the constitution, in its
spirit, is the cofistituency. Itsitsin Jjudgment over all, and
approves or condemns at pleasure. - All the branches of the
deputed government, executive; legislative and judicial,
are equally amenable o its decisions. It has retained the
power of éven changing the characters of its several ser-
vauts; of placing the 'authoriey of the presiders in the hands
of @ committee of congress, or in any other depos:tory it
shall select; of dispensing with the judiciary altogether,
or of modlfymg its quties. at pleasure ; of re-modelling
the legislature and of issuing to it new commissions, as it
shall see fit. The only restraint it has laid on its own acts,
is & provision pointing out the form in which its will is to
be expressed, and a solitary condition touching that delicate
point of the rights of the several states, which secures to
sach an equal representation in the senate. When the
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constituency and the people are identical, this beccmes
political liberty.

The\lugh&:t attributes of the consmuenc} are delegate&
to the legislature, whose powers are as carefully and as
distinetly defined, as the nature of things would well per-
mit. The judiciary and executive are, in a great degree,
subordinate to. the will of the latter, on which there is no
restraint but the provisions of the compact, and from whieh,
when legitimately exercised, there is no appeal hut to the
constittenicy. Its members act with no other responsi-
bility than that whith they owe f0 their owh body,
and to the judgments that may be passcd upon their
measures by those who issued their commissions. Unlike
the oxecutive and the judiciary, they are lisble to no im-
peachment.® When the irresponsible nature of such a
power, divided as it is among many, is taken in connexion
with its extent, it is very obvious that far mare danger is
to be apprehended from the Jegislature, through innovations
on the principles of the constitution under the ‘forrs of
law, than from either of the two other branches of the go-
vernment, | They all exercise delegated powers, it is true,
and powersthat can be perverted from their legitimate uses ;
but congress is the least restrained, while" it possesses the

highest authority. It follows -of necessity that itis the

branch of this government most likély to abuse its trust,

Obvious as are these facts, what hits’ just been said is !

not the popular manner of viewing the subject. . The Eng-

lish aristocracy has so long been innovating on the pre-.

* Thia iz an instaace in which imitation has led us astray from the com--

mencement.  What sufficient reason can be given why the representative,
in = systemn like our, sheuld not be tried snd pumqhed for an abuse of trost,
as well ara joilge, or the pmdenﬂ In countries in which the repreuntahu

is cither an ydvocate or s mustor, thers in good cavss for bis imponity, batin.

sure, where Ur is oniy a servant, there is none,
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rogative of the crown, under the cry of liherty, and the
theory of the English constitution has so artfully favored
such a mystification; that we have caught the feeling of
another country, and are. apt to consider those to'whom
we have confided the greatest authority under the least
responsibility, the exclusive guardians of our liberties!
Such an opinion can only be entertained by a sacrifice of
beth fact and reason. 'The constituency is. ifs own pro-
tector, or our pretension. to real liberty would be idle. The
executive is & creature of our own forming, and for our
own good, and it is manifesty a weskness o comfound him
or his -authority, with & prince and. his prerogative, the
Tatter being based on the divine right.

--In & monarchy power is supposed to be the prerogative
of the crown, and what is called liberty is no more than
concessions obtained from the sovereign in behalf of the
subjoct. Under really free institutions, government itself
is no more than 4 congcession of powers for the henefit of
protection and association., It ig very possible that these
mun}_til concessions’ should produce an exactly similar set
of subordinate ordinances ar Iaws, and yet one government
shall enjoy real freadom, and the other possess no more
than its shadow. - The essance of liberty is in the ultimate
power to control, as residing in the body of the nation.
Hp form is exb:hmd through the rwponsxblhty of the pub-
lic agents.

The inference that I could wish to draw from this brief
_statement is the absolute necessity of construing the Consti-
tutiori of the United States on its own principles; of rigidly
respecting the spirit as well as the letter of its provisions;
and of never attenipting to avert any evil which may arise
under the practice of the government, in any other manner
than that which is pointed ount'by the instrument itself. On
no other terms can this Union be perpetuated, and on
these térms, there is reason to believe that our prospect of
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national happiness and power exceeds that of any other
peaple on the globe. s

I now propose to mention two or three cases in which
the habit of admitting fereign -examples into the adminis-
tration of otir own system, has violated the esseatial prin-
ciples of the great national compact. I shall commence
with the executive, although it might not be difficult to
‘show that the habit of reasoning of American iaterests on
Eaglish principles, has led, in some particulars, to the ofi-
ginal error of madeling the imstitutions themselves into
forms but indifferently suited to out actual condition. As
ry space is limited, I shall endeavor to be brief.

‘The appointing power of the president is. contained in
Art, II. See. 2, of the Constitution, and is expressed in these
words :—* And e shall nominate, and by and with the
advice and consent of the senate, shall appoint ambassa-
dors, other public ministers and eonsuls, &c. &c.” So far
as these particular officers are coricerned, there is no other
constitutional mode of appointing them, unless under the
provision of clause 3d, same section, which goes on to say,
that “ the president shall have power to fiil all vacancies
that may happen during the recess of the senate, by grant-
ing commissions which shall expire at the end of their next

session.” This provision was evidently made to prevent’

the necessity of calling the Senate togsther uselessly,
and, at the same time, to prevent the public service from
suffering.

T'wo practices have prevailed in the gavemment as’ t0'

the manner of deciding what offices shall be created.

In the one case, itis commanded by law that there shall .

be certain offices, and it becomes the duty of the presi-

dent and senate to name the persons who are to fill them..

in the other, it is left to the discretion-of those who held
the sppeinting power to settle the question, congress re-
tzining the check of refusing the money by which theyare
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to be paid. In the lattar case it is understood that thé ap-
pointment is legal, although asalary should be refused, pro-
vided the nominee will serve for nothing. As respeets
foreign ministers, their number, rank and destinatien, have
never been determined in any other masnner than by the
sitnple exercise of the appointing power.

M:. W. €. Rives, of Virginia, was regularly and legaliy .
appointed a minister to the court of France, in 1829. In
1832, he returoed home, and resigned. Soon after, Mr.
Leavitt Harris was -appointed, by the President and Se-
nate, & chargeé d'affaires to fill the vacant mission. In the
absence of any law to the contrary, this was the only me-
thod of determining what the rank of that mission should
be. .Some months later, and during the recess of the se-
nate, Mr. Harris either resigned or was removed, and Mr.
Livingston was appointed an Envoy Eviraerdinary and
Mirtister Plenipetentiary in his place. 'Whence did the
president derive bis power for making this appointment?
I see no other source than an inference that might be drawn
from the appropriations ; but can congress, even by a direct
law, give a power to the president to name a citizen to an .
original office during the recessof the senate ? It had been
determined that the inission to France should be that of a
chargé d’affaires, precisely in the sume manner that it had
been determined that g great many other missions should
be lowered in rank ; and the president, it appears to me,
had just as much legal warranty for removing the chargé
d’affaires to Colombia, during the recess of the senatg, and
for appointing a minister in his place, as he had to name
Mr. Livingston to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resig-
nation or removal of Mr. Harris,. When a heutenant of
the navy dies, thé president sutely has no power to appoint
a capiain to succeed him, even though the appropriations
might meet the difference’in the respective amounts of pay.
The practice is liable to great abuse. Mr. Erving was
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nominated as minister to Constantinople, but was rejected
by the zenate, on the ground that the rank of the mission
should be limited to that of a chargé d'affaires. Mr. David
Porter was eventually appointed in the.latter capacity.
Now, if the doctrine prevail that the president has a right
to name a minister to succeed a chargé during the recess
of the senate, what was there to prevent him from pursuing
his original intention, by removing Mr. Porter and patting
Mr. Erving in his place with the rank -of minister ?* - .

Take a much stronger case. :

‘Consule can only be appointed by the Presadent with
the comsent of the Senate, unless to fill vacancies.in
the recess of the'latter, and then the appointment can only
be made by the president. The language of the Constitu-
tion on this point will not admit of misconception. Im
1833, Mr. Barnet, then consul at Paris, died. Mr. Niles had
been left chargé des affaires of the legation a short time pre-
viously.. The difference between a chargé d'affaires and
& pesson left chargé des affaires of a legation is very mate-
rial, or, rather, under our system, if ought to be very mate-
rial. A chargé d’affhires is the lowest officer iu the ranks
of diplomacy that is ever charged with a mission. Hecan
exectte the same political powers as an ambassador or the
highest ; but 2 secretary left chargé des aflaires is no more

than one who remains to keep open thé communications

between the twe countries, and-receives his appointment
from the minister. It may be questicned whether one can
"be legally appointed at all under our compact. Mr. Rives
himself was no other than an agent of the American
states commissioned to execute certain defined functions.

+ It is pcarsely nocessary to say, that nothking offensive is intended to the
gentleman wppointed, for whose talents I have the greatest reapoct ; hot is
any particular blame atiached to the present executive, for the looseness of
the practics of the government haderept inte a precodent.
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When he loft the mission with Mr, Niles, the latter became,
. ome sense, his deputy.  The commission which the
lattor held as secretary of legation, gave him no legal claim
to the trust, which Mr. Rives might, had he seen fit, have
confided fo another. ' On the death of Mr. Bamet, Mr.
Niles, in virtue of powers contained in the regular instme-
tons, (as I understand,) appointed a consul to sueceed him.
Here, then, we_have an office, which the constitntion ex:
presely says sbail be filled only by the president and sanata,
axcept in the case of a-single contingency, and in the event
of that contingency by the pres:dent alone, filled by a sub-
stitute’s substinite !

- I understand that the. wmmanders of the Medltarrnman
squadrons are instructed to appoint consuls, and that ‘they
have often done so. - In one instance, there is good réasont
to think that the functions of a consul were for a lopg time
axocuted by a woeman, who hai no other commission than
ber dying husband’s reguest.

. The forelgn agents of the government are in the kabit
of naming astachés to the different legatlons, and. the con-
suls fraquantly commission what are cailed, vice-consuls.. .

. An attaché is either an officer or he isnet., fan. officer,
be is appcnnted directly in the face of the constitution ; if
not, his appointwent is en imposition on foreign countries,
who . believe Him to be one, and treat him accordingly.
Great injustice is-dpne to the example of our institutions,
by the practice of naming. astachés. Many intelligentzuen
and sound Americans have unguestionably obtained the
. appeintments; but, in too many ingtances, vaiu and ignorant
young persons seek the distinction, get into & society tha$
turns their hends, and begin to degide the republican ingtitu~
tions which they are thought to represent. To such g pasw
didthis abuse extend, that serious thoughts were entertained
by some of our countrymen, who were in Europe a year of
two since, to address a memorial to. congress on the subject,

10
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Eren. the president, as-the law stands, has no power 1o ep-
point a vice-copsul, and yet there are some scores of thess
functionsries in existence! No civil officer of this govern-
ment can be appointed legally, except in one of two man-
pers, viz.-either by the president and senats, as pointed ont
i the constitution, or by the president himself, the head
of & department,: oF & court of law, in. virtue of dn act of
tongress. I found thatthe consular instructions supposed
& power in the consul to appeint his agents, who, in many
enses, parform all his duties. I-did as others had done be-
fore me, and named an agent; but seeing the error, as bas
been said in an earlier part of this letter, the office was re-
sigmed. 1 mention the circumstance merely to show that
what is here advanced s advanced on principle, and with
ne view fo criminate any partlcular men, or any set of
mert.

- All theso abuses, and & great many more of a similar
charscter that might be named, arise from the habit of
secking authorities for our practice among other netisns,
instead of taking those which form the ‘compact betwyeen
the states. 'The king of England, or those who wield ths
prerogative in his name, are the fountsins of honor, and
they make such appointiments as they please, and" in any
mode or formn they shall see fit, and any cbjection raised to
the course taken by our govemmant is usuatly met by someé
premdent derived from the usages of England. He who
points to the constitution is answered by a saying of M.
Burke, of & decision of my Lord Mansfield ! 'These cases
have been mentioned because they have occurred openly,
and even party spirit has so far acquiesced in the authority
of European precedent, that it has never assailed those who
have been the agents of permitting their existence. -

. Let un see if congiess. itself is exempt from the smmu
influeiice of foreign example. . -

The late events connected with the remo¥al of the de-
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posits are known to every one. The president directs the
seeretary of the treasury to remove the public moneys from
the Bark of the United States, and on receiving a fefusel,
e removes the incambent, and filisthe place with an officer
disposed tc comply. - This officer, agreeably to a provisien
of the law which gave him authority to perform the adf,
mmkicl & raport of his reasons to congress. The senate of
ths Uaitod States, after a long debate en the subjest matoar
of the report, passes a separate resolution dpnlanng, in s
stance, that the interference of the president in this affair
was unecobstitutional, 'T'o this votethe president asks leave
$o enter a solemn protest, principally on the ground that it
s, in etbc.t, a Jud.gmem. proneunced without the i)nm d
aw.

- With the logality of the course pmsuad by the prwdmt,
or with the justness of the exceptionshe hastaken tothe vom
of the senate, #0 far as they relate to its judicial affect, the
objeets of this letter have no conneéction. But astevery <ith-
men who expresses his opinions withdue moderation, and
with a suitable deferénce to the sentiments of others,’bas ¢
right to lay his c¢bjections to the acts of any or-every de-
partment of the government before the public, I shall at.
tempt to show, that, by the letter of the constitution, by a fair
construction of its spirit,” and from all just- reasoning
-through inferences to be drawn from the good snd evil df
the step it has taken, the senate of the United States had
no authority whatever 1o pass any -seperate resclutiom
at all on the subject, whether in favor of, or against ihs
oogduct of the executive ; and that all the authority whiehi
ean or has been quoted to the contrary; is derived from a
state of things.so essentially different from our own,.ax ta
be valusless, or worse than zons. The reader will at onee
peroeive that if this position can be made good, it-will ‘e
in perféct conformity with the gemeral drift of this-latoar
- In apalysing the authority of .congress, we ‘are' 10. ldeis
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nowhere but to the constitution. - Burke and De Lolme and
Hallam were all able writers; Pitt, Fox, any many others,
bave been eloquent speakers, but neither of them had apy
goncern with the compact that binds these states together.
It in purely a bargain of our own making,and it shonld be

& bargein of our own constriifig. So far as precedent is.

connected with mere parliamentary usage, in referemce
to forms only, and-to principles as they relate to fonms, the
authority of the statesmen named may be entitled, with
many excaptions, to their weight ; but when there is ques-
tion' of the great printiples of our government, or of its
poculiar action, authorities:from such a source are to be ve-
eeived like advies from an enemy. The liberty of which
they speak is not our liberty. It means no miore thah
power wrested from the repository’ which has held it for
ages by the accidents and usages of monarchy and feoda-
lity, and is meant to descend no-lower than a particular
caste.. ‘The libetty with which we, are concerned is regii-
Inrly based on die foundations of the people, and i8 miended
for their benefit

- The senate of the United States has passed a-separate
resolution propouncing the conduct of the president to be
nnconstitutional in reference to a ceriain exercise of autho-
rity. On the mere merits'of this step the public mind is
divided, although very few indeed question its right to
take a separate resolution, except as it is prejudging a case
on which its members may ‘be called to decide as triems
undeér an impeachment. So rooted is the feeling that the
Jégisiature ig the guardian of our liberties, that mest men do
not see that, under a system like our own, évery particle of
power it exercises is absiracted from the constituent! The
eoncessions that have been-made to congress may all havae
been made in the interest of order and good government ;
bat, g0 far a8 a blind jealousy is in any manner to be justi-
fiadl, it is no-more than common sense to take care that it



7

shall be feit on our.gwn side of the guestion. Lat us now-
Jook for the authority under which the senate bas acted.

The manner in which the constitution bas delegntad
power ta congress i3 of some moment in such an investi-
gation. - That instrument commences with saying, that all
legislative anthority shall reside in the two houses-of con-
greas. It then spesks of the organmhon and of the eje-
ments of the respective bodies, and of the forms of: elections.
An entire section is next devoted to the separate powers of -
each house. If any direct authority for the vote- of the
senate is contained in the constitutien it is naturally to be
Joolked for in this section.® 'The only clause that_contains
any thisg, which the most fertile imagination-has attesnpted
fo torture into authority to take a wofe of censure on the
acts of the president; is the second.. By the second clange
# each house may determine the rules of its proceedings,

 dee” But to determine the manngr of performing. fune-
tions so obviousiy does not infer a right to create them, that
hia.opinion. is entitled to-no redpect.

In.those sections which trest of the orgamuon of tbp
respeotive . houses, there are clauees giving to each hody
the power 1o choose its own officers, with an exteption in
the case of the senate, and which give to the house of re-
presentatives the soie. power of impeachment, and to the
semate theright {o-sit in judgment. .. The constitution, in
speaking of the manner of electing the president, refers the
choice to the house of representasives. in a certain contin-
gency, and i gives to-the senate the power to.count the votes
thet come from the electoral colleges. These several clauses
embrace all the powers directly granted to each house to
act-separately, that is contained in the instrument from
wlnch all the power they have to act at all is denved h

i “’See' Naots D, ond of pamphlet.
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is & just inference from the mivute speeification of the
powers which are expressly granted, many of which ars of
u kind that were indispensably requisite. for ths action of
the respective honses, and might safely have been loft tn
comstruction; ¥ it had been intended to leave any principle
whatever to coustruction; that no other authority was in
any case to be exercised by either house of congress sepa-
ralely. Even thepcwertokeep a separate record of its own
‘proceadings is granted "to each house In ferms, a right that
might fairly enough be supposed to be incidenta] to that of
proceeding at all. It must be conceded, then, that the consti-
tntion has granted no direct authority to the-senate to pass
a simple voté of censure on the scts of the president, or on
those of the meanest citizen of the land. Unless it can be
found in & just and fair construction, therefore, of some power
that has been directly granted, we shall be driven to our
vid enemy imitation, and imitation of a system 5o opposed
to our own aste render it doubly hazmardous.

Construction is a fruitfild source of power. 'The consti-
tution-has provided, however, an important check against
s abuse, by declaring that sll powers which are not dele-
gated to the United States, nor prohibited o' the states, ‘are
reserved to the states respectively; or.to the-people” By
the people is.meant, as a matter bf eotirse, the constituency.
Common prndence would seem to say, that construction,
under a compact like our own, should be jealously limited

to- clear inferences from the powers tiat are granted in
ﬁenm. In this view of the case, the act of the senate can
be.sastained by no sufficient auttority, since there is no
authority expressiy granted to that body to act separataly
that can, in any manser, be tortured into-such an‘inference,
This difficuity has been foreseen, and they-who sustain the
conduct ‘of the senate, depend on precedent and general
prmcxples, or maintain that its act was mersly prepara-
tory to ordinary legislation.’ -

J—)
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"Phete can be no doubt that congress(nat the senate alone)
bad = right to act on the report of the secretary of the
treasury in relation to the remova!l of the deposites. It had
‘fall power to order them to be restored t6 the Bank of the
United States. - This could- be done, it is to be presnmed,
under thé spirit of the charter, by a simple resolution or
ordef. But the constitition commands that “every ortier
resolution or vote,” which requires the concurrence of the
two houses, that of adjournment alone excepted, shall be
sent to° the president for his approval, as in the case of &
bill, and in the event of his disapproving, that it shall be
earried by a two-thirds vote in” each house, before it take
effect. No one can believe that the president wonld approve
of a resolution to restore the deposites,or of & vote of cen-
gure on himself, It is matter of notoriety, that the houss
of representatives is-of the same way of thinking. -An at-
tempt at legislanon, themfore, would have failed. This is
.probably the reason that there has beert no atternpt at legis-
lation.* The vote of the senate is a simple, unqualified
vote of censure, as to its effect, and in its form it is the
mere expression of an opinion of that bpdy. To say that
it has any connexion with ordmary' legislation is to insult
the meanest intellect. We are consequently driven to  ge-
neral pnnc:ples, or to precedent for the anthonty we are
secking. - +

Precedent derived from our own practzces may be. ad-
&uced in extenuation of even an erroneous procedure, be-
yond = question ; but, unless the procedure itvelf can be
justified on printiples that arise from aur own stats of
things, 50 far as the argument of this letter is concerned,

* Notice ofmammptatlegulmon on this mhjwt hu just been given by
the vory senator who introdeced the vote of censure, & circumstabos that of
Mflhwlhddnuknphpdnuonmmwmtheomdwp
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the more the practice has prevailed, the greater is the evil
which it js its abject to expose. .

- Itis clam:ed as a parliamentary usage, from mno imme-
morial, for . legislative bodies fo express their opinions on
public measures in this, mode. The justification of the
senate is rested on this circumstance more than on any
othar, apd eertamly it is the best attempt at msuﬁcahon
that hasbeen made. Let us examine its validity. -

"Phie practices of the colonial Jegislatures must be.iden-
tified with those of parliament, for the struggle, or the pre-
tence of a struggle, between the prerogative of the crown
and the franchises qf the people was common to-all,
mdncmg the same modes of ‘attack and defence. The
practices of the stata legislatures, if opposed to. the prin-
ciples of their respective governments, or not warranted
by direct concessions from the people, are liable to the samme
objactmn as the act of the senate, and only goto prove the
extent of the evil, like precedents derived from congress.

Were the argument to rest here, I should be prepared to
say for one, thatthe senate, having no sufficient power dele-
gated by the constitution, overstepped its authority in pass-
ing any resolutxon on the subject at all, ag uriconnected with
kegistation, and in the absence of the forms of impeachment,
let precedent decide as it might. 1do not belitve that con-
gress itself, far less one of its bodies separately, can find
authority in the constitution for passinga resolution of this
nature, with no other view than a mere expression ‘of its
opinion ; and I cannot but think, thas the eonstitution of
the United States ought to prevail against precedent, let it
come from what.. source it may. Butitis my intention to
give the a.rgumem‘a}} the benefit it can receive from the
practices of parliament, reserving the right to make use of
principles "to defeat their effect, for such an illustration
is the precise pomt to which Imost desire to bring the
reader, :

* -
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. It will be conceded that some legitimate good must be
the object of every general construetion of power in & stats,
or the measure becomes an aef of tyraniry as well as of
usurpation.

. The two houses of path&ment do pa.sa resolnno,na; both
separate and concurrent, censuring the conduet of those
who are termed “ his roajesty’s ministers,” but whe are, in
truth, the ministers of parliament. They- censure those
who are responsible to-themselves, who are mppointed at
their pleasure, and who retire before their frown. An ho~
porable mamber of the senate has lately said that he wan
not kis senator, in allusien to the execuiive, and it was
well said. He might have gone further, and have added;
nor am I my own senator. He is ;o senator, and the pre-
sident is our president, and we commissioned both' to dis-
charge certain important public trusts, under very positive
Limitaticns of authority.

"There is a motive for the censure of parhament. It is
a test of parties, and the precursor of 2 change. Either
parliament or ministers must yield. = Therse s, in fact, no
poputar constituency in the question. The peers represent
themselves, and - the commons represent the money -of
the rich, that of the peers included. So closely was the
price of & seat in the lower house calculated, before the
late reform, that it was generally estimated it cost £1000
4 year, taking into the account the chances. of a dissolu-
tion. A vote of censure on the king cannot be passed, for
pariiament still respects the fictions of the constitutien,
and it would be.useless ; but votes of censure on the minis
ters are common : they are the usual method of ascertaining
the strength of parties, and the ordinary mode of producing
& change of measures, or, at least, of men,

What has all this in common with the principles or the
ordinances of the American constitution?’ The censures
of copgress cannot drive a president from his chair, or even

11
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8 sectetary from his cabinet. They both virtually hold
their places by the same tenure as that of congress itself,
They are equally the servants of the people, who have re-
setved to themselves the right to judge of their conduct.
But while the vote of the senate can do no good, it may
and has done much harm. It has brought into action the
second great embarrassment peculiar to the ‘details of
this form of government, that of creating dissension be-
tweon its different branches, by which the interests not of
& his majesty,” but of the people,suffer. The supplies.of
_this very year have been so’long delayed, in consequence
of the determination of the opposition to embafrass the
~ executive, according to the English mode, that individuals
have been cornpelled to pay heavy penalties for the benefit
of the imitation. Government cannot be sued,” and con-
tractory must await its justice. It.is not agreeable, how-
ever, to pay three per cént. a month for money that would
be forthcoming if Burke and Chatham, and the Psria-
mentary ‘History of England, were less in the hands of
some of our legislators; and the constitution more. .

The ery of withholding the supplies has reached the
prese, and, in Some cases, the people. If these supplies are
not just in themselves, if they are extravagant in amount,
or prodigal in expenditure, they should never have been
granted atall; but for a legislator to manifest that he is
épposed to granting them merely with & view to embarrass
an administration, js a direct insult on the intelligence of
the coustituency. It is not withholding its supplies, but itis
withliolding our supplies. Parliament, by adopting a system

¢ This is another instance of error, arising from imitation st the com-
mencement In countries in which the rights of the subject are no maore than
concessions from power, we can understand why a government should not be
sued ; but under our polity, teason and justice would both say that every fa-
cility should be given to the weak to-enborcs their ciaimas agaiom the strong.
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of withholding the supplies, has annihilated the preyogative,
excapt as it is wielded for its own purpeses. The president
will still be president, though congress refuse to vote & dotlar,
and the faith of this nation will be vielated if his salary be
not punctually paid: I£ he commit grave faults pending
the legal term of service, impeachment and punishment ars
the remedios, and every four years the people sit in judg.
menton the merits of his acts. This measure of with-
holding the supplies is peculiarly English ; it is the teans.
by which parkiament has destroyed whatever of balance
the gavernment ever had, and s the simpiest, the most ob»
vious, and the most dangerous of all the modes of legisla,
tive ‘usurpation. It is time to begin to consider our legis:
Iators in their tzue character ;- not as sentinels to waich the
axecutive merely, but as those of the public servants the
most likely to exceed their deleq'ated apthority. -

I am quite prepared for the feeling to which thmers-
marks will be likely to give birth. It is one of the promi--
nent evils of this system of imitation, that the minds of the
constituency themselves get to be poisoned. A false diree-
tion is given to the publie watchfulness, Already we have
the president, an officer cteated forour special benefit, comr
pated to the king of England. X may be useful-here 8o
institute a short comparison between the authorities of these
two functionaries. 'The king, it is true, now merely repre-
seniés the prerogative; the latter being, wielded at the will of
parliament, but we will consider him as he exists in thaam
and as-other kings yet exist in fact. ,

The rlghz of the king to his crown is derived from dﬁ-
scent, and is inalienable. He can declare war and make
peace. He isthe head of the church, the fountain of honon,
and can do no wrong. Hereds certainly no pesemblamos
to & president. .Both command the armies, but on very
different conditions. The president is merely a generalis-
gimp, Congress being an aulic coupoil to direct him-as i
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shall please, and he musf do very much as it shall direct
being, in his military capacity, virtually as much under
the law as the lowest corporal in the ranks. Parliamen-
tary usurpation may have reduced the king of England
- a8 low, it is true, compelling him as civil king to bind
himself as military king ; but it is net so in France, and
other countries where the 'prerogatives are atill exercised .
by the sovereigns. The king of France can raise as many
men by enlistment as he shall see fit, provided he can
find meaps te pay them. The army is his army. In
such a state of things, ‘there may be a good reason for
withholding the supplies. As keepers of the public mo-
neys, the trnsts and duties of both king and. president
are the same. It is no more than to name competent
agents, and so'far from being a benefit, in both cases, it
is an onerous charge; mich a charge as men in'‘commer
cial life ordmanly ask two and a half per cent. on the
amounts received and paid for assuming, and this, too, with
the additiorial advantage of mingling them, for the time be-
ing, with ‘ their private resources. The king can do n¢
‘wrong; the president is responsible for his “acts, both by
the ordinary law and under an impeachment. It follows
that there is no great analogy between a pmmdent and 2
kmg :
~To return to the act of the senate We have already
considered it in relation o its authority, and we will now
look for its real. charkcter. Tt is not legislative beyond a
doubt. It is neither more nor less than a solemn expression
of an opinion by that honorable body, in its collected ca-
pacity. -As, in the absence of direct authority, it is required
- to justify the act on principles applicable to our especidl
eondition, we must look to all its probeble mults in esti-
mating its propriety.
-An expression of an oplmon that has so clear a tendency
to embarrass the action of a government especislly created
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for the sole benefit of the constituency, should heve sote
high countervailing advantage. It cannot have been ut-
tered to the world for the information of the senatord them-
selves; or it order that they may know their own minds.
It was not expected, at least not plansibly expected, that
it would cause the president to retrace his steps; to re. -
appoint Mr, Duane and to restore the deposites. If such
was the infention, the failure might have been foreseéh.
From this quarter it has produced a protest, and feelings be-
tween the president and senate of which much evil and no
good to the public service are to be the consequences. But,
Tshall be informed, it is telling the nation what the senate
thinks of the conduct of its executive. * This is very true,
and in reply, as was very reasonably fo be anticipated, the
president, in his turn, has told the nation what he thinks of
the conduct of the senate. It zemains for the nation now
to say what it-thinksof the conduct of hoth. I the senate
has passed thisresolution for thebenefit of the nation, {andall
its formal acts have a false direction that have not this ten-
dency, }it remains to be seen in what mammer. We have net
been told a fact, but the senatels opimion of 4 fact.” The
fact was as well known to us all, as to the senate itself. Why
has the senate given us its opinion in this matter 2° In or-
der to extract oursin reply 7 At the proper time our opinien
would have been made known, without this interference of
the senate. But, it will be said, the senate is a learned and
an intellectiial body, and its opinion will have weight with
the constituency, and influence the -public mind. There
has been a great deal said, and said cleverly 100, on the
subject of the right of the constituent to instruet his repre-
sentative, but this doctrine savors strongly of a right in the
representative to instruct his constituent! 'The senate
was never commissioned to aet in this manner on the public
will, and the practice is'liable to the grossest abuses. If the
president can be censured, candidates for the presideticy
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can be censured too, -Means will never be wanting, and
the two houses of congress will degenerate into mere elee-
ticneering caucuses.

But is not this a free coumtry, freer than England ;—is
not congress our representation, and, shall not congress de
that which parliament does daily? God forbid that con-
gress shonld ever have power to do that which parliament
does daily ; and, on the other hand, God forbid that. the
president should not do daily that which the king of . Eng-
land {of his own will) cannot.do at.all! Parliament. has
seized upon the executive powers, and rendered the king a-
cypher ; it wields the prerogative in his name ; it has puiled
down and set up dynasties ; it is both law and constitution ;
it hag established a religion and is about to destroy one ; it
hias rendeved the judges dependant on its pleasure; and,
quite lately, it has even changed its own elements! Par-
liament is absolute. 'Who is'there bold enough in thisna-
tion to say that he wishes congress to possess the powers of
parliament? Congress is composed -of what the lawyers
eall “attorneys in fact” and when we see 1t overstepping
in the least its delegated functions, our feelings should be
like those of one who has authorized another to sell; in hia
name, & single zcre of his land, and who learps that his
agent has so interpreted his authority, that he is about to
dispose of the whole estate.

if the president could do.no more than the king of Eng—
land can do in fact, {putting Sfetions out of the question,)
we should be incurring the evils of periodical. elections,
and paying $25,000 g year to oxie of our own citizens to
live in the White House and do nothing.

If the vote of the senale is not authorized by any dlrect
pawer delegated by the constituency in the great national
compact ; if it caunot be justified by fair deductions from
any power that is so delegated ; and if a just consideration
of the uses and origin of similar authority, as it is exercised
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in other countries, shows that its exercise here, on the same
principles, is oppoesed to the spirit of our own institutions,
where are we to look for the vindieation of the step of that
body? It can be found only in precedents derived from
our own practice, and precedents of evil derived from our
own practice and founded- on the usages of the English
parliament, only make the case it is my wish to present
o much the stronger.

The evil is not limited to the vote of the sefiate, ’I‘he
.house of representativgs, as anxious to support as the so-
nate is to condemn- the course of the executive, has sent a
committee to invextigute the affairs of the bank, and, the
directors. of the institution refusing to acquieace in the
measure, a resolution is introduced to arrest the whole
body for contempt. Whence is the power derived by which
congress itself can take such a step? Why parliament
does it! But it hasbeen seen that parliament does a.great
deal that it would be considered tyranny and usurpetion
for congress to attempt. -The constitution gives no power
to congress to arrest any one for contempt. Each houseis
mmster of its own hall, and there its police power ends. -But
the constitution gives congress power (o pass all laws neces-
sary to carry the defined powersinto effect, and this measure
is required to €xtort information that -is important to the
public good. The constitation' has given this authority to
congress, and it will-be time enough for any branch of the
government to use it, when congress, by law, has vested it
with the necessary authority.

It would be more respectable; and fier ufer, were We
to make an effort to conduct our own affairs on our own
principles. If this Union shall ever be destroyed -by any
error er faults of an mternal’origin, it will not be by execu-
tive, but by legisiative usurpation. 'The fermer is easily
enough restrained, while the latter, cloaked under the ap-
pearmnce of legality and topresentation, is bt 100 apt %o
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carry the public sentiment with it. England has changed
its form of government, from that of a monarchy to that
of an exceedingly oppressive anstocra.cy, precisely in this
marpner.

The habit of hstenmg to another people, and of 1mlnbmg
their pre_]udlcm and peculiar- ways of thinking, does not
Limit its injury to.the representation of the-countrys The
constituency itself becomes tainted by the communion, and
ceases tp jndge of its own interests on its own principles.
"This is the penalty we pay for being the younger and the
less important nation. The question that has just been
cousidered furnishes proof of what is said. .

The contest between the executive and the senate has
very naturally aroused the friends of the respective parties;
‘and strange political heresies are rife among us. My limits
will admit of but one or two brief examples.

In his protest, the president lays down. the doctrine that
the keeping. of the public moneys must be confided to
those whose tenure of office is left to his official discretion,

and whose manner of discharging sheir trusts must of ne~

cessity be submitted 1o his supervision and approval. Now
against this plain, constitutional position, there is raised a
cry from-oné extreinity of the Union to the other, which,
to say the least, is not of the most prudent and reflecting
character. :It is highly probable that.some precedent may
be found in the speeches of Lord Chatham or Mr. Burke,
in which the danger of executive usurpation in some way
connected with the public money is pointed out, and which;
f adwmitted as authority, will make Gen. Jackson appear
in but very indifferent colors in the eyes of his fellow citi-
zens. - But Gen. Jacksoh, although he can do what the
king of England cannot do, i not the king. of England
afler all. He is our fellow citizen, named to a high trust
for a definita period, and with a defined authority. Com-
mon sense and common honesty would tell us, therefore,
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the expediency of looking into the conditions of the bar-
gain under which he has accepted service, before we open
the vials of our wrath npon his head. 'What saysthe con- .
stitution which we have compelled him to swear he will
defend? It says, in so'many words, that he shall have the
power of appointing all the efficers of the government {with
the consent and advice of the senate) with the exception of
those whose appointment is provided for by the constitution-
itself, and of certain inferior officers, whose appointment
congress can, by law, place in the gift of either the presi--
dent alone, of the heads of departments, or of the courts
of law.. It will be well for us to. remember that “ power,”
as it is used in the American constitution, is but another
word for duty. As the constitution is silent on the subject-
of the appointment of & treasurer of the United States, and
the office is certainly & very important office,-and not an
inferior one, it follows as a matter of course that the keep-
ing of the money cannot be placed beyond the supervision'
and aunthority of the executive. Congress can say that
the money shall be kept where or in whatever manner
it shali please; it can put the trust in the hands of commis-
stoners, and as many as it shall see fit to order; butitcan-
not say who those cominissioners shall be, for the simple
reason that the constitution is silent as to the existence of
any such power in congress, and has spoken as plainiy as
words can speak, to say that another shall possess it. Eng-
lish reasoning has so far prevailed, however, that we have
been plainly told congress can raise a committee of its own
body to keep the money, or it can put it in the custody of
the vice-president and of the judges, who are mdependent
of the president, and thus rescue us from tyranny. As
for the judges, they have already spoken their minds on
this subject, and have told congress, in the matter of the
pensions, that they shall assume no duties that the con-
stitution has not aathorized. The vice-president may cer-
12
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tainly be named az a commissioner for keeping the public
money, by the president and senate, holding the appoint-

. ment at the pleasure of the former, but it is far bayond the
power of congress to give him a character as vice-president,
that is not bestowed already by the constitution.” It would
be just as lawful for the executive to pretend to give new.
powers to congress itself. The powers or duties of the se-
veral branches of goverament can only be varied by the
highest legislation of the land—that of the constifuency,
convened in the representation preseribed by the nationai
eompact. Congress having no power to hold the money
Hself, can grant none o a.committee of its own body. Tt
is exclusively a legislative corps, {as congress,) and it can
exercise even that authority only, subject to the limitations
mentioned in the constitution.

Many who read this letter will feel disposed 10 exclaim
against a state of things which places so much power in
the hands of one man. I see far less apprehension of ex-
ecutive than of legislative usurpation in this country. Still,
I am willing to admit that the president has too much
authority for our form ‘of government. This is precisely
one of the points in which imitation led the framers of the
constitntion astray. It would be better, fer instance, if
congress had power te appoint a treasurer, as is practised
in most of the state governments. But should congress at-
tempt to remedy the evil by simple parliamentary action, it
will, as I humbly objeci, be carrying imitation to a still
more dangerous exireme. Before we are Burked out of
our constitutional existence, let us at least make an attempt
to try some of the expedients of owr own system.

1 have reserved the gravest hisiances of dependance on
foreign opinion te the last,

* The writer is hers answering 2n avgumant used by one of his personsl
friends at & public mesting, and which has been sent to him in one of the
wavwspapers of the day.
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Combinations exist to coerce the eitizen.* The laborer is
menaced ; he is discharged if he will not vote in confor-
mity with the will of his employer. This is striking at
the root of the social compact—at the rights of the conati-
tuency itself. It is an accursed principle imported from.
that land which, while I fully admit ite greatness and its
importance even to ourselves in many particulars, moral
as well as physical, has probably sent us quite as much evil
&8 good. -

The- pretence that the employer has a right to coerce the
vote of the employed, is neither more nor less than main-
taining the doetrine of the représentation of property in its
worst, because in its most oppressive and fraudulent, form.
‘We have solemnly decreed: that property sheall niof be re-
presented ; even those states that still exact & money guali-
fication in the voters, limit the demand to that of a guali-
fication only ; we have protected the elector by the ballot,
and various other legal safeguards, and yet, so pernicious
is the influence of that country from which we so largely
imbibe our opinions, that the heresy is openly maintained
by perhaps a majority of those who are most in the habit
of looking abroad for rules of thought.

The power to use another’s vote is thoroughly English.
Parliament itself is no other than a collection of the rich
(or of their nominees} who command the eléctors them-
selves to give them authority. 'The system is a pure misti-
fication, and the day when it really gets root in this eountry
may be looked upon as the commencement of a rule that
is to subvert the institutions, and to place us where England
is placed to-day, in the hands of the selfish, the mercenary
and the purchased, without any other relief from their

* There will probably be a disposition {o deny the fact. The writer only
asserts what he has heard openiy defended, and that which, it is in evidence,
has been practised.
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Asurpations than such as is to be obtained from the throas
.of -the oppressed. We may get reform as England has got
.reform, by tumults, and conflagrations, and threats of reve-
Jation ; but we shall no longer obtain redress by the guiet,
.safe, and humane expedient of the ballot boxes.

Another baneful effect of this foreign domination is the
fact, that our best and least rewarded servants are rendered
subject to an influence that is hostile to our rights, our na-
tional character, and our nearest interests. All who can
" recall the events of the last war, must remember with what
.a niggardly spirit applanse was meted ont to those who
shed their blood in the nation’s defence, by the dacirinaires
cteated by this habit of deferring to strangers One legis-
latere solemnly voted that our soldiers and seamen were no
better than so many mercenaries, fighting against God and
his truth ! This was not merely party spirit ; party spirit
exists in England and in France to an extent quite equal.
ing any thing of the same nature that ever existed here,
‘but the English and the French never refuse to honor their
defenders. 1n this country, without pensions, orders, titles,
oz even military rank, we strip patriotism to the skin, leaving
it little more than opinion for its reward, and, by the pro-
pensity of which there is complaint, we rob it, in part, of
even this insuflicient recompense.

‘What can be more grievous than the case of a citizen who
ventures upon the high seas, under the protection of his
country’s flag,and who is violently dragged, with insults and
not unfrequently with robbery, into the service of another
people, where he is made to risk both life and morals, to
uphold a state of things that, rightly considered, is perhaps
more antagonist io the system under which he was born
than any other that can be named? Such was impress-
ment. We all know iis practice ; and yet, to such an ex-
tent did mental dependance carry subserviency among us,
that, I am not sure I might not say, a majority of our theo-
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rists as stoutly maintained the right of England to enter
our ships, exacting from us the proofs of citizenship, and
of exercising a power 8o insulting and so injurious, as if
they were contending for the privileges of their liege lord.
¥ know not what Mr. Burke might have said on this sub-
jeet, but I happen to know the opinion of that upright,
practical and gallant old seaman, Lord Collingwood, and it
-was simply that, were the case reversed, England herself
would not submit to such a practice for an hour. If Eng-
‘land wishes the services of her seamen, the simplest rules
of justice prescribe that she should find means to keep
them at home, and that she is not to enforce her own mu-
nicipal regulations by invading the sovereignty of foreign
netions. What renders the practice still more insulting, is
the fact that, at the very time she practised this wrong on
others, she drew into her own arines, both military and
comrnercial, all the foreigners she could entice, in addition
1o those who were compelled to serve her.

Do not deceive yourselves with the belief that these
things are not seen and understood by others. There exists
in this country an unaccountable delusion on the subject
of the manner in which the American name and character
are viewed in foreign countries. Diplomatic courtesy, the
exaggerated expressions of European intercourse, and the
deceptions of the designing, appear to have aided vanity in
throwing a film beforethe eyesof too many of us, on this point.
He who could wish the estimation of his countrymen to be
lower than it actually is, must have a zest for humility that
will one day procure canonization. Heaven knows how
willingly 1 would teil you the contrary, if, in honesty, 1
could ; but, in order to tell you the truth, T am compelied
10 say that I believe there is not another nation of chris-
tendom whose people enjoy less positive favor than our
own. Weare not so generally hated as the English, it
is true ; but [ am far from being sure thet the alternative
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is any better. . 1 feel certain that one of the chief causes
of this state of feeling, springs from the fact that we are so
often untrue to ourselves. The impression that our infi-
delity makes on foreigners is pzinfully humiliating. I will
close this disagrecahle portion of my letter with one instance,
taken from a hundred within my own experience, to show
the truth of what ia here said. '

In 1828 accident threw me into the society of the present
chancellor of England, then Mr. Brougham, and 1 was
honored with an introduction. The interview took place
in passing rapidly from one room to another. The usual
terms of eourtesy cceupied us until we reached the placs
to which we were going, an interval of perhaps a minute,
when this distingtiished man turned short upon me, and
abruptly inquired—¢ What is the reason that so many
of your countrymen desert the distinctive opinions of their
country on coming to Europe? My answer was that ¢ 1
hoped the fact was not s0.” “ My exrperience would say
it is.”. “To what class of men do you allude ? “Toyour
foreign ministers in particular.” < Something will depend
on the character of the man ; will you nameone?” He
did, adding, however, that he meant the remark as general.
I could only say that I supposed these gentlemen were will-
ing to carry prudence to an excess, and that they aimed
at making themselves agreeable. “l understand you—
you think they affected what they did not feel, for the
sake of quiet.” But he lovked as if he knew better, and
I much fear that Ilooked as if I knew better too. It is
some consoclation to krow that Mr. Brougham did not live
in the intimacy of the Frankling, and Jays and Jeffersons
of our diplomacy. ’

One of the most melancholy consequences of this habit
of deferring to other nations, and to other systems; is the
fact that it causes us to undervalue the high blessings we
so peculiarly enjoy ; to render us ungrateful towards God,
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and to make us unjust to our fellow meu, by throwing ob-
stacles in their progress towards liberty.

There is an impatience of existing practical eviis that
causes many of the best-disposed men of this natjon to
overlook the real merits of the great question that is now
agitating christendom. No one will deny that we have
our own particular causes of complaint, and that a very’
great propertion of them are the offspring of democracy.
Were it not for this we should be perfect. All the evil that
is dependent on polity, and which is peculiarly our own,
has this origin. It can have no othey, for thete is no mo-
narch, nor aristocracy {practically and politically considet-
ed) to produce a different. But let him who has known
both England and America intimately compare the disad-
vantages of the systems, and, if an honest and a sensible
man, he will tell you to be content with yourlot. Artful,
intriguing demagogues get uppermost among us too often,
beyond a doubt; but where do they not? ‘The difference
between a demagogue and a courtier is not worth disputing
about. We have the certainty of knowing that when such
men do arrive at power, they are reduced to something
very near the minimum of harm; whereas, in dther

.countries, the abuse is pretly sure to be at the expense
of B very great majority.

The liberals of Europe (the term whig is going fast out
of fashion in England, where it means no more than a
modified aristocrat, or a liberal of the last century,) com-
plain that Americans do them as much harm with their
tongues, as the institutions of the country do good by their
example.

~ The disposition to respect the sayings and opinions of
England, leads us to credit, with a dangerous facility, the
audzcious charges that the agents of her hostiie institutions
bring against our own. We appear, in the eyes of others,
like.a people who do ot more than half believe in the evi-
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dence of our ewn facts, and who are not sincere in cur
own professions. 'This is one of the reasons that Kurope
fancies we are living under a violent and rude democraey,
which compels the wise and good to subiit to its dictation,.
under the penalty of losing life and property. Itisa com-
mon impression in Europe that this country isrent by eivil
wars and violence.

In the finance coniroversy the truth was entirely on
our side, as subsequent investigation has triminphantly
established. The French goveriiment, or, to speak more
properly, its writers announced their intention to send to
this country for documents to prove us iu the wrong, and
it is understood at Paris that they have abandoned the
design, under a conviction that the facts are against them.
And yet, what portion of our dectrinaires espoused our
cause, which was in effect the cause of freedom? At Paris,
I believe much the larger portion of our countrymen were
against us. Mr. Rives,® the minister, was openly cited
by the French premier, in the chamber of deputies, as
heing of that opinion; the secretary of legation, I have
it in proof, was also against us; and it has been seen
that . Mr. Harris, the gentleman whe was afterwards
named to be chargé d'affaires, actually wrote a letter
against us, which the juste milliex caused to be printed
in an extra number of the Revue Britannigue. These
gentlemen had a perfect right to their convictions, certain-
ly, but if their course was in any manner influenced by &
wish to propitiate the French government, the public will
judge between me and them. If they had political effect
in view, the high and honorable condition of our relations

* Tt in due to this geatleman Lo say, that he effirms M. Perier quoted him
wrongfully; but he was quoted, and his opinion was triumphantly cited
againgt us in a} {he ministerial journals, snd, to the best of my knowledge,
the statement is uncontradicted to this hour, ’
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with France, just at this moment, must be exceedingly
flattering to their diplomatic sagacity.

The Prefect of the Loiret, our principal antagonist, {re-
quently referred to certain honorable Americans, (plusieurs
honorables Americains) who, he asserts, were too liberal
to eonfound their duty to the truth with their duty to their
country, and who were much too wise to beliéve that na-
tional honor and national expenditure were the aame thing.
These writers, agreeably to his account of the matter,

-carried their liberality so far as to furnish him with various
documents to enable himn to prove that we were very wrong.
M. Saninier had the indiscretion to publish one of these
documents, and I believe it was proved, to the satisfaction of
every man who tock the trouble to read the controversy,
that this precious evidence was extracted from a very
worthiess statistical table that is to be found in the traveis
of Captain Basil Hsll ! .

So far as I have been able to ascertain the fact, tha
opiion at home, among the doctrinaires, was also very
generally against us in the finance guestion, much the
greater part of these persons having jumped to their con-
clusions without even knowing the real peints that were
mooted. There muet be something very unsound in
the state of public opinion, when so many of what.are
called the elite of a couniry, go off at half-cock against
the effects of its own institutions. _

I turn from interests like these to myself again with hu-
mility and regret. But the purpose of this letter would
not be accomplished ‘were I to bring it too abruptly to a
close. - Still 1 cannot force myself to the completion of its
original design. 1 did intend, my countrymen, to expose
to you the exultation and interested satisfaction with which
other nations view this dependance on themselves; the
derision mingled with art, with which they play upon
the weakness, and the deep design of destroying yowr

i3
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growing power and prosperity that lies at the bettom of all.
This is a duty that will probably fall to some pen better
qualified for its performance. ButI cannot take my leave
of you, without so far trespassing on your good nature os to
venture a kind word at parting.

I came before you, as-a writer; when the habit of Jooking
to others for mental aliment most disqualified the public
to receive a native author with favor. It has been said
lately that T owe the litile success T met with at home, to
foreign approbation. ‘'This assertion isunjust to you. Ac-
cident first made me a writer, and the same accident gavea
direction te the subject of my ‘pen. Ashamed to have fallen
inte the track of imitation, I endeavored to repair the wrong
done to my own views, by producing a work that should
be purely American, and of which love of country should
be the theme. This work most of you received with a
generous welcome that might have satisfied any one that
the heart of this great community-is sound. -1t was only
it a later day, when I was willing more obviously to sub-

' stitute American principles for American things, that I
was first made to feel how far opinion, according to my
poor judgment, still lags in the rear of facts. ~The Ame-
rican who wishes to illistrate -and enforce the peculiar
principles of his own country, by the agency of polite
literature, will, for a long time to come, I fear, find that kis
constituency, as to all purposes of distinctive theught, is
still too much nnder the influence of foreign theories, to
-Teceive him with favor. It is under this conviction that 1
lay aside the penr. I am’told that this step will be attributed
to the language of the journals, and some of my friends
are’ disposed to flatter me with the belief that the jourals

- pisrepresent the public Sentiment. On this head, I can

only say that, like others similarly situated, I must submit
to any false inferences of this nature to which accident
shall give birth. I am guite unconscious of giving any un
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due weight to the crudities of the daily press,and as to the
press of this country in particular, a good portion of the
hostility it has manifested to myself, is.so plainly stamped
with its origin, that it never gave me.any other uneasiness,
than that which belongs to the certainty that it must be
backed by a strong public opinion, or men of this descrip-
tion would never have presumed to utter what they have.
The information on which I act is derived from sources
entitled to'more respect than the declamations of the press.
) I coufess I have comne to this decision with reluctance,

for. I had hoped to be usefz} in my generation, and to have
yet done something which might have identified 1ny name
with those who ‘are to- come after me. But it has been
ordered d:fferenﬁy 1 have never been very sanguine as
to the immertality of what I have written, a very short
peried having always sufficed for my ambition ; but I am

not ashamed to avow, that I have felt a severe mortification :

that I am to break down on the question of distinctive :

American thought. Were it a matfer of more than feeling, '

I trust I should be among the last to desert my post. But
the democracy of this country is in every sense strang

enough to protect itself Here, the democrat is the conser- -

vative, and, thank God, he has something worth preserving.
1 believe he knows it, and that he will prove true to him-
self. ¥ confess I have no great fears of our modern aris-
tocracy, which is wanting in more of chivalry than the
accolade.

Had I not been dragged before you mdely, through the per-
severing hostility of one or two of the journals, this duty te
myself would have been silently performed. With the ex-
ception of the extract of the letter published by Mr. Morse,
this is the only instance, during the many years that we
have stood to each other in the relations of anthor and
reader, in which I have ever had occasion to trouble you,

_either directly or indirectly, with any thing personal to
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myself, and I trust to your kindness to excuse-the step {
have now taken. What has here begn said, has been said
frankly, and 1 hope with a suitable simplicity. So faras
you have been indulgent to me, and no one feels its extent
more than myself, I thank you with deep sincerity ; so
far as I stand opposed to that class among you which
forms the public of a writer, on points that, however much
in error, T honestly believe to be of vital impertance to the
well being and dignity of the human race,I can only lament
that we are separated by so wide a barrier as to render {ur-
ther communion, under our old refations, mutuaily unasatis-
factory. - '

3. FENIMORE-CQOPER.
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POSTSCRIPT.

THis letter was. aiready written and sent to press, as
mentioned in the introductory notice, when the condition
of trade caused the bookseller to hesitate about publishing.
- ‘The writer was also averse to appear before the public at
a moment so gloomy, with matter that was necessarily of
a personal nature. With thlsdouble metive, the pamphlet
has been kept back till now.

Hasty writing and hasty. printing -{for the work was
pushed while it was actually preceeding) have occasioned
a few inadvertences of style, most of which wiil be attri-
buted by the reader to their true causes. There are, how-
ever, one or two of these mistakes that call for correction.
#Grateful for the compliment,” should be * gratified by the
compliment”—page 15, line 22.

By insinvating that the foreigners who have attacked
the writer in this country, were guilty of ingratitude to the
latter, there is no intention of identifying-the interests of
the two ; the idea has been imperfectly expressed. It was
. meant to say that the writer has been thus assailed by these
men, because ke has presumed to defend the interests of
kis native land against those of their own.

'The delay in publishing .induced the writer to destroy
more than half of what be had originally written, in order
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to illustrate his position by events of more notorious and
recent occurrence, sich as those connected with the remo-
val of the deposites. :

Stnce the letter has been prmted -the writer has received
a communication from General Lafayette, on the subject
of the finance controversy. In aliuding to Mr. Rives, there
was a delicacy of saying more than was already public,
but it is due to that gentleman now to say, that General
Lafayette, in his name, has informed the French people
that Mr. Rives did not say what M. Perier attributed to
him. The writer was privy to the fact that Mr. Rives
authorized General Lafayette, after some delay, to say this
much in the chambers, and that it was not done onaccount
of the illness and subsequent death of M. Perier. But the
point on which Mr. Rives and the writer are at issue, is
that the former owed it to the country not to permit any
foreign iminister to quote him against the action of its
system; without promptly and effectnally causing it to -be
contradicted. - General Lafayette was merely authorized
to do that which the writer thinks Mr. Rives should have
taken care was done with great promptitude. In conse-
quence of the delay ar indecision of Mr. Rives, this country
presented the singular spectacle of its secretary of state
{Mr. Livingston) calling upon all the'governors for facts to
disprove the statements of the Revue Britannique, in the
interests of free institutions, while the American minister
at Paris was openly guoted by the French premter, in the
chamber of deputies, as giving an opinion’ dlrectly on- the
other side of the question !

The tone of many Americans in Faurope was oftan
the subject of discussion between General Lafsyette and
the writer. 'The latter knew that some of his countrymen
were among the most bitter deriders of the venerable
patriot when in reverses, and that most of these men
crowded about him in the hour of his triumph, in 2 way
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even fo exclude his true friends. While this cotintry has
manifested, at horne, its attgehment to the venerable patriot,
it has not always respecfed his feelings, or observed that
delicacy which was due to his eminent and disinterested
services. 'The manner in which he has been spoken of in
the ‘iiemoirs-of some of his revolutionary contemporaries
might have been spared, for; while it could do no good, it
has furnished his enemiea with materials of attack. There
are two sides to every question. The opinion of Mr.
Gouverneur Morris is known, and it may be well now to
hear what can be sai@ in answer. The following is an
extract from General Lafayette's last letter to the writer.
{t-is scarcely necessary to say that the allusion is to Mr.
Morris: —

“J have read the memoirs of a d:stmgmshed statesinan,
to whose*memory I am bound by the seal of -an early
friendship, and an affectionate -gratitude for the great
services he rendered in the most dangerous times to my
wife and children ; yet I cannot deny that his communica-
tions with the royal family, representing me as an ultre-
democrat and republican, even for the meridian of the
United States, were -among the numerous causes which
encouraged them in their opposition to my advice and to
the side of public opinion. For my par, I have, in the
course of my long life, ever experienced that ‘distance,
instead of relaxing, does enliven and brace my sentiments
of Ameriean pride”

It is time that this country took more care that its public
agents abroad do not at least misrepresent public opinion
at.home. Neutrality is & duty, but it is not neutrality o
compromise a principle when there is & just otcasion to
speak ; not is it nentrality for an agent of this country to
be  howling against reform,” as the conduct of one was
described to the writer by a distinguished English liberal
-—not & whig. 'This country owes it to itself" to strip the
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tinsel from the coats of its foreign agents,and to send them
abroad in the attite they use at home. Even the half-
civilized Turk has too much dignity and self-respect to
change his turban for.a hat, when he goes to the Taileries
or St. James’, and why should we forever bend to the habits
of other people? 'We lose-instead of gaining respect by
the course, and in losing respect we lose influence. A

tailor at Paris once showed the writer, with a sneer, a-

coat he had been making for an American agent, with
a star as large as the evening planet on each breast, wronght
in gold thread! After all, it was but a pitiful imitation
of the Toison d'Or and St. Esprit. Simplicity is as mueh
the characteristic of a gentleman as magnificence—in the
name of Heaven let us have one or the other!

It was the original intention of the writer to expose the
mannor in which the British aristocratic journals, however
much-opposed to each other on certain points, rally to sup-
port their distinctive privileges and national interests. The
Quarterly and Edinburgh usually mix like oit and vinegay,
but the latter was selected to assail the writer, becanse it
was believed it passed as a more liberal work in this
country. In England a fery means an oligarchist ; a whig
is merely an aristocrat; a liberal is one who wishes ra-
tional freedom, founded on the base of the people, and-a
radical is one who is for overturning every thing and be-
ginning de novo. The Edinburgh Review is strictly
whig, and it has been contending for taking away the close
boroughs from my Lords A. B. and C,, in order to-make a
new distribution of power among the few—not the few in
its sense, for this would be oligarchical ; but the few in our
sense, which is aristocratical. The writer had selected
four or five cases of the exceeding iguerance of the Edin-
burgh, in order to show with what instruction it discussed
American subjects, but his limits have forced the matter out.
'There is one case, however, to which he gould wish to say
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a word. Mr. Rush, in his Iate work on Engiand, observes
that men of different parties meet sociably in society, ap-
pearing for the rmoment to forget their political antipathies.
In reviewing this book the critic asks, with a sneer, and in
reference to this remark of Mr. Rush, if Mr. Cooper re-
mermbers his answer when he was told that Pitt and Fox
never met in private lifs. The writer does not remember his
answer nor does he remember ever to have been before told
the cireumstance in question. As he is told it now, how-
ever, he will make an answer, viz. ¥ That the fact contra.
dicts the statement of Mr. Rush, and that the reviewer
does not appear to have had sufficient sagacity to seo it.”

On reexawmining the constitution, the writer perceives
that the power of each house to keep a separate journal is
given rather in the character of an injunction than in that
of a concession. ©Of course he has used the fact impro-
perly as an illustration of his argument, which it does not
sustain, while, at the same time, it does not oppose it.

The writer has succeeded in finding the paragraph from
the pen of Mr. Hazlett, which is allnded to in page52. It
is given below

“ There are two things I admire in Sir Walter, his capa-
pacity and his simplicity ; which indeed ] am apt to think
are much the same. The more ideas a man has of other
things, the less he is taken up with the idea of himself.
Every one gives the same account of the author of Wa-
verly in this respect. "When he was in Paris, and went to
Galignani’s, he sat down in an outer room to lock at some
book he wanted to see: none of the clerks had the least
suspicion who it was. When it was found out, the place
was in a commotion. Cooper, the American, was in Paris
at the same time: his looks and mapners seemed to an-
nounce a much greater man. He strutted through the
streets with a very consequential air; and in corspany heid

14



106
up his head, screwed up his {eatures, and placed himself
on a sortof pedestal to be observed and admired, as if he

never relaxed in the assumption nor wished it o be forgotten
by others, that he was the American Walter Scott.”



NOTES.

A.

Since my arrival from Switxerland I have taken no particular paina fe
investiygnto the affair of the critique on the Bravo, that appearod in the New-
York American, thoogh one or two cirtumstances have oeourred o corrobo-
rato what I never donbied, that it was a translation of one of the attacks of
the Juste Milieu, & little altered to adapt it to the American reader, for, ns
yoe may remember, it professes to come from an American. The Jourpal
des Debats, the oracle of the party of the Doctrinaires, publivhed, some time
before, the original, aliowing for the franstation and the necessary alterations,
a» Tundersfand. This fact alone would put the question of its origin at rest,
were there not sufficient internal evidence to prove it, without referring to the
stupid Blunder of quoting the Parie edition of the work! I take the report
yout mmention, of this critique having been written by * an obscure clerk in »
sounting hotuse,” to be & sublerfuge. [The following are the words of Mr.
Morse :—* T gave you tha name of the writer (of the critique) in Paris, on
the anthority of ; since T have been ot liome, it has been declared te
me that the review was written here by an checure clerk in a counting-house,
and " was cited to me as having mssurcd my informant of the fact.” R
will be see‘ﬁ that this attribuiing of the article {o an obscure person did net
coras from efther Mr. Morse or myself, neither of whom believed the story,
but actually from the other side. , the person alluded to by Mr.
Moras, is a personal and politieal friend of the cditor of the American, and
if Cassio distikes this description of his cruployments, he must reserve his
apleen for those who originated it.] It might have been forwarded to tha
American throxgh such a channel, or it might have been tramslated by such
a pen, for the work is done in 30 bungling a nianner, that, as you will recol-
Ieet, I detected its French origin Defore twenty lines were read.  1aw not
dispored to deny the ebscurity of the tranelator.  'When work of this descrip-
tion in done, it is usuaily committed 1o understrappers.  Depend on it, how-
aver, that it was translated at Paris, clerk or no clerk. The Hravo is cer-
tainly no very flattering picture for the upstart aristocrats of the new regimes,
and nothing is more ratural than their desire to undervalue the book ; but the
facility betrayed by our own jaunials, in an affair of this nature, is a souzce
of deep mortification to every American of right feeling. I oughtic hava
suid, there is & gentlersan now at Paris, who (T amtold) says he was present
when one of the editors of the American wrote the article. You muey take
shis statement &s the companion to the repert of the agency of the “* obucure




108

elark ;* both stories cannot Le true, since they contradict ench other. [ have
no doubt that Mr, discovered the truth, and that is the true
suthor of tha article, with, perbaps, the cxception of the alterstions which
sxist in the tramlation. This is & common hack writer—wasthen
in the smployment of the Journal des Debats, and would have wrilten an
aulogium on the Bravo, or any thing else, the next day, for a bundred francs.
It is unnercessary to say any thing to you touching the venality of the French
aud English reviews. As & general mile, nothing appears in sither without
fevor ot malice. N

You bave not alluded to the attack on me, contained in the Commercial
Advertiser of Feb. Ist laat. I consider this article much more worthy of
attention than the pitiful affair of the tronslation of Mr. 's criticism
on the Brave. 1 think, were the truth known, that, with the exception of
the article on the Beidenmayer, translated from the Revue Encyclopedique,
and which kas looseness enough to contain its own refotation, thiy ia purely
of American origin. ' We clearly perceive,” anys the reviewer, '“ that Coaper
has long cessed to dwell in America, It awakens no more recollectiona in his
woul” Here is the 'ercles vein with & vengeance! Now, just twenty-three
lines lower down, in ‘the column of the Commercial, this grinder of ideas
adds—* Cooper Joes not speak of a sile, &c. withont stopping to say, * Oh,
this is much better in America,’ &ec. &c. It is ersy to sce that ke must think
of his own couniry o exeile himself, and lo arrige at the end of hie book”
All this stuff is well enough for the ordinary French reader, who iz not
useally a very great stickier for facts, or consistency. But why is it trans-
Iated for the Commerciel 3 I think I can teil you.

The Comimerciel avows that the review is sent by a “correspondent.” It
even gives some of the opinions, and, luckily, soms of the language too, of
this correspondent. Here is what he says of me: *' He has constituted him-
seff the lilerary antagoniet of the monarchy, erictocrecy nnd feudality of all
Europe, and particulariy of Engiand, to, at, and for which last country he
especially writes,” I have itolicised the cloven feet. “ To, at, end fort” I
know bLut one potentate capable of parading these prepositions.  Had ke
been ox skilful in enumerating the coat of government, in the finauce dia-

, these i it fittle parts of upecch would never have leen dragged
forth so uamercifolly. Let us lock at him egein. Lower down Le says,
t g is an American (not o French) Voltaire, at Paris, (not Farnay).” Here
is pith for you! By these few words we learn that Voltaire was a Fronch-
man, and that 1 am & Yankee, that once lived et Feramy, and the other at
Parie. 'We had at Cooperstown, some thirty or forty years sgo, a politica}
writer seho put kis parentheses into ons another, like spare pill-boxes, bat he
wantsd altogether the lacid errangement of the correspondent of the Com-
marctal !

The jesuitism of this digested attack in the Commercial is worthy of notice.
First 1 wm shown up by the Theban of the French review ; then comes an
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article againat M. Trollepe to prove the impartinlity of the periodival
gquooted,—afterwards the editor says, in his own permon, though I sirangly
suspeet bo uses even the Iangusge of his ' correspondent” —* 'We regret the
existence of unfriendly feslings to us among the French. France—our early
friend—has always been papular in America, through and with all her fanits,
&e.* Agmin—* We believe now, that even the French government-party
in France would have no inclination to attack us, if Awerickns abroad had
parened the same reserve in politics which we enforee upon Europeans here”
AN this ia mednt for me, and it all comes from the fact that 1 gave'my teosti-
mony in favor of Genoral Liafayette, when it snited the French government
to affirm, in the face of Enrope, that all our old friend had been saying for
forty years, concerning the effect of our institutions, was falee; and that, in
fact, we paid mare taxes then the French. ’

" I do not believe that the editor of the Commercial, who passed ton yeats
of his life in calling the Frepch any thing but gentlerien, wrote the words
“ Frauce has slways been popular in America, &c.” Rely on it, they are
ealcalated ; and come from his “ correspondent.” The ¢ through and with”
savor of the “to, at, and for;” nothing but & rear-guard to the main body. “The
oofriendly feeling of the French,” means of the French gorernment-party,
for the French, aa a nation, are in a comfortable state of indifference s
respects America and el it containg. The government hatred haw been ex-
eited by the dread of & republic, which would, of course, be death to itseif.—
* The same reserva in politics we enforce from Evropeans!” A residencein
America about s long s mina has been in France, entitles the stranger to
become & citizen. It is motorious that foreigners are constantly employed
xboat the American press; na reporters in congress, and in a variety of ways
shat act on public opinian. When I let New-York a paper was published
in the city that was openly called the Aibiorn, and whoee eolor was decidedly
English. Now, we will suppose that the Globe, or any other government
peper with us, should pretend to prove that England had & debt of thrice its
roal emovuat, xnd that the Englishman pays three times the taxes he does, will
any nsan affiren that this Albion would hesitate sbout showing the truth, let
the motive for the misrepresentation be what it might; or that public opinien
in America would inflict  punishment. for ite so doing 7 Soppose an American
had served England as Lafayette han perved ur, and that the motive was to
crush this Ameriean, and you have a case eormpletely parailel to my inter-
forence with the dnsnce discumsion. But to render the remark of the Com-
meveisl still more flagrant, one of the propristors ond editorm of that very
paper is, or was quite lutely, an Englishman! 1 have sgen some very extos-
srdinary nnd some impudent transactions in my tirwe, but I can recall nona
mere flagrant than this of putting an American on his trial, at the bar of
pablic opinion, and that, too, in his own country, for having toid the truth in
defance of General Lafaystio, at & great pecuniary loss to hiroself, and with-
40t the smallest powsibility of parsonal advaniage. Every hour convinces me,
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soore and more, that we are a nation in name only, lat Mz, Welater and Mz,
Calhouan say what they please about it. :

As Tespects the financo discussion, it is my intention, however, to publish
its deails, not for any interest 1 have in it personally, bus from & wish to set
the history of the part played by the agents of our govarmment in foreign
cotintries generally Lefore the public. Nothing but publicity is needod to
extort the corrective. The sgbject grows in my hands, and way meke 2
amall volume. If I help to produce-a change in the tone of the agent sbroad,
1 shall not hiave lived entirely for neihing. Enrope will gain in rights, and
wo shall gain in character, Heavon knows how much it is wanted, even for
the simplext purposea of trze polic, W bave a fajz specimon of the effect
of the nuse-of-wax aystam, by the recent course of the French governmwent.
Hers is & solmnn treaty, duly ratified, to pay a certain sum on a certain day.
Oour hil! is protested, under the pretence that there has been ne appropriation.
Now, 1he chamberza have been in sassion near nine menths since the ratifi-
cationa were exchanged, and rot a word hos been said by the ministry on the
subject. Would England, or Austria, or Russin, or Prusaiz, or sven poor
little Sardinia, be treated so cavelierly 1

We flatter and play the courtier, and act on the alithings-to-all-men prin_
ciple, when we should assume the frenk aititude of the republicanism we
profess, ask only what is right, and take nothing less. I may finich thalittle
work over which we used to laugh so much e year since, but it has lain ten
months untouched. ; .

The editor-of the Commercial has n naive avowal * that he might have
besitated to admit this attack, but for the knowledge that Mr. Cooper prefers
the censure to the praise of the daily press.” [fI have this humor, it must
be onc of thewe lastes which are formed by habit, Where I lo nnswer the
editor, it would be in the words of the French saying—* Il y a.de In Rocke-
fancauld et do iz Rochefaucauld,”

How much longer America means to tolerate this slavish dependancs on
foreign epinion, without which editors would net dresm of extracting remarks
on oursalves from hostile journals, you are in a situation to knew beitar than
I. AR the femiliar thoughts and iHlustretions of English literature aye in
direct and dengerous opposition to our own system, and yet we ara unwiiling
to support & writer in the promulgation of thoss that are in harmony with
our profession, and which I think are abstractly trus. The English in par-
ticular see and profit by this weskiness. [t is manifestly their interest to do
our thinking if pomsible, that they may do other things for us that are mare
lucrative ; and they are not ecrupulous about the menns empioyed to effnct this
abjsct. They systemstically ritack and undervaioe every man they believa
independent of their influence, nnd extol thoss to the skies who will do their
work. 'When all is done, they deride us for eur folly, despise thair instro-
menta heertily, and respect those most who mcst respect themweives. Jobn
Ball, * through mud with” all his faults, in at least manly, and has » great
contempt for & * dough face.”
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This isttsr was written to the very person who ha! sent me the nime of
the writer of Camio, who knew that .had taken no steps to inguire into the
affair previously to guing to Bwitzerland, and who is now told that I had
taken none sinchk my relorn. A good deal of the lslter is not published.

B.
Eziraet fram the Commercial Advartiser.
I Revye EncycLorenrane.~—We have received the October number of the
Revue Encyelopedigue. On n hasty giance at its contents, we discover
two articlos, which it may be interasting to our readers to notice.

The first is n brief notice of Cooper's Heid, uer, in whieh the Fronch
Roviswer treals this lnst work of “our distinguisha] countrymen,” with. no
small degree of meverity, ss will bo sean :—

W clearly peresive, (says the Reviewer,) thai Cooper has long cesscd
to drwell in Amorics. It kens no more recoilections in hiz soul. K calls
u$p no more poetical images—no more rimple asd originagl creationi—no
mere descriptions ag picluresgue, so freah, 3o altrackive. - Ho has become &
quist citisen, who no more quits the fand. He has forgotian that other workd,
which he hsa mede us 0 mach love, the Sea—the ven with ita infinite va-
risty ip infinite nnithrmity—the sea, with the mailors faith and boldness—-
the ses, with all the poetry of sublime natare united to the genius of man,—
it is us meiancholy a thing as death, to see this powerful inspiration eapan
—or rather exhanst iteelf upon iteelf. Whalter Heoit is no mere, and
Conper also is no more, for ws bave known him only by his genius, and
fis genius is dead.”’

Aftern brufmuntofthn work, in which tha writer acknowisiges that
thers is an occasicnal brilliancy, he conclodes thuw ;—

“1 do not wish to analyze this romance, which every one kureui Alf
must heve been impatient of the often fatiguing pralizity of the descriptions,
and of the singular prejudices of Cooper, which make him, on each page,
while recounting the events of tho sixteenth centory, establiah a paraliel
etwenr: the manners, beliof, and politica] institutions of America: and of Eu-
rope. Cooper doce nol speak of 6 yite—he does not bring one of his heroes
#n the scene or deseribe the spinil of the spoch, without slopping to say—
'Ok thin is much baier in America—you see nothing like this there.'—
Ii is coxy o see that he in nol inierested in Ais subject, and that hs must
think gf his cwn try {0 excilt himsalf, and to arrive of the end of his
hook.”

“1 koow oo, indead, why there is uot in thees mon of genius & secret
and benevolont voice, 1o bid them o ceass, and telf them that they have done
snpugh for giory, and that they must not sully beautifil and ravishing re-
membrances by the weakness of an exbeusted talent, which bas. given ail it

could give to the world.”
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© o [ wish 1 had not read any of the romances of Scott, after the Fair Maid
of Parth, nor any of Cooper’s since his Puritan of America.”

1 hapa, as to Cooper, that this may be the last work I shall read, snd
eapecially | wizh it may be the jast which I sha!l have to reviaw.”

By the Puritan of America, we presume, is moant the Wept of the Wish-
ton- Wish, and we rejoics to believe that the most ridiculous of amen hus not
traveiled abroad,

A correnpondent, whose letter accompanies tha review, thinks the French-
man hes not bit upon the troe cause of Cooper's incesaant reforances to poli-
ties in his late works. ** He bas constituted himself"” says our friend, ** the
literary antagonist of the monerchy, aristocracy and feudality of udl En-
rope, end particulariy of England, te, at, and. for which last country be especial-
iy writes. Heis an American {not & French) Voltaire, at Paris, {not Fer-
nay,}and is undermining thrones and principalities, and changing the des-
tinies of Europe. After all, perhaps the iutaresta of mankind would not ma-
terially suffer, and his readers would be better pleased, if he wouold lanve off
the high-heeled buskin and become the mere good-tempered novelist ‘once
more.” This vain of censura is rather severe, and we should have daclined
its ineertion, were it not for the Inowledge of the fact thet Mr. Cooper pre-
fors the censure, to the praiss, of the newspeper press. Of this peculintity
of his taste ha has taken care to inform us in the preface to the Heidenmener,
in which he eays in 9o many words :—*“Each bour, as lifs advances, am I
made to -see how capricious and oulgar is the immertality conferred by «

newspaper !
The secend article of this review, to which we alluded, is on * The United

Btates of Americe.” - It iz an amiabie and seneible arlicle, vindicating us
Jrom the tory columnies of England, and dispassionalely fing on
our present political difficultice.

After some severe remarks on the English traveliars in America, the writer
says—** It is melaricholy—it iz humilirting to observe that this vilo use of ca-
lumny, and of paliry spite towards Americs, which charactsrizes the senti-
mants of n certain party in England, bas buen imported among us ; and that
France, whose glory itis that she coniributed to free America from the
English yoke, has turned round snd joined her old enomies to condsmn the
socie] grossness of the Americans. Butis it not to the mother country that
thoy owe, ina great re, these coar of manners

1 Al the sins which they can sccumulate against that Jotested word—Re-
publio—aze lavished 2o masse, without rhyme or reason, on North Americs ;
and sli the vices and defacts with which they reproach her are ascribed, with-
out exception, to the equality, which reigna thers and to the abmence of sa
hereditary movereign,

“ This blind and unreasvnable argument, ws can conceive of and even
respoct in the mouth of an English tory, for with him loyality and royalism
form a species of religion. The superannunted saniiment of personal at-
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tachment {o a royal 7ace, which furmerly prevailed goivarmily in Entope,
exists still in England, while it is sxtinct with wa. If wd have royalivhs,
it is from rezson and refloction that they are so: if ibey mmiciain reyalty,
it is from the idea of its necossity or ite otility. ‘Tha sight divine is sy emply
word to thesr—a farce at boest, good only for the peasants of La Vendee—
The belief in the ¥ight divine natwrally carries an English tory to con-
demn.the name and existencs of & republic, wherever he finds then, whether
in history orin existemce. Boi for our royalists from ntility to Isunch the
same zoathemas, and affect the sams disguat, is intolerable—it in m:g
fanaticiens without tha rxeuse of faith.

' This war of the tory eritica, and of our * jucle. milizu' sgeiost S
Tica i cargied on, ot 80 mbch by a regular attack on the political instictions
of the republic, as by satire on the manners of the people. As it is Do
louger possible to deny that the Americans are well and cheaply govarned,
they undartahe to prove that at least they are not & fashionable people—n
proposition which is not difficelt to demonstrate. Buot, granting that the
want of elegancs is u crime i a young nation, can they seripusly blame the
Americans for it 7 Would Americe havs shunned this defect, by remaining
tory, or by continuing to be governed by English viceroys for she Jast Gfty
yeara 7 If the States of North America had meintsined the momarchy,
wanld their mannors bave beon softaned T Would they have been Jess provin-
c.lal or less coarse  or rather, wonld aot an Engiieh novelist a-ln-muode, lise
Mrs. Trollope, have found much riches materipls for caricatore in the bur-
lesque affections of the petty courts of their English viceroys.”

“We ate Americans enough to deny the very defoct, which our friandly
asdvoinis would pellinte, and verily belisve that gur counirymen are not com-
paratively deficient in olegance, if our English crities, who hold wp %o s the
models of refinement—if Captaic Hell and Mistroms Trollope are, n their
individual pereons, ¢ the great sublime they draw.’ But we siaoarely ragrot
the existence of unfriendly feelings to us smong the Fronch. France— okt
early friend—has beon always popular in America, Zhrough ond with sll et
faolts, and we belicved onr feelings were raciprooated. Even the royalists,
from conviction and feeling, have spoken well of us, and we remember, as
this moment, en culogivm upon America, pronounced in the Chamber of Depu.
tiss by Hyde de Neuvillo, the amiable minister, once resident ameng ae—
himeelf an witra-royalist. And we belicve now, thaf even the governmend-
party in France would Aave no inclination lo aitock ws, if Americans abroad
hed pursued the same reacrve in politics which we enforce upon Egropeans
here.”

Extract from the New- York Commercial Advertiesr of April 11, 1934
% Daring the whule contest {the election) it was both melancholy und.
amusing o see {he immanse number of foreigners who were driviag op
#very'moment 1o the marine court to get out certifieates of naturalization.

15
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Almset coery fios minutes an omnfius came up Mled with them. DNine-
tenths of then wern of the iowest class, and many not long enongh in the
conntry to waar out the clothes they brought on their backs. They went to
theoourt foreigners in eoery sense of the word, eltogether fpnorant of the
institations of the country, and of almost every thing eles ; but the moment
they emter-—hoe presto, they xre instantly changed, and in five minates they
coma ot intelligent American citisans, burning with love of eountry and
patriotis, and gre sent off to the pollr tompport:he Constilution and
break men's heads.”

Mow this s the editor who cooly tie his readers that Franw would
not have vitopersted this country, had certain Americans at Paris obeerved
* the same reserve in politics, which we enforee upon foreigners herel”

D.
Eztracis from the. Constitufion.
ARTICLE 1.—Section 5.

i. Each house shall be the jadge of the efections, retaras and gualifications
of its own members; and & meafority of each shall conatitute & quorem to do
business; but & smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be
suthorisad to compel the attendance of absont members, In such manner and
under sach pensltios a3 each house may provide.

2. Each honse muy determine the reles of its proceedings, punjsh its mem-
bers for disorderly beRaviour, nud, with the concurrence of two tkirds, oxpe &
oepber,

3. Each house shali keep a journal of its proceedings, and from tims to
timo publish the sanme, excopting such parts sa in their (its) judgment require
sacrecy ; and the yeas and nays of the members of either house, on any ques-
tion, shall, at the desire of oge SfAh present, bo-entsred on the journal.

4. This clause relates 1o adjournments, and is entifely prokilktory.

The foregoing elsuses comtain all the powers to act separately thal are
eoneodod 10 sach house, and which sre common to both, The clauses that
follow contain all the potrerd for eaeh hoves to act separntely that are not
eopmon to both.

ARTICLE 1—Seetion 2.
6. The tiowne of repressniatives shall choose their speaker end other of-
ficors, znd shall have the sols power of impenchment.
Bestion 3. i
5. The sennte shall chosse their other officers, {the vics-president being its
_ speskar of presidont} and alss a president pra tempore, in the sbsence of tha

vice president, or when he wshall excrcise the office of Presidant of the
Unita) States,
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4. Tha sonats shall have 1he sole power to try all i mpaachments, &e.-~
{The rest of the clxums prescribes the forms of sueh trinle.)

T'ho sonnta hus the power 1o approve of neminations and treaties, the pre-
sident commissioning and ratifying. It has the exclasive right to count
the votes of {hs electors, and to declars the result. Tho house of representa-
tives haa power, in the evenf of their being no eloction by the colleges, to
choose & president in & prescribed rauner. o
_ In addition te theses cases of soparate power, the members of the iwo hoases
bave u few persoral privileges which do not, however, at all bsur upon thae
point ot isspe. The henssof representutives has also the right to originate
ad! bills for raising reveowe.

The following sve the powars of the two houses aéting conjoinily,

ARTICLE 1.—Section 8.

The congress ahall have power—

1. Tolay and eollect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises ; to pay the debts
aud provide for the commaen defence and gonern] welfare of the United States;
but all dutiew, imposts, and exciscs, shall be uniform throughout the United
Hiatos—

2. To berrow monsy on the eredit of the United Statee—

3. To regulats commerce with foreign neticos, and amoog the severa
atatew, aind with the-Indian tribes—

4. To esdablisk n uniform rele of natoraliation, and uniform laws on the
subject of bankrapteies throughout the United States—

5. To coin money, regulate the waloe thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix
the standard of weights and messtres—

6. To provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the securitios and
onrrent cain of the United States—

" 7. To establish post offices and post roads—

8. To promois the progress of wience and wseful arts, by securing, for
Limited times, to authore and inventors, the exclusive right to their respective
writings and discoverion—

8. To constilote tribunals inferior to the supreme court: To define and
panish piracies and fulonien committed on the high seas, and offenses agninst
the law of nations—

10. To declzre war, grant letters of margue and reprisal, and maks rules
cencerning captures on land and water—

i1. To mise aod support armies; but no appropristion of money to that
use uhall be for a longer term than two years—

12. T'o provide and maintain & navy—

13. To make rules for the governineut end regulation of the land and na-
wal forces—

14. To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the aws ofthe union,
suppress insursections, and repel invasions.
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138. To provide for erganizing, arming, and diseiplining the mifitis, sud
for governing such part of them as may be empioyed in the seyvice of the
United States, Teserving io the staies rempectively, the appointmept of the
officers, and the authority of treining the militia according to the discipling
prescriped by congrass—

16. To exercise exclusive legislation in all eases whatscever, over such
district (not exceeding ten milcs aguare) ne may, by corsion of particular states,
and the acceptanes of congress, become the seat of government of the Fnited
Btates, and to exercise like authority over sl piaess purchused, by the com-
sent of the legisiature of the state in which the same shall be, for the erection
of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful bufidinge—and,

17. To make all laws which shall be necessary and prepar for carrying
into exceutinn the foregoing powers, and all othar powers vested by this con-
atitution in the governmont of the United States, or in any department or
officer thereof.

In addition to these powers congress, by obvions implication, cin give au-
thority to the several states to keep-troops and raise revenue ; it cam de-
termine the time of choosing the alectors of president ; it ean put the appoint-
mments of certain inferior officera of the gevernment in the president alone, in
the heads of departiments, or in the conts of law ; it can declare the punish-
ment of treason, under definite limitations; i can propose amendments to
the conslitution-; it can dispase of and make all neadfvl rules and regula-
tisus concerning the tarritory or other property belonging to the Tnitad States ;
it can admit new states inte the Union ; it can make sppropriations of allme-
neya to be cxpended for the public service: it can make reguiations for the
choosing of its own bodies, with certain restrictions ; it can mame the dey of
ita own assembling ; it can give permission fo the public agents fo secept of
titles, presents, offices, &ic. from foreign governments ; it hins power to nume
the officer who shall act as president in m certain contingency, and it has
power to name the placas where the courts for the trials fo» certain wriows
shall be held.
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