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The Special Joint Committee to whom was referred so much
of the Address of His Excellency the Governor as relates
to intervention in the affairs of Europe,

E E P O E T:

That they have given the subject that careful and candid
consideration which its importance demands, with the hope
of being enabled to so treat it as to command the appro-
bation of the people of Massachusetts for their labors. They
did not enter upon those labors without being aware that they
would have to encounter, on the part of some, prejudices in
favor of a policy different from what they believe should now
be pursued by the American nation, and which policy has been
so identified with the name of Washington,—though it really
originated in the necessities of the times that saw its birth, and
would have marked our early course as a nation had "Wash-
ington never lived,—that it requires some effort to speak of it
as we all have the right to speak of things that belong to the
past. Nor were they ignorant that in the fear of many exists
a formidable objection to the adoption of a more manly and
liberal foreign policy by the United States than has heretofore
been pursued. It is by many taken for granted that an expres-
sion of opinion on the part of the American nation in support
of “intervention to maintain non-intervention” would neces-

CommontotaUJj of

In Senate, March 13th, 1852.
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sarily lead to war between that nation and the absolute powers
of Europe; and, therefore, they would not have even the gov-
ernment of one of the States say anything which might be
offensive to the rulers of countries with which the republic is at
peace. The power of the Russian Czar, being palpable in its
character, and comprehensible by the lowest capacity, exerts
over the minds of this class of people an influence, the existence
of which is, to the minds of the Committee, one of the strongest
reasons why all independent communities should prepare them-
selves for that combat between the principle of freedom and
the principle of despotism which is “ inevitable,” if the history
of the past affords any indication of what is to be the history
of the future. The very fact that such fear of Russia exists
among us is sufficient evidence that we are not without the
sphere of Russian influence. The question of intervention
apart, and supposing that the political condition of Europe
were to remain undisturbed for a generation, there are various
ways through which we may be brought into difficulties with
that nation which has doubled its population since the com-
mencement of our own national life, and the influence of
which overshadows all Europe,—that influence being ever
exerted in behalf of despotism, the political principle most
opposite to that which animates the American people.

There are those who object to any action on the part of the
Legislatures of the States having reference to matters especially
within the province of the general government. The manage-
ment of all our intercourse with foreign powers is confided to
the general government, whose action, it is inferred, will be
embarrassed by what is called the “interference” of the States
in matters with which they have no immediate concern. This
objection is entitled to but little respect. For more than sixty
years—from the time that the French Revolution was com-
menced until now—it has been the custom of the people of
the States to express their sentiments on foreign affairs. The
manner in which the authorities of some of the States acted
towards the French Revolutionists shows that in what arc
commonly considered the best days of the republic, and before
the neutrality policy was avowedly adopted by the general
government, public men in the States deemed it a duty to
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sympathize with the friends of freedom in other lands; and it
is known that in so doing they represented the sentiments of
the great body of the people. Nor is there any evidence that
the leaders of the anti-revolutionary party in Europe ever took
offence at such proceedings on the part of our predecessors.
It may be said that our insignificance as a nation down to the
occurrence of the second war with Great Britain rendered the
action of Americans with reference to foreign affairs, so far as
the individual States were concerned, of small consequence to
those powers which carried on wars of opinion with millions
of men in the field; whereas now, when the United States
constitute one of the great nations of the earth, with a military
character thoroughly established, and means of offence at their
control second to none, the action of the least of their number
should be more wary and cautious than ever, in order that no
umbrage be given to countries with whom we have commer-
cial relations, the disturbance of which would be productive of
injury to great interests. This is to say that we should abide
by a selfish policy from motives of mere interest, and that in
proportion as we become wealthy and powerful we should
refrain from acts which can receive importance only from those
who engage in them possessing wealth and power. It is
making but a poor return for the immense blessings which we
enjoy, to declare, by acts if not by words, that precisely
because of our enjoyment of those blessings we will in no

way assist any other people to obtain them. I hat pios-

perity hardens the hearts of men, and makes them less capable
or less willing to assist their unfortunate brethren, is among
those melancholy truths which philosophy asserts, and which

is confirmed by the experience and observation of almost ever)

individual; but it is reserved for our own time to see the

same principle inculcated openly as forming the very essence

of wisdom in the intercourse between nation and nation.

Though nations have too often acted on a principle so selfish,

they have had the grace to affect to cover their proceedings
with the veil of expediency, or some other of those coverings

which men throw over deeds the naked deformity of which
shocks even the most heedless of minds. As it is the duty-

however ill-performed on many occasions—of the powerful and
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the wealthy among individuals to assist the weak and the poor,
so is it the duty of great nations to aid other nations to maintain
their rights. Either this is so, or there must be a different code
of morality to regulate intercourse between nation and nation
from that which, in theory at least, regulates intercourse
between man and man. If it is our duty as individuals to
protect the weak against the oppression of the strong, how can
we consistently assert that it is not the duty of a nation to
protect another nation against the attacks of a tyrant who
knows no other law than his own will, and whose mandate is
sufficient, when unresisted, to cause the destruction of entire
families, to extinguish national life, and to give up fertile lands
and opulent cities to all the horrors of military execution ? If
it is the duty of man, as an individual, not merely to respect
the weakness of woman, but to protect her against the assaults
of the vicious, at whatever hazard to himself, how much more
important, because more comprehensive, must be the duty of
men in communities to make use of all the power which God
has conferred upon them to combat the oppressor who out-
rages all those chivalrous sentiments which constitute the
greatest security of the one sex and the greatest glory of the
other by letting loose upon a refined and cultivated community
barbarian hordes, one of the motives of whose action is the
unrestricted license which shall reward their exertions in
the field ? If it is the duty of a great nation to encourage
the progress of civilization in every way, can we deny that it is
also its duty to prevent a half savage power, possessed of vast
strength, from trampling out the lights of civilization in other
countries, which have given to it no cause of offence, but
which were disposed rather to defer to it, to deprecate its hos-
tility in every way? If it is our duty to relieve the poor and
to comfort the afflicted, is it not also our duty—our power
being equal to the task—to prevent innocent nations from
being turned into vast collections of paupers ? The responsi-
bility of a nation can not be gravely pronounced less than that
of the least of the individuals who go to make it up as a whole,
and no man pretends to say that we are not bound, as individ-
uals, to aid the victims of tyranny everywhere. In point of
fact, our national government has already interfered in the
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quarrel between the Hungarians and their oppressors of theimperial houses of Austria and Romanoff. When its influencewas used to procure the release of Kossuth, though his deten-
tion was urged by Austria and Russia upon the Sultan, it took
part in that quarrel; and not less pointed was its interferencewhen it sent the national armed steamship Mississippi to con-
vey him and Ins suite to this country. It matters not that it
is said now that that ship was sent merely to bring him and
his family and attendants to the United States. The govern-
ment knew that its action would be interpreted by both partiesin Europe into an expression of its own sympathy and that of
the American nation with the Hungarians. As such it was re-
gaided, and no other interpretation could be placed upon it by
men possessed of a competent knowledge of the condition of
Europe at that time. But for the interference of the govern-
ments of Great Britain and the United States, Louis Kossuth
would at this moment have been a prisoner in Asia Minor, for
the threat of annihilation was held out to the Sultan should he
free his guest; and nothing but the “intervention” of Eng-
land and America (which the former power was ready to back
up with her invincible fleets) prevented that threat from being
executed. That act of “intervention” was regarded in every
town and village of Hungary as an act in favor of the cause of
that country—and justly so regarded, for the liberation of
Kossuth was the commencement of that great system of agi-
tation which is destined to change the condition of the world.

The Committee do not recommend the expression of any
such sentiments on the part of the Legislature as may lead to
the belief that Massachusetts is desirous that the general gov-
ernment should enter upon a crusade for the establishment of
peculiar political principles in any part of the world. They
are not prepared to say how far the doctrine of intervention
should be applied, though it is sufficiently clear to them that
cases have- already occurred which would have justified the
armed intervention of the United States in the affairs of
Europe. They could have justly interfered to prevent the
destruction of the Hungarian nation, in 1849, when it was
assailed—causelessly, and in violation of the laws of nations—

by the Czar of Russia. Hungary was an old country. Her
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constitution had had an existence of centuries. In the early

part of the sixteenth century the throne of that country was
ascended by a member of the house of Hapsburgh, the same
monarch who, at a later day, became Emperor of Germany,
under the title of Ferdinand I, and chief of the German branch
of the dynasty to which he belonged. There is no better
established historical fact than this, namely, that from the early
part of the sixteenth century until now one of the objects
which the House of Austria has had most at heart, which it
has steadily kept in view, and from which neither fear nor
gratitude has ever for a moment diverted its attention, has been
the overthrow of the Constitution of Hungary. No means
have been left unattempted to accomplish that end. Cruelties
the most shocking, and such as, if they were not attested by
the most unimpeachable evidence, could not be believed, have
been resorted to in the hope of effecting it. In the hope of
success in the same end, the most solemn oaths, the most posi-
tive obligations have been disregarded. Sometimes threats and
force, and at others intrigue and fraud, have been the means
resorted to by the Austrian family to bring the kingdom of
Hungary within that system of centralization which has proved
so fatal to the liberties of more than one European country. A
third means has been the apparent adoption of liberal legisla-
tion by the most despotically-inclined ruling family in Europe,
so that at one time an impression prevailed very generally in
this country that tlie Hungarians were obstinately contending
against the exertions of the imperial and royal house to melio-
rate the condition of the majority of the people in the ancient
kingdom of Hungary.

It has never been contended, by the most ardent friends of
freedom and national rights, that the Constitution of Hungary
was perfect. It had great and grave defects, therein resem-
bling every polity of which we have any knowledge. Like
the English Constitution, it was originally eminently aristocrati-
cal in its character, for it came into being at a period when the
people, properly so called, had no political existence. Like
the English Constitution, however, it contained the principle
of expansion; and but for circumstances clearly beyond the
power of the Hungarians to control, it is probable that freedom
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regulated by law would have become as decidedly pronounced
in Hungary as it has long been in England. The fact that
Hungary became the battle-ground on which the followers of
the Cross struggled against those of the Crescent in those wars
which followed the establishment of the Turkish power in
Europe, would alone be sufficient to account for the little ad-
vance which that country made between the date of the battle
of Mohacz and the opening years of the last century; but
in addition to that, was the Austrian rule over the greater
part of Hungary—a rule most unfavorable to the establish-
ment there of anything like civil or religious freedom. The
national existence of Hungary, however, was maintained, as
also were, in great part, her local institutions. Those institu-
tions were obnoxious to the ruling dynasty, not because in
some respects they may' have borne hard upon the people, but
for the reason that they alone prevented the Kings, who were
also Emperors of Germany, from establishing a despotism
over Hungary. The Hungarians did not contend for the pres-
ervation of their peculiar polity because they believed it was
perfect in all its parts, or because they were averse to all im-
provement : but because it was regarded by them as a powerful
barrier against the encroachments of that executive government
which had so long and with such steadiness and perseverance
sought to reduce them to a condition of political servitude,—
because through its existence alone could their nationality be
preserved, their freedom maintained, and their hopes of future
improvement continue to have a better foundation than the
dreams of political visionaries or the good intentions of benevo-
lent despots. The Hungarians, in energetically defending
their own polity, may not unfairly be compared to the English
patriots of the seventeenth century, who contended with suc-

cess against the Stuarts, when that family sought to change
the polity of England. The Stuarts aimed as much at elevat-

ing the English people under their rule as the monarchs of the
House of Austria have aimed at the elevation ot the people of
Hungary; but, in the one case as in the other, the final result
ofroyal success would have been the reduction of both high and
low to a common condition of slavery. At the bar of history
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it has never been allowed that it should be pleaded in behalf of
Strafford that his good government of Ireland was an offset
to his intention to destroy the Constitution of his country.
The same justice should be observed in making up our esti-
mate of the character of the disputes that have from time to
time occurred between the Hungarians and the House of Aus-
tria, in which the latter has apparently, but not really , held the
position of head of the liberal party in the kingdom of Hun-
gary. .We are bound to judge of the conduct of the Hungarian
patriots in precisely the same way that we judge of the acts of
John Hampden and Henry Vane ; by its general intent and final
objects.

During the great political wars which were consequent on
the French Revolution, and into which Hungary was forced by
the fact that the chief of the House of Austria was her king,
the Hungarians were not able to make much advance in the
path of constitutional improvement. They remained scrupu-
lously faithful to their monarch, though it is known that Napo-
leon would have willingly erected their country into a king-
dom which should have no connection with any country
subject to the sway of the House of Hapsburgh-Lorraine.
Though the wisdom of the Hungarians in thus refusing to
profit by the greatest opportunity ever offered them to rid them-
selves of the rule of a treacherous line may well be doubted,
their conduct speaks loudly in favor of the chivalrous generosity
of their character. They were incapable of taking advantage of
their sovereign’s distresses, and bore themselves towards him
with the same loyal devotion that had characterized the con-
duct of their ancestors towards Maria-Theresa, then Queen of
Hungary. That their loyalty, however, was not the result of
a blind fanatical regard for kings is incontestibly established by
the fact that when Austria repudiated her debts, in 1812, the
Hungarian Diet sternly refused to sanction such a breach of the
public faith. This shows their deep-seated regard for pledges
made by governments, upon the proper observance of which
depends so largely the well-being of the world. It is an ad-
ditional reason why the claims of the Hungarians to solid assist-
ance should be allowed by nations like Great Britain and the
United States,—nations commercial in their character, and
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whose power and the happiness of whose people are greatly
dependent upon the observance of public faith.

The final fall of Napoleon, in 1815, having restored peace to
the great absolute powers, the House of Austria renewed its
attacks on the Constitution of Hungary. This was in accord-
ance with that system of reaction against liberal ideas that was
favored by the parties to the Holy Alliance, and by the princes
and statesmen of the continent generally, between 1815 and
1830. But the possession of a Constitution by the Hungari-

ans, imperfect though it was, enabled them to baffle all the
attempts of the Austrian House and Cabinet to bring them
within the influence of the system of centralization. A con-
test of the most important character was commenced between
the Austrian party and the liberal party in Hungary. In 1832,
so much progress had been made by the Hungarian liberals,
that in the Diet which that year assembled they had a majority
of the members of the Chamber of Deputies. The Austrian
party, on the other hand, controlled the executive branch of
the government, and the majority of the Magnates were in
its interest. This state of things prevented full reforms being
made. That the peasants were not then emancipated was
owing to the ascendency of Austrian principles in two branches
of the Hungarian government. But something was accom-
plished. Reform was commenced. The liberal party in-
creased in strength. It combated with success against the
champions ot the old order of things, and Hungary was carried
steadily forward in the course of constitutional improvement.
In 1847, to borrow the language of one of the most illustrious
of the Hungarian patriots* “the opposition in the House of
Representatives, under the leadership of Kossuth, obtained a

majority; the Magnates were almost equally divided, but the

greatest share of talent was evidently on the side ot the Oppo-

sition, who were headed in the House of Magnates by Count
Louis Batthyanyi. A general reform of the Hungarian Consti-
tution was in progress: the immunity from taxation enjoyed
by the nobles was abolished, and the municipal institutions
and representation of the towns were in course of revision,

* Francis Pulszky.
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when the news arrived that the French Revolution had broken
out, and France had become a Republic.”

The occurrence of the French Revolution of 1848 proved as
unfortunate to Hungary as it has to all the rest of Europe,
except Russia. It brought her, a strictly constitutional mon-
archy and averse to all violent proceedings, into the revolu-
tionary current, and afforded to the Austrian government an
opportunity for the overthrow of that constitution which had
so long stood between it and the establishment of absolute
rule over Hungary. It would be to consume too much time to
go into a detail of the events that followed the Revolution of
1848, so far as Hungary was concerned. Suffice it to say,
that after a variety of negotiations with the Austrian govern-
ment, in the course of which it had resort to its customary
falsehood, the Hungarians were compelled to fight for their
nationality and freedom. In the war that ensued, the Aus-
trians, who had invaded Hungary in great masses, and whose
triumph was expected as a matter of course throughout the
world, were ignominiously beaten ; and the independence of
Hungary became as well established a matter of fact as it was
matter of right. Not the independence of the United States
was more thoroughly established by the events of that cam-
paign which ended in the capture of the British army at
Yorktovvn, than was the freedom of Hungary secured, as
against Austria, by the events of the campaign of the winter
and spring of 1849. But for the intervention of Russia in her
behalf Austria would have ceased from that time to rule over
Hungary; and the intervention of the Czar Nicholas to re-
establish her ascendency was as unjust as would have been the
intervention of the Czarina Catherine 11. in behalf of England,
in the war of our Revolution, after events had demonstrated
that without foreign aid England could no longer rule over
her tormer colonies in North America. A Russian army en-
tered Hungary, and by its conduct gave success to the revolu-
tionary designs of the House of Austria. Hungary was overrun
by more than one hundred thousand Russians, who inflicted
upon her all the horrors of barbarian warfare, and whose can-
non and sabres and bayonets turned the scale against the cause
°f right. Russian intervention, and that alone, enabled the



12 [March,INTERVENTION.

cause of absolutism to come victorious out of the contest.
Even the arms of Russia would not alone have been sufficient
to that end, so energetic was the conduct of the Hungarians,
and so devoted were they to their country’s cause, had not
Russian gold and the sordid envy of one Hungarian been
called to their assistance. The last blow that was given to
Hungary, and the one which prostrated her cause for the time,
proceeded from a traitor, whose name will be gibbeted by his-
tory between those of Iscariot and Arnold.

The Committee have made this recapitulation of the facts
of the Hungarian controversy with the House of Hapsburgh-
Lorraine because they show the character of that controversy,
and because, considered together, they go far to prove that
Hungary is entitled to the fullest assistance of all peoples who
live under constitutional governments. In common parlance,
the Hungarian war is spoken of as a war undertaken for the
establishment of revolutionary principles, than which nothing
can be more incorrect. That war was undertaken by the
Hungarians for the maintenance of a constitutional government,
the oldest in Europe, and under which great advancement had
been made in the direction of freedom, especially during the
thirty-three years which elapsed between the general pacifica-
tion of Europe in 1815 and the commencement of the troubles
of IS IS. So far as that war was revolutionary in its character,

it was so on the part of Austria, which power sought to erect

an absolute government on the ruins of the Hungarian Consti-
tution ; an object which it had diligently labored to accomplish
for more than three hundred years. Hence the peculiarly
flagitious character of the intervention of Russia. Had the

Hungarians been a despotically-governed people, and had they

risen against the House of Austria, there might have been, from

the Russian point of view, a colorable pretence for intervention

on the part of the Czar. In his assumed character ol grand
conservator of things as they had long existed, and from a

desire to maintain the integrity of an empire whose existence

was held necessary for the preservation of the equilibrium ol

Europe, he might have consistently sent his armies to the

assistance of a neighbor, and a former ally of Russia at a critical
period of her fortunes. Bat the Hungarians were not revolu-



1852, SENATE—No. 60.

tionists. They stood upon their constitutional rights. They
could point to the solemn oaths, and not less solemn promises,
of their sovereigns of the Austrian dynasty, in which that con-
stitution and those rights had been recognized and guarantied.
They could point to the loyalty of their ancestors, through
which that dynasty had been saved from destruction at the hands
of Prussia, and Bavaria, and Prance. They could appeal to even
living members of the Austrian family for the proofs of their
stern fidelity in those times when it was thrice placed in the
power of Napoleon, to whose offers of the full establishment of
their independence of Austrian rule they had turned a deaf ear,
because they would be guilty of no violation of their oaths,
however great the object to be attained, or tempting the occa-
sion. This scrupulous fidelity on their part, unworthy as were
the objects of it, and bitter as have been its consequences to
them, furnishes the most convincing proof of the excellence of
their national character, and shows how safe and profitable it
would be to enter into the most intimate alliance with them.
It also increases the indignation that must be felt by every
liberal mind, that the aim of two great monarchs should be the
extinction of the national life of a people so eminently endowed
with great and good qualities, and thereforeso capable of adding
to the happiness of mankind through the unrestricted exercise
of their moral powers and intellectual faculties. But no con-
siderations of this kind seem to have had any weight with the
Czar of Russia. With an utter disregard of all those principles
of action which honorable men consider of the greatest import-
ance, and in violation even of his own avowed principle of
action, he sent an army of upwards of one hundred thousand
men, not to aid the Tdmperor of Austria against a revolutionary
party among his subjects, but to assist him in a revolutionary
attack on the people and institutions of Hungary. The Hun-
garians were not the enemies of Russia. So far were they
horn occupying such a position, that it may be said they were
even too careful not to give offence to that power. It isbelieved, that at no time throughout the Hungarian war would
d have been difficult to cause au insurrection in Russianloland, whereby ample employment would have for some timebeen secured for the Czar’s armies; and the great man whose
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name must be forever associated with Hungary’s cause has
been severely blamed for refusing to allow the adoption of
measures which would have been almost certain to have
renewed in Poland the events of 1830-31. How this scrupu-
lous forbearance was repaid, is to be seen in the fate of Hungary
—in her ruined cities and devastated plains, in her maltreated
women, in the seizure of her sons to fill the armies of a despot,
in the execution or exile of her heroes and statesmen, and in
her subjection to an iron rule. The lesson has been a severe
one, but it will not, even at the price which Hungary has paid
for it, prove altogether too dear, if it shall convince the peoples
of Europe that forbearance to tyrants is itself a deep wrong to
humanity. If it should also teach them that they have a com-
mon cause,—that Hungarians, Poles, Italians, Frenchmen, and
Germans should look upon one another as brethren,—then will
not the cruel deaths of Batthyanyi, Aulich, and other patriots
have been altogether in vain.

The right of every constitutionally-governed country to resist
Russia, when she enters upon a crusade against freedom, as she
did in 1849, would seem to be a position about which there
could be no dispute. Each time that she succeeds in any such
enterprise, she not only acquires new power tor further under-
takings of the same character, but is brought nearer to other
nations living within the light of constitutional law. Russia is

nearer now to the United States than she was to France in U 99,
when she sent her armies under Suwarrow to aid in crushing the

French Republic. Science has almost bridged the ocean, and

vastly increased the means ot war; and we should always
recollect that science is the blind agent of any power which
can control it, and that it is as useful in the hands of the despot

to destroy as it is in the hands of the freeman to create and to

preserve. Russia is an armed and organized barbarism, but

having at her control and command, in all matters oi politics
and war, everything that is at the service of the most enlight-

ened nations. This it is that renders her so formidable, coupled

with the fact that she has succeeded in intimidating almost

every other country, through her success in certain great con-

tests in which she was largely favored by circumstances and
fortune. She not only has great power, both material and
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moral, but the world has condescended to rate that power at

double its real weight. And to what end is that power di-
rected? To the destruction of free institutions in every part of
the world to which it can be made to reach. The attack made
on the freedom and nationality of Hungary is far from being
the only one made by Russia in the interest of despotism.
Sixty years since she destroyed what she and her robber allies
had left of Poland, because the king, the nobles, and the people
of that country had all united to form a constitution for it,
which promised to be one of the greatest and best instruments
of government ever devised by the intellect of man. That
great conservative statesman, Edmund Burke, in one of those
immortal works with which he sought to warn Europe against
what he believed to be the evil spirit of the French Revolution,
did not hesitate to speak in the highest terms of the constitu-
tion formed by the government and people of Poland. The
means by which the former chaos of Poland was brought into
order, he declared, “ were as striking to the imagination, as
satisfactory to the reason, and soothing to the moral sentiments.
In contemplating that change, humanity sees everything to
rejoice and to glory in; nothing to be ashamed of, nothing to
suffer. So far as it has gone, it probably is the most pure and
defecated public good which ever has been conferred on man-
kind.” Much more to the same purpose did he say, and by
way of contrasting the conservative character of the Polish,
with the destructive character of the French Revolution. Yet
a few months saw the constitution of Poland overthrown, and
that country itself politically destroyed, principally by the
armies of Russia under Suwarrow, and with circumstances
more horrible even than those which marked the invasion and
conquest of Hungary. And why was this ? It was because
Russia was determined upon not allowing any nation to live
under free institutions in her vicinity, and because regenerated
Poland would have proved a formidable barrier to the realiza-
tion other schemes of European aggrandizement.

The attack made by Russia on revolutionized France was
caused by her hatred of freedom. Her enmity to Napoleon
was owing to his being the chief of that new order of tilings,
the existence of which was incompatible with the continuance
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of old despotic ideas and forms of government, and whichwould have prevented the extension of her dominion to the
West. Russia was one of the principal movers in that series
of events which led to the destruction of the constitutions of
Spain and Naples. She even offered, on one occasion, to
assist the English government to establish despotism in Eng-land.* In 1830 she had concentrated her armies to attack
France, in consequence of the Revolution of July ; but those
armies found abundant employment in Poland. In 1815 a
large portion of that country had been erected into a kingdom,
the crown of which was worn by the Russian Czar. That
kingdom had a constitution of a liberal character, time and
place considered. The existence of that kingdom was guaran-
tied by the so called treaties of Vienna. Repeated violations
of the Polish constitution, and the practice of the most lawless
tyranny on the part of Russian officials, compelled the Poles to
have resort to arms, toward the close of the year 1830. The
war that ensued terminated in the conquest of the kingdom of
Poland, and the Czar proceeded to act toward that community
as his armies have enabled Austria to act toward Hungary: he
incorporated it into his Empire, in violation of oaths, promises,
and obligations of various kinds. The extinction of the little
Republic of Cracow, also in violation of solemn obligations,
both express and implied, must be fresh in the minds of all,
and shows that there is no meanness to which the chiefs of the
absolutist party are not prepared to stoop, if thereby they can
give a blow to the cause of freedom. The same powers which
have, for at least a time, struck down the constitution of Hun-
gary, venerable though it was with more than eight centuries
of existence, and supported by thirteen millions of people, could
also crush the republic of Cracow, with its handful of people,

* Sec the speech of Sir James Mackintosh, in the British House of Commons,

February 21, 3821. The offer proceeded from the Ministers of the Allied Powers
—the Russian Minister being one of the number, —and amounted to a proposition
that the British government should adopt a system of measures which would
have enabled any ministry to invite into Great Britain an army, for instance, of
100,000 Russians or Austrians. To those who arc aware of what was the politi-
cal condition of Europe in 1821, the meaning of the offer of the Allied Powers
to the English Government will be sufficiently plain, without our going into a
detail of the facts.
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and its life of a day. There is nothing too high for them not

to strike, when the blow is also aimed against human rights :

nothing so humble that they will refrain from placing their
feet upon it, when the act is also a trampling upon the hopes
of mankind. The only hope that the world has of being
saved from lasting slavery beneath the same yoke that now
weighs so heavily on Poland and Hungary, and which'threat-
ens both Italy and Germany, is to be found in the union of
nations which are both strong and free, and whose stern reso-
lution will be found as paralyzing to the Russian Czar as the
hand-writing on the wall was to the impious Belshazzar, who
thought he could defy God, and was crushed for his blasphemy.
It is the want of union among constitutionally-governed coun-
tries that has given so much weight to a power like Russia, far
more than her victories, the extension of her territory, and the
skill of her diplomacy. She has had the art to avail herself of
the prejudices which such nations have felt towards each other,
which they now feel towards each other—prejudices growing
out of circumstances having no connection with the present
condition of the world, prejudices which should be buried in
the graves of the men whose acts called them into being.

His Excellency, the Governor, in his annual address, with
calm wisdom, observes, “We cannot, in any view of the sub-
ject, quietly submit to the absorption of the smaller States by
the larger, and the final subjection of all to two or three allied
despotisms. Such a movement would not only be fatal to our
commerce, but to the general industry and free principles of
America.” These words embody what must be the sentiments
of every enlightened mind in America. Let the now clearly
pronounced designs of Russia in Europe be crowned with suc-
cess, and all that is revered or esteemed by the people of the
United States will be placed in a condition of imminent peril.
The entire material power of the continent would be at the
control of two or three royal or imperial families, and would
he directed, in the first instance, against England, and then
against ourselves. The fear was expressed by a great Americanstatesman, that if Napoleon should succeed in his supposeddesigns to subdue ail Europe, continental and insular, he wouldturn his arms against the United States; but there were two

2
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things that would have rendered the great emperor’s sway over
all Europe a matter of far less consequence to us than would
he the complete ascendency of Russia there at the present time.
First, Napoleon was a new man, and any blow which told
against him was sure to overthrow the political system of which
he was the embodyment. The history of the last years of his
reign shows that his power was personal, almost entirely so. It
is different with the Russian Czar. He is the chief of a sys-
tem that, under various phases, has endured for a thousand
years; and, were he to meet with many military defeats, that
system would still be powerful. Were he to die, that system
would not experience any great shock. The change wouldbe
one of men, not of principles. No conceivable change could
have placed a greater man in Napoleon’s place; a change of
sovereigns might put on the throne of Russia a far greater, and
more ambitious and more dangerous man than even the harsh
and energetic person who now occupies it. Secondly, steam
navigation was almost unknown down even to the fall of Na-
poleon— ocean steam navigation altogether so. The effect of
this was, that the various parts of Europe were far more dis-
tant from each other than they now are, and that that quarter
of the world was three times as distant from us as it now is.
These two things make the present condition ot America, con-

sidered with reference to the effect of European action on it, far

different from what it was forty years ago, and prove that dan-

gers may grow out of the successes of Russia to us that would

not have followed from the ascendency of Napoleon, had it

been maintained. Further, we are to consider that Napoleon’s
rule was that of an enlightened chief of the most highly culti-

vated peoples of Europe, while the Czar, if enlightened himself,

is the head of an empire (he bulk of whose population is com-

posed of barbarians; that all Napoleon’s conquests and wars

led only to the spread of new ideas, and were accomplished by

a democracy made more efficient for military purposes by the

temporary adoption of imperial forms; while the wars and

.conquests of Russia are made for the maintenance and spread
of old political ideas, and for the destruction of democracy.

The difference between the two cases is one of vital importance,

and shows in a striking light the folly of those who banded
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together to strike down liberal France, in the last generation,
when no other result could follow therefrom except to make
the way clear for the ultimate ascendency over all Europe of
despotic and barbarous Russia.

Not only would the people of the United States see with
indignation attempts made by two or three great powers to
destroy the independence of the lesser States of Europe, but they
would view with the deepest feeling of which men are capa-
ble any hostile demonstrations that such powers might make
against their ancestral land, that land from which American
liberty was drawn, and which is now the sole depository of the
liberty of Europe, as it has more than once heretofore been—
England. No greater misfortune could befall the human race
than would be involved in the successful invasion of England
by the mercenaries of the continent—men whose ferocity and
total incapacity to comprehend the merits of any political quar-
rel have been so abundantly proved during the last four years
in Hungary and Italy, in Germany and France—at Raab and at
Brescia, at Paris and at Rome. England is the leading country
of that system of civilization which stands in direct opposition
to the despotic system of which Russia is the chief and the
representative. The two powers, therefore, it should seem,
must one day, and that no very distant one, come into col-
lision. In such contest Russia would have, substantially, all
the “material aid ” of the continental States at her dispiosal, for
those States have, even now, for their rulers, men who can
scarcely claim any higher character than that of Russian pro-
consuls. AVould England be equal to contending with success
against a combination of powers so strong,—all directed and
controlled by one mighty mind,—the chief of which has rarely
known defeat, and whose defeats have been more profitable
than the victories of other men ? Highly as the Committee
think of the genius and valor of the great English race, and
aware though they be that on no field of battle has it ever
giren way before the soldiers of the continent, when its mcm-
beis were present in anything like fair proportion of numbers,they cannot believe that England would maintain herself
against odds so tremendous. Even if she should do so, the
eflcct of a successful struggle, one that should have so terribly
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tasked her energies, would probably be to leave her in a con-
dition so feeble as to prevent her from ever again assuming
that place which she now holds in the Pentarchy of Europe.
The interest of the world, therefore, requires that she should
not be exposed to the risks of any such struggle. And how
can that be prevented ? By the adoption on the part of the
United States of a broad, and liberal, and comprehensive for-
eign policy, which should make of them and the British Em-
pire one great nation, whenever the interests of constitutional
nations are assailed, or rather threatened, by the fleets and
armies of despotism. A union of America and England would
not only prevent the spread of despotic power, but it would
also be a sure guaranty of the preservation of the peace of the
world. No combination of the continental powers would ever
think of assailing a country protected by the fleets of two such
nations as Great Britain and the United States; countries
which not only possess already so powerful national marines,
hut whose commercial navies alone are capable of furnishing
greater means of maritime warfare than those of all the rest
of the world beside. How far England is now in danger of
attack, or how far she may be exposed to it in the future, are
points which it would take up too much time to discuss; but
when we recollect that every other constitutionally-governed
State in Europe, of any importance, has been compelled to
come under absolute rule, from the fear, on the part of the en-
emies of constitutional liberty, of the effect of their example;
that the effect of the example of England has long been felt
to be bad by the chiefs of the absolutists, and that her allowing
political refugees to live in her midst has been, and is, a source
of annoyance and danger to them : that her press is alone free,
in the old world, and by the ability with which it is conducted,
and the severity of its comments, gives offence to every sov-

ereign on the continent of Europe, from the Czar of Russia to

the Prince President of France; when these things are re-

collected, it is by no means unreasonable to suppose that an

attack may be made on England by the princes and bureau-
crats who have succeeded so fully in destroying freedom from
the Atlantic to the Niemen. At this time no small number of

her people are impressed with the belief that danger is to be ap
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prehended from enslaved France. It is true that the per-
sonage at the head of the French government (perhaps we
should say, who is the government of France) has declared
that he entertains no intention of making war on any country ;

but, unfortunately, not less for his reputation than for the quiet of
his neighbors, he is known to be the very incarnation of perjury.
Neither oaths nor promises, nor that desire to stand well with
the world and in history which should be doubly strong with
the possessor of the greatest of modern names, had any weight
with him when his supposed interest stood in opposition to
them. For the brief enjoyment of absolute power he was con-
tent to stand before the world an unblushing falsifier of every
oath he had taken, of every direct or implied pledge which he
had made. Against the attacks of such a man, who has a
great army and a formidable navy at his command, not one of
his neighbors can for a moment consider herself safe. England,
in a particular manner, is liable to be attacked by him, not only
from the fact that she is a sort of place of arms, from which a
moral war is carried on against his power, but because her
great wealth would afford a fine field for plunder to an army
that has showed how lawless is its spirit, and how ready it is
to blindly obey any orders it may receive from the dictator of
France. Old national rivalries can be easily rekindled by the
exertions of unprincipled writers in the service of equally un-
principled statesmen.

To prevent an attack on England by the continental pow-
ers, or by any one of their number who is in a situation to
make such an attack with effect, would be not only an act of duty,
but one of mere wisdom on the part of the United States. The
loss which would follow to this country from only the tempo-
rary occupation of England by a foreign army would be im-
mense, almost incalculable. So intimate are the mere ties of
interest—using the word in its narrowest and most restricted
sense—between the two great constitutionally-governed coun-
tries of the world, that the one cannot suffer an injury of a
serious character without the other sharing largely in the evil.
This alone would, in the opinion of the Committee, be sufficient
reason for the interference of the United States to prevent an
attack on England by the autocrats and stratocrats of the con-
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tinent. Our interest demands that England should not be
assailed by powers having no other object in view than the
overthrow of constitutional liberty and the destruction of com-
merce. But there is another, a higher, and a better reason why
the people of the United States should regard a causeless attack
on England by either France or Russia as an attack on them-
selves. England is the nation which has done more than any
other country to preserve the spirit and the practice of free-
dom. Without her history ours could never have had an exis-
tence. Her language and her literature are ours. The men who
founded the American nation were the contemporaries of the
men who vindicated and established the liberties of England.
If, in after days, ill feeling arose between the two countries,
which manifested itself through the last resort of peoples and
kings, it was the consequence of an attempt that was made by
the government of England to introduce a new line of policy
into that country, in which but a small portion of the English
people had any part. Against this is to be set off the noble
exertions of such men as Chatham, Fox, Burke, Barre, Con-
way, and many others, who contended, not without success,
for the rights of the people of both England and America.
The unjust attacks that were made on our commerce, and the
seizure of our seamen, by officials acting under the direction
of the British government, during the wars that grew out of
the French Revolution, were always condemned by some of
the best public men of Britain ; and they were defended only
on the ground of necessity by those who ordered them. lor
almost forty years the two countries have been at peace with

each other, and, in spite of the exertions of prejudiced or

ignorant writers to keep alive feelings of hostility between

them, they have learned to esteem one another, and to measu-
rably comprehend that they have a common duty to perform,
that, namely, of promoting the cause of freedom by the force

of their example, and, if in the order of God’s Providence it

shall become necessary, by the force of those arms which have

rarely found a position which they could not carry or defend,
The Committee will not speak at length of the connection

that exists between free institutions and great and lucrative
commerce. Undoubtedly there have been nations in which
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commerce has existed in connection with arbitrary government
of some form or other; but it is a truism, that commerce flour-
ishes best where it is most free, and it cannot be free in nations
where arbitrary power existsN America largely depends upon
her commerce for her greatness, and for the happiness of her
people. That commerce would be vastly increased were the
nations of Europe blessed with free and stable governments;
it must be decreased, or at least its increase be prevented, if
those nations shall be doomed to exist under tyrannies during
the remainder of the present century. This is a view of the
subject which we have the right to take into consideration,
and which may have more weight with some minds than those
higher motives that would seem to point to the adoption of a
nobler foreign policy on the part of the American Republic
than it has hitherto pursued,—a policy more in accordance
with its position among great communities, more worthy of
the principles which it professes to reverence, and more expres-
sive of that gratitude to heaven which is not more due from
individuals than from nations, and which finds its only proper
expression on the part of nations in wise and noble endeavors
to promote the glory of God through the advancement of man’s
estate.

The Committee, in the strongest manner that it can be done,
disclaim any intention of reflecting on the conduct of those
eminent men who, sixty years since, labored with success to
secure for their country all the real or supposed advantages
that followed from the adoption of the policy of neutrality at a
time when all the rest of Christendom was engaged in a war
of opinion. For the character of Washington the Committee
entertain that reverential regard which is felt by all Americans;
nor do they believe that, in recommending action calculated to
aid the oppressed, to extend freedom, and to rebuke despotism,
they are doing that which would be condemned by Wash-
ington himself, were he to revisit a world which he did so
much to redeem from slavery. The policy which Washington
adopted was not the result of any particular degree of sagacity
applied to the management of foreign affairs, nor was it the
result of a deliberate choice between two courses of action
which the then government could select from. That govern-
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ment had no choice in the matter. The policy which it pur-
sued grew out of the necessities of the case; it followed, both
practically and logically, from the position of the country and
the state ol the times. Yet it was far from satisfying the peo-
ple of the United States, and it would seem to be the opinion
of most men of eminence who have treated of that important
period of our history, that nothing but the hold which Wash-
ington had upon the affections of the people gave it success.
It was the man who saved the policy, not the policy that aided
the man. Even his popularity—a popularity, it is probable,
greater and better founded than that of any other man men-
tioned in history—received some rude shocks in consequence
of the deep-seated belief in the popular mind that we were
bound to aid France to achieve her freedom, as she had aided
us to achieve ours; whereas, by the conclusion of the treaty of
1794, with Great Britain, commonly known as Jay’s Treaty,
we were placed in an attitude of almost open war with the
people of France. There are men now living who remember
the disgust and abhorrence with which news of that treaty
was received throughout the nation, and nowhere more so than
in Boston, where the revolutionary spirit burned strongly. “It
was fortunate for the country at this crisis,” says a writer
friendly to the policy pursued by Washington’s administration,
“ that to a firmness which nothing could shake, to patriotism
which never weighed popularity in the scale of duty, and to
discernment which placed in its true light the character of our
political relations, the President united the strongest hold upon
the confidence and affections of the people at large, which any
man, perhaps, ever justly gained ; for without it, his judgment
in the excited state of the public mind would not have been
respected, and his firmness would but have involved himself
and his policy in ruin.”* The learned historian of American
diplomacy,! a^ter speaking highly of the treaty itself, says that
its ratification was “ the first act of the government that proved

* Memoirs of the Administrations of Washington and John Adams, &c., by
George Gibbs, Vol. I, p- 207.

t Lyman, The Diplomacy of the United States, Vol. I, p, 208. Mr. Lyman says
of Jay’s Treaty, that “ its principal advantage consisted in its having decided the
question of neutrality; if it settled none of the leading questions of neutral
rights, it at leastprevented a war at a moment when the government and nation
were in every respect unprepared,—in itself an infinite benefit.” Vol. I, p. 20c
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the stability of the Federal Constitution ; it was a severe trial;
and the steadiness with which the shock was borne may be
attributed, in some degree, to the personal character of the
President.” It would, the Committee think, be nearer the
truth to say that the success of the ratification was due
solely to the personal character of the President, as the regard
in which he was held gave pause to the opposition which was
made to the treaty, and thus enabled the neutral policy to
become solidly established. Under the Presidency of any
other man, that policy and the Union would have gone to
wreck together.

In making up an opinion as to the causes of the success of
the foreign policy adopted in 1793, we should recollect that
most people of that time were convinced that upon the fate of
Washington’s administration depended the fate of the Union.
To resist any measure that the administration deemed for the
public welfare, and that administration headed by George

Washington, was what not a few men who had strong sym-
pathies with France could not makeup their minds to do, when
it was clear that if the administration should fail there would be
an end to the government under the new constitution, perhaps
an extinguishment of all hopes for the formation of any na-
tional government in North America. Men who had no love
for the foreign policy which the government saw fit to favor,
or was forced to favor, were not prepared to aid in ruining
their country in order to bring about the adoption of a dif-
ferent kind of foreign policy. They knew that the effect of
their carrying their opposition to extremes would be to destroy
constitutional freedom in America without in the slightest
degree aiding the cause of European liberty. Hence their
acquiescence in measures growing out of a policy which
they could not approve in itself. It was not the first
time, nor the last, in which American citizens sacrificed their
individual opinions for the advancement of what was believed
to be the general good.

However well adapted the neutrality policy was to the
condition of the Republic in 1793, there is no reason for believ-
ing that it would be found equally good were the people of
Europe to rise once more against tyrants, and seek the estab-
lishment of their rights, or were resistance to be made to the
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spread of Russian dominion. Times and circumstances have
vastly changed since the day (April 22d), now almost sixty
years, when the proclamation of neutrality was put forth.
Then our population was only about four millions ; now it is
twenty-four millions. Then the States were but fifteen in
number ; now they number thirty-one. Then the only part
of the country which could have contributed anything toward
carrying on a war was a narrow strip of land on the Atlantic,
shut up between the ocean and the forest, the former covered
with the fleets of England, and the latter filled with savages in
her pay or under her influence ; now the country is settled
far beyond the great rivers of the West, and cities owning its
sway are fast rising to opulence on the shores of the Pacific.
Then we literally had no national marine, and our mercantile
marine was, comparatively speaking, small; now our navy is
great, and our commerce is not far behind that of Great Britain.
Then our government was but an experiment, and many
believed that the Union would soon fall to pieces; now that
government has endured for almost sixty years, without having
called for the sacrifice of one human life, and the danger
is, not that the Union will be disturbed, but that our devotion
to it will cause us to overlook the importance and deserts of
the States, to neglect local matters in our regard for those
national in their character, to forget State rights in our love of
centralization. Then we had not been tried either by war or

by bitter political conflicts at home, under the new system;
now we have been through two severe foreign wars, and
have had a score of hard yet bracing and bloodless contests at

home. Then we were poor; now we are rich. Then we were

weak; now we are strong. Then we were behind even

Venice in political importance; now we are one of the three or

four powers that can alone assert their independence. This
changed state of affairs has brought with it new duties. Me

cannot, if we would, remain out of the influence of the great

international politics of the world. We cannot be indifferent
to the proceedings of nations that are only fiom twelve
twenty days’ sail of us, which have great armies at then con

trol, and great fleets in which to transport those armies to our

shores, should they, having conquered all their foes at home,

deem it proper to destroy the source of so many heresies-as
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they consider them—as for three-quarters of a century have
been spread over the earth from America. We cannot he
indifferent to the spread of Russian dominion over Europe.
We cannot be indifferent to attacks on England, when com-
merce, language, all the ties of interest and affection call upon
us in imperative tones to sustain her against the assaults of
absolutism. We may seek to isolate ourselves ; we may strive
to imitate that Japanese policy which we are told it is the
intention of our government to reform at the mouths of the
cannon of our ocean steamers; we may assert that the gift of
prosperity unparalleled, which we daily own is the work of
heaven, has brought with it no corresponding duties, no obli-
gation to make any return for it;—but the popular mind
will not be forever bound by chains derived from the distant
past, a period as much unfit to give law to the present as the
age of the Pilgrims was to give law to the period of the Revo-
lution. It requires no great amount of knowledge to be aware
that a vast change has already been had. Within four years
the ordinary work of a generation has been performed, a feat
not unworthy of an age that has made of steam and electricity
its two most useful slaves. A similar change in the next four
years would place our country at the head of the liberalized
portion of the world. There is no reason to suppose that it
will not take place. Shall not Massachusetts do her part in
bringing it about? Such a work would be worthy of that old
Commonwealth which led the way, not only to the American
Revolution, but through it, and thus was foremost in the ear-
lier of those movements which have ever since had so potent
an effect on human destinies.

The Committee agree with the suggestion made by his
Excellency the Governor, that while it would seem to be
proper for our government to give Austria and Russia notice
that we assert on our part aright to interfere in favor ofrepub-
lican or constitutional governments if they assert the right of
interference against freedom, we should reserve to “ourselves
of course the power to judge of circumstances and the neces-
sity of interference as events transpire.” It would be unwise
for the United States to attempt intervention in the affairs of
any part of the world, no matter how just the cause in which
a people might be engaged who should demand intervention at
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their hands, unless they had the power to make their action
important. Power should exist as well as good will, to make
our interference of any account. It would be only to injure
ourselves without benefiting others, were we to attempt inter-
ference without being equal to making our acts accord with our
diplomatic language. Nations which attempt more than they
can perform, are sure to compromise their dignity and to expose
themselves to insult. But we should not insist upon waiting
for the appearance of another generation before we take our
proper place among the leading nations of the world. We have
the power at this moment to perform a great part in the trans-
action of important affairs ; and the recollection of the manner in
which their country was redeemed from a condition of colonial
vassalage cannot fail to cause Americans to consider themselves
bound, so far as they honestly can, to aid peoples who are en-
gaged in contending for theirrights. The contest that eventuated
in the establishment of American independence was not a mere
struggle for local freedom. It was destined to have, and has had,
a most important effect on the subsequent life of Christendom.
In the soul-moving language of one whose name stands high
in our literature, and who is engaged in worthily relating
the history of our fathers,—“ The authors of the American
Revolution avowed for their object the welfare of mankind,
and believed that they were in the service of their own and of
all future generations. Their faith was just; for the world of
mankind does not exist in fragments, nor can a country have
an insulated existence. All men are brothers; and all are
bondsmen for one another. All nations, too, are brothers, and
each is responsible for that federative humanity which puts
the ban of exclusion on none. New principles of government
could not assert themselves in one hemisphere without affect-
ing the other. The very idea of the progress of an individual
people, in its relation to universal history, springs from the
acknowledged unity of the race.”*

The Committee recommend the adoption of the following
Resolves.

For the Committee,
CHARLES C. HAZEWELL, Chairman.

* Bancroft, History of the United States, Yol. IV, pp. 5, 6.
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Ist. That every Nation has the right to adopt such form
of government as may seem to it best calculated to advance
those ends for which all governments are in theory established.

2d. That the Hungarian nation, in the years 1848 and 1849,
was engaged in a proper and legitimate political movement,
having for its object the improvement and extension of free
institutions, and was therefore entitled to the sympathy of the
people of every country who were themselves living in the
enjoyment of those blessings which alone flow from such
institutions.

3d. That the intervention of the Czar of Russia in the
contest between the people of Hungary and the House of
Hapsburgh-Lorraine was an act in gross violation of the Law
of Nations, and ought to have been more seriously considered
by every nation interested in the maintenance of constitutional
liberty.

4th. That we deeply sympathize with the oppressed people
of Hungary, and with those Hungarians who are in exile, and
that we hope and trust that the vindication of Hungarian

erommontoraltij of JHassacJjusttts.

In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty-Two.

RESOLVES

In Relation to National Intervention.



30 [March, ’52.]INTERVENTION.

rights by Hungarian arms will restore the exile to his country,
and his country to freedom ; and that the United States would,
in our opinion, be justified in making use of all proper means
to advance an end so strictly in accordance with the principles
of justice and humanity.

oth. That the part borne by Louis Kossuth in the great
struggle for the preservation of the nationality of Hungary,
and the political rights of the Hungarian people, entitles him
to the regard and confidence of all lovers of freedom ; and we
rejoice that he does not despair of his country’s restoration, but
directs the whole power of his great mind to the advancement
of that hour when Hungary shall stand before the world a
nation free from Austrian tyranny, and constitutionally governed.

6th. That the Czar of Russia, in giving up to judicial butch-
ery those Hungarian patriots who surrendered to his armies,
was guilty of an infamous act, revolting alike to the laws of
God and the dictates of common humanity, which ranks him
even beneath the Emperor of Austria, by whom they were put
to death, they having never injured the former potentate, and
having fought against the latter only in defence of their histor-
ical and unalienable rights, and to prevent him from establishing
a despotism over their country.

7th. That it is the duty and the interest of all constitution-
ally-governed nations to cultivate the most intimate relations
with each other, to the end that, should the emergency arise,
they may the more easily combine their powers to repel the
attacks of despots.

Bth. That copies of these Resolves be sent to our Senators
and Representatives in Congress, and that they be requested to
make use of all proper moans to advance the ends which they
recommend and the principles they embody.


