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A R G U M E N T ,  fSc.

AN

" 1  H E  right o f  felf-prefervation is inherent in man, 
independent o f  pofitive inftitutions, and inalienable. 
T h is  right com prehends not only the r igh t o f  preferv- 
ing life, but alfo of preferving every thing, which rea- 
fon prefcribes as necefTary to  the true enjoym ent o f  
life. In  o th e r  words, the right o f  felf-prefervation, 
when applied to  a moral agent, is a right to the free 
exercife o f  every power natural and m oral effcntial to  
the happinefs o f  fuch a being. C ivil fociety is a v o 
luntary union o f  men formed for the foie purpofe o f  
fecuring m ore effectually the enjoym ent o f  this right, 
an affociation, to which they are led by fympathy and 
by reafon, as the beft means o f  accompli.liing a lawful 
end. E very  ab ftrad  right involves the right o f  practi
cal attainment. T h a t  is, if any end is lawful, every 
means o f  attaining the end, which does not interfere 
with a more general end, is alio lawful. T h e  general 
end o f  the ailions o f  every creature is the happineis 
fifttable to its nature. T h e  happinefs o f  m an confifts
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in virtue, or in right moral conduct. Morality múíl 
always be confident with itielf. H ence  an end, how
ever good, can never juitify immoral means o f  attain
ment. But with this fingle limitation, a right to any 
objeôt effentially implies a right to purfue the molt ef~ 
fefb'a^ means o f acquiring, and fecuring, that objeil. 
A r ig h t  to happi nefs without a right to the belt means- 
o f  praitical enjoyment is a manifeft contradi&ion, 
which, to ufe the words o f  Junius, cannot be conceived 
without; a confufion o f  ideas, nor exprefied without a 
folecifm in language.

God has created man a moral agent, he has there
fore created him with freedom o f  wiDi and man can no 
more renounce his freedom of will than he can re 
nounce his nature. M an cannot become a (lave with
out a crime, without counteracting the defigns of P ro 
vidence, by changing the moral agent into the brute. 
H ence no civil inftitution can be rightfully formed, 
■which is not conformable to this freedom of will. 
Compact may confer rights and create duties m matters 
o f  indifference. But no compact can abrogate moral 
relations, or add additional force to moral obligations.' 
T h e  moral relation and the moral obligation are ante
cedent to, and independent of, all pofitive initiations. 
I t  is therefore nonfenfe to lay that a people has a right 
to liberty by compact, and that, when the fovereign 
power violates the compact, the people is abfolved 
from obedience. M an has a right to liberty, becaufe 
he is man—becaufe God has formed him a moral agent, 
with certain powers and affedions, leading to a certain 
end, to the proper exercife and enjoyment o f which

liberty
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liberty  o f  thought and o f  action is eilential, a liberty, 
w hich hum an contrivance can neither g ive nor take 
away.

D oes civil governm ent then confer no rights, impofe 
no duties ? In m atters morally indifferent, many. l a  
m atters morally good or bad, not one. W i th  refpect 
to thefe latter then, is civil g o v e rn m en t of no  ufe ? O f  
the greateft ufe. I t  is a contrivance for giving effect 
to  natural rights. A n d  the only rational m eaning o f  a 
c o m p aft between the people and the fovereign pow er 
in any civil fociety, is, that the people has inftituted cer
tain auxiliary means o f  purfuing the end o f  hum an ac
tion, which, at the time, feemed b e d  calculated fo r th e  
purpofe. A nd, therefore, tho ’ the fovereign pow er fhouki 
undeviatingly perform  its part o f  the means thus de- 
vifed, that is, ihould honeitly perform  its p a r t  or' the 
Compaót, w henever reafon and experience dem onitrate  
tha t the means already devifed, o r  in o ther words, the 
form o f  governm ent, are ineffic ient to  the end pro- 
poled, f*nd better means prefent themfelves, the peo
ple poilcfles the very lame right o f  eftabliihing o ther 
means or o f  forming a new governm ent, which it origi
nally poflfelled o f  eftabliihing any— a right eftentially 
flowing from the laws o f  nature,''and altogether inde
pendent o f  the conduct o f  the fovereign power.

Is tnere then no difference between the cafes, where 
the fovereign power violates the com pa 61, and where 
it a ils  conformably to it, but the com pact is found in e f 
ficient to the purpoie o f irs inftitution ? A  vaft diffe
rence with refpeót to thofe exercifing the iovereign 
pow er— no difference with refpect to the people.

W h e re



W h e re  the term s o f  the truft repôfed in the fovereiga 

pow er are found inadequate to the  end, o r ,  in o ther 

words, where the conftitution o f  the g o v e rn m en t is 
bad , but there has been no delinquency in the truilees, 

the  people has a r igh t to  change the  te rm s  o f  
the  tru ll, bu t not to  punifh the truilees. W h e re  

the truft has been m erely violated, the people 
has a right to depofe and to punifh. W h e re  bo th  cir- 
cum ftances exiil toge ther, the people has a right to new 

m odel the conftitution o f  the truft, and to depofe and 
punifh the m en, who dared  to  violate the principles 

even o f  a bad one.

F ro m  thefe obvious and im portan t truths, it feems 
inconteftibly to follow, that L iberty , w ith every means, 
neceffary to  its attainm ent and fecurity, is the b ir th 
right o f  man, effential to his nature, independent of, 
and inalienable by his contract. L iberty  is the pow er 
o f  purfuing happinefs agreeably to  our nature— o f d o 
ing good to ourfelves w ithout doing injury to  others 
«— of exercifinç; our faculties natural and moral, as 
m oral accountable beings. T h e  enjoyment o f  this 
liberty can be the only legitimate object o f  civil g o 
vernment. T h e  right to L iberty  is included in the 
•light o f  fclf-prefervation. T h e  right o f fclf-prefer- 
vation in a rational, moral being, is not the right o f  
mere animal exiftence alone, it is a right to the un- 
controuled exertion o f  every attribute, which, in iuch 
a being, can render exiftence the bleiTing, which P r o 
vidence intended— to the uncontrouled exertion o f 
every power o f the underftanding, and every impulfe 
o f  the heart, which is not forbidden by reafon, con- 
fcience, and religion— to the uncontrouled exertion o f

every
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7
every  faculty, which can exalt the man above the b ru te , 
the freeman above the fl.ive.

M e n  enter into fociety, and conftitute civil g o v e rn 
m ents for the m ore effe&ually lecuring the enjoym ent 
o f  this right, and m uft of courfe, carry w ith them  into 
fociety a right to  the  ufe o f  every means eiTential to 
th a t enjoym ent. G ov ern m en t cannot be rightfully in- 
ftituted but for the fecurity o f  man ; man in his belt 
ftate, not m ere animal m an, blit man rational and 
moral. M an  cannot becom e a flave withouc a violation 
o f  the laws o f  his be ing— he has a right to  liberty as 
inalienable as the faculties o f  his m ind, as his realbn, 
and his confcience— a right o f  which power may phy- 
fically prevent the exercife, but which it never can 

morally deitroy.

H e n c e  all civil governm ent, which is founded not 
in mere phyfical force, but in m oral right, m uft 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, o f  L iberty . W h a t  are thefe m eans? T h e y  
are many and various. O ne  there is luper-em inent, 
which guarantees, and can alone guarantee the enjoy
m en t o f  every other, and which is morally as im m u 
table, and inalienable, as the right o f  felf-prefervation 
itfelf. W h a t  is this ? T h e  right o f  poffeilîng the beft 
phyfical means o f  ufing phyfical force, if necelfary, for 
the prefervation not only o f  life, but o f  whatever can 
render life defirable to a free agent capable o f  moral 
happinefs. T o  ufe a more reftridted defcription intel

ligible
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ligible b y  ali— t h e  r i g h t  qf h a v i n g  a r m s — G oá  

has form ed m an with good  and with bad propenfities, 
b u t  at the fame tim e, with reafon and confcience, which 

dem onftrate  that the good  are to  be cherifhed , and 
the bad controuled. B ut if  fome m en con travene  

reafon and confcience, what follows? I f  by their  co n 
d u i t  they injure their fellow m en, are their fellow m en 

unrefiftingly to  becom e their prey ? A re  they, who 
endeavour to purfue a happinefs agreeable  to  their  na
ture, tam ely to  fuffer tha t happinefs to be deftroyed 
by thofe, who a f t  contrary to nature ? AiTuredly not. 
W h a t  follows ? T h a t  men have a right to repel injury, 

i f  necefiary, by force. W h a t  is the force o f  m an ?  
H e  is not formed, with the native ftrength, with the  
native arms, with the rnufcle, the teeth , and the claws 
o f  the lion. But he is form ed with an inventive m ind, 
which fub jeds inanimate nature to  his controul, and 
íupplies him with m odes o f  defence m ore formidable 
and effeftual than the native arm s o f  the brute creation. 
I s  he not then to uie the means o f  defence, with which 
nature has fupplied him ? Beyond all queftion. W h ep  
every o ther means o f  defence has been tried, and tried 
in vain, he has a right by the fw ord  to refift whatever 
would rob him o f  life, or o f  the free exercife o f  thole 
powers o f  body and m ind, which alone can render life 
a bleffing.

A s the right o f  felf-defence then is clear, as it  is 
abfurd to  admit the right o f  felf-defence without ad
m itting the right o f  ufing the moft effectual means o f  
felf-defence, and abfurd alfo to admit the right o f  ufing 
thefe means without admitting the right o f  actually

pofieifing
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pofTeffing the means, it  is d em o n ftra tiv d y  true, th a t  
in  every civil fociety rightfully conftituted, the people 
fhould adua lly  poffefs the beft m eans o f  em ploying  
phyfical force, i f  neceffary to  felf-defence againft o p -  
preffion and injuftice, for the p roper ufe o f  which 
m eans the people is undoubtedly accountable— ac
countable to no earthly tribunal, but to heaven alone.

U nfortunately  indeed for m ankind this r igh t has 
been rarely recognifed in theory , snd  m ore  rarely ftill 
eitablifhed in praótice ; for unfortunately the great 
mafs o f  m ankind has in every age o f  the world been 
enflaved— brutalifed in in te lied , debafed in fentiment* 
and abjefí: in fpirit— the tam e unrefifti.ng prey o f  ail 
the vile and all the furious paffions, which take up  their 
abode in the hearts o f  tyrants.

B ut in this land o f  freedom it is otherwife. H e r e  
this right, fo eflentially flowing from the right o f  ftrjf- 
prefervation, is theoretically acknow ledged, and prac
tically, though too partially, enjoyed. Sir W illiam  
Blackftone, in his celebrated C om m entaries  on our 
Conftitution and Laws, after enum erating and explain
ing various natural and imprefcriptible rights o f  the 
fubje£t, concludes by faying, “  T h a t  to prelerve thefe 
“  rights from violation, it is neceffary that the confti-

tution o f  Parliaments be fupported in its full vigour;
<c and limits certainly known be fet to the royal pre- 
«  rogative. A nd laftly, to vindicate theie rights,
<c when ailually violated or attacked, the fubjeóts o f  
<c England are entitled, in the firft place, to the re- 
“  gular adminiftration and free courfe o f  iuftice in the

b « courts



«< courts o f  law ; next, to the right o f  petitioning the  
« K ing and Parliament for redrefs o f  grievances ; and
«  laftly, to T H E  R I C H T  OF H A V I N G  A N D  USING ARMS 

«  FOR S E L F - P R E S E R V A T I O N  A N D  D EF E N C E . ”  Black-
ftone cannot be fufpefted o f  entertaining and broach
ing wild and romantic ideas on liberty and civil g o 
vernment, or o f  ignorance o f the fpirit and pra&ice 
of the Britifh C onftitu ticn . H e  may with much 
greater reafon be accufed o f maintaining opinions too 
favourable to prerogative, and Contrary to the natural 
and eternal rights' o f  man. But Blackftone, without 
forfeiting every pretention to  honefty, could not deny, 
indeed could not avoid recognifing, in a treatife writ
ten profeffedly on the laws and Conftitution of E n g 
land, the right in the fubjeft, o f  both having and ufing 
arms for felf-prefervation, I t is an inherent right of 
nature, which no human laws can abrogate, and which 
our laws exprefsly recognife. I t  is a right foftered by 
the genius, and fan&ioned by the prafticç of our C on
ftitution. In this country we have the authority o f  
fa£t, an authority greater than that o f  Blackitone, on 
the fubjeft. In this country we have feen armed citi- 
■zens, armed for felf-defence, armed for the defence o f 
their native land, and its rights, o f  life and pofleffions 
dearer than life— Liberty and Independence. As arm
ed citizens we have feen them hailed by the Parlia
ment, an authority greater than Blackitone. And in 
thefe days, even now, we fee armed citizens fummoned 
by the fame Parliament to the aétual exercifc o f this 
right. T he  Y e o m a n r y  of Ireland are armed citizens, 
are citizens in the actual enjoyment o f  a right, which

is
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is derived  from the firft law o f  nature, and is eflential 
to  its operation.

F o r  what purpofe have they been arm ed P F o r  felf- 
prefervation— for the prefervation o f  every  thino, 
which can be dear to  m an— the preservation o f  thi*i 
country from foreign dom ination— the preiervation o f  
felf-governm ent, without which we becom e machines, 
the paftive puppets o f  villainy and o f  caprice. W h a t  
m an am ong them  feeis that in a rm ing  for fuch pur- 
pofes he has relinquished â fingle privilège o f  a free
m an ? W h a t  m an am ong  them  does not feel that, in 
a; m .ng  for fucll piirpo/es, he was only íu rhm oned  to 1 
tiiC exercife o f  a right, without which every o th e r  
m u d  be illufory and vain ? W h a t  rhan am ong  tlïérft 
does not feel that he ftill poíTciTcs the fame right td  
th ink , to fpeak, and to a <5t, which he pofTeiTed before* 
and that fo far from relinquiih ing any o ther right, he  
Has not ra ther, with his prefent charade»-, aflumed, if  
not new rights, at leaft additional obligations and  m o 
tives to  the manîy exercife o f  his form er rights ?

L e t  us apply thefe obfervations— E very  fubjeft o f  
the ftate, who has not, by fome voluntary a ft,  for
feited his claim to - th e  privileges o f  a citizen, lias an 
undoubted  right to difcufs, and to pafs an opinion oti 
every meafure, which may affect thefe privileges. 
This is a right eiftntml to every freeman, and recog- 

nifed in the fubjefts o f  this ftate by the theory a ^  
p rafhfe  o f  the Conftitution. By the fame C onÆ ui- 
tion is-acknowledged the right in the  people o f  hav-: 
ing and ufing arm s for felf prefervation, that is, as has
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been .demonitrated, for the prefervation not only o f  
life, but o f the means o f  attaining and fecuring the  
happinefs o f  life. Both thefe rights are recognifcd by 
the Conftitution, as cifcntially appertaining to the peo 
ple as freemen. And why ? Becaule the Conftitu
tion has confidcred both thefe rights as effential means 
o f  attaining the fame end— the prefervation o f the 
people, as an aggregate of moral agents united for the 
foie purpofe o f more effectually fecuring life and free 
agency. Therefore to maintain that an armed citizen 
has no right to declare his fentiments on political quef- 
tions, is in effedt to maintain that the exercife o f one 
effential right, necefiarily deftroys another effential 
right. N ow  reafon demonftrates, and the Conftitu
tion o f this country admits its decifion, that both thefe 
rights are effential to the freeman— that is, that they 
çre rights without which man cannot be free— but the 
effentiality o f properties to any fubjedt necefiarily im 
plies their compatibility and co-exiftence in that fub- 
jedt-—it muft therefore unavoidably follow, either that 
the Y eom an poffeffes both thefe rights, or that he is 

not free— Yeomen, choofe.

But as declamation is too often fubftituted for argu
ment, it may probably be aiked, what ! would you 
then maintain the monftrous pofition that every armcu 
fubject o f  the ftate, that the foldiers of our Handing 
army, for inftance, have a right to difculs and to pub- 
lilh opinions on political fubjedts ? Moft certainly not. 
In this country indeed fuch a pradlice has no long 
time iince not merely been tolerated but encouraged 
by minifters; but it is a pradtice, which our wife

Conftitution
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C onftitution abhors, and I never will fully m y paper 
by an example drawn from  the conduct o f  m en, to  
w hom  this country owes all its misfortunes and all its 

crimes.

T h e  ftanding army is an evil ra ther endured  by the 
body politic than a p a r t  o f  it. T h e  m ere  foldier is 
not a citizen. T h e  citizen and the m ere foldier are as 
d if t in d  as free agency and neceflity, as liberty and 
ilavery. T h e  citizen is one, w ho has en tered  into fo- 
ciety the be tte r  to  attain the dignity o f  his nature* 
T h e  mere foldier is one, w ho has furrendered himlelf, 
as far as m an can furrender himfelf, body and foul, to 
the  ablblute difpofal o f  another. H e  is almoft as paf- 
five as the fword, with which he fights. H e  is the 
w retched inftrum ent o f  that bloody am bition, which 
defolates the earth. H e  is bought and fold like the  
beaft o f  the field. A s a blood-hound he is let loofc 
upon the peaceable and induftrious inhabitants of the 
plains, to  ravage anddeftroy . W h a t  are the ftanding 
armies of the faireft and m oft civilifed portion o f  the 
earth, o f  E u rope , the feat o f  a mild and benevolent 
Religion, of fcience and the arts ? W h a t  are they, but 
dreadful difeafes in the body politic, grow ing out o f  the 
ignorance and untoward circumftances o f  paft times, 
which princes knew too well how to convert to the 
aggrandifem ent o f  their power, and the gratification o f  
their lufts ? W h a t  are they, but enormous and expen- 
five machines o f  d e f in i t io n ,  moved and directed by 
all the malignant and all the petty pafiions o f  the h u 
m an heart, by the pride, the revenge, the ambition 
of kings and o f  minifters, by the jealoufies and in

trigues
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trigues o f  panders and o f  whores ? W h a t are they, but 
deftroying hurricanes, which fweep away at once the 
fruits and the cultivators o f  the foil, the  p rodu its  and 
the means o f  industry, the monuments o f  literature 
and the arts, the works o f  ages, in the tempeft o f  an 
hour ?

F rom  iuch mon (Irons produirions, the offspring 
not o f  civil governm ent but o f  tyranny, not of wifdom 
and virtue, but o f  folly and o f  vice, no argum ent in 
the prefent cafe can poffibly be drawn. T h e re  is not 
the flighted analogy between the armed citizen and thé 
foldier. T h e  one is armed by right, the other by 
w rong— the one to fave,- the other to deftroy— the one 
as a free, the other as a neceiïàry agent— in the one 
the carrying o f  arms is a virtue, in the other it is a 
crime.

Does the armed citizen, does the Yeoman feel that 
he is the paffive inftrum entof folly and o f  guilt ? Does 
he feel that in arming to maintain the Conftitution, the 
Liberty, and the Independence o f  his Country, he 
lias parted with an iota o f  his privileges as a man and 
a citizen ? Does he feel that in the fruition o f  one eflen- 
tial right, is necelTarily merged the fruition o f another? 
Does he feel that in bracing on the buckler o f  Liberty, 
his thoughts have been manacled, and his mouth 
S®o§ed that at the very moment, when his heart 
oeats higheft, it ihould find no utterance— that the 
tongue ihould refufe its office, when in its office it 
\VOuld be mod honoured— that the feelings o f  the free
man flioidd perifh in the iilence o f the flave— chat the

iympathies



Jympathtes o f  nature fhould be chained, and the en thu- 
fialm o f  virtue die in the bofom , which gives it birth ? 
N o —he does not feel thus— Reafon, the Conftitution 
o f  his country , and every ingenuous fentim ent, which 
can diftinguifh the freeman from the Have, tell him 
that he ought not to feel thus. T h e y  tell h im , that, 
when arm ed to p ro tec t his rights, it is abfurd to  think 
tha t he lofes th e m — that, when arm ed to p r o te d  his 
rignts, he fhould feel lirong, and not w eak— that lie 
ihou ld  feel encreafed energy o f  ad io n , not privation 
o f  bodily and mental powers— that he fhould feel e x 
panded not con traded , elevated not deprelTed, exalted 
not degraded, proud not debated , bold not fpiritlefs, 
raifed above his feljow-citizens not funk beneath them .

But it is dangerous that the arm ed citizen ihould 
u tter the d id a tes  of his reafon, and the feelings o f  his 
heart. W h y ?  I t  may overazùe the governm ent. W h y  
then is he arm ed at all ? I t  is the misfortune o f  the 
bulk or m ankind that a fmal! num ber o f  knaves cajole 
th em  by words, impofe on them  by founds. Crafty 
k  ii-inteif'1 iows the feeds o f  im pofture, ignorance and 
indolence are the foil, and an abundant harveil of 
errors is yielded to princes and to ftatefmen. M en  
talk  and will not think. T h e  tongue can m ove almoft 
w ithout effort, but to think requires labour, ab ftrad ion  
from pleafure, and the fubjedion o f  the partions.

T h e  foldier is an arm ed m ap— the citizen is an 
armed m an— arms are a rm s— therefore the foldier is 
a citizen, and the citizen is a foldier. It is dangerous 
that foldiers fhould be perm itted to declare opinions
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on matters o f  governm ent, therefore it is dangerous 
that the armed citizen fhould be permitted to declare 
opinions on matters of governm ent.— Probatum eft.

T h e  bulk o f  mankind can difcern arms and a red coat, 
can difcern a foldier and a yeoman fimilar in accoutre
ments and figure, with the common ihape of man, and 
the common ftrut o f  foldier. But the bulk o f  mankind, 
without new illumination, cannot difcern the true nature 
o f  civil government, cannot dlftinguifh its ufes from 
its abufes, cannot difcern that the armed citizen is 
efiential to, the foldier incompatible with, the perfec
tion of civil governm ent; that the one is the guardian 
of liberty, the other the inftrument of opprefiion, with 
which bad governments have at all times overawecj 
the people, have robbed them o f  their rights, ihut 
them out from the light of fcience and almoft from 
the light of heaven, darkened their habitations, and 
their minds, fleeced their bodies, and blotted out their 
intellect. T h e  bulk of mankind cannot difcern that 
the people fhould overawe the government, and not 
the government, the people. Princes and ftatefmet| 
know that the bulk o f mankind do not think, becauie 
ignorant. Princes and ftatefmen therefore endeavour 
to keep men ignorant, that rhey may not think, that 
they may be hood-winked, and led captive by word$ 

without knowledge.

"What! T he  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

i6



as mere foldiers, o:r as citizens? I f  as m e re ' fold ierfc 
let it be faid fo— and let them , as m ere foldiers, o v er
awe the people. I f  as citizens— let them  fupport the 
rights o f  the people, and not fuff r  the governm ent to 
deftroy the Conftitution. I f  they are neither citizens 
nor foldiers— if they arc fbm ething difovvned both by 
liberty and by defporifm — if they are heteroclites in 
focicty, anomalies in the body politic— let them  lay 
down their a rm s.— A rm s, which they cannot ufe as 
foldiers, and which deprive them  o f  their rights as 

* citizens.

• O verawe  the governm ent ! H ap p y  fo t the nations 
o f  the earth, if governm ents were overawed in the ienfe,j 
in which princes and ftatefmen underftand the term . 
H a p p y  for the n'atioris o f  the earch, if  foldiers were 
unknow n, and the people arm ed. W e  fhouid neither 
be trodden down by tyranny, nor convulfed by revo- 
lution. . f j

T h e  plain truth is, that the apparen t im propriety  o f  
arm ed citizens declaring their fentiments in that cha- 
ra i te r  on political lubjeils, arifes from  thÍ5, that all ci
tizens are not what they ought to be— armed. I f  
arifes not from any contradiction to the juft principles 
o f  civil governm ent, but from civil governm ent in ge^ 
neral not being founded on ju ft  principles. It arifcs 
from the weakeft, though the moft com m on o f  all rea* 
ioning— realbning from the abuie ag^inft the ufe. But 
in this country, the conftitution o f  which is founded oa 
juft principles, fuch reafoning needs only to be ftated ia 
order to be cxpofed. H ere , as Blackftpne lays, the people

c have
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have a right to carry and toufe arms in defence o f  û\éff 
liberty, and confequently in defence o f  that conftitutiony 
which they have chofen as a means o f guaranteeing the 
enjoyment o f that liberty. In this country a portion 
o f  the people has been invited by the parliament to af- 
fume the a&ual exercife o f that right, to arm in de
fence of the conftitution. N ow , to affirm that thefe 
men are armed in defence o f  the conftitution, and may 
fight in defence o f  it, that they are armed and fworn 
exprefsly for the purpofe o f defending it, but that by 
that very a ft ,  they have renounced all right to every 
means o f  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 unbluíhing nonfenlèy 
as eludes and mocks the chaftifement o f  reafon and o f  
ridicule. I t  is too filly to be refuted* and too dull to be 
laughed at.

T h a t the Yeoman cannot forfeit the right o f  de
claring his fentiments on political lubje&s, which may 
affeft his deareft interefts, by having a-rfhed to defend 
thefe very interefts, if necefiary, by the fword ; is a; 
propolition fo plain and irrefragable, that an apology 
may feem wanting fon having entered into an elaborate 
deduction o f fuch an obvious truth. I :  is an obvious 
tru th—but it is an important one, involving, it may 
be, in its praftical application, the prefervation of 
the Conftitution and Independence o f  this country. 
I t  is an obvious truth— but it has been deniedy 
and the denial appears to have been filcntly and 
tamely acquiefced in. I t  is an obvious truth— but 
he knows little of the human heart, who does not

know
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know  tha t the plaineft tru ths will be controverted  
by bad men, w henever it is the intereft of bad men 
to  controvert them  ; and he know s little o f  the hum an 
underftanding, who does not know  the facility, with 
which it fupplies to the willing heart, the delufions o f  
falfehood. W h e n  a propofition in its true fenfe can
no t be denied, its fenfe will be really, th o u g h  no t 
formally, changed, and a diverfity o f  ideas difguifed 
under an identity o f  terms. A s  far as fix letters c f  
the E ngliih  alphabet coniiitute the Y eom an , he will 
rem ain j but, for the reft, he is no m ore. In  the place 
o f  the citizen ive find the foldier, the fiave fubfhtuted 
for the freeman. T h e  multitude attends to the found, 
n o t  to the idea, and is convinced. T h e  Y eom an views 
his uniform and accoutrements* Ihoyldexs his firelock, 
and forgets that h e  is free.

N o t  .unfrequently top3 tru th  will be adm itted  and 
eJuded. I t  will be laid, the Y eom en  certainly cannot 
forfeit tbe ,right o f  declaring their fentiments on quef- 
tions affe&ing their political intereils by having arm ed 
to  defend thefe jnterefts when invaded, but why not 
declare their fentiments in the com m on mafs o f  their 
fellow citizens ? W h y  declare their fentiments, as 
Y eo m en ?  W h y ? — Becaufe they are Y'eomen. B e
caufe by becom ing iuch they have acquired npt a new 
right, but an accidental propriety— a temporary claf- 
fification with an appropriate fignificàncv— an indivi
duality as an aggregate, whereby they can be at once 
num bered  and contradiftinguiihed, am ong the various 
dalles o f  their fellow citizens. In  every fociety fuch 
claflifications will arife from a thoufand accidental cir- 
cumftances. T h e  m em bers o f  the feveral clafTes have
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certain properties com m on to all, becaufe effential to 
all as citizens, but each clafs will alfo have certain 
adventitious qualities, which infulate, and diftinguifh it 
from thofe around it ; which, in a word, .make it a 
clafs. T h e  Y eom anry o f  Ireland is a kind of co r
porate exiftence which holds its charter not from the 
crown, but from the genius Of the Conftitution.

W h y , on that great queftion of national indepen
dence, or annihilation, which now agitates this country, 
do  we every day hear o f  Refolutions publifhed by the 
different claffes in the community ? Becaufe it anfwers 
the twofold purpole of convenience and of influence. 
As compofed o f citizens, all thefe claffes have certain 
effential rights in common, and alio certain adventitious 
and accidental qualities, which individualize each clafs, 
qnd hold it up to the nation at large, to judge of its 
integrity, its talents, its property, its refpettability, or 
its meannefs. For not only tnuft the charafter o f  the 
individual members o f  each clafs, as individuals, as far 
as that can be known, but alfo the character o f the 
clafs itfelf arifing from thofe adventitious circumffances, 
which make it a diftinft clafs, naturally determine in 
a great degree the attention due by the community to 
its opinions. T h e  chara&er o f individuals, as fuch, 
can be comparatively afcertained by few, while the 
charafter o f  the clafs may be eafily known to the 
nation. By means of this clarification, therefore, 
not only can the fentiments o f  the people on any 
national queftion be more eafily numbered, but alfo 
weighed.

T hus



T h u s  It appears tha t every  man in thele feveral clafies 
has effential qualities and accidental qualities. T h e  firit 
fpecies natural, the la tter fuperinduçed— the one c o m 
m on , the o ther appropria te— the one perm an en t,  the 
other mutable. W h en  the citizen difcharges the office 
o f  a G rand-jury  m an, he retains all the eflential rights 
o f  a citizen, and r.lfo acquires an accidental charafter, 
Jn which he with great propriety publishes his ienti- 
ments on political fubjeóts. T h e  office o f  a G rand- 
jurym an has given him an accidental name and  cha
racter notorious to the whole com m unity , which (lam p 
the value o f  his political opinions, and gives them  a cur
rency commenl'urate with that notoriety. Me pafles 
th rough the entire k ingdom  for pretty  nearly what he 
is worth. U p o n  examination too, it will be found that 
amon°- the various adventitious circumitances, which 
thus form and difcriminate the different claffes in foci- 
çiy,  there will almoit conflandy exiit l'ome of a ftriking 
political nature, which are o f  principal im portance in 
afcertaining the credit due to any declaration o f  politi
cal fentiments. T h e fe  political circum itances being 
generally intereiting, are generally known. So that 
while the political character o f  the individual h im fd f  
can, in the nature o f  things, be known to very few, his 
character as belonging to a clafs may be known to tiie 
entire body politic. I f  the names o f  the worthy g en 
tlemen, who compofe. the Corporation o f  D erry , 
fhould appear in the newfpapers annexed to any poli
tical opinion, how few could poffibly judge  o f  the d e 
gree o f  credit attached to the fignatures of thefe re- 
jpedtable citizens ! whereas, if  they publifhed the fame 
opinion in their corporate capacity, not only this coun-
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try, but probably all Europe could form a very ade
quate idea o f its importance. T h e  political character 
o f  claiTes ot men in general reprefents with great faithr 
fulnefs, the political character o f  the individuals, who 
compofe them, and mult neceflanly be known to thou- 
fands, who can never hear fo much as the names o f  the 
individuals themfelves. T h is  clarification is in foci- 
ety, what general principes are in fcience, it enables u$ 
to reafon a priori, where we muft otherwise proceed 
by a tedious induction from particulars.

H ence the propriety and utility o f  any clals publiih- 
ing an opinion, particularly on political fubjedts, as a 
clals. W hile its members, are individually unknown 
to  the public, and corifequently can ac molt only be 
eflimated by mere numeration, as a clafs it affords all 
the advantages o f numeration, and many more, its 
members can be weighed in the balance o f  truth, 
where character alone inclines die fcale.

Experience too demonflrates, thatamidft the variety 
o f  caulcs, which determine the charafters, and in
fluence the actions o f  mankind, the I’ejprit du corps, 
or fpirit o f  Cajl, as it may be called, has commonly 
the greateft weight o f  any. So that by only knowing 
the C.ijt, to which a man belongs, a more accurate 
eftimate oi his principles and condudt can, in genera], 
be formed, than if we knew every other circumitance 
of his condition, without knowing the fraternity, in 
which he is enrolled. T his ejprit du ccrps is capable 
o f being generally known, and generally eitimated ; 
its influence is powerful, whether malignant or benign ;

. and,



Shd, in judg ing  o f  the political fentimèrits o f  m en, k  
is, perhaps, the only confideration, which can deser- 
mine the public mind in form ing a ju i t  opinion o f  
their value.

T h e fe  obfervarions, which appear to be founded on 
ju ft principles o f  reafoning, and confirmed by ex p e
rience, furnilk an obvious and fatisfa&ory reafon why 
the Y eom anry  o f  Ireland may declare, are bound in 
duty to declare, their fentiments on fubje&s o f  national 
political concern, in their diftinótive character o f  yeo
m en. T h e  yeomanry are a clafs in fociety, pofTeiîing 
all the eiTentral rights o f  citizenihip in com m on with 
the reft of the fociety, but at the fame tim e diftin- 
guifhed by certain peculiar qualities fuperinduced by 
adventitious circumftances, which render them  the 
objeót o f  diftinót attention, capable o f  d iftinft valu
ation, and o f  diftinót efficiency. By thefe circum 
ftances they have acquired a d iftin it political exiftence 
and character. T h e y  have been called to the adua] 
enjoyment o f  a right the m oil im portant. T h e y  have 
been fum m oned by the Conftitution to arm  in its de
fence in the hour o f  danger. T h e y  have obeyed the 
fmnmons. T h e  legiflature has recorded their zeal and 
their fervices. T h e y  have been called the faviours o f  
the land. Panegyric has been exhauftcd in defcribing 
their loyalty and their patriotifm. T h u s  placed on an 
em inence, to which their countrymen naturally look 
up  with great expe&ation, will it be faid that the 
Y e o m e n  o f  I r e l a n d  fhould blend their voices, and 
hide their heads in the com m on mafs, while grand 
juries, while guilds, and while corporations appear in

a chai after
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a character diftinftive and appropriate? W ill it be 
faid that the faviours o f the land muit not declare, 
“  W e  have faved the land, and we will again iave it, 
if  neceffary, whether affailed from without or from 
within, by Buonaparte, or by P ie t?” W ill it be faid, 
that men fworn to defend the Conftitution fhall not 
declare, “  W e  have fworn to defend the Conftitution, 
and we will keep our oaths?” W ill it be faid that 
men, who can with moft effed fp tak  out in the caufe 
o f  liberty, muft be filent ? And that the capacity of 
being ufeful impofes the duty o f being ina&ive ! W ill 
it be faid that remedy is preferable to prevention, war 
to peace, and that where argument may convince, and 
opinion awe, reafon muft be ihackled, and fentiment 
repreffed ? W ill it, indeed, be faid, that the Y e o m e n  o f  

I r e l a n d ,  the fworn guardians o f our civil polity, and 
who have bled in its defence, have by the very a d  o f 
preferving the conftitution, forfeited the faireft and 
moft ufeful privilege, which it fecures : that men dif- 
tinguifhed from their fellow citizens by merit, muft 
fuffer the pains of delinquency, and that the fervice of 
the patriot muft be rewarded by an approximation to 
the (lave ? O r if fuch things fhould be faid by mi- 
nifters, and their hirelings, by men, who reafon to 
deceive, who advife to betray, and who divide to en- 
flave -, by men, who would extinguish all the know
ledge, wither all the induftry, and emafculate all the 
manhood of the land : if  by fuch men fuch things 
ihould be faid, will the Y e o m e n  o f  I r e l a n d  furrender 
their underftandings and their feelings, their rights, 
their intereft, their duty, their honor, and their oaths,
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to  the clelufions of impofture, and the machinations 

o f  tyranny ?

I f  the right of the Y e o m a n r y  to declare their 
fentiments on political fnbje&s, as citizens, as m em 
bers o f  a ftate, the conftitution o f  which recog
nizes and guarantees the natural indefeafible rights 
o f  man, be clear and indifputable ; i f  the pro
priety  and utility o f  exercifing this right, in their 
public charaiter o f  Ÿ eo m ên , be alfo clear and 

indifputable,- can there be a doubt o f  the facred 
obligation of exercifing it, with zeal, and with cou
rage, on occafions fufficiently important to demand  
political exertion ?

W h o  are the Y e o m a n r y  o f  I r e l a n d  ? A portion 
o f  the people eminently diftinguifhed from the reft 
by appropriate charaileriftics, which arreft a tten
tion, and give weight to  opinion. W h a t  is the 
people ? T h e  great aggregate o f  individuals united 
in fociety for the purpofe o f  fecuring general hap- 
pinefs by a union o f  wills and o f  ftrength, the 
lource o f  all political authority, the final arbiter, 
on earth, o f  all political ad ion . I n  every ftate, 
therefore, the m en, to whom the people has, through 
the Conftitution, com m itted the governm ent, muft* 
o f  right, obey the voice o f  the people. W h a t  is 
the voice o f the people ? Such an expreffion o f  the 
general will as leaves no doubt o f  its tide— vox  
pcpuii vex D ei. T h e  will o f  tlie people is the 
only earthly authority, which can rightfully confti-
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tute civil governm ent.— T his  will is abfolute, and 
independent o f  all human convention. Each in
dividual in fociety is accountable for his conduct, 
ultimately, as a moral agent, to  the fearcher e f  all 
hearts; immediately, to the whole community, as 
a m em ber o f  the civil aflbciation ; but the co m 
munity itfelf, as an aggregate, is accountable to no 
tribunal under heaven.

W h a t is the civil conftitution o f  a ftate conftituted 
on principles of moral right ? I t  is the prim ary 
inftrumsntalily contrived by the people for attain
ing the end of political aflociation. W h a t is the 
government? T h e  Secondary injlrumentality framed 
to give efFedt to the firft. In o ther words, the 
Conftitution is the rule prefcribed by the people, 
according to which the Government is to aft. T h e  
government is the machine itfelf in motion, the 
Conftitution is the law* 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- 
niftercd, is, the Conftitution. T h e  Parliament, 
and the Executive, conftitute the Government. 
In  every c il fociety the people pofieiTes an un
doubted ri^nt, 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 pofiefs a right 
o f  altering the conftitution. T h e  Government is 
a mere machine, to which the people has ordained 
its laws o f adtion, without an iota o f  power beyond
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rdie laws prefcribed. I t  is m onftrous to maintain 
■that the G o v ern m en t can change the C onftitution. 
I t  is fperulative tyranny, a mental u furp jtion  o f  the 
rights o f  the people. T h e  G overnm en t change  the
Conftitution ! By force and by fraud it m ay__by
right it never can— Such an a f t  inftantly diiTolves 
its own conflitutional exiftence, it cannot rightfu l
ly fubfift a m o m en t longer.

N ow , as in every civil fociety the governm en t 
milft unavoidably pofTefs various means o f  defeat- 
m g  the ends o f  its inititution in the very powers 
neceffiry to give its institution c ffe r t j  a:s bad m en 
may introduce themfelves into the adminiitracion 
o f  the G overnm ent j every Conftitution lljould be  
framed with a view to counteract by every poffible 
contrivance the unavoidable inconveniences o f  a 
body politic. A s m en in pow er are frequently 
w eak and wicked, every Conftitution ihould be 
formed upon a calculation o f  hum an imbecility and 
corruption. T h e  violent diflblution o f  the body 
politic, is an event moft anxioufly to  be guarded 
againft. But as L iberty  alone can m ake  civil fo
ciety a bleifing, as where the fecuricy o f  this is not 
the great objedt o f  the Conlticution the body poli
tic had m uch better be diflblved chan exiit, and 
as the people poiTeiTes the right o f  diflolving i t ;  
even upon the principle o f  preventing the evils 
alm oit infeparable from political revolution, every 
means, which can be deviled, at once fecuring the 
ends o f  fociety, and guarding againft its violent

dilfolution,
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diffolution, fliould m ake a part o f  the p rov ifionsof 
the Conititution. In this point of view no means 
appear more admirably adapted to both thefe pur- 
pofes, to the prefervation o f L iberty , and the 
prevention o f Revolution, than the acknowledged 
right in the people o f  declaring their ju d g m en t 
and feelings on matters o f  Government, and the 
free exercife o f  this right. F ro m  Nature the peo
ple pofTciTcs this right independent o f  a civil code. 
But happy is it when a Conititution is formed ex- 
prefsly recognifing this falutary controul over the 
Government. H appy  is it where a Conflitution 
is founded on the bails o f  Liberty, and embraces, 
in its proviiîons, every fubfidiary means o f  fecur- 
ing its own permanence, and warding off the evils 
o f  difiolution.

Such is the Conititution, which we boafl. Such 
is the Conititution, which invites and commands 
the people o f this country, to raife the voice, in 
order to prevent the neceility o f  raifing the arm in 
its defence. T o  defend that Conititution which 
the ppople has chofen as the initrument o f  happi- 
nefs, if necelTary, by force, is a facred duty im- 
pofed on us by Nature, and kept conitantly in 
view by the Conititution itfelf, which by arming 
the people, reminds them o f  the duty. But it is 
a prior duty to defend the Conititution by the way 
of peace rather than by the fword, and this duty 
does the fame Conititution anxiouily inculcate in the 
various means, which it provides for the free
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expreffion o f  the public will. Y e o m e n  o f  I r e 
l a n d ,  do you not feel thefe united obligations ? 
W h en  the Conftitution fum m ons you to its defence, 
by every  principle o f  reafon, o f  intereft, and o f  
glory, are you not bound to obey the call ?

T h a t  a neceftity for fuch a fum m ons m ig h t exift 
in the viciflitude o f  hum an affairs, the experience 
of m ankind forbids us to doubt. If, for inftancc, 
a tim e Ihould arrive when a part o f  the governm ent 
o f  this country, forgetting the right by which the 
governm en t exifts, and the ends, to r which it was 
created, forgetting chat it exifts bv the people, and 
for their ufe, Ihould actempt the fubvertion o f  the 
conftitution, to which the governm ent itfelf is but 
minifterial, while bo th  are but ministerial to the 
happinefs o f  the people, and while both can by the 
people alone be rightfully deftroyed— if it fhould 
a ttem pt this fubverfion by means the m o d  diaboli- 
cal.and foul— if it ihould artfully prom ote  religious 
feuds am ong the people in o rder to m ake the ani- 
mofity o f  contending feóts fubfervient to a rem ote 
and deep-laid fcheme o f  com m on lubjugation— if 
it (liould, with the fame infernal policy, inftigate a 
ftarved and tortured peafantry to rebellion againfl: 
the ftate, in order at once to terrify the titled and 
the  rich, and to have a pretence for thining the 
population o f  the lan d — If, in quelling that reb e l
lion, it fhould exercife cruelties unparalleled in the 
annals of fanaticifm— if it fhould m ake the gentry 
o l the country inftruments o f  torture, in order to 
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fix in the mind of the poor a deep and lading ran* 
cour againft the higher ranks in fociety— if it 
ihould afterwards hold out to the mangled peafan- 
try, a hollow and treacherous peace, to conceal, un
der the maik of mercy, the demon o f  perdition—i 
if it Ihould by every iniidious artifice, by addref- 
fing itfelf to pride, avarice, and fear, to all the m a
lignant and all the fordid paillons o f the human 
breaft, goad on the parliament to the enaóting of 
fanguinary laws, in order to excite the terror and ab 
horrence o f  the people, that feeling the exiftence o f  
the parliament a curie, the people m ight feek relief 
in its annihilation— if it ihould with unequaled in- 
folence and effrontery, publiih and boaft o f  its 
crimes, and unfeelingly urge them as arguments 
for deftroying tne conftitution— if, finding all thefc 
means unfuccefsfu], its deteftable arts expofed and 
defeated, one portion o f the people reftored from 
fanaticifm to the empire o f reafon and humanity, 
thereft willing to forget the inftruments in the infti- 
gators o f their iufferings, if  finding itfelf thus baf
fled it fhould change its method o f attack, if it 
ihould afiail the Conilitution by Parliament, and 
the Parliament by Corruption— if this corruption 
ihould become unmeaiured, open, and avowed—  
if  this corruption ihould fucceed, and the Parlia
ment fhould be ready to deftroy the Conftitution—  
if nothing could arreft this moft impudent and in
famous traffic o f  the rights, independence, and 
glory of the land, but the united voices of the peo
ple, the univerfal proteft o f  the nation againft the
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a f t  of its e ternal fu b je a io n — if  nothing bu t this, 
o r  a revolution, could refcue Ireland from the 
g rave— if your countrym en feeling the inevitable 
alternative, Ihould wifely reiolve to  try  firft the  
way o f  peace, and endeavour to  appal by the public 
voice, this vile portion o f  the G ov ern m en t thus 
w ickedly and arrogantly  aflailing the Conftitution. 
— I f  fuch a tim e as this lliould a rr ive — Y e o m e n  o f  

I r e l a n d ,  could you  be filent?
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