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OPINIONS ON THE TRANSACTIONS OF THL FOURTH OT
AUGUST, PISORDERS OCCASIONED BY THOSE TRANS-
ACTIONS, NECKER DEMAKDS THE ASSCMDLY’S SANC-
TION TO A LOAN. A LOAN DECRFED. TITHLS ALC-
LISHLD. DEBATE ON THL DLCLARATION OT RIGHTS,
FHE PORMATION OF A CONSTI1UTION. DLBATL ON
THL EXECUTIVE POWLR. THL SUSPENSIVE VLTO
HDOPTED. PRETLCNDED AND RLAL VIEWS OF THE COAM-
BINATION OF DESPOTS AGAINST FRANCE, DEBATL
ON THE CONSTITUTION OF A SENATE, MLANS OF
PEACEABLY EFFECTING A RETORM SHOULD I!MAKT &5
PART OF EVERY CONSTITUTION,

THE numerous offerings made to their
country by the deputics, on the 4th of
auguft, excited loud applaufe ; but not with-
out a mixture of farcaftic cenfure, and mur-

murs of difapprobation,
Some blamed the decrees, which, faid
they, have facrificed the property of feveral
thoufand
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houfand families to the vain defire of
popularity.—Others complained of the negle&
of thofe forms, by which every affembly, that
afpires at putting fome maturity into it’s de-
crees, ought to dire&t it’s debates ;—they dif-
approved of an afternoon fitting ;—of the
rapid fucceflion of fubje@s, not allowing
time for any to be weighed ;—of "the multi-
plicity. of them ;—and of the continual accla-
mations, which rendered a calm difcuflion
phyfically impoffible.~—¢ What "’ they con-
tinued, ¢ fhall the moft important bufinefs al-
¢ ways be treated with the levity, which cha-
“ ra&erized us before we deferved to be
¢ termed a nation? Eternally the fport of our
¢ vivacity, a happy turn decides with us the
¢ moft {erious point ; and gay fallies are ever
our fubftitutes for arguments.—We do
¢ madly the wifeft things; and even our
¢ reafon Is always conneéted by fome filament
“or other to inconfiftency.—The national
¢ affembly had been a long time reproached
¢ for dwelling on trifling objefts ; and not
¢ attending f{ufficiently to the promotion of
¢ general good.—When fuddenly—in 2 fingle
¢ night, more than twenty important laws arc
¢ decided by an uproar. So much. done, in

S ¢ fuch
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¢ fuch a fhort time, is {o aftonifhing, that it
¢ appears like a dream.’

In reply it was faid~—* Why delibcrate,
¢ when_ all are agreed —Does not a ge-
¢ neral good always appear {felf-evident 3—
¢ Was it not fufficient to declarc thefc patriotig
¢ propofitions to prove their jultnefs *—The
¢ firft perfon, who pointed out a new tribute
‘ to the public intereft, only gave utterance to
¢ what we all before felt—there was no need
¢ then of difcuflion or eloquence, to make
¢ that be adopted, which had already been
¢ refolved by the greater number of the depu-
¢ ties, and commanded by the awful autho-
¢ rity of the nation, in their mandates.—The
¢ affembly might have proceeded more me-
¢ thodically ; but the refult could not have
¢ becn more advantageous. It fecmed as if
¢ all the old effe@s, all the mouldering titles
¢ of feudal oppreflions were then put up to
¢ au@tion ; and the kind of miftruft of the
¢ different orders, which provoked reciprocal
¢ conceffions, was ftill for the public good.’

The nobles and clergy of the provinces,
who had not been carried away by the en-
thufiafm of the 4th of auguft, felt themfelves
particularly aggrieved. Thofe who were

recently
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recently noble did not like to mix again on
equal terms in towns where they had received
the homage paid to princes ; and the people,
eager to exercife their liberty, began to hunt
down the gamc, regardlefs of the mifchicf
they did to the ftanding corn. The very con-
ceflions of the nobility {eemed to roufe the
vengeance it ought to have allayed; and the
populace vented their rage by burning the
caftles, which had been, as it were, legally
difmantled of their feudal fortifications.

The clergy, in particular, complained, that
their deputies had exceeded all bounds in
voting away the private property of the body ;
for they would not allow, that tithes camc
within the defcription of feudal tenures. The
want of provifion, likewife, tended to make
the people clamour about prefent grievances,
without fuffering the profpe& of future com-
fort and refpe@ability to have it’s due force
towards calming their minds. All, therefore,
flew to arms, and threc millions of men
wearing the military garb, thowed the natural
difpofition of the nation; and their prefent
refolve, no longer to couch fupinely under
oppreflion. Many excefles were the confe-
quence of this fudden change; and it is

notorious,
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notorious, that the pcopie, in {eme inflances,
became the inftruments of the routed party 3
who continued to ufe every firatugem to ren-
der the nation diffatishied with the revo-
lution.

It is the nature of man, either in afavage
ftate or living in fociety, to proteét his
property ; and it is wife in a govern~
ment to encourage this {pirit.  For the exam-
ple now difplayed by France is a notabls
proof of the inexpediency of ftanding armics,
fo long as the people have an intereflt in fup-
porting the political fyftem under which they
live, The national affembly, aware of this,
invited the militia and the municipalities, to
endeavour to quell the diforders which did
violence to perfons and property ; and they
were particularly requefted to take the moft
watchful care, that the convoys of wheat and
flour were not ftopped by the idle and law-
lefs. For feveral of the moft fatal tumults
had originated from this caufe.

The decrees of the yth of auguil, werc then
brought forward to be examined and ex-
plained ; and fome attcmpts were made to
argue away the effence of many of the vaunted
facrifices,~But the difcuflion was interrupted,

to



{ 38 )

to attend to bufinefs of a more prefling nature.
The prefent ‘ftate of the nation was moft
alarming; and the minifters, not knowing
how to a&t under the new trammels of re-
fponfibility, came to reprefent to the affem-
bly ;—that the laws were without force ;—
the courts of juftice without a&ivity ;—and
they requefted them, irnmediately to point out
the coercive meafures neceffary to give to the
executive authority the influence it had loft.—
¢ For, obferved they, ¢ whether the irritated
¢ fenfe of the abufes, which the king wifhes
¢ to reform, and you defire to profcribe for
¢ cver, have led the people aftray ; or, the de-
¢ claration of an univerfal regeneration have
¢ fhaken the various powers upon which the
¢ focial order repofed——or whatever, in fad,
¢ bethe caufe, gentlemen, the truth is, that
¢ public order and tranquillity are difturbed in
¢ almoft every part of the kingdom.’

Necker, afterwards, having explained the
deplorable ftate of the finances, the extraor-
dinary expences, and the diminution in the
produce of the revenue, demanded, in the
name of the king, that the affembly would
fanction a loan of thirty millions of livres, to
fulfil the engagements, and difcharge the ine-

vitable
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vitable expenditure of the two approaching
months; by which time, he prefumed, the
conftitution would be nearly -cftablifhed.
Thinking alfo, that the patriotifm of money-
lenders was not ta be reckoned upon, he pro-
pofed to add to the five per cent. he mentioned
{fome allurements of fpeculation, to quicken
the determination of the lenders—and he fur-
ther inferred, that private intereft would then
tend to quiet the kingdom, whilft they were
advancing in the formation of the conftitution,
which was to fecure it’s future tranquillity, and
provide a permancnt rcvenue.

This propofal produced the moft warm and
loud applaufe, One member propofed,
that the loan fhould inftantly be voted in
the prefence of the minifter, as a mark
of their entire fatisfaCtion— another offer-
ed fix hundred thoufand livres as a fecu-
rity, that he would raife the loan in his own
province. ‘This effervefcence, {o contagious,
which is after all only phyfical fenfibility,
excited by a commotion of the animal {pirits,
proves, thata confiderable length of time is ne-
ceflary to accuftom men to exercife their rights
with deliberation ; that they may be able to
defend themfelves from a kind of inflinctive

confi-
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confidence in men 3 and to make them fubftis
tute refpect for principles, to a blind faith in
perfons, even of the moft diftinguifhed abi-
kties.—DBut to elevate a numerous affembly to
this calm grandeur; to that pcrmarent dig-
nity, which reprefles the emotions of the mo-
ment, demands, it is probable, a more ad-
vanced ftate of reafon.

Lally Tolendal fupported the neccility of
adopting the meafures propofed for the ob-
taining a loan to {upply the exigencies of go-
vernment, which wete become very urgent ;
and he refuted the objection, made by feveral
deputies, who werc againft the grant, that in
their inftru&ions they had been {triélly en-
joined not to fantion any tax or loan before
the conftitution was formed. ©On this fide
Mirabeau ranged himfelf; for with all his
great talents and {uperiority of genius, he
eould not avoid envying inferiout abilities,
when they attrated the leaft popularity. He
therefore, with plaufible rhetoric, but fhallow
arguments, oppofed the loan; and with great
parade moved, that the deputies thould offer
their individual credit, inftead of departing
from the very letter of their inftrutions.

This was one of thofe inftances of pretended
difin-
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difintereftednefs; or falfe patriotifin, calculated
to dazzle the people, whilft it involved the na-
tien in frefh embarrafiments.

The plan was referred to the confideration
of the committee, appointed to make finan-
cial reports : and they accordingly acknow-
ledged the neceffity of a prompt fupply ; but
thought, that the loan might now be obtained
without the additional advantages, which
Necker mentioned as a neceffary bait. The
difcuflion was then renewed with great heat,
and even perfonality ; till at laft the intereft
of the loan was fixed at four and an half per
cent. ; and to {lip through the knot they were
afraid to cut, it was to be fan&ioned under the
wing of the decrecs of the 4th of augufl.

It did not, however, prove productive ; for
in the courfe of three weeks; only two mil-
lions, fix hundred thoufand livres were fub-
feribed.  And this delay of bufinefs induced
the affembly to adopt, with lefs feruple, ano-
ther propofal for a frefh loan, inftead of the
one that did not promife to anfwer, at a rate
lefs advantageous to the nation: oi rather
they yielded to the neceffity, into which they
had plunged themfelves; and left the mode
of obtaining it to the éxecutive power, in
Ipite of their former obje@ion, But it was

Y nat
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not an eafy tatk to infpire the bankers and
money-holders with fufficient faith in the new
government, to induce them to come for-
ward to fupport it ; befides, the previous dif-
cuffion had converted caution into timidity ;
and the more dcfperate the ftate of the
finances appeared, the ftronger grew the fuf-
picion, that threw infurmountable obftacles
in the way of a temporary relief.

Settling the precife terms of the decrees,
which were to abolith feudal vaffalage, the
queftion refpeting the including of tithes
was agitated with moft earncfinefs ; and the
objetions urged againft the abolition were
not only ingenious, but reafonable *. The
abbé Sieyes {poke with great good fenfe,
afferting, ¢ that the tithes were not a tax
* levied on the nation ; but a rent-charge, for
¢ which a proper allowance had been made to
¢ the prefent poffeffors of the eftates, to not
* one of whom they allually belonged. He,
¢ therefore, infifted, that, if the facrifice were

® ¢ It is worthy of remark, that the diviné right of tithes

¢« was never infilted on,’ fays a french writer, ¢ even by the

« clergy, during this debate. Yet the year before, when

« the fame queftion was brought forward in the irifh houfe

« of parliament, great frefs was laid on this gothic idea of
¢ their origin.’

neceflary,
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“neceffary, it ought to be made to the pub-
¢ lic, to relieve the people, and not 1o enrich
“the proprietors ; who were, generally fpeak-
“ing, of the moft opulent part of the com-
¢ munity.” He advifed the affembly to be
on their guard, left avarice, under the malk
of zeal, fhould deceive them, leading the na-
tion to reward rather than indemnify the
nobility. ‘The fatt was, that the landed in-
tereft were only refigning obfolete privileges,
which they fearcely dared exercife, to fecure
a folid advantage. Society has hitherto been
conflructed in fuch a vicious manncr, that to
relieve the poor you muft benefit the rich.
The prefent fubjeét was a delicate onc; the
abolition of tithes would remove a very lLicavy
vexatious clog, that had long hung on the
neck of induftry ; yet it were to be wifthed,
that it could have been fettled in fuch a way
as not to have fecured a great pecuniary ad-
vantage to the nobility. TFor though it was
phyfically impoflible, to make this facrifice
to fociety at large immediately ; becaufe the
proprictors, and more particularly the leafe-
holders of the eftates, could not have re-
deemed the tithes, without diftrefling them-
flves to a degree, that would nearly have

Y 2 ftopped
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ftopped the courfe of hufbandry; not to men«
tion agricultural improvements, {o neceflury
in Irance, and to be looked for as the fruit
of liberty :—yet a gradual tax on the original
landlord would have prevented the nobility
from being the great gainers by their fo much
extolled difintereftednefs, in their fallacious
facrifice of privileges. Becaufe, for all real
property they were to be reimburfed ; and
for the obnoxious feudal tenures, fuch as
perfonal fervitude, with others they weie
afhamed to ecnumecrate as being due from man
to man, the tithes werc an ample indemnity;
or more properly {peaking clear profi, cx-
cept to thofe who parted with the plumes
which raifed them above their fellows with
great regret. It was, indeed, very difficult
to -feparate the evil from the good, that would
redound to the nation by the doing away of
this tax.—The clergy, however, cut the de-
bate fhort, by refigning their right, offering
to truft to the juftice of the public for the
ftipend in return neceffary to enable them to
fupport the dignity of their fun&ion.

On the 13th, therefore, the whole difcul-
fion clofed ; for the other articles did not ad-

mit of much difputation. The prefident ac-
cordingly
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vordingly waited on the king, who received
his nesv title with the decrees, to which he
afterwards made fome objections, though the
aflembly confidered them as virtually fane-
tioned *,

A committee of five had been employed to
digeft a declaration of rights, to precede the
conflitution. The opinion of thofe, who
thought that this declaration ought to have
been kept back, has already been alluded to
yet the {ubjet feems to require a little further
confideration. And, perhaps, it will appear
juft to feparate the charaéter of the philofopher,
who dedicateshis exertions to promote the wel-
fare, and perfection of mankind, carrying his
views byond any time he choofes to muark ;
from that of the politician, whofe duty it is
to attend to the improvement and intercft of
the time in which he lives, and not f{acrifice
any prefent comfort to a profpet of future
perfection or happinefs. If this definition be
juft, the philofopher naturally becomes a
paflive, the politician an altive character. Yor
though the defire of loudly proclaiming the

* It is obfervable, that the fatisfaltion of the people wes

by no means equal to the difcontent manifefted by the privi.
lezed orders.

Y3 grand
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grand principles of liberty to extend them
quickly, be ane of the moft powerful a benevo-
lent man, of every defcription of mind, fecls;
lLie no fooner wifhes to obey this impulfe, than
he finds himfelf placed between two rocks.
—Truth commands him to {ay all ; wifdom
whifpérs to him to temporize~—A love of
juftice would lead him to bound over thefe
cautious reftraints of prudence; did not hu-
manity, enlightened by a knowledge of
human’' nature, makc Lim dread to purchafe
the good of pofterity too dearly, by the mifery
of the prefent generation.

The debates refpe@ing the adoption of the
declaration of rights becamec very {pirited ;
and much heterogeneous matter was intro-
duced, to lengthen the difcuffion, and heat
the difputants, as the different articles were
reviewed, The article refpeéting religion
particularly arrefled the attention of the af-
{embly, and produced one of thofe tumultu-
ous fcenes, which have fo often difgraced
their deliberations, The intolerant {entiments
uttered ; and even the infertion of fome
amendments, which could not, without a
contradition in terms, find a place in a de-
claration of rights ; proved, that the affembly

¢oils
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contained a majority, who were flill governed
Ly prejudices inimical to the full extent of
that liberty, which is the unalienable right
of each citizen, when it does not infringe on
the equal enjoyment of the fame portion by
his neighbour *, The moft fenfible part of
the aflembly afferted, that religion ought not
to be mentioned, unlefs to declare, that the
free exercife of it was a right in common with
the free utterance of all opinions; which
came under civil cognizance only when they
affumed a form, namely, when they produced
effeéts, that clathed with the laws ; and even
then it was the criminal attion, not the paf-
five opinion, which was profcribed by the
penalty of punifhment.

In this declaration are found the principles
of political and civil liberty, introduced by a
very folemn exordium :—Declaring ¢ that, as
¢ ignorance, forgetfulnefs, and contempt of the
¢ rights of men, are the fole caufes of public
¢ grievances, and of the corruption of govern-
* ments, the affembly had refolved to re-efta-

* See the article 10, ¢ No man ought to be molefted on
¢ account of his opinions, not even on account of his religi-
¢ ous opinions, provided his avowal of them docs not difturb
¢ the public order cftablifhed by law.’

Y4 ¢ blifh,
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¢ blith, in a folemn declaration, the natural,
¢ imprefcriptible, and facred rights of man;
“in order that this declaration, conftantly
¢ prefent to all the members of the focial
¢ body, may continually remind them of their
¢ rights, and of their duties ; that, having it
“in their power every moment to comnpare
“the a&ts pof the legiflative and executivc
¢ authorities with the purpofe of all political
¢ inftitutions, thcy may the more refped
¢ them ; and that the remonftrances of the
¢ citizens, founded, in {uture, on fimple and
¢ inconteftible principles, may always tend to
¢ fupport the conftitution, and to promote the
¢ happinefs of the whole community.’

Some temporary bufinefs, towards reftoring
public tranquillity, and to give force to the
laws, infulted by the licentious condu& of
men inebriated merely by the expe@ation of
freedom, fcented from a-far, being difpatch-
ed, the formation of a conftitution became
the ftanding labour of the affembly.

The firlt queftion naturally fell under this
head—what fhare of power ought the king
to be allowed to poflefs in the legiflaturc?
This was an important confideration for men,

who were all politicians in theory ; and many
of
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of whom, having fuflered under the abfolure
{way of the king’s minifters, flill el the
{mart of their opprellion, and a contempt for
the power that authorized their deminion:
whilft the blind zealots for the indcfeafible
rights of kings, though they swere afhamed
of the phrafe, heated the imagination of their
party, by the moft inflated enccmiums cn the
benefits arifing from extenfive kingly preroga-
tives, and vapid remarks on the britifh con-
ftitution, and other forms of government,
obvioufly to difplay their erudition. The
mnoft noify indecorus debates enfued, and the
affembly feemed to meet rather to quarrel
than deliberate. A divifion the moft decided
confequently took place; which, under difs
ferent appellations, and profefling different
principles, has ever fince continued to con-
vulfe the fenate; if the legiflative aflembly,
or the convention, deferve a name fo digni-
fied.

In difeufling whether the royal fandlion
fliould be neceffary to the validity of the adts
of the legiflative body, a variety of cxtranc-
ous fubje@s, and others prematurely brought
forward, fo entangled thc main queftion, as
to render it diffigult to give a clear and Dbricf

account
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account of the debates; without lending a
degree of reafonablenefs to them, that the
manner of arguing, rudely perfonal, and,
loudly uncivil, feemed to dcftroy. For good
lungs foon became more neceflary in the
affembly than found arguments, to enable 3
{peaker to filence the confufion of tongues ;
and make known his opinion to men, who
were eager only to announce their own. Thus
modeft men had no chance to be heard,
though perfuafion dwelt on their lips: and
even Mirabeau, with his commanding elo-
quence, and juftnefs of thought, procured
attention as much by the thundering empha-
fis, which he gave to his periods, as by his
ftriking and forcible affociation of ideas.

As a nation, the french are certainly the
moft eloquent people in the world ; their
lively feelings giving the warmth of paffion
to every argument they attempt to fupport.
And fpeaking fluently, vanity leads them
continually to endeavour to utter their {fenti-
ments, without confidgring whether they
have any thing to recommend them to notice,
befide a happy choice of expreffions. Only
thinking then of {peaking, they are the moft
impatient of hearers, coughing, hemming, and

S fcraping
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{craping with their feet, molt audibly, to
beguile the time. Laying afide alfo, in the
affembly, not only their naticnal politencefs,
but the common reftraints of civility ; good
manners feldom fupply the place of rexfon,
when they are angry. And as the flighteft
contradiction fets them on fire, three parts
out of four of the time, which ought to have
been employed in ferious inveftigation, was
confumed in idle vehemence. Whillt the
applaufes and hiffes of the gallerics increafed
the tumult ; making the vain ftill more eager
to mount the ﬁage. Thus every thing con-
tributing to cxcite the emotions, which lead
men only to court admiration, the good of
the people was too often facrificed to the de-
fire of pleafing them. And {o completely
was the tide of their affection for the king
turned, that they feemed averfe to his having
any portion of legiflative authority in the
new conftitution.

The duke de Liancourt divided the quel-
tion refpecting the fharc of power he was to
enjoy as a part of the government. 1/ I
the royal _fanétion indifpenfably neceffary, 2o give
the aclual force of law to the decrees of the
national affembly 8 2dly. Ougit the king ‘o be

an
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an miegrant portion of the lezifleture 2 In Lng-
land the phrafe royal gffint has been adopted,
as expreflive of a pofitive a¢t; but the {rench,
rather cheofing to diflinguifh the fame act of
power by a negative, fixed on the latin word
weto, I forbid.  And then it became a quel-
tion, how far this vefo ought to extend, fup-
pofing the prince to be invefted with it.—
Was it decifively to obfiruét the enadtion of
a law paffed by the Icgiflative body ? or only
to {ufpend it, till an appeal could be made to
the people by a new ele&ion ?

The affembly in this inftance fcem to have
a@ted with ftrange confufion of mind, or a
total ignorance of the naturc of a mixed
government : for cither . the queftion was
nugatory, or a king ufelefs. Lally-Tolendal,
Mounier, ‘and Mirabeau, argued for the
abfolute wefo.—¢ Two powers, fays Mira-
beau, ¢ are neceffary to the exiftence of the
¢ body-politic, in the orderly difcharge of it's
¢ fun@ions:—7To will—and to at. By the
¢ fuirft, fociety eftablifhes the regulations which
¢ ought all to confpire to one end—the good
“of all :—By the fecond,. thefe regulations
¢ are carried into execution ; and public autho-
¢ rity is exerted, to make fociety trinmph
2 ¢ over

o~
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¢ over the obftacles, which might arife from
¢ the oppofite wills of individuals. In a great
¢ nation, thefe two powers cannot bc cxer-
¢ cifed by the peopie: whence comes the
¢ ncceflity of 'reprefentatives, to exeicife the
¢ faculty of willing, or the legiflative power;
¢ and alfo of another {pecies of reprefentation,
¢ to excrcife the faculty of a&ting; or, the
¢ executive power.’

He further infifts, that ‘the poffeflion of
¢ this power is the only way to render a king
¢ ufeful, and to enable him to aé&t as a check
¢on the legiflative bedy :  the majority of
¢ which might tyrannize in the moft deipotic
¢ manner, cven in the fenate, to the very
¢ expulfion of the members, who dared to
¢ thwart the meafures they couid not ap-
¢ prove. For under a weak prince, a little
¢ time and addrefs alone would be neceffary,
¢ to eftablith legally the dominion of an army
¢ of ariftocrats ; who, making the royal autho-
¢ rity only the paflive inftrument of their
¢ will, might replunge the people into their
¢ old ftate of debafement.

¢ The prince, therefore, being the perpetual

¢ reprefentative of the people, as the deputics

¢ are
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¢ are their reprefentatives elefted at cettain
¢ periods, is equally their fafe-guard.
¢ No perfon exclaims againft the vezo of the
¢ national affembly; which is, in reality,
“only a right the people have confided in
¢ their reprefentatives, to oppofe every pro-
¢ pofition, that would tend to re-eftablith
¢ minifterial defpotifm. Why then obje to
¢ the veto of the prince, which is but another
¢ right, efpecially confided in him by the peo«
¢ ple, becaufe he and they are equally interefted
“to prevent the eftablithment of an arifio-
¢ cracy ¥
Hc procceds to prove, ¢ that, whilft the
¢ legiflative body is refpetable, the wero .of
¢ the king cannot do harm, though it is a
¢ falutary check on their deliberations; and
¢ granting, that the influence of the crown
‘ has a tendency to increafe, a permanent
¢ affembly would be a fuflicient counterpoife
¢ for the royal negative. Lct us, he con-
cludes, ¢ have an annual national affembly,
¢ et minifters be made refponfible ; and the
¢ royal fantion, without any fpecified reftric-
¢ tions, but, in faét, perfe@ly limited, will be
¢ the palladium of national liberty, and the
moft
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< moft precious exercife of the liberty of the
¢ people.]

Having f{uffered by the abufe of abfoclute
power, many of the deputies, afraid to en-
truft their conftitutional monarchs with any,
oppofed the wefo ; left it fhould palfy the
operations of the national aflembly, and bring
back the old defpotifm of the cabinet. The
difcuffion likewile extending beyond it’s walls,
was as fuperficially and as warmly treated by
thofe, who thought only of the old govern«
ment, when they talked of framing a new
one. And ds the people were now led by
hot-headed men, who found it the fhorteft
way to popularity, to deliver exaggerated
elogiums on liberty, they began to look for
a degree of freedom in their government, in-
compatible with the prefent ftate of their
manners ; and of which they had no perfect
idea. It is not then furprifing, that it {hould
become a mark of patriotifm, to oppofe the
veto ; though Mirabeau never gave a fironger
proof of his, than in fupporting it; con-
vinced that it was the intereft of the people
he was efpoufing, whilft he rifked their fu-
vour,

The
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The will of the public was, in reality, fo
decided, that they would {carcely allow the
<cte 10 be mentioned ; and the affembly, to
ficer a middle courfe, adopted the fufpenfive
weto 3 after confidering fome other impor-
tant clements of the conflitution, which feemed
to them to be intimately conneded with the
royal prerogative.

Certainly a few of the moft judicious depu-
tics muft have perceived the impolicy of the
Sufpenfive weto; and they could only have
agreed to fall into the meafure, under an
idca that the minds of the people not being
completely ripe for a total change of govern
ment—from abfolute defpotifm to complete
republicanifm, it was politically neccflary ftill
to maintain the fhadow of monarchy. ¢ To af-
¢ fign,’ fays one of the deputies, ¢ a term to
¢ the veto, is at laft to force the king to exe-
¢cute a law of which he difapproves: and
¢ making him thus a blind and paflive inftru-
¢ ment, a fecret waris fomented between hinr
® and the national affembly. It is, in fhort,
¢to refufe him the wvezo; though thofe who
* refufe it have not the courage openly to fay,
¢ that Irance has no longer any nced of
¢ king.’

But,
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But, from the commencement of the re-
volution, the mifery of France has originated
from the folly or art of men, who have
fpurred the people on too faft; tcaring up
prejudices by the rodt, svhich they fhould
have permitted to dic gradually away. Had
they, for example, allowed the king to have
enjoyed the fhare in the government promifed
by the alfolute vetr, they would have let him
gently down from the altitude of unlimited
{way, without making him feel the ground he
loft in the defcent. And this femblance of
his former authority would have gratified him ;
or rather, breaking his fall, have induced him
to fubmit patiently to other refiraints, lefs
humiliating to him, though more beneficial to
the people. TFor it is evident from experi-
ence, and might have been forefecn, that the
determination on this queftion was one grand
fource of the continual bickerings of the af-
{fembly with the court and miniftry; who
took care to make the king fee, that he was
fet up as an idol, "merely to receive the mock
refpect of the legiflative body, till they were
quite {ure of the people.

Could it, indeed, have been afcertained,
that Louis, or rather the queen, would have

7 tamely
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tamely born with fuch a diminution of power,
this meafure might have been deemed prudent;;
becaufe it was then morally certain, that the
monarchy would have expired naturally with
the diffolution of the king. But, when the
pride and rcftlefs {pirit of the queen were
well known ; and that it was probable, from
the thoele tenour of her former life, fhe would
contrive to have the miniftry compofed of the
moft diffolate and headftrong men ; it muft
appear the height of folly only to have left
the king the power of perplexing their pro-
ceedings, after they had piqued his pride,
And when, to give, as it were, efficiency to the
conipiracies; which would naturally be formed
by the courtiers, to recover the authority reft
from them, we find they afterwards voted
fuchan enormous fumto defray the civil lift, as
was fufficient to move like puppets hundreds
of the corrupt french; it muft be confefled,
that their abfurdity and want of difcerhment
appear not lefs reprehenfible, than the fubfc-
quent conduct of the court flagitious.

The conftitutional committee had given it
as their opinion, that the contefted wero did
not concern the national affembly then exift-
ing ; which, being a conftituting body, it was

5 their
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their duty to fee that the conftitution was ac-
cepted, not fanctioned. This report carrics
with it an air of imbecility, which renders it
almoft incredible : for, if the affembly were
determined to oblige the king to accept their
decrees, they had better have told him {o with
becoming dignity, and made provifion for his
rétiring from a poft in which he was ufelefs.
Inftead of this, he was in a manner thuffled
off the throne ; and treated with cruelty as
well as contempt. It would have been at lcaft
ingenuous, and might be deemed magnani-
mous, had they allowed him to retire with a
third of the ftipend, which they afterwards
voted him, when he continued to appear like
a theatrical king, only to excitc the pity of
the vulgar, and to ferve as a pretext for the
defpots of Europe to urge in juftification of
. their interference. The liberating an impri-
foned monarch was a plaufible motive, though
the real: one was obviouily to ftop the pro-
grefs of principles, which, once permitted to
extend themfelves, would ultimately fap the
foundation of their tyranny, and overturn all
_the courts in Europe. Pretending then only
to have in view the reftoration of order in
France, -and to frce an injurcd king, they
Z 2 aimed
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aimed at crufhing the infant brood of Ii-
berty.

Similar fentiments muft have occurred to
every thinking perfon, who ever ferioufly re-
fletted on the condu@ of the germanic courts,
which has actually def