+ Why were the politics of
the 1790s so divisive?

* In what ways was free-
dom at issue in the politi-
cal divisions of the 1790s?

+ What were the achieve-
ments and failures of Jei-
ferson's presidency?

« What was the larger sig-
nificance of the War of
18127

An early American coin, bearing an inage
of liberty and the word itself, as divected
by Congress ina 1792 luw

n April 30, 1789, in New York City, the nalion’s lemparary capital,

George Washington became the first president under the new Consti-

tution. All sixty-nine electors had awarded him their votes. Dressed

in a plain suit of “superfine American broad cloth” rather than Euro-

pean finery, Washington took the oath of office on the balcony of

Federal Hall before a large crowd that reacted with “loud and
repeated shouts” of approval. He then retreated inside to deliver his inau-
cural address before members of Congress and other dignitaries.

Washington's speech expressed the revolutionary generation’s convic-
tion that it had embarked on an experiment of enormous historical
importance, whose outcome was by no means certain. “The preservation
of the sacred fire of liberty and the destiny of the republican model of gov-
ernment,” Washington proclaimed, depended on the success of the Amer-
ican experiment in self-government. Most Americans seemed to agree
that freedom was the special genius of American institutions. In a resolu-
tion congratulating Washington on his inanguration, the House of Repre-
sentatives observed that he had been chosen by “the freest people on the
face of the earth.” When the time came to issue the nation’s first coins,
Congress directed that they bear the image not of the head of state (as
would be the case in a monarchy) but “an impression emblematic of lib-
erty,” with the word itself prominently displayed.

American leaders believed that the success of the new government
depended, above all, on maintaining political harmony. They were espe-
cially anxious lo avoid the emergence of organized political parties,
which had already appeared in several states. Parties were considered divi-
sive and disloyal. “They serve to organize faction,” Washington would
later declare, and to substitute the aims of “a small but artful” minority
for the “will of the nation.” The Constitution makes no mention of politi-
cal parties, and the original method of electing the president assumes that
candidates will run as individuals, not on a party ticket (otherwise, the
second-place finisher would not have become vice president). Nonethe-
less, national political parties quickly arose. Originating in Congress, they
spon spread to the general populace. Instead of harmony, the 1790s
became, in the words of one historian, an “age of passion,” with each party
questioning the loyalty of the other and lambasting its opponent in the
most extreme terms. Political rhetoric became inflamed because the
stakes seemed so high—nothing less than the legacy of the Revolution,
the new nation’s future, and the survival of American freedom.
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President Washington provided a much-needed symbol of national unity.
Having retired to private life after the War of Independence (despite some
army officers’ suggestion that he set himself up as a dictator), he was a
madel of self-sacrificing republican virtue. His vice president, John Adams,
was widely respected as one of the main leaders in the drive for independ-
ence. Washington brought into his cabinet some of the new nation’s most
prominent political leaders, including Thomas Jeflerson as secretary of
state and Alexander Hamilton to head the Treasury Department. He also
appointed a Supreme Court of six members, headed by John Jay of New
York. But harmonious government proved short-lived.

HAMILTON'S PROGRAM

Political divisions first surfaced over the financial plan developed by Secre-
tary of the Treasury Hamilton in 1790 and 1791. Hamilton's immediate
aims were to eslablish the nation’s financial stability, bring to the govern-
ment’s support the country's most powerful financial interests, and
encourage economic development. His long-term goal was to make the
United States a major commercial and military power. Hamilton's model
was Great Britain. The goal of national greatness, he believed, could never
be realized if the government suffered from the same weaknesses as under
the Articles of Confederation.

Hamilton's program had five parts. The first step was Lo establish the
new nation’s credit-worthiness—that is, to create conditions under which
persons would loan money to the government by purchasing its bonds,

confident that they would be repaid. Hamilton proposed that the federal
government assume responsibility for
paying off at its full face value the
national debt inherited from the War of
Independence, as well as outstanding
debts of the states. Second, he called for
the creation of a new national debt. The
old debts would be replaced by new
interest-bearing bonds issued to the gov-
ernment’s creditors. This would give men
of economic substance a stake in promot-
ing the new nation’s stability, since the
stronger and more economically secure
the federal government, the more likely it
would be to pay its debts.

The third part of Hamilton's program
called for the creation of a Bank of the
United States, modeled on the Bank of
England, to serve as the nation’s main
financial agent. A private corporation
rather than a branch of the government,

The Washington Family. This painting
by Edward Suvage, bequn in 1789 and
completed in 1796, became one of the most
popular representations of national pride
in the early republic. Widely reproduced
in engravings and embroidery, it shows
the president, his wife, her two children by
o previous marriage, and a black slave in
a room at the Washington estate at Mt.
Vernon, Virginia. On the table is Pierre
Charles L'Enfant’s plan for the city of

Washington.
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The Bunk of Permsylvaniu, Philadelphia.
Designed by the architect Benjuniin Lutrobe
and built between 1708 and 18or, this
elegunt structure with Greek columns
housed one of the country’s first banks.
Hamilton's program was infended to give
the country’s financiul leaders u stake in the
stubility of the federal government.

it would hold public funds, issue bank notes that would serve as currency,
and make loans to the government when necessary, all the while returning a
tidy prafit to its stackholders. Fourth, to raise revenue, Hamillon proposed a
tax on producers of whiskey. Finally, in a Report on Manufactures delivered
to Congress in Decemmber 1791, Hamilton called for the imposition of a tariff
(a tax on imported foreign goods) and government subsidies to encourage
the development of factories that could manufacture products currently pur-
chased from abroad. Privately, Hamilton promoted an unsuccessful effort to
build an industrial city at present-day Paterson, New Jersey. He also proposed
the creation of a national army to deal with uprisings like Shays's Rebellion.

THE EMERGENCE OF OPPOSITION

Hamilton’s vision of a powerful commercial republic won strong support
from American financiers, manufacturers, and merchants. But it alarmed
those who believed the new nation’s destiny lay in charting a different path
of development. Hamilton’s plans hinged on close ties with Britain, Amer-
ica’s main trading partner. To James Madison and Thomas [efferson, the
future lay in westward expansion, not connections with Europe. They had
little desire to promote manufacturing or urban growth or to see economic
policy shaped in the interests of bankers and business leaders. Their goal
was a republic of independent farmers marketing grain, tobacco, and other
products freely to the entire world. Free trade, they believed, not a system
of government favoritism through tariffs and subsidies, would promote
American prosperity while fostering greater social equality. Jefferson and
Madison quickly concluded that the greatest threat to American freedom
lay in the alliance of a powerful central government with an emerging
class of commercial capitalists, such as Hamilton appeared to envision.

To Jefferson, Hamilton's system *“flowed from principles adverse to lib-
erty, and was calculated to undermine and demolish the republic.” Hamil-
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ton’s plans for a standing army seemed to his critics a bold threat to [ree-
dom. The national bank and assumption of state debts, they feared, would
introduce into American politics the same corruption that had under-
mined British liberty, and enrich those already wealthy at the expense of
ordinary Americans. During the 1780s, speculators had bought up at great
discounts (often only a few cents on the dollar) government bonds and paper
notes that had been used to pay those who fought in the Revolution or sup-
plied the army. Under Hamilton’s plan, speculators would reap a windfall by
being paid at face value while the original holders received nothing. Because
transporlation was so poor, moreover, many backcountry farmers were used
to distilling their grain harvest into whiskey, which could then be carried
more easily Lo market. Hamilton's whiskey tax seemed Lo single them oul
unfairly in order to enrich hondholders.

THE JEFFERSON-HAMILTON BARGAIN

At first, opposition to Hamilton’s program arose almost entirely from the
South, the region that had the least interest in manufacturing development
and the least diversified economy. Tt also had fewer holders of federal honds
than the Middle States and New England. (Virginia had pretty much paid
off its war debt; it did not see why it should be taxed to henefit states like
Massachusetts that had failed to do so.) Hamilton insisted that all his plans
were authorized by the Constitution’s ambiguous clause empowering Con-
gress {0 enact laws for the “general welfare.” As a result, many southerners
who had supported the new Constitution now became “strict construc-
tionists,” who insisted that the federal government could only exercise
powers specifically listed in the document. Jefferson, for example, believed
the new national bank unconstitutional, since the right of Congress to cre-

ate a bank was not mentioned in the Constitution.

Opposition in Congress threatened the enactment of Hamilton's plans.
Behind-the-scenes negotiations [ollowed. They culminated at a famous din-
ner in 1790 at which Jefferson brokered an agreement whereby southern-
ers accepted Hamilton's fiscal program (with the exception of subsidies Lo
manufacturers) in exchange for the establishment of the permanent
national capital on the Potomac River between Maryland and Virginia.
Southerners hoped that the location would enhance their own power in
the government while removing it from the influence of the northern fi-
nanciers and merchants with whom Hamillon seemed Lo be allied. Major
Pierre-Charles LEnfant, a French-born veteran of the War of Independence,
designed a grandiose plan for the “federal city” modeled on the great urban
centers of Europe, with wide boulevards, parks, and fountains. The job of
surveying was done, in part, by Benjamin Banneker, the free African-
American scientist mentioned in the previous chapter. When it came to
constructing public buildings in the nation’s new capital, most of the labor
was done by slaves.

THE IMPACT OF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION

Folitical divisions began over Hamilton's fiscal program, bul they deepened
inresponse to events in Europe. When it began in 1789, nearly all Americans

Venerate the Flough, a medal of the
Philadelphia Society for the Promotion of
Agriculture, 1786, Americans like
Jefferson und Mudison believed that
agriculture must remain the foundation
of American life.
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Pierre Charles L'Enfant’s 1791 plan for
Washington, D.C., includes broad avenues
that crisscross the city and that are named
far the thirteen states, and a long mull

stretching from the Potomac River o the
Cupitol building, slightly to the right of
center.
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welcomed the French Revolution, inspired in part by the example of their
own rebellion. John Marshall, a Virginian who would become chief justice of
the Supreme Court, later recalled, “I sincerely believed human liberty to
depend in a great measure on the success of the French Revolution.” But in
1793, the Revolution took a more radical turn with the execution of King
Louis XVI along with numerous aristocrats and other foes of the new gov-
ernment, and war broke out between France and Great Britain.

Evenls in France became a source of bitter conflict in America. Jefferson
and his followers believed that despite its excesses the Revolution marked
a historic victory for the idea of popular sell-government, which must be
defended at all costs. Enthusiasm for France inspired a rebirth of symbols
of liberty. Liberty poles and caps reappeared on the streets of American
towns and cities. To Washington, Hamilton, and their supporters, however,
the Revolution raised the specter of anarchy. America, they believed, had
no choice but to draw closer to Britain.

American leaders feared being divided into parties “swayed by rival
European powers,” in the words of John Quincy Adams. But the rivalry
between Britain and France did much to shape early American politics. The
“permanent” alliance between France and the United States, which dated to
1778, complicated the situation. No one advocated that the United States
should become involved in the European war, and Washington in April
1793 issued a proclamation of American neutrality. But that spring the
French Revolution's American admirers organized tumultuous welcomes
for Edmond Genet, a French envoy seeking Lo arouse support for his belea-
guered government. When Genet began commissioning American ships to
altack British vessels under the French flag, the Washington administra-
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tion asked for his recall. (Deeming the situation in France too dangerous,
he decided to remain in America and married the daughter of George Clin-
ton, the governor of New York.)

Meanwhile, the British seized hundreds of American ships trading with
the French West Indies and resumed the hated practice of impressment—
kidnapping sailors, including American citizens of British origin, to serve
in their navy. Sent to London to present objections, while still serving as
chief justice, John Jay negotiated an agreement in 1794 that produced the
greatest public controversy of Washington’s presidency. Jay’s Treaty con-
tained no British concessions on impressment or the rights of American
shipping. Britain did agree to abandon outposts on the western frontier,
which it was supposed to have done in 1783. In return, the United States
guaranteed favored treatment to British imported goods. In effect, the
treaty canceled the American-French alliance and recognized Brilish eco-
nomic and naval supremacy as unavoidable facts of life. Critics of the
administration charged that it aligned the United States with monarchical
Britain in its conflicl with republican France. Ultimalely, Jay's Trealy
sharpened political divisions in the United States and led directly to the for-
mation of an organized opposition parly.

POLITICAL PARTIES

By the mid-17go0s, two increasingly coherent parties had appeared in Con-
gress, calling themselves Federalists and Republicans. (The latter had no
connection with today’s Republican Party, which was founded in the
1850s.) Both parlies laid claim to the language of liberty, and each accused
its opponent of engaging in a conspiracy to destroy it.

The Federalists, supporters of the Washington administration, favored

Hamilton’s economic program and close ties with Britain. Prosperous mer-
chants, farmers, lawyers, and established political leaders (especially outside

Infant Liberty Nursed by Mother Mah,
a Federulist cartoon from 1807, illustrates
the purty’s fear that the spirit of liberty
ws degenerating into anarchy. In the
buckground, a mob assaults a building,
while in the foreground a pile of hooks
burn.
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A 1794 painting by the Baltimore artist
and sign painter Frederick Kevmmelmayer
depicting President Washington as
commander in chief of the army
dispatched to put down the Whiskey
Rebellion.

the South) tended to support the Federal-
ists. Their outlook was generally elifist,
reflecting the traditional eighteenth-
century view of society as a fixed hierar-
chy and of public office as reserved for
men of economic substance—the “rich,
the able, and the well-born,” as Hamilton
put it. Freedom, Federalists insisted, rested
on deference to authority. It did not mean
the right to stand up in opposition to gov-
ernment. Federalists feared that the “spirit
of liberty” unleashed by the Revolution
was degenerating into anarchy and “licen-
tiousness.” When the New York Federalist
leader Rufus King wrote an essay on the
“words ... with wrong meaning” that had
*done great harm” to American sociely,
his first example was “Liberty.”

THE WHISKEY REBELLION

The Federalists may have been the only major party in American history
forthrightly to proclaim democracy and freedom dangerous in the hands of
ordinary citizens. The Whiskey Rebellion of 1794, when backcountry
Pennsylvania farmers sought to block collection of the new tax on distilled
spirits, reinforced this conviction. The “rebels” invoked the symbols of
1776, displaying liberty poles and banners reading “Liberty or Death.” “The
citizens of the weslern country,” one group wrote to the president, “con-

sider [the tax] as repugnant to liberty, [and] an invasion of those privileges
which the revolution bestowed upon them.” But Washington dispatched
13,000 militiamen to western Pennsylvania (a larger force than he had
commanded during the Revolution). He accompanied them part of the way
to the scene of the disturbances, the only time in American history that the
president has actually commanded an army in the field. The “rebels”
offered no resistance. His vigorous response, Washington wrote, was moli-
vated in part by concern for “the impression” the restoration of public order
“will make on others"™—the “others” being Europeans who did not believe
the American experiment in self-government could survive.

THE REPUELICAN PARTY

Repuhblicans, led by Madison and Jefferson, were maore sympathetic to France
than the Federalists and had more faith in democratic self-government. They
drew their support from an unusual alliance of wealthy southern planters
and ordinary farmers throughout the country. Enthusiasm for the French Rev-
olution increasingly drew urban artisans into Republican ranks as well.
Republicans preferred what a New Hampshire editor called the “boisterous
sea of liberty” to the “calm of despotism.” They were far more critical than the
Federalists of social and economic inequality, more accepting of broad demo-
cratic participation as essential to freedom.
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Each emerging party considered
itself the representative of the
nation and the other an illegitimate
“faction.” As early as 1792, Madison
composed an imaginary dialogue
between spokesmen for the two
groups. The Federalist described
ordinary people as “stupid, suspi-
cious, licentious™ and accused the
Republican of being “an accomplice
of atheism and anarchy.” The latter
called the Federalist an opponent of
liberty and “an idolater of tyranny.”

In real life, too, political language
became more and more heated. Fed-
eralists denounced Republicans as
French agents, anarchists, and trai-
tors. Republicans called their oppo-
nents monarchists intent on

transforming the new national

government into a corrupt, British-style aristocracy. Each charged the other
with betraying the principles of the Revolution and of American freedom.
Washington himself received mounting abuse. When he left office, a
Republican newspaper declared that his name had become synonymous
with “political iniquity” and “legalized corruption.” One contemporary
complained that the American press, “one of the great safeguards of free
government,” had become “the most scurrilous in the civilized world.”

AN EXPANDING PUEBLIC SPHERE

The debates of the 17g0s produced not only one of the most intense periods
of partisan warfare in American history but also an enduring expansion
of the public sphere, and with it the democratic content of American
freedom. More and more citizens attended political meetings and became
avid readers of pamphlets and newspapers. The establishment of nearly
1,000 post offices made possible the wider circulation of personal letters
and printed materials. The era witnessed the rapid growth of the American
press—the number of newspapers rose from around 100 to 260 during the
1790s, and reached nearly 400 by 1810.

Hundreds of “obscure men” wrote pamphlets and newspaper essays and
formed political organizations. The decade’s democratic ferment was
reflected in writings like The Key of Liberty by William Manning, a self-
educated Massachusetts farmer who had fought at the battle of Concord
that began the War of Independence. Although not published until many
years later, Manning’s work, addressed to “friends to liberty and free gov-
ernment,” reflected the era’s popular political thought. The most impor-
tant division in society, Manning declared, was between the “few” and the
“many.” He called for the latter to form a national political association to
prevent the “few” from destroying “free government” and “tyrannizing
over” the people.

A Peep into the Antifederal Club. This
1793 cartoon illustrates the heated nature
of political debuate. Thomus Jefferson
presides over a vowdy guthering that
includes blucks and a drunken pirate.
Seeted on the left is the devil. On the floor
on the right is a figure resembling Thomuas
Puaine. The text repeats Federulist cherges
against their opponents—that they oppose
all government and define liberty as “the
power of doing anything we like.”



288 I:l]H “E“Fi"u lhﬂ “ﬂﬂ"h”ﬂ, H!”l_””ﬁ POLITICS IN AN AGE OF PASSION

A print shop in the early republic. The
increasing number of newspapers played
a major role in the expansion of the public
sphere.

THE DEMOCRATIC-REPUBLICAN SOCIETIES

Inspired by the Jacobin clubs of Paris, supporters of the French Revolution
and critics of the Washington administration in 1793 and 1794 formed
nearly fifty Democratic-Republican societies. The Republican press publi-
cized their meetings, replete with toasts to French and American liberty.
The declaration of the Democratic Society of Addison County, Vermont,
was typical: “That all men are naturally free, and possess equal rights. That
all legitimate government originates in the voluntary social compact of the
people.”

Federalists saw the societies as another example of how liberty was gel-
ting out of hand. The government, not “self-created societies,” declared the
president, was the authentic voice of the American people. Forced to justify

their existence, the societies developed a defense of the right of the people
to debate political issues and organize to affect public policy. To the soci-
eties, “free inquiry” and “free communication” formed the first line of
defense of “the unalienable rights of free men.” Political liberty meant not
simply voting at elections but constant involvement in public affairs. “We
make no apology for thus associating ourselves,” declared the Addison
County society. “Political freedom” included the right to “exercise watch-
fulness and inspection, upon the conduct of public officers.” Blamed by
Federalists for helping to inspire the Whiskey Rebellion, the societies dis-
appeared by the end of 1795. But much of their organization and outlook
was absorbed into the emerging Republican Farty, They helped to legit-
imize the right of “any portion of the people,” regardless of station in life,
Lo express political opinions and take an active role in public life.

The Republicans also gained support from immigrants from the British
Isles, where war with France inspired a severe crackdown on dissent. Thomas
Faine had returned to Britain in 1787. Five years later, after publishing The
Rights of Man, a defense of the French Revolution and a stirring call for dem-
ocratic change at home, he was forced to flee to France one step ahead of the
law. But his writings inspired the emergence of a mass movement for politi-
cal and social change, which authorities brutally suppressed. Threatened
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with arrest for treason, a number of British and Irish radicals emigrated to
America. They included journalists like Joseph Gales and John D. Burk, who
soon found themselves editing Republican newspapers that condemned
social privilege on both sides of the Atlantic and charged the Federalists with
attempting to introduce Furopean tyranny in America.

THE RIGHTS OF WOMEN

The democratic ferment of the 1790s inspired renewed discussion about
women’s rights. In 1792, Mary Wollstonecraft published in England her
extraordinary pamphlet, A Vindication of the Rights of Woman. Inspired by
Paine’s Rights of Man, she asserted that the “rights of humanity” should not
be “confined to the male line.” Wollstonecraft did not directly challenge
traditional gender roles. Her call for greater access to education and to paid
employment for women rested on the idea that this would enable single
women to support themselves and married women to perform more capa-
bly as wives and mothers. But she did “drop a hint,” as she put it, that
women “ought to have representation” in government. Within two years,
American editions of Wollstonecraft's work had appeared, along with pam-
phlets defending and attacking her arguments. A short-lived women’s
rights magazine was published in 1795 in New York City.

The expansion of the public sphere offered new opportunities to
women. Increasing numbers began expressing their thoughts in print.
Hannah Adams of Massachusetts became the first American woman to
support herself as an author, publishing works on religious history and
the history of New England. Other women took part in political discus-
sions, read newspapers, and listened to orations, even though outside of
New Jersey none could vote. In 1792, Sarah W. Morton of Boston pub-
lished The African Chief, a lengthy poem recounting the enslavement of
an African.

Judith Sargent Murray, one of the era's most accomplished American
women, wrote essays for the Mussachusetts Magazine under the pen name
“The Gleaner.” Murray’s father, a prosperous Massachusetts merchant, had
taken an enlightened view of his daughter’s education. Although Judith
could not attend college because of her sex, she studied alongside her
brother with a tutor preparing the young man for admission to Harvard. In
her essay “On the Equality of the Sexes,” written in 1779 and published in
1790, Murray insisted that women had as much right as men to exercise all
their talents and should be allowed equal educational opportunities to
enable them to do so. Women’s apparent mental inferiority to men, she
insisted, simply reflected the fact that they had been denied “the opportu-
nity of acquiring knowledge.” “The idea of the incapability of women,” she
maintained, was “totally inadmissable in this enlightened age.”

WOMEN AND THE REPUEBLIC

Were women part of the new body politic? Until after the Civil War, the
word “male” did not appear in the Constitution. Women were counted
fully in determining representation in Congress, and there was nothing
explicitly limiting the rights outlined in the Constitution to men.

An engraving from The Lady’s Magazine
and Repository of Entertaining
Knowledge, published in Philadelphia in
r792. A woman identified as the “Genius
of the Ladies Mugazine” kneels before
Liberty, presenting a petition for the
“Rights of Women.” In the foreground

are symbols of the arts, science, and
literature—Iknowledge that should be
available to women as well as men.
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From Address of the Democratic-Republican

Society of Pennsylvania (December 18, 1794)

The creation of around fifty Democratic-
Republican societies in 1793 and 1794 reflected
the expansion of the public sphere. The Pennsyl-
vania society issued an address defending itself
against critics who questioned its right to criti-

cize the administration of George Washington.

The principles and proceedings of our Association
have lately been caluminated [tarred by malicious
falsehoods]. We should think ourselves unworthy to
be ranked as Freemen, if awed by the name of any
man, however he may command the public grati-
tude for past services, we could suffer in silence so
sacred a right, so important a principle, as the free-
dom of opinion to be infringed, by attack on Soci-
eties which stand on that constitutional basis.
Freedom of thought, and a free communication of
opinions by speech through the medium of the press,
are the safeguards of our Liberties. .. . By the freedom
of opinion, cannot be meant the right of thinking

merely; for of this right the greatest Tyrant cannot
deprive his meanest slave; but, it is freedom in

the communication of sentiments [by] speech or
through the press. This liberty is an imprescriptable
[unlimitable] right, independent of any Constitution
or social compact; it is as complete a right as that
which any man has to the enjoyment of his life.
These principles are eternal—they are recognized by
our Constitution; and that nation 1s already enslaved
that does not acknowledge their truth. ...

If freedom of opinion, in the sense we understand
it, is the right of every Citizen, by what mode of
reasoning can that right be denied to an assemblage
of Citizens? ... The Society are free to declare that
they never were more strongly impressed with ...
the importance of associations. .. than at the
present time. The germ of an odious Aristocracy is
planted among us—it has taken root. ... Let us
remain firm in attachment to principles. . .. Let us
be particularly watchful to preserve inviolate the
freedom of opinion, assured that it is the most

effectual weapon for the protection of our liberty.



FroM JUDITH SARGENT MURRAY,

“On the Equality of the Sexes” (1790)

A prominent writer of plays, novels, and poetry,
Judith Sargent Murray of Massachusetts was one
of the first women to demand equal educational

opportunities for women.

Is it upon mature consideration we adopt the idea,
that nature is thus partial in her distributions? Is it
indeed a fact, that she hath yielded to one half of the
human species so unquestionable a mental superi-
ority? I know that to both sexes elevated under-
standings, and the reverse, are common. But, suffer
me to ask, in what the minds of females are so noto-
riously deficient, or unequal....

Are we deficient in reason? We can only reason
from what we know, and if an opportunity of acquir-
ing knowledge hath been denied us, the inferiority

of our sex cannot fairly be deduced from thence....
Will it be said that the judgment of a male of two
years old, is more sage than that of a female’s of the
same age? I believe the reverse is generally observed
to be true. But from that period what partiality! How
is the one exalted, and the other depressed, by the
contrary modes of education which are adopted! The
one is taught to aspire, and the other is early con-
fined and limited. As their years increase, the sister
must be wholly domesticated, while the brother is
led by the hand through all the flowery paths of sci-
ence. Grant that their minds are by nature equal, yet

who shall wonder at the apparent superiority. . .. At

length arrived at womanhood, the uncultivated fair
one feels a void, which the employments allotted
her are by no means capable of filling. .. . She herself
is most unhappy; she feels the want of a cultivated
mind. ... Should it. .. be vociferated, ‘Your domestic

employments are sufficient’—I would calmly ask, is
it reasonable, that a candidate for immortality, for
the joys of heaven, an intelligent being, who is to
spend an eternity in contemplating the works of
Deity, should at present be so degraded, as to be
allowed no other ideas, than those which are sug-
gested by the mechanism of a pudding, or the
sewing the seams of a garment? ...

Yes, ye lordly, ye haughty sex, our souls are by

nature equal to yours.

QUESTIONS

1. Why does the Democratic-Republican soci-
ety insist on the centrality of “free communica-
tion of opinions” in preserving American
liberty?

2. How does Murray answer the argument that
offering education to women will lead them to
neglect their “domestic employments™

3. How do these documents reflect expanding
ideas about who should enjoy the freedom to
express one’s ideas in the early republic?




