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Jefferson’s First Inaugural Address 
 

 

We are all federalists… 
 

 

We are all republicans… 
 

 

BECAUSE we all believe in… 
 
 
 

 

BECAUSE we all believe in… 
 

 
The difference is by ______________. 

 
Before leaving office, John Adams appointed several _________________ judges, who would 

serve life terms and be able to undermine Jefferson’s Republican administration from the 

bench.  John _______________ was among those appointed to the bench.  Marshall, who had 

served as Adams’ Secretary of State, was appointed as Chief _____________ of the Supreme 

______________. 

 

Thomas Jefferson vs. John Marshall 
 

Thomas Jefferson 
(___________) 

 John Marshall 
(__________) 

 Federalism  

 National Bank  

 Economic Development?  

 Strict / Loose Construction  

 Who Interprets the 
Constitution? 

 

 
 



Correspondence of  Alexander Hamilton  
Before and After the Election of 1800 
 

SOURCE:  The Works of Alexander Hamilton, Vol. X, G.P. Putnam's Sons, 1904 
 

HAMILTON TO JOHN ADAMS New York, Aug. 1, 1800. 

Sir:  

It has been repeatedly mentioned to me that you have on different occasions asserted the existence of a 
British faction in this country, embracing a number of leading or influential characters of the federal party... 
and that you have sometimes named me, at others plainly alluded to me, as one of this description of 
persons... I must, sir, take it for granted that you cannot have made such assertions or insinuations without 
being willing to avow them… I therefore trust that you will not deem it improper, that I apply directly to 
yourself, to ascertain from you... whether the information I have received is correct or not, and if correct, 
what are the grounds upon which you have founded the suggestion. 

HAMILTON TO OLIVER WOLCOTT New York, Sept. 26, 1800. 

Dear Sir:  

As I hinted to you some time since, I have drafted a letter which it is my wish to send to influential 
individuals in the New England States.  I hope from it two advantages—the promoting of Mr. Pinckney's 
election and the vindication of ourselves. 

You may depend upon it, a very serious impression has been made on the public mind, by the partisans of 
Mr. Adams, to our disadvantage; that the facts hitherto known have very partially impaired the confidence of 
the body of the Federalists in Mr. Adams, who, for want of information, are disposed to regard his 
opponents as factious men.  If this cannot be counteracted, our characters are the sacrifice.  To do it, facts 
must be stated with some authentic stamp.  Decorum may not permit going into the newspapers, but the 
letter may be addressed to so many respectable men of influence as may give its contents general circulation. 

HAMILTON TO JOHN ADAMS New York, Oct. 1, 1800. 

Sir:  

The time which has elapsed since my letter of the 1st Aug. was delivered to you precludes the further 
expectation of an answer…. 

FROM THE U.S. CONSTITUTION Some provisions have since been superseded by the Twelfth Amendment. 

The Electors shall meet in their respective States, and vote by Ballot for two persons... The Person having 
the greatest Number of Votes shall be the President, if such Number be a Majority... and if there be more 
than one who have such Majority, and have an equal Number of Votes, then the House of Representatives 
shall immediately chuse by Ballot one of them for President; and if no Person have a Majority, then from the 
five highest on the List the said House shall in like Manner chuse the President. But in chusing the 
President, the Votes shall be taken by States, the Representation from each State having one Vote. 

ELECTORAL COLLEGE RESULTS 

Presidential Candidate Party State Votes 

Thomas Jefferson [Jeffersonian] Republican VA 73 

Aaron Burr [Jeffersonian] Republican NY 73 

John Adams Federalist MA 65 

Charles Cotesworth Pinckney Federalist SC 64 

John Jay Federalist NY 1 
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HAMILTON TO OLIVER WOLCOTT New York, Dec. 16, 1800. 

It is now, my dear sir, ascertained that Jefferson or Burr will be President, and it seems probable that they 
will come with equal votes to the House of Representatives.  It is also circulated here that, in this event, the 
Federalists in Congress, or some of them, talk of preferring Burr.  I trust New England, at least, will not so 
far lose its head as to fall into this snare.  There is no doubt but that, upon every virtuous and prudent 
calculation, Jefferson is to be preferred.  He is by far not so dangerous a man; and he has pretensions to 
character. 

As to Burr, there is nothing in his favor.  His private character is not defended by his most partial friends.  
He is bankrupt beyond redemption, except by the plunder of his country.  His public principles have no 
other spring or aim than his own aggrandizement.  If he can, he will certainly disturb our institutions, to 
secure to himself permanent power, and with it wealth. 

HAMILTON TO OLIVER WOLCOTT December 17, 1800. 

… There is no circumstance which has occurred in the course of our political affairs that has given me so 
much pain as the idea that Mr. Burr might be elevated to the Presidency by the means of the Federalists.  I 
am of opinion that this party has hitherto solid claims of merit with the public, and so long as it does 
nothing to forfeit its title to confidence, I shall continue to hope that our misfortunes are temporary, and 
that the party will erelong emerge from its depression.  But if it shall act a foolish or unworthy part in any 
capital instance, I shall then despair. 

Such, without doubt, will be the part it will act, if it shall seriously attempt to support Mr. Burr, in opposition 
to Mr. Jefferson.  If it fails, as, after all, is not improbable, it will have riveted the animosity of that person; 
will have destroyed or weakened the motives to moderation which he must at present feel, and it will expose 
them to the disgrace of a defeat, in an attempt to elevate to the first place of the government one of the 
worst men in the community. 

If it succeeds, it will have done nothing more nor less than place in that station a man who will possess the 
boldness and daring necessary to give success to the Jacobin1 system, instead of one who, for want of that 
quality, will be less fitted to promote it. 

Let it not be imagined that Mr. Burr can be won to the federal views.  It is a vain hope... His ambition will 
not be content with those objects which virtuous men of either party will allot to it... he will be restrained by 
no moral scruple… 

If Jefferson is President, the whole responsibility of bad measures will rest with the Anti-federalists.  If Burr 
is made so by the Federalists, the whole responsibility will rest with them.  The other party will say to the 
people [,“]We intended him only for Vice-President; here he might have done very well, or been at least 
harmless.  But the Federalists, to disappoint us, and a majority of you, took advantage of a momentary 
superiority to put him in the first place.  He is therefore their President, and they must answer for all the 
evils of his bad conduct.[”]  And the people will believe them… 

Adieu to the Federal Troy, if they once introduce this Grecian horse into their citadel. 

Trust me, my dear friend, you cannot render a greater service to your country than to resist this project. Far 
better will it be to endeavor to obtain from Jefferson assurances on some cardinal points: 

1st.  The preservation of the actual fiscal system. 

2d.  Adherence to the neutral plan. 

3d.  The preservation and gradual increase of the navy. 

4th.  The continuance of our friends in the offices they fill, except  
in the great departments, in which he ought to be left free.

                                                           
1 French radicals who were in power during the Reign of Terror (1793-1794), the bloodiest and most chaotic period 
of the French Revolution – Hamilton refrains from using the term, Republican, to refer to his political adversaries. 



Jefferson’s First Inaugural Address  
March 4, 1801 
 

AVALON PROJECT:  http://avalon.law.yale.edu/19th_century/jefinau1.asp  

 

FRIENDS AND FELLOW-CITIZENS,  

Called upon to undertake the duties of the first executive office of our country, I avail myself of the 
presence of that portion of my fellow-citizens which is here assembled to express my grateful thanks for 
the favor with which they have been pleased to look toward me… A rising nation, spread over a wide 
and fruitful land, traversing all the seas with the rich productions of their industry, engaged in 
commerce with nations who feel power and forget right, advancing rapidly to destinies beyond the 
reach of mortal eye -- when I contemplate these transcendent objects, and see the honor, the 
happiness, and the hopes of this beloved country committed to the issue and the auspices of this day, I 
shrink from the contemplation, and humble myself before the magnitude of the undertaking… To you, 
then, gentlemen… I look with encouragement for that guidance and support which may enable us to 
steer with safety the vessel in which we are all embarked amidst the conflicting elements of a troubled 
world.  

During the contest of opinion through which we have passed the animation of discussions and of 
exertions has sometimes worn an aspect which might impose on strangers unused to think freely and to 
speak and to write what they think; but this being now decided by the voice of the nation, announced 
according to the rules of the Constitution, all will, of course, arrange themselves under the will of the 
law, and unite in common efforts for the common good. All, too, will bear in mind this sacred principle, 
that though the will of the majority is in all cases to prevail, that will to be rightful must be 
reasonable; that the minority possess their equal rights, which equal law must protect, and to violate 
would be oppression. Let us, then, fellow-citizens, unite with one heart and one mind. Let us restore 
to social intercourse that harmony and affection without which liberty and even life itself are but dreary 
things. And let us reflect that, having banished from our land that religious intolerance under which 
mankind so long bled and suffered, we have yet gained little if we countenance a political intolerance as 
despotic, as wicked, and capable of as bitter and bloody persecutions. During the throes and convulsions 
of the ancient world, during the agonizing spasms of infuriated man, seeking through blood and 
slaughter his long-lost liberty, it was not wonderful that the agitation of the billows should reach even 
this distant and peaceful shore; that this should be more felt and feared by some and less by others, and 
should divide opinions as to measures of safety. But every difference of opinion is not a difference of 
principle. We have called by different names brethren of the same principle. We are all Republicans, 
we are all Federalists. If there be any among us who would wish to dissolve this Union or to change its 
republican form, let them stand undisturbed as monuments of the safety with which error of opinion 
may be tolerated where reason is left free to combat it. I know, indeed, that some honest men fear that 
a republican government cannot be strong, that this Government is not strong enough; but would the 
honest patriot, in the full tide of successful experiment, abandon a government which has so far kept us 
free and firm on the theoretic and visionary fear that this Government, the world's best hope, may by 
possibility want energy to preserve itself? I trust not. I believe this, on the contrary, the strongest 
Government on earth. I believe it the only one where every man, at the call of the law, would fly to the 
standard of the law, and would meet invasions of the public order as his own personal concern. 
Sometimes it is said that man cannot be trusted with the government of himself. Can he, then, be 
trusted with the government of others? Or have we found angels in the forms of kings to govern him? 
Let history answer this question.  

Let us, then, with courage and confidence pursue our own Federal and Republican principles, our 
attachment to union and representative government. Kindly separated by nature and a wide ocean 
from the exterminating havoc of one quarter of the globe… possessing a chosen country, with room 
enough for our descendants to the thousandth and thousandth generation; entertaining a due sense of 
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our equal right to the use of our own faculties, to the acquisitions of our own industry, to honor and 
confidence from our fellow-citizens, resulting not from birth, but from our actions and their sense of 
them; enlightened by a benign religion, professed, indeed, and practiced in various forms, yet all of 
them inculcating honesty, truth, temperance, gratitude, and the love of man; acknowledging and 
adoring an overruling Providence, which by all its dispensations proves that it delights in the happiness 
of man here and his greater happiness hereafter -- with all these blessings, what more is necessary to 
make us a happy and a prosperous people? Still one thing more, fellow-citizens -- a wise and frugal 
Government, which shall restrain men from injuring one another, shall leave them otherwise free to 
regulate their own pursuits of industry and improvement, and shall not take from the mouth of labor 
the bread it has earned. This is the sum of good government, and this is necessary to close the circle of 
our felicities.  

About to enter, fellow-citizens, on the exercise of duties which comprehend everything dear and 
valuable to you, it is proper you should understand what I deem the essential principles of our 
Government… Equal and exact justice to all men, of whatever state or persuasion, religious or political; 
peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all nations, entangling alliances with none; the support 
of the State governments in all their rights, as the most competent administrations for our domestic 
concerns and the surest bulwarks against antirepublican tendencies; the preservation of the General 
Government in its whole constitutional vigor, as the sheet anchor of our peace at home and safety 
abroad; a jealous care of the right of election by the people -- a mild and safe corrective of abuses which 
are lopped by the sword of revolution where peaceable remedies are unprovided; absolute 
acquiescence in the decisions of the majority, the vital principle of republics, from which is no appeal 
but to force, the vital principle and immediate parent of despotism; a well-disciplined militia, our best 
reliance in peace and for the first moments of war till regulars may relieve them; the supremacy of the 
civil over the military authority; economy in the public expense, that labor may be lightly burdened; the 
honest payment of our debts and sacred preservation of the public faith; encouragement of agriculture, 
and of commerce as its handmaid; the diffusion of information and arraignment of all abuses at the bar 
of the public reason; freedom of religion; freedom of the press, and freedom of person under the 
protection of the habeas corpus, and trial by juries impartially selected. These principles form the bright 
constellation which has gone before us and guided our steps through an age of revolution and 
reformation. The wisdom of our sages and blood of our heroes have been devoted to their attainment. 
They should be the creed of our political faith, the text of civic instruction, the touchstone by which to 
try the services of those we trust; and should we wander from them in moments of error or of alarm, let 
us hasten to retrace our steps and to regain the road which alone leads to peace, liberty, and safety.  

I repair, then, fellow-citizens, to the post you have assigned me. With experience enough in subordinate 
offices to have seen the difficulties of this the greatest of all, I have learnt to expect that it will rarely fall 
to the lot of imperfect man to retire from this station with the reputation and the favor which bring him 
into it…. 

Relying, then, on the patronage of your good will, I advance with obedience to the work, ready to retire 
from it whenever you become sensible how much better choice it is in your power to make. And may 
that Infinite Power which rules the destinies of the universe lead our councils to what is best, and give 
them a favorable issue for your peace and prosperity.  

 



Jefferson’s Correspondence with the Danbury Baptists  
 

WallBuilders.com:    http://www.wallbuilders.com/LIBissuesArticles.asp?id=65  

Library of Congress:  http://www.loc.gov/loc/lcib/9806/danbury.html  

 

NOTE: Although the Bill of Rights prohibited the federal government from establishing a state religion, it didn’t 

prohibit the states from maintaining established churches.  Connecticut continued to maintain an established 

church until 1818.  The Danbury Baptist Association of Connecticut’s correspondence with Jefferson 

expresses their frustration with being a religious minority in a state with an established church. 

The address of the Danbury Baptist Association in the State of Connecticut, assembled October 7, 1801. 

To Thomas Jefferson, Esq., President of the United States of America  

Sir, 

Among the many millions in America and Europe who rejoice in your election to office, we embrace the first 

opportunity... to express our great satisfaction in your appointment to the Chief Magistracy in the United 

States.... 

Our sentiments are uniformly on the side of religious liberty:  that Religion is at all times and places a matter 

between God and individuals, that no man ought to suffer in name, person, or effects on account of his 

religious opinions, [and] that the legitimate power of civil government extends no further than to punish the 

man who works ill to his neighbor.... 

Sir, we are sensible that the President of the United States is not the National Legislator and also sensible that 

the national government cannot destroy the laws of each State, but our hopes are strong that the sentiment of 

our beloved President... will shine and prevail through all these States--and all the world--until hierarchy and 

tyranny be destroyed from the earth...  May God strengthen you for the arduous task which providence and 

the voice of the people have called you--to sustain and support you and your Administration against all the 

predetermined opposition of those who wish to rise to wealth and importance on the poverty and subjection 

of the people.  

And may the Lord preserve you safe from every evil and bring you at last to his Heavenly Kingdom through 

Jesus Christ our Glorious Mediator.  

Jefferson’s Reply 

Gentlemen 

The affectionate sentiments of esteem and approbation which you are so good as to express towards me, on 

behalf of the Danbury Baptist association, give me the highest satisfaction... 

Believing with you that religion is a matter which lies solely between Man & his God, that he owes account to 

none other for his faith or his worship, that the legitimate powers of government reach actions only, & not 

opinions, I contemplate with sovereign reverence that act of the whole American people which 

declared that their legislature should "make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or 

prohibiting the free exercise thereof," thus building a wall of separation between Church & State.  

Adhering to this expression of the supreme will of the nation in behalf of the rights of conscience, I shall see 

with sincere satisfaction the progress of those sentiments which tend to restore to man all his natural rights, 

convinced he has no natural right in opposition to his social duties. 

I reciprocate your kind prayers for the protection & blessing of the common father and creator of man, and 

tender you for yourselves & your religious association, assurances of my high respect & esteem. 

Th Jefferson 

Jan. 1. 1802. 
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Jefferson’s Second Inaugural Address  
March 4, 1805 
 

AVALON PROJECT:  http://avalon.law.yale.edu/19th_century/jefinau2.asp  

 
March 4, 1805 

Proceeding, fellow citizens, to that qualification which the constitution requires, before my entrance on 
the charge again conferred upon me, it is my duty to express the deep sense I entertain of this new 
proof of confidence from my fellow citizens at large, and the zeal with which it inspires me, so to 
conduct myself as may best satisfy their just expectations.  

On taking this station on a former occasion, I declared the principles on which I believed it my duty to 
administer the affairs of our commonwealth. My conscience tells me that I have, on every occasion, 
acted up to that declaration, according to its obvious import, and to the understanding of every candid 
mind.  

In the transaction of your foreign affairs, we have endeavored to cultivate the friendship of all nations, 
and especially of those with which we have the most important relations. We have done them justice on 
all occasions, favored where favor was lawful, and cherished mutual interests and intercourse on fair 
and equal terms…  

At home, fellow citizens, you best know whether we have done well or ill. The suppression of 
unnecessary offices, of useless establishments and expenses, enabled us to discontinue our internal 
taxes. These covering our land with officers, and opening our doors to their intrusions, had already 
begun that process of domiciliary vexation which, once entered, is scarcely to be restrained from 
reaching successively every article of produce and property. If among these taxes some minor ones fell 
which had not been inconvenient, it was because their amount would not have paid the officers who 
collected them, and because, if they had any merit, the state authorities might adopt them, instead of 
others less approved.  

The remaining revenue on the consumption of foreign articles, is paid cheerfully by those who can 
afford to add foreign luxuries to domestic comforts, being collected on our seaboards and frontiers only, 
and incorporated with the transactions of our mercantile citizens, it may be the pleasure and pride of 
an American to ask, what farmer, what mechanic, what laborer, ever sees a tax-gatherer of the United 
States? These contributions enable us to support the current expenses of the government, to fulfill 
contracts with foreign nations, to extinguish the native right of soil within our limits, to extend those 
limits, and to apply such a surplus to our public debts, as places at a short day their final redemption, 
and that redemption once effected, the revenue thereby liberated may, by a just repartition among the 
states, and a corresponding amendment of the constitution, be applied, in time of peace, to rivers, 
canals, roads, arts, manufactures, education, and other great objects within each state. In time of war, if 
injustice, by ourselves or others, must sometimes produce war, increased as the same revenue will be 
increased by population and consumption, and aided by other resources reserved for that crisis, it 
may meet within the year all the expenses of the year, without encroaching on the rights of future 
generations, by burdening them with the debts of the past. War will then be but a suspension of useful 
works, and a return to a state of peace, a return to the progress of improvement.  

I have said, fellow citizens, that the income reserved had enabled us to extend our limits; but that 
extension may possibly pay for itself before we are called on, and in the meantime, may keep down the 
accruing interest; in all events, it will repay the advances we have made. I know that the acquisition of 
Louisiana has been disapproved by some, from a candid apprehension that the enlargement of our 
territory would endanger its union. But who can limit the extent to which the federative principle may 
operate effectively? The larger our association, the less will it be shaken by local passions; and in any 
view, is it not better that the opposite bank of the Mississippi should be settled by our own brethren and 
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children, than by strangers of another family? With which shall we be most likely to live in harmony and 
friendly intercourse?  

In matters of religion, I have considered that its free exercise is placed by the constitution independent 
of the powers of the general government. I have therefore undertaken, on no occasion, to prescribe the 
religious exercises suited to it; but have left them, as the constitution found them, under the direction 
and discipline of state or church authorities acknowledged by the several religious societies.  

The aboriginal inhabitants of these countries I have regarded with the commiseration their history 
inspires. Endowed with the faculties and the rights of men, breathing an ardent love of liberty and 
independence, and occupying a country which left them no desire but to be undisturbed, the stream of 
overflowing population from other regions directed itself on these shores; without power to divert, or 
habits to contend against, they have been overwhelmed by the current, or driven before it; now 
reduced within limits too narrow for the hunter's state, humanity enjoins us to teach them agriculture 
and the domestic arts; to encourage them to that industry which alone can enable them to maintain 
their place in existence, and to prepare them in time for that state of society, which to bodily comforts 
adds the improvement of the mind and morals. We have therefore liberally furnished them with the 
implements of husbandry and household use; we have placed among them instructors in the arts of first 
necessity; and they are covered with the aegis of the law against aggressors from among ourselves…. 

During this course of administration, and in order to disturb it, the artillery of the press has been leveled 
against us, charged with whatsoever its licentiousness could devise or dare. These abuses of an 
institution so important to freedom and science, are deeply to be regretted, inasmuch as they tend to 
lessen its usefulness, and to sap its safety; they might, indeed, have been corrected by the wholesome 
punishments reserved and provided by the laws of the several States against falsehood and defamation; 
but public duties more urgent press on the time of public servants, and the offenders have therefore 
been left to find their punishment in the public indignation.  

Nor was it uninteresting to the world, that an experiment should be fairly and fully made, whether 
freedom of discussion, unaided by power, is not sufficient for the propagation and protection of truth -- 
whether a government, conducting itself in the true spirit of its constitution, with zeal and purity, and 
doing no act which it would be unwilling the whole world should witness, can be written down by 
falsehood and defamation. The experiment has been tried; you have witnessed the scene; our fellow 
citizens have looked on, cool and collected; they saw the latent source from which these outrages 
proceeded; they gathered around their public functionaries, and when the constitution called them to 
the decision by suffrage, they pronounced their verdict, honorable to those who had served them, and 
consolatory to the friend of man, who believes he may be entrusted with his own affairs.  

No inference is here intended, that the laws, provided by the State against false and defamatory 
publications, should not be enforced; he who has time, renders a service to public morals and public 
tranquility, in reforming these abuses by the salutary coercions of the law; but the experiment is noted, 
to prove that, since truth and reason have maintained their ground against false opinions in league with 
false facts, the press, confined to truth, needs no other legal restraint; the public judgment will correct 
false reasonings and opinions, on a full hearing of all parties…. 

I shall now enter on the duties to which my fellow citizens have again called me, and shall proceed in the 
spirit of those principles which they have approved… I shall need… the favor of that Being in whose 
hands we are, who led our forefathers, as Israel of old, from their native land, and planted them in a 
country flowing with all the necessaries and comforts of life; who has covered our infancy with his 
providence, and our riper years with his wisdom and power; and to whose goodness I ask you to join 
with me in supplications, that he will so enlighten the minds of your servants, guide their councils, and 
prosper their measures, that whatsoever they do, shall result in your good, and shall secure to you the 
peace, friendship, and approbation of all nations.  



Letter from Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury,  

to President Thomas Jefferson 
 

Online Library of Liberty: http://oll.libertyfund.org/title/1953/122115 on 2009-10-11 
 

Treasury Department, 18th December, 1807. 

Dear Sir,— 

Reflecting on the proposed embargo and all its bearings, I think it essential that foreign 

vessels may be excepted… I also think that an embargo for a limited time will at this 

moment be preferable in itself, and less objectionable in Congress. In every point of 

view, privations, sufferings, revenue, effect on the enemy, politics at home, &c., I prefer 

war to a permanent embargo. 

Governmental prohibitions do always more mischief than had been calculated; and it is 

not without much hesitation that a statesman should hazard to regulate the concerns of 

individuals as if he could do it better than themselves. 

The measure being of a doubtful policy, and hastily adopted on the first view of our 

foreign intelligence, I think that we had better recommend it with modifications, and, at 

first, for such a limited time as will afford us all time for reconsideration and, if we 

think proper, for an alteration in our course without appearing to retract. As to the hope 

that it may have an effect on the negotiation with Mr. Rose, or induce England to treat 

us better, I think it entirely groundless. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant. 

 
 
 

Questions to Consider: 
 

1. What are Gallatin’s thoughts on Jefferson’s proposed embargo? 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

2. Was the Embargo in line with Jefferson’s political philosophy?  Explain why or why not. 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
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James Madison, “Universal Peace” 
National Gazette, February 2, 1792 

Constitution Society:  http://www.constitution.org/jm/17920202_peace.htm  
 

Among the various reforms which have been offered to the world, the projects for universal peace have 
done the greatest honor to the hearts, though they seem to have done very little to the heads of their 
authors…. 

A universal and perpetual peace, it is to be feared, is in the catalogue of events, which will never exist 
but in the imaginations of visionary philosophers, or in the breasts of benevolent enthusiasts. It is still 
however true, that war contains so much folly, as well as wickedness, that much is to be hoped from the 
progress of reason; and if anything is to be hoped, everything ought to be tried. 

Wars may be divided into two classes; one flowing from the mere will of the government, the other 
according with the will of the society itself. 

Those of the first class can no otherwise be prevented than by such a reformation of the government, as 
may identify its will with the will of the society… 

…whilst war is to depend on those whose ambition, whose revenge, whose avidity, or whose caprice 
may contradict the sentiment of the community, and yet be uncontrolled by it; whilst war is to be 
declared by those who are to spend the public money, not by those who are to pay it; by those who are 
to direct the public forces, not by those who are to support them; by those whose power is to be raised, 
not by those whose chains may be riveted the disease must continue to be hereditary like the 
government of which it is the offspring. As the first step towards a cure, the government itself must be 
regenerated. Its will must be made subordinate to, or rather the same with, the will of the community… 

The other class of wars, corresponding with the public will, are less susceptible of remedy. There are 
antidotes, nevertheless, which may not be without their efficacy. As wars of the first class were to be 
prevented by subjecting the will of the government to the will of the society, those of the second, can 
only be controlled by subjecting the will of the society to the reason of the society; by establishing 
permanent and constitutional maxims of conduct, which may prevail over occasional impressions, and 
inconsiderate pursuits. 

…war should not only be declared by the authority of the people, whose toils and treasures are to 
support its burdens, instead of the government which is to reap its fruits… each generation should be 
made to bear the burden of its own wars, instead of carrying them on, at the expense of other 
generations… each generation should not only bear its own burdens, but that the taxes composing 
them, should include a due proportion of such as by their direct operation keep the people awake, along 
with those, which being wrapped up in other payments, may leave them asleep, to misapplications of 
their money…. 

Were a nation to impose such restraints on itself, avarice would be sure to calculate the expenses of 
ambition… reason would be free to decide for the public good; and an ample reward would accrue to 
the state, first, from the avoidance of all its wars of folly, secondly, from the vigor of its unwasted 
resources for wars of necessity and defense. Were all nations to follow the example, the reward would 
be doubled to each; and the temple of Janus might be shut, never to be opened more.... 
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Madison’s War Message to Congress 
June 1, 1812 

The American Presidency Project:  http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=65936  

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States:  

I communicate to Congress certain documents, being a continuation of those heretofore laid before 
them on the subject of our affairs with Great Britain.  

Without going back beyond the renewal in 1803 of the war in which Great Britain is engaged, and 
omitting unrepaired wrongs of inferior magnitude, the conduct of her Government presents a series of 
acts hostile to the United States as an independent and neutral nation.  

British cruisers have been in the continued practice of violating the American flag on the great highway 
of nations, and of seizing and carrying off persons sailing under it, not in the exercise of a belligerent 
right rounded on the law of nations against an enemy, but of a municipal prerogative over British 
subjects. British jurisdiction is thus extended to neutral vessels in a situation where no laws can operate 
but the law of nations and the laws of the country to which the vessels belong, and a self-redress is 
assumed which, if British subjects were wrongfully detained and alone concerned, is that substitution of 
force for a resort to the responsible sovereign which falls within the definition of war…. 

The practice, hence, is so far from affecting British subjects alone that, under the pretext of searching 
for these, thousands of American citizens, under the safeguard of public law and of their national flag, 
have been torn from their country and from everything dear to them; have been dragged on board ships 
of war of a foreign nation and exposed, under the severities of their discipline, to be exiled to the most 
distant and deadly climes, to risk their lives in the battles of their oppressors, and to be the melancholy 
instruments of taking away those of their own brethren.  

Against this crying enormity, which Great Britain would be so prompt to avenge if committed against 
herself, the United States have in vain exhausted remonstrances and expostulations, and that no proof 
might be wanting of their conciliatory dispositions… The communication passed without effect.  

British cruisers have been in the practice also of violating the rights and the peace of our coasts. They 
hover over and harass our entering and departing commerce. To the most insulting pretensions they 
have added the most lawless proceedings in our very harbors, and have wantonly spilt American blood 
within the sanctuary of our territorial jurisdiction. The principles and rules enforced by that nation, 
when a neutral nation, against armed vessels of belligerents hovering near her coasts and disturbing her 
commerce are well known. When called on, nevertheless, by the United States to punish the greater 
offenses committed by her own vessels, her Government has bestowed on their commanders additional 
marks of honor and confidence.  

Under pretended blockades, without the presence of an adequate force and sometimes without the 
practicability of applying one, our commerce has been plundered in every sea, the great staples of our 
country have been cut off from their legitimate markets, and a destructive blow aimed at our 
agricultural and maritime interests…. 

Not content with these occasional expedients for laying waste our neutral trade, the cabinet of Britain 
resorted at length to the sweeping system of blockades, under the name of orders in council, which has 
been molded and managed as might best suit its political views, its commercial jealousies, or the avidity 
of British cruisers…. 

It has become, indeed, sufficiently certain that the commerce of the United States is to be sacrificed, not 
as interfering with the belligerent rights of Great Britain; not as supplying the wants of her enemies, 
which she herself supplies; but as interfering with the monopoly which she covets for her own 

http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=65936


commerce and navigation. She carries on a war against the lawful commerce of a friend that she may 
the better carry on a commerce with an enemy--a commerce polluted by the forgeries and perjuries 
which are for the most part the only passports by which it can succeed.  

Anxious to make every experiment short of the last resort of injured nations, the United States have 
withheld from Great Britain, under successive modifications, the benefits of a free intercourse with their 
market, the loss of which could not but outweigh the profits accruing from her restrictions of our 
commerce with other nations…. 

In reviewing the conduct of Great Britain toward the United States our attention is necessarily drawn to 
the warfare just renewed by the savages on one of our extensive frontiers--a warfare which is known to 
spare neither age nor sex and to be distinguished by features peculiarly shocking to humanity. It is 
difficult to account for the activity and combinations which have for some time been developing 
themselves among tribes in constant intercourse with British traders and garrisons without connecting 
their hostility with that influence and without recollecting the authenticated examples of such 
interpositions heretofore furnished by the officers and agents of that Government.  

Such is the spectacle of injuries and indignities which have been heaped on our country, and such the 
crisis which its unexampled forbearance and conciliatory efforts have not been able to avert. It might at 
least have been expected that an enlightened nation, if less urged by moral obligations or invited by 
friendly dispositions on the part of the United States, would have found in its true interest alone a 
sufficient motive to respect their rights and their tranquility on the high seas; that an enlarged policy 
would have favored that free and general circulation of commerce in which the British nation is at all 
times interested, and which in times of war is the best alleviation of its calamities to herself as well as to 
other belligerents; and more especially that the British cabinet would not, for the sake of a precarious 
and surreptitious intercourse with hostile markets, have persevered in a course of measures which 
necessarily put at hazard the invaluable market of a great and growing country, disposed to cultivate the 
mutual advantages of an active commerce.  

Other counsels have prevailed. Our moderation and conciliation have had no other effect than to 
encourage perseverance and to enlarge pretensions. We behold our seafaring citizens still the daily 
victims of lawless violence, committed on the great common and highway of nations, even within sight 
of the country which owes them protection. We behold our vessels, freighted with the products of our 
soil and industry, or returning with the honest proceeds of them, wrested from their lawful destinations, 
confiscated by prize courts no longer the organs of public law but the instruments of arbitrary edicts, 
and their unfortunate crews dispersed and lost, or forced or inveigled in British ports into British fleets, 
whilst arguments are employed in support of these aggressions which have no foundation but in a 
principle equally supporting a claim to regulate our external commerce in all cases whatsoever.  

We behold, in fine, on the side of Great Britain a state of war against the United States, and on the side 
of the United States a state of peace toward Great Britain.  

Whether the United States shall continue passive under these progressive usurpations and these 
accumulating wrongs, or, opposing force to force in defense of their national rights, shall commit a just 
cause into the hands of the Almighty Disposer of Events, avoiding all connections which might entangle 
it in the contest or views of other powers, and preserving a constant readiness to concur in an 
honorable reestablishment of peace and friendship, is a solemn question which the Constitution wisely 
confides to the legislative department of the Government. In recommending it to their early 
deliberations I am happy in the assurance that the decision will be worthy the enlightened and patriotic 
councils of a virtuous, a free, and a powerful nation…. 

James Madison 
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From Alexis de Tocqueville, Democracy in America 
University of Virginia:  http://xroads.virginia.edu/~HYPER/DETOC/toc_indx.html   

Chapter XXIV 
CAUSES WHICH RENDER DEMOCRATIC ARMIES WEAKER THAN OTHER ARMIES AT THE OUTSET OF A 

CAMPAIGN, AND MORE FORMIDABLE IN PROTRACTED WARFARE AMERICA 

ANY army is in danger of being conquered at the outset of a campaign, after a long peace; any army that has 
long been engaged in warfare has strong chances of victory: this truth is peculiarly applicable to democratic 
armies. In aristocracies the military profession, being a privileged career, is held in honor even in time of 
peace. Men of great talents, great attainments, and great ambition embrace it; the army is in all respects on a 
level with the nation, and frequently above it. 

We have seen, on the contrary, that among a democratic people the choicer minds of the nation are 
gradually drawn away from the military profession, to seek by other paths distinction, power, and especially 
wealth. After a long peace, and in democratic times the periods of peace are long, the army is always inferior 
to the country itself. In this state it is called into active service, and until war has altered it, there is danger for 
the country as well as for the army.  

I have shown that in democratic armies and in time of peace the rule of seniority is the supreme and 
inflexible law of promotion. This is a consequence, as I have before observed, not only of the constitution of 
these armies, but of the constitution of the people, and it will always occur. Again, as among these nations 
the officer derives his position in the country solely from his position in the army, and as he draws all the 
distinction and the competency he enjoys from the same source, he does not retire from his profession, or is 
not superannuated, till very near the close of life. The consequence of these two causes is that when a 
democratic people goes to war after a long interval of peace, all the leading officers of the army are old men. 
I speak not only of the generals, but of the non-commissioned officers, who have most of them been 
stationary or have advanced only step by step. It may be remarked with surprise that in a democratic army 
after a long peace all the soldiers are mere boys, and all the superior officers in declining years, so that the 
former are wanting in experience, the latter in vigor. This is a leading cause of defeat, for the first condition 
of successful generalship is youth. I should not have ventured to say so if the greatest captain of modern 
times had not made the observation.  

These two causes do not act in the same manner upon aristocratic armies: as men are promoted in them by 
right of birth much more than by right of seniority, there are in all ranks a certain number of young men who 
bring to their profession all the early vigor of body and mind. Again, as the men who seek for military honors 
among an aristocratic people enjoy a settled position in civil society, they seldom continue in the army until 
old age overtakes them. After having devoted the most vigorous years of youth to the career of arms, they 
voluntarily retire, and spend the remainder of their maturer years at home.  

A long peace not only fills democratic armies with elderly officers, but also gives to all the officers habits of 
both body and mind which render them unfit for actual service. The man who has long lived amid the calm 
and lukewarm atmosphere of democratic conditions can at first ill adapt himself to the harder toils and 
sterner duties of warfare; and if he has not absolutely lost the taste for arms, at least he has assumed a mode 
of life that unfits him for conquest.  

Among aristocratic nations the enjoyments of civil life exercise less influence on the manners of the army, 
because among those nations the aristocracy commands the army, and an aristocracy, however plunged in 
luxurious pleasures, has always many other passions besides that of its own well-being, and to satisfy those 
passions more thoroughly its well-being will be readily sacrificed.1 I have shown that in democratic armies in 
time of peace promotion is extremely slow. The officers at first support this state of things with impatience; 
they grow excited, restless, exasperated, but in the end most of them make up their minds to it. Those who 
have the largest share of ambition and of resources quit the army; others, adapting their tastes and their 
desires to their scanty fortunes, ultimately look upon the military profession in a civil point of view. The 
quality they value most in it is the competency and 1 security that attend it; their whole notion of the future 
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rests upon the certainty of this little provision, and all they require is peaceably to enjoy it. Thus not only 
does a long peace fill an army with old men, but it frequently imparts the views of old men to those who are 
still in the prime of life.  

I have also shown that among democratic nations in time of peace the military profession is held in little 
honor and practiced with little spirit. This want of public favor is a heavy discouragement to the army; it 
weighs down the minds of the troops, and when war breaks out at last, they cannot immediately resume 
their spring and vigor. No similar cause of moral weakness exists in aristocratic armies: there the officers are 
never lowered, either in their own eyes or in those of their countrymen; because, independently of their 
military greatness, they are personally great. But even if the influence of peace operated on the two kinds of 
armies in the same manner, the results would still be different.  

When the officers of an aristocratic army have lost their warlike spirit and the desire of raising themselves by 
service, they still retain a certain respect for the honor of their class and an old habit of being foremost to set 
an example. But when the officers of a democratic army have no longer the love of war and the ambition of 
arms, nothing whatever remains to them.  

I am therefore of the opinion that when a democratic people en gages in a war after a long peace, it incurs 
much more risk of defeat than any other nation; but it ought not easily to be cast down by its reverses, for 
the chances of success for such an army are increased by the duration of the war. When a war has at length, 
by its long continuance, roused the whole community from their peaceful occupations and ruined their minor 
undertakings, the same passions that made them attach so much importance to the maintenance of peace 
will be turned to arms. War, after it has destroyed all modes of speculation, becomes itself the great and sole 
speculation, to which all the ardent and ambitious desires that equality engenders are exclusively directed. 
Hence it is that the selfsame democratic nations that are so reluctant to engage in hostilities sometimes 
perform prodigious achievements when once they have taken the field.  

As the war attracts more and more of public attention and is seen to create high reputations and great 
fortunes in a short space of time, the choicest spirits of the nation enter the military profession; all the 
enterprising, proud, and martial minds, no longer solely of the aristocracy, but of the whole country, are 
drawn in this direction. As the number of competitors for military honors is immense, and war drives every 
man to his proper level, great generals are always sure to spring up. A long war produces upon a democratic 
army the same effects that a revolution produces upon a people; it breaks through regulations and allows 
extraordinary men to rise above the common level. Those officers whose bodies and minds have grown old in 
peace are removed or superannuated, or they die. In their stead a host of young men is pressing on, whose 
frames are already hardened, whose desires are extended and inflamed by active service. They are bent on 
advancement at all hazards, and perpetual advancement; they are followed by others with the same passions 
and desires, and after these are others, yet unlimited by aught but the size of the army. The principle of 
equality opens the door of ambition to all, and death provides chances for ambition. Death is constantly 
thinning the ranks, making vacancies, closing and opening the career of arms.  

Moreover, there is a secret connection between the military character and the character of democracies, 
which war brings to light. The men of democracies naturally are passionately eager to acquire what they 
covet and to enjoy it on easy conditions. They for the most part worship chance and are much less afraid of 
death than of difficulty. This is the spirit that they bring to commerce and manufactures; and this same spirit, 
carried with them to the field of battle, induces them willingly to expose their lives in order to secure in a 
moment the rewards of victory. No kind of greatness is more pleasing to the imagination of a democratic 
people than military greatness, a greatness of vivid and sudden luster, obtained without toil, by nothing but 
the risk of life. Thus while the interest and the tastes of the members of a democratic community divert them 
from war, their habits of mind fit them for carrying on war well: they soon make good soldiers when they are 
aroused from their business and their enjoyments.  

If peace is peculiarly hurtful to democratic armies, war secures to them advantages that no other armies ever 
possess; and these advantages, however little felt at first, cannot fail in the end to give them the victory. An 
aristocratic nation that in a contest with a democratic people does not succeed in ruining the latter at the 
outset of the war always runs a great risk of being conquered by it.  
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Report and Resolutions of the Hartford Convention 
January 4, 1815 

Wikisource:  http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Report_and_Resolutions_of_the_Hartford_Convention  

THE Delegates from the Legislatures of the States of Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode-Island, and from the 
Counties of Grafton and Cheshire in the State of New-Hampshire and the county of Windham in the State of 
Vermont, assembled in Convention, beg leave to report the following result of their conference.  

THE Convention is deeply impressed with a sense of the arduous nature of the commission which they were 
appointed to execute, of devising the means of defense against dangers, and of relief from oppressions proceeding 
from the act of their own Government, without violating constitutional principles…. 

THEREFORE RESOLVED— 

THAT it be and hereby is recommended to the Legislatures of the several States represented in this 
Convention, to adopt all such measures as may be necessary effectually to protect the citizens of said 
States from the operation and effects of all acts which have been or may be passed by the Congress of 
the United States, which shall contain provisions, subjecting the militia or other citizens to forcible 
drafts, conscriptions, or impressments, not authorized by the Constitution of the United States…. 

Resolved, That the following amendments of the Constitution of the United States, be recommended to 
the States represented as aforesaid, to be proposed by them for adoption by the State Legislatures, and, 
in such cases as may be deemed expedient, by a Convention chosen by the people of each State. 

And it is further recommended, that the said States shall persevere in their efforts to obtain such 
amendments, until the same shall be effected. 

First. Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several States which may be 
included within this union, according to their respective numbers of free persons, including those bound 
to serve for a term of years, and excluding Indians not taxed, and all other persons. 

Second. No new State shall be admitted into the union by Congress in virtue of the power granted by the 
Constitution, without the concurrence of two thirds of both Houses. 

Third. Congress shall not have power to lay any embargo on the ships or vessels of the citizens of the 
United States, in the ports or harbours thereof, for more than sixty days. 

Fourth. Congress shall not have power, without the concurrence of two thirds of both Houses, to 
interdict the commercial intercourse between the United States and any foreign nation or the 
dependencies thereof. 

Fifth. Congress shall not make or declare war, or authorize acts of hostility against any foreign nation, 
without the concurrence of two thirds of both Houses, except such acts of hostility be in defence of the 
territories of the United States when actually invaded. 

Sixth. No person who shall hereafter be naturalized, shall be eligible as a member of the Senate or House 
of Representatives of the United States, nor capable of holding any civil office under the authority of the 
United States. 

Seventh. The same person shall not be elected President of the United States a second time; nor shall the 
President be elected from the same State two terms in succession. 

Resolved, That if the application of these States to the government of the United States, recommended 
in a foregoing Resolution, should be unsuccessful, and peace should not be concluded, and the defense 
of these States should be neglected, as it has been since the commencement of the war, it will in the 
opinion of this Convention be expedient for the Legislatures of the several States to appoint Delegates 
to another Convention, to meet at Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, on the third Thursday of June 
next, with such powers and instructions as the exigency of a crisis so momentous may require…. 
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Madison’s Veto of the Public Works “Bonus” Bill 
March 3, 1817  

(the day before he left office) 
Constitution Society:  http://www.constitution.org/jm/18170303_veto.htm   

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

Having considered the bill this day presented to me entitled "An act to set apart and pledge certain 
funds for internal improvements," and which sets apart and pledges funds "for constructing roads and 
canals, and improving the navigation of water courses, in order to facilitate, promote, and give security 
to internal commerce among the several States, and to render more easy and less expensive the means 
and provisions for the common defense," I am constrained by the insuperable difficulty I feel in 
reconciling the bill with the Constitution of the United States to return it with that objection to the 
House of Representatives, in which it originated. 

The legislative powers vested in Congress are specified and enumerated in the eighth section of the first 
article of the Constitution, and it does not appear that the power proposed to be exercised by the bill is 
among the enumerated powers, or that it falls by any just interpretation with the power to make laws 
necessary and proper for carrying into execution those or other powers vested by the Constitution in 
the Government of the United States. 

"The power to regulate commerce among the several States" can not include a power to construct roads 
and canals, and to improve the navigation of water courses in order to facilitate, promote, and secure 
such commerce without a latitude of construction departing from the ordinary import of the terms 
strengthened by the known inconveniences which doubtless led to the grant of this remedial power to 
Congress. 

To refer the power in question to the clause "to provide for common defense and general welfare" 
would be contrary to the established and consistent rules of interpretation, as rendering the special and 
careful enumeration of powers which follow the clause nugatory and improper. Such a view of the 
Constitution would have the effect of giving to Congress a general power of legislation instead of the 
defined and limited one hitherto understood to belong to them, the terms "common defense and 
general welfare" embracing every object and act within the purview of a legislative trust. It would have 
the effect of subjecting both the Constitution and laws of the several States in all cases not specifically 
exempted to be superseded by laws of Congress, it being expressly declared "that the Constitution of 
the United States and laws made in pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law of the land, and the 
judges of every state shall be bound thereby, anything in the constitution or laws of any State to the 
contrary notwithstanding." Such a view of the Constitution, finally, would have the effect of excluding 
the judicial authority of the United States from its participation in guarding the boundary between the 
legislative powers of the General and the State Governments, inasmuch as questions relating to the 
general welfare, being questions of policy and expediency, are unsusceptible of judicial cognizance and 
decision. 

A restriction of the power "to provide for the common defense and general welfare" to cases which are 
to be provided for by the expenditure of money would still leave within the legislative power of 
Congress all the great and most important measures of Government, money being the ordinary and 
necessary means of carrying them into execution. 

If a general power to construct roads and canals, and to improve the navigation of water courses, with 
the train of powers incident thereto, be not possessed by Congress, the assent of the States in the 
mode provided in the bill cannot confer the power. The only cases in which the consent and cession of 
particular States can extend the power of Congress are those specified and provided for in the 
Constitution. 

http://www.constitution.org/jm/18170303_veto.htm
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I am not unaware of the great importance of roads and canals and the improved navigation of water 
courses, and that a power in the National Legislature to provide for them might be exercised with signal 
advantage to the general prosperity. But seeing that such a power is not expressly given by the 
Constitution, and believing that it cannot be deduced from any part of it without an inadmissible 
latitude of construction and reliance on insufficient precedents; believing also that the permanent 
success of the Constitution depends on a definite partition of powers between the General and the 
State Governments, and that no adequate landmarks would be left by the constructive extension of the 
powers of Congress as proposed in the bill, I have no option but to withhold my signature from it, and to 
cherishing the hope that its beneficial objects may be attained by a resort for the necessary powers to 
the same wisdom and virtue in the nation which established the Constitution in its actual form and 
providently marked out in the instrument itself a safe and practicable mode of improving it as 
experience might suggest. 

James Madison,  
President of the United States 
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From Charles Pinckney, Speech on the Missouri Question 
Printed in the Niles’ Weekly Register, July 15, 1820, pp. 349-357 

 

A great deal has been said on the subject of slavery; that it is an infamous stain and blot on the 
states that hold them, not only degrading the slave but the master, and making him unfit for 
republican government; that it is contrary to religion and the law of God; and that Congress 
ought to do every thing in their power to prevent its extension among the new states. 

Now, sir, I should be glad to know how any man is acquainted with what is the will or the law of 
God on this subject; has it ever been imparted either to the old or new world?  Is there a single 
line in the Old or New Testament, either censuring or forbidding it?  I answer without 
hesitation, no! But there are hundreds speaking of and recognizing it.  Hagar, from whom 
millions sprang, was an African slave, bought out of Egypt by Abraham, the father of the 
faithful, and the beloved servant of the Most High; and he had, besides, three hundred and 
eighteen male slaves.  The Jews in the time of the theocracy, and the Greeks and Romans had 
all slaves; at that time there was no nation without them… 

Let those acquainted with the situation of the people in Asia and Africa, where not one man in 
ten can be called a freeman, or whose situation can be compared with the comforts of our 
slaves, throw their eves over them, and carry them to Russia, and from the north to the south 
of Europe, where, except Great Britain, nothing like liberty exists.  Let them view the lower 
classes of their inhabitants, by far the most numerous of the whole; the thousands of beggars 
that infest their streets, more than half starved, half naked, and in the most wretched state of 
human degradation.  Let him then go to England; the comforts, if they have any, of the lower 
classes of whose inhabitants are far inferior to those of our slaves.  Let him, when there, ask of 
their economists, what are the numbers of millions daily fed by the hand of charity; and, when 
satisfied there, then let him come nearer home, and examine into the situation of the free 
negroes now resident in New-York and Philadelphia, and compare them with the situation of 
our slaves, and he will tell you, that, perhaps, the most miserable and degraded state of human 
nature is to be found among the free negroes of New-York and Philadelphia, most of whom are 
fugitives from southern states, received and sheltered in those states.  I did not go to New-York, 
but I did go to Philadelphia, and particularly examined this subject while there.  I saw their 
streets crowded with idle, drunken negroes, at every corner; and on visiting their penitentiary, 
found, to my astonishment, that, out of five hundred convicts there were confined, more than 
one half were blacks; and, as all the convicts throughout that state are sent to that penitentiary, 
and, if Pennsylvania contains eight hundred thousand white inhabitants, and only twenty-six 
thousand blacks, of course the crimes and vices of the blacks in those states, are, 
comparatively, twenty times greater than those of the whites in the same states, and that 
clearly proves that a state of freedom is one of the greatest curses you can inflict on them. 

From the opinions expressed respecting the southern states and the slaves there, it appears to 
me most clear, that the members on the opposite side know nothing of the southern states, 
their lands, products, or slaves.  Those who visit us, or go to the southward, find so great a 
difference, that many of them remain and settle there.  I perfectly recollect that, when, in 1791, 
General Washington visited South Carolina, he was so surprised at the richness, order, and soil 
of our country, the he expressed his great astonishment at the state of agricultural 
improvements and excellence our tide lands exhibited.  He said he had no idea the United 



States possessed it.  Had I then seen as much of Europe as I have since, I would have replied to 
him, that he would not see its equal in Europe.  Sir, when we recollect that our former parent 
state was the original cause of introducing slavery into America, and that neither ourselves or 
ancestors are chargeable with it; that it cannot be got rid of without ruining the country, 
certainly the present mild treatment of our slaves is most honorable to that part of the country 
where slavery exists.  Every slave has a comfortable house, is well fed, clothed, and taken care 
of; he has his family about him, and in sickness has the same medical aid as his master, and has 
a sure and comfortable retreat in old age… The great body of slaves are happier in their present 
situation than they could be in any other, and the man or men who would attempt to give them 
freedom, would be their greatest enemies. 

All the writers who contend that the slaves increase faster than the free blacks, if they assert 
what is true, prove that the black, when in the condition of a slave, is happier than when free, 
as in proportion to the comfort and happiness of any kind of people, such will be the increase; 
and the next census will shew what has been the increase of both descriptions, free and slave, 
and will, I think, prove the truth of these opinions.... 

I cannot, on any ground, think of agreeing to a compromise on this subject.  However we all 
may wish to see Missouri admitted, as she ought, on equal terms with the other states, this is a 
very unimportant object to her, compared with keeping the constitution inviolate - with 
keeping the hands of congress from touching the question of slavery.  On the subject of the 
constitution, no compromise ought ever be made.  Neither can any be made on the national 
faith, so seriously involved in the treaty which gives all Louisiana, to every part of it, a right to 
be incorporated into the union on equal terms with the other states.... 
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Thomas Jefferson to John Holmes (of Maine) 
April 22, 1820 

The Founders’ Constitution:  http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/v1ch15s66.html   

 

I thank you, dear Sir, for the copy you have been so kind as to send me of the letter to your constituents 
on the Missouri question. It is a perfect justification to them. I had for a long time ceased to read 
newspapers, or pay any attention to public affairs, confident they were in good hands, and content to be 
a passenger in our bark to the shore from which I am not distant. But this momentous question, like a 
fire bell in the night, awakened and filled me with terror. I considered it at once as the knell of the 
Union. It is hushed, indeed, for the moment. But this is a reprieve only, not a final sentence. A 
geographical line, coinciding with a marked principle, moral and political, once conceived and held up to 
the angry passions of men, will never be obliterated; and every new irritation will mark it deeper and 
deeper. I can say, with conscious truth, that there is not a man on earth who would sacrifice more than I 
would to relieve us from this heavy reproach, in any practicable way. The cession of that kind of 
property, for so it is misnamed, is a bagatelle which would not cost me a second thought, if, in that way, 
a general emancipation and expatriation could be effected; and gradually, and with due sacrifices, I 
think it might be. But as it is, we have the wolf by the ears, and we can neither hold him, nor safely let 
him go. Justice is in one scale, and self-preservation in the other. Of one thing I am certain, that as the 
passage of slaves from one State to another, would not make a slave of a single human being who would 
not be so without it, so their diffusion over a greater surface would make them individually happier, and 
proportionally facilitate the accomplishment of their emancipation, by dividing the burthen on a greater 
number of coadjutors. An abstinence too, from this act of power, would remove the jealousy excited by 
the undertaking of Congress to regulate the condition of the different descriptions of men composing a 
State. This certainly is the exclusive right of every State, which nothing in the constitution has taken 
from them and given to the General Government. Could Congress, for example, say, that the non-
freemen of Connecticut shall be freemen, or that they shall not emigrate into any other State? 

I regret that I am now to die in the belief, that the useless sacrifice of themselves by the generation of 
1776, to acquire self-government and happiness to their country, is to be thrown away by the unwise 
and unworthy passions of their sons, and that my only consolation is to be, that I live not to weep over 
it. If they would but dispassionately weigh the blessings they will throw away, against an abstract 
principle more likely to be effected by union than by scission, they would pause before they would 
perpetrate this act of suicide on themselves, and of treason against the hopes of the world. To yourself, 
as the faithful advocate of the Union, I tender the offering of my high esteem and respect. 
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The Monroe Doctrine 
Avalon Project:  http://avalon.law.yale.edu/19th_century/monroe.asp  

The Monroe Doctrine was expressed during President Monroe's seventh annual message to Congress, 

December 2, 1823:  

. . . At the proposal of the Russian Imperial Government, made through the minister of the Emperor 

residing here, a full power and instructions have been transmitted to the minister of the United States at 

St. Petersburg to arrange by amicable negotiation the respective rights and interests of the two nations 

on the northwest coast of this continent. A similar proposal has been made by His Imperial Majesty to 

the Government of Great Britain, which has likewise been acceded to. The Government of the United 

States has been desirous by this friendly proceeding of manifesting the great value which they have 

invariably attached to the friendship of the Emperor and their solicitude to cultivate the best 

understanding with his Government. In the discussions to which this interest has given rise and in the 

arrangements by which they may terminate the occasion has been judged proper for asserting, as a 

principle in which the rights and interests of the United States are involved, that the American 

continents, by the free and independent condition which they have assumed and maintain, are 

henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any European powers. . .  

It was stated at the commencement of the last session that a great effort was then making in Spain 

and Portugal to improve the condition of the people of those countries, and that it appeared to be 

conducted with extraordinary moderation. It need scarcely be remarked that the results have been so 

far very different from what was then anticipated. Of events in that quarter of the globe, with which we 

have so much intercourse and from which we derive our origin, we have always been anxious and 

interested spectators. The citizens of the United States cherish sentiments the most friendly in favor of 

the liberty and happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the Atlantic. In the wars of the European 

powers in matters relating to themselves we have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our 

policy to do so. It is only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent injuries or 

make preparation for our defense. With the movements in this hemisphere we are of necessity more 

immediately connected, and by causes which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial 

observers. The political system of the allied powers is essentially different in this respect from that of 

America. This difference proceeds from that which exists in their respective Governments; and to the 

defense of our own, which has been achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured 

by the wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed unexampled 

felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations 

existing between the United States and those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on 

their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and 

safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we have not interfered and 

shall not interfere. But with the Governments who have declared their independence and maintain it, 

and whose independence we have, on great consideration and on just principles, acknowledged, we 

could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner 

their destiny, by any European power in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly 

disposition toward the United States. In the war between those new Governments and Spain we 

http://avalon.law.yale.edu/19th_century/monroe.asp


declared our neutrality at the time of their recognition, and to this we have adhered, and shall continue 

to adhere, provided no change shall occur which, in the judgement of the competent authorities of this 

Government, shall make a corresponding change on the part of the United States indispensable to their 

security.  

The late events in Spain and Portugal shew that Europe is still unsettled. Of this important fact no 

stronger proof can be adduced than that the allied powers should have thought it proper, on any 

principle satisfactory to themselves, to have interposed by force in the internal concerns of Spain. To 

what extent such interposition may be carried, on the same principle, is a question in which all 

independent powers whose governments differ from theirs are interested, even those most remote, and 

surely none of them more so than the United States. Our policy in regard to Europe, which was adopted 

at an early stage of the wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the globe, nevertheless remains 

the same, which is, not to interfere in the internal concerns of any of its powers; to consider the 

government de facto as the legitimate government for us; to cultivate friendly relations with it, and to 

preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and manly policy, meeting in all instances the just claims of 

every power, submitting to injuries from none. But in regard to those continents circumstances are 

eminently and conspicuously different.  

It is impossible that the allied powers should extend their political system to any portion of either 

continent without endangering our peace and happiness; nor can anyone believe that our southern 

brethren, if left to themselves, would adopt it of their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore, 

that we should behold such interposition in any form with indifference. If we look to the comparative 

strength and resources of Spain and those new Governments, and their distance from each other, it 

must be obvious that she can never subdue them. It is still the true policy of the United States to leave 

the parties to themselves, in hope that other powers will pursue the same course. . . .  

 

 

 


