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AN

"ARGUMENT, &¢.

THE right of felf-prefervation is inherent in man,
independent of pofitive inftitutions, and inalienable.
This right comprehends not only the right of preferv-
ing life, but allo of preferving every thing, which rea-
fon prefcribes as neceffary to the true enjoyment of
life. In other words, the right of felf-prefervation,
when applied to a moral agent, is a right to the free
exercife of every power natural and moral effential to
the happinefs of fuch a being. Civil fociety is a vo-
luntary union of men formed for the fole purpofe of
fecuring more effectually the enjoyment of this right,
an affociation, to which they-are led by {ympathy and
by reafon, as the beft means of accomplithing a lawful
énd. Everyabftract right involves the right of practi-
cal attainment. ‘That is, if any end is lawful, every
means of attaining the end, which does nor interfere
with a.more general end, isalfo lawful. The general
end of the ations of every creature is the happinefs
fuitable to its nature. The happinefs of man confifts
A2 in
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in virtie, or in right moral conduét. Morality muft
always be confiftent with itfelf. Hencean end, how-
ever good, can never juftify immoral means of attain-
ment. But with this fingle limitation, a right to any
obje effentially implies a right to purfue the moft ef-
fetual means of acquiring, and fecuring, tha..‘l:_obje&.
A right to happinefs without a right to the belt means
of prattical enjoyment is a manifeft contradittiony
which, to ufe the words of Junius, cannot be conceived

without a confufior of ideas, -nor exprefied without 2
folecifm in language. '

God has created man a moral agent, he has there-
fore created him with freedom of will, and man can'no
.more renounce his freedom of will than he can re-
-nounce his nature, Man cannot become a f{lave with-
-out a crime, without counteracting the defigns of Pro-
-vidence, by changing the moral agent into the brute.
Hence no civil inftitution can be rightfully formed,
-which is not conformable to this freedom of will.
‘Compaét may confer rights and create duties in matters
of indifference. But no compaét carabrogate moral
relations, or add additional force to moral ebligations.
‘The moral relation and the moral obligation are ante-
cedent to, and independent of, all pofitive inftitutions.
It is therefore nonfenfe to fay that a people hasa right
to liberty by compaé, and that, when the fovereign
power violates the compalt, the people is abfolved
from obedience. Man has a right to liberty, becaufe
he is man—becaufe God has formed him a moral agent,
with certain powers and affcctions, leading to a certain

end, to the proper exercife and enjoyment of which
liberty
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Yiberty of thought and of action is effential, a hberty,

‘which human contrivance can neither give nor take

away.

Does civil government then confer no rights, impofe
no duties? In matters morally indifferent, many. la
matters morally good or bad, not one. With refpect
to thefe latter then, is civil government of no ufe ? Of
the greateft ufe. It isa contrivance for giving effect
to natural rights. = And the .only rational meaning of a
compalt between the people and the fovereign power
in any civil fociety, is, that the people has infticuted cer-
tain auxiliary means of purfuing the end of human ac-
tion, which, at the time, feemed beft calculated forcthe
purpofe. And, therefore, tho’ the fovereign power fhoutd
undeviatingly perform its part of the means thus de-
vifed, that is, fhould honeftly perform its part of the
compalt, whenever reafon and experience demonitrate
that the means already deviled, or in other words, the
form of government, are infufficient to the end pro-
poled, and better means prefent themelves, the peo-
ple poficfles the very fame right of eftablithing other
means or of forminga new government, which it origj-
nally poffefied-of eftablifhing any—a right effentially
flowing from the laws of nature,”and altogether inde-
pendent of the conduét of the fovereign power.

Is there then no difference between the cafes, where
the fovereign power violates the compa&, and where
it aéts conformably to it, but the compact is found infuf-
ficient to the purpofe of its inftitution ? A vaft diffe-
rence with refpet to thofe exercifing the fovereign
power—no diiference with refpe to the people.

Where
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Where the terms of the truft repofed in the foverciga
power are found inadequate to the end, or, in other
words, where the conftitution of the government is-
bad, but there has been no delinquency in the truftees,
the people has a right to change the terms’ of
the truft, but not to punith the truftees, Where
the truft has been merely violated,~the people
has a right to depofe and to punifh. Where both cir-
cumftances exift together, the people has a right to new
model the conftitution of the truft, and.to depofe and
punith the men, who dared to vxolanc the prmc:ples
even of a bad one. >
’ ) ’

From thefe obvious and important truths, it feems
inconteftibly to follow, that-Liberty, with evéry means,
neceffary to its attainment and fecurity, ‘is the birth-
right of man, effential to. his nature, independent of,
and inalienable by his contract.  Liberty is the power
of purfuing happinefs agreeably to our nature—of do-
ing good to ourfelves without doing injury to-others
—of exercifing-our facuities natural and moral,
moral accountable beings. The enjoyment of this
liberty can be the only legitimate object of civil go-
vernment. The right to Liberty is included in the
1ight of felfprefervation. The right of flf-prefer-
vation in a rational, moral being, is not the right of
mere animal exiftence alone, it is a right to the un-
controuled exertion of every attribute, which, in fuch
a being, can render exiftence the blefling, which Pro-
vidence intended—to the uncontrouled exertion of
every power of the underftanding, and every impulle
of the heart, which is not forbidden by reafon, con-
fcicnce, and religion—to the uncontrouled exertion of

cvery



every faculty, which can exalt the man above the brute,
the freeman above the flave,

Men enter into fociety, and conftitute civil govern-
ments for the more effeually fecuring the enjoyment-
of this right, and muft of courfe, carry with them into
fociety a right to the ufe of every means eflential to
that enjoyment. - Government cannot be rightfully in-
ftituted but for the fecurity of man; man in his beft
ftate, not mere animal man, but man rational and
moral. Man cannot become a flave without a violation
of the laws of his being—he has a right to liberty as
inalienable as the faculties of his mind, as his reafon,
and his confcience—a right of which power may phy-
fically prevent the exercift, but which it never can
morally deftroy.

Hence all civil government, which is founded not
in mere phyfical force, but in moral right, muft re-
cognife in the governed a right to every means necef-
fary to their prefervation, as beings formed for moral
exertion, and moral happinefs—to the prefervation in
a word, of Liberty. What are thefe means? They
are many and various. One there is fuper-eminent,
which guarantees, and can alone guarantee the enjoy-
ment of every other, and which is morally as immu-
table, and inalienable, as the right of felf-prefervation
itfelf. © What is this ? The right of poffefling the belt

“phyfical means of ufing phyfical force, if neceflary, for

the prefervation not only of life, but of whatever can

‘render life defirable to a free agent capable of moral

“happinefs. To ufe a more reftricted defcription intel-
Hifioq ligible
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ligible by all—THE RIGHT OF HAVING ARMS.—God.

has formed man with good and with bad propenfities,
butat the fame time, with reafon and confcience, which
demonftrate that the good are to be cherithed, and
the bad controuled. But if fome men contravene
reafon and conicience, what follows? If by their con-
duct they injure their fellow men, are their fellow men
unrefiltingly to become their prey? Are they, who
endeavour to purfue a happinefs agreeablé to their na-
ture, tamely to fuffer that happinefs to be deftroyed
by thofe, who act contrary to nature ? Affuredly not.
What follows? That men haye a right to repel injury,
if neceffary, by force. What is the force of man?
He 1s not formed, with the native ftrength, with the
native arms, with the mufcle, the teeth, and the claws
of thelion. But he is formed with an inventive mind,
which fubjects inanimate nature to his controul, and
fupplies him with modes of defence more formidable
and effectual than the native arms of the brute creation,
Is he not then to ufe the means of defence, with which
nature has fupplied him? Beyond all queftion. When
every other means of defence has been tried, and tried
in vain, he has a right by the fword to refift whatever
would rob him of life, or of the free exercife of thofe

powers of body and mind, which alone can render life
a blefling.

As the right of felf-defence then is clear, as it js
abfurd to admit the right of felf-defence without ad-
mitting the right of ufing the moft effectual means of
felf-defence, and abfurd alfo to admit the right of ufing
thefe means without admitting the right of actually

poflefling

oA
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poflefling the means, it is demonfiratively true, that
in every civil fociety rightfully conftituted,” the people
fhould " attually poffefs the beft means of employing
phyfical force, if neceflary to felf-defence againft op-
preflion and injuftice, for the proper ufe of which
means ' the people is undoubtedly accountable—-ac-

countable to no earthly tribunal, but to heaven alone. -

Unfortunately indeed for mankind this right has
been rarely recognifed in theory, and more rarely flill
eftablifhed in pradtice’; for ‘unfortunately the great
mafs of mankind has in every age of the world been
enflaved—brutalifed in inteHec, debafed in fentiment,
and abject in fpirit—the tame unrefiting prey of ail
the vile and all the furious paffions, which take up their
abode in the hearts ef tyrants,

~ But in this land of freedom it is otherwife. Here
thlS right, fo eflentially flowing from the right of felf-
prcﬁ:rvanon, 1s theorctlc&lly acknowledged, and prac-
tically, though too Partlally, enjoyed. ' Sir: Willam
Blackftone, in his eelebrated Commentaries on our
Conttitution and Laws, after enumerating and explain-
ing various natural and impreferiptible rights of the
fl]b_]C& concliides by faying, ¢« That to preferve thefe
¢« rights from violation, it is neceffary'that the confti-
“ tution of Parliaments be fupported in its full vigours;
¢« and limits eertainly known be fet to the royal pre-
« rogative. And laftly, to vindicate' thefe rights,
« when actually violated' or attacked, the fubjects of
 England are entitled, in the firft place, to the re-
“ gular adminiftration and free courfe of juftice in the
B € courts
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« courts of law; next, to the right of petitioning the
«s King and Parliament for redrefs of grievances ; and
s laftly, to THE RIGHT OF HAVING AND us,-mc ARMS
¢ EOR SEL F-PRESERVATION AND DEFENCE”, 'Black-
ftone cannot. be- fufpetted of entertaining and broach-
ing wild.and romantic ideas on liberty and.civil go-
vernment, or of ignorance of the fpuric and practice
of the Britith Conftitution. He may with much
greater reafon be dccufed -of maiptaining opinions too
favourable to prerogative, and contrary to the natural
and eternal rights of man. ;But - Blackftone, without
forfeiting every pretention to. honcfty, could not deny,
indeed could not avoid recognifing, in a treatife writ-,
ten profeffedly on the laws and Conftitution of Eng-
land, the rightin the fubje&, of both baving and #/fing
arms for felf-prefervation; It is an inherent right of
nature, which no human laws can abrogate, and which
our laws exprefsly recagnife. It is a right foftered by
the genius, and fan&ioned by the practice of our Con-
ftitution. - In this.country we have the authority of
fac, an authority greater than that of Blackftone, on
the fubject. . In this country we haye feen armed Citis

zens, armed for felf-defence, armed for the defence of

their native land, 4nd its rights, of life and pofieffions

dearerthan life—Liberty and Independence. . As arm-

ed citizens we have feen them- hailed by, the Parlia-

ment, an authority greater, than Blackftone. And in

thefe days, even now, we fee armed citizens fummoned

by the fame Parliament to the actual exercife of this

right. The YeEomanry of Ireland are armed citizens,
are citizens in the actual enjoyment of a right, which
' is
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is derived from the fr law of nature, and is eflential
to its operation. | e alih s

- For'what purpofe have they been armed ? For {elfe’
prefervation—for the ' preférvition  of evéry thing,
which can be dear "‘to man—the prefervarion of this’
country from foreign domination—the prefervation: of
felf-government, without which we become machites,’
the paffive puppéts of villainy and-of captice: | "What
man among them feels' that in anﬁirﬁ‘g’"'ﬂ)f fuch-pur-
pofes he has relinquithed 4 fingle privildge of 2 frees
man ? * What than’amohg theth does ot fel that, in
arming for fuch purpofes; he was orly fiithindhed to’
the exercife of ‘a’ right, ‘without’ WhicH every other
muft be ‘Mlafory and ‘vain?  What ‘tas among thény
does ot feel that he (Il pofiefles ‘the fime hghit 10
think, t6 fpeak; add to a&, which'he poffefled befores
and'that fo fat from relinquithing any bthet ‘right, he
has not racher; with His prefent charaltér, affumed, if
not new rights, at lealt 4ddicional obligatitms-hﬁdmoi.

tives to the manly excrcifé of his former rights ?

Let us apply thefe obfervations—Every fubjet of
the ftace, who' Has' nét, by fome’ voluntary at; for-
feiced his ‘claim'te~ the privileges 6f a citizen; his 4d
undoubted right to difcufs, and to pafs dn opinion qf_r’
every meafure, which ‘may affet thefe privileges!
‘This is a right effential to every freeman, and recog-
nifed in the fubje&ts of this ftare by the theory and
practife of the Confticheion.” By 'the fartie' Conffivu-
tion isacknowiedged the right in'the "pedple of havd
ing and ufing arms for felf: prefervition. that is, a8 hig

B 2 been .
i . aa
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been demonttrated, for the prefervation not only of
life, but of the means of attaining and fecuring the
happinefs of life. Both thefe rights are recogpifed by
the Conftitution, as effentially appertaining to the peo-
ple as,freemen. And why? . Becaule the Conftitu-
tion has confidered both thefe rights as effential means
of, attaining the fame end—the prefervation of the
people, as an aggregate of moral agents united for the
fglc purpofe of more effectually fecuring life and free
agency.  Thercfore to maintain that an armed citizen
has no right to declare his fentiments on political quef-
tions, is in.effet to maintain that the exercife of one
effential right, neceffarily deftroys another effential
right. Now reafon demonftrates, and the Conftitu-
tion of this country admits its decifion, that both thefe
rights are effential to the freeman—that is, that they
are rights without which man cannot be free—but the
efientiality of properties to any fubject neceffarily im-
plies their compatibility and co-exiftence in that fub-
jeft—it muft therefore unavoidably follow, either that
the Yeoman pofiefles both thefe rights, or that he is
not free—Yeomen, choofe. |

_ Butas declamation is too often fubfticuted for argu-

ment, it may probably be afked, what! would you
then maintain the monftrous pofition that every armed

fubject of the ftate, that the foldiers of our flanding,
army, for inftance, have a right to difculs and to pub-
lifh opinions on political fubjeéts ¢ Moft certainly not.
In this country indeed fuch a,practice has no long
time fince not merely been tolerated  but encouraged
by, minifters ; but it is a practice, which our wife
' “Conftitution
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Conttitution abhors, and 1 never will fully my paper
by an cxamplc drawn from the condu& of men, to

whom this country owes all its misfortunes and all its
crimes.

The ftanding army is an evil rather endured by the
body politic than a part of it. The mere foldier is
not a citizen. The citizen and the mere foldier are as
diftinct as free agency and neceflity, as liberty and
flavery. The citizen is one, who has entered into {o-
ciety the better to attain the dignity of his nature.
The mere foldier is one, who has furrendered himfelf,
as far as man can furrender himfelf, body and foul, to
the abfolute difpofal of another. He is almoft as paf-
five as the {fword, with which he fights. He is the
wretched inftrument of that bloody ambition, which
defolates the earth., He is bought and fold like the
beaft of the field. As a blood-hound he is let loofe
upon the peaceable and induftrious mhabitants of the
plains, to ravage anddeftroy. What are the ftanding
armies of the faireft. and moft civilifed portion of the
earth, of Eurcpe, the feat of a mild and benevolent
Religion, of {cience and the arts © What are they, but
dreadful difeafes in the body politic, growing out of the.
ignorance and untoward circumftances of paft times,
which princes knew too well how to convert to the
aggrandifement of their power, and .the gratification of
their lufts 7, 'What are they, but enormous and expen-
five machines of deftruction, moved and directed by
all the malignant and all the petty paffions of the hu-
man_beart, by the pride, the revenge, the ambition
of kmgs and of minifters, by the jealoufies and in-

Ny ., trigues



trigues of panders and of whores? ‘What ate they, b‘ut“:
deftroying hurticanes, which fweep away at oncé the
fruits and the cultivators of the foil, the produdts and
the means of induftry, the monuments of licerattire’

and the arts, the works of ages, in the tempeft of an
hour ? | e

From fuch monftrous produ@ions, the offspring -
notof civil government but of tyranny, not of wifdom'
and virtue, but of folly and of vice, "nb'»argpmént '
the prefent cafe can ‘poffibly be drawn. -~ There is not’
the flighteft analogy betweenthe atmed citizen and thé
foldier. ' The one is armed by ‘right, the ‘éther’ by
wrong—the one to fave, the othet'to deftroy——the one’
as a free, the-other as a peceffary agent—in the one’
the carr‘ying of arms is 'a virtue, in'the other it is 2’

crime. L ol

- Does the armed citizen, does the Yeoman feel thar
- he is the paffive inftrument of folly and of'guilt ? Does
he feel that in afrning to maintain the Conftitution, the:
Liberty, and the Independence “of <his Country, he’
has parted with an iota of his privileges as a man and
a citizen ? Does he feel that in the fruition of one effen-
tal right, is necefarily merged the fruition of another?
Does he feel that in bracing on the buckler of Liberty,
his ‘thoughts have been .manacled, ‘and his' mouth
gagged—that at the very moment, whenhis ‘heart
beats higheft, it fhould find no uttershcevthat the
tongue thould refufe its office, whén'"in | its ‘office '
would be moft honoured —that thé feelings of'the free-
man thould perifth in the fileace of the fave-—that the
' {fympathies
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{ympathies of pature thould be chained, and the enthu-
fiaim of virtue die in the bofom, which gives it birth ?
NQ?Q.QQCS not feel thus—Reafon, the Conflitution
of his country, and every ingenuous fentiment, which
can diftinguifh the freeman from the flave, tell him
that he ought not to feel thus, They tell him, that,
when armed to protet his rights, itis abfurd to think
that he lofes them—that, when armed to_prote&t his
rights, he thould feel firong, and nor wéak—that he
fhould feel encreafed energy of action; not privation
of bodily and mental powers—that hé fhould feel ex-
panded not contratted, elevated not deprefied, exalred
not degraded, proud not debafed, bold not fpiritlefs,

- raifed above his feliow-citizens not funk bepeath them.

But it is dangerous that the/armed citizen (hould
utter che diftates of his reafon, and the feclings of his
heart, Why? It may overawesthe government. Why
then is he armed a¢ all? It is the misfortune of the
bulk of mankind that a fmall number of knaves cajole
them by words, impofe on them by founds. Crafy
{elf-intereft fows thefeeds of impofture, ignorance and
indolence ate the foil, and an abundant harveft of
errors is yielded to princes and ta ftatefmen.  Men
talk and will.met think. The tongue can move almoft
without effort, but to think requires labour, abftraction
from pleafure, and the fubjection of the paffions.

The foldier is an armed map—the citizen is an
armed. man—arms are arms—rtherefore the foldier 15
a eﬂ;izfsn, and the citizen is a foldier. It is dangerous
thag, foldiers fhould be permitted to declare opinions

on
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on matters of government, therefore it is dangerous
that the armed citizen fhould be permitted to declare
opinions on matters of government.—Probaium ¢ff.

The bulk of mankind can difcern arms and a red coat,
can difcern a foldier and a yeoman fimilar inaccoutre-
ments and figure, with the commen fhape of man, and
the common ftrut of foldier. But the bulk of mankind,
without new illuminatien, cannot difeern the true nature
of civil government, cannot diftinguifh its ufes from
its abufes, cannot difcern that the armed citizen is
efiential to, the foldier incompatible with, the perfec-
tion of civil government; that the one is the guardian
of liberty, the other the inftrument of oppreffion, with
which bad governments have at all times overawed
the people, have robbed them of their rights, fhut
them out from the light of fcience and almoft from
the light of heaven, darkened their habitations, and
their minds, fleeced their bodies, and blotte.d out their
intelle@. The bulk of mankind cannot difcern that
the people fhould overawe the government, and not
the government, the people. Princes and ftatefmen
know that the bulk of mankind do not think, becaufe
ignorant. Princes and ftatefmen therefore endeavour
to keep men ignorant, that they may aot think, thag
they may be hood-winked, and led captive by words
without knowledge. ‘

What! The yeomen difcufs politics! Publifh their
opinion on politics! Armed men canvafs matters of
government ! Overawe the government! Why then
are they armed? Is it by words that they are to over-
awe the government, or is it by arms? Are they armed

as
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gs mefe foldiers,” or as citizens ? If as mere foldiers;
let it be faid fos=and let them, as mere foldiers, over=
awe the people. If as citizeps—let them fupport thé
rights of the people, and not fuff r the government to
deftroy the Conltitution. If they are ncither citizens
nor foldiers—if they are fomething difowned both by
liberty and by defporifm—if they are heteroclites in

focicty, anomalies in the body politic—let them lay

down their arms.—Arms, which they canrot ufe as
foldiers, and which deprive them of their rights as
citizens.

Overawe the government ! Happy fot the nations
of the earch, if governments were overawed in the fenfe;
in which princes and ftatefmen underftand the term.
Happy for the nations of the earth, if foldiers were
unknown, and the people armed. - We thould neither
be trodden down by tyranny, not convulfed by revo-
lution,

The plain truth is, that the apparent impropriety of
armed citizens declaring their fentiments in that cha-
ralter on political fubjes, arifes from this, thatall ci-
tizens are not what they ought to be—armed. It
arifes not fromn any contradition to the juft principles
of civil government, but from civil government in ges
neral not being founded on juft principles: It arifes
from the weakeft, though the moft common of all rea-
foning—rgeafoning from the abufe againlt the ufe. But
in this country, the conftitution of which isfounded on
jult principles, fuch reafbning needs only to be ftated in
ordertobe expofed, Here,as Blackftone [ays,thc people
c have

B !
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have a right to carty and to ufe arms in defence ‘of theiy
liberty, and confequently in defence of that conftitutiony
which they have chofen asa means of guaranteeing the
enjoyment of that liberty. In this country a portiorn
of the people has been invited by the parliament to af-
fume the’ actual exercife of that right, to arm in des
fence of the conftitution. Now, to affirm that thefe
men are armed in defence of the conftitution, and may
fight in defence of it, that they are armed and fworn
exprefsly for the purpofe of defending it, but that by
that very alt, they have renounced all right to every
means of defending it but one, that they have a right
to fave it by blood, but not by words, by war, but not
by peace, is fuch miferable, fuch unblufhing nonfenfe;
as eludes and mocks the chaftifement of reafon and of

ridicule. Itis too filly to be refuted, and too dull to be
laughed at.

-

That the Yeoman cannot forfeit the right of de-
claring his fentiments on political fubjects, which may
affect his deareft interefts, by having _a‘ﬂicd to defend
thefe very interefts, if neceffary, by the fword; is @
propofition fo plain and irrefragable, that an apology
may feem wanting fon having entered into an elaborate
deduction of fuch anobvious truth. It is an obvious
truth—but it is an important one, involving, it may
b'e,‘in its practical application, the prefervation of
the Conftitution and Independence of this country.
It is. an obvious truth—but it has been denied;
and the denial appears to have been filently and
tamely acquiefced in. It is an obvious truth—but

- he knows. lictle of the human heart, who does not

know

{
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know that the plaineft truths will be controverted
by bad men, whenever it is the intereft of bad men
to controvert them ; and he knows little of the human
underftanding, who does not know the facility, with
which it {upplies to the willing heart, the delufions of:
falfechood. 'When a propofition in its true fenfe can-
not be denied, its fenfe will be really, though not
formally, changed, and a diverfity of ideas difguifed
under an identity of terms. As far as fix letters of
the Englifh alphabet conftitute the Yeoman, he will
remain; but, for the reft, he is no more. Inthe place
of the citizen we find the foldier, the:flave fubftituted
for the freeman, The multitude attends to the found,
not to the idea, and is convinced. The Yeoman views
bis uniform and accoutremers, fhoylders Mis firelock,
and forgets that he is free, !

Not unfrequently too, truth will be admitted and,

eluded, Jt will be faid, the Yeomen certainly cannot
forfeit the right of declaring their fentiments on quef-
tions affecting their political interefts by having armed
to defend thefe jnterefts when invaded, but why not
declare their featiments in the common mafs of their
fellow citizens? Why declare their fentiments, as
Yeomen? Why?—Becaufe they are Yeomen. Be-
caufe by becoming fuch they have acquired not a new
right, but an accidental propriety—a temporary claf-
fification with an appropriate fignificdncy—an indivis
duality as an aggregate, whereby they can be at once
numbered and contradiftinguithed, among the various
claffes of their fellow citizens. In every fociety fuch
claflifications will arife from a thoufand accidental cir-

cumftances. The members of the feveral claffes have
Cc.2 certain

\
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certain properties common to all,” beraufe eflential to
all as citizens, but each clafs will alfo have cercain
adventitious qualities, which infulate, and diftinguifh it/
from thofe around it; which, in a word, make it a
clas. The Yeomanry of Ireland is a kind of ‘cor-
porate exiftence which holds its charter not from the.
crown, but from the genius of the Conftitution.

~ Why, on that great queftion of national indepen-
dence, or annihilation, which now agitates this country,
do we every day hear of Relolutions publifhed by the
different claffes in the community ¢ Becaufe it anfwers’
the twofold purpofe of convenience and of influence.
As compofed of citizens, all thefe claﬁ:.s have certain
effential rights in common, and alfo certain adventitious
and accidental quahnes, whlch individualize each clafs,
and hold it up to the nation at large, to judge of its
integrity, its talents, its property, its refpectability, or
its meannefs. For not only muft the charaéter of the
individual members of each clafs, as individuals, as far
as that can be known, but alfo the character of the
clafs itfelf arifing from thofe adventitious circumftances,
which make it 2 diftinét clafs, naturally determine i in
a oreat degrec the attention due by the community to
its opinions. The charaéter of individuals, as fuch,
can be comparatively afcertained by few, while the
charatter of the clafs may be eafily known to the
pation. By means of this claffification, thercfore,
not only can the fentiments of the people on any

national queftion be more eafily numbered, but alfo’
weighed.

Thus
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~ Thus it appears that every manin thefe feveral claffes
has effential qualitics and accidental qualities. The firit
fpecies natural, the latter {uperinduced—rthe one com-
mon, the other appropriate—the one permanent, the
other mutable. When the citizen difcharges the office
of a Grand-juryman, he retains all the eflential rights
of a citizen, and alfo acquires an accidental character,
in which be with great propriety publithes his fenti-
ments on political fubjects. The office of a Grand-
jurymah has given him an accidental name and cha-
racter notarious to the whole community, which ftamp
the value of his political opinions, and gives them a cur-
rency commenfurate with that notoricty. He pafis
through the entire kingdom for pretty nearly what he
is worth. Upon examination too, it will be found that
among the various adventitious circumitances, which
thus form and difcriminate the different clafles in foci-
ety, there will almoft conflantly exiit fome of a {triking
political nature, which are of principal 1mportance in
afcertaining the credic due to any declaration of politi-
cal fentiments. Thefe political circumitances being
generally interefting, are generally known. So that
while the political chara&er of the individual himfelf
can, in the nature of things, be known to very few, his
character as belonging to a clafs may be known to the
entire body politic.  1f the names of the worthy gen-
tlemen, wha compofe, the Corporation of Derry,
fhould appear.in the newfpapers annexed to any poli-
tical opinion, how few could poffibly judge of the de-
gree of ¢redit attached to the fignatures of thefe re-
fpectable citizens ! whereas, if they publifhed the fame
opinion in their corporate capacity, notonly this coun-

y try,
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“try, but probably all Europe could fortn a very ade, ‘
quate idea of -its importance.  The political character
of clafles of men in general reprefents with greatfaiths
fulnefs, the political charaer of the individuals,. who
compofe them, and mult neceffarily be known to thou-
fands, who can never hear fo much as the pameésof the
individuals themfelves. ‘This claffification is in foci-
ety, what general principles are in {cience, it enables us
to reafon a priori, where we muft otheérwife proceed
by a tedious induction from particulars,

Hence the propriety and utility of any clals publifh-
ing an opinion, particularly on political fubjes, as a
clafs.  While its members, are individually unknown
to the public, and conlequently can at moft. only be
eftimated by mere numeration, as a clafs it affords all
the advantages of numeration, and many more. lts
members can be weighed in the balance of truth,
where character alone inclines the fcale,

Experience too demonftrates, that amidft the variety
of caufes, which determine the chara&ers, and in-
fluence the actions of mankind, the Pejprit du corps,
or fpirit of Caft, as it may be called, has commonly
the greateft-weight of any. So that by only knowing
the Cuff, to which a man belongs, a more accurate
eftimate of his principles and conduét can, in general,
be formed, than if we knew every other circumftance
of his condition, without knowing the fraternity, in
which he is enrolled.  This e/fprit du corps is capable
of being generally known, and generally eftimated ;
its influence is powerful, whether malignant or benign ;

PO . and,
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4hd, in judging of the political fentiments of men, it
is, perhaps, the only confideration, which can deter-
mine the public mind in forming a jult opinion o
their value, '

Thefe obfervations, which appear to be founded on
juft principles of reafoning, and confirmed by expe-
rience, furniflr an obvious and fatisfactory reafon why
the Yeomanry of Ireland may declare, are boumd in
duty to declare, their fentiments on fubjets of national
political concern, in their diftinctive charatter of veo-
men. The yeomanry are a clafs in {ociety, pofiefling
all the eflential rights of citizenfhip in common with
the reft of the fociety, but at the fame time diftin-
guithed by certain peculiar qualities fuperinduced by
adventitious circumftances, which render them the
objet of diftin& attention, “capable of diftin valu-
ation, and of diftin&t efliciency. By thefe circum-
ftances they have acquired a diftin& political exiftence
and character. They have been called to the attuap
enjoyment of a right the moft important. They have
been fummoned by the Conftitution to arm in its de-
fence in the hour of danger. They have obeyed the
fammons. The legiflature has recorded their zeal and
their fervices. "They have been called the faviours of.
the land. Panegyric has been exhaufted in defcribing
their loyalty and their patriotifm, * Thus placed on an
eminence, to which their countrymen naturally look
up with great expe@ation, will it be {aid that the
Yeomen oF IrReLanp thould "blend ‘their voices, and
hide their heads in the common mafs, while grand
juries, while guilds, and while corporations appear in
a character

.4
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. character diftin@ive and appropridte?” Will fit; be
faid that the faviours of the land mult not declare,
« We have faved the land, and we will agaia fave it,
if neceffary, whether affailed from without or, from
within, by Buonaparte, or by Pitr » Will it be faid,
that men fworn to defend the Conftitution fhall not
declare, < We have fworn to defend the Conttitution,
and we will keep our oaths:” Will it be faid that
men, who can with moft effe& fpeakout in the caufe
of liberty, muft be filent? And that the capacity of
being ufeful impofes the duty of being inactive ! Will
it be faid that remedy is preferable to prevention, war
to peace, and that where argument may convince, and
opinion awe, reafon muft be thackled, and fentiment
reprefled? Willit, indeed, be faid, that the YeoMEN OF
IreLanD, the fworn guardians of eur civil polity, and
who have bled in‘its'defence, have by the very aét of
preferving the conflitution, forfeited the faireft and
moft ufeful privilege, which it fecures : that men dil-
tinguithed from their fellow citizens by merit, muft
fuffer the pains of delinquency, and that the fervice of
the patriot mult be rewarded by an approximation to
the flave? Or if fuch things fhould be faid by mi-

nifters, and their hirelings, by men, who reafon to

~ deceive, who advile to betray, and who divide 1o en-

floves by men, who would extinguifh all the know-

ledge, wither all the induftry, and emalculate all the
manhood of the land: if by fuch men fuch things

fhould be faid, will the Yeomen or IRELAND furrender

 their underftandings and their feclings, their rights,

their intereft, their duty, their honer, and their eaths,

e a |
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' to the aelu'ﬁqfls“ of impofture, and the machinatioris
of tyranny ?

'If the right of the Yeomanry to declare their
fentiments on political fubjes, as citizens; as mem-
bers of a ftate, the conftitution of which recog-
nizes and guarantees the natural indefeafible rights
of man, be clear and indifputable; if ‘the pro-

. priety and_utility of exerciling this right; in theic
public chara&er of Yeomen, be alfo clear -and

' mdlfputab]e, can there be a doubt of the facred
obligation of exercifing it, with zcal and with cou-
rage, on occafions l’uﬂicu‘:ntly lmportant to demand
political exertion ?.

Who are the Yromanty 6F Tnesann ? A portion
~of the people eminently dl&mgmfhed from the reft
b‘y appropriate chara&cnﬂtcs, Wthh arreft . ateen-
tion, and give weight to" opinion.  What is the
| pcople ? The great aggregate of individuals united
in fociety for the purpoﬁr of fecuring general hap-
pinefs by a union of wills and of ftrength, the
fource of all pohncal authotity, the final arbiter,
“on earth, of all political aftion. Ini every ftare,
therefore, the mcn, to whom the people has, through
the Con(htunon committed the ‘gavernment, muﬂ
of nght, obéy the voice of ‘the people. What is
thc voice of the people ? Such an expré(fion of the
gcncml will as leaves no doubt of its ticle—vox
pepuii 'r.rax Dei. The will pf thc _people is the
‘oﬁly “carthly authority, which ‘can rightfully confti-
D tute
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tute civil government.—This will is abfolute, and
independent of all human convention. FEach in-
dividual in fociety is accountable for his conduét,
. ultimately, as a moral agent, to the fearcher of all
_ hearts; immediately, to the whole community, as
a member of the civil affociation; but the com-
munity itlelf, as an aggregate, is accountable to no
__tribunal under heaven. '

What is the civil conftitution of a ftate conftituted
on principles of moral right? It is the primary
tnfirumentality contrived by the people for attain-
ing the end of political affociation. What is the
government? The Jecondary infirumentality framed
to give effect to the firt. In other words, the
~Conftitution is the rule prefcribed by the people,
according to which the Government is to a&. The
- government is the machine itlelf in motion, the
~ Conftitution is the faw, by which that motion is to
be direCted. In this country, for inftance, the

mode, by which laws are to be ena&ed, and admi-
niftered, is, the Conftitution. The Parliament,
“and the Executive, conftitute the Government.
In every ¢ il fociety the people poflefles an un-
doubted ri; at, originally, to create, and ever after,
to new model, the Conftitution; and to depofe and
‘punifh, according to  circumftances, the govern-
.ment, But the government cannot poflefs a right
of altering the conftitution. The Government is
a mere machine, to which the people has ordained
us laws of action, without an iota of _power beyond

the
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the Taws preferibed. It is monftrous to maintain
that the Government can change the Conftitution. '_
Ic is fpeculative tyranny, a mental ufurpation of the :
rights of the people. The Government change ‘the
Conftitutdon 1 By force and by fraud it may-—by
right it never can—Such an a& inftantly diffolves
its own conftitutional exiftence, it cannot rightful-
ly fubfift a moment longer.

Now, as ia every civil fociety the government
muft unavoidably poffefs various means of defeat-
ing the ends of its inftitution in the VETy powers
neceffary to give its inftitution effec; as bad men
may introduce themfelves into the adminiltration
of the Government ; every Conftitution thould be
framed with a view to countera& by every poflible
contrivance the unavoidable inconveniences of a
body politic. As men in power are frequently
weak and wicked, “every Conflitution fhould be
formed upon a calculation of human imbecility and
corruption.  The violent diffolution of the body
politic, ‘is an event ‘moft anxioufly to be guarded
againft.  But as Liberty alone can make civil fo-
ciety a blefling, as where the fecurity of this is not
the great objeét of the Conftitution the body poli-
tic had much better be diffolved than exift, and
as the people pofifeffes the right of diffolving it;
even upon the principle of preventing the evils
almoft infeparable from political revolution, every
mecans, which can be devifed, at once fecuring the

_ends of fociety, “and ‘guarding agzainft its violent
4 diffolution,
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diffolution, fhould make a part of the provifions of*
the Conflitution. In thlS point of view no means.
appear more adrmrably Adaptcd to both thele pur-
pofes, to the prefervation of Liberty, and the
prcvcnuon of Revolytion, than the acknowlcdgcd
right in the people of declaring their judgment
and feelings on matters of Govcrnment, and the
free excrmfc of this right. ~ From Nature the peo-
ple poffefles this nght independent of a civil code.
But happy is it when a Conftitution is formed  ex-
prcﬁ.ly recognifing this f{alutary controul over. the
Govcrnmcnt Happy is it where a Conftitution
is founded on the bafis of Lrbcrty, and embraces,
1n its prowﬁons, every fublidiary means of fecur-

ing its own permanence, and warding off the evils
- of dlﬁ'olqtlon

Such is the Coq{htuuon, wh;ch we boaft. Such
is the Confitution, whlch invites and- commands
the people of this country, to raife the voice, in
order to prevent the neceflity of raifing the arm in
its defence.. To dcfend that Conftitution which
the people has chofen as the inftrument of happl-
nefs, if neceffary, by force, is a facred duty .im-
pofed on us by Natre, and kept conftantly in
view by the Conftitution icfelf, which by armlng
the pcoplc, reminds them of the duty.  But it is
2 prior duty to defend the Conftitution by the way
of peace rather than by the fword, and this duty
does the fame Conttitution anxioufly inculcate in the
various means, which it provides for the free

- expreflion
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expreflion of ‘the public will.  Yeomen oF Ire-
Lanp, do you not feel thefe united obligations ? |
When the Conftitution fummons you to its defence,
by every principle of reafon, of intereft, and of
glory, are you not bound to obey the call ?

That a neceflity for fuch a fummons might exiit
in the viciffitude of human affairs, the experience
of mankind -forbids us to doubt. If, for inftance,
atime (hould arrive when a part of the government
of this country, forgetting the right by which - the
government exifts, and the ends, for which it was
created, forgetting that it exifts by the people, and
for.their ufe, fhould actempt the fubverfion of the
conftitution, to which the goyernment itfelf is but
minifterial, while both are but minifterial to the
happinefs of the people, and while both can by the
people alone be rightfully deftroyed—if it fhould
attempt this fubverfion by means the moft diaboli-
caland foul—if it fthould artfully promote religious
feuds among the people in order to make the ani-
mofity of contending, fects {ubfervient to a remote
and deep-laid fcheme of common {ubjugation—if
it fhould, with the fame infernal policy, inftigate a
ftarved and tortured peafantry to rebellion againft
the ftate, in order at once to terrify the tieled and
the rieh, and to have a pretence for thining the
population of the land —If, in quelling that rebel-
lion, it fhould exercife cruelties unparalleled in the
annals.of fanaticifru—if it thould make the gentry -
of the country inftruments of torture, in order to

fix
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fix in the mind of the poora deep and lafting ran,
cour againlt the. higher ranks in fociety—if it
fhould afterwards hold out to the mangled peafan-
try, a hollow and treacherous peace, to conceal, un-"
der the matk of mercy, the demon of perdition—
if it fhould by every infidious artifice, by addref-
{ing itlelf to pride, avarice, and fear, to all the ma-
lignant and all the fordid paffions of the human
breaft, goad on the parliament to the enacting of

fanguinary laws, in order to excite thé terror and ab-
“harrence of the people, that feelingthe exiftence of
the parliament a curfe, the people might feek relief
in its annihilation—if it fhould with unequaled in-
folence and effrontery, publith and boaft of its
crimes, and unfeelingly urge them as arguments
for deftroying the conftitution—if; finding all thefe
means unfuccefsful, its' deteftable arts expofed and
defeated, one portion of ‘the people reftored from
fanaticifm to the empire of reafon and humanity,
therelt willing to forget the inftruments in the infti-
gators of their fufferings, if finding itfelf thus baf
fled it fhould change its method of attack, if it
fhould affail the Conflitution by Parliament, and
the Parliament by Corruption—if this corruption
fhauld become unmeafured, open, and avowed—
1f chis corruption fhould fucceed, and the Parlia-
ment thould be ready to deftroy the Conftitution—
it nothing could arreft this moft impudent and in-
famous. traffic ‘of the rights, independence, and
glory of the land, but the united voices of the peo-

ble; the univerfal proteft of the nation againft the
act



alt of its eternal fubjeGtion—if nothing but this,
or a revolution, could refcue Ireland from the
grave—if your countrymen feeling the inevitable
alternative, fhould wifely refolve to try firft the
way of peace, and endeavour to appal by the public
voice, this vile portion of the Government thus
wickedly and arrogantly affailing the Conftitution.
—If fuch a time as this thould arrive—YEoMEN oF
IreLanp, could you be filent ?

FINIS,
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