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LOUISIANA PURCHASE PAMPHLETS:

1803

our claims to the navigation of the Missisippi (sic). Our reproductions

will show the complete titles. The Conrads of Philadelphia were the

publishers efbotir—pamphiets.
CAdnean b

W< a
When a%—$8 kno Brown wrote the fermer wWe are—eompelied-io accept

the lLatder on the testimony of 1ts title—pag‘e.

Laa an «-ﬂﬂ.ﬁhmaﬂ W (fz'c““‘d- A (l ad G (QC’(%LQ"Q

1} signed with the pseudonym of PopTicola. In 1804 we—shari—fima—
A .
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Poplicola contriout  two articles ea—the same—subjeet to 4o

O\ Loda))ie Gordl o, il APy, el
d we ahall ascrioe them to Browxbbe-e&u-se Wl 6&-..,;

ay

M azcn«i XQ“‘J(

cWﬂt
To the French peopde pamphlets on Louisiana were ned=—smew in

those days;but to the readers of publieattems—ita the United

deitiaet
States they were oenstderable—ef a navelty. There appears to
A

have been not more than one other heowisiaka—purhase—pampniet

?
issued bvefore or contemporineous with Brown'a. Perhaps there were

Mo Mz L«WL&;MV«%

more but they have not been seenW WP

< 3P . ) Sa-Woll Ll bo - Rxpeeted 0 ..‘-‘:

/@/’*g}&‘{“aa 4

ea-bhi. Of course tn= newspapers were rfull of whe—dubieel from—the

P (WS

ti. %—i—lﬂfxﬂm Spain's action was known.\

ary few eb=—bia Digtorlcal facts need

be in the mind of e

ound of these pampPpRletd and to
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Fithe e, s
RULohaey THgill g 25— £ we fonly) attention to
A _
the historfcal detaild b ey ,"x-i pricern debhatable
1nts. bR-e-ga orxs" v Bowe .

In both pamphlets we have statements of the loss that will

a
fall on the merchants by ¥easem—ef the withdrawal of $he place

1 . ‘
of deposit at New Orleans. Therein we may find Brown's real motive,

“forwriting-these—pamphiets. Ostensibly it was to arouse the

' 2
government to war-like action. In one case he states t#a% his

3
private arfrairs are not concerned but later he says tie$ the

merchant ,artisan and planter see how their private interests

y
will suffer if action is not taken. In another place,though

not yet having seen any,he fears 1loss in the future. Undoubtedly
b ,
Brewnts relatives and their merchantile and shipring interests

were at—the—pottomei~ihe—matverybut ,of—eouree, no oneé who has

\%}3

read Brown's 1life up to thts—point will belleve thatl his emix

a.
motive was Bi8 possible pecunlary interest in the family busi-

-

1 e m— i DO L ki L 1T

ol Fesdlel-te pookd
P e .

E.
Suri a tlace wad naoesdary;for the cargoes rad to ve trans-
fzrreC Irox river voats to 32a-2¢inz vaasels., Th
tuoraein onrly,condiated Lo oreach ol tr=a Ty the Spaniwrds.f&&’7§5
Adsress,p.l. 3 Itid.,p.&8. P.26. Eolrony
Joslah Lwignt to Foderalist Central Comunittee,quoted pp.Z212-13
uMorisern's Harriscn Gray 0tis,Bostorn,1913, ‘

\J'xw




1558

who would not look into a newspaper,will read a pamphlet with

attention® and Brown was not the man to miss such a golden

opportunity. -At- the game time it should be borne—in—mind—thait-

Be Brewnrls motive what it may it 1s interesting to note that-.

it only took him a little more than one year to change -eesmpliotely

his attitude of mind, Ixn—the-—matier of-rushing—into—wars In the

two communications to the Philadelphia Gazette under the signature

he

of Poplicola meferred-to-—hofore, Brewn advises against hostilities

with Spain and recommends patience with everything,even insult/

Fpucili

Pofore—~golngLo~Wa@. He must have read the speech ofAGen-efai James

who
Jackson in—theSenate wheretn B argued tat the merchants should

not advise war because 11 itwewes entered on they would surely ve

totally ruined. Peree—years—Iiater-1ir his British Treaty pamphlet

we shall find Brown quite a peaceably disposed citizen. From this
waq

change edoPhabin-We are-diiverr$0 conclude that he had—been con-

vinced of the folly of his earlier advice;as he might wisely have
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veen when he saw the happy result of the -Rurohads negotiations.

In-thomeeives ne{f{(pg.mpnlets are reeddy of national historical
valu?‘h&then&o—anapp%ee&a%ee~ All writers on the subject of the
Soutetama Purchase speak of the surprise of Jefferson and the
American ambassadors when it was learned that Napoleon would
sell the whole of Louisiana. They never seem to have considered
that,when it was possible for such an unpolitical author as Brown
to see clearly the position of France and the intentions of Napo-

wet
leon,they shouldﬁ?&ve argue4 the whole Department of State to.have

il I L I zl
been a parcel of innocent children. At least it seems the President,

nis cabinet and the diplomatic service of the government,should
have bteen qQuite able to understand what Brown understood,and

poddbry to recelve information a little earlier. Twsd “bw much

tonfidential information Jefferson and some of the Fepubkiecan

£, Ma sty =

senatorsAyaq>has never been divulged, a4 ohonld vt be. We caun
m%* Mwwa&.dtlj La& Lﬂ~*§~
—=Afer-roadling—akd -the—wsual nistorisai—worksomn tresubiect

~4t will be found $that Jerfrferson's minister plenipotentiary,James

Monroe,was well posted on the French side so that before leaving

the United States he must have had some 1dea #ket the whole of

{ l\
I

hod i i i

i : | | |
! | ‘ ! ! | !
! | | | i

it
il
I

l
|

i




1560

Louisiana would be offered. That Jefferson felt the necessity for
going slowly in asking his countrymen for perhaps any number of
ten millions to buy the whole iz quite provable;that he also

was welghing nhis knowlgdge of popular opinion against the fact that
he was about to consummate an action which the constitution did
not give him the right to perform is also more than probable but
that he was 80 ignorant of the t;utn as not to know what nai_all
along been perfectly evident to his political opponents the Fed-
eralists is beyond belief. The Senate debate of February 14,15,16,

21,23,24 and 25 shows that not only Jefferson and his ambassador

1
could not have been surprised but even that Senator Morris had pro-

> b

)

posed to take all of Louisiana. Payment was even thought of;yand a

————— . ——— — ——————e it d

betrayal of secrets of the Senate and a suggestion that two millions
to certain members of the French court would have caused France to

sell the territory,are among the published records of the Senator-

ial denates.

4

For over ten pages of Monroe's Embassy Brown suggests and ampli-
fies tre wisdom of taking all of Louisiana instead of just the right

to the river and New Orleans and the Floridas. On page 46 of the

same workx he says:

1 P.157 Repert of 1 detale....2a c2rialn rasolutio:ns
violzatlor ol tanc rignt of deposit,ete.,oy William Tuane,Phila.,1803,

2 P.172,Ivicem. Y Beglining at p.36. A P.194,Iviqen.

utiors concarning the
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| 56}
*on this principle,we may hope to bargaln with France
for the province. If the jealousy of England is at
length aroused,and the French be absolutely forbidden
to receive the province,or if England be incited to
this vigor by the offers of America to support her
opposition;or if the states take possession without
1oss of time,and offer no other alternative than a
sale,who can doubt of the decision of France? Will they
not take something in preference to nothing:...."

24
In both these pamphlets we—thus—find our author judging the true

aQ

situation as well %@—ae%—be%%ef—%h&nAFhe statesmen of his day.

Compare with this the quotation from Marbvois' History of Louisiana

as given

1
in Hosmer's Loulsiana Purchase

Napoleon saild: YI kxnow the worth of Louisiana and I
have hoped to repair the error of the French negoti-
ator who abandoned it in 1762. I have recovered it
on paper through some lines in a treaty; 2 but I have
hardly done so when I am about to lose it again."

The Brown passage just quoted continues:

Here we

"if th2 cesslon become 1lmpracticable by any means,

can sne have the least objection to take ten ot twenty
q}lions from us 1in exchange for an airy and bvarren
claim. The wisdom of their conduct in this respect

1s readily discovered;dbut it would be somewhat harder
to discover the wisdom of the States,in acceding to the
bargain. To purchase the absence of those who cannot
approach,to give money to France for relinquishing

that wnich she cannot obtain seems to be no very

frugal or saving scheme<"

se2e not only a suggestion of the advantage the United

States had,wnhich was all very good for Brown's purpose,but a

hazarded guess at the price,which afterwardg proved to have been

a lucky hit. The price paid we—shenwld—remember was ten or twenty

1 P. 132.

2 Section III of ths treaty of Idlefonso.
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millions;in fact just fifteen. On page 43 Brown had already
stated fifteen millions as weas hardly possibdle of raising,as
if ne were also acquainted with the price at whicﬁ we could
pre®abiy buy 1t all. |

Bﬁt the actuaily prophetic passage 18 on page 48. It reads:

*I1f when our Ambassador arrives,the state of things

be such that France 1is obliged to forego her schene,

she will consent to sell. While she has hope of gain-
ing the province,she will not bvarter it for money. That
people are not idiots or madmen...Their consent to sell,
therefore,is an infallible proof that they are hope-
less of gaining. If a man go to law for an estate of
ten thousand a year,and consents,at any time,to sell

his right to the adversary for 8ix pence,lt is plain
that he hopes for nothing from his suit."

legal
Here Brown's easdy,tralning stood him in good stead.

When he comes to the conclusion of Monroe's Embassy he launches

out into inciting to arms even stronger than he had in the earider
paliposat-tbhe Address. He deprecdtés any war action by%ﬁe western

people but at the same time takes pains to explain tket they would
1

not be punished for it. Joining tne French,rebellion and secession

are not withheld through any patriotic spirit or fear of the riot

law.,
On Brown's side the two pamphlets stand for evidence. He 13 ke
one whno we are sure realized #had the affair was of such magqitude.

1 Gilman:James Monroe,Boston, 1398, American Statesmen Series,p.79
33y3 "one newsgaper ralsed tne cry of disunion.®
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It had been popularly represented to be only a matter of the breach
1
of treaty by the Spaniards,net,as actually was the case,of taking
a stretch of country equal if not larger than the orilginal thirteen
states. At least Jefferson,Monroe and Livingston must have realized
it fully,but there 1is no evidence of it in all which the historians
have given us. Of course no one need demur if out of a k+édeR love

for the dramatic they prefer thet "surprise” story/for’fgé fact re-

mains Brown could not have been surprised for he knew of it. If no

e

whe

ere vut Brown saw the possibilities as-he—did,dn of course whe
t#uih-38 rhe was the only one who properly appreciated the situation.
Ql [(zez

# we discard the popular "surprise™ story it is possidde he merely

was following -t#e arguments e found ir the unpepulasr federal news-

pazers, of—t+he—day. Be that as it may‘ in bhoth

panmphlets his arguments are on the whole the same,they are a deal

2
1ike these—ed Jelfferson's letter ef 18 April 1802 to Livingston;

in fact they echo in a surprising manner these-—used-ll. the sSecret

diplomatic correspondence.

1 Tne wrong wias rlghntad velore 20 Aprii 1803 zecording uO Madiseon®
letter to Monroe-—-S8State Parers aind Correspondence tvearing upon

the Purchase of trne Territory of Louisiana,washington,i190%,p.181.
2 Io*dcm.,p 15 ff
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We do not know Jwed what result the pamphlets produced. The
ane *
facty%f importance &, the negocliations went on,no violence en-
sued,no war was begun,and on the 20th. of December of the same
year in which the pamphlets were 1issued Louisiana was by a very
picturesque ceremony formally ceded to the United States.
e,

So far as Brewrss pamphlets were concerned the agitation for
war-like measures was le—vetit~oads8s a fallure. In the cause of
humanity we are to be congratulated that it was so;for the
matter may have bveen viewed by the other three nations differ-
ently than it was, and war might have been ar-affaiyr of greater

offe-

world complications than it appeared to be. Nations can wsusily

Qa
icquire terrltory by the-same peaceable process,

w&2. The President was a man of peace and diplomacy and Brown's
gk
fallure was the success of Jefferson. No seaslble—perden would

) Qa2
have 1t otherwlse,even possi+ody L0 keep fifteen milllonﬁ-eiL

dollars, a (0 H—t i Q=T Oyl PR TP LtV P

aNparty iy power was conce ce a3 the

fact atNgrown foresaw the sjtuat and Jjudged 1t\Qorrectly.

at he alone folsgaw it As vary improbab
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1
The advertisement to the second edition of the Address had

this significant statement:

"The measures which have lately been taken by the
government,are widely different from those which
the editor,...ventured to recommend."

A
The same {dea is Ffeitrewed ¥ Monroe's Embassgy, so thal we see

¥Ral Brown was graxlowddy dlsappointed in-%he—feeuiﬁa‘vuittJﬁat
2 : .ﬁ
he says the government would not do--it proceeded to do. This
was caused by the fact that the idea of force was not hew,it
having been thought of before and abtandoned as not so liable bf
success a8 diplomacy and as contrary to the duty,policy and
character of the United States. To him it appeared his advice
had fallen on deaf ears;in fact he shows a trace of bitterness
and becomes almost abusive of the government's action when he
referred to the fact that all his efforts had resulted in an
embassy. Ff—he-had-taken—the—epportunitiy—to open hig o—6x-
comduct of Mofiroe when formerly’ our uister 1y France he might
have trgughlt.on a battle ix which he woulf have bveveme one of

the-leaders.

1 Waich we 3n3ll he
2 2.9C of tne Addre

2after quote in rfull.
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Now that these two pamphlets have been considered in the aspec¢ts

which they have in common attention should be directed to them

individually.

The first,entitled An Address to the Government on the Cession

of Louigiana,etc., was heralded by some unidentirf¢ed writer in

the Philadelphia Gazette and Dally Advertiser for 4 January

1803, as follows:

¥Cession of Louisiana. There are rew public events that

have engaged more attention lately,than the conduct of
the Spaniards on the Mississippl. There seems to be
little daifficulty in the public opinion as to the con-
duct which the government of the United States ought

to pursue,provided the only party with whom we had to
deal,either in negociation or war,were the Spaniards.

In such case a demand upon the Spanisah officers of the
restoration of the intercourse,and,in case of refusal,

a military expedition down the river,are the obvious
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measures;—but 1f Loulsiana be really ceded to France,
it then becomes an enquiry of some importance--what
the 1ntentions of the French government are? Whether
the restrictions on the navigation of the river arise
from a previous concert tvetween France and Spain?
Whether France when she comes into possession,will
grant the freedom of the river on the same terms on
which we have hitherto enjoyed it? Whether,even if
this eesaion be made,and the French resolved to take
possession,itwsald not ve fully justifiable and highly
prudent in the United States to anticipate their arrival,
and 3leze the country lmmedlately?

Conslderatle light has been thrown upon the intentions
of the French in this partlcular,in a very curious per-
fermarnce,written by one of Buonaparte's counsellors of
state. In this paper-the arguments in favor of attacking
St.Domingo,and of resuming Louisiana,are copiously
displayed. The objections arising from the adverse in-
terezts of Spain,England and America,are enumerated
and confuted;and the advantages to France from a station
on the Mississippl,are placed ir the most striking
point of view. This papAer past through a few hands in
Paris,at the time the late negotiationa were pendirg,and
is 1n every respect,a very extraordinary and valuabvle
performance. The present crisis of affairs renders the
contents of it extremely interesting to Americans,and
the public ought to be informed of them. A translation
will accordingly appear in a few days,from one of the
presses of thds cliy,accompanied with remarks on the
measures whicl it bvecomes our government to adopt on
this important occasion."

Wne the jwriter =&/ this/prettae was 1s not known btut in the
sequence and matter 1t has a striking similarity to Brown's work

S
and may accordirng to the practise of the day have veen furnished ot

.

/\by him.A}t 1s made W of so much of the material in the same words
as the pamphlet itsediytihat 1t 1s emdly of small consequence. Bwxi
AT it te by Brown,it might be cemeidered—as an interesting example
of his method of annowuncing his work--not by any means the only

o

instance where we have suspected the—ame—actiom Ir. 1ts possible




, :
s
connection as press-agent's work it has many points to recommend it,

notably its modesty.a.ad_la.cx—o.f-pr-a.sam-dag,hlpu-f-ﬁe-r*% It sounds
the note of the pamphlet and warns off all Republica.ns.

The actual date of ke publication has not bveen agcertained

-
'

but the statement at the close of the Gazette notice which-hevaltded

<+t would indicate &Wat it was about the 10th. of January. This
Aren. ch W(,
shows there was plenty of time ror‘l’J\e eriginal memoi~r on which

ﬁuq! ‘,'lmu.’m AR avelle, a1 Fang
it is baseqd,to cross the Atlantic in-—-some—ship—eonnceted—with-

Mﬁ%ﬁ;—'e—b&m& and it indicates #iw% the composition

Qm A \Laaw
may have gone back to the wimber of 18023(“
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The title-page was So hastily eempesed and thoughtlessly designed, ISZG

it does not conform to the pamphiedtsspresentation of the material. The

whole address i¥eeif does not pretend to be “drawn up“ dy the Consellor--

&mw | '
it 18 the memorial of which he was 'Intenddéd to kave be&t the author.

1 ki v e

e e—— T T et—————r " H . . B .
¢ m n . ]

1
Dunlap th-speaking-althe—French—oeurselicor—of—3tzte was confused by

the title-page and says parenthetically “for the author merely assumes

that character,the bvetter to elucidate the truths he wishes to inclulcate’.

o8 e iy thog g0 o Aot

Most wrilters siwee Dunlap, read

etopening

paragraph whess—Bromi—#3y8 “nor would the compiler of this address,

2
have ventured to assume the office of a councilor® etc. Ead-thew-road.

Crametla () #tit wheee o
he woa ke certas | o

"1 Vol.II,v.62. S ' :
é The wo%a snould be counsellor--ihe error veing corrected in the

gecond edition.

KNS S the Koden el bang sguia U2 BL | ST 25 fuby 1603,

}

= e




in faot,the greater part of his work—for—the—past—tweo—years-had-been
‘ M
Wﬂm&%ywAbout this time Rwas.
meditating if not actually at work on his translation of Volney.and
in translating that work from the French we shall pFesertiy see hal
his practise was to paraphrase rather than literally wn.translate. The

second edition ef~the—parphiobis—oLlslp—Hede ~&4% contains certain

gl
variations many of which, at first sight,appear to support tne clainm
t - A
/H(ax‘ lh\r&-ttox

thed Brown was revising his own we®k;but upon Fertmer study no one will

g s

be able to find one change which cannot ve reaio=ably explaineeﬂiﬁne
6\&/\&&\\\&0/3\&.3 \MM . 7‘\2.

diction alterations _are not only perfectly consistent with but are

S N\

dwd. the sentences FIF6-2180 _SuUcZestive—af—r-elnilal oTLdas 10 ,1f the

suggestive of a2 Frencn original>

origin had not been & distinctly stated it could bve eastdy determined
by interral evlidence. The staccato sentences,tne italies, tune

changes in words, in purctuation, in idliom, in sentence construction,
the omissions, additions and substitutions all owe their

existence to the we&y-L38L paraphrasing practised by Brown.
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has

in which 1t was used. That the Senate debaters had read Brewsls pam-

phlet cannot be learned. There has been found two coples whieh—were
4L{?@lb¢4@ﬂb ey

owned vy Senators.,\'rheodore Foster of Rhode Island: bought a copy at

Rapin's in Washington,but he dated the purchase some time in March,
'7‘,4 ﬂ((\»utc Qa.,

the trimming of the édges having cut away the day of the month. S.L.

el * ?MA

Mitcnill owred thke second edition and dated it 1803. Rexhaps both of

Voo foluns M Bosy

them and others as well as Brown read the same—yellow jouraalss Prown
g@uw_&
cculd not have gedsteq his 1deas from the actual sessions of Congress
because the governwuent had teen moved to Washington in 1800,he 4id
not,so far as we know,journey there and nis pamphlet preceded the
debate in the Senatef lr'7 U"W*‘M:&] - %'M &*13‘
The usual comment is that the pamphlet wa3 a non-partisan argument

and wkat—4+3 had influence. Of course no oneé who repeats the first

part of that eemweni has read it; for the attitude is s¢ distinctly

federal and #8 strongly anti-republicanli&—amahbe—é&ken—&a—%he—pa%%ern
eF-Brown.ls politieat—verte One

whore
of his strongest hits at the government 1is on page 85 t—wiiteh he jeins

all--the_other Federalists—and calls 1t cowardly.

xf‘l,“—{-,— S N e

NN L
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The madier—of—+48 1nf1uenceA}s not decisive. From a superficial
examination the—pamphiel appears to have been a failure because as
ﬂ) (’MQ Vauwac
expressed in the resclutions offered in the Senate by James RosgAFhe

X

gevernment actiocn did not follow Brown's ldess, The debate resulted

p
in an arendment proposed by John Breckenridge of Kentucky. The amend-

ed resolution was unanimously voted by the Senate and soon became law.

&

e 2 7 —
James Ross the mover of the resoluldgns was/senator from Pennsyl-

vania\ He was g/ 3trong Federalist,an intigpAde friend and attorney

for Washingtori. The fact that Brown's fZmily were\gmerchants and that

s addressed to tne Representatives Irn. Cwmngress for the

Wiag
cing legislation W-EECE.

' of both bI; fe, Brownid '
. , 2l0ihy ety bomita ol KGR
putlication was at easirty—- ne oponing of the

3enate detate, Xe they had plenty ol 0 make themselves I'amilizar

with \{se contents,
In the course of the devate Ross, Mcrris of New Yorkx, and
Wells arnd White of Delaware show traces of the argu-~

nents Brown used. Thelr 3peeches are remarkatle for their dearth

A In 1865 he was made Attorney-Ceneral ty Jefferson.

¢ A sketch of his 1life by Harrison Hall the editor and a reproduction
of the portrall palried by Sully may Le found in the Portfollo,
December 1816,pp.&45-6C.
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of originality. It was not until the debaters had been all heard

that anything even in unimportant detall was brought out ie—rebutted
‘ : w12

to strengthen or batter down the arguments which we—ean—find in

Brown's pamphlet. So far as the record shows 1t provably was true

that all those in favor of Ross' resolutions and most orf,at least

the prominent,opposers had read and absorved what Brown wrote.
Brown being unofficial could make explanations interpreting

the motives of Spair and France whereas Ross being a part of

the governament did not dare[fELiziﬁlsuggest them unless he wished

to nhasten the closing of_the Senate doors E:& a secret session.
Apparently Ross hoped some other Federalist would attack the

subtject. He 4id not offei his resolutions until no one else

would and the 3ession was nearing its end. Then he hinted at the

subject,he knew he was in the minority,that he provably would

fail,but ir spite of the fact that ﬂe had veen defeated in the

elections and was to serve in the Senate only a few more days he

bowad to the interests of his constituents. His opening speech
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was considerate--he said he wished to give the Presicent power
to vack-up any negotiations the envoy might make. His resolutions
put the war preparations in the hand of the Presicent. Il appears
as 1f Ross were defeated. In reality he did not fail--the means
1

to the end were changed but had it not been for his resolutions
it is probable no such protective action would have been haslten-

2
ed. There was danger in the suvpject--bribvery was hinted—confi-
dential discussion--the rules of the Senate--and cleared galleries
and closed doors were delicacles. ef—tha-rmattors

Wnether Ross as the Senate spokesaman for Brown or Brown through

the Pofularity of his pamphlel helped sb-add in thﬁ bringing about

the Loulsiana puchase is not known. Of courae no

1 Madison to donree 1 idarch 18032 gState Papers,etc.washington
19C%,p.11% spoke c¢f them as "driving at war thro! a delegition
of unconstituticnil power to the Executive.!

2 Livingston to dadison 12 May 18032 State Papers,etc.Washtirgton
1963%,p.150 said “they proved we would not te trified with."
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political event of that magnitude wés ever actually due to one
ingluence. In most cases if one can prove any influence at all.
the work is esteemed worthy of remark and remembrance.

A por (et S
Structurally,st was planned with care and well worked up to a pewai~
fAm dramalic climax. It opens with an introductory paragraph relative
to the compiler,the source of his material folléwss The formal statement
of his entreaty for the patlience of the reader is next made, follow-
ed by a brief outline of the introductory part of the material. These
rather—eiscerate introductory details are well stated and M

briegé/ as possible only occupying three out of

the nirety-twc pages of the first edition. Then follows the




quoted material,--the translation from the French,--for seventy-

three pages. This in turn,it should be noticed, does not pretend

1.
to end the memorial as it originally appeared in French, Bxomn
M}L — —>

+ the argument seems

has_chosen to affect breajcing—eff—abrupiin

= 2
to have been completed.) Then follow sixteen pages of summing up

in which Brown deserts his old habits of language and develops

W
the—work dramatically to the end.

ot
From a literary standpoint t-se—wewk is faulty in the artificial~-
Lo
ity of parts of the structure,in eesbedn slips in logic,in a
narrowness of view,K ef—~thEe—subieet~ The historical facts are at
times ignored, though inexplicably so, and the coloring applied
1s peshaps8 often a little too lurid. However,on the whole it 1is

powerful,convincing and well worked up to arouse iwn—the—rsader

3 desire He—taike action.

appeal wore glaats.
< As a campaign document the work 1is excgiiggi}
it he mere selection

€.

1 Aside from the proof of the authorship,one of tne most ilnteresting

things avbout thne discovery of the French orizsinal would be the
continmation from tnis point. o
2 0f the 92 of the first edition. Q%ﬁt%



\¢fe

o fhonectly

Vo T He“meleeted the argument that—appessed ye—him-to-be irresistable;:
he made plausible Jafied arguments—of—an enthus La.s“ﬁ‘a.t L/chL
k&& o \'u '
6 +4-needed—nd assistance of his guddiRgiand %o makbgit LY

part of e minority cry for extreme measures thast—was hneaxd at

wo-tim The government and the majority of tie people and 1its

representatives were L peacefully disposed.m¥nd @@

A ot TheQaa
wat—of—aouree fuighly inflammator But [+= mayAha.ve helped to call

beatine ol s

attention to the ma,-t%e-r\ The majority psohably "sat up and took

1
notice" when the advocai? by means of italics told them Hkat they

mignht awake some morning and find their next door neighbor changed

from bad to worse-—-from the Spaniard to the French--and if they

pdi= Aol wolect ccti
would not take the advantage offered in weiatinmgthe—custonr—of

natirens they would not btée able to get their rights, ar—ethor—ways
Brown was a "jingo" of the Federalists but in spite of -h'N""\:a'{—
Yingolemd he intended to be a1 good and true pé.triot and he gave
a deal of attantive thcught to awm adequate protection of the
United States,not only at this time,but at others,notably 1la the

G.tbwanﬁ
magazines he/edlt aqd. H-e-rt\the comnent that follows the Juoted
\

part Skat—webol—t-llioub—qrestton—Sremrle a—tRioh~he emphasizes

1 P. 53.
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the actual weaknesses of our country's defenselmay—be-ci&ed-in

proof-el hnls patrictic_anxiesy.

The bearing this pamphlet has on Brown's 1life is mostly in
relation to his political beliefs and activities. To his work,
however,1it is of greater value and interest.

It 1s perhaps the romantic spirit of an adventﬁrer £hat caused
nim to appreciate the subject and give his services to makihg it a
subject of common talk—and information,with a view to directing
the course of setion—by—tie government. He certainly aimed high,
although he Jjustly failed in a partisan attempt. Had he not had
an unusual faculty of differentiating romance from reality he would

wi CﬂK

never have vesn-found assembling a political pamphlet whish-has,

o
Berkaps 1t 13 & romance of Brown'sjand—those who—sodesire-may

Had-fadte—ro—warlant—itndeoctaton,\'but to—ws—tt—appears—$6-be an
example of the me¥e material and realistic side of his nature and
work,and its value in collecting the ideas of the *jingoes" of the

day i3 enough to warrant its inclusion in any collection of his-
torical material. Brown has always had a niche in history because
of his plcture of the yellow fever--it

should be enlarged to accomadate this political pamphlet.



| %%

Wo—Ree-DbeaD Dariddutai-di-Tlortinate—tnItmineg A rather obscure

wag wittew |y
English eulogium ei~thiswerk—of—Browm s\ Nathaniel Atcheson wrole

(V8
and published in London in‘lSO%ké pamphlet entitled American Encroach-

hefllts 1

ments on British Rights which not only cited another of Brown‘sﬁfoehs

to-po—notieeld 1l lti-—preper—plave bdbut gave the following note to a

mention of the #eeemt Louisiana purchase:

"See a pamphlet which is highly deserving of serious
attention,entitled "An Address....,and the Memorial on the
Cession of the Mississippl to that Nation." Editilon,
Pniladelphia,1803. This work,which developes the views of
the French Government,having been suppressed in America,
is worthy of reprinting,and some persons here connected
with the British interest on that continent have copies of
it. Mentioning the cession of Louisiana to the French,the
writer observes,--"As to England....2perserverance.* O0f the
importance of the Mississlippi the amnthor says, “The pros-
perity....3river.* Again “The master.....Ywaves,' meaning
the dissentions between the citizens of the United States.
This 13 an able tract,and evidently the production of a
person conversant in the politics of France. See...."

After theb—werd “conversant“ there was an asterisk which géwes a
further note: as~foiiows

“Since said to be written by M.Talleyrand:--it is reprinted
in the New Quarterly Review.'

ts-wanhaue—a;;eady—seen'fhis satatement concerning the authorship
by Talleyrand is important but it 1s probably Jwst as erroneous as

in the case of Brown'3s British Treaty. The alleged reprint in the

New Quarterly Review i3 another error there bveing nothing in the

1 Tne British Tr=aty oI 1807 wnhich h2 3ays GOV”IDEJ” Morris wrote.

2 P.59. The r*v"‘Lf 1talics usad is for "The scheme...account." The
France in vracxets 1s not Iin the orizinal.

%z P.63. It should 31l be in italics. ) 4 p. 70.




rirst twenty volumes which relates to the Louisiana purchase

except a reference $e=it in one of the unimportant reviews

of a book of travel. So far as we know the ggarteva Reveéew
never reprinted any pamphlets or tracts.

But that note is not the only error, Ln-ﬂa-i-&-eemae-n—%—ﬂn—iarom
Tamphtet~ The statement i3 made that it hé.d been suppressed. As we
shall see that is about as far from the truth as it could be--for
it had the distinctdon of- beding one of the few instanees—of—a—work
Wa second edition.

The criticism given—eor—implied is,however,quite in balance for the

errors made and idwtbeialwe—~as showirg how well received Erown's

f-«(Q.mKQ..
woTrks were in a—ferelgnm—ecountry, The—suggestion—that-—whiai—otd~poesa
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The Philadelphia Gazette for 18 February 1803 notices the forth-
coming second edition. In it weeshsdi86& the old ghost of genuine—

ness haunt§me the author,but the tone of the article is one of

defense of the awtheris silence in regard to the original#rﬁmHHuML

about matter. Péople usualdy want the detaik$ of the~delicacy

errtrusved 3 S5a. h“: » T

*Louisiana Pamphlet
It appears that.the.rapld sale of the first edition
of this work,and the acknowledged importance of 1its
contents to the interests of America,have induced the
publishers to vegin a larger impression,on a more
convenlent and cheap scale. From this edition of the
memorial,I am assured that some passages,less applicable
than othera,to the present crisis,will be retrenched,
and the whole will be carefully revised,corrected,and
improved..

Many cavils and enquiries have been current respect-—
ing the genuineness of this memorial. The editor may,
perhaps,be induced to seize this opportunity of removing
these doubts, but he ought to know that those who deny
the intrinsic evidence of this production,will give ear
to no other testimony;while those who admit this kind
of evidence will demand no other. He ought to remembver
what he has been so often warned of:that to produce
a nameless origiral will avail him nothing,since the
office of the writer 1s the point,and not whether such
reagoning apparad first in Englisnh or French.

% 13 observable,that those who have interest in
weakening the erffect of this pamphlet,have hitherto
contented themselves with taking a few passages and
shewing tnem in an insulated state;or with railing at
the supposed writer,in vague and general terms. 'Tis
a pity;for the course of truth,that such railers are
not a little more coumunicative and impartial. If they
are sincere in their doubts,they must believe that a
fuller view of the contents of the pamphlet would
only more clearly establish its spuriousness. This
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however,is a proceeding which they know it would bve
pvest to omit. The reader would be apt to forget the
enquiry into the person and nation of the writer,and to
think only of the truth and importance of his statements.
Instead of gravely “welighing the various evidence, for
assigning the memorial to Cornot or Governeur Morris,
they would be busy 1in considering whether the pictures:
here drawn of the value of the Mississlppl territory::
of the caprice and imbecility of our councils ahd of
the dangers arising to us from the neighborhood of
France,were genuine plctures:were counterparts of truth
or not.

Everyone must see that this work professes not to
prophesy. It contains only speculations on the future
by jone who is not an actor but adviser. For the truth
of these speculations an appeal can only be made to
the common sense of the readers. If the -events pre-
dicted ve 1lmprobable,and the predictor avows no other
inspiration than that of experience,we reject them
without regard to his reputation or orffice. If the
cession of Loulslana to France 1s chimerical;if the
French interests in that trovince will not be incom-
patible with ours;if thetr former conduct prognosticates
nothing but a religious observance of treaties,the .
meekest amity and subvlimest disinterestedness in their
new station;1f our internal divisions and Jjarring
Interests;the mutinous temper of our slaves and the
restless ferocity of our savages,expose us to no danger
from 8o ﬁzctfic unambitious,and amicable a race as
the French,of what moment to us 18 a different opinion
in others? Who cares whether the pro-consul of Italy
or the quondam treasurer of America,or any Grubstreet
politiclian in Paris,London or New York has a different
notion of things?

If,on the contrary,we adopt opposite views, and
be L 1eve in the cession;in the likelihood of cunning,
inwrigue,quarrels of encroachments from the French
in our own vulnerabillities; we shall be entirely
absorbed in the contemplation of the events depicted
in this pamphlet,and leave to those who have more
leisure and l1less zeal,for the public,to discuss who 1t
i1s thzt invites us to the contemplation.

The cavillers therefore,take the wisest course in
suppressing all those passages which,in their opinion,
prove the spuriousness of this memorial. They know the
deferance which party-men pay to thelr mere assertion,
an? endeavor to divert all attention from the arguments
of the pamphlet,by ringing all possible changes on the
dainty terms,forzerv and romance.. This 1s their right
way,and 1if I was a friend to any other cause than that
of truth,I should earnestly persuade them to persist
in it. VINDEX."

) 4
Wno *Vindex" was 1s not known, te-ilé—bil——tA-htd—ailloda--thara

I SPRRAX. MAny Ool—4the LaArlArki—0-F—BROWRe—R oAbl —t—ahd-the—adoatine—
MVoog " v e Waekdy lagetpion Vel b 10g & affonetly hok (Grawm.




To have his pamphlet go into a second edition in a 1little over

a month was ned-ea—+itide flattering;at-+eesl 1 Brown could not
gt heast

nave the government do as he recommended he coul%«find readers

X fer—his—recommendations and—a—professional-author—imrBrowli—days

— — .
~ha4—4mmedia;a—nee&;K;;;:;Egggggggggigggggb ?ha-ﬁ&om1i£at-the—aecond.

The Philadelphlia Gazette contained this advertisement on Washing-

ton's birthday:

"Loulsiana Pamphlet. Second edition. This day is puv-
1ished,(Price 2% cents) An ADDRESS on the Cession of
Lou;siana to the French,and the late Breach of Treaty
by the Spaniards,including the Translation of the Xem-
orial on the War of St.Domingo,and Cesslon of the
Mississippt to France. Drawn up by a French Counselor
of State.

The favorable reception which the first edition of
this pamphlet met with has induced the publishers to
1ssue a second edition,revised,corrected and improved,
and in a cheaper and more coavenient 1 form."

W‘?

The 1ast paragraph recalls parts of the "Vindex" article

quoted.anﬂ_L;—may—be-%hztfEnnnrﬂHHHxL&uﬂ&p4%$&—aé¥ef%aaﬁﬁwuq

edaax. BOtn editions are the same in size but the second is re-sst
in 3 smaller type,nariler to read. The first was an excellent plece
ol printing while the secp: 1s no more than #ie ordinary. ¥Rdsubi—
eeiy‘fnis new edltion was, “cheaper but nardly more convenient.
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PAB BT NOTS . :
The changes in thié{edition consist of the rollowing,not q~v&~
in italics. The paging aven 1is that-of the first edition.
Pagel4,1.15 the-word feudal was substituted for ancient in
the rirst edition.
4,1.22 ....8kill1fully for cautiously.....
44 5.1.23 naked for furious.
17,1.1 endeavoured for strove.
20,1.27 no paragraph.
21,1.7 The series of ages to come is infinite is omittéd.
22,1.3 to page 29,1.25 18 omitted.
Retond Ftpics /L/H&/ (see_advertisement te“this second edition and
_ /Hze,notA on page 16 ef;;zfondaa&t%ton~)

’,

—2033—
31,1.16 prompt for induce. — ’
34,1.6 slope for portion. W ww—%wﬁée-

37,1.4 them eerrected Frem it.
7,1.8 those for these.
41,1.1% in part is added.
uu 1.22 larger for large.
us,-., ‘ff.....extended for when....extend.
46,1.22 Lower Mississippi for Delta(i ts..).
51,1.2% and to the English for as to them.
52,1.5 would for will.,
52,1.1% A wise policy would teach for Far better would it
be for.
$5, 14.%0 ‘50f8§?t the bottom of page 32 of second edition is
new.
66,1.4% ensued added.
66 1.6 defeats! These defeats for defeats,which.
66,1.10 but chiefly for and finally.
66.1.16 and now have they been busy? 4ddedllﬁﬁa_g:téﬁf£,
67 1.1% wealun for riches.
67 1.27 Tor want of an assortment‘added}afbm ?ﬁd“
(,,__qhw’) 72.1.12 to to 17, 1in italics with note added (second edition,p.U3.)
4 73,1.3 A rac= for who are.
77,1.1% Do addea}be e b .
77,1.16 30 they omitted,
77,1.16 brotherly for gh@ternal.
84,*.1 long added before separation.

&
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Besides th€4?dvertisement appaay méntioned there is one inserted in

1587

A

the second edition asA§ort of 3 preface. It i3 new,1liable to loss

from moat copies because 1t i8 an extra single leaf inserted and 1s

od,

of sufficient importance to wake#ant Juotiné—itH. Fo=Baddi

1

-

"THE reception which the first edition of this woxk has
met with,has induced the publisher to is3ue a second
impression,in a cheaper and more convenient form. The
editor has retrenched nothing new from the memorial,

but the passages respecting New Holland, which werse
thought to ©e no wise applicable to the present situation
of arfairs.

Tne measures which have lately been taken by the govern-
ment,are widely different from those which the editor,
in coxmon with a large part of the community,ventured
to recommend. These measures are,in every point of
view,of the utmost importance,and their true consequences,
whetner thney be beneficial or not,deserve to ve fully
investigat2d and disclosed. Reflections on this subject,l
drawn up by <a2 editor of thls performance,wilil shortly
appear,and 1t is hoped that thkey will not prove alto-
getnar unworthy of attention.

Tne editor withholds his name on this occasion,merely
because no name can give a just title to that audience
wniech his argunents may fail to ovtain. Conscious of
no sinister or factious viewsg,he will cheerfully encoun-
ter, 1T necessary,4ll that the adverse zeal or cilashing
1n*ernsts of others may suggest against Lim,and assumes
no merit with those who approve,since he merely repeats
what 13 to te heard in all public places, and urges
consideritions already famlilliar to the best part of his
cquntrymen. Feb.18,1803.*

This refers to Monroe's =L0assy.
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-
-Zx tune Pniladelphia Gazette and Daily Advertiser for 3 March 1803

Jomas

“Monroe's Embassy,Just published,by John Conrad & Co.,¥Wo.30,
Chesnut-street- price 1 cents. Monroe's Embassy;Or,The
Conduct of the Government,in relation to our claims to the
navigation of the Mississippli considered--By the author

of An Address to the Government of the United States on

the Cession of Louisiana,&c. &c.”

Brown's second pamphlet on the—Gesaion ol Louisiana,K was

The date of publication has not been positively determined;the evidence

/’t-a-'t— L Top 2 .
1ndicaté¥ the date of #he advertisemenpﬂguoﬁeds On page 24 mention is
A .

znade of the “YAmbassador noi yet gone". Monroe sailed March 8th.;wh$ch
eonfornd with—the—provatilIity tiImtMarchr 3r&—was—prevaddy—the—dalte. On

page 52 Brown says “five months have already past since the provocation

e,

has %een given."” The date of thal provocation was 16 Octobver 1802 there-

2anlest HH=z

fore 15 March was the ¥a4esl possidle dats rfor the composition ofe—the

ke fope.

1 The price 1is not given in thls advertisement in the copies seen
put 1t undouvtedly wasa twenty-five cents.




1588 A
. 1l
Though Brown may have found the pseudonym Poplicola ik-the—seeewil.
in Plutarch's Lives or even in Rivington's Gazette,he did not need to
g0 80 rfar;im—face he may have seen the name used for simllar political
purposes in two of the Junius 1etters‘ those dated 28 April and 28 May

1767. %HmatMJkat decided the selection of the unusual name is not known.

In the—guetation—Lfrom tne London Monthly Magazine =f 28 July 1803

=rready-guoted—we. Stmd this mentionSo{ Monroe's Embassy.

"The same author soon afterwards and probably with sim-

11ar intentions,published “"Monroe's Embassy,or the Con-

duct of the Government in relation to our claims to the
Navigation of the Mississippl considred; by the Author | 2
of An Address to the Government of the United States,&c.""

1 Not Brown's alone. A Tory Poplicola in Rivington's Gazette of 1773
had done his best to persuade the colonists to allow the landing of
the t=1 At New York. See Van Tyne:Loy3alists of the American Revolution,

New York 1902,p.12. Historically the nam2 1is interesting. Poplicola—
a3 iover of the people--wai3d 1 descendant of Valerius and wishned not
only tn save his countiry from Collatinus but to make it truly repub-
lican. His daugnter Valeria 1s near enough to Valerian which in due
coa;sa we snall find of esgae+&& interpst to eu;—%&%%e¥sIs—*%—eose&%&a




the Cession of LO In the study of which we

saw HHss Bro

8 laboring to persu e government to use

ce to acquire the territory. fer-the—inited—Statesw.

O"

0f course the writer efH~this-—artiede had not read the pamphlet,

for 1f he had he would not have used #b "probably". Hi--has

.?*.

Pesn—acen Menros te—fmbangy 1s not only "similar® in intention but

(ddneos -
1t 13 a resultant ef-the—publiieation of the other—pamphiet.

b

In structure,Monroe's FEmbassy 18 Re+—64ual-to Lhe -Address—10

~—Lhe—Government—on—the-Session—of houlsdana, It 15 thrown together

nastily with no particular plan,1it lacks the dramatic effect of

the tetter known pamphlet,and,though introduced properly and con-

el
cluded with effect,it 1s in need-of revisiog&?mission.aa&—een-

-stTucHlon. Lacking construction it 1s not possivle to outline
its character. To give an}y idea of its loglic,at times faulty,i1it
would be necessary to give a resumé of each paragraph. However,

At defect

there 18 one good point despite Hs—daelegl.canstruetions It 1s

not at any time tivxesome reading,in fact it is mueh lighter in

tone than th9-bcx%es—eoas%sueted-§am§h&e$\the Address.



Oon page ten Brown speaks of examining the matter with an im-
partial mind and lending a patient ear to the Opposipion. This
13 of course only talk,for his impartial mind only considered
the arguments of the republicans as targets for Federal canlister.

On page thirteen he speaks of the Envoy as being to Spain. This
is of course a partial error. Monroe was accredited to both
France and Spain.

A noteworthy fact is that on page twenty-nine when he comes to
ridicule the idea of the embassy he avoids all persoriality. There
was rict a 1little in Monroe's former experience as minister to
France to arfford an opportunity for spectacular criticism of

1l
Jefferson's choice. Washingtor. could not condemn him too severely..

At times the firét person hecones objectionatvle and Brown's
statistics vecome panicky. Having already rehearsed the dirffi-
culties in St.Dominge it seems as if he should have avoided the
error of taking it for granted that Napoleon would conquer,tut
when éne considers the spectacular victcries that followed in

rapid succession it 1is perhaps excusable. The sugecestion that

Jefferson might lose his popularity is a good example of Brown's

1 See Dp.1l74-6 Fester:A Century of American Diplomacy,Boston,
1900. For eight nmontns Foster was Secretary of State under Harrison.




1591

lack of understanding of the arts of the politician.

ha

Though an excellent examplerof what BErewl could do when feetrSe«.
e

ing Lis tmastmative analytical mind 6R A practical subject 1t
shows him,as he unduestionably was,and would not otherwise be./
no politician and no statesman. His limited knowledge of law gave
him 1ittle regard for diplomacy, akd—eomplicationg of-an—inter—
-pational—oharaeiter

We had supposed #Bat he would remain neutral all his life,but
the partisananip of the merchantile classes wag,after all,followed
by him. A3 we have 3een in the case of the other pamphlel Brewr
BOFS—BALed -2 _departure—fron—his—plractias—and shows himself to

1

be 1like his father a ataunch Federalist. He does not let slip
any opportunity to nit hard at Jefferson even to the point of
trying to threaten him with personal responsibility but of course

what appeared to Brown and to many others of his day a3 "“cowardly

d=lay3 and pacirfic expedients®, as weakrne33 and vacillation 4=

L}
JeffersonYwere really the s%éraita of /a3 cna@ﬁter. FOELALS O
ruling paasion was p2ace.

1 Eiljva Brown's copy-utonk,2ovarad witn old v1ll-nip=r,3%e#s‘knko
Nniin Sodpi-e—gadd T2 Tiaxk23t 3o0rt of 1 Federailist.
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o Ao /POPLICOLA)"A CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE PHILADELPHIA GAZETTE,

{,heg‘e ane twol(articleau

ULA* \q cJ.QuQ
on the West Florida controversy WM h
A

the same object a3 the Address and Mewmeeedd Enbassy;namely,to influence

She-aotion~oL the members of Congress o8peeiaddy in

M\-
%g-ga-like measures. MWM

£retent—evidenee~tomarrant—rhe—concivston—timt—they—are-Dy_Brown,. Both

are signed with the Monroe's Embassy pseudonym Poplicola.

Wouen l«nﬂag
They appeared in the Reiladedphia—Gazeltls ror/\the 1st. and 8th. of

Qs cedl Hhe |t 2d T, Shaldy

Octover 1804%. Tnls was the same paper that wheesgive—tta—apayee—to med-
the second edition ef=3Browm's IIirzt—fowtstamr—rpurchase—pamphlel,

ani to—the-ngtiee—el the publication of hie ¥emroe-ts Enbassy.

Brown apparently had in “open sesame¥ to its columns. Its former

owners had veen Andrew Brown and Samuel Relf. Andrew Brown was probably
v wQ;:hM,Q
t-eo—-game [Telative &£ Brown's |whose widow wes-debisbed In the 1827 note-

: FA
vook of Brown's brother Joseph. He gave up the paper in September 1801

bbile

from whienh time 1t was ewmed by Relf., Headyand il lit--DualRe—iere—the

A wal, e
Titozes, (In 1804 ke, Tan a1 young ladies school.

Tne West Vlorida Controversy vy J.T. f‘ox Gm
axette 3 Septemter.

[GIE
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The writer 13 clearly 2 cooled-off Federalist with a changed

attitude toward Jefferson such as we saw couming in Monroe's Embassy.

Apparently Brown had been persuaded by the Senate debate and the

amendment to Ross' resolutions. However his real interest or motive

1s the same, ewen—soinciding—to—tire—extenmt—of applying mostly to
Gtk

shipping interests especially of West-Indlan trade. ‘fre articles
are obviously written by a citizenr and not by a%# politician. They
are constructed along Brown'3 3special line,in the manner of a debate

such as he had taken part in when a young man and a very active member

*
of the Soclety for the Attainment of Useful Knowledge. There is the same

I
frequent use of italics. Brewass8 3tyle is edeardy in tnem,qﬁpecially

»ag diction. The most



characteristic part is the closing paragraph of the first article

which reads:

“These are the considerations to which every good citizen
will give close attention. To give a satisfactory reply
to these queriés,would be a public benefit. If no body
better qualified shall give us that satisfaction,an attempt
will be made more amply to elucidate this interesting
subject by Poplicola.®

There we have Brown ffFraming-hlis—sfrvcture in the same rfashion »e
we 80 often found Ris-=@etmg in his works of fiction.

The details of the horrors and suffering to-be éxpected by an
expedition into the bogs and woods of Florida are similar to those
Sd¥ed In the Address when the conditions of the French in St.Domingo
were recited. The heading “Queriesi\ii)as—we—h&#e—eeen—tn—eur-s%ﬁdy

of—tho-Neekty-Magarine alss—anether Brown “tag.‘ -Added—to—ati—these-

details we fIind Both of the a cles signed with the same psetdonym
§ our author-used in HOnree-ta Xmhagssy and that psedunym is important
deBplte the fact that Brown was as we—have suggested ima note not

Any one who 18 at all inclined to doubt Brown'a authorship, ef—thege

amﬂie&ea:snould awid0 compare the statement about the man who offers

1
to sell nis right to his adversary for 8ix pence in Monroe '3 Embassy

and that of the people who would pay twenty pounds for a ten-pound
1 P.43.
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debt as .found here.

The fact that we here find Brown contributing to one of the news-
papers of the day i3 not so important as that he was seriously study-

. T
ing political matiers and turning publicist. That they are—ef—pecunmiazy
interest—to—true—purt—thgst—tirey—imd-more—than—twat--L£0or. 3 motive i
LOMQLOL\V L‘ﬂ

clearly to~bo—s0enLrem—Brewnds later editorial activity in public

affairs notavly in his American Register.

Twa,
There 1is one 1light in which we may view the th#ee weorks which we

Troped

have neri«reia*eéw It 13 clear that each 3tep in Brown's thought as

represented by the Addreas, Monroe's Embassy and the Poplicola Queries

18 an advance in the direction of peace. If we were to imagine another

sStep ofxhal le-i-ght—8spte—r—sertes 1t would undoubtedly te an argu-

ment for peace-at-any-price. Where he first in the Address advised

war and moderated it to half war-like measures in the Embasgsy,he

finally in the gQueries warned his countrymen of the ravages of war

and advised very moderate action. Thus in the second article he says:

1 Paragraph nine or the second articie.
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*We have paused,we have negociated,we have compromis-
ed;when unable to obtain absolute and complste redress,
wnat have we done? We have given up our clalms,or have
postponed the discusaion of them."

By negociating just clalms he saw no need for the United States to
1
go to war with Spain.

With their very slight attention to convinecing argument these
articles are merely pendantis of the more important political pamphlets
of 180% s0 tiat 1t 1s clear any lengthened consideration orf their
merits 13 gwibe unnecessary. Anyone who has not read the headdiania

ho‘t
pareRToe pamphléts shouldAread these articles. The same general criti-

cism whizh we have applied to thewmere-pretenslious—werks 1s equally
aprpropriate here.

So far as we know there was no public iafluence of these contiri-
butions | of—Brewmr's, 'hey fall among the rost of similar erforts made
by various writers of the day.

Related to our author's 1life and work they are of interest and o7
historical valiue to 3how the vent of his mind and the power of ais
political persuision.

1 Spain had set the example. When there might have lesn troutle over

*ne Loulsiana transfer by France to us Yrugo tne Spanish ambassador

fornally objected but nis government tnrough our amvassador gave
iggurance there would te no actual objscetion.
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inaemuehAls the newspaper in which the articles originally appeared

W
is not widely accessible l—haf-been—thought—wi86~40 reprint them

here.so that any future student of the subject may have access to all

the material necessary for any decision even of:iour ascription of

them to Brown.

For this Gazette.

QUERIES.
Relative to 3 War with Spain.

AS there seems to be 3 probability of 3 national difference with
Spain,every good citizen must deem 1t incumvtent on him to consider
the matter naturely,and to welgh 3ll consequences well before he
giveg nis voice on one side or the cther. As the time i3 hastening

when the national legislature will open 1ts sittings,and some measures
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will be propoaed by our govérnment for the sanction of the repre-
gentative body:this is the moment of deliberation .and enguiry. It

13 impossible that 3 war with Spain,whose possessions lle 80 closely
round about us:whose interests are 8o intimately blended with those
of a still more formidavle nation,France,should be productive of
slight or inconsiderate consequences. War with any state,however insig-
nificant,should make the governors of every nation pause,dbut,in

the present state of European policy,there is no fore-telling where
the tide of hostilities,when once set in motion,will end. Our
comnerce,our genius and our institutions constitute us,in the
strictest sense,a member of that body whose main trunk is spread
over Burope,but whose principal branches are extended over all the
borders of this Western World. War is a whirlpool,which gathers all
those nations round its centre. Hitherto we have with great 4iffi-
culty,and with marvelous good fortune,kept ourselves from being
involved in 1ts current. Surely there shoild be most cogent reasons
to induce us wanton%ly to trust ourselves wilthin its reach,and to
part with that sweet tranguillity,Those inestimable benefits which
we have hitherto,for so long a period enjoyed.

With deep impressions of the inrfinite moment of the question shoulad
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every man sit down and examine 1t. Before he inquires into the decis-
ions of avstract justice,before he conslders whether we have beemn:
treated by the Spanish government in a manner consonang to rigid
equity or not,he will weigh well the consequences which war will
vring along with it. He will ask with anxiety and eagerness,what 1s
to be gained,and what is to be lost by such a war?

Spain itself,1s to us,a tranamarine natlion,but is (its) colonies
and detached territories are contiguous to our own. He will first
confine his view to Transatlantic Spain. With that our only inter-
course,at present, is of a commercial nature. We should ,therefore,,
con3aider how our trade will be arffected by a war. What do we now
receive from th2 Buropean dominions of Spain? What effect have these
recepits in furnishing employment to all those artisans who are
connected with the building and fitting of shipping? What effect
have tney onthe fortunes of our merchants,and thro' them,upon the
general wealth of the community? What effect upon the public revenue?

What 13 the nature and value of the commodities,of either rforeign
or domestic productlon,which we export to Spain,and what 1s the various
and complex effect on the condition of individuals,which this

trade already produces? Is there not present scarcity of corn in
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Spain? Shall we not,in case of the continuation of peace have,in
our own hands,the supplying or.their wants,and will not this be a
source of immense advantage to us,in every form in which trade can
benefit 3 nation? Is not flour our staple article of commerce? That
art¢tle which we have the meané of manufacturing to an almost
uniimlted extent,and the production of which has a more powerful
effect than any other on our real wealth,happiness,and population.
an.
Could there be any period at which,war with Spain would prove more
deeply injurious to our true interests as a nation of farmers and
millers than the present?

We should then consider,whether Spain ve not capable of inflict-
ing direct,and positive injuries,by annoying our trade with their
ships of war and their privateers.--Contemptible as we regard them,as
a naval and military nation,2et us not forget,tnat statlions and
opportunities may compensate,in a large degree,the want of fleets
and armies. Let us consider that we are a nation of husbandmen and
tradérs;our traders setting the plow 1o work,and are enabled in their
turn to sell and barter by the plow--that the West Indies are the
grand emporioum where a vast proportion of our commodities are

exchangad. There 1is our market,whither the products of our lands
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and husbandry are carried,and fom whence all that can make our home
comfortable,is brought back. In the great highway to this market are
the Spaniards posted,in the lmpregnable fortress of Havanna. Within
sight of the very towers of this fortreass are our ships in their
voyage out and home obliged to pass. From thence may the watchful
enemy descry them,and rushing out,in pinnaces and barges,make them
an easy prey.

Even in our immedlate neighborhood the Spaniards occupy staitions
from which they may effectively annoy us. Their posts in east and
west Florida,are situated as ir on purpose to molest and intercept
our intercourse with tie Troplical Islands,and with our new Empire
on the Mississippil.

What a poor and deceltful consolation 13 it that these ravages
may be,in some degree,nrevented or diminished by arming our merchant
snips and beating off the petty enemy,whom only to be armless,makes
formidable. This may be lessening indeed,dbut it i3 not anninilating
the évil:ror to what amount will the additional expenses of naval
ejulpments arise? What will be the cost of the needed aras,ammuni-
tion and men? On whose expenses will this cost ultimately fall?

Will 1t not fall,in the enhanced price of all West-Indian commodit—
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ies,on the farmer and mechanic,and in the consejuent rise of all
provisions,on the whole community.

A 8t1ll poorer consolation 1s it that we may retaliate on Spanish
subjects,for admitting that we can molest and pillage their trade
and their property,this considered as mere retaliation,will afford
us but the wretched and infernal satisfaction of revenge,but it
does not rill the empty purse;or build up the ruined rortune,or
abate the exhorbitant price of the necessaries of life.

Some may indeed gquestion this conclusion,and observe that our
privateers may plllage the Spaniards 1in the West-Indies and
Buropean seas,and thus we may reimburse ourselves for all our losses,,
incurred by the 3suspension,or pillage of our own trade.

Let it be inquired what the nature of the Spanish trade is,whether
that between the parent country and the colonies may not be con-~
centred or suspended,or protected in such a manner as,for the most
part,to varrfle all our force and all our strategems.

But what genuine citizen would not abhor,what enlightened states-
man would not deprecate,the richea that are gotten by the plundering
called privateering. The wealth of a nation i3 lessened by the

infilux of money,1f prodigality and vice keep pace with it,and how
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notorious is it,that wealth gotten by privateersmen begs profligacy,
presumption,and waste,and leaves all those concerned in it much
deeper than ever in wretchedness and poverty.

But perhaps it may be sald that the Spanish posts may be seized.--
This cannot be done without soldiers and ships of war,and can it
be done,even by their assistance.--Let us sit down and count the
cost. I do not mean the mere money,which it is tne‘rasnion with
exasperated patriots to despise when it comes in competition with
what they call national honor,but the cost in lives. Let us also
consider the incidents of a campaign in the woods and bogs of
Florida,and especially the prabability of success against maritime
fortresses,well defended by ramparts and men,and 3till better by
the horrors of the climate,and a trackless wilderness. As to the
grand post from which the enemy can harm u3 most,it is absolutely
inaccessaible to our attempts. The most formidable naval and military
power in the world,Great Britain,expended thousands of lives and
miilions of money,half a century ago,in galning momentary possession
of Havana.

But suppose the conjuest of the Floridas effected,it must either

be restored at the conclusion of hostilities,in which case all the
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1ives and all the money previously expended in obtaining and preserving
it,will ve thrown away,or 1t will vecome a permanent possession,that
1s,we shall enlarge an empire already of unwiéldy magnitude;we shall
multiply the seeds of forelgn war,and intestine animosity;we s3hall

put to new hazard the integrity,unity,and peace of the American

empire.

These are the considerations to which every good citizen will give
close attention. To give a satisfactory reply to these queriés;would
be a public bvenefit, If no‘body better qualiried sna}l give us that
satisfaction ,an. attempt will be made more amply to eluciadate
this interesting subject by

POPLICOLA.

On a war with Spain.
(No.II)
WHEN an injury 13 received,or thought to be recelved from one
natibn by another,the ordinary method of proceeding 13 to go to
war. I must confess 1t 13 not very common for the injured nation,
on such occasions,to delibverate and weigh ;he impending conseguences::

to consider whether by war the injury already received will bYe
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lessened or only increased;be repaired or only aggravated. Inju'riea

are generally construed into insults,and the honor -is supposed to

-

be violated in proportion as property is injured,and there are certain
bold and noble spirits who think an.insult the greatest of all
national,as well as individual offences;and honor,: possession that
ought to be kept inviolate,by the nation as well as the private
citizen,with the sacrifice,if necessary,of goods and chattels,and
even of life itself.

Should any one hint to such men the propriety of looking before
they leap: Should the mere engulry be proposed whether more evil
than zood will not ensue from taking up arms,and a3 doubt insinuated
with all possivle dirffidence,whether we ought to fight,if it should
really appear that war ;111 only augment the evil already suffered,

how will the generous blood of such men boil;what a noble indignation,

will be awakened in their bvosoms:how will the fine sounds of

national honor,national dignity,national character,flow from their

inspired lips. What terrific names will they fix upon the cautious

counsellor. How will they rail at him as a foreigner in spirit if

not in bloocd;as a mean trickler to the enemy,the hired advocate of

meanness and submission.
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Anger has no ears,and it is therefore needlesg to remind such
perturbed spirits that the subject urged upon them is the safety
and welfare of their native country:that the interests of Spain,to
come to the present point,are not commended to theif pity or their
tenderness,nor the conduct of Spain,either formerly in detaining our
ships in America or allowing others to maltreat us in Europe,been
vindicated. That subject has been expressly waived. Allowing.the
injury to be atrocious in the first case;and allowing the refusal
of redress to be in the second place unjustifiable,it has merely
been made a subject of enquiry whether the interest (not of Spain,
but ) of America will be promoted by hostile measures. The enraged
patriot has peen entreated to check the torrent of his vengeance,
not for ﬁhe sake of his enemy,but for his own sake.

The truth 18,these angry champions are actuated by resentment for
their own wrongs. If thelr personal honor has been wounded,or their
commercial schemes been frustrated,and thelr immediate property
been pilllaged,they call upon their country to go to war. As to
themselves,they hazard nothing. Their own sarfety,in particular,is
not endangered. They can afford therefore to bluster about vengeance,

national honor,insulted dignity and all that.
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But these men are made not only deaf by tneir passions,but they
are blinded by them. They see not that tho' threats and demands may
possibly yet succeed in extorting compensation for tieir own losses,
yet war,whatever benerfits the nation may receive from it,can in nd
way,restore to them the money they have lost or atone for the
affronts that they nave received.

Neither do they recollect that not all the classes of their fellow
cttizens,nor all the members even of the merchantile classes have
suffered by Spanlsh injustice,that to others therefore,it will be

necessary to suggest some other motive than vengeance for insult.

The resentment which they represent as general,is confined to very
narrow limits,and is,we hope,very far from rendering the bvulk of
the community blind to the obvious dictates of duty and discretion.
Whatever may be said of other nations,we have not hitherto acted
in relation to foreign states,totally without consideration or fore-
sight--we have not sufrfered ourselves to be whirled away to the field
of battle by the rirst whisperings of injury,the first gust of
resentment. We have paused,we have negociated,we have compromised::
when unable.to obtain absolute and complete redress,what have we

done? Wwe have given up our claims,or have postponed the discussion
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of them.

There are certain ardent spirits who have poured the whole flood
of their resentment on such tame,truckling maxims. They hesitate
not in the career of their heroic indignation,to disturd hallowed
ashes,and revile the memory of Washington himself,because he was
always the friend of a pacific policy. But all this noisy rhetoric
will hardly change the steady tenor of public opinion. People will
8till be inclined vefore they go to law,to enquire not only into
the justice of their claim,but the possibility of their establish-
ing it. They will generally be loath to pay twenty pounds of costs,
to obtain a debt of ten pounds,after argument and persuasion have
failed,they will not resort to violence,till they have enquired
whether violence will get,what could not be obtained by argument.

There are,no doubt,individuals whose passions may incline them
to at{ék a stone wall with their fists,on whose top the object of
their enmity or vengeance is posted,and though the enemy exults in
that 1re which only injures and destroys itself,and the surrounding
spectators veatow nothing bput pity and contempt on his conduct,yet

the madman 3tands acquitted in his own eyes,and receives comfort

in the midst of his bruises,from the recollection that he has obeyed
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the dictates of a just resentment,and has sought a noble revenge.

This folly and infatuation has sometimes been exemplirfied in the
conduct of nations,but,to the honor of America,it will alwvays be
remembered,that her conduct has been widely different.

The warlike spirits may continue to revile the 01d President for

meanly submitting to pillage and insult,and for wanting spirit in

the midst of two warring nations,to side with either:but happy 1s

he who can quote the example of the illustrious Washington igkavour
of the measures he commends,and surely most unlucky are those
disputants who brand as infamous,cowardly,or traitorous,the counsel
or the motives by which Washington regulated his conduct.

POPLICOLA.




