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PREFACE

Ir the title of this paper had substituted the word Authorship’
for the word Formation, it would have contained the ambiguity
which it is the object of the Inquiry to clear away. There are not
many words in our language that describe a greater variety of ope-
rations than the word Author. From the first step in production,

_even from the mandate to produce a work of any kind, to the perfect
completion of the work, there are many relations to it, and at times
several contributions to it, which may make more persons than one
authors of it, in different senses, with equal justice and exclusiveness.
And only something short of this is the word Authorship; which,
though it signifies the quality of being an author, and therefore
may comprehend that quality in regard to any property of any sub-
Jject, yet seems to be generally confined to literary works or compo-
sitions in writing, and to admit of nothing being truly predicated of
it, except in this relation. The word Authorship is large enough,
however, in this limited application, to include more than one per-
son as possessing this quality in regard to the same thing; and in
the rather jealous domain of literature, if different persons have
contributed to the same written composition, it sometimes happens
that the application of the word in honor of one rather than another
of them, is the occasion of very lively disputes, where there is per-
haps little or no difference of opinion about the respective contribu-
tions of the parties, or no previous analysis to ascertain what the
respective contributions were. This word has therefore been care-
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fully excluded from the title, and will be as carefully avoided in
the Inquiry, unless with some attendant definition or description, to
show the sense in which it is used. Undoubtedly a written composi-
tion may have been so much the mixed work of two persons, that
the authorship of it in some sense may be justly attributed to both.
Where the contributions are well discriminated, the respective au-
thorships may be attributed to each. In which class the Farewell
Address will fall, or whether it will fall into either, is reserved for
the judgment of the reader, at the conclusion of the Inquiry.

The writer’s aim in this essay, has been certainty in the facts,
and accuracy in his deductions from them. Ie has therefore scru-
pulously endeavored to avoid embellishment in either of these
respects, while he has been regardless of it in any other. IIe hopes
that the result will give equal relief to the friends of Washington
and to the friends of Hamilton, who for the most part were the
same persons while the objects of their regard were living, some
appearances to the contrary notwithstanding. It cannot be denied
that there have been since, as there were in the previous day, seve-
ral appearances which have manifested greater favor to Washington
and less to Hamilton, independently of the pre-eminent military and
patriotic services of the former; and that these appearances still
continue, and have been much enlarged ; but perhaps with this dis-
tinction, that Washington is praised more and followed less, while
Hamilton is praised less, and, at least in the great mass of fiscal, com-
mercial, and judicial principles and arrangements, which he recom-
mended for the Treasury and for the country, is followed more. But
the probability, nevertheless, is, that the friends of both, as supporters
of the same policy, are still the same persons. Their number will
increase, no doubt, from day to day, as these great men shall
become more thoroughly known by their writings, and more impar-
tially compared with others; but it is to their friends only, present
and to come, that the writer can promise himself to supply cither

facts or deductions in regard to the Farewell Address, that will be
of any considerable interest.
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The manner in which Alexander ITamilton’s connection with the
Farewell Address of Washington has been occasionally written and
spoken about, has been a source of discomfort to many persons who
have a great admiration for that remarkable man; and perhaps of
as much discomfort from the bearing of these remarks upon Wash-
ington, as from their bearing upon Hamilton. To all persons who
possess, in the same degree with the writer of this paper, a profound
veneration for the whole character of the Father of his Country,
and at the same time an exalted respect for the intellectual and per-
sonal qualities of Hamilton, it must have been for years past a
cause of disturbance, to perceive that by some persons the composi-
tion of the Address has been regarded either as an unsupported pre-
tension on the side of Hamilton, or as an assistance which he should
have taken effectual means to conceal forever; and by others, as a
transcript by Washington, with a view to unneedful honor, of what
another had written, fundamental or guiding thoughts, and all,

That Washington, like other executive chiefs, or heads of mili-
tary command, consulted his ministers, officers, and friends, and was
sometimes obliged to use their pens for the expression or the arrange-
ment of his thoughts, is not only probable but certain. He left
behind him some traces of this wise practice, and it was more than
once avowed by him; but that he had done this at any time and
under any circumstances, with such an appeal, either expressed or
understood, as would reflect upon his minister or friend if he left a
trace of his contributions among his papers, or that in the instance
of this great paper he had cloaked the service so carefully as to
imply a corresponding duty on the other side to do the same, for the
purpose of leaving the honors of the entire written composition
with him, is a thought that cannot be recalled without the greatest
repugnance, from both its aspects. In this last case, the character
of each party was a guarantee that whatever was asked or dome
was properly asked and done; that there was no vain-glory on
either side, no sense of humiliation or superiority, no aspiration
for the honors of authorship at the expense of either truth or loy-
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alty, but just such a contribution on each side, if there were two
contributing parties, as would leave to the principal party the merit
and the responsibility of the fundamental thoughts, and to the other
the merit of expanding, defending, and presenting them in the most
suitable form, a task which public engagements, or a particular turn
of mind, may have made unusual to the one, while it was habitual
and easy to the other ; and that no sense of honor had been wounded,
nor any pretension of vanity consulted, by leaving the traces of a
joint co-operation, just as each party has left them. Such as the
character of both Washington and Hamilton gave assurance that
the co-operation, if it took place, would be, such upon very full
examination of the facts, it turns out to have been. The reader
will probably regard the character of each, after he has considered
the proofs, with as much esteem and admiration as he felt before the
fact of co-operation was known to him. It is not improbable that
he will regard it with even greater. ) '

A recent perusal of the correspondence between Washington and
Hamilton, in regard to the Farewell Address, has led to the prepa-
ration of this paper. Part of that correspondence, the letters of
Washington, has been in print for some years, and is to be found in
the Congress edition of Hamilton’s works. The letters of Hamilton
to Washington have not been heretofore printed. The writer did not
keep a copy of any of them. The originals were found among the
papers of Washington, at the time of his death, and copies of them
have been supplied by Mr. Sparks, the Editor of Washington’s writ-
ings, and the author of his biography, to M. John C. Hamilton, the
author of Hamilton’s Life, and of ‘“The History of the Republic,”
now in course of publication, who has given me permission to print
them. I am indebted to the same gentleman for permission to print
certain other papers, derived by him from the -kindness of Mr.
Sparks, which enable me to identifyAthe original or preparatory
draught by Washington of a Farewell Address, as the same which
he sent to Hamilton on the 15th May, 1796, and which became the
basis of Hamilton’s work. The permission of Mr. Hamilton enables
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me to place a copy of this preparatory paper in an appendix. The
originals of Hamilton’s letters to Washington, and Washington’s
original draught, were, I understand, deposited in the office of the
Department of State, after the conclusion of Mr. Sparks’s great
work ; but Mr. Hamilton informs me, that by order of Mr. Marcy,
when Secretary of State, diligent search was made, at Mr. Hamil-
ton’s request, and these letters and draught were not found.

For the greater convenience of the reader, I have appended to this
Essay, 1. A copy of Washington’s original or preparatory draught
of a Farewell Address; 2. A copy of Hamilton’s ¢ Abstract of
Points to form an Address;” 3. A copy of Hamilton’s original
draught of an Address; 4. Washington’s Farewell Address, conform-
ing to the record of it in the Department of State; and 5. A copy
of Washington’s autograph paper, from which the Farewell Address
was printed. I should not have felt at liberty to use for this pur-
pose the reprint of that autograph paper in the appendix to the fifth
volume of Mr. Irving’s Life of Washington; but I have been favored,
through Mr. Hamilton, with a permission to reprint it, by its pro-
prietor, Mr. Lenox, who printed a very fine edition of it for private
distribution. The pagings in Mr. Irving’s appendix, are noted in
this reprint, to facilitate a reader in tracing my references to that
appendix.

: HORACE BINNEY.

PrivapeLemis, August 9, 1859.






AN INQUIRY, ETC.

Frox the first publication of Washington’s Farewell
Address, in September, 1796, it has never been universally
agreed, that the paper was written altogether by the illus-
trious man whose name is subscribed to it.

The first intimations of doubt on this point, were confined
to private conversation or society, and with the admission
that the paper spoke Washington’s well-known sentiments,
and was not above the high intellectual capacity he had
uniformly exhibited; but the doubt was excused by sugges-
tions, that the paper wanted the presence of Washington’s
characteristic forms of expression and construction, and that
it manifested more systematic arrangement and connection,
‘with fuller argumental supports, than were usual in his
writings.

This language was confined, also, to comparatively few
persons, as only a few were, at that time, familiar with
Washington’s writings. But in subsequent years, as this
familiarity was enlarged, and as rival or unfriendly sentiments
towards Washington and some of his confidential friends,
were more disposed to reveal themselves, the doubts-grew
stronger; and, as special facts bearing upon the question
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came out from time to time, they became more general.
At length there arose a popular repugnance to the opinion,
which in some degree suppressed further curiosity and
inquiry. The deep and undivided reverence of the people
for Washington, was unwilling to learn, that, even on an
occasion of ceremony, he had worn any vesture but his own.
It was, perhaps, a prejudice; but it was a natural one, in
such a country as ours was, and some of it may still remain.
The lapse of more years, however, and the express mention
of Alexander Hamilton’s name as an assistant in the work,
opened the inquiry again,—always in the most deferential
manner towards \Vashingﬁon, but with new features, tend-
ing to diversify opinions upon the matter, and in a certain
degree to embitter them; until finally three varieties of
opinion were found to prevail, none of them strictly ac-
cordant with the absolute truth, yet all of them professing
the most elevated respect for Washington. They probably
divide the country at the present time. It has been a re-
markable test of the universal admiration and love of
Washington among us, that no one of these opinions has
ever disclosed or involved the least abatement in the love of
any of his countrymen towards this immortal man, whose
priority in all hearts has become the established heritage of
his name forever. '

One of these varieties of opinion, existing perhaps as
early as any, among  persons in immediate proximity to
‘Washington, but not then revealed to any extent, and
which had no special basis of fact whatever for it, was, that
the Farewell Address was a transcript by Washington of
Hamilton’s thoughts as well as language. Those who en-
tertained this opinion, derived it, probably, from what they
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erroneously thought was Washington’s frequent practice in
his public writings.*

Another variety, with more, but still incomplete, know-
ledge of the facts to sustain it, and with a natural partiality
to incline it to assign the largest contribution of every
ingredient to Washington, though without undervaluing
either the talents or the direct contributions of Hamilton,
regarded the Address as the joint work of both, but the
preponderant work of Washington in all respects—Wash-
ington’s style in its language, as much as his judgment in
the plan, or his sentiments in the principles. It conceded
to Hamilton a considerable share, but left the contributing
shares of each of the parties perfectly indefinite.

The third variety of opinion was that of a very eminent
and excellent man, from whom it passed to others, with a
result as erroneous as the opinion first noticed, and more
erroneous than the second, being at the same time more
definite in the wrong direction.} .

This eminent man, perfectly acquainted with one impor-
tant fact in the case, beéring upon Hamilton’s connection
with the Address, and entirely unacquainted with all the
rest, reasoned from this fact as if it had been the only fact
in the case, and closely restricted the bearing of it, by an
opinion of his own, which certainly was not Washington’s,
that the Farewell Address was in some emphatic way, “a
« personal act—of choice, not of official duty—and was so

* This thonght may be seen in a remarkable letter by the elder President Adahs, to
Dr. Benjamin Rush, dated 28th August, 1811, “ Works of John Adams,” vol. ix, p. 639.

1 John Jay. Letter to the Hon. Richard Peters, 29th Mareh, 1811.- " Life and
Writings of John Jay, vol. ii, p. 336.
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“connected with other obvious considerations, that he
“ (Washington) only, could with propriety write it.”

This positive and explicit opinion, which resulted in the
conclusion, not directly expressed, but necessarily implied
by the whole letter from which the above extract is taken,
that Washington was the only writer of the Farewell Ad-
dress, and Hamilton no more than the corrector or emen-
dator of Washington’s original draught, has had decisive
weight with a great many persons; and from the character
of the writer, and the solemnity with which he "expressed
his opinion, and gave the details of his personal knowledge,
could not but have such weight. It inclined the scale,
before the opposing evidence could be fairly weighed against
it ;‘ and it will incline it, until that evidence is exhibited and
deliberately weighed.

From the time that this letter was published, in 1833,
and, in only a less extensive degree, from the time of its
date, in 1811, the question assumed an invidious bearing
towards Alexander Hamilton, and on the other hand, towards
the principal party also; and has at length become almost a
moral question, involving a breach of faith or honor on
Hamilton’s part, and of some assumption of another’s merit
on the part of Washington, without the countenance of any
other circumstance in their respective lives to justify or
excuse an imputation of this nature.

In a certain state of opinion respecting the authorship of
the Farewell Address, it would have been agreeable to concur
in a part of Mr. Sparks’s remarks on this subject, in the
twelfth volume of Washington’s \Vritings, of which he was
the editor; ‘that the manner in which that Address origi-
“nated is one of small moment, since its real importance



MR. SPARKS'S OPINION. 13

“consists in its being known to contain the sentiments of
“ Washington, uttered on a solemn occasion, and designed
«“for the benefit of his countrymen.” There is no reason
to question the propriety of this remark; nor would there
be any indisposition to stop there, if Mr. Sparks and others
had stopped there. But Mr. Sparks has proceeded in the
same place to examine the question of origin to some extent,
and has expressed his opinions upon the whole subject,
generally with candor, and always with a fair estimate of
Hamilton’s intellectual powers, and of his special aid in the
preparation of this Address; but without making all the
discriminations which the evidence supports, and with rather
a measurable valuation of the Address itself as a literary com-
position, so as toleave the merits of it on a less elevated grade
than they ought to occupy, and the relative contributions of
both Washington and Hamilton to the work, in greater ob-
scurity than, now at least, there is any necessity for. Mr.
Sparks also has explained, or excused, this obscurity, by an
implication that in some degree tarnishes the honor of
Hamilton ; for, as Hamilton did preserce, that is to say, did
not destroy, the original draught of the address he had pre-
pared for Washington, and did likewise preserve the original
letters of Washington upon that subject, as well as upon
others, it is certainly a tacit reflection upon Hamilton’s
honor, for having done this, to say, “that in a case of so
“ confidential a nature, and in which his honor was so much
« concerned, it may be supposed that Hamilton would not
“ preserve every communication that he received.” All this
on the part of Mr. Sparks has been, perhaps inadvertently
and unconsciously, colored or promoted, by reflections from
another paper previously published, to which he refers, the
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letter of Mr. Jay to Judge Peters; which ought to have had
no such effect, and can have none at all at this day, when
the facts are more accurately known. It is not reasonable,
therefore, in this state of Mr. Sparks’s impressions, to abide
by the general proposition he secems to espouse, though it is
not very clearly stated, that Washington himself was the
composer or writer of the paper, though with important
assistance from Hamilton. It might have been left there,
but for this reflection upon Hamilton’s name; for the ques-
tion is really of no moral importance, however interesting it
may be as a matter of historical or literary curiosity; and
Hamilton’s reputation as a writer and thinker, on questions of
public policy, requires nothing to be added to it, and can
gain nothing by a decision on this point in his favor, which
it may not very safely do without. But those who honor
Hamilton’s patriotism and pure integrity, and his elevated
character in all respects, cannot be contented to let any
obscurity rest upon the point, which there is light enough
in the evidence to remove; espccially under an hypothesis,
that Hamilton, from motives of honor, did not preserve, that
is to say, did destroy, papers which would have made the
point clear, while at the same time he did not destroy, that
is to say, did preserve, the principal paper by which his
claims, whatever they may be, are to be determined. This
is an uneasy state of the question to many persons. It
is quite possible that Mr. Sparks did not perceive the
full bearing of his remark; and it is possible, also,
that the friends of Hamilton have seen more point in
the remark than Mr. Sparks intended to give it. DBut
it has by this, and like causes, become a duty, both
to Hamilton and Washington, to go over the whole matter
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upon original grounds, which is the direct object of this
Inquiry. ) ‘

It need not be said—for this will become obvious by the
whole cast of these remarks—that my reverence for Wash-
ington, my admiration of him, my interest in his true glory,
even in his honor in all that regards the Farewell Address,
are not, and never have been, inferior to those of any person
I have known; and at the same tiine, that none of these
sentiments impair those I have always entertained in the
like, respects for Hamilton. It will only be necessary for
me to follow the greater interests of truth, to show my per-
sonal admiration of both, and to do justice to each in the
matter of this celebrated paper.

I shall endeavor to make these statements as plain and
clear as possible; abating none of their plainness and clear-
ness by a vain effort for literary effect. This may, perhaps,
take more space than may be agreeable to all; but those
who have an interest in the question, will not be unwil-
ling, perhaps, to give the necessary time and attention to
it, if they shall perceive that the examination is conducted
in a calm and impartial spirit, with an orderly arrangement
and an ample citation of proofs, a careful deduction of infer-
ences, and a full concentration of all these influences upon
the published Farewell Address of Washington.

I shall be under a necessity, in order to avoid a heavy
mass of quotations, of asking the reader to refer. to the
printed and published works I shall name, if he desires
more full information than my extracts will give him, or
wishes to test my accuracy in making them; and when I
shall offer a comparison between the original draught of an
address by Hamilton, and the Farewell Address signed and
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dated by Washington, on the 17th September, 1796, and
published by him to the country, I shall ask the reader to
make, with the exception of two or three clauses collated in
the Inquiry, the entire collation or comparison himself,
with the two papers under his eye, to save me from exhibit-
ing, what some persons might deem an invidious parallel, if
they were placed side by side, in opposite columns or pages.

It seems worthy of particular remark at the outset, that
Washington does not appear to have intended, at any time,
‘to be the unassisted composer or writer of the Farewell
Address. Though it was not, strictly speaking, an official
paper, nor a state paper, appertaining to the regular duties
of his political office, and for which he might, and uéually
did, refer to his official ministers and advisers, and some-
times to approved friends, for thoughts and clauses, that he
might consider and apply, or modify or reject, at his plea-
sure,—it was a paper, in his regard, of a higher grade, and
calling for even more consideration, as it was to be in the
nature of a testamentary declaration of his political prin-
ciples, as well as to impart his counsels, and to express his
personal thanks and valediction to the whole people of the
United States.

The original conception, the fundamental thought, pur-
pose, or design of this paper, was \Vashington’s; his first,
and it would seem his only, upon separate consideration
and deliberation, until the purpose was matured, when he
communicated it to another, who approved it. That design
comprehended, in addition to his cordial and thankful fare-
well, upon retiring from civil life, a recommendation of
various patriotic counsels and admonitions to his country-
men, which should bring before them the blessings of their
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union under a federal government, the perfect adaptation of
their diversified soil and climate to such a union, the advan- .
tages of their mutual dependence and intercommunity, their
common relation to foreign nations, and the dangers of either
local or foreign partialities and antipathies, and of party
spirit in all its shapes, whether of combinations to control or
obstruct the action of regular authority, or of pervading
jealousy to weaken its effects, or of virulent opposition and
censure, to discourage and drive from public office the
faithful servants who had been selected to administer it.
In a word, the advantages and the dangers of the whole
country, and the maintenance of the Union, under a wise
and equal administration, as the best security and defence
of the public happiness, were to be his theme; and no man
ever suggested a nobler theme, or was more worthy by his
patriotism, or so well entitled by his services, to make it the
subject of his final discourse and instruction. It was a
paper far above all ordinary official or state papers, was re-
lated to topics as high or higher, involving equal or greater
responsibility, addressed to greater numbers, and asking a
perpetual remembrance by the people, as they should tender
their political existence.

That Washington ought to have thought that such an
address was so personal, or “so connected with other obvious
“ considerations,” that he only “could with propriety write
it is a pure fancy, if we take in the whole of Wash-
ington’s thought. Instead of such considerations being
“ obvious,” they are not even discoverable. No satisfactory
reason can be given for the proposition, that would not have
made it his duty to write everything that purported to

express his personal sentiments, whether official or unoffi-
2
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cial—his speeches to Congress, and everything emanating
from his public position. No reason of any kind was given
for it by Mr. Jay, in the place where it was first announced.
Upon the same hypothesis, whatever it may have been, he
ought not to have asked for thoughts, or revision and cor-
rection for his own draught of this paper, or for any assist-
ance whatever, which was the very thing that was asked of
him who has made the criticism; and this would bring the
Address to. a schoolboy exercise, that was to try Washing-
ton’s progress in composition, and to bring dishonor upon
him, if he borrowed a feather, or a feather’s weight, from
anybody else. '

It is sufficient, however, to know that this thought was
not Washington’s thought, upon this or any other occasion
of public concern. He thought the contrary, clearly and
constantly, in regard to the Farewell Address. Ie thought
it a year or more before the end of his first term of office as
President; and he thought it till the matter was consum-
mated, about six months before the end of his last term.
By a letter dated the 20th May, 1792, he first opened the
* subject freely to Mr. Madison.

His letter, and Mr. Madison’s reply, and the draught of a
Farewell Address prepared by Madison, at Washington’s
request, appear in the twelfth volume of “The Writings of
Géorge Washington,” edited by Jared Sparks, in pages 382
to 890. I will present a summary of Washington’s letter,
and some extracts from it, in this place.

After saying that he was unable to dispose his mind to a
longer continuation in the office he held, and that he looked
forward with the fondest and most ardent wishes to spend
the remainder of his days, which he could not expect to be
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long, in ease and tranquillity,—and saying further, that
nothing, but a conviction that by declining the chair of
government, it would involve the country in serious disputes
respecting the Chief Magistrate, could induce him to relin-
quish the determination he had formed, Washington pro-
ceeded to say as follows:—

“Under these impressions, then, permit me to reiterate the
“request I made to you at our last meetiﬁg, namely, to think of
‘“the proper time and best mode of announcing the intention; and
“that you would prepare the latter.” . . . “I would fain carry my
“request to you farther than is asked above, although I am sensible
“that your compliance with it must add to your trouble; but as
“the recess may afford you leisure, and I flatter myself you have
“dispositions to oblige me, I will, without apology, desire (if the
“measure in itself should strike you as proper, or likely to produce
¢ public good, or private honor) that you would turn your thoughts
“to a valedictory address from me to the public, expressing, in
¢ plain and modest terms, that, having been honored with the Presi-
“dential chair, and to the best of my abilities contributed to the
“organization and administration of the government—that having
“arrived at a period of life when the private walks of it, in the
“shades of retirement, become necessary, and will be most pleasing
“to me ;—(and as the spirit of the government may render a rota-
“tion in the elective officers of it more congenial with the ideas [the
¢ people have] of liberty and safety*)—that I take my leave of them

* I possess a fac simile of Washington's letter of 20th May, 1792, to Mr. Madison, to
which, in this place, the copy in Mr. Sparks’s Appendix does not literally conform. I
do not vouch for this fac simile, though the resemblance to Washington’s handwriting,
which is familiar to me, is perfect; and the copy in Mr. Sparks’s Appendix, in other
respects, conforms to it. The clause, in the fac simile to which I refer, is as follows,
without marks of parenthesis, but beginning where the first mark of parenthesis in Mr,
Sparks's copy, which I follow, begins, after the words “ pleasing to me ;"—*“and the spirit

“of the government may render a rotation in the elective officers of it more congenial with
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““as a public man, and, in bidding them adieu, retaining no other
‘¢ concern than such as will arise from fervent wishes for the pros-
“perity of my country, I take the liberty of my departure from
“civil [life], as I formerly did at my military exit, to invoke a
“continuation of the blessings of Providence upon it, and upon all
“those who are the supporters of its interests, and the promoters
“of harmony, order, and good government.” . . . “That, to im-
“ press these things, it might, among other topics, be observed”—

and then the letter proceeds to state, and very briefly de-
velope, four topics, which, with very little variation of
Washington’s words, may, in his own order, be represented
as follows: 1. That we are all children of the same country,
great and rich in itself, and capable and promising to be as
prosperoué and happy as any which the annals of history have
brought to view; and that our interest, however diversified
in local or smaller matters, is the same in all the great and
essential concerns of the nation. 2. That the extent of our
country, the diversity of our climate and soil, and the various
productions of the States, are such as to make one part not only
convenient, but indispensable to other parts, and may render
the whole one of the most independent nations in the world.
3. That the government, being the work of our hands, with
‘the seeds of amendment engrafted in the Constitution, may,
by wisdom, good dispositions, and mutual allowances, aided

¥ their ideas of liberty and safety, that I take my leave of them as a public man,” &ec.
{ have heard, and have no reason to doubt, that the fac simile was made from the ori-
ginal letter, which came from a member of Mr. Madison’s family, after Mr. Madison's
death. The word [life]'within brackets is subject to my preceding remark; it is not
in the fac simile. Indeed, this manner of bracketing words in a copy, is understood, 1
believe, to be an intimation that the original does not gontain the bracketed word or

words,
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by experience, be brought as near to perfection as any
human institution has ever been; and, therefore, that the
only strife should be, who should be foremost in facilitating,
and finally accomplishing, such great objects, by giving every
possible support and cement to the Union. 4. And here
\Vaéhington’s full words are extracted: ¢“that however
“necessary it may be to keep a watchful eye over public
“servants and public measures, yet there ought to be limits
“to it; for suspicions unfounded, and jealousies too lively,
“are irritating to honest feelings, and oftentimes are pro-
“ ductive of more evil than good.”

Then coming more generally to the office Madison was
asked to perform, the letter says :—

“To enumerate the various subjects which might be introduced
“into such an address, would require thought, and to mention them
“to you would be unnecessary, as your own judgment will compre-
“hend all that will be proper. Whether to touch specifically any
“of the exceptionable parts of the Constitution, may be doubted.
¢ All that I shall add, therefore, at present, is, to beg the favor of
“you to consider, first, the propriety of such an address; secondly,
“if approved, the several matters which ought to be contained in
“it; thirdly, the time it should appear, that is, whether at the
“declaration of my intention to withdraw from the service of the
“public, or to let it be the closing act of my administration, which
“will end with the next session of Congress.”

There is one more clause in the letter, the final clause, a
part of which will be adverted to presently; but, by what is
already shown, it is manifest that Washington asked Madi-
son both to write for him and to think for him in this
behalf; and that he guided Madison in regard only to cer-
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tain topics, leaving to him an unlimited range as to others,
subject, of course, to his own revision and judgment, in
which he appears, at all times, to have possessed the fullest
confidence, whether in deciding upon his own capacity and
language, or upon the capacity and language of another.
And it is made further manifest, that, so far from regarding
the Address as a merely personal paper, it was to be, in
one contingency of time, what \Washington called /e
“closing act of lhis administration ;” thus bringing it at
once into the category of public and official papers.

This, however, is not all that is made plain by the letter,

as plain by what it does not say, as by what it does. Cer-
tainly, it was a letter that showed confidence and trust, and
so it must have been understood by the parties; and it de-
manded reserve and silence at the time on the part of Madi-
son, from the uncertainty whether Washington would retire,
as he wished to do, and from the consequences that would have
resulted from bruiting his purpose prematurely to the world.
This motive for silence and reserve continued to the time of
Washington’s final determination, in the beginning of 1796,
and even later than that, as will hereafter be seen. But
there is not a word about secrecy in the letter. It is not
Leaded < confidential,” nor described as confidential, to re-
strict the knowledge of it to the parties only; and the last
clause of the letter proves, that in Washington’s mind, the
confidence, as to the Farewell Address, stood upon the same
footing as if the subject had been the President’s speéch at
the opening of Congress; for in precisely the same condition
of confidence as in the matter of the Farewell Address,
Washington adverted to the approaching’session of Con-
gress, and said :—
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“I beg leave to draw your attention, also, to such things as you
¢shall conceive fit subjects for communication on that occasion;
““and, noting them as they occur, that you would be so good as to
¢“provide me with them in time to be prepared and engrafted with
“the others for the opening of the session.”

Since the death of both Washington and Hamilton, a
notion of some special honorary secrecy and confidence, in
this reference for advice and assistance in the matter of the
Farewell Address, has been blended with the consideration
of the whole subject, and has led to both misconceptions
and misrepresentations. If the thought is analyzed with
any care, it will be found to contain, if I may follow Mz,
Jefferson’s authority for a word, that sort of belitiling appeal
to honor, which one lady of fashion makes to another,
when she borrows her diamonds to show off in. There is
no trace or implication of the feeling in this first letter to
Mr. Madison; and those who have suggested it, in some
disparagement of Iamilton, do not appear to have con-
sidered how equally it casts back upon the party by
whom the appeal was made, if it was made or intended.
A motive for the honorary secrecy must be imputed to
Washington, before the preservation of papers which reveal
its object, can be imputed to Madison or to Hamilton. If
the preservation of such papers involves Madison or Hamil-
ton in the indelicacy of violating secrecy for his own advan-
tage, against the understanding and wish of Washington,
that understanding and wish must involve Washington in
the vanity of desiring to pass as the unassisted author of
every part of the Address. There is not a circumstance in
the life of either Washington or Hamilton, that justifies the
one imputation or the other; and a body of proofs will be
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hereafter submitted, which, if any thing can prove a negative,
will prove that the purpose and thought, in the particular
case, were equally absent from both.

It is unnecessary to say much, in this place, about Mr.
Madison’s draught of a Farewell Address. It is printed at
length in Mr. Sparks’s edition of Washington’s Writings.
It is a rather curt paper, not occupying in the whole three
full pages of Mr. Sparks’s Appendix, even with an alternative
clause, which was to be omitted, if the notification of Wash-
ington’s purpose to retire, and the expression of his counsels
and cautions, should make but one paper. It is not unrea-
sonable to suppose that Mr. Madison, at that time, may have
known himself to be drawn further away from the policy of
Washington, than Washington was aware of. His feelings
of delicacy in the transaction may have been heightened by
the circumstance. The fact is historically true; and Madi-
son’s draught foreshadowed the proof of it. Madison confined
himself, in his draught, mainly to a repetition of Washington’s
suggestions, developing them to a very moderate extent
only, and not using at all the power delegated to him, to
comprehend other topics. He aimed, as his reply to Wash-
ington imports, at that plainness and modesty of language
which Washington had in view, to the extent, as Washing-
ton’s copy of this paper in his own original draught, will
show, of making him speak of his own “very fullible judg-
“ment,” of which Washington had not spoken in his letter,.
and of his “inferior qualifications for the trust”—a dis-
claimer of what the unprejudiced part of the world knew
him to possess in a remarkable degree; and did little more,
and says himself that he « had little more to do, as to the
“ matter, than to follow the just and comprehensive outline
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¢ which Washington had sketched.”” In one particular, and it
was an awakening one, Mr. Madison fell short of even this.

It may be observed, that Washington’s language, in the
Jourth of the topics expressly suggested by him to Madison,
is very explicit. In that paragraph the principle assumed
is, that, “ however necessary it may be to keep a watchful
“eye over public servants and public measures,”—and
Washington affirms nothing in regard to this necessity,—
he does affirm distinctly, that «there ought to be limits to
«“it; for unfounded suspicions and jealousies too lively, are
“irritating to honest feelings, and oftentimes are more pro-
“ductive of evil than good.”

Every one knows that Washington had been stung and
irritated by the party arrows that were shot at him person-
ally, as well as at certain members of his administration;
but the breadth and depth of this irritation, and the direc-
tion in which it spread, are not so well known. Some of
his papers reveal it with little disguise. He therefore
meant to assert, in the paragraph referred to, that a liberal
confidence in public servants was, in such a government as
ours, the true principle, and a watchful eye only a qualifica-
tion of that principle. Madison’s draught, on the contrary,
places among the vows which Washington would carry to
his retirement and to his grave, «that its administration, n
“ every department, may be stamped with wisdom and virtue,
“and that this character may e insured to it, by that watch-
“fulness which, on one hand, will be necessary to prevent or
“correct a degeneracy, and that forbearance, on the other,
“from wunfounded or indiscriminate jealousies, which would
“deprive the public of the best services, by depriving a
“conscious integrity of the noblest incitements to perform
“them.”
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This seems to have been rather an inversion of Wash-
ington’s meaning, than even a dilution of it; for by posi-
tion, as well as by force of the terms, it affirms watch-
fulness to be the principle, and forbearance the qualification.
Though Washington may have observed this, he retained
this form of statement, in so much of the paper he after-
wards prepared as was taken from Madison’s draught, re-
stating, however, in the initial and final paragraphs of his
own section of that paper, the vital part of the same senti-
ment, which he had thus emphasized in his letter to Madi-
son, Hamilton certainly observed it, and Washington
finally held to a less questionable expression of his views,
as will be seen hereafter; and it will also be seen that
Hamilton brings forward in his original draught, modified by
himself or Washington afterwards, the substance of Wash:
ington’s principle, and philosophically supports it by a dis-
tinction between ¢ governments of a monarchical character
“or bias,” and governments of a merely elective and popular
kind. ' '

The proposition of Washington, in his letter to Madison,
might be regarded as true in the abstract, supposing a
democracy to possess virtue, the “one spring more,” which
Montesquieu thinks is necessary to it. But the past expe-
rience of our own institutions, compels us to regard it prac-
tically as Utopian. If it was not applied in our first and
purest administration of government, it is not likely to be
applied in any. Mr. Madison must have known, from the
res gesie of times then shortly past and passing before him,
that he could not safely commit himself, even as a represen-
tative pen, to the plain enunciation of Washington’s prin-
ciple. Hamilton also, perhaps, saw that it was impracticable;



THE AUTHORITIES CITED IN THIS INQUIRY. 27

but he knew it to be Washington’s pure and noble thought,
and therefore clothed it in the safest terms in his draught of
an Address. , )

As Washington surrendered his wish to retire at the end
of his first term of office, the use of Madison’s draught was
postponed, until the subject recurred, in the course of
Washington’s second term, when his determination to retire
became absolute, and he proceeded to the preparation of
another Farewell Address.

The purpose of this Inquiry calls for some precision in
the reference to proofs or authorities, to show the course of
Washington in this second preparation. All of these proofs
have been for several years before ‘the public, in authentic
printed volumes, with the exception of Hamilton’s replies
to Washington’s letters, and parts of Washington’s original.
or preparatory draught. The case might have been better
understood than it seems to have been, even without the
publication of these excepted parts; but, as there appears to
be now but a single link of the chain wanting, and that not
an indispensable one, namely, the copy of Hamilton’s ori-
ginal draught which he sent to Washington, amending con-
siderably the original draught, which he retained, and is now
printed in his works, it may assist the reader to have before
him, in one view, a statement of all the proofs I shall have
occasion to refer to in the course of this Inquiry.  They are
as follows :— :

1. The Appendix to the twelfth volume of Mr. Sparks’s
“ Writings of George Washington,” No. IIT; « Washing-
ton’s Farewell Address,” pages 382 to 398, inclusive. This
paper contains copies of the letters between Washington
and Madison, on the subject of the Address—a copy of
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Madison’s draught—and two portions of Washington’s pre-
paratory draught, made before he consulted Hamilton. These
portions consisted, 1st, of Madison’s draught, and, 2d, of an
original paper by Washington, bearing in Mr. Sparks’s Ap-
pendix the title or heading of HinTs or HEaps orF Torics.
2. The letters from Washington to Hamilton, on the sub-
ject of the Farewell Address, the originals of which are now
in the Department of State, and the printed copies are to
" be found in the sixth volume of « The Works of Alexander
“ Hamilion, comprising his Correspondence, and his Political
“and Official Writings, exclusive of the Federalist, Civil and
“ Military, published from the Original Manuscripts in the
“ Department of State, by Order of the Joint Library Com-
“mittee of Congress. Edited by John C. Hamilton, author of
“a Life of Hamilton.” The letters in that work are printed
in the order of date, and the date of the particular letter
referred to in this Inquiry, will be a guide to the volume
and place where it may be found. o
3. Hamilton’s letters to Washington on the same subject.
An extract from the first of these in point of date (10th
May, 1796), is printed in the Appendix to the twelfth
volume of Washington’s Writings, page 391, in the paper
of Mr. Sparks, headed « Washington’s Farewell Address.”
The originals of all the other letters of Hamilton on this
subject, as well as the first, were at one time in the posses-
sion of Mr. Sparks; and copies of them, supplied by him
as I understand, are now in my possession. They will be
either copied at large, or quoted in every material part, if
the letter refers to other matters. The originals, it is un-
derstood, were finally deposited in the Department of State.
Whether they are all now there, is, I understand, uncer-
tain,
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4. Washington’s original draught of an Address, sent by
him to Hamilton, on the 15th May, 1796, for the purposes
described in Washington’s letter of that date. I give this
title to a paper left by Washington at his death, and which
subsequently was in Mr. Sparks’s possession, for the pur-
poses of his edition of Washington’s Writings. Mr. Sparks
has supplied a copy of the beginning and conclusion of this
paper to Mr. Hamilton, the author of Hamilton’s life, by’
whose permission I use them. The two middle parts are
printed in Mr. Sparks’s Appendix. One of them is Madi-
son’s draught ; the other is the paper entitled “ Hints or Heads
“of Topics.” Together they constitute the entire draught,
as it appears in the Appendix to this Inquiry. The lines
which Washington altered, by drawing a line through them,
though perfectly legible in the paper, are not material, and
-are supplied by asterisks. The words he interlined, to con-
nect what is disjoined by the erasure, are printed in italics
on the body of the page in the Appendix.

5. Hamilton’s « Abstract of points to form an Address ;”
printed in Hamilton’s Works, vol. vii, p. 570.

6. Hamilton’s original draught of the Farewell Address;
printed in the same volume, page 575. .

7. Mr. Jay’s letter to Judge Peters, dated 29th March,
1811 ; in the second volume of the Life of John Jay, by his
son William Jay, at page 336.

8. The Farewell Address to the People of the United
States, by Washington, dated 17th September, 1796 ; in the
twelfth volume of Washington’s Writings, edited by Jared
Sparks, at page 214. '

9. The reprint of the autograph copy of Washington’s
Farewell Address, with certain clauses and words which had
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been cancelled in the autograph copy, now restored and
printed at the foot of the respective pages.

These are all the authorities which are necessary to de-
termine the yespective contributions of Washington and
Hamilton to the Farewell Address; and they are all acces-
sible, in original or copy, in their original completeness.
"And it is remarkable that they are not only all that is neces-
sary to this end, but that some of them supply irresistible nega-
tive proof, that nothing occurred personally, or face to face,
between Washington and Hamilton, to affect the inferences
which the written or printed documents justify; for, except
a single personal interview between them, before the corre-
spondence began, which interview, the correspondence
shows, had no influence whatever on the subsequent work
of either of the parties, there was not a single instance of
personal intercourse, direct or indirect, from the beginning
to the end of the whole work on both sides, The whole
matter was conducted in writing, and without the interven-
tion of any common friend, instructed upon the subject, and
passing between the parties.

Washington himself prepared a draught of a valedictory
address, and showed it to Hamilton in Philadelf)hia, before
the 10th of May, 1796. On that day Hamilton wrote to
Washington from New York, in regard to this paper, and
Washington sent it to him, with a letter dated the 15th
May. -

A draught of such an Address, in Washington’s hand-
writing, either the same which he sent to Hamilton, or
another, was found among Washington’s papers, after his
death. The paper that was so found, and which I shall
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hereafter refer to as the preserved paper, is described by Mr.
Sparks, in the Appendix to the twelfth volume of Wash-
ington’s Writings, at page 391, as follows: “It is certain,
“ however, that it was Washington’s original idea to embody
“in the Address the substance and the form of Mr. Madi-
“son’s draught, and to make such additions as events and the
“change of circumstances seemed to require. A paper of
“this description has been preserved, in which is first in-
“serted Mr. Madison’s draught, and then a series of memoran-
“da or loose hints, evidently designed to be wrought into the
« Address. These are here printed as transcribed from the
“original manuscript:” and then follows a succession of
paragraphs, with the heading Hints or HEAps or Torics,
filling about two pages and a half of the Appendix.

Mr, Sparks’s imperfect knowledge of some of the papers
I have referred to, which were not published until after the
completion of his edition of Washington’s Writings, and
perhaps something in the very considerable dissimilitude, at
least in form, between the preserved paper and the published
Farewell Address, induced him, probably, to regard it as
uncertain whether this paper was the same which Wash-
ington showed, and afterwards sent, to Hamilton, as his
draught of the Address. In this state of doubt or disbelief,
he omitted to print the entire paper tn éxtenso. Some
remarks in the initial part of it, introductory of Madison’s
draught, might have given some pain to the surviving family
of Mr. Madison; and if the paper was in reality, what Mr,
Sparks seems to have thought it was, a speculative paper,
or a paper containing mere memoranda or hints of topics
for an address, and not a definite presentment of Vash-
ington’s thoughts and language, it may seem to have come
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within the discretion of an editor, either to select it or not,
for publication. But the publication of several papers on
the subject of the Address, since that edition of Washing-
ton’s Writings, particularly Hamilton’s original draught, and
Washington’s letters to Hamilton, having made it not pro-
bable merely, but morally cexrtain, that this preserved paper
is the very draught which was sent by Washington to Ham-
ilton, by a letter of the 156th May, 1796, Mr. Sparks, upon
request, immediately supplied to Mr. John C. Hamilton
copies of the beginning and conclusion of the paper, and
has always, I learn, been ready so to communicate copies of
such of these papers as were in his possession, on this sub-
ject; and by means of them the whole draught has been
completed, and appears in the Appendix to this Inquiry.
There can be no reasonable doubt that the preserved paper
at large, is the original draught of Washington, which his
letter to Hamilton refers to. It was also, in some degree, a
completed paper, as far as Washington personally meant to
go. It begins with a formal address to the people, by the
description of “Friends and Fellow-Citizens;” and it con-
cludes with Washington’s signature in the usual form, but
without date. Its identity is specially established by an
alteration on the first page of it, which is noticed in Wash-
ington’s letter to Hamilton, and is made by a line drawn
through certain expressions, and thrdugh a name at the foot
of the first page. As the whole matter is now, at least,
historical, there can be no propriety in leaving any part of a
writing incomplefe, which is so manifestly a principal hinge
of the main question. The alteration in the paper has
become, also, a matter of complete insignificancy, in the
personal relation, to. Mr. Madison or to any one else, even if,
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under any circumstances, the contrary aspect of it can be
thought to justify a departure from the right line of history,
in regard to the acts of great public men, who have left the
records of them for inspection.

There are one or two particulars in which Mr. Sparks, by
his omission to print the concluding paper, and by remarks
upon a part of it which he does print, has unintentionally
done some injustice to Washington. Nothing could have
been further from his intention. '

From the concluding part of the preserved paper, Hamil-
ton has taken some rather touching thoughts of Washington,
in regard to his long life of service, and to the affection which
he bore to the land that had been his birthplace, and the
birthplace of his ancestors for four generations. IHe also has
taken from it his reference to the Proclamation of Neutrality,
and other matters. A considerable portion of the conclusion,
Hamilton, with Washington’s approbation, has omitted ; be-
cause, as a public paper, looking to distant posterity, as well
as to the time present, it was thought best to turn away
from the temporary causes of irritation, which Washington,
with some animation, had referred to as a party injustice to
him. One ought not to question what two such judgments -
as Washington’s and Hamilton’s finally approved. But the
concluding part of Washington’s draught appears to be of
the greatest importance to his personal biography. It will
enable the public to know him, even better than he is gene-
rally known, and neither to love nor to honor him less.
It may show us, that like Achilles, he was vulnerable in one
part, not, however, in a lower part of his nature, but in the
sensitive tegument of the higher; and that the arrows of

party had just so far raised the skin, that his arm was up,
3 .
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and had given the wave of defiance to his enemies, prepara-
tory to a blow, which his deep love of the whole country
arrested. It was magnanimous as well as wise in Hamilton,
who was a copartner and sufferer in the conflict, to exclude
this portion of the paper from the Farewell Address; but it
colors Washington to the life, and with the colors of a grand
and noble nature, not the less impressive because it was
human nature.

In another particular, Mr. Sparks’s remarks deserve re-
consideration. Being made, probably, under the appreheh-
sion that the preserved paper was a mere study by Washing-
ton for a lafger work, Mr. Sparks has regarded the second
or principal division which he has printed in his Appendix,
as being “a series of memoranda or loose hints, evidently
“ designed to be wrought into the Address:” whereas they
contain the great body of Washington’s contribution to the

)

Farewell Address, and are the basis of Hamilton’s expan-
sions, on the most important points. The thoughts, and
sometimes the language, appear in their appropriate places
in Hamilton’s draught; and with Madison’s draught, or rather
Washington’s letter to Madison, from which that draught
was framed, they are the entire contribution of Washington,
except as he may have added to the copy of Hamilton’s
original draught, after its final revision and return to him.
I am compelled to differ from Mr. Sparks on this point as
well as on one or two others; but nevertheless, I trust, with
all becoming deference to his opinions.*

* There is a fine tone of criticism in a most able and interesting work, now near its
completion, Rawlinson’s Translation of Herodotus, with Appendices containing Essays

on important epochs and topics in Ancient History. It is not for the appropriateness
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That portion of the preserved paper to which the remarks
of Mr. Sparks are applied, and which is indicated in his

of any of these dissertations to the subject of this Inquiry, but for the author’s manly
freedom of dissent from opposite opinions, without the least bitterness, and for his dis-
criminating praise without flattery, that I extract a portion or two of his remarks upon
passages in the two best English histories of Ancient Greece. I wish them to be
regarded as exhibiting my own state of feeling in any dissent I may express from the
opinions of Mr. Sparks, or of any other writer upon the snbject of tne Farewell
Address. ) .

When speaking of the extent to which Mr. Grote supposes that the institutions of
Solon permitted all the free inhabitants of Attica except actual aliens, to vote for
Archons and Senators, and to take part in the annual decision of their accountability,
whether these inhabitants were or were not members of the four tribes, Mr, Rawlinson
says, “ To e it seems that the admission of these persons to citizenship at this time,
“is highly improbable, and that if it had been a part of the Solonian scheme, we must
“have found distinct mention of it.”-—% Mr. Grote, in his account of the Clisthenie
“ legislation, seems to admit all that is here contended for; but his statements in that
“ place appear to me to be wholly inconsistent with those contained in his account
“of the Solonian Constitution:” and then, in a note, the author cites the inconsistent
+passages.—3 Rawlinson’s Herodotus, 406, But soon after, in speaking of his own notes
on the modern portion of the history of Athens, the author says, “ Those whq require
“ more, are referred to the thirtieth and thirty-first chapters of Mr. Grote’s history,
“ which contain the most accurate digest of the ancient authorities, and the most philo-
“ sophical comments upon them, to be found in the whole range of modern literature.”
—Ibid. 412. ‘

So also as to Bishop Thirlwall’s history. “If the democratic character of the Solonian
« Constitution has been insufficiently apprehended by some of our writers, by others
“it has been undoubtedly exaggerated to a greater extent. To ascribe to Solon (a_s
« Bishop Thirlwall does) the full organization of the Heliza, as it appears in the time
“of the orators, the institution of the Heliastic oath, of the Nomothets and Syndics,
“and of that bulwark of the later constitution, the graphe paranomon, is to misunder-
“ stand altogether his position in Athenian constitutional history, and to fail in dis-
¢ tinguishing the spirit of his legislation from that of Clisthenes.”—1Ibid. 405. On the
other hand, when the author is speaking of the internal changes in the Constitution of
Sparta, which grew out of the first Messenian war and conquest, he says, “ Perhaps
“ there are scarcely sufficient data to reconstruct the true history of the period ; but the
“ view taken by Bishop Thirlwall of the changes made, and of the circumstances
“ which led to them, is at once so ingenious and so consistent with probability, that

“it well deserves at least the attention of the student.”—% Mr. Grote, without ex-
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Appendix by a line at the head, in small capitals, as HINTS,
OR HEADS OF TOPICS, does not appear to warrant such a de-
scription. Properly speaking, they are certainly not hints
and hcads of topics, but decidedly much more. They are
certainly not hints or heads of topics for the further use of
Washington himself; though it is not improbable that they
were written for the guidance of the person who should
follow and complete the work.

This heading is not inclosed by Mr. Sparks with marks of
quotation, like the paper that follows, from beginning to
end, and therefore I suppose it to be Mr. Sparks’s heading.
I have not seen the original, and it seems to be uncertain
whether the original can be found. If the heading was
Woashington’s, it must be admitted, that at the time of
writing it, he regarded the eleven paragraphs that follow as
hints or heads of topics; but the paragraphs themselves,
instead of being loose hints, slight touches, allusions or sug-*
gestions, by way of reminder, constitute a perfectly formal -
and regular paper, in extension of Madison’s draught, hav-
ing a beginning and ending, and according to \Vaéhington’s
plan, sufficiently exhaustive of each of the ten subjects
which succeed the first paragraph.

Of these “ Hints, or Heads of Topics,” the first and the

“amining it formally, by implication rejects il.”——“Bisho}; Thirlwall's conjectural
“ restoration of the fact, is on the whole satisfactory; and if rot history, deserves fo
“ be regarded as the best substitute for bistory that is possible, considering the scan-
“ tiness and contradictory character of the data."—1Ih, 361-3.

This is the strain of the critic, free, candid, and explicit, without bitterness, and
without veiling either praise or dissent in generalities; and there are multitndes of
like examples in the work. A too common fault of some critics among us, has
been vague and personal bitterness, or lavish but indiscriminating praise, from which

it has almost come to be considered, that dissent is an imputation and a challenge.
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last of them embrace the subject of party disputes, in-
vectives, and malevolent misrepresentations, which Madison
had touched lightly, and with such apparent misapprehen-
sion of Washington’s views. One of the central paragraphs,
recommending pride in the name of an American, and ex-
posing the danger of the annihilation of our national dignity
by foreign intrigue and influence, and exhibiting both the
follies and evils of foreign engagements, interferences, and
favors, is developed to the extent of twenty-nine lines of
the broad and compact page of the Appendix; and others
to the extent of ten, eight, and six lines each. These are
not hints, or heads of topics. All the paragraphs consti-
tute definite, complete, and well-expressed sentiments,
beginning with a preamble, which sets forth, that if public
affairs had continued to bear the aspect they assumed at the
time the foregoing address was drawn (Mr. Madison’s pre-
paration), he could not have taken the liberty of troubling
his fellow-citizens with any new sentiment, or with a repe-
tition more in detail of those which are therein contained;
but considerable changes having taken place at home and
abroad, he should ask their indulgence, while he expressed
“with more lively sensibility the following most ardent
“wishes of his heart:” and in the expression of these, he
follows the formula he had used in his letter to Madison,
and which Madison had pursued in his draught, when he ex-
pressed certain of Washington’s wishes, as “ vows which he
“would carry with him to his retirement and to his grave.”
They cannot be accurately described, as “Hints, or Ieads
“of Topics;” though a hint may be taken from anything,
and any single paragraph may be divided into heads of
several topics. They are not, in an accurate sense, “a series



38 DESCRIPTION OF THE PAPER.

“of memoranda or loose hints;” though by some men, who
take an artistic view of composition, and regard its struc-
ture and the combination and bearing of its parts as matter
of essential consideration, they might be so described.

Although the entire paper is now presented in the Ap-
pendix to this Inquiry, it will make some of my future
remarks more intelligible, if the substance of these nine
paragraphs intervening between the first and the last of
them, is noticed in this place, in the order in which Wash-
ington has arranged the subjects.

The leading paragraph—the second in the paper—ex-
presses the ardent wish of Washington’s heart, that party
disputes among all the friends and lovers of the country
may subside; or, as Providence has ordained that men shall
not always think alike, that charity and benevolence may so
shed their benign influence, as to banish those invectives
which proceed from illiberal prejudices and jealousy. And

then the paper goes on to express like fervent wishes,

that as the Allwise Dispenser of human blessings
has favored no nation with more abundant means of happi-
ness than United America, we may not be so ungrateful to
our Creator, or so regardless of ourselves and our posterity,
as to dash the cup of beneficence thus offered to our ac-
ceptance :

that we may fulfil all our engagements, foreign and
domestic, to the utmost of our abilities; for, in public as
well as in private life, honesty will ever be found to be the
best policy:

that we may avoid connecting ourselves with the
politics of any nation, further than shall be found necessary
to regulate our own trade, that commerce may be placed
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upon a stable footing, our merchants know their rights, and
our government the ground on which they are to be sup-
ported :

that every citizen should take pride in the name of
an American, and act as if he felt. the importance of the
‘character, by considering that we are now a distinct nation,
the dignity of which will be annihilated, if we enlist. our-
selves, further than our obligations require, under the ban-
ners of any other nation. ‘And moreover, that we should
guard against the intrigues of every foreign nation who
shall intermingle in our concerns, or prescribe our policy
with other powers, if there be no infraction of our engage-
ments with themselves, as one of the greatest evils that can
befall us as a people; for, whatever may be their professions,
the event will ‘prove, that nations, like individuals, act for
their own benefit, and not for the benefit of others; and
that all their interferences are calculated to promote the
former, and in proportion as they succeed, will make us less
independent, Nothing is more certain, than that if we
receive favors, we must grant favors, and, in such circum-
stances as ours, we cannot tell beforehand on which side the
balance will be found; but it is easy to prove that it may
involve us in disputes, and finally in war, to fulfil political
alliances ; wherecas, if there be no engagements on our part,
we shall be unembarrassed, and at liberty at all times to act
from circumstances, and the dictates of justice, sound policy,
and our essential interests:

that we may be always prepared for war, but never
unsheath the sword, except in self-defence, so long as justice
and our essential rights and national respectability can be
preserved without it. If this country can remain in pcace
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twenty years longer, such, in all probability, will be its
population, riches, and resources, when combined with her
distance from other quarters of the globe, as to bid defiance,
in a just cause, to any earthly power whatever:

that so long as we profess to be neutral, our public
conduct, whatever our private affections may be, may accord
with our professions, without suffering partialities or preju-
dices to control our actions. A contrary practice is incom-
patible with our declarations, pregnant with mischief,
embarrassing to the administration, tending to divide us
into parties, and ultimately productive of all those evils
which proceed from faction :

that our Union may be as lasting as time; for while
we are encircled in one band, we shall possess the strength
of a giant, and there will be none to make us afraid.
Divide, and we shall become a prey to foreign intrigues and
internal discord, and shall be as miserable and contemptible
as we are now enviable and happy. ’

The ninth and final wish is, that the several departments
may be preserved in their constitutional purity, without any
attempt of one to encroach on the rights or privileges of
another,—that the General and State Govérnments may
move in their proper orbits, and the authorities of our own
Constitution may be respected by ourselves, as the most
certain means of having them respected by foreigners.

The concluding paragraph in the division corresponds
with that which I have already noticed as the fourth head
in a part of Washington’s suggestions, in his letter to Mr.
Madison, in regard to the treatment of public servants; and’
I shall quote its language hereafter.

These are golden truths, a treasure of political wisdom,
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experience, and foresight, which, from the gravity of their
tone, the depth of their sincerity, their simplicity, and the
tenderness as well as the strength of the concern they
manifest for the whole people, make them in themselves a
“ Farewell Address,” as it were, from a dying father to his
children. And they are Washington’s alone, without sug-
gestion by anybody,—Madison, Hamilton, or any other
friend or adviser,—drawn from the depth of Washington’s
own heart; and if the whole Farewell Address, as it now
stands on record, were decomposed, and such parts dispelled
as were added to give the paper an entrance into the minds
of statesmen and legislators, and to place it among the per-
manent rules of government, the great residuum would be
found in these principles, an imperishable legacy to the
people. They are the souL of the Farewell Address.

All these thoughts will be found introduced into Hamil-
ton’s original draught of the Farewell Address, and not
unfrequently in the language in which Washington has ex-
pressed them; but, from the bearing that is there given
them, they have not only a different aspect, but a united
and concentrated influence upon one momentous and 'predo-
minant interest. Their aspect is changed. In the Hints, or
Heads of Topics, they have the enunciative form, which is
so common in Washington’s writings—simple truths, or
propositions, or statements of wisdom or patriotism, with
little support by argument, and without a manifest bearing
upon each other, or upon any general truth which they are
meant to establish; and they have no dependent order or
succession. They are neither. branches from a common
trunk, nor rays converging to a common focus, but separate
and independent truths or postulates. With the exception
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of the preamble and the final clause, they might all change
places with each other, in any way that could be chosen,
and none of them would receive injury, nor would the effect
of the whole be impaired by the change. DBut when they
are carried into the Farewell Address, they are found to
assume the ratiocinative or argumental form, so characteristic
of Hamilton’s writings. They are made to have a general
bearing upon a general truth or aspiration; and their sepa-~
rate value, and their combined strength, are augmented by
their order and position.

I must, therefore, assume that these paragraphs, in con-
nection with Madison’s draught, and the beginning and con-
clusion before mentioned, did, in the design of Washington,
constitute definitely a draught by him of a valedictory address,
so far as he should prepare or arrange it himself; and that
this was the very paper that Hamilton saw before the 10th

- May, 1796, and was sent to him by Washington on the
15th May, 1796, as the basis of the work to which Wash-
ington called him. This, however, will become more evi-
dent by the letter itself, to be presently introduced.

It is proper to remark in this place, that if the preserved
paper consisted of the whole of Mr. Madison’s draught, and
of all the paragraphs called “ Hints, or Heads of Topics,” it
would have filled about five and a half of such printed pages
as are those of Mr. Sparks’s Appendix. Washington’s be-
ginning and conclusion, might have added another such
page and a half, or thereabouts.

I shall now introduce, and in going on, partially apply or
explain the proofs which more specially bear upon the com-
position of the Farewell Address.

The reference of the subject to Hamilton, of course pro-
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ceeded from Washington, as is shown by Hamilton’s first
letter to Washington. \

Mzr. Sparks, in his Appendix, has printed the first part of
this letter as an extract; and it is the only part of the letter
that has any the least reference to the subject of the pre-
served paper. The commencement of the letter, and its
concluding address, are as follows :—

¢ New Yorxk, May 10th, 1796.
¢ SIR,— ,

“ When last in Philadelphia, you mentioned to me your wish,
¢ that I should redress a certain paper, which you had prepared.
“ As it is important that a thing of this kind should be done with
¢ oreat care, and much at leisure touched and retouched, I submit a
¢ wish, that as soon as you ha\e given it the body you mean it to

‘ have, it may be sent to me.’
* * * * * * *

"¢ Very respectfully and affectionately,
¢ T have the honor to be,
¢ Sir,
¢ Your ob’t serv’s,

¢“ A. HaMivron.”
« The President of the United States.”

‘Washington replied on the 15th May, from Philadelphia;
and as this letter is the key to Washington’s intentions and
to Hamilton’s acts, the entire letter will be given, although
it may be found at large in 6 Hamilton’s Works, p. 120.
The convenience of making an occasional remark upon a
paragraph of it, before the whole is exhibited, will lead to
its being presentéd in sections.

“ PHILADELPHIA, May 15th, 1796.
“ MY DEAR SIR,—
“ On this day week I wrote you a letter on the subject of the
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M
“ other papers respecting the case of M. de La Fayette, under

, and put it with some

¢ jnformation received from G

“ cover to Mr. Jay, to whom also I had occasion to write. But in
“my hurry (making up the despatches for the post-office next
“ morning), I forgot to give it a superscription: of course it had
¢ to return from New York for one, and to encounter all the delay
¢ occasioned thereby before it could reach your hands.”

¢ Since then I have been favored with your letter of the 10th
“ inst., and inclose (in its rough state) the paper mentioned therein,
¢ with some alteration in the first page (since you saw it) relative
‘ to the reference at foot. Having no copy by me, except of the '
¢ quoted part, nor of the notes from which it was drawn, I beg
“leave to recommend the draught now sent to your particular
¢ attention.”

There are some inferences from this part of the letter,
which, although self-evident, it is thought material to state
with precision in this place. '

1. The udentical paper or draught which Washington had
prepared, which Hamilton %ad seen, and which he men-
tioned in his letter of the 10th of May, was inclosed in

- Washington’s letter of the 15th. Some alterations in its
first page, relative to a reference at the foot of the page,
had been made after Hamilton had seen the paper, and be-
fore it was inclosed to him. These alterations appear on the
Juace of the preserved paper, mentioned by Mr, Sparks, a line
being drawn through several words, as well as through the
name of ** ¥*¥*¥¥¥%* at the foot of the page.

2. Washington, when he so inclosed, the draught, had no
copy by him of any part of the draught, except what he
calls “the quoted part,” nor of the notes from which ¢,
meaning most probably the original part not quoted, had
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been drawn, and therefore he recommends the draught to
Hamilton’s particular attention.

Was the preserved paper a different draught, prepared
before Washington’s letter of 15th May, and not mentioned
when he sent to IHamilton the draught inclosed in that let-
ter? 'This is to the last degree improbable; for Washington
said he had no copy by him except of the quoted part,
which was Madison’s draught, nor the notes from which the
draught he sent was drawn. Such a previously prepared
paper, if it existed, must therefore have been without a trace
of connection with the draught that.was sent. Did Wash-
ington, after sending his draught to Hamilton, subsequently
make another draught himself, or prepare Hints or Heads
of Topics, corresponding with the preserved paper in Mr.
Spérks’s Appendix? The whole subsequent correspondence
will show the futility of such a suggestion. The draught
sent to Hamilton was therefore the preserved paper. The
letter proceeds:—

-« Even if you should think it best to throw the whole into a
¢ different form, let me request, notwithstanding, that my draught
¢ may be returned to me (along with yours) with such amendments
¢ and corrections as to render it as perfect as the formation is sus-
< ceptible of ; curtailed if too verbose ; and relieved of all tautology
¢ not necessary to enforce the ideas in the original or quoted part.
¢ My wish is that the whole may appear in a plain style, and be
“ handed to the public in an honest, unaffected, simple garb.”

It is from Washington, consequently, that first came, if
not the suggestion that the whole should be thrown into a
different form, the clearly implied authority to Hamilton to
throw it into that form, if he should think it best. The
letter still proceeds :—
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“Tt will be perceived, from hence, that I am attached to the
‘ quotation. My reasons for it are, that as it is not only a fact
“ that such an address was written, and on the point of being pub-
¢ lished, but known also to one or two of those characters, who are
“ now strongest and foremost in the opposition to the government,
‘“and consequently to the person administering of it contrary to
‘their views, the promulgation thereof, as an evidence that it
¢ was much against my inclination that I continued in office, will
“ cause it more readily to be believed, that I could have no view in
¢ extending the powers of the Executive beyond the limits pre-
¢ scribed by the Constitution ; and will serve to lessen, in the public
¢ estimation, the pretensions of that party to the patriotic zeal and
¢ watchfulness, on which they endeavor to build their own conse-
‘ quence, at the expense of others who have differed from them in
¢ sentiment. And besides, it may contribute to blunt, if it does
“ not turn aside, some of the shafts which, it may be presumed, will
“be aimed at my annunciation of this event; among which, con-
¢ viction of fallen popularity, and despair of being re-elected, will
‘ be levelled at me with dexterity and keenness.”

In this paragraph, the reasons of Washington’s attach-
ment to the “quotation” lead immediately to the inference,
which we now know to be true, that the “quoted part” of
his draught consisted of Madison’s draught, and thus iden-
tifies the draught sent to Hamilton, as being composed in
part of Madison’s draught, and in part of original matter
written by Washington, which is the character of the
‘ preserved paper,” according to Mr. Sparks’s account of it.
Madison was certainly one of the “one or two” who knew
that the Address was written, and on the point of being
published, in 1792, and who were foremost in the opposition
to Washington’s administration in 1796; and Washington
held with some tenacity to what Madison had written, even
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in regard to Washington’s very fallible judgment and infe-
riority of qualifications, because the reference to it in the
present Address would bring the matter home consciously
to Madison, and with this could hardly fail to recur to
him, at the same time, the consciousness of Washington’s
sincerity, candor, modesty, and real greatness and elevation,
that would not put away from him these depreciating
reminders of his first adviser, after their relations had
changed.

¢ Having struck out the reference to a particular character in
‘ the first page of the Address, I have less (if any) objection to
¢ expunging those words which are contained within parentheses, in
‘“ pages 5, T, and 8, in the quoted part, and those in the eighteenth
¢ page of what follows; nor to discarding the egotisms (however
¢ just they may be), if you think them liable to fair criticism, and
¢ that they had better be omitted, notwithstanding some of them
“ relate facts which are but little known to the community.”

¢ My object has been, and must continue to be, to avoid person-
‘alities: allusions to particular measures, which may appear
¢ pointed, and to expressions which could not fail to draw upon
“me attacks which I should wish to avoid, and might not find
¢ agreeable to repel.”

Whether this reference to the eighteenth page of Wash-
ington’s manuscript draught includes the last portion of the
“ Hints, or Heads of Topics,” or a part of the Conclusion,
which has been called the fourth paper, it is impossible to
determine, without seeing the copy-book, or the entire
manuscript and its paging, which I have not seen. But
this is not very material. The last paragraph of the * Hints,
“or Heads of Topics,” printed by Mr. Sparks, is one of a
personal character, which becomes more pointed in the
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Conclusion, not printed by Mr. Sparks; though it is not
connected there, as it is in the ¢ Hints or Heads of Topics,”
with the motive which led him to retain Madison’s draught
as a part of his own paper. “In expressing these senti-
“ ments,” he says (“Hints, or Heads of Topics,” Wash-
ington’s Writings, vol. xii, p. 894), “it will readily be
« perceived that I can have no other view now, whatever
«“ malevolence may have ascribed to it before, than such as
« results from a perfect conviction of the utility of the mea-
«“gsure. If public servants, in the exercise of their official
“ duties, are found incompetent, or pursuing wrong courses,
« discontinue them; if they are guilty of malpractices, let
« them be more exemplarily punished: in both cases, the
« Constitution and laws have made provision. But do not
« withdraw your confidence from them, the best incentive
“to a faithful discharge of their duty, without just cause;
-« nor infer, because measures of a complicated nature, which
“ time, opportunity, and close investigation alone can pene-
“ trate,—for these reasons are not easily comprehended by
“ those who do not possess the means,—that it necessarily
“follows they must be wrong. This would not only be
« doing injustice to your trustees, but be counteracting your
“own essential interests, rendering those trustees, if not
“ contemptible in the eyes of the world, little better, at
“least, than ciphers in the administration of the govern-
“ment; and the Constitution of your own choosing would
“ reproach you for such conduct.” :

Such a paragraph as this, as well as others in the con-
cluding paper, might very naturally be embraced by the
license which this part of the letter gives to Hamilton.
But this is not certain. The pages of the copy I possess do
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not, I apprehend, conform to the original ; and there are no
parentheses in the copy, except in two instances, quite un-
important. Washington’s marks may have been made by
pencil, and become effaced. The references at pages 5, 7,
and 8, cannot be ascertained by the copy. The letter goes
on :—

¢ As there will be another session of Congress before the political
“ existence of the present House of Representatives, or my own,
“ will expire, it was not my design to say a word to the Legislature
‘ on this subject; but to withhold the promulgation of my intention,
¢ until the period when it shall become indispensably necessary for
% the information of the Electors (which this year will be delayed
¢ until the Tth of December). This makes it a little difficult and
‘ uncertain what to say, so long beforehand, on the part marked

¢ with a pencil, in the last paragraph of the second page.”

The reference in this last sentence, is undoubtedly to the
paragraph of Washington’s beginning, as 1 have called it,
which immediately precedes Mr. Madison’s draught, distin-
guished by marks of quotation in the paper appended to
this Inquiry, as Washington’s original draught.

« All these ideas and observations are confined, as you will
“ readily perceive, to my draught of the Valedictory Address. If
¢ you form one anew, it will, of course, assume such a shape as you
“ may be disposed to give it, predicated upon the sentiments con-
¢ tained in the inclosed paper.”

“ With respect to the gentleman you have mentioned as successor
“to Mr. P
“ mind, is there any of his fitness; but you know, as well as I,
¢ what has been said of his political sentiments, with respect to
“ another form of government; and from thence can be at no loss:

4

, there can be no doubt of his abilities, nor, in my
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“ to guess at the interpretation which would be given to the nomi-
¢ pation of him. However, the subject shall have due considera-
¢ tion; but a previous resignation would, in my opinion, carry with
¢ it too much the appearance of concert, and would have a bad,
¢ rather than a good effect.
' ¢ Always and sincerely,
“ T am yours,
«Col. A. HamILTON.” “ GE0. WASHINGTON.

The concluding remark in the last paragraph but one of
this letter, is in the full character of Washington, and can-
not be too well remembered by the reader. It is the key to
that part of the Farewecll Address that he reserved for him-
self. It says, in the plainest language, to Hamilton,—my
sentiments are contained in the paper I send you. Certain of
them, which have a bearing upon particular persons or party,
and what may be called egotisms,—matters touching myself
particularly,—I have no objection to expunge, if you think
them liable to fair criticism. Correct, amend, make it as
perfect as the formation is susceptible of, to enforce the ideas
or sentiments that are expressed in the draught. Or, throw
the whole into a different form, if you please; let it assume
such a shape as you may be disposed to give it; but the
sentiments contained in the inclosed paper are to be the
" guide. These show my design, my object, my opinions,
my counsels to the country, my admonitions to the whole
people; these are mine, and are to be observed in whatever
plan you may adopt.

And thus Washington’s relation to the subJect was de-
clared and established at the outset by himself, and will be
found to have been most faithfully, as well as most inge-
niously, observed and followed by Hamilton to the end.
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‘Washington was the designer, in the general sense, if not in
the artistic. The fundamental and radical thoughts were
his, and were to remain his, even in a new draught. The
Address was to disclose his principles and admonitions, of
which he gave a full outline, in sentiments sufficiently de-
lineated by him to characterize and identify them. As to
order, symmetry, amplification, illustration, support by rea-
soning, or by reference to general or known facts or truths,
or even additions of the same temperament as those he had
expressed, he committed all this to Hamilton, if Hamilton
should think it best, under the names of “form” and
“shape,” by which Washington distinguished the external
appearance or composition, from the general and fundamen-
tal truths. I may here, as well as anywhere else, ask the
reader to observe, how expressly Hamilton will call upon
Washington to see that none of the thoughts he had desired
to be embodied in the work, had been omitted by oversight ;
and how cautiously, even laboriously, Washington’s eye will
be found passing and repassing over the whole, to the very
end. |

In the month of June following, Hamilton wrote to
Washington upon a subject of public concern, making no
reference to the valedictory; and Washington replied from
Mount Vernon, on the 26th of June, Hamilton’s letter is
printed in the sixth volume of ¢ Hamilton’s Works,” page
133 ; Washington’s reply to Hamilton, in the same volume,
page 135. A considerable part of the reply relates’ to the
public subject only; but midway, it adverts to the embar-
rassment of the administration, from the ‘conduct of
“ characters among ourselves; and as every act of the
“ Executive is misrepresented and tortured, with a view to
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“ make it odious,” it suggests that the aid of the friends of
government is peculiarly nccessary at such a crisis.

« It is unnecessary, therefore, to add,” the letter says, *“that I
¢ ghould be glad upon the present, and-.all other important occa-
“ sions, to receive yours; and as I have great confidence in the
“ abilities and purity of Mr. Jay’s views, as well as in his expe-
¢ rience, I should wish that his sentiments on the purport of this
¢ Jetter, and other interesting matters as they occur, may accom-
¢ pany yours; for, having no other wish than to promote the true
¢ and permanent interests of this country, I am anxious always to
¢ compare the opinions of those in whom I confide, with one ano-
¢ ther, and these again (without being bound by them) with my
“ own, that I may extract all the good I can.”

The letter turns, in its concluding paragraphs, to the
subject of the Valedictory Address, and expresses Wash-
ington’s regret that he did not publish it the day after the
adjournment of Congress; and gives several reasons for this
regret ; arhong others,

¢ that it might have prevented the remarks which, more than pro-
¢ bable, will follow a late annunciation—namely, that I delayed it
“long enough to see that the current was turned against me, before
¢ I declared my intention to decline. This is one of the reasons
¢ which makes me a little tenacious of the draught I furnished you
‘ with, to be modified and corrected. Having passed, however,
¢ what I now conceive would have been the precise moment to have
¢ addressed my constituents,”

he asks Hamilton’s opinion as to the next best time, and
requests to hear from him as soon as was convenient.
Hamilton answered this letter on the 5th July, the
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greater part of the answer being confined to the public
matter, and to Washington’s suggestions arising out of it.

What regards the present subject is contained in these
paragraphs :—

"¢ As to your resignation, sir,” it proceeds to say, it is not to be
“regretted that the declaration of your intention should be sus-
¢ pended as long as possible; and, suffer me to add, that you should
“really hold the thing undecided to the last moment. I do mnot
¢ think it is in the power of party to throw any slur upon the late-
“ ness of your declaration ; and you have an obvious justification in
‘ the.state of things. If a storm gathers, how can you retreat?
¢ This is a most serious question.”

“ The proper period now for your declaration, seems to be two
“months before the time for the meeting of the Electors. This
“ will be sufficient. The parties will, in the meantime, electioneer
¢ conditionally, that is to say, if you decline ; for a serious opposi-
“ tion to you will, I think, hardly be risked.”

T have completed the first draught of a certain paper, and shall
¢ ghortly transcribe, correct, and forward it I will then also pre-
“ pare and send forward, without delay, the original paper cor-
¢ rected upon the general plan of it, so that you may have both
¢ before you for a choice, in full time, and for alteration if neces-

“ gary.”

By « first draught of a certain paper,” Hamilton undoubt-
cdly meant his own ortginal draught of a Farewell Address.
By “the original paper corrected upon the general plan of t,”
he as clearly meant Washington’s original or preparatory
draught, which had been sent to him on the 15th of May.
The phrase “ corrected upon the general plan of it,” could not
reasonably have meant corrected upon the face or paper
itself of Washington’s draught, but corrected in correspond-
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ence or conformity with its general plan, that is to say,
without altering the plan.

Before Hamilton entered upon what he called the first
draught of a certain paper, he appears to have made an
« abstract of points to form an address,” a copy of which is
printed in the seventh volume of Hamilton’s Works, page
570, and will be found in the Appendix. It places the
points in the order in which they are afterwards developed
in Hamilton’s original draught, and must be particularly
noticed hereafter.

It is here called the original draught of Hamilton, for the
purpose of constantly distinguishing it in my future remarks.
Hamilton sent a corrected and amended copy of this draught
to Washington, as he promised to do. Iis letter says, *“he
shall shortly transcribe, correct, and forward it.” The original
draught bears an indorsement in Hamilton’s handwriting, in
these words : “ Copy of the original draught, considerably
amended;” which cannot mean that the paper itself, on
which the indorsement was made, was considerably amended"
from some other original,—for the paper itself is singularly
rough, and bears many interlineations, marginal and other-
wise, which in some respects deface it, and leaves also a
considerable blank in it, to be, perhaps, afterwards filled
up,—but it must import that the copy of that, the original
draught, was considerably amended; and this amended or
corrected copy, was the copy, no doubt, which Hamilton sent
to Washington, the rough original which bears the indorse-
ment remaining with Hamilton, and being now with Hamil-
ton’s papers in the Department of State. It was this
corrected copy that was afterwards returned by Washington
to Hamilton, at his request, for revision, and was again cor-
}'ected or revised, and in one or two particulars enlarged by
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him, and again returned to Washington. This corrected
copy, to distinguish it from the original draught, will here-
after be called Hamilton’s revision. This large explanation
may be thought superfluous; but, if attended to, it will be
found to prevent confusion, in the many references which
will occur to the different papers, and will also save the
necessity of periphrase.

To what extent, and in what manner the copy of the ori-
ginal draught which was sent to Washington, was amended or
corrected, either at first, or lipon a revision, cannot be known
with absolute certainty; for we shall learn hercafter that
this paper is the only missing link. It may be heard of again
in the course of these remarks, and may, some time or other,
appear; but it will not be discovered in time for the pur-
poses of this Inquiry. We know from infallible proofs, that
the amendments or corrections did not go to the extent of
changing the general order, subjects, or sentiments of the
paragraphs in Hamilton’s original draught. He may have
struck out three of them, and a part of one or two of them,
and may have added two, or at most three, new ones. IHe
.may have divided a few of the original paragraphs, and con-
solidated two paragraphs in one, in perhaps two or three
instances, The principal amendments must have been in
words,—a different selection from words or turns of expres-
sion nearly synonymous, and not changing the general
thought of the sentence. The comparison of Hamilton’s
rough original draught with Washington’s printed Farewell
Address, will establish the former, as continuing substan-
tially to the end, an identity, under all the amendments or
corrections that were made by Hamilton, or Washington.

On the 30th July, Hamilton wrote the letter to Wash-
ington which follows:—
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“« New Yorx, 30th July, 1796.
13 SIR,———

¢« T have the pleasure to send you herewith a certain draught,
¢ which I have endeavored to make as perfect as my time and en-
« gagements would permit. It has been my object to render this
¢ act importantly and lastingly useful, and, avoiding all just cause
¢ of present exception, to embrace such reflections and sentiments
¢ as will wear well, progress in approbation with time, and redound
¢ to future reputation. How far I have succeeded, you will judge.
" ¢« T have begun the second part of the task, the digesting the
¢ supplementary remarks to the first address, which, in a fortnight,
¢« T hope also to send you; yet, I confess, the more I have consi-
¢ dered the matter, the less eligible this plan has appeared to me.
¢ There seems to me to be a certain awkwardness in the thing, and
¢ it seems to imply that there is a doubt whether the assurance,
¢ without the evidence, would be believed. Besides that, I think
¢ that there are some ideas that will not wear well in the former
‘“ address; and I do not see how any part can be omitted, if it is
“ to be given as the thing formerly prepared. Nevertheless, when
¢ you have both before you, you can judge.

¢ If you should incline to take the draught now sent, after pe-
¢ rusing, and noting anything that you wish changed, and will send
‘it to me, I will, with pleasure, shape it as you desire. This may
“ also put it in my power to improve the expression, and perhaps,
¢ in some instances, condense.

¢ I rejoice that certain clouds have not lately thickened, and that
¢ there is a prospect of a brighter horizon.

- ¢ With affectionate and respectful
¢ attachment, I have the honor to be,
¢ Sir, _
“ Your very obedient servant,
“ The President of the United States.” ¢ A. HAMILTON.

On the 10th of August, 1796, Hamilton again wrote to
Washington, as follows ;:—
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¢« SIR,— .
¢ About a fortnight since, I sent you a certain draught. I now
¢ send you another, on the plan of incorporation. Whichever you
“ may prefer, if there be any part you wish to transfer from one to
¢ another, any part to be changed, or if there be any material idea
“in your own draught which has happened to be omitted, and which
¢ you wish introduced,—in short, if there be anything further in
¢ the matter in which I can be of any [service], I will, with great
¢ pleasure, obey your commands. _
“ Very respectfully and affectionately,
¢ T have the honor to be,
¢« Sir,
“ Your obedient servant,

¢ A. HaMILTON.
% To the President.” “ August 10th, 1796.

‘Washington’s draught in its original form, together with
the other on the plan of incorporation, must have been re-
turned at the same time with this letter, though it is not so
expressed. The care and return of it were enjoined by
Washington, and he had it, with the other, in his hands,
when he wrote his letter of 25th August, hereafter given.

On the same 10th Awugust, Washington acknowledged
Hamilton’s letter of 30th July, and the draught it
inclosed.

“ MouNT VERNON, 10th August, 1796,
¢“ My DEAR SIR,—

¢ The principal design of this letter is to inform you that your
¢ favor of the 80th ult., with its inclosure, got safe to my hands by
¢ the last post, and that the latter shall have the most attentive
¢ consideration I am able to give it.

£ A cursory reading it has had ; and the sentiments therein con-
“ tained are extremely just, and such as o.ught to be inculcated.
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¢ The doubt that occurs at first view, is the length of it for a news-
¢ paper publication ; and how far the occasion would countenance
“its appearing in any other form, without dilating more on the
“ present state of matters, is questionable. All the columns of 2
¢ large gazette could scarcely, I conceive, contain the present
¢ draught. But, having made no accurate calculation of this
¢ matter, I may be much mistaken.

¢« If any matters should occur to you as fit subjects of communi-
“ cation at the opening of the next session of Congress, I would
“ thank you for noting and furnishing me with them. It is my
“ wish and my custom to provide all the materials for the speech in
¢ time, that 1t may be formed at leisure.

¢ With sincere esteem and affectionate regard,
“ T am always yours,
¢ GEeo. WASHINGTON.

“Col. A. HamrrroNn.”

One fact that must strike the reader upon perusing this
letter, is the great emphasis which Washington lays upon
the extent or magnitude of Hamilton’s draught. Wash-
ington had, no doubt, intended his draught for a news-
paper, as being the best instrument of diffusive publication.
Upon a cursory reading of this draught, he perceived, as he
thought, that all the columns of a large gazette would
scarcely contain it; and that it was questionable whether
the occasion would countenance its appearing in another
form, without dilating more on the present state of matters.
Indeed, it is the only fact with regard to Hamilton’s draught
which the letter records, except that his letter and draught
had been received, and that the draught had had a cursory
reading: and this fact will be found to have a marked bear-
ing on the main quéstion to be answered, namely, the con-
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tributory shares of Washington and Hamilton in the
Farewell Address.

The two parts of Washington’s draught, which Mr.
Sparks has printed in the Appendix to the twelfth volume
of Washington’s Writings,—Madison’s draught, and Wash-
ington’s part, called in that Appendix “ Hints or Heads of
Topics,”—would have filled, as has been remarked, about
five pages of printed matter, of the same size as the pages
in his Appendix; and if to these be added the beginning
and conclusion of Washington, they will make about a page
and a half more; and these together would not have made
up one-half of what the columns of a large newspaper would
have contained. By recurring to the copy of Hamilton’s
original draught, which is presented in the seventh volume
of his Works, beginning at the top of page 575, it will be
found to end seven lines below the beginning of page 594,
and thus to contain nineteen pages. The page of Mr.
Sparks’s Appendix contains about a fifth more matter than
Hamilton’s page, from which we may deduce that Hamil-
ton’s draught was more than twofold larger than the entire
preparation of Washington, including all its four parts.
Washington’s emphatic remarks show that Hamilton’s
draught must have greatly exceeded his own in length,
without excluding from the latter several long paragraphs

- which, in accordance with Washington’s permission, Hamil-
ton had thought it expedient to omit. A more substantial
comparison will be made hereafter. \

Before the 25th of August, 1796, Washington must have
received Hamilton’s letter of the 10th, which inclosed to
Washington, probably his own draught, and certainly, the
incorporation with that draught of Hamilton’s corrections
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or emendations; for on that 25th of August, Washington
had in his hands those two papers,—his own draught, and
the same draught corrected or amended by Hamilton,—with
which he had compared a third paper, namely, the amended
copy of Hamilton’s original draught.

On that day, Washington addressed the following letter
to Hamilton, returning to him at the same time the copy of
Hamilton’s original draught:—

(PRIVATE.)
“ PHILADELPHIA, 25th August, 1796.
¢“ My DEAR SIR,— :

¢« T have given the paper herewith inclosed several serious and
“ attentive readings, and prefer it greatly to the other draughts,
“ being more copious on material points, more dignified on the
¢ whole, and, with less egotism, of course less exposed to criticism,
¢ and better calculated to meet the eye of the discerning reader
¢ (foreigners particularly, whose curiosity, I have little doubt, will
¢ lead them to inspect it attentively, and to pronounce their opinion
¢ on the performance).”

¢ When the first draught was made, besides having an eye to the
¢ consideration above mentioned, I thought the occasion was fair
“(as I had latterly been the subject of considerable invective) to
“ say what is there contained of myself; and as the address was
¢ designed in a more especial manner for the yeomanry of the
“ country, I conceived it was proper they should be informed of
‘“the object of that abuse, the silence with which it had been
¢ treated, and the consequences which would naturally flow from
“ such unceasing and virulent attempts to destroy all confidence
“in the executive part of the government; and that it would be
“ best to do it in language that was plain and intelligible to their
¢ understandings.”

“ The draught now sent comprehends the most, if not all, these
¢ matters, is better expressed, and, I am persuaded, goes as far as
‘it ought, with respect to any personal mention of myself.”
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‘I should have scen no occasion myself for its undergoing a
‘ revision; but as your letter of the 30th ult., which accompanied
“ it, intimates a wish to do this, and knowing that it can be more
‘¢ correctly done after a writing has been out of sight for some time,
¢ than while it is in hand, I send it in conformity thereto, with a
¢ request, however, that you would return as soon as you have care-
“ fully re-examined it; for it is my intention to hand it to the
¢ public before I leave this city, to which I came for the purpose of
“ meeting General Pinckney, receiving the Ministers from Spain
¢ and Holland, and for the despatch of other business, which could
“ not be so well executed by written communications between the
“ heads of Departments and myself, as by oral conferences. So
“soon as these are accomplished, I shall return; at any rate, I
‘“ expect to do so by, or before, the tenth of next month, for the
¢ purpose of bringing up my family for the winter.”

“« T shall expunge all that is marked in the paper as unimportant,
“ &e. &e.; and as you perceive some marginal notes, written with
“a pencil, I pray you to give the sentiments so noticed mature
¢ consideration. After which, and in every other part, if change
‘“or alteration takes place in the draught, let them be so clearly
¢ interlined, erased, or referred to in the margin, as that no mistake
“ may happen in copying for the press.”

¢ To what editor in ¢hés city do you think it had best be sent for
¢ publication ? Will it be proper to accompany it with a note to
¢ him, expressing (as the principal design of it is to remove doubts
“ at the next election) that it is hoped, or expected, that the State
¢ printers will give it a place in their gazettes; or preferable to let
‘it be carried by my private secretary to that press which is
¢ destined to usher it to the world, and suffer it to work its way
“afterwards? If you think the first most eligible, let me ask you
¢ to sketch such a note as you may judge applicable to the oc-

¢ casion.”
¢ With affectionate regard,

“ I am always yours,
“Col. A. HamiLton.” “ GE0. WASHINGTON.
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It is particularly worthy of observation, that Washington,
after “several serious and attentive readings,” and a fort-
night’s consideration, remarked in this letter, that the copy
of Hamilton’s original draught comprehended “most f not
“all those matters” that personally concerned the feelings
of Washington. He chose to say it was better expressed,
and went as far as was proper. It leads me to remark, that
a careful comparison of all that was written on both sides,
will discover to every person of candor, that all Washington’s
sentiments were brought with infinite care into that draught, -
nothing omitted, nothing modified, except in such a manner,
in both respects, as to obtain \Vashington’s approbation, and
nothing added through a personal design of the writer, or in
reference to himself, but only to give the greater effect to
Washington’s own sentiments,

On the 1st of September, Washington again wrote to
Hamilton (Hamilton’s Works, vol. vi, p. 147), saying :—

¢ About the middle of last week I wrote to you; and that it
‘“might escape the eye of the inquisitive (for some of my letters
¢ have lately been pried into), I took the liberty of putting it under
“a cover to Mr. Jay.”

“ Since then, revolving on the paper that was inclosed therein,
‘“ on the various matters it containe&, and on the just expression of
“ the advice or recommendation which was given in it, I have re-
¢ gretted that another subject (which, in my estimation, is of inte-
“ resting concern to the well-being of this country) was not touched
¢ upon also: I mean education generally, as one of the surest means
“of enlightening and giving just ways of thinking to our citizens;
“ but particularly the establishment of a university.”

And then the letter proceeds at some length to state the
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advantages of such an institution at the seat of the General
Government, and a purpose, on Washington’s part, to con-
tribute to its endowment,

“ Let me pray you, therefore, to introduce a section in the Ad-
¢ dress expressive of these sentiments, and recommendatory of the
. % measure, without any mention, however, of my proposed personal
“ contribution to the plan. Such a section would come in very
« properly after the one which relates to our religious obligations,
‘ or in a preceding part, as one of the recommendatory measures to
¢ counteract the evils arising from geographical discriminations.”

Hamilton replied on the 4th of September:—

“ NEw YoRrx, Sept. 4th, 1796.
“ SiR,—

¢ T have received your two late letters, the last but one trans-
“ mitting me a certain draught. It will be corrected and altered
¢ with attention to your suggestions, and returned by Monday’s or
¢ Tuesday’s post. The idea of the University is one of those which
“T think will be most properly reserved for your speech at the
¢ opening of the Session. A general suggestion respecting educa-
¢ tion, will very fitly come into the Address.

¢« With respect, and affectionate attachment,
¢ I have the honor to remain,
¢ Sir,
¢ Your very obed’t ser’t,

“ A. HaMivLToN.
% The President.”

Washington replied on the 6th of September‘(Hamilton’s
Works, vol. vi, p. 149):—

“T received yesterday your letter of the 4th instant. If the
¢ promised paper has not been sent before this reaches you, Mr.
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¢ Kip, the bearer of it, who goes to New York, partly on mine and
¢ partly on his own business, will bring it safely. I only await now,
¢ and shall in a few days do it impatiently, for the arrival of General
¢ Pinckney.

“If you think the idea of a University had better be reserved
¢ for the speech at the opening of the Session, I am content to defer
¢“ the communication of it until that period; but even in that case,
“ T would pray you, as soon as convenient, to make a draught for
¢ the occasion, predicated on the ideas with which you have been
¢ furnished ; looking at the same time, into what was said on this
“ head in my second speech to the first Congress, merely with a view.
“ to see what was said upon the subject at that time.”

Hamilton, on the preceding day, had written thus to
‘Washington :—

“ New YorK, Sept. 5th, 1796.
¢ SIR,—

“TI return the draught corrected agreeably to your intimations.
[4

~

You will observe a short paragraph added respecting Education.
¢ As to the establishment of a University, it is a point which, in
¢ connection with' Military Schools, and some other things, I meant,

~
~

agreeably to your desire, to suggest to you, as parts of your

~
~

speech at the opening of the Session. There will several things
“ come there much better than in a general Address to the People,
¢ which likewise would swell the Address too much. Had I had Aealth
enough, it was my intention to have written it over ; in which case
I could both have improved and abridged. But this is not the
“ case. I seem now to have regularly a period of ill-health every

~
~

¢ summer. .

¢ I think it will be advisable simply to send the Address by your
“ secretary to Dunlap. It will, of course, find its way into all
“the other papers. Some person on the spot ought to be
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¢ charged with a careful examination of the impression by the
¢ proof-sheet.” *
¢ Very respectfully and affectionately,
¢ T have the honor to be,
¢ Sir,
“ Your very obed’t serv’t,

¢« A. HamirTon.
“ The President.”

On the 8th September, Hamilton replied to Washington’s
letter of the 6th:—

“ NEw YoRK, Sept. 8th, 1796.

“ SIR,—

¢ T have received your letter of the 6th by the bearer. The
¢ draught was sent forward by post on Tuesday.

¢ T shall prepare a paragraph with respect to the University, and
¢ some others for consideration, respecting other points which have
“ occurred.”

“ With true respect and attachment,
¢t T have the honor to be,
[14 sir’
¢ Your very obedient servant,

¢« A, HAMILTON.
% The President.”

And thus ends the correspondence between Washington
and Hamilton on the subject of the Farewell Address.
That Address was dated and signed by Washington on the
17th of September, nine days after the date of Hamilton’s
last letter, and was published on the 19th September, in
Claypoole’s Daily Advertiser. An acknowledgment of the
safe arrival of Hamilton’s revision, the revised copy of his

amended draught, thus sent forward by post on Tuesday,
s .
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may have been written by Washington; but there is no
copy of such an acknowledgment by letter in Hamilton’s
‘Works, nor a copy of any other letter from Washington to
Hamilton, until the 2d of November, more than six weeks
after the publication of the Farewell Address in the gazette.

It is made manifest by this correspondence, that if Wash-
ington’s original draught is well identified with the preserved
paper, and if Hamilton’s original draught, also, is identified
with the paper printed in his works, then we may obtain all
that Washington contributed specifically to the Farewell
Address, and all that Hamilton contributed, such additions
only excepted as are found in the Farewell Address, and
cannot be traced to either of the preceding draughts; and
these may have been made by new matter, or by alterations,
in Hamilton’s amended copy revised, or by Washington in his
autograph copy. So far as the author of these additions or
alterations shall remain uncertain by the loss or disappearance
of Hamilton’s amended copy afterwards revised, so far the
respective contributors of those additions or alterations will
not be distinguished to absolute demonstration; but it will
be of little prejudice to the result of this Inquiry; for the
original basis of each contributor being fixed by the two
draughts,—Washington’s draught and Hamilton’s original
draught,—the differences in the Farewell Address may
either be traced with reasonable certainty to one of the
parties, or be disregarded, as having no influence upon the
main question.

It is proper in this place, for the better apprehension and
estimation of the proofs, to ask attention to one or two matters
not already adverted to.

A corrected and amended copy of Hamilton’s original
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draught passed once from Hamilton to Washington, on the
30th July, 1796, and once came back from Washington to
Hamilton, on the 25th of August following. I say a cor-
rected and amended copy, because Hamilton’s letter of 5th
J ulj promised that he would “shortly transcribe, correct,
and forward it;” and he indorsed on the rough original,
“ Copy of the original draught, considerably amended.”

Washington’s draught, and the transcript of that draught
corrected by Hamilton, which, as will hereafter be seen, was
read by Hamilton to Jay, having been sent by Hamilton to
‘Washington on the 10th of August, and put aside, with his
own preparatory draught, by Washington’s letter of 25th of
August, from his great preference for Hamilton’s draught,
they were not the subject of remark by either party after-
wards. They may, therefore, be dismissed from further
consideration in this place.

Hamilton’s copy of the original draught being returned
to him on the 25th of August for revision, with certain
remarks, he procceded to revise and correct it, and returned it
to Washington on Tuesday, the 6th September. This revi-
sion did not come to Hamilton’s hands again, and was not
the subject of further remark between the parties. Hamilton
sent it to Washington in the rough state in which the revi-
sion had left it, because, as his letter remarks, he had not
health at the time to transcribe it. The almost necessary
presumption, therefore, is, that the amended copy of the
original draught was the very paper that was revised and
sent back. If the copy had been revised and corrected on
fair paper, there was nothing in the corrections, as we can
very safely infer from the Farewell Address, when compared
with the original draught, of which the copy is said by
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Hamilton to have been considerably amended, that such a
writer as Hamilton would not have made on such paper,
without defacing it to a degree that would have called for
an apology. The corrections, we may presume, were en-
tirely verbal,—adding a clause on education, and writing
that, perhaps, in the margin, with a mark of reference to its
place in the body of the Address, which may account for
what will be found to have happened to it in Washington’s
autograph copy. This, however, is to some extent conjec-
tural; for Hamilton’s revision of the amended copy of his
original draught is not accessible to me, nor has it been at
any time, as I understand, to Hamilton’s family. I have re-
ceived very credible intimations, that it has been seen at the
city of Washington, many years since Washington’s death.
But, for the purposes of this Inquiry, or for the purpose of
gaining any weight whatever to aid the proof of the previous
existence and transmission of the original draught to Wash-
ington, or of its internal character as an exemplar of the Ad-
dress, I place no reliance on these intimations. They are
noticed only to keep alive the hope, that the paper, if exist-
ing, may be placed where it may be used cither for the con-
firmation, or for the refutation of this Essay. It is impossi-
ble for any person to stand in a state of more pure neutrality
than I do, as to the direction in which the evidence shall
incline the scale of literary or artistic merit in the Farewell
Address, to one or the other party. It does not, in truth,
concern either Washington or Hamilton. In their lives
they were far above such a consideration; and since death
has sealed, indestructibly, the reputation of each, different
as the respective elements of it were, the whole question, in
this aspect, is of no moment whatever. It is the higher



OF IT BY WASHINGTON, BEFORE IT LAST CAME TO niM. 69

consideration of perfect honor, fidelity, and truth on each
side, in the whole transaction, that has given interest to a
statement of the entire evidence, preparatory to some final
remarks on the bearing of the parties, after the Farewell
Address was published to the world, in regard to the proofs
of co-operation. ‘ '

After thus showing incontestably, by the correspondence,
that the amended copy of Hamilton’s original draught passed
once to Washington, and came back to Hamilton, and that
this paper, revised by Hamilton, passed once to Washington,
and never came back, and that Washington had not in the
meanwhile touched line or word, and did not touch line or
word in the body of the work, before it finally came back
to his hands, nine or ten days before he signed his Farewell
Address,—he said only “I shall expunge” certain parts, and
made pencil notes in the margin for consideration of other
parts,—we are not only better prepared to estimate any
alterations Washington made «fler it came back to him, but
are quite prepared, at this time, to dissent from the language
which Mr. Sparks has used, not certainly for the purpose of
obscuring, but to the actual obscuration, of the question of
relative contribution by Washington and Hamilton to the
Farewell Address.

It may be true literally, as Mr. Sparks says, that “several
«letters passed between them.” Suggestions were made on
“both sides, some of which were approved and adopted,
“others disapproved and rejected. The draughts were
“sent back and forth from one to the other.” All this may
be true literally, but it is not substantially correct, to the
effect of confounding the work of Hamilton with the work
of Washington in the Farewell Address. Washington, at
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the outset, proposed clauses in regard to party invectives,
and personal sensibility to them, which Hamilton did not
approve; and Washington acquiesced in the rejection of
them. Hamilton made the work “ more copious on material
« points, more dignified on the whole, and with less egotism ;”
and Washington approved. Washington did not reject
"a single sentence that Hamilton had written or suggested.
He said, “I shall expunge certain clauses, as .unimpor-
“tant,” &c. &c.; and we shall see what they were by his
autograph copy. Seven days after Hamilton’s revised
draught was sent back to him, Washington suggested two
new clauses, one of which Hamilton thought out of place,
and Washington acquiesced in its rejection; the other
Hamilton said would ﬁtly come into the revision, and it
is found in the place which Washington had pointed out
as appropriate. The draughts did not go back and forth
from the one to the other, in the true sense of that idiom.
" In such a connection, the expression implies repetition, for
the purpose of mutual correction and change. It is the
same as to and fro,—several times in opposile directions, for
mutual criticism and alteration. The facts show that there
was nothing like it.

The great fact that comes out of the correspondence, is,
that Washington, speaking of Hamilton’s draught, after a
fortnight’s consideration, adopts it, with full and strong
praise of its excellence, greater copiousness and dignity, and
with manifest satisfaction at the prospect of its impression
upon discerning readers, foreigners especially. I honor and
revere VWashington infinitely too much to believe, that he
could have expressed this satisfaction, in connection with
the thought that Hamilton’s relation to the paper was to-
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be forever concealed, to the abounding of his own praise.
The thought was impossible to him. His own sentiments,
in their full presentment, must have been the source of
his satisfaction, and not his praise from the manner of pre-
senting them. He did not see for himself that there was
' any occasion to revise the draught. He returned it only in
accordance with the writer’s wish, for his further improve-
ment of it.

There is even stronger proof of Washington’s adoption of
- this draught, than thcse expressions. Upon returning the
draught for Hamilton’s revision, Washington expressly re-
quested, that if change or alteration should take place in it,
it should be so clearly interlined, erased, or referred to in the
margin, as that no mistake might be made in copying it for
the press ; thus, in some degree, adopting Hamilton’s subse-
quent corrections by anticipation. And well and safely
might Washington do so, after perceiving how faithfully,
and with what true discernment and feeling, his own sen-
timents had been already appreci